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Abstract

Background: Alcohol and other substance use disorders usually begin with substance use in adolescence. Pediatric primary
care offices, where most adolescents receive health care, are a promising venue for early identification of substance use and for
brief intervention to prevent associated problems and the development of substance use disorder.

Objective: This study tests the effects of a computer-facilitated screening and brief intervention (cSBI) system (the CRAFFT
[Car, Relax, Alone, Forget, Family/Friends, Trouble] Interactive System [CRAFFT-IS]) on heavy episodic drinking, riding with
a driver who is substance impaired, or driving while substance impaired among adolescents aged 14 to 17 years presenting for a
well visit at pediatric primary care practices.

Methods: We are conducting a cluster randomized controlled trial of the CRAFFT-IS versus usual care and recruiting up to 40
primary care clinicians at up to 20 pediatric primary care practices within the American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP) Pediatric
Research in Office Settings network. Clinicians are randomized 1:1 within each practice to implement the CRAFFT-IS or usual
care with a target sample size of 1300 adolescent patients aged 14 to 17 years. At study start, intervention clinicians complete
web-based modules, trainer-led live sessions, and mock sessions to establish baseline competency with intervention counseling.
Adolescents receive mailed recruitment materials that invite adolescents to complete an eligibility survey. Eligible and interested
adolescents provide informed assent (parental permission requirement has been waived). Before their visit, enrolled adolescents
seeing intervention clinicians complete a self-administered web-based CRAFFT screening questionnaire and view brief
psychoeducational content illustrating substance use–associated health risks. During the visit, intervention clinicians access a
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computerized summary of the patient’s screening results and a tailored counseling script to deliver a motivational interviewing–based
brief intervention. All participants complete previsit, postvisit, and 12-month follow-up study assessments. Primary outcomes
include past 90-day heavy episodic drinking and riding with a driver who is substance impaired at 3-, 6-, 9-, and 12-month
follow-ups. Multiple logistic regression modeling with generalized estimating equations and mixed effects modeling will be used
in outcomes analyses. Exploratory aims include examining other substance use outcomes (eg, cannabis and nicotine vaping),
potential mediators of intervention effect (eg, self-efficacy not to drink), and effect moderation by baseline risk level and
sociodemographic characteristics.

Results: The AAP Institutional Review Board approved this study. The first practice and clinicians were enrolled in August
2022; as of July 2023, a total of 6 practices (23 clinicians) had enrolled. Recruitment is expected to continue until late 2024 or
early 2025. Data collection will be completed in 2025 or 2026.

Conclusions: Findings from this study will inform the promotion of high-quality screening and brief intervention efforts in
pediatric primary care with the aim of reducing alcohol-related morbidity and mortality during adolescence and beyond.

Trial Registration: ClinicalTrials.gov NCT04450966; https://www.clinicaltrials.gov/study/NCT04450966

International Registered Report Identifier (IRRID): DERR1-10.2196/55039

(JMIR Res Protoc 2024;13:e55039) doi: 10.2196/55039
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Introduction

Background and Rationale
Alcohol and other drugs are a major contributor to morbidity
and mortality each year [1]. Most substance use disorders
(SUDs) have a pediatric origin, and substance use remains
among the most prevalent of adolescent risk behaviors [2-4].
In addition, motor vehicle crashes remain a leading cause of
death among adolescents, and alcohol- or drug-impaired driving
and riding with a driver who is substance impaired play a major
role [5].

Pediatric primary care offices, where the majority of adolescents
receive health care [6], are a promising venue for early
identification of problematic substance use among adolescents
and for brief intervention to prevent further problems. A
substantial and increasing proportion of adolescents see a
primary care clinician yearly [7] and have trusting, longitudinal
relationships with their clinicians [8]. Primary care visits are
opportunities for private conversations that support adolescents’
autonomy and confidentiality while placing topics such as
substance use in a nonpejorative health risk context.

The American Academy of Pediatrics (AAP) recommends
alcohol, tobacco, and other drug use annual screening as part
of routine care starting at age 11 years [9,10]. However, a
national survey found that only approximately half of
adolescents who had a past-year visit with a physician reported
being asked about alcohol use [11,12]. Even when substance
use screenings are performed, they can be of low quality if
clinicians do not use a structured, validated screening tool or if
they ask questions while caregivers are present [13,14].
Screenings also seldom include questions about
substance-impaired driving or riding with a driver who is
substance impaired [15]. Pediatric primary care clinicians also
face barriers to brief intervention based on screen responses,
including insufficient time during the appointment, a lack of
familiarity with validated screening tools, and a lack of

experience with managing care for patients who screen positive
[16-18].

To overcome these barriers, digital technology can be applied
to support consistent, effective screening and tailored
intervention for adolescent substance use using evidence-based
tools and approaches [19,20]. Clinicians may prefer to use
technological tools such as tablet computers for previsit
screening and electronic medical record–embedded decision
support to enable brief intervention delivery [21]. Accordingly,
we designed the CRAFFT (Car, Relax, Alone, Forget,
Family/Friends, Trouble) Interactive System (CRAFFT-IS) to
increase the frequency and quality of screenings in pediatric
primary care, support a personalized response to results, and
efficiently address alcohol and drug use and associated riding
risks [22]. The CRAFFT-IS comprises a computer
self-administered screening for patients (using the well-validated
and widely used CRAFFT screening tool [23-25]), followed by
psychoeducational content on the health risks of substance use,
which adolescents complete before the clinician encounter.
Clinicians access a computerized dashboard to view their
patient’s screening results and prompts for brief motivational
interviewing (MI)–based counseling tailored to their patient’s
screening responses (clinician report).

CRAFFT-IS development was informed by the
information-motivation-behavioral skills model [26], the health
belief model [27,28], and social cognitive theory [29,30]. These
models posit that individuals’health risk behaviors are predicted
by their attention to the behavior, knowledge about its health
impacts, perceived severity of the harms that could result,
perceived benefits of avoiding the behavior, and perceived
self-efficacy to avoid the behavior. The CRAFFT-IS uses an
MI-based approach to alert patients’ attention to the topic of
alcohol use within a health context, enhance their awareness
and perceived severity of the potential health harms of alcohol
use, and boost their motivation and self-efficacy to avoid use.
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We tested an initial version of the CRAFFT-IS among
adolescent primary care patients at 9 practices in 3 New England
states (Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Vermont) using a
quasi-experimental design in which each office served as its
own historical control (usual care [UC] phase followed by
intervention phase; details reported elsewhere) [31-34].
Compared to UC patients, intervention patients reported double
the rate of receiving clinician advice about alcohol and, among
those with prior drinking at baseline, had one-third lower
drinking risk in the 3-month follow-up [31]. We also found a
22% lower risk for heavy episodic drinking (HED) among those
with prior HED at baseline and a 30% lower risk for riding with
a driver who is substance impaired [33].

We then enhanced the clinician advice to include brief MI
strategies (eg, eliciting a patient’s own reasons for avoiding
use) while keeping the counseling brief enough for delivery by
busy primary care clinicians. We pilot-tested this enhanced
system compared to UC among adolescent patients seen for
well visits at 5 Boston-area pediatric practices in a
patient-randomized controlled trial. Intervention patients
reported a 21% higher rate of receiving counseling about
alcohol. Those reporting prior drinking at baseline (n=192) had
a 34% lower risk for reporting HED during the 12-month
follow-up [22]. Furthermore, those with riding risk at baseline
(n=99) had a 42% lower risk of reporting riding with a driver
who is substance impaired at the 12-month follow-up [35]. The
CRAFFT-IS was also highly acceptable to the clinicians in the
study, with 90% of the 49 clinicians agreeing that the system
was useful, and 82% reporting that it increased their confidence
in providing brief counseling [36].

To evaluate the replicability of these findings in a larger, more
geographically diverse sample, we are now conducting a
multisite effectiveness trial of the CRAFFT-IS among adolescent
patients aged 14 to 17 years presenting for a well visit at
practices within the national AAP Pediatric Research in Office
Settings (PROS) network. This trial uses a clinician-randomized
design, plans an adequately powered sample, and tests the
intervention more broadly beyond New England. The
CRAFFT-IS being tested in this study includes an updated
version of the CRAFFT screen that includes nicotine vaping,
now a leading form of substance use among adolescents [37].
It also includes updated psychoeducation material to reflect
more current scientific knowledge and a revised brief counseling
protocol to enhance alignment with MI-based counseling
approaches.

Objectives
The primary objective of the Adolescent Substance Use
Prevention and Intervention Research (ASPIRE) study is to test
the effect of the CRAFFT-IS on past 90-day HED over 12
months’follow-up among adolescents who report past 12-month
drinking at baseline. Our secondary objective is to test the effect
of the CRAFFT-IS on riding with a driver who is substance
impaired or driving while substance impaired (riding or driving
risk) over 12 months’ follow-up. Additional exploratory study
objectives include evaluating (1) hypothesized effect mediators
(eg, perceived risk of harm and refusal self-efficacy) and
moderators (eg, baseline risk level and gender), (2) efficacy for

reducing the use of other commonly used substances among
adolescents (ie, nicotine and cannabis), and (3) efficacy for
reducing the negative consequences of substance use.

