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Adults with mild to moderate depression
exhibit more alcohol related problems
compared to the general adult population:
a cross sectional study
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Abstract

Background: Alcohol use has been shown to interfere with treatment for depression, but consumption habits are
not routinely screened in primary care. To date, few studies have compared the alcohol consumption habits of
patients with depression to the general population. The purpose of this study was to compare alcohol habits in
adults diagnosed with depression in primary care to the general adult population in Sweden.

Methods: Nine hundred fourty six patients diagnosed with mild to moderate depression, without a primary
substance use disorder, in primary care settings located across Sweden completed the Alcohol Use Disorders
Identification Test (AUDIT). Consumptions habits and alcohol related problems in the depressed sample were
compared to those in the general adult population (n = 663). Analyses were stratified by gender and age.

Results: Ratings of alcohol problems and measures of hazardous drinking and binge drinking were significantly
higher among patients seeking treatment for depression in primary care compared to the general population.
Male patients scored higher on the AUDIT total and AUDIT-C (consumption) subscale than men in the general
population. Compared to younger adults (aged 17–27) older depressed adults (aged 28–50 and 51–71) exhibited
higher rates of consumption and problems related to alcohol.

Conclusions: Compared to the general adult population, consumption and problems related to alcohol use were
substantially higher among patients with mild to moderate depression in primary care. Routine screening of alcohol
use in primary care is recommended for patients presenting with depression.
Background
Alcohol use disorders frequently co-exist with mood disor-
ders [1], yet little is known about the alcohol habits of pa-
tients seeking treatment for depression in primary care [2].
In Sweden, national guidelines recommend screening for al-
cohol problems within health care services [3, 4]. Clinicians
are increasingly trained in screening and brief intervention
(SBI) techniques; however, routine screening of hazardous
drinking habits and alcohol use disorders is still not an
entrenched part of clinical practice [5]. This is potentially
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problematic because alcohol use, even at ‘moderate’ levels,
can have an adverse impact on treatment outcomes for
depression [6–8]. To date, research examining the preva-
lence of alcohol problems in depression has focussed mainly
on patients with alcohol dependence in psychiatric inpatient
clinics [2]. Most people with depression initially seek help
within the primary care sector as outpatients, which is a
recommended first step. More information is needed about
alcohol habits in patients with less severe forms of depres-
sion, including the prevalence of hazardous or risky drinking
[9]. The present study addresses this research gap by asses-
sing patterns of alcohol use and problems related to alcohol
in a sample of Swedish adults seeking treatment for mild to
moderate depression in primary care. Results are compared
to consumption habits in the general adult population.
Implications for screening and assessment are discussed.
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Methods
Participant recruitment
Data from two population surveys were analysed. Patients
in the depressed sample were recruited via primary care
centres located in six county councils in Sweden; a total
population of approximately 6 million people. All patients
in the depressed sample were involved in a randomized
controlled trial (RCT) - ‘Regassa’. The project aims to
study the effects of internet based cognitive behavioural
therapy (ICBT), physical activity and treatment as usual
on sick-leave and work-ability in patients with mild to
moderate depression, anxiety and stress related mental ill-
health. Patients aged 18 years and above who scored >9
on the Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ-9) [10] were
invited to participate. Recruitment began in February
2011 and the last patient was assessed in January 2013.
Exclusion criteria were age (<18 years), non-Swedish
speaking (i.e. not being able to read and understand the
questionnaires and material), having a severe somatic
illness, a primary substance use disorder or a psychiatric
diagnosis that required specialist treatment (e.g. psychosis).
Written informed consent was obtained from the patients
before they were randomized to one of the three treat-
ment conditions. Following an initial consultation with
their primary health care provider, eligible patients who
agreed to participate completed a baseline questionnaire
administered by a research nurse. The questionnaire in-
cluded a demographic survey, the Alcohol Use Disorders
Identification Test (AUDIT – described below), and the
Montgomery-Åsberg Depression Rating Scale (MADRS)
[11]. A psychiatric diagnostic assessment (MINI Inter-
national Neuropsychiatric Assessment) [12] was per-
formed to confirm the diagnosis. In total, 946 patients met
the inclusion criteria for the trial, agreed to participate
and were included in the analyses. A flow-chart of the par-
ticipants’ progress through the trial is presented elsewhere
[13]. The Regional Ethical Review Board at the Karolinska
Institute approved the study (Dnr 2010/1779-31/4).
Data from the depressed sample was compared to

