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ABSTRACT 

 

  

 
Intimate partner violence (IPV) occurs in all racial and ethnic groups. Both Asian and 

Latinx cultures are deeply influenced by patriarchal family values, which support female 

submission and endorse male violence. As immigrants, Asian-Americans and Latinx-Americans 

also face acculturative stress when adapting to life in the United States. The paper analyzes data 

from the National Latinx and Asian-American Study (NLAAS) using a set of logistic and linear 

probability regression models. The dependent variable of the study is female victimization by IPV 

by male intimate partners. Key explanatory variables are race, patriarchal family values, and 

acculturative stress. The results suggest that, in Asian and Latinx immigrant households, both 

patriarchal values and acculturative stress contribute significantly to female victimization by IPV. 

The association of the patriarchy-related stressor to victimization by IPV is similar for Asian-

American females and Latina-Americans. However, acculturation stress is more significantly 

correlated with IPV among Latinas than among Asians. The study offers insights on how to target 

IPV differently for different population groups.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Intimate Partner Violence (IPV) is a universal problem that has detrimental effects without 

respect to race, country, and culture. To control and achieve power over an intimate partner, 

behaviors of IPV include intimidation, sexual and emotional abuse, threats, and physical assault. 

Compared to men, women are at a higher risk of being victims by IPV. In the US in 2015, an 

estimated one in four women experienced violence by a current or former intimate partner (Smith 

et al., 2018; CDC, 2015). Female immigrants of color have a higher likelihood of becoming victims 

of IPV (Gupta et al., 2010). Higher poverty rates, low educational attainment, unstable job 

arrangements, language barriers, and fear of deportation increase their difficulty finding help or 

escaping from an abusive relationship. 

Asian-Americans and Latinx-Americans are the two largest immigrant groups in the U.S. 

In 2016, by region of birth, immigrants from Mexico, Central America and South America 

combined made up 41.1 percent of total immigrants. Immigrants from South and East Asia 

accounted for 26.9 percent of all U.S. immigrants (Pew Research Center, 2018). The available data 

suggest that an estimated 21 to 55 percent of Asian-American and Pacific Islander women, and 

23.4 to 29.7 percent of Latinas have been physically assaulted in their lifetimes by a current or past 

spouse, cohabitating partner, boyfriend or girlfriend (Asian & Pacific Islander Institute on 

Domestic Violence, 2015; Breiding, Chen, & Black, 2014). Surprisingly, few studies look at the 

risk and preventive factors correlated with intimate partner violence among Asian-American and 

Latinx-American women. 

Both Asian and Latinx cultures are deeply influenced by patriarchal family values, which 

support female submission and conformity to expected gender roles (Rofel, 1994; Triandis, 1983). 

As immigrants, Asian-Americans and Latinx-Americans also face acculturative stress when 
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adapting to life in the United States (Alegria et al., 2004). Acculturative stress is the psychological 

change immigrants undergo when familiarizing themselves with a different culture (Smart & 

Smart, 1995). Both factors have appeared to contribute to victimization and perpetration of 

intimate partner violence among Asian- and Latinx-American households. However, little research 

has looked at the differences between how patriarchism and acculturative stress correlate with IPV 

in Asian- and Latinx-American families. 

This paper fills the gap in the research, assessing the differences in the impact of patriarchal 

family values and acculturative stress on Asian- and Latinx-Americans. This paper analyzes data 

from National Latinx and Asian-American Study (NLAAS), in a set of logistic and linear 

probability regression models. The dependent variable is female victimization by physical assault 

from male intimate partners. Key explanatory variables are race, patriarchal family values, and 

acculturative stress.  

By examining and comparing risk and preventive factors associated with female 

victimization by IPV among Asian- and Latinx-Americans, the paper provides insights explaining 

IPV in culturally and socially isolated populations and sheds light on potential policy interventions 

to address the problem. 

 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

Intimate Partner Violence in the U.S. 

Intimate Partner Violence is an important public health problem. It is also a violation of 

women’s human rights. The World Health Organization (WHO) in 2017 estimates that one in three 

women who have been in a relationship has experienced some form of intimate partner violence 

(2017). Forms by of IPV, include physical violence, sexual violence, and stalking. In the United 
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States, more than half of all homicides of women are related to IPV, and are mostly committed by 

male partners (Petrosky, 2017).  

The effects by IPV go beyond injury and death, research indicates that IPV victims have 

an increased chance of developing chromic mental and physical illness (Coker et al., 2002). 

According to the 2010 National Intimate Partner and Sexual Violence Survey (NISVS) (Black et 

al., 2011), 35.6 percent of women in the United States have experienced IPV during their lifetimes, 

comparing to 28.5 percent of men.  

Previous research has suggested that the prevalence of IPV can vary by race and ethnicity. 

NISVS data suggest that about four in every 10 non-Hispanic Black women, 34.6 percent of non-

Hispanic White women, 37.1 percent of Latinx women, and 19.6 percent of Asian or Pacific 

Islander women have experienced IPV in their lifetimes (Black et al., 2011). However, actual IPV 

prevalence is probably greater. IPV is usually underreported due to social stigma (Emery, 2010; 

Anderson, 1997). 

 

Intimate Partner Violence in the Asian-American Community 

Partially because of their small population and great within-group heterogeneity, existing 

research on prevalence of IPV among Asian-Americans has not dived deep enough into the issue 

to draw meaningful policy insights. Nonetheless, some regional studies that use multilingual 

interview data have provided evidence that IPV among Asian-Americans might be more prevalent 

than it appears to be in NISVS data.  

In 2000, 18.2 percent of female Chinese Americans in Los Angeles report being physically 

abused by an intimate partner over their life time (Yick, 2000). In 2007, 21.8 percent of Filipinos 

in Houston report at least one form by IPV over the past year (Leung & Cheung, 2008). In 1998, 
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61.1 percent of Japanese women in Los Angeles report being abused by an intimate partner during 

their lifetimes (Yoshihama, 1999). In 2005, 29.4 percent women in Dallas report experiencing 

some form by IPV in the previous year (Lee, 2007).  

Methodological inconsistencies among studies present challenges in assessing prevalence 

of IPV among Asian-American women. Further, Asian-American women tend to under-report IPV 

victimization. Cultural norms against treatment for mental health, customs favoring keeping family 

matters private, difficulties with English, concerns about racism, and limited information about 

available community support services serve as barriers for the reporting of IPV by Asian-American 

women. (Smith et al., 2017; Do et al., 2013; Warrier, 2002).  

 

Intimate Partner Violence in the Latinx-American Community  

According to the 2010-2012 NISVS data, 34.4 percent of Latinas reported having 

experienced IPV during their lifetimes and 8.6 percent reported being abused by their intimate 

partners in the past 12 months (Smith et al., 2017). The IPV rate for Latinas is approximately the 

same as for women from other ethnic/racial groups (Cho, 2012). Although research indicates that 

IPV is more prevalent among Latinas than among white women (Aldarondo, Kantor, & Jasinski, 

2002), there are no significant differences in IPV victimization across racial groups once 

controlling socio-demographic factors. (Klevens, 2007; Cho, 2012; Sabina, Cuevas, & Zadnik, 

2015). 

