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Abstract

A challenge for health behavior science is to develop theory and best practices that take cultural
diversity into account. Using data from Black, Hispanic, and White respondents to the 2003
Health Information National Trends Survey, we examined racial/ethnic differences in: (1) breast
cancer risk perceptions/worry; (2) the associations between perceived risk/worry and ever having
received a mammogram; and (3) perceived risk/worry and having had at least 2 mammograms
over a 4-year period (consecutive mammaography). Compared to White race/ethnicity, Black race/
ethnicity was associated with lower perceived absolute risk and comparative risk for developing
cancer. For the sample as a whole, higher perceived risk (both absolute risk and comparative risk)
and worry predicted greater odds of mammaography use; however, this was not true for Hispanics.
In stratified analyses, perceived risk and worry were not associated with mammography use for
either Hispanics or Blacks whereas they were for Whites; however, this interaction effect was
significant only for Hispanics vs. Whites. Results support the need for formative research to
identify determinants of health behavior prior to cancer prevention message planning for diverse
audiences in order to accommodate racial/ethnic differences not only in the level of perceived risk,
but also the association between risk perception to behavior change in that community.
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Introduction

Health education theory and practice recognize that intervention efforts should be designed
to be acceptable and meaningful within the context of an audience’s beliefs and values;
however there remains considerable question about how to do this (Resnicow et al., 1999).
Inquiries into the cross-cultural relevance of constructs long considered central to health
behavior theory such as perceived susceptibility or perceived risk can inform these efforts
(Joseph et al., 2009). Characterizing racial/ethnic variation in central constructs such as
perceived risk and whether these constructs differentially predict protective behavior for
different racial/ethnic groups will aid decision-making about the use of these key constructs
in messaging and intervention efforts.

This work will also advance health behavior theory. For example, perceived risk is theorized
to be a key motivator of preventive action (Janz & Becker, 1984; Leventhal et al., 2003;
Vernon, 1999; Weinstein, 1988), with many cancer prevention efforts designed to change
health behavior by increasing perceived risk. Although empirical data indicate that
perceived risk can motivate health protective behavior (Katapodi et al., 2004; Vernon,
1999), the literature is mixed with respect to the generalizability, magnitude and direction of
the relationship between perceived risk and health behavior (Calvocoressi et al., 2004).
Research is still needed to illuminate this relationship, including identifying boundary
conditions that demarcate when perceived risk does and does not influence behavior.
Although the effects would be temporally and culturally bound, race/ethnicity is potentially
one such condition.

In the present study we examined racial/ethnic variability in level of perceived risk. Previous
investigations of racial/ethnic differences in perceived risk for breast cancer, primarily
employing clinic and convenience samples, have yielded mixed results. Some studies have
found no differences (Facione, 2002), others have found that Black women have higher
perceived breast cancer risk than White women (Miller & Champion, 1997; Vernon et al.,
1993), and others, that Black or non-White women report lower perceived breast cancer risk
than White women (Donovan & Tucker, 2000; Glanz et al., 1996; Skinner et al., 1998). If
perceived risk is lower among Black and Hispanic women, this may reflect issues with
access to appropriate and acceptable cancer risk and prevention messages (Salant & Gehlert,
2008; Wailoo, 2011).

In addition, it has also been hypothesized that risk perception may be a less important
determinant of health behavior in Black and Hispanic women than in White women because
the concept may lack cultural resonance for these groups (Ashing-Giwa, 1999; Hughes et
al., 1996; Joseph et al., 2009), or because socioeconomic and other barriers emerge as more
important determinants in these groups (Joseph et al., 2009; Salant & Gehlert, 2008; Shelton
et al., 2011). However, to our knowledge the hypothesis that the utility of perceived risk as a
predictor of health behavior varies as a function of race/ethnicity has not been directly
tested.

We tested whether perceived risk was less predictive of mammography among Hispanic and
Black, compared to White respondents to the 2003 Health Information National Trends
Survey (HINTS). Data on mammography use are useful for studying mechanisms
underlying health behavior, especially in the years prior to the 2009 change in US
Preventive Services Task Force recommendations that now recommend biannual
mammography between the ages of 50 and 74 for women at average risk (US Preventive
Services Task Force (USPSTF), 2009). Mammography use has been widely encouraged
through the medical, community, and mass communication channels and has been well
documented, although gaps with respect to understanding the determinants of the behavior
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remain. Perceived risk, including both cognitive and affective components (e.g., worry), has
been associated with mammaography in predominantly White samples (Katapodi et al., 2004;
McCaul et al., 1996; Vernon, 1999), and in the 2003 HINTS data (Moser et al., 2007;
Rakowski et al., 2006) used in the present study, but these studies did not examine racial/
ethnic variation in the relationship between perceived breast cancer risk and mammography.

Finally, the present work was also an opportunity to inquire into behavioral correlates of
“don’t know” responding to risk perception items. It has been suggested that people respond
“don’t know” to survey items for multiple reasons, including, not only lack of knowledge,
but also lack of willingness to share their knowledge due to embarrassment, lack of trust in
the confidentiality of their responses, or simply not spending the effort to do so (Beatty et
al., 1998). Participants who respond “don’t know” to risk perception items are often dropped
from analyses; however, these responses may merit further study. Evidence indicates that
higher odds of responding “don’t know” to cancer risk perception items is associated with
black race and immigrant status (Waters et al., 2011), lower screening knowledge, and
health information-seeking (Orom et al., 2012). It is not known, however, whether “don’t
know” responding to perceived cancer risk items is associated with lower rates of primary or
secondary prevention behaviors, including mammography use.

In sum, in the present study we tested whether (1) Blacks and Hispanics report lower
perceptions of breast cancer risk than Whites do; (2) “Don’t know” responding to perceived
risk items is higher among Blacks and Hispanics than Whites; (3) Perceived risk is
associated with mammography use among Whites but not among Blacks and Hispanics; and
(4) “Don’t know” responding to perceived risk items is associated with mammaography use.
The analytic strategies employed in the current study will provide evidence as to whether
perceived risk for breast cancer is a promising target for intervention for Black and Hispanic
women as well as for White women.

