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Abstract 

This study examines the impact of economic hardship on self-esteem development using 

the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) as a theoretical framework. Self-esteem serves as an 

indicator of current well-being and future success for both researchers and practitioners. This 

study focuses on understanding economic hardship's impact on self-esteem development through 

family dynamics and processes conceptualized by the family stress model. Using the National 

Longitudinal Study of Adolescent to Adult Health (ADD Health), a sample of 730 respondents is 

examined through structural equation modeling to assess economic hardship's impact on self-

esteem development. The results indicate that while economic hardship has no significant effect 

on self-esteem development in this sample, the role of mothers has a significant and long-term 

impact on self-esteem in emerging adulthood. 

Moreover, when considering the effects that gender has on self-esteem development via 

moderation, neither male nor female emerging adults experienced differing effects between 

disrupted parenting and self-esteem. While researchers should continue to explore more research 

to understand the impact of economic hardship on self-esteem, the parent-to-adolescent 

relationship significantly impacts self-esteem development. Financial planners, counselors, and 

therapists are focused on wealth accumulation, maximization, and enjoyment for their clients. 

Their understanding of childhood experiences of economic hardship on self-esteem via family 

dynamics and processes helps them understand early indicators of academic and job 

performance, wealth accumulation, financial risk-taking, and seeking financial advice. To 

support their clients and the next generation, financial professionals' focus can remain and 

expand on family dynamics and processes that have affected and continue to affect financial 



  

wellness and decision-making and focus less on the economic background and previous 

economic hardship experienced by their family. 
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Chapter 1 - Introduction 

Self-esteem is an important and widely studied indicator of adolescent and emerging 

adult development (Mruk, 2013a). Individuals under 18 are considered adolescents, while those 

between 18 and 35 are in emerging adulthood (American Psychological Association, n.d.). For 

financial planning practitioners, researchers, and educators, it is an underutilized measure of 

potential future success in the financial planning environment. High self-esteem stands as a 

crucial step to academic success (Honicke & Broadbent, 2016; Lane et al., 2004), job 

performance (Ferris et al., 2010; Ferris et al., 2015; Liu et al., 2017), job satisfaction 

(Mossholder et al., 1981; Yang et al., 2016), wealth accumulation (Chatterjee et al., 2009), 

financial risk-taking (Sekscinska et al., 2021; Thanki et al., 2020), and seeking financial planning 

advice (Neymotin, 2010; Tang & Baker, 2016). These outcomes (e.g., job performance, wealth 

accumulation, seeking financial planning advice) are desirable, at least for many financial 

planning professionals, when engaging with clients. Beyond measuring self-esteem during 

financial planning engagements, understanding self-esteem development during emerging 

adulthood provides insight into a potential marker of such future success. 

Economic hardship is, in some considerations, an existential threat to family processes 

(Masarik & Conger, 2017) that may affect the development of self-esteem. Economic hardship is 

the objective status of an individual or family regarding the availability of economic resources 

(i.e., below or above the poverty line; Conger et al., 1990). Relationships were established by 

other researchers between economic hardship and poor mental and physical health (Cheng et al., 

2016), physical abuse (Santaularia et al., 2023), and poor academic performance (Banerjee, 

2016). Based on these relationships, researchers and practitioners may assume that economic 

hardship experienced by a family would stimy or counter the development of self-esteem in 
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emerging adulthood. If this is the case, adults who grew up in strained economic conditions (i.e., 

where families experienced economic hardship) are less likely to develop high self-esteem and 

possibly less likely to engage the services of a financial planning professional. However, 

researchers and practitioners know little about the impact economic hardship has on the 

development of self-esteem as measured in emerging adulthood – defined as the age of 20 to 35 

(American Psychological Association, n.d.). Mixed results have been presented regarding 

socioeconomic status and self-esteem (e.g., Rosenberg, 1965; Twenge & Campbell, 2002). Due 

to these mixed results, more work is needed to understand better the dynamics and processes 

within the family that impact self-esteem development in emerging adulthood. It cannot be said 

that those below the poverty line will automatically develop low self-esteem; conversely, those 

above it will develop high self-esteem.  

Within the context of the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990), economic hardship 

and economic pressure impact parents' decisions and interactions, which have an impact on the 

development and adjustment of adolescents and emerging adults as they transition from 

dependence (i.e., childhood and adolescence) to independence (i.e., adulthood; Conger et al., 

1990; Conger et al., 2010; Masarik & Conger, 2017). While economic hardship is the objective 

status of an individual or family's access to economic resources, economic pressure is the day-to-

day strains and hassles associated with economic hardship that represent the psychological 

meaning we assign to our experiences around the availability of economic resources (Conger et 

al., 1990; Conger et al., 2010). In order to understand the background and development of self-

esteem in emerging adulthood, an understanding of economic hardship's impact on family 

interaction and processes is needed. Informed by this background, financial professionals may 

not only serve their clients more effectively (i.e., implementing personalized strategies) but also 
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help to establish the next generation of financial planning clients by supporting conditions that 

foster the development of self-esteem. 

 Purpose 

The family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) exists as a framework for understanding the 

effects of economic hardship on family dynamics and, ultimately, adolescents as they transition 

to emerging adulthood. This study aims to apply the family stress model to examine the effect 

economic hardship has on the development of self-esteem. This study explores whether 

economic hardship experienced by parents impacts emerging adult’s self-esteem. Prior research 

concludes that self-esteem exists as a predictor of academic achievement (Honicke & Broadbent, 

2016; Lane et al., 2004), job performance and satisfaction (Ferris et al., 2010; Ferris et al., 2015; 

Mossholder et al., 1981; Yang et al., 2016), and positive financial decision-making (Chatterjee et 

al., 2009; Neymotin, 2010; Sekscinska et al., 2021; Tang & Baker, 2016; Thanki et al., 2020). 

Financial planners, counselors, and therapists are focused on wealth accumulation, 

maximization, and enjoyment for their clients. Their understanding of experiences of economic 

hardship on self-esteem via family dynamics and processes helps them understand early 

indicators of academic and job performance, wealth accumulation, financial risk-taking, and 

seeking financial advice that is desirable in current clients and future generations of client 

engagements. 

Does economic hardship affect self-esteem development? Moreover, does this potential 

disruption of self-esteem development depend on the parent’s reported feelings of economic 

pressure, psychological stress, and interparental relationship problems as theorized by the family 

stress model (Conger et al., 1990)? Additionally, does the effect of economic hardship on self-

esteem differ by emerging adult’s gender?  
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 Theoretical Framework  

 The family stress model (FSM; Conger et al., 1990) exists as a framework for 

understanding the relationship between economic hardship and adolescent development. The 

focus of this study is on emerging adult self-esteem. While it is measured after adolescence, the 

family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) is a framework for understanding how family 

experiences during adolescence may impact self-esteem development. While discussing the 

theoretical framework, development outcomes are addressed in the context of this study rather 

than merely as adolescent adjustment and development. As visually depicted in Figure 1, there 

are several antecedent factors to emerging adult development: economic hardship, economic 

pressure, parent psychological distress, interparental relationship problems, and disrupted 

parenting. Throughout the model, risk or protective factors interact to create a varying degree of 

effect (e.g., interacting directly with the antecedents of emerging adult self-esteem or moderating 

the impact of the family stress process). While operationalized differently across studies, a factor 

such as gender is an example used in this study (Masarik & Conger, 2017). 

Economic hardship refers to the objective lack of economic resources in a family. 

However, not having access to economic resources through a higher household income does not 

necessarily mean that family processes and dynamics will negatively impact emerging adult 

development. Economic hardship will only affect family functioning and emerging adult 

development if the family assigns psychological meaning (i.e., economic pressure) to the lack of 

economic resources (Masarik & Conger, 2017). If no meaning is given to the experience, then, in 

theory, it does not affect family functioning and emerging adult development (for good or bad). 

Economic pressure, mediated by parental psychological distress, predicts increased relationship 

conflict and disrupted parenting. Disrupted parenting (i.e., lower communication, less warmth, 
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and less support towards the child) contributes to more inadequate or poor socio-emotional, 

behavioral, cognitive, and physical well-being for emerging adults (Conger & Conger, 2002; 

Johnson et al., 2016). Rather than a purely economic approach, FSM (Conger et al., 1990) takes 

a family-systems approach, with the family representing an ecosystem disrupted not only 

financially but also relationally and ultimately developmentally by economic hardship.  

The parent’s psychological distress depletes the mental, emotional, and relational 

capabilities and thereby causes maladaptive parenting. These maladaptive or disrupted parenting 

practices (i.e., lower communication, less warmth, and less support towards the child) are, in 

turn, what leads to emerging adult adjustment problems. Not without concern is the impact the 

emerging adult may experience due to the lack of economic resources (e.g., poor health due to 

lack of medical care). However, the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) attempts to explain 

the family dynamics and processes at play that contribute to the various development outcomes. 

In other words, the FSM (Conger et al., 1990) seeks to answer how economic hardship and 

emerging adult self-esteem development are related. 
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Figure 1.1  Family Stress Model 

 

 Limitations, Assumptions, and Delimitations 

 This study has limitations. While relying on the existing FSM (Conger et al., 1990) 

framework that has been tested and utilized by various researchers does provide some validity 

(Masarik & Conger, 2017), it is still only a theoretical model. Research, including this study, 

must endeavor to explore new relationships and dynamics within the family that explain the link 

between economic hardship and adolescent self-esteem. Families are dynamic systems that may 

not be fully captured in survey responses. Some relationship may exist within the family (i.e., not 

captured in the survey) that has a meaningful impact on the parent's experiences of economic 

hardship or the adolescent's development of self-esteem. The nature of using a secondary dataset 

is that the study is limited to only making hypotheses and discerning the significance between 

variables available. This limitation allows for a sharper focus while at the same time introducing 

the possibility that causal relationships are ignored because they are outside the scope of the 

theory as it stands currently or merely not available within the dataset.  
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For this study, a depression, anxiety, or traumatic stress diagnosis from a health 

professional was utilized as the measure of parent psychological distress. Parents may experience 

undiagnosed anxiety or stress that may have impacted their family system (Newland et al., 2013; 

Pinquart, 2017). Additionally, many clinical diagnoses create a pattern of unhealthy lifestyle 

decisions (e.g., substance abuse) that make it hard to isolate as the sole cause of symptoms 

versus comorbidity. The possible association with other mental health diagnoses, symptoms, and 

lifestyle factors makes it difficult to understand the effects of economic hardship. We do not 

know if the diagnosed anxiety or stress was related to the economic experience of the parent or 

due to some other factor. It is also possible that external factors contribute to a diagnosis of 

anxiety and stress (e.g., work environment, loneliness) that were unrelated to the economic 

hardship experienced. 

ADD Health, a nationally representative dataset, aids in the generalizability of the results 

(Harris & Udry, 2015). However, the use of this dataset will have some limitations and 

delimitations. First, this is a longitudinal study, but some variables were assessed in the 1990s 

and 2000s, introducing a time bias. Second, due to social desirability bias, there may be a self-

reporting bias in the variables as individuals may skew responses towards a more positive light 

(e.g., higher self-esteem, higher relationship satisfaction). Furthermore, some respondent attrition 

or dropout (possibly based on psychological anxiety, stress, or even relationship conflict) may 

bias results.  

While this study focuses on parents who are currently married, this is a relatively narrow 

view of the dynamic of adult and parent-adolescent relationships. Parents who are not in a 

relationship may still experience relationship problems with other family members, caregivers, 

and even those outside the family ecosystem (e.g., coworkers) that impact their parenting and, 



8 

thus, the child's self-esteem (Barnett, 2008). While the FSM (Conger et al., 1990) model is 

designed to measure the effects of economic hardship on adolescent development through parent 

relationships and parenting practices, it allows for parenting relationships outside of the nuclear 

family structure (e.g., cohabitation, stepparents). The study at hand is limited by the emerging 

adult responses to parenting warmth, relationship satisfaction, and communication satisfaction 

with either a father or mother. For this study, emerging adult gender was the only risk or 

protective factor utilized within the FSM framework (Conger et al., 1990); this is due to a lack of 

available variables and variance within variables (e.g., emerging adult ethnicity) regarding 

parental psychological distress and parent relationship happiness. 

Self-esteem is examined in emerging adulthood, a transitional time. While self-esteem is 

considered to be pretty stable over time, it may not fully develop until late adolescence and peak 

in middle adulthood (Fu et al., 2017; Orth & Robins, 2014) or change after formative 

experiences at any period in an individual's life (Kuper & Turanovic, 2020). This study only 

examines self-esteem at a one-time point (i.e., emerging adulthood) and after a gap of 

approximately five years from adolescence. During that time, numerous other experiences may 

have impacted the development of self-esteem that are not considered in this study and may not 

be measured or considered at all in the dataset used (i.e., ADD Health). 

 Summary 

Economic hardship poses a developmental hazard for families and adolescents (Barnett, 

2008; Lawson et al., 2020). The psychological meaning assigned to economic hardship (i.e., 

economic pressure) can contribute to parental psychological distress, parental relationship 

problems, and disrupted parenting. Through these family dynamics and processes, the 

development of self-esteem is theorized to be affected. Self-esteem has been tied to desirable 
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outcomes like academic success (Honicke & Broadbent, 2016; Lane et al., 2004), job 

performance (Ferris et al., 2010; Ferris et al., 2015; Liu, et al., 2017), job satisfaction 

(Mossholder et al., 1981; Yang et al., 2016), wealth accumulation (Chatterjee et al., 2009), 

financial risk-taking (Sekscinska et al., 2021; Thanki et al., 2020), and seeking financial planning 

advice (Neymotin, 2010; Tang & Baker, 2016). To understand the background and development 

of self-esteem in emerging adulthood as a predictor of such desirable outcomes, an 

understanding of economic hardship’s impact on family interaction and processes is needed. 

Informed by this background, financial professionals may not only serve their clients more 

effectively (i.e., implementing personalized strategies) but also help to establish the next 

generation of financial planning clients by supporting conditions that foster the development of 

self-esteem.  
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Chapter 2 - Review of Literature 

Conger et al. (1990) explored the relationship between economic hardship experienced by 

rural families during a significant drought in Iowa and marital relationship problems, leading to 

the formation of the family stress model (FSM: Conger et al., 1990). While initially focused on 

the impact of economic hardship on marital relationship quality, FSM (Conger et al., 1990) has 

been expanded to include the impact that marital relationship quality and parenting have on 

adolescent development. The following literature provides a brief overview of the FSM (Conger 

et al., 1990). Then, a detailed review of each conceptualization, starting with emerging adult self-

esteem as a marker for adolescent development and then picking up with economic hardship 

before moving through the remainder of the FSM (Conger et al., 1990). The focus of this study is 

on emerging adult self-esteem as the developmental outcome of the family stress model. 

However, where possible, and appropriate discussion around adolescent development and 

outcomes is presented. This overlap is intentional as the developmental experiences begin in 

adolescence when the families are experiencing economic hardship and reporting disruptive 

parenting for fathers and mothers, and conceptually appearing in the self-esteem level of the 

respondents measured in early adulthood. Refer to Figure 2.1 as the conceptual model used in 

this study based on the FSM framework (Conger et al., 1990). 
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Figure 2.1  Conceptual Model 

 

 Family Stress Model 

 The family stress model (FSM; Conger et al., 1990) exists as a framework for 

understanding the causal relationship between economic hardship (conceptualized originally as a 

low income-to-needs ratio) and emerging adult development. The work of Conger et al. (1990) in 

the family stress model built on early work focused on the impact of the Great Depression 

(Bakke, 1940; Elder, 1974)) and the economic crisis of the 1980s (Dooley & Catalano, 1988; 

Heffernan & Heffernan, 1986; Rosenblatt, 1989). Conger et al. (1990) utilized a sample of 76 

couples from the Midwest to test their early conceptualization of the family stress model. Later 

revisions of the model utilized data from the Iowa Youth and Families Project – a 5-year panel 

study with 451 families (Conger & Conger, 2002). Since that time, implementations of the 

family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) have utilized data ranging from the National 

Longitudinal Survey of Youth (e.g., Fomby & Cherlin, 2007) to the Fragile Families and Child 

Well-being Study (Turney & Sugie, 2020). Economic pressure, operationalized by Conger et al. 
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(1990) as feelings of not having enough money to pay bills, is the psychological meaning 

assigned to economic hardship (i.e., low income), contributing to parental psychological distress. 

Parent psychological distress contributes to increased parent relationship problems and disrupted 

parenting. It is disrupted parenting (e.g., the lack of nurturing and involved parenting) that may 

contribute to lower or poor adolescent socio-emotional, behavioral, cognitive, and physical well-

being for children (Conger & Donnellan, 2007; Peverill et al., 2021). Throughout the model, risk 

or protective factors interact to create a varying degree of effect (e.g., creating more stress or 

conflict or moderating the effects of stress and conflict). While operationalized differently across 

studies, factors such as gender, race, and ethnicity are examples used in prior applications of 

FSM (Masarik & Conger, 2017). 

 Self-Esteem 

 The family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) has been used as a framework to study 

adolescent and emerging adult development and adjustment problems such as adolescent 

drinking problems (Hardaway & Cornelius, 2014), conduct behavior and disorder (Neppl et al., 

2016; Shaw & Shelleby, 2014; Simons et al., 2016), literacy and math performance (Iruka et al., 

2012), and poor physical health (McCurdy et al., 2010), and adult depressive symptoms 

(Kavanaugh et al., 2018). This study focuses on emerging adult self-esteem as an indicator of 

adolescent development and adjustment to family stress because of its connection to successful 

financial outcomes later in adulthood. 

Self-esteem exists as a marker or predictor of academic achievement in emerging 

adulthood (Honicke & Broadbent, 2016; Lane et al., 2004), mental health (Kim et al., 2016; 

Sowislo & Orth, 2013), job performance and satisfaction (Ferris et al., 2010; Ferris et al., 2015; 

Liu et al., 2017; Mossholder et al., 1981; Yang et al., 2016), and positive financial decision-
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making (Chatterjee et al., 2009; Neymotin, 2010; Sekscinska et al., 2021; Tang & Baker, 2016; 

Thanki et al., 2020). Lane et al. (2004) found significant connections between perceived 

academic success and self-esteem in a sample of postgraduate students with a mean age of 27.5. 

Hwang et al. (2016) found that self-esteem predicted subjective well-being and depression but 

that these distinctions were not different by age when looking at their Korean sample ranging 

from 22 to 61. Focusing on job performance and various on-the-job stressors, Ferris et al. (2010) 

determined that high self-esteem is a buffer between perceived stressors and actual job 

performance with two samples (mean ages of 49.7 and 34.1).  

In a separate study, Ferris et al. (2014) concluded that self-esteem operates as a mediator 

to the effect workplace ostracism (i.e., feeling isolated at work by colleagues) has on job 

performance. High self-esteem was found to mitigate the impact of job role ambiguity on job 

satisfaction by Mossholder et al. (1981). Yang et al. (2016), consistent with earlier work 

presented in this study, found self-esteem to mediate between job stress and job satisfaction. Liu 

et al. (2017) explored self-esteem and job satisfaction of ICU nurses, finding that there are high 

correlations among the two variables. While perhaps not direct measures of success in financial 

planning engagements, job success, satisfaction, and, even more fundamentally, academic 

success are indicators and predictors of future success and potential for wealth accumulation. 

Self-esteem is essential in predicting positive outcomes and mitigating adverse outcomes across 

academic success and job performance. 

Moving to consider the role that self-esteem has within the financial planning 

engagement, Chatterjee et al. (2009) focused on the role of self-esteem as a predictor in wealth 

accumulation – finding self-esteem to be a positive predictor of increases in wealth over ten 

years with a sample aged between 29 and 37. With a focus on the association between self-
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esteem and positive financial behaviors, Neymotin (2010) found significant relationships 

between self-esteem and measures of financial planning (e.g., being aware of budget, planning 

for retirement, and keeping track of expenses) in an emerging adult sample. High self-esteem has 

been found to be associated with larger and riskier hypothetical investment portfolios among 

emerging adults (Sekscinska et al., 2021). Among a sample of adult investors, Thanki et al. 

(2020) found support for self-esteem’s predictive power for individual financial risk tolerance. 

When considering financial planning engagement, self-esteem is an essential predictor of 

financial behavior, ranging from being aware of a budget, planning for retirement, wealth 

accumulation, and even financial risk tolerance. 

Beyond financial planning behaviors and investing, Tang and Baker (2016) concluded 

that individuals aged 47-56, with higher self-esteem, achieved more goals and were more likely 

to engage in goal-pursuit behaviors. Self-esteem has a predictive power for mental health. For 

example, Sowislo and Orth (2013) concluded that self-esteem does predict depression using 

cross-lagged methods after reviewing over 80 samples published in 53 journal articles between 

1984 and 2010. With self-esteem’s vital importance to this study and so many desirable 

outcomes and measures in financial planning clients, it is necessary to start at the beginning with 

an overview of the origination of the concept and then move on to modern interpretations. 

William James arguably is a “point of origin” for all subsequent considerations of self 

(Smith, 1992, p. 179). James delineated I and me - the experiencing I and the empirical (or 

objective) me (James, 1890) when he considered the self. Any reference to self is a simultaneous 

reference I and me - to experiencing and the experience. The self consists of both, not one of 

these parts. While separate concepts (I and me) both affect behavior, experiences, and attitudes 

(Wells & Marwell, 1976). When we consider the effect of family stress on self-esteem, we must 
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do so in recognition that this concept is unique in its composition. In Rosenberg’s Conceiving the 

Self (1979), he commented on the nature of considering both I and me as a part of selfhood and, 

subsequently, self-esteem:  

The individual is standing outside himself and looking at an object describing it, 

evaluating it, responding to it; but the object he is perceiving, evaluating, or responding 

to is himself. With regard to every other object in the world, the subject and object are 

different; only with respect to this object are they the same. (p. 6) 

Rather than considering the I or me separately, we consider that both cumulative 

experiences and how those experiences are being examined or experienced by the individual are 

impacted by family stress. Self-esteem has come to be understood in terms of competence and 

worthiness, and most recently based on both of these factors. The following sections discuss 

definitions of self-esteem based only on one of the factors (competence and then worthiness) 

before considering the present study’s conceptualization of self-esteem as a two-factor 

construct.  

Self-esteem based on competence. William James (1890) defined self-esteem in terms 

of competence, or rather as a relationship of success to aspirations. Only in areas of life that 

matter to the individual do successes and aspirations matter. White (1959) expanded on James ’

focus on competence, developing a competence motivation that drives behavior. Individual 

behavior is based on a desire to feel effective or more successful in areas that matter to them. 

Crocker and Park (2003; 2004) commented that self-esteem may motivate people to seek success 

and avoid failure in harmful ways. Individuals may want to succeed at all costs, take on 

unnecessary risks, and even use aggressive, unethical, or immoral behaviors. Defining self-

esteem solely as a function of competence may cause an unneeded focus on the pursuit of 
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success as a way of increasing or motivating self-esteem. This unneeded focus may place the 

individual in a perpetual state of defense.  

Self-esteem based on worthiness. Morris Rosenberg (1965) defined self-esteem as one’s 

feelings of worth. Affective in nature, this definition of self-esteem requires the individual to 

assess how they feel about themselves regarding value rather than their ability to succeed, as 

when self-esteem is defined as competence. This perspective sees worthiness, or self-esteem, not 

only as the outcome of an evaluative process but as a dynamic and central role in personality 

development and relationships (Epstein, 1985; Mruk, 2013a). Defining self-esteem only in terms 

of worthiness may lead to a focus on feeling good about oneself. Individuals who define self-

esteem only as a sense of worthiness may ignore signs of egotism, conceit, and narcissism 

(Mruk, 2013b). 

Self-esteem as a relationship between the two. The issues pointed out so far are related 

to a unidimensional understanding of self-esteem as either only based on competence or only 

based on worthiness. A two-factor understanding defines self-esteem as a relationship between 

competence and worthiness. The use of a two-factor definition of self-esteem is not a new 

concept, as an entire line of research has been focused on defining self-esteem based on 

competence and worthiness since modern research on self-esteem began (e.g., Diggory, 1966; 

Franks & Marolla, 1976; Gecas, 1971; Gecas & Schwalbe, 1983; Harter, 1993, 1999). 

Low self-esteem involves living with. or at a minimum perceiving, a lack of competence 

and worthiness. Individuals with low self-esteem may have a reduced buffering ability as their 

ability to cope with stress may be diminished (Mruk, 2013b). Low levels of self-esteem have 

been connected to hypersensitivity, lack of risk-taking, pessimism, and general depression 

(Rosenberg & Owens, 2001). Self-esteem in adolescents has been tied to pro-social behavior 
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toward strangers (Fu et al., 2017). Individuals with low self-esteem have been found to engage in 

overgeneralizing their mistakes and adverse events (Kernis, 2003) and to utilize self-protective 

strategies to maintain their low self-esteem (Campbell & Lavalle, 1993). High self-esteem 

involves perceiving an abundance of competence and worthiness and can function in a dual role: 

self-maintenance and self-expansion (Mruk, 2013b). Individuals with high self-esteem may 

utilize it to manage anxiety (Greenberg et al., 1995; Pyszczynski et al., 2003) and to feel better 

about themselves, their relationships, and their life in general despite their objective situation 

(Baumgardner & Crothers, 2009). Individuals with high self-esteem may be perceived as having 

more life satisfaction, being open to more experiences, and even taking more risks (Mruk, 

2013b). At this time in an emerging adult’s life, self-esteem is formed by self-appraisals of 

worthiness and competence. These self-appraisals begin to be based on their own life 

experiences rather than the worth and competence assigned to them by family members and 

those around them. Self-esteem is approached in this study through the lens of a two-factor 

conceptualization of self-esteem (i.e., self-esteem is based on competence and worthiness).  

Self-esteem development. Suppose self-esteem is to be studied as an indicator of future 

financial outcomes and decision-making. In that case, it is necessary to discuss self-esteem from 

adolescence to emerging adulthood before discussing the antecedents to self-esteem as theorized 

by the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990). While characterized as a time of transition 

(Maurer et al., 2023), self-esteem levels remain consistent (Block & Robins, 1993; Reitz, 2022) 

for both males and females and a significant predictor across cultural groups (Schmitt & Allik, 

2005). Even though levels are consistent during this development period, adolescent self-esteem 

has been shown to have a decreasing impact on emerging adulthood psycho-social indicators like 

depression (Masselink et al., 2018). Masselink et al. (2018) studied a sample of adolescents from 
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the Netherlands. They concluded that adolescent self-esteem measured at age 10-12 was a 

significant negative predictor of social problems and depressive symptoms at age 14-18 but not 

of depressive symptoms in emerging adulthood (age 21-24). Instead, the effects of adolescent 

self-esteem were fully mediated by several other personality and social support factors between 

adolescence and emerging adulthood. Rather than considering the long-term impact of 

adolescent self-esteem on emerging adulthood outcomes, Jorgenson et al. (2023) examined the 

impact of negative self-esteem (i.e., low self-esteem) on depressive tendencies between five time 

periods spanning across adolescence and emerging adulthood (ages 13 to 21), with a conclusion 

that self-esteem was a predictor of depressive tendencies in both adolescence and emerging 

adulthood. 

 Economic Hardship 

Economic hardship is defined as low income based on needs (household income divided 

by poverty threshold based on family size) in the original family stress model (Conger et al., 

1990; Masarik & Conger, 2017). Across other studies, economic hardship has been 

operationalized as job loss or as extended or perpetual job loss (Landers-Potts et al., 2015). 

Economic hardship is associated with poor mental and physical health (Cheng et al., 2016), 

neglect (Warren & Font, 2015), physical abuse (Lucero et al., 2016), poor academic and job 

performance (Banerjee, 2016) as well as parental relationship distress (Williams et al., 2015). 

Cheng et al. (2016) reviewed the generational effects of economic hardship. They found that for 

mothers who had experienced economic hardship, there was a connection to cardio-metabolic 

disease and arthritis, low birth weight, and mental health diagnoses like depression or anxiety 

disorder in their offspring. Housing insecurity was found to predict child abuse and risks of 

neglect and be mediated by maternal stress (i.e., parental psychological distress) when the child 
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is very young (age 5) by Warren and Font (2015). Lucero and colleagues (2016) focused on the 

impact of economic hardship on intimate partner violence, concluding that mothers who reported 

high levels of economic hardship were more than three times more likely to experience intimate 

partner violence compared to mothers who never reported economic hardship. 

Additionally, consistent with the family stress model, both parental stress and maternal 

depression mediated the relationship between economic hardship and intimate partner violence. 

