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Table 1. General Characteristics of Participants (N=1,019)
Categories n (%) Mean SD'
Age (yr) 15.4 1.61
13~15 509 (50.0)
16~19 510 (50.1)
Sex
Male 538 (52.8)
) Female 481 (47.2)
Sﬁ;;%;i?:gs Education level
Middle school 478 (46.9)
High school 541 (53.1)
Perceived socioeconomic status 7.35 2.15
Lower 31 (3.0)
Middle 336 (33.0)
Upper 652 (64.0)
Smoking experience
Yes 86 (8.4)
No 933 (91.6)
Drinking experience
Yes 310 (30.4)
No 709 (69.6)
Frequency of SNS use (per week) 5.71 2.28
Never 91 (8.9
Health behavior 1~6 days 236 (23.2)
& social relational Every day 692 (67.9)
characteristics Average daily SNS use time (hour) 3.32 3.27
Never 91 (8.9)
(2 223 (21.9)
> 2~( 4 390 (38.3)
> 4 315 (30.9)
Number of friends 19.94 27.84
<5 356 (34.9)
6~15 356 (34.9)
> 16 307 (30.1)

" SD: Standard deviation

=32, EE A6k gyt ‘Hg AlZeiA] ¢
tf = 3 20.7%ch W% Hlw A, AF(x*=10.41,
p=.015), Z3HE(x'=14.53, p=.002), 3HH(x"=9.29,
p=.026), 7159 BEE(x*=17.71, p=.007)°] w=t
FreJgt 2fol7b vetytT.

upekR A Q142 B 3.47(x0.70)HCo=, ‘F
E3] 45t ¥ (57.6%)2F A= Qs Q)
¥ (32.5%)7F HR-ES ARt stolAE AA 2
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7}, AJ-(x* =25.88, pC.001), 7159 BEE(x' =14.15,
p=.028), SNS °|-8AIZKHx*=18.17, p=.033)°lA F-Jgt
Qi Zpol7h Ak Bt vl 23, oSS EoHAY
HeKt=-3.38, p=.001), 7}&2] BZze] T A
2 Rl AGEH(F=4.42, p=.012), SNS °©]&AIZFe]
4AZE o]l FeE 0~2AIRF mIERl HohEch
(F=3.45, p=.016) WieFF A4 QI4o] RolsHA &
Atk



Table 2. Adolescents’ Perceptions of Drug Abuse and Their Differences by Demographic Characteristics (N=1,019)

Perceived severity and risk awareness domain

Perceived seriousness of drug abuse Perceived risk of drug abuse

L91

Categories

n (%)

n (%)

