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ABSTRACT

Background: Alcohol use disorder (AUD) is a chronic mental disorder that leads to harmful,
compulsive drinking patterns that can have serious consequences. Advancements are needed to

overcome current barriers in diagnosis and treatment of AUD.

Objectives: This comprehensive review analyzes research efforts that apply machine learning
(ML) methods for AUD prediction, diagnosis, treatment and health outcomes.

Methods: A systematic literature review was conducted. A search performed on 12/02/2020 for
published articles indexed in Embase and PubMed Central with AUD and ML-related terms
retrieved 1,628 articles. We identified those that used ML-based techniques to diagnose AUD or
make predictions concerning AUD or AUD-related outcomes. Studies were excluded if they were
animal research, did not diagnose or make predictions for AUD or AUD-related outcomes, were
published in a non-English language, only used conventional statistical methods, or were not a

research article.

Results: After full screening, 70 articles were included in our review. Algorithms developed for
AUD predictions utilize a wide variety of different data sources including electronic health
records, genetic information, neuroimaging, social media, and psychometric data. Sixty-six of the
included studies displayed a high or moderate risk of bias, largely due to a lack of external

validation in algorithm development and missing data.

Conclusions: There is strong evidence that ML-based methods have the potential for accurate
predictions for AUD, due to the ability to model relationships between variables and reveal trends
in data. The application of ML may help address current underdiagnosis of AUD and support those

in recovery for AUD.

Keywords: alcohol use disorder; machine learning; predictive models; decision support;

systematic review; alcohol misuse
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INTRODUCTION

Alcohol misuse is characterized by unhealthy drinking patterns, such as binge drinking and heavy
alcohol use, that increases the risk of alcohol use disorder (AUD). (1) AUD is strongly associated
with morbidity and mortality, and a major public health burden globally.(2) One study reported
93,296 deaths per year in the United States (U.S.) due to excessive alcohol consumption, with an
average of 29 years of life lost per early death.(3) More than 99 million disability-adjusted life-
years were attributable to alcohol use in 2016,(2) and alcohol misuse is considered to be one of the
leading causes of preventable deaths in the U.S.(4) Two main challenges associated with
combating AUD are underdiagnosis and unsuccessful treatment outcomes. Although the U.S.
Preventive Services Task Force has recommended screening in primary care settings to identify
and curtail unhealthy alcohol use,(5) alcohol misuse screening rates remain low.(6) Data from the
Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System revealed that low rates arise predominantly from
missed screening opportunities during primary care visits rather than inadequate access to
healthcare.(7) Relapse is quite common among individuals with AUD; 40% to 60% of patients
relapse within the first year after treatment completion.(8) Diagnosis of, and accurate predictions
for, individuals with AUD are crucial for successful treatment outcomes as well as prevention of

other resultant morbidities.

The application of artificial intelligence, and specifically machine learning (ML) in healthcare,
have the potential to revolutionize approaches in medicine.(9) ML has been leveraged to improve
disease prediction and detection, medical imaging, drug discovery and development, genetic
analysis, treatment courses, and outcomes predictions.(9,10) ML in healthcare settings may be

used to support clinicians in the decision-making process by providing accurate, timely, unbiased,
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and convenient access to data and analysis. ML methods may also be applied in AUD research.
We have previously developed ML for the accurate and early prediction of septic shock(11), and
mortality(12) for the AUD population in the intensive care unit. The purpose of this systematic
review is to evaluate the use of ML to enhance current diagnostic and outcome prediction
approaches for individuals with alcohol misuse and AUD. Definitions of AUD-related terms(13)

and ML can be found in Box 1.

Alcohol consumption

Alcohol use disorder (AUD): A brain disorder that results in compulsive drinking despite
negative consequences on social life, employment and health. Also referred to as alcoholism,
alcohol dependence, addiction or abuse.

Binge drinking: Drinking patterns that result in a blood alcohol concentration (BAC) of
0.08% or higher.

Heavy alcohol use: Drinking more than 3 drinks in any given day or exceeding more than 7
drinks a week for women or more than 4 drinks in any given day or more than 14 drinks a
week for men.

Machine learning

An artificial intelligence technique to develop computer algorithms that analyze and learn
from patterns in prior data to predict outcomes.

Box 1: Definitions of alcohol use disorder-related terms.

