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Effect of methamphetamine abuse on the risk of sexual violence
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Abstract  Objective: Long term abuse of methamphetamine have an impact on sexual behavior such
as epidemic diseases and sexual violence. To analyze the influencing factors of sexual behavior change
caused by methamphetamine abuse especially the change of sexual violence after the cumulative use of
methamphetamine could help preventing the harmful sexual behavior related to methamphetamine abuse.

Methods: This study is a cross — sectional survey carried in Beijing Shanghai Guangdong Hunan and
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Yunnan provinces from 2013 to 2015 collecting the information of demographic characteristics addictive
substances the level of anxiety depression state and sexual behaviors of methamphetamine abusers. The
SPSS 22 software was used to analyze the relationship between the cumulative dose of methamphetamine
and the change of sexual behavior with two — class logistic regression models. Results: A total of 9075
methamphetamine abusers were included in the study. The average age of first use drugs was 28 years

17.7% of drug users used methamphetamine daily. Most people who abused methamphetamine were
single ( including unmarried widowed etc.) (64.5%) male (85.5%) with an education level of
junior high school and below ( 72.9%) . Most of the first sexual age were 18 years old and younger
(54.3%) and the proportion of sexual violence was 4.3%. The cumulative high — dose of
methamphetamine OR = 3.880 95% CI (2.344 6.423) and cumulative middle — dose OR =
2.093 95% CI (1.233 3.551) compared to cumulative low — dose abusers both are more prone to
sexual violence. The cumulative high — dose intake of methamphetamine (8= 1.356 P = 0.000) was
associated with a higher risk of sexual violence than the cumulative middle — dose intake (8 =0.738 P
=0.006) . Conclusion: This study found that the use of methamphetamine can affect sexual behavior and
with the increase in the cumulative use of methamphetamine the risk of sexual violence is significantly
increased. The results of this study suggest that we should pay attention to the changes of sexual behavior
caused by the abuse of methamphetamine. In the future the interventions or the resolve measures should

be taken to reduce the adverse events caused by the methamphetamine abuse.
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