Not severe  Not very Somewhat Very X (0 (’\fgaD'l) ééie(f% Not aware Barely Somewhat Fully X (0 (Afg%q) Stéie(g)é
at all severe severe severe B at all aware aware aware B
Total 22 (2.2) 188 (185) 523 (61.3) 286 (28.1) 3.05 (0.74) 12 (1.2) 89 (8.7) 331 (32.5) 587 (57.6) 3.47 (0.70)
Demographic characteristics
Age (yr)
13~15 17 3.3) 85 (16.7) 273 (53.6) 134 (263) 1041 3.03 (0.75) 1.01 7(1.4) 43 (8.5) 148 (29.1) 311 (61.1) 6.22 3.50 (0.71) -1.54
16~19 5 (1.0) 103 (20.2) 250 (49.0) 152 (29.8)  (015) 3.08 (0.73) (:312) 5(1.0) 46 (9.0) 183 (35.9) 276 (54.1)  (.101) 3.43 (0.70) (.125)
Sex
Male 19 (3.5) 106 (19.7) 256 (47.6) 157 (29.2) 1453 3.02 (0.79) 1.33 10 (1.9) 35 (6.5 150 27.9) 343 (638)  25.88 3.54 (0.70) -3.38
Female 3(0.6) 82 (17.1) 267 (56.5) 129 (268  (.002) 3.09 (0.68) (.185) 2 (0.4) 54 (11.2) 181 (376) 244 (50.7)  (€.001)  3.39 (0.70) (.001)
Education level
Middle school 16 (3.4) 79 (16.5) 256 (53.6) 127 (26.6) 9.29 3.03 (0.75) 0.79 7 (1.5) 42 (8.8) 140 (29.3) 289 (60.5) 473 3.49 (0.72) -0.95
High school 6 (1.1) 109 (20.2) 267 (49.4) 159 (29.4)  (.026) 3.07 (0.73) (.430) 5 (0.9 47 (8.7) 191 (36.3) 298 (55.1)  (.192) 3.45 (0.69) (:342)
Perceived socioeconomic status
Lower ? 0 (0.0) 2 (38.7) 13 (41.9) 6 (19.4) 2.81 (0.75) 0 (0.0) 2 (6.5) 4 (45.2) 5 (48.4) 4 3.42 (0.62) 4.42
Middle ® 42 550164 193 (574) 84 (250 (1(7)07;) 3.06 (0.69) (%) 824 /EY  120@7) 175 621) (1 0'2185) 337076 (012)
Upper ° 18 (2.8) 121 (18.6) 317 (48.6) 196 (30.1) ] 3.06 (0.77) 4 (0.6) 54 (8.3) 197 (30.2) 397 (60.9) ) 351 (0.67) b(c
Health behavior & social relational characteristics
Smoking experience
Yes 5 (5.8) 18 (20.9) 43 (50.0) 20 (2339 6.93 291 (0.82) 1.91 2 (2.3 7 8.1) 34 (39.5) 43 (50.0) 347 3.37 (0.74) 1.28
No 17 (1.8) 170 (18.2) 480 (51.5) 266 (285)  (.074) 3.07 (0.73) (.056) 10 (1.1) 82 (8.8) 297 (31.8) 544 (58.3)  (.325) 3.47 (0.70) (.200)
Drinking experience
Yes 8 (2.6) 55 (17.7) 170 (54.8) 77 (24.9) 3.21 3.02 (0.73) 0.96 5(1.6) 32103 106 (34.2) 167 (53.9) 3.48 3.40 (0.74) 1.86
No 14 (20) 133(18.8) 353 (49.8) 209 (29.5)  (.360) 3.07 (0.75) (.338) 7 (1.0) 57 (8.0) 225 (31.7) 420 (59.2)  (.323) 3.49 (0.69) (.063)
Frequency of SNS use (per week)
Never 5 (5.5 15 (16.5) 44 (48.4) 27 (29.7) 027 3.02 (0.83) 036 22 6 (6.6) 26 (28.6) 57 (62.6) 551 3.52 (0.72) 163
1 -6 days 4(1.7) 51 (21.6) 116 (49.2) 65 (27.5) (zm) 3.03 (0.75) (7'0(» 104 19 (8.1) 71 (30.1) 145 (61.4) (477> 3.53 (0.66) (1.96)
Every day 13 (190 122 (176) 363 (52.5) 194 (28.0) ' 3.07 (0.73) ' 9 (1.3) 64 (9.3) 234 (33.8) 385 (55.6) ) 3.44 (0.71) '
Average daily SNS use time (hour)
Never ° 5 (5.5) 15 (16.5) 44 (48.4) 27 (29.7) 3.02 (0.83) 222 6 (6.6) 26 (28.6) 57 (62.6) 352 (0.72)
(2° 5(2.2) 49 (22.0) 01 (45.3) 68 (30.5)  10.89 3.04 (0.78) 0.13 3(1.4) 13 (6.8 59 (26.5) 148 (66.4) 1817 3.58 (0.67) (36?2)
> 2~(4° 7(1.8) 68 (17.4) 212 (54.4) 103 (264)  (284) 3.05 (0.71) (.943) 4(1.0) 31 (8.0) 140 (35.9) 5(55.1)  (.033) 3.45 (0.69) a(ab
> 409 5 (1.6) 56 (17.8) 166 (52.7) 88 (27.9 3.07 (0.72) 3(1.0) 39 (12.4) 106 (33.7) 167 (63.0) 3.39 (0.74) '
Number of friends
<5 9 (2.5) 69 (19.4) 182 (51.1) 9% (27.0) 18 3.03 (0.75) 046 6 (1.7) 33 (9.3 115 (32.3) 202 (56.7) 950 3.44 (0.73) 236
6~15 4(1.1) 59 (16.6) 198 (55.6) 95 (26.7) (2'52) 3.08 (0.69) (629) 4(1.1) 30 (8.4) 132 (37.1) 190 (53.4) (1'47) 3.43 (0.69) (095>
> 16 9 (2.9 60 (19.5) 143 (46.6) 9 (30.9) ) 3.06 (0.79) ) 2(0.7) 26 (8.5) 84 (27.4) 195 (63.5) ) 3.54 (0.68) '

