
9797 
2013

Epidem
iology of Psychotic D

isorders

Epidemiology of Psychotic  
Disorders

Jonna Perälä

97

Publication sales
www.thl.fi/bookshop
Telephone: +358 29 524 7190 
Fax: +358 29 524 7450ISBN 978-952-245-825-4

RE
SE

AR
CH

Jonna Perälä

Epidemiology of Psychotic Disorders

Schizophrenia and other psychoses are among the most severe medical diseases. 
There are few general population surveys of psychotic disorders. Most studies 
have focused on schizophrenia and bipolar I disorder, while data of many other 
specific psychotic disorders are scarce. 

This study investigated the lifetime prevalence and epidemiological features of 
psychotic disorders in the adult Finnish general population. The lifetime preva-
lence of psychotic disorders was higher than has been estimated in most recent 
general population studies. The most common disorder was schizophrenia. 
Psychoses were generally associated with socioeconomic disadvantage. The 
highest lifetime prevalence was found in northern and eastern parts of Finland, 
which should be taken into account when resources are allocated to health care. 
Alcohol-induced psychotic disorders were common in working aged men and 
associated with high mortality. Clinical features of delusional disorder were differ-
ent from schizophrenia. Disorganized schizophrenia was a schizophrenia subtype 
associated with poor outcome. With a high lifetime prevalence exceeding 3%, 
psychotic disorders are a major public health concern.
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Abstract 

Jonna Perälä. Epidemiology of Psychotic Disorders. National Institute for Health 
and Welfare (THL). Research 97/2013. 130 pages. Helsinki, Finland 2013. 
ISBN 978-952-245-825-4 (printed); ISBN 978-952-245-826-1 (pdf) 
 
Schizophrenia and other psychoses are among the most severe and impairing 
medical diseases. They often cause lifelong disability and the affected subjects have 
increased physical morbidity and shortened life expectancy. Only few general 
population studies of psychotic disorders have been conducted. These studies of 
psychotic disorders have been burdened with many methodological difficulties. 
Most epidemiological studies have focused on schizophrenia and bipolar I disorder, 
while data of many other specific psychotic disorders are scarce.  
 
This thesis investigated the lifetime prevalence and epidemiological features of 
psychotic disorders in the Finnish general population. The data were derived from 
the Health 2000 Study, a comprehensive general population survey of Finnish adults 
aged 30 years and over (N=8028). In the Psychoses in Finland study, the Health 
2000 Study sample was screened for psychotic disorders.  Those selected by the 
screens were invited for a mental health interview. Final best-estimate DSM-IV 
diagnoses were based on systematic evaluation of the interview and the case note 
data.   
 
The lifetime prevalence of any DSM-IV psychotic disorder was 3.5%. The most 
common psychotic disorder was schizophrenia. Non-affective psychoses were more 
common than affective psychoses. Substance-induced psychotic disorders were 
common among working aged men and psychotic disorder due to general medical 
condition among women aged 65 years or over. Psychotic disorders were generally 
associated with socioeconomic disadvantage like being unmarried, pensioned or 
unemployed; having low income or education level. Geographic distributions of 
psychotic disorders were assessed using university hospital regions and 
categorization of urban and rural areas for the place of birth and residence. The 
highest lifetime prevalence was found in northern and eastern, and lowest in south-
western parts of Finland. The region of birth was a more important determinant of 
the risk of psychotic disorders than the region of residence or urban-rural 
categorization, and most marked in schizophrenia.  
 
Clinical features of some specific psychotic disorders were studied in more detail. 
Alcohol-induced psychotic disorder was common among working age men. Low 
socioeconomic status, high comorbidity, high use of medical services and very high 
mortality were found among the affected subjects, even when compared to subjects 
with alcohol dependence but no psychosis. Delusional disorder was found to be a 
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different disorder from paranoid schizophrenia and was characterized by high age of 
onset, absence of other symptoms than delusions and relatively good outcome. 
Disorganized subtype of schizophrenia was associated with early onset, male 
preponderance, chronic course, long hospitalizations and poor outcome. Paranoid 
and undifferentiated schizophrenia resembled each other. 
 
In conclusion, psychotic disorders are more common in the general population than 
has been estimated in most recent general population studies. The high prevalence of 
psychotic disorders challenges the old interpretation of evenly distributed prevalence 
of psychotic disorders worldwide. These results of high and unevenly distributed 
prevalence of psychotic disorders provide tools for developing the health care 
systems. Best possible individual treatment and rehabilitation should be provided to 
minimize any disadvantage related to psychotic disorders. 
 