AUDIT data from a general population survey con-
ducted in 2009. Data from the latest study of alcohol
habits in the general Swedish population showed that
the changes between 2009 and 2014 were insignificant
[14]. The sampling methodology has been described pre-
viously [15]. Briefly, a random sample of 1250 persons
was drawn from a national register (Dafa/Spar). The
potential respondents were aged 17–71 with a Swedish
address. Respondents received a paper questionnaire
with the AUDIT questions and were asked to return the
survey by regular mail.

Materials
Alcohol consumption and problems related to alcohol
were assessed with the AUDIT [16]. The instrument has
been validated in primary care settings [17] and is suit-
able for use in the general population. The Swedish ver-
sion of AUDIT has shown acceptable psychometric
properties [18]. Here, we report the total AUDIT score,
the consumption subscale (AUDIT-C) items 1–3, and
the alcohol problems subscale (signs of dependency and
harms combined, items 4–10). Studies have shown that
a two-factor AUDIT scale consisting of consumption
and alcohol problems is more valid than the original
three-factor scale consisting of consumption, depen-
dence and harms [18, 19]. The proportion of ‘hazardous
drinkers’ [17] was based on the total score ≥8 for men
[16] and ≥6 for women [20]. The cut-off ≥8 has shown
high sensitivity and specificity of AUDIT for hazardous
alcohol consumption [16]. The proportion of binge
drinkers was measured using item 3 “How often do you
have six or more drinks on one occasion?”. The binge
frequency cut-off was at least on a monthly basis and
the same number of drinks indicate binge-drinking for
men and women [16]. Alcohol abstention was measured
using item 1, “How often do you have a drink containing
alcohol?”.

Statistical analyses
Means and standard deviations for the continuous vari-
ables were calculated and compared using independent
t-test and Analysis of Covariance (ANCOVA). ANCOVA
was used to adjust for the uneven gender distributions
in the general population and in the clinical sample
when analysing the continuous variables. Chi-square
tests were used to compare the proportion of hazardous
drinkers, binge drinkers and abstainers in the depressed
and general populations. Analyses were stratified by gen-
der and age (17–27, 28–50 and 51–71 years old), similar
to the age distribution used when analysing the general
population [15]. Effect sizes (Cohen’s d, partial eta
squared for continuous outcomes and Odds Ratios for
categorical outcomes) were calculated where statistical
differences between groups were obtained.

Results
For the depressed sample, 99.5 % (n = 941) completed a
usable AUDIT questionnaire; mean age, 43 years (SD,
12.8; range, 18–71). The majority of participants were
female (73 %). In total, 54 % had completed secondary
school (year 12); 42 % had completed tertiary education.
78 % of the depressed participants were employed or
studying when the assessment was performed. Con-
current depressive and anxiety disorders were most
common (74 %), however, part of the sample was ex-
clusively suffering from either depression (9 %) or an
anxiety disorder (13 %) as assessed by the MINI. Patients
who did not fulfil the MINI criteria for depression never-
theless showed clinically relevant signs of depression as
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indicated by scores >9 on the PHQ-9, a screening instru-
ment for mood disorders [10]. These individuals were in-
cluded in the analyses. The mean depression (MADRS)
score at baseline was 21.60 (SD, 7.06) indicating that most
patients were experiencing a ‘mild to moderate’ depression
[21, 22]. In the general population the response rate was
54 % (or 663 persons). The proportion of drop-outs were
as follows: men aged 17–27: 55 %, 28–60: 62 %, 61–71:
33 % and women aged 17–27: 48 %, 28–60: 53 %, 61–71:
28 % [15]. Mean age was 46.2 years (SD, 15.8; range,
17–71) and 56 % were female.