Different letters (a, b, ¢) indicate statistically significant differences between groups based on Scheffé post-hoc test; “SD: Standard Deviation
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Table 2. Adolescents’ Perceptions of Drug Abuse and Their Differences by Demographic Characteristics (Continued) (N=1,019)
Inforrmation recognition domain
Side effects of dug use Addicion of drug use Legal penalties for drug use Drug treatment institutions
Categories n () n () n () n

fvare but : Men  tF () Avare but ) oy Men R () Avare but : Men  1F () B but : Ve tfF (o
Modertey  Hghly X0 (o Moetey  Hgly X0, Moetsy  Hgly X0 o ; Modetey  Hgly X0 1
raae k“ﬂm; (vl ot (507 Stk e kvnmd'gee ool gy ) 7 U mﬁl; (vl et D) St e k“ﬂmg‘gee (vl roviedte 807 Sl

Total 009 157064 426 38N 318079 W4 068 B7(H0 5969 347(069) 57(66) 0000 N7EL) MBI 1809 1070105 ¥8(361) 272067 067 2000%)

Demographic characteristcs
Aoe

B35 069 1B(5) 109 10413 ey 38BOLY 413 7049 BEY 165620 N1EN g6 3006 -3 6N WMDY WY WEBY 3 2509 e 0019 WE) BB) @Y 3p 20000 o1
169 1000 9055 @) 18669 (0B 3701 (N0 704 AED VEH e (44 3506 (0 BE) %O BEY B (B0 2900 (B2) ) WE) W) 12005 (3 2700% (60

Sex
Vele 804 8120 WY WY pp 3708 g 120D UEY BRI WO g 3007 g N6YBBY BIBY 2R yg TOW gy RO BRI REY 1BED 9y 260109 g

e 1209 9089 @y e (00 sgom (00 200 B0y ww) mE) O swes U0 e e w9 meen O amee (00 sy mwn wEo wes 0 g5 g (00

Education level
Mdde school 20 (4 T4 (155) 19100 1B(04 g5 318080 04 705 HOH WE®) WED 0y 3808 07 NE6H 0N WM®Y WEY 2% 2B0% gp BO2) WED 2BH R 35 260000 0%
Hohscod 10019 8053 2349 250719 (080 319079 (643 7039 %65 19(62 3660 (86 347069 (8D B¢ 13601 76RH 769 () 2080%) () 90N MEY W) WGy (39 200% (769

Perceived sociosoonomic status
lover® 162 265 19613 990 316 (069) 0 307 %) 1) 3% (066) 307 14@) 900 5061 25 (089 1597 76 1Y 90 4029 2320%9) 03

0 0
Made® 1200 8109 1684 %80 (%3000% WOM g 309 BEO W@ weEs) 19 3B fo% w0 ey 0@y eres) S0 omg) g BOY W GBI 8089 (%g% 250090 (o)
Ut 70O G140 2e(B) MEY  BOW BC () F6) MEY 4BEY 38069 S DW 1050 1BEY (Y 0% & @0y MBI HEO WHY 200 &

Health behavior & socil relationl characteristcs

Smoking experience
Yes 365 7099 %M NG x 3008 om 000 600 V) HMEY 14 IR0 4n 36H N@H BEH  V®) 30 300H a0 76D LKH DBY  BE) 10 B0 0%
No 709 W50 Q0@ %X (67 38019 (B weH SEY 866) 2866 (6B 347069 (47) 56H BE0) B0 3R (6D 292099 (39 100007 Y B W@y (100 20909 (716)

Drinking experience
Yes 062 4080 108 1406 126 3BOW 0 403 BEN REY  RED 2 00 u 200 %I BEH  BEO 2 2609 16 B0 V@Y BE) NG w2009 20
No DY M0(5H W5ete) M@0 (B9 31908 W0 1004 46) 2EH WE0 DY 34706 (88 BEY 1893 29009 WY (49 20609 UM w04 @ WY M@ (06 (0% (00

Frequency of NS use (per week)
Never 200 1B06h AEH D@0 323080 333 888 29019 51660 341079 889 2464 HWH AEIY 293 (1.00) 070 BEY 2D 20619 280(0%)

w609 2019 M9 wws o8 0w B30y ne) mpy wey GEosems [ oow ee wer wey & owem Booes mwe new sms (G omes D
Baydy 00D 5060 @9 MEH 30 802 00 W) WE) w008 06)ME) 266 @I W0H 8019 WEI 664 BED 2608
Auerage dally SNS use time (hour)

