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Abstract

The concept of concurrent mental health and substance use (MHSU) and its detection
in patients has garnered growing interest among psychiatrists and healthcare policy-
makers over the past four decades. Researchers have proposed various diagnostic
methods, including the Data-Driven Diagnostic Method (DDDM), for the identifica-
tion of MHSU. However, the absence of a standalone statistical software package to
facilitate DDDM for large healthcare administrative databases has remained a signifi-
cant gap. This paper introduces the R statistical software package CMHSU, available on
the Comprehensive R Archive Network (CRAN), for the diagnosis of mental health
(MH), substance use (SU), and their concurrent status (MHSU). The package imple-
ments DDDM using hospital and medical service physician visit counts along with
maximum time span parameters for MH, SU, and MHSU diagnoses. A working
example with a simulated real-world dataset is presented to explore three critical di-
mensions of MHSU detection based on the DDDM. Additionally, the limitations of the
CMHSU package and potential directions for its future extension are discussed.
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Integrating mental health and substance use data within our healthcare systems is
essential for understanding the complex interplay between these disorders and for
developing comprehensive treatment strategies that address the full spectrum of patient
needs.

Nora D. Volkow, MD (2021)
National Institute on Drug Abuse of the United States

1 Introduction

The introduction of this paper is organized into four main sections: Section 1.1 out-
lines definitions and diagnostic approaches for Concurrent Mental Health and Substance
Use status (MHSU), with a particular emphasis on the Data-Driven Diagnostic Method
(DDDM). Section 1.2 provides a summary of the primary North American healthcare ad-
ministrative databases. Section 1.3 explores the motivations for developing the “CMHSU”
statistical software package. Lastly, section 1.4 details the outline of the study.

1.1 Concurrent Mental Health Status and Substance Use Status: Defi-
nition & Diagnosis

The concept of concurrent mental health (MH) and substance use (SU) disorders, collec-
tively referred to as MHSU, has been explored for over four decades [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,
10, 11, 12, 13], with significant attention given to its methodological challenges [14]. Vari-
ous approaches have been developed to diagnose MHSU, each with distinct applications
and strengths. The primary diagnostic methods are outlined below:

1.1.1 Comprehensive Clinical Assessment (CCA)

This method involves in-depth evaluations and interviews conducted by healthcare pro-
fessionals to gain a thorough understanding of an individual’s mental health, substance
use patterns, and psychosocial factors. CCA typically includes assessments of psychiatric
and medical history, as well as risk evaluation [15, 16]. For example, a psychiatrist may
utilize the Psychiatric Research Interview for Substance and Mental Disorders (PRISM) to
diagnose major depressive disorder and evaluate alcohol dependency patterns.

1.1.2 Standardized Screening Instruments (SSI)

SSIs are structured tools designed to assess the presence and severity of mental health and
substance use disorders. Common instruments include the Generalized Anxiety Disorder-
7 (GAD-7), the Patient Health Questionnaire-9 (PHQ-9), the Drug Abuse Screening Test
(DAST), and the Alcohol Use Disorders Identification Test (AUDIT) [17, 18]. For instance,
a general practitioner might employ the AUDIT to detect harmful drinking behaviors in
a patient suspected of having an anxiety disorder.
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1.1.3 Integrated Treatment Approach (ITA)

ITA emphasizes the simultaneous treatment of mental health and substance use disorders
within a unified, evidence-based framework. This approach prioritizes coordinated strate-
gies to address the complex interactions between these conditions [19, 20]. For example,
a patient with bipolar disorder and opioid use disorder may receive medication-assisted
treatment (MAT) alongside cognitive-behavioral therapy (CBT) as part of an integrated
care plan.

1.1.4 Multidisciplinary Collaboration (MC)

This method involves a coordinated effort among a team of professionals, such as psychia-
trists, addiction specialists, and social workers, to design and implement a comprehensive
care plan tailored to individuals with co-occurring disorders [21, 22]. For instance, a mul-
tidisciplinary team comprising a psychiatrist, a social worker, and an addiction counselor
may convene weekly to plan and manage the care of a patient diagnosed with schizophre-
nia and alcohol dependence.