Alcohol consumption and alcohol related problems
AUDIT scores in the depressed sample and the general
population stratified by gender (Table 1) and age (Table 2)
are shown below. AUDIT total, AUDIT-C and alcohol
problems scale were significantly higher in the depressed
sample compared to the general population. The propor-
tion of hazardous drinkers and binge drinkers was signifi-
cantly higher in the depressed sample and the proportion
of abstainers was larger in the general population. A gen-
der difference was found; for men, the AUDIT total score,
alcohol consumption subscale (AUDIT-C) and the pro-
portion of hazardous drinkers were significantly higher in
the depressed sample – an effect not seen among women.
Binge drinking was more prevalent among both males and
females in the depressed sample. Binge drinking reduced
with age, but less in the clinical sample where the propor-
tion of binge drinkers was twice the size as in the general
population when comparing the oldest individuals. In the
youngest age group there were no significant differences,
while among those aged 28–50 and 51–71 the clinical
sample had a significantly higher AUDIT total score, alco-
hol problems score, as well as higher proportions of binge
drinking and hazardous drinking. Differences in consump-
tion between the depressed and general population were
greatest among the older participants (aged 51–71). Effect
sizes for the observed differences between the depressed
and general population were small to medium.

Discussion
Compared to the general adult population, alcohol con-
sumption and problems related to alcohol use were sub-
stantially higher among patients with mild to moderate
depression in primary care. The proportion of hazardous
drinkers and binge drinkers was also significantly higher
in the depressed sample, and binge drinking has been
identified as an important risk factor for the develop-
ment of alcohol use disorders, which has been noted in
previous studies [23, 24]. Males in the clinical group re-
ported significantly higher rates of alcohol consumption
and hazardous drinking than did males in the general
population. The same trend was observed for women
but the differences were not significant. This might
indicate that men could have a tendency to increase
their alcohol intake during emotionally difficult periods
more than women, as suggested previously [25]. How-
ever, due to the cross-sectional design, the relationship
might be reverse. Also relevant is that depressed adults
aged 28–71 years in the clinical sample exhibited more
alcohol related problems than their peers in the general
population. Similar differences were not found among
younger adults (aged 17–27), which may indicate that
older adults either are at greater risk of alcohol misuse
during periods of depression, or that they are more likely
to be depressed due to alcohol misuse. An alternative in-
terpretation is that these age-related differences could
reflect different response patterns among younger and
older adults. The proportion of hazardous drinkers
found in the depressed group is comparable to the pro-
portion observed in other psychiatric studies in Sweden.
Nehlin et al. [9] found that among 1811 out-patients
visiting a general psychiatric clinic, 29.4 % scored above
the hazardous drinking level based on the same AUDIT
criteria used in the present study. Similarly, Eberhard et al.
[26] reported that among 1670 non-psychotic outpatients,
21 % were hazardous drinkers.
Strengths of the study include the large depression

sample, which offers unique insights into alcohol habits
among patients in primary care. The assessment of alco-
hol habits, in particular hazardous drinking in outpa-
tients with less severe depression, extends previous
research focussing mainly on psychiatric inpatients [2].
We acknowledge several study limitations. In the ‘Regassa’
study it was not possible to collect information on how
many individuals were invited to participate but declined,
due to the administrative work required by the primary
care units [13]. A second limitation was not being able to
compare AUDIT data from the same years. However, con-
sumption trends remained fairly stable between 2009 and
2013 [27] and Källmén et al. (2015) showed that there
were insignificant changes in AUDIT scores between 2009
and 2014 [14]. The general population survey was ad-
ministered during the summer months (a peak consump-
tion period), while the clinical survey was administered
throughout the year. If consumption was artificially in-
flated in the general survey, it is possible that differences
between the study samples were underestimated. A
nurse administered the AUDIT in the depressed sample
but it was self-administered in the general population
survey. Patients being interviewed may conceal heavy
drinking habits [28] which also could reduce the magni-
tude of differences observed. On the other hand, underre-
porting may be present in the general population as well.
In the clinical sample those with a primary substance use
disorder were excluded, while there was no such exclusion
in the general population. There were very few individuals
with severe alcohol problems (scoring 14+/16+) in the



Table 1 Alcohol consumption habits by gender

Total n = 1566 Males n = 533 Females n = 1033

AUDIT variable General
population
n = 663

Depressed
sample
n = 946

Group difference Effect size General
population
n = 276

Depressed
sample
n = 257

Group
difference

Effect size General
population
n = 344

Depressed
sample
n = 689

Group
difference

Effect size

AUDIT total mean (SD) 3.99 (3.47) 4.33 (4.15) F(1,1459) = 10.03** ηp2 = 0.007 4.73 (4.20) 5.92 (5.05) t = −2.86** d = 0.26 3.38 (2.59) 3.74 (3.58) t = −1.73 -