In a review of factors linked to poor academic performance, Banerjee (2016) found economic 

hardship in childhood to be a consistent predictor of later academic performance and often was 

mediated by school and family processes. Williams et al. (2015) examined the relationship 

between economic hardship and parental relationship distress, finding that not only was the 

relationship significant (i.e., economic hardship positively predicts parental relationship distress) 

but that it was partially mediated by parental depression – consistent with the theoretical 

framework of the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990). Economic hardship is a consistent 

predictor of poor outcomes ranging from academic and job performance to mental and physical 

health and abuse.  

Examining the relationship between economic hardship and self-esteem has been an early 

and central thread in self-esteem research. Rosenberg (1965), as one of the predominant early 

researchers on self-esteem, concluded that children from higher socioeconomic status (i.e., those 

from college-educated families with higher income) tend to have higher self-esteem. However, 

this was not simply due to their position in society (i.e., being from a wealthy family and having 

more available resources to support their development) but due to family factors associated with 

higher socioeconomic status (e.g., access to better education or medical services), suggesting that 



20 

the relationship between economic hardship and self-esteem is not a direct causal relationship 

and rather a mediated one as theorized in the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990).  

Socioeconomic status is understood to be different from economic hardship and defined 

as the position one holds on the socioeconomic scale, which is determined by a combination of 

social and economic factors (e.g., income, education level, employment; American 

Psychological Association, n.d.). in the context of this review though, articles are summarized 

that present findings connecting or exploring the relationship between socioeconomic status and 

self-esteem as it presents the bulk of research consistent with the research question of this study 

(i.e., research connecting economic hardship and self-esteem is more rare). In their meta-analytic 

review of 13 different cohorts (i.e., datasets), Peverill et al. (2021) found that low socioeconomic 

status (i.e., low levels of parent education, presence of poverty, and presence of public 

assistance) negatively predicted child psychopathology and mental disorders. Focusing more on 

the effects of socioeconomic status on self-esteem, Twenge and Campbell (2002) reviewed over 

40 published articles, concluding that the relationship between socioeconomic and self-esteem 

was moderated by age. The effect of age increased and peaked at middle age during peak earning 

years when socioeconomic status may be the highest (i.e., middle-aged respondents had the 

highest self-esteem compared to their early adult and older adult peers). Additionally, for older 

individuals (greater than 62), self-esteem appears to be more impacted by income than younger 

individuals (McMullin & Cairney, 2004); this would suggest that socioeconomic influences may 

only become pronounced later in life and not necessarily affect self-esteem development as an 

emerging adult – socioeconomic status may influence the parent more than the adolescent during 

the time of economic hardship and thus provide support for the dynamics of the family stress 

model (Conger et al., 1990). Orth and Robins (2014) reviewed longitudinal studies intending to 
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characterize the trajectory of self-esteem development. The authors concluded that self-esteem 

development is moderated by socioeconomic status, along with gender, rather than a direct 

causal connection being present. These findings are consistent with the family stress model 

(Conger et al., 1990). While there is an abundance of research linking economic hardship and a 

range of outcomes across the lifespan (e.g., physical abuse, mental health), the connections 

between economic hardship and self-esteem are less explored.  

 Economic Pressure 

 Economic pressure is the day-to-day strains and hassles associated with economic 

hardship (Masarik & Conger, 2017). Economic pressure has been operationalized as difficulty 

paying bills and an inability to purchase necessities (Masarik & Conger, 2017). Moreover, 

individuals assign psychological meaning to economic hardship through feelings of being 

psychologically and emotionally burdened by having a lower income. It is the psychological 

meaning associated with economic pressure that adds value (in a negative sense) to economic 

hardship. A family may experience economic hardship through a low household income based 

on household size but may not be experiencing economic pressure due to their ability to live 

within their means. Economic pressure is theorized to exacerbate or increase the strength of the 

effect economic hardship has on parental psychological distress (Masarik & Conger, 2017) in the 

family stress model (Conger et al., 1990). While the lack of economic resources poses a distinct 

problem, contributing to economic pressure, the experience and psychological meaning assigned 

by individuals and families must be understood more fully. The relationship between economic 

hardship and self-esteem is connected by the experience and psychological meaning we give 

economic status and varying resources (Twenge & Campbell, 2002). 
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In a review of over 81 peer-reviewed publications, French and Vigne (2019) found 

consistent adverse effects of economic strain (defined as feelings of worry regarding a financial 

situation) on physical and mental health in adults in the United Kingdom. In his early work, 

Rosenberg (1965; 1979) focused on the development of self-esteem and discussed the role that 

cultural groups may have in explaining the connection between socioeconomic status and self-

esteem. While higher socioeconomic status may be associated with higher self-esteem due to 

family processes, lower socioeconomic status is not always associated with lower self-esteem. 

Cultural groups who are financially oppressed (e.g., systematic discrimination) should 

conceptually have lower self-esteem; however, it can be dependent on what meaning that 

oppression has within the cultural group (Rosenberg, 1965; Schmitt & Allik, 2005; Sowislo & 

Orth, 2013). If the group is large enough, the individual is well established within it, and the 

oppression is consistent enough, then the psychological meaning associated with economic 

hardship with that oppression can have less of an impact on the development of adolescent self-

esteem (Rosenberg, 1965; 1979). In the same way that self-esteem depends on the experience 

and meaning assigned to those experiences, economic pressure depends on the experience and 

meaning. Within the family stress model (Coger et al., 1990), economic pressure has often been 

included as a component of economic hardship rather than a distinct factor, contributing to a 

need for research results focusing on economic pressure. Parent Psychological Distress 

The relationship between economic hardship and parental psychological distress is 

connected through economic pressure. Parent psychological distress was not included as an 

antecedent to marital satisfaction in the original family stress model explored by Conger et al. 

(1990). However, the model has been expanded to include parent psychological distress in 

recognition of the powerful effect an individual’s psychological distress may have on experiences 
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of economic hardship and interparental relationships and parenting (Conger & Conger, 2002).. 

The inclusion of parental psychological distress in the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) 

is supported by a range of findings showing that that economic pressure increases parents' 

emotional distress (e.g., Helms et al., 2014; Landers-Potts et al., 2013; Lee et al., 2015; Neppl et 

al., 2015; O’Neal et al., 2015; Warren & Font, 2015). These symptoms of parental psychological 

distress are hypothesized to mediate the connection between economic pressure and both 

interparental relationship problems and disrupted parenting according to the family stress model 

(Conger et al., 1990). Mayhew and Lempers (1998) found no direct effect between parent 

financial strain and adolescent self-esteem but did find support for parent’s financial strain and 

adolescent self-esteem being mediated by parent’s self-esteem. However, this relationship was 

significant for mother-daughter and father-daughter relationships but not for mother-son and 

father-son relationships. This would suggest support for a hypothesized relationship between 

parent psychological distress and emerging adult self-esteem, but that the effects of parent 

psychological distress on emerging adult self-esteem may not be consistently experienced. 

 Interparental Relationship Problems 

 Interparental relationship problems are defined as marital or parent-to-parent relationship 

conflict or dissatisfaction (Masarik & Conger, 2017). Economic pressure is associated with 

relationship dissatisfaction (Helms et al., 2014) and domestic abuse (Renzetti, 2009). Conger et 

al. (1990) concluded that parents’ relationship perception is often intertwined with their partner’s 

subjective experience of economic pressure (i.e., a husband may experience more economic 

pressure than a wife, but the wife experiences more relationship dissatisfaction due to the 

husband’s hostility stemming from the economic pressure). Williams et al. (2015) examined the 

relationship between economic hardship and parental relationship distress, finding that not only 
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is the relationship significant (i.e., economic hardship positively predicts parental relationship 

distress) but that reporting discord in the other parent fully mediates the relationship between 

economic hardship and relationship. Moreover, the results from the Williams et al. (2015) study 

show a significant difference between mothers and fathers; mothers have higher than average 

relationship distress levels, while fathers display higher levels of personal discord. Interparental 

relationship problems are theorized to have a bi-directional relationship with disrupted parenting 

and also to be predicted by parental psychological distress, according to FSM (Conger et al., 

1990).  

Significant relationships have been found between interparental relationship problems 

and adolescent self-esteem. Doyle and Markiewicz (2005) found that marital conflict was 

associated with lower self-esteem in adolescents, but this relationship was mediated by parental 

warmth to the adolescent. Consistent with more recent findings, parenting styles mediate the 

connection between family conflict and adolescent outcomes (Hoskins, 2014). Krauss et al. 

(2020) found that the family environment (consisting of parental relationships, amongst other 

factors) positively affected adolescent self-esteem development. Wright et al. (2020) found that 

family influence has a positive impact on social self-efficacy and self-esteem in college-aged 

adults. In the FSM (Conger et al., 1990), the hypothesized relationship between parental 

relationship and adolescent development is through disrupted parenting. Rather than a direct 

connection, parental relationships influence parenting and vice versa, and in turn, it is disrupted 

parenting that has a direct effect on emerging adult self-esteem.  

 Disrupted Parenting 

Psychological distress and interparental relationship problems are associated with 

disrupted parenting. The family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) theorizes this as recursively 
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related to interparental relationship problems (i.e., relationship problems can cause disrupted 

parenting and vice versa). However, emerging adults may not experience economic hardship 

directly during childhood (i.e., they may be unaware of a lack of economic resources). Instead, 

the impact of economic hardship on emerging adults during their adolescence is through 

disrupted parenting, potentially caused by economic hardship experienced by the parent. As the 

parent experiences economic pressure and a subsequent increase in psychological distress, FSM 

(Conger et al., 1990) theorizes that they will experience interparental relationship problems and 

disrupted parenting practices (i.e., lower communication, less warmth and support towards 

adolescents). These disrupted parenting practices result in child and adolescent adjustment 

problems (Masarik & Conger, 2017). These problems may be the result of direct abuse or, more 

likely, a reduction in consistent parenting practices, use of harsh disciplinary practices, or a 

withdrawal of support and affection (Masarik & Conger, 2017). Such parenting are associated 

with insensitive parenting practices (Newland et al., 2013), a decrease in the quantity of time 

spent with young children (Iruka et al., 2012) and a reduction in cognitive enrichments towards 

toddlers (Nievar et al., 2014). Disruptive parenting has been associated with increased rates of 

adolescent drinking (Hardaway & Cornelius, 2014), illiteracy (Iruka et al., 2012), physical health 

issues (McCurdy et al., 2010), externalizing problem behavior ( Pinquart, 2017), and general 

misconduct in adolescents (Shaw & Shelleby, 2014; Simons et al., 2016). These outcomes in 

adolescence set the stage for if not directly contribute to, poor outcomes in emerging adulthood. 

Disrupted parenting practices are associated with low self-esteem (Amato, 1986; Amato 

& Fowler, 2002; Clark & Barber, 1994; Felson & Zielinski, 1989; Harris et al., 2015; Khaleque, 

2017; Khulberg et al., 2010; Li & Warner, 2015). Amato (1986) found a stronger association 

between marital conflict and self-esteem for young female students compared to older school-
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aged females and that marital conflict was also associated with poor relationship quality for both 

fathers and mothers. These effects were buffered or nonexistent when female students 

maintained a good relationship with at least one parent. Amato and Fowler (2002) found that 

parental support positively predicted self-esteem in school-aged children (i.e., ages 5-18), while 

using punishment by parents negatively predicted self-esteem. Clark and Barber (1994) focused 

on the relationship between fathers and adolescents in married and post-divorce (never 

remarried, mother-headed) families, concluding that when a father is perceived as favoring 

another sibling in a married family, this is associated with lower self-esteem in adolescents, but 

that this relationship is non-significant in post-divorce families. Felson and Zielinski (1989) 

determined that self-esteem for female adolescents was negatively affected by punishment from 

fathers but not from mothers. Harris et al. (2015) examined the role parent closeness and other 

aspects of parent-child relationships have on the development of adolescent self-esteem; 

conclusions from their study include that parent closeness has a small but significant effect on 

self-esteem. In a meta-analysis, Khaleque summarized that all but 6 of the 35 studies reviewed 

reported a significant relationship between parental rejection and low self-esteem (2017). 

Khulberg et al. (2010) found parent-adolescent conflict to be a negative predictor of adolescent 

self-esteem in examining Hispanic female adolescents. Li and Warner (2015) examined the sub-

group differences of Hispanic adolescents (i.e., Cubans, Mexicans, Nicaraguans, and Columbians 

and found that across the four Hispanic sub-groups, self-esteem is negatively predicted by 

parent-adolescent conflict, and that relationship is moderated by family cohesion for Cuban and 

Mexican Hispanics. While the relationship between economic hardship and emerging adult self-

esteem is tenuous, the connection between parenting and self-esteem development has been 
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studied extensively – broadly speaking, disruptive parenting contributes to poor self-esteem 

development. 

 Risk or Protective Factors 

 The family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) conceptualizes individual, family, and 

community influences that may increase or decrease the impact of economic hardship and 

pressure on family dynamics and, thus, adolescent adjustment. A wide variety of factors have 

been identified as plausible in the FSM (Conger et al., 1990), like gender, race and ethnicity, use 

of drugs or alcohol, and external relationships with peers. Risk or protective factors have main or 

indirect effects (i.e., moderation) that affect the strength and direction of the family stress 

processes (Conger & Conger, 2002). The labeling of risk or protective merely captures the 

negative (i.e., risk) or positive (i.e., protective) impact these variables may have.  

In this study, the interaction or moderation effects of gender are explored on the pathway 

between disrupted parenting and adolescent self-esteem. This specific pathway is examined for 

moderation as it is the linkage between the parent and the adolescent and, hypothetically, where 

gender may influence how the emerging adult’s self-esteem develops due to disrupted parenting. 

The impact of gender is mixed, according to Masarik and Conger (2017). However, overall, it 

supports the inclusion of gender as a potential factor that may mediate the effect of economic 

hardship on emerging adult development. Reviews by Masarik and Conger (2017) and Conger 

and Conger (2002) have called for a closer review of possible risk and protective factors within 

the family stress model. 

Kling et al. (1999) performed a meta-analysis of studies focusing on gender differences in 

self-esteem. When considering age as a moderating variable, the most significant difference in 

self-esteem by gender emerged in high school students. Even this effect size was small (d = .33), 
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though, and as such, there may not be that much of a difference by gender. Several additional 

analyses have confirmed the finding that across all ages, the effect size tends to be relatively 

small still when comparing males and females (Bachman et al., 2011; Block & Robins, 1993; 

Feingold, 1994; Kling et al., 1999; Twenge & Campbell, 2001; Jorgenson et al., 2023). 

McMullin and Cairney (2004) found that not only do older individuals report lower self-esteem 

than younger individuals, but females report lower than males. Consistent with these results, Fu 

et al. (2017) found male adolescent self-esteem stable over five years, while female self-esteem 

declined. Heaven and Ciarrochi (2007) found differences in self-esteem development over time 

for adolescents based on parenting styles (i.e., low authoritarian parents experienced the most 

severe decline in self-esteem from grades 7 to 10 compared to females with high authoritarian 

parents and males generally). In their chapter on gender differences in self-esteem, Zeigler-Hill 

and Myers (2012) summarized that males consistently report slightly higher levels of self-esteem 

than females. However, this difference is slight and primarily pronounced in adolescence when a 

female’s self-image may be based on a more self-conscious view than males. The difference in 

self-esteem by gender during adolescence is most likely due to males maintaining a high self-

image and females becoming self-conscious of their body image as reinforced by sexism present 

in the classroom, mainstream media, and consumer advertising (Zeigler-Hill & Myers, 2012). 

Differences in self-esteem may be due to risk factors outside of the parent-adolescent 

relationship, as provided in the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990). 

 Summary 

 Economic pressure is the psychological meaning we assign to our experiences of 

economic hardship (Conger et al., 1990; Conger et al., 2010). It is this psychological meaning 

that impacts family dynamics and affects adolescent development. Self-esteem has been tied to 
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desirable outcomes like academic success (Honicke & Broadbent, 2016; Lane et al., 2004), job 

performance (Ferris et al., 2010; Ferris et al., 2015; Liu et al., 2017), job satisfaction 

(Mossholder et al., 1981; Yang et al., 2016), wealth accumulation (Chatterjee et al., 2009;), 

financial risk-taking (Sekscinska et al., 2021; Thanki et al., 2020), and seeking financial planning 

advice (Neymotin, 2010; Tang & Baker, 2016).Ferris et al., 2015). Past studies support the 

inclusion of emerging adult self-esteem in the model as a measure of adolescent adjustment and 

development due to its close relation to family processes and parenting practices and the 

uncertain relationship it may have with economic hardship.  
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Chapter 3 - Methodology 

The following chapter describes the ADD Health dataset, including sampling procedures. 

Additionally, the proposed hypotheses, operationalization and measurement of the dependent and 

independent variables are discussed. Finally, the methodology used in this study is reviewed, 

including methods used to deal with missing, skewed, and leptokurtic data. Operationalizations 

of the measurements in this chapter may differ slightly from those discussed in the previous 

chapter as they are specific to the data utilized rather than broadly how past research has 

conceptualized or measured.  

 Data Collection Method 

The study utilized the publicly available data from the National Longitudinal Study of 

Adolescent to Adult Health (ADD Health; Harris & Udry, 2015). ADD Health was developed in 

response to a congressional mandate to study adolescent health and was funded by the National 

Institute of Child Health and Human Development with additional funding coming from over 20 

other federal agencies and foundations. Data from the ADD Health dataset is available for 

download from the UNC School of Public Health (https://addhealth.cpc.unc.edu/) as either 

public or restricted (i.e., private). Data is restricted for privacy as well as sensitivity concerns in 

order to protect the data from misuse. At the time of this study the restricted data can be accessed 

on a contract basis and after sufficient data protection protocols are put in place (e.g., dedicated 

computer for accessing and analyzing the restricted data). Both public and restricted data range 

from socioeconomic status, demographics, family structure, and attitudes and behaviors to 

biomarkers and extended personal health data (e.g., sexual behavior, presence of communicable 

diseases). The ADD Health survey was  conducted across five waves, with the first wave taking 

place between September 1994 and December 1995 when the population was in grades 7 through 
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12. Subsequent waves of data were collected in 1996 (Wave II), 2001-2002 (Wave III), 2008-09 

(Wave IV), and 2016-2018 (Wave V). Adolescents ’ages would be 11-18 during Wave I, 12-18 

during Wave II, 18-26 during Wave III, 24-32 during Wave IV, and 33-43 during Wave V. The 

adolescent sample would be approximately 40-50 at the time of this study (2023). The sample 

used is drawn from Wave I and Wave III for both adolescents and parents and from a 

supplemental 2015-2017 Parent study of the National Longitudinal Study of Adolescent to Adult 

Health (ADD Health) public sample. All questions utilized is self-reported data from the parent 

or the adolescent. 

ADD Health utilized a school-based design with the primary sampling unit based on a 

stratified sample of 132 schools; stratified based on region, urbanicity, school type, ethnic mix, 

and size (Harris, 2013). The schools represented 80 different communities and formed a 

nationally representative sample. Feeder schools (i.e., middle schools) were chosen as well as 80 

high schools. Within each school pair, students were stratified by grade and sex, then 17 were 

randomly chosen from each stratification to a sample of approximately 200 adolescents to form a 

core sample of 12,105 American adolescents in grades 7-12. ADD Health oversampled beyond 

this core sample to reach populations of interest (e.g., Black, Chinese, twin, adopted) and form a 

nationally representative sample as well as subsets of the data that can be utilized for future 

studies. The total Wave I sample is 20,745, including the oversampled populations. This Wave I 

data forms the basis for subsequent waves of sampling (e.g., Wave III, Wave IV). At the same 

time as the initial adolescent sample, a parent survey was completed with over 80% of the Wave 

I adolescents having a parent complete the survey. All families were invited to participate in the  

parent survey, and only one response from a parent was recorded (i.e., only one parent completed 

the survey for each family). ADD Health completed an additional survey between August 2001 
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and April 2002 when the original respondents were then aged 18-26. A response rate of 76% 

allowed a sample of 15,170 to form Wave III of the dataset. From 2015-2017 a follow-up study 

was completed based on the original parent respondents. This Parent study sampled original 

parent respondents (n = 3,000) and included social, behavioral, and health data about the parents 

and family members. Additional waves of data collection, as well as ancillary studies, have been 

completed (e.g., Wave IV, Twin study), but Waves I (including the initial parent survey), Wave 

III, and the most recent Parent study are the only data utilized in this study, forming a possible 

sample of n= 3,000.  

 Hypotheses 

The family stress model (FSM; Conger et al., 1990) exists as a framework for 

understanding the causal relationship between economic hardship and adolescent development 

difficulties. Economic hardship affects family functioning and adolescent development through 

economic pressures, defined as the psychological meaning applied to economic hardship 

(Masarik & Conger, 2017). If no meaning is assigned to the experience, then in theory it does not 

affect family functioning and adolescent development (for good or bad). In turn, economic 

pressure contributes to psychological distress, which may contribute to increased relationship 

conflict and disrupted parenting. It is disrupted parenting (e.g., the lack of nurturing and involved 

parenting) that may contribute to lower or poor adolescent socio-emotional, behavioral, 

cognitive, and physical well-being for children (Conger & Donnellan, 2007). This leads to the 

two research questions. Does economic hardship cause self-esteem development to be disrupted? 

Does this disruption depend on parents’ reported feelings of economic hardship, economic 

pressure, psychological stress, and interparental relationship problems as theorized by the family 
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stress model (Conger et al., 1990)? Refer to Figure 3.1 for the empirical model that is utilized to 

test these relationships. 

 

Figure 3.1  Empirical Model 

 

Based on the research questions and empirical models, the following hypotheses is tested:  

Hypothesis 1: Household income-to-needs ratio below 200% of poverty level is associated with 

not having enough money to pay bills each month. 

Hypothesis 2: Not having enough money to pay bills each month predicts parental depression or 

stress disorder.. 

Hypothesis 3: Parental depression or stress or panic disorder predicts parental relationship 

unhappiness.. 

Hypothesis 3a: Parental depression or stress or panic disorder mediates the relationship between 

not having enough to pay bills each month and parental relationship unhappiness.. 
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Hypothesis 4: Parental depression or stress or panic disorder predicts disrupted parenting.. 

Hypothesis 4a: Parental depression or stress or panic disorder mediates the relationship between 

not having enough to pay bills each month and father disrupted parenting.. 

Hypothesis 4b: Parental depression or stress or panic disorder mediates the relationship between 

not having enough to pay bills each month and mother disrupted parenting.. 

Hypothesis 5: Parental relationship unhappiness is positively associated with disrupted 

parenting.. 

Hypothesis 5a: Parental relationship unhappiness is positively associated with father disrupted 

parenting. 

Hypothesis 5b: Parental relationship unhappiness is positively associated with mother disrupted 

parenting. 

Hypothesis 6: Disrupted parenting contributes to lower emerging adult self-esteem. 

Hypothesis 6a: Father disrupted parenting contributes to lower emerging adult self-esteem. 

Hypothesis 6b: Mother disrupted parenting contributes to lower emerging adult self-esteem. 

Hypothesis 7: Emerging adult gender will moderate the pathway between disrupted parenting 

and emerging adult self-esteem.  

Hypothesis 7a: Emerging adult gender will moderate the pathway between father disrupted 

parenting and emerging adult self-esteem. 

Hypothesis 7b: Emerging adult gender will moderate the pathway between mother disrupted 

parenting and emerging adult self-esteem; 
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 Operationalization of Concepts 

 The following sections discuss how each variable is measured within this study. The 

dependent variable (self-esteem) is discussed first. After self-esteem is discussed, each of the 

dependent variables are discussed. The last variable discussed is protective/risk factors.  

 Dependent Variable - Adolescent Self-Esteem  

Self-esteem is utilized as a facet of emerging adult well-being and a key indicator of 

future well-being. In this study self-esteem is the primary dependent variable of concern and is 

measured as the sum of four responses: two questions based on competence, and two questions 

based on worthiness. All questions ask the emerging adult at Wave III (emerging adult self-

esteem measurement depicted in Figure 3.1) to agree or disagree with statements about their self-

esteem. The competence statements are “You feel like you are doing everything just about right,” 

and “You have a lot to be proud of.” The worthiness statements are “You have a lot of good 

qualities,” and “You like yourself just the way you are.” All questions are Likert-type, with 

“Strongly disagree” being coded as 1 and “Strongly agree” being coded as 5. The range of 

responses can be from 1 to 20 (due to the possibility that an adolescent may respond to one of the 

above questions, but not the remaining three, and still be included in the sample). These 

responses are reverse coded from the original format in order to be consistent with a higher score 

indicating high self-esteem and a lower score indicating low self-esteem. 

 Independent Variables 

Economic Hardship. This study utilized a ratio of household income to national poverty 

level by household size as the measure of economic hardship, consistent with Conger et al. 

(1990). This ratio was then coded as a binary variable with “0” representing no economic 

hardship and “1” representing economic hardship. Economic hardship is defined as at or below 
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200% of the poverty level by household size, consistent with past studies (e.g., Hostinar & 

Miller, 2019; Jiang et al., 2017). Household income was reported by the parent at Wave I (1994), 

while the size of the household whiles reported by the emerging adult (adolescent at the time of 

the survey) at the same time. The adolescent is asked, “How many people live in your 

household?” Poverty guidelines by household size for 1994 are provided by the U.S. Department 

of Health and Human Services (n.d.). Household income ranges from $0 to $450,00. Household 

size ranges from 2 to 11. Stronger relationships have been found between income-to-need 

according to established poverty thresholds  and adolescent well-being compared to just 

household income level and adolescent child well-being (Hanson et al., 1997). Utilizing a ratio 

of income-to allowed for an equitable comparison across socioeconomic groups; and utilizing a 

binary coding of economic hardship aided in interpretation of results and groups of respondents. 

Per the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990), and hypothesis one, economic hardship was 

theorized to positively contribute to economic pressure.  

Economic Pressure. The study utilized a single measure for economic pressure from 

Wave I. Consistent with other studies (e.g., O’Neal et al., 2015), parents’ responses to the 

question “Do you have enough money to pay your bills?” were used as a proxy for economic 

pressure. Responses are reverse coded so that a “yes” response is 0 and a “no” response is 1. A 

response of “no” indicates that the parent does not have enough money to pay bills and is 

experiencing economic pressure. Economic pressure was theorized to positively contribute to 

parental psychological distress and interparental relationship according to the family stress 

model (Conger et al., 1990) and hypothesis two. 

Parental Psychological Distress. Parental psychological distress is defined as a parent 

having a diagnosed depression disorder or an anxiety or panic disorder (Masarik & Conger, 
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2017) was coded as  a binary variable constructed with “0” being no parental psychological 

distress and “1” being parental psychological distress. The question asked the parent “at what age 

were you diagnosed by a healthcare provider with depression“ and “at what age were you 

diagnosed by a healthcare provider or an anxiety or panic disorder.” This is a retrospective 

variable asked in the 2015-2017 parent study. If a parent reported a diagnosis before Wave I this 

was coded as having parental psychological distress. Parental psychological distress is theorized 

to positively predict parental relationship unhappiness and both mother and father disrupted 

parenting according to the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) and hypotheses three and 

four. Additionally, parental psychological distress was theorized to serve as a mediator between 

economic pressure and parental relationship unhappiness and both mother and father disrupted 

parenting, consistent with hypotheses 3a and 4a-4b.  

Interparental Relationship Problems. A single measure from Wave I asked the 

responding parent: “On a scale of 1 to 10, with 1 equaling completely unhappy and 10 being 

completely happy, how would you rate your relationship with your current spouse (partner)?” 

This measure was reverse coded in this study so that a response of completely unhappy equates 

to 10 and completely happy equates to 1. The measure was reverse coded to align a higher 

response with a problem, consistent with other independent variables in this study that have a 

response of “1” being a report of a problem, or a higher response being a report of more of a 

problem. Parent relationship unhappiness was theorized to be associated with disrupted parenting 

for both fathers and mothers (i.e., a recursive relationship) by the family stress model (Conger et 

al., 1990) and hypothesis 5. 

Disrupted Parenting. From the perspective of the adolescent, two disrupted parenting 

latent variables were created to measure the level of disrupted parenting present in the parent-
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adolescent relationship for each parent figure (i.e., father disrupted parenting, mother disrupted 

parenting). Six measures were used from Wave I; all Likert-type measures with “Strongly Agree” 

being coded as ”1” and “Strongly Disagree” being coded as ”5”. These measures were reverse-

coded to represent “disrupted” parenting for fathers and for mothers. The first question asked the 

adolescent to agree or disagree that their parent is warm and loving toward them. The second 

question asked them to agree or disagree that they are satisfied with their relationship with their 

parent. The third, and final measure used, asks adolescents to agree or disagree that they were 

satisfied with the communication between them and their parent. Each question is asked for 

mothers and fathers, with the three “father” indicators being used to create the father latent 

variable and the three “mother” indicators being used to create the mother latent variable. The 

latent variable will represent a lack of parental warmth (Krauss et al., 2020), relationship 

satisfaction (Conger & Conger, 2002), and communication (Conger et al., 2017). Throughout 

this study, these three indicators is referred to as warmth, satisfied, and communication as 

appropriate. These latent variables were theorized to positively predict lower emerging adult 

self-esteem (i.e., more disruptive parenting practices cause lower self-esteem)by hypothesis five, 

consistent with the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990).  

