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Differential criterion functioning of alcohol use
symptomatology in major depressive disorder?

ORIGINAL ARTICLE
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Background. Major depressive disorder (MDD) and alcohol use disorders (AUDs) are among the most prevalent
psychiatric disorders and are frequently co-morbid. However, some component of this co-morbidity may be artifactual
and arise from the influence of current mental state on self-reports of AUD.

Method. This study examined whether past-year MDD is associated with differential criterion functioning (DCF) in
reports of AUD symptomatology in male and female participants in the National Epidemiological Survey on Alcohol
and Related Conditions (NEASRC).

Results. Reports of past-year AUD symptomatology were adequately summarized by a single-factor model in which
each of the 11 abuse and dependence criteria had high factor loadings (0.71-0.93) and did not vary between men and
women after allowing for threshold differences. Co-morbid MDD was associated with higher AUD mean scores. There
was some evidence for DCF with past-year MDD being associated with a lower endorsement of use in hazardous
situations among men whereas women with MDD were more likely to endorse both social/interpersonal problems and
emotional/physical problems.

Conclusions. Several items assessing AUD display DCF in the presence of MDD. While these findings highlight the
need to consider the possibility that mental state can influence reporting of psychiatric symptoms and potentially inflate
estimates of co-morbidity, they suggest that only a negligible component of the co-morbidity between MDD and AUDs
can be attributed to over-reporting of alcohol symptomatology conditional on current MDD.
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1995; Ross, 1995; Kessler et al. 1996; see Lynskey, 1998
for a review of this literature). More recently, Grant
et al. (2004) reported that a past-year diagnosis of
MDD was associated with a 2.3-fold increase in odds
of meeting criteria for an AUD.

Although the co-morbidity between these con-
ditions is well established, Caron & Rutter (1991)
highlighted the need to distinguish between ‘true’ co-
morbidity and artifactual co-morbidity, which may
arise through a variety of processes including sample
selection or referral biases and item contamination

Introduction

Major depressive disorder (MDD) and alcohol use
disorders (AUDs; abuse and dependence) are among
two of the most commonly diagnosed psychiatric dis-
orders in large-scale epidemiological surveys of the
general population. For example, the recent National
Epidemiological Survey of Alcohol and Related
Conditions (NESARC) estimated that 13.23 % of the US
general population met lifetime criteria for MDD
(Hasin et al. 2005) and that 30.3 % met lifetime criteria
for an AUD (Compton et al. 2005). There is also con-
siderable co-morbidity between these conditions and
numerous studies have reported elevated rates of
MDD in those meeting criteria for AUD and elevated
rates of AUD in those meeting criteria for MDD, with
estimates suggesting that rates of AUD are in the re-
gion of two to three times higher in people meeting
criteria for MDD (Spaner ef al. 1994; Grant & Harford,

whereby similar or identical symptoms are used to
form the basis of a diagnosis of multiple disorders.
A further, though perhaps more subtle, issue concerns
the extent to which the experience of one disorder may
alter reporting of symptoms for another. Specifically, it
could be argued that depressive symptomatology may
lead to an exaggeration or over-reporting of negative
symptoms of AUD, and particularly those relating to
interpersonal functioning.

Although we are unaware of any published re-
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search that has explicitly addressed this issue, there are
several lines of evidence supporting such a possibility.
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First, there has been considerable interest in the
child and adolescent psychiatric literature in the extent
to which parental, and particularly maternal, ratings
of child behavior problems may be influenced by
parental depression. Specifically, some commentators
have suggested that the elevated rates of child prob-
lem behaviors in the offspring of depressed parents
may be artifactual and arise from depression influen-
cing parental ratings (see Richters, 1992 for a review of
this and competing hypotheses). While the weight of
the evidence suggests that rates of offspring problem
behaviors are elevated in the offspring of depressed
parents, there is also evidence, derived principally
from studies using multiple informant data, that
parental mental state does influence parental ratings of
offspring behavior and, in particular, leads to an over-
reporting of negative behaviors (Fergusson et al. 1993;
Renouf & Kovacs, 1994; Briggs Gowan et al. 1996; Hay
et al. 1999; Najman et al. 2001 ; Kroes et al. 2003; De Los
Reyes & Kazdin, 2005).

Analogous results have been reported by Wells &
Horwood (2004), who found that current depressed
mood influenced recall of lifetime depressive symp-
tomatology. Specifically, while retrospective reports
collected at age 25 dramatically under-estimated the
prevalence of depression, relative to prospective data
on symptomatology, currently experiencing key
symptoms of depression (2 weeks or more of sadness/
depression or loss of interest) was associated with a
significant increase in the recall of depressive symp-
toms (from 42 % to 61 %) and this effect persisted even
after control for the (prospectively assessed) severity
and chronicity of lifetime depression. Thus, there are
two distinct areas of research in which current de-
pressive symptomatology has been shown to influence
reporting of symptoms either personally experienced
or observed in others (i.e. offspring).

