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Abstract 

Adolescent substance use remains a significant global public health concern, with early initiation 

associated with adverse mental health outcomes, academic difficulties, and increased risk of substance use 

disorders later in life. This review examines the role of behavioral health sciences in understanding and 

preventing adolescent substance use through an interdisciplinary framework integrating psychology, 

psychiatry, public health, social work, and education. Drawing on established behavioral theories, 

including Social Learning Theory, Ecological Systems Theory, and the Health Belief Model, the review 

explores the interaction of individual, family, peer, school, community, and sociocultural factors that 

contribute to substance use vulnerability. Evidence on cognitive-behavioral mechanisms, mental health 

comorbidities, peer influence, family dynamics, and adolescent neurodevelopment is synthesized 

alongside preventive approaches implemented across school, family, community, policy, and digital 

settings. The review also examines emerging approaches, including trauma-informed prevention, 

integration of behavioral health into primary care, culturally tailored interventions, and precision 

prevention using data analytics and personalized risk assessment. Despite advances in prevention, 

challenges remain regarding implementation capacity, ethical concerns, scalability, sustainability, and the 

limited availability of longitudinal and cross-cultural evidence. Future directions emphasize hybrid 

behavioral health and digital models, schools as integrated prevention hubs, stronger policy frameworks, 

culturally responsive interventions, and longitudinal research aligned with global adolescent health 

priorities. Overall, the review highlights the importance of multidisciplinary, evidence-based, and context-

sensitive prevention strategies that address both individual vulnerabilities and broader environmental 

determinants of adolescent substance use. 

 

1. Introduction 

Background on Adolescent Substance Use and Its Global Prevalence 

Adolescence represents a critical developmental period characterized by exploration, identity formation, 

and heightened risk-taking behaviors. Among these, substance use has emerged as a major public health 

concern worldwide. According to the World Health Organization, more than 155 million adolescents 

between 15–19 years reported current alcohol consumption, and nearly 11% had tried tobacco products, 

highlighting the widespread prevalence of early initiation (WHO 2021). Global surveys also indicate that 

illicit drug use, including cannabis and opioids, is on the rise, with North America and parts of Europe 

reporting some of the highest rates (UNODC 2023). Early onset of substance use is particularly concerning 
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because it is associated with long-term health risks, academic decline, and a greater likelihood of 

developing substance use disorders in adulthood (Marshall 2014). 

The Role of Behavioral Health Sciences in Prevention 

Behavioral health sciences provide an interdisciplinary lens—drawing on psychology, psychiatry, social 

work, and public health—to understand the complex interplay of biological, psychological, and social 

determinants of substance use. Evidence shows that adolescent vulnerability stems not only from 

neurodevelopmental immaturity but also from environmental influences such as peer dynamics, family 

conflict, and community disorganization (Steinberg 2017). By integrating behavioral theories such as the 

Social Learning Theory, Ecological Systems Theory, and the Health Belief Model, prevention frameworks 

emphasize modifying risk behaviors, strengthening protective factors, and fostering resilience (Bandura 

1977; Bronfenbrenner 1994). Behavioral health approaches thus move beyond punitive or medicalized 

models, focusing instead on evidence-based psychosocial interventions that target root causes. 

Rationale and Objectives of the Review 

Despite decades of research, adolescent substance use continues to strain health systems and societies, 

particularly in low- and middle-income countries where prevention infrastructure remains weak (Patton et 

al. 2018). There is a pressing need to synthesize emerging evidence from behavioral health sciences to 

better inform preventive interventions. The rationale for this review is to consolidate insights from 

behavioral theories, highlight effective intervention models, and analyze emerging trends such as digital 

health approaches and trauma-informed care. Specifically, the objectives are: (a) to examine how 

behavioral health sciences conceptualize adolescent substance use, (b) to evaluate existing interventions 

across school, family, and community contexts, and (c) to identify future directions that integrate 

innovative strategies for sustainable prevention. 

