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Abstract 
 
Aim: In DSM-5, definitions of substance use disorders (SUD) were changed considerably from DSM-
IV, yet little is known about how well DSM-IV and DSM-5 SUD diagnoses agree with each other 
within a series of individuals with substance use problems.  
  
Methods: Prevalences and chance-corrected agreement of DSM-5 SUD and DSM-IV substance 
dependence were evaluated in 588 adult substance users, interviewed by clinician interviewers using 
the semi-structured Psychiatric Research Interview for Substance and Mental Disorders (PRISM-5). 
Alcohol, tobacco, cannabis, cocaine, heroin, opioid, sedative, and stimulant use disorders were 
examined. Cohen’s kappa was used to assess agreement between DSM-5 and DSM-IV SUD 
(including abuse or dependence), DSM-5 SUD and DSM-IV dependence, and DSM-5 moderate-to-
severe SUD and DSM-IV dependence.  
 
Results: Agreement between DSM-5 and DSM-IV SUD was excellent for alcohol, cocaine, heroin, 
opioids, sedatives, and stimulants (κ=0.84; 0.91; 0.99; 0.96; 0.92; 0.97; respectively) and substantial 
for alcohol and tobacco (κ=0.75; 0.80, respectively). Agreement between DSM-5 SUD and DSM-IV 
substance dependence was excellent for cocaine, heroin, opioids, sedatives, and stimulants (κ=0.89; 
0.97; 0.90; 0.88; 0.94, respectively) and substantial for alcohol, tobacco, and cannabis (κ=0.75; 0.69; 
0.63, respectively). Agreement between moderate and severe DSM-5 SUD and DSM-IV dependence 
was excellent across all substances. 
 
Conclusion: Findings suggest that while care should always be used in interpreting the results of 
studies using different methods, studies relying on DSM-IV or DSM-5 SUD diagnostic criteria can be 
considered to offer similar information and thus can be compared when accumulating a body of 
evidence on a particular issue regarding substance use. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
    Substance use and substance use disorders (SUD) are a leading cause of morbidity and mortality 
[1]. Adults diagnosed with SUD are at increased risk of impaired functioning, psychiatric comorbidity, 
and poverty [2-4]. Considering the burden of disease associated with SUD in the US and globally, 
substance use remains a serious public health concern [5]. Reliable and valid measures of SUD are 
an essential component of research to successfully identify etiologic factors and effective treatments 
for SUD and associated negative outcomes.     
    In 1980, the third edition of the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM-III) was 
published. This was the first U.S. nomenclature to base diagnoses of substance and mental disorders 
on specific diagnostic criteria. DSM-III divided SUD into two disorders, abuse and dependence. Since 
then, successive versions of DSM have become the standard classification reference for clinical, 
research, policy, and reimbursement in the US and in many other countries [6-8]. This includes DSM-
III-R (revised) in 1987 [9], which reorganized the SUD criteria into a concept of substance 
dependence [10] developed through empirical clinical research and recommended by the World 
Health Organization [11], and a residual category for abuse. DSM-IV[12], the next iteration, was 
published in 1994, and largely maintained the DSM-III-R SUD categories of dependence and abuse. 
Many studies supported the reliability and validity of the dependence diagnosis, but raised questions 
about the reliability and validity of the abuse category [13] and problems due to “diagnostic orphans”, 
i.e., those with two dependence criteria but who failed to receive a DSM-IV substance use disorder 
diagnosis because they had no abuse criteria and did not meet the dependence threshold of 3 or 
more criteria [14, 15].  