Nt 200 B9 REH 0@ WO 369 869 BEY GE0  aM0W 86 uE BOH @Y W0 700 BW) D@D BEY 1809
(1° 502 204 BED (2) g 09 109 vE 008 WED g 00D (069 RE) GED BB o M0D u B0 @O R0 BE 0w 2500 1
2045 903 M3 MY W@y (00 3005 Ly 400 6D BEBY 2@ (1) 3008 ' BE9 ) WEN WEI EH 2209 U9 363 e W) wE) W 2008 (29
20 R HMY WM BRI 008) 609 M0H MW WEY  3BO)  166) BEH 0RO B9 IB08) 919 BEH BEBI 7125 1809
Nurber of frends

<580 0B WD WS aB0D 400 ¥6D WE) WE) 0N 86 W) MEY MR 2909 g BO0) BWI BEI HE 26509
G5 700 B6Y WiE) W) L9 aw0m D 504 269 ) mEe B owwes B veymm) mew we) 15 omes @ sonwes wey ves 5 owes H
6 BUG BOY WD W) aB0® 509 4D WEY HEI  sw0s) 96 @Y WEI me) 0w % peos v omy %EI 2000

Different letters (a, b, c) indicate statistically significant differences between groups based on Scheffé post-hoc test: “SD: Standard Deviation
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Table 2. Adolescents’ Perceptions of Drug Abuse and Their Differences by Demographic Characteristics (Continued) (N=1,019)

Behavioral intention domain Coping intention domain

Intention 1o use drugs Perceived accessihlty of drugs” Itention to refuse peer drug offers Willingness to seek help for drug-related problems

691

Categories n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
: Mean  tFp) : Mean tlFo) : Mean — t/F(o)

Yes N X0 \e/aesné Sorg;sv;hat S%:?ﬁmat di\f/f?gélt ‘0 (S0 Scheffe 32;52! Disagree ~ Agree S;r;{z;ély 0 (£507)  Schefie 322&%! Disagree ~ Agree S;g”ege‘v ‘o (£SD)  Scheffé
Totel NRY W E) M(G3 BIMBEH MR BB 375 (1.3) 700 1303 069 99012 38 (064) N0 748 218 BMD) 3% (089
Demographic characteristics
Age ()
13~15 1530 44070 o AW) 9079 17640 28 N5 3B0H  am 1204 6012 V67 L2008 305 38107 113 9089 0@ M0 (M 1w 3008 0%
1619 1509 45010 (9 3069 148000 16626 16626 (000 357(13%) KOO) 50 7014 36N d7Ee) (B 3805 (B0 10H B6E) 100 BELY (79 3m00 (3
Sex
Male 0037 518063 23 1) 124@0) 157 9007 1505 3B 03 7B 6010 36Y L4000 5 3801 29 1BRY %182 38040 1014 3%60% 02
Female 0R) mE9 (12 1663 115039 185085 165( (00 37029 (00 000 705 060 #5@5 000 390048 (08 603 0@ 1205 @) (07 3508 (770
Education level
Midde shod 1531 4369 0@ 2044 N08Y 165(LY) W@ g 3901H 35 1205 409 V6D BBOS 57 3807 1@ 807 1766 032 F@BY 31 36108) -4
High school 1500 56072 (1) BE) WEH M) @ 00 36003 €00 509 907 36D 6@ (183 38605 (4 1304 NGO 17016 B4 (3 3509 (100
Perceived socioeconomic status
Lower ® 6194 2607 162 7@ 0@ 1B@WY 387 (1.9) 182 2065 4029 %74 IHOW gy 4029 30D 7@ TEN 2904) u
Nidde 609 3082 é%g{) BE) HOH L 0619 (72-[91;)) 38130 (21-]2) 804 309 69 5@ (26043 W07 (09 82Y 263 BB MED ézog% 3809 (00
Upper © BRY 4@ BEH MR 10R) W@wH 38103 (1) 8012 %@0) 610G 39059 A 9(4 BBH 18M8) MmO 36079 abe
Health behavior & social relational characteristics
Smoking experience
Yes 0016 664 479 0016 27614 764 2058 B4 3804 34 102 4@D 00 T s 3008 171 600 4@) N HE0 115 3% 19
No N ME9 €00 m@En 2m20) 5@ BEe (08 3903 000 B0 900 064H 8@ (00 38506 (0O) 15016 BEH 199013 66025 (0D 35808 (059
Drinking experience
Yes N6Y W®B) pg NDEH L) 1MBE) BE®BY  un  MBOP 43 403 508 BOO @) ;B 380 0y 9RY 200 VEBH N0EH 138 32000 3%
No 913 7007 (000 @y W) 2wy W@y (00 g0 €00 1309 8() REH w5 (0 3806 (B 1207 B6Y w99 2109 (0B 36(08) (0
Frequency of SNS use (per week)
Never 000 911000 888 BMIY M) BWY 368 (1.46) 33 000 869 &EY 378(076) 100 668 12032 7291 363 (089)
16 days 605 209 (ﬁgg) nE) 409 BEH BHE0 ﬁ-% 3801 (11-‘85;) L0303 B6Y 247 (‘% 38 (0659 (%‘5% L0 BEH L9 M0 (63'2;) 356 (089 (%%
Bieryday (7cayg) 2435 668(%5) ~ B(1) 16904 1 (M9 u7(%) 372 (131) 005 1005 3764 65019 306 1623 281 15930 49 (707) 35 (089)
Average daily NS use time (hour)
Never ® 000 911000 869 B M) BUY 365 (1.46) 333 000 8619 378(070) 100 666 12032 7291 363 (089)
(2t 409 29082 109 1045 Q06 223 BWE 1y 3B0W 15 6@2) 109 WO pu KO0 1w 304 1M@EY BHE) T4 4 36408 123
24 909 J@) (00 7@y W@y WEeH e (B) 302 (00 209 605 B@y (6 e85y (3B 503 NG B ME9d (01 3508 (29
240 17(4) 298 (046) 1960 8127 106(37) 10934 365 (1.3) 6019 609 280 ®95) 380 (071) 1208 1062 7848 215883 350 (0.98)
Number of friends
<5® 1337 3364 WE) @) 1B1Y 129362 376 (131) 809 823 (8 33619 0 4 NG 8 (42 242 (680) 349 (0%)
6150 700 %80 (132%) nE) W@ 1WAy 15 ) 23‘1199) 30029 (%g]) 3089 103 1645 36O 22)7% 008 (00 40 B0 B (39 (63"7‘% 361 (08) (1]-852)
2 16° 0033 27067 962 6820 DI 1wy 379 (1.39) 600 403 1765 80012 330609 500 1 59 (192 28 (143 359 (087)

