Supplemental Table 1.
Alpha Coefficient Estimates for Mothers, Fathers, Younger Siblings, and Older Siblings
	 
	Warmth/Acceptance
	Familism Support
	Familism Obligation
	Religiosity
	Egalitarian Gender Beliefs

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	Parent-Older Sibling
	Parent-Younger Sibling
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mother
	0.86
	0.85
	0.58
	0.60
	0.91
	0.88

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Father
	0.82
	0.85
	0.71
	0.67
	0.88
	0.84

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Mother-Youth
	Father-Youth
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Older Sibling
	0.93
	0.93
	0.82
	0.72
	0.92
	0.91

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Younger Sibling
	0.95
	0.94
	0.78
	0.62
	0.92
	0.93

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


Note. Sample sizes ranged from 93 to 95 for mothers, 85 to 88 for fathers, 82 to 86 for older siblings, and 86 to 88 for younger siblings.
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Supplemental Table 2.
Bivariate Correlations Among Study Variables in Parent Models
	 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	16

	1. Parent Years of Education 
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2. Household Income
	.53*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3.  Nativity
	-.44*
	-.53*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4.  Age
	.17*
	.10
	-.17*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5.  Gender
	-.07
	.04
	.02
	.27**
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.  Egalitarian Gender Role Attitudes
	.40*
	.35*
	-.36*
	.01
	.02
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.  Religiosity
	-.03
	-.10
	.12
	.13
	-.08
	-.12
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	8.  Familism - Support
	.01
	.07
	-.03
	.11
	.01
	-.01
	.62*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	9.  Familism - Obligations
	-.21*
	-.20*
	-.01
	.13
	.18*
	-.12
	.49*
	.49*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	1. Parent-Younger Child Warmth
	-.06
	-.08
	.14
	.03
	-.18*
	-.04
	.14
	.12
	.14
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	11. Parent-Older Child Warmth
	.09
	-.02
	-.04
	.24*
	-.03
	.02
	.15
	.16
	.24*
	.58*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	12. Theme - Cohesion
	.12
	.02
	-.12
	-.03
	-.04
	.17*
	.14
	.12
	.13
	.04
	.13
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 

	13. Theme - Conflict
	-.03
	-.04
	.02
	-.11
	-.06
	-.04
	-.01
	-.08
	.01
	-.17*
	-.05
	-.05
	-
	 
	 
	 

	14. Theme - Involvement
	.01
	-.02
	.01
	-.01
	-.066
	.03
	-.06
	-.14
	-.03
	-.09
	-.10
	-.04
	-.00
	-
	 
	 

	15. Theme - Prioritizing Family Resources
	-.10
	-.10
	.09
	.10
	-.14
	-.05
	.08
	.02
	-.03
	-.03
	-.05
	-.24*
	.01
	-.09
	-
	 

	16. Theme - Resources to Extended Family  
	-.01
	-.03
	.20*
	-.08
	-.16*
	-.05
	.08
	-.01
	-.15
	.09
	.13
	-.09
	.00
	-.05
	.01
	-

	17. Theme - Youths’ financial role
	.18*
	.15
	-.18*
	.05
	-.06
	.24**
	-.09
	.03
	.00
	-.10
	-.01
	.02
	.08
	.02
	-.08
	.04

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mean
	11.12
	4.78
	0.19
	45.80
	1.43
	2.04
	4.57
	4.65
	4.30
	4.03
	4.13
	0.31
	0.31
	0.15
	0.68
	0.08

	Standard Deviation
	3.86
	0.26
	0.46
	5.25
	0.50
	0.55
	0.55
	0.35
	0.55
	0.68
	0.65
	0.46
	0.46
	0.35
	0.47
	0.28


Note. Parents’ education level was coded based on the years of completion, which ranged from less than high school (specific grade reported) to post-secondary degrees; High school degree/GED was coded as 12, bachelor’s degree as 16, and master’s degree as 18. Family income included the sum of all sources of household income reported as a dollar amount per year and was log-transformed. Nativity is 0 = U.S.-born, 1 = immigrant. Gender is 1 = woman, 2 = man. Themes were coded as 0 = theme not mentioned, 1 = theme mentioned.
* p < 05. 
Supplemental Table 3.
Bivariate Correlations Among Study Variables in Youth Models
	 