Risk or Protective Factors. Risk or protective factors have main effects or serve as 

moderating factors that affect the strength and direction of the family stress processes (Conger & 

Conger, 2002). In this study, the interaction or moderation effects of adolescent gender were 

explored as a risk or protective factor. Gender was asked of the adolescent at Wave I and is 

coded as “1” for Males and “2” for Females. Gender was hypothesized to have a moderating 

effect on the development of self-esteem as measured between disrupted parenting and emerging 
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adult self-esteem, consistent with the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) and as 

represented in this study as hypothesis 6.  

 Data Analysis Methodology 

The study examined descriptive statistics of all variables using mean, standard error 

estimates, and estimates for kurtosis and skewness for discrete variables, and frequencies for 

categorical variables. Additionally, correlations were examined for any collinearity that may 

introduce bias into the study. All descriptive statistics were calculated using Stata 16.1. The 

study utilized structural equation modeling as the multivariate statistical method, using Mplus 

8.6 . To test the proposed hypotheses, confirmatory factor analysis was utilized to construct two 

latent variables: Father disrupted parenting and mother disrupted parenting. Once acceptable 

latent variables were developed, structural equation modeling was used to test the full structural 

equation model. The empirical model considered all variables at Wave I with the exception of 

emerging adult self-esteem, which was measured at Wave III when the respondents were aged 

approximately 18-26. Missing data issues were addressed using full information maximum 

likelihood (FIML), which is different from multiple imputations in that missing values are not 

imputed. FIML considers all available information (e.g., means, variances, covariances) to 

provide maximum likelihood estimates of the parameters (Acock, 2005). Parameter estimates 

obtained from FIML provide more reliable and less biased information than ad hoc procedures, 

such as listwise or pairwise deletion (Acock, 2005). Due to the highly skewed and Leptokurtic 

(positive kurtosis) nature of the data, MLM (Maximum Likelihood Parameter) was utilized as the 

estimator within Mplus 8.6. The use of MLM produces a scaling correction for the χ2 statistic, 

allowing the Satorra-Bentler χ2 to be calculated (Byrne, 2012). The Satorra-Bentler χ2 is 
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considered robust to nonnormality. Additionally, the use of MLM produces robust versions of 

CFI, TLI, and RMSEA.   
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Chapter 4 - Results 

The following chapter discusses the results of the current study, beginning with a 

description of the sample used, then continuing into bivariate analysis using pairwise correlation. 

Both univariate and bivariate analysis were completed using Stata 16. After reviewing these 

results, the measurement model, structural model, and moderation analysis results is reviewed. 

Analysis using structural equation modeling were completed using Mplus 8.  

 Sample Descriptive Statistics 

 The sample was reduced from the full publicly available dataset (N = 20,745) by 

dropping parent-adolescent responses where there was no Parent Study completed in 2015-2017. 

This reduction resulted in a sample of 3,000 possible responses. From this reduced sample, 

parent-adolescent responses were dropped if missing values were found for all four self-esteem 

statements and restricted to only married families based on the parent’s response to a relationship 

status question to reach a final sample size of 730 respondents. The reduction based on married 

family status was to ensure that the disrupted parenting latent factors were meaningful for both 

fathers and mothers.  

 Emerging adults in the survey reported a mean self-esteem score of 16.45 (SD = 2.43); 

with the lowest observed score being 6 and highest score being 2. The summed measures of self-

esteem have acceptable reliability as a scale using Cronbach’s alpha as an indicator (α = 0.78). 

Of the four response statements summed to create a self-esteem variable, “You feel like you are 

doing everything just about right” has the lowest mean score of 4.06 (SD = .88) while “You have 

a lot to be proud of” has the highest mean score of 4.41 (SD = .68). “You feel like you have a lot 

of good qualities” has the largest skewness (-1.45), with all skewness measures demonstrating 

moderate negative skewness (i.e., responses are more concentrated towards the right-hand side of 
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the distribution). All measures for self-esteem, display kurtosis measures above 3 (i.e., they have 

positive kurtosis and are more highly peaked distribution than normal; Bono et al., 2020). The 

skewness and leptokurtic state of the self-esteem measure required the use MLM (Maximum 

Likelihood Parameter) as an estimator in Mplus 8.6. The use of MLM produced a scaling 

correction for the χ2 statistic, allowing the Satorra-Bentler χ2 to be calculated (Byrne, 2012). The 

Satorra-Bentler χ2 is considered robust to nonnormality. Additionally, the use of MLM produces 

robust versions of CFI, TLI, and RMSEA.  

 

Table 4.1  Self-Esteem Descriptive Statistics (n = 730) 

Variable M SD 
Observed/possible 

range 

Skew Kurtosis 

Emerging Adult Self-esteem 16.88 2.30 6-20/1-20 -0.75 4.42 

  You feel like you are doing 

everything just about right 
4.06 0.75 1-5/1-5 -1.02 5.05 

  You have a lot to be proud of 4.41 0.68 1-5/1-5 -1.37 6.64 

  You feel like you have a lot of 

good qualities 
4.34 0.64 1-5/1-5 -1.45 8.85 

  You like yourself just the way 

you are 
4.07 0.88 1-5/1-5 -1.02 3.87 

Note. Self-esteem is summed from responses to the above four agree or disagree statements; a 

higher response indicates higher self-esteem. 

 

 

Economic hardship was operationalized as at or below 200% of the poverty threshold by 

household size, consistent with previous literature (e.g., Hostinar & Miller, 2019; Jiang et al., 

2017) household income divided by the poverty threshold by household size for 1994. The 

sample (n = 730) had a mean household income of $54,840 (SD = 38.29) with an observed range 
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of $0 to $450,000. Household income was highly skewed (3.41) and leptokurtic (25.39). The 

mean household size was 4.52 (SD = 1.24). Using the poverty threshold by household size (U.S. 

Department of Health and Human Services, n.d.), a ratio of household income-to-need was 

calculated. This ratio was utilized to categorize household income as either “1” denoting a 

household income-to-need of 200% or less than the poverty threshold, or as “0” denoting above 

200% of the poverty threshold. Based on this calculation, 321 of the 730 sample experienced 

economic hardship (43.97%), while 342 (46.85%) did not.  

 

Table 4.2  Economic Hardship Descriptive Statistics (n = 730) 

Economic hardship    n % 

Yes    321 43.97 

No    342 46.85 

Variable M SD 
Observed/possible 

range 

Skew Kurtosis 

Household income 54.84 38.29 0-450/0-450 3.41 25.39 

Household size 4.52 1.24 2-11/2-11 1.27 5.89 

Note. Items may not sum to 730 due to missing responses. Household income is reported by 

thousands 

 

Of the parent respondent in the sample (n = 730), 78 (10.68%) reported not having 

enough money to pay bills and thus reported economic pressure. Additionally, 40 parent 

respondents reported a clinical diagnosis of depression, anxiety, or stress disorder during the life 

of the child, at or prior to Wave I sampling. This measure was the only response pulled from the 

2015-2017 Parent Study and so may be due to a significant recall bias (i.e., the parents were 

asked close to 20 years after Wave I sampling was conducted). Parents in the sample reported a 

mean relationship unhappiness score of 2.61 (SD = 1.69) with a range from 1-10 (1 being 
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completely happy and 10 being completely unhappy). Parent unhappiness was highly skewed to 

the right of a normal distribution (1.42) and displays positive kurtosis (5.17). This score 

indicated that overall parents were happy with their current relationship at the time of sampling. 

 

Table 4.3  Antecedents to Disrupted Parenting Descriptive Statistics (n = 730) 

Variable N % 

Do you have enough money to pay your bills?   

  Yes 636 87.12 

  No 78 10.68 

Diagnosed depression, anxiety, or stress disorder   

No 638 87.40 

Yes 40 5.48 

Variable M SD 

Observed/

possible 

range 

Skew Kurtosis 

On scale of 1-10, how happy are you with 

your relationship, with 1 being happy and 

10 being unhappy 

2.61 1.69 1-10/1-10 1.42 5.17 

Note. Items may not sum to 730 due to missing responses. 

 

Emerging adults reported overall warm and loving relationships with fathers and mothers. 

During Wave I, emerging adults (adolescents at the time of sampling) reported higher scores for 

fathers regarding warm (1.77, SD = .87), satisfied (1.82, SD = .91), and communicate (2.01, SD 

= 1.01) compared to mothers (1.59, SD = .81; 1.66, SD = .83; 1.92, SD = .97, respectively). 

Higher scores indicated more disruption (i.e., Fathers are reported as slightly more disruptive in 

their parenting compared to mothers). All values reported were positively skewed and 

demonstrate positive kurtosis (Leptokurtic). The three indicators used to construct the father 
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disrupted parenting latent factor have strong reliability based on Cronbach’s alpha (α = 0.88) 

providing support for its operationalization as a latent factor. Similar support was found for the 

three indicators used to construct the mother disrupted latent factor (α = 0.82). When disrupted 

parenting was examined by emerging adult gender, mixed results for fathers began to emerge. 

Female emerging adults reported higher mean scores for fathers for satisfied (1.87, SD = .05) and 

communicate (2.08, SD = .06) compared to male emerging adults (1.77, SD = .05,1.95, SD = 

.05,respectively). Males report higher scores for warm (1.79, SD = .05) compared to 

females(1.74, SD = .05). Results for mothers was not mixed, comparatively, with female 

reporting higher mean scores on all three indicators. Females reported mean scores of 1.65 (SD = 

.05) for warm, 1.71 (SD = .05) for satisfied, and 2.01 (SD = .05) for communicate compared to 

males (1.54, SD = .04, 1.61, SD = .04, 1.71, SD = .05, respectively). Female emerging adults 

reported more disrupted parenting for mothers compared to male emerging adults. 
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Table 4.4  Disrupted Parenting Descriptive Statistics (n = 730) 

Variable M SD 
Observed/possible 

range 
Skew Kurtosis 

Father      

  Is warm and loving 1.77 0.87 1-5/1-5 1.27 4.72 

  You are satisfied with your 

relationship 
1.82 0.91 1-5/1-5 1.25 4.35 

  You are satisfied with the way 

you communicate with each other 
2.01 1.01 1-5/1-5 1.04 3.55 

Mother      

  Is warm and loving 1.59 0.81 1-5/1-5 1.86 7.33 

  You are satisfied with your 

relationship 
1.66 0.83 

1-5/1-5 1.58 6.00 

  You are satisfied with the way 

you communicate with each other 
1.92 0.97 

1-5/1-5 1.14 3.87 

 

 

Table 4.5  Disrupted Parenting by Emerging Adult Gender (n = 730) 

Variable 
Male (n = 369) Female (n = 361) 

M SD M SD 

Father     

  Is warm and loving 1.79 .05 1.74 .05 

  You are satisfied with your relationship 1.77 .05 1.87 .05 

  You are satisfied with the way you communicate with 

each other 

1.95 .05 2.08 .06 

Mother     

  Is warm and loving 1.54 .04 1.65 .05 

  You are satisfied with your relationship 1.61 .04 1.71 .05 

  You are satisfied with the way you communicate with 

each other 

1.71 .05 2.01 .05 
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Emerging adult gender was fairly evenly split (52.28%, 47.72% males, and females 

respectively), and race and ethnicity is predominately Non-Hispanic White (79.04%). Non-

Hispanic Black and Hispanic made up the next largest ethnic groups (7.53% and 6.16%, 

respectively). On the other hand, parent gender was majority female (92.33%) and Non-Hispanic 

White (79.45%). Hispanic and Non-Hispanic Black were the next largest ethnic groups for 

parents (8.90% and 7.53%, respectively) Parents reported a mean age of 41 at Wave I. The 

parent sample was completed by any available parent in the household and females (i.e., 

mothers) were not targeted specifically.  

 

Table 4.6  Emerging Adult Demographic Descriptive Statistics (n = 730) 

Variable n % 

Ethnicity   

  Hispanic 45 6.16 

  Non-Hispanic White 577 79.04 

  Non-Hispanic Black 55 7.53 

  Non-Hispanic Asian and Other 32 4.38 

Gender   

  Male 369 50.55 

  Female 361 49.45 

Note. Items may not sum to 730 due to missing responses. 

 

Table 4.7  Parent Demographic Descriptive Statistics (n= 730) 

Variable n % 

Ethnicity   

  Hispanic 65 8.90 

  Non-Hispanic White 580 79.45 

  Non-Hispanic Black 55 7.53 
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  Non-Hispanic Asian and Other 28 3.84 

Gender   

  Male 38 5.21 

  Female 674 92.33 

Variable M SD 

Age at Wave I 41 .21 

Note. Items may not sum to 730 due to missing responses. 

 

 Bivariate Results 

Moving beyond univariate results into correlations, the four statements that sum self-

esteem at all had significant correlations with each other. None of the correlations of the 

individual statements were above .80, suggesting that multicollinearity is not a concern for the 

self-esteem measure. Table 4.8 displays pairwise correlations, which use all available 

observations for variables to calculate the below correlation coefficients. While there is an 

abundance of significant correlations regarding self-esteem, the other discrete variable 

considered (interparental relationship problems)in this study did not have significant correlations 

with self-esteem or the four statements that constitute it..  

 

Table 4.8  Pairwise Correlations and Significance Levels (n = 730) 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 

1 - Self-esteem 1.00      

2 - Worth 1 0.73*** 1.00     

3 - Worth 2 0.80*** 0.37*** 1.00    

4 - Comp 1 0.79*** 0.36*** 0.59*** 1.00   

5 - Comp 2 0.79*** 0.67*** 0.42*** 0.47*** 1.00  

6 – Parent relationship 

unhappiness 

-0.05 -0.03 -0.04 -0.09 0.02 1.00 



49 

Note. Pairwise correlation displayed. Worth 1 = “You have a lot of good qualities,” Worth 2 = 

“You like yourself just the way you are,” Comp 1 = “You feel like you are doing everything 

just about right,” Comp 2 = “You have a lot to be proud of” * p <.05, ** p <.01, *** p <.001 

(two-tailed) 

 

 Latent Factors 

Before conducting the full structural model that considered emerging adult self-esteem 

development, two latent factors were developed to represent father disrupted parenting and 

mother disrupted parenting. Then using these latent factors, a measurement model was developed 

that considered all possible relationships in the empirical model. Each latent factor consisted of 

three observed factors based on responses to the following questions: agree or disagree that their 

parent is warm and loving toward them; agree or disagree that they are satisfied with their 

relationship with their parent; agree or disagree that they are satisfied with the communication 

between them and their parent. An acceptable fit was achieved with TLI and CFI above .90, and 

SRMR below .05. The model fit was good to the data (χ2(8) = 32.40, p < .001; TLI = .97; CFI = 

.98; RMSEA = .07; SRMR = .04) and as such it was acceptable to proceed to a measurement 

model. Table 4.9 lists the unstandardized and standardized results for both latent factors.  

 

Table 4.9  Unstandardized, Standardized, and Significance Levels for Latent Factors 

(Standard Errors in Parenthesis) 

Parameter Estimate B (SE B) β (SE β) 

Father Disrupted Parenting   

  Warm 1.00 (0.00) 0.74 (0.03)*** 

  Communicate 1.37 (0.08)*** 0.87 (0.02)*** 

  Satisfied 1.31 (0.08)*** 0.92 (0.02)*** 

Mother Disrupted Parenting   

  Warm 1.00 (0.00) 0.61 (0.05)*** 
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  Communicate 1.64 (0.13)*** 0.85 (0.02)*** 

  Satisfied 1.50 (0.11)*** 0.90 (0.02)*** 

Mother with Father 0.16 (0.03)*** 0.49 (0.05)*** 

Note. χ2(8) = 32.40, p < .001; TLI = .97; CFI = .98; RMSEA = .07; SRMR = .04.* p <.05, ** p 

<.01, *** p <.001 (two-tailed) 

 

 Structural Model 

Once the acceptable latent factors for father disrupted parenting and mother disrupted 

parenting were developed, they were utilized to test the full empirical model, including all 

possible relationships (hypothesized and not).This model achieved an acceptable fit with TLI and 

CFI above .90, and SRMR below .05. The model fit was good to the data (χ2(48) = 72.84, p = 

.012; TLI = .97; CFI = .98; RMSEA = .03; SRMR = .04) and as such it was acceptable to 

proceed to a structural model. The structural model considered only the hypothesized 

relationships. The structural model represented a good fit to the data ( Wave III Self-esteem 

χ2(38) = 69.20, p < .01; TLI = .96; CFI = .98; RMSEA = .04; SRMR = .04.) following the work 

of Kenny et al. (2015) and Kenny and McCoach (2003). Due to the highly skewed and 

Leptokurtic (positive kurtosis) nature of the data, MLM (Maximum Likelihood Parameter) was 

utilized as the estimator. The use of MLM produced a scaling correction for the χ2 statistic, 

allowing the Satorra-Bentler χ2 to be calculated (Byrne, 2012). The Satorra-Bentler χ2 is 

considered robust to nonnormality. Additionally, the use of MLM produces robust versions of 

CFI, TLI, and RMSEA. Utilizing the Satorra-Bentler χ2 to perform a χ2 difference test between 

the structural and measurement yielded a significant difference (χ2(3) = 13.31, p = 0.004). 

Results of the structural model are listed in Table 4.12.  
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Table 4.10  Unstandardized, Standardized, and Significance Levels for Structural Model 

(Standard Errors in Parenthesis) 

Parameter Estimate Wave III Self-Esteem 

B (SE B) β (SE β) 

Father Disrupted Parenting by   

  Warm 
1.00 

(0.00) 

0.75 

(0.03)*** 

  Communicate 
1.40 

(0.09)*** 

0.87 

(0.02)*** 

  Satisfied 
1.37 

(0.09)*** 

0.94 

(0.01)*** 

Mother Disrupted Parenting by   

  Warm 
1.00 

(0.00) 

0.58 

(0.06)*** 

  Communicate 
1.71 

(0.15)*** 

0.83 

(0.03)*** 

  Satisfied 
1.52 

(0.14)*** 

0.90 

(0.02)*** 

Father with Mother 
0.15 

(0.03)*** 

0.52 

(0.05)*** 

Economic Hardship » Economic Pressure 
0.11 

(0.01)*** 

0.20 

(0.04)*** 

Economic Pressure » Psychological Distress 
-0.00 

(0.04) 

-0.00 

(0.05) 

Psychological Distress » Parent Relationship Unhappiness 
0.23 

(0.34) 

0.03 

(0.05) 

Psychological Distress » Father Disrupted Parenting 
0.19 

(0.14) 

0.08 

(0.05) 

Psychological Distress » Mother Disrupted Parenting 
0.19 

(0.12) 

0.09 

(0.06) 
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Parent Relationship Unhappy with Father Disrupted Parenting 
0.22 

(0.06)*** 

0.21 

(0.05)*** 

Parent Relationship Unhappy with Mother Disrupted Parenting 
0.07 

(0.04) 

0.09 

(0.05) 

Father Disrupted Parenting » Self-esteem 
-0.35 

(0.24) 

-0.09 

(0.07) 

Mother Disrupted Parenting » Self-esteem 
-1.00 

(0.36)** 

-0.20 

(0.07)** 

Note. χ2 (51) = 88.70, p < .001; TLI = .96; CFI = .97; RMSEA = .04; SRMR = .04.* p <.05, ** 

p <.01, *** p <.001 (two-tailed). Satorra-Bentler scaling correction utilized 

 

 Results indicated that mother disrupted parenting does have a negative impact on 

emerging adult self-esteem (b = -1.00, p < .01, β = -.20), suggesting that the more disruptive 

parenting experienced from the mother by the emerging adult during adolescence will lower self-

esteem in emerging adulthood. Father disrupted parenting is not a significant predictor of 

emerging adult self-esteem, suggesting that the adolescent experience of father disrupted 

parenting does not have an impact on self-esteem development either at all, or at a minimum 

long-term self-esteem development. These results provide support for hypothesis 6b. 

Additionally, economic hardship has a significant relationship with economic pressure (b = .01, p 

< .001, β = -.04) and parent relationship unhappiness had a significant association with father 

disrupted parenting (b = .06, p < .001, β = .05), providing support for hypotheses 1 and 5a, 

respectively. No support was found at this point for hypotheses 2, 3, or 4. All significant 

pathways are listed with effect sizes in Figure 4.2.   
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Figure 4.1  Structural Model with Significant Pathways 

 

Due to the non-significant pathways found between economic pressure and parental 

depression or stress or panic disorder and parent relationship unhappiness and disrupted 

parenting, a respecified model was considered that looked at a possible significant relationship 

between economic pressure and parent relationship unhappiness and disrupted parenting (i.e., 

excluding parental depression or stress or panic disorder).The model represented good fits to the 

data (Wave III Self-esteem χ2(35) = 65.30, p < .001; TLI = .96; CFI = .98; RMSEA = .04; 

SRMR = .03.). Due to the highly skewed and Leptokurtic (positive kurtosis) nature of the data, 

MLM (Maximum Likelihood Parameter) was utilized as the estimator. Utilizing the Satorra-

Bentler χ2 to perform a χ2 difference test between the re-specified model and the original 

structural model yielded no statistical improvement (i.e., the new model does not fit the data 

better). Additionally, no new significant pathways were uncovered with this respecified model. 

The non-significant pathways (Economic Pressure » Parent Psychological Distress; Economic 
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Pressure » Interparental Relationship Problems; Economic Pressure » Father Disrupted 

Parenting; Economic Pressure » Mother Disrupted Parenting) could be suggestive of a 

measurement error or could be due to the small size of affirmative responses for economic 

pressure (10.68%) and for parental psychological distress (5.48%). Since the revised model 

represented no significant improvement over the original empirical model, moderation analysis 

was conducted using the original model. 

 Moderation Analysis 

The goal of moderation analysis in this study is to measure the effect that gender has on 

self-esteem development. Multi-group analysis using gender was conducted using Mplus 8.6. To 

conduct moderation analysis, a constrained model was run and results were presented as the base 

model for comparison. A moderation model was then run with the pathway between disrupted 

parenting and self-esteem unconstrained. Due to there being two separate latent factors (i.e., 

Father Disrupted Parenting, Mother Disrupted Parenting), this was conducted separately for each 

pathway for a total of 6 times (i.e., considering effects gender on the pathway, considering 

effects of male gender on the pathway, and considering effects of female gender on the 

pathway). The results for moderation analysis for father disrupted parenting are presented in 

Table 4.13 while the results of the moderation analysis for mother disrupted parenting are 

presented in Table 4.14.  Utilizing a Satorra-Bentler scaling correction to conduct a χ2 difference 

test yielded no significant differences between any of the base models and the moderation 

models. Therefore, no moderating effects of gender were found for any of the pathways 

examined, providing no support for hypothesis 7.  
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Table 4.11  Moderation Analysis of Gender on Self-Esteem Development from Father 

Disrupted Parenting (Standard Errors in Parenthesis) 

 Base Model Moderation Model χ2 Difference Test 

Parameter Estimate Male Female Male  Female 
χ2a df p 

β (SE β) β (SE β) β (SE β) a β (SE β) 

Emerging Adult Self-

Esteem 
    15.80 14 0.326 

Father Disrupted 

Parenting » Self-

esteem 

-0.10 

(0.06) 

-0.09 

(0.06) 

-0.09 

(0.07) 

-0.10 

(0.08) 
 

 

 

Note. * p <.05, ** p <.01, *** p <.001 (two-tailed). aSatorra-Bentler scaling correction utilized. 

 

Table 4.12  Moderation Analysis of Gender on Self-Esteem Development from Mother 

Disrupted Parenting (Standard Errors in Parenthesis) 

 Base Model Moderation Model χ2 Difference Test 

Parameter Estimate Male Female Male  Female 
χ2a df p 

β (SE β) β (SE β) β (SE β) a β (SE β) 

Emerging Adult Self-

Esteem 
    15.06 14 0.374 

Father Disrupted 

Parenting » Self-

esteem 

-0.10 

(0.06) 

-0.09 

(0.06) 

-0.09 

(0.06) 

-0.09 

(0.06) 
 

 

 

Mother Disrupted 

Parenting » Self-

esteem 

-0.19 

(0.06)** 

-0.20 

(0.07)** 

-0.24 

(0.07)** 

-0.17 

(0.08) 
 

 

 

Note. * p <.05, ** p <.01, *** p <.001 (two-tailed). aSatorra-Bentler scaling correction utilized. 
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Chapter 5 - Discussion 

Economic hardship poses a “pervasive developmental hazard” for families and 

adolescents (Barnett, 2008, p. 145). The family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) is a framework 

that can be used to understand the impact of economic hardship on self-esteem development 

through family dynamics and processes. Self-esteem - viewed as a foundational aspect and 

indicator of adolescent well-being - has been tied to desirable outcomes like academic success 

(Honicke & Broadbent, 2016; Lane et al., 2004), job performance (Ferris et al., 2010; Ferris et 

al., 2015), job satisfaction (Mossholder et al., 1981; Yang et al., 2016), wealth accumulation 

(Chatterjee et al., 2009), financial risk-taking (Sekscinska et al., 2021; Thanki et al., 2020), and 

seeking financial planning advice (Neymotin, 2010; Tang & Baker, 2016).  

In the current study, no significant relationship was found between economic hardship 

and self-esteem through the proposed pathways of economic pressure, parent psychological 

stress, parental relationship problems, and disrupted parenting. Significant pathways have been 

found between economic hardship and economic pressure, parental relationship problems and 

disrupted parenting, and disrupted parenting and self-esteem. The abundance of non-significant 

pathways in the study would support the conclusion that economic hardship does not impact 

emerging adult self-esteem. Moreover, economic hardship does not impact family dynamics and 

processes (i.e., interparental relationship problems, disrupted parenting) in the way theorized by 

the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990). With the current study’s approach to including 

self-esteem as the indicator of adolescent development within the family stress model (Conger et 

al., 1990) being a novel one, the results are not necessarily inconsistent with existing literature. 

Support has been found using the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) regarding economic 

hardship’s impact on parent and adolescent positivity (Neppl et al., 2015), adolescent mental and 
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physical health problems (Lee et al., 2013), and adolescent conduct problems (Simons et al., 

2016). 

Moreover, many studies have found mixed connections between socioeconomic status 

and self-esteem (e.g., Twenge & Campbell, 2002; Mahadevan et al., 2021; Yuan et al., 2022). 

The vital role of parents in emerging adult development has been confirmed by other studies 

(e.g., Amato, 2002; Williams et al., 2015). More specifically, the role of parenting in developing 

self-esteem has been confirmed by several existing studies (e.g., Brummelman et al., 2015; Noh, 

2022). A summary of the hypotheses is provided in Table 5.1, corresponding to the results 

previously presented and discussed ahead. 

Non-significant pathways aside, support is found for emerging adult self-esteem 

development to be linked to an adolescent’s perception of parenting (i.e., warmth, 

communication, and satisfaction). The results indicate that mother-disrupted parenting negatively 

predicts self-esteem (i.e., high levels of disrupted parenting negatively contribute to self-esteem). 

In contrast, father-disrupted parenting has no significant impact on self-esteem development. 

This distinction would seem to imply that the behaviors of mothers may have a long-term impact 

on self-esteem development (at least from adolescence through emerging adulthood). Consistent 

with findings from Bulanda & Majumdar (2009) and Keizer et al. (2019), both fathers and 

mothers have a positive impact on self-esteem in adolescents. However, fathers appear to have 

the most substantial effect during adolescence. The results also indicate that parent relationship 

unhappiness has a positive association with father disrupted parenting but not with mother 

parenting; this may suggest that mothers can compartmentalize spouse (partner) relationships not 

to affect their relationship with their child. However, this suggestion is beyond the scope of this 

study and would need further testing as this is a test of association only at this point. 
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Additionally, due to the overwhelming proportion of the parents completing the survey being 

female, this could be skewed. 

In this study, gender does not serve as a moderator of the development of self-esteem. 