1.1.5 Data-Driven Diagnostic Method (DDDM)

The DDDM leverages clinical and administrative data analysis to identify co-occurring
mental health and substance use disorders through the utilization of healthcare databases
and ICD codes. This approach is based on patterns of healthcare usage, such as hospi-
talizations and physician visits [23, 24, 25, 26]. For example, a healthcare researcher may
analyze hospital records to identify individuals who, within the past year, had at least
one hospitalization or two medical physician visits for mental health and substance use
disorders, as indicated by ICD-10 codes [24, 25, 26].

The DDDM approaches have been based on frequency and time-based detection of
plausible ICD codes from healthcare administrative databases [24, 25, 26]. In general
format, we set the following general parametric definition [27, 28, 29] (Figure 1):

Definition 1.1. Data-Driven Diagnostic Method (DDDM)
Given time spans tMH, tSU, and tMHSU and frequencies nMHH,nMHP,nSUH,nSUP. Then, a patient
has concurrent Mental Health Substance Use (MHSU) diagnosis if and only if in the past tMHSU

time span the patient had the following two conditions:

[a] at least one Mental Health (MH) diagnosis (defined by at least nMHH times hospitalizations
or nMHP primary care physician visits within tMH time span),

[b] at least one Substance Use (SU) diagnosis (defined by at least nSUH times hospitalizations or
nSUP primary care physician visits within tSU time span).

Remark 1.2. The diagnosis of MH status or SU status is based on detection of associated ICD-09,
ICD-10, or ICD-11 codes from administrative databases. Examples are provided in Section 3 with
a simulated database.
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Remark 1.3. The precise values for the set of parameters tMH, tSU, tMHSU,nMHH,nMHP,nSUH,nSUP

is decided by the study’s principal clinician, given various internal, external, and contextual
factors.

Figure 1: Diagram of detection of Mental Health (MH) status, Substance Use (SU) status
and their concurrent (MHSU) status in the North American healthcare administrative
databases in terms of a given number of hospital visits, medical service physician visits,
and time intervals within and between them.

1.2 North American Healthcare Administrative Databases

In both Canada and the United States, numerous health care administrative databases
are available, varying by regional level (federal/state or provincial) and by the type of
institution managing the data (hospitals or medical service physician providers). Table 1
outlines the most significant databases across North America. These databases commonly
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record several crucial variables, including Client ID, Visit Date, Discharge Date, and Disease
Diagnostic Code.
The term Disease Diagnostic Code refers to codes from the World Health Organization’s
International Classification of Diseases (ICD) [30]. The ICD codes utilized in American
and Canadian healthcare systems are detailed in [31, 32]. Within each country, state or
provincial systems may adopt their versions of these federally recognized ICD codes
[24, 25, 26, 33]. In this study, we consider ICD codes broadly, irrespective of their version
(ICD-09, ICD-10, or ICD-11), focusing on codes ranging from 3 to 5 characters in length,
presented without a decimal point.

1.3 Motivation

The DDDM has several advantages over other methods for the diagnosis of MHSU:

(i) Scalability and Large-Scale Analysis: The Data-Driven Diagnostic Method (DDDM)
offers the advantage of scalability by utilizing healthcare databases and adminis-
trative records to analyze large populations. Unlike approaches that require direct
patient interaction, DDDM enables the comprehensive assessment of co-occurring
mental health and substance use disorders across diverse demographic groups and
healthcare systems [23].

(ii) Objective and Quantitative Approach: DDDM relies on the objective extraction and
analysis of data, such as ICD codes and patterns of healthcare utilization. This min-
imizes biases often associated with subjective methods, such as clinical interviews,
thereby improving the reliability and validity of diagnostic outcomes [24].

(iii) Cost-Effectiveness: By leveraging preexisting healthcare data, DDDM eliminates the
need for resource-intensive procedures, such as in-person assessments or multidis-
ciplinary team evaluations. This makes it a cost-efficient alternative for healthcare
systems facing resource limitations [25].

(iv) Timeliness and Accessibility: DDDM enables rapid identification of MHSU patterns
through the querying of existing data sources, providing real-time or near-real-
time diagnostic capabilities. This is particularly valuable for tracking trends and
addressing emerging public health issues [26].