Methods

Study Team
This study is being performed in the national AAP PROS
network of pediatric primary care practices.The AAP PROS
network consists of pediatrician members whose guiding mission
is to improve the health of children and enhance primary care
practice by conducting and fostering national collaborative
practice-based research. Boston Children’s Hospital (BCH)
investigators are conducting the study in collaboration with the
AAP PROS team. BCH conducts patient recruitment; participant
retention; and data collection, management, and analysis
activities. BCH also provides training and fidelity monitoring
for clinicians delivering the intervention and convenes the data
safety and monitoring board (DSMB). The AAP PROS team
leads practice and clinician recruitment and data collection
activities and hosts 2 PROS-member pediatrician advisors who
provide input on study decisions from the perspective of
community-based pediatric primary care clinicians.

Ethical Considerations
The AAP Institutional Review Board (IRB) is the single IRB
for the study. The AAP IRB initially approved this study on
May 27, 2022, after full board review (#22 HA 01). Approval
included a waiver of parental permission and a partial waiver
of Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA)
authorization. We sought a partial waiver of HIPAA
authorization because patient recruitment activities involve the
exchange of patient health information from practices to the
BCH study team. Furthermore, we sought a waiver of parental
permission due to the minimal risk nature of the study, the
developmental maturity of the target sample (adolescents aged
14-17 years), and the sensitivity of the substance-related topic.
Our previous study on consent in adolescent substance use
research showed that requiring parental permission resulted in
a substantially higher study refusal rate (60% vs 20%) and a
sample biased toward lower levels of substance use and
substance-related problems [38]. Importantly, recruitment and
assent materials state the voluntary nature of the study,
emphasize that eligible adolescents do not have to have used
alcohol or other substances to join the study, and
encourage—but do not require—adolescents to discuss the study
with their caregivers. The combination of these conditions
supports parental involvement, preserves the privacy and
confidentiality of adolescents who do use alcohol or other
substances, and acknowledges adolescent autonomy to make
an informed decision about participating.

The protocol version described in this paper was approved on
June 21, 2023. Should there be modifications to the approved
protocol or study materials, we will submit an amendment to
the AAP IRB, and if applicable, the relying IRB at BCH. In
addition, we will report scientific changes to the National
Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism (NIAAA) as needed
or in the yearly progress report, at which point we will also
update the trial registry on ClinicalTrials.gov.
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In this trial, patient privacy and confidentiality protection is
supported by executing a data transfer agreement between
participating practices and BCH, assigning patients a numeric
study identifier and by storing identifiable data in secure and
restricted-access network locations separate from survey data.
This study operates under a National Institutes of Health
certificate of confidentiality. Assent materials state that only
deidentified data will be shared outside of the study team (refer
to the Data Access and Dissemination subsection).

Participating clinicians and practice staff members are required
to provide informed consent. AAP PROS staff will send study
recruitment materials to the designated contact clinician at each
potentially eligible practice. Practices that are interested in
participating will have a designated lead clinician submit a
practice intake survey to confirm study eligibility of the practice
and its clinicians. If practices are eligible, the AAP PROS staff
will obtain written informed consent from all participating
clinicians (Multimedia Appendix 1) as well as designated
practice staff members who will handle and exchange patient
data, answer patient or family questions, and otherwise support
study activities at their site. Each participating practice will be
offered a US $1000 honorarium after concluding patient
recruitment at their practice and be able to keep all
intervention-related materials, including the tablet computers
provided for CRAFFT-IS implementation. Clinicians will be
offered lunch accommodations (up to US $25 per person) for
attending study orientation training and debriefing focus groups.
In addition, clinicians in both trial arms can receive up to 12
continuing medical education credits for completing study
training activities (UC clinicians will be offered CRAFFT-IS
training at study completion at their practice). Board-certified
pediatricians in the intervention arm may also receive optional
maintenance of Certification Part 4 (up to 25 points) for a quality
improvement activity spanning at least 3 quarterly feedback
cycles. To complete this certification, intervention clinicians
receive their participating patients’ aggregated postvisit data
reporting receipt of counseling and compare their performance
with a standardized benchmark. Intervention clinicians receive
a US $5 electronic merchandise gift card for attending an
optional office hour with the trainers by videoconference every
1 to 2 months and US $10 for completing a debriefing survey
about their experience of, and views about, the CRAFFT-IS at
study completion.

Adolescents must provide verbal informed assent to participate
(Multimedia Appendix 2). On a regular schedule (eg, every 2
weeks), each practice will send a BCH research assistant (RA)
a list of age-eligible adolescent patients with upcoming well
visits in the next 2 to 6 weeks. The BCH RA will then mail a
study invitation coaddressed to adolescents and their caregivers,
which includes an informational letter on the practice’s
letterhead and a study flyer with a QR code that leads to the
brief study eligibility survey. Recruitment materials emphasize
that adolescents do not need to have used substances to join the
study, just as those with riding risk do not need to have used a
substance themselves. Within 2 weeks of an adolescent’s
scheduled visit, the RA will attempt to contact the adolescent
by telephone to invite them to complete the eligibility survey,
which the RA, based on the adolescent’s preference, can

administer verbally or send for self-completion using an
electronic link by SMS text message or email. At any point, a
caregiver or adolescent can opt out of being contacted further.
Eligible patients will be directed to an electronic information
sheet and a 5-minute video brochure developed in collaboration
with youth advisors. During a telephone call before the
adolescent patients’ visit, a BCH RA will summarize key
information using a standard assent script. If willing to join the
study and able to answer 6 questions assessing study
understanding correctly, adolescents will have the option to
discuss the study with a parent or guardian and may then provide
their verbal assent to participate. Adolescents who turn 18 during
the study period will be asked to consent as an adult on or near
their 18th birthday.

In addition to obtaining study assent, we will ask adolescents
whether they assent or decline to have their deidentified study
data shared with the NIAAA Data Archive (NIAAADA), a
national data repository to which NIAAA-funded investigators
conducting human subjects research are expected to submit
deidentified individual-level data [39]. This data sharing is not
a condition of study participation and does not require parental
permission. Adolescents can receive up to US $100 in
small-value merchandise electronic gift cards for completion
of study surveys (US $5, US $10, or US $15 for a survey,
depending on its length).

Study Design and Randomization
The study is a cluster randomized controlled trial involving 2
arms, intervention (CRAFFT-IS) and control (UC), with
prospective follow-up for 12 months. Clinician randomization
occurs within practice and on a rolling basis as practices enroll
into the study. Participating pediatric primary care clinicians
(doctor of medicine [MD], doctor of osteopathic medicine [DO],
nurse practitioner [NP], and physician assistant [PA]) are
randomly assigned to 1 of the study arms in a 1:1 ratio.
Randomization is performed using a computerized, adaptive
biased coin minimization scheme, which minimizes imbalance
on the following factors, ranked by priority: clinician type (MD
or DO vs NP or PA) and years in practice (≥10 vs <10) [40,41].
Compared to permuted blocks, adaptive biased coin
minimization randomization has superior efficiency for
achieving balance across multiple factors in studies with small
units of randomization.

Clinicians are assigned a unique numeric code for temporary
blinding while being randomized. After randomization, clinician
study arm assignments are unblinded and shared with the study
team. Study arm assignments cannot be blinded because the
study team needs to train clinicians according to group
assignment.

Study Population, Sample Size, and Statistical Power

Practices and Clinicians
We will recruit up to 20 practices within the AAP PROS
network, with up to 40 clinicians enrolled across these practices.
To be eligible to participate, practices must (1) have at least 2
interested and eligible clinicians (clinician eligibility criteria
are presented later in this subsection), (2) have a high-speed
wireless internet connection available to ensure connectivity of
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study tablet computers, and (3) have an adolescent patient
population that is primarily English speaking (the CRAFFT-IS
has, to date, been tested only in English). Practices must not (1)
be a practice or continuity clinic where residents or medical
students routinely provide adolescent care (because trainees
may not be available for training, implementation, and data
collection for the duration of the practice’s participation in the
study) or (2) have recently participated or be participating in
other initiatives to improve adolescent substance use screening
and brief intervention in their practice. Eligible clinicians (1)
must be a clinician (MD, DO, NP, or PA) who sees patients for
well visits and (2) must see ≥6 adolescents aged 14 to 17 years
per week, on average, or approximately 300 adolescents per
year, for well visits.

Adolescents
We aim to enroll a minimum of 1300 adolescent participants.
Eligible adolescents must (1) present for an annual well visit
with a participating clinician in either study arm, (2) be aged
14 to 17 years at the time of their well visit, (3) report past
12-month alcohol use or past 12-month riding risk, and (4) have
a smartphone and be willing to share their mobile phone number
with the study team. We chose the minimum age of 14 years
because there is low prevalence of prior alcohol use among
younger adolescents (<5% of adolescents aged 12-13 years in
our prior studies reported past 12-month drinking [Harris SK,
unpublished data, 2019]). In addition, to be considered fully
enrolled, all adolescents must complete the previsit survey
before seeing their clinician, as well as the CRAFFT screen for
those scheduled to see a clinician in the intervention arm.
Adolescents must be willing and able to complete monthly
surveys for 12 months after their well visit.

Adolescent patients must not be (1) in foster care, (2) in college
or trade school at the time of their well visit, (3) currently
receiving counseling or treatment for a substance use concern
from a specialty clinician, or (4) perceived by their clinician to
be inappropriate for the study (eg, due to neurodevelopmental
delays or another medical priority at the time of visit).

