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W e examine how trajectories of marijuana use in Canadian youth (ages 15 to 28) are related to physical health indica-
tors in adolescence and young adulthood. Youth were initially recruited in 2003 (N = 662; 48% male; ages 12 to 18)
and followed for six waves. Five trajectories of marijuana use (Abstainers-29%, Occasional users-27%, Decreasers-14%,
Increasers-20% and Chronic users-11%) were identified. Chronic users reported more physical symptoms, poorer physical
self-concept, less physical activity, poorer eating practices, less sleep, and higher number of sexual partners during adoles-
cence than other classes. Decreasers also reported poorer physical self-concept and poorer eating practices than abstainers.
Other trajectory classes showed few significant health problems. Chronic users also reported more acute health problems
(i.e. serious injuries, early sexual debut, higher number of sexual partners, greater likelihood of having a STI) in young
adulthood than all other classes contributing to costs of healthcare. Youth who engage in early, frequent and continued
use of marijuana from adolescence to young adulthood are at-risk of physical health problems in adolescence and young
adulthood.
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As movement towards legalisation of recreational mari-
juana use advances in Canada, healthcare providers will
need to better understand how patterns of marijuana use
are associated with health problems and health promo-
tion efforts. Marijuana use in adolescence and young
adulthood is of particular concern, as these age groups
are associated with increased risk for harmful mental and
physical health, and neurocognitive consequences (see
Levine, Clemenza, Rynn, & Lieberman, 2017; Volkow,
Baler, Compton, & Weiss, 2014). Use of marijuana is also
prevalent among Canadian adolescents and young adults;
approximately one in four adolescents (i.e. 28% ages
11 to 15 and 22% ages 15 to 19) and young adults (i.e.
26% ages 20 to 24; Statistics Canada, 2015; UNICEF,
2013) report using marijuana in the past year. Research
suggests approximately 5% of Canadian and 3% of

American youth will develop a cannabis use disorder (i.e.
addiction) and the likelihood of developing a cannabis use
disorder triples for those who start using in adolescence
(Center for Behavioural Health Statistics and Quality,
2016; George & Vaccarino, 2015). Given the debilitating
effects of marijuana use on relationships and academic
and occupational outcomes (Thompson, Leadbeater,
Ames, & Merrin, 2018a; Brook, Chensu, Leakefeld,
& Brook, 2016; Brook, Lee, Brown, Finch, & Brook,
2011), it is likely that many of these youth will come
to the attention of primary healthcare and mental health
professionals. An awareness of the physical health profile
and problems of these youth may also contribute to the
effectiveness of their treatment plans. For example, the
use of marijuana for sleep or pain treatment may under-
mine motivation to reduce use. However, little research
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has investigated the associations between marijuana use
and physical health in adolescents and young adults.

Research shows many young people perceive mari-
juana as safe and a viable treatment of physical health
complaints (Chabrol, Beck, & Laconi, 2017; McKiernan
& Fleming, 2017). However, the association between
marijuana use with various indicators of health in these
early age groups remains unclear. Past research has
focused mainly on young adults using cross-sectional
data. Findings from these studies show significant asso-
ciations between marijuana use and reports of poorer
overall subjective health (Arria etal., 2016; Ellick-
son, Martino, & Collins, 2004), lower engagement in
health-promoting behaviours (Rodondi, Pletcher, Liu,
Hulley, & Sidney, 2006; Terry-McElrath & O’Malley,
2011; Whitehurst, Fogler, Hall, Hartmann, & Dyche,
2015), and more sexual risk behaviours (Patrick,
O’Malley, Johnston, Terry-McElrath, & Schulenberg,
2012). Associations between marijuana use and car-
diometabolic risks such as body mass index (BMI)
are typically not significant (Arria, Caldeira, Bugbee,
Vincent, & O’Grady, 2016; Bechtold, Simpson, White,
& Pardini, 2015; Rodondi et al., 2006). Associations
between marijuana use and having an serious injury are
inconsistent (Arria et al., 2016; Bechtold et al., 2015).

Physical health is a multi-component construct that
refers to health complaints and acute health concerns
(notably injuries), but also includes lifestyle choices like
commitments to physical activity and nutritious diets.
Adolescence and young adulthood are periods when
healthy lifestyles and health behaviours are typically
established and high risk patterns of marijuana use may
reduce motivation for these health choices. We extend
past research by examining several physical health indi-
cators in adolescence and young adulthood for youth
following different marijuana use trajectories, assessed
from ages 15 to 28. In examining young adult health,
we account for baseline (i.e. adolescent) health assess-
ments in our models to examine whether health problems
are limited to adolescence or continue and persist (i.e.
worsen) into young adulthood, allowing us to identify
salient periods to target interventions.

MARIJUANA USE AND PHYSICAL HEALTH

Research suggests marijuana use may have harmful
health consequences and these effects may be most
deleterious for those who start early (i.e. in adolescence)
and use regularly (Hall, 2015; Volkow et al., 2014). Find-
ings from studies on young adult physical health show
differences on ratings of overall subjective health across
marijuana use trajectories (Arria et al., 2016; Ellickson
et al., 2004). For example, Ellickson et al. (2004) found
“early high users” of marijuana reported lower levels of
overall health at age 29 than lower risk groups. Arria et al.

(2016) found significant differences between marijuana
use trajectories and overall health at age 30; but post-hoc
analyses showed no significant differences between the
higher risk groups (e.g. chronic, late-increase) and the
non-use group. In adolescence and young adulthood,
overall health is typically rated as “good” and range
may be limited (Eriksson, Unden, & Elofsson, 2001).
More specific assessments of physical symptoms may
be needed to further examine individual differences. In
this study, we include subjective assessments of physical
symptoms (i.e. backaches, headaches, stomachaches and
dizziness) as well as a measure of physical self-concept
that includes a composite of overall health, body satis-
faction, and perceptions of physical capabilities (Hager
& Leadbeater, 2016), which develops in adolescence and
may impact feeling well, as well as engagement in health
behaviours (Babic et al., 2014).

Early adoption of health-promoting behaviours can
influence subjective health, self-concept, and healthy
lifestyle choices (Babic et al., 2014; Nelson et al., 2008;
Sawyer et al., 2012); yet, health-promoting behaviours
(e.g. physical activity, sleep; Ames, Leadbeater, & Mac-
Donald, 2018; Ames, Holfeld, & Leadbeater, 2016;
Duncan et al., 2007; Maslowsky & Ozer, 2014) show
significant declines in these age periods. Trajectories
of marijuana use may be related to these behaviours;
however, the association has not been well studied.
Terry-McElrath and O’Malley (2011) found associations
between higher initial levels and increases in physical
activity with lower marijuana use in young adulthood.
Cross-sectional research with college students and adults
indicate marijuana use is associated with daytime sleepi-
ness (Gillin & Drummond, 2000), but not sleep duration
(Whitehurst et al., 2015). Longitudinal studies show no
differences in marijuana use trajectories related to BMI
in young adulthood (Arria et al., 2016; Bechtold et al.,
2015; Rodondi et al., 2006).

In terms of acute health risks, research shows injury
rates among adolescents are higher than any other age
group (Billettte & Janz, 2015) and represent a signifi-
cant personal and economic burden (Leadbeater, Babul,
Jansson, Scime, & Pike, 2010). Arria et al. (2016) found
marijuana groups were related to the number of days col-
lege students reported being limited in their usual activ-
ities due to an accident or injury; however, others have
found no differences between marijuana trajectories and
past year injury (Bechtold et al., 2015). Finally, research
with young adults shows associations between marijuana
use and sexual risk behaviours (Patrick et al., 2012).

