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Abstract
The literature has been mixed regarding how parent–child relationships are affected by the acculturation process and how this process relates to alcohol use among Latino youth. The mixed results may be due to, at least, two factors: First, staggered migration in which one or both parents arrive to the new country and then send for the children may lead to faster acculturation in parents than in children for some families. Second, acculturation may have different effects depending on which aspects of alcohol use are being examined. This study addresses the first factor by testing for a curvilinear trend in the acculturation-alcohol use relationship and the second by modeling past year alcohol use as a zero inflated negative binomial distribution. Additionally, this study examined the unique and mediation effects of parent–child acculturation discrepancies (gap), mother involvement in children’s schooling, father involvement in children’s schooling, and effective parenting on youth alcohol use during the last 12 months, measured as the probability of using and the extent of use. Direct paths from parent–child acculturation discrepancy to alcohol use, and mediated paths through mother involvement, father involvement, and effective parenting were also tested. Only father involvement fully mediated the path from parent–child acculturation discrepancies to the probability of alcohol use. None of the variables examined mediated the path from parent–child acculturation discrepancies to the extent of alcohol use. Effective parenting was unrelated to acculturation discrepancies; however, it maintained a significant direct effect on the probability of youth alcohol use and the extent of use after controlling for mother and father involvement. Implications for prevention strategies are discussed.
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During the past two and a half decades, ethnicity and culture have emerged as important moderators of risk and resilience in the etiology of Latino youth substance use. Considerable attention has been given to the relationship between acculturation to the United States and adolescent substance use [1]. However, findings regarding this association have been inconclusive. A closer look at the literature suggests the need to examine acculturation-related variables such as parent–child acculturation discrepancies in tandem with family processes implicated in the etiology of youth substance use, e.g., effective parenting and parental involvement [2, 3]. In the present study, we begin to address this gap in the literature by testing a model in which the effect of parent–child differential acculturation on youth alcohol use is mediated by effective parenting and mother and father involvement. We focus on Latino youth due to the overall growth of the Hispanic population in the United States [4]; the significant portion of U.S.-born Latino youth who live with immigrant parents [5]; the reported higher rates of substance use, including alcohol, among Latino early adolescents compared to youth of the same age from other ethnicities [6]; and the reported link between acculturation and Latino substance use [7]. Alcohol use is of particular importance because alcohol is the most widely used mood altering substance among youth, and there are numerous health risks associated with underage drinking [8].
Acculturation and Latino youth substance use
Different indicators of U.S. acculturation, such as nativity status [9], generational status [10], length of residency [11], and English acquisition [12] have been identified as strong predictors of substance use across different Hispanic groups. Nevertheless, the acculturation processes that place Latino youth at risk for substance use in the United States are still unclear. Because studies have indicated that members of immigrant families adopt the language and culture of a new country at different paces with youth generally acculturating more rapidly than adults [13], researchers seeking to explain the link between acculturation and substance use have explored parent–child acculturation discrepancies as a potential explanatory variable. Some studies conducted with Latino immigrant families have found that parent–child acculturation discrepancies place immigrant youth at risk for substance use by increasing cultural and normative conflict, reducing the family support available to children, and decreasing overall parental involvement [14–17]. Other studies, however, have found parent–child acculturation discrepancies due to children being more acculturated to the U.S. than their parents to be unrelated to family distress, parent–child conflict, or youth psychosocial adjustment [18–20].
This second group of acculturation researchers has measured acculturation in ways that allow for the child or the parent to be more acculturated than the other. This is a departure from previous studies that generally assumed that children were always more acculturated than parents, and that parents were more enculturated (oriented toward their culture of origin) than their children. Measurement that accounts for acculturation discrepancies to fluctuate in both directions for children and parents better reflect processes of staggered or serial migration common among Latinos settling in new arrival destinations [21, 22]. In staggered migration, one or both of the parents immigrate first and send remittances to support their children back home. Once it is financially or legally feasible, parents bring children to live with them and reunite the family. Although at some point children may surpass their parents in their level of acculturation, staggered migration suggests that at least for a given period, some parents may be more acculturated than their children.
Studies that compute actual parent–child acculturation discrepancies and do not presume higher child acculturation produce more nuanced results and hold promise to disentangle the effects of acculturation on family processes and youth substance use. Consequently, in the present study we calculated a parent–child acculturation gap such that either the child or the parent could be highly acculturated and model a quadratic acculturation term that tests the effects of either extreme. We hypothesize that acculturation discrepancies have direct and indirect effects on youth alcohol use (i.e., probability of use and extent of use).

Factors affecting family acculturation in new arrival states
To understand the relationship between acculturation and substance use among Latinos, studies also need to take into account the diversity of contexts in which they live. The majority of the studies investigating the link between acculturation and Latino substance use have used samples from long-standing Hispanic enclaves such as Texas, California, Arizona, and Florida. Few studies involve Latino immigrants living in new arrival states [23]. Nevertheless, the social and cultural conditions of new arrival destinations offer a particular milieu to the relationship between parenting practices and youth substance use.
There is evidence that new immigrants face significant obstacles to access the basic services (e.g., transportation, ESL classes, and stable jobs food stamps, childcare subsidies, Temporary Assistance for Needy Families) they need to sustain their families [24–27]. The limited economic and social resources available to new immigrants may impact their ability to parent effectively and be involved in their children’s schooling. New arrival states and cities are often challenged in their ability to meet the needs of Latino immigrants and their children. For example, school districts in new arrival destinations frequently lack the service infrastructure to support parental involvement among Spanish-speaking families [28–30].
Lastly, Latino immigrants settling in communities that have been linguistically, and often ethnically, homogeneous are likely to experience heightened barriers to adaptation, such as language difficulties and discrimination. From an ecological perspective [31], these contextual influences suggest that acculturation processes among immigrant families in new arrival communities differ from those in families living in established Latino enclaves [32].

Effective parenting and youth substance use
Baumrind [33, 34] reported that authoritative parenting, a style characterized by high levels of parental responsiveness (e.g., a nurturing, open communication, flexibility) and firm control (e.g., clear expectations regarding behavior), promotes higher adolescence competence and protects youth from substance use. A robust body of literature has linked parenting practices associated with authoritative parenting with older chronological onset and less frequent substance use. Some of these practices are: parental monitoring [35–37]; nurturance, warmth, and positive regard [38–41]; parental expectations and consistent discipline [42–44]; open communication [45, 46]; low-conflict parent–child relationships [47, 48]; and parental behavioral involvement and connectedness [35, 41, 49]. These parenting behaviors have been termed “effective” parenting, because they generally promote psychosocial adjustment and protect youth from substance use across a wide range of demographic characteristics. For instance, Amato and Fowler [50] found that the benefits of effective parenting extend to youth from all ethnic and socioeconomic backgrounds and family structures. Based on the body of literature supporting the generalizability of effective parenting across diverse families, we hypothesize that effective parenting has direct effects on Latino youth alcohol use, and that it mediates the relationship between parent–child acculturation discrepancies and youth alcohol use.

