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Table 1. Clusters and factorial scores 

Factorial scores		Cluster 1 	Cluster 2	Cluster 3 	Cluster 4		Total
			Inclusive		Centrists	Moralists	Specialists					 n=172		n=145		n=170		n=128		      n=615 (100)
			Mean (SD)	Mean (SD)	Mean (SD)	Mean (SD)	       Mean (SD)

Stereotypes & moralism	1.56 (0.32)	2.23 (0.39)	2.61 (0.40)	1.85 (0.31)	       2.07 (0.55)

Treatment Optimism	3.19 (0.36)	2.84 (0.36)	2.69 (0.35)	3.01 (0.33)  	       2.94 (0.40)

Specialized treatment	1.95 (0.44)	2.16 (0.28)	2.94 (0.45)	3.26 (0.41)                  2.55 (0.67) 

One-way ANOVA: p<0.001 for the 3 scores. After Bonferroni correction : significant differences (p≤0.001) between each pair of clusters.
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Table 2.  Subjects’ socio-demographic characteristics in regard of the clusters
Subjects’		Cluster 1 	Cluster 2	Cluster 3 	Cluster 4		Total
socio-demographic	The Inclusive	The Centrists	The moralists	The specialists	
characteristics		n (%)	                n (%)	                 n (%)		    n (%)			n=615
                                          172 (27,9)            145 (23,6)        170 (27,6)            128 (20,8)
Gender 
Female 			65,7		60,56		61,21		74,60  			65,1
Male 			34,3		39,4		38,8		25,40			34,9
p=0,060
Age (years) 
<25			55.4		58.5		48.2		58.4			54.8
25-29			42.2		37.3		44.5		36.8			40.5
>30			  2.4		  4.2		  7.3		  4.8			  4.7
p=0.25
Maternal 
education level 
Low			  8.6		  5.1		  9.5		  9.8			  8.3
Medium		19.1		19.0		22.2		14.8			19.0
High			72.2		75.9		68.4		75.4			72.7
p=0.54
Health perception
Excellent		26.3		24.7		30.8		28.6			27.7
Very good		49.2		44.7		49.5		46.2			47.6
Good-satisfactory	24.6		30.6		19.6		25.3			24.7
p=0.75

Table 3. Substances experiences in regard of the clusters

Substances	Cluster 1 	Cluster 2	Cluster 3 	Cluster 4		Total
experience	The Inclusive	The Centrists	The Moralists	The Specialists	
		n =172    	n =145    	n =170     	n =128     		n=615 (100)
		%	               %	   	 %		   %			  %
Drugs 
consumption
No		 52.8		50.0		63.0		56.8			55.8	
Cannabis	 37.4		36.4		24.2		30.4			32.0
Multiple	 9.8		13.6		12.7		12.8			12.1
P=0.16

SUD in the
entourage
No		  37.4		36.0		39.6		37.7			37.8
Alcohol		  15.3		12.2		16.5		11.5			14.1
Cannabis	    4.3		  6.5		  6.7		11.5			  7.0
Alcohol-cannabis 16.0		19.4		15.2		13.9			16.2	
Other drugs	  27.0		25.9		22.0		25.4			25.0
p=0.65



Table 4. Subjects’ professional trajectory

Subjects’		Cluster 1 	Cluster 2	Cluster 3 	Cluster 4		Total
Professional		The Inclusive	The Centrists	The Moralists	The Specialists	
career			n=172		n=145		n=170		n=128		    n=615 (100)
			   %		   %		   %		    %			   %
Contacts with
SUD people
Specific contacts	10.9		  5.7		  5.5		11.1			  8.2
Multiple		50.9		56.7		44.2		50.0			50.3
General practice	4.9		  3.6		  4.2		  1.6			  3.7
Hospital		30.9		30.5		40.6		33.3		 	34.0
No			  2.4		  3.6		  5.5		  4.0			  3.9 
p=0.23

Choice of medical
speciality
General practice	26.7		31.7		21.8		23.4			25.9
Internal medicine	12.8		13.8		10.6		14.1			12.7
Paediatrics		  5.2		  8.3		  7.1		  6.3			  6.7
Gynaecology		  9.3		  3.5		  6.5		  7.0			  6.7
Psychiatry                          5.2                       2.1                       0.6                        3.1
Other			45.9		42.8		54.1		49.2			48.1
p=0.46

Optional addiction Training
No		              86,6 		89,7		94,1		89,1			89,2
Yes			13,4		10,3		5,9		10,9 			10,1
p =0,14