Different letters (a, b, ¢) indicate statistically significant differences between groups based on Scheffé post-hoc test: "SD: Standard Deviation

T Perceived Accessibility of Drugs was assessed using a reverse-score item; higher scores reflect greater perceived difficulty in accessing drugs.
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Multiple responses were allowed: percentages may not total 100%

Figure 1. Information Recognition Domain: Pathways and Perceived Strategies for Drug Abuse Prevention among Adolescents
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Purpose: This study examined drug use experiences, perceptions, and behavioral intentions
among Korean middle and high school students to inform adolescent-centered prevention
strategies in nursing and public health. Methods: A secondary data analysis was conducted
using data from a panel-based online self-administered survey collected between August 16 and
October 29, 2024. The dataset included responses from 1,019 middle and high school students
obtained through quota sampling. Variables included drug use experiences, perceptions of
severity and risk, drug-related information awareness, behavioral intentions, and coping
intentions. Data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, Chi-square tests, independent t-tests,
and one-way ANOVA. Results: Only 0.4% reported prior drug use, while 2.9% intended to use.
Drug use intention and perceived accessibility differed according to several sociodemographic
and health behavioral characteristics, including family living standards, smoking or drinking
experience, and SNS use time. Awareness was high for addiction and side effects but low for
legal penalties and treatment institutions. Students reporting lower family living standards
generally showed lower drug-related information awareness. Conclusion: Adolescent drug-related
awareness and intentions differed according to family living standards, risk behaviors, and digital
exposure, highlighting the need for targeted prevention strategies that consider socioeconomic
vulnerability and digital environments.