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	16

	1. Parent Years of Education
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2. Household Income
	.48*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3.  Nativity
	-.28*
	-.31*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4.  Age
	-.02
	-.01
	.07
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5.  Gender
	-.01
	-.16*
	.01
	.03
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	6.  Gender Role Attitudes
	-.05
	-.11
	.12*
	-.07
	-.02
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	7.  Religiosity
	.04
	.03
	.02
	.01
	-.01
	.08
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	8.  Familism - Support
	.17*
	.23*
	-.12*
	-.05
	-.05
	-.08
	.38*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	9.  Familism - Obligations
	.03
	.07
	-.01
	-.06
	-.02
	.05
	.30*
	.66*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	10. Mother-Youth Warmth
	.11
	.14*
	-.08
	.09
	-.01
	.06
	.30*
	.32*
	.21*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	11. Father-Youth Warmth
	.09
	.17*
	-.03
	.12*
	-.02
	-.03
	.22*
	.35*
	.18*
	.33*
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	12. Theme - Cohesion
	-.03
	-.01
	-.19
	-.04
	.07
	-.21
	-.02
	.03
	.02
	.15
	.12
	-
	 
	 
	 
	 

	13. Theme - Conflict
	.07
	.15
	-.10
	-.03
	.07
	-.19
	.28*
	.06
	-.06
	.22*
	.00
	.33*
	-
	 
	 
	 

	14. Theme - Involvement
	.09
	.12
	-.16
	-.08
	.05
	-.16
	.02
	.12
	.08
	.07
	.10
	.69*
	.36*
	-
	 
	 

	15. Theme - Obligation
	-.16
	.10
	-.08
	-.06
	-.05
	-.15
	.01
	.03
	.03
	.01
	.06
	.21*
	.20*
	.10
	-
	 

	16. Theme - Family Goals
	-.12
	.03
	.03
	.11
	-.01
	.01
	-.16
	.01
	.04
	-.11
	.10
	-.25*
	-.19
	-.34*
	-.22*
	-

	17. Theme - Hopelessness
	-.09
	.14
	-.16
	.02
	-.01
	-.18
	.02
	.08
	-.01
	-.02
	.13
	.01
	.20*
	.13
	.05
	.06

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mean
	10.81
	4.71
	0.12
	19.90
	0.50
	1.97
	3.80
	4.40
	4.13
	4.00
	3.44
	0.47
	0.66
	0.40
	0.35
	0.41

	Standard Deviation
	3.94
	0.28
	0.49
	2.21
	0.50
	0.67
	1.00
	0.52
	0.53
	0.99
	0.93
	0.50
	0.48
	0.49
	0.48
	0.49


Note. Parents’ education level was coded based on the years of completion, which ranged from less than high school (specific grade reported) to post-secondary degrees; High school degree/GED was coded as 12, bachelor’s degree as 16, and master’s degree as 18. Family income included the sum of all sources of household income reported as a dollar amount per year and was log-transformed. Nativity is 0 = U.S.-born, 1 = immigrant. Gender is 0 = woman, 1 = man. Themes were coded as 0 = theme not mentioned, 1 = theme mentioned.
* p < 05. 
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	Supplemental Table 4.
Percentage and Chi-Square Difference Tests of Parents Who Mentioned One Theme and Then Mentioned a Second Theme

	
	
	Cohesion/Emotional Support
	Conflict
	Involvement
	Prioritizing Family Resources
	Resources to Extended Family
	Youths’ Financial Role

	
	
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)

	Conflict
	No
	47%
	22%
	0.39
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes
	22%
	8%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Involvement
	No
	59%
	27%
	0.26
	59%
	26%
	0.00
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes
	11%
	4%
	
	10%
	4%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Prioritizing Family Resources
	No
	17%
	15%
	9.67**
	23%
	10%
	0.05
	26%
	6%
	1.49
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes
	52%
	15%
	
	46%
	21%
	
	59%
	8%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Resources to Extended Family
	No
	62%
	29%
	1.54
	64%
	28%
	0.00
	78%
	14%
	0.55
	30%
	62%
	0.02
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes
	7%
	1%
	
	6%
	3%
	
	8%
	1%
	
	3%
	6%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Youths’ Financial Role
	No
	48%
	20%
	0.07
	49%
	19%
	1.02
	59%
	10%
	0.11
	20%
	48%
	1.02
	63%
	5%
	0.29
	
	
	

