CPDD Original Research Abstract Submission Guidelines: Qualitative

General Requirements:

Authorship: No individual can be the first author on more than one abstract.

Word Limit: The text of the abstract must be limited to 300 characters

Subject Matter: Abstracts should address different aspects of substance use disorders and
addiction, including mechanisms of action, consequences of addiction, potential
interventions (e.g., novel compounds and medications), and enhance knowledge in areas
such as molecular biology, chemistry, pharmacological action, psychobiological
disposition, safety, clinical usefulness, or epidemiology. Contributions on neurobiology,
epidemiology, prevention, public health aspects, or management and treatment of
substance use disorders are encouraged.

Recently completed studies, yet unpublished, are preferred and any in press work must
have a publication date after the conference has ended.

Abstract Structure:

Each abstract should be organized into the following sections: Aim, Methods, Results, and
Conclusion.

Aim

Purpose: Clearly state the main objective or research question of the study.
Research Focus: Articulate the specific research question or phenomenon under
investigation, grounded in empirical evidence and/or theoretical foundations.
Rationale and Significance: Include the rationale for conducting the study and its
significance in advancing knowledge or addressing a key issue in the field.

Examples:

o Example 1: "The aim of this study is to explore the experiences of individuals
recovering from opioid use disorder in community-based settings, with a focus on
identifying potential challenges in the implementation of treatment strategies."

o Example 2: "This research aims to investigate the social and cultural factors that
may influence substance use behaviors among young adults in urban
environments, with the goal of informing more targeted intervention strategies."

Methods

Design: Clearly state the qualitative methodology (e.g., grounded theory, interpretive
phenomenological analysis) used to address the research question. Justify the choice of
methodology by linking it to the research aim.

Participants: Provide a detailed description of the participant selection process (e.g.,
purposive sampling, theoretical sampling) and the sample size, with clear justification of

the sample adequacy for qualitative inquiry. Include relevant demographic details,
relevant inclusion/exclusion criteria, and ethical considerations (e.g., informed consent).

Data Collection: Thoroughly describe the data collection methods, specifying the type,
number, and nature of data sources (e.g., semi-structured interviews, focus groups, field



notes). Include details about the context of data collection, length of interactions, and
steps taken to ensure data quality (e.g., pilot testing, field validation).

Data Analysis: Provide a detailed account of the data analysis process. Specify the coding
strategy (e.g., open, axial, and selective coding for grounded theory), analytic techniques
(e.g., constant comparative method, thematic analysis), and any software used (e.g.,
NVivo, MAXQDA). Describe how rigor was ensured (e.g., member checking, audit
trails, multiple coders) to strengthen the credibility, dependability, and transferability of
findings.

Examples:

o Example 1:"This study employed a phenomenological approach, conducting in-
depth interviews with 30 individuals enrolled in opioid recovery programs. The
data were analyzed using thematic analysis to identify core themes related to
relapse triggers and recovery challenges."

o Example 2: "We applied a grounded theory approach to analyze qualitative data
from 15 focus groups conducted with adolescents participating in substance use
disorder prevention programs. The data were iteratively coded to develop an
emergent theoretical framework addressing key influences on substance use
behavior."

Results

Participant Characteristics: Present relevant quantitative data (e.g., sample size,
demographics) following standard reporting guidelines, such as APA Statistical
Reporting, to ensure clarity and consistency.

Findings: Summarize key findings with a clear and detailed description of the identified
themes, patterns, or theoretical constructs. Directly connect the results to the research
question. Include illustrative quotes or evidence that supports each major theme or
category to enhance the richness of the analysis.

Rigor: Clearly describe the steps taken to ensure methodological rigor, such as achieving
data saturation or employing multiple coders. When using multiple coders, report
interrater reliability to demonstrate consistency in the coding process.

Examples:

o Example 1: "In our study, participants reported various barriers to recovery,
including social isolation, limited community support, and financial stress. Key
themes emerged highlighting the critical role of peer networks and community-
based interventions in the recovery process. Data saturation was achieved after the
25th interview, as no new themes emerged in subsequent interviews."

o Example 2: "Our analysis identified four central themes: cultural background,
familial expectations, access to care, and the influence of social media on
substance use behaviors among young adults."



Conclusion

Implications: Discuss key findings and potential implications for future research, policy,
or practice. Highlight how the study may contribute to the existing body of knowledge

Relevance: Conclude with a statement on the significance of the study in advancing
knowledge or clinical practice. However, avoid overstating the significance of the
findings.

Limitations and Future Research: Acknowledge any limitations of the study (e.g.,
sampling biases, methodological constraints) and suggest directions for future research.

Examples:

o Example I: "These findings suggest that peer support groups may play a crucial
role in supporting long-term recovery for individuals with substance use disorders
(SUDs) and may help strengthen community resources. Future larger, well-
controlled studies should systematically investigate the efficacy and mechanisms
by which peer support groups facilitate recovery."

o Example 2: “The identified cultural factors influencing substance use underscore
the need for further investigation into how and to what extent these factors impact
intervention outcomes. Future research should explore these dynamics across
more diverse subpopulations to assess the generalizability and potential variability
of these findings."

Additional Requirements

Supported by Statement: Include a statement acknowledging funding or support if
applicable.

o Example: “Supported by NIH grant RO1DA012345.”
Compliance: Ensure compliance with ethical standards and disclose any conflicts of
interest.
Submission Process: Submit abstracts through the designated CPDD conference
submission system. All submissions will be peer-reviewed.

Peer Review and Presentation

Submissions will be evaluated based on scientific merit, originality, and relevance to the
conference themes.

The CPDD Program Committee will consider time, space, and programmatic needs in
decisions of acceptance or rejection and assignment to oral or poster sessions.

Abstract Evaluation and Selection Process

These guidelines aim to ensure clarity, consistency, and scientific rigor in submissions,
facilitating a successful and informative conference for all participants.

Abstracts will be evaluated based on established criteria, including scientific merit,
originality, and relevance to the conference themes.




e The CPDD Program Committee may select certain abstracts for oral presentations,
particularly those that align with high-interest topics, demonstrate significant impact,
conference themes, or contribute to key areas of research.