One study based on telephone interviews of a national sample of 2,000 Latinas found that 

63.1 percent of women who reported being victimized by their partners in their lifetimes also 

reported experiencing more than one victimization and multiple forms of victimization (Cuevas, 

Sabina, & Milloshi, 2010). Twenty-six percent of urban Latina mothers reported experiencing IPV 
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in their lifetimes (Golden, Perreira, & Durrance, 2013). Previous research expresses a call for a 

more exhaustive definition of IPV, more dependable research methodological strategies, and 

encompassment of diverse ethnic subgroups in future studies of this issue (Sabina et al., 2015).  

 

Intimate Partner Violence in Patriarchal Asian and Latinx Cultural Contexts 

Confucianism, with a history of over 2,000 years, has become the dominant ideology in 

many East and South Asia countries. Confucian ideology holds that women are born inferior to 

men. Equality in Confucianism is only found between men, and this equality is subject to a system 

of rigid hierarchy of authority based on Wu Lun, translated as “five basic relations” – sovereign to 

subjects, father to son, husband to wife, older brother to younger brother, and male friend to 

another male friend (Leung, 2003).  

Due to its long history and wide prevalence, Confucianism has left a mark on almost all 

aspects of social and family life in Asian countries, including China, Korea, Japan, Vietnam, and 

Cambodia. It has evolved beyond an ideology and become a tradition, a humanistic or rationalistic 

religion, a way of governing, and a way of life (Yao, 2000).  It becomes the way a boy is raised; a 

girl is taught. 

With a particular focus on family and social harmony (Fingarette, 1998), in the 

Confucianism family gender dynamics, husband has always been dominant. Confucianism gender 

role expectations also require women to stay domestic to become a virtuous wife, daughter, sister, 

or mother (Rofel, 1994). Hence, a woman’s identity is encapsulated in her obedience, subservience, 

worship, and her eternal attachment to her husband and family. These types of ideals may however, 

fuel violence against women perpetuated by their male intimate partners.  
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In Asian communities, patriarchal family values are usually demonstrated through 

“emotional control, respect for authority, self-blame, perseverance, and the acceptance of suffering” 

(Wilson, 1997). In many Confucianism-influenced Asian cultures, battering of women is also 

justified. For example, Korean women are taught to comply with their husbands and depreciate 

and reproach themselves for any family disharmony, while their male counterparts expect to be 

served by the females, as well as correct and train them with any means, including violence (Song-

Kim, 1992).  

In Asian families, Confucianism-influenced patriarchal family values are found to be 

significant risk factors for IPV. In a study on IPV in China, results (Parish, Wang, Laumann, Pan, 

and Luo 2004) show that male intimate partner’s sexual enviousness, poor socioeconomic 

background, female intimate partner’s low level of earnings, and patriarchal gender beliefs are 

significantly associated with domestic abuse. These predictors contribute to both male perpetration 

of and female victimization by IPV. Additionally, practices of traditional patriarchal family values 

and rules contribute to Asian women’s hesitance to report IPV and seek help, which further 

indulges male perpetrators’ violent behaviors. Similar correlations might also exist for in Asian-

American males and females, considering Chinese Americans make up a great proportion of this 

population. 

In Latinx communities as well, culture has a profound impact on IPV. In Latinx culture, 

the term “machismo” refers to masculinity in male gender roles. While the cultural norm of 

machismo stipulates that a man should behave with confidence, dignity, chivalry, and obligation 

to the family, it also endorses beliefs such as women are essentially born inferior to men (Panitz, 

McConchie, Sauber, & Fonseca, 1983). This view may facilitate heavy alcohol consumption and 

other aggressive behaviors among men (Panitz et al., 1983). Influenced by Catholic traditions, 
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teachings, and practices, the female equivalent, “marianismo”, a term inspired by the Virgin Mary 

who was both a virgin and a Madonna, symbolizes the quality and behaviors of “an ideal woman” 

(Wilson, 1997). Under the ideals of “machismo” and “marianismo”, family roles point to the 

husband as the major breadwinner and to the wife as the one being responsible for the well-being 

and cohesiveness of the family. Consequently, women in Latinx families are taught to be 

submissive, self-sacrificing, and stoic (Triandis, 1983). The high level of control by males 

combined with corresponding dependency by females provides fertile ground for IPV perpetrated 

by male spouses in Latinx families (Perilla, Bakeman, & Norris, 1994; Triandis, 1983; Gonzalez-

Guarda, Vasquez, Urrutia, Villarruel, & Peragallo, 2011). At the same time, because “machismo” 

posits its core value on family responsibility and loyalty, it could disincentivize IPV perpetration 

(Moreno, 2007). 

 

Intimate Partner Violence, Immigration and Acculturation Stress  

All immigrants face difficulties when settling down in a new destination (Zakar et al., 

2012). For undocumented immigrants, who are usually poorly educated and lack competencies 

for good jobs, integrating to host countries is even more challenging (Samuel, 2009). To fully 

assimilate requires overcoming a number of barriers including social isolation, instability in 

economic circumstances, lack of familiarity with cultural norms, racism and discrimination (Bui, 

2003), and a deep sense of loneliness in the new environment (Kang & Kang, 1983). Those 

challenges create an especially stressful environment which, in immigrant families, may 

eventually result in IPV. Research has shown that elevated stress and anger experienced by 

immigrant husbands make statistically significant contributions to higher chance of committing 

wife-beating (Kim and Sung, 2000). In a similar vein, female immigrants, who tend to feel 
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powerless in an unfamiliar environment, become more reliant on their husbands. Thus, high 

dependency on male partners increases female immigrants’ chances of being victims by IPV and 

makes it more difficult for them to escape from a violent relationship (Denham et al., 2007; 

Gonzalez-Guarda et al., 2010; Lown and Vega, 2001).  

The impact of acculturation stress on IPV varies by race. Latinas, who are more 

concentrated in low-paying, semiskilled occupations, often have limited financial and social 

resources that deter them from running away from abuse and seek legal assistance, housing, and 

child care (Wilson, 1997). Research has shown that, among Latinx couples, after controlling for 

socioeconomic factors, low levels of acculturation accompanied by high levels of acculturation 

stress are significantly associated with a greater risk for IPV (Caetano, Ramisetty-Mikler, Vaeth, 

& Harris, 2007). However, limited research attention has addressed the role of acculturation stress 

in IPV in Asian-American households. This relationship still awaits exploration.  

Existing research (Lim, 1997; Song, 1987) on domestic conflicts in Korean immigrant 

families points out that quarrels are often a result of wives’ entering the workforce and positive 

psychological resources they gain in the new society (e.g., gender equality). Work participation 

also brings in financial independency, which enables Korean immigrant women to be more self-

assured regarding domestic issues (Lim, 1997; Nah, 1993). Such confidence posits threats on 

Korean immigrant husbands’ authority in the family. Hence, the husbands easily become insecure 

and passive or even resistant to accept and adapt to the clashing cultural values in the new country. 

Lee (2005) concludes that the main reason for IPV in Korean immigrant families is the disparity 

in attitudes about acculturation between husbands and the wives.  