When examined as a moderator between both father-disrupted and self-esteem and between 

mother-disrupted parenting and self-esteem, no significant difference was found between the 

constrained model and the unconstrained models. Consistent with previous studies, the effect of 

gender on self-esteem is mixed or limited at best (Feingold, 1994; Kling et al., 1999; McMullin 

and Cairney, 2004; Twenge and Campbell, 2001; Zeigler-Hill and Myers, 2012). Adolescent 

gender does not serve as a risk or protective factor within the family stress model (Conger et al., 

1990) when examining the impact of economic hardship on adolescent self-esteem.  
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Table 5.1  Summary of Hypotheses and Findings 

Hypothesis Prediction Result 

1 
Household income-to-needs ratio below 200% of poverty level 

is associated with not having enough to pay bills each month; 
Supported 

2 
Not having enough money to pay bills each month predicts 

parental depression or panic or stress disorder 

Unsupported 

3 
Parental depression or stress or panic disorder predicts parental 

relationship unhappiness; 

Unsupported 

3a 

Parental depression or stress or panic disorder mediates the 

relationship between not having enough to pay bills each month 

and parental relationship unhappiness; 

Unsupported 

4 

Parental depression or stress or panic disorder predicts 

disrupted parenting; 

Unsupported 

4a 

Parental depression or stress or panic disorder mediates the 

relationship between not having enough to pay bills each month 

and father disrupted parenting; 

Unsupported 

4b 

Parental depression or stress or panic disorder mediates the 

relationship between not having enough to pay bills each month 

and mother disrupted parenting; 

Unsupported 

5 
Parental relationship unhappiness is positively associated with 

disrupted parenting; 

Partially 

Supported 

5a 
Parental relationship unhappiness is associated with father 

disrupted parenting 

Supported 
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5b 
Parental relationship unhappiness is associated with mother 

disrupted parenting 

Unsupported 

6 
Disrupted parenting contributes to lower emerging adult self-

esteem 

Partially 

Supported 

6a 
Father disrupted parenting contributes to lower emerging adult 

self-esteem; 

Unsupported 

6b 
Mother disrupted parenting contributes to lower emerging adult 

self-esteem; 

Supported 

7 
Emerging adult gender will moderate the pathway between 

disrupted parenting and emerging adult self-esteem; 

Unsupported 

7a 

Emerging adult gender will moderate the pathway between 

father disrupted parenting and emerging adult self-esteem; 

Unsupported 

7b 
Emerging adult gender will moderate the pathway between 

mother disrupted parenting and emerging adult self-esteem; 

Unsupported 
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 Implications 

Even though the majority of proposed hypotheses in this study were not supported, the 

study did find support for disrupted parenting having an impact on self-esteem development. The 

results of this study indicate that parent relationships (specifically the mother-to-adolescent) have 

a significant role in the lives of adolescents and their self-esteem development as they transition 

to emerging adulthood, supported by the significant pathways between mother disrupted 

parenting and emerging adult self-esteem. When considering self-esteem as the indicator of well-

being and a marker for future academic, job, and financial success, it appears that economic 

hardship (i.e., a household income-to-needs ratio at or below 200% of the poverty threshold) has 

a non-significant impact on self-esteem development; this is not to say that it is possible that 

experiences of economic hardship the family and parent experience impact the development of 

adolescent as they transition to emerging adulthood. Within this study, self-esteem is the only 

measure considered as an indicator of well-being (e.g., compared to adolescent nutrition). This 

implication is essential for financial planners, counselors, and therapists, as well as family 

science professionals. Emerging adults are not necessarily bound to experience lower levels of 

self-esteem because their parents experience economic hardship.  

While practitioners and policymakers should continue to strive to lessen economic 

hardship due to the adverse outcomes associated (e.g., poor physical and mental health), some 

care can be taken that economic hardship does not necessarily predict disrupted parenting or 

even predict interparental relationship problems based on the results of this study. It is the 

mother-to-adolescent relationship that has a significant impact on self-esteem development. 

Financial planners, counselors, and therapists are focused on wealth accumulation, 

maximization, and enjoyment for their clients. Their understanding of childhood experiences of 



62 

economic hardship on self-esteem via family dynamics and processes helps them understand 

early indicators of academic and job performance, wealth accumulation, financial risk-taking, 

and seeking financial advice. In order to help their clients and the next generation, their focus can 

remain on family dynamics and processes and less on the economic background and hardship 

experienced by their family. 

 Limitations and Recommendations 

The present study has limitations. The sample from the adolescent standpoint is 

predominately Non-Hispanic White, and parents are predominately mothers (i.e., Female), 

possibly skewing results and, at a minimum, affecting the generalizability of results. Additionally, 

without a non-clinical report of depression, stress, or panic disorder, the present study is limited to 

only clinical diagnoses. Future studies utilizing FSM (Conger et al., 1990) should seek different 

samples that may be more diverse and those that have more inclusive measures of psychological 

stress.  

A second limitation is the reduction of family dynamics and processes and the family 

experiences of economic hardship to responses on a survey. While surveys can capture much 

information, they may leave out vitally important responses and insights that can inform 

researchers and practitioners. In this study, the sample is reduced to married families only by 

considering the impact of fathers and mothers on self-esteem development. This decision was 

made due to the limited nature of the survey questions and responses available publicly from ADD 

Health. The focus on only married families and only fathers and mothers is a limitation that affects 

the generalizability of results. The role of extended family members as well as non-traditional 

families (e.g., divorced, blended, cohabitation) should be explored in future studies. Additionally, 

due to the age of the sample utilized (i.e., Wave I collected in 1994), the nature of family dynamics, 
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the impact of economic hardship, and even self-esteem development look differently in current 

populations. 

The use of self-esteem in personal financial planning research has been limited to date, 

with the focus being primarily as an independent variable or even as a moderating or mediating 

variable. This study sought to use self-esteem as the dependent variable. While not novel, more 

focus should be placed on self-esteem and its role in personal financial planning. Does it mediate 

financial decision-making and moderate financial hardship, and can it indeed be the predictor of 

so much financial success and well-being, as the literature suggests? 

 Conclusion 

The study at hand considered the role economic hardship has on self-esteem development 

to better understand predictors of success (academic, job, financial) in current and future clients 

as served by financial counselors, planners, and therapists. The results provided support for the 

role of the family in the self-esteem development process, specifically the mother-to-adolescent 

relationship. Using the family stress model (Conger et al., 1990) as the framework for an 

empirical model to test the impact of economic hardship on self-esteem development, no results 

were found that would support a direct connection between economic hardship and self-esteem. 

Additionally, no direct results would support a connection between economic hardship and 

family dynamics (i.e., parenting, parent-to-parent relationship). This seeming isolation of family 

dynamics from the negative reality of economic hardship (i.e., lack of economic resources) 

would suggest that even in the face of economic hardship, it is not the lack of economic 

resources or day-to-day stressors of not having enough economic resources that impact self-

esteem development. As financial planners, counselors, and therapists work with their clients to 

continue wealth accumulation, maximization, and enjoyment, they can continue to focus on and 
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even expand on family dynamics and processes to understand better and serve their clients, their 

values, and their aspirations.  
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. /beginning with wave 1 data import 

/ is not a valid command name 
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. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta" 
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. */closing out and importing data from Wave 3 
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file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 
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. use "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\ADD Health\Data Files\Parent Study.dta" 

 

. describe p2he43 p2he44 p2he47 p2he48 

 

              storage   display    value 

variable name   type    format     label      variable label 

 

p2he43          double  %1.0g                S8Q43 EVER BEEN DX DEPRESSION-P2 

p2he44          double  %1.0g                S8Q44 AGE DX DEPRESSION-P2 

p2he47          double  %1.0g                S8Q47 EVER DX PANIC/ANXIETY DIS-P2 

p2he48          double  %1.0g                 

 

. tabulate p2he43 p2he44 p2he47 p2he48 

too many variables specified 

r(103); 
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. tab1 p2he43 p2h344 p2he47 p2he48 

variable p2h344 not found 

r(111); 

 

. tab1 p2he43 p2he44 p2he47 p2he48 

 

-> tabulation of p2he43   

 

 S8Q43 EVER | 

    BEEN DX | 

DEPRESSION- | 

         P2 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        737       74.60       74.60 

          1 |        251       25.40      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of p2he44   

 

  S8Q44 AGE | 

         DX | 

DEPRESSION- | 

         P2 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         15 |          7        .71        .71 

         20 |         10        1.01        1.72 

         25 |         16        1.62        3.34 

         30 |         24        2.43        5.77 

         35 |         31        3.14        8.91 

         40 |         50        5.06       13.97 
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         45 |         29        2.94       16.90 

         50 |         30        3.04       19.94 

         55 |         26        2.63       22.57 

         60 |         18        1.82       24.39 

         65 |          6        .61       25.00 

         70 |          4        .40       25.40 

         97 |        737       74.60      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of p2he47   

 

 S8Q47 EVER | 

         DX | 

PANIC/ANXIE | 

  TY DIS-P2 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        798       8.77       8.77 

          1 |        190       19.23      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of p2he48   

 

     p2he48 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         15 |          3        .30        .30 

         20 |          6        .61        .91 

         25 |          9        .91        1.82 

         30 |         20        2.03        3.85 

         35 |         18        1.82        5.67 
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         40 |         30        3.04        8.71 

         45 |         21        2.13       1.84 

         50 |         26        2.63       13.48 

         55 |         25        2.53       16.01 

         60 |         18        1.82       17.83 

         65 |          7        .71       18.54 

         70 |          4        .41       18.95 

         97 |        798       8.85       99.80 

         98 |          2        .20      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        987      10.00 

 

. keep AID p2he43 p2he44 p2he47 p2he48 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Parent Study.dta" 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Parent Study.dta saved 

 

. */ merging all three data sets 

 

. clear 

 

. use "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1.dta" 

(W1INHOME) 

 

. merge m:1 AID using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 3.dta" 

 

    Result                           # of obs. 

    ----------------------------------------- 

    not matched                         1,622 

        from master                     1,622  (_merge==1) 

        from using                          0  (_merge==2) 
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    matched                             4,882  (_merge==3) 

    ----------------------------------------- 

 

. */1622 not matched from master, meaning 4,882 were matched from wave I to wave III 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. merge m:1 AID using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Parent Study.dta" 

variable _merge already defined 

r(110); 

 

. drop _merge 

 

. merge m:1 AID using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Parent Study.dta" 

 

    Result                           # of obs. 

    ----------------------------------------- 

    not matched                         5,516 

        from master                     5,516  (_merge==1) 

        from using                          0  (_merge==2) 

 

    matched                               988  (_merge==3) 

    ----------------------------------------- 

 

. */5516 not matched, 998 matched; starting sample should be 988 

 

. tab _merge 

 

                 _merge |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 
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------------------------+----------------------------------- 

        master only (1) |      5,516       84.81       84.81 

            matched (3) |        988       15.19      10.00 

------------------------+----------------------------------- 

                  Total |      6,504      10.00 

 

. tab _merge, missing 

 

                 _merge |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------------------+----------------------------------- 

        master only (1) |      5,516       84.81       84.81 

            matched (3) |        988       15.19      10.00 

------------------------+----------------------------------- 

                  Total |      6,504      10.00 

 

. drop if _merge==1 

(5,516 observations deleted) 

 

. */dropping non-matched sample, so only those who answered parent study are kept at this 

point; n=988 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. tab PA55 

 

  A55 TOTAL | 

  HOUSEHOLD | 

  INCOME-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |          7        .73        .73 
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          1 |          2        .21        .94 

          2 |          3        .31        1.25 

          3 |          6        .62        1.87 

          4 |          6        .62        2.50 

          5 |          8        .83        3.33 

          6 |          8        .83        4.16 

          7 |          4        .42        4.58 

          8 |          8        .83        5.41 

          9 |          8        .83        6.24 

         10 |         16        1.66        7.91 

         11 |          5        .52        8.43 

         12 |         10        1.04        9.47 

         13 |          3        .31        9.78 

         14 |          9        .94       1.72 

         15 |         13        1.35       12.07 

         16 |         10        1.04       13.11 

         17 |          4        .42       13.53 

         18 |         13        1.35       14.88 

         19 |          4        .42       15.30 

         20 |         23        2.39       17.69 

         21 |          8        .83       18.52 

         22 |         12        1.25       19.77 

         23 |          6        .62       2.40 

         24 |         14        1.46       21.85 

         25 |         28        2.91       24.77 

         26 |          1        .10       24.87 

         27 |         12        1.25       26.12 

         28 |         14        1.46       27.58 

         29 |          3        .31       27.89 

         30 |         35        3.64       31.53 

         31 |          4        .42       31.95 
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         32 |         16        1.66       33.61 

         33 |          6        .62       34.24 

         34 |          5        .52       34.76 

         35 |         35        3.64       38.40 

         36 |          8        .83       39.23 

         37 |          9        .94       4.17 

         38 |         12        1.25       41.42 

         39 |          7        .73       42.14 

         40 |         52        5.41       47.55 

         41 |          2        .21       47.76 

         42 |         14        1.46       49.22 

         43 |          7        .73       49.95 

         44 |          3        .31       5.26 

         45 |         27        2.81       53.07 

         46 |          3        .31       53.38 

         47 |          5        .52       53.90 

         48 |          8        .83       54.73 

         49 |          2        .21       54.94 

         50 |         59        6.14       61.08 

         51 |          2        .21       61.29 

         52 |         12        1.25       62.54 

         53 |          1        .10       62.64 

         54 |          6        .62       63.27 

         55 |         15        1.56       64.83 

         56 |          2        .21       65.04 

         57 |          3        .31       65.35 

         58 |          4        .42       65.76 

         60 |         37        3.85       69.61 

         61 |          1        .10       69.72 

         62 |          1        .10       69.82 

         63 |          3        .31       7.14 
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         64 |          2        .21       7.34 

         65 |         21        2.19       72.53 

         66 |          4        .42       72.94 

         67 |          3        .31       73.26 

         68 |          2        .21       73.47 

         69 |          2        .21       73.67 

         70 |         25        2.60       76.27 

         72 |          4        .42       76.69 

         73 |          5        .52       77.21 

         74 |          5        .52       77.73 

         75 |         28        2.91       8.65 

         78 |          3        .31       8.96 

         80 |         17        1.77       82.73 

         82 |          2        .21       82.93 

         83 |          2        .21       83.14 

         84 |          1        .10       83.25 

         85 |          7        .73       83.98 

         86 |          1        .10       84.08 

         90 |         13        1.35       85.43 

         93 |          1        .10       85.54 

         95 |          1        .10       85.64 

         98 |          5        .52       86.16 

        100 |         22        2.29       88.45 

        105 |          2        .21       88.66 

        108 |          1        .10       88.76 

        110 |          4        .42       89.18 

        117 |          1        .10       89.28 

        120 |          2        .21       89.49 

        121 |          1        .10       89.59 

        130 |          2        .21       89.80 

        132 |          1        .10       89.91 
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        138 |          1        .10       9.01 

        140 |          1        .10       9.11 

        150 |          6        .62       9.74 

        160 |          1        .10       9.84 

        165 |          1        .10       9.95 

        170 |          1        .10       91.05 

        200 |          4        .42       91.47 

        230 |          1        .10       91.57 

        250 |          5        .52       92.09 

        450 |          1        .10       92.20 

        600 |          1        .10       92.30 

       9996 |         74        7.70      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        961      10.00 

 

. */beginning the process of renaming variables 

 

. rename PA55 fam_income 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. */ inputting household size variable 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. clear 
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. import sas AID S27 PA55 PA56 PA2 S1 PB18 H1PF23 H1PF1 H1PF25 H1PF5 H1PF24 

H1PF4 H1PF34 H1PF30 H1PF32 H1PF33 S4 PA4 H1GI8 PA8B BIO_SEX PA1 PC1 PA10 

PA11 using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\ADD Health\Data Files\w1inhome.sas7bdat" 

(26 vars, 6,504 obs) 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1.dta saved 

 

. clear 

 

. use "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta" 

(W1INHOME) 

 

. merge m:1 AID using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1.dta" 

variable _merge already defined 

r(110); 

 

. drop _merge 

 

. merge m:1 AID using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1.dta" 

 

    Result                           # of obs. 

    ----------------------------------------- 

    not matched                         5,516 

        from master                         0  (_merge==1) 

        from using                      5,516  (_merge==2) 

 

    matched                               988  (_merge==3) 

    ----------------------------------------- 

 

. */ok, back at renaming variables 
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. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. rename S27 fam_size 

 

. rename PA56 econ_press 

 

. rename p2he43 depression 

 

. rename p2he44 dep_age 

 

. rename p2he47 anxiety 

 

. rename p2he48 anx_age 

 

. rename PA2 p_age 

 

. rename S1 a_age 

 

. rename PB18 parent_unhappy 

 

. rename H1PF23 f_warm 

 

. rename H1PF1 m_warm 

 

. rename H1PF25 f_satisfied 

 

. rename H1PF5 m_satisfied 

 

. rename H1PF24 f_communicate 
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. rename H1PF4 m_communicate 

 

. rename H1PF34 w1_comp_1 

 

. rename H1PF30 W1_worth_1 

 

. rename H1PF32 w1_comp_2 

 

. rename H1PF33 w1_worth_2 

 

. rename H3SP22 W3_comp_1 

 

. rename H3SP19 w3_worth_1 

 

. rename H3SP20 w3_comp_2 

 

. rename H3SP21 w3_worth_2 

 

. rename S4 a_hispanic 

 

. rename PA4 p_hispanic 

 

. rename H1GI8 a_race 

 

. rename PA8B p_race 

 

. rename BIO_SEX a_gender 

 

. rename PA1 p_gender 
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. rename PC1 a_relation 

 

. rename PA10 p_relation 

 

. rename PA11 p_dating 

 

. */ done renaming variables 

 

. */reverse coding as needed so that all variables point to higher numbering being worse 

 

. tab econ_press, missing 

 

 A56 ENOUGH | 

  MONEY FOR | 

   BILLS-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |      1,009       15.51       15.51 

          1 |      4,496       69.13       84.64 

          6 |         25        .38       85.02 

          . |        974       14.98      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |      6,504      10.00 

 

. recode econ_press (0=1) (1=0) (6=.) 

(econ_press: 5530 changes made) 

 

. tab econ_press, missing 

 

 A56 ENOUGH | 

  MONEY FOR | 

   BILLS-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 
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------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |      4,496       69.13       69.13 

          1 |      1,009       15.51       84.64 

          . |        999       15.36      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |      6,504      10.00 

 

. describe _merge 

 

              storage   display    value 

variable name   type    format     label      variable label 

 

_merge          byte    %23.0g     _merge      

 

. tab _merge 

 

                 _merge |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------------------+----------------------------------- 

         using only (2) |      5,516       84.81       84.81 

            matched (3) |        988       15.19      10.00 

------------------------+----------------------------------- 

                  Total |      6,504      10.00 

 

. drop if _merge==2 

(5,516 observations deleted) 

 

. */forgot to drop unmerged data, keeping n at 988 

 

. tab econ_press, missing 

 

 A56 ENOUGH | 
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  MONEY FOR | 

   BILLS-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        812       82.19       82.19 

          1 |        141       14.27       96.46 

          . |         35        3.54      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab parent_unhappy, missing 

 

   B18 RATE | 

RELATIONSHI | 

          P | 

W/PARTNER-P | 

          Q |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          2        .20        .20 

          2 |          2        .20        .40 

          3 |         12        1.21        1.62 

          4 |          7        .71        2.33 

          5 |         48        4.86        7.19 

          6 |         20        2.02        9.21 

          7 |         73        7.39       16.60 

          8 |        186       18.83       35.43 

          9 |        184       18.62       54.05 

         10 |        226       22.87       76.92 

         97 |        199       2.14       97.06 

          . |         29        2.94      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 
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. recode parent_unhappy (1=10) (2=9) (3=8) (4=7) (5=6) (6=5) (7=4) (8=3) (9=2) (10=1) (97=.) 

(parent_unhappy: 959 changes made) 

 

. tab parent_unhappy, missing 

 

   B18 RATE | 

RELATIONSHI | 

          P | 

W/PARTNER-P | 

          Q |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        226       22.87       22.87 

          2 |        184       18.62       41.50 

          3 |        186       18.83       6.32 

          4 |         73        7.39       67.71 

          5 |         20        2.02       69.74 

          6 |         48        4.86       74.60 

          7 |          7        .71       75.30 

          8 |         12        1.21       76.52 

          9 |          2        .20       76.72 

         10 |          2        .20       76.92 

          . |        228       23.08      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab w1_comp_1, missing 

 

  S18Q34 DO | 

 EVERYTHING | 

       JUST | 
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   RIGHT-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        186       18.83       18.83 

          2 |        503       5.91       69.74 

          3 |        215       21.76       91.50 

          4 |         80        8.10       99.60 

          5 |          2        .20       99.80 

          8 |          2        .20      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode w1_comp_1 (5=1) (4=2) (3=3) (2=4) (1=5) (8=.) 

(w1_comp_1: 773 changes made) 

 

. tab w1_worth_1 

variable w1_worth_1 not found 

r(111); 

 

. tab H1PF30 

variable H1PF30 not found 

r(111); 

 

. rename W1_worth_1 w1_worth_1 

 

. tab w1_worth_1, missing 

 

S18Q30 HAVE | 

    LOTS OF | 

       GOOD | 

QUALITIES-W | 

          1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 
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------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        361       36.54       36.54 

          2 |        544       55.06       91.60 

          3 |         74        7.49       99.09 

          4 |          6        .61       99.70 

          8 |          3        .30      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode w1_worth_1 (5=1) (4=2) (3=3) (2=4) (1=5) (8=.) 

(w1_worth_1: 914 changes made) 

 

. tab w1_comp_2, missing 

 

S18Q32 HAVE | 

A LOT TO BE | 

PROUD OF-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        425       43.02       43.02 

          2 |        476       48.18       91.19 

          3 |         68        6.88       98.08 

          4 |         15        1.52       99.60 

          5 |          2        .20       99.80 

          8 |          2        .20      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode w1_comp_2 (5=1) (4=2) (3=3) (2=4) (1=5) (8=.) 

(w1_comp_2: 920 changes made) 

 

. tab w1_worth_2, missing 
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S18Q33 LIKE | 

    SELF AS | 

     ARE-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        355       35.93       35.93 

          2 |        416       42.11       78.04 

          3 |        132       13.36       91.40 

          4 |         79        8.00       99.39 

          5 |          4        .40       99.80 

          8 |          2        .20      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode w1_worth_2 (5=1) (4=2) (3=3) (2=4) (1=5) (8=.) 

(w1_worth_2: 856 changes made) 

 

. tab w3_comp_1, missing 

variable w3_comp_1 not found 

r(111); 

 

. rename W3_comp_1 w3_comp_1 

 

. tab w3_comp_1, missing 

 

S12Q22 PAST | 

     7 DAYS | 

      DOING | 

     THINGS | 

   RIGHT-W3 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 
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          1 |        208       21.05       21.05 

          2 |        492       49.80       7.85 

          3 |         84        8.50       79.35 

          4 |         35        3.54       82.89 

          5 |          4        .40       83.30 

         98 |          1        .10       83.40 

          . |        164       16.60      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode w3_comp_1 (5=1) (4=2) (3=3) (2=4) (1=5) (98=.) 

(w3_comp_1: 740 changes made) 

 

. tab w3_worth_1, missing 

 

S12Q19 PAST | 

7 DAYS HAVE | 

   MNY GOOD | 

    QUAL-W3 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        334       33.81       33.81 

          2 |        461       46.66       8.47 

          3 |         17        1.72       82.19 

          4 |          4        .40       82.59 

          5 |          7        .71       83.30 

         98 |          1        .10       83.40 

          . |        164       16.60      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode w3_worth_1 (5=1) (4=2) (3=3) (2=4) (1=5) (98=.) 
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(w3_worth_1: 807 changes made) 

 

. tab w3_comp_2, missing 

 

S12Q20 PAST | 

7 DAYS HAVE | 

  LOT PROUD | 

      OF-W3 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        397       4.18       4.18 

          2 |        376       38.06       78.24 

          3 |         39        3.95       82.19 

          4 |          7        .71       82.89 

          5 |          4        .40       83.30 

         98 |          1        .10       83.40 

          . |        164       16.60      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode w3_comp_2 (5=1) (4=2) (3=3) (2=4) (1=5) (98=.) 

(w3_comp_2: 785 changes made) 

 

. tab w3_worth_2, missing 

 

S12Q21 PAST | 

7 DAYS LIKE | 

YOURSELF-W3 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        274       27.73       27.73 

          2 |        409       41.40       69.13 

          3 |         81        8.20       77.33 



104 

          4 |         51        5.16       82.49 

          5 |          7        .71       83.20 

         98 |          2        .20       83.40 

          . |        164       16.60      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode w3_worth_2 (5=1) (4=2) (3=3) (2=4) (1=5) (98=.) 

(w3_worth_2: 743 changes made) 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. */done renaming and recoding 

 

. */checking that all missing data is equal to . for now 

 

 

> th_1 w3_comp_2 w3_worth_2 w3_comp_1 depression dep_age anxiety anx_age fam_size 

PA55 

 

-> tabulation of a_gender   

 

 BIOLOGICAL | 

     SEX-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        511       51.72       51.72 

          2 |        477       48.28      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 
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-> tabulation of a_race   

 

       S1Q8 | 

RACE-SINGLE | 

CATEGORY-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         16        1.62        1.62 

          2 |         10        1.01        2.63 

          3 |          8        .81        3.44 

          4 |          2        .20        3.64 

          5 |          2        .20        3.85 

          7 |        949       96.05       99.90 

          8 |          1        .10      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of m_warm   

 

      S18Q1 | 

   MOM-WARM | 

        AND | 

  LOVING-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        509       51.52       51.52 

          2 |        367       37.15       88.66 

          3 |         35        3.54       92.21 

          4 |         26        2.63       94.84 

          5 |         14        1.42       96.26 

          7 |         37        3.74      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 
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-> tabulation of m_communicate   

 

      S18Q4 | 

   MOM-GOOD | 

COMMUNICATI | 

      ON-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        368       37.25       37.25 

          2 |        405       4.99       78.24 

          3 |         79        8.00       86.23 

          4 |         78        7.89       94.13 

          5 |         20        2.02       96.15 

          7 |         37        3.74       99.90 

          8 |          1        .10      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of m_satisfied   

 

      S18Q5 | 

   MOM-GOOD | 

RELATIONSHI | 

       P-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        474       47.98       47.98 

          2 |        379       38.36       86.34 

          3 |         50        5.06       91.40 

          4 |         32        3.24       94.64 

          5 |         15        1.52       96.15 

          7 |         37        3.74       99.90 
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          8 |          1        .10      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of f_warm   

 

     S18Q23 | 

   DAD-WARM | 

        AND | 

  LOVING-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        327       33.10       33.10 

          2 |        303       3.67       63.77 

          3 |         76        7.69       71.46 

          4 |         28        2.83       74.29 

          5 |         13        1.32       75.61 

          7 |        241       24.39      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of f_satisfied   

 

     S18Q25 | 

   DAD-GOOD | 

RELATIONSHI | 

       P-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        316       31.98       31.98 

          2 |        311       31.48       63.46 

          3 |         63        6.38       69.84 

          4 |         49        4.96       74.80 
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          5 |          8        .81       75.61 

          7 |        241       24.39      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of f_communicate   

 

     S18Q24 | 

   DAD-GOOD | 

COMMUNICATI | 

      ON-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        256       25.91       25.91 

          2 |        323       32.69       58.60 

          3 |         77        7.79       66.40 

          4 |         76        7.69       74.09 

          5 |         15        1.52       75.61 

          7 |        241       24.39      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of w1_worth_1   

 

S18Q30 HAVE | 

    LOTS OF | 

       GOOD | 

QUALITIES-W | 

          1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          2 |          6        .61        .61 

          3 |         74        7.51        8.12 



109 

          4 |        544       55.23       63.35 

          5 |        361       36.65      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        985      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of w1_comp_2   

 

S18Q32 HAVE | 

A LOT TO BE | 

PROUD OF-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          2        .20        .20 

          2 |         15        1.52        1.72 

          3 |         68        6.90        8.62 

          4 |        476       48.28       56.90 

          5 |        425       43.10      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        986      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of w1_worth_2   

 

S18Q33 LIKE | 

    SELF AS | 

     ARE-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          4        .41        .41 

          2 |         79        8.01        8.42 

          3 |        132       13.39       21.81 

          4 |        416       42.19       64.00 

          5 |        355       36.00      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 
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      Total |        986      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of w1_comp_1   

 

  S18Q34 DO | 

 EVERYTHING | 

       JUST | 

   RIGHT-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          2        .20        .20 

          2 |         80        8.11        8.32 

          3 |        215       21.81       3.12 

          4 |        503       51.01       81.14 

          5 |        186       18.86      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        986      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of a_age   

 

 1. HOW OLD | 

   ARE YOU? |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         11 |          2        .30        .30 

         12 |         87       12.89       13.19 

         13 |        139       2.59       33.78 

         14 |        128       18.96       52.74 

         15 |        126       18.67       71.41 

         16 |         90       13.33       84.74 

         17 |         87       12.89       97.63 

         18 |         13        1.93       99.56 

         19 |          3        .44      10.00 
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------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        675      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of a_hispanic   

 

 4. ARE YOU | 

         OF | 

HISPANIC/SP | 

      ANISH | 

    ORIGIN? |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        528       83.15       83.15 

