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English abstract

Purpose: The purpose of this study is to understand the effect of
environmental, psychological, physiological factors and personality

profile on adolescent drug abusing behavior.

Method: We apply Robert Cloninger’s TPQ questionnaires; self
edited "life inventory” and K-SADS-E on selected adolescent drug addict
in Juvenile Rehabilitation Institutes. At the same time, school children
without criminal history, matched for age and sex were selected as control
group. The variables between the two groups were compared with t-test,
and the correlation between the variables in the drug addict group was

examined with Pearson’s correlation.

Result: The two groups were significantly different in several variables:

family religion, parental education level, family socioeconomic status,
and their relationship with mother. The drug addict group shows more

novelty seeking” behavior in their personality profile. The drug addict
group also has more antisocial acts, performs poorer in school grades and
was more distant with their teachers. In terms of drug knowledge and
drug using behavior, the drug addict group was more lacking in correct

information.

Conclusion: Our result shows that, the drug addict adolescents in the

Juvenile Rehabilitation Institute had significant differences with school



adolescents in terms of personal life style, family religion and

socioeconomic status, school performance and drug knowledge.

Suggestion: This study shows that drug addicted adolescents have
significant differences from normal control in terms of personal life style,
school performance, family status, personality profile and interpersonal
relationship. [n order to establish a more efficient and comprehensive

treatment strategy, these differences must be taken into consideration.

Key words: adolescents, drug abuse, personality profile
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RD--- RD1: sentimentality vs insensitiveness
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RD3: attachment vs detachment

RD4: dependence vs independence
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Table 1. Comorbid psychiatric disorders among control

and juvenile offenders

Comorbid psychiatric disorder Control  juvenile offenders
Conduct disorder 3(6.67%) 25(27.27%)
Anxiety disorder 0 (0%) 7(21.21%)

social phobia 1(2.22%)  5(15.15%)
specific phobia 0 (0%) 1(3.03%)
Depressive disorder 3(6.67%)  9(27.27%)
ADHD 1(2.22%) 18(54.55%)




Table 2. Intercorrelation of subscales of TPQ with

age of onset of drug abuse

novelty seeking harm avoidance reward dependence TPQ  age of onset

novelty 1

seeking

harm 0.322 1

avoidance 1

reward -0.165 -0.063

dependence 0.278 1

TPQ 0.635 0.833 0.513 0.104 1
age of onset  0.013 -0.15