After publication of DSM-IV, scientific knowledge about substance use disorders continued to 
grow, including substantial evidence indicating psychometric problems created by the hierarchical 
distinction between the DSM-III-R and DSM-IV abuse and dependence distinction, and other studies 
showing a unidimensional structure of the abuse and dependence criteria [16]. This led to 
recommendations to replace the abuse and dependence diagnoses with one combined SUD 
diagnosis [13, 17-19]. Consequently, major changes were made to the DSM-5 criteria for SUD [16], 
the most recent version of DSM, published in 2013. The most significant changes included: 1) 
merging the criteria of substance abuse and substance dependence into one all-encompassing 
disorder; 2) requiring two criteria to be met for the diagnosis of SUD, as opposed to the DSM-IV 
requirements that three criteria be met for the diagnosis of dependence and one criterion be met for 
the diagnosis of abuse; 3) adding craving – a strong desire or urge to use the substance – as a 
diagnostic criterion; 4) adding cannabis withdrawal as a new disorder to the list of other withdrawal 
syndromes already found in DSM-III-R and DSM-IV, and as a criterion for DSM-5 cannabis use 
disorder. These changes mainly aimed to overcome DSM-IV limitations, specifically, the lack of 
consistency between abuse and dependence in terms of number of criteria for diagnosis, and the low 
reliability and validity of substance abuse, compared to substance dependence, which was 
consistently shown to be a highly reliable [20] and valid syndrome [21].  
    Since its publication, the DSM-5 SUD diagnostic criteria have been widely adopted by clinicians 
and researchers to assess risk factors and consequences of substance use, and to identify 
participants for inclusion in clinical trials of treatment effectiveness. Nevertheless, a wide variety of 
researchers continue to rely on DSM-IV diagnoses because data from many studies, including large 
clinical trials [18, 22-26] and U.S yearly national general population surveys are based on DSM-IV 
diagnoses of SUD [27]. 
    Recently, test-retest reliability of DSM-5 SUD diagnosis and severity levels (mild, moderate and 
severe disorder; 2–3, 4–5, and ≥6 criteria, respectively) were shown to have substantial to excellent 
reliability for most substances [28]. Nevertheless, few studies have empirically assessed the 
agreement of DSM-5 SUD and its severity levels with DSM-IV abuse and dependence diagnoses. 
The DSM-5 work group concluded that using a threshold of two or more criteria to diagnose SUD 
would maximize agreement on the prevalence of DSM-IV substance abuse and dependence 
disorders combined [8]. However, since then, only two studies have examined agreement between 
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DSM-5 and DSM-IV diagnoses in adult clinical samples [29, 30]. These studies were limited in that 
they assessed only lifetime and not current SUD diagnoses. Further, one of these studies focused 
only on alcohol use disorder (AUD) and used a subpopulation of prison inmates [30].   
   Given the widespread use of DSM-5 SUD diagnoses in many studies, albeit with continuing use of 
DSM-IV in other large-scale studies, more information is needed on the extent to which diagnoses 
based on the DSM-5 diagnostic criteria are concordant with diagnoses based on DSM-IV 
dependence. In particular, since the evidence for the reliability and validity of substance dependence 
was much stronger than the evidence for substance abuse, information is needed on whether the low 
threshold for a DSM-5 SUD diagnosis (2 criteria) leads to inclusion of cases who would formerly have 
received an abuse diagnosis, forming an overly heterogenous group of individuals with less validity 
than a group formed by using a higher threshold more analogous to the DSM-IV dependence 
diagnosis. Therefore, using the Psychiatric Research Interview for Substance and Mental Disorders 
(PRISM-5), which has been shown to be a reliable instrument to measure DSM-5 SUD [28], the 
current study aimed to determine the agreement between: 1) DSM-5 and DSM-IV past-year 
substance use disorder diagnoses; 2) DSM-5 past-year substance use disorder and DSM-IV past-
year dependence diagnoses; and 3) DSM-5 past-year moderate or severe substance use disorder 
and DSM-IV past-year dependence diagnoses. 
 
METHODS 
 
Study Population and procedures 
    Details of the study and sample are provided elsewhere [28] and summarized here in brief. Study 
participants were adults aged 18 years or older recruited from a suburban inpatient addiction program 
and also, via newspaper and social media advertising, from an urban medical center. To be eligible, 
participants needed to report substance use in the prior 30 days or the 30 days prior to inpatient 
admission and endorse at least one DSM-5 substance use disorder criteria in pre-study screening. Of 
those who met pre-screening eligibility, on-site research coordinators described the study, screened 
further for eligibility and obtained informed consent from eligible participants. Baseline interviews 
were conducted with 588 participants (150 inpatients; 438 community participants) that constituted 
the analytic sample. Participants received $50 for the interview. All interviews were conducted 
between 05/11/2016 and 06/17/2019. Procedures were approved by Institutional Review Boards of 
New York State Psychiatric Institute and South Oaks Hospital.  
 