Extrapolating from these findings it is reasonable to
hypothesize that MDD may be associated with elev-
ated rates of reporting of negative symptoms asso-
ciated with alcohol dependence. One potential
methodology to explore this issue involves the appli-
cation of methods of differential criterion functioning
(DCF) to examine whether MDD influences criterion
behavior, independently of any association between
MDD and AUD. In this study we applied such meth-
ods to data on past-year MDD and AUD in a large and
representative sample of the US general population,
the NESARC (Grant ef al. 2003b).

One important issue to consider when applying
these methods to study the influence of MDD on rat-
ings of AUD symptomatology concerns the possible
influence of gender. Specifically, there are substantial,
yet opposing, gender differences in the prevalence of
these disorders, with AUDs being more common in
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men than in women (e.g. lifetime prevalence estimates
of 42% and 19.5% respectively in NESARC; Compton
et al. 2005), whereas MDD is more common in women
than in men (e.g. NESARC estimated that 17.1% of
women and 9.01% of men meet lifetime criteria for an
MDD; Hasin et al. 2005). Furthermore, there is recent
evidence to suggest that there are systematic sex dif-
ferences in the criterion functioning of alcohol abuse
and dependence criteria. Thus, Saha ef al. (2006) re-
cently reported that, within an item response theory
(IRT) framework, although test response curves did
not vary significantly between males and females,
several criteria exhibited significant DCF by sex. DCF
refers to the influence of a covariate, such as co-
occurring MDD, on items/ criteria constituting a factor
(e.g. alcohol dependence), after accounting for the di-
rect influence of the covariate on that factor. Taken
together, this evidence suggests that, when consider-
ing the potential influence of MDD on ratings of AUD
symptomatology, it is important to consider the
potential influence of gender. Thus, in this paper, we
examined the influence of MDD on AUD criteria sep-
arately in men and women.

Method
Sample

We used data from the NESARC. Interviews were
conducted by the US Bureau of the Census, on behalf
of the National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and
Alcoholism (Grant ef al. 2003b), on 43 093 individuals,
including adult, non-institutionalized US citizens
and non-citizens (including Alaska and Hawaii)
during the first wave (2001-2002) of this longitudinal
survey. The sample includes data from 18518 (43 %)
men and 24575 women with a mean age of 46.4
years [standard deviation (s.0.) =18.2]. The sample is
racially diverse (19% ethnically Hispanic and multi-
racial identifications of 76% White, 20% Black/
African American, 0.8% Native Hawaiian/Pacific
Islander, 3.1% Asian, 3.0% American India/Alaskan
Native) with over-sampling for non-Hispanic Black
households and for young adults aged 18-24 years
(see Grant et al. 2003b, page 6, for details). All US
census regions (Northeast: 19%; Midwest: 21%;
South: 38%; West: 22 %) were used. Complete details
regarding the sampling strategy, study design and
estimation of weights for generalizability are pre-
sented on the website for the NESARC data (Grant
et al. 2003b) (http://niaaa.census.gov/pdfs/source_
and_accuracy_statement.pdf). After complete de-
scription of the study to the subjects, informed consent
was obtained. Statements regarding the strict con-
fidentiality of respondent information are available at
http:/ /niaaa.census.gov/confidentiality.html.
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For the current analyses, we excluded all partici-
pants who were not current regular alcohol users
(i.e. did not report having at least 12 alcoholic drinks
in the past 12 months). Consequently, our sample
consisted of 11200 men and 9636 women with past-
year regular alcohol use.

Assessment of DSM-IV (APA, 1994) criteria of past-
year alcohol abuse and dependence were made using
the Alcohol Use Disorder and Associated Disabilities
Interview (AUDADIS; Grant et al. 2003a), which has
been shown to have high reliability for diagnoses of
substance use disorders. The following criteria were
coded: for abuse, (i) Legal (legal problems/getting
arrested); (ii) Failure (failure to fulfill major role ob-
ligations); (iii) Hazard (use in hazardous situations);
and (iv) Social/interpersonal (continued use despite
trouble with friends or family); and for dependence,
(i) Tolerance; (ii) Withdrawal; (iii) Larger/longer
(using larger amounts/for longer than intended);
(iv) Important activities (give up or cut down on im-
portant activities); (v) Emotional/physical problems
(use of drug despite health/psychological problems);
(vi) Time spent (spent time getting or using drug); and
(vii) Difficulty quitting (more than once trying to stop
or cut down use of drug).

Past-year DSM-IV MDD was coded as a dichot-
omous diagnosis. Diagnoses that were substance or
illness induced were excluded.

Statistical analyses

We used the one-factor confirmatory factor model
(CEM), parameters from which easily translate to
the item response framework, with factor loadings
representing item (or, as in our case, criterion) dis-
crimination (or how well a criterion measures the
underlying vulnerability to AUD) and thresholds
(i.e. prevalence of the criterion) denoting criterion
discrimination (or the location along the AUD liability
distribution where the criterion functions). Differential
item/criterion functioning (DCF; Muthen & Lehman,
1985) is a formal test of whether the factor loading/
discrimination and the threshold/difficulty of certain
criteria vary across subgroups of individuals, such as
men and women, or in individuals with co-occurring
MDD. A criterion is said to exhibit DCF if there is a
difference in either the difficulty (i.e. likelihood of
endorsement) or discrimination (i.e. factor loading)
of a criterion in the presence or absence of a covariate,
over and above any association between the covariate
and the latent construct underlying the criteria. It is
classically used in the context of educational testing
to examine the total variance in the underlying
factor attributable to individual testing items using a
variety of traditional statistical tests, including the
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Mantel-Haenszel procedure (Linacre & Wright, 1987).
In the current context, if, for example, men are more
likely to endorse hazardous alcohol use (i.e. lower
threshold) than women, even after accounting for
mean differences in AUD scores across genders, then
we might say that hazardous use is a more difficult
item for women than men, and hence shows DCF with
respect to difficulty. Relatedly, if the factor loading of a
criterion is greater in individuals with MDD versus
those without, we might say that the criterion dis-
criminates better in individuals with MDD, and hence
shows DCF with respect to discrimination.