Father and mother involvement and youth substance use
Parental involvement is a multidimensional construct, and comprises several domains of children’s lives. According to Grolnick and Slowiaczek [51], parental involvement is “…the dedication of resources by the parent to the child within a given domain,” a conceptualization that takes into account parents’ choices about allocation of resources to different aspects of their children’s lives, such as schooling. Hill and Tyson [52] differentiate between three types of parental involvement in schooling, 1) home-based (e.g., helping child with homework), 2) school-based (i.e., attending parent-teacher conferences), and 3) academic socialization (e.g., discussing grades with child). In the present study, we focus on parental involvement in the child’s schooling, and measure the three aspects of parental involvement identified by Hill and Tyson.
There is evidence that parental involvement in a child’s schooling indirectly influences youth substance use. For instance, research has shown that parental involvement is associated with student academic competence [53, 54], and academic competence has been shown to be inversely related to substance use [55, 56]. That is, youth whose parents are involved in their schooling tend to do well academically and, in turn, they are less likely to use substances. There is a paucity of studies, however, examining the direct relationship between parental involvement in schooling and youth substance use. Researchers generally have grouped various dimensions of parental involvement (e.g., behavioral, emotional) and several domains (e.g., child’s schooling, personal life) into composite scales, making it challenging to establish the unique contributions of each aspect of parental involvement to youth psychosocial outcomes [57, 58]. For instance, Pilgrim, Schulenberg, O’Malley, Bachman, and Johnston [59] studied parental involvement and youth substance use using data from the Monitoring the Future study, a nationally representative sample of 8th, 10th, and 12th grade students. The authors measured parental involvement using four items, two of which referred to parental help with homework. They found that parental involvement was inversely related to substance use in youth of both sexes from diverse ages and ethnic backgrounds.
It is important to further examine how parental involvement in children’s schooling influences youth alcohol use due to implications for youth development and prevention programming. Specifically, interventions that focus on parental involvement in schooling pose fewer obstacles and are likely to encounter less resistance from families than traditional approaches that openly emphasize the prevention of substance use [60]. In the present study, we define parental involvement as parental allocation of resources (e.g., time, cognitive and emotional resources) to child’s schooling in the three domains proposed by Hill and Tyson [52], i.e., home-based, school-based, and academic socialization. We hypothesize that parental involvement in child’s schooling is a mediator of the effects of acculturation discrepancies on youth alcohol use. We further discriminate between the effects of mother and father involvement on the variable of interest.

Differences between mother and father involvement
Studies that have included families from diverse backgrounds indicate that fathers as well as mothers make unique contributions to children’s psychosocial adjustment. For example, Amato and Rivera [61] utilized the National Survey of Families and Households to examine the contribution of father involvement (reported by fathers) for children’s externalizing behaviors (reported by mothers), controlling for mother involvement. The authors found that both father and mother involvement were significantly and additively associated with lower externalizing behaviors, and that the protective effects of father involvement held across family structures (i.e., biological fathers and stepfathers) and ethnic backgrounds (i.e., Caucasian, African American, and Hispanic).
Still, there are few studies examining the distinct effects of mother and father involvement in psychosocial outcomes among Latino youth [62]. When studies have distinguished between mother and father involvement, significant differences in youth’s perceptions and their effects on the variables of interest often have been found. For instance, Paulson and Sputa [63] reported that adolescents (and parents) perceived mothers to be more involved in schooling at home (e.g., helping with schoolwork) and at school (e.g., attending school events) than fathers, although youth did not perceive differences between mothers and fathers in academic socialization (e.g., expectations about academic achievement). Kim and Rohner [64] reported that father involvement, but not mother involvement, mediated the relationship between father warmth and academic achievement in a sample of Korean families.
We found no studies that address the distinct contributions of mother and father involvement on youth substance use in the context of acculturative processes common among Latino families. Because of the potentially important and distinct contributions that mothers and fathers may have in the lives of Latino youth, in the present study we test for the unique effects that mother and father involvement in youth’s schooling may have on youthful alcohol use. Due to the lack of a literature reporting on how mother and father involvement might differentially affect child substance use, we do not present a directional hypothesis and leave this question as exploratory.

Modeling substance use
Many studies on youth substance use do not distinguish how predictor variables might be related differently to the onset of substance use and extent of use for those who have started using. Insight into how these different elements relate to acculturation and substance use is an important step in clarifying the mixed findings in the acculturation and substance use literature. In the present study, we use an approach that models past 12-month substance use as an ordinal count variable with a zero-inflated negative binomial distribution. Modeling substance use in this way allows for a more nuanced examination of how parental and cultural variables are related to different aspects of substance use by simultaneously estimating both the probability of having used during the past year and the extent of use for those who have used.

Methods
Sampling procedures
Participants were seventh grade students from twelve schools in an urban school district in the Midwestern United States. All students present and willing to participate the day of data collection in May 2009 were surveyed (N = 1,736; 98% participation rate). Data were collected over a two-week period in May of 2009 using standardized self-report surveys in English or Spanish. Questions were read to students to avoid confounding due to literacy and to help maintain children on task. Students with learning disabilities severe enough to be exempt from annual end-of-instruction exams were excluded from the study.
Oklahoma State University’s Office of Research Compliance and the school district’s Planning, Research, and Evaluation Department granted permission to conduct the study, which included approved consent and assent forms. Additionally, permission to conduct the study was obtained from the school district and the principal of each school sampled.

Participants
Participants for the current study were all students who self-identified as Latino(a) (n = 631) from the larger sample of 1,736 participants. Mean age of the Latino participants was 13.14 years, and 47% were female. The sample was primarily low-income with over 95% receiving free or reduced lunch; 57% reported living with both biological parents. Missing values for the study variables were low ranging from .1% to 4%. Missing values were handled using Full Information Maximum Likelihood estimation in Mplus v6.0 [65].

Measures
Past 12-month alcohol use
Alcohol use was measured by a single item, “During the last year, how often did you drink alcohol?” Responses were made on an eight-point scale ranging from 0 (never) to 7 (once or more per day).

Mother and father involvement
Mother and father involvement were each measured by a latent construct with five items that capture aspects of parental involvement in the child’s schooling (e.g., My mother or mother figure: 1) makes sure I do my homework, 2) discusses report cards with me; 3) attends parent-teacher conferences). Items for the latent construct were placed on a four-point scale ranging from strongly disagree to strongly agree so that higher scores indicate more involvement. In the current study, measures of internal consistency for mother and father involvement were strong (α = .82, and .89) respectively.

Effective parenting
Effective parenting was measured by a latent construct with four items adapted from measures of parental care and support used in prior survey research with adolescents [66]. The items were designed to capture adolescent’s perception of effective parenting as represented by level of parent–child relationship conflict, parental positive regard for child, parental behavioral monitoring, and communication. Sample items are: My parents/guardians know how I think or feel about things important to m e, and We often have arguments that end in fights. Items for the latent construct were placed on a four-point scale ranging from strongly disagree to strongly agree so that higher scores indicate more effective parenting. Internal consistency for the four items was adequate (α = .65).

Parent–child acculturation discrepancy (Gap)
This variable was created using youth perceptions of self and parents’ language proficiency (e.g., How well does your Mother/Father speak English?) as rated on a 5-point Likert scale. We chose language proficiency as our measure of acculturation because English language proficiency has been consistently associated with substance use among Latino groups in the U.S. [67], and is considered a robust measure of acculturation accounting for up to 65% of the variance in acculturation status [68, 69]. The discrepancy score or “gap score” was created by: 1) averaging the mother and father English proficiency to create a parent scale; 2) standardizing the youth scale; 3) standardizing the parent scale on the same scale by using the youth mean and standard deviation; and 4) subtracting the parent score from the youth score. In this way higher (positive) scores reflect the child being more linguistically acculturated than the parent, a zero score signifies equal levels of acculturation, and lower (negative) scores indicate the parents being more linguistically acculturated than the child.