This attitudinal difference between Korean immigrant husbands and wives is a major 

variable in the occurrence of marital conflict and violence. 
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However, immigration status might act as a “buffer” instead of an “accelerator” on the 

likelihood of IPV. Zakar (2012), for example, argues that as male immigrants may become more 

polite and “civilized” than they were in their mother countries, and as a result, they may start to 

restrain and change their violent behaviors towards their female partners. The fact that female 

immigrants may be more aware of America’s efficient law enforcement system will also be a 

deterrent to IPV. Thus, it is possible that IPV should be reported less frequently among immigrants 

who are more acculturated than those who are not. However, these suggestions should be received 

with caution. Studies have shown that acculturation functions as a risk factor to IPV. Based on 

what they call the “Hispanic health paradox” (Franzini, Ribble, & Keddie, 2001), researchers have 

found that the longer immigrants live in the U.S., the worse their quality of life and health condition 

are. While observed among Latinx-American populations, it is possible that Asian-Americans have 

a different experience.  

 

Other Socio-demographic Factors Correlated with Intimate Partner Violence 

Several other socio-demographic factors have consistently been shown to be risk factors 

associated with IPV for all races/ethnicities. Low educational attainment, low income, and long-

term unemployment have previously been found to be risk factors for hitting; these elements create 

a stressful environment for the affected couples and may eventually lead to an eruption of violence 

(Strauss et al., 1980). Women are also at higher risk of being abused by male partners if their 

partners frequently consume alcohol or illegal substances (Tjaden et al., 2000; McKinney, Caetano, 

Rodriguez, and Okoro, 2010; Fergusson, Boden, and Horwood, 2008). IPV may also be associated 

with the number of children the couple have. More children and bigger families generate more 
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household chores and potential opportunities for quarrels (Acevedo, Lowe, Griffin, & Botvin, 

2013).  

 

HYPOTHESIZED RELATIONSHIPS AND CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK 

Patriarchal family values and acculturation stress are associated with female victimization 

by IPV in both Asian- and Latinx-American households. However, compared to Asian-Americans, 

Latinx-Americans have lower median household incomes, lower average educational attainment, 

and higher rates of family members who aren’t fluent in English (Proctor, Semega, & Kollar, 2016; 

Ryan, 2013). Hence, I hypothesize that high acculturation stress level is more strongly correlated 

with female victimization by IPV among Latinx-American immigrant families than among Asian-

American immigrant families. In addition, due to the deep impact of Confucianism gender-

hierarchy on Asian communities and the influence of “Machismo” on Latinx men’s role in 

protecting family members, I hypothesize that high levels of patriarchal beliefs are more associated 

with victimization by IPV among Asian immigrant couples than among Latinx immigrant couples. 

My approach to these questions employs the conceptual framework illustrated in Figure 1.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Figure 1: Conceptual Framework 
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DATA AND METHODS 

Sample 

I use data from the National Latinx and Asian-American Study (NLAAS), which is a 

nationally representative sample of the population aged 18 – 97, of Latinx, Hispanic, or Spanish 

descent living in household of coterminous United States, Hawaii and Alaska (Alegria et al., 2004). 

Conducted by the Center for Multicultural Mental Health Research, the NLAAS uses a design that 

includes sampling procedures, psychiatric assessments, and analytic techniques to allow 

comparisons between Latinx- and Asian-Americans (Chang, Shen, & Takeuchi, 2009). The 

primary NLAAS sampling units are selected with probabilities proportional to population size. 

The data were collected between 2002 to 2003.  

From a total sample of 270,026 addresses, the survey identified 4,345 eligible main 

respondents and 1,234 eligible second adult respondents are identified and completed interviews 

with 3,620 main respondents and 1,029 second respondents. The weighted response rate for 

NLAAS main and second respondents was 75.7 percent (77.6 percent for Latinxs, 69.3 percent for 

Asians). 

The final response rate was 80.3 percent (82.4 percent for Latinxs, 73.7 percent for Asians) 

(Pennell et al., 2004). The NLAAS interviews were conducted by bilingual interviewers in the 

respondent’s preferred language: English, Spanish, Chinese, Vietnamese, or Tagalog. The final 

NLAAS sample is comprised of 2,554 Latinx-American respondents and 2,095 Asian-American 

respondents; 2,125 were male and 2,524 were female.  

Of the 2,524 women aged 18 to 97 years in the NLAAS dataset, I restrict my analysis to 

women who satisfied the two following requirements: (1) currently married or cohabitating with 

an opposite-sex partner; and (2) not born in the U.S. As a result, I eliminated 929 observations 
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where the female respondents report being widowed, separated, divorced, or never married. I also 

exclude women who were U.S-born. Finally, I delete cases where respondents had missing 

information for any of the covariates I was including in my analysis. The descriptive statistics of 

the prevalence of IPV victimization, socio-demographic factors and key explanatory indicators are 

reported in Table 1.  

 

Measures 

Dependent Variables  

Intimate Partner Violence (IPV):   The NLAAS asked respondents a set of questions on how often 

their partners treat them with minor or major physical violence. Minor violent acts on the list 

included “pushed, grabbed, or shoved”, “threw something”, and “slapped or hit”. Major violent 

acts included “kicked”, “bit or hit with a fist”, “beat up”, “choked”, “burned or scalded”, and 

“threatened with a knife or gun”. Respondents can choose from “often”, “sometimes”, “rarely”, or 

“never”. The dependent variable collapses victimization by minor and major IPV into one binary 

dependent variable – female victimization by IPV.  

 

Key Independent Variables  

Race:  The NLAAS first asked respondents to identify their race and ethnicity. For the Asian 

category, they could choose from Vietnamese, Filipino, Chinese, and all other Asian. For the 

Latinx category, the options were Cuban, Puerto Rican, Mexican, and all other Hispanic. The 

largest ethnic group is Mexican; 20.14 percent of interviewees identified themselves as Mexican. 

The second largest ethnic group in the sample was Chinese, making up of 13.49 percent of all 

eligible interviewees. Due to relatively small size of sub-ethnic groups in sample, I combined sub-
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ethnic group populations and generated a new binary variable which is comprised of “Asian” and 

“Latinx”, where Asian equals 1 and Latinx equals 0.  

Patriarchal Family Values: The NLAAS asked a number of questions about respondents’ family 

dynamics, which contribute to my measure of patriarchal family values. These questions captured 

roles the respondent and her partner have in the family, and were presented as following:  

• When it comes to making major decisions, who has the final say – you or your 

(spouse/partner)?  

 

A. Respondent  

B. Both / it varies  

C. Spouse/partner  

 

• When it comes to household chores – like cleaning, cooking, childcare, grocery 

shopping – who has the most responsibility? 

 

A. Only you  

B. Mostly you and sometimes your spouse/partner 

C. Spouse/partner about the same sometimes you  

D. Only your spouse/partner 

 

• When it comes to paying for household expenses – like mortgage or rent, electricity 

bills – who has the most responsibility? 