 

2. Conceptual Foundations of Behavioral Health Sciences 

Definition and Scope of Behavioral Health Sciences 

Behavioral health sciences can be broadly defined as the integration of disciplines that study the interaction 

between human behavior, psychological processes, and overall health outcomes. It encompasses mental 

health, substance use, and preventive care by analyzing behavioral, cognitive, and social determinants that 

contribute to health and illness (Matarazzo 1980). The scope includes not only clinical approaches to 

mental health but also population-based interventions aimed at reducing risk behaviors such as smoking, 

alcohol consumption, and drug misuse. In the context of adolescents, behavioral health sciences provide 

an essential framework for understanding how developmental, environmental, and cultural factors shape 

vulnerability to substance use (Institute of Medicine 2001). 

Interdisciplinary Nature: Psychology, Psychiatry, Public Health, Social Work, and Education 

One of the strengths of behavioral health sciences lies in its interdisciplinary nature. Psychology 

contributes theories of cognition, motivation, and learning, explaining why adolescents engage in risky 

experimentation (Steinberg 2017). Psychiatry offers clinical perspectives on co-occurring disorders such 

as depression and ADHD that often co-exist with substance use disorders (Wilens et al. 2011). Public 

health emphasizes prevention at the population level through policies, surveillance, and health promotion 

campaigns (Glanz & Bishop 2010). Social work plays a critical role in addressing family dynamics, socio-

economic disparities, and community-level interventions (Fraser et al. 2011). Education systems provide 

structured environments for preventive programs, including social-emotional learning and resilience 
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training (Greenberg et al. 2003). The convergence of these fields allows behavioral health sciences to 

deliver comprehensive strategies to prevent adolescent substance use. 

Theoretical Models Underpinning Substance Use Prevention 

Several behavioral health theories guide prevention strategies for adolescent substance use. Social 

Learning Theory posits that substance use behaviors are learned through observation, imitation, and 

reinforcement, highlighting the influence of peers and media on adolescent decision-making (Bandura 

1977). Ecological Systems Theory expands the lens by emphasizing the multiple interacting systems—

family, school, peers, community, and policy—that shape adolescent behavior (Bronfenbrenner 1994). 

The Health Belief Model explains substance use decisions through individual perceptions of risk, 

benefits, and barriers, along with cues to action that influence behavior change (Rosenstock et al. 1988). 

These models collectively underscore the need for multi-level interventions that address individual, 

interpersonal, and structural determinants of substance use. 

 

3. Epidemiology of Adolescent Substance Use 

Global Trends and Statistics on Alcohol, Tobacco, and Illicit Drugs 

Adolescent substance use continues to be a widespread public health challenge with significant global 

variation. According to the World Health Organization, more than 13% of adolescents aged 15–19 

currently consume alcohol, with higher rates in Europe and the Americas compared to Southeast Asia and 

Africa (WHO 2021). Tobacco use is similarly prevalent, with estimates suggesting that nearly 38 million 

adolescents worldwide smoke cigarettes or use smokeless tobacco products (CDC 2022). Illicit drug use, 

particularly cannabis, remains the most common, with the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime 

reporting that approximately 4.7% of adolescents have used cannabis in the past year, while opioid use is 

increasing in parts of North America and Asia (UNODC 2023). Early initiation of substance use is 

associated with higher risks of long-term dependency, school dropout, and adverse mental health outcomes 

(Degenhardt et al. 2016). 

Risk and Protective Factors (Individual, Family, School, Community) 

The epidemiology of adolescent substance use is shaped by a complex interplay of risk and protective 

factors. At the individual level, personality traits such as impulsivity, sensation-seeking, and low self-

control increase vulnerability to experimentation (Ksinan Jiskrova et al. 2020). Family factors, including 

parental substance use, lack of supervision, and poor communication, are strong predictors of adolescent 

drug involvement, whereas supportive parenting and strong family bonds act as protective mechanisms 

(Ryan et al. 2010). Within the school environment, academic failure, bullying, and weak school 

engagement elevate risks, while school connectedness and positive teacher-student relationships reduce 

them (Henry et al. 2011). At the community level, factors such as peer group norms, availability of 

substances, and neighborhood disadvantage play critical roles in shaping adolescent behaviors (Hawkins 

et al. 1992). These multilevel influences highlight the need for prevention strategies that target multiple 

ecological layers simultaneously. 

Influence of Socio-Economic and Cultural Contexts 

Substance use among adolescents is also influenced by broader socio-economic and cultural factors. 