Analytic plan
A structural equation model tests the association of parent–child acculturation discrepancy on alcohol use during the past year. The outcome variable is ordinal, which we treat as a count variable. When numerous participants do not indicate any previous 12-month use, this variable is called zero-inflated [70]. In our data, a preponderance of participants (62.4%) indicated no use of alcohol during the past 12 months. Since a zero-inflated negative binomial model (ZINB) can be considered nested within a standard negative binomial model, the zero inflation assumption was tested using a Chi-squared difference test. Results indicate a significant difference between the two models for alcohol use, so we proceed with the ZINB model. The ZINB model allows us to simultaneously estimate two regressions. First, a logistic regression predicts the probability of being in the true nonuse category (i.e., a latent class of individuals who would never use that drug that year). The second regression uses a negative binomial distribution to predict the frequency or extent of use among the latent class of those who use alcohol, including users estimated to use it zero times according to the negative binomial distribution. It should be noted that both the “probability of use” and the “extent of use” resulted from the same original substance use variable. Path coefficients to predict the binary portion of the outcome variable are translated into odds ratios (OR) or the percentage increase in the odds of use of alcohol given a one-unit increase in the covariate. Likewise, path coefficients to the count portion of the outcome variable are understood as incidence rate ratios (IRR) or the percentage increase in the odds of increasing the expected count by one for alcohol use given a one-unit increase in the covariate. The null hypothesis used to understand OR and IRR values is 1.00, with values under 1 indicating a negative association and values over 1 indicating a positive association.
Confidence intervals for the indirect effects were constructed using PRODCLIN [71]. Indirect effects of acculturation (i.e., linear and quadratic terms) on the likelihood of use and on the extent of use of alcohol were tested for significance using MacKinnon’s asymmetric distribution of products test [71]. This procedure was chosen because it can test more than one mediating sequence at a time, and the direct relationship does not have to be statistically significant for mediation to exist. The asymmetric distribution of products test constructs a confidence interval around the product of the two unstandardized path coefficients that make up mediated relationship (i.e., an outcome regressed on an exogenous variable X through a mediator). Because our analyses included dichotomous and count dependent variables that were reported as OR and IRR, exponentiated confidence intervals that did not include the value of 1.00 indicated significant mediation [71]. Significant indirect relationships were regarded as full mediation if the direct effects of the acculturation terms were also no longer significant and partially mediated if the direct effects remained significant after controlling for the mediating variables [72].
Because the sample is nested among 12 schools, we adjust for the non-independence due to clustering in the data using the Type=Complex command in Mplus. The Type=Complex command in Mplus adjusts the standard errors using full information maximum likelihood estimation but does not allow for modeling of level-two variables. Mplus v.6 [65] is used to estimate the ZINB model with full information maximum likelihood with robust standard errors.

Model building
Following the two-step modeling approach recommended by Gerbing and Anderson [73], we tested a measurement model of the hypothesized latent variables before evaluating our structural path models of interest. Confirmatory factor analysis was used to test the factor structure of the latent constructs. With large samples, adequate fit between the sample and fitted covariance matrices is indicated by a normed Chi square (χ2 model/df) ≤ 5 [74], CFI > .95, TLI > .95, and/or a RMSEA ≤ .06 [75]. The measurement model including effective parenting, mother involvement, and father involvement fit the data adequately, (χ2 [78] = 172.10, p < .001, CFI = .98, TLI = .97, RMSEA = .04). Factors loadings for the latent constructs are shown in Table 1.Table 1
                          Confirmatory factor analysis factor loadings
                        


	 	
                              Loading
                            
	
                              t-Value
                            

	
                              Mother Involvement
                            
	 	 
	 Make sure homework done
	0.71
	29.61

	 Praise for study and grades
	0.71
	29.70

	 Aware of attendance
	0.64
	24.01

	 Discuss report card
	0.80
	41.91

	 Attend conferences
	0.55
	17.66

	
                              Father Involvement
                            
	 	 
	 Make sure homework done
	0.82
	50.38

	 Praise for study and grades
	0.78
	42.76

	 Aware of attendance
	0.78
	41.49

	 Discuss report card
	0.84
	54.44

	 Attend conferences
	0.58
	20.49

	
                              Effective Parenting
                            
	 	 
	 Aware of what is important to child
	0.68
	24.57

	 Know child’s whereabouts
	0.64
	22.06

	 Arguments often end in fights
	−0.39
	−10.20

	 Child feels important
	0.65
	22.29

	 Warn about drugs and alcohol
	0.66
	23.38




Next, a structural path model was used to simultaneously test direct and indirect associations among the study constructs. Our hypothesized models are shown in Figures 1 & 2. The structural mediational model was implemented following a two-step approach. First, we modeled direct paths of acculturation discrepancy and gender on the probability of having used and the extent of use among users for past 12-month alcohol use without mediators; and second, we added the mediated paths to the models (see Table 2 for path coefficients with confidence intervals and corresponding Wald tests).[image: A13011_2012_Article_230_Fig1_HTML.jpg]
Figure 1Direct effect of Acculturation Gap on Past 12 month Alcohol Use Controlling for Gender. (*p<.05. **p<.01. ***p<.001, n.s. = not significant). OR = Odds Ratio, and IRR = Incidence Rate Ratio. Significance tests use the Wald test, which is the ratio of the estimated regression coefficient, divided by its standard error, evaluated with a t or Z test [76].



[image: A13011_2012_Article_230_Fig2_HTML.jpg]
Figure 2Effect of Acculturation Gap on Past 12 month Alcohol Use via Effective Parenting, Mother Involvement and Father Involvement (*p<.05. **p<.01. ***p<.001, n.s. = not significant). ß = Standardized Regression Coefficient, OR = Odds Ratio, and IRR = Incidence Rate Ratio. Correlation coefficients for the mediators (not shown in the model) are: Mother Involvement with Father Involvement (r =.62, p<.001); Effective Parenting with Father Involvement (r =.47, p<.001); Effective Parenting with Mother Involvement (r =.72, p<.001). Significance tests use the Wald test, which is the ratio of the estimated regression coefficient, divided by its standard error, evaluated with a t or Z test [76].




Table 2
                        Coefficients, test statistics, degrees of freedom and confidence intervals for path models within the structural equation model
                      


	 	Direct Effects Model
	Mediation Model

	Outcome Predictors
	Coefficient
	t-value*
	
                            df
                          
	95% CI
	 	Coefficient
	t-value*
	
                            df
                          
	95% CI
	 
	
                            Probability of alcohol use on
                          
	OR
	 	 	Lower
	Upper
	OR
	 	 	Lower
	Upper

	 Quadratic acculturation gap
	1.01
	0.66
	627
	0.98
	1.05
	0.998
	−0.05
	625
	0.93
	1.07

	 Linear acculturation gap
	1.15
	3.39
	627
	1.06
	1.25
	1.10
	1.93
	625
	1.00
	1.22

	 Gender
	1.14
	0.74
	627
	0.80
	1.64
	 	 	 	 	 
	 Effective parenting
	 	 	 	 	 	0.36
	−3.12
	625
	0.19
	0.68

	 Mother involvement
	 	 	 	 	 	0.99
	−0.02
	625
	0.41
	2.42

	 Father involvement
	 	 	 	 	 	0.50
	−3.33
	625
	0.33
	0.75

	
                            Extent of alcohol use on
                          
	IRR
	 	 	 	 	IRR
	 	 	 	 
	 Quadratic acculturation gap
	1.02
	2.71
	627
	1.003
	1.02
	1.02
	2.93
	625
	1.01
	1.03

	 Linear acculturation gap
	1.02
	0.43
	627
	0.94
	1.10
	1.04
	1.08
	625
	0.97
	1.12

	 Gender
	1.07
	0.74
	627
	0.90
	1.27
	 	 	 	 	 
	 Effective parenting
	 	 	 	 	 	0.70
	−3.35
	625
	0.57
	0.86

	 Mother involvement
	 	 	 	 	 	0.98
	0.12
	625
	0.71
	1.36

	 Father involvement
	 	 	 	 	 	0.85
	1.93
	625
	0.73
	1.00

	
                            Effective parenting on
                          
	 	 	 	 	 	β
	 	 	 	 
	 Quadratic acculturation gap
	 	 	 	 	 	−0.04
	−0.55
	628
	−0.18
	0.10

	 Linear acculturation gap
	 	 	 	 	 	0.04
	0.65
	628
	−0.08
	0.15

	
                            Mother involvement on
                          
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 
	 Quadratic acculturation gap
	 	 	 	 	 	−0.04
	−1.09
	628
	−0.12
	0.04

	 Linear acculturation gap
	 	 	 	 	 	−0.12
	−2.97
	628
	−0.20
	−0.04

	
                            Father involvement on
                          
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 
	 Quadratic acculturation gap
	 	 	 	 	 	−0.10
	−1.83
	628
	−0.20
	0.01

	 Linear acculturation gap
	 	 	 	 	 	−0.25
	−7.96
	628
	−0.32
	−0.19


Note. OR = Odds Ratio, IRR = Incidence Rate Ratio, CI = Confidence Interval. *We use the Wald test, which is the ratio of the estimated regression coefficient, divided by its standard error, evaluated with a t or Z test [76]. Reported degrees of correspond to the Wald test and not to the chi-square test of fit for the structural equation model.