Data for the study were obtained from the 2003 HINTS, a computer assisted random digit
dial (RDD) probability-based survey conducted by the National Cancer Institute to study
cancer health information seeking, cancer knowledge and health behavior (National Cancer
Institute, 2005). Although there are more recent HINTS datasets, the 2003 data set was the
only one that contained items on breast cancer risk perception. As the focus of the paper is
on characterizing generalizable mechanisms underlying health behavior, the 2003 dataset
has utility for addressing the current research question, despite the length of time since
collection.

Blacks and Hispanics were oversampled and the total sample was weighted to be nationally
representative. Response rates for the screener and full interviews were 55.01 % and 62.8 %,
respectively. The response rate is comparable to other RDD surveys conducted during the
same time period (Curtin et al., 2005). Participants were excluded if they were male, did not
self-classify as non-Hispanic White, non-Hispanic Black or Hispanic, had a personal history
of breast cancer, or had missing data on control variables [marital status, education, age,
health care coverage status, having a usual source of health care, and language preference
(Spanish vs. English)]. Asian women were excluded due to very low representation in the
sample (n7=59). Forty-three participants were lost due to missing values on one or more of
the control variables, yielding 3,361 participants in the overall sample. In addition to
performing analyses on this sample, analyses were performed on smaller subsets of
participants when analyses were restricted to women either 40 years or greater or 45 years or
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greater (/s = 3,342-1,551). Perceived risk and worry were examined both in all eligible
respondents and, separately, in respondents aged 40 years and older.

Demographic characteristics—Participants self-identified as Non-Hispanic White,
Non-Hispanic Black/African American or Hispanic. The groups are hereafter referred to as
White, Black, and Hispanic. Age, marital status (married or living with a partner vs.
divorced, widowed, separated, or never been married), education (<high school, high school,
some college, college or greater), health care coverage status (some form of coverage vs. no
coverage), and availability of usual source of health care were assessed via self-report.
Participants could choose whether to complete the interview in English or Spanish. The
language in which the survey was completed was used as a proxy for language preference.

Perceived breast cancer risk and worry—Perceived absolute breast cancer risk was
assessed with the item, “How likely do you think it is that you will develop breast cancer in
the future? Would you say your chance of getting breast cancer is very low/somewhat low/
moderate/somewhat high/very high/don’t know?” Responses were converted to a 5-point
response format, with higher scores indicating greater perceived risk. An additional variable,
“don’t know responding,” was created by dichotomizing responses from those who
indicated their level of risk and those who responded “don’t know.” A similar approach was
used to assess level of perceived comparative breast cancer risk and “don’t know”
responding using the item, “Compared to the average woman your age, would you say that
you are more likely to get breast cancer, less likely, or about as likely?” Perceived worry
about developing breast cancer was assessed by asking, “How often do you worry about
getting breast cancer?” (rarely or never/sometimes/often/all the time). Responses were
converted to a 4-point response format with higher scores indicating greater worry.

Mammography—Ever having had a mammogram was only examined in women 40 years
and older because in 2003, most major guidelines advised women at average risk for breast
cancer to begin receiving mammograms every one or one to two years starting at age 40
(Smith et al., 2003; United States Preventive Services Task Force, 2002). We coded ever
having had a mammogram by categorizing women, aged 40 or older, according to whether
they had received at least one mammogram in their lifetimes or had never had a
mammogram. We coded consecutive mammography by categorizing women, 45 years or
older who had received at least one mammogram, according to whether they had received at
least one mammogram within each of the two 2-year periods prior to participating in the
survey. Age 45 was chosen as the cutoff to allow for the fact that it might have taken women
up to one year to have their first mammogram.

Data analysis

All analyses employed data that were weighted to produce nationally representative
estimates. Bivariate analyses of sample characteristics as a function of race/ethnicity were
performed with Chi-square tests and independent-sample #tests. Adjusted associations
between race and absolute risk and worry about developing breast cancer (continuous
outcomes) were examined using linear regression. Associations with comparative risk
(categorical outcome) were examined with multinomial logistic regression. For the latter,
relative risk of perceiving oneself at lower compared to average risk and higher compared to
average risk were examined. Odds of responding “don’t know” to the perceived risk items
were analyzed apart from the main analyses. Associations between race/ethnicity and
reporting not knowing one’s risk (binary outcome) were examined using logistic regression.
All multivariate models were adjusted for marital status, education, age, health care
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coverage status, having a usual source of health care as control variables, and language
preference (Spanish vs. English) when Hispanics were examined.

Characteristics of the overall sample

Demographic characteristics of the overall sample and each racial/ethnic sub-sample are
presented in Table 1. Compared to the average White respondent, Hispanic and Black
respondents were younger, had lower educational attainment, and were less likely to have
health care coverage. Blacks were less likely than Whites to be married.

Hypothesis 1 Compared to White Women, Black and Hispanic Women Will Report Lower
Perceptions of Breast Cancer Risk and Lower Worry about Breast Cancer.

Unadjusted means and proportions for risk perception and worry for the overall sample and
as a function of race (all ages) are presented in Table 1. Unadjusted means and proportions
for risk perception and worry for women age 40 or over are presented in Table 2. In the
overall sample, Blacks had a pattern of lower perceived comparative risk with respect to
Whites. Blacks were the most likely to report having lower than average risk and this was
the most commonly used category among Blacks (43.25 % compared to 34.88 % for Whites
and 29.78 % for Hispanics; see Table 1). In the overall and =40 samples, they were also
more likely than Whites to say that they did not know their perceived absolute or
comparative risk. Among women =40, Hispanics were less likely to have received a
mammogram than Whites and had higher perceived worry about getting breast cancer than
Whites.

Perceived absolute risk—Results for the multivariate models of perceived absolute risk
for women of all ages and women age 40 and over are presented in Table 3. After adjusting
for education and marital status, age, health care coverage status, and usual source of health
care, in the overall sample, Black race was associated with lower perceived absolute risk of
developing breast cancer (B=-0.17, 95 % CI -0.33, —0.01). The effect for Hispanic
ethnicity was in the same direction but was not significant (8 = —-0.14, 95 % CI -0.31, 0.03).
In the subset of respondents 40 years and older, the pattern of results was similar to that for
the entire sample (see Table 3).

