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Risk factors in youths’ environment are more likely to harm youths’ psychosocial development and behaviour (Chen, 2018; Melkman, 2015). The UO at-risk youth phenomenon does not consist of isolated events but is embedded in complex systems of relations. Consequently, the social-ecological framework, characterizing The study draws on the ecological theory. The ecological perspective characterizes the interdependence of the linkages between individuals, familiesy, educational institutions, and communal/social environments, provides a useful framework for this study (Bronfenbrenner, 1979; Chen, 2018; Hawkins et al., 1992). 
Adolescence is a transitional period in which the importance of contextual interactions increases – with peers, the school system, and community frameworks – which are all connected. Individuals are nested within their families, which can affect their peer and community relationships. The peer group is embedded in the school system, which is a part of neighborhood and community (Merrin et al., 2015). From the ecological perspective, UO youth behaviour emerges from a set of relationships experienced in multiple environments (Dishion & Stormshak, 2007). The interactions within and between each of these environments are influenced by the individual’s and their family’s social and cultural capital.
Factors contributing to risk behaviours
Risk behaviours as commonly defined in the literature are significant negative behaviours that threaten adolescents’ health and reflect negative adjustments to educational settings or societal norms (DiClemente & Wingood, 2000; Erickson et al., 2005; Itzhaki-Braun & Sulimani-Aidan, 2021). Among youth, these may include smoking tobacco, using alcohol and marijuana products, school truancy and dropping out, interpersonal violence, weapons possession, and risky sexual behavior (Scott et al., 2006; Sinha et al., 2007). These behaviours also threaten adolescents’ psychosocial development (Melkman, 2015). Adolescents so affected gradually disconnect from society (Gruper & Romi, 2014; Kali & Romi, 2021). When risk factors are present in youths’ environment, there is a greater likelihood of negatively influencing youths’ development or behavior (Chen, 2018). The isolated nature of the UO community, however, may limit the utility of risk factors defined out of community context. In fact, the phenomenon of UO youth at risk does not consist of isolated events but is instead embedded in complex systems of relations that may be described as the social-ecological framework (Bronfenbrenner, 1979). 	Comment by Susan Elster: Move earlier or delete?
From this perspective, UO youth behavior may be seen as a result of a set of relationships experienced in multiple environments (Dishion & Stormshak, 2007). During interactions with each of the environments the social and cultural capital of the individual and his family also have an impact. Adolescence is a transitional period in which the importance of contextual interactions increases – with peers, in the school system, and within community frameworks – which are all connected. More specifically, individuals are nested within their families, which can affect their relationships with their peers and the community. The peer group is embedded in the school system, which is a part of neighborhood and community (Merrin et al., 2015). 
Based on the social-ecological theoretical framework, we identify several key factors that affecting youth risk behaviours at the level of the individual, family, peer group, school framework, and community levels, examining. Our study examines severala number of variables identifiedthat appear in the broader literature as contributing to UO youths’ risk behaviours.  