METHODS

Systematic searches for studies of machine learning applications in AUD in the electronic
databases PubMed Central and Embase were conducted by AS on December 2nd, 2020 in
accordance with Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA)
guidelines.(14) The search parameters included all studies published prior to the search date and
included the search terms “alcohol related disorder” and relevant synonyms coupled with

“machine learning” and relevant synonyms (Supplementary Table 1).
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Search strategy and selection criteria

Search results were collected in Google Sheets, and duplicates were first removed in the Zotero
reference manager (Corporation for Digital Scholarship, VA, U.S.). Title and abstract screening
were conducted by 4 individuals: AS, AGS, NZ, and ZI, where each entry was independently
screened by two reviewers. All disagreements were screened by a third reviewer whose input
served as a tiebreaker. Full text screening was then conducted by MH, MMA, AGS, and AS, where
each manuscript was screened by two reviewers independently, and disagreements were again
screened by a third reviewer. For each study, the following information was collected by ZI, DE,

MH, and MMA: study design, study aim, results, and clinical impact.

Studies were included if the aims included the following topics: (i) alcohol withdrawal; (ii)
genetics or genome-wide association study (GWAS); (iii) diagnosis, treatment, prediction of AUD
as the primary disorder; (iv) prediction of AUD treatment-seeking behavior, recovery, or treatment
outcome; (v) AUD prediction or identification using experimental data; and (vi) alcohol and drug
use. Studies were excluded if they were animal research, did not examine AUD as the primary
disorder but rather examined related disease states where AUD was a risk phenotype/predictor,
did not use ML or only used conventional statistical methods, published in a non-English language,
were presented in conference abstracts and poster presentations, or were review articles, meta-
analyses, opinions, or editorials, or if full-text for the study could not be found. ML generates
predictive patterns from relationships between variables, while conventional statistical methods

draw inferences. (Figure 1)
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Figure 1. Flow diagram of the article selection process following PRISMA guidelines. Abbreviations: Alcohol use
disorder (AUD); electroencephalography (EEG); machine learning (ML); magnetic resonance imaging (MRI).

Risk of bias assessment

Risk of bias was assessed based on the following criteria: source of data, missing data in sample,
lack of external validation, or other apparent sources of risk of bias. For each of these criteria, the
reviewer scored the study as “low”, “moderate” or “high” based on the possibility of bias; details

on how the risk of bias and overall score was determined may be found in Supplementary Table

2.

RESULTS
A total of 1,628 studies were extracted from our search and after the removal of 138 duplicate
articles, 1,490 were screened by title and abstract (see Figure 1 for article screening process).

Following screening, 1,186 articles were excluded because they did not pertain to the diagnosis or
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treatment of AUD or mention the use of ML. The remaining 304 articles were screened by full-

text reviews. A total of 70 studies met our inclusion criteria and were included in our review. The

summarized study aims and clinical impacts are presented in Table 1 and Table 2. Additional study

characteristics such as type of ML algorithm, sample size, type of data, ethnicity/race, age, gender,

comparator and/or competitor can be found in Supplementary Table 3. The included studies apply

a variety of different ML techniques and utilize electronic health records (EHR), genetic,

neuroimaging, psychometric, and internet-based data to make predictions with regard to AUD and

AUD-related outcomes (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Overview of the types of data utilized and brief descriptions of the various applied machine learning methods
in our selected studies for predictions on alcohol use disorder and related outcomes. Abbreviations:
electroencephalography (EEG); electronic health record (EHR); functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI);
genome wide association study (GWAS); machine learning (ML); magnetic resonance imaging (MRI); polygenic risk

score (PRS).
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Screening for AUD

Five of the 70 studies included in this review aimed to simplify mass screening for AUD by using
electronically available data for alcohol misuse identification. Among them, three studies used
only data readily available in EHR, including structured data and non-structured clinical notes
interpreted through natural language processing (NLP) for identifying alcohol misuse.(15-17)
Highest performance was achieved using a logistic regression model (accuracy 0-91) with 25 input
features collected via NLP.(17) The other two studies utilized social media platforms to screen for
alcohol misuse-related behaviors. ML models were developed to classify binge drinking
tweets(18) or Instagram posts(19) to identify risk of alcohol and/or drug misuse. However, largely
due to ambiguities in assessing tweets, differentiating genuine and non-genuine users was difficult

and affected the models’ accuracy (0-67 £+ 0-05).