We calculated the adolescent patient sample size by applying
recruitment and retention rates, alcohol use and riding risk
prevalence rates, intervention effect sizes, a within-clinician
clustering design effect (0.90), and the clinician intraclass
correlation coefficient for HED (0.008) seen in our pilot study
[22]. We estimated a 37% past 12-month drinking prevalence
rate, 28% riding risk prevalence rate among adolescents with
past 12-month drinking, and a 5.8% riding risk rate among those
with no past 12-month drinking. The 37% past 12-month
drinking prevalence rate is similar to the 36.1% prevalence rate
found on the 2018 Monitoring the Future Survey [42]. We
applied slightly more conservative rates of participation (80%
vs 82%) and retention (70% vs 75%) than those found in our
pilot study to ensure that we achieve a sample size with
sufficient power. With α set at ≤.05 and β at ≥.80, our power
calculation indicated that a minimum analysis sample size of
888 participants with 12-month follow-up data would provide
86% power to detect an effect size of ≥20% in our primary
outcome measure of HED. Applying the conservative estimate
of 70% retention at 12 months, we need to recruit a minimum

of 1268 participants. Thus, we estimate needing approximately
4200 adolescents to complete the eligibility survey, with 1600
(40% of those screened) meeting eligibility criteria, and 1300
(80% of those eligible) enrolling. To enroll this sample, we
anticipate enrolling an average of 40 patients per clinician
among up to 40 clinicians completing the study.

Intervention

Overview
The CRAFFT-IS was developed to leverage the power of digital
technology to provide a time-efficient and feasible way for busy
pediatric practices to improve both the frequency and quality
of adolescent substance use screening and counseling in primary
care. To this end, the CRAFFT-IS consists of the following
components: (1) previsit self-administered screen (CRAFFT
version with extra questions that are related to nicotine vaping
and tobacco use [CRAFFT 2.1+N]), immediately followed by
(2) brief interactive psychoeducational content on substance
use–related health risks, and (3) clinician delivery of brief
MI-based counseling during the confidential portion of the well
visit, guided by a computerized point-of-care decision support
tool called the clinician report. In addition, as an intervention
to reduce riding and driving risk, intervention clinicians provide
all participating patients and their caregivers with the Contract
for Life document [34,43]. These components are described in
greater detail in the following subsections.

Previsit Screening
To complete the previsit self-administered substance use
screening, adolescents will log in to a secure website via their
smartphone (before or at visit) or a tablet computer (at visit
only) and complete the CRAFFT 2.1+N, which assesses past
12-month substance use frequency, substance-related riding and
driving, and signs of problematic use (eg, uses when alone)
[44]. At a cut point of ≥2 yes answers, the CRAFFT is highly
sensitive (91%) and specific (90%) for detecting SUD in
adolescents [23]. The CRAFFT 2.1+N includes an item on past
12-month days of nicotine vaping and tobacco use and, if yes,
an item on past 30-day use. Endorsement of past 30-day nicotine
vaping or tobacco use is followed by the Hooked on Nicotine
Checklist (HONC), a well-validated 10-item screen for detecting
loss of autonomy over nicotine use in adolescents [45]. This
study will use a modified HONC that incorporates nicotine
vaping.

After completing the substance use screen, adolescents will be
asked to choose up to 3 personal values from a prespecified list
of 14 values (eg, creativity, family, honesty, and wealth), with
the option to write in their own. The selected values are
presented in the clinician report to support clinician-patient
rapport building and patient-centered MI-based counseling.

Previsit Psychoeducation
Next, adolescents view brief interactive psychoeducational web
pages on the health risks of substance use. These web pages
illustrate the unique vulnerability of adolescents to the health
harms of substance use through the presentation of scientific
evidence and true-life stories of adolescents. We developed this
content based on input from focus groups of youth who reported
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that this type of information was compelling [31]. For this study,
the content was updated to include information about the health
risks of nocotine vaping.

Clinician Report and Brief Counseling Protocol
The clinician report is a web-based dashboard designed to help
clinicians efficiently view their adolescent patients’ responses
to the substance use screening and values items and deliver brief
counseling tailored to the responses. On the basis of the
screening responses, counseling guidance is tailored to 1 of
three substance use profiles: (1) recent use (use of alcohol,
cannabis, or another drug in the past 3 months or use of tobacco

or nicotine in the past 30 days), (2) distant use (use of any
substance in the past 12 months but not in the past 3 months or
past 30 days for nicotine vaping and tobacco), and (3) riding
risk (no past 12-month substance use but past 12-month riding
in a vehicle with a driver who was substance impaired).

The brief counseling protocol is a modified form of the brief
negotiated interview, a structured MI-based counseling
intervention originally developed for use in emergency
departments and found to be efficacious in reducing substance
use in adolescents [46]. The counseling protocol is designed
for delivery in 5 to 10 minutes, depending on the severity of
risk. Counseling steps are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Overview of the Adolescent Substance Use Prevention Intervention Research (ASPIRE) multisite cluster randomized controlled trial’s brief
counseling protocol, which is delivered by intervention clinicians to participating adolescent patients who present for a well visit and report past 12-month
alcohol use, past 12-month riding risk, or both.

Riding riskcDistant usebRecent useaCounseling protocol steps

✓✓✓1. Engage and build rapport

✓✓✓2. Review screening results and assess further

✓3. Consider pros and cons of substance use (decisional balance)

✓✓✓4. Discuss health risks of substance use and riding risk

✓5. Evaluate readiness to change substance use (readiness ruler [47]) and reasons for change

✓d✓✓6. Elicit next steps toward behavior change and anticipate challenges

✓✓d✓d7. Wrap up by summarizing discussion and affirming autonomy and self-efficacy

aPatient reports past 3-month substance use. Patient may or may not report past 12-month riding with a driver who was substance impaired.
bPatient reports past 12-month substance use but no past 3-month use. Patient may or may not report past 12-month riding with a driver who was
substance impaired.
cPatient reports past 12-month riding with a driver who was substance impaired and no past 12-month substance use.
dClinician provides patient with the Contract for Life [43].

Recent use counseling uses the MI style of communication to
elicit the adolescent’s reasons for and problems with substance
use. The clinician discusses the adolescent’s values, shares
health information, explores the adolescent’s reasons for and
readiness to change their substance use behavior using a
readiness ruler [47], and guides the adolescent through planning
behavior change. The counseling concludes by summarizing
the discussion and affirming the adolescent’s autonomy and
self-efficacy. Distant use counseling involves affirming and
supporting the adolescent’s continued nonuse, discussing health
risks associated with past substance use, and anticipating and
planning for challenges with maintaining abstinence. Riding
risk counseling also includes affirmation and support of the
adolescent’s continued nonuse, discussion of health risks
associated with riding with a driver who is substance impaired,
and counseling to identify and plan safe transportation at all
times. Both the distant use and riding risk counseling protocols
are guided in a structured step-by-step manner similar to recent
use counseling.

Near the end of the brief tailored counseling, intervention
clinicians provide all participating patients with a paper or
electronic version of the Contract for Life. Developed by
Students Against Destructive Decisions, the Contract for Life
asks youth and their caregivers to develop and commit to a plan

to ensure that adolescents always have a safe ride home with a
sober driver [43].

Intervention Training and Fidelity Monitoring
Two clinicians with expertise in MI train intervention clinicians
to deliver the intervention counseling. Training was initially
structured as 5 self-study modules on a web-based learning
platform and 5 live sessions with expert trainers (approximately
7 total training hours). As scheduling the 5 live sessions was
found to be challenging with the first practice, the study team
restructured the training to include longer self-paced
asynchronous modules to reduce scheduling challenges without
changing the total number of training hours. The updated
training schedule consists of 5 self-study modules with recorded
lectures, 2 live counseling practice sessions, and 1 live technical
training session to orient clinicians to the clinician report and
tablet computers.

The self-study modules include video-recorded presentations
on MI-based counseling principles, the counseling steps for
each of the 3 risk categories, video-recorded mock counseling
demonstrations with accompanying annotated transcripts, and
self-assessment questions. In the 2 live sessions, the expert
trainers guide clinicians through case-based practice of the
counseling steps and provide feedback.
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To establish baseline competency, each clinician completes the
counseling steps with a standardized patient for each of the 3
risk categories in a single recorded videoconference session.
The trainers and 2 research staff members review these
recordings using a standardized rating form. The trainers then
meet with each clinician for individualized feedback and
coaching. For fidelity monitoring, clinicians complete mock
counseling sessions and receive feedback quarterly. In addition,
the intervention trainers host optional live videoconference
sessions (office hours) every 1 to 2 months for extra coaching.

Intervention Modification or Discontinuation
No concomitant care and interventions are prohibited during
the trial beyond those defined in the practice inclusion criteria.

We will withdraw a participant from the study if there is
evidence to suggest that continuing in the study may be
inappropriate (ie, there are intervening medical, mental health,
or social circumstances that preclude or disrupt participation).
Data collected from withdrawn participants will still be used in
the analysis.

Outcomes and Measures

Study Activities and Assessment Timeline
Figure 1 illustrates the chronology of participating clinician and
adolescent study activities.