AUDIT-C mean (SD) 2.76 (2.01) 2.89 (1.94) F(1,1541) = 7.83** ηp2 = 0.005 3.16 (2.24) 3.59 (2.17) t = −2.22* d = 0.19 2.43 (1.73) 2.63 (1.78) t = −1.73 -

Alcohol problem scale
mean (SD)

0.77 (2.01) 1.45 (2.76) F(1,1541) = 41.30** ηp2 = 0.005 1.03 (2.56) 2.35 (3.56) t = −4.88** d = 0.46 0.56 (1.38) 1.11 (2.30) t = −4.72** d = 0.30

Hazardous drinkers (%) 15 22.4 χ2 = 11.66** OR = 1.63 15.1 28.9 χ2 = 13.55** OR = 2.29 15 20 χ2 = 3.41 -

Binge drinker monthly
or more (%)

8.1 12.7 χ2 = 8.47** OR = 1.65 13.4 23.3 χ2 = 8.83** OR = 1.97 4.4 8.7 χ2 = 6.18* OR = 2.06

Alcohol abstainers (%) 14.6 10.3 χ2 = 6.60* OR = 0.67 13.1 8.6 χ2 = 2.81 - 15.9 11.0 χ2 = 5.07* OR = 0.65

*p < 0.05 **p < 0.01
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Table 2 Alcohol consumption habits by age group

17-27 years n = 216 28-50 years n = 783 51-71 years n = 555

AUDIT variable General
population
n = 105

Depressed
sample
n = 111

Group difference Effect size General
population
n = 243

Depressed
sample
n = 540

Group difference Effect size General
population
n = 260

Depressed
sample
n = 295

Group difference Effect size

AUDIT total
mean (SD)

6.13 (5.15) 5.69 (4.98) F(1,193) = 0.001 - 3.89 (2.77) 4.25 (4.01) F(1,744) = 6.584** ηp
2 = 0.009 3.16 (2.84) 3.97 (3.95) F(1,505) = 11.219** ηp

2 = 0.022

AUDIT-C
mean (SD)

3.53 (2.60) 3.36 (2.21) F(1,210) = 0.002 - 2.87 (1.87) 2.87 (1.87) F(1,768) = 1.862 - 2.36 (1.73) 2.75 (1.93) F(1,539) = 9.470** ηp2 = 0.017

Alcohol problem
scale mean (SD)

1.77 (3.18) 2.33 (3.35) F(1,207) = 2.757 - 0.67 (1.46) 1.39 (2.69) F(1,770) = 23.118** ηp2 = 0.029 0.43 (1.65) 1.23 (2.57) F(1,539) = 24.660** ηp2 = 0.044

Hazardous
drinkers (%)

37.9 37.6 χ2 = 0.002 - 13.1 21.4 χ2 = 6.839** OR = 1.807 6.8 18.5 χ2 = 14.69** OR = 3.11

Binge drinker
monthly
or more (%)

21.2 18.2 χ2 = 0.299 - 7.0 12.1 χ2 = 4.570* OR = 1.823 5.0 11.6 χ2 = 7.79** OR = 2.50

Alcohol
abstainers (%)

16.3 11.8 χ2 = 0.909 - 13.2 9.3 χ2 = 2.711 - 14.0 11.6 χ2 = 0.738 -

*p < 0.05 **p < 0.01
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general population, as reported by Källmén et al. [15] and
therefore it is unlikely that including them would have a
big impact on the results. What this also suggests is that
the effect sizes reported here underestimate the diffe-
rences in alcohol consumption between these two sam-
ples. The clinical sample is representative of people who
seek treatment for common mental health problems. De-
pression and stress-related mental health disorders are
more common among women and, as expected, the ma-
jority of participants in the clinical sample were female,
while in the general population the gender distribution
was more even. This may have underestimated the dif-
ferences found between the clinical sample and the ge-
neral population since women tend to drink less alcohol
per capita.
Conclusions
In Sweden, alcohol habits are not routinely screened in
primary care settings where many patients seek help for
mental health problems. Previous research has demon-
strated that alcohol use can interfere with depression
treatment outcomes [7, 8]. Failure to detect emerging
signs of problematic drinking could increase the risk that
more severe alcohol use problems will develop in the fu-
ture. Our findings support the proposal that alcohol
habits should be routinely screened in primary care set-
tings when patients present with mood disorders, in-
cluding milder forms of depression.