	
	Yes
	22%
	10%
	
	20%
	11%
	
	27%
	5%
	
	12%
	20%
	
	29%
	3%
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Physical and Emotional Wellbeing
	No
	49%
	24%
	1.24
	54%
	20%
	2.65
	64%
	10%
	0.89
	25%
	48%
	1.04
	66%
	7%
	0.94
	50%
	24%
	0.02

	
	Yes
	20%
	6%
	
	16%
	11%
	
	22%
	5%
	
	7%
	20%
	
	25%
	1%
	
	18%
	8%
	


Note. Data from mothers (n = 90) and fathers (n = 67) were combined for a sample size of 157. Chi-square differences use all four quadrants for a given theme combination to denote differences in likelihood of reporting both (Yes-Yes), reporting one but not the other (No-Yes or Yes-No), or reporting neither (No-No). 
** p < .01.


	Supplemental Table 5.
Percentage and Chi-Square Difference Tests of Youths Who Mentioned One Theme and Then Mentioned a Second Theme

	
	
	Cohesion/Emotional Support
	Conflict
	Involvement
	Sense of Family Obligation
	Changes in Family Goals 

	
	
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)
	No
	Yes
	χ2 (1)

	Conflict
	No
	26%
	8%
	10.78**
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes
	27%
	39%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Involvement
	No
	48%
	11%
	46.85**
	29%
	31%
	13.06**
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes
	4%
	36%
	
	5%
	35%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sense of Family Obligation
	No
	39%
	26%
	4.32*
	27%
	38%
	4.21*
	41%
	24%
	1.03
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Yes
	13%
	22%
	
	7%
	28%
	
	19%
	16%
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Changes in Family Goals 
	No
	25%
	34%
	6.08*
	15%
	43%
	3.66
	27%
	32%
	11.56**
	33%
	26%
	4.71*
	
	
	

	
	Yes
	28%
	13%
	
	19%
	23%
	
	33%
	8%
	
	32%
	9%
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sense (or Loss) of Hope
	No
	46%
	41%
	0.04
	33%
	55%
	4.03*
	55%
	33%
	1.87
	58%
	30%
	0.26
	53%
	35%
	0.43

	
	Yes
	6%
	6%
	
	1%
	11%
	
	5%
	7%
	
	7%
	5%
	
	6%
	6%
	


Note. Data from older siblings (n = 50) and younger siblings (n = 47) were combined for a total sample of 97 youths. Chi-square differences use all four quadrants for a given theme combination to denote differences in likelihood of reporting both (Yes-Yes), reporting one but not the other (No-Yes or Yes-No), or reporting neither (No-No). 
* p < .05, ** p < .01.



Supplemental Table 6.
Chi-square tests assessing difference in the likelihood of mentioning each identified theme by family member	
	Theme
	Mother
	Father
	Younger Sibling
	Older Sibling
	Chi-Square Tests

	1. Cohesion/Emotional Support
	32%
	28%
	44%
	50%
	χ2 (3) = 7.84, p = .049

	2. Conflict
	33%
	26%
	63%
	68%
	χ2 (3) = 31.31, p < .001

	3. Involvement
	16%
	11%
	38%
	42%
	χ2 (3) = 21.86, p < .001

	4. Prioritizing Family Resources
	59%
	73%
	-
	-
	χ2 (1) = 3.25, p = .071

	5. Resources to Extended Family
	12%
	03%
	-
	-
	χ2 (1) = 4.31, p = .038

	6. Physical and Emotional Wellbeing
	20%
	31%
	-
	-
	χ2 (1) = 2.04, p = .153

	7. Youths' Financial Role
	28%
	34%
	-
	-
	χ2 (1) = 0.65, p = .418

	8. Sense of Family Obligation
	-
	-
	34%
	36%
	χ2 (1) = 0.04, p = .840

	9. Changes in Family Goals
	-
	-
	31%
	50%
	χ2 (1) = 3.27, p = .071

	10. Sense (or Loss) of Hope
	-
	-
	12%
	12%
	χ2 (1) = 0.13, p = .909


Note. For themes that emerged across all family members (Themes 1-3), mother, father, younger sibling (YSIB), and older sibling (OSIB) data were stacked within a single dataset and each family member was given a numeric code (mother = 1, father = 2, YSIB = 3, OSIB = 4). Then, chi-square difference tests were calculated to assess if the likelihood of mentioning a theme (0 = no, 1 = yes) differed by family members. A similar process was used for themes that emerged for parents only (Themes 4-7) and youths only (Themes 8-9), but only the relevant family members data were stacked into one dataset.