Keywords: Psychotic disorders, schizophrenia, alcohol-induced psychotic disorder, 
delusional disorder, lifetime prevalence, general population, geographic variation, 
epidemiology.  
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Tiivistelmä 

Jonna Perälä. Epidemiology of Psychotic Disorders [Psykoottisten Häiriöiden 
Epidemiologia]. Terveyden ja hyvinvoinnin laitos (THL). Tutkimus 97/2013. 130 
sivua. Helsinki, Finland 2013.  
ISBN 978-952-245-825-4 (painettu); ISBN 978-952-245-826-1 (pdf) 
 
Skitsofrenia ja muut psykoottiset häiriöt kuuluvat vaikeimpiin ihmiskuntaa 
kohtaavista sairauksista. Häiriöihin liittyy usein elinikäinen toimintakyvyn 
heikkeneminen, suuri fyysinen sairastavuus ja lyhentynyt elinikä. Psykoottisten 
häiriöiden esiintyvyydestä on tehty vain vähän väestötutkimuksia. Tutkimuksiin 
liittyy monia menetelmällisiä ongelmia. Useimmat epidemiologiset tutkimukset ovat 
keskittyneet skitsofrenian ja tyypin I kaksisuuntaiseen mielialahäiriöön. Monista 
muista psykoottisista häiriöistä on vain vähän väestötason tietoa.   
 
Tässä väitöskirjassa selvitettiin psykoottisten häiriöiden elämänaikaista esiintyvyyttä 
ja esiintyvyyteen liittyviä piirteitä suomalaisessa aikuisväestössä. Tutkimusaineisto 
perustuu kattavaan Terveys 2000 väestötutkimukseen yli 30 -vuotiaiden 
suomalaisten terveydentilasta ja toimintakyvystä (N = 8028). Psykoosit Suomessa -
jatkotutkimukseen seulottiin 746 osallistujaa käyttämällä tutkimusta varten 
kehitettyä psykoosiseulaa. Heidät kutsuttiin tarkempaan mielenterveyshaastatteluun. 
Mielenterveyshäiriöt diagnosoitiin DSM-IV -tautiluokituksen mukaisia diagnostisia 
kriteereitä käyttäen, hyödyntäen sekä haastattelu- että potilaskertomustietoja.  
 
Kaikkien psykoottisten häiriöiden elämänaikainen esiintyvyys Suomessa oli 3.5 %. 
Yleisin psykoosi oli skitsofrenia. Ei-mielialaoireiset psykoosit olivat yleisempiä 
kuin mielialaoireiset psykoosit. Päihdepsykoosit olivat yleisiä työikäisillä miehillä ja 
yleissairauteen liittyvät psykoosit yli 65-vuotiailla naisilla. Psykoottiset häiriöt olivat 
yhteydessä matalaan sosioekonomiseen asemaan. Erityisesti ei-mielialaoireiseen 
psykoosiin sairastuneet olivat useammin naimattomia, työttömiä ja eläkeläisiä tai 
alhaisten peruskoulutuksen ja tulotason omaavia kuin yleisväestö.  Psykoottisten 
häiriöiden alueellisia eroja tarkasteltiin viiden yliopistosairaala-alueen sekä 
kaupunki- että maaseutuympäristön välillä. Häiriöitä esiintyi eniten Pohjois- ja Itä-
Suomessa ja vähiten Lounais-Suomessa.  Syntymäpaikka oli asuinpaikkaa tai 
kaupunki- tai maaseutuympäristöä tärkeämpi psykoottisen häiriön ja erityisesti 
skitsofrenian riskiin vaikuttava tekijä.  
 
Tässä tutkimuksessa kartoitettiin tarkemmin tiettyjen psykoottisten häiriöiden 
piirteitä. Alkoholiin liittyvä psykoottinen häiriö oli erityisen yleinen keski-ikäisillä 
miehillä. Matala sosioekonominen asema, runsas samanaikaissairastuvuus, runsas 
terveyspalvelujen käyttö ja korkea kuolleisuus olivat yleisempiä alkoholipsykoosin 
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sairastaneilla kuin muilla alkoholiriippuvaisilla. Harhaluuloisuushäiriö erosi 
skitsofrenian alatyypeistä. Sille oli ominaista myöhäinen sairastumisikä, vähäinen 
muiden oireiden kuin harhaluulojen esiintyvyys ja suhteellisen hyvä ennuste. 
Hajanaisoireiseen skitsofreniaan liittyi varhainen sairastumisikä, miessukupuoli, 
krooninen kulku, pitkät sairaalahoidot sekä huono ennuste. Paranoidinen ja 
erilaistumaton skitsofrenia sen sijaan muistuttivat toisiaan. 
 