Figure 1. Chronological overview of clinician and adolescent milestones during the Adolescent Substance Use Prevention Intervention Research
(ASPIRE) multisite cluster randomized trial. CRAFFT: Car, Relax, Alone, Forget, Family/Friends, Trouble.

Outcome Measures
A detailed listing of study outcome measures, their reference
sources where applicable, and time points of data collection is
presented in Table 2, and thus they are only briefly described
here. These measures are also reported in the ClinicalTrials.gov
registry.

Our primary outcome measure is past 90-day HED, as reported
by adolescents during the 12-month follow-up period, among
adolescents who report past 12-month drinking at baseline. HED
is defined using the age- and sex-specific cut points
recommended by the NIAAA: ≥3 drinks on a single occasion
for youth assigned female at birth who are aged 14 to 17 years,
≥4 drinks for youth assigned male at birth who are aged 14 to

15 years, and ≥5 drinks for youth assigned male at birth who
are aged 16 to 17 years [68]. Our secondary outcome measure
is any past 90-day riding with a driver who was substance
impaired (who used alcohol, cannabis, or another drug) or
driving while substance impaired. The exploratory outcomes
of interest include past 90-day days of use of other commonly
used substances among adolescents (ie, nicotine and cannabis)
and experience of negative consequences associated with alcohol
use (eg, missing school or work and getting into trouble at
school, home, or work). In addition, we will explore the
following intermediate outcome measures as hypothesized effect
mediators: (1) report of readiness to reduce or stop alcohol use
using a readiness ruler [47], (2) perceived risk of harm from
use, and (3) self-efficacy to refuse alcohol.
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Table 2. Adolescent participant study assessment measures by data collection time point across 12 months in the Adolescent Substance Use Prevention
Intervention Research (ASPIRE) multisite cluster randomized controlled trial.

Data collection time pointMeasure

12 mo9 mo6 mo3 moMonthlybPostvisit
survey

CRAFFT-ISaPrevisit
survey

Eligibility
survey

Primary outcomes

Heavy episodic drinkingc

✓✓✓✓✓✓TLFBd,e [48,49]

✓✓✓✓✓✓AUDIT-Cf,e [50]

✓✓✓✓✓✓✓Substance useg (CRAFFTh [24,44] on eligi-
bility and TLFB all other times)

Negative consequences

✓✓✓✓✓Negative consequences of alcohol and

cannabis use scalese [51]

✓✓✓✓✓PEIi Personal Consequences Scalee

[52,53]

✓✓✓✓✓NCANDAj studye [54]

Secondary outcome

Riding and driving risk frequency

✓✓✓✓✓National College Alcohol Studye [55]

✓✓✓✓✓Young Adult Driving Questionnairee

[56]

✓✓✓✓✓Adapted from previous cSBIk studies
[22,54]

Other measures

Hypothesized mediators

✓✓Readiness to reduce or stop use (readi-
ness ruler [47] used in previous cSBI
study [22])

✓✓✓✓✓✓Perceived risk of harm (National Moni-

toring the Future Surveye [37])

✓✓✓✓✓✓Refusal self-efficacy (DRSEQ-SRAl,e

[57])

✓✓✓✓Receipt of health services for substance
use (adapted from previous cSBI study
[22])

Control variables

Substance use severity profile

✓✓CRAFFT

✓✓✓✓✓✓TLFB

✓✓✓✓✓ASSISTm,e [58]

✓✓✓✓✓Peer substance use (PEI)

✓✓✓Family substance use (PEI)

Patient-clinician relationship

✓Number of previous visits with
clinician
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Data collection time pointMeasure

12 mo9 mo6 mo3 moMonthlybPostvisit
survey

CRAFFT-ISaPrevisit
survey

Eligibility
survey

✓Youth Connectedness to Provider
Scale [8,31]

Process measures

✓Intervention duration (new)

✓Visit format (new)

✓Protocol adherence and visit quality
(adapted from previous cSBI studies
[8,31])

✓Contract for Life [43] discussion with
caregivers (adapted from previous cSBI
study [35])

Validation of modified HONCn

Nicotine use disorder risk

✓HONCe [45,59]

✓PROMIS-Eo,e [60]

Other exploratory variables

Quality of life and overall health

✓✓✓✓✓CHU9Dp [61]

✓✓✓✓✓PATHq Study [62]

✓✓✓✓✓YRBSr,e [63]

✓✓✓✓✓Sexual and gender minority status
(YRBS and others [64-66])

Social determinants of health

✓✓✓✓✓MSPSSs [67]

✓✓✓✓✓YRBS

aCRAFFT-IS: CRAFFT (Car, Relax, Alone, Forget, Family/Friends, Trouble) Interactive System (collected before the well visit among intervention
arm patients only).
bMonthly surveys 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, and 11 are brief in length; monthly surveys 3, 6, 9, and 12 are extended in length.
cDefined by the National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism Alcohol Screening and Brief Intervention for Youth Guide [68].
dTLFB: timeline followback.
eModified or adapted for purposes of this study.
fAUDIT-C: Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test–Concise.
gIncludes alcohol, nicotine, tobacco, marijuana, inhalants, misused prescription medication, and other drugs (synthetic marijuana, stimulants, opioids,
and hallucinogens).
hCRAFFT: Car, Relax, Alone, Forget, Family/Friends, Trouble.
iPEI: Personal Experience Inventory.
jNCANDA: National Consortium on Alcohol and Neurodevelopment in Adolescence.
kcSBI: computer-facilitated screening and brief intervention.
lDRSEQ-SRA: Drinking Refusal Self-Efficacy Questionnaire–Shortened Revised Adolescent version.
mASSIST: Alcohol, Smoking and Substance Involvement Screening Test.
nHONC: Hooked on Nicotine Checklist.
oPROMIS-E: Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information System Nicotine Dependence Item Bank for Electronic Cigarettes.
pCHU9D: Child Health Utility–9 Dimensions.
qPATH: Population Assessment of Tobacco and Health.
rYRBS: Youth Risk Behavior Survey.
sMSPSS: Multidimensional Scale of Perceived Social Support.
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Other Measures
We will explore potential intervention effect moderation by age
group, sexual and gender identity and social determinants of
health that enhance substance use risk for sexual and gender
minority youth, baseline severity of substance use involvement,
peer and family substance use, and patient-clinician relationship
(number of prior visits the patient had with this clinician and
perceived connectedness to their clinician).

We will also examine intervention implementation measures,
including the time required to deliver the various CRAFFT-IS
components and patient-reported receipt and quality of substance
use counseling during their visit. Time information will be
collected through computerized capture of patient clickstream
times and clinician counseling start and stop times, as well as
clinician report of average substance use–related counseling
time and overall visit length on the clinician debriefing
questionnaire completed at the end of patient recruitment at a
practice. Adolescents complete an immediate postvisit
questionnaire that includes items on the health topics discussed
during the visit, ratings of counseling quality and the degree to
which it reflected an MI-based counseling style, and whether
they received the Contract for Life.

To assess the validity of the modified HONC for identifying
risk for nicotine use disorder in adolescents, we will compare
it to the 4-item Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement
Information System Nicotine Dependence Item Bank for
Electronic Cigarettes (PROMIS-E) [60] administered in the
previsit assessment. While the CRAFFT screening items are
well validated [24], the modified HONC, which now includes
nicotine vaping and is included in the CRAFFT-IS previsit
screening for adolescents seeing intervention clinicians, needs
validation.

Data Collection

Clinicians

Enrolled clinicians are assigned a unique numeric identifier for
use in data collection throughout the study. A baseline survey
assesses previous experience and training and UC practices
around screening, brief intervention, and referral to treatment
(10 min), as well as training on study procedures and human
subjects protections (up to 90 min; all clinicians). Clinicians
assigned to the intervention arm additionally complete brief (5
min each) postsession evaluation surveys after each live training
session and a final summative evaluation after all training
components have concluded. Clinician surveys and evaluations
are completed on paper or by email or SMS text message link
to an online survey per clinician preference. After adolescent
recruitment and intervention delivery have concluded at a
practice, intervention clinicians complete a 10-minute debriefing
survey assessing experience using the CRAFFT-IS and seeking
suggestions for improving the system, as well as participate in
a 30- to 60-minute interview or focus group (along with
participating staff) to offer feedback on their study experience.

Adolescents

All adolescent participants are assigned a unique numeric
identifier at the time of recruitment for use in data collection,
storage, and linkage throughout their study participation. Once

assented, participants indicate their contact preferences.
Adolescents who agree to have their data shared with the
NIAAADA are assigned a Global Unique Identifier using their
first, middle, and last names; sex assigned at birth; and date and
city of birth. Global Unique Identifiers are numeric codes that
allow participant data to be submitted to the NIAAADA without
any personally identifiable information. All participants
self-administer the confidential electronic previsit survey
(approximately 20 min; refer to Table 2 for details on all
surveys), and participants seeing an intervention clinician
complete the screening and psychoeducational components of
the CRAFFT-IS (5 min) before seeing their clinician. After their
visit, all participants complete the immediate postvisit survey
(approximately 10 min), and then, through the 12-month
follow-up period, brief monthly surveys about their past 30-day
substance use and longer surveys at 3, 6, 9, and 12 months
(approximately 15 min each). Participants may choose to skip
questions or entire surveys and still remain in the study.