Diagnosis/identification/discrimination of AUD

A substantial number of the studies focused on AUD diagnosis. These studies utilized a variety of
data types, including laboratory measurements from blood tests, polysomnography, functional
magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI), electroencephalography (EEG), and genotypic and/or
phenotypic data. Single, indirect biomarker-based blood tests are not considered accurate for AUD
diagnosis;(20) however, combinations of biomarkers used together with ML classified alcohol
misuse successfully.(21-23) A combination of 2-5 biomarkers were analyzed using decision trees,
artificial neural networks (NNs), and multivariate unequal dispersed class models. All three studies
found mean corpuscular volume of red blood cells and gamma glutamyltransferase to be important

features in their final models.
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ML methods were developed to differentiate AUD and non-AUD individuals using
neurobiological data. Polysomnographic data and neurobiological data were analyzed using feed-
forward NNs, achieving 98% accuracy, sensitivity, and specificity, and demonstrating that alcohol
addiction correlates with deep sleep impairment.(24) This research also reported that importance

of features varied between men, women, and mixed sex groups.(24)

Most ML-based studies in the field of neuroimaging for AUD diagnosis fell into two major
categories: identifying AUD from differences in structural data, network connectivity, or brain
volume based on neuroimaging(25-32), and identifying AUD from EEG data where features were
derived from electrical signals.(33—44) ML models based on neuroimaging was predominantly
trained with MRI data collected from dozens of participants with or without AUD or known
alcohol-dependent behaviors.(25-32) Of these studies, several have developed and tested models
based solely on structural and/or network connectivity data collected by fMRI, thereby identifying
potential neuroimaging markers of alcohol dependency detected by standard imaging
techniques.(25,28,30) Others have supplemented neuroimaging with other data sources and
variables to refine diagnostic accuracy; these included neuropsychological scoring (variables of
memory span and scored results of the visual span test), psychosocial factors related to behavior
and environment (history of substance use, relationship and friendship status, personality traits,
and emotional traits), and human immunodeficiency virus-AUD comorbid status.(26,27,32) Two
neuroimaging studies by Wang et al. outperformed other contemporary studies with similar dataset
sizes; one study detected AUD by identifying features weighted by a convolutional NN trained
from 160 images and tested on 159,(29) another study assigned feature weights via a transfer

learning model trained on 100 images and tested on 135.(31)
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AUD diagnostic models that are based on EEG data appear to outperform those based on
neuroimaging data, although a direct comparison is not possible because of variation in reported
performance metrics and incomplete records of data missingness. Utilizing EEG data, relatively
high diagnostic accuracy ranging from 80-99% was reported, in comparison to neuroimaging
studies ranging from 67-87% accuracy, with the exception of Wang et al.’s imaging-based
algorithms achieving 97% accuracy.(29,31,33-46) Studies using EEG features have consistently
shown strong results when employing support vector machine (SVM) or least-squares support
vector machine (LS-SVM) architecture, although methods for extracting and decomposing EEG
features have differed widely.(33,34,37,38,40-46) Other studies developed and tested multiple
models from the same datasets of extracted EEG features, with SVM, LS-SVM, and convolutional
NN-based architectures generally yielding the most reliable results.(37,39,42,44-46) Strong
performance was also demonstrated from 10-fold cross-validation test data collected from single
channels and even single electrodes, with Hussain et al. reporting AUROC values of 0-976 to
0-998 from multi-scale entropy- and fast multi-scale entropy-based models using data from the C3
central electrode and Kumar et al. reporting an SVM-based model’s classification accuracy of 88%

using data from only the F4 channel.(37,45)

ML using genotypic and phenotypic data has been useful to comprehensively analyze large
datasets in AUD research. Phenotypic analysis was explored by Li et al. and Falk et al. using NNs
for AUD diagnosis, where features of drinking patterns and its effects and phenotypic variables
resulted in 95% prediction accuracy.(47,48) Yu et al. studied microsatellite markers to evaluate

the linkage between AUD and specific genomic regions.(49) Chen et al. used single nucleotide


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?5oWoZj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?eRH75y
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?TFUiQY
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?w4EHAq
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?DyEIJ3
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?paFMHj
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.06.22276057
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.06.22276057; this version posted June 7, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

11

polymorphisms (SNPs) combined with age, education level, and marital status to create a
personalized approach to discriminate between alcohol dependent and non-alcohol dependent
patients.(50) Another study demonstrated that salivary microRNAs (miRNAs) may potentially be

used to recognize alcohol dependence (AD).(51)

Predicting AUD severity

Beyond AUD diagnosis, assessment of AUD severity is a critical area of research. Fede et al.
examined the association of AUD severity as measured via Alcohol Use Disorders Identification
Test (AUDIT) and differences in patient neurobiology by applying ML to MRI scans.(52) Their
results indicated an ML model based on resting state-connectivity features can best distinguish
varying levels of AUD severity, and can potentially be used as neuroimaging biomarkers for

clinical evaluation.