Competing interest
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contribution
JÅ drafted the article, was involved in the design, conducted statistical analyses
and interpreted the data. MH drafted the article, was involved in the study
design, data interpretation and writing the manuscript. AÖ was contributing
with interpretation of data and critical revision. HK did contribute with
acquisition of data and critical revision. YF has been involved in the design and
has contributed with critical revision. All authors have read and given their
approval of this manuscript.

Author details
1Department of Public Health Sciences, Section for Epidemiology and Public
Health Intervention Research (EPHIR), Karolinska Institutet, Stockholm,
Sweden. 2Department of Clinical Sciences, Psychiatry, Lund University, Lund,
Sweden. 3Department of Clinical Neuroscience, Karolinska Institutet,
Stockholm, Sweden. 4STAD, Centre for Psychiatry research, Stockholm,
Sweden.

Received: 7 October 2014 Accepted: 13 May 2015

References
1. Grant BF, Stinson FS, Dawson DA, Chou SP, Dufour MC, Compton W, et al.

Prevalence and co-occurrence of substance use disorders and independent
mood and anxiety disorders - Results from the national epidemiologic survey
on alcohol and related conditions. Arch Gen Psychiatry. 2004;61:807–16.

2. Sullivan LE, Fiellin DA, O'Connor PG. The prevalence and impact of alcohol
problems in major depression: a systematic review. Am J Med.
2005;118:330–41.
3. Socialstyrelsen (National board of health and welfare). Nationella riktlinjer
för vård och stöd vid missbruk och beroende (National guidelines for
substance abuse and addiction treatment). Stockholm: 2015. In Press.

4. Socialstyrelsen (National board of health and welfare). Nationella riktlinjer
för sjukdomsförebyggande metoder 2011: tobaksbruk, riskbruk av alkohol,
otillräcklig fysisk aktivitet och ohälsosamma matvanor. Stöd för styrning och
ledning (National guidelines for disease prevention methods 2011: tobacco,
risky use of alcohol insufficient physical exercise and unhealthy diet).
Stockholm: 2011.

5. Bendtsen P, Stark Ekman D, Johansson A, Carlfjord S, Andersson A, Leijon M,
et al. Referral to an electronic screening and brief alcohol intervention in
primary health care in Sweden: impact of staff referral to the computer.
Int J Tel Appl. 2011;2011:918763.

6. Mueller TI, Lavori PW, Keller MB, Swartz A, Warshaw M, Hasin D, et al.
Prognostic effect of the variable course of alcoholism on the 10-year course
of depression. Am J Psychiatry. 1994;151:701–6.

7. Haynes JC, Farrell M, Singleton N, Meltzer H, Araya R, Lewis G, et al. Alcohol
consumption as a risk factor for non-recovery from common mental disorder:
results from the longitudinal follow-up of the National Psychiatric Morbidity
Survey. Psychol Med. 2008;38:451–5.

8. van den Berg JF, Kok RM, van Marwijk HW, van der Mast RC, Naarding P,
Oude Voshaar RC, et al. Correlates of alcohol abstinence and At-Risk alcohol
consumption in older adults with depression: the NESDO study. Am J
Geriatr Psychiatry. 2014;22:866–74.

9. Nehlin C, Fredriksson A, Jansson L. Brief alcohol screening in a clinical
psychiatric population: special attention needed. Drug Alcohol Rev.
2012;31:538–43.

10. Martin A, Rief W, Klaiberg A, Braehler E. Validity of the Brief Patient Health
Questionnaire Mood Scale (PHQ-9) in the general population. Gen Hosp
Psychiatry. 2006;28:71–7.

11. Montgomery SA, Åsberg M. A new depression scale designed to be
sensitive to change. Br J Psychiatry. 1979;134:382–9.

12. Sheehan DV, Lecrubier Y, Sheehan KH, Amorim P, Janavs J, Weiller E, et al.
The Mini-International Neuropsychiatric Interview (M.I.N.I.): the
development and validation of a structured diagnostic psychiatric
interview for DSM-IV and ICD-10. J Clin Psychiatry. 1998;59(20):22–33.
quiz 34–57. Epub 1999/01/09.