Results
Direct effects (Figure 1)
Parent–child acculturation discrepancy
For interpretability, acculturation gap was mean centered (M = 1.66) for all analyses and then squared to test the quadratic effect. Descriptive statistics show that approximately 7% of parents (average of mother and father) in our sample spoke English better than their child, 62% spoke English worse than their child, and 31% were identical in their scores. Of non-identical scores, about 2.7% favored the parents by more than one standard deviation and about 26% favored the child by more than one standard deviation. Thus, there were acculturation gaps in both directions, although children usually spoke English better than the average of their parents.
We first estimated a direct effects model that included parent–child acculturation discrepancy (acculturation gap) and the quadratic term of the same (acculturation gap2) controlling for youth gender. Holding gender constant, a linear increase in acculturation gap was significantly associated with the probability of using but not the extent of use for alcohol. Acculturation gap2 (the quadratic term) was not associated with the probability of having used alcohol during the past 12 months, but was significantly associated with increased extent of use as indicated by the incident rate ratio (IRR).

Youth gender
With acculturation gap and acculturation gap2 in the model, youth gender was not a significant predictor of either the probability of being in the user group or the extent of alcohol use during the previous 12 months. Therefore, it was dropped from the mediation model for the sake of parsimony.


Mediation model (Figure 2)
Next, we added the three hypothesized mediators to the model (i.e., mother involvement, father involvement, and effective parenting). We hypothesized that effective parenting and mother and father involvement in youth’s schooling would mediate the path from acculturation discrepancy to the probability of having used alcohol and the extent of use for users during the past 12 months. In general, we found support for the mediation effects of father involvement, but not for effective parenting or mother involvement.
Effective parenting
Effective parenting was not significantly predicted by either acculturation gap term. It was, however, significantly and negatively associated with the probability of using, and with a decrease in the extent of alcohol use during the past 12 months. That is, a one unit increase in effective parenting decreases the probability of using alcohol within the last year by 64% and the extent of use by one point by 30% among users. Effective parenting did not mediate the path from acculturation gap or acculturation gap2 to either the probability of using or to the extent of alcohol use according to PRODCLIN [71].

Father involvement
Father involvement was significantly predicted by the linear acculturation gap, but not by the quadratic acculturation gap. That is, for a standard deviation increase in the child being more acculturated than the parents there was a .25 standard deviation decrease in father involvement in youth’s schooling. Father involvement significantly predicted the probability of using, but did not predict the extent of use among users. That is, each unit increase in father involvement in the child’s schooling decreases the probability of using alcohol during the past year by 50%. Father involvement significantly mediated the path from acculturation gap to the probability of using alcohol (OR = 1.09, 95% CI = 1.03, 1.15) but did not significantly mediate the path to extent of use for those who reported using during the previous 12 months. Father involvement did not mediate the path from acculturation gap2 to either the probability or extent of past 12-month alcohol use.

Mother involvement
Mother involvement was significantly predicted by the linear acculturation gap, but not the quadratic acculturation gap. That is, a one standard deviation increase in the child being more acculturated than the parents results in a .12 standard deviation decrease in mother involvement in the child’s schooling. Mother involvement was not associated with either the probability of using or the extent of alcohol use, nor did it mediate the path from acculturation gap or acculturation gap2 to either the probability of using or to the extent of alcohol.

Parent–child acculturation discrepancy and alcohol use
After adding the mediators to the model, the linear gap term no longer directly increased the probability of use significantly, and the quadratic gap term remained a significant predictor of the extent of alcohol use. Thus, the linear effect of acculturation gap on the probability of alcohol use was fully mediated by father involvement and the quadratic effect of acculturation gap2 on the extent of use was not mediated by either effective parenting or father or mother involvement.



Discussion
This study examines the unique effects of parent–child acculturation discrepancies (gap), mother involvement in children’s schooling, father involvement in children’s schooling, and effective parenting on youth alcohol use during the last 12 months, measured as the probability of using and the extent of use. Direct paths from parent–child acculturation discrepancy and youth gender to alcohol use, and mediated paths through mother involvement, father involvement, and effective parenting were tested.
Direct effects
The literature has been somewhat mixed regarding how acculturation is related to alcohol use among Latino youth. The mixed results may be due to, at least, two factors considered in the present study: First, acculturation may be related differently to the probability of using alcohol than to the extent of use among users. Second, the acculturation process can occur faster in either parents or children, which this study investigated by testing for curvilinear effects. In the present study the linear effect of the acculturation gap is significantly related to the probability of using (albeit modestly), but not the extent of use. The quadratic effect of the acculturation gap is significantly related to the extent of use, but not with the probability of having used. The mean value of the acculturation gap is 1.66, indicating that children in our sample are about one standard deviation more linguistically acculturated than parents on average (see Figure 3).[image: A13011_2012_Article_230_Fig3_HTML.jpg]
Figure 3
                          Curvilinear Effect of Acculturation Gap on the Extent of Alcohol Use.
                        




These findings suggest that acculturation gap (youth more linguistically acculturated than parents) modestly increases the odds that youth have used alcohol at least once in the 7th grade. Among pre-adolescents who have used alcohol at least once, however, there is a curvilinear association of the acculturation gap on their frequency of drinking (See Figure 3, showing the curvilinear effect). This curvilinear effect suggests that it is predominately youth who know English much better than their parents who are at risk of drinking substantially more than youth who are more similar to their parents in linguistic acculturation. Our data suggest that 7th-grade Latinos who drink alcohol do so less frequently when they are somewhat similar to their parents in English proficiency. The significant curvilinear effect suggests that acculturation gaps in either direction put youth at risk for excessive drinking, but we do not have a sufficient sample of youth who know English far less than their parents to reliably make this determination (only 7% of parents in our sample spoke more English than their children). Rather, it seems that youth who are somewhat similar to their parents in linguistic acculturation are at little risk of excessive drinking, but those who know English much better than their parents are more likely to drink excessively if they are in the user group. Further, the linear effect of the gap also indicates that they are at the most risk of being in that user group.
This risk of being in the user group is mediated, however, by father involvement; the linear effect of the acculturation gap reduces the school involvement of both mothers and fathers, but father involvement with schools reduces the chance that youth will be in the user group, unlike mothers’ involvement. Once the youth are using alcohol, however, father involvement does not reduce the extent of excessive drinking.
In contrast to other studies [77], our findings do not show that effective parenting mediates the path from acculturation gap to alcohol use. However, effective parenting does act independently to greatly reduce the youth’s likelihood of using alcohol and, if they drink, it substantially reduces the extent of drinking.
To our knowledge this is the first study to empirically test for a curvilinear relationship between alcohol use and acculturation and may help clarify some of the mixed findings in the literature. Previous studies have found small or no effects for acculturation [1], which would be expected if a curvilinear effect were present. Because a linear test fits the best fitting straight line to the data it contrasts parent-greater acculturation vs. child-greater acculturation, and misses the intermediate scores of acculturation (parents and children equally acculturated) that were associated with lower rates of substance use in our data. Once the possibility of differential acculturation in both directions is acknowledged, a possible hypothesis is that differential acculturation in either direction will put the child at greater risk for substance use. As shown in Figure 3, our results support that hypothesis to some degree, although we cannot be confident in how widespread that effect might be until differential acculturation in both directions is investigated in other samples. In addition, our curvilinear test is consistent with the conclusion that it is extreme differential acculturation that is the major risk factor, and that small degrees of differential acculturation do not put children at risk of substance use. For both reasons testing for a curvilinear effect should be a standard procedure in this body of research. Depending upon the accompanying linear effect, a curvilinear effect may indeed discover that both extremes of acculturation discrepancy are more positively associated with substance use than are intermediate values. Without the quadratic term there is no way to discern whether the effect of parents being more acculturated than their children puts children more at risk in addition to the most common type of differential acculturation.