Tämän tutkimuksen perusteella psykoottiset häiriöt ovat yleisempiä kuin useissa 
viimeaikaisissa väestötutkimuksissa on arvioitu. Psykoottisten häiriöiden korkea 
esiintyvyys haastaa vanhan tulkinnan maailmanlaajuisesti tasaisesti jakautuneesta 
psykoottisten häiriöiden esiintyvyydestä. Tulokset psykoottisten häiriöiden 
esiintyvyyden alueellisesta vaihtelusta voidaan hyödyntää terveydenhuollon 
järjestelmiä kehitettäessä. Psykoottisiin häiriöihin liittyvät haitat tulisi minimoida 
tarjoamalla parasta mahdollista yksilöllistä hoitoa ja kuntoutusta.  
 
Avainsanat: Psykoottiset häiriöt, skitsofrenia, alkoholipsykoosi, 
harhaluuloisuuhäiriö, esiintyvyys, väestötutkimus, alueelliset erot, epidemiologia. 
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1 Introduction 

Although schizophrenia and other psychoses are not very frequent disorders, they 
are among the most severe and impairing medical diseases (Insel, 2010). Active 
psychosis was ranked the most disabling condition after quadriplegia and dementia 
in a WHO multi-country study (Ustün et al., 1999). Psychotic disorders cause 
enormous suffering for patients and their family members. As the average age of 
onset for many psychotic disorders is at the most critical period of educational, 
occupational and social development, their consequences often lead to lifelong 
disability. These patients also have increased physical morbidity and mortality 
compared with population without a psychotic disorder (De Hert et al., 2011, 
Kiviniemi et al., 2010, Saha et al., 2007, Tiihonen et al., 2009, 2012). Economic 
costs to society consist of the expense of treatment and loss of productivity. The 
costs of psychotic disorders were estimated to be the third largest of brain diseases 
in Europe in 2010, after mood disorders and dementia (Gustavsson et al., 2011).  

 
Schizophrenia and bipolar I disorder are the most common of psychotic disorders. 
Most studies of epidemiology have focused on them. However, other psychoses also 
cause long-term disabilities (Widerlöv et al., 1997), and the distinction between 
schizophrenia and other psychoses is still quite challenging (Dikeos et al., 2006). 
There are many studies investigating differences and similarities on genetics, brain 
structures, neuropharmacological mechanisms, neuropsychological functioning and 
environmental risk factors of psychotic disorders (Murray et al., 2004). Still, the 
pathogenesis of psychosis is far from fully understood. Thus, broader inclusion of 
psychotic disorders in epidemiological studies may be a useful agenda. 

 
Few population-based studies on psychotic disorders have been conducted in the last 
decades (Kendler et al., 1996, Kessler et al., 2005, van Os et al., 2001), many of 
them focusing on non-affective and affective psychotic disorders as groups. Only 
one study has estimated the prevalence of specific psychotic disorders (Bogren et al., 
2009). General population studies have faced increasing problems in case finding 
and ascertainment (Jablensky, 1995). Survey response rates have fallen, and people 
with psychotic disorders, especially schizophrenia, are less likely than others to 
participate in mental health surveys (de Graaf et al., 2000, Haapea et al., 2007, 
2008). Studies that are not able to use information other than from interviews seem 
to produce lower estimates compared with studies having access to other sources of 
information (Saha et al., 2005). Regardless of the problems, general population data 
are needed. If studies on psychotic disorders were based on clinical samples, our 
knowledge of psychotic disorders would be biased towards the most severe and 
chronic types of psychotic disorders.  
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The Psychoses in Finland (PIF) study is based on the Health 2000 Study, a general 
population survey of adults aged 30 years and over living in mainland Finland. It is a 
comprehensive general population survey of the prevalence of psychotic disorders in 
terms of diagnostic assessment and diagnostic coverage. The aim of this study was 
to report for the first time the prevalences of all specific psychotic disorders 
separately in one study. Besides determining the prevalence, sociodemographic 
correlates, regional distribution and clinical features of psychotic disorders which 
are investigated in this thesis, the aim of the PIF project was to study 
neuropsychological functioning, somatic comorbidity and its causes, functional 
disability, and quality of life in psychotic disorders.  
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2 Review of the literature  

2.1 Diagnostic classification of psychotic disorders  
Psychotic disorders have been classified according to different systems during the 
last 150 years (Tandon et al., 2009). Current psychiatric diagnostic classifications 
are based on operational diagnostic criteria. The goal of the operational diagnostic 
criteria is to define and describe the disorders in terms of simple signs and 
symptoms, which are externally observable and often behavioural symptoms. This is 
necessary as knowledge of aetiology in psychiatric disorders is still limited.  