Poverty, social inequality, and limited access to healthcare contribute to higher rates of substance misuse 

in marginalized communities (Patrick et al. 2019). Cultural norms regarding alcohol and tobacco—such 

as their acceptance in social gatherings or religious restrictions—shape patterns of initiation and use across 

different societies (Room et al. 2010). In high-income countries, substance use is often linked to peer 
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pressure and recreational contexts, while in low- and middle-income countries, economic stress and 

exposure to adverse childhood experiences increase susceptibility (Patton et al. 2018). Migration, 

globalization, and digital media have further influenced adolescent attitudes by normalizing substance use 

in certain cultural settings (Livingstone et al. 2017). Thus, epidemiological trends must be interpreted 

within the socio-cultural fabric to design effective, context-specific interventions. 

 

4. Insights from Behavioral Health Sciences 

Cognitive-Behavioral Mechanisms in Substance Use Initiation and Maintenance 

Cognitive-behavioral research emphasizes that adolescents often initiate substance use due to distorted 

beliefs about perceived benefits, such as stress relief, social acceptance, or enhanced performance (Beck 

2011). Once initiated, reinforcement mechanisms—both positive (euphoria, relaxation) and negative 

(avoidance of stress or withdrawal symptoms)—sustain continued use (Marlatt & Donovan 2005). 

Maladaptive coping strategies, including avoidance and impulsive decision-making, increase 

susceptibility to regular use and eventual dependency (Wills & Ainette 2010). These cognitive-behavioral 

insights form the foundation of preventive interventions such as cognitive-behavioral therapy (CBT), 

which focuses on restructuring maladaptive thoughts and enhancing self-regulation. 

Role of Mental Health Comorbidities (Depression, Anxiety, ADHD) 

Substance use in adolescents frequently co-occurs with mental health disorders, a phenomenon explained 

by both self-medication and shared neurobiological vulnerabilities. Depression and anxiety are strongly 

linked with alcohol and cannabis use, often as a coping mechanism for negative affect (Buckner et al. 

2008). Adolescents with attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) also demonstrate higher risks of 

early initiation due to impulsivity and difficulties with executive control (Wilens et al. 2011). These 

comorbidities complicate treatment outcomes, as untreated psychiatric conditions increase relapse rates 

and reduce the effectiveness of prevention programs (Kessler et al. 2016). Hence, integrated behavioral 

health models that simultaneously address mental health and substance use are critical. 

Impact of Peer Pressure, Family Dynamics, and Social Norms 

Behavioral health sciences highlight the significant role of social environments in shaping substance use 

patterns. Peer influence, especially in adolescence, remains one of the strongest predictors of initiation, as 

social modeling and perceived peer approval normalize risky behaviors (Maxwell 2002). Family dynamics 

also play a central role: inconsistent parenting, lack of supervision, and parental substance use increase 

risk, whereas open communication and parental monitoring act as protective factors (Ryan et al. 2010). 

Broader social norms, such as community tolerance of alcohol and tobacco use or glamorization of drug 

use in media, further perpetuate risky behaviors (Room et al. 2010). These insights emphasize the 

importance of family-centered and community-based prevention strategies. 

Neurodevelopmental Insights: Adolescent Brain Vulnerability 

From a neurodevelopmental perspective, adolescence is marked by an imbalance between the limbic 

system, which drives reward-seeking, and the still-developing prefrontal cortex, which governs executive 

function and self-control (Steinberg 2017). This developmental mismatch renders adolescents more prone 

to risk-taking, novelty-seeking, and susceptibility to peer influence (Casey et al. 2008). Substance use 

during this period can disrupt critical brain maturation processes, particularly in regions related to 

memory, decision-making, and impulse regulation (Volkow et al. 2014). Early exposure also increases the 

likelihood of long-term structural and functional impairments, highlighting the urgency of prevention 

during this vulnerable developmental window. 
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5. Interventions and Preventive Strategies 

5.1 School-Based Interventions 

Schools provide an ideal platform for preventive efforts, given their universal reach and ability to shape 

adolescent socialization. Social-emotional learning (SEL) programs strengthen self-awareness, 

emotional regulation, and decision-making, thereby reducing susceptibility to peer pressure and risky 

behaviors. Evidence shows that SEL-based interventions such as the PATHS (Promoting Alternative 

Thinking Strategies) program reduce substance use initiation by improving coping and problem-solving 

skills (Greenberg et al. 2003). Similarly, life skills training and resilience-building programs focus on 

enhancing adolescents’ capacity to resist social influences and handle stress. The Life Skills Training (LST) 

program demonstrated long-term reductions in tobacco, alcohol, and drug use by targeting self-

management and social competence (Botvin & Griffin 2004). These school-based interventions highlight 

the effectiveness of equipping students with psychosocial tools to navigate high-risk situations. 