PATTERNS OF MARIJUANA USE

Longitudinal research using person-centred approaches
(i.e. latent class growth curve analyses; LCGA) has iden-
tified typically four to six distinct classes of marijuana use
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that vary with regard to age of onset, frequency and dura-
tion of use over time (e.g. Bechtold et al., 2015; Brook
et al., 2011; Caldeira et al., 2012; Ellickson et al., 2004;
Epstein et al., 2015; Schulenberg et al., 2005). In general,
findings show youth classified into high risk trajectories
(e.g. chronic; early onset, high levels of use) demonstrate
poorer educational and economic attainment, higher lev-
els of comorbid substance use and more mental health
problems compared to non-users (e.g. abstainers; Thomp-
son et al., 2018a; Thompson, Merrin, Ames, & Lead-
beater, 2018b; Brook et al., 2011; Caldeira et al., 2012;
Ellickson et al., 2004; Epstein et al., 2015; Schulenberg
et al., 2005). Studying longitudinal patterns or trajectories
of marijuana use allows us to better understand the extent
to which high risk use patterns are more vulnerable and
may require targeted prevention efforts.

Research with the current sample (Thompson et al.,
2018b) previously identified five marijuana use trajec-
tories (see Table 1 and Figure 1) including: Abstainers
(n=183;29%) who never used marijuana in the past year;
Occasional users (n=172; 27%) who started as abstain-
ers and increased use to a “few times a year” by age
17; Decreasers (n=89; 14%) who used marijuana a few
times per month by age 15 and decreased to less than a
few times per year by age 23; Increasers (n=127; 20%)
who used a few times per year by age 15 and increased
rapidly, peaking to using more than once per week by
age 22; and, Chronic users (n=69; 11%) who used mar-
ijuana more than once per week across all ages. Chronic
users were more likely to be male, had more behavioural
problems and use of other substances, higher frequency
of driving risks and more depressive symptoms as young
adults (Leadbeater et al., 2017; Thompson et al., 2018b).
Over half of the Chronic users (59%) met diagnostic cri-
teria for cannabis use disorder. Decreasers reported more
depressive symptoms than Chronic users in adolescence
and less co-use of other substances in young adulthood.
Increasers were similar to Chronic users in young adult-
hood, but had higher illicit drug user and lower levels
of depressive and behavioural symptoms. Moreover, both
Chronic users and Increasers also had lower educational
and occupational achievement compared in young adult-
hood and Chronic users reported more debt and delaying
medical attention for financial reasons (Thompson et al.,
2018a). Co-use of alcohol was high in all classes (Lead-
beater et al., 2017; Thompson et al., 2018b).

The present study

The current study adds to our growing understanding
of the health of Canadian youth with differing marijuana
use trajectories by examining how marijuana use fre-
quency is related to physical health indicators in ado-
lescence and young adulthood. We extend past research
by examining how trajectories of marijuana use are
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related to multiple physical health indicators; subjective
health, health-promoting behaviours, body mass index,
serious injuries and sexual risk behaviours. By account-
ing for baseline levels of health indicators in young adult
models, we can identify whether health problems are
time-limited, or endure and worsen over time.

METHOD

Participants and procedure

The Victoria Health Youth Survey (V-HYS) collected
data from 662 participants (48% male) six times from
2003 to 2013 (see Leadbeater, Thompson, & Gruppuso,
2012 for full study details). In brief, the majority of par-
ticipants identified as Caucasian (85%) and the sam-
ple is representative of diverse socioeconomic classes.
Households (n=1036) with an eligible youth (ages 12
to 18) were identified from a random sample of 9500
telephone listings; 662 youth and their parents provided
written consent to participate. At each wave, trained inter-
viewers assessed participants through individual inter-
views; however, sensitive items (e.g. substance use, sexual
behaviours) were self-administered to enhance privacy
and increase responding. Retention rates were high: 87%
(T2), 81% (T3), 69% (T4), 70% (T5) and 72% (T6). The
university’s research ethics board approved the research
protocol at each wave.

Attrition analyses compared youth who remained in
the study by T6 (n=478) and those who did not have
data (n=184) on T1 demographic and study variables.
Participants who remained in the study were more
likely to be female (x*(1, 662) =8.77, p=.003) and had
slightly higher T1 socioeconomic status (SES; M =6.73,
SD=1.66), F(1, 636)=19.39, p<.001, compared to
non-participants (M =6.05, SD=1.94). On study vari-
ables, participants who remained in the study reported
healthier eating practices at T1 (M =5.29, SD =2.25),
F(1, 657)=17.07, p=.008, compared to non-participants
(M =476, SD=2.47). No other differences were
significant.

Measures

Marijuana use frequency

Youth were asked “How often did you use mari-
juana in the past 12 months?” Responses were coded
as O=never, 1 =a few times a year, 2=a few times a
month, 3 = once a week and 4 = more than once a week.