All surveys can be completed electronically on smartphones
and desktop or tablet computers through a link sent by SMS
text message or email to participants’ personal mobile phone
numbers or email addresses, as preferred. Electronic surveys
are protected by a password set by the adolescent. Adolescents
can also complete a survey by mobile phone with a study RA.
If the adolescent does not complete a survey after electronic
reminders, a study RA will call the adolescent to encourage
survey completion.

Data Management
Study data, including survey responses and internal study
tracking data, will be collected and stored in Research Electronic
Data Capture (REDCap), a HIPAA-compliant web-based data
management and survey distribution tool hosted at BCH [69,70].
Data transmission among BCH, AAP PROS staff, and practices
will occur securely via password-protected email or fax.
Paper-based data (eg, faxes and verbally administered surveys)
will be stored securely for 7 years and identifiable electronic
data for 3 years. Deidentified data will be kept indefinitely.

Data Analysis Plan
Analysts will be blinded to treatment arm. We will evaluate
randomization success and level of attrition bias by comparing
baseline characteristics of adolescents by treatment arm and by
those retained versus those lost to follow-up (ie, adolescent
participants who stop completing study surveys during the 12
months after their well visit). Baseline variables meeting a P
value of <.20 in randomized group comparisons will be entered
as control variables in multivariable modeling of the intervention
effect to yield adjusted estimates of effect. We will compare
rates of counseling receipt and patient ratings of their visit
between groups. We will also generate variables related to
intervention dose (eg, receipt of clinician counseling and receipt
of Contract for Life) for use in sensitivity analyses.

To assess intervention effects on our primary and secondary
outcome measures (past 90-day HED and any past 90-day riding
or driving risk) at each of the 3-, 6-, 9-, and 12-month follow-up
time points, we will use multiple logistic regression modeling
with generalized estimating equations to compute adjusted
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relative risk ratios (CRAFFT-IS vs UC). Generalized estimating
equations account for clustering of participants within practice
and clinician. Furthermore, we will explore intervention effects
on the number of days of drinking and of HED and on the
number of times participants experienced alcohol-related
negative consequences from baseline to each follow-up time
point. As these variables are likely to have distributions that are
highly skewed and overdispersed, we will specify a negative
binomial distribution and log link in these regression models.
We will also conduct longitudinal data analysis using mixed
effects modeling to compare group outcomes trajectories through
the entire 12-month follow-up period. We plan to explore
intervention effect mediation by applying the product of
coefficients test for mediation [71,72] and potential effect
moderation by future-determined variables by testing the
significance of interaction terms in regression models.

All intervention effect analyses will use intent-to-treat groups.
We will transform continuous variables with skewed data and
collapse categories as needed to preserve adequate cell sizes.
To handle missing data, we will use multiple imputation based
on regression modeling and compare the results of analyses
using the imputed data set versus the original data set [73].

Safety and Monitoring
We define the following as nonemergency safety risks: drinking
twice the NIAAA-defined HED amount for the adolescent’s
age and sex [68], daily use of alcohol or cannabis, use of other
drugs on >6 days during the past 3 months, driving after use of
substances >1 time in the past 3 months, and riding with a driver
who is substance impaired >1 time in the past 3 months. When
an adolescent’s survey responses indicate any of these
nonemergency risks, a BCH RA will notify the patient’s
clinician within 1 business day. If an adolescent spontaneously
discloses an emergency safety risk (eg, abuse, suicide risk, or
intentions to harm others), a BCH RA will immediately notify
their clinician or appropriate contact person according to
site-specific preferences.

This study has an independent DSMB that consists of 3
members: a child psychiatrist with expertise in adolescent SUD
screening and treatment research (chair), a biostatistician with
experience in clinical trial research, and an adolescent medicine
primary care clinician. The DSMB will (1) review study
procedures and progress, including recruitment, retention, and
dropout; and (2) assess adverse events and unanticipated
problems, if any, and their relationship to study participation.
The full DSMB will meet annually to review overall study
progress and will also convene as needed to review and address
any adverse events or other study-related problems, should they
arise. The DSMB is responsible for recommending whether to
stop the study; no interim analyses are planned.

Given that this is a minimal risk study, we do not anticipate that
participants will experience harm from study participation.
However, we have planned for situations in which participants
spontaneously report harms. Harms may consist of nonserious
adverse events (eg, participant complaints or upset related to
study activities and inadvertent disclosure of confidential
information) or serious adverse events (eg, motor vehicle crashes
and hospital visits). If we learn of an adverse event, we will

consult with the DSMB chair and notify the AAP IRB and the
patient’s practice. The DSMB will determine whether a serious
adverse event is related to study participation and recommend
the appropriate response, including possible study withdrawal.
Study data are protected by a certificate of confidentiality from
the National Institutes of Health.

Results

Recruitment and Enrollment
The first practice enrolled in August 2022. As of July 2023, a
total of 6 practices (23 clinicians) had enrolled in the study.

Adolescent recruitment began in December 2022 and is expected
to continue until late 2024 or early 2025. Data collection is
expected to conclude in 2025 or 2026, and data analysis will
follow.

Data Access and Dissemination
The final trial deidentified data set will be provided to the
study’s biostatistician, the AAP PROS team, and any other
interested investigators upon request. We will report results on
ClinicalTrials.gov, and select deidentified data will be available
to researchers worldwide via the NIAAADA.

In addition to this paper, we aim to publish at least 2 papers that
disseminate study findings: 1 focused on our primary alcohol
use–related outcomes and 1 focused on other substance use
outcomes. We also anticipate submitting at least 2 abstracts to
present at national conferences. Members of the study team will
develop and write all publications resulting from this study.
Authorship will be designated according to those who offer
intellectual contribution to the design or preparation of a given
publication and claim responsibility for its contents.

Discussion

The ASPIRE study aims to test the effectiveness of the
CRAFFT-IS, compared to UC, in reducing alcohol use and
substance use–related riding risk among adolescents aged 14
to 17 years presenting for well visits. Despite the AAP’s
recommendation for universal substance use screening in
primary care beginning at age 11 years, the US Preventive
Services Task Force gave primary care–based adolescent alcohol
screening and brief behavioral counseling an “I” rating in its
most recent review, indicating insufficient evidence for or
against its recommendation [74]. The ASPIRE study builds on
prior research supporting the promise of CRAFFT-IS as a
feasible, acceptable, and efficacious approach to increasing
high-quality screening and counseling.

Our study protocol has limitations. Although our virtual
recruitment and enrollment approach allows the study team to
contact a larger volume of individuals over an expanded time
frame (eg, in comparison to in-person recruitment restricted to
clinic operating hours), practices may not have up-to-date
contact information for adolescent patients. Likewise, it is not
guaranteed that adolescents will see or read the mailed
recruitment invitation before their visit. Our approach also
reduces burden on practice staff to conduct recruitment
activities, but it may underuse pre-established connections
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between practice staff and adolescent patients. Furthermore, the
addition of the CRAFFT-IS to well visits may delay clinic flow.
Further limitations to our study may emerge during the trial and
will be reported in future outcomes manuscripts.

If the CRAFFT-IS is shown to be effective, we intend to scale,
promote, and widely disseminate the instrument for use in

pediatric practice, either as a tablet application or as a
confidential add-on to existing electronic health record systems.
We also envision this study informing future investigators
interested in studying computer-facilitated screening and brief
intervention for youth substance use, whether in primary care
settings or elsewhere, with the aim of reducing alcohol-related
morbidity and mortality during adolescence and beyond.

Acknowledgments
This research was supported by a grant from the National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism (NIAAA; R01AA027253;
principal investigators: SKH and LAS; peer-review reports: Multimedia Appendix 3) and supplemental grants
(3R01AA027253-03S1 and 3R01AA027253-03S2). In addition, infrastructure support was provided by the American Academy
of Pediatrics and the Health Resources and Services Administration of the US Department of Health and Human Services (National
Research Network to Improve Children’s Health: UA6MC15585 and Pediatric Research Network Program: U5DMC39344). The
contents are those of the authors and do not necessarily represent the official position or policy of, nor an endorsement by, the
Health Resources and Services Administration, the US Department of Health and Human Services, or the US government. The
NIAAA was not involved in any aspect of study design or implementation, nor in the preparation, review, or approval of this
manuscript for publication. The authors would like to acknowledge the valuable contributions of youth advisors and interns who
supported study activities and provided feedback on procedures and materials. The authors would like to thank Dr Jeremy Bray
and Anna Goodall at the University of North Carolina Greensboro for their leadership in designing the cost-effectiveness analysis
component of the study, which was not discussed in this manuscript. Finally, this research would not have been possible without
the support of providers, practice staff, and patients in the American Academy of Pediatrics Pediatric Research in Office Settings
network, to whom we owe the greatest thanks. Laura P Shone was affiliated with the American Academy of Pediatrics at the time
of protocol development and is affiliated with Shone Sciences, DBA at the time of publication.

Data Availability
Data sharing is not applicable to this paper as no data sets were generated or analyzed.