Key words : Adolescent, Substance-Related Disorders, Awareness, Primary Prevention,
Republic of Korea
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Appendix 1. Summary of Study Variables

Categories Instrument [tems Response
Drug use experience (Direct)
’ Have you ever used drugs (including temporary controlled
Self reported drug use experience substances) for non-medical purpose? 1 Yes, No
Age at first drug use How old were you when you first used drugs? 1
h Purchased anonymously via Telegram or SNS, Purchased in
gg’tjari?wisd through which drugs were How did you obtain drugs? (Select all that apply) 1 person, Received from a friend, Received from a senior or junior,
Obtained at home, Other
Within the past 6 to 12 months, Within the past 3 to 6 months,
Recent drug use period When was your most recent drug use? 1 Within the past 1 to 3 months, Within the past 1 week to 1
month, Within the past week
Out of simple curiosity, Impulsively, To feel like | had become an
Purpose of drug use If you have used drugs, what was the purpose of use? 1 adult, To relieve boredom, anxiety, stress, or loneliness, To feel a
sense of belonging to a group, Other
Have you ever used the following substances for
A ’ non—-medical purposes, such as personal
Self reported inhalant use experience pleasure or curiosity? (1) Bond(glue) (2) Butane gas (3) 4 Yes, No
Thinner (4) Nitrous oxide(happy balloon)
Drug use experience (Indirect)
Experience of acquaintances’ drug use Have you ever seen or heard that someone around you, 1 Yes. No
p a 9 such as a friend, used drugs for non-medical purpose? ’
Age at which acquaintances first used How old is the person or friend you know who has used 1
drugs drugs?
) ) . . ) ) Purchased anonymously via Telegram or SNS, Purchased in
?
(S)ggﬂri%isd f&(:trjn vah|ch acquaintances :lo\%ad;da yolu)r friend or acquaintance obtain drugs? (Select ] person, Received from & friend, Received from a senior or junior,
o PPy Obtained at home, Other
Have you ever seen or heard that a friend or acquaintance
i -medi ?
Experience of acquaintances’ inhalant use used the following substances for non-medical purposes? 4 Yes. No

(1) Bond(glue) (2) Butane gas (3) Thinner (4) Nitrous oxide
(happy balloon)
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Appendix 1. Summary of Study Variables (Continued)

Categories

Instrument

Response

Perceived severity and risk awareness domain

Perceived seriousness of drug abuse

How serious do you think the drug problem is in Korean
society?

4-point Likert scale (Not severe at all, Not very severe, Somewhat
severe, Very severe)

Perceived risk of drug abuse

How aware are you of the risks associated with drug
misuse and abuse?

4-point Likert scale (Not aware at all, Barely aware, Somewhat
aware, Full aware)

Information recognition domain

Pathways and perceived strategies for drug abuse

prevention among adolescents

Main channels of drug risk awareness

From which sources have you primarily obtained information
about the risks or harms of drug misuse and abuse? (Select
all that apply)

Broadcast media (TV, radio), Newspapers or magazines, School
education, NGO prevention, Personal experience, Acquaintances,
Internet/SNS, Movies, Other

Experience of prevention education

Have you ever received any or the following drug misuse
and abuse prevention education programs?

(1) Prevention education (2) Prevention campaigns (3) Mass
media advertisements (4) Counseling for prevention (5)
Visiting the addiction support website

Yes, No

Perceived effective prevention methods

What do you think would be the most effective strategy for
preventing drug abuse among adolescents? (Select all that
apply)

Drug prevention education in schools, Anti-drug campaigns in
mass media, Limiting online exposure to drugs, Support for
treatment and rehabilitation, Stricter penalties for drug-related
crimes

Preferred promotional approaches

Which promotional approaches do you think would be most
effective for preventing drug abuse among adolescents?
(Select all that apply)

TV promotion, Promotion via newspapers, magazines, and radio,
Online/SNS promotion, Promotion via public transportation, Street
campaign promotion, Conducting prevention education, Distribution
of promotional brochures, Billboard/electronic display promotion,
Other

Drug-related knowledge

Are you aware of the following aspects of drug use?
(1) Side effects of drug use

(2) Addiction of drug use

(3) Legal penalties for drug use

(4) Drug treatment institutions

4-point Likert scale (Unaware, Aware but with little knowledge,
Moderately knowledge, Highly knowledge)

Behavioral intention domain

Intention to use drugs

Have you ever considered trying drug?(e.g., narcotics,
psychotropic substances, or cannabis)

Yes, No

Perceived accessibility of drugs

If you decided to obtain drugs, how easy or difficult do you
think it would be to access them?

4-point Likert scale (Very easy, Somewhat easy, Somewhat
difficult, Very difficult)

Coping intention domain

Intention to refuse peer drug offers

If a friend or someone around you offered you drugs, would
you be able to refuse them?

4-point Likert scale (Strongly disagree, Disagree, Agree, Strongly
agree)

Willingness to seek help for drug-related
problems

If you experienced problems related to drug use, would you
seek help from family or friends?

4-point Likert scale (Strongly disagree, Disagree, Agree, Strongly
agree)
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