          1 |         61        9.61       92.76 

          8 |         46        7.24      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        635      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of p_gender   

 

  A1 SEX OF | 

RESPONDENT- | 

         PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         61        6.42        6.42 

          2 |        889       93.58      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        950      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of p_age   

 

  A2 AGE OF | 
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RESPONDENT- | 

         PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         27 |          2        .21        .21 

         28 |          1        .10        .31 

         29 |          4        .41        .72 

         30 |          7        .72        1.44 

         31 |         11        1.13        2.57 

         32 |         26        2.67        5.25 

         33 |         28        2.88        8.13 

         34 |         38        3.91       12.04 

         35 |         39        4.01       16.05 

         36 |         54        5.56       21.60 

         37 |         48        4.94       26.54 

         38 |         73        7.51       34.05 

         39 |         59        6.07       4.12 

         40 |         57        5.86       45.99 

         41 |         55        5.66       51.65 

         42 |         58        5.97       57.61 

         43 |         58        5.97       63.58 

         44 |         60        6.17       69.75 

         45 |         51        5.25       75.00 

         46 |         59        6.07       81.07 

         47 |         56        5.76       86.83 

         48 |         44        4.53       91.36 

         49 |         23        2.37       93.72 

         50 |         10        1.03       94.75 

         51 |         18        1.85       96.60 

         52 |          5        .51       97.12 

         53 |          6        .62       97.74 

         54 |          9        .93       98.66 
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         55 |          2        .21       98.87 

         56 |          3        .31       99.18 

         57 |          4        .41       99.59 

         58 |          2        .21       99.79 

         66 |          1        .10       99.90 

         67 |          1        .10      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        972      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of p_hispanic   

 

A4 HISPANIC | 

 ORIGIN?-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        874       9.29       9.29 

          1 |         93        9.61       99.90 

          6 |          1        .10      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        968      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of p_race   

 

  A8B RACE, | 

 CHOOSE ONE | 

  ANSWER-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         13        1.33        1.33 

          2 |          1        .10        1.44 

          3 |          4        .41        1.85 

          5 |          1        .10        1.95 

          6 |          1        .10        2.05 
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          7 |        954       97.95      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        974      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of p_relation   

 

A10 MARITAL | 

  STATUS-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         50        5.14        5.14 

          2 |        737       75.82       8.97 

          3 |         26        2.67       83.64 

          4 |        120       12.35       95.99 

          5 |         39        4.01      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        972      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of p_dating   

 

        A11 | 

  CURRENTLY | 

  DATING-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        125       12.89       12.89 

          1 |        106       1.93       23.81 

          6 |          2        .21       24.02 

          7 |        737       75.98      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        970      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of fam_income   
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  A55 TOTAL | 

  HOUSEHOLD | 

  INCOME-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |          7        .73        .73 

          1 |          2        .21        .94 

          2 |          3        .31        1.25 

          3 |          6        .62        1.87 

          4 |          6        .62        2.50 

          5 |          8        .83        3.33 

          6 |          8        .83        4.16 

          7 |          4        .42        4.58 

          8 |          8        .83        5.41 

          9 |          8        .83        6.24 

         10 |         16        1.66        7.91 

         11 |          5        .52        8.43 

         12 |         10        1.04        9.47 

         13 |          3        .31        9.78 

         14 |          9        .94       1.72 

         15 |         13        1.35       12.07 

         16 |         10        1.04       13.11 

         17 |          4        .42       13.53 

         18 |         13        1.35       14.88 

         19 |          4        .42       15.30 

         20 |         23        2.39       17.69 

         21 |          8        .83       18.52 

         22 |         12        1.25       19.77 

         23 |          6        .62       2.40 

         24 |         14        1.46       21.85 

         25 |         28        2.91       24.77 
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         26 |          1        .10       24.87 

         27 |         12        1.25       26.12 

         28 |         14        1.46       27.58 

         29 |          3        .31       27.89 

         30 |         35        3.64       31.53 

         31 |          4        .42       31.95 

         32 |         16        1.66       33.61 

         33 |          6        .62       34.24 

         34 |          5        .52       34.76 

         35 |         35        3.64       38.40 

         36 |          8        .83       39.23 

         37 |          9        .94       4.17 

         38 |         12        1.25       41.42 

         39 |          7        .73       42.14 

         40 |         52        5.41       47.55 

         41 |          2        .21       47.76 

         42 |         14        1.46       49.22 

         43 |          7        .73       49.95 

         44 |          3        .31       5.26 

         45 |         27        2.81       53.07 

         46 |          3        .31       53.38 

         47 |          5        .52       53.90 

         48 |          8        .83       54.73 

         49 |          2        .21       54.94 

         50 |         59        6.14       61.08 

         51 |          2        .21       61.29 

         52 |         12        1.25       62.54 

         53 |          1        .10       62.64 

         54 |          6        .62       63.27 

         55 |         15        1.56       64.83 

         56 |          2        .21       65.04 
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         57 |          3        .31       65.35 

         58 |          4        .42       65.76 

         60 |         37        3.85       69.61 

         61 |          1        .10       69.72 

         62 |          1        .10       69.82 

         63 |          3        .31       7.14 

         64 |          2        .21       7.34 

         65 |         21        2.19       72.53 

         66 |          4        .42       72.94 

         67 |          3        .31       73.26 

         68 |          2        .21       73.47 

         69 |          2        .21       73.67 

         70 |         25        2.60       76.27 

         72 |          4        .42       76.69 

         73 |          5        .52       77.21 

         74 |          5        .52       77.73 

         75 |         28        2.91       8.65 

         78 |          3        .31       8.96 

         80 |         17        1.77       82.73 

         82 |          2        .21       82.93 

         83 |          2        .21       83.14 

         84 |          1        .10       83.25 

         85 |          7        .73       83.98 

         86 |          1        .10       84.08 

         90 |         13        1.35       85.43 

         93 |          1        .10       85.54 

         95 |          1        .10       85.64 

         98 |          5        .52       86.16 

        100 |         22        2.29       88.45 

        105 |          2        .21       88.66 

        108 |          1        .10       88.76 
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        110 |          4        .42       89.18 

        117 |          1        .10       89.28 

        120 |          2        .21       89.49 

        121 |          1        .10       89.59 

        130 |          2        .21       89.80 

        132 |          1        .10       89.91 

        138 |          1        .10       9.01 

        140 |          1        .10       9.11 

        150 |          6        .62       9.74 

        160 |          1        .10       9.84 

        165 |          1        .10       9.95 

        170 |          1        .10       91.05 

        200 |          4        .42       91.47 

        230 |          1        .10       91.57 

        250 |          5        .52       92.09 

        450 |          1        .10       92.20 

        600 |          1        .10       92.30 

       9996 |         74        7.70      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        961      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of econ_press   

 

 A56 ENOUGH | 

  MONEY FOR | 

   BILLS-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        812       85.20       85.20 

          1 |        141       14.80      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        953      10.00 
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-> tabulation of parent_unhappy   

 

   B18 RATE | 

RELATIONSHI | 

          P | 

W/PARTNER-P | 

          Q |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        226       29.74       29.74 

          2 |        184       24.21       53.95 

          3 |        186       24.47       78.42 

          4 |         73        9.61       88.03 

          5 |         20        2.63       9.66 

          6 |         48        6.32       96.97 

          7 |          7        .92       97.89 

          8 |         12        1.58       99.47 

          9 |          2        .26       99.74 

         10 |          2        .26      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        760      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of a_relation   

 

         C1 | 

RELATIONSHI | 

       P TO | 

ADOLESCENT- | 

         PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        925       93.62       93.62 
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          2 |         20        2.02       95.65 

          3 |          6        .61       96.26 

          9 |         37        3.74      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of w3_worth_1   

 

S12Q19 PAST | 

7 DAYS HAVE | 

   MNY GOOD | 

    QUAL-W3 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          7        .85        .85 

          2 |          4        .49        1.34 

          3 |         17        2.07        3.40 

          4 |        461       56.01       59.42 

          5 |        334       4.58      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        823      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of w3_comp_2   

 

S12Q20 PAST | 

7 DAYS HAVE | 

  LOT PROUD | 

      OF-W3 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          4        .49        .49 

          2 |          7        .85        1.34 

          3 |         39        4.74        6.08 
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          4 |        376       45.69       51.76 

          5 |        397       48.24      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        823      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of w3_worth_2   

 

S12Q21 PAST | 

7 DAYS LIKE | 

YOURSELF-W3 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          7        .85        .85 

          2 |         51        6.20        7.06 

          3 |         81        9.85       16.91 

          4 |        409       49.76       66.67 

          5 |        274       33.33      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        822      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of w3_comp_1   

 

S12Q22 PAST | 

     7 DAYS | 

      DOING | 

     THINGS | 

   RIGHT-W3 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          4        .49        .49 

          2 |         35        4.25        4.74 

          3 |         84       1.21       14.95 

          4 |        492       59.78       74.73 
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          5 |        208       25.27      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        823      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of depression   

 

 S8Q43 EVER | 

    BEEN DX | 

DEPRESSION- | 

         P2 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        737       74.60       74.60 

          1 |        251       25.40      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of dep_age   

 

  S8Q44 AGE | 

         DX | 

DEPRESSION- | 

         P2 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         15 |          7        .71        .71 

         20 |         10        1.01        1.72 

         25 |         16        1.62        3.34 

         30 |         24        2.43        5.77 

         35 |         31        3.14        8.91 

         40 |         50        5.06       13.97 

         45 |         29        2.94       16.90 

         50 |         30        3.04       19.94 
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         55 |         26        2.63       22.57 

         60 |         18        1.82       24.39 

         65 |          6        .61       25.00 

         70 |          4        .40       25.40 

         97 |        737       74.60      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of anxiety   

 

 S8Q47 EVER | 

         DX | 

PANIC/ANXIE | 

  TY DIS-P2 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        798       8.77       8.77 

          1 |        190       19.23      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of anx_age   

 

    anx_age |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         15 |          3        .30        .30 

         20 |          6        .61        .91 

         25 |          9        .91        1.82 

         30 |         20        2.03        3.85 

         35 |         18        1.82        5.67 

         40 |         30        3.04        8.71 

         45 |         21        2.13       1.84 
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         50 |         26        2.63       13.48 

         55 |         25        2.53       16.01 

         60 |         18        1.82       17.83 

         65 |          7        .71       18.54 

         70 |          4        .41       18.95 

         97 |        798       8.85       99.80 

         98 |          2        .20      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        987      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of fam_size   

 

    27. HOW | 

MANY PEOPLE | 

    LIVE IN | 

 HOUSEHOLD? |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          4        .61        .61 

          2 |         38        5.79        6.40 

          3 |        118       17.99       24.39 

          4 |        241       36.74       61.13 

          5 |        151       23.02       84.15 

          6 |        103       15.70       99.85 

          7 |          1        .15      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        656      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of PA55   

 

  A55 TOTAL | 

  HOUSEHOLD | 
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  INCOME-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |          7        .73        .73 

          1 |          2        .21        .94 

          2 |          3        .31        1.25 

          3 |          6        .62        1.87 

          4 |          6        .62        2.50 

          5 |          8        .83        3.33 

          6 |          8        .83        4.16 

          7 |          4        .42        4.58 

          8 |          8        .83        5.41 

          9 |          8        .83        6.24 

         10 |         16        1.66        7.91 

         11 |          5        .52        8.43 

         12 |         10        1.04        9.47 

         13 |          3        .31        9.78 

         14 |          9        .94       1.72 

         15 |         13        1.35       12.07 

         16 |         10        1.04       13.11 

         17 |          4        .42       13.53 

         18 |         13        1.35       14.88 

         19 |          4        .42       15.30 

         20 |         23        2.39       17.69 

         21 |          8        .83       18.52 

         22 |         12        1.25       19.77 

         23 |          6        .62       2.40 

         24 |         14        1.46       21.85 

         25 |         28        2.91       24.77 

         26 |          1        .10       24.87 

         27 |         12        1.25       26.12 

         28 |         14        1.46       27.58 
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         29 |          3        .31       27.89 

         30 |         35        3.64       31.53 

         31 |          4        .42       31.95 

         32 |         16        1.66       33.61 

         33 |          6        .62       34.24 

         34 |          5        .52       34.76 

         35 |         35        3.64       38.40 

         36 |          8        .83       39.23 

         37 |          9        .94       4.17 

         38 |         12        1.25       41.42 

         39 |          7        .73       42.14 

         40 |         52        5.41       47.55 

         41 |          2        .21       47.76 

         42 |         14        1.46       49.22 

         43 |          7        .73       49.95 

         44 |          3        .31       5.26 

         45 |         27        2.81       53.07 

         46 |          3        .31       53.38 

         47 |          5        .52       53.90 

         48 |          8        .83       54.73 

         49 |          2        .21       54.94 

         50 |         59        6.14       61.08 

         51 |          2        .21       61.29 

         52 |         12        1.25       62.54 

         53 |          1        .10       62.64 

         54 |          6        .62       63.27 

         55 |         15        1.56       64.83 

         56 |          2        .21       65.04 

         57 |          3        .31       65.35 

         58 |          4        .42       65.76 

         60 |         37        3.85       69.61 
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         61 |          1        .10       69.72 

         62 |          1        .10       69.82 

         63 |          3        .31       7.14 

         64 |          2        .21       7.34 

         65 |         21        2.19       72.53 

         66 |          4        .42       72.94 

         67 |          3        .31       73.26 

         68 |          2        .21       73.47 

         69 |          2        .21       73.67 

         70 |         25        2.60       76.27 

         72 |          4        .42       76.69 

         73 |          5        .52       77.21 

         74 |          5        .52       77.73 

         75 |         28        2.91       8.65 

         78 |          3        .31       8.96 

         80 |         17        1.77       82.73 

         82 |          2        .21       82.93 

         83 |          2        .21       83.14 

         84 |          1        .10       83.25 

         85 |          7        .73       83.98 

         86 |          1        .10       84.08 

         90 |         13        1.35       85.43 

         93 |          1        .10       85.54 

         95 |          1        .10       85.64 

         98 |          5        .52       86.16 

        100 |         22        2.29       88.45 

        105 |          2        .21       88.66 

        108 |          1        .10       88.76 

        110 |          4        .42       89.18 

        117 |          1        .10       89.28 

        120 |          2        .21       89.49 
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        121 |          1        .10       89.59 

        130 |          2        .21       89.80 

        132 |          1        .10       89.91 

        138 |          1        .10       9.01 

        140 |          1        .10       9.11 

        150 |          6        .62       9.74 

        160 |          1        .10       9.84 

        165 |          1        .10       9.95 

        170 |          1        .10       91.05 

        200 |          4        .42       91.47 

        230 |          1        .10       91.57 

        250 |          5        .52       92.09 

        450 |          1        .10       92.20 

        600 |          1        .10       92.30 

       9996 |         74        7.70      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        961      10.00 

 

. rename PA55 fam_income 

variable fam_income already defined 

r(110); 

 

. tab fam_income, missing 

 

  A55 TOTAL | 

  HOUSEHOLD | 

  INCOME-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |          7        .71        .71 

          1 |          2        .20        .91 

          2 |          3        .30        1.21 
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          3 |          6        .61        1.82 

          4 |          6        .61        2.43 

          5 |          8        .81        3.24 

          6 |          8        .81        4.05 

          7 |          4        .40        4.45 

          8 |          8        .81        5.26 

          9 |          8        .81        6.07 

         10 |         16        1.62        7.69 

         11 |          5        .51        8.20 

         12 |         10        1.01        9.21 

         13 |          3        .30        9.51 

         14 |          9        .91       1.43 

         15 |         13        1.32       11.74 

         16 |         10        1.01       12.75 

         17 |          4        .40       13.16 

         18 |         13        1.32       14.47 

         19 |          4        .40       14.88 

         20 |         23        2.33       17.21 

         21 |          8        .81       18.02 

         22 |         12        1.21       19.23 

         23 |          6        .61       19.84 

         24 |         14        1.42       21.26 

         25 |         28        2.83       24.09 

         26 |          1        .10       24.19 

         27 |         12        1.21       25.40 

         28 |         14        1.42       26.82 

         29 |          3        .30       27.13 

         30 |         35        3.54       3.67 

         31 |          4        .40       31.07 

         32 |         16        1.62       32.69 

         33 |          6        .61       33.30 
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         34 |          5        .51       33.81 

         35 |         35        3.54       37.35 

         36 |          8        .81       38.16 

         37 |          9        .91       39.07 

         38 |         12        1.21       4.28 

         39 |          7        .71       4.99 

         40 |         52        5.26       46.26 

         41 |          2        .20       46.46 

         42 |         14        1.42       47.87 

         43 |          7        .71       48.58 

         44 |          3        .30       48.89 

         45 |         27        2.73       51.62 

         46 |          3        .30       51.92 

         47 |          5        .51       52.43 

         48 |          8        .81       53.24 

         49 |          2        .20       53.44 

         50 |         59        5.97       59.41 

         51 |          2        .20       59.62 

         52 |         12        1.21       6.83 

         53 |          1        .10       6.93 

         54 |          6        .61       61.54 

         55 |         15        1.52       63.06 

         56 |          2        .20       63.26 

         57 |          3        .30       63.56 

         58 |          4        .40       63.97 

         60 |         37        3.74       67.71 

         61 |          1        .10       67.81 

         62 |          1        .10       67.91 

         63 |          3        .30       68.22 

         64 |          2        .20       68.42 

         65 |         21        2.13       7.55 
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         66 |          4        .40       7.95 

         67 |          3        .30       71.26 

         68 |          2        .20       71.46 

         69 |          2        .20       71.66 

         70 |         25        2.53       74.19 

         72 |          4        .40       74.60 

         73 |          5        .51       75.10 

         74 |          5        .51       75.61 

         75 |         28        2.83       78.44 

         78 |          3        .30       78.74 

         80 |         17        1.72       8.47 

         82 |          2        .20       8.67 

         83 |          2        .20       8.87 

         84 |          1        .10       8.97 

         85 |          7        .71       81.68 

         86 |          1        .10       81.78 

         90 |         13        1.32       83.10 

         93 |          1        .10       83.20 

         95 |          1        .10       83.30 

         98 |          5        .51       83.81 

        100 |         22        2.23       86.03 

        105 |          2        .20       86.23 

        108 |          1        .10       86.34 

        110 |          4        .40       86.74 

        117 |          1        .10       86.84 

        120 |          2        .20       87.04 

        121 |          1        .10       87.15 

        130 |          2        .20       87.35 

        132 |          1        .10       87.45 

        138 |          1        .10       87.55 

        140 |          1        .10       87.65 
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        150 |          6        .61       88.26 

        160 |          1        .10       88.36 

        165 |          1        .10       88.46 

        170 |          1        .10       88.56 

        200 |          4        .40       88.97 

        230 |          1        .10       89.07 

        250 |          5        .51       89.57 

        450 |          1        .10       89.68 

        600 |          1        .10       89.78 

       9996 |         74        7.49       97.27 

          . |         27        2.73      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. drop PA55 

 

. tab fam_income, missing 

 

  A55 TOTAL | 

  HOUSEHOLD | 

  INCOME-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |          7        .71        .71 

          1 |          2        .20        .91 

          2 |          3        .30        1.21 

          3 |          6        .61        1.82 

          4 |          6        .61        2.43 

          5 |          8        .81        3.24 

          6 |          8        .81        4.05 

          7 |          4        .40        4.45 

          8 |          8        .81        5.26 
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          9 |          8        .81        6.07 

         10 |         16        1.62        7.69 

         11 |          5        .51        8.20 

         12 |         10        1.01        9.21 

         13 |          3        .30        9.51 

         14 |          9        .91       1.43 

         15 |         13        1.32       11.74 

         16 |         10        1.01       12.75 

         17 |          4        .40       13.16 

         18 |         13        1.32       14.47 

         19 |          4        .40       14.88 

         20 |         23        2.33       17.21 

         21 |          8        .81       18.02 

         22 |         12        1.21       19.23 

         23 |          6        .61       19.84 

         24 |         14        1.42       21.26 

         25 |         28        2.83       24.09 

         26 |          1        .10       24.19 

         27 |         12        1.21       25.40 

         28 |         14        1.42       26.82 

         29 |          3        .30       27.13 

         30 |         35        3.54       3.67 

         31 |          4        .40       31.07 

         32 |         16        1.62       32.69 

         33 |          6        .61       33.30 

         34 |          5        .51       33.81 

         35 |         35        3.54       37.35 

         36 |          8        .81       38.16 

         37 |          9        .91       39.07 

         38 |         12        1.21       4.28 

         39 |          7        .71       4.99 
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         40 |         52        5.26       46.26 

         41 |          2        .20       46.46 

         42 |         14        1.42       47.87 

         43 |          7        .71       48.58 

         44 |          3        .30       48.89 

         45 |         27        2.73       51.62 

         46 |          3        .30       51.92 

         47 |          5        .51       52.43 

         48 |          8        .81       53.24 

         49 |          2        .20       53.44 

         50 |         59        5.97       59.41 

         51 |          2        .20       59.62 

         52 |         12        1.21       6.83 

         53 |          1        .10       6.93 

         54 |          6        .61       61.54 

         55 |         15        1.52       63.06 

         56 |          2        .20       63.26 

         57 |          3        .30       63.56 

         58 |          4        .40       63.97 

         60 |         37        3.74       67.71 

         61 |          1        .10       67.81 

         62 |          1        .10       67.91 

         63 |          3        .30       68.22 

         64 |          2        .20       68.42 

         65 |         21        2.13       7.55 

         66 |          4        .40       7.95 

         67 |          3        .30       71.26 

         68 |          2        .20       71.46 

         69 |          2        .20       71.66 

         70 |         25        2.53       74.19 

         72 |          4        .40       74.60 
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         73 |          5        .51       75.10 

         74 |          5        .51       75.61 

         75 |         28        2.83       78.44 

         78 |          3        .30       78.74 

         80 |         17        1.72       8.47 

         82 |          2        .20       8.67 

         83 |          2        .20       8.87 

         84 |          1        .10       8.97 

         85 |          7        .71       81.68 

         86 |          1        .10       81.78 

         90 |         13        1.32       83.10 

         93 |          1        .10       83.20 

         95 |          1        .10       83.30 

         98 |          5        .51       83.81 

        100 |         22        2.23       86.03 

        105 |          2        .20       86.23 

        108 |          1        .10       86.34 

        110 |          4        .40       86.74 

        117 |          1        .10       86.84 

        120 |          2        .20       87.04 

        121 |          1        .10       87.15 

        130 |          2        .20       87.35 

        132 |          1        .10       87.45 

        138 |          1        .10       87.55 

        140 |          1        .10       87.65 

        150 |          6        .61       88.26 

        160 |          1        .10       88.36 

        165 |          1        .10       88.46 

        170 |          1        .10       88.56 

        200 |          4        .40       88.97 

        230 |          1        .10       89.07 
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        250 |          5        .51       89.57 

        450 |          1        .10       89.68 

        600 |          1        .10       89.78 

       9996 |         74        7.49       97.27 

          . |         27        2.73      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode fam_income (9996=.) 

(fam_income: 74 changes made) 

 

. tab fam_income, missing 

 

  A55 TOTAL | 

  HOUSEHOLD | 

  INCOME-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |          7        .71        .71 

          1 |          2        .20        .91 

          2 |          3        .30        1.21 

          3 |          6        .61        1.82 

          4 |          6        .61        2.43 

          5 |          8        .81        3.24 

          6 |          8        .81        4.05 

          7 |          4        .40        4.45 

          8 |          8        .81        5.26 

          9 |          8        .81        6.07 

         10 |         16        1.62        7.69 

         11 |          5        .51        8.20 

         12 |         10        1.01        9.21 

         13 |          3        .30        9.51 
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         14 |          9        .91       1.43 

         15 |         13        1.32       11.74 

         16 |         10        1.01       12.75 

         17 |          4        .40       13.16 

         18 |         13        1.32       14.47 

         19 |          4        .40       14.88 

         20 |         23        2.33       17.21 

         21 |          8        .81       18.02 

         22 |         12        1.21       19.23 

         23 |          6        .61       19.84 

         24 |         14        1.42       21.26 

         25 |         28        2.83       24.09 

         26 |          1        .10       24.19 

         27 |         12        1.21       25.40 

         28 |         14        1.42       26.82 

         29 |          3        .30       27.13 

         30 |         35        3.54       3.67 

         31 |          4        .40       31.07 

         32 |         16        1.62       32.69 

         33 |          6        .61       33.30 

         34 |          5        .51       33.81 

         35 |         35        3.54       37.35 

         36 |          8        .81       38.16 

         37 |          9        .91       39.07 

         38 |         12        1.21       4.28 

         39 |          7        .71       4.99 

         40 |         52        5.26       46.26 

         41 |          2        .20       46.46 

         42 |         14        1.42       47.87 

         43 |          7        .71       48.58 

         44 |          3        .30       48.89 
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         45 |         27        2.73       51.62 

         46 |          3        .30       51.92 

         47 |          5        .51       52.43 

         48 |          8        .81       53.24 

         49 |          2        .20       53.44 

         50 |         59        5.97       59.41 

         51 |          2        .20       59.62 

         52 |         12        1.21       6.83 

         53 |          1        .10       6.93 

         54 |          6        .61       61.54 

         55 |         15        1.52       63.06 

         56 |          2        .20       63.26 

         57 |          3        .30       63.56 

         58 |          4        .40       63.97 

         60 |         37        3.74       67.71 

         61 |          1        .10       67.81 

         62 |          1        .10       67.91 

         63 |          3        .30       68.22 

         64 |          2        .20       68.42 

         65 |         21        2.13       7.55 

         66 |          4        .40       7.95 

         67 |          3        .30       71.26 

         68 |          2        .20       71.46 

         69 |          2        .20       71.66 

         70 |         25        2.53       74.19 

         72 |          4        .40       74.60 

         73 |          5        .51       75.10 

         74 |          5        .51       75.61 

         75 |         28        2.83       78.44 

         78 |          3        .30       78.74 

         80 |         17        1.72       8.47 
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         82 |          2        .20       8.67 

         83 |          2        .20       8.87 

         84 |          1        .10       8.97 

         85 |          7        .71       81.68 

         86 |          1        .10       81.78 

         90 |         13        1.32       83.10 

         93 |          1        .10       83.20 

         95 |          1        .10       83.30 

         98 |          5        .51       83.81 

        100 |         22        2.23       86.03 

        105 |          2        .20       86.23 

        108 |          1        .10       86.34 

        110 |          4        .40       86.74 

        117 |          1        .10       86.84 

        120 |          2        .20       87.04 

        121 |          1        .10       87.15 

        130 |          2        .20       87.35 

        132 |          1        .10       87.45 

        138 |          1        .10       87.55 

        140 |          1        .10       87.65 

        150 |          6        .61       88.26 

        160 |          1        .10       88.36 

        165 |          1        .10       88.46 

        170 |          1        .10       88.56 

        200 |          4        .40       88.97 

        230 |          1        .10       89.07 

        250 |          5        .51       89.57 

        450 |          1        .10       89.68 

        600 |          1        .10       89.78 

          . |        101       1.22      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 
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      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab fam_size, missing 

 

    27. HOW | 

MANY PEOPLE | 

    LIVE IN | 

 HOUSEHOLD? |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          4        .40        .40 

          2 |         38        3.85        4.25 

          3 |        118       11.94       16.19 

          4 |        241       24.39       4.59 

          5 |        151       15.28       55.87 

          6 |        103       1.43       66.30 

          7 |          1        .10       66.40 

          . |        332       33.60      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab econ_press, missing 

 

 A56 ENOUGH | 

  MONEY FOR | 

   BILLS-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        812       82.19       82.19 

          1 |        141       14.27       96.46 

          . |         35        3.54      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 
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. tab depression, missing 

 

 S8Q43 EVER | 

    BEEN DX | 

DEPRESSION- | 

         P2 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        737       74.60       74.60 

          1 |        251       25.40      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab dep_age, missing 

 

  S8Q44 AGE | 

         DX | 

DEPRESSION- | 

         P2 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         15 |          7        .71        .71 

         20 |         10        1.01        1.72 

         25 |         16        1.62        3.34 

         30 |         24        2.43        5.77 

         35 |         31        3.14        8.91 

         40 |         50        5.06       13.97 

         45 |         29        2.94       16.90 

         50 |         30        3.04       19.94 

         55 |         26        2.63       22.57 

         60 |         18        1.82       24.39 

         65 |          6        .61       25.00 
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         70 |          4        .40       25.40 

         97 |        737       74.60      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode dep_age (97=.) 

