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Abstract

Drug addiction is generally in the form of family. It reflects the operation of the family system,
maintains and increases because of the interaction of family members. After drug users detoxifi-
cation physiologically, bad family environment affects the rehabilitation of drug users. On the ba-
sis of other research, this paper has found that the family influences it in two stages from drug ad-
diction to successful rehabilitation: first, addiction stage and second, after physiological detoxifi-
cation rehabilitation stage. In this paper, we discuss three aspects of related theory of drug addic-
tion, the influence of the family on drug addiction and successful rehabilitation, and put forward
the shortcomings of existing research and the prospect for future research.
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