 

A. Only you  

B. Mostly you and sometimes your spouse/partner 

C. You and your spouse/partner about the same 

D. Mostly your spouse/partner and sometimes you 

E. Only your spouse/partner 

 
Because patriarchal family values refer to a family system in which men hold dominant 

power over women, I collapse respondents’ answers to the three questions above into three dummy 

variables, where 1 corresponds to the answers  “spouse/partner has final say in major decision”, 

“Only you have the responsibility when it comes to household chores”, and “Only your 

spouse/partner has the responsibility to pay for household expenses”. I code all other answers 0. I 

generate a patriarchal value index using factor analysis. This index measures the level of the 



 

14 

 

respondent’s family’s patriarchal gender beliefs. I also create a dummy variable indicating whether 

the respondent lives in a family environment with a high level of patriarchal values (i.e., where the 

respondent’s patriarchal index score exceeds one standard deviation from the mean).  

Acculturative Stress Index:   In the section on acculturative stress of the questionnaire, the NLAAS 

asked respondents a series of questions regarding immigration and acculturation stress. Females 

victims who have language barriers and are from minority backgrounds face particular difficulties 

in seeking help from the police and mental health care providers (O’Mahony & Donnelly, 2007; 

Wolf, Ly, Hobart, & Kernic, 2003), which results in them becoming even more vulnerable to IPV. 

Hence, I choose three NLAAS questions pertaining to English language ability and the 

respondent’s minority status, which are presented as follow:  

Do you find it hard interacting with others because of difficulties you have with the 

English language?  

A. Yes  

B. No  

 

Do people treat you badly because they think you do not speak English well or 

speak with an accent? 

A. Yes  

B. No  

 

Do you find it difficult to find the work you want because you are of Latinx/Asian 

descent? 

A. Yes  

B. No  

 

Employing factor analysis, I create an acculturative index that measures the level of the 

acculturation inability of the respondent. The higher the score, the more unacculturated the 

respondent is. I also create a binary variable indicating whether the respondent has a high level of 

acculturation inability (i.e., where the respondent’s acculturation index score exceeds one standard 

deviation from the mean).  
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Socio-demographic Variables 

Other control variables cover the respondent’s socio-demographic characteristics. 

Variables include the respondent’s age, years of education, annual household income, number of 

children in the household, whether the respondent is employed, the age of the respondent when 

she immigrated to the U.S., and whether the respondent’s partner often has problems with alcohol 

or substance abuse.  

 

Methods 

I use Stata/SE statistical software (Version 15.0) to examine the difference between Asian 

female immigrants and Latina immigrants in regard to the relationship of patriarchal family values 

and acculturative stress in association with victimization by IPV. To account for the complex 

survey design, unequal size clusters, and stratifications, data are weighted to compute nearly 

unbiased estimates of population statistics and relationships. To correctly estimate variances of my 

complex dataset and adjust for clustering and weights, I use the Taylor series linearization method. 

I create a single binary outcome variable measuring female IPV victimization. I first 

constructed a series of contingency tables to examine hypothesized relationships between female 

victimization by IPV and key explanatory variables (i.e., patriarchal value index and acculturation 

stress index) across racial groups, between key explanatory variables and background socio-

demographic indicators, and between female victimization by IPV and background socio-

demographic indicators.  

Then I estimate four multivariate logistic regressions to assess the associations between 

victimization by IPV and potential risk and protective factors for the entire sample. I interact each 

of my key explanatory variables with race and control for other socio-demographic factors, and 
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then conduct three multivariate logistic regressions to estimate the differences in association 

between IPV and patriarchal values/acculturation stress across the racial groups. Lastly, I conduct 

the same seven specifications in linear probability models and compare the OLS results with 

logistic regression results.  

To ease the process of logistic-regression result interpretations, I transform point estimates 

in my logistic regressions with an exponential function and express them in odds ratios. Levels of 

statistical significance are set at 0.10, 0.05, and 0.01 for two-tailed tests. I report the multivariate 

odds ratios of the independent variables along with their t-statistics.  

 

Study Limitations 

The results of this study need to be considered in the context of several limitations. To 

begin with, there may be a lack of generalizability due to a considerable amount of missing values.  

After using list-wise deletion to remove missing data, the analysis file is comprised of 869 

observations (409 Latinas and 460 Asians). Moreover, the relatively small sample size and even 

smaller number of respondents who identified themselves as victims of IPV may have implications 

for the power of my estimates.  

Second, a second sample was released during the NLAAS field period to adjust for the low 

interviewee eligibility rates in the first-round interviews, and the second interviews contribute to 

a substantial portion (22.13 percent, of total completed interviews) of total completed interviews. 

While most of the first-round main interviews were conducted in person, a higher portion of the 

second-round respondents were phone interviewed (Penell, 2004). Such methodological 

inconsistency presents challenges in measuring IPV. For example, phone interview may induce 

self-selection bias in the data by only including those who have cell phones or landlines, while 
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skipping women who are undocumented immigrants and are extremely impoverished, and who are 

particularly at risk for IPV. 

Third, the interviews were conducted in different languages to adapt to the interviewees’ 

preferences. Interviews were translated into Spanish and four Asian languages: Mandarin, 

Vietnamese, Tagalog, Cantonese. Importantly, however, while Korean and Japanese Americans 

make up a plurality of the total Asian-American population (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018), the survey 

does not include Korean or Japanese in its ethnicity classification question or translates survey 

questions into Korean or Japanese to better aid respondents who mainly speak the two languages. 

It is inferable that, due to language barriers, some Korean or Japanese respondents would fail to 

understand interview questions correctly. Thus, the final survey data may not be nationally 

representative of all Asian Americans.  

Further, the dependent variable, female victimization of IPV, is likely to be inaccurately 

estimated. As discussed in my literature review, IPV is usually under-reported among Asian-

American females. The same pattern might also be found among Latinas. Under-reporting of IPV 

victimization among women of color can be attributed to a number of common factors, including 

strong personal identification based on familial structure, religious belief, fear of isolation from 

extended family and reluctance to talk about “private matters”.  Similar factors should also 

contribute to men’s underreporting of IPV perpetuation.  

 Finally, the dataset does not contain information about respondents’ legal status in the U.S., 

which could play an important role in determining levels of vulnerability to IPV.  Research shows 

that undocumented Latinx immigrants report higher levels of the immigration challenges and 

acculturation stress compared to documented Latino immigrants (Arbona et al., 2010). Immigrant 

women, legal or undocumented, often rely on spouses, who are lawfully present in the U.S., for 
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financial resources or to receive legal immigration status. Such dependence generates a 

relationship hierarchy which breeds male perpetration of IPV. Male perpetrators often take 

advantage of their spouses by threatening deportation (Sreeharsha, 2010). Lack of information on 

respondents’ immigration status could also introduce omitted variable bias into the statistical 

models.   

 

RESULTS 

Socio-demographic Factors versus Patriarchal Family Values and Acculturation Stress  

Table 2 reports my mean patriarchal value index and acculturation stress index by socio-

demographic characteristics and racial group. Compared to Latinas, on average, Asian respondents 

show lower levels of both patriarchal values and acculturation stress. As their household incomes 

increase, I observe a negative relationship between patriarchal values and household income for 

both Asians and Latinas. There is also a negative association between levels of acculturation stress 

and income for both racial groups.  