Perceived comparative risk—The multinomial models (Table 4) revealed that after
adjusting for covariates, in women of all ages, Blacks had a greater relative risk than Whites
of perceiving that they were at lower compared to average risk for breast cancer (RRR =
1.54,95 % CI 1.13, 2.11). However, it should be noted that Blacks used both end-points of
the comparative risk response format more often than Whites. The relative risk of reporting
higher than average breast cancer risk compared to average breast cancer risk was in the
direction of being higher in Blacks than Whites, but the effect was not significant (RRR =
1.39, 95 % C1 0.94, 2.08). Hispanics also used both end-points of the comparative risk
response format more often than Whites. Hispanics, compared to Whites, had a greater
relative risk of perceiving their breast cancer risk as both lower rather than average (RRR =
1.55, 95 % CI 1.08, 2.21) and higher rather than average (RRR = 1.76, 95 % CI 1.10, 2.82).
In the sub-sample of respondents 40 years and older, there were no significant racial/ethnic
differences in comparative breast cancer risk (ps > 0.08).

Worry about developing breast cancer—Neither Black nor Hispanic race/ethnicity
predicted worry about developing breast cancer (B =-0.02, 95 % Cl -0.12, 0.09 and B=
0.10, 95 % CI -0.02, 0.22, respectively). Older age was associated with less worry (B =
-0.08, 95 % CI -0.01, -0.01). Having a usual source of care (B=0.13, 95 % CI 0.06, 0.20),
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and preferring Spanish (8= 0.45, 95 % CI 0.24, 0.67) were associated with greater worry
about developing cancer. Results were similar for the subset of respondents 40 years and
older.

Hypothesis 2 “Don’t know” Responding to Perceived Risk Items Will Be Higher Among
Blacks and Hispanics than Whites.

In the analyses including women of all ages, Blacks had greater adjusted odds than Whites
of responding “don’t know” when asked to judge their perceived absolute risk (OR = 4.22,
95 % CI 2.30, 7.74), but Hispanics did not (OR = 0.92, 95 % CI 0.36, 2.33). Blacks also had
significantly greater adjusted odds than Whites of responding “don’t know” when asked to
judge their perceived comparative risk (OR = 4.36, 95 % CI 2.39, 7.93). Hispanics did not
(OR =1.51, 95 % CI 0.60, 3.78). The results were identical for the analyses including only
the subset of women who were 40 years and older.

Hypothesis 3 Perceived Risk Will Be Less Predictive of Mammography Use among Blacks
and Hispanics than Whites.

Unadjusted rates of mammography use as a function of race—Table 2 contains
unadjusted proportions of respondents, 40 years and older, who reported having had at least
one mammogram, and respondents, 45 years and older, who reported consecutive
mammograms during each of two 2-year periods prior to the survey. There were no Black-
White differences for either. Hispanics were significantly less likely to have ever received a
mammogram than Whites (x? = 12.28, p = 0.003), a difference that was primarily
attributable to mammography receipt among Hispanics with a Spanish language preference.
A significantly lower proportion of Hispanics who preferred Spanish (78.01 %, 95 % CI
67.79 %, 88.22 %) had received a mammogram than Whites (89.79 %, 95 % CI 88.03 %,
91.54 %; x2 = 11.41, p= 0.003); whereas the difference between Whites and Hispanics who
preferred English (84.00 %, 95 % CI 75.35 %, 92.65 %) was not significant (x2 = 3.27, p =
0.13). Similarly, the only difference in consecutive mammography was between Hispanics
who preferred Spanish (63.24 %, 95 % CI 49.35 %, 77.13 %) and Whites (79.80 %, 95 % CI
77.23 %, 82.38 %; x2 = 9.80, p = 0.007).

Factors associated with mammography use—In women 40 years and older, greater
perceived absolute risk (OR =1.27, 95 % CI 1.09, 1.48), and worry about developing cancer
(OR =1.45, 95 % CI 1.10, 1.91) were significantly associated with greater odds of ever
having had a mammogram in multivariate models. Perceiving one’s risk to be lower than
average was associated with lower odds of ever having had a mammogram OR = 0.68, 95 %
Cl1 0.47, 0.98). In women 45 years and older, greater absolute risk (OR = 1.24, 95 % CI 1.07,
1.43), and worry (OR = 1.58, 95 % CI 1.24, 2.02) were also significantly associated with
greater odds of consecutive mammography. Lower than average comparative risk was
associated with lower odds of consecutive mammography (OR = 0.68, 95 % CI 0.49, 0.94).

Role of risk perception in mammography use by race/ethnicity—The main
effects of perceived absolute risk and worry on the odds of ever having had a mammogram
in women 40 years and older were qualified by an interaction with race/ethnicity. There
were significant interactions between race/ethnicity (Hispanics vs. Whites) and absolute risk
(OR =0.64, 95 % CI 0.42, 0.95) and worry (OR = 0.47, 95 % CI 0.26, 0.84). Stratifying by
race revealed that the interaction effects were attributable to a positive association between
absolute risk/worry and having ever had a mammogram for Whites, but no associations
between absolute risk or worry and having ever had a mammogram for Hispanics (Table 5).
The interactions between race/ethnicity (Black vs. White) and the risk and worry constructs
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were not significant (ps > 0.12). There were also no interactions between race/ethnicity and
perceived risk or worry that predicted consecutive mammography.

Hypothesis 4 “Don’t Know” Responding to Perceived Risk Items Will Be Associated with
Mammography Use.

Reporting that one did not know one’s absolute or comparative risk did not predict
mammography use (0.69 < ORs > 1.25, ps > 0.32).