5.2 Family-Based Interventions 

Family environments significantly influence adolescent behaviors, making family-focused strategies 

essential. Parenting programs and family therapy approaches—such as the Strengthening Families 

Program—have been shown to reduce adolescent substance use by promoting consistent discipline, 

improving parental involvement, and addressing intergenerational cycles of misuse (Kumpfer et al. 2010). 

Communication enhancement and parental monitoring interventions further strengthen protective 

factors by fostering open dialogue and encouraging parents to set clear expectations. Research indicates 

that adolescents with strong parental monitoring are less likely to engage in early initiation and 

experimentation with substances (Ryan et al. 2010). These findings suggest that empowering families can 

act as a powerful buffer against risk exposure. 

5.3 Community and Policy Interventions 

At the broader societal level, prevention efforts extend to community mobilization and regulatory 

measures. Community mobilization and youth empowerment initiatives build resilience through 

collective responsibility and engagement in pro-social activities, such as sports or volunteerism, which 

reduce the appeal of substance use (Hawkins et al. 2002). Policy frameworks also play a critical role. 

Policy-driven approaches—including minimum age restrictions, advertising bans, taxation, and public 

health campaigns—have consistently shown effectiveness in lowering tobacco and alcohol use among 

adolescents (Wakefield et al. 2010). For example, restrictions on alcohol advertising in Europe have been 

linked to delayed initiation of drinking (Anderson et al. 2009). These interventions demonstrate that 

structural policies can complement individual-level behavioral approaches by altering the broader 

environment. 

5.4 Digital and Technology-Driven Interventions 

In the digital era, technology-based strategies are increasingly relevant. E-health and m-health 

interventions, such as smartphone applications and online cognitive-behavioral modules, provide 

accessible and scalable prevention tools that appeal to digitally native adolescents (Riper et al. 2010). 

Studies show that interactive web-based interventions significantly reduce alcohol and cannabis use by 

providing personalized feedback and motivational enhancement (Newton et al. 2009). Additionally, social 

media and AI-based prevention strategies are gaining traction. AI-driven chatbots and predictive 

analytics can identify at-risk youth and deliver tailored interventions, while social media campaigns can 

reshape peer norms around substance use (Montag et al. 2021). These emerging tools highlight the promise 

of integrating behavioral health science with digital innovation for effective, wide-reaching prevention. 
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6. Emerging Trends in Prevention 

Trauma-Informed Approaches to Prevention 

Recent advances in behavioral health emphasize the role of trauma in shaping adolescent vulnerability to 

substance use. Adverse childhood experiences (ACEs)—including abuse, neglect, and household 

dysfunction—are strongly associated with higher rates of early initiation and substance use disorders 

(Felitti et al. 1998). Trauma-informed prevention frameworks aim to create safe, supportive 

environments that recognize the impact of trauma while fostering resilience. Programs integrating trauma-

sensitive practices in schools and community services have shown reductions in risky behaviors and 

improved emotional regulation (Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration 2014). This 

approach underscores the need to address root causes rather than only surface-level behaviors. 

Integration of Behavioral Health with Primary Care 

An emerging trend is the integration of behavioral health services into primary care, often referred to 

as the “medical home” model. Adolescents frequently access primary healthcare, making it a strategic 

point for early screening and intervention. Evidence indicates that embedding behavioral health 

professionals within primary care increases the identification of at-risk youth and facilitates timely 

interventions (Kolko & Perrin 2014). For instance, primary care-based screening and brief interventions 

(SBIRT) for alcohol and drug use have shown significant effectiveness in reducing risky behaviors among 

adolescents (Mitchell et al. 2016). Integration ensures a holistic, continuous approach to adolescent health, 

bridging the gap between mental health and medical services. 