Indirect effects
Effective parenting
Consistent with past research, we found that increases in effective parenting are associated with decreases in alcohol use. We also found no evidence of a relationship between acculturation gaps and effective parenting. These findings may be related to our sample being from a geographical location where Latino immigration is relatively recent.
Other researchers have noted that immigrant families often value their children’s cultural adaptation, particularly in the form of language acquisition [78]. Learning the host country’s language positions children as esteemed cultural brokers [79] that are crucial to the success of the whole family [80] and may lessen the negative impact of acculturation discrepancies on intergenerational parent–child relationships. Some studies indicate that children of immigrants often assist their parents with job and financial responsibilities, either working alongside them or earning money the family comes to rely upon for economic subsistence [81]. In this context, more acculturated children are highly esteemed as contributing members of the family, which may increase their sense of belonging and attachment to the family and decrease the impact of acculturation gaps.
Given the mixed findings in the literature regarding the role of effective parenting in the relationship between parent–child acculturation discrepancies and negative youth outcomes like alcohol use, it may be that context (e.g., a geographical region in which Latino immigration is relatively new as compared to more traditional destination) plays an important role. That is, the way in which effective parenting relates to acculturation discrepancies and alcohol use depends on the interaction between contextual influences and family characteristics that allow some families to use acculturation gaps to their benefit while other families are disrupted by the same. At this point, these arguments are speculative and should be tested empirically to help clarify discrepant findings in the literature on how intergenerational acculturation discrepancies affect Latino youth outcomes.

Father involvement
Father involvement is associated with the linear acculturation gap such that a one standard deviation increase of child being more acculturated than parents is associated with a .25 standard deviation decrease in father involvement in child schooling. Increases in father involvement are also associated with decreases in the probability of having used but not in the extent of use among users. Father involvement also mediates the relationship between the linear acculturation gap and the likelihood of use.
These findings support the importance of father involvement as a protective factor for the onset of substance use and suggest that promoting father involvement in schooling may be an effective strategy to prevent or delay substance use among Latino youth without focusing specifically on substance use behaviors. Previous studies have indicated that familial protective factors against substance use exert their strongest effect on exposure to the substance [82, 83]. That is, father involvement influences youth alcohol use through reducing opportunities to use.

Mother involvement
After controlling for father involvement and effective parenting, mother involvement was not associated with the probability or extent of alcohol use and did not mediate any of the relationships. The most parsimonious explanation for these findings may be that most youth in the study perceived their mothers as highly involved. Several studies have indicated that adolescents see their mothers as more involved than their fathers [63, 84]. This generalized perception would lead to attenuated statistical variation in youth’s reports of mother involvement compared to father involvement [85].


Limitations
This study has several limitations. First, our study only includes students in seventh-grade classrooms in an urban school district in the Midwest, and thus findings should not be generalized to the larger Latino population. Similarly, seventh graders are in early adolescence and may not have had as many opportunities to become involved with extensive use of alcohol. It is likely that our findings will vary somewhat for youth in middle or late adolescence. Second, although language is an established and often used proxy for acculturation, a more comprehensive multidimensional measure of acculturation might have yielded different results. Third, because a majority of our sample are first and second generation Latino immigrants with low economic resources (approximately 95% are on free and reduced lunch) we did not include parental education or SES in the models. It is plausible that parents with higher levels of education and more economic resources may be more inclined to be involved in their child’s schooling. Fourth, the current study does not control for intercept values. That is, the study assumes that a calculated difference score of X between parent and child acculturation holds the same meaning along the continuum of scores. We know of no other studies on acculturation that have controlled for intercept values and therefore cannot estimate how this affects the current findings. Further research is needed to assess how the same difference score may vary in meaning along the continuum of scores. Finally, the same limitations inherent to all cross-sectional studies in regards to inferring causal relationships should be noted.

Contributions and future directions
Notwithstanding the above-mentioned limitations, this study contributes to the literature in several ways. First, measures of father involvement, mother involvement, and effective parenting allow for the comparison of the unique effects of each variable as it relates to both acculturation discrepancies and alcohol use. Fathers’ contributions to youth outcomes are particularly important because the literature has focused mostly on mothers’ parenting [86]. Moreover, father involvement among Latino families has been largely unexplored or has been approached from stereotypical views that represent Latino fathers as uninvolved in their children’s lives or as mere economic providers [87]. Our study illustrates the importance of including measures of father involvement in studies of acculturation.
Second, finding that father involvement in children’s schooling is negatively associated with the likelihood of youth alcohol use indicates that this parenting practice affects more than one domain of youth behavior. Promoting parental involvement in school could be an approach that reduces the need for multiple interventions to prevent a range of negative youth outcomes, and one that is likely to encounter less resistance from families than traditional youth-oriented programs intended to prevent youth substance use.
Third, this study adds to a growing literature emphasizing a more nuanced approach to of the study of intergenerational acculturation discrepancies and negative youth outcomes. Future studies involving Latinos in recent arrival states need to consider acculturation discrepancies due to parents being more acculturated than children, which may have very different implications for youth psychosocial outcomes than discrepancies due to greater child acculturation.
Fourth, a zero-inflated negative binomial modeling approach for high-risk behaviors in youth has the advantage of utilizing all of the data available, and provides unique insight into the effects of risk and protective factors on distinct aspects of youth behavior. This study highlights the need to measure distinct aspects of alcohol use simultaneously since experimentation and frequent use are likely to be influenced differently by contextual variables. This approach holds promise to provide more detailed information for the development of prevention strategies.
Finally, studies on adolescents indicate that alcohol use increases radically during early adolescence, from the ages of 12 through 15 years [88], and the younger the age of initiation, the more likely teens are to engage in other substance use and to develop an alcohol use disorder as adults [89]. Our study indicates that among Latino youth, effective parenting exercises a strong protective influence on whether a pre-adolescent initiates use, and adds to the burgeoning body of literature pointing to the importance of effective parenting in preventing or delaying alcohol and other substance use. On the other hand, ineffective parenting has been called one of the major public health issues of our time [90]. Although positive parenting behaviors are not a panacea for all issues youth face, components of parental involvement are increasingly being included in school-based programs to prevent alcohol and drug use with success [91, 92]. For these programs to become widespread, change is needed across systems to promote family-friendly legislation and implement effective parenting education [93]. Such investments can create the conditions in which families may excel in rearing the next generation and be proactive in deterring adolescent substance use and abuse.


Acknowledgements
The authors wish to thank Dr. Robert Larzelere for his insightful comments, which greatly improved the quality of the manuscript.
Funding for this project was provided by Oklahoma State University’ College of Human Sciences and the Center for Family Resilience.
An earlier version of this paper was presented at the National Council on Family Relations annual meeting in Orlando, FL, 2011.

