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In the case of Malaysia, the unique respondent ID variable that is common to both datasets is
called coupleid.  Merging the husband and wife data using coupleid yielded a total of 604
“matched” couples in this country.

This number of 604 couples assumes, of course, that these couples are married and share the same
household – as opposed to a group of married men and married women randomly matched
together as a “couple,” even though they are not married to one another in reality and may have
never met.

In order to test this assumption, we ran checks to see whether or not the matched couples were
indeed “true” couples. Husbands and wives were asked a series of questions about their marriage
and questions on demographic characteristics of the husband. There are bound to be questions
asked of both husbands and wives where there is some disagreement – such as women’s
autonomy, contraception and fertility. These questions and the source of the disagreement are of
interest both theoretically and empirically. We established a set of 6 key questions where the
disagreement should be minimal. These questions include:

•  The age of the husband
•  The education level (i.e. no education, primary school, secondary school, etc.) of the

husband
•  The ethnicity of the husband
•  The religion of the husband
•  The year that the couple was married
•  The total number of children ever born

For each of these items, the couple was given a score of 1 if their reports were in agreement and a
zero if their reports disagreed. Then, for each couple, we tallied up their scores on each of these
items to get a “couple agreement score” (the value for this score is reflected in the variable
couple).  The highest score that a couple could get is a score of 6 – which means that the husband
and wife in question agreed on each of the 6 different items. The lowest score, of course, was a
zero – which means that the husband and wife in question DID NOT agree on any of the 6 items.

We allowed for a “margin of disagreement” on some of the questions, since wives and husbands
may disagree on the husband’s age or the year that they were married by one or two years.  For
example, if the husband reports his age as 35 and the wife reports her husband’s age as 33, we
considered this to be an “agreeable” report.  For the year of marriage response, if the couple in
question disagreed by three years on their reports, we gave them a score of 0.5. However, we
required that for other questions, such as the ethnicity and religion of the husband, the wife and
husband reports should be the same.

If a couple scored below “4,” we could not be confident that the matched husband and wife pair
were truly married to one another. Therefore, we excluded these couples from the revised couple
dataset as “bad” matches, and from any analysis that might involve Malaysian couples. It became
quite clear that there were certain areas (Kota Bahru/Rural Malays, Pulua Carey/Rural Indians,
and Klang Malay/Urban Malays) where we could not be confident about the majority of the



couples. The other areas fared much better, especially the Klang (urban) Indians – where no
couple received a score of less than 4. Here is the final breakdown of couples that we feel are true
husband and wife pairs:

. tab comm

comm | Freq. Percent Cum.
------------+-----------------------------------
rural ind | 33 8.44 8.44

rural malay | 39 9.97 18.41
rural chi | 87 22.25 40.66
urb ind | 88 22.51 63.17

urb malay | 64 16.37 79.54
urb chi | 80 20.46 100.00

------------+-----------------------------------
Total | 391 100.00

The source of error in the areas where the couple matches are poor is unclear.  The best that we
can do is to provide checks, as we have outline above, to ensure that any analysis done
concerning Malaysian couples uses data that consists of true husband and wife matches.


