Subject: Couple's weights and domestic violence
Posted by salome on Sat, 17 Sep 2022 21:07:02 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Good morning

I've read through lots of forum discussions as well as Dr. Stan Becker's paper and I'm still unclear
about the use of weights in a couple's dataset. | have read that mv0O05 is the best way to go with
when working with the couples dataset. How about if | am working with a couple's dataset and DV
outcomes within the couple? If | use the DV weights, this would not account for male partners'
non-response/lack of presence in the couple's dataset correct?

Thank you so much in advance. Any help would be much appreciated.

kindly
S

Subject: Re: Couple's weights and domestic violence
Posted by Bridgette-DHS on Mon, 19 Sep 2022 13:20:21 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Following is a response from DHS staff member, Tom Pullum:

You are right --if you wanted to use the DV variables with couples (in the CR file) you would like to
be able to take into account both women's nonresponse to the DV module and men's
nonresponse. Another way of putting it is that you would like to adjust the couple weight (if it were
included) for nonresponse to the DV module. Theoretically, it would be possible to do this, but |
don't think anyone has tackled it.

| suggest that you do a sensitivity analysis, for whatever you would consider to be the most
important estimates in your research. Produce them once with vO05 as the weight variable, as a
kind of baseline, and then with mv005 and d005. To be conservative, you could select whichever
tends to give fewer statistically significant results. (Or you could have some other criteria.) But |
don't think you will find that the results are really very sensitive to the choice of weights.

Subject: Re: Couple's weights and domestic violence
Posted by salome on Mon, 19 Sep 2022 13:32:59 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Dear Tom and Bridgette

Thank you so much for your response. What you suggest makes sense. So far, qualitatively the
results when using no weights vs. DV weights are very similar. | will attempt what you propose as
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well.

| suppose one could also do a very crude sensitivity analysis by postulating selection (into the
couples dataset) probabilities per Lash, Fox and Fink 2009.

S
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