MPlus version 4.1 (Muthen & Muthen, 2006) was
used to perform four-group modeling. Analyses were
performed with men and women further stratified as
reporting a history of past 12-month MDD or not
(MDD +, MDD —) into groups using the knownclass
(which specifies that parameters, including thresholds
and factor loadings, should be modeled separately in
men and women, who are defined, and not estimated,
to be in different classes) option. First, we fit a one-
factor CFM, with factor loadings and thresholds con-
strained across all four groups: Male MDD —, Female
MDD —, Male MDD+, Female MDD +. Variances
were constrained in each group to 1.0 to identify the
model where all factor loadings were estimated, while
factor means were allowed to vary. Second, an
equality of means was tested by constraining the
means across sexes and MDD status to be equal. Third,
thresholds for the 11 abuse and dependence items
were individually constrained across all four groups.
Fourth, factor loadings for the 11 criteria were in-
dividually equated across all four groups. The final
series of models tested whether, after accounting
for threshold differences, there was any evidence for
differences in factor loadings.

Analyses were conducted using the maximum
likelihood ratio (MLR) estimator, which uses a y? stat-
istic similar to the Yuan-Bentler T2 statistic, which is
robust to non-normality and non-independence of
observations. Model fit was compared using like-
lihood-based fit statistics. The Root Mean Square Error
of Approximation (RMSEA), Comparative Fit Index
(CFI) and Tucker Lewis Index (TLI) are currently
unavailable for complex survey data. Options for
clustering (by primary sampling unit), stratification
(by stratum) and weighting were used to allow
generalization of these results to the US population.
These procedures for complex survey data have
been demonstrated to be applicable to DCF tests in
NESARC (Saha et al. 2006). NESARC oversampled for
18-24-year-olds (sampled at 2.25xthe other age
groups) and for Hispanics (12.5-19.3%) and for non-
Hispanic Blacks (12.3-19.1%). The final weights are a
combination of the base weight, defined as the product
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Fig. 1. Prevalence of past-year DSM-IV alcohol abuse and
dependence criteria, stratified by a past-year diagnosis of
major depressive disorder (MDD) in 20 836 past-year regular
alcohol users. [, No MDD; B, MDD.

of the conditional probabilities of selection in the first
two sampling stages (across and within primary
housing/sampling units or PSUs) and other individ-
ual weighting factors. In MPlus, weighting in complex
survey designs is done by using pseudo-maximum
likelihood, which in simulations has been shown to
produce unbiased parameter estimates (for details, see
Asparouhov, 2005).

Results
MDD and rates of alcohol symptom endorsement

Of the 43093 participants in NESARC, about 81%
reported lifetime alcohol use (i.e. at least one full
drink), while 20836 participants (60% of lifetime
users) reported current regular use (i.e. drinking at
least 12 alcoholic drinks in the past 12 months).
The mean age of regular alcohol users was 42.6 years
(54% male). The prevalence of past-year MDD in this
sample was 7.7% (n=1614, 64.4% female). DSM-
IV-defined alcohol dependence was significantly
elevated in both males [odds ratio (OR) 2.56, 95%
confidence interval (CI) 2.14-3.07] and females (OR
2.82, 95% CI 2.37-3.36) who met criteria for MDD.

Fig. 1 shows the distribution of individual past-year
alcohol abuse and dependence criteria in regular
alcohol users according to whether or not they met
criteria for MDD. This figure shows substantial dif-
ferences in the prevalence of each of the 11 DSM-IV
alcohol abuse and dependence criteria according to
whether or not an individual met criteria for co-
morbid MDD: a diagnosis of MDD was associated
with a 2.5- to 7.6-fold increase in the odds of reporting
each of these symptoms.

Table 1 presents the past-year prevalence of indi-
vidual DSM-IV criteria, stratified by gender and a
past-year diagnosis of MDD. Men, in general, had
higher rates of criterion endorsement than women,

https://doi.org/10.1017/5003329170700178X Published online by Cambridge University Press

irrespective of MDD status. However, in both men and
women, those with a diagnosis of MDD were more
likely to endorse individual criteria than their coun-
terparts who did not meet criterion for past-year
MDD. Note that the prevalence of these criteria in
past-year regular users has also been reported in Saha
et al. (2006, 2007).