Discussion

Black race/ethnicity was associated with lower perceived absolute and comparative breast
cancer risk compared to White race/ethnicity in multivariate models that adjusted for age,
marital status, education, and access to care. The effect of Hispanic ethnicity (compared to
White race/ethnicity) on perceived absolute risk was in a similar direction, but was not
significant. These results are consistent with our previous report that in the 2007 HINTS
sample, Black, Hispanic and Asian race/ethnicities were associated with lower perceived
risk for cancer in general compared to Whites (Orom et al., 2010). We have argued that
lower perceived risk among racial/ethnic minorities may be due to unequal access to,
including acceptability of public health messaging about cancer, greater presence of
competing risks, cultural differences in communication about and salience of cancer, and
different risk attributions (Orom et al., 2010). For example, there have been a growing
number of studies in which family history and the underlying genetic transmission of risk
has been found to be an important attribution for cancer risk among Whites (e.g., Hay et al.,
2011), but has less influence on perceived risk and screening behavior among Blacks and
Hispanics (Orom et al., 2010; Ponce et al., 2011).

In the present study we were able to examine multiple perceived cancer risk constructs.
Black race/ethnicity was associated with lower perceived absolute risk and to a lesser degree
with perceived comparative risk, but not associated with worry. One possibility is that
people take breast cancer base rates for their race/ethnicity into account when making
judgments about absolute risk, resulting in lower perceived absolute risk among non-Whites
than Whites. These perceived base rates may be derived not only from scientific knowledge
of breast cancer incidence rates across racial/ethnic groups (lower among minorities), but
also the presence, or lack thereof, of salient exemplars in their network (Katapodi et al.,
2010), or lay perceptions that breast cancer is a White woman’s disease (Moore, 2001). In
contrast, although race/ethnicity was not specified in the comparative risk item (“Compared
to the average woman your age...”), when people conceive of the “average’ person with
whom they are being asked to compare themselves, they may assign this exemplar
characteristics of their own social identity. Under these circumstances, people should not
factor in racial/ethnic differences in cancer rates and race or ethnicity should not be
systematically associated with perceived risk. Identifying determinants such as race/
ethnicity that discriminate between dimensions of risk is helpful for underscoring and
potentially understanding the differences between these constructs. In addition, to truly
understand the phenomenology of perceived risk we may also need to use formative
procedures (Han et al., 2009) to study additional facets of risk perception, including those
that may be culture-specific (Joseph et al., 2009).

As expected, perceived absolute and comparative risk and worry were associated with
mammography use for the sample as a whole and among Whites, but not among Blacks and
Hispanics. Interactions between Hispanic vs. White race/ethnicity and perceived absolute
risk and worry predicted ever having had a mammogram. Greater perceived absolute risk
and worry were not associated with greater odds of ever having had a mammogram among
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Hispanics as they were among the sample as a whole and among Whites. Although a similar
pattern was found for Black versus White race/ethnicity in the race stratified analyses, the
interaction terms did not reach statistical significance.

One possibility is that perceived risk for disease, as it has been conceptualized by prevention
science, fails to capture cognitive-affective determinants of health behavior that are
phenomenologically important to many Hispanics. These may include competing meta-
narratives of personal control over health, such a belief in God’s will, lack of confidence in
receiving quality health care, and/or expectations of being discriminated against by health
care providers (Austin et al., 2002; Joseph et al., 2009). A second possibility is that reduced
importance of cognitive-affective factors, including perceived risk or worry, may reflect
relative greater importance of other factors such as barriers to health care. Many of these
barriers could be what Kiviniemi and colleagues identify as “system-level factors”:
accessibility and accommodation issues such as lack of convenient and reliable
transportation, appropriate hours of service, or culturally competent care (Kiviniemi et al.,
2009). Hispanics, in particular those who function primarily in Spanish, face numerous
barriers to care, including lack of health care coverage (Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention [CDC], 2004), language and literacy barriers, lower likelihood of receiving a
recommendation for mammaography, and experiences of discrimination within the health
care system (Austin et al., 2002; Joseph et al., 2009). For Hispanics, barriers to
mammography utilization may overwhelm the motivational impact of perceiving oneself to
be at risk for breast cancer. Although we attempted to control for differences in access by
including health care coverage, having a source of usual care, and education in all of our
analyses, these constructs and, or the way that they were measured may not fully capture the
many sources of deficits in access to quality health care. It is also possible that, given
considerable heterogeneity among Hispanics, risk could be differentially related to
mammography use across Hispanic subgroups.

Blacks, but not Hispanics, were more likely than Whites to respond “don’t know” to the risk
perception items. We had reasoned that greater likelihood of responding “don’t know”
among Black respondents might stem from lower availability, applicability, and salience of
cancer risk information in predominantly Black, compared to predominantly White
communities (Salant & Gehlert, 2008). “Don’t know” responding was not associated with
mammography use. Additional research is needed to clarify the meaning of Black-White
differences in responding “don’t know” and whether it meaningfully relates to primary or
secondary prevention, including mammography use in samples that reflect racial/ethnic
differences in consecutive or regular mammaography.

Strengths, limitations and future directions

Research on whether racial/ethnic differences in perceived cancer risk are causally related to
racial/ethnic disparities in regular mammography receipt is needed. This question could not
be addressed in this study because in the HINTS 2003 sample there were no statistically
significant racial/ethnic differences in consecutive mammography. At the level of the US
population as a whole, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention report small
Hispanic-White disparities and equal rates for Blacks and Whites for recent mammography
(at least one mammogram in previous 2 years) among women ages 50-74 (Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention, 2012). However, Hispanics and Blacks may be less likely
than Whites to consistently receive biannual mammography, a disparity that appears to
account for some of the Black-White difference in breast cancer mortality (Smith-Bindman
et al., 2006). Recent evidence also indicates that self-report data overestimate
mammaography use compared to documented use (e.g., medical and billing records) and that
the gap is larger for Blacks than Whites, potentially masking additional disparities (Njai et
al., 2011). In the present study self-reported mammography use and timing was not verified
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(e.g., by chart review), and may have been inflated by recall bias or misunderstanding the
mammaography use questions.