Subjective health

Physical symptoms were assessed using four items
from the Health Behavior in School-Aged Children scale
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TABLE 1
Means and standard deviations of covariates and physical health variables by marijuana use class
Abstainers Occasional Decreasers Increasers Chronic
(n=183; 29%) (n=172; 27%) (n=89; 14%) (n=127; 20%) (n=69; 11%)
Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
orn (%) orn (%) orn (%) orn (%) orn (%)
Covariates (T1)
Sex
Male 74 (40%) 72 (42%) 42 (47%) 78 (61%) 41 (59%)
Female 109 (60%) 100 (58%) 47 (53%) 49 (39%) 28 (41%)
Age 15.09 (1.91) 14.97 (1.89) 15.12 (2.06) 15.28 (1.79) 15.10 (1.87)
SES 6.66 (1.69) 6.75 (1.63) 6.64 (1.76) 6.56 (1.82) 6.00 (1.85)
Characteristics of marijuana use®
Average age of onset 17.07 (2.68) 16.56 (2.53) 14.37 (1.76) 15.11 (1.65) 13.28 (1.98)
Frequency of marijuana use at T1 (ages 12 to 18)
Never 170 (93%) 123 (72%) 33 (37%) 62 (49%) 19 (28%)
A few times per year 9 (5%) 42 (24%) 25 (28%) 28 (22%) 3 (4%)
A few times per month 4 (2%) 5B%) 20 (23%) 23 (18%) 7 (10%)
Once a week 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 4 (5%) 5 (4%) 6 (9%)
More than once per week 0(0%) 2 (1%) 7 (8%) 9 (7%) 34 (49%)
Frequency of marijuana use at T6 (ages 22 to 29)
Never 130 (95%) 28 (21%) 49 (78%) 6 (6%) 1 (2%)
A few times per year 7 (5%) 70 (53%) 13 (21%) 23 (25%) 3 (7%)
A few times per month 0 (0%) 21 (16%) 12%) 16 (17%) 3 (7%)
Once a week 0 (0%) 5 (4%) 0 (0%) 13 (14%) 6 (13%)
More than once per week 0(0%) 9 (7%) 0(0%) 36 (38%) 32 (711%)
Quantity of use at T6P (ages 22 to 29) .04 (.23) 55 (.73) .17 (.40) 1.27 (1.12) 2.60 (2.33)
% Cannabis use disorder®at T6 (ages 22 to 29) 0 (0%) 17 (13%) 0 (0%) 30 (32%) 26 (59%)
Health in adolescence (T1; ages 12 to 18)
Subjective health
Physical symptoms 5.32(2.78) 5.68 (3.09) 5.89 (2.94) 5.50(2.99) 6.78 (3.04)
Physical self-concept 18.35 (4.06) 17.71 (4.33) 16.96 (4.27) 18.19 (3.66) 16.92 (3.65)
Health-promoting behaviours
Physical activity 4.09 (1.95) 4.09 (1.94) 3.91(1.83) 4.34 (1.74) 3.73 (1.83)
Healthy eating practices 5.66 (2.24) 5.25(2.28) 4.89 (2.43) 4.95 (2.45) 4.13 (2.13)
Sleep duration 8.21 (1.25) 8.20 (1.09) 8.03 (1.53) 8.27 (1.42) 7.91 (1.37)
Body mass index (kg/m?)
Body mass index 21.58 (3.51) 20.61 (2.87) 21.64 (3.44) 21.47 (2.92) 21.75 (3.77)
Serious injuries
Number of serious injuries (past 12 months) .62 (.93) .62 (.93) 75 (.93) 72 (1.01) 93 (1.16)
No injuries 111 (61%) 106 (62%) 46 (52%) 76 (60%) 37 (54%)
One injury 45 (25%) 39 (23%) 25 (28%) 21 (17%) 11 (16%)
Two injuries 12 (7%) 14 (8%) 12 (14%) 19 (15%) 10 (15%)
Three or more injuries 15 (8%) 13 (8%) 6 (7%) 11 (9%) 11 (16%)
Sexual risk behaviours
Number of sexual partners 47 (1.19) .67 (1.21) 1.37 (1.74) 1.38 (1.66) 2.15 (2.08)
Health in young adulthood (T6; ages 22 to 29)
Subjective health
Physical symptoms 5.57 (2.95) 6.19 (2.66) 5.76 (3.17) 5.71 (2.75) 8.11 (2.76)
Physical self-concept 19.46 (5.52) 17.80 (6.41) 19.27 (5.04) 19.79 (5.97) 17.21 (6.91)
Health-promoting behaviours
Physical activity 3.15 (2.05) 3.13 (2.08) 3.39 (1.74) 3.22(1.97) 2.04 (1.58)
Healthy eating practices 6.64 (2.21) 6.08 (2.17) 6.82 (2.15) 6.30 (2.61) 6.00 (2.22)
Sleep duration 7.12 (1.10) 7.01 (1.07) 7.01 (1.27) 7.03 (1.16) 7.28 (1.23)
Body mass index (kg/m?)
Body mass index 25.02 (5.15) 24.98 (4.68) 25.20 (5.06) 25.05 (4.57) 25.15 (5.46)
% Underweight/normal weight 79 (59%) 75 (57%) 38 (58%) 53 (58%) 25 (56%)
% Overweight 36 (27%) 43 (33%) 21 (32%) 27 (29%) 13 (29%)
% Obese 20 (15%) 14 (11%) 7 (11%) 12 (13%) 7 (16%)
Serious injuries
Number of serious injuries (past 12 months) .26 (.53) 31 (.54) .36 (.69) 32 (.63) .59 (.81)
No injuries 107 (78%) 98 (73%) 49 (74%) 71 (76%) 26 (57%)
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TABLE 1
continued
Abstainers Occasional Decreasers Increasers Chronic
(n=183;29%) (n=172; 27%) (n=389; 14%) (n=127; 20%) (n=69; 11%)
Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
orn (%) orn (%) orn (%) orn (%) orn (%)
One injury 26 (19%) 32 (24%) 11 (17%) 17 (18%) 15 (33%)
Two injuries 3(2%) 5 (4%) 5 (8%) 5(5%) 3(7%)
Three or more injuries 1(1%) 0 (0%) 1 (2%) 1(1%) 2 (4%)
Sexual risk behaviours
Early sexual debut (<15 years) 8 (5%) 15 (9%) 13 (16%) 22 (18%) 30 (44%)
Number of sexual partners (lifetime) 3.06 (2.10) 475 (1.77) 5.33(1.70) 5.57 (1.49) 5.93 (1.26)
Ever had a STI (n=136) 22 (14%) 37 (22%) 21 (25%) 29 (24%) 27 (40%)

Note: Participants were classified into weight categories for descriptive purposes based on body mass index (BMI): underweight/normal weight
(BMI <25 kg/mz), overweight (25 kg/m2 <BMI<30 kg/mz) or obese (BMI>30 kg/mz). Waist circumference cut-off is >102cm for males
and > 88 cm for females (Statistics Canada, 2015). STI = sexually transmitted disease.

aPlease also see Thompson, 2018a, b for further details. PQuantity of use is based on the following item: “During the last 3 months, on a day when
you used marijuana, cannabis or hashish roughly how many joints did you usually have in that day? (Count 10 puffs, 5 bong or pipe hits or 1/ gram as
equivalent to one joint)” (Zeisser et al., 2012). Cannabis use disorder is based on DSM-5 (APA, 2013; Sheenan et al., 1994) criteria (see also Thompson

etal., 2018b). *p <.05, **p <.01, ***p <.001.
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Figure 1. Marijuana use trajectories from ages 15 to 28. Because the log-odds trajectories are on arbitrary scales, the estimated thresholds that divide
the categories of observed data are shown as dashed lines to facilitate interpretation. Source: Thompson et al., 2018b.

(Aarg, Wold, Kannas, & Rimpeld, 1986). Participants
rated how often they experienced headaches, abdominal
pain, backaches and dizziness in the past 6 months on a
0 (never) to 5 (about every day) scale. One item tapping
sleep difficulties was removed from the physical symp-
toms measure to avoid overlap with health-promoting
behaviours. Items were summed with higher scores
indicating more physical symptoms (T1 to T6 o’s ranged
from .55 to .65).

Physical  self-concept was  constructed from
self-evaluations of (a) overall physical health (one
item; “How often do you notice you are physically
healthy?”); (b) appearance (four items; “How satisfied
are you with each of the following aspects of your body?

Face, muscle, height, and weight”); and (c) physical
development and abilities (nine items; e.g. “I am proud
of my body”). Items were summed with higher scores
indicating more positive physical self-concept (T1 to T6
o’s ranged from .80 to .85). Confirmatory factor analysis
supported the latent structure of the physical self-concept
scale in a previous study with the current sample (Hager
& Leadbeater, 2016).

Health-promoting behaviours

Physical activity was assessed using three items
adapted from Gillis’ (Gillis, 1997) Adolescent Lifestyle
Questionnaire (ALQ; e.g. “In an average week, I exercise

© 2018 The Authors. International Journal of Psychology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of International Union of Psychological Science.
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three to four times (e.g. running, swimming, other
sports)”). Healthy eating practices were assessed using
five items (e.g. “I usually limit my intake of ‘junk food’
for snacks”) adapted from the ALQ. Responses were
coded on a three-point scale (0 =never, 1=sometimes,
2 =always). Measurement invariance across time for
physical activity and healthy eating practices was previ-
ously reported (Ames, Leadbeater, & MacDonald, 2018).
Items were summed; higher scores reflect higher levels
of physical activity (T1 to T6 o’s ranged from .74 to .83)
and healthier eating practices (T1 to T6 o’s ranged from
.72 to .80). Participants reported the average number of
hours of sleep they attain each night.

Body mass index

At T1, body mass index (BMI) was computed using
self-reported height and weight. Research supports the
validity of adolescent self-reported height and weight
(Vaughan & Halpern, 2010). Standardised measure-
ments of height and weight were collected at T6 by the
interviewers.

Serious injuries

Participants were asked “In the past 12 months, did you
have an injury (such as broken bones, bad cuts or sprains)
that was serious enough to limit your normal daily activi-
ties?” and, if yes, were asked “How many times were your
seriously injured (in the past 12 months)?” The number of
serious injuries was coded on a scale ranging from 0 (no
injuries) to 3 (three or more injuries).

Sexual risk behaviours

Responses to “Have you ever had sex? (adding that
by ‘sex,” we mean vaginal, oral, or anal sex)” were coded
“yes” or “no.” If yes, participants were also asked their
age the first time they had sex. Early sexual debut was
coded as 1 < 15 years and 0 > 15 years; Vasilenko, Kugler,
Butera, & Lanza, 2015). Number of sexual partners (i.e.
“How many different people have you ever had sex with?)
was coded as 0 = none, 1 = one, 2 = two, 3 = three, 4
= four, 5 = 5-10,6 = 11-20,7 = 21-100, 8 = more
than 100 (Patrick et al., 2012). Participants responses to
“Have you ever been told by a doctor or nurse that you
had a sexually transmitted infection (STI)?”” were coded
as 1 =yes or 0=no.