(v) Population-Level Insights for Policy and Planning: Through its capacity to analyze
large-scale healthcare data, DDDM facilitates the identification of utilization trends,
disparities, and service gaps. This allows policymakers to design targeted inter-
ventions and optimize resource allocation to address the needs of individuals with
co-occurring disorders [24].

However, despite all the above advantages of DDDM over other methods for diagnosis
of MHSU, there has been no available statistical software package with the given param-
eters in Definition 1.1 to help researchers implement MHSU-diagnosis detection. The R
Statistical software CMHSU enables researchers to detect MHSU with a variety of scenarios
in terms of time span, visit frequency, and subtypes of mental health/substance use.
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Table 1: The North American healthcare administrative databases in terms of country,
level, hospital, and medical service physician categories.

Country Level Hospital Data Physician Data

Canada Federal

• Discharge Abstract Database (DAD)

• National Ambulatory Care Reporting Sys-
tem (NACRS)

• CIHI Physician Claims Data

• Canadian MIS Database (CMDB)

Province

• MED-ÉCHO (Quebec) data

• Ontario Health data

• Alberta Health data

• Medical Services Plan (MSP) Data (BC)

• Alberta Health Physician Claims

• Régie de l’assurance maladie du Québec
(RAMQ)

• Ontario Health Insurance Plan (OHIP)

Territory

• Yukon Hospital Corporation Dis-charge
Data

• Northwest Territories Health Authority
Records

• Yukon Health Care Insurance Plan Claims

• Northwest Territories Medical Billing Data

United States Federal

• National Inpatient Sample (NIS)

• Medicare Provider Analysis and Review
(MEDPAR)

• Veterans Affairs (VA) Inpatient Data

• Medicare Physician/Supplier Part B Claims
Data

• National Ambulatory Medical Care Survey
(NAMCS)

• Veterans Affairs (VA) Outpatient Data

State

• State Inpatient Databases (SID)

• California OSHPD

• New York SPARCS

• State Medicaid Claims Data

• All-Payer Claims Databases (APCDs)

Territory

• Guam Memorial Hospital Authority
Records

• American Samoa Dept. of Health Inpatient
Data

• Guam Medicaid and CHIP Claims Data

• American Samoa Medicaid Claims1

1 As of January 03, 2025.
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1.4 Study Outline

This paper is structured as follows: Initially, we provide essential theories and instructions
for the installation of the CMHSU package. We introduce the four primary functions of the
package, which are designed to detect mental health (MH), substance use (SU), and
their concurrent status (MHSU) in both basic and comprehensive forms. Subsequently,
we describe a simulation study using a simulated real-world healthcare administrative
dataset to identify MH, SU, and MHSU statuses. This study includes three sub-studies
where certain parameters from Definition 1.1 are held constant while others vary, allowing
us to examine trends in the detection of MH, SU, and MHSU statuses. We conclude with a
discussion on the contributions of the CMHSU package to existing literature, its limitations,
and future development plans.

2 The CMHSU Package

2.1 The Background and Installation

The CMHSU package utilizes the Data-Driven Diagnostic Method (DDDM) detailed in
Section 1.1 and illustrated in Figure 1. It requires four R packages: dplyr [34], tidyr [35],
purrr [36], and magrittr [37], and was developed using R version 4.2.2 [38]. The package
(version 0.0.6.9) is accessible on the Comprehensive R Archive Network (CRAN) at

https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=CMHSU

(accessed on 10 January 2025). Installation and loading of the package can be performed
using:

Line #1: > install.packages("CMHSU", dependencies=TRUE)

Line #2: > library(CMHSU)

The CMHSU package includes four primary multivariate functions:

(1) MH_status(),

(2) SU_status(),

(3) MHSU_status_basic(),

(4) MHSU_status_broad().

The first two functions focus specifically on the individual components of Mental Health
(MH) or Substance Use (SU) as depicted in Figure 1. The latter two functions encompass
the comprehensive framework shown in Figure 1. Each function is described in detail in
the subsequent subsections.