Diagnostic interview  
    The PRISM-5 interview is a semi-structured, computer-assisted interview designed for clinician 
interviewers, which covers the DSM-IV and DSM-5 symptoms and criteria of substance and 
psychiatric disorders. PRISM-5 differs from other diagnostic interviews by assessing substance 
disorders first, and by providing more detailed symptom data. Substances covered by the PRISM-5 
include alcohol, cannabis, cocaine, hallucinogens, heroin, opioid painkillers, sedatives/tranquilizers, 
stimulants, and tobacco (cigarettes). In this study, we included all substances, except for 
hallucinogens, for which DSM-IV dependence and DSM-5 moderate/severe SUD showed low 
prevalence (≤2%). 
 
PRISM-5 substance screening , 
The substance disorder module begins with screening questions regarding use of each substance 6 
or more times within any 12-month period. For substances available for medical use, screening asked 
about non-medical use (without a prescription or other than prescribed, for example, to get high). 
Among those screened positive, the SUD criteria are assessed.  
 
PRISM-5 substance use disorder measures  
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    For each substance, the PRISM-5 asked participants about using the substance at least 6 times 
within any 12-month period. For substances available for medical use, the screening questions ask 
about non-medical use (without a prescription or other than prescribed). Among those answering 
positively to this screening question for each substance, the substance disorder diagnostic criteria 
were assessed. For each substance, current DSM-5 SUD was considered positive if participants 
endorsed ≥2 criteria of the 11 criteria in the past 12 months. A second variable indicated the DSM-5 
SUD severity measure: no disorder (0-1 criteria), mild (2–3 criteria), moderate (4–5 criteria), or severe 
(≥6 criteria). A third DSM-5 variable was constructed, which was positive for those with moderate or 
severe DSM-5 SUD and negative for those with no or mild disorder. DSM-IV current substance 
dependence was diagnosed when ≥3 of the DSM-IV criteria were endorsed within the past 12 
months. A second binary variable was constructed to indicate DSM-IV substance use disorder, coded 
positive if participants endorsed dependence or abuse (based on endorsing ≥1 abuse criteria in the 
past 12 months). 
 
Sociodemographic variables 
    These were collected in an introductory PRISM-5 module. They included: sex (male; female), 
race/ethnicity (White; Black; Hispanic; other), age (18-29; 30-39; 40-49; 50+), marital status (not 
married; living together/married), education (high-school diploma or less; some college or more), 
employment (no job; any job). 
 
Interviewers, training and supervision  
    All interviewers had at least a master’s degree in psychology or social work and an average of 4.5 
years of clinical experience (range, 1-10 years). PRISM-5 training included a manual, 2-day 
workshop, practice interviewing, role-playing, and certification. To become certified, trainees recorded 
mock interviews that underwent structured review by PRISM trainers. Trainees became interviewers 
after 2 recordings were rated satisfactory or better. Supervision of the study interviewers was 
conducted by trained, highly experienced trainer/supervisors with clinical masters degrees 
(psychology or social work) whose mean years of clinical experience utilizing the PRISM interview in 
research settings was 7.6 years (range: 3-10), and whose mean years of supervisory experience with 
the PRISM-5 was 6 years (range: 2-8). After certification, PRISM-5 supervisors met weekly with 
interviewers. They also reviewed recordings of 10% of the interviews, scoring interviewer 
performance, which occasionally indicated typical issues in such interviewing that required 
supervision (e.g., reading probes as written) but generally indicated that PRISM-5 interviews were 
largely conducted in a standardized way according to the PRISM-5 training procedures. Further 
information about the PRISM-5 and procedures used in this study can be found elsewhere [28]. 
 
Analysis 
    Three analyses were conducted to determine the degree of agreement between substance-specific 
past-year DSM-IV and DSM-5 SUD measures. The first analysis compared DSM-5 with DSM-IV 
substance use disorder diagnoses. The second compared DSM-5 substance use disorder with DSM-
IV past-year substance dependence diagnoses. The third compared DSM-5 moderate or severe 
substance use disorder with DSM-IV past-year substance dependence diagnoses. McNemar’s test 
evaluated whether prevalences differed between the DSM-IV and DSM-5 measure. Cohen’s kappa, a 
statistical measurement of chance-corrected agreement [31], was calculated for each analysis. The 
following standard interpretations were used for the degree of agreement indicated by kappa values: 
0–0.20, poor; 0.21–0.40, fair; 0.41–0.60, moderate; 0.61–0.80, substantial; and 0.81–1.00, excellent 
[32]. All analyses were conducted using SAS 9.4 [33].  
 