Covariates

Participants reported their sex and age. Participants
provided information on their parent(s)’ occupation
which was coded from 1 to 9 using the Hollingshead
Occupational Status Scale (Bornstein, Hahn, Suwalsky,

& Haynes, 2003). Additional analyses accounted for
alcohol use assessed by heavy episodic drinking (HED);
participants indicated how often they had five or more
drinks in the past year on a 5-point scale (0 =never, 1 =a
few times a year, 2=a few times a month, 3 =once a
week and 4 = more than once a week). The definition of
a standard drink was provided.

Plan for analyses

Trajectories of marijuana use from ages 15 to 28 were
identified using latent class growth analysis (Figure 1;
Thompson et al., 2018b). Multinomial logistic regression
was used to assess adolescent (T1; ages 12 to 18) corre-
lates of trajectory class membership and linear regression
was used to examine young adulthood (T6; ages 22 to
29) correlates of marijuana use trajectories. We used a
three-step approach that adjusts for uncertainty in class
membership (Asparouhov & Muthén, 2014). Variables
were entered into models grouped by subjective health,
health-promoting behaviours, body mass index, number
of serious injuries and sexual risk behaviours. Sex, age
at T1 centred and SES were included as covariates and
respective T1 assessments (e.g. T1 BMI was entered when
examining T6 BMI) were also included in young adult
(T6) models. Models were fit with Mplus version 7.3
(Muthén & Muthén, 2007) using full information max-
imum likelihood (FIML) to address missing data. We
address any non-normality by using the robust maximum
likelihood estimator (MLR) that adjusts estimated stan-
dard errors (Muthén & Muthén, 2007).

RESULTS

Table 1 presents the means, standard deviations or fre-
quencies for study variables across marijuana trajectory
classes.

Marijuana trajectory class differences
in adolescent health indicators

Adolescent (T1; ages 12 to 18) findings are summarised
in Table 2. Chronic users reported more physical symp-
toms than all other classes. Chronic users and Decreasers
reported poorer physical self-concept in adolescence than
Abstainers; Decreasers also reported poorer physical
self-concept than Increasers. Chronic users reported
less physical activity than Increasers. Chronic users
also reported poorer eating practices and sleep than
Abstainers, Occasional users, and Increasers. Decreasers
reported poorer eating practices than Abstainers. Occa-
sional users had lower levels of BMI than all other
classes. Class differences were not significant for serious
injuries. Chronic users and Increasers reported more

© 2018 The Authors. International Journal of Psychology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of International Union of Psychological Science.



sexual partners than Abstainers and Occasional users and
Decreasers reported more sexual partners than Occasional
users. Given the high rates of heavy episodic drinking
(HED) in this sample (Leadbeater et al., 2017; Thompson
et al., 2018b), models were re-examined with adolescent
HED as an additional covariate (Table S1, Supporting
information). Findings were similar for subjective health,
physical activity, eating practices, BMI and sexual risk
behaviours. Differences in sleep were no longer evident
after accounting for HED.

Marijuana trajectory class differences in young
adult health indicators

Young adult (T6; ages 22 to 29) findings are summarised
in Table 3. Chronic users reported more physical symp-
toms than all other classes. Class differences for physi-
cal self-concept were not significant, after accounting for
adolescent levels. Chronic users participated in less phys-
ical activity than all other classes. No class differences
were significant for healthy eating practices, sleep or body
mass index. Chronic users reported more serious injuries
than all other classes; Occasional users also reported more
injuries than Increasers. Chronic users had a greater likeli-
hood of early sexual debut than all other classes. Abstain-
ers reported fewer sexual partners than all other classes.
Chronic users also had a greater likelihood of ever hav-
ing a STI compared to Abstainers and Increasers. Mod-
els were rerun with the addition of adolescent HED as a
covariate and findings were largely consistent (Table S2).

DISCUSSION

Consistent with research on other social and behavioural
outcomes related to marijuana use trajectories (Hall,
2009; Hall, 2015; Volkow et al., 2014), Chronic users in
this study reported the most physical symptoms and had
poorer indicators of healthy lifestyle choices in both ado-
lescence and young adulthood, whereas other trajectory
classes showed few significant health problems. Although
causal relations are not established in this research, health
problems in adolescence may contribute to the early onset
and chronic use of marijuana if youth are using marijuana
to treat health complaints and symptoms of pain (Chabrol
et al., 2017; McKiernan & Fleming, 2017). We discuss the
specific findings for adolescents and young adults in the
following sections.

Marijuana use trajectory differences
in adolescent health

The higher levels of physical symptoms observed
for Chronic users in adolescence suggests that early
users may begin using marijuana to treat pain (Chabrol
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etal.,, 2017; McKiernan & Fleming, 2017), but the
directionality of this association could not be deter-
mined as Chronic users were already using marijuana
frequently at the initial wave. However, if Chronic users
seek healthcare for their physical complaints, this could
provide an opportunity for early identification of users
and education. Longitudinal and qualitative research
with younger samples could provide information about
the aetiology and management of physical symptoms
in adolescence and whether marijuana may be used for
self-treatment. Education about the risks for addiction
to marijuana and the availability of safer pain and stress
relief strategies may be important for adolescents to
reduce early experimentation with marijuana.

Chronic users reported poorer physical self-concept
than Abstainers. Decreasers, like Chronic users, initiated
marijuana use before age 15, and also reported poorer
physical self-concept than Abstainers and Increasers.
Physical self-concept reflects feelings of health sat-
isfaction and beliefs about physical competence and
past research shows that youth with higher physical
self-concept are less likely to engage in health-risk
behaviours such as alcohol and cigarette use (Andrew,
Tiggemann, & Clark, 2016) and more likely to engage
in physical activity (Babic et al., 2014). Alternatively,
early and heavy marijuana use may contribute to lack
of motivation, inactivity and poor eating habits which
in turn limit body satisfaction and perceived physical
competence.

Our findings showing poorer health-promoting
behaviours in Chronic users are consistent with past
research (Smith et al., 2016; Terry-McElrath & O’Malley,
2011). In the current study, Chronic users reported less
physical activity than Increasers (who typically delay use
until after age 15 and increase thereafter). Youth involved
in individual or team sports may decline marijuana as part
of their training goals. Engagement in vigorous physical
activity in early adolescence may deter marijuana use or
delay onset of use and reduce motivation to use marijuana
by improving sleep and giving alternate outlets for stress
(Terry-McElrath & O’Malley, 2011).

Chronic users and Decreasers also reported less
healthy eating practices in adolescence than other classes
and previous findings show heavy marijuana use is
associated with poor eating habits (Smith et al., 2016)
and increased appetite (Kirkham, 2009). Similar to
research showing marijuana use alters sleep architecture
in adolescence (Cohen-Zion et al., 2009; Smith et al.,
2016), Chronic users reported sleeping fewer hours per
night than all other classes (except Decreasers). In this
study, sleep duration was not associated with marijuana
use when concurrent alcohol use was accounted for
and both substances can contribute to sleep difficulties
(Cohen-Zion et al., 2009).