Factor analysis of alcohol abuse and dependence
criteria

Saha et al. (2006) have previously demonstrated that a
single-factor solution best describes the relationship
between past-year DSM-IV alcohol abuse and de-
pendence criteria. Similarly, in our analyses, a one-
factor model, with thresholds and factor loadings
constrained across men and women and free means,
provided a good fit to the data [—2 log likelihood
= —59359.04 for 28 parameters, likelihood ratio x2
fit=3197.27 for 8144 degrees of freedom (df)]. Note
that variances were constrained to be 1.0 to freely
estimate all 11 factor loadings. We tested for equality
of variances by constraining the factor loading for
tolerance to 1.0, and allowing for freely estimated
variances; there was no evidence for inequality of
variances (Ay?=1.42 for 3 df). Next, keeping factor
loadings and thresholds equal, we tested for equality
of means of the AUD factor score; this was not stat-
istically supported (Ax*=364.6 for 2 df) and means
were allowed to vary in the all groups (with the Male
MDD— as the reference group). Constraints on
thresholds were then imposed across groups.
Thresholds for Legal could not be constrained across
sexes, but could be constrained across MDD status. By
contrast, thresholds for the remaining abuse items of
Failure, Hazard and Social/interpersonal could not be
constrained across gender or MDD status. Men were
more likely than women to endorse hazardous use,
especially men without co-occurring MDD, while re-
curring social/interpersonal problems were most
commonly reported by women with MDD. Significant
effects of gender (but not MDD status) were seen for
thresholds of dependence criteria of Withdrawal
(lower in women) and Larger/longer (lower in
women). Allowing for these different thresholds (i.e.
varying rates of criterion endorsement) led to a sig-
nificant improvement in fit (Ay*=115.04 for 7 df) in an
omnibus test. After allowing thresholds for
Withdrawal (higher in men, where a higher threshold
means lower likelihood of endorsement), Larger/
Longer (higher in men), Legal (higher in women),
Hazard (higher in women) and Social/Interpersonal,
there was statistical evidence for differential factor
loadings for Failure, across gender but not MDD
status, only (Ay?=4.5 for 1 df). The final model fit the
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Table 1. Prevalence of past-year DSM-1V alcohol abuse and dependence criteria, stratified by a past-year diagnosis of major depressive
disorder (MDD) and by gender

Men Women
Alcohol abuse/
dependence criteria MDD No MDD MDD No MDD
Failure 8.4 1.2 4.2 0.8
Legal 54 1.5 2 0.3
Hazard 28.1 14.2 15.7 6.7
Social/interpersonal 15.7 3.5 6.5 1.3
Tolerance 26.7 10.2 155 6.2
Withdrawal 25.1 8.6 19.2 6.7
Difficulty quitting 28.9 13.8 20.4 8.4
Larger/longer 35.5 14.4 25.6 10.3
Time spent 16.6 3.7 8.2 1.7
Important activities 7.5 1.2 3.2 0.5
Emotional/physical problems 21.4 5.6 12.6 2.9
n 574 10626 1040 8596

Table 2. Raw parameter estimates, with their 95 % confidence intervals, for the final model with varying thresholds and factor loadings

Thresholds
Alcohol abuse/ Men Women
dependence Factor
criteria loadings MDD — MDD + MDD — MDD +
Failure M: 421 (3.51-4.91) 9.52(7.81-11.23) 9.52 (7.81-11.23) 11.34 (9.32-13.36) 12.08 (9.55-14.60)
F:4.49 (3.73-5.25)
Legal® 1.93 (1.71-2.15) 5.83 (5.43-6.23)  5.83 (5.43-6.23) 6.38 (5.89-6.87)  6.38 (5.89-6.87)
Hazard? 1.80 (1.68-1.91) 2.61 (2.46-2.77)  3.06 (2.75-3.37) 3.12 (2.95-3.29) 3.12 (2.95-3.29)

Social/interpersonal®

3.00 (2.72-3.28)

6.23 (5.79-6.66)
3.55 (3.39-3.72)
421 (3.99-4.44)
2.82 (2.68-2.95)
3.45 (3.26-3.64)
7.32 (6.84-7.80)

6.23 (5.79-6.66)
3.55 (3.39-3.72)
421 (3.99-4.44)
2.82 (2.68-2.95)
3.45 (3.26-3.64)
7.32 (6.84-7.80)

6.78 (6.26-7.31)
3.55 (3.39-3.72)
3.70 (3.48-3.91)
2.82 (2.68-2.95)
3.08 (2.87-3.30)
7.32 (6.84-7.80)

6.21 (5.59-6.84)
3.55 (3.39-3.72)
3.70 (3.48-3.91)
2.82 (2.68-2.95)
3.08 (2.87-3.30)
7.32 (6.84-7.80)

Tolerance 2.19 (2.05-2.32)
Withdrawal® 2.56 (2.40-2.72)
Difficulty quitting 1.82 (1.70-1.93)
Larger/longer® 2.80 (2.62-2.97)
Time spent 3.70 (3.40-4.01)
Important activities 4.07 (3.58-4.56)

Emotional/physical problems 3.24 (2.96-3.51)

9.92 (8.98-10.86) 9.92 (8.98-10.86)
5.78 (5.27-6.20)

9.92 (8.98-10.86)
5.78 (5.27-6.20)

9.92 (8.98-10.86)

5.78 (5.27-6.20) 5.78 (5.27-6.20)

MDD, Major depressive disorder; F, female; M, male.
@ Thresholds free across genders.

data well (likelihood ratio y? fit=2963.09 for 8134 df).
The model fit was also satisfactory (likelihood ratio y?
fit of 2626.48 for 8130 df) when sampling weights were
not applied. The unstandardized factor loadings and
thresholds are presented in Table 2, and standardized
loadings and thresholds are shown in Table 3.