References
1.
Coie JD, Watt NF, West SG, Hawkins JD, Asarnow JR, Markman HJ, Ramey SL, Shure MB, Long B: The science of prevention: a conceptual framework and some directions for a National Research Program. Am Psychol. 1993, 48: 1013-1022.CrossRefPubMed

2.
De La Rosa M: Acculturation and Latino adolescents’ substance use: a research agenda for the future. Subst Use Misuse. 2002, 37: 429-456. 10.1081/JA-120002804.CrossRefPubMed

3.
Cox RB, Burr B, Blow AJ, Parra Cardona JR: Latino adolescent substance use in the United States: using the bioecodevelopmental model as an organizing framework for research and practice. Journal of Family Theory & Review. 2011, 3: 96-123. 10.1111/j.1756-2589.2011.00086.x.CrossRef

4.
Ennis SR, Ríos-Vargas M, Albert NG: The Hispanic Population 2010. 2011, Washington: U.S. Census Bureau

5.
Fry R, Passel JS: Latino children: a majority are us-born offspring of immigrants. 2009, Washington, DC: Pew Hispanic Center

6.
Shih RA, Miles JNV, Tucker JS, Zhou AJ, D'Amico EJ: Racial/Ethnic differences in adolescent substance use: mediation by individual, family, and school factors. JSAD. 2010, 71: 640-651.

7.
Ortega AN, Rosenheck R, Alegría M, Desai RA: Acculturation and the lifetime risk of psychiatric and substance use disorders among hispanics. J Nerv Ment Dis. 2000, 188: 728-735. 10.1097/00005053-200011000-00002.CrossRefPubMed

8.
Glass TA, McAtee MJ: Behavioral science at the crossroad in public health: extending horizon. Envisioning the future. Soc Sci Med. 2006, 62: 1650-1671. 10.1016/j.socscimed.2005.08.044.CrossRefPubMed

9.
Soubbotina TP: Beyond economic growth: an introduction to sustainable development. 2004, Washington, DC: World Bank, 2CrossRef

10.
Hussey JM, Hallfors DD, Waller MW, Iritani BJ, Halpern CT, Bauer DJ: Sexual behavior and drug use among Asian and Latino adolescents: association with immigrant status. Journal of Immigrant and Minority Health. 2007, 9: 85-94. 10.1007/s10903-006-9020-z.CrossRefPubMed

11.
Gfroerer JC, Tan L: Substance Use among Foreign-Born Youths in the United States: Does the Length of Residence Matter?. Am J Public Health. 2003, 93: 1892-1895. 10.2105/AJPH.93.11.1892.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

12.
Epstein JA, Botvin GJ, Diaz T: Linguistic Acculturation Associated with Higher Marijuana and Polydrug Use among Hispanic Adolescents. Subst Use Misuse. 2001, 36: 477-499. 10.1081/JA-100102638.CrossRefPubMed

13.
Chen S, Ravallion M: The Developing World Is Poorer Than We Thought, but No Less Successful in the Fight against Poverty. Policy Research Working Paper # 4703. 2008, Washington, DC: World BankCrossRef

14.
Gil AG, Wagner EF, Vega WA: Acculturation, Familism, and Alcohol Use among Latino Adolescent Males: Longitudinal Relations. J Community Psychol. 2000, 28: 443-458. 10.1002/1520-6629(200007)28:4<443::AID-JCOP6>3.0.CO;2-A.CrossRef

15.
Martinez CR: Effects of Differential Family Acculturation on Latino Adolescent Substance Use. Family Relations. 2006, 55: 306-317. 10.1111/j.1741-3729.2006.00404.x.CrossRef

16.
Unger JB, Ritt-Olson A, Wagner KD, Soto DW, Baezconde-Garbanati L: Parent–child Acculturation Patterns and Substance Use among Hispanic Adolescents: A Longitudinal Analysis. Journal of Primary Prevention. 2009, 30: 293-313. 10.1007/s10935-009-0178-8.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

17.
Pollard JA, Hawkins JD, Arthur MW: Risk and Protection: Are Both Necessary to Understand Diverse Behavioral Outcomes in Adolescence?. Soc Work Res. 1999, 23: 145-158. 10.1093/swr/23.3.145.CrossRef

18.
Lau AS, McCabe KM, Yeh M, Garland AF, Wood PA, Hough RL: The Acculturation Gap-Distress Hypothesis among High-Risk Mexican American Families. Journal of Family Psychology. 2005, 19: 367-375.CrossRefPubMed

19.
Pasch LA, Deardorff J, Tschann JM, Flores E, Penilla C, Pantoja P: Acculturation, Parent-Adolescent Conflict, and Adolescent Adjustment in Mexican American Families. Fam Process. 2006, 45: 75-86. 10.1111/j.1545-5300.2006.00081.x.CrossRefPubMed

20.
Smokowski PR, Rose R, Bacallao ML: Acculturation and Latino Family Processes: How Cultural Involvement, Biculturalism, and Acculturation Gaps Influence Family Dynamics. Family Relations. 2008, 57: 295-308. 10.1111/j.1741-3729.2008.00501.x.CrossRef

21.
Smith A, Lalonde RN, Johnson S: Serial Migration and Its Implications for the Parent–child Relationship: A Retrospective Analysis of the Experiences of the Children of Caribbean Immigrants. Cultural Diversity and Ethnic Minority Psychology. 2004, 10: 107-122.CrossRefPubMed

22.
Suárez-Orozco C, Todorova ILG, Louie J: Making up for Lost Time: The Experience of Separation and Reunification among Immigrant Families. Fam Process. 2002, 41: 625-643. 10.1111/j.1545-5300.2002.00625.x.CrossRefPubMed

23.
Massey DS: New Faces in New Places: The Changing Geography of American Immigration. 2008, New York, NY: Russell Sage Foundation

24.
Dinan KA: Federal Policies Restrict Immigrant Children’s Access to Key Public Benefits. 2005, New York: National Center for Children in Poverty, Columbia University

25.
Garrett KE: Living in America: Challenges Facing New Immigrants and Refugees. 2006, Princeton Township, NJ: Robert Wood Johnson Foundation

26.
Capps R, Fix M, Ost J, Reardon-Anderson J, Passel JS: The Health and Well-Being of Young Children of Immigrants. 2004, Washington, DC: Urban Institutute

27.
Zimmermann W, Tumlin KC: Patchwork Policies: State Assistance for Immigrants under Welfare Reform. 1999, Washington, DC: Urban Institute

28.
Kandel WA, Parrado EA: Hispanic Population Growth and Public School Response in Two New South Immigrant Destinations. Latinos in the New South: Transformations of Place. Edited by: Smith HA, Furuseth OJ. 2006, Burlington: Ashgate Publishing, 111-134.

29.
Lynch JW, Smith GD, Kaplan GA, House JS: Income Inequality and Mortality: Importance to Health of Individual Income, Psychosocial Environment, or Material Conditions. Br Med J. 2000, 320: 1200-1204. 10.1136/bmj.320.7243.1200.CrossRef

30.
Bohon SA, Macpherson H, Atiles JH: Educational Barriers for New Latinos in Georgia. Journal of Latinos and Education. 2005, 4: 43-58. 10.1207/s1532771xjle0401_4.CrossRef

31.
Bronfenbrenner U: The Ecology of Human Development: Experiments by Nature and Design. 1979, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press

32.
Valdivia C, Dozi P, Jeanetta S, Flores LY, Martínez D, Dannerbeck A: The Impact of Networks and the Context of Reception on Asset Accumulation Strategies of Latino Newcomers in New Settlement Communities of the Midwest. American Journal of Agricultural Economics. 2008, 90: 1319-1325. 10.1111/j.1467-8276.2008.01224.x.CrossRef

33.
Baumrind D: Familial Antecedents of Adolescent Drug Use: A Developmental Perspective. Etiology of Drug Abuse: Implications for Prevention. Edited by: Pollin W, Durell J, Waldrop EW. 1985, Rockville: National Institute of Drug Abuse, 13-44.