In adolescence, BMI was not related to marijuana use
trajectories, except Occasional users had lower BMI than
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TABLE 2
Marijuana trajectory class differences in adolescent (T1; ages 12 to 18) physical health indicators
Occasional Decreasers Increasers Chronic Pairwise
(n=172; 27%) (n=389; 14%) (n=127; 20%) (n=69; 11%) comparisons
Est. (SE) OR Est. (SE) OR Est. (SE) OR Est. (SE) OR p<.05

Demographics

Sex (Male =0) —.02(.29) 98 —.18 (.36) 84 —1.01%*(30) .37 —.94% (.37) 39 4,5<1,2;4<3

Age —.06 (.08) 95 .03 (.11) 1.03 .09 (.07) 1.09 .03 (.09) 1.03

SES .04 (.08) 1.04 .00 (.11) 1.00 —.03 (.09) 97 —.26%* (.10) 77 5<1,2,3
Subjective health

Physical symptoms .07 (.06) 1.07 .01 (.06) 1.01 .03 (.06) 1.03 20%** (L06) 1.22 5>1,2,3,4

Physical self-concept —.03 (.04) 97 —.12% (.05) .89 —.01 (.04) 99 —.09% (.04) 92 3,5<1;3<4
Health-promoting behaviours

Physical activity —.03 (.09) 97 —.06 (.10) 94 13 (.10) 1.14 —.07 (.09) 93 5<4

Healthy eating practices —.07 (.07) 93 —.20 (.10)* .82 —.12(.07) 89 =31FE(07) 74 5<1,2,4;3<1

Sleep duration —.04 (.11) .96 —.10 (.20) 91 .07 (.14) 1.07 —.35%(.15) 71 5<1,2,4
Body mass index (kg/m?)

Body mass index —. 15%%(.06) .86 .003 (.06) 1.00 —.03 (.04) 97 —.01 (.05) 99 2<1,3,4,5
Serious injuries

Number of serious injuries —.03 (.15) 97 .04 (.16) 1.04 .02 (.15) 1.02 29 (.17) 1.34

(past 12 months)
Sexual risk behaviours

Number of sexual partners 27 (41) 1.31 7 (.45) 2.17 .83*% (41) 2.29 1.09* (.43) 298 4,5>1,2;3>2

Note: Abstainers (n=183; 29%) trajectory is the reference. Models account for sex, T1 age centred, and SES. Sample sizes for each trajectory class
are based on class assignment using the posterior probability of class membership.

p < .05, #p < 01, #*%p < 001,

all other classes. This single finding requires replication;
however, Occasional users may be experimenting with
marijuana use with peers, whereas youth who are over-
weight or obese may be stigmatised and excluded from
these peer activities (Strauss & Pollack, 2003). Despite
high rates of injuries in adolescence (Billettte & Janz,
2015), serious injuries in adolescence were not related
to marijuana use trajectories in this study. Injuries are
frequently sustained in recreational sports (Billettte &
Janz, 2015; Leadbeater, Babul, Jansson, Scime, & Pike,
2010) and the lack of physical activity among marijuana
users may reduce risks for sports injuries. Higher risk
classes (i.e. Chronic users, Increasers and Decreasers)
also reported more sexual partners than lower risk classes
(i.e. Abstainers, Occasional users) in adolescence.

Marijuana use trajectory differences in young
adult health

In models assessing the effects of the marijuana use
trajectories on young adult health, we controlled for ado-
lescent levels for each health indicator. Hence, our
findings indicate some health concerns among Chronic
users persisted or worsened into young adulthood, beyond
adolescent levels. Youth who chronically use marijuana
may become tolerant to its effects and experience phys-
ical symptoms despite self-medication efforts. Marijuana
use in young adults is also associated with lower aca-
demic achievement and occupational prestige (Thompson

etal., 2018a; Ringel, Ellickson, & Collins, 2006) and
continued physical symptoms may be related to engage-
ment in labor-intensive occupations (e.g. construction,
factory work) or service positions (e.g. waitressing)
that have substantial physical demands associated with
chronic pain (Coenen et al., 2014). Future research into
the occupational injuries of Chronic users is needed to
inform motivation to reduce use and treatment strategies.

Chronic users also reported lower mean levels of phys-
ical self-concept than all other trajectory classes in young
adulthood; however, these differences were not signifi-
cant beyond adolescent levels. Physical self-concept may
stabilise following adolescence, limiting the detection of
further changes in young adulthood; however, poor phys-
ical self-concept may continue to limit perceived health
and healthy lifestyle choices.

By young adulthood, Chronic users were less likely
to engage in physical activity than all other classes. Poor
physical self-concepts and declining physical activity in
adolescence may set the stage for their lower physi-
cal activity in young adulthood. Trajectory class differ-
ences in healthy eating practices and sleep duration were
not significant, and these health habits may be estab-
lished in adolescence and change little into young adult-
hood. However, past studies using in-depth, quantitative
diet histories showed marijuana use was associated with
higher caloric intake in adulthood (Rodondi et al., 2006),
suggesting methodological differences may contribute to
our inconsistent findings. Past research found no differ-
ences between marijuana use and sleep time in an adult
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TABLE 3
Adjusted means, standard errors, and probabilities of health outcomes by marijuana use trajectory in young adulthood (T6; ages 22 to
29)
Abstainers Occasional Decreasers Increasers Chronic
(n=183; (n=172; (n=89; (n=127; (n=069; Overall Pairwise
29%) 27%) 14%) 20%) 11%) Wald comparisons
Adjusted Adjusted Adjusted Adjusted Adjusted
mean (SE) mean (SE) mean (SE) mean (SE) mean (SE) XZ p<.05
Subjective health
Physical symptoms 4.83 (.67) 5.65 (.64) 5.11(.74) 5.03 (.65) 7.67 (.87) 13.78%%* 5>1,2,3,4
Physical self-concept 10.57 (2.10) 8.53 (2.08) 10.71 (2.06) 10.92 (2.10) 7.95 (2.15) 7.21
Health-promoting behaviours
Physical activity 1.11 (.46) 1.17 (.49) 1.27 (.52) 97 (.49) .09 (.46) 14.36%* 5<1,2,3,4
Healthy eating practices 3.28 (.51) 2.84 (.50) 3.84 (.55) 3.35 (.60) 3.33(.59) 7.16
Sleep duration 4.88 (.54) 4.79 (.54) 4.90 (.58) 4.78 (.55) 5.20 (.51) 2.10
Body mass index (kg/m?)
Body mass index 8.37 (1.75) 9.09 (1.77) 8.98 (1.82) 8.41 (1.81) 7.93 (1.86) 2.80
Serious injuries
Number of serious injuries 31 (.14) 44 (114) .30 (.14) 26 (.14) 1.82 (.25) 97.99%*%* 5>1,2,3,4,2>4
(past 12 months)
Sexual risk behaviours
Early sexual debut‘*b(Pr) .07 .14 33 27 .67 27.42%%% 5>1,2,3,4,3>1
Number of sexual partners 3.07 (.66) 5.33(2.21) 5.37 (.65) 5.29 (.53) 5.69 (.52) 2480 1<2,3,4,5
Ever had a STI* (Pr) .03 .10 .09 .08 21 12.68* 5>1,4

Note: Models account for sex, T1 age centred, SES, and their respective T1 assessment. Pr = probability of event occurrence for dichotomous outcomes
(Pr=1/(1 + exp. (Threshold))(Muthén & Muthén, 2007)); STI = sexually transmitted infection.
Early sexual debut and STI did not control for T1 levels, as these are time-invariant indicators. PEarly sexual debut is defined as before age 15 years

(Vasilenko et al., 2015). *p <.05, **p <.01, ***p <.001.

sample (Whitehurst et al., 2015). Sleep duration declines
rapidly for all adolescents (Maslowsky & Ozer, 2014)
and overall declines may not be specific to marijuana use
trajectories.

