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Causes of the Conflict between Mother and Daughter-in-law: Using a Mixed-
Methods Analysis Integrating Qualitative and Quantitative Approach
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Abstract The purpose of current study was to determine causes of the conflict between mother and daughter-in-
law, as well as to investigate factors (e.g., education background, residence and income level) that may have
influenced their responses. 150 mothers-in-law and 156 daughters-in-law participated in investigate. A sequential
mixed-methods analysis was conducted including qualitative analysis, constant comparison analysis, descriptive
statistics, exploratory factor analysis and ANOVA. The results revealed that the main factors affecting the causes
of the conflict: 1) scrambling for power and resource (89.1%), 2) differences in attitude and behavior (83.2%), 3)
distinctions between zijiren and wairen (64.4%). In addition, role of mother-in-law or daughter-in-law, residence,
income level, education background, and status in family affected participants’ responses. The relation between
mother and daughter-in-law is a main kind of family relation. To verify causes of the conflict between mother and
daughter-in-law makes an instructive contribution to promote family and social harmony.

Key words the conflict between mother and daughter-in-law; a sequential mixed-methods analysis; scrambling
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Table 1 Stage 1: examples of units of causes of conflict between mother and daughter-in-law

2

Table 2 Stage 2: importance and endorsement rates of causes
of conflict between mother and daughter-in-law

1%

5.961 72.5
5.225 73.5
3.667 47.1
3.422 62.7
2.265 37.3
1.755 18.6

3 :
Table 3 Stage 3: summary of themes and factor pattern/
structure coefficients from maximum likelihood
(varimax) factor analysis—three-factor solution

0.965
0.955
0.854
-0.664
0.734
0.683
1.925 1.377 1.165
1 1
2
3.4
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Fig. 1 Stage 3: thematic structure of conflict between mother and daughter-in-law
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