 
RESULTS 
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Sociodemographic characteristics of the sample 
    Respondents were primarily male (70%), black (42%), ages 50 years or above (50%), high school 
diploma or less (55%), not married (80%), and without a job (74%) (Table 1).  
 
DSM-5 and DSM-IV substance use disorder 
    Table 2 shows prevalences of DSM-5 SUD and DSM-IV SUD (indicating a diagnosis of 
dependence or abuse). In DSM-5, prevalences of AUD, TUD and CUD were 66.0%, 62.1%, 44.6%, 
while corresponding prevalences in DSM-IV for these disorders were 59.4%, 52.2% and 33.2%. 
DSM-5 prevalences of cocaine, heroin and prescription opioid use disorders were 44.6%, 24.1% and 
15.6%, while DSM-IV prevalences were 40.5%, 23.6% and 14.6%. Prevalences between DSM-5 
SUD and DSM-IV SUD were significantly different for all substances, except for heroin and 
stimulants. Agreement between DSM-5 and DSM-IV SUD was excellent for alcohol, cocaine, heroin, 
opioids, sedatives, and stimulants (κ=0.84; 0.91; 0.99; 0.96; 0.92; 0.97, respectively) and substantial 
for alcohol and tobacco (κ=0.75; 0.80, respectively; Table 2). 
 
DSM-5 substance use disorder and DSM-IV dependence 
    Table 3 shows prevalences of DSM-5 SUD and DSM-IV substance dependence. The prevalences 
of DSM-IV dependence diagnoses were 59.4%, 52.2%, 33.2%, 40.5%, 23.6% and 14.6% for alcohol, 
tobacco, cannabis, cocaine, heroin, and prescription opioid dependence, respectively (Table 3). 
Agreement between DSM-5 SUD and DSM-IV substance dependence was excellent for cocaine, 
heroin, opioids, sedatives, and stimulants (κ=0.89; 0.97; 0.90; 0.88;0.94, respectively) and substantial 
for alcohol, tobacco, and cannabis (κ=0.75; 0.69; 0.63, respectively; Table 3). 
 
DSM-5 moderate or severe substance use disorder and DSM-IV dependence  
    Table 4 shows prevalences of combined moderate and severe levels of DSM-5 SUD and DSM-IV 
substance dependence. Differences in prevalence of DSM-5 moderate-severe SUD and DSM-IV 
substance dependence were negligible for most substances, e.g., 47.4% vs. 46.4% for tobacco 
(Table 4). The only exception to this was cannabis use disorder, whose prevalence of moderate-
severe DSM-5 disorders was 30.8% but 26.9% for DSM-IV dependence. Agreement between 
moderate and severe DSM-5 SUD and DSM-IV dependence diagnosis was excellent across all 
substances, and near-perfect for cocaine and heroin (κ=0.97; 0.98, respectively; Table 4). 
 