2.2 Detection of Mental Health Status

The function MH status() is designed to determine the mental health status of patients
based on a predefined list of plausible mental health diagnostic codes provided by clin-
icians. This function requires five input parameters. The first parameter, inputdata,
represents the patient data and is formatted as a dataframe with four essential columns:
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1. ClientID, which uniquely identifies the patient,

2. VisitDate, indicating the date of the visit,

3. Diagnostic H, representing diagnoses made during hospital visits,

4. Diagnostic P, reflecting diagnoses made by medical service physicians.

The second, third, and fourth parameters, n MHH, n MHP, and t MH, specify the minimum
number of hospital visits required, the minimum number of medical physician visits
needed, and the maximum allowable time lag (in days) between hospital or physician
visits, respectively. Finally, the fifth parameter, ICD MH, contains the list of plausible
mental health diagnostic codes determined by the study clinicians. This function returns
a dataframe matrix including ClientID, earliest date of mental health, latest date of mental
health, and the mental health status (Yes/No).
As an initial working example, we utilize a simulated real-world dataset, as described in
Section 3.1, to identify all patients with a mental health status corresponding to one of the
following disorders: psychotic, mood, anxiety, or neurocognitive disorders. The detection
criteria include at least one hospital visit or at least one medical service physician visit,
within a maximum time span of two months (60 days). The corresponding R code for
implementing this detection is shown below; it generates the results depicted in Figure 3a:

Line #1: > myexample<-SampleRWD[,c(1:4)]

Line #2: > SampleMH_1 = MH_status(myexample, n_MHH=1, n_MHP=1, t_MH=60,

ICD_MH=c("F060","F063","F064","F067"))

Line #3: > head(SampleMH_1)

2.3 Detection of Substance Use Status

The function SU status() is similar to MH status(). It is designed to determine the
substance use status of patients based on a predefined list of plausible substance use
diagnostic codes provided by clinicians. This function also requires five input parameters.
The first parameter, inputdata, is a dataframe with columns:

1. ClientID,

2. VisitDate,

3. Diagnostic H,

4. Diagnostic P.

The second, third, and fourth parameters, n SUH, n SUP, and t SU, specify the minimum
number of hospital visits, the minimum number of physician visits, and the maximum
time lag (in days) between visits, respectively. The fifth parameter, ICD SU, is the list of
plausible substance use diagnostic codes. This function returns a dataframe including
ClientID, earliest date of substance use, latest date of substance use, and the substance
use status (Yes/No).
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As the second working example, we identify all patients with a substance use status
corresponding to one of the following disorders: alcohol use, fentanyl use, cannabis use,
or cocaine use. The detection criteria require at least one hospital visit or one medical
service physician visit, within a maximum allowable time span of two months (60 days).
Below is the corresponding R code; it generates the results illustrated in Figure 3b:

Line #1: > myexample<-SampleRWD[,c(1:4)]

Line #2: > SampleSU_1 = SU_status(myexample, n_SUH=1, n_SUP=1, t_SU=60,

ICD_SU=c("F100","T4041","F120","F140"))

Line #3: > head(SampleSU_1)

2.4 Detection of Concurrent Mental Health & Substance Use (MHSU)
Status – Part (I)

The function MHSU status basic() is designed to detect concurrent MH and SU status. It
requires ten input parameters:

1. inputdata (dataframe with ClientID, VisitDate, Diagnostic H, Diagnostic P),

2. n MHH,

3. n MHP,

4. n SUH,

5. n SUP,

6. t MH,

7. t SU,

8. t MHSU,

9. ICD MH,

10. ICD SU.

Here, n MHH and n MHP are the minimum numbers of hospital and physician visits for MH,
n SUH and n SUP are the minimum numbers for SU, and t MH, t SU are maximum lags
within MH and SU, respectively. The parameter t MHSU is the maximum time span be-
tween MH and SU statuses. Both ICD MH and ICD SU are lists of relevant diagnostic codes.
The function returns a dataframe with earliest/latest MH dates, MH status, earliest/latest
SU dates, SU status, and the concurrent status (Yes/No). It assumes the input data time
span is less than or equal to t MHSU.
As the third working example, we build on the earlier two to detect the Concurrent Mental
Health and Substance Use (MHSU) status for clients diagnosed with psychotic, mood,
anxiety, or neurocognitive disorders in combination with alcohol, fentanyl, cannabis, or
cocaine consumption-related disorders. We require a minimum of one hospital visit and
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one physician visit within two months (60 days) for each of MH and SU; the maximum
time span between MH and SU statuses is set to one year (365 days). Note that our total
dataset is 363 days, shorter than 365 days. The code is below; results appear in Figure 3c:

Line #1: > myexample<-SampleRWD[,c(1:4)]

Line #2: > SampleMHSU_1 = MHSU_status_basic(myexample, n_MHH=1, n_MHP=1, n_SUH=1,

n_SUP=1, t_MH=60, t_SU=60, t_MHSU=365,

ICD_MH=c("F060","F063","F064","F067"),

ICD_SU=c("F100","T4041","F120","F140"))

Line #3: > head(SampleMHSU_1)

2.5 Detection of Concurrent Mental Health & Substance Use (MHSU)
Status – Part (II)

A key assumption of MHSU status basic() is that the data time span is ≤ t MHSU. When
this does not hold, MHSU status broad() can be used. It takes the same ten parameters
but generates k non-overlapping windows of concurrent MH and SU output datasets
( k = |TimeSpan(inputdata)| − tMHSU + 1 ). Each output includes a “Window” variable to
denote the respective time window (see Figure 2). Thus, for a dataset of size n, the output
can have size k × n.

Figure 2: The concept of window calculation in function MHSU status broad().

As the final working example, we modify the third example to detect MHSU status with a
maximum allowable time span between MH and SU (t MHSU) of 360 days, while the total
dataset is 363 days. This implies k = 363 − 360 + 1 = 4 non-overlapping windows. The
code below illustrates usage; it produces results in Figure 3d:
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Line #1: > myexample<-SampleRWD[,c(1:4)]

Line #2: > SampleMHSU_2 = MHSU_status_broad(myexample, n_MHH=1, n_MHP=1, n_SUH=1,

n_SUP=1, t_MH=60, t_SU=60, t_MHSU=360,

ICD_MH=c("F060","F063","F064","F067"),

ICD_SU=c("F100","T4041","F120","F140"))

Line #3: > head(SampleMHSU_2[c(1,201,401,601),])

Figure 3: Sample Simulated Real World Dataset: (a) Mental Health Status, (b) Substance
Use Status, (c) Concurrent Status (basic), and (d) Concurrent Status (broad).
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3 A Simulation Study

This section introduces a simulation study, encompassing its data and analysis, and is
organized into four key parts. Section 3.1 outlines the characteristics of the simulated
real-world dataset. Section 3.2 examines how varying the maximum time span within
MH status and within SU status affects the frequency of MH, SU, and MHSU diagnoses.
Section 3.3 investigates the influence of the number of required hospital and physician
visits on MH, SU, and MHSU detection, assuming a fixed maximum time span for MH
and SU. Finally, Section 3.4 explores the effect of varying the maximum time span between
MH and SU on the number of MHSU diagnoses, assuming fixed maximum time spans
within MH and SU.

3.1 Simulated Real-World Data

We simulate a healthcare administrative dataset as follows:

• The dataset consists of 200 patients categorized into seven diagnostic groups who
visited hospitals or medical service physicians from January 1, 2024, to December 31,
2024.

• The patient groups include: 125 individuals with recorded mental health (MH) diag-
noses, 125 with substance use (SU) diagnoses, 100 with concurrent MHSU diagnoses,
and 50 with no MH, SU, or MHSU diagnoses.

Table 2 summarizes key features of the simulated dataset, and Table 3 provides example
entries for two sample patients. This dataset is included as part of the CMHSU R package
(see supplementary materials).

Table 2: Key features of the simulated real-world healthcare administrative database.