(dep_age: 737 changes made) 

 

. tab anxiety, missing 

 

 S8Q47 EVER | 

         DX | 

PANIC/ANXIE | 

  TY DIS-P2 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        798       8.77       8.77 

          1 |        190       19.23      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab anx_age, missing 

 

    anx_age |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         15 |          3        .30        .30 

         20 |          6        .61        .91 

         25 |          9        .91        1.82 

         30 |         20        2.02        3.85 

         35 |         18        1.82        5.67 

         40 |         30        3.04        8.70 

         45 |         21        2.13       1.83 
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         50 |         26        2.63       13.46 

         55 |         25        2.53       15.99 

         60 |         18        1.82       17.81 

         65 |          7        .71       18.52 

         70 |          4        .40       18.93 

         97 |        798       8.77       99.70 

         98 |          2        .20       99.90 

          . |          1        .10      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode anx_age (97=.) (98=.) 

(anx_age: 800 changes made) 

 

. tab p_age, missing 

 

  A2 AGE OF | 

RESPONDENT- | 

         PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         27 |          2        .20        .20 

         28 |          1        .10        .30 

         29 |          4        .40        .71 

         30 |          7        .71        1.42 

         31 |         11        1.11        2.53 

         32 |         26        2.63        5.16 

         33 |         28        2.83        8.00 

         34 |         38        3.85       11.84 

         35 |         39        3.95       15.79 

         36 |         54        5.47       21.26 

         37 |         48        4.86       26.11 
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         38 |         73        7.39       33.50 

         39 |         59        5.97       39.47 

         40 |         57        5.77       45.24 

         41 |         55        5.57       5.81 

         42 |         58        5.87       56.68 

         43 |         58        5.87       62.55 

         44 |         60        6.07       68.62 

         45 |         51        5.16       73.79 

         46 |         59        5.97       79.76 

         47 |         56        5.67       85.43 

         48 |         44        4.45       89.88 

         49 |         23        2.33       92.21 

         50 |         10        1.01       93.22 

         51 |         18        1.82       95.04 

         52 |          5        .51       95.55 

         53 |          6        .61       96.15 

         54 |          9        .91       97.06 

         55 |          2        .20       97.27 

         56 |          3        .30       97.57 

         57 |          4        .40       97.98 

         58 |          2        .20       98.18 

         66 |          1        .10       98.28 

         67 |          1        .10       98.38 

          . |         16        1.62      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab a_age, missing 

 

 1. HOW OLD | 

   ARE YOU? |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 
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------------+----------------------------------- 

         11 |          2        .20        .20 

         12 |         87        8.81        9.01 

         13 |        139       14.07       23.08 

         14 |        128       12.96       36.03 

         15 |        126       12.75       48.79 

         16 |         90        9.11       57.89 

         17 |         87        8.81       66.70 

         18 |         13        1.32       68.02 

         19 |          3        .30       68.32 

          . |        313       31.68      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab parent_unhappy, missing 

 

   B18 RATE | 

RELATIONSHI | 

          P | 

W/PARTNER-P | 

          Q |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        226       22.87       22.87 

          2 |        184       18.62       41.50 

          3 |        186       18.83       6.32 

          4 |         73        7.39       67.71 

          5 |         20        2.02       69.74 

          6 |         48        4.86       74.60 

          7 |          7        .71       75.30 

          8 |         12        1.21       76.52 

          9 |          2        .20       76.72 



146 

         10 |          2        .20       76.92 

          . |        228       23.08      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab f_warm, missing 

 

     S18Q23 | 

   DAD-WARM | 

        AND | 

  LOVING-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        327       33.10       33.10 

          2 |        303       3.67       63.77 

          3 |         76        7.69       71.46 

          4 |         28        2.83       74.29 

          5 |         13        1.32       75.61 

          7 |        241       24.39      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode f_warm (7=.) 

(f_warm: 241 changes made) 

 

. recode m_warm (7=.) 

(m_warm: 37 changes made) 

 

. recode f_communicate (7=.) 

(f_communicate: 241 changes made) 

 

. recode m_communicate (7=.) 
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(m_communicate: 37 changes made) 

 

. recode f_satisfied (7=.) 

(f_satisfied: 241 changes made) 

 

. recode m_satisfied (7=.) 

(m_satisfied: 37 changes made) 

 

. tab 1 f_warm m_warm, missing 

1 invalid name 

r(198); 

 

. tab1 f_warm m_warm f_communicate m_communicate f_satisfied m_satisfied, missing 

 

-> tabulation of f_warm   

 

     S18Q23 | 

   DAD-WARM | 

        AND | 

  LOVING-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        327       33.10       33.10 

          2 |        303       3.67       63.77 

          3 |         76        7.69       71.46 

          4 |         28        2.83       74.29 

          5 |         13        1.32       75.61 

          . |        241       24.39      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of m_warm   
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      S18Q1 | 

   MOM-WARM | 

        AND | 

  LOVING-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        509       51.52       51.52 

          2 |        367       37.15       88.66 

          3 |         35        3.54       92.21 

          4 |         26        2.63       94.84 

          5 |         14        1.42       96.26 

          . |         37        3.74      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of f_communicate   

 

     S18Q24 | 

   DAD-GOOD | 

COMMUNICATI | 

      ON-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        256       25.91       25.91 

          2 |        323       32.69       58.60 

          3 |         77        7.79       66.40 

          4 |         76        7.69       74.09 

          5 |         15        1.52       75.61 

          . |        241       24.39      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 
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-> tabulation of m_communicate   

 

      S18Q4 | 

   MOM-GOOD | 

COMMUNICATI | 

      ON-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        368       37.25       37.25 

          2 |        405       4.99       78.24 

          3 |         79        8.00       86.23 

          4 |         78        7.89       94.13 

          5 |         20        2.02       96.15 

          8 |          1        .10       96.26 

          . |         37        3.74      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of f_satisfied   

 

     S18Q25 | 

   DAD-GOOD | 

RELATIONSHI | 

       P-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        316       31.98       31.98 

          2 |        311       31.48       63.46 

          3 |         63        6.38       69.84 

          4 |         49        4.96       74.80 

          5 |          8        .81       75.61 

          . |        241       24.39      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 
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      Total |        988      10.00 

 

-> tabulation of m_satisfied   

 

      S18Q5 | 

   MOM-GOOD | 

RELATIONSHI | 

       P-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        474       47.98       47.98 

          2 |        379       38.36       86.34 

          3 |         50        5.06       91.40 

          4 |         32        3.24       94.64 

          5 |         15        1.52       96.15 

          8 |          1        .10       96.26 

          . |         37        3.74      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode m_communicate (8=.) 

(m_communicate: 1 changes made) 

 

. recode m_satisfied (8=.) 

(m_satisfied: 1 changes made) 

 

. tab a_hispanic, missing 

 

 4. ARE YOU | 

         OF | 

HISPANIC/SP | 

      ANISH | 



151 

    ORIGIN? |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        528       53.44       53.44 

          1 |         61        6.17       59.62 

          8 |         46        4.66       64.27 

          . |        353       35.73      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode a_hispanic (8=.) 

(a_hispanic: 46 changes made) 

 

. tab p_hispanic, missing 

 

A4 HISPANIC | 

 ORIGIN?-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        874       88.46       88.46 

          1 |         93        9.41       97.87 

          6 |          1        .10       97.98 

          . |         20        2.02      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode p_hispanic (6=.) 

(p_hispanic: 1 changes made) 

 

. tab a_race, missing 

 

       S1Q8 | 

RACE-SINGLE | 
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CATEGORY-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         16        1.62        1.62 

          2 |         10        1.01        2.63 

          3 |          8        .81        3.44 

          4 |          2        .20        3.64 

          5 |          2        .20        3.85 

          7 |        949       96.05       99.90 

          8 |          1        .10      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab p_race, missing 

 

  A8B RACE, | 

 CHOOSE ONE | 

  ANSWER-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         13        1.32        1.32 

          2 |          1        .10        1.42 

          3 |          4        .40        1.82 

          5 |          1        .10        1.92 

          6 |          1        .10        2.02 

          7 |        954       96.56       98.58 

          . |         14        1.42      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab a_gender, missing 

 

 BIOLOGICAL | 
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     SEX-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        511       51.72       51.72 

          2 |        477       48.28      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab p_gender, missing 

 

  A1 SEX OF | 

RESPONDENT- | 

         PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         61        6.17        6.17 

          2 |        889       89.98       96.15 

          . |         38        3.85      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab a_relation, missing 

 

         C1 | 

RELATIONSHI | 

       P TO | 

ADOLESCENT- | 

         PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        925       93.62       93.62 

          2 |         20        2.02       95.65 

          3 |          6        .61       96.26 

          9 |         37        3.74      10.00 
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------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab p_relation, missing 

 

A10 MARITAL | 

  STATUS-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         50        5.06        5.06 

          2 |        737       74.60       79.66 

          3 |         26        2.63       82.29 

          4 |        120       12.15       94.43 

          5 |         39        3.95       98.38 

          . |         16        1.62      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

.  tab p_dating, missing 

 

        A11 | 

  CURRENTLY | 

  DATING-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        125       12.65       12.65 

          1 |        106       1.73       23.38 

          6 |          2        .20       23.58 

          7 |        737       74.60       98.18 

          . |         18        1.82      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 
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. recode p_dating (6=.) (7=.) 

(p_dating: 739 changes made) 

 

. tabulate p_relation p_dating 

 

       A10 |     A11 CURRENTLY 

   MARITAL |       DATING-PQ 

 STATUS-PQ |         0          1 |     Total 

-----------+----------------------+---------- 

         1 |        23         25 |        48  

         3 |        17          9 |        26  

         4 |        59         60 |       119  

         5 |        26         12 |        38  

-----------+----------------------+---------- 

     Total |       125        106 |       231  

 

. tabulate p_relation p_dating, miss 

 

       A10 | 

   MARITAL |     A11 CURRENTLY DATING-PQ 

 STATUS-PQ |         0          1          . |     Total 

-----------+---------------------------------+---------- 

         1 |        23         25          2 |        50  

         2 |         0          0        737 |       737  

         3 |        17          9          0 |        26  

         4 |        59         60          1 |       120  

         5 |        26         12          1 |        39  

         . |         0          0         16 |        16  

-----------+---------------------------------+---------- 

     Total |       125        106        757 |       988  
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. */need to sort race for adolescents and for parents; it looks like some kind of legitimate skip 

suggesting that they are asked this question already before and if I don't capture it I'll create 

unnecessary missing data 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. log off 

      name:  <unnamed> 

       log:  C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Importing & Recoding v2.smcl 

  log type:  smcl 

 paused on:  16 May 2023, 19:41:23 

 

 

      name:  <unnamed> 

       log:  C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Importing & Recoding v2.smcl 

  log type:  smcl 

resumed on:  16 May 2023, 19:43:09 

 

 

> irst 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. clear 

 

. import sas AID S6A S6B S6C S6D S6E H1GI6A H1GI6B H1GI6C H1GI6D H1GI6E PA6_1 

PA6_2 PA6_3 PA6_4 PA6_5 using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\ADD Health\Data 

Files\w1inhome.sas7bdat" 

(16 vars, 6,504 obs) 
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. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1 race.dta" 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1 race.dta saved 

 

. clear 

 

. use "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta" 

(W1INHOME) 

 

. merge m:1 AID using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1 race.dta" 

variable _merge already defined 

r(110); 

 

. drop _merge 

 

. merge m:1 AID using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1 race.dta" 

 

    Result                           # of obs. 

    ----------------------------------------- 

    not matched                         5,516 

        from master                         0  (_merge==1) 

        from using                      5,516  (_merge==2) 

 

    matched                               988  (_merge==3) 

    ----------------------------------------- 

 

. drop if _merge==2 

(5,516 observations deleted) 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 
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. tabulate S6A H1GI6A, miss 

 

  6.1 WHAT | 

   IS YOUR | 

      RACE |       S1Q6A RACE-WHITE-W1 

   (WHITE) |         0          1          8 |     Total 

-----------+---------------------------------+---------- 

         0 |       112         38          0 |       150  

         1 |         6        520          0 |       526  

         . |        77        233          2 |       312  

-----------+---------------------------------+---------- 

     Total |       195        791          2 |       988  

 

 

> ere, should treat as other 

 

. tab a_race 

 

       S1Q8 | 

RACE-SINGLE | 

CATEGORY-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         16        1.62        1.62 

          2 |         10        1.01        2.63 

          3 |          8        .81        3.44 

          4 |          2        .20        3.64 

          5 |          2        .20        3.85 

          7 |        949       96.05       99.90 

          8 |          1        .10      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 
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      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. recode a_race (7=.) (8=.) 

(a_race: 950 changes made) 

 

. tab a_race 

 

       S1Q8 | 

RACE-SINGLE | 

CATEGORY-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         16       42.11       42.11 

          2 |         10       26.32       68.42 

          3 |          8       21.05       89.47 

          4 |          2        5.26       94.74 

          5 |          2        5.26      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |         38      10.00 

 

. generate adolescent_race 

=exp required 

r(100); 

 

. generate adolescent_race=. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace adolescent_race =1 if S6A==1 & H1GI6A==1 

(520 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=2 if S6B==2 & H1GI6A==2 

(0 real changes made) 
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. replace adolescent_race=2 if S6B==2 & H1GI6B==2 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=2 if S6B==1 & H1GI6B==1 

(87 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=3 if S6C==1 & H1GI6C==1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=4 if S6D==1 & H1GI6D==1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=5 if S6E==1 & H1GI6E==1 

(11 real changes made) 

 

. */just generated a categorical variable and replaced values if both at school and wave I the 

adolescent said they were the same race 

 

. tab adolescent_race 

 

adolescent_ | 

       race |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        516       84.04       84.04 

          2 |         87       14.17       98.21 

          5 |         11        1.79      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        614      10.00 

 

. tab adolescent_race, missing 



161 

 

adolescent_ | 

       race |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        516       52.23       52.23 

          2 |         87        8.81       61.03 

          5 |         11        1.11       62.15 

          . |        374       37.85      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tabulate adolescent_race a_race, missing 

 

adolescent |                   S1Q8 RACE-SINGLE CATEGORY-W1 

     _race |         1          2          3          4          5          . |     Total 

-----------+------------------------------------------------------------------+---------- 

         1 |         8          0          1          1          0        506 |       516  

         2 |         1          5          0          0          0         81 |        87  

         5 |         0          0          0          0          1         10 |        11  

         . |         7          5          7          1          1        353 |       374  

-----------+------------------------------------------------------------------+---------- 

     Total |        16         10          8          2          2        950 |       988  

 

. */for all missing values of adolescent_race, changing it to different category based on response 

to a_race 

 

. replace adolescent_race=1 if a_race==1 

(8 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=2 if a_race==2 

(5 real changes made) 
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. replace adolescent_race=3 if a_race==3 

(8 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=4 if a_race==4 

(2 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=5 if a_race==5 

(1 real change made) 

 

. tabulate adolescent_race a_race, missing 

 

adolescent |                   S1Q8 RACE-SINGLE CATEGORY-W1 

     _race |         1          2          3          4          5          . |     Total 

-----------+------------------------------------------------------------------+---------- 

         1 |        16          0          0          0          0        506 |       522  

         2 |         0         10          0          0          0         81 |        91  

         3 |         0          0          8          0          0          0 |         8  

         4 |         0          0          0          2          0          0 |         2  

         5 |         0          0          0          0          2         10 |        12  

         . |         0          0          0          0          0        353 |       353  

-----------+------------------------------------------------------------------+---------- 

     Total |        16         10          8          2          2        950 |       988  

 

. */adding in the option where someone "skipped" the home survey, but still responded about 

race in school survey 

 

. replace adolescent_race=1 if S6A==1 & H1GI6==. 

H1GI6 ambiguous abbreviation 

r(111); 
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. replace adolescent_race=1 if S6A==1 & H1GI6A==. 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. tab H1GI6A 

 

      S1Q6A | 

RACE-WHITE- | 

         W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        195       19.74       19.74 

          1 |        791       8.06       99.80 

          8 |          2        .20      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. replace adolescent_race=1 if S6A==1 & H1GI6A==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=2 if S6B==1 & H1GI6B==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=3 if S6C==1 & H1GI6C==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=4 if S6D==1 & H1GI6D==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=5 if S6E==1 & H1GI6E==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. tabulate adolescent_race a_race, missing 
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adolescent |                   S1Q8 RACE-SINGLE CATEGORY-W1 

     _race |         1          2          3          4          5          . |     Total 

-----------+------------------------------------------------------------------+---------- 

         1 |        16          0          0          0          0        506 |       522  

         2 |         0         10          0          0          0         81 |        91  

         3 |         0          0          8          0          0          0 |         8  

         4 |         0          0          0          2          0          0 |         2  

         5 |         0          0          0          0          2         10 |        12  

         . |         0          0          0          0          0        353 |       353  

-----------+------------------------------------------------------------------+---------- 

     Total |        16         10          8          2          2        950 |       988  

 

. */collapsing adolescent race variable into White, Black, Asian & Other 

 

. recode adolescent_race (1=1) (2=2) (3=3) (4=3) (5=3) (.=3) 

(adolescent_race: 367 changes made) 

 

. tabulate adolescent_race, missing 

 

adolescent_ | 

       race |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        522       52.83       52.83 

          2 |         91        9.21       62.04 

          3 |        375       37.96      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. generate a_ethnicity =. 

(988 missing values generated) 
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. replace a_ethnicity =1 if a_hispanic==1 

(61 real changes made) 

 

. replace a_ethnicity=2 if a_hispanic!=1 & adolescent_race==1 

(504 real changes made) 

 

. replace a_ethnicity=3 if a_hispanic!=1 & adolescent_race==2 

(88 real changes made) 

 

. drop adolescent_race 

 

. drop a_ethnicity 

 

. tab a_race 

 

       S1Q8 | 

RACE-SINGLE | 

CATEGORY-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         16       42.11       42.11 

          2 |         10       26.32       68.42 

          3 |          8       21.05       89.47 

          4 |          2        5.26       94.74 

          5 |          2        5.26      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |         38      10.00 

 

. tab a_race, missing 

 

       S1Q8 | 
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RACE-SINGLE | 

CATEGORY-W1 |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         16        1.62        1.62 

          2 |         10        1.01        2.63 

          3 |          8        .81        3.44 

          4 |          2        .20        3.64 

          5 |          2        .20        3.85 

          . |        950       96.15      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. */ coming at this from a different angle, going to leave missing data as missing 

 

. generate adolescent_race=. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=1 if S6A==1 & H1GI6A==1 

(520 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=2 if S6B==1 & H1GI6B==1 

(87 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=3 if S6C==1 & H1GI6C==1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=4 if S6D==1 & H1GI6D==1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=5 if S6E==1 & H1GI6E==1 

(11 real changes made) 
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. tab adolescent_race, missing 

 

adolescent_ | 

       race |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        516       52.23       52.23 

          2 |         87        8.81       61.03 

          5 |         11        1.11       62.15 

          . |        374       37.85      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. replace adolescent_race=1 if a_race==1 

(8 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=2 if a_race==2 

(5 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=3 if a_race==3 

(8 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=4 if a_race==4 

(2 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=5 if a_race==5 

(1 real change made) 

 

. tab adolescent_race, missing 

 

adolescent_ | 
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       race |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        522       52.83       52.83 

          2 |         91        9.21       62.04 

          3 |          8        .81       62.85 

          4 |          2        .20       63.06 

          5 |         12        1.21       64.27 

          . |        353       35.73      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. replace adolescent_race=1 if S6A==1 & H1GI6A>1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=2 if S6B==1 & H1GI6B>1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=3 if S6C==1 & H1GI6C>1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=4 if S6D==1 & H1GI6D>1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=5 if S6E==1 & H1GI6E>1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=1 if S6A==. & H1GI6A==1 

(227 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=2 if S6B==. & H1GI6B==1d 

1d invalid name 
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r(198); 

 

. replace adolescent_race=2 if S6B==. & H1GI6B==1 

(45 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=3 if S6C==. & H1GI6C==1 

(12 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=4 if S6D==. & H1GI6D==1 

(4 real changes made) 

 

. replace adolescent_race=5 if S6E==. & H1GI6E==1 

(28 real changes made) 

 

. tab adolescent_race, missing 

 

adolescent_ | 

       race |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        738       74.70       74.70 

          2 |        132       13.36       88.06 

          3 |         18        1.82       89.88 

          4 |          5        .51       9.38 

          5 |         39        3.95       94.33 

          . |         56        5.67      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

 

>  asks which one category best describes. 
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. generate a_ethnicity=. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace a_ethnicity=1 if a_hispanic==1 

(61 real changes made) 

 

. replace a_ethnicityif a_hispanic!=1 & a_race==1 

variable a_ethnicityif not found 

r(111); 

 

. replace a_ethnicity=2 if a_hispanic!=1 & a_race==1 

(15 real changes made) 

 

. drop a_ethnicity 

 

. generate a_ethnicity=. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace a_ethnicity=1 if a_hispanic==1 

(61 real changes made) 

 

. replace a_ethnicity=2 if a_hispanic!=1 & adolescent_race==1 

(720 real changes made) 

 

. replace a_ethnicity=3 if a_hispanic!=1 & adolescent_race==2 

(129 real changes made) 

 

. replace a_ethnicity=4 if a_hispanic!=1 & adolescent_race==3 

(15 real changes made) 

 

. replace a_ethnicity=5 if a_hispanic!=1 & adolescent_race==4 
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(5 real changes made) 

 

. replace a_ethnicity=6 if a_hispanic!=1 & adolescent_race==5 

(29 real changes made) 

 

. tab a_ethnicity, missing 

 

a_ethnicity |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         61        6.17        6.17 

          2 |        720       72.87       79.05 

          3 |        129       13.06       92.11 

          4 |         15        1.52       93.62 

          5 |          5        .51       94.13 

          6 |         29        2.94       97.06 

          . |         29        2.94      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. */ generating parent race and ethnicity, even though I may not need it 

 

. tab a_hispanic, missing 

 

 4. ARE YOU | 

         OF | 

HISPANIC/SP | 

      ANISH | 

    ORIGIN? |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 
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------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        528       53.44       53.44 

          1 |         61        6.17       59.62 

          . |        399       4.38      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab p_hispanic, missing 

 

A4 HISPANIC | 

 ORIGIN?-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        874       88.46       88.46 

          1 |         93        9.41       97.87 

          . |         21        2.13      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. generate parent_race=. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace parent_race=1 if PA6_1==1 

(792 real changes made) 

 

. repalce parent_race=2 if PA6_2==1 

command repalce is unrecognized 

r(199); 

 

. replace parent_race=2 if PA6_2==1 

(129 real changes made) 
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. replace parent_race=3 if PA6_3==1 

(20 real changes made) 

 

. replace parent_race=4 if PA6_4==1 

(17 real changes made) 

 

. replace parent_race=5 if PA6_5==1 

(32 real changes made) 

 

. tabulate PA6_, missing 

PA6_ ambiguous abbreviation 

r(111); 

 

. tabulate PA6_1, missing 

 

 A6_1 RACE, | 

   WHITE-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        178       18.02       18.02 

          1 |        792       8.16       98.18 

          . |         18        1.82      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. replace parent_race=1 if PA6_1==. & p_race==1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace parent_race=2 if PA6_2==. & p_race==2 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace parent_race if PA6_3==. & p_race==3 
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=exp required 

r(100); 

 

. replace parent_race=3 if PA6_3==. & p_race==3 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace parent_race=4 if PA6_4==. & p_race==4 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace parent_race=5 if PA6_5==. & p_race==5 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. tab parent_race, missing 

 

parent_race |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |        774       78.34       78.34 

          2 |        127       12.85       91.19 

          3 |         20        2.02       93.22 

          4 |         17        1.72       94.94 

          5 |         32        3.24       98.18 

          . |         18        1.82      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. generate p_ethnicity=. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace p_ethnicity=1 if p_hispanic ==1 

(93 real changes made) 
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. replace p_ethnicity=2 if p_hispanic!=1 & parent_race==1 

(723 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_ethnicity=3 if p_hispanic!=1 & parent_race==2 

(120 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_ethnicity=4 if p_hispanic!=1 & parent_race==3 

(18 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_ethnicity=5 if p_hispanic!=1 & parent_race==4 

(16 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_ethnicity=6 if p_hispanic!=1 & parent_race==5 

(1 real change made) 

 

. tab p_ethnicity, missing 

 

p_ethnicity |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         93        9.41        9.41 

          2 |        723       73.18       82.59 

          3 |        120       12.15       94.74 

          4 |         18        1.82       96.56 

          5 |         16        1.62       98.18 

          6 |          1        .10       98.28 

          . |         17        1.72      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tabulate p_relation p_dating, missing 
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       A10 | 

   MARITAL |     A11 CURRENTLY DATING-PQ 

 STATUS-PQ |         0          1          . |     Total 

-----------+---------------------------------+---------- 

         1 |        23         25          2 |        50  

         2 |         0          0        737 |       737  

         3 |        17          9          0 |        26  

         4 |        59         60          1 |       120  

         5 |        26         12          1 |        39  

         . |         0          0         16 |        16  

-----------+---------------------------------+---------- 

     Total |       125        106        757 |       988  

 

. generate p_status =. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace p_status=1 if p_relation==1 & p_dating==0 

(23 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_status=2 if p_relation==1 & p_dating==1 

(25 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_status=3 if p_relation==1 

(50 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_status=4 if p_relation==3 & p_dating==0 

(17 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_status=5 if p_relation==3 & p_dating==1 

(9 real changes made) 
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. replace p_status=6 if p_relation==4 & p_dating==0 

(59 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_status=7 if p_relation==4 & p_dating==1 

(60 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_status=8 if p_relation==5 & p_dating==0 

(26 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_status=9 if p_relation==5 & p_dating==1 

(12 real changes made) 

 

. tab p_status, missing 

 

   p_status |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          3 |         50        5.06        5.06 

          4 |         17        1.72        6.78 

          5 |          9        .91        7.69 

          6 |         59        5.97       13.66 

          7 |         60        6.07       19.74 

          8 |         26        2.63       22.37 

          9 |         12        1.21       23.58 

          . |        755       76.42      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. replace p_status=1 if p_relation==1 & p_dating==0 

(23 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_status=2 if p_relation==1 & p_dating==1 
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(25 real changes made) 

 

. replace p_status=3 if p_relation==2 

(737 real changes made) 

 

. tab p_status, missing 

 

   p_status |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |         23        2.33        2.33 

          2 |         25        2.53        4.86 

          3 |        739       74.80       79.66 

          4 |         17        1.72       81.38 

          5 |          9        .91       82.29 

          6 |         59        5.97       88.26 

          7 |         60        6.07       94.33 

          8 |         26        2.63       96.96 

          9 |         12        1.21       98.18 

          . |         18        1.82      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tab fam_size, missing 

 

    27. HOW | 

MANY PEOPLE | 

    LIVE IN | 

 HOUSEHOLD? |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          1 |          4        .40        .40 

          2 |         38        3.85        4.25 



179 

          3 |        118       11.94       16.19 

          4 |        241       24.39       4.59 

          5 |        151       15.28       55.87 

          6 |        103       1.43       66.30 

          7 |          1        .10       66.40 

          . |        332       33.60      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. */continuing to generate variables 

 

. generate econ_hard=. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/7360 if fam_size==1 

(4 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/9840 if fam_size==2 

(34 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/12320 if fam_size==3 

(112 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/14800 if fam_size==4 

(221 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/17280 if fam_size==5 

(132 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/19760 if fam_size==6 

(90 real changes made) 
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. mean econ_hard 

 

Mean estimation                   Number of obs   =        593 

 

-------------------------------------------------------------- 

             |       Mean   Std. Err.     [95% Conf. Interval] 

-------------+------------------------------------------------ 

   econ_hard |   3.263367   .0968174       3.07322    3.453514 

-------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

. tabulate econ_hard 

 

  econ_hard |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |          4        .67        .67 

   .0506073 |          1        .17        .84 

   .0675676 |          1        .17        1.01 

   .1351351 |          2        .34        1.35 

   .2024291 |          1        .17        1.52 

   .2435065 |          1        .17        1.69 

   .2702703 |          1        .17        1.85 

   .3036437 |          3        .51        2.36 

   .3246753 |          1        .17        2.53 

   .3378378 |          1        .17        2.70 

    .354251 |          1        .17        2.87 

   .4065041 |          1        .17        3.04 

    .462963 |          1        .17        3.20 

   .5060729 |          2        .34        3.54 

   .5081301 |          2        .34        3.88 

   .5405405 |          1        .17        4.05 
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   .5681818 |          2        .34        4.38 