Discussion

In this paper we have applied methods of DCF to data
from a large and representative sample of the US
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general population to examine the extent to which
reports of DSM-IV alcohol abuse and dependence
symptoms may be influenced by current (past-year)
MDD, independently of any association between
MDD and vulnerability to AUDs. The results of these
analyses, and their implications, are discussed below.

First, in confirmation of a large existing literature,
there were moderate associations between MDD
and alcohol-related problems, with these associations
being of similar magnitude in both women and men
(Spaner et al. 1994 ; Grant & Harford, 1995; Ross, 1995;
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Table 3. Standardized factor loadings and thresholds for four-group factor model of alcohol abuse and dependence criteria, including

standardized factor loadings and thresholds that varied by gender

Thresholds

Men Women
Alcohol abuse/ Factor
dependence criteria loadings MDD- MDD+ MDD—- MDD+
Failure 0.93 (F); 0.92 (M) 2.18 2.18 2.01 2.14
Legal® 0.73 2.20 2.20 241 241
Hazard® 0.70 1.02 1.20 1.22 1.22
Social/interpersonal® 0.86 1.77 1.77 1.93 1.78
Tolerance 0.77 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25
Withdrawal® 0.82 1.34 1.34 1.18 1.18
Difficulty quitting 0.71 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10
Larger/longer® 0.84 1.03 1.03 0.92 0.92
Time spent 0.90 1.78 1.78 1.78 1.78
Important activities 091 223 223 223 2.23
Emotional/physical problems  0.87 1.56 1.56 1.56 1.56

MDD, Major depressive disorder; F, female; M, male.
2 Thresholds free across genders.

Kessler et al. 1996; Lynskey, 1998; Grant et al. 2004).
Preliminary consideration of rates of endorsement for
individual abuse and dependence criteria indicated
that endorsement of each of the 11 DSM-IV criteria
was elevated in those meeting criteria for MDD,
suggesting that previously observed elevations in
rates of AUDs in those meeting criteria for MDD could
not be attributed to the influence of MDD on only a
small subset of the abuse/dependence criteria.
However, examination of differential criterion
function indicated that men with MDD were less likely
to endorse use in hazardous situations whereas
women with MDD were more likely to endorse both
social/interpersonal problems and emotional/physi-
cal problems. These results parallel literature reports
indicating that parental mental state may influence
reports of offspring psychopathology (Fergusson et al.
1993; Renouf & Kovacs, 1994; Briggs Gowan et al.
1996 ; Hay et al. 1999; Kroes et al. 2001 ; De Los Reyes &
Kazdin, 2005) and that current depression may influ-
ence retrospective reports of depressive sympto-
matology (Wells & Horwood, 2004). Although the
magnitude of these effects was relatively small, they
suggest that there may be different symptom profiles
in individuals self-referred to treatment for AUD ac-
cording to whether or not they are experiencing de-
pressive symptomatology. Such differences reinforce
previous calls for the comprehensive assessment of
psychopathology in alcohol dependence treatment
and for the development of treatment approaches ad-
dressing co-occurring substance dependence and
other mental disorders (O’Brien et al. 2004). Although
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it remains possible that reporting biases may lead to a
slight overestimation of the association between MDD
and AUDs, specifically in women, our findings
suggest that the observed associations between MDD
and AUDs are not artifactual and probably represent
true co-morbidity.

There has been considerable speculation in the
literature as to possible mechanisms underlying
this co-morbidity and it appears likely that there is a
combination of contributing factors. These include the
influence of shared risk factors, including genetic
vulnerabilities, that act to increase the risks of both
MDD and AUDs. Specifically, family psychiatric
history has been shown to be a stronger predictor of
co-morbid depression and alcohol dependence than
of either condition in isolation (Dawson & Grant,
1998), and a number of twin, adoption and extended
family studies have reported significant genetic cor-
relations between MDD and AUD (Cloninger et al.
1979; Wender et al. 1986; Coyrell et al. 1992; Kendler
et al. 1993; Prescott et al. 2000), although such cor-
relations have not been universally reported
(Goodwin et al. 1973, 1977; Gershon et al. 1982;
Merikangas et al. 1985) and, more recently, it has been
suggested that the genetic correlation between MDD
and AUD can be explained by the shared genetic
influence of antisocial personality disorder (Fu et al.
2002). Other explanations for the observed co-
morbidity between MDD and AUD include the possi-
bility that AUDs may induce MDD (Brown & Schuckit,
1988; Brook et al. 2002; Ramsey et al. 2004; Schuckit,
2006) or conversely that MDD may induce AUDs


https://doi.org/10.1017/S003329170700178X

Differential criterion functioning of alcohol use symptomatology 447

through processes such as self-medication (Deykin
et al. 1987 ; Khantzian, 1997; Kuo et al. 2006). Neale &
Kendler (1995) have proposed a series of etiological
models of co-morbidity that can be tested using twin-
or other family-based designs, and it is important to
recognize that there may be multiple causal pathways
contributing to the observed co-morbidity between
MDD and AUD or that there may be etiological
heterogeneity in the factors underlying this co-
morbidity (Schuckit, 2006).