Authors' Contributions
LAS and SKH conceptualized, designed, and obtained funding for the study. MMO and AT obtained ethics approval for the
study, with oversight from LPS and AGF and assistance from JAP, JLM, NHM, and DH. LAS and PJB developed the intervention
counseling. TF and MLM served as pediatrician advisors to the study. LS codeveloped and programmed the computer-facilitated
screening and brief intervention. All authors contributed to the development of the protocol and approved the final manuscript.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1
Clinician consent form.
[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 318 KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

Multimedia Appendix 2
Verbal assent script delivered to eligible adolescents.
[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 349 KB-Multimedia Appendix 2]

Multimedia Appendix 3
Peer-review reports from the Clinical, Treatment and Health Services Research Review Subcommittee, National Institute on
Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism Initial Review Group (National Institutes of Health).
[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 190 KB-Multimedia Appendix 3]

References

1. National Center for Health Statistics. Health, United States, annual perspective, 2020-2021. Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention. URL: https://stacks.cdc.gov/view/cdc/122044 [accessed 2024-02-25]

2. Lundahl LH, Cannoy C. COVID-19 and substance use in adolescents. Pediatr Clin North Am. Oct 2021;68(5):977-990.
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.pcl.2021.05.005] [Medline: 34538307]

JMIR Res Protoc 2024 | vol. 13 | e55039 | p. 12https://www.researchprotocols.org/2024/1/e55039
(page number not for citation purposes)

Shrier et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v13i1e55039_app1.pdf&filename=b73038d9f2ab6713e066941629e0f9b3.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v13i1e55039_app1.pdf&filename=b73038d9f2ab6713e066941629e0f9b3.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v13i1e55039_app2.pdf&filename=30988e543a88d6d787f322959ce11043.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v13i1e55039_app2.pdf&filename=30988e543a88d6d787f322959ce11043.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v13i1e55039_app3.pdf&filename=468b2997c4c320ee34a829432cd115d1.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v13i1e55039_app3.pdf&filename=468b2997c4c320ee34a829432cd115d1.pdf
https://stacks.cdc.gov/view/cdc/122044
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/34538307
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pcl.2021.05.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34538307&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


3. Hoots BE, Li J, Hertz MF, Esser MB, Rico A, Zavala EY, et al. Alcohol and other substance use before and during the
COVID-19 pandemic among high school students - youth risk behavior survey, United States, 2021. MMWR Suppl. Apr
28, 2023;72(1):84-92. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.15585/mmwr.su7201a10] [Medline: 37104552]

4. Youth risk behavior survey data summary & trends report: 2011-2021. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Feb
13, 2023. URL: https://www.cdc.gov/healthyyouth/data/yrbs/pdf/yrbs_data-summary-trends_report2023_508.pdf [accessed
2023-08-16]

5. Web-based injury statistics query and reporting system (WISQARS). Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 2023.
URL: https://www.cdc.gov/injury/wisqars/index.html [accessed 2023-07-17]

6. Uddin S, O'Connor K, Ashman J. Physician office visits by children for well and problem-focused care: United States,
2012. National Center for Health Statistics. 2012. URL: https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/databriefs/db248.pdf [accessed
2023-11-17]

7. Adams SH, Park MJ, Twietmeyer L, Brindis CD, Irwin CE. Association between adolescent preventive care and the role
of the affordable care act. JAMA Pediatr. Jan 01, 2018;172(1):43-48. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1001/jamapediatrics.2017.3140] [Medline: 29114725]

8. Harris SK, Woods ER, Sherritt L, Van Hook S, Boulter S, Brooks T, et al. A youth-provider connectedness measure for
use in clinical intervention studies. Journal of Adolescent Health. Feb 2009;44(2):S35-S36. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/j.jadohealth.2008.10.099]

9. Levy SJ, Williams JF, Committee on Substance Use and Prevention. Substance use screening, brief intervention, and referral
to treatment. Pediatrics. Jul 2016;138(1):e20161211. [doi: 10.1542/peds.2016-1211] [Medline: 27325634]

10. Bright futures guidelines: recommendations for preventive pediatric health care. Bright Futures/American Academy of
Pediatrics. 2023. URL: https://downloads.aap.org/AAP/PDF/periodicity_schedule.pdf [accessed 2023-09-11]

11. Hingson RW, Zha W, Iannotti RJ, Simons-Morton B. Physician advice to adolescents about drinking and other health
behaviors. Pediatrics. Feb 2013;131(2):249-257. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1542/peds.2012-1496] [Medline: 23359580]

12. Voltarelli L, Bagley S, Hadland S, LaRochelle M. Healthcare providers' role in adolescents' perceived risk of alcohol use.
In: Proceedings of the 41st annual meeting of the Association for Medical Education and Research in Substance Abuse.
2017. Presented at: AMERSA 2017; November 2-4, 2017; Washington, DC.

13. Wilson CR, Sherritt L, Gates E, Knight JR. Are clinical impressions of adolescent substance use accurate? Pediatrics. Nov
2004;114(5):e536-e540. [doi: 10.1542/peds.2004-0098] [Medline: 15520086]

14. Grilo SA, Catallozzi M, Santelli JS, Yan H, Song X, Heitel J, et al. Confidentiality discussions and private time with a
health-care provider for youth, United States, 2016. J Adolesc Health. Mar 2019;64(3):311-318. [doi:
10.1016/j.jadohealth.2018.10.301] [Medline: 30638752]

15. Hingson RW, Heeren T, Edwards EM, Saitz R. Young adults at risk for excess alcohol consumption are often not asked
or counseled about drinking alcohol. J Gen Intern Med. Feb 2012;27(2):179-184. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1007/s11606-011-1851-1] [Medline: 21935753]

16. Rahm AK, Boggs JM, Martin C, Price DW, Beck A, Backer TE, et al. Facilitators and barriers to implementing screening,
brief intervention, and referral to treatment (SBIRT) in primary care in integrated health care settings. Subst Abus.
2015;36(3):281-288. [doi: 10.1080/08897077.2014.951140] [Medline: 25127073]

17. Harris SK, Herr-Zaya K, Weinstein Z, Whelton K, Perfas FJ, Castro-Donlan C, et al. Results of a statewide survey of
adolescent substance use screening rates and practices in primary care. Subst Abus. 2012;33(4):321-326. [doi:
10.1080/08897077.2011.645950] [Medline: 22989275]

18. Van Hook S, Harris SK, Brooks T, Carey P, Kossack R, Kulig J, et al. New England Partnership for Substance Abuse
Research. The "Six T's": barriers to screening teens for substance abuse in primary care. J Adolesc Health. May
2007;40(5):456-461. [doi: 10.1016/j.jadohealth.2006.12.007] [Medline: 17448404]

19. Marsch LA, Borodovsky JT. Technology-based interventions for preventing and treating substance use among youth. Child
Adolesc Psychiatr Clin N Am. Oct 2016;25(4):755-768. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.chc.2016.06.005] [Medline:
27613350]

20. Wong CA, Madanay F, Ozer EM, Harris SK, Moore M, Master SO, et al. Digital health technology to enhance adolescent
and young adult clinical preventive services: affordances and challenges. J Adolesc Health. Aug 2020;67(2S):S24-S33.
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.jadohealth.2019.10.018] [Medline: 32718511]

21. Yonek JC, Velez S, Satre DD, Margolis K, Whittle A, Jain S, et al. Addressing adolescent substance use in an urban pediatric
federally qualified health center. J Subst Abuse Treat. Apr 2022;135:108653. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/j.jsat.2021.108653] [Medline: 34840042]

22. Knight JR, Sherritt L, Gibson EB, Levinson JA, Grubb LK, Samuels RC, et al. Effect of computer-based substance use
screening and brief behavioral counseling vs usual care for youths in pediatric primary care: a pilot randomized clinical
trial. JAMA Netw Open. Jun 05, 2019;2(6):e196258. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2019.6258] [Medline:
31225897]

23. Mitchell SG, Kelly SM, Gryczynski J, Myers CP, O'Grady KE, Kirk AS, et al. The CRAFFT cut-points and DSM-5 criteria
for alcohol and other drugs: a reevaluation and reexamination. Subst Abus. 2014;35(4):376-380. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1080/08897077.2014.936992] [Medline: 25036144]

JMIR Res Protoc 2024 | vol. 13 | e55039 | p. 13https://www.researchprotocols.org/2024/1/e55039
(page number not for citation purposes)

Shrier et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/37104552
http://dx.doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.su7201a10
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=37104552&dopt=Abstract
https://www.cdc.gov/healthyyouth/data/yrbs/pdf/yrbs_data-summary-trends_report2023_508.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/injury/wisqars/index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/databriefs/db248.pdf
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/29114725
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2017.3140
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29114725&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/19380098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2008.10.099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1542/peds.2016-1211
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27325634&dopt=Abstract
https://downloads.aap.org/AAP/PDF/periodicity_schedule.pdf
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/23359580
http://dx.doi.org/10.1542/peds.2012-1496
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23359580&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1542/peds.2004-0098
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15520086&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2018.10.301
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30638752&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/21935753
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11606-011-1851-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21935753&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08897077.2014.951140
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25127073&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08897077.2011.645950
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22989275&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2006.12.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17448404&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/27613350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chc.2016.06.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27613350&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1054-139X(19)30867-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2019.10.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32718511&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/34840042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2021.108653
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34840042&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/31225897
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2019.6258
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31225897&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25036144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08897077.2014.936992
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25036144&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