Finally, even for Whites, the associations between perceived breast cancer risk and worry
about developing breast cancer and mammography use were relatively small, a common
trend in the literature on perceived risk (Katapodi et al., 2004; McCaul et al., 1996;
Yarbrough & Braden, 2001). However, the real life relationship between perceived risk and
behavior may be stronger than is apparent from research on the topic. On one hand,
intermediaries such as barriers or self-regulatory failure likely reduce the association
between risk perception and behavior in women who feel at risk. On the other hand, many
women who do not feel particularly at risk may get mammograms because they are
recommended by a health care provider (Leventhal et al., 1999). Although either possibility
would reduce the measured association between perceived risk and mammography use,
neither explanation undermines the importance of perceived risk as a significant (although
perhaps not sufficient) (Vernon, 1999; Weinstein, 1988) cause of behavior.

Effects may be artifactually reduced in cohort data because the majority of women will have
had normal mammograms and this may result in these women perceiving themselves to be
at lower risk for developing breast cancer or being less worried about developing the disease
because they feel “in the clear’, so to speak. Correlation data assessed at a single time point
present a number of difficulties for detecting a relationship between perceived risk and
protective behavior (Brewer et al., 2004). People may report lower perceived risk when they
anticipate engaging in health protective behaviors, resulting in finding no or a negative
correlation between beliefs and behavior (Brewer et al., 2004). Furthermore, if women (and
messaging) conflate the risk of getting and dying from breast cancer, it is plausible that
women who anticipate or receive regular mammograms downgrade their perceived risk for
getting the disease. Given tendencies for people to attribute cancer risk to characteristics of
individuals, including genetic predisposition and personal history of health behaviors
(Gerend et al., 2004; Katapodi et al., 2005), the experience of having normal mammaograms
may increase some women’s confidence in a belief that they are not the kind of woman
likely to get breast cancer. Although downgrading perceived risk after engaging in
secondary preventive behaviors such as mammaography is not rational, strictly speaking, it
may be common (Aiken et al., 1995). Furthermore, recent research indicates that the
relationship between perceived risk and behavior may be important but may not only be
causal; perceived risk it may function as a moderator, strengthening or weakening the effects
other psycho-social constructs on behavior (McQueen et al., 2010).

The present study extends previous research with a novel quantitative examination of cross-
cultural variability in the applicability of risk perception constructs. It also adds to the
literature on racial/ethnic differences in perceived risk for developing breast cancer that is
relatively sparse and has often employed convenience samples. The present study is
significant in that it alerts us to the fact that the barriers to health behaviors such as
mammaography may vary considerably across individuals and communities and efforts are
needed to understand those that apply broadly as well as those that are unique to groups of
particular interest. Specifically, the results of this study indicate that, when planning
messaging or intervention to increase cancer prevention behavior in Hispanic communities,
investing in formative research on determinants of behavior in the target audience could be a
prudent investment given that standard approaches that nearly always emphasize increasing
perceive susceptibility for breast cancer may lack cultural applicability. Targeted
interventions to promote health behaviors could then be informed by research that has
identified the most important behavioral determinants in a given community. With respect to
interventions targeted to Black communities, implications of the data are more complex.
Low perceived risk for cancer may be a barrier to protective behavior in this population;
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however, it is also possible that perceived cancer risk may not be as strong a motivator of
behavior in Black as White communities. Again, results indicate the importance of
formative research to identify barriers to behavior prior to message and intervention
planning. This would provide a basis for optimal matching of evidence-based intervention
strategies to community characteristics. Furthermore, the process of conducting formative
research and evaluating the success of programs targeted to minority communities will help
build a missing evidence base on intervention development and implementation in minority
communities. Concurrently exploring the implications of this research for health behavior
theory will help address limitations regarding the applicability of current health behavior
theory to diverse populations.

Acknowledgments

During the preparation of this manuscript Dr. Kiviniemi was supported by NIH grant KO7CA106225 and Dr.
Underwood was supported by an Astella/AUA Foundation Rising Star in Urology Award. We gratefully
acknowledge the contributions John Gaeddert and Teresa Semalulu made to the preparation of this manuscript.

References

Aiken L, Fenaughty A, West S, Johnson J, Luckett T. Perceived determinants of risk for breast cancer
and the relations among objective risk, perceived risk, and screening behavior over time. Women’s
Health. 1995; 1:27-50. [PubMed: 9373372]

Ashing-Giwa K. Health behavior change models and their socio-cultural relevance for breast cancer
screening in African American women. Women & Health. 1999; 28:53-71. [PubMed: 10378345]

Austin LT, Ahmad F, McNally M-J, Stewart DE. Breast and cervical cancer screening in Hispanic
women: A literature review using the health belief model. Womens Health Issues. 2002; 12:122—
128. [PubMed: 12015184]

Beatty P, Herrmann D, Puskar C, Kerwin J. “Don’t know” responses in surveys: Is what | know what
you want to know and do | want you to know it? Memory. 1998; 6:407-426. [PubMed: 9829099]

Brewer N, Weinstein N, Cuite C, Herrington J. Risk perceptions and their relation to risk behavior.
Annals of Behavioral Medicine. 2004; 27:125-130. [PubMed: 15026296]

Calvocoressi L, Kasl SV, Lee CH, Stolar M, Claus EB, Jones BA. A prospective study of perceived
susceptibility to breast cancer and nonadherence to mammography screening guidelines in African
American and White women ages 40 to 79 years. Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and
Prevention. 2004; 13:2096-2105.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Cancer Screening: United States, 2010. Morbidity and
Mortality Weekly Report. 2012; 61:41-45. [PubMed: 22278157]

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention [CDC]. Access to health-care and preventive services
among Hispanics and non-Hispanics: United States, 2001-2002. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly
Report. 2004; 53:937-941. [PubMed: 15483526]

Curtin R, Presser S, Singer E. Changes in telephone survey nonresponse over the past quarter century.
Public Opinion Quarterly. 2005; 69:87-98.

Donovan KA, Tucker DC. Knowledge about genetic risk for breast cancer and perceptions of genetic
testing in a sociodemographically diverse sample. Journal of Behavioral Medicine. 2000; 23:15—
36. [PubMed: 10749009]

Facione NC. Perceived risk of breast cancer: Influence of heuristic thinking. Cancer Practice. 2002;
10:256-262. [PubMed: 12236839]

Gerend MA, Aiken LS, West SG, Erchull MJ. Beyond medical risk: Investigating the psychological
factors underlying women’s perceptions of susceptibility to breast cancer, heart disease, and
osteoporosis. Health Psychology. 2004; 23:247-258. [PubMed: 15099165]

Glanz K, Resch N, Lerman C, Rimer BK. Black-white differences in factors influencing
mammography use among employed female health maintenance organization members. Ethnicity
& Health. 1996; 1:207-220. [PubMed: 9395565]

J Behav Med. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2014 October 01.