   .5787037 |          5        .84        5.23 

   .6072875 |          2        .34        5.56 

   .6493506 |          1        .17        5.73 

   .6578947 |          1        .17        5.90 

   .6756757 |          3        .51        6.41 

    .708502 |          3        .51        6.91 

   .7305195 |          1        .17        7.08 

   .7432432 |          1        .17        7.25 

   .7523148 |          1        .17        7.42 

   .8097166 |          3        .51        7.93 

   .8101852 |          3        .51        8.43 

   .8108108 |          1        .17        8.60 

   .8116883 |          2        .34        8.94 

   .8130081 |          1        .17        9.11 

   .8603239 |          1        .17        9.27 

   .8680556 |          4        .67        9.95 

   .8783784 |          1        .17       1.12 

   .8928571 |          3        .51       1.62 

   .9109312 |          3        .51       11.13 

   .9146342 |          1        .17       11.30 

   .9459459 |          1        .17       11.47 

    .974026 |          1        .17       11.64 

   1.012146 |          4        .67       12.31 

   1.013514 |          1        .17       12.48 

   1.081081 |          1        .17       12.65 

   1.099537 |          1        .17       12.82 

    1.11336 |          2        .34       13.15 

   1.157407 |          2        .34       13.49 

   1.214575 |          4        .67       14.17 

   1.215278 |          4        .67       14.84 
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   1.216216 |          2        .34       15.18 

   1.217533 |          1        .17       15.35 

   1.219512 |          3        .51       15.85 

   1.265182 |          1        .17       16.02 

   1.273148 |          2        .34       16.36 

   1.298701 |          1        .17       16.53 

   1.331019 |          1        .17       16.69 

   1.351351 |          3        .51       17.20 

   1.417004 |          3        .51       17.71 

   1.418919 |          1        .17       17.88 

   1.446759 |          4        .67       18.55 

   1.461039 |          1        .17       18.72 

   1.467611 |          1        .17       18.89 

   1.486486 |          2        .34       19.22 

   1.518219 |          1        .17       19.39 

    1.52439 |          1        .17       19.56 

   1.542208 |          2        .34       19.90 

   1.554054 |          1        .17       2.07 

   1.619433 |          1        .17       2.24 

    1.62037 |          3        .51       2.74 

   1.621622 |          3        .51       21.25 

   1.623377 |          3        .51       21.75 

   1.626016 |          2        .34       22.09 

   1.678241 |          1        .17       22.26 

   1.689189 |          8        1.35       23.61 

   1.704545 |          1        .17       23.78 

   1.720648 |          1        .17       23.95 

   1.727642 |          1        .17       24.11 

   1.736111 |          9        1.52       25.63 

   1.756757 |          1        .17       25.80 

   1.771255 |          4        .67       26.48 
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   1.793981 |          1        .17       26.64 

   1.821862 |          2        .34       26.98 

   1.824324 |          2        .34       27.32 

   1.851852 |          3        .51       27.82 

   1.866883 |          2        .34       28.16 

    1.87247 |          1        .17       28.33 

   1.891892 |          1        .17       28.50 

   1.909722 |          4        .67       29.17 

   1.923077 |          2        .34       29.51 

   1.967593 |          2        .34       29.85 

   2.024292 |          3        .51       3.35 

   2.025463 |         10        1.69       32.04 

   2.027027 |         11        1.85       33.90 

   2.029221 |          6        1.01       34.91 

    2.03252 |          1        .17       35.08 

   2.083333 |          1        .17       35.24 

   2.125506 |          2        .34       35.58 

   2.134146 |          2        .34       35.92 

   2.141204 |          1        .17       36.09 

   2.162162 |          2        .34       36.42 

   2.199074 |          1        .17       36.59 

   2.226721 |          1        .17       36.76 

    2.22973 |          2        .34       37.10 

   2.235772 |          1        .17       37.27 

   2.256944 |          1        .17       37.44 

   2.272727 |          1        .17       37.61 

   2.277328 |          2        .34       37.94 

   2.314815 |          7        1.18       39.12 

   2.327935 |          1        .17       39.29 

   2.364865 |          5        .84       4.13 

    2.42915 |          2        .34       4.47 
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   2.430556 |          1        .17       4.64 

   2.432432 |          2        .34       4.98 

   2.435065 |          4        .67       41.65 

   2.439024 |          3        .51       42.16 

        2.5 |          4        .67       42.83 

   2.530364 |          7        1.18       44.01 

    2.54065 |          2        .34       44.35 

   2.567568 |          6        1.01       45.36 

   2.597403 |          5        .84       46.21 

   2.604167 |          1        .17       46.37 

   2.631579 |          1        .17       46.54 

   2.635135 |          2        .34       46.88 

   2.662037 |          1        .17       47.05 

   2.702703 |         12        2.02       49.07 

   2.732794 |          1        .17       49.24 

   2.743902 |          1        .17       49.41 

    2.77027 |          1        .17       49.58 

   2.777778 |          1        .17       49.75 

   2.783401 |          1        .17       49.92 

   2.837838 |          5        .84       5.76 

   2.840909 |          1        .17       5.93 

   2.884615 |          2        .34       51.26 

   2.893518 |          9        1.52       52.78 

   2.905406 |          3        .51       53.29 

   2.947155 |          1        .17       53.46 

   2.972973 |          1        .17       53.63 

   3.009259 |          2        .34       53.96 

   3.036437 |          3        .51       54.47 

    3.04054 |         11        1.85       56.32 

   3.084416 |          1        .17       56.49 

   3.150407 |          1        .17       56.66 
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   3.165584 |          1        .17       56.83 

   3.175676 |          2        .34       57.17 

    3.18287 |          1        .17       57.34 

   3.243243 |          3        .51       57.84 

   3.246753 |          8        1.35       59.19 

   3.252033 |          1        .17       59.36 

   3.289474 |          2        .34       59.70 

   3.356482 |          1        .17       59.87 

   3.378378 |         16        2.70       62.56 

   3.409091 |          2        .34       62.90 

   3.472222 |          6        1.01       63.91 

   3.513514 |          3        .51       64.42 

    3.54251 |          2        .34       64.76 

   3.556911 |          1        .17       64.92 

   3.571429 |          1        .17       65.09 

   3.645833 |          1        .17       65.26 

   3.648649 |          3        .51       65.77 

   3.652597 |          2        .34       66.10 

   3.703704 |          1        .17       66.27 

   3.716216 |          4        .67       66.95 

   3.733766 |          1        .17       67.12 

   3.760163 |          1        .17       67.28 

   3.761574 |          3        .51       67.79 

   3.795547 |          3        .51       68.30 

   3.819444 |          2        .34       68.63 

   3.877315 |          1        .17       68.80 

   3.896104 |          1        .17       68.97 

   3.918919 |          1        .17       69.14 

   3.947368 |          1        .17       69.31 

   3.977273 |          2        .34       69.65 

   3.993056 |          1        .17       69.81 
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   4.050926 |          5        .84       7.66 

   4.054054 |         12        2.02       72.68 

   4.058442 |          5        .84       73.52 

    4.13961 |          1        .17       73.69 

   4.189189 |          1        .17       73.86 

   4.220779 |          5        .84       74.70 

   4.224537 |          1        .17       74.87 

   4.256757 |          2        .34       75.21 

   4.340278 |          5        .84       76.05 

   4.369919 |          1        .17       76.22 

   4.391892 |          6        1.01       77.23 

   4.459459 |          1        .17       77.40 

   4.464286 |          2        .34       77.74 

   4.527027 |          1        .17       77.91 

   4.545455 |          1        .17       78.08 

   4.573171 |          1        .17       78.25 

   4.626623 |          1        .17       78.41 

    4.62963 |          3        .51       78.92 

   4.662162 |          1        .17       79.09 

    4.72973 |         10        1.69       8.78 

   4.864865 |          4        .67       81.45 

    4.87013 |          9        1.52       82.97 

   4.918982 |          1        .17       83.14 

   4.976852 |          1        .17       83.31 

          5 |          2        .34       83.64 

   5.060729 |          1        .17       83.81 

   5.067567 |         11        1.85       85.67 

   5.081301 |          3        .51       86.17 

   5.208333 |          4        .67       86.85 

    5.27027 |          2        .34       87.18 

   5.275974 |          6        1.01       88.20 
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   5.298913 |          1        .17       88.36 

   5.381945 |          1        .17       88.53 

   5.405406 |          5        .84       89.38 

   5.438312 |          1        .17       89.54 

   5.465587 |          1        .17       89.71 

   5.519481 |          1        .17       89.88 

   5.608108 |          1        .17       9.05 

   5.675676 |          1        .17       9.22 

   5.681818 |          4        .67       9.89 

   5.706522 |          1        .17       91.06 

   5.743243 |          2        .34       91.40 

   5.787037 |          2        .34       91.74 

   5.925324 |          1        .17       91.91 

   6.072875 |          1        .17       92.07 

   6.081081 |          5        .84       92.92 

   6.087662 |          3        .51       93.42 

    6.11413 |          1        .17       93.59 

   6.493506 |          1        .17       93.76 

   6.621622 |          1        .17       93.93 

   6.756757 |          8        1.35       95.28 

   7.113821 |          1        .17       95.45 

   7.305195 |          1        .17       95.62 

   7.880435 |          1        .17       95.78 

   7.986111 |          1        .17       95.95 

   8.116883 |          5        .84       96.80 

   8.333333 |          1        .17       96.96 

   8.928572 |          1        .17       97.13 

   9.459459 |          1        .17       97.30 

   9.821428 |          1        .17       97.47 

   1.13513 |          1        .17       97.64 

   1.81081 |          1        .17       97.81 
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   11.48649 |          1        .17       97.98 

   11.57407 |          1        .17       98.15 

   11.63968 |          1        .17       98.31 

   12.17532 |          3        .51       98.82 

   12.65182 |          2        .34       99.16 

   13.51351 |          2        .34       99.49 

   14.46759 |          2        .34       99.83 

   2.29221 |          1        .17      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        593      10.00 

 

. tabulate econ_hard, missing 

 

  econ_hard |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |          4        .40        .40 

   .0506073 |          1        .10        .51 

   .0675676 |          1        .10        .61 

   .1351351 |          2        .20        .81 

   .2024291 |          1        .10        .91 

   .2435065 |          1        .10        1.01 

   .2702703 |          1        .10        1.11 

   .3036437 |          3        .30        1.42 

   .3246753 |          1        .10        1.52 

   .3378378 |          1        .10        1.62 

    .354251 |          1        .10        1.72 

   .4065041 |          1        .10        1.82 

    .462963 |          1        .10        1.92 

   .5060729 |          2        .20        2.13 

   .5081301 |          2        .20        2.33 

   .5405405 |          1        .10        2.43 
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   .5681818 |          2        .20        2.63 

   .5787037 |          5        .51        3.14 

   .6072875 |          2        .20        3.34 

   .6493506 |          1        .10        3.44 

   .6578947 |          1        .10        3.54 

   .6756757 |          3        .30        3.85 

    .708502 |          3        .30        4.15 

   .7305195 |          1        .10        4.25 

   .7432432 |          1        .10        4.35 

   .7523148 |          1        .10        4.45 

   .8097166 |          3        .30        4.76 

   .8101852 |          3        .30        5.06 

   .8108108 |          1        .10        5.16 

   .8116883 |          2        .20        5.36 

   .8130081 |          1        .10        5.47 

   .8603239 |          1        .10        5.57 

   .8680556 |          4        .40        5.97 

   .8783784 |          1        .10        6.07 

   .8928571 |          3        .30        6.38 

   .9109312 |          3        .30        6.68 

   .9146342 |          1        .10        6.78 

   .9459459 |          1        .10        6.88 

    .974026 |          1        .10        6.98 

   1.012146 |          4        .40        7.39 

   1.013514 |          1        .10        7.49 

   1.081081 |          1        .10        7.59 

   1.099537 |          1        .10        7.69 

    1.11336 |          2        .20        7.89 

   1.157407 |          2        .20        8.10 

   1.214575 |          4        .40        8.50 

   1.215278 |          4        .40        8.91 
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   1.216216 |          2        .20        9.11 

   1.217533 |          1        .10        9.21 

   1.219512 |          3        .30        9.51 

   1.265182 |          1        .10        9.62 

   1.273148 |          2        .20        9.82 

   1.298701 |          1        .10        9.92 

   1.331019 |          1        .10       1.02 

   1.351351 |          3        .30       1.32 

   1.417004 |          3        .30       1.63 

   1.418919 |          1        .10       1.73 

   1.446759 |          4        .40       11.13 

   1.461039 |          1        .10       11.23 

   1.467611 |          1        .10       11.34 

   1.486486 |          2        .20       11.54 

   1.518219 |          1        .10       11.64 

    1.52439 |          1        .10       11.74 

   1.542208 |          2        .20       11.94 

   1.554054 |          1        .10       12.04 

   1.619433 |          1        .10       12.15 

    1.62037 |          3        .30       12.45 

   1.621622 |          3        .30       12.75 

   1.623377 |          3        .30       13.06 

   1.626016 |          2        .20       13.26 

   1.678241 |          1        .10       13.36 

   1.689189 |          8        .81       14.17 

   1.704545 |          1        .10       14.27 

   1.720648 |          1        .10       14.37 

   1.727642 |          1        .10       14.47 

   1.736111 |          9        .91       15.38 

   1.756757 |          1        .10       15.49 

   1.771255 |          4        .40       15.89 
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   1.793981 |          1        .10       15.99 

   1.821862 |          2        .20       16.19 

   1.824324 |          2        .20       16.40 

   1.851852 |          3        .30       16.70 

   1.866883 |          2        .20       16.90 

    1.87247 |          1        .10       17.00 

   1.891892 |          1        .10       17.11 

   1.909722 |          4        .40       17.51 

   1.923077 |          2        .20       17.71 

   1.967593 |          2        .20       17.91 

   2.024292 |          3        .30       18.22 

   2.025463 |         10        1.01       19.23 

   2.027027 |         11        1.11       2.34 

   2.029221 |          6        .61       2.95 

    2.03252 |          1        .10       21.05 

   2.083333 |          1        .10       21.15 

   2.125506 |          2        .20       21.36 

   2.134146 |          2        .20       21.56 

   2.141204 |          1        .10       21.66 

   2.162162 |          2        .20       21.86 

   2.199074 |          1        .10       21.96 

   2.226721 |          1        .10       22.06 

    2.22973 |          2        .20       22.27 

   2.235772 |          1        .10       22.37 

   2.256944 |          1        .10       22.47 

   2.272727 |          1        .10       22.57 

   2.277328 |          2        .20       22.77 

   2.314815 |          7        .71       23.48 

   2.327935 |          1        .10       23.58 

   2.364865 |          5        .51       24.09 

    2.42915 |          2        .20       24.29 
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   2.430556 |          1        .10       24.39 

   2.432432 |          2        .20       24.60 

   2.435065 |          4        .40       25.00 

   2.439024 |          3        .30       25.30 

        2.5 |          4        .40       25.71 

   2.530364 |          7        .71       26.42 

    2.54065 |          2        .20       26.62 

   2.567568 |          6        .61       27.23 

   2.597403 |          5        .51       27.73 

   2.604167 |          1        .10       27.83 

   2.631579 |          1        .10       27.94 

   2.635135 |          2        .20       28.14 

   2.662037 |          1        .10       28.24 

   2.702703 |         12        1.21       29.45 

   2.732794 |          1        .10       29.55 

   2.743902 |          1        .10       29.66 

    2.77027 |          1        .10       29.76 

   2.777778 |          1        .10       29.86 

   2.783401 |          1        .10       29.96 

   2.837838 |          5        .51       3.47 

   2.840909 |          1        .10       3.57 

   2.884615 |          2        .20       3.77 

   2.893518 |          9        .91       31.68 

   2.905406 |          3        .30       31.98 

   2.947155 |          1        .10       32.09 

   2.972973 |          1        .10       32.19 

   3.009259 |          2        .20       32.39 

   3.036437 |          3        .30       32.69 

    3.04054 |         11        1.11       33.81 

   3.084416 |          1        .10       33.91 

   3.150407 |          1        .10       34.01 
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   3.165584 |          1        .10       34.11 

   3.175676 |          2        .20       34.31 

    3.18287 |          1        .10       34.41 

   3.243243 |          3        .30       34.72 

   3.246753 |          8        .81       35.53 

   3.252033 |          1        .10       35.63 

   3.289474 |          2        .20       35.83 

   3.356482 |          1        .10       35.93 

   3.378378 |         16        1.62       37.55 

   3.409091 |          2        .20       37.75 

   3.472222 |          6        .61       38.36 

   3.513514 |          3        .30       38.66 

    3.54251 |          2        .20       38.87 

   3.556911 |          1        .10       38.97 

   3.571429 |          1        .10       39.07 

   3.645833 |          1        .10       39.17 

   3.648649 |          3        .30       39.47 

   3.652597 |          2        .20       39.68 

   3.703704 |          1        .10       39.78 

   3.716216 |          4        .40       4.18 

   3.733766 |          1        .10       4.28 

   3.760163 |          1        .10       4.38 

   3.761574 |          3        .30       4.69 

   3.795547 |          3        .30       4.99 

   3.819444 |          2        .20       41.19 

   3.877315 |          1        .10       41.30 

   3.896104 |          1        .10       41.40 

   3.918919 |          1        .10       41.50 

   3.947368 |          1        .10       41.60 

   3.977273 |          2        .20       41.80 

   3.993056 |          1        .10       41.90 
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   4.050926 |          5        .51       42.41 

   4.054054 |         12        1.21       43.62 

   4.058442 |          5        .51       44.13 

    4.13961 |          1        .10       44.23 

   4.189189 |          1        .10       44.33 

   4.220779 |          5        .51       44.84 

   4.224537 |          1        .10       44.94 

   4.256757 |          2        .20       45.14 

   4.340278 |          5        .51       45.65 

   4.369919 |          1        .10       45.75 

   4.391892 |          6        .61       46.36 

   4.459459 |          1        .10       46.46 

   4.464286 |          2        .20       46.66 

   4.527027 |          1        .10       46.76 

   4.545455 |          1        .10       46.86 

   4.573171 |          1        .10       46.96 

   4.626623 |          1        .10       47.06 

    4.62963 |          3        .30       47.37 

   4.662162 |          1        .10       47.47 

    4.72973 |         10        1.01       48.48 

   4.864865 |          4        .40       48.89 

    4.87013 |          9        .91       49.80 

   4.918982 |          1        .10       49.90 

   4.976852 |          1        .10       5.00 

          5 |          2        .20       5.20 

   5.060729 |          1        .10       5.30 

   5.067567 |         11        1.11       51.42 

   5.081301 |          3        .30       51.72 

   5.208333 |          4        .40       52.13 

    5.27027 |          2        .20       52.33 

   5.275974 |          6        .61       52.94 
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   5.298913 |          1        .10       53.04 

   5.381945 |          1        .10       53.14 

   5.405406 |          5        .51       53.64 

   5.438312 |          1        .10       53.74 

   5.465587 |          1        .10       53.85 

   5.519481 |          1        .10       53.95 

   5.608108 |          1        .10       54.05 

   5.675676 |          1        .10       54.15 

   5.681818 |          4        .40       54.55 

   5.706522 |          1        .10       54.66 

   5.743243 |          2        .20       54.86 

   5.787037 |          2        .20       55.06 

   5.925324 |          1        .10       55.16 

   6.072875 |          1        .10       55.26 

   6.081081 |          5        .51       55.77 

   6.087662 |          3        .30       56.07 

    6.11413 |          1        .10       56.17 

   6.493506 |          1        .10       56.28 

   6.621622 |          1        .10       56.38 

   6.756757 |          8        .81       57.19 

   7.113821 |          1        .10       57.29 

   7.305195 |          1        .10       57.39 

   7.880435 |          1        .10       57.49 

   7.986111 |          1        .10       57.59 

   8.116883 |          5        .51       58.10 

   8.333333 |          1        .10       58.20 

   8.928572 |          1        .10       58.30 

   9.459459 |          1        .10       58.40 

   9.821428 |          1        .10       58.50 

   1.13513 |          1        .10       58.60 

   1.81081 |          1        .10       58.70 
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   11.48649 |          1        .10       58.81 

   11.57407 |          1        .10       58.91 

   11.63968 |          1        .10       59.01 

   12.17532 |          3        .30       59.31 

   12.65182 |          2        .20       59.51 

   13.51351 |          2        .20       59.72 

   14.46759 |          2        .20       59.92 

   2.29221 |          1        .10       6.02 

          . |        395       39.98      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. */ still an issue here with household size, too many missing variables, going to make model 

hard to run; need to look for other variable and then recreate econ_hard variable 

 

. tab econ_press, missing 

 

 A56 ENOUGH | 

  MONEY FOR | 

   BILLS-PQ |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        812       82.19       82.19 

          1 |        141       14.27       96.46 

          . |         35        3.54      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. generate psy_distress =. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace psy_distress =0 if dep_age>p_age & anx_age>p_age 
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(840 real changes made) 

 

. replace psy_distress=1 if (dep_age OR anx_age < p_age) & if (dep_age OR anx_age > (p_age-

a_age)) 

dep_ageORanx_age not found 

r(111); 

 

. replace psy_distress=1 if (dep_age < p_age) & if (dep_age > (p_age-a_age)) 

if not found 

r(111); 

 

. replace psy_distress=1 if (dep_age < p_age) & (dep_age > (p_age-a_age)) 

(45 real changes made) 

 

. replace psy_distress=1 if (anx_age < p_age) & (anx_age > (p_age-a_age)) 

(9 real changes made) 

 

. tab psy_distress, missing 

 

psy_distres | 

          s |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |        840       85.02       85.02 

          1 |         54        5.47       9.49 

          . |         94        9.51      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. generate w1_se= w1_comp_1+w1_comp_2+w1_worth_1+w1_worth_2 

(3 missing values generated) 
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. tab w1_se, missing 

 

      w1_se |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          8 |          2        .20        .20 

          9 |          3        .30        .51 

         10 |          9        .91        1.42 

         11 |         23        2.33        3.74 

         12 |         31        3.14        6.88 

         13 |         39        3.95       1.83 

         14 |         69        6.98       17.81 

         15 |        134       13.56       31.38 

         16 |        217       21.96       53.34 

         17 |        114       11.54       64.88 

         18 |        106       1.73       75.61 

         19 |        106       1.73       86.34 

         20 |        132       13.36       99.70 

          . |          3        .30      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. generate w3_se= w3_comp_1+w3_comp_2+w3_worth_1+w3_worth_2 

(166 missing values generated) 

 

. tab w3_se, missing 

 

      w3_se |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          6 |          1        .10        .10 

          7 |          1        .10        .20 

          8 |          1        .10        .30 
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          9 |          2        .20        .51 

         10 |          6        .61        1.11 

         11 |          6        .61        1.72 

         12 |         13        1.32        3.04 

         13 |         22        2.23        5.26 

         14 |         49        4.96       1.22 

         15 |         56        5.67       15.89 

         16 |        243       24.60       4.49 

         17 |        105       1.63       51.11 

         18 |         90        9.11       6.22 

         19 |         83        8.40       68.62 

         20 |        144       14.57       83.20 

          . |        166       16.80      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. tabulate w1_se w3_se, missing 

 

           |                                                                     w3_se 

     w1_se |         6          7          8          9         10         11         12         13         14         15         16         

17         18 |     Total 

-----------+--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------+---------- 

         8 |         0          0          0          0          0          0          1          0          0          0          1          0          

0 |         2  

         9 |         0          0          0          0          0          0          1          0          0          0          0          1          

0 |         3  

        10 |         0          1          0          0          0          0          1          0          1          2          1          

2          0 |         9  

        11 |         1          0          1          1          0          0          0          1          2          5          5          

1          2 |        23  
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        12 |         0          0          0          0          0          1          1          3          2          0          8          

3          5 |        31  

        13 |         0          0          0          0          0          1          0          2          7          5         12          

3          3 |        39  

        14 |         0          0          0          0          1          1          0          3          8         11         10         

15          3 |        69  

        15 |         0          0          0          0          1          0          1          6          5         12         39         

13         15 |       134  

        16 |         0          0          0          0          3          1          1          2         10          8         75         

18         13 |       217  

        17 |         0          0          0          1          1          0          5          1          4          5         28         

14         17 |       114  

        18 |         0          0          0          0          0          1          0          2          4          3         20         

12         13 |       106  

        19 |         0          0          0          0          0          1          0          1          2          3         21         

12          8 |       106  

        20 |         0          0          0          0          0          0          2          1          3          1         23         

11         11 |       132  

         . |         0          0          0          0          0          0          0          0          1          1          0          0          

0 |         3  

-----------+--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------+---------- 

     Total |         1          1          1          2          6          6         13         22         49         56        243        

105         90 |       988  

 

 

           |              w3_se 

     w1_se |        19         20          . |     Total 

-----------+---------------------------------+---------- 

         8 |         0          0          0 |         2  

         9 |         0          0          1 |         3  
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        10 |         0          0          1 |         9  

        11 |         0          2          2 |        23  

        12 |         1          3          4 |        31  

        13 |         3          0          3 |        39  

        14 |         3          5          9 |        69  

        15 |        10         11         21 |       134  

        16 |        20         25         41 |       217  

        17 |        12         13         13 |       114  

        18 |        16         15         20 |       106  

        19 |        11         31         16 |       106  

        20 |         7         39         34 |       132  

         . |         0          0          1 |         3  

-----------+---------------------------------+---------- 

     Total |        83        144        166 |       988  

 

. generate se_diff = w3_se - w1_se 

(168 missing values generated) 

 

. mean se_diff 

 

Mean estimation                   Number of obs   =        820 

 

-------------------------------------------------------------- 

             |       Mean   Std. Err.     [95% Conf. Interval] 

-------------+------------------------------------------------ 

     se_diff |   .5256098   .0944613      .3401951    .7110245 

-------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

. tab, se_diff, missing 

varlist required 

r(100); 



202 

 

. tab se_diff, missing 

 

    se_diff |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         -8 |          4        .40        .40 

         -7 |          3        .30        .71 

         -6 |          7        .71        1.42 

         -5 |         13        1.32        2.73 

         -4 |         33        3.34        6.07 

         -3 |         45        4.55       1.63 

         -2 |         66        6.68       17.31 

         -1 |         72        7.29       24.60 

          0 |        175       17.71       42.31 

          1 |        142       14.37       56.68 

          2 |         72        7.29       63.97 

          3 |         78        7.89       71.86 

          4 |         56        5.67       77.53 

          5 |         27        2.73       8.26 

          6 |         15        1.52       81.78 

          7 |          5        .51       82.29 

          8 |          5        .51       82.79 

          9 |          2        .20       83.00 

          . |        168       17.00      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. generate se_slope = se_diff / 1 

(168 missing values generated) 

 

. tab se_slope, missing 
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   se_slope |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

         -8 |          4        .40        .40 

         -7 |          3        .30        .71 

         -6 |          7        .71        1.42 

         -5 |         13        1.32        2.73 

         -4 |         33        3.34        6.07 

         -3 |         45        4.55       1.63 

         -2 |         66        6.68       17.31 

         -1 |         72        7.29       24.60 

          0 |        175       17.71       42.31 

          1 |        142       14.37       56.68 

          2 |         72        7.29       63.97 

          3 |         78        7.89       71.86 

          4 |         56        5.67       77.53 

          5 |         27        2.73       8.26 

          6 |         15        1.52       81.78 

          7 |          5        .51       82.29 

          8 |          5        .51       82.79 

          9 |          2        .20       83.00 

          . |        168       17.00      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. drop se_slope 

 

. generate se_change =. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace se_change = 0 if se_slope==0 
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se_slope not found 

r(111); 

 

. replace se_change = 0 if se_diff==0 

(175 real changes made) 

 

. replace se_change = 1 if se_diff<0 

(243 real changes made) 

 

. replace se_change = 2 if se_diff>0 

(570 real changes made) 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. */importing more household information to construct household size 

 

. clear 

 

. import sas AID H1HR2A H1HR2B H1HR2C H1HR2D H1HR2E H1HR2F H1HR2G H1HR2H 

H1HR2I H1HR2J H1HR2K H1HR2L H1HR2M H1HR2N H1HR2O H1HR2P H1HR2Q 

H1HR2R H1HR2S H1HR2T using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\ADD Health\Data 

Files\w1inhome.sas7bdat" 

(21 vars, 6,504 obs) 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1 household size.dta" 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1 household size.dta saved 

 

. clear 

 

. use "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta" 
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(W1INHOME) 

 

. merge m:1 AID using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1 household 

size.dta" 

variable _merge already defined 

r(110); 

 

. drop _merge 

 

. merge m:1 AID using "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Wave 1 household 

size.dta" 

 

    Result                           # of obs. 

    ----------------------------------------- 

    not matched                         5,516 

        from master                         0  (_merge==1) 

        from using                      5,516  (_merge==2) 

 

    matched                               988  (_merge==3) 

    ----------------------------------------- 

 

. drop if _merge==2 

(5,516 observations deleted) 

 

. generate house_size 

=exp required 

r(100); 

 

. generate house_size=. 