24. Knight JR, Sherritt L, Shrier LA, Harris SK, Chang G. Validity of the CRAFFT substance abuse screening test among
adolescent clinic patients. Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med. Jun 2002;156(6):607-614. [doi: 10.1001/archpedi.156.6.607] [Medline:
12038895]

25. Harris SK, Knight JR, Van Hook S, Sherritt L, Brooks TL, Kulig JW, et al. Adolescent substance use screening in primary
care: validity of computer self-administered versus clinician-administered screening. Subst Abus. 2016;37(1):197-203.
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1080/08897077.2015.1014615] [Medline: 25774878]

26. Fisher JD, Fisher WA. Changing AIDS-risk behavior. Psychol Bull. 1992;111(3):455-474. [doi:
10.1037//0033-2909.111.3.455]

27. Janz NK, Becker MH. The health belief model: a decade later. Health Educ Q. 1984;11(1):1-47. [doi:
10.1177/109019818401100101] [Medline: 6392204]

28. Harrison JA, Mullen PD, Green LW. A meta-analysis of studies of the health belief model with adults. Health Educ Res.
Mar 1992;7(1):107-116. [doi: 10.1093/her/7.1.107] [Medline: 10148735]

29. Bandura A. Self-efficacy: toward a unifying theory of behavioral change. Psychol Rev. Mar 1977;84(2):191-215. [doi:
10.1037//0033-295x.84.2.191] [Medline: 847061]

30. Rosenstock IM, Strecher VJ, Becker MH. Social learning theory and the Health Belief Model. Health Educ Q.
1988;15(2):175-183. [doi: 10.1177/109019818801500203] [Medline: 3378902]

31. Harris SK, Csémy L, Sherritt L, Starostova O, Van Hook S, Johnson J, et al. Computer-facilitated substance use screening
and brief advice for teens in primary care: an international trial. Pediatrics. Jun 2012;129(6):1072-1082. [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1542/peds.2011-1624] [Medline: 22566420]

32. Louis-Jacques J, Knight JR, Sherritt L, Van Hook S, Harris SK. Do risky friends change the efficacy of a primary care brief
intervention for adolescent alcohol use? J Adolesc Health. Apr 2014;54(4):449-453. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/j.jadohealth.2013.09.012] [Medline: 24216313]

33. Knight JR, Kuzubova K, Csemy L, Sherritt L, Copelas S, Harris SK. Computer-facilitated screening and brief advice to
reduce adolescents' heavy episodic drinking: a study in two countries. J Adolesc Health. Jan 2018;62(1):118-120. [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.jadohealth.2017.08.013] [Medline: 29054734]

34. Knight JR, Csemy L, Sherritt L, Starostova O, Van Hook S, Bacic J, et al. Screening and brief advice to reduce adolescents'
risk of riding with substance-using drivers. J Stud Alcohol Drugs. Jul 2018;79(4):611-616. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.15288/jsad.2018.79.611] [Medline: 30079877]

35. Harris SK, Sherritt L, Grubb L, Samuels R, Silva TJ, Vernacchio L, et al. A randomized controlled trial of primary care
screening and brief clinician intervention to reduce adolescents’ riding with an intoxicated driver. J Adolesc Health. Feb
2019;64(2):S7. [doi: 10.1016/j.jadohealth.2018.10.027]

36. Gibson EB, Knight JR, Levinson JA, Sherritt L, Harris SK. Pediatric primary care provider perspectives on a
computer-facilitated screening and brief intervention system for adolescent substance use. J Adolesc Health. Jul
2021;69(1):157-161. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.jadohealth.2020.09.037] [Medline: 33143987]

37. Miech RA, Johnston LD, Pat ME, O'Malley PM, Bachman JG, Schulenberg JE. Monitoring the future: national survey
results on drug use, 1975-2022: Secondary school students. The National Institute on Drug Abuse. 2023. URL: https:/
/monitoringthefuture.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/mtf2022.pdf [accessed 2024-02-25]

38. Rojas NL, Sherrit L, Harris S, Knight JR. The role of parental consent in adolescent substance use research. J Adolesc
Health. Feb 2008;42(2):192-197. [doi: 10.1016/j.jadohealth.2007.07.011] [Medline: 18207098]

39. NIAAA data archive. National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism (NIAAA). URL: https://www.niaaa.nih.gov/
research/niaaa-data-archive [accessed 2023-07-17]

40. Zhao W. A better alternative to stratified permuted block design for subject randomization in clinical trials. Stat Med. Dec
30, 2014;33(30):5239-5248. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1002/sim.6266] [Medline: 25043719]

41. Han B, Enas NH, McEntegart D. Randomization by minimization for unbalanced treatment allocation. Stat Med. Nov 30,
2009;28(27):3329-3346. [doi: 10.1002/sim.3710] [Medline: 19739238]

42. Miech RA, Schulenberg JE, Johnston LD, Bachman JG, O'Malley PM, Patrick ME. National adolescent drug trends in
2018. Monitoring the Future. Dec 17, 2018. URL: https://isr.umich.edu/news-events/news-releases/
national-adolescent-drug-trends-in-2018/ [accessed 2019-07-01]

43. Students Against Destructive Decisions. Resources. SADD Nation. URL: https://www.sadd.org/resources [accessed
2023-06-21]

44. Get the CRAFFT. Center for Adolescent Behavioral Health Research (CABHRe). 2021. URL: https://crafft.org/get-the-crafft/
[accessed 2024-02-25]

45. Wheeler KC, Fletcher KE, Wellman RJ, Difranza JR. Screening adolescents for nicotine dependence: the Hooked on
Nicotine Checklist. J Adolesc Health. Sep 2004;35(3):225-230. [doi: 10.1016/s1054-139x(03)00531-7]

46. Academic ED SBIRT Research Collaborative. The impact of screening, brief intervention and referral for treatment in
emergency department patients' alcohol use: a 3-, 6- and 12-month follow-up. Alcohol Alcohol. 2010;45(6):514-519. [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1093/alcalc/agq058] [Medline: 20876217]

47. Heather N, Smailes D, Cassidy P. Development of a Readiness Ruler for use with alcohol brief interventions. Drug Alcohol
Depend. Dec 01, 2008;98(3):235-240. [doi: 10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2008.06.005] [Medline: 18639393]

JMIR Res Protoc 2024 | vol. 13 | e55039 | p. 14https://www.researchprotocols.org/2024/1/e55039
(page number not for citation purposes)

Shrier et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.156.6.607
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12038895&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25774878
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08897077.2015.1014615
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25774878&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037//0033-2909.111.3.455
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/109019818401100101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=6392204&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/her/7.1.107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10148735&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037//0033-295x.84.2.191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=847061&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/109019818801500203
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=3378902&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/22566420
http://dx.doi.org/10.1542/peds.2011-1624
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22566420&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24216313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2013.09.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24216313&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/29054734
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/29054734
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2017.08.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29054734&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/30079877
http://dx.doi.org/10.15288/jsad.2018.79.611
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30079877&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2018.10.027
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/33143987
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2020.09.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33143987&dopt=Abstract
https://monitoringthefuture.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/mtf2022.pdf
https://monitoringthefuture.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/12/mtf2022.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2007.07.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18207098&dopt=Abstract
https://www.niaaa.nih.gov/research/niaaa-data-archive
https://www.niaaa.nih.gov/research/niaaa-data-archive
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25043719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/sim.6266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25043719&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/sim.3710
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19739238&dopt=Abstract
https://isr.umich.edu/news-events/news-releases/national-adolescent-drug-trends-in-2018/
https://isr.umich.edu/news-events/news-releases/national-adolescent-drug-trends-in-2018/
https://www.sadd.org/resources
https://crafft.org/get-the-crafft/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s1054-139x(03)00531-7
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/20876217
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/20876217
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/alcalc/agq058
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20876217&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2008.06.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18639393&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


48. Sobell LC, Sobell MB. Timeline follow-back: a technique for assessing self-reported alcohol consumption. In: Litten RZ,
Allen JP, editors. Measuring Alcohol Consumption: Psychosocial and Biochemical Methods. Humana Totowa, NJ. Humana
Press; 1992;41-72.

49. Robinson SM, Sobell LC, Sobell MB, Leo GI. Reliability of the Timeline Followback for cocaine, cannabis, and cigarette
use. Psychol Addict Behav. Mar 2014;28(1):154-162. [doi: 10.1037/a0030992] [Medline: 23276315]

50. McCambridge J, Thomas BA. Short forms of the AUDIT in a web-based study of young drinkers. Drug Alcohol Rev. Jan
2009;28(1):18-24. [doi: 10.1111/j.1465-3362.2008.00010.x] [Medline: 19320671]

51. D'Amico EJ, Parast L, Shadel WG, Meredith LS, Seelam R, Stein BD. Brief motivational interviewing intervention to
reduce alcohol and marijuana use for at-risk adolescents in primary care. J Consult Clin Psychol. Sep 2018;86(9):775-786.
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1037/ccp0000332] [Medline: 30138016]

52. Winters K, Stinchfield R, Henly G. The Personal Experience Inventory Test and Manual. Los Angeles, CA. Western
Psychological Services; 1988.