Culturally Tailored Interventions for Diverse Populations 

Cultural contexts significantly shape perceptions of risk, substance availability, and intervention 

acceptability. Culturally tailored prevention programs adapt intervention content to reflect the values, 

norms, and communication styles of specific populations. For example, family-centered programs in 

Latino communities emphasize collectivist values and family cohesion, resulting in improved outcomes 

compared to generic interventions (Castro et al. 2010). Similarly, Indigenous youth prevention programs 

incorporating cultural traditions and community elders have demonstrated greater engagement and 

sustainability (Gone 2013). These examples highlight the necessity of culturally responsive approaches to 

ensure effectiveness across diverse populations. 

Precision Prevention Using Data Analytics and Personalized Risk Assessments 

The application of precision prevention in adolescent substance use is gaining momentum, inspired by 

personalized medicine approaches. Advances in data analytics, including machine learning, allow for the 

identification of individualized risk profiles based on genetics, behavioral traits, and environmental 

exposures (Schulte et al. 2019). Personalized interventions—such as targeted digital feedback or adaptive 

CBT modules—can then be delivered to adolescents most at risk. For example, predictive models using 

electronic health records and social data have successfully identified adolescents with elevated likelihoods 

of initiating substance use (Walsh et al. 2018). Precision prevention represents a paradigm shift toward 

tailoring strategies to individual and contextual needs rather than relying solely on generalized population-

based programs. 

 

7. Challenges and Gaps 

Barriers to Implementing Behavioral Health Interventions 

Despite strong evidence for behavioral health interventions, implementation remains a challenge due to 

limited resources, workforce shortages, and structural inequalities. Many schools and community 
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programs lack trained professionals to deliver evidence-based interventions effectively (Fixsen et al. 

2005). Additionally, logistical barriers such as inadequate funding, weak referral systems, and fragmented 

service delivery reduce the overall impact of these programs (Kazdin & Rabbitt 2013). In low- and middle-

income countries, health infrastructure constraints further exacerbate these barriers, leaving vulnerable 

populations underserved (Patton et al. 2018). 

Ethical Issues in Adolescent-Focused Programs 

Adolescent-focused prevention efforts raise important ethical considerations, particularly concerning 

autonomy, consent, and confidentiality. Adolescents may be reluctant to engage in programs if they fear 

stigma or breaches of privacy, especially when substance use behaviors are disclosed (Schwartz 2010). 

Moreover, the balance between parental involvement and adolescent confidentiality creates dilemmas for 

practitioners (Ford et al. 2016). Ethical concerns also extend to digital interventions, where issues of data 

security and responsible use of predictive analytics must be addressed (Montag et al. 2021). Ensuring that 

interventions respect adolescent rights while maintaining effectiveness is an ongoing challenge. 

Limited Scalability and Sustainability of Community-Based Models 

While community-based programs have shown promise, scalability and sustainability remain major 

limitations. Many initiatives are pilot projects with limited long-term funding, making them difficult to 

expand beyond local settings (Spoth et al. 2013). Community-driven approaches often rely on volunteer 

networks and temporary grants, which limit continuity and replication (Kumpfer et al. 2010). Without 

institutionalization into public health systems or education policies, these programs struggle to achieve 

broad, sustainable impact. Thus, scaling up requires integration with formal infrastructures and consistent 

investment. 

Gaps in Longitudinal Evidence and Cross-Cultural Applicability 

Another challenge lies in the limited availability of longitudinal data that can establish causal pathways 

between interventions and long-term outcomes. Many studies focus on short-term behavioral changes, 

leaving uncertainty about sustained effects into adulthood (Tanner-Smith et al. 2015). Furthermore, most 

evidence comes from high-income countries, raising questions about cross-cultural applicability. 

Interventions designed in Western contexts may not translate effectively to low- and middle-income 

settings where cultural norms, family structures, and resource availability differ (Castro et al. 2010). This 

gap underscores the importance of conducting culturally grounded, long-term studies to ensure 

generalizability and equity in prevention strategies. 

 

8. Future Directions 

Hybrid Models Combining Behavioral Health Sciences with Digital Innovations 

Future prevention strategies are likely to rely on hybrid models that merge traditional behavioral health 

approaches with digital technologies. For instance, combining evidence-based cognitive-behavioral 

therapy (CBT) modules with smartphone applications has shown promise in improving engagement and 

accessibility among adolescents (Riper et al. 2010). Artificial intelligence (AI) and machine learning can 

further personalize interventions by identifying risk patterns and delivering tailored digital content 

(Montag et al. 2021). Hybrid approaches not only address logistical barriers but also resonate with digitally 

native adolescents, ensuring wider reach and sustained participation. 