1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN 1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN

1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN

Orom et al.

Page 11

Han PKJ, Lehman TC, Massett H, Lee SJC, Klein WMP, Freedman AN. Conceptual problems in
laypersons’ understanding of individualized cancer risk: A qualitative study. Health Expectations.
2009; 12:4-17. [PubMed: 19250148]

Hay J, DiBonaventura M, Baser R, Press N, Shoveller J, Bowen D. Personal attributions for melanoma
risk in melanoma-affected patients and family members. Journal of Behavioral Medicine. 2011,
34:53-63. [PubMed: 20809355]

Hughes C, Lerman C, Lustbader E. Ethnic differences in risk perception among women at increased
risk for breast cancer. Breast Cancer Research and Treatment. 1996; 40:25-35. [PubMed:
8888150]

Janz NK, Becker MH. The health belief model: A decade later. Health Education Quarterly. 1984;
11:1-47. [PubMed: 6392204]

Joseph G, Burke NJ, Tuason N, Barker JC, Pasick RJ. Perceived susceptibility to illness and perceived
benefits of preventive care: An exploration of behavioral theory constructs in a transcultural
context. Health Education & Behavior. 2009; 36(Suppl.1):71S-91S. [PubMed: 19805792]

Katapodi MC, Dodd MJ, Facione NC, Humphreys J, Lee KA. Why some women have an optimistic or
a pessimistic bias about their breast cancer risk: Experiences, heuristics, and knowledge of risk
factors. Cancer Nursing. 2010; 33:64-73. [PubMed: 19926972]

Katapodi MC, Facione NC, Humphreys JC, Dodd MJ. Perceived breast cancer risk: Heuristic
reasoning and search for a dominance structure. Social Science and Medicine. 2005; 60:421-432.
[PubMed: 15522496]

Katapodi MC, Lee KA, Facione NC, Dodd MJ. Predictors of perceived breast cancer risk and the
relation between perceived risk and breast cancer screening: A meta-analytic review. Preventive
Medicine. 2004; 38:388-402. [PubMed: 15020172]

Kiviniemi MT, Hay JL, James AS, Lipkus IM, Meissner HI, Stefanek M, et al. Decision making about
cancer screening: An assessment of the state of the science and a suggested research agenda from
the ASPO Behavioral Oncology and Cancer Communication Special Interest Group. Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention. 2009; 18:3133-3137.

Leventhal, H.; Brisette, I.; Leventhal, EA. The commonsense model of self-regulation of health and
illness. In: Cameron, LD.; Leventhal, H., editors. The self-regulation of health and illness
behaviour. London: Routledge; 2003.

Leventhal H, Kelly K, Leventhal EA. Population risk, actual risk, perceived risk, and cancer control: A
discussion. Journal of the National Cancer Institute. Monographs. 1999; 1999:81-85. [PubMed:
10854461]

McCaul KD, Branstetter AD, Schroeder DM, Glasgow RE. What is the relationship between breast
cancer risk and mammography screening? A meta-analytic review. Health Psychology. 1996;
15:423-429. [PubMed: 8973921]

McQueen A, Vernon SW, Rothman AJ, Norman GJ, Myers RE, Tilley BC. Examining the role of
perceived susceptibility on colorectal cancer screening intention and behavior. Annals of
Behavioral Medicine. 2010; 40:205-217. [PubMed: 20658212]

Miller AM, Champion VL. Attitudes about breast cancer and mammography: Racial, income, and
educational differences. Women & Health. 1997; 26:41-63. [PubMed: 9311099]

Moore RJ. African American women and breast cancer: Notes from a study of narrative. Cancer
Nursing. 2001; 24:35-42. [PubMed: 11219421]

Moser K, Patnick J, Beral V. Do women know that the risk of breast cancer increases with age? British
Journal of General Practice. 2007; 57:404-406. [PubMed: 17504593]

National Cancer Institute. [July 5, 2005] Health information national trends survey, 2005: Final main
study instrument. 2005. Retrieved, from http://cancercontrol.cancer.gov/hints/instrument.jsp

Njai R, Siegel P, Miller J, Liao Y. Misclassification of survey responses and black-white disparity in
mammography use, behavioral risk factor surveillance system, 1995-2006. Preventing Chronic
Disease: Public Health Research, Practice, and Policy. 2011; 8:A59. Retrieved from http://
www.cdc.gov/pcd/issues/2011/may/10_0109.htm.

Orom H, Hay JL, Kiviniemi M, Waters EA, Drake B. Knowledge deficit or defensive processing?
Examining explanations for reporting “I don’t know” to risk perception questions. [Abstract].
Annals of Behavioral Medicine. 2012; s1:43.

J Behav Med. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2014 October 01.


http://cancercontrol.cancer.gov/hints/instrument.jsp
http://www.cdc.gov/pcd/issues/2011/may/10_0109.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/pcd/issues/2011/may/10_0109.htm

1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN 1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN

1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN

Orom et al.

Page 12

Orom H, Kiviniemi MT, Underwood W 11, Ross L, Shavers VL. Perceived cancer risk: Why is it
lower among non-Whites than Whites? Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention. 2010;
19:746-754.

Ponce NA, Tsui J, Knight SJ, Afable-Munsuz A, Ladabaum U, Hiatt RA, et al. Disparities in cancer
screening in individuals with a family history of breast or colorectal cancer. Cancer. 2011 n/a-n/a.

Rakowski W, Meissner H, Vernon SW, Breen N, Rimer B, Clark MA. Correlates of repeat and recent
mammography for women ages 45 to 75 in the 2002 to 2003 Health Information National Trends
Survey (HINTS 2003). Cancer Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention. 2006; 15:2093-2101.