53. Winters KC, Stinchfield RD, Henly GA, Schwartz RH. Validity of adolescent self-report of alcohol and other drug
involvement. Int J Addict. 1990;25(11A):1379-1395. [doi: 10.3109/10826089009068469] [Medline: 2132719]

54. Cummins KM, Brumback T, Chung T, Moore RC, Henthorn T, Eberson S, et al. Acceptability, validity, and engagement
with a mobile app for frequent, continuous multiyear assessment of youth health behaviors (mNCANDA): mixed methods
study. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth. Feb 10, 2021;9(2):e24472. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/24472] [Medline: 33565988]

55. Nelson TF, Xuan Z, Lee H, Weitzman ER, Wechsler H. Persistence of heavy drinking and ensuing consequences at heavy
drinking colleges. J Stud Alcohol Drugs. Sep 2009;70(5):726-734. [doi: 10.15288/jsad.2009.70.726] [Medline: 19737497]

56. Jessor R, Donovan JE, Costa FM. Questionnaire guide: health behavior questionnaire, Spring 1992. Institute of Behavioral
Science, University of Colorado. 1992. URL: https://ibs.colorado.edu/jessor/questionnaires/questionnaire_guide_hbq92.
pdf [accessed 2023-11-30]

57. Patton K, Connor JP, Rundle-Thiele S, Dietrich T, Young RM, Gullo MJ. Measuring adolescent drinking-refusal self-efficacy:
development and validation of the Drinking Refusal Self-Efficacy Questionnaire-Shortened Adolescent version
(DRSEQ-SRA). Addict Behav. Jun 2018;81:70-77. [doi: 10.1016/j.addbeh.2018.02.007] [Medline: 29432915]

58. Gryczynski J, Kelly SM, Mitchell SG, Kirk A, O'Grady KE, Schwartz RP. Validation and performance of the Alcohol,
Smoking and Substance Involvement Screening Test (ASSIST) among adolescent primary care patients. Addiction. Feb
2015;110(2):240-247. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/add.12767] [Medline: 25311148]

59. McKelvey K, Baiocchi M, Halpern-Felsher B. Adolescents' and young adults' use and perceptions of pod-based electronic
cigarettes. JAMA Netw Open. Oct 05, 2018;1(6):e183535. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2018.3535]
[Medline: 30646249]

60. Morean ME, Krishnan-Sarin S, S O'Malley SS. Assessing nicotine dependence in adolescent e-cigarette users: the 4-item
Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information System (PROMIS) nicotine dependence item bank for electronic
cigarettes. Drug Alcohol Depend. Jul 01, 2018;188:60-63. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2018.03.029]
[Medline: 29753155]

61. Ratcliffe J, Flynn T, Terlich F, Stevens K, Brazier J, Sawyer M. Developing adolescent-specific health state values for
economic evaluation: an application of profile case best-worst scaling to the Child Health Utility 9D. Pharmacoeconomics.
Aug 01, 2012;30(8):713-727. [doi: 10.2165/11597900-000000000-00000] [Medline: 22788261]

62. Population assessment of tobacco and health (PATH) study. National Institute on Drug Abuse (NIDA). 2022. URL: https:/
/nida.nih.gov/research/nida-research-programs-activities/population-assessment-tobacco-health-path-study [accessed
2023-02-01]

63. Youth risk behavior surveillance system. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 2021. URL: https://www.cdc.gov/
healthyyouth/data/yrbs/index.htm [accessed 2022-08-22]

64. Bauer GR, Braimoh J, Scheim AI, Dharma C. Transgender-inclusive measures of sex/gender for population surveys:
mixed-methods evaluation and recommendations. PLoS One. 2017;12(5):e0178043. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0178043] [Medline: 28542498]

65. Badgett MV, Baker KE, Conron KJ, Gates GJ, Gill A, Greytak E, et al. Best practices for asking questions to identify
transgender and other gender minority respondents on population-based surveys (GenIUSS). The Williams Institute. 2014.
URL: https://williamsinstitute.law.ucla.edu/publications/geniuss-trans-pop-based-survey/ [accessed 2023-09-11]

66. Cheloff AZ, Jarvie E, Tabaac AR, Katz-Wise SL, Fygetakis LM, Keuroghlian A. Sexual orientation, gender identity, and
sex development: recommendations for data collection and use in clinical, research, and administrative setting. Harvard
Medical School, Dean's LGBT Advisory Committee. URL: https://dicp.hms.harvard.edu/sites/default/files/2022-10/
SOGI%20Data%20Collection.pdf [accessed 2022-07-26]

67. Zimet GD, Powell SS, Farley GK, Werkman S, Berkoff KA. Psychometric characteristics of the multidimensional scale
of perceived social support. J Pers Assess. 1990;55(3-4):610-617. [doi: 10.1080/00223891.1990.9674095] [Medline:
2280326]

68. Alcohol screening and brief intervention for youth: a practitioner's guide. National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism.
2021. URL: https://www.niaaa.nih.gov/alcohols-effects-health/professional-education-materials/
alcohol-screening-and-brief-intervention-youth-practitioners-guide [accessed 2023-01-19]

JMIR Res Protoc 2024 | vol. 13 | e55039 | p. 15https://www.researchprotocols.org/2024/1/e55039
(page number not for citation purposes)

Shrier et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0030992
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23276315&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1465-3362.2008.00010.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19320671&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/30138016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/ccp0000332
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30138016&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/10826089009068469
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=2132719&dopt=Abstract
https://mhealth.jmir.org/2021/2/e24472/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/24472
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33565988&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.15288/jsad.2009.70.726
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19737497&dopt=Abstract
https://ibs.colorado.edu/jessor/questionnaires/questionnaire_guide_hbq92.pdf
https://ibs.colorado.edu/jessor/questionnaires/questionnaire_guide_hbq92.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2018.02.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29432915&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25311148
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/add.12767
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25311148&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/30646249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2018.3535
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30646249&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/29753155
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2018.03.029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29753155&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2165/11597900-000000000-00000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22788261&dopt=Abstract
https://nida.nih.gov/research/nida-research-programs-activities/population-assessment-tobacco-health-path-study
https://nida.nih.gov/research/nida-research-programs-activities/population-assessment-tobacco-health-path-study
https://www.cdc.gov/healthyyouth/data/yrbs/index.htm
https://www.cdc.gov/healthyyouth/data/yrbs/index.htm
https://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0178043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0178043
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28542498&dopt=Abstract
https://williamsinstitute.law.ucla.edu/publications/geniuss-trans-pop-based-survey/
https://dicp.hms.harvard.edu/sites/default/files/2022-10/SOGI%20Data%20Collection.pdf
https://dicp.hms.harvard.edu/sites/default/files/2022-10/SOGI%20Data%20Collection.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00223891.1990.9674095
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=2280326&dopt=Abstract
https://www.niaaa.nih.gov/alcohols-effects-health/professional-education-materials/alcohol-screening-and-brief-intervention-youth-practitioners-guide
https://www.niaaa.nih.gov/alcohols-effects-health/professional-education-materials/alcohol-screening-and-brief-intervention-youth-practitioners-guide
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


69. Harris PA, Taylor R, Minor BL, Elliott V, Fernandez M, O'Neal L, et al. REDCap Consortium. The REDCap consortium:
building an international community of software platform partners. J Biomed Inform. Jul 2019;95:103208. [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.1016/j.jbi.2019.103208] [Medline: 31078660]

70. Harris PA, Taylor R, Thielke R, Payne J, Gonzalez N, Conde JG. Research electronic data capture (REDCap)--a
metadata-driven methodology and workflow process for providing translational research informatics support. J Biomed
Inform. Apr 2009;42(2):377-381. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.jbi.2008.08.010] [Medline: 18929686]

71. MacKinnon DP, Lockwood CM, Hoffman JM, West SG, Sheets V. A comparison of methods to test mediation and other
intervening variable effects. Psychol Methods. Mar 2002;7(1):83-104. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1037/1082-989x.7.1.83]
[Medline: 11928892]

72. Hayes AF. Introduction to Mediation, Moderation, and Conditional Process Analysis: A Regression-Based Approach. New
York, NY. The Guilford Press; 2013.

73. McCleary L. Using multiple imputation for analysis of incomplete data in clinical research. Nurs Res. 2002;51(5):339-343.
[doi: 10.1097/00006199-200209000-00012] [Medline: 12352784]

74. O'Connor EA, Perdue LA, Senger CA, Rushkin M, Patnode CD, Bean SI, et al. Screening and behavioral counseling
interventions to reduce unhealthy alcohol use in adolescents and adults: an updated systematic review for the U.S. Preventive
Services Task Force. Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 2018.
URL: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK534916/pdf/Bookshelf_NBK534916.pdf [accessed 2024-03-03]

Abbreviations
AAP: American Academy of Pediatrics
ASPIRE: Adolescent Substance Use Prevention Intervention Research
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CRAFFT 2.1+N: CRAFFT version with extra questions that are related to nicotine vaping and tobacco use
CRAFFT: Car, Relax, Alone, Forget, Family/Friends, Trouble
CRAFFT-IS: CRAFFT Interactive System
cSBI: computer-facilitated screening and brief intervention
DO: Doctor of Osteopathic Medicine
DSMB: data safety and monitoring board
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HONC: Hooked on Nicotine Checklist
IRB: institutional review board
MD: Doctor of Medicine
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PROMIS-E: Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information System Nicotine Dependence Item Bank for
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RA: research assistant
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