Several limitations of this study are noteworthy.
First, all data were based on retrospective reports of
both MDD and AUDs. However, by limiting our
analyses to reports of symptomatology occurring in
the past 12 months, we have probably substantially
reduced recall bias. Second, we used a diagnostic
(affected /unaffected) assessment of DSM-IV MDD.
An alternative approach would have been to test a
factor model for MDD. Aggen et al. (2005) have dem-
onstrated that the risk underlying symptoms of
MDD are unidimensional and have noted that
diagnostic status is less informative than scale scores.
Additionally, Fergusson et al. (2005) have demon-
strated that subthreshold depression during ado-
lescence is predictive of subsequent MDD and suicidal
behaviors and have argued that depressive symptoms
are more adequately represented as falling along a
continuum of severity. However, NESARC only
assessed lifetime occurrence of individual MDD
symptoms, and episodes were only assessed for the
past 12 months, and prior to the past 12 months.
Hence, we do not have the data necessary to fit a past
12-month MDD factor that would be comparable to
the past 12-month AUD factor, for which each symp-
tom was assessed in the past 12 months. We prefer not
to generalize MDD to a lifetime diagnosis, as experi-
encing MDD several years ago may have relatively
little impact on the reporting of past 12-month AUD
symptoms. Third, we chose to stratify by sex when
testing for criterion performance, although such group
differences in thresholds or factor loadings may also
exist by age, and possibly by ethnicity. Saha et al.
(2006) have shown lower discrimination in older
individuals (aged 25-44 years and 45 and older) when
compared to 18- to24-year-olds, but did not find clear
evidence for criterion differences due to ethnicity.

Although comparable in most regards with pre-
viously published item response models by Saha and
colleagues (2006, 2007), our factor analyses are more
analogous to the latter manuscript by this group (Saha
et al. 2007), where factor analyses were performed on
past-year regular users and where the Legal criterion
was retained in model fitting. The initial IRT modeling
reported by Saha ef al. (2006) subset on regular alcohol
users who also reported having ever consumed 5+
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drinks on a single occasion (n=22526) and also ex-
cluded Legal from the models used for DCF, due to an
improvement in model fit upon dropping the criterion
(factor loading 0.67). In our analyses (which subset on
regular use only), the factor loading for Legal was 0.74,
and we therefore retained this criterion in subsequent
models. Notwithstanding this difference, we ident-
ified threshold differences (or changes in difficulty)
across sexes for the same criteria as Saha et al. (2006).
However, after accounting for these threshold dif-
ferences, we found no further evidence for sex differ-
ences in factor loadings.

In summary, our analyses suggest that past-year
MDD may lead to slight biases in reporting of some
specific alcohol abuse and dependence criteria.
Nonetheless, even after allowing for such potential
biases, strong associations remained between MDD
and AUD symptoms, confirming previous reports of a
high degree of co-morbidity between these conditions.
Further research is needed to understand the origins
of this co-morbidity and how the experience of one
disorder may alter or exacerbate the clinical course of
the other.

Acknowledgments

The preparation of this manuscript was supported by
NIH grants DA18267 and DA18660. A.A. also receives
research support from AA13321 (PI Heath) and
DA12854 (PI Madden). We thank Dr Bridget Grant
and colleagues, and the National Institute on Alcohol
Abuse and Alcoholism.

Declaration of Interest

None.

References

Aggen SH, Neale MC, Kendler KS (2005). DSM criteria for
major depression: evaluating symptom patterns using
latent-trait item response models. Psychological Medicine
35, 475-487.

APA (1994). Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental
Disorders, 4th edn, revised. American Psychiatric
Association: Washington, DC.

Asparouhov T (2005). Sampling weights in latent variable
modeling. Structural Equation Modeling 12, 411-434.

Briggs Gowan M], Carter AS, SchwabStone M (1996).
Discrepancies among mother, child, and teacher reports:
examining the contributions of maternal depression and
anxiety. Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology 24, 749-765.

Brook DW, Brook JS, Zhang C, Cohen P, Whiteman M
(2002). Drug use and the risk of major depressive disorder,
alcohol dependence and substance use disorders. Archives
of General Psychiatry 59, 1039-1044.


https://doi.org/10.1017/S003329170700178X

448 M. T. Lynskey and A. Agrawal

Brown SA, Schuckit MA (1988). Changes in depression
among abstinent alcoholics. Journal of Studies on Alcohol
49, 312-317.

Caron C, Rutter M (1991). Comorbidity in child
psychopathology : concepts, issues and research
strategies. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry
32, 1063-1080.

Cloninger CR, Reich T, Wetzel R (1979). Alcoholism and
affective disorders: familial associations and genetic
models. In Alcoholism and Affective Disorders: Clinical,
Genetic and Biochemical Studies (ed. D. W. Goodwin and
C. K. Erikson), pp. 57-86. Spectrum Publications : New
York, NY.