Resnicow K, Baranowski T, Ahluwalia J, Braithwaite R. Cultural sensitivity in public health: Defined
and demystified. Ethnicity and Disease. 1999; 9:10-21. [PubMed: 10355471]

Salant T, Gehlert S. Collective memory, candidacy, and victimisation: Community epidemiologies of
breast cancer risk. Sociology of Health & IlIness. 2008; 30:599-615. [PubMed: 18298621]

Shelton RC, Goldman RE, Emmons KM, Sorensen G, Allen JD. An investigation into the social
context of low-income, urban Black and Latina women. Health Education & Behavior. 2011;
38:471-481. [PubMed: 21856885]

Skinner CS, Kreuter MW, Kobrin S, Strecher VJ. Perceived and actual breast cancer risk: Optimistic
and pessimistic biases. Journal of Health Psychology. 1998; 3:181-193. [PubMed: 22021358]

Smith RA, Saslow D, Andrews Sawyer K, Burke W, Costanza ME, Evans WP Ill, et al. American
cancer society guidelines for breast cancer screening: Update 2003. CA: A Cancer Journal for
Clinicians. 2003; 53:141-169. [PubMed: 12809408]

Smith-Bindman R, Miglioretti DL, Lurie N, Abraham L, Barbash RB, Strzelczyk J, et al. Does
utilization of screening mammography explain racial and ethnic differences in breast cancer?
Annals of Internal Medicine. 2006; 144:541-553. [PubMed: 16618951]

United States Preventive Services Task Force. Screening for breast cancer: Recommendations and
rationale. Annals of Internal Medicine. 2002; 137:344-346. [PubMed: 12204019]

US Preventive Services Task Force (USPSTF). Screening for breast cancer: US preventive services
task force recommendation statement. Annals of Internal Medicine. 2009; 151:716-726. [PubMed:
19920272]

Vernon SW. Risk perception and risk communication for cancer screening behaviors: A review.
Journal of the National Cancer Institute. 1999; 1999:101-119. [PubMed: 10854465]

Vernon SW, Vogel VG, Halabi S, Bondy ML. Factors associated with perceived risk of breast cancer
among women attending a screening program. Breast Cancer Research and Treatment. 1993;
28:137-144. [PubMed: 8173066]

Wailoo, K. How cancer crossed the color line. New York, NY: Oxford University Press; 2011.

Waters, EA.; Hay, JL.; Orom, H.; Kiviniemi, MT.; Drake, B. “Don’t know” responses to risk
perception measures: Implications for underserved populations; Paper presented at the 33rd
Annual Meeting of the Society for Medical Decision Making; Chicago, IL. 2011.

Weinstein N. The precaution adoption process. Health Psychology. 1988; 7:355-386. [PubMed:
3049068]

Yarbrough SS, Braden CJ. Utility of health belief model as a guide for explaining or predicting breast
cancer screening behaviours. Journal of Advanced Nursing. 2001; 33:677-688. [PubMed:
11298205]

J Behav Med. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2014 October 01.



1duasnue Joyiny vd-HIN

Orom et al.

Table 1

Weighted mean characteristics/proportions (95 % CI) for the entire sample and by race

Demographic characteristic

Overall sample
N =3,3612

White
n=2,454

Black
n =453

Hispanic
n =454

Mean age
% Married/living with partner

Education

<High school

High school

Some college

College
Has health care coverage
Usual source of care
Prefers Spanish
Mean perceived absolute risk
% “don’t know” absolute risk
Comparative risk

% less likely

% as likely

% more likely

% “don’t know” comparative risk

45.93 (45.21, 46.65)

61.62 (59.64, 63.60)

15.77 (14.11, 17.42)
33.09 (31.15, 35.04)
28.00 (26.17, 29.82)
23.15 (21.62, 24.67)

87.88 (86.47, 89.29)
71.06 (69.15,72.98)

5.37 (4.47, 6.26)
2.48 (2.43, 2.52)
2.88 (2.22, 3.55)

35.19 (33.21, 37.18)
51.26 (33.21, 37.18)
13.55 (12.10, 15.00)

3.72 (2.94, 4.50)

47.35 (46.52, 48.18)

65.68 (63.46, 67.90)

10.82 (9.09, 12.56)

33.41 (31.16, 35.65)
29.06 (26.92, 31.20)
26.71 (24.83, 28.59)

91.93 (90.53, 93.32)
75.60 (73.49, 77.70)
2.49 (2.44, 2.54)
1.84 (1.29, 2.39)

34.88 (32.61, 37.14)
52.08 (49.68, 54.47)
13.05 (11.39, 14.71)

2.97 (2.19, 3.76)

4356 (41.45, 45.68) "

34.87 (29.20, 40.53) 7

21.19 (15.68, 26.71)
34.72 (28.74, 40.71)
29.88 (24.75, 35.01)

14.20 (11.00, 17.40)0

83.80 (79.18, 88.42) 7

60.57 (54.52, 66.63) ™~

2.37 (2.21,2.53)

7.91 (4.29, 11.53) ***

43.25 (37.00, 49.50)
41.93 (35.71, 48.16)

14.81 (10.60, 19.03)¢

9.28 (5.46, 13.11) ™™

39.22 (37.45, 40.99) *

62.25 (56.81, 67.69)

41.97 (36.41, 47.53)
29.47 (24.48, 34.45)
19.34 (14.63, 24.05)

9.22 (6.72, 11.73)0

66.09 (60.63, 71.55) *

52.51 (46.90, 58.16) *

45.08 (39.49, 50.66)
2.49 (2.36, 2.62)
4.60 (2.32, 6.88)

29.78 (24.47, 35.09)
54.65 (48.96, 60.33)
15.57 (11.47, 19.68)

2.98 (1.36, 4.60)

*:

*:

*

*

*

1duasnuey Joyiny vd-HIN

Mean worry (out of 4) 158 (155, 1.62)  1.56 (1.53, 1.60) 1.56 (1.47, 1.65)

1.73(1.63,1.83)

