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The personality analysis of synthetic drug addicts and relapse prevention strategies
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Abstract  Objective: To find out the internal relationship between the risk of relapse and the
individual personality of the synthetic drug withdrawal patients so as to extract the personality traits
related to relapse and then put forward effective measures to prevent relapse. Methods: 200 drug addicts
who have taken new drugs and have relapsed after withdrawal paticipate in Cattell 16 personality factors
( Cattells 16 Personality Factor) the results of questionnaire survey and doing comparative analysis with
the standard. Results: The drug withdrawal and relapse of personnel and the general population who are
not exposed to drugs of personality traits exist significant differences with the characteristics of these
differences in personality factors of intelligence (¢ = —21.56 P <0.01) dominance (¢ =9.63 P <
0.01) constant (t=8.79 P <0.05) anxiety (t=13.72 P<0.01) independence (t= -8.62 P <
0.05) tension (£=8.45 P <0.05) were particularly prominent. Conclusion: The synthetic drug addicts
who prone to relapse cases often realized as low intelligence perseverance and independence; high
aggressiveness anxiety and tension characteristics. In other words the synthetic drug withdrawal with
these personality traits is more likely to have relapse behavior than those with other personality traits.
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