Compton WM, Conway KP, Stinson FS, Colliver JD,

Grant BF (2005). Prevalence, correlates, and comorbidity of
DSM-IV antisocial personality syndromes and alcohol and
specific drug use disorders in the United States: results
from the national epidemiologic survey on alcohol and
related conditions. Journal of Clinical Psychiatry 66, 677-685.

Coryell W, Winokur G, Keller M, Scheftner W, Endicott ]
(1992). Alcoholism and primary major depression: a family
study approach to co-existing disorders. Journal of Affective
Disorders 24, 93-99.

Dawson DA, Grant BF (1998). Family history of alcoholism
and gender: their combined effects on DSM-IV alcohol
dependence and major depression. Journal of Studies on
Alcohol 59, 97-106.

De Los Reyes A, Kazdin AE (2005). Informant discrepancies
in the assessment of childhood psychopathology: a critical
review, theoretical framework, and recommendations for
further study. Psychological Bulletin 131, 483-509.

Deykin EY, Levy JC, Wells V (1987). Adolescent depression,
alcohol and drug use. American Journal of Public Health
77,178-182.

Fergusson DM, Horwood L], Ridder EM, Beautrais AL
(2005). Subthreshold depression in adolescence and mental
health outcomes in adulthood. Archives of General
Psychiatry 62, 66-72.

Fergusson DM, Lynskey MT, Horwood LJ (1993). The effect
of maternal depression on maternal ratings of child
behavior. Journal of Abnormal Child Psychology 21, 245-270.

Fu Q, Heath AC, Bucholz KK, Nelson EC, Golderg J, Lyons
M]J, True WR, Jacob T, Tsuang MT, Eisen SA (2002).
Shared genetic risk for major depression, alcohol
dependence, and marijuana dependence: contribution of
antisocial personality disorder in men. Archives of General
Psychiatry 59, 1125-1132.

Gershon ES, Hamovit J, Guroff JJ, Dibble E, Leckman JF,
Sceery W, Targum SD, Nurnberger JI, Goldin LR,
Bunney WE (1982). A family study of schizoaffective,
bipolar, bipolar II, unipolar and normal control probands.
Archives of General Psychiatry 39, 1157-1167.

Goodwin DW, Schulsinger F, Hermansen L, Guze SB,
Winokur G (1973). Alcohol problems in adoptees raised
apart from alcoholic biological parents. Archives of General
Psychiatry 57, 803-811.

Goodwin DW, Schulsinger F, Knop J, Mednick S, Guze SB
(1977). Alcoholism and depression in adopted-out
daughters of alcoholics. Archives of General Psychiatry
34, 751-755.

https://doi.org/10.1017/5003329170700178X Published online by Cambridge University Press

Grant BF, Dawson DA, Stinson FS, Chou PS, Kay W,
Pickering R (20034). The Alcohol Use Disorder and
Associated Disabilities Interview Schedule-IV
(AUDADIS-IV): reliability of alcohol consumption,
tobacco use, family history of depression and psychiatric
diagnostic modules in a general population sample. Drug
and Alcohol Dependence 71, 7-16.

Grant BF, Harford TC (1995). Comorbidity between DSM-IV
alcohol use disorders and major depression: results of a
national survey. Drug and Alcohol Dependence 39, 197-206.

Grant BF, Kaplan K, Shepard J, Moore T (2003b). Source and
Accuracy Statement for Wave 1 of the 2001-2002 National
Epidemiologic Survey on Alcohol and Related Conditions.
National Institute on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism:
Bethesda, MD.

Grant BF, Stinson FSA, Chou P, Dufour MC, Compton W,
Pickering RP, Kaplan K (2004). Prevalence and co-
occurrence of substance use disorders and independent
mood and anxiety disorders. Archives of General Psychiatry
61, 807-816.

Hasin DS, Goodwin RD, Stinson FS, Grant BF (2005).
Epidemiology of major depressive disorder: results from
the National Epidemiologic Survey on Alcoholism and
Related Conditions. Archives of General Psychiatry 62,
1097-1106.

Hay DF, Pawlby S, Sharp D, Schmucker G, Mills A, Allen
H, Kumar R (1999). Parents’ judgments about young
children’s problems: why mothers and fathers might
disagree yet still predict later outcomes. Journal of Child
Psychology and Psychiatry and Allied Disciplines 40,
1249-1258.

Kendler KS, Heath AC, Neale MC, Kessler RC, Eaves L]
(1993). Alcoholism and major depression in women: a twin
study of the causes of comorbidity. Archives of General
Psychiatry 50, 690-698.

Kessler RC, Nelson CB, McGonagle KA, Liu J, Swartz M,
Blazer DG (1996). Comorbidity of DSM-III-R major
depressive disorder in the general population: results from
the US National Comorbidity Survey. British Journal of
Psychiatry (Suppl.), 17-30.

Khantzian EJ (1997). The self-medication hypothesis of
substance use disorders: a reconsideration and recent
applications. Harvard Review of Psychiatry 4, 231-244.