34.
Baumrind D: The Influence of Parenting Style on Adolescent Competence and Substance Use. Journal of Early Adolescence. 1991, 11: 56-95. 10.1177/0272431691111004.CrossRef

35.
Ary DV, Duncan TE, Biglan A, Metzler CW, Noell JW, Smolkowski K: Development of Adolescent Problem Behavior. J Abnorm Child Psychol. 1999, 27: 141-150. 10.1023/A:1021963531607.CrossRefPubMed

36.
Barnes GM, Hoffman JH, Welte JW, Farrell MP, Dintcheff BA: Effects of Parental Monitoring and Peer Deviance on Substance Use and Delinquency. Journal of Marriage and Family. 2006, 68: 1084-1104. 10.1111/j.1741-3737.2006.00315.x.CrossRef

37.
Dishion TJ, Capaldi D, Spracklen KM, Li F: Peer Ecology of Male Adolescent Drug Use. Dev Psychopathol. 1995, 7: 803-824. 10.1017/S0954579400006854.CrossRef

38.
Bray JH, Adams GJ, Getz JG, Baer PE: Developmental, Family, and Ethnic in Influences on Adolescent Alcohol Usage: A Growth Curve Approach. Journal of Family Psychology. 2001, 15: 301-314.CrossRefPubMed

39.
Melby JN, Conger RD, Conger KJ, Lorenz FO: Effects of Parental Behavior on Tobacco Use by Young Male Adolescents. Journal of Marriage and Family. 1993, 55: 439-454. 10.2307/352814.CrossRef

40.
Mogro-Wilson C: The Influence of Parental Warmth and Control on Latino Adolescent Alcohol Use. Hispanic Journal of Behavioral Sciences. 2008, 30: 89-105. 10.1177/0739986307310881.CrossRef

41.
Simons-Morton B, Haynie DL, Crump AD, Eitel P, Saylor KE: Peer and Parent Influences on Smoking and Drinking among Early Adolescents. Health Educ Behav. 2001, 28: 95-107. 10.1177/109019810102800109.CrossRefPubMed

42.
Dishion TJ, Capaldi DM, Yoerger K: Middle Childhood Antecedents to Progressions in Male Adolescent Substance Use: An Ecological Analysis of Risk and Protection. Journal of Adolescent Research. 1999, 14: 175-205. 10.1177/0743558499142003.CrossRef

43.
Marshal MP, Chassin L: Peer Influence on Adolescent Alcohol Use: The Moderating Role of Parental Support and Discipline. Applied Developmental Science. 2000, 4: 80-88. 10.1207/S1532480XADS0402_3.CrossRef

44.
Nash SG, McQueen A, Bray JH: Pathways to Adolescent Alcohol Use: Family Environment, Peer Influence, and Parental Expectations. J Adolesc Health. 2005, 37: 19-28. 10.1016/j.jadohealth.2004.06.004.CrossRefPubMed

45.
Brody GH, Flor DL, Hollett-Wright N, McCoy JK, Donovan J: Parent–child Relationships, Child Temperament Profiles and Children's Alcohol Use Norms. J Stud Alcohol. 1999, 13: 45-51.CrossRef

46.
Ellickson PL, Morton SC: Identifying Adolescents at Risk for Hard Drug Use: Racial/Ethnic Variations. J Adolesc Health. 1999, 25: 382-395. 10.1016/S1054-139X(98)00144-X.CrossRefPubMed

47.
Guilamo-Ramos V, Jaccard J, Turrisi R, Johansson M: Parental and School Correlates of Binge Drinking among Middle School Students. Am J Public Health. 2005, 95: 894-899. 10.2105/AJPH.2003.018952.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

48.
Skeer M, McCormick MC, Normand SLT, Buka SL, Gilman SE: A Prospective Study of Familial Conflict, Psychological Stress, and the Development of Substance Use Disorders in Adolescence. Drug Alcohol Depend. 2009, 104: 65-72. 10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2009.03.017.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

49.
Griffin KW, Botvin GJ, Scheier LM, Diaz T, Miller NL: Parenting Practices as Predictors of Substance Use, Delinquency, and Aggression among Urban Minority Youth: Moderating Effects of Family Structure and Gender. Psychology of Addictive Behaviors. 2000, 14: 174-184.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

50.
Amato PR, Fowler F: Parenting Practices, Child Adjustment, and Family Diversity. Journal of Marriage and Family. 2002, 64: 703-716. 10.1111/j.1741-3737.2002.00703.x.CrossRef

51.
Grolnick WS, Slowiaczek ML: Parents' Involvement in Children's Schooling: A Multidimensional Conceptualization and Motivational Model. Child Dev. 1994, 65: 237-252. 10.2307/1131378.CrossRefPubMed

52.
Kaplan GA, Pamuk ER, Lynch JW, Cohen RD, Balfour JL: Inequality in Income and Mortality in the United States: Analysis of Mortality and Potential Pathways. Br Med J. 1996, 312: 999-1003. 10.1136/bmj.312.7037.999.CrossRef

53.
Fan X, Chen M: Parental Involvement and Students' Academic Achievement: A Meta-Analysis. Educational Psychology Review. 2001, 13: 1-22. 10.1023/A:1009048817385.CrossRef

54.
Jeynes WH: The Relationship between Parental Involvement and Urban Secondary School Student Academic Achievement. Urban Education. 2007, 42: 82-110. 10.1177/0042085906293818.CrossRef

55.
Bryant AL, Schulenberg JE, O'Malley PM, Bachman JG, Johnston LD: How Academic Achievement, Attitudes, and Behaviors Relate to the Course of Substance Use During Adolescence: A 6-Year, Multiwave National Longitudinal Study. Journal of Research on Adolescence. 2003, 13: 361-397. 10.1111/1532-7795.1303005.CrossRef

56.
Bryant AL, Schulenberg J, Bachman JG, O'Malley PM, Johnston LD: Understanding the Links among School Misbehavior, Academic Achievement, and Cigarette Use: A National Panel Study of Adolescents. Prevention Science. 2000, 1: 71-87. 10.1023/A:1010038130788.CrossRefPubMed

57.
Englund MM, Luckner AE, Whaley GJL, Egeland B: Children's Achievement in Early Elementary School: Longitudinal Effects of Parental Involvement, Expectations, and Quality of Assistance. J Educ Psychol. 2004, 96: 723-730.CrossRef

58.
Davidson TM, Cardemil EV: Parent–child Communication and Parental Involvement in Latino Adolescents. Journal of Early Adolescence. 2009, 29: 99-121.CrossRef

59.
Pilgrim CC, Schulenberg JE, O’Malley PM, Bachman JG, Johnston LD: Mediators and Moderators of Parental Involvement on Substance Use: A National Study of Adolescents. Prevention Science. 2006, 7: 75-89. 10.1007/s11121-005-0019-9.CrossRefPubMed

60.
Hooven C, Walsh E, Willgerodt M, Salazar A: Increasing Participation in Prevention Research: Strategies for Youths, Parents, and Schools. J Child Adolesc Psychiatr Nurs. 2011, 24: 137-149. 10.1111/j.1744-6171.2011.00288.x.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

61.
Amato PR, Rivera F: Paternal Involvement and Children's Behavior Problems. Journal of Marriage and Family. 1999, 61: 375-384. 10.2307/353755.CrossRef

62.
Luk JW, Farhat T, Iannotti RJ, Simons-Morton BG: Parent–child Communication and Substance Use among Adolescents: Do Father and Mother Communication Play a Different Role for Sons and Daughters?. Addict Behav. 2010, 35: 426-431. 10.1016/j.addbeh.2009.12.009.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

63.
Paulson SE, Sputa CL: Patterns of Parenting During Adolescence: Perceptions of Adolescents and Parents. Adolescence. 1996, 31: 369-382.PubMed

64.
Kim K, Rohner RP: Parental Warmth, Control, and Involvement in Schooling. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology. 2002, 33: 127-140. 10.1177/0022022102033002001.CrossRef