Role of Schools as Integrated Hubs for Prevention 

Schools are increasingly envisioned as integrated hubs for health and prevention, extending their role 

beyond education to include behavioral health services. Embedding prevention programs within school 
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curricula ensures universal access and reduces stigma (Greenberg et al. 2003). Evidence from whole-

school models shows that integrating social-emotional learning, peer mentoring, and counseling services 

significantly lowers substance use initiation (Durlak et al. 2011). Future directions should emphasize 

multi-sector collaboration between schools, families, and community organizations to create 

comprehensive prevention ecosystems. 

Policy Priorities for Adolescent Mental Health and Substance Use Prevention 

Strengthening policy frameworks is critical for scaling prevention efforts globally. Policies that regulate 

advertising, increase taxation on tobacco and alcohol, and enforce age restrictions have already 

demonstrated effectiveness (Wakefield et al. 2010). However, future priorities must include explicit 

integration of adolescent mental health and substance use into national health strategies (Patton et al. 

2016). International policy alignment under the WHO and UN frameworks can help standardize 

approaches and ensure equity in access to preventive services. Advocacy for resource allocation and 

training of behavioral health professionals should also be at the forefront of policy action. 

Research Needs: Longitudinal Studies, Culturally Adaptive Frameworks, and Integration with SDG 

Health Goals 

Research gaps remain a major obstacle to informed policymaking and practice. There is a need for 

longitudinal studies to evaluate the long-term effectiveness of adolescent-focused prevention programs 

(Tanner-Smith et al. 2015). Additionally, interventions must adopt culturally adaptive frameworks, as 

strategies developed in Western contexts often fail to resonate in diverse cultural settings (Castro et al. 

2010). Future research should also align with the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals 

(SDGs), particularly SDG 3, which emphasizes good health and well-being. Integrating adolescent 

substance use prevention into global development agendas will strengthen accountability and investment 

in youth health outcomes (United Nations 2015). 

 

9. Conclusion 

Summary of Key Insights 

Adolescent substance use remains a global public health challenge, shaped by individual vulnerabilities, 

family dynamics, peer influences, and socio-cultural contexts (WHO 2021; UNODC 2023). Insights from 

behavioral health sciences emphasize that prevention must address cognitive-behavioral mechanisms, 

mental health comorbidities, and neurodevelopmental vulnerabilities (Steinberg 2017; Volkow et al. 

2014). A wide range of interventions—school-based, family-focused, community-driven, and digital—

have demonstrated effectiveness in delaying initiation and reducing risky behaviors (Botvin & Griffin 

2004; Kumpfer et al. 2010). 

Contribution of Behavioral Health Sciences to Addressing Adolescent Substance Use 

Behavioral health sciences offer a robust framework for understanding and preventing adolescent 

substance use through interdisciplinary approaches that integrate psychology, psychiatry, public health, 

and education (Matarazzo 1980; Glanz & Bishop 2010). By grounding interventions in theories such as 

Social Learning Theory and Ecological Systems Theory, prevention programs address both individual 

behaviors and systemic influences (Bandura 1977; Bronfenbrenner 1994). Moreover, behavioral science 

approaches have shifted the paradigm from punitive models to holistic, evidence-based strategies that 

promote resilience, coping, and positive youth development (Greenberg et al. 2003). 

Roadmap for Multidisciplinary, Evidence-Based Prevention 

The path forward requires a multidisciplinary roadmap that combines behavioral health insights with  
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emerging innovations. Hybrid models integrating digital health, school-based hubs, and culturally tailored 

interventions will be crucial in reaching diverse populations (Montag et al. 2021; Castro et al. 2010). 

Policy frameworks must prioritize adolescent mental health and prevention efforts, while research should 

focus on longitudinal studies and alignment with global health goals such as the SDGs (Tanner-Smith et 

al. 2015; United Nations 2015). Ultimately, a comprehensive, evidence-based, and collaborative 

approach—bridging families, schools, communities, healthcare systems, and policymakers—holds the 

greatest promise in reducing adolescent substance use and fostering healthier futures for youth. 
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