Kroes M, Kalff AC, Kessels AG, Steyaert J, Feron FJ, van
Someren A, Hurks PP, Hendriksen JG, van Zeben TM,
Rozendaal N, Crolla IF, Troost J, Jolles J, Vles JS (2001).
Child psychiatric diagnoses in a population of Dutch
schoolchildren aged 6 to 8 years. Journal of the American
Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry 40, 1401-1409.

Kroes G, Veerman JW, De Bruyn EEJ (2003). Bias in
parental reports? Maternal psychopathology and the
reporting of problem behavior in clinic-referred
children. European Journal of Psychological Assessment
19, 195-203.

Kuo P-H, Gardner CO, Kendler KS, Prescott CA (2006). The
temporal relationship of the onsets of alcohol dependence
and major depression: using a genetically informative
study design. Psychological Medicine 36, 1153-1162.

Linacre JM, Wright BD (1987). Item bias: Mantel-Haenszel
and the Rasch model (www.rasch.org/memo39.pdf).


https://doi.org/10.1017/S003329170700178X

Differential criterion functioning of alcohol use symptomatology 449

Lynskey MT (1998). The comorbidity of alcohol dependence
and affective disorders. Drug and Alcohol Dependence 52,
201-209.

Merikangas KR, Leckman JF, Prusoff BA, Pauls DL,
Weissman MM (1985). Familial transmission of depression
and alcoholism. Archives of General Psychiatry 42, 367-372.

Muthen BO, Lehman J (1985). Multiple group IRT modeling:
applications to item bias analysis. Journal of Educational
Statistics 10, 133-142.

Muthen LK, Muthen B (2006). MPlus: The Comprehensive
Modeling Program for Applied Researchers, 4th edn. Muthen
& Muthen: Los Angeles, CA.

Najman JM, Williams GM, Nikles J, Spence S, Bor W,
O’Callaghan M, LeBrocque R, Andersen M]J,
Shuttlewood DJ (2001). Bias influencing maternal
reports of child behavior and emotional state. Social
Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology 36, 186-194.

Neale MC, Kendler KS (1995). Models of comorbidity for
multifactorial disorders. American Journal of Human
Genetics 57, 935-953.

O’Brien CP, Charney DS, Lewis L, Cornish JW, Post RM,
Woody GE, Zubieta JK, Anthony JC, Blaine JD, Bowden
CL, Calabrese JR, Carroll K, Kosten T, Rounsaville B,
Childress AR, Oslin DW, Pettinati HM, Davis MA,
Demartino R, Drake RE, Fleming MF, Fricks L, Glassman
AH, Levin FR, Nunes EV, Johnson RL, Jordan C, Kessler
RC, Laden SK, Regier DA, Renner JA, Ries RK, Sklar-
Blake T, Weisner C (2004). Priority actions to improve the
care of persons with co-occurring substance abuse and
other mental disorders: a call to action. Biological Psychiatry
56, 703-713.

Prescott CA, Aggen SH, Kendler KS (2000). Sex-specific
genetic influences on the comorbidity of alcoholism and
major depression in a population-based sample of US
twins. Archives of General Psychiatry 57, 803-811.

Ramsey SE, Kahler CW, Read JP, Stuart GL, Brown RA
(2004). Discriminating between substance-induced and

https://doi.org/10.1017/5003329170700178X Published online by Cambridge University Press

independent depressive episodes in alcohol dependent
patients. Journal of Studies on Alcohol 65, 672-676.

Renouf AG, Kovacs M (1994). Concordance between
mothers’ reports and children’s self-reports of
depressive symptoms: a longitudinal study. Journal of
the American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry
33, 208-216.

Richters JE (1992). Depressed mothers as informants about
their children: a critical review of the evidence for
distortion. Psychological Bulletin 112, 485-499.

Ross HE (1995). DSM-III-R alcohol abuse and dependence
and psychiatric comorbidity in Ontario: results from the
Mental Health Supplement to the Ontario Health Survey.
Drug and Alcohol Dependence 39, 111-128.

Saha TD, Chou SP, Grant BF (2006). Toward an alcohol
use disorder continuum using item response theory:
results from the National Epidemiologic Survey on
Alcohol and Related Conditions. Psychological Medicine
36, 931-941.

Saha TD, Stinson FS, Grant BF (2007). The role of alcohol
consumption in future classifications of alcohol use
disorders. Drug and Alcohol Dependence 89, 82-92.

Schuckit MA (2006). Comorbidity between substance use
disorders and psychiatric conditions. Addiction 101
(Suppl. 1), 76-88.

Spaner D, Bland RC, Newman SC (1994). Epidemiology of
psychiatric disorders in Edmonton. Major depressive
disorder. Acta Psychiatrica Scandinavica 376 (Suppl.), 7-15.

Wells JE, Horwood LJ (2004). How accurate is recall of
key symptoms of depression? A comparison of recall
and longitudinal reports. Psychological Medicine
34, 1001-1011.

Wender PH, Kety SS, Rosenthal D, Schulsinger F, Ortmann
J, Lunde I (1986). Psychiatric disorders in the biological
and adoptive families of adopted individuals with
affective disorders. Archives of General Psychiatry 43,
923-929.


https://doi.org/10.1017/S003329170700178X