Consistent with past research (Arria et al., 2016; Bech-
told et al., 2015; Rodondi et al., 2006), marijuana use tra-
jectory differences were not significant for BMI. Finally,
Chronic users reported more acute health problems (i.e.
number of serious injuries or having a STI) than other
classes. As noted above, the reasons for the occur-
rence of serious injuries needs to be investigated and
may be related to engagement in lower prestige occupa-
tions (Ringel et al., 2006) or risk-taking behaviours while
intoxicated (Leadbeater et al., 2017). The higher levels of
STIs may be the result of the higher number of sexual
partners in adolescence in this class. These concerns may
substantially contribute to the acute healthcare costs for
this age group and pain from injuries may also motivate
continued use of marijuana.

Overall, these findings demonstrate that several phys-
ical health problems are related to the use of marijuana
from adolescence to young adulthood. Understanding and
anticipating these concerns in adolescence could help
to guide primary prevention strategies (e.g. by reduc-
ing use of marijuana as medication, increase opportuni-
ties and time for physical activity, teach sleep hygiene
and strategies for stress reduction) and may improve
treatment plans for Chronic users by addressing poor

physical self-concept, physical inactivity and manage-
ment of physical symptoms.

Limitations

The majority of our sample was Caucasian, as such,
findings may not generalise to other ethnic groups.
With the exception of BMI in young adulthood, all
measures were self-reported, possibly contributing
to shared variance and common findings for some
health indicators (e.g., physical symptoms and physical
self-concept). However, assessments spanned a decade,
reducing the likelihood of shared variance. A single item
assessed sleep and number of serious injuries. To add,
our measure of marijuana use was based on frequency
of use and did not include assessments of amount,
potency or marijuana-related negative consequences;
although classes showed differential profiles on similar
measures of marijuana use in young adulthood (see
Table 1). Inclusion of these dimensions of marijuana
use in trajectory-based analyses may allow us to further
distinguish different kinds of marijuana users in these
age groups (e.g., Pearson et al., 2017). Due to high use of
alcohol in our sample (Leadbeater et al., 2017; Thompson
et al., 2018b), it was not possible to disentangle effects
because of marijuana alone, although findings were
significant after accounting for HED. Sex differences
could not be assessed due to sample size limitations.

© 2018 The Authors. International Journal of Psychology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of International Union of Psychological Science.
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Conclusion

Youth who engage in early, frequent and continued use
of marijuana use from adolescence to young adulthood
are at-risk of physical health problems. It is unclear
how legalisation of marijuana for recreational use will
impact adolescent use patterns. Preliminary findings
from the United States on how policy changes influ-
ence frequency of adolescents’ marijuana use are mixed
(Brooks-Russell et al., 2018; Cerda et al., 2017; Flem-
ing etal., 2016; Rusby et al., 2018). However, there is
some evidence that, for youth who already use mar-
ijuana, their use may increase (Rusby etal., 2018).
There is also evidence that legalisation is associated
with declines in perceptions of harms and parental
disapproval (Brooks-Russell etal., 2018; Cerda et al.
2017; Fleming et al., 2016). Our findings suggest edu-
cational efforts and interventions for marijuana use
should consider the different patterns of use among
youth. For example, efforts to delay initiation should
dispel adolescents’ perceptions of marijuana as a safe
and non-addictive way of treating pain (Chabrol et al.,
2017; McKiernan & Fleming, 2017). In primary health-
care settings, assessments of adolescents’ physical
complaints could include inquiry into their self-treatment
approaches and alternative (i.e. behavioural) interven-
tions offered. This could also provide opportunities for
education about marijuana use and associated harms.
Chronic users also report a higher number of acute health
problems in young adulthood contributing to costs of
healthcare.
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Additional supporting information may be found online in the
Supporting Information section at the end of the article.

Table S1. Marijuana trajectory class differences in adolescent
(T1; ages 12 to 18) physical health indicators accounting for
adolescent heavy episodic drinking

Table S2. Adjusted means, standard errors, and probabilities of
health outcomes by marijuana use trajectory in young adulthood
(T6; ages 22 to 29) accounting for adolescent heavy episodic
drinking

REFERENCES

Aarg, L., Wold, B., Kannas, L., & Rimpeld, M. (1986). Health
behaviour in school-children: A WHO cross-national survey.
Health Promotion International, 1(1), 17-33.

Ames, M. E., Holfeld, B., & Leadbeater, B. J. (2016). Sex
and age group differences in the associations between sleep
duration and BMI from adolescence to young adulthood.

Psychology and Health, 31(8). https://doi.org/10.1080/
08870446.2016.1163360

Ames, M. E., Leadbeater, B. J., & Macdonald, S. W. S. (2018).
Health behavior changes in adolescence and young adult-
hood: Implications for cardiometabolic risk. Health Psychol-
0gy, 37(2), 103—113. https://doi.org/10.1037/hea0000560

Andrew, R., Tiggemann, M., & Clark, L. (2016). Predictors and
health-related outcomes of positive body image in adolescent
girls: A prospective study. Developmental Psychology, 52(3),
463—-474. https://doi.org/10.1037/dev0000095

American Psychiatric Association (2013). Diagnostic and sta-
tistical manual of mental disorders (5th ed.). Washington.

Arria, A. M., Caldeira, K. M., Bugbee, B. A., Vincent, K. B., &
O’Grady, K. E. (2016). Marijuana use trajectories during col-
lege predict health outcomes nine years post-matriculation.
Drug and Alcohol Dependence, 159, 158—165. https://doi
.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2015.12.009

Asparouhov, T., & Muthén, B. (2014). Auxiliary variables
in mixture modeling: Three-step approaches using Mplus.
Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Jour-
nal, 21(3), 1-13. https://doi.org/10.1080/10705511.2014
915181

Babic, M. J., Morgan, P. J., Plotnikoff, R. C., Lonsdale, C.,
White, R. L., & Lubans, D. R. (2014). Physical activity
and physical self-concept in youth: Systematic review and
meta-analysis. Sports Medicine, 44(11), 1589—-1601. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s40279-014-0229-z

Bechtold, J., Simpson, T., White, H. R., & Pardini, D. (2015).
Chronic adolescent marijuana use as a risk factor for physical
and mental health problems in young adult men. Psychology
of Addictive Behaviors, 29(3), 552—563. https://doi.org/10
.1037/adb0000103

Billettte, J. Janz, T. (2015). Injuries in Canada:
Insights from the Canadian community health sur-
vey. Health at a glance, statistics. Retrieved from
https://www.statcan.gc.ca/pub/82-624-x/2011001/article/
11506-eng.htm.

Bornstein, M. H., Hahn, C. S., Suwalsky, J. T. D., & Haynes,
O. M. (2003). Socioeconomic status, parenting, and child
development: The Hollingshead four-factor index of social
status and the socio-economic index of occupations. In M. H.
Bornstein & R. H. Bradley (Eds.), Socioeconomic status,
parenting, and child development (pp. 29—-82). Mahwah:
Lawrence Erlbaum Publishers.