13. Hallgren M, Kraepelien M, Öjehagen A, Lindefors N, Zeebari Z, Kaldo V, et al.
Physical exercise and internet-based cognitive behavioural therapy in
the treatment of depression: randomized controlled trial. In Press.
Br J Psychiatry 2015.

14. Källmén H, Wennberg P, Ramstedt M, Hallgren M: Changes in alcohol
consumption between 2009 and 2014 assessed with the AUDIT. Scand J
Public Health 2015. Epub 2015/03/09.

15. Källmén H, Wennberg P, Leifman H, Bergman H, Berman AH. Alcohol habits
in Sweden during 1997–2009 with particular focus on 2005 and 2009,
assessed with the AUDIT: a repeated cross-sectional study. Eur Addict Res.
2011;17:90–6.

16. Saunders JB, Aasland OG, Babor TF, de la Fuente JR, Grant M. Development
of the Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test (AUDIT): who collaborative
project on early detection of persons with harmful alcohol consumption II.
Addiction. 1993;88:791–804.

17. Babor TF, Higgins-Biddle JC, Saunders JB, Monteiro MG. AUDIT: The Alcohol
Use Disorders Identification Test - Guidelines for Use in Primary Care.
Geneva: World Health Organization (WHO) Department of Mental Health
and Substance Dependence; 2001.

18. Bergman H, Källmén H. Alcohol use among Swedes and a psychometric
evaluation of the Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test. Alcohol Alcohol.
2002;37:245–51.

19. Reinert DF, Allen JP. The Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test: an
update of research findings. Alcohol Clin Exp Res. 2007;31:185–99.

20. Bergman H, Källmén H. Svenska kvinnor har fått mer riskfyllda och
skadligare alkoholvanor. Undersökning av förändringar i svenskarnas
alkoholvanor åren 1997–2001. (Swedish women show more hazardous and
harmful alcohol habits. Investigation of changes in Swede's alcohol habits
during the period 1997–2001). Lakartidningen. 2003;100:1028–35.

21. Kearns NP, Cruickshank CA, McGuigan KJ, Riley SA, Shaw SP, Snaith RP. A
comparison of depression rating-scales. Br J Psychiatry. 1982;141:45–9.

22. Snaith RP, Harrop FM, Newby DA, Teale C. Grade scores of the
Montgomery-Asberg Depression and the clinical anxiety scales.
Br J Psychiatry. 1986;148:599–601.



Åhlin et al. BMC Public Health  (2015) 15:542 Page 7 of 7
23. Chassin L, Pitts SC, Prost J. Binge drinking trajectories from adolescence to
emerging adulthood in a high-risk sample: Predictors and substance abuse
outcomes. J Consult Clin Psychol. 2002;70:67–78.

24. Dawson DA, Li TK, Grant BF. A prospective study of risk drinking: at risk for
what? Drug Alcohol Depend. 2008;95:62–72. Epub 2008/02/19.

25. Angst J, Gamma A, Gastpar M, Lepine JP, Mendlewicz J, Tylee A. Gender
differences in depression - Epidemiological findings from the European
DEPRES I and II studies. Eur Arch Psychiatry Clin Neurosci. 2002;252:201–9.

26. Eberhard S, Nordstrom G, Hoglund P, Ojehagen A. Secondary prevention of
hazardous alcohol consumption in psychiatric out-patients: a randomised
controlled study. Soc Psychiatry Psychiatr Epidemiol. 2009;44:1013–21.

27. Ramstedt M, Lindell A, Raninen J. Tal om alkohol 2012 - en statistisk årsrapport
från Monitorprojektet (Figures on alcohol - a statistical yearly report from the
monitor project). Centre for Social Research on Drugs and Alcohol (SoRAD).
2013;67.

28. Northcote J, Livingston M. Accuracy of self-reported drinking: observational
verification of 'last occasion' drink estimates of young adults. Alcohol
Alcohol. 2011;46:709–13. Epub 2011/09/29.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Participant recruitment
	Materials
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Alcohol consumption and alcohol related problems

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Competing interest
	Authors’ contribution
	Author details
	References