65.
Muthén LK, Muthén BO: Mplus. 1998–2010, Los Angeles: Muthén & Muthén, 6

66.
Resnick MD, Bearman PS, Blum RW, Bauman KE, Harris KM, Jones J, Tabor J, Beuhring T, Sieving RE, Shew M: Protecting Adolescents from Harm. JAMA. 1997, 278: 823-832. 10.1001/jama.1997.03550100049038.CrossRefPubMed

67.
Escobar JI, Vega WA: Mental Health and Immigration's Aaas: Where Are We and Where Do We Go from Here?. J Nerv Ment Dis. 2000, 188: 736-740. 10.1097/00005053-200011000-00003.CrossRefPubMed

68.
Rogler LH, Cortes DE, Malgady RG: Acculturation and Mental Health Status among Hispanics: Convergence and New Directions for Research. Am Psychol. 1991, 46: 585-597.CrossRefPubMed

69.
Samaniego RY, Gonzales NA: Multiple Mediators of the Effects of Acculturation Status on Delinquency for Mexican American Adolescents. Am J Community Psychol. 1999, 27: 189-210.CrossRefPubMed

70.
Long JS: Regression Models for Categorical and Limited Dependent Variables. 1997, Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage

71.
MacKinnon DP: Introduction to Statistical Mediation Analysis. 2008, New York, NY: Lawrence Erlbaum

72.
Baron RM, Kenny DA: The Moderator–Mediator Variable Distinction in Social Psychological Research: Conceptual, Strategic, and Statistical Considerations. J Pers Soc Psychol. 1986, 51: 1173-1182.CrossRefPubMed

73.
Gerbing DW, Anderson JC: An Updated Paradigm for Scale Development Incorporating Unidimensionality and Its Assessment. Journal of Marketing Research. 1988, 25: 186-192. 10.2307/3172650.CrossRef

74.
Bollen KA: Structural Equations with Latent Variables. 1989, New York, NY: WileyCrossRef

75.
Hu L, Bentler PM: Cutoff Criteria for Fit Indexes in Covariance Structure Analysis: Conventional Criteria Versus New Alternatives. Structural Equation Modeling. 1999, 6: 1-55. 10.1080/10705519909540118.CrossRef

76.
Hosmer DW, Lemeshow S: Applied Logistic Regression. 2000, Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & SonsCrossRef

77.
Schofield TJ, Parke RD, Kim Y, Coltrane S: Bridging the Acculturation Gap: Parent–child Relationship Quality as a Moderator in Mexican American Families. Dev Psychol. 2008, 44: 1190-1194.CrossRefPubMed

78.
De Ment TL, Buriel R, Villanueva CM: Children as Language Brokers: A Narrative of the Recollections of College Students. Language in Multicultural Education. Edited by: Salili F, Rumjahn H. 2005, Charlotte: Information Age Publishing, 255-272.

79.
Valdes G: Expanding Definitions of Giftedness: The Case of Young Interpreters from Immigrant Communities. 2003, Mahwah: Erlbaum

80.
Olsen L, Chen MT: Crossing the Schoolhouse Border: Immigrant Students and the California Public Schools. 1988, San Francisco: California Tomorrow

81.
Orellana MF: The Work Kids Do: Mexican and Central American Immigrant Children's Contributions to Households and Schools in California. Harvard Educational Review. 2001, 71: 366-390.CrossRef

82.
Caris L, Wagner FA, Ríos-Bedoya CF, Anthony JC: Opportunities to Use Drugs and Stages of Drug Involvement Outside the United States: Evidence from the Republic of Chile. Drug Alcohol Depend. 2009, 102: 30-34. 10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2008.12.004.CrossRefPubMed

83.
Wagner FA, Anthony JC: From First Drug Use to Drug Dependence: Developmental Periods of Risk for Dependence Upon Marijuana, Cocaine, and Alcohol. Neuropsychopharmacology. 2002, 26: 479-488. 10.1016/S0893-133X(01)00367-0.CrossRefPubMed

84.
Richardson RA, Galambos NL, Schulenberg JE, Petersen AC: Young Adolescents' Perceptions of the Family Environment. Journal of Early Adolescence. 1984, 4: 131-153. 10.1177/0272431684042003.CrossRef

85.
Kashy DA, Boldry JG: Interdependence in Development: Data Analytic Strategies for Dyadic Designs. Handbook of Research Methods in Developmental Science. Edited by: Teti DM. 2006, Malden: Blackwell Publishing, 379-393.

86.
Campos R: Considerations for Studying Father Involvement in Early Childhood among Latino Families. Hispanic Journal of Behavioral Sciences. 2008, 30: 133-160. 10.1177/0739986308316658.CrossRef

87.
Parke RD, Buriel R: Socialization in the Family:Ethnic and Ecological Perspectives. Handbook of Child Psychology: Social, Emotional, and Personality Development. Edited by: Damon W, Lerner RM, Eisenberg N. 2006, Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons, 429-504.

88.
Tarter RE, Vanyukov M, Giancola P, Dawes M, Blackson T, Mezzich A, Clark DB: Etiology of Early Age Onset Substance Use Disorder: A Maturational Perspective. Dev Psychopathol. 1999, 11: 657-683. 10.1017/S0954579499002266.CrossRefPubMed

89.
Brook DW, Brook JS, Zhang C, Cohen P, Whiteman M: Drug Use and the Risk of Major Depressive Disorder, Alcohol Dependence, and Substance Use Disorders. Arch Gen Psychiatry. 2002, 59: 1039-1044. 10.1001/archpsyc.59.11.1039.CrossRefPubMed

90.
Steinberg L: Beyond the Classroom: Why School Reform Has Failed and What Parents Need to Do. 1996, New York, NY: Simon & Schuster

91.
Flay BR: Approaches to Substance Use Prevention Utilizing School Curriculum Plus Social Environment Change. Addict Behav. 2000, 25: 861-885. 10.1016/S0306-4603(00)00130-1.CrossRefPubMed

92.
Hawkins JD, Catalano RF, Miller JY: Risk and Protective Factors for Alcohol and Other Drug Problems in Adolescence and Early Adulthood: Implications for Substance Abuse Prevention. Psychol Bull. 1992, 112: 64-105.CrossRefPubMed

93.
Riley D, Bogenschneider K: Do We Know What Good Parenting Is? And Can Public Policy Promote It?. 1999, Madison, WI: University of Wisconsin Center for Family Excellence



Competing interests
All authors declare that there are no competing interests. None of the authors has received any financial support of any kind from an organization or institution that might gain financially from the publication of this article. There are no stocks, patents, or any other links with any other institution that might influence the findings or benefit from the publication of this article in any way. The authors are affiliated with the Oklahoma Center for Health Sciences who maintains a subscription that covers the processing fee of the article.

Authors’ contributions
RBC was the PI on the project and worked in all aspects of the study design, data collection, analyses, literature review, and writing of the manuscript. MZR is a graduate student who contributed to the literature review and writing of the manuscript. MJM is a Co-PI on the project and worked in all aspects of the study design, data collection, and provided help in writing of the manuscript. KMS is a Co-PI on the project and worked in all aspects of the study design, data collection, and provided help in writing of the manuscript. KLS is a Co-PI on the project and worked in all aspects of the study design, data collection, and provided help in writing of the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.


OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/A13011_2012_Article_230_Fig3_HTML.jpg
/

/

2.80

2.60

=)
-
o~

e o g9 9
N S @ 9
NN A=

9S() [OYOI[V JO JUNXT

=)
=
-

=)
o
—

1.00

-1.52 0.07 1.66 324 4.83 6.42

-3.11

Acculturation Gap






OEBPS/contact.gif





OEBPS/A13011_2012_Article_230_Fig2_HTML.jpg
IRR=1.02***

Effective
Parenting

Acculturation Gap

Mother
Involvement

inear
Acculturation

Past 12-
month
Alcohol Use






OEBPS/A13011_2012_Article_230_Fig1_HTML.jpg
o,
Rp 5
2
*
*

OR
=1
IRR= nlss***

et
P (\‘S-

&