Although Asian respondents with household incomes less than $15,000 have lower mean 

index score than Latinas, Asian respondents who come from middle- to upper- class families (i.e., 

annual household incomes > $50,000) have higher mean scores on the patriarchal index compared 

to Latinas from the same socioeconomic background. Employed respondents show lower levels of 

patriarchal values than those who are not in the labor force or are unemployed. Employed Asians 

show a higher level of patriarchal gender beliefs than employed Latinas. Respondents who are 

unemployed have the highest level of acculturation stress among respondents of all work statuses. 

Unemployed Latinas have a higher level of acculturation stress to unemployed Asians. Asians who 

moved to the U.S. at the age of 17 or younger show a lower level of patriarchal gender belief than 

Asians who immigrated at an older age. However, Latinas do not show this trend.  
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The differences in socio-demographic characteristics between Asian females and Latinas 

indicate that it is necessary to control for background factors when conducting multivariate 

regressions.  

 

Patriarchal Family Values and Victimization by Intimate Partner Violence  

 Table 3 presents the mean scores on the patriarchal value index and acculturation stress 

index by victims and non-victims across racial groups. The results indicate that both Asian and 

Latina victims have higher mean patriarchal value index scores than non-victims of the 

corresponding racial group. Asian respondents who identify as victims by IPV show a lower level 

of patriarchal family values comparing to Latina victims. Roughly 20 percent of Asian victims are 

from households with high levels of patriarchal values, and almost three in ten Latina victims are 

from households with high levels of patriarchal values.  

Latina victims have higher average acculturation stress scores than Latina non-victims. In 

contrast, Asian victims have lower average acculturation stress scores than Asian non-victims. The 

gap between Asian and Latina victims in level of acculturation stress is prominent. Asian victims’ 

mean acculturation stress index score is 4.5 among Asian victims, compared with 7.6 among Latina 

victims. Further, only 5.6 percent of Asian victims report experiencing high-level acculturation 

stress, compared to 37.8 percent of Latina victims. The variance between victims from the two 

races provides evidence to examine whether differences exist between Asians’ and Latinas’ 

relationships of acculturation stress and victimization by IPV. 

 

Socio-demographic Factors and Victimization by Intimate Partner Violence  

Table 4 reports the percentage of female IPV victims by race and socio-demographic 

indicators. Based on the co-variate analysis, I observe differences between Asian and Latina 
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victims across various socio-demographic indicators, such as household income and educational 

attainment. In contrast, I observe congruence between Asian and Latina victims in factors 

including number of children, employment status, and partner’s drug/alcohol consumption patterns.  

 Forty-two percent of Asian victims were over 45 years old, compared to 16 percent among 

Latinas. Over half of Latina victims were between 18 and 34 years old. Racial disparity was also 

evident in educational attainment. Less than 10 percent of Asian victims had received less than a 

high school education; while almost half of Latina victims had less than a high school education. 

57.7 percent of Asian victims were those who had a college degree and above, compared to only 

3.9 percent of Latina victims.  

Thirty-seven percent of Asian victims came from families whose annual household 

incomes exceeded $100,000, compared to 6.5 percent of Latina victims. Indeed, more than half of 

Latina victims had household incomes between $15,000 to $50,000. 68.8 percent of Asian victims 

and more than half of Latina victims had no children at the time of the interview.  

Most victims of both races were employed (78 percent of Asian victims; 63.3 percent of 

Latina victims). Similarly, Latina and Asian victims who immigrated to the U.S. when they were 

between the ages of 18 and 34 made up the largest group of victims. Finally, approximately 10 

percent of Asian victims reported that their partners often abused alcohol or illegal substances, 

compared to 29.5 percent of Latina victims. 

 

Multivariate Regression Results  

Table 5 reports the odds ratios for the logistic probability regression model on protective 

and risk predictors correlated with female victimization by IPV, and Table 6 reports the OLS 

coefficients of the same model.  
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 I begin with Model 1 which includes only socio-demographic and familial characteristics, 

then sequentially added indicators for high level of patriarchal family value and acculturation stress, 

respectively. Model 1 suggests that holding all else constant, work status and partner’s 

drinking/drug-abuse history appear to be significantly related to becoming a victim of partner 

violence. Females who are employed are significantly more likely to be victimized, so are those 

whose partners are alcoholic or drug-addicted. The odds ratios show that those who are employed 

are 99.4 percent more likely than those who were not employed to be abused by male partners. 

Model 2 adds a dummy variable indicating high levels of patriarchal family values. Controlling 

for other sociodemographic factors, high levels of patriarchal family value is marginally significant. 

Individuals who come from families that believe strongly in patriarchal gender hierarchy are 98.6 

percent more likely to be victims of IPV.  

Model 3 adds a dummy variable for high levels of acculturation stress. Controlling for 

sociodemographic variables, model 3the results suggest that high levels of acculturation stress are 

significantly correlated with victimization of IPV. The odds ratio is 2.3 suggesting that females 

who are experiencing high levels of acculturation stress are 126.9 percent more likely to be abused 

by male partners. Adding the variables indicating high levels of patriarchal family values and 

acculturation stress, increases differences in likelihood of IPV victimization by levels of 

acculturation stress and patriarchal family values.  

Model 4 provides modest evidence that high levels of patriarchal family values are 

associated with an elevated risk of IPV, and high levels of acculturation stress is strongly correlated 

with high risk of IPV. Females who are from families with strong patriarchal values are 104.4 

percent more likely to be victims of partner violence. In terms of acculturation stress, females who 

rank high on this index are 132 percent more likely to be victimized. 



 

22 

 

 In Model 5, Model 6, and Model 7, by adding interaction terms of variable Asian 

interacting with high levels of patriarchal family value and high levels of acculturation stress 

sequentially, I intend to explore the difference in differences between Asian and Latina Americans 

of factors associated with IPV victimization.   

In Model 6, controlling for socio-demographic factors (as in model 5), I add level of 

patriarchal family values and an interaction term combining level of patriarchal family values with 

race. The results show that although high levels of patriarchal family values are significantly 

related to IPV victimization, the interaction term does not appear to be statistically significant. 

This suggests that the effect of high-levels patriarchal family values does not vary by race.  

Similar to Model 5, Model 6 controls for socio-demographic variables and adds level of 

acculturation stress and an interaction term of level of acculturative stress with race. The results 

suggest that high-levels of acculturative stress is strongly related to IPV victimization. Further, the 

odds ratio for the interaction term is less than one. The result indicates that among Latina and 

Asian female immigrants who both experience high-levels of acculturation stress, Asian females 

are less likely to be abused by male partners than Latina females, holding all else constant.  

Model 4 and Model 7 are the two full models. Model 4 explores to what extent high levels 

of patriarchal values and acculturation stress are correlated with IPV victimization when 

controlling for sociodemographic and familial factors. Model 7, controlling for sociodemographic 

and family variables, shows whether high levels of patriarchal family values and high levels of 

acculturation stress affect Asian and Latina immigrants differently with regard to IPV 

victimization.  