Group Size Visit Date Span Visit Length #Hospital #Physician SU (freq) MH (freq) Other (freq)

1 10 01.01.2024–31.01.2024 1 month 1 2 F100 (1) F060 (2) NA
2 20 01.02.2024–31.03.2024 2 months 2 4 T4041 (2) F063 (4) J10 (4)
3 30 01.04.2024–31.06.2024 3 months 3 6 F120 (3) F064 (6) I10 (3)
4 40 01.07.2024–31.12.2024 6 months 6 12 F140 (6) F067 (12) I10 (6), J10 (12)
5 25 01.11.2024–31.12.2024 2 months 3 6 F100 (3) NA J10 (6)
6 25 01.11.2024–31.12.2024 2 months 2 4 NA F060 (4) I10 (2)
7 50 01.11.2024–31.12.2024 2 months 1 2 NA NA I10 (1), J10 (2)

Notes: F100(Alcohol); F060(Psychotic); T4041(Fentanyl); F063(Mood); F120(Cannabis); F064(Anxiety);

F140(Cocaine); F067(Neurocognitive); I10(Hypertension); J10(Influenza); NA(Not Applicable).
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Table 3: Two sample clients from the 200 simulated real-world healthcare administrative
database.

ClientID VisitDate Diagnostic H Diagnostic P MHSU H Meaning H MHSU P Meaning P

001 2024-01-31 F100 NA SU Alcohol NA NA
001 2024-01-15 NA F060 NA NA MH Psychotic
001 2024-01-19 NA F060 NA NA MH Psychotic

011 2024-02-19 T4041 NA SU Fentanyl NA NA
011 2024-03-07 T4041 NA SU Fentanyl NA NA
011 2024-02-14 NA F063,J10 NA NA MH Mood,Influenza
011 2024-02-17 NA F063,J10 NA NA MH Mood,Influenza
011 2024-03-14 NA F063,J10 NA NA MH Mood,Influenza
011 2024-03-10 NA F063,J10 NA NA MH Mood,Influenza

Notes: Diagnostic H: ICD code for diagnosis at the Hospital; Diagnostic P: ICD code for diagnosis by
service physician; MHSU H: MH/SU status assigned at hospital; MHSU P: MH/SU status assigned by

physician; Meaning H: hospital-assigned ICD meaning; Meaning P: physician-assigned ICD meaning; ICD:
International Classification of Diseases.

3.2 The Impact of Maximum Time Span Within Mental Health and
Within Substance Use

We examine how the maximum allowable time interval within MH and SU diagnoses
affects detection counts. Specifically, we require at least two hospital or two physician
visits within x days (x = 0−56) for both MH and SU, while setting the maximum allowable
interval between MH and SU to one year (365 days):

n MHH = n MHP = n SUH = n SUP = 2, t MH = t SU = x (0 ≤ x ≤ 56), t MHSU = 365.

Figure 4 presents the results. As x increases, the number of patients detected rises for MH,
SU, and MHSU, eventually reaching an asymptote at 125 for MH, 115 for SU, and 90 for
MHSU.
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Figure 4: Frequency of patients’ diagnosis status vs. maximum time span for MH and SU
(time = t MH = t SU, t MHSU = 365).

3.3 The Impact of Number of Hospital Visits and Medical Service
Physician Visits

We now investigate how the required number of hospital visits impacts detection counts
for MH, SU, and MHSU. We assume a hospital-to-physician visit ratio of 1:2; that is:

n MHH =
1
2
n MHP, n SUH =

1
2
n SUP, n MHH = n SUH = x, x = 1, . . . , 8,

and fix t MH = t SU = 183 (6 months), t MHSU = 365 (1 year). Figure 5 displays the results.
As x increases, detection counts decrease until eventually reaching zero for all three curves
(MH, SU, and MHSU). For large x, the MH and MHSU curves overlap.
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Figure 5: Frequency of patients’ diagnosis status vs. number of hospital visits, with a
hospital:physician ratio = 1:2 and t MHSU=365.

3.4 The Impact of Maximum Time Span for Concurrent Diagnosis

Finally, we study how varying t MHSU affects the frequency of concurrent MHSU detection,
assuming fixed maximum spans t MH and t SU. We require at least two hospital or two
physician visits within x days (x ∈ {14, 21, 28}) for MH and SU:

n MHH = n MHP = n SUH = n SUP = 2, t MH = t SU = x,

and then let t MHSU = y vary in discrete steps of 31k (k = 1 . . . 12). Figure 6 shows the
results. For each fixed x, the number of detected patients increases with y, approaching
an asymptote. Also, for a fixed y, increasing x leads to capturing more patients.
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Figure 6: Frequency of concurrent MHSU diagnosis vs. maximum time span between MH
and SU (t MHSU), for t MH = t SU = {14,21,28} days.