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
    In recent years, the DSM-5 SUD diagnostic criteria have been extensively utilized by researchers 
and clinicians worldwide. However, the previous DSM-IV diagnostic system is still being used in 
numerous studies, for example, ongoing analyses of large existing genetic or clinical trial datasets, or 
in the yearly national surveys of the National Drug Use and Health Survey (NSDUH). Therefore, 
determining the level of agreement between DSM-5 and DSM-IV SUD diagnostic systems is 
important to inform investigators and others about whether results from studies using DSM-IV or 
DSM-5 SUD are reasonably comparable. To date, this information is largely missing. Using rigorous 
methods and drawing on a study with several hundred participants that utilized rigorous assessment 
procedures, we examined chance-corrected agreement between DSM-5 and DSM-IV SUD diagnoses 
for six commonly used substances. In all sets of comparisons and across all substances, substantial 
to excellent levels of agreement were found between DSM-5 and DSM-IV diagnoses. 
    In this study, the prevalence of DSM-5 SUD was slightly higher than the prevalence of DSM-IV 
SUD for all substances, with differences ranging from 4.2%-11.4%. These differences slightly vary 
from results from previous studies, which used a DSM-IV substance use disorder variable that was 
similar to the one used in this study (coded positive if participants endorsed dependence or abuse). 
These variations are likely related to the different samples used in those previous studies and this 
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one; whereas the current study’s sample included substance users only, previous studies used 
samples that mixed substance users with non-substance users [29, 34-37]. For all substances, 
differences in prevalence between DSM-5 SUD and DSM-IV dependence were consistently greater 
than differences in prevalence between DSM-5 and DSM-IV SUD prevalence. This finding is not 
surprising; it stems from the lower two-symptom threshold of the DSM-5 SUD diagnosis, compared to 
the three-symptom threshold of DSM-IV dependence. Further, the higher prevalences of DSM-5 SUD 
is consistent with the possibility that the lower threshold of the DSM-5 diagnostic criteria is inclusive of 
individuals with two dependence symptoms but no abuse symptoms who lacked any SUD diagnosis 
in DSM-IV.  
    Regardless of diagnostic threshold or type of comparison, DSM-5 and DSM-IV SUD diagnoses had 
substantial to excellent degrees of agreement with each other for all substances, with kappas ranging 
from 0.63 to 0.99. To our knowledge, this study is the first to report agreement between DSM-5 and 
DSM-IV tobacco, prescription opioid, heroin, sedative, and stimulant use disorders (κ=0.80; 0.99; 
0.96; 0.92; 0.97, respectively). These findings are important as they provide more evidence that the 
underlying construct of a substance use disorder has robust validity, as its degree of agreement with 
dependence remains strong even when SUD measures somewhat differ in their operationalization 
[38]. 
    Differences in prevalences of DSM-5 moderate-severe SUD and DSM-IV dependence were 
negligible. Accordingly, agreement between DSM-IV and DSM-5 was stronger (near-perfect for many 
substances) for this set of comparison than for others. This finding suggests that these two diagnoses 
may indicate similar clinical conditions; investigators utilizing information from studies that employ one 
classification system or the other, can have confidence in the interchangeability of these studies’ 
results.  
    Questions could be raised about the research and clinical utility of the DSM-5 SUD mild severity 
level from the current study’s report of better agreement between DSM-5 moderate-severe SUD and 
dependence. Substance users that endorse criteria for mild SUD may be recognized less frequently 
by clinicians but may still benefit from interventions that are appropriate for their lower severity level, 
e.g., the SBIRT model (Screening, Brief Intervention, Referral to Treatment [39], which has been 
shown to be effective particularly for alcohol [40]. Longitudinal studies that examine whether brief 
preventive and therapeutic interventions in primary care settings mitigate the development of more 
severe SUD among individuals with mild DSM-5 SUD are warranted, as these may have important 
individual and public health consequences.     
    Across the comparisons performed in this study, agreement between DSM-IV and DSM-5 for CUD 
was slightly lower than agreement for other substances. This is most likely due to the fact that a 
cannabis withdrawal criterion was not included in DSM-IV, but was added to the diagnostic criteria of 
CUD in DSM-5. 
    Study limitations are noted. First, the sample included adults treated for substance use problems in 
inpatient settings and a community sample of adults recruited via newspaper and social media 
advertising. Studies that examine agreement for DSM-5 and DSM-IV SUD in adolescents, in general 
mental health and primary care settings, and in general population representative samples are 
warranted. Second, analyses did not include some substances, such as hallucinogens, as 
prevalences for these were low. Studies that report agreement between DSM-5 and DSM-IV SUD 
diagnoses for these substances are needed. Finally, the current study utilized self-reported measures 
of substance use, which could have led to reporting inaccuracies. Despite these limitations, this study 
had several important strengths. First, the sample used in this study was relatively large and diverse; 
it included substance users with a wide range of SUD severity levels and from various treatment 
settings. Second, it included an adequate representation of different substances with substantial 
burden of disease; Finally, it employed rigorous study methods and reliable measures. 
 