(988 missing values generated) 
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. replace house_size=1 if fam_size==1 

(4 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & 1HRSA==1 OR 1HRSA==2 OR 1HRSA==8 

1HRSA invalid name 

r(198); 

 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & H1HRSA==1 OR H1HRSA==2 OR H1HRSA==8 

H1HRSA not found 

r(111); 

 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & H1HR2A==1 OR H1HR2A==2 OR H1HR2A==8 

invalid 'OR'  

r(198); 

 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & (H1HR2A==1 OR H1HR2A==2 OR H1HR2A==8) 

1ORH1HR2A invalid name 

r(198); 

 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & (if H1HR2A==1 OR if H1HR2A==2 OR if 

H1HR2A==8) 

ifH1HR2A not found 

r(111); 

 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & if H1HR2A==1 

if not found 

r(111); 

 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & H1HR2A==1 

(383 real changes made) 

 



207 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & H1HR2A==2 

(598 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & H1HR2A==8 

(1 real change made) 

 

. drop house_size 

 

. generate house_size=. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace house_size=1 if fam_size==1 

(4 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & (H1HR2A==1 OR H1HR2A==2 OR H1HR2A==8) 

1ORH1HR2A invalid name 

r(198); 

 

. replace house_size=2 if fam_size!=1 & H1HR2A==(1 OR 2 OR 8) 

1OR2OR8 invalid name 

r(198); 

 

. replace house_size=2 if H1HR2A==1 OR H1HR2A==2 OR H1HR2A==8 

invalid 'OR'  

r(198); 

 

. replace house_size=2 if H1HR2A==1 OR H1HR2A==2 

invalid 'OR'  

r(198); 

 

. replace house_size=2 if H1HR2A==1 | H1HR2A==2 
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(985 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=2 if H1HR2A==1 | H1HR2A==2 | H1HR2A==8 

(1 real change made) 

 

. replace house_size=3 if H1HR2B==1 | H1HR2B==2 | H1HR2B==8 

(939 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=4 if H1HR2C==1 | H1HR2C==2 | H1HR2C==8 

(738 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=5 if H1HR2D==1 | H1HR2D==2 | H1HR2D==8 

(387 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=6 if H1HR2E==1 | H1HR2E==2 | H1HR2E==8 

(167 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=7 if H1HR2F==1 | H1HR2F==2 | H1HR2F==8 

(77 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=8 if H1HR2G==1 | H1HR2G==2 | H1HR2G==8 

(28 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=9 if H1HR2H==1 | H1HR2H==2 | H1HR2H==8 

(13 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=10 if H1HR2I==1 | H1HR2I==2 | H1HR2I==8 

(5 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=11 if H1HR2J==1 | H1HR2J==2 | H1HR2J==8 

(3 real changes made) 
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. replace house_size=12 if H1HR2K==1 | H1HR2K==2 | H1HR2K==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=13 if H1HR2L==1 | H1HR2L==2 | H1HR2L==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=14 if H1HR2M==1 | H1HR2M==2 | H1HR2M==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=15 if H1HR2N==1 | H1HR2N==2 | H1HR2N==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=16 if H1HR2O==1 | H1HR2O==2 | H1HR2O==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=17 if H1HR2P==1 | H1HR2P==2 | H1HR2P==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=18 if H1HR2Q==1 | H1HR2Q==2 | H1HR2Q==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=19 if H1HR2R==1 | H1HR2R==2 | H1HR2R==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=20 if H1HR2S==1 | H1HR2S==2 | H1HR2S==8 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace house_size=21 if H1HR2T==1 | H1HR2T==2 | H1HR2T==8 

(0 real changes made) 
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. tab house_size, missing 

 

 house_size |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          2 |         47        4.76        4.76 

          3 |        201       2.34       25.10 

          4 |        351       35.53       6.63 

          5 |        220       22.27       82.89 

          6 |         90        9.11       92.00 

          7 |         49        4.96       96.96 

          8 |         15        1.52       98.48 

          9 |          8        .81       99.29 

         10 |          2        .20       99.49 

         11 |          3        .30       99.80 

          . |          2        .20      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 

 

. generate econ_hard =(fam_income*1000)/7360 if house_size==1 

variable econ_hard already defined 

r(110); 

 

. drop econ_hard 

 

. generate econ_hard =. 

(988 missing values generated) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/7360 if house_size==1 

(0 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/9840 if house_size==2 
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(41 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/12320 if house_size==3 

(189 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/14800 if house_size==4 

(317 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/17280 if house_size==5 

(199 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/19760 if house_size==6 

(78 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/22240 if house_size==7 

(39 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/24720 if house_size==8 

(12 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/27200 if house_size==9 

(6 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/29680 if house_size==10 

(2 real changes made) 

 

. replace econ_hard=(fam_income*1000)/32160 if house_size==11 

(2 real changes made) 

 

. tab econ_hard, missing 
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  econ_hard |      Freq.     Percent        Cum. 

------------+----------------------------------- 

          0 |          7        .71        .71 

   .0578704 |          1        .10        .81 

   .0811688 |          1        .10        .91 

   .1157407 |          1        .10        1.01 

   .1351351 |          1        .10        1.11 

   .1623377 |          1        .10        1.21 

   .1736111 |          3        .30        1.52 

   .1838235 |          1        .10        1.62 

   .2176617 |          1        .10        1.72 

   .2427184 |          5        .51        2.23 

   .2435065 |          3        .30        2.53 

   .2702703 |          2        .20        2.73 

   .2893519 |          1        .10        2.83 

   .3246753 |          4        .40        3.24 

   .3369272 |          1        .10        3.34 

   .3378378 |          2        .20        3.54 

   .3472222 |          1        .10        3.64 

   .3676471 |          1        .10        3.74 

   .4046763 |          1        .10        3.85 

   .4048583 |          2        .20        4.05 

   .4058442 |          3        .30        4.35 

   .4411765 |          1        .10        4.45 

   .4496403 |          1        .10        4.55 

   .4554656 |          1        .10        4.66 

    .462963 |          2        .20        4.86 

    .472973 |          2        .20        5.06 

    .487013 |          1        .10        5.16 

   .5060729 |          2        .20        5.36 

   .5081301 |          1        .10        5.47 
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   .5208333 |          1        .10        5.57 

     .52589 |          1        .10        5.67 

   .5405405 |          1        .10        5.77 

   .5566801 |          1        .10        5.87 

   .5663431 |          1        .10        5.97 

   .5681818 |          1        .10        6.07 

   .5787037 |          3        .30        6.38 

   .5845324 |          1        .10        6.48 

   .6072875 |          2        .20        6.68 

   .6081081 |          2        .20        6.88 

   .6097561 |          1        .10        6.98 

   .6294964 |          1        .10        7.09 

   .6365741 |          1        .10        7.19 

   .6472492 |          1        .10        7.29 

   .6493506 |          1        .10        7.39 

   .6756757 |          3        .30        7.69 

   .6944444 |          1        .10        7.79 

   .7305195 |          2        .20        8.00 

   .8093525 |          1        .10        8.10 

   .8097166 |          3        .30        8.40 

   .8101852 |          4        .40        8.81 

   .8108108 |          2        .20        9.01 

   .8116883 |          2        .20        9.21 

   .8130081 |          2        .20        9.41 

   .8603239 |          1        .10        9.51 

   .8680556 |          3        .30        9.82 

   .8928571 |          2        .20       1.02 

   .9109312 |          4        .40       1.43 

   .9146342 |          1        .10       1.53 

   .9259259 |          1        .10       1.63 

   .9433962 |          1        .10       1.73 
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   .9459459 |          3        .30       11.03 

   .9615384 |          1        .10       11.13 

    .974026 |          3        .30       11.44 

   .9837963 |          1        .10       11.54 

   .9892086 |          2        .20       11.74 

   1.011327 |          1        .10       11.84 

   1.012146 |          7        .71       12.55 

   1.013514 |          6        .61       13.16 

    1.01626 |          2        .20       13.36 

   1.041667 |          1        .10       13.46 

   1.055195 |          1        .10       13.56 

   1.079137 |          1        .10       13.66 

   1.081081 |          2        .20       13.87 

   1.099537 |          1        .10       13.97 

    1.11336 |          2        .20       14.17 

   1.117886 |          1        .10       14.27 

   1.124101 |          1        .10       14.37 

   1.148649 |          1        .10       14.47 

   1.157407 |          3        .30       14.78 

   1.213592 |          1        .10       14.88 

   1.214575 |          4        .40       15.28 

   1.215278 |          5        .51       15.79 

   1.216216 |          4        .40       16.19 

   1.217533 |          3        .30       16.50 

   1.219512 |          1        .10       16.60 

   1.243781 |          1        .10       16.70 

   1.258993 |          2        .20       16.90 

   1.265182 |          1        .10       17.00 

   1.273148 |          3        .30       17.31 

   1.298701 |          1        .10       17.41 

   1.331019 |          2        .20       17.61 
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   1.348921 |          1        .10       17.71 

   1.351351 |          5        .51       18.22 

    1.37987 |          1        .10       18.32 

   1.388889 |          1        .10       18.42 

   1.418919 |          1        .10       18.52 

   1.446759 |          6        .61       19.13 

   1.461039 |          1        .10       19.23 

   1.486486 |          1        .10       19.33 

   1.518219 |          1        .10       19.43 

    1.52439 |          1        .10       19.53 

   1.528777 |          1        .10       19.64 

   1.542208 |          2        .20       19.84 

   1.554054 |          3        .30       2.14 

     1.5625 |          1        .10       2.24 

   1.573741 |          2        .20       2.45 

   1.618705 |          1        .10       2.55 

   1.619433 |          1        .10       2.65 

    1.62037 |          3        .30       2.95 

   1.621622 |          4        .40       21.36 

   1.623377 |          7        .71       22.06 

   1.626016 |          2        .20       22.27 

   1.663669 |          1        .10       22.37 

    1.67004 |          1        .10       22.47 

   1.678241 |          1        .10       22.57 

   1.689189 |          7        .71       23.28 

   1.704545 |          1        .10       23.38 

   1.720648 |          2        .20       23.58 

   1.736111 |         11        1.11       24.70 

   1.771255 |          4        .40       25.10 

   1.785714 |          3        .30       25.40 

   1.793981 |          1        .10       25.51 
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   1.798561 |          2        .20       25.71 

   1.821862 |          1        .10       25.81 

   1.824324 |          6        .61       26.42 

   1.829268 |          2        .20       26.62 

   1.838235 |          1        .10       26.72 

   1.851852 |          3        .30       27.02 

   1.866883 |          1        .10       27.13 

   1.888489 |          1        .10       27.23 

   1.891892 |          1        .10       27.33 

   1.909722 |          3        .30       27.63 

   1.923077 |          1        .10       27.73 

   1.941748 |          1        .10       27.83 

   1.948052 |          2        .20       28.04 

   1.959459 |          1        .10       28.14 

   1.967593 |          1        .10       28.24 

   1.973684 |          1        .10       28.34 

   2.023381 |          3        .30       28.64 

   2.024292 |          3        .30       28.95 

   2.025463 |         10        1.01       29.96 

   2.027027 |         13        1.32       31.28 

   2.029221 |         11        1.11       32.39 

    2.03252 |          1        .10       32.49 

   2.068345 |          1        .10       32.59 

   2.074899 |          1        .10       32.69 

   2.083333 |          3        .30       33.00 

   2.094594 |          1        .10       33.10 

    2.11039 |          1        .10       33.20 

   2.125506 |          1        .10       33.30 

   2.134146 |          1        .10       33.40 

   2.141204 |          1        .10       33.50 

   2.162162 |          3        .30       33.81 
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   2.176113 |          1        .10       33.91 

   2.191558 |          2        .20       34.11 

   2.199074 |          3        .30       34.41 

   2.205882 |          1        .10       34.51 

   2.226721 |          1        .10       34.62 

    2.22973 |          2        .20       34.82 

   2.235772 |          1        .10       34.92 

   2.248201 |          5        .51       35.43 

   2.256944 |          2        .20       35.63 

   2.272727 |          4        .40       36.03 

   2.277328 |          1        .10       36.13 

   2.297297 |          1        .10       36.23 

   2.314815 |         10        1.01       37.25 

    2.33813 |          1        .10       37.35 

   2.364865 |         14        1.42       38.77 

   2.427185 |          1        .10       38.87 

    2.42915 |          1        .10       38.97 

   2.430556 |          2        .20       39.17 

   2.432432 |          3        .30       39.47 

   2.435065 |          8        .81       4.28 

   2.439024 |          2        .20       4.49 

   2.473022 |          1        .10       4.59 

   2.488426 |          1        .10       4.69 

        2.5 |          4        .40       41.09 

   2.516234 |          1        .10       41.19 

   2.530364 |          4        .40       41.60 

    2.54065 |          1        .10       41.70 

   2.567568 |          5        .51       42.21 

   2.597403 |          7        .71       42.91 

   2.604167 |          3        .30       43.22 

   2.631579 |          1        .10       43.32 
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   2.635135 |          2        .20       43.52 

   2.662037 |          1        .10       43.62 

   2.682186 |          1        .10       43.72 

   2.702703 |         24        2.43       46.15 

   2.719908 |          1        .10       46.26 

   2.732794 |          1        .10       46.36 

   2.743902 |          3        .30       46.66 

    2.77027 |          1        .10       46.76 

   2.837838 |          7        .71       47.47 

   2.840909 |          3        .30       47.77 

   2.845528 |          3        .30       48.08 

   2.884615 |          1        .10       48.18 

   2.893518 |         14        1.42       49.60 

   2.905406 |          4        .40       5.00 

   2.922662 |          1        .10       5.10 

   2.947155 |          1        .10       5.20 

   2.972973 |          2        .20       5.40 

   3.003247 |          3        .30       5.71 

   3.009259 |          1        .10       5.81 

   3.036437 |          1        .10       5.91 

    3.04054 |         17        1.72       52.63 

   3.084416 |          3        .30       52.94 

   3.137652 |          1        .10       53.04 

   3.150407 |          1        .10       53.14 

   3.165584 |          2        .20       53.34 

   3.175676 |          3        .30       53.64 

    3.18287 |          2        .20       53.85 

   3.240741 |          1        .10       53.95 

   3.243243 |          5        .51       54.45 

   3.246753 |         10        1.01       55.47 

   3.252033 |          2        .20       55.67 
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   3.289474 |          1        .10       55.77 

   3.298611 |          1        .10       55.87 

   3.310811 |          1        .10       55.97 

   3.340081 |          2        .20       56.17 

   3.356482 |          2        .20       56.38 

   3.378378 |         20        2.02       58.40 

   3.409091 |          3        .30       58.70 

   3.441296 |          1        .10       58.81 

   3.445946 |          1        .10       58.91 

   3.472222 |         10        1.01       59.92 

    3.49026 |          1        .10       6.02 

   3.513514 |          3        .30       6.32 

    3.54251 |          2        .20       6.53 

   3.556911 |          2        .20       6.73 

   3.597122 |          1        .10       6.83 

   3.602941 |          1        .10       6.93 

   3.645833 |          1        .10       61.03 

   3.648649 |          4        .40       61.44 

   3.652597 |          2        .20       61.64 

   3.703704 |          1        .10       61.74 

   3.716216 |          6        .61       62.35 

   3.733766 |          1        .10       62.45 

   3.744939 |          1        .10       62.55 

   3.761574 |          5        .51       63.06 

   3.795547 |          3        .30       63.36 

   3.814935 |          1        .10       63.46 

   3.821942 |          1        .10       63.56 

   3.877315 |          1        .10       63.66 

   3.896104 |          1        .10       63.77 

   3.918919 |          2        .20       63.97 

   3.977273 |          1        .10       64.07 



220 

   4.048583 |          1        .10       64.17 

   4.050926 |          9        .91       65.08 

   4.054054 |         16        1.62       66.70 

   4.058442 |         12        1.21       67.91 

   4.065041 |          2        .20       68.12 

   4.121622 |          1        .10       68.22 

    4.13961 |          1        .10       68.32 

   4.220779 |          6        .61       68.93 

   4.224537 |          2        .20       69.13 

   4.256757 |          1        .10       69.23 

   4.324324 |          1        .10       69.33 

   4.340278 |          9        .91       7.24 

   4.383117 |          1        .10       7.34 

   4.391892 |          9        .91       71.26 

   4.459459 |          2        .20       71.46 

   4.464286 |          6        .61       72.06 

   4.496403 |          1        .10       72.17 

   4.513889 |          1        .10       72.27 

   4.527027 |          1        .10       72.37 

   4.545455 |          1        .10       72.47 

   4.554656 |          2        .20       72.67 

   4.573171 |          1        .10       72.77 

   4.626623 |          1        .10       72.87 

    4.62963 |          5        .51       73.38 

   4.662162 |          2        .20       73.58 

    4.72973 |         11        1.11       74.70 

    4.74537 |          1        .10       74.80 

   4.803241 |          1        .10       74.90 

   4.864865 |          4        .40       75.30 

    4.87013 |          8        .81       76.11 

   4.918982 |          2        .20       76.32 
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   4.932433 |          1        .10       76.42 

   4.976852 |          1        .10       76.52 

          5 |          2        .20       76.72 

   5.067567 |         10        1.01       77.73 

   5.081301 |          3        .30       78.04 

   5.113636 |          1        .10       78.14 

   5.208333 |          2        .20       78.34 

    5.27027 |          2        .20       78.54 

   5.275974 |          5        .51       79.05 

   5.405406 |          7        .71       79.76 

   5.438312 |          1        .10       79.86 

   5.465587 |          1        .10       79.96 

   5.497685 |          1        .10       8.06 

   5.519481 |          1        .10       8.16 

   5.608108 |          1        .10       8.26 

   5.675676 |          1        .10       8.36 

   5.681818 |          3        .30       8.67 

   5.743243 |          4        .40       81.07 

   5.787037 |          2        .20       81.28 

   5.925324 |          1        .10       81.38 

   5.935252 |          1        .10       81.48 

   6.006494 |          2        .20       81.68 

   6.072875 |          1        .10       81.78 

   6.076389 |          2        .20       81.98 

   6.081081 |          6        .61       82.59 

   6.087662 |          6        .61       83.20 

   6.283784 |          1        .10       83.30 

   6.365741 |          1        .10       83.40 

   6.493506 |          3        .30       83.70 

   6.621622 |          4        .40       84.11 

   6.756757 |         11        1.11       85.22 
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   6.770833 |          1        .10       85.32 

   6.944445 |          1        .10       85.43 

   7.305195 |          2        .20       85.63 

   7.418699 |          1        .10       85.73 

   7.432433 |          2        .20       85.93 

   7.523148 |          1        .10       86.03 

   7.986111 |          1        .10       86.13 

   8.116883 |          8        .81       86.94 

   8.333333 |          1        .10       87.04 

   8.680555 |          1        .10       87.15 

   8.783784 |          1        .10       87.25 

   8.928572 |          1        .10       87.35 

   9.459459 |          1        .10       87.45 

   9.821428 |          1        .10       87.55 

   1.13513 |          1        .10       87.65 

   1.34173 |          1        .10       87.75 

   1.81081 |          1        .10       87.85 

   11.14865 |          1        .10       87.96 

   11.24101 |          2        .20       88.16 

   11.48649 |          1        .10       88.26 

   11.57407 |          1        .10       88.36 

   12.17532 |          4        .40       88.77 

   13.51351 |          2        .20       88.97 

   14.46759 |          2        .20       89.17 

   16.23377 |          1        .10       89.27 

   2.29221 |          1        .10       89.37 

   26.04167 |          1        .10       89.47 

   34.72222 |          1        .10       89.57 

          . |        103       1.43      10.00 

------------+----------------------------------- 

      Total |        988      10.00 



223 

 

. mean econ_hard 

 

Mean estimation                   Number of obs   =        885 

 

-------------------------------------------------------------- 

             |       Mean   Std. Err.     [95% Conf. Interval] 

-------------+------------------------------------------------ 

   econ_hard |   3.175818   .0881968      3.002718    3.348917 

-------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. */fixed the econ_hard variable so that it's running off of house_size (which is based on how 

many responses to H1HR2A-T say male, female, don't know) 

 

. save "C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta", replace 

file C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Working File2.dta saved 

 

. log close 

      name:  <unnamed> 

       log:  C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\Importing & Recoding v2.smcl 

  log type:  smcl 

 closed on:  17 May 2023, 15:39:00 
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Appendix B - Mplus Code 

 Father Measurement Model 

TITLE: Measurement Model Father 

 

DATA: FILE IS 'C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\ 

SEM Files\Married Sample for Mplus.csv'; 

LISTWISE=ON; 

 

VARIABLE:  

NAMES ARE AID a_gender m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied 

f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied 

w1_worth_1 w1_comp_2 w1_worth_2 w1_comp_1 

p_gender econ_press parent_unhappy 

w3_worth_1 w3_worth_2 w3_comp_2 w3_comp_1 

a_ethnicity p_ethnicity psy_distress 

w1_se w3_se se_diff se_change house_size econ_hard; 

 

USEVARIABLES ARE f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied; 

 

MISSING ARE ALL (-99); 

idvariable is AID; 
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ANALYSIS: 

TYPE IS GENERAL; 

ESTIMATOR is MLM; 

ITERATIONS = 2000; 

CONVERGENCE = .00005; 

COVERAGE = .10; 

 

MODEL:  

father by f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied; 

 

 

 

OUTPUT: SAMPSTAT MODINDICES(3.84) RESIDUAL STDYX PATTERNS; 

 Mother Measurement Model 

TITLE: Measurement Model Mother 

 

DATA: FILE IS 'C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\SEM Files\ 

Married Sample for Mplus.csv'; 

LISTWISE=ON; 

 

VARIABLE:  

NAMES ARE AID a_gender m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied 

f_warm f_communciate f_satisfied 
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w1_worth_1 w1_comp_2 w1_worth_2 w1_comp_1 

p_gender econ_press parent_unhappy 

w3_worth_1 w3_worth_2 w3_comp_2 w3_comp_1 

a_ethnicity p_ethnicity psy_distress 

w1_se w3_se se_diff se_change house_size econ_hard; 

 

USEVARIABLES ARE m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied; 

 

MISSING ARE ALL (-99); 

idvariable is AID; 

 

ANALYSIS: 

TYPE IS GENERAL; 

ESTIMATOR is MLM; 

ITERATIONS = 2000; 

CONVERGENCE = .00005; 

COVERAGE = .10; 

 

MODEL:  

mother by m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied; 
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OUTPUT: SAMPSTAT MODINDICES(3.84) RESIDUAL STDYX PATTERNS; 

 Measurement Model Both 

TITLE: Measurement Model Both 

 

DATA: FILE IS 'C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\ 

SEM Files\Married Sample for Mplus.csv'; 

LISTWISE=ON; 

 

VARIABLE:  

NAMES ARE AID a_gender m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied 

f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied 

w1_worth_1 w1_comp_2 w1_worth_2 w1_comp_1 

p_gender econ_press parent_unhappy 

w3_worth_1 w3_worth_2 w3_comp_2 w3_comp_1 

a_ethnicity p_ethnicity psy_distress 

w1_se w3_se se_diff se_change house_size econ_hard; 

 

USEVARIABLES ARE m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied f_warm f_communicate 

f_satisfied; 

 

MISSING ARE ALL (-99); 

idvariable is AID; 
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ANALYSIS: 

TYPE IS GENERAL; 

ESTIMATOR is MLM; 

ITERATIONS = 2000; 

CONVERGENCE = .00005; 

COVERAGE = .10; 

 

MODEL:  

father by f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied; 

mother by m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied; 

father with mother; 

 

 

 

OUTPUT: SAMPSTAT MODINDICES(3.84) RESIDUAL STDYX PATTERNS; 

 Wave III Self-Esteem Structural Model 

TITLE: Structural Model W3 without protective factors 

 

DATA: FILE IS 'C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\ 

SEM Files\Married Sample for Mplus.csv'; 

LISTWISE=ON; 

 

VARIABLE:  
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NAMES ARE AID a_gender m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied 

f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied 

w1_worth_1 w1_comp_2 w1_worth_2 w1_comp_1 

p_gender econ_press parent_unhappy 

w3_worth_1 w3_worth_2 w3_comp_2 w3_comp_1 

a_ethnicity p_ethnicity psy_distress 

w1_se w3_se se_diff se_change house_size econ_hard_binary; 

 

USEVARIABLES ARE m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied f_warm  

f_communicate f_satisfied w3_se econ_press parent_unhappy psy_distress 

econ_hard_binary; 

 

MISSING ARE ALL (-99); 

idvariable is AID; 

 

ANALYSIS: 

TYPE IS GENERAL; 

ESTIMATOR is MLM; 

ITERATIONS = 2000; 

CONVERGENCE = .00005; 

COVERAGE = .10; 

 

MODEL:  
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econ_press on econ_hard_binary; 

psy_distress on econ_press; 

 

parent_unhappy on psy_distress; 

 

parent_unhappy with father; 

parent_unhappy with mother; 

 

father on psy_distress; 

mother on psy_distress; 

 

father by f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied; 

mother by m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied; 

father with mother; 

 

w3_se on father; 

w3_se on mother; 

 

 

OUTPUT: SAMPSTAT MODINDICES(3.84) RESIDUAL STDYX PATTERNS; 

 Wave III Moderation Analysis Father Disrupted Parenting 

TITLE: Structural Model W1 with a_gender constrained except father 
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DATA: FILE IS 'C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\ 

SEM Files\Married Sample for Mplus.csv'; 

LISTWISE=ON; 

 

VARIABLE:  

NAMES ARE AID a_gender m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied 

f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied 

w1_worth_1 w1_comp_2 w1_worth_2 w1_comp_1 

p_gender econ_press parent_unhappy 

w3_worth_1 w3_worth_2 w3_comp_2 w3_comp_1 

a_ethnicity p_ethnicity psy_distress 

w1_se w3_se se_diff se_change house_size econ_hard_binary; 

 

USEVARIABLES ARE m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied f_warm  

f_communicate f_satisfied w3_se econ_press parent_unhappy psy_distress 

econ_hard_binary a_gender; 

 

MISSING ARE ALL (-99); 

idvariable is AID; 

 

GROUPING is a_gender (1=M 2=F); 

 

ANALYSIS: 
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TYPE IS GENERAL; 

ESTIMATOR is MLM; 

ITERATIONS = 2000; 

CONVERGENCE = .00005; 

COVERAGE = .10; 

 

MODEL:  

econ_press on econ_hard_binary(b1); 

psy_distress on econ_press(b2); 

 

parent_unhappy on psy_distress(b3); 

 

parent_unhappy with father(b4); 

parent_unhappy with mother(b5); 

 

father on psy_distress(b6); 

mother on psy_distress(b7); 

 

father by f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied(b8); 

mother by m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied(b9); 

father with mother(b10); 

 

w3_se on father; 
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w3_se on mother(b12); 

 

 

OUTPUT: SAMPSTAT MODINDICES(3.84) RESIDUAL STDYX PATTERNS; 

 Wave III Moderation Analysis Mother Disrupted Parenting 

TITLE: Structural Model W1 with a_gender constrained except mother 

 

DATA: FILE IS 'C:\Users\18643\Dropbox\Research\Dissertation\ 

SEM Files\Married Sample for Mplus.csv'; 

LISTWISE=ON; 

 

VARIABLE:  

NAMES ARE AID a_gender m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied 

f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied 

w1_worth_1 w1_comp_2 w1_worth_2 w1_comp_1 

p_gender econ_press parent_unhappy 

w3_worth_1 w3_worth_2 w3_comp_2 w3_comp_1 

a_ethnicity p_ethnicity psy_distress 

w1_se w3_se se_diff se_change house_size econ_hard_binary; 

 

USEVARIABLES ARE m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied f_warm  

f_communicate f_satisfied w3_se econ_press parent_unhappy psy_distress 

econ_hard_binary a_gender; 
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MISSING ARE ALL (-99); 

idvariable is AID; 

 

GROUPING is a_gender (1=M 2=F); 

 

ANALYSIS: 

TYPE IS GENERAL; 

ESTIMATOR is MLM; 

ITERATIONS = 2000; 

CONVERGENCE = .00005; 

COVERAGE = .10; 

 

MODEL:  

econ_press on econ_hard_binary(b1); 

psy_distress on econ_press(b2); 

 

parent_unhappy on psy_distress(b3); 

 

parent_unhappy with father(b4); 

parent_unhappy with mother(b5); 

 

father on psy_distress(b6); 
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mother on psy_distress(b7); 

 

father by f_warm f_communicate f_satisfied(b8); 

mother by m_warm m_communicate m_satisfied(b9); 

father with mother(b10); 

 

w3_se on father(b11); 

w3_se on mother; 

 

 

OUTPUT: SAMPSTAT MODINDICES(3.84) RESIDUAL STDYX PATTERNS; 

 

 