Risk factors for alcohol use

Analysis of risk factors for AUD using ML was also investigated. Particularly, in genetics, random
forest analyses with and without X chromosome data produced variable importance estimates for
X chromosome variants when biological sex was associated with AUD.(53) Sex differences in the
heritability of alcohol misuse was previously demonstrated.(54,55) However, most ML models
incorporating genetic data did not correctly model the effects of the X chromosome SNPs for
several reasons: X chromosome data were routinely excluded from GWAS(56); the number of X
chromosome copies is confounded with sex necessitating special analysis; and incorporation of X
chromosome inactivation into statistical analysis remains difficult because its mechanisms are not

yet fully understood.(57)
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Predicting future alcohol use

Predicting future development of AUD using ML is an active area of research. A comprehensive
prospective study conducted by King, et al., developed a logistic regression model to predict future
occurrence of hazardous drinking.(58) The model identified sex, age, country, AUDIT score, panic
syndrome, and lifetime alcohol problem as risk factors, and resulted in a c-index value of 0.78 in
the external validation test set of non-AUD Chilean drinkers. In a separate study, SNPs were used
to predict who is likely to develop AUD and identify biomarkers that indicate a predisposition to
AUD.(59) Results demonstrated that models that combined genetic and electrophysiology features

achieved higher accuracy compared to one-dimensional models.

Prediction of treatment outcomes

While majority of the studies included in this review aimed to predict and diagnose alcohol misuse,
19 studies focused on prediction of AUD treatment outcome,(60-78) and one study was directed
at identifying treatment seeking AUD patients.(79) Several studies developed ML methods to
predict relapse,(60,61,64-66,69) most of which reported demographic data, behavioral and
psychological measures, alcohol consumption, and dependence severity measures as important
predictors. Methods to predict AUD treatment outcomes after cognitive behavioral therapy
reported moderate accuracy.(60,61,69) Symons et al. 2019(61) and 2020(60) reported that their
ML models outperformed clinical judgment for predicting treatment outcome when given the same
data, including drinking-related measures, demographic, and psychological assessment data.

However, these models yielded poor sensitivities, ranging from 8 - 43%. Treatment outcome
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predictions based on data from a self-help intervention internet diary(62) or a smartphone

application(68) have demonstrated high accessibility.

ML methods were used to make accurate predictions of health-related outcomes for AUD patients
as well, including risk of withdrawal seizures and mortality. Models assessing risk of alcohol
withdrawal seizures using homocysteine data(70,71) and prediction of alcohol withdrawal
severity(72) may help clinicians determine treatment course. Survival prediction models using ML
algorithms were also developed for alcohol-dependent patients with severe liver disease(73) or
drug intoxication(74) upon hospital admission based on demographic data, clinical variables, and
medical history. The ML model developed by Lapuerta et al.(73) outperformed the Maddrey

score(80) in predicting survival of severe liver disease patients (ROC area of 81-5% vs. 73-8%).

ML approaches have also impacted the prediction of subgroups of individuals who may benefit
from specific pharmacotherapy.(75-78) Laska et al. focused on identifying responders to
Gabapentin Enacarbil Extended-Release using demographic, substance use indicators, and
psychiatric characteristics.(77) Other researchers utilized genetic information: Hou et al. and Wei
et al. examined SNPs to identify subgroups that will benefit from ondansetron treatment for
AUD.(75,76) Lin et al. investigated how OPRM1 promoter CpG site methylation affects relapse

in individuals taking naltrexone for alcohol dependence.(78)

AUD in adolescents
Consumption of alcohol during adolescence may disrupt neurodevelopmental trajectories.(81)

Several ML studies have incorporated multifactorial neurological characteristics as well as
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demographic, behavioral, cognitive, and clinical features to identify risk factors and predict AUD
in adolescents. Squeglia et al. employed ML on multiple data sources in a longitudinal study of
substance-naive adolescents to identify predictors of alcohol use by age 18, half of which were

sMRI and fMRI variables.(82)

Additional studies used multiple algorithms to investigate the interaction of features that are
specific for alcohol use in adolescents. These studies identified risk factors (83-85) or predicted
alcohol misuse (86) in adolescents using combinations of demographic, psychopathological and
personality data, socioeconomic data, and cognitive measures. The influence of peers and parents,
and respondents’ sex (male) had the highest impact on substance use initiation during childhood
for Mexican youths.(84) In contrast, personality and psychopathology factors yielded the highest
prediction accuracy indices in a prospective study of Canadian and Australian adolescents.(86)
Particulary, personality traits such as disorderliness and extravagance was correlated with both

current and future adolescent binge drinkers.(85)