4 Discussion

4.1 Summary and Contributions

We introduce the R package CMHSU, the first statistical software package to imple-
ment the Data-Driven Diagnostic Method (DDDM) for identifying mental health (MH),
substance use (SU), and concurrent (MHSU) statuses within North American healthcare
administrative databases. The package provides flexibility to accommodate various sce-
narios, including the minimum required visits to hospitals or medical service physicians
and the maximum time spans for MH and SU diagnoses and between them.

The first key contribution of the CMHSU package is enabling clinicians to define
concurrent MHSU status using the DDDM approach. The examples presented in this
paper highlight three critical dimensions and their associated challenges in achieving this
definition. Once these dimensions are addressed simultaneously, defining concurrent
MHSU status based on DDDM becomes feasible. The details of these dimensions are as
follows:

1. Dimension of Time Span within MH and SU Diagnoses (Section 3.2): The time
span within MH and SU diagnoses plays a critical role. For in-stance, if a maximum time
span of 7 days is considered, only 48 out of 100 patients (48.8%) are captured, whereas
extending the time span to 56 days captures 90 out of 100 patients (90.0%). This delicate
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situation raises the question: ”What is the appropriate maximum time span for MH and
SU diagnoses?”

2. Dimension of Required Number of Visits (Section 3.3): The number of required
hospital and medical service physician visits significantly influences the detection rates.
For example, requiring two hospital visits and four physician visits captures 90 out of
100 patients (90.0%), while increasing the requirement to three hospital visits and six
physician visits reduces the capture rate to 70 out of 100 patients (70.0%). This delicate
balance prompts the question: ”What is the optimal number (or ratio) of visits needed?”

3. Dimension of Time Span for Concurrent Status (Section 3.4): The maximum time
span between MH and SU diagnoses also plays a vital role. For instance, setting this span
to one month captures 61 out of 100 patients (61.0%), while extending it to three months
captures 84 out of 100 patients (84.0%). This scenario raises the question: ”What is the
ideal maximum time span between MH and SU diagnoses?”

The second key contribution of the CMHSU package is its ability to diagnose comor-
bidities of various diseases within healthcare administrative databases. While originally
designed for concurrent mental health and substance use diagnoses, the package does not
impose limitations on its input ICD variables, making it applicable for other comorbidity
conditions.

The final key contribution of the CMHSU package is its utility for policy-makers at
federal, state, and territorial levels. By facilitating the rapid compilation of databases
tracking ongoing mental health, substance use, and concurrent statuses, the package
enables timely monitoring of trends. This real-time capability supports the development
and implementation of appropriate healthcare policies in a timely manner.

4.2 Limitations and Future Work

This work has several limitations, each of which presents opportunities for future ex-
tensions. First, the package currently generates outputs as dataframes only, without
providing summary frequency statistics for mental health, sub-stance use, and their con-
current statuses. Calculating these statistics requires additional programming. Second,
the window lag in the function MHSU status broad() is fixed at one day (as illustrated in
Figure 2). Adding a parameter to specify the length of this window lag would enhance the
flexibility of the detection process for researchers. Finally, for large-scale databases, it may
be more efficient to partition the input dataset into multiple disjoint subsets and apply the
MHSU status broad() function to each subset separately to manage the extensive outputs.
Introducing an additional parameter within the function to automate the partitioning of
the input data (inputdata) would further optimize the computational process.

5 Conclusions

The free R software package CMHSU enables researchers to detect mental health (MH)
status, substance use (SU) status, and their concurrent (MHSU) status within healthcare
administrative databases. The package offers a wide range of flexibility regarding visit
count and maximum time span parameters, allowing for comprehensive and adaptable
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analyses. This functionality facilitates the compilation of these statuses at a large popu-
lation level in a timely manner, supporting health policymakers in effectively monitoring
trends and making informed healthcare decisions to optimize patient treatment.

Supplementary Material. The following supporting information can be downloaded at:
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