Model 7 includes both key explanatory variables and interaction terms combining these 

variables and race, separately. Controlling for socio-demographic factors, I find that high levels of 
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acculturation stress and patriarchal family values remain statistically significant and positively 

correlated with victimization of IPV. Moreover, the results suggest that victimization of IPV 

impact Latinas experiencing high-level acculturation stress more than Asians suffering the same 

level of stress. Model 14, a linear probability model, yields similar results. Theoretically, the race 

gap of likelihood of IPV victimization between Asians and Latinas with high-level acculturation 

stress ought to be the point estimate of the race variable plus the point estimate of the interaction 

term. However, since the coefficient on race is not statistically significant, the race gap of 

victimization likelihood can be mostly attributed to the interaction term. In other words, model 14 

shows that among individuals experiencing the high-level acculturation stress, the probability for 

Asians to be victims of IPV is 23.3 percentage points less than that for Latinas.  

 

CONCLUSION 

Consistent with previous research, this study concludes that female victimization by IPV 

is associated with females being employed and partner’s alcohol and substance abuse (Lim, 1987; 

Song, 1987; Tjaden et al., 2000; McKinney et al., 2010; Fergusson et al., 2008). My result also 

suggest high levels of acculturation stress and high levels of patriarchal family values are 

positively associated with female victimization by IPV.  

As expected, high-level acculturation stress is more strongly correlated with victimization 

among Latinas than among Asians. The effect of high-level patriarchal family on partner violence 

does not appear to vary by race. Contrary to expectations, being Asian does not make an individual 

who is from a high-level patriarchal value background more vulnerable to partner violence 

compared to Latinas. In other words, the association of the patriarchal-related stressor to 

victimization by IPV is similar for Asian American females and Latina Americans.  
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The discrepancy in the likelihood of being victimized between Asian and Latinas with 

high-levels of acculturation stress can be interpreted as evidence of acculturation stress being a 

particularly significant factor associated with IPV among Latinas.  

 

FUTURE RESEARCH AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

The present study provides a population-based comparison between female Asian 

immigrants and Latina immigrants of the risk and protective factors by IPV. The findings point to 

the need for additional policies to protect Latina immigrants from IPV. Policy makers should 

consider taking the following actions when addressing partner violence among Latina immigrants: 

(1) establishing a more accessible, simple, and multi-lingual aid system for victims; (2) investing 

more resources in advocacy for victims by IPV, especially at immigrant-concentrated communities; 

and (3) providing low-cost ESL programs in Latinx-concentrated communities.  

Future studies examining factors associated with IPV among minority populations should 

employ a dataset with bigger sample size. To examine whether patriarchal values affect IPV 

victimization differently across races, future studies should include culture-specific questions 

examining behaviors that may be considered symbols of patriarchy in certain racial groups.  
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 APPENDIX: TABLES 

TABLE 1: DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS OF THE SAMPLE (WEIGHTED N = 
869) 

  Weighted %  Weighted %  Weighted %  
 Full Sample Asian Latina 

IPV Prevalence 11.94%  

(0.02) 

9.84% 

(0.02) 

13.19%  

(0.02) 

Race   37.31% 

(0.04) 

62.69% 

(0.04) 

Age mean = 39.38 yrs 

(0.61) 

mean = 42.75 yrs 

(0.73) 

mean = 37.38 yrs  

(0.73) 

   18 - 34 years  
38.76% 

(0.02) 

25.55% 

(0.03) 

46.62%  

(0.03) 

   35 - 45 years  
30.47% 

(0.02) 

33.84% 

(0.03) 

28.47% 

(0.03) 

   45 + years  
30.77% 

(0.02) 

40.61% 

(0.03) 

24.91% 

(0.03) 

Education  mean = 11.51 yrs 

(0.33) 

mean = 13.73 yrs 

(0.18) 

mean = 10.19 yrs  

(0.35) 

    0 - 11 years  
37.45%  

(0.03) 

14.95% 

(0.02) 

50.84% 

(0.03) 

   12 years  
19.06% 

(0.02) 

17.14% 

(0.02) 

20.21% 

(0.02) 

   12 - 15 years  
22.16% 

(0.02) 

26.76% 

(0.03) 

19.42% 

(0.02) 

   16 + years  
21.33% 

(0.02) 

41.15% 

(0.03) 

9.53% 

(0.02) 

Annual Household 
Income 

mean = $ 59,168.62  

(3,555.68) 

mean = $82,640.38  

(3547.297) 

mean = $45,199.41  

(3642.8) 

  < $15,000 
18.07% 

(0.02) 

10.81% 

(0.01) 

22.39% 

(0.03) 

   $15,000 - 50,000 
38.62% 

(0.03) 

27.63% 

(0.03) 

45.15% 

(0.03) 

   $50,000 - 100,000 
25.18% 

(0.02) 

28.86% 

(0.03) 

22.99% 

(0.02) 

   $100,000 +  
18.14% 

(0.02) 

32.7% 

(0.03) 

9.47% 

(0.02) 

Number of Children  mean = 0.81 

(0.05) 

mean = 0.64 

(0.05) 

mean = 0.92 

(0.06) 

__0 
55.17% 

(0.03) 

60.26% 

(0.03) 

52.14% 

(0.03) 

    1 - 3  
35.75% 

(0.03) 

35.09% 

(0.03) 

36.14% 

(0.04) 

    3 + 
9.08% 

(0.01) 

4.65% 

(0.01) 

11.72% 

(0.02) 

Work Status     

   Employed  
54.56% 

(0.02) 

58.61% 

(0.03) 

51.99% 

(0.03) 

   Unemployed  
5.87% 

(0.01) 

8.01% 

(0.03) 

4.59%  

(0.01) 
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   Not in Labor Force 
39.69% 

(0.03) 

33.38% 

(0.04) 

43.43% 

(0.04) 

Age Immigrated to the 
US  

   

   < 12 years  
16.03%  

(0.02) 

10.96% 

(0.02) 

19.04% 

(0.02) 

   13 - 17 years  
10.79% 

(0.02) 

4.34%  

(0.01) 

14.63% 

(0.02) 

   17 - 34 years  
58.63% 

(0.02) 

62.15% 

 (0.03) 

56.54% 

(0.02) 

   34 years +  
14.55% 

(0.02) 

22.54%  

(0.03) 

9.79% 

(0.02) 

Partner Has 
Drinking/Drug Abuse 
Problem 

12.71%  

(0.02) 

4.4%  

(0.01) 

17.65% 

(0.03) 

Patriarchal Value Index  
(PSI) 

mean = 0.56  

(0.03) 

mean = 0.52  

(0.03) 

mean = 0.58 

(0.04) 

Percentage with High 

Level PVI 

21.29%  

(0.02) 

18.27% 

(0.02) 

23.09%  

(0.03) 

Immigration Stress 
Index (PSI)  

mean = 5.66  

(0.02) 

mean = 4.84  

(0.26) 

mean = 6.14  

(0.20) 

Percentage with High 

Level ISI 

15.51%  

(0.02) 

11.79%  

(0.02) 

17.73% 

(0.03) 

Notes: 

1. Source: Alegria, Margarita, and Takeuchi, David. National Latinx and Asian-American Study (NLAAS), 2002-2003.  

2. Weighted Using NLAASWGT 

3. Standard Errors in Parentheses 
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TABLE 2:  MEAN PATRIARCHAL VALUE AND ACCULTURATION 
STRESS INDEXES BY SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS 

(WEIGHTED N = 869) 