Neuroimaging was also used in a unique study that investigated potential biomarkers of resilience
to alcohol misuse in youths. Weidacker et al. concluded that grey matter myelinations
(myeloarchitecture) could be a potential protective biomarker, as greater baseline

myeloarchitecture predicted a lower risk for harmful alcohol use at two-year follow-up.(87)

Impulsivity is another aspect of interest for AUD prediction in adolescents. Sex-dependent
differential trajectories of impulsivity in high school students may increase an individual’s

susceptibility to substance use disorder, including alcohol.(88) Ruan et al. found that impulsivity
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did not decline [as in normal development] for adolescents who initiated binge drinking.(89) Other
studies showed that AUD could be predicted using impulsivity variables based on brain activity,
personality, and psychological factors(90) and that not all facets of impulsivity may be associated

with AUD.(91)

Overall, 66 of the 70 the studies included in this review exhibited a moderate or high risk of bias,
predominantly from a lack of external validation in algorithm development, and missing data
(Supplementary Table 4). 25 (35-7%) of studies included in this review were scored as a high risk

of bias, 41 (58-6%) as a moderate risk of bias, and 4 (5-7%) as a low risk of bias in our analysis.

DISCUSSION

This systematic literature review presents the current state of research for ML for alcohol misuse,
AUD, and AUD-associated consequences. To our knowledge this is the first systematic review to
provide an overview of ML-based techniques for alcohol misuse and AUD. While it is not possible
to directly compare all of the included studies because of differences in the parameters, cohorts,
type of data, and assessment approaches used, overall this overview demonstrates encouraging
results for the use of ML for the identification and treatment of individuals with AUD-related
predictions. This review highlights research that used readily available EHR data and
neuroimaging data to accurately identify and diagnose individuals with AUD, including
adolescents at high risk. Several genetic-based studies demonstrate the potential of using ML to
analyze genetic variations for personalized treatments or prediction of the risk of AUD. We also
identified several ML-based studies that use clinical measures to predict effectiveness of a

particular treatment plan, risk stratify patients to improve health outcomes, and determine potential
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relapse. These diverse ML-based studies identified numerous significant variables for AUD and

AUD-related predictions (Figure 3).

Alcohol consumption Diagnosis of AUD

Age Risk of AUD

Brain activity/structure . .
Risk of relapse

SNPs, miRNA, DNAm
Treatment success

Anxiety/Depression
Treatment seeking status
Biochemical blood tests
Alcohol-withdrawal

Alcohol dependence SElUICS
Alcoholic hepatitis
Medical history survival

Graft survival after LT

Personality measures

Impulsivity measures Intoxication mortality

Figure 3. Summary of significant predictors for alcohol use disorder-related predictions identified in our systematic
review. Abbreviations: Alcohol use disorder (AUD); DNA methylation (DNAm); liver transplantation (LT);
microRNA (miRNA).

The use of ML to assist in diagnosis and risk assessment in healthcare is potentially powerful,
given the rich and variable data sources available. Use of multiple data sources in ML, including
neuroimaging, electrophysiological, cognitive, genetic, socioecological, psychological, and
demographic data, facilitates better classification accuracy in numerous studies in comparison to
single dimensional data.(85,92) Multi-dimensional modeling may better identify the underlying
pathophysiology of a complex disease such as AUD, and may lead to improved prediction methods
for diagnosis, risk stratification of patients, and healthcare resource allocation. ML may reveal data

relationships or potential predictors not previously known in the field, such as specific measures

of impulsivity, SNPs, or laboratory measures associated with AUD. These findings can be used to
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identify significant areas to investigate for future AUD research to address current barriers, such

as treatment utilization rates and AUD relapse.

Implementing ML methods may reach larger, currently underserved patient populations. ML-
based tools that use readily available EHR data may cost-effectively diagnose AUD with no
additional burden on the clinician and may increase the low AUD screening rates.(6) ML in
combination with other modern technologies like social media and internet based self-help tools
may be useful to those who might otherwise go undiagnosed or not seek treatment. Top reported
reasons for not seeking AUD treatment are a ‘lack of problem awareness’, ‘stigma or shame’,
‘encounter barriers’, and ‘cope alone’.(93) Convenient ML-based tools that rely on easily
accessible EHR data or internet data such as the ones described in this review have the potential
to overcome these limitations by screening more of the public or providing a more anonymous

means of receiving care for those whose shame prevents them from seeking treatment.

Genetic and neuroimaging-based studies showed considerable innovation in the field because they
may provide clinicians with methods to predict AUD and treatment outcomes without relying on
largely biased and unreliable self-reported patient behavior.(94) As genetic and n