Brook, J., Lee, J., Brown, E., Finch, S., & Brook, D. (2011).
Developmental trajectories of marijuana use from adoles-
cence to adulthood: Personality and social role outcomes.
Psychological Reports, 108, 0033, 339-2941, 357. https://
doi.org/10.2466/10.18.PR0.108.2.339-357

Brook, J. S., Chensu, Z., Leakefeld, D., & Brook, D. (2016).
Marijuana use from adolescent to adulthood: Developmental
trajectories and their outcomes. Social Psychiatry and Psy-
chiatric Epidemiology, 51(10), 1405—1415. https://doi.org/
10.1177/0963721414541462.Self-Control

Brooks-Russell, A., Ma, M., Levinson, A. H., Kattari, L., Kirch-
ner, T., Anderson Goodell, E. M., & Johnson, R. M. (2018).
Adolescent marijuana use, marijuana-related perceptions,
and use of other substances before and after initiation of retail
marijuana sales in Colorado (2013-2015). Prevention Sci-
ence. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-018-0933-2

© 2018 The Authors. International Journal of Psychology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of International Union of Psychological Science.


https://doi.org/10.1080/08870446.2016.1163360
https://doi.org/10.1080/08870446.2016.1163360
https://doi.org/10.1037/hea0000560
https://doi.org/10.1037/dev0000095
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2015.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2015.12.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705511.2014.915181
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705511.2014.915181
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40279-014-0229-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40279-014-0229-z
https://doi.org/10.1037/adb0000103
https://doi.org/10.1037/adb0000103
https://doi.org/10.2466/10.18.PR0.108.2.339-357
https://doi.org/10.2466/10.18.PR0.108.2.339-357
https://doi.org/10.1177/0963721414541462.Self-Control
https://doi.org/10.1177/0963721414541462.Self-Control
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-018-0933-2

Caldeira, K. M., O’Grady, K. E., Vincent, K. B., & Arria, A. M.
(2012). Marijuana use trajectories during the post-college
transition: Health outcomes in young adulthood. Drug and
Alcohol Dependence, 125(3), 267-275. https://doi.org/10
.1016/j.drugalcdep.2012.02.022

Center for Behavioral Health Statistics and Quality (2016).
National survey on drug use and health: Methodological
summary and definitions. Rockville, MD: Substance Abuse
and Mental Health Services Administration.

Cerda, M., Wall, M., Feng, T., Keyes, K., Sarvet, A., Schu-
lenberg, J., Hasin, D. (2017). Association of state
recreational marijuana laws with adolescent marijuana use.
JAMA Pediatrics, 171(2), 142—149. https://doi.org/10.1001/
jamapediatrics.2016.3624

Chabrol, H., Beck, C., & Laconi, S. (2017). Contribution of
health motive to cannabis use among high-school students.
Addictive Behaviors, 64, 54—56. https://doi.org/10.1016/j
.addbeh.2016.08.011

Coenen, P., Gouttebarge, V., van der Burght, A., van Dieen, J.,
Frings-Dresen, M., van der Beek, A., & Burdorf, A. (2014).
The effect of lifting during work on low back pain: A health
impact assessment based on a meta-analysis. Occupational
and Environmental Medicine, 71(12), 871-877. https://doi
.org/10.1136/0emed-2014-102346

Cohen-Zion, M., Drummond, S. P. A, Padula, C. B., Winward,
J., Kanady, J., Medina, K. L., & Tapert, S. F. (2009). Sleep
architecture in adolescent marijuana and alcohol users during
acute and extended abstinence. Addictive Behaviors, 34(11),
976-979. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2009.05.011

Duncan, S. C., Duncan, T. E., Strycker, L. A., & Chaume-
ton, N. R. (2007). A cohort-sequential latent growth model
of physical activity from ages 12 to 17 years. Annals of
Behavioral Medicine, 33, 80—89. https://doi.org/10.1207/
$15324796abm3301_9

Ellickson, P. L., Martino, S. C., & Collins, R. L. (2004). Mar-
ijuana use from adolescence to young adulthood: Multiple
developmental trajectories and their associated outcomes.
Health Psychology, 23(3),299-307. https://doi.org/10.1037/
0278-6133.23.3.299

Epstein, M., Hill, K. G., Nevell, A. M., Guttmannova, K., Bailey,
J. A., Abbott, R. D., ... Hawkins, D. J. (2015). Trajectories
of marijuana use from adolescence into adulthood: Environ-
mental and individual correlates. Developmental Psychology,
51(11), 1650—1663. https://doi.org/10.1037/dev0000054

Eriksson, 1., Unden, A. L., & Elofsson, S. (2001). Self-rated
health. Comparisons between three different measures.
Results from a population study. International Journal of
Epidemiology, 30(2), 326—333. https://doi.org/10.1093/ije/
30.2.326

Fleming, C. B., Guttmannova, K., Cambron, C., Rhew, I. C.,
& Oesterle, S. (2016). Examination of the divergence in
trends for adolescent marijuana use and marijuana-specific
risk factors in Washington State. Journal of Adolescent
Health, 59(3), 269-275. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth
.2016.05.008

George, T., & Vaccarino, F. (2015). Substance abuse in Canada:
The effects of cannabis use during adolescence. Ottawa, ON:
Canadian Centre on Substance Abuse.

Gillin, J. C., & Drummond, S. P. A. (2000). Medication and
substance abuse. In M. Kryger, T. Roth, & W. Dement (Eds.),

MARIJUANA AND PHYSICAL HEALTH 11

Principles and practice of sleep medicine (pp. 1176—1195).
Philadelphia: Saunders Company.

Gillis, A. (1997). The adolescent lifestyle questionnaire: Devel-
opment and psychometric testing. The Canadian Journal of
Nursing Research, 29, 29-46.

Hager, A. D., & Leadbeater, B. J. (2016). The longitudinal
effects of peer victimization on physical health from ado-
lescence to young adulthood. Journal of Adolescent Health,
58(3), 330-336.

Hall, W. (2009). The adverse health effects of cannabis use:
What are they, and what are their implications for pol-
icy? International Journal of Drug Policy, 20(6), 458—-466.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2009.02.013

Hall, W. (2015). What has research over the past two decades
revealed about the adverse health effects of recreational
cannabis use? Addiction, 110(1), 19-35. https://doi.org/10
.1111/add.12703

Kirkham, T. C. (2009). Cannabinoids and appetite: Food craving
and food pleasure. International Review of Psychiatry, 21,
163—171. https://doi.org/10.1080/09540260902782810

Leadbeater, B., Babul, S., Jansson, M., Scime, G., & Pike,
I. (2010). Youth injuries in British Columbia: Type, set-
tings, treatment and costs, 2003-2007. International Journal
of Injury Control and Safety Promotion, 17(2), 119-127.
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457300903564561

Leadbeater, B., Thompson, K., & Gruppuso, V. (2012).
Co-occurring trajectories of symptoms of anxiety, depres-
sion, and oppositional defiance from adolescence to young
adulthood. Journal of Clinical Child and Adolescent Psy-
chology, 41(6), 719-730. https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416
.2012.694608

Leadbeater, B. J., Ames, M. E., Sukhawathanakul, P., Fyfe, M.,
Stanwick, R., & Brubacher, J. R. (2017). Frequent marijuana
use and driving risk behaviours in Canadian youth. Paedi-
atrics & Child Health, 22(1), 7—12. https://doi.org/10.1093/
pch/pxw002

Levine, A., Clemenza, K., Rynn, M., & Lieberman, J. (2017).
Evidence for the risks and consequences of adolescent
cannabis exposure. Journal of the American Academy of
Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, 56(3),214—225. https://doi
.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2016.12.014

Maslowsky, J., & Ozer, E. (2014). Developmental trends in
sleep duration in adolescence and young adulthood: Evi-
dence from a national US sample. Journal of Adolescent
Health, 54(6), 691-697.