  Patriarchal Value Index  
Acculturation stress 
Index  

 Asian  Latina  Asian  Latina  
 mean = 0.52 mean = 0.58 mean = 4.84 mean = 6.14 

Age     

   18 - 34 years  0.5 0.68 4.06 6.69 

   35 - 45 years  0.43 0.56 5.21 6.28 

   45 + years  0.59 0.43 5.02 4.96 

Education      

    0 - 11 years  0.8 0.68 4.98 6.89 

   12 years  0.59 0.57 6.03 5.83 

   12 - 15 years  0.48 0.39 4.55 4.87 

   16 + years  0.41 0.47 4.49 5.43 

Annual Household Income     

  < $15,000 0.62 0.82 6.29 7.13 

   $15,000 - 50,000 0.54 0.61 5.02 6.37 

   $50,000 - 100,000 0.59 0.4 4.61 5.55 

   $100,000 +  0.4 0.33 4.42 4.31 

Number of Children      

_ 0 0.54 0.45 4.83 5.69 

   1 - 3  0.5 0.69 4.64 6.58 

   3 + 0.34 0.85 6.59 6.82 

Work Status      

   Employed  0.5 0.33 4.93 5.84 

   Unemployed  0.51 0.75 5.08 7.81 

   Not in Labor Force 0.54 0.87 4.64 6.32 

Age Immigrated to the US      

   < 12 years  0.42 0.48 2.88 3.54 

   13 - 17 years  0.36 0.66 4.88 6.17 

   17 - 34 years  0.48 0.52 4.85 7 

   34 years +  0.7 0.39 5.74 6.21 

Partner Has Drinking/Drug Abuse 
Problem 

    

   Yes  0.74 0.56 6.02 6.8 

   No  0.51 0.59 4.79 6 

Notes: 
    

1. Source: Alegria, Margarita, and Takeuchi, David. National Latinx and Asian-American Study (NLAAS), 

2002-2003.  

2. Weighted Using NLAASWGT 

3. Patriarchal Value Index: mean = 0.52, standard deviation = 0.56 

4. Acculturation stress Index: mean = 5.39, standard deviation = 3.43 
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TABLE 3: PATRIARCHAL VALUE AND ACCULTURATION STRESS 
INDEXES BY VICTIMIZATION BY IPV AND RACE (WEIGHTED N = 869) 

  Victim  Non-Victim  

 Asian  Latina Asian  Latina 
Patriarchy Value Index (PSI) mean = 0.55 mean = 0.64 mean = 0.51 mean = 0.57 
   Percentage with High Level PVI 20.97% 29.99% 17.98% 22.04% 
Immigration Stress Index  mean = 4.50 mean = 7.69 mean= 4.88 mean = 5.91 
   Percentage with High Level ISI 5.65% 37.89% 12.46% 14.66% 
Notes:     
1. Source: Alegria, Margarita, and Takeuchi, David. National Latino and Asian American Study (NLAAS), 2002-
2003.  
2. Weighted Using NLAASWGT   
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TABLE 3: WEIGHTED PREVALENCE OF IPVBY RACE AND SOCIO-
DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS (WEIGHTED N = 869) 

  Victim Non-Victim  
  Asian  Latina  Asian  Latina  

Age     

   18 - 34 years  24.01% 55.61% 25.72% 45.25% 

   35 - 45 years  33.59% 28.37% 33.86% 28.49% 

   45 + years  42.40% 16.02% 40.42% 26.26% 

Education      

    0 - 11 years  9.21% 45.73% 15.57% 51.62% 

   12 years  7.29% 33.70% 18.22% 18.18% 

   12 - 15 years  25.83% 16.65% 26.86% 19.84% 

   16 + years  57.67% 3.93% 39.35% 10.38% 

Annual Household Income     

  < $15,000 3.94% 16.11% 11.56% 23.34% 

   $15,000 - 50,000 12.70% 54.93% 29.26% 43.67% 

   $50,000 - 100,000 46.81% 22.93% 26.90% 23.00% 

   $100,000 +  36.54% 6.03% 32.28% 9.99% 

Number of Children     

__0 68.78% 53.69% 59.32% 51.90% 

   1 - 3  25.55% 42.32% 36.14% 36.13% 

   3 + 5.67% 3.99% 4.54% 4.54% 

Work Status      

   Employed  78.02% 63.29% 56.49% 50.27% 

   Unemployed  2.08% 9.53% 8.66% 3.84% 

   Not in Labor Force 19.89% 27.18% 34.85% 45.89% 

Age Immigrated to the US      

   < 12 years  20.01% 17.18% 9.98% 19.32% 

   13 - 17 years  4.47% 6.94% 4.33% 15.80% 

   18 - 34 years  55.74% 72.23% 62.85% 54.15% 

   34 years +  19.78% 3.66% 22.84% 10.72% 

Partner Has Drinking/Drug Abuse Problem     

   Yes  10.18% 29.50% 3.77% 15.85% 

   No  89.82% 70.50% 96.23% 84.15% 

Total Count 48 41 412 368 

Notes: 

1. Source: Alegria, Margarita, and Takeuchi, David. National Latinx and Asian-American Study (NLAAS), 

2002-2003.  

2. Weighted Using NLAASWGT 
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TABLE 4: ODDS RATIOS FOR MODELS PREDICTING FACTORS 
CORRELATED WITH VICTIMIZATION BY IPV AMONG LATINAS AND 

ASIAN FEMALES 
 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 Model 7 

  Odds 

Ratio  

Odds 

Ratio  

Odds 

Ratio  

Odds 

Ratio  

Odds 

Ratio  

Odds 

Ratio  

Odds 

Ratio  

Background 
Characteristics 

       

Asian 0.787 0.754 0.828 0.79 0.877 1.163 1.307 
 (-0.98) (-1.12) (-0.72) (-0.86) (-0.43) (-0.49) (-0.72) 

Logged 

Household 

Income 

0.962 0.969 0.975 0.983 0.974 0.978 0.994 

 (-0.54) (-0.40) (-0.36) (-0.22) (-0.33) (-0.33) (-0.08) 

Number of 

Children 
0.949 0.931 0.933 0.918 0.921 0.943 0.917 

 (-0.37) (-0.49) (-0.50) (-0.60) (-0.56) (-0.42) (-0.60) 

Employed  1.994* 2.390** 1.983* 2.380** 2.501** 2.006* 2.493** 
 (-2.34) (-2.71) (-2.31) (-2.67) (-2.84) (-2.35) (-2.89) 

Age Immigrated 

to the U.S. 
       