Conclusion 
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    The current study assessed the agreement between DSM-5 and DSM-IV SUD, using several 
comparison models, in which measurements were operationalized differently. In all comparisons 
performed and across all substances, agreements between DSM-5 and DSM-IV diagnoses were 
substantial to excellent. Further, excellent agreement between moderate or severe levels of DSM-5 
SUD and DSM-IV dependence, a highly reliable measure, indicate that these specific DSM-5 SUD 
severity levels had even better agreement with DSM-IV dependence measures than DSM-5 SUD 
measures that included mild cases. Substance use and SUD remain a major public health concern. 
Use of reliable and valid diagnostic measures of these disorders are crucial if studies are to generate 
informative results on etiology, prevention and treatment. This study suggests that while care should 
always be used in interpreting the results of studies using different methods, studies relying on DSM-
IV or DSM-5 SUD diagnostic criteria can be considered to offer similar information and thus can be 
compared when accumulating a body of evidence on a particular issue regarding substance use 
disorders. 
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Table 1: Sample descriptives, overall 
 

 
Whole sample 

(N=588) 

 n % 

Gender   

   Male 410 69.73 

   Female 178 30.27 

Age   

   18-29 129 21.94 

   30-39 98 16.67 

   40-49 113 19.22 

   50+ 248 42.18 

Race/Ethnicity   

   White 162 27.55 

   Black 281 47.79 

   Hispanic 112 19.05 

   Other 33 5.61 

Education level   
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Whole sample 

(N=588) 

 n % 

   High School diploma 
or less 322 54.76 

   Some College or 
more 266 45.24 

Marital status   

   Not Married 471 80.10 

   Living together/ 
Married 117 19.90 

Employment   

   No job 436 74.15 

   Any job 152 25.85 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 2. Agreement between PRISM-5 DSM-5 and DSM-IV past-year substance use disorder 
diagnoses (N=588)  
 

 

Substance % DSM-5 % DSM-IV 
McNemar's 

test Kappa (95% CI) 

Alcohol 66.0 59.4 <.001 0.84 (0.79, 0.88) 

Tobacco 62.1 52.2 <.001 0.80 (0.75, 0.85) 

Cannabis 44.6 33.2 <.001 0.75 (0.70, 0.80) 

Cocaine 44.7 40.5 <.001 0.91 (0.87, 0.94) 

Heroin 24.1 23.6 0.083 0.99 (0.97, 1.00) 

Opioids 15.6 14.6 0.014 0.96 (0.93, 0.99) 

Sedatives 12.8 11.4 0.011 0.92 (0.87, 0.97) 

Stimulants 2.9 2.7 0.317 0.97 (0.91, 1.00) 

 
 
Table 3. Agreement between PRISM-5 DSM-5 past-year substance use disorder and DSM-IV 
past-year substance dependence diagnoses (N=588)  
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Substance % DSM-5 % DSM-IV McNemar's 
test Kappa (95% CI) 

Alcohol 66.0 53.7 <.001 0.75 (0.70, 0.80) 

Tobacco 62.1 46.4 <.001 0.69 (0.64, 0.75) 

Cannabis 44.6 26.9 <.001 0.63 (0.57, 0.69) 

Cocaine 44.7 39.1 <.001 0.89 (0.85, 0.92) 

Heroin 24.1 23.0 0.008 0.97 (0.94, 0.99) 

Opioids 15.6 13.1 <.001 0.90 (0.85, 0.95) 

Sedatives 12.8 10.4 <.001 0.88 (0.82, 0.94) 

Stimulants 2.9 2.6 0.157 0.94 (0.85, 1.00) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 4. Agreement between PRISM-5 DSM-5 past-year moderate or severe substance use 
disorder and DSM-IV past-year substance dependence diagnoses (N=588)  
 

 

Substance % DSM-5 % DSM-IV McNemar's 
test Kappa (95% CI) 

     

Alcohol 53.7 53.7 1.000 0.92 (0.89, 0.96) 

Tobacco 47.4 46.4 0.180 0.93 (0.90, 0.96) 

Cannabis 30.8 26.9 <.001 0.86 (0.81, 0.90) 

Cocaine 38.9 39.1 0.705 0.97 (0.96, 0.99) 
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Substance % DSM-5 % DSM-IV McNemar's 
test Kappa (95% CI) 

     

Heroin 23.0 23.0 1.000 0.98 (0.96, 1.00) 

Opioids 12.6 13.1 0.317 0.93 (0.89, 0.98) 

Sedatives 10.4 10.4 1.000 0.96 (0.93, 1.00) 

Stimulants 2.4 2.6 0.317 0.96 (0.90, 1.00) 
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