McKiernan, A., & Fleming, K. (2017). Canadian Youth Per-
ceptions on Cannabis. Canadian Centre on Substance
Abuse. Ottawa, ON: Canadian Centre on Substance
Abuse. Retrieved from http://www.ccsa.ca/Resource
Library/CCSA-Canadian- Youth-Perceptions-on-Cannabis-
Report-2017-en.pdf

Muthén, L. K., & Muthén, B. O. (2007). Mplus user’s guide
(sixth edit). Los Angeles, CA: Muthén & Muthén. https://doi
.org/10.13155/29825

Nelson, M. C., Story, M., Larson, N. 1., Neumark-Sztainer, D.,
& Lytle, L. A. (2008). Emerging adulthood and college-aged
youth: An over- looked age for weight-related behavior
change. Obesity, 16, 2205-2211. https://doi.org/10.1038/
oby.2008.36

Patrick, M. E., O’Malley, P. M., Johnston, L. D., Terry-
McElrath, Y. M., & Schulenberg, J. E. (2012). HIV/AIDS

© 2018 The Authors. International Journal of Psychology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of International Union of Psychological Science.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2012.02.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2012.02.022
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2016.3624
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2016.3624
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2016.08.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2016.08.011
https://doi.org/10.1136/oemed-2014-102346
https://doi.org/10.1136/oemed-2014-102346
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2009.05.011
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15324796abm3301_9
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15324796abm3301_9
https://doi.org/10.1037/0278-6133.23.3.299
https://doi.org/10.1037/0278-6133.23.3.299
https://doi.org/10.1037/dev0000054
https://doi.org/10.1093/ije/30.2.326
https://doi.org/10.1093/ije/30.2.326
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2016.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2016.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2009.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1111/add.12703
https://doi.org/10.1111/add.12703
https://doi.org/10.1080/09540260902782810
https://doi.org/10.1080/17457300903564561
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2012.694608
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2012.694608
https://doi.org/10.1093/pch/pxw002
https://doi.org/10.1093/pch/pxw002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2016.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2016.12.014
http://www.ccsa.ca/Resource
https://doi.org/10.13155/29825
https://doi.org/10.13155/29825
https://doi.org/10.1038/oby.2008.36
https://doi.org/10.1038/oby.2008.36

12 AMES ET AL.

risk behaviors and substance use by young adults in the
United States. Prevention Science, 13(5), 532-538. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11121-012-0279-0

Pearson, M. R., Bravo, A. J., Conner, B. T., & Marijuana Out-
comes Study Team (2017). Distinguishing subpopulations of
marijuana users with latent profile analysis. Drug and Alco-
hol Dependence, 172, 1-8.

Ringel, J. S., Ellickson, P. L., & Collins, R. L. (2006). The
relationship between high school marijuana use and annual
earnings among young adult males. Contemporary Economic
Policy, 24(1), 52—63. https://doi.org/10.1093/cep/byj006

Rodondi, N., Pletcher, M. J., Liu, K., Hulley, S. B., & Sidney, S.
(2006). Marijuana use, diet, body mass index, and cardiovas-
cular risk factors (from the CARDIA study). American Jour-
nal of Cardiology, 98(4), 478—484. https://doi.org/10.1016/j
.amjcard.2006.03.024

Rusby, J. C., Westling, E., Crowley, R., & Light, J. M. (2018).
Legalization of recreational marijuana and community sales
policy in Oregon: Impact on adolescent willingness and
intent to use, parent use, and adolescent use. Psychology of
Addictive Behaviors, 32(1), 84—92. https://doi.org/10.1037/
adb0000327

Sawyer, S. M., Afifi, R. A., Bearinger, L. H., Blakemore, S. J.,
Dick, B., Ezeh, A. C., & Patton, G. C. (2012). Adolescence:
A foundation for future health. The Lancet, 379, 1630—1640.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(12)60531-5

Schulenberg, J. E., Merline, A. C., Johnston, L. D., O’Malley,
P. M., Bachman, J. G., & Laetz, V. B. (2005). Trajecto-
ries of marijuana use during the transition to adulthood:
The big picture based on national panel data. Journal
of Drug Issues, 35(2), 255-279. https://doi.org/10.1177/
002204260503500203

Sheenan, D., Janavas, J., & Knapp, E. (1994). Mini interna-
tional neuropsychiatric interview, clinician rated, Version
4.4, Tampa, FL.

Smith, A., Peled, M., Poon, C., Kovaleva, K., Stewart, D., &
McCreary Centre Society (2016). Blunt talk: Harms asso-
ciated with early and frequent marijuana use amoung BC
youth. Vancouver, BC: McCreary Centre Society. Retrieved
from http://www.mcs.bc.ca/pdf/blunt_talk.pdf

Statistics Canada (2015). Canadian Tobacco, Alcohol and Drugs
Survey (CTADS). Retrieved from http://www?23.statcan.gc
.ca/imdb/p2SV .pl?Function=getSurvey&SDDS=4440.

Strauss, R. S., & Pollack, H. A. (2003). Social marginalization
of overweight children. Archives of Pediatrics & Adolescent

Medicine, 157, T46-752. https://doi.org/10.1001/archpedi
.157.8.746

Terry-McElrath, Y. M., & O’Malley, P. M. (2011). Substance
use and exercise participation among young adults: Paral-
lel trajectories in a national cohort-sequential study. Addic-
tion, 106(10), 1855—1865. https://doi.org/10.1111/1.1360-
0443.2011.03489.x

Thompson, K., Leadbeater, B., Ames, M., & Merrin, G. J.
(2018a). Associations between marijuana use trajectories and
educational and occupational success in young adulthood.
Prevention Science, 1—13. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-
018-0904-7

Thompson, K., Merrin, G. J., Ames, M. E., & Leadbeater, B.
(2018b). Marijuana trajectories in Canadian youth: Associa-
tions with substance use and mental health. Canadian Jour-
nal of Behavioural Science, 50(1). https://doi.org/10.1037/
cbs0000090

United Nations Children’s Fund, Office of Research (2013).
Innocenti Report Card 11: Child well-being in rich coun-
tries. A comparative overview. Florence: UNICEF Office of
Research.

Vaughan, C. A., & Halpern, C. T. (2010). Gender differences
in depressive symptoms during adolescence: the contribu-
tions of weight-related concerns and behaviors. Journal of
Research on Adolescence, 20, 389e419. https://doi.org/10
1111/5.1532-7795.2010.00646.x

Vasilenko, S. A., Kugler, K. C., Butera, N. M., & Lanza,
S. T. (2015). Patterns of adolescent sexual behavior
predicting young adult sexually transmitted infections:
A latent class analysis approach. Archives of Sexual Behav-
ior, 44, 705-715. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-014-
0258-6

Volkow, N. D., Baler, R. D., Compton, W. M., & Weiss, S. R. B.
(2014). Adverse health effects of marijuana use. New Eng-
land Journal of Medicine, 370(23), 2219-2227. https://doi
.org/10.1056/NEJMral402309

Whitehurst, L. N., Fogler, K., Hall, K., Hartmann, M., & Dyche,
J. (2015). The effects of chronic marijuana use on circadian
entrainment. Chronobiology International, 32(4), 561-567.
https://doi.org/10.3109/07420528.2015.1004078

Zeisser, C., Thompson, K., Stockwell, T., Duft, C., Chow,
C., Vallance, K., ... Lucas, P. (2012). A “standard joint”?
The role of quantity in predicting cannabis-related problems.
Addiction Research & Theory, 20(1), 82—92. https://doi.org/
10.3109/16066359.2011.569101

© 2018 The Authors. International Journal of Psychology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of International Union of Psychological Science.


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-012-0279-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-012-0279-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/cep/byj006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjcard.2006.03.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjcard.2006.03.024
https://doi.org/10.1037/adb0000327
https://doi.org/10.1037/adb0000327
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(12)60531-5
https://doi.org/10.1177/002204260503500203
https://doi.org/10.1177/002204260503500203
http://www.mcs.bc.ca/pdf/blunt_talk.pdf
http://www23.statcan.gc.ca/imdb/p2SV.pl?Function=getSurvey&SDDS=4440
http://www23.statcan.gc.ca/imdb/p2SV.pl?Function=getSurvey&SDDS=4440
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.157.8.746
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.157.8.746
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2011.03489.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2011.03489.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-018-0904-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-018-0904-7
https://doi.org/10.1037/cbs0000090
https://doi.org/10.1037/cbs0000090
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-7795.2010.00646.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-7795.2010.00646.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-014-0258-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-014-0258-6
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra1402309
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra1402309
https://doi.org/10.3109/07420528.2015.1004078
https://doi.org/10.3109/16066359.2011.569101
https://doi.org/10.3109/16066359.2011.569101