     13 – 17 years   0.469 0.49 0.452 0.467 0.496 0.447 0.458 
 (-1.19) (-1.14) (-1.26) (-1.21) (-1.13) (-1.27) (-1.22) 

     18 - 34 years 1.151 1.106 0.968 0.923 1.103 0.906 0.854 
 -0.36 -0.26 (-0.08) (-0.19) -0.25 (-0.23) (-0.36) 

     Above 34 years 0.679 0.632 0.522 0.484 0.647 0.543 0.5 
 (-0.53) (-0.64) (-0.86) (-0.97) (-0.61) (-0.83) (-0.94) 

Years of 

Education 

Received  

       

      12 1.514 1.595 1.44 1.534 1.626 1.533 1.703 
 (-0.9) (-1.02) (-0.84) (-0.98) (-1.05) (-0.99) (-1.21) 

      13 - 15 0.913 0.963 0.943 1.003 0.965 0.937 0.997 
 (-0.26) (-0.11) (-0.17) -0.01 (-0.10) (-0.18) (-0.01) 

      16 and above 1.24 1.402 1.285 1.483 1.366 1.193 1.35 
 (-0.65) (-1.01) (-0.77) (-1.17) (-0.92) (-0.54) (-0.89) 

Age  0.99 0.992 0.993 0.995 0.992 0.995 0.998 
 (-0.58) (-0.47) (-0.42) (-0.29) (-0.44) (-0.28) (-0.09) 

Partner Has 

Drinking/Drug 

Abuse Problem 

2.276** 2.305** 2.136* 2.187* 2.339** 2.169* 2.288** 

 (-2.66) (-2.81) (-2.45) (-2.64) (-2.91) (-2.34) (-2.69) 

 
 
Key Explanatory 
Variables  

       

High Level of 

Patriarchal family 

Value  

– 1.986+ – 2.044+ 2.448* – 2.609* 

 – (-1.86) – (-1.94) (-2.06) – (-2.19) 

High Level of 

Acculturation 

Stress 

– – 2.269** 2.320** – 3.406** 3.561** 

 – – (-2.88) (-2.95) – (-3.22) (-3.23) 
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Interactive Terms  
 

High Level of 

Patriarchal family 

Value × Asian  

– – – – 0.538 – 0.531 

 – – – – (-0.90) – (-0.91) 

High Level of 

Acculturation 

Stress × Asian  

– – – – – 0.121* 0.115* 

 – – – – – (-2.43) (-2.44) 

Constant 0.174+ 0.116+ 0.13 0.0861* 0.0999+ 0.108* 0.0554* 
 (-1.70) (-1.94) (-1.99) (-2.26) (-1.97) (-2.27) (-2.56) 

N 869 869 869 869 869 869 869 

Notes:        
1. Source: Alegria, Margarita, and Takeuchi, David. National Latinx and Asian-American Study (NLAAS), 2002-2003.  

2. Weighted Using 

NLAASWGT        
3. T Statistics in 

Parentheses        
4. Level of Statistical Significance:   + p< 0.10, * p < 0.05, ** p< 0.01 

  



 

 
 

 

TABLE 5 :  OLS COEFFICIENTS FOR MODELS PREDICTING FACTORS CORRELATED WITH 
VICTIMIZATION BY IPV AMONG LATINAS AND ASIAN FEMALES         

 Model 8 Model 9 Model 10 Model 11 Model 12 Model 13 Model 14 

  OLS 
Coefficient 

OLS 
Coefficient 

OLS  
   Coefficient 

OLS 
Coefficient 

OLS 
Coefficient 

OLS 
Coefficient 

OLS 
Coefficient 

Background 
Characteristics 

       

Asian -0.0262 -0.0278 -0.022 -0.0237 -0.0136 0.0108 0.0223  
(-1.13) (-1.21) (-0.91) (-0.98) (-0.50) (-0.42) (-0.73) 

Logged Household 
Income 

-0.0034 -0.00254 -0.00205 -0.00117 -0.00224 -0.00188 -0.00073 
 

(-0.54) (-0.38) (-0.36) (-0.19) (-0.33) (-0.33) (-0.12) 
Number of Children -0.00538 -0.00696 -0.0061 -0.0077 -0.00803 -0.00252 -0.00512  

(-0.36) (-0.45) (-0.42) (-0.52) (-0.52) (-0.18) (-0.34) 
Employed  0.0677* 0.0791* 0.0650* 0.0766* 0.0832** 0.0666* 0.0819**  

(-2.27) (-2.63) (-2.21) (-2.57) (-2.78) (-2.28) (-2.81) 
Age Immigrated to the 
U.S. 

       

    13 - 17 years  -0.0667 -0.0637 -0.0736 -0.0707 -0.0625 -0.0739 -0.0698  
(-1.35) (-1.32) (-1.43) (-1.40) (-1.30) (-1.42) (-1.37) 

18 - 34 years -0.0132 0.0087 -0.00338 -0.00811 0.00837 -0.00992 -0.0148  
(-0.29) (-0.2) (-0.07) (-0.18) (-0.19) (-0.21) (-0.33) 

Above 34 years -0.0321 -0.0375 -0.0566 -0.0624 -0.0347 -0.0556 -0.0584  
(-0.49) (-0.59) (-0.87) (-0.98) (-0.55) (-0.86) (-0.93) 

Years of Education 
Received  

       

12 years 0.0463 0.0507 0.0384 0.0429 0.0523 0.0458 0.0518  
(-0.86) (-0.95) (-0.75) (-0.84) (-0.98) (-0.9) (-1.02) 

13 - 15 years -0.0106 -0.00519 -0.00767 -0.00218 -0.0061 -0.00539 -0.00082  
(-0.31) (-0.16) (-0.23) (-0.07) (-0.19) (-0.16) (-0.03) 

 
16 and above years 

 
0.0199 

 
0.0299 

 
0.0238 

 
0.034 

 
0.0268 

 
0.0181 

 
0.0253  

(-0.6) (-0.9) (-0.74) (-1.04) (-0.8) (-0.56) (-0.78) 
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Age  -0.000878 -0.000696 -0.000579 -0.000392 -0.000661 -0.000272 -0.0000564  
(-0.55) (-0.44) (-0.37) (-0.25) (-0.42) (-0.18) (-0.04) 

Partner Has 
Drinking/Drug Abuse 
Problem 

0.108* 0.109* 0.0998* 0.0999* 0.110* 0.0991* 0.101* 

 
(-2.18) (-2.2) (-2.07) (-2.09) (-2.26) (-2.04) (-2.13) 

 
Key Explanatory 
Variables  

       

High Level of 
Patriarchal family 
Value  

– 0.0647 – 0.0657 0.0899+ – 0.0887+ 

 
– (-1.61) – (-1.64) (-1.82) – (-1.83) 

High Level of 
Acculturation Stress 

– – 0.101* 0.102* – 0.170** 0.170** 
 

– – (-2.41) (-2.45) – (-2.77) (-2.79) 
Interactive Terms  

       

High Level of 
Patriarchal family 
Value × Asian  

– – – – -0.0704 – -0.0658 

 
– – – – (-1.00) – (-0.95) 

High Level of 
Acculturation Stress × 
Asian  

– – – – – -0.234** -0.233** 

 
– – – – – (-2.78) (-2.73) 

Constant 0.146 0.111 0.12 0.0844 0.0991 0.093 0.0467  
(1.49) (1.08) (1.30) (0.87) (0.94) (1.05) (0.49) 

N 869 869 869 869 869 869 869 
Notes: 

1. Source: Alegria, Margarita, and Takeuchi, David. National Latinx and Asian-American Study (NLAAS), 2002-2003.  

2. Weighted Using NLAASWGT 
3. T Statistics in Parentheses 

4. Level of Statistical Significance:   + p<0.10, * p < 0.05, ** p< 0.01 
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