Means and proportions for Blacks and Hispanics were compared to those for Whites. Significant differences are denoted by asterisks (** p< 0.01,
*** p<0.001)

aThe nfor perceived absolute and comparative risk and worry are based on slightly fewer participants due to data missing on these variables
bBIacks and Whites ()(2 =51.17, p< 0.001), and Hispanics and Whites ()(2 =275.39, p< 0.001) differed with respect to level of education

CPerceived comparative risk differed significantly between Blacks and Whites, )(2 =12.91, p<0.001 (don’t know responses were analyzed
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separately)
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Table 2
Unadjusted, weighted means and proportions (95 % CI) for perceived risk, worry, and mammography use in
women =40
Variable Overall sample White Black Hispanic

Mean perceived absolute risk

% “don’t know” absolute risk
Comparative risk

% less likely

% as likely

% more likely
% “don’t know” comparative risk

Mean worry (out of 4)

% =1 mammogram in lifetime

% repeat mammography

2.40 (2.35, 2.46)
4.10 (3.05, 5.16)

38.09 (35.61, 40.57)
47.67 (45.11, 50.24)
14.24 (12.39, 16.09)
5.09 (3.93, 6.26)
1.54 (1.51, 1.58)
90.98 (89.44, 92.51)

>45 years
78.89 (76.52, 81.27)

2.42(2.36, 2.48)
2.64 (1.81, 3.46)

38.37 (35.60, 41.15)
48.42 (45.56, 51.27)
13.21 (11.20, 15.23)
4.05 (2.92, 5.18)
1.52 (1.48, 1.56)
89.79 (88.03, 91.54)
>45 years

79.80 (77.23, 82.38)

2.25(2.07, 2.43)

12.50 (6.39, 18.60) ***

39.78 (31.91, 47.65)
42.18 (33.81, 50.55)
18.04 (12.26, 23.82)

13.57 (7.60, 19.54) ***

152 (1.41, 1.64)
91.192 (87.43, 94.81)

>45 years
75.97 (67.74, 84.45)

2.44(2.25, 2.63)
7.14 (2.49, 11.79)

33.45 (25.74, 41.15)
47.03 (38.90, 55.16)
19.52 (12.40, 26.64)
4.03 (1.27, 6.80)

1.82 (1.66,1.97)

81.22 (74.59,87.85)
> 45 years
73.12 (64.72, 81.52)

Means and proportions for Blacks and Hispanics were compared to those for Whites. Significant differences are denoted by asterisks (* p< 0.01,
*** p<0.001). Results are for women =40 years with the exception of repeat mammography which is presented for women=45 years. We used all
available data and the sample size varied by variable. Corresponding sample sizes can be found in Table 5
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Table 3

Results for linear regression models predicting perceived absolute breast cancer risk in the total sample and in
women =40 years

Variable Absolute perceived risk B (95 % CI)
Overall sample >40 years
(n=3226) (n=2,069)
Race
White Ref Ref
Black -0.17 (-0.33, -0.01) * -0.20 (-0.39, —0.02) ™
Hispanic -0.14 (-0.31, 0.03) -0.14 (-0.39, 0.11)
Education
<High school Ref Ref
High school -0.13 (-0.29, 0.02) -0.18 (-0.38, 0.01)
Some college -0.17 (-0.33, —0.009) * -0.26 (-0.46, —0.06) "
College or greater -0.23 (-0.38, -0.07) " -0.34 (-0.54, -0.14) "
Married or living with partner ~ -0.03 (-0.12, 0.06) 0.03 (-0.91, 0.14)
Age -0.01 (-0.012, —0.007) ***  -0.01 (-0.02, —0.008)
Has health care coverage -0.18 (-0.34, 0.03) -0.08 (-0.29, 0.13)
Usual source of care 0.21 (0.1, 0.31) ™™ 0.24 (0.10, 0.38) ™
Prefers Spanish 0.01 (-0.26, 0.29) 0.12 (-0.27, 0.51)
"< 0.05,
**p <0.01,
< 0.001
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Results for multinomial logistic regression models predicting relative risk of perceiving breast cancer risk in
the total sample and in women =40 years

Variable

Comparative risk relative risk ratio (RRR) (95 % CI)

Total sample (n = 3,206)

240 years (n = 2,048)

“Less likely”

compared to “as likely”

“More likely”

compared to “as likely”

“Less likely”

compared to “as likely”

“More likely”

compared to “as likely

7

Race
White
Black
Hispanic
Education
<High school
High school

Some college

College or greater

Married or living with partner

Age

Has health care coverage

Usual source of care

Prefers Spanish

Ref

154 (1.13, 2.11) ™

1.55 (1.08, 2.21) ©

Ref
1.09 (0.77, 1.54)

1.19(0.83, 1.71)
1.07 (0.75, 1.53)

0.80 (0.66, 0.97) *

1.02 (1.01, 1.03) ™™

0.99 (0.71, 1.38)
0.81 (0.65, 1.01)

0.28 (0.16, 0.52) ™

*

*

Ref
1.39 (0.94, 2.08)

1.76 (1.10, 2.82) *

Ref
0.81 (0.52, 1.26)

0.93 (0.59, 1.47)
0.72 (0.46, 1.14)

0.97 (0.75, 1.26)
1.00 (1.00, 1.01)

0.82 (0.52, 1.26)
1.18 (0.86, 1.63)

0.34 (0.17, 0.68)

Ref
1.10 (0.73, 1.66)

152 (0.95, 2.44)

Ref

0.91 (0.60, 1.36)
0.97 (0.64, 1.48)
0.88 (0.58, 1.35)

0.70 (0.55, 0.88) *

1.02 (1.01,1.03) ™

0.99 (0.64, 1.55)
0.93 (0.69, 1.24)

0.30 (0.14, 0.66) ™

*

Ref
1.26 (0.77, 2.05)

1.71 (0.84, 3.49)

Ref

0.57(0.33,0.97) "
0.64 (0.37, 1.12)

0.40 (0.22, 0.70)

0.79 (0.57, 1.10)

0.98 (0.97, 0.99) **

0.92 (0.50, 1.67)
1.20 (0.76, 1.86)
0.42 (0.16, 1.10)

*
p<0.05,

AA
p<0.01,

HokAh

p<0.001
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