 
Psychotic disorders according to the definition on the Diagnostic and Statistical 
Manual for Mental Disorders, Fourth Edition, Text Revision (DSM-IV-TR, 
American Psychiatric Association, 2000) are presented in Table 1. DSM-IV is 
currently the most often used diagnostic system in international research practice. 
Individual psychotic disorders are distinguished from each other based on the 
duration, dysfunction, type of delusions and hallucinations, presence of depression 
and mania, and associated substance use or medical condition.  

 
Psychotic symptoms are conventionally characterized to be the central features of 
schizophrenia and other non-affective psychotic disorders, while affective psychoses 
and secondary psychoses are often regarded as disorders where psychotic symptoms 
are present as an associated feature. In different psychotic disorders, different 
aspects of psychosis are emphasized. In schizophrenia, schizoaffective disorder, 
schizophreniform disorder and brief psychotic disorder psychotic symptoms include 
delusions, prominent hallucinations, disorganized speech and disorganized or 
catatonic behaviour. In psychotic forms of mood disorder, e.g. bipolar I disorder and 
MDD, delusions and hallucinations are the only symptoms included in the 
diagnostic criteria. In psychotic disorder due to general medical condition or 
substance induced psychotic disorder, only delusions and hallucinations without 
insight are regarded as psychotic. Thus, even between the DSM-IV diagnoses, the 
definition of psychosis is varying. Modifications to these definitions have been 
suggested for the DSM-V criteria that will be published in 2013 (Tandon, 2012). 
 

 

 

 
 



Review of the literature 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 18 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Table 1.  Psychotic Disorders in the DSM-IV-TR (American Psychiatric 
Association,  2000)      

Non-affective psychotic disorders
Schizophrenia
Schizoaffective disorder
Schizophreniform disorder
Delusional disorder
Brief psychotic disorder
Shared psychotic disorder
Psychotic disorder NOS

Affective psychotic disorders
Bipolar I disorder with psychotic features
Major depressive disorder with psychotic features

Substance-induced psychotic disorder
Alcohol-induced psychotic disorder
Other substance-induced psychotic disorder

Psychotic disorder due to a general medical condition  
 

 
As the aetiology and pathogenesis of psychiatric disorders are largely unknown, the 
diagnostic classification is based on symptoms and sets of symptoms. At the 
beginning of the history of psychiatric nosology, the different definitions of 
psychotic disorder were based on the “great professor principle” (Kendler, 1990, 
2010). Most famous among these have been the descriptions by Kraepelin, Bleuler 
and Schneider, all of whom emphasized different aspects of the psychotic disorders. 
All of these authors have had their own impact on the subsequent psychiatric 
classifications, but the differentiation of the dementia praecox (later named as 
schizophrenia) and manic depression has formed the basis of the classification of 
psychoses over the last 100 years. The World Health Organization (WHO) first tried 
to develop a universal diagnostic system and the International Classification of 
Diseases (ICD-6) was published in 1948. The first version of the Diagnostic and 
Statistical Manual for Mental Disorders (DSM) was published in 1952. Soon after 
this, the first revisions ICD-8 and DSM-II were published (Tandon et al., 2009). 
However, the diagnostic practices were varying for decades. It was shown that in the 
1960s and 1970s American psychiatrists diagnosed schizophrenia more often than 
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British psychiatrists, who were more likely to diagnose affective disorders (Kramer, 
1969). The large variation in diagnostic practices promoted the development of the 
psychiatric nosology based on scientific knowledge (Kendler, 1990) and this 
research was very active in the 1980s and 1990s. The first operational diagnostic 
criteria such as Feighners Criteria (Feighner et al., 1972), the Research Diagnostic 
Criteria (Spizer et al., 1978), DSM-III (American Psychiatric Association, 1980) and 
DSM-III-Revised (American Psychiatric Association, 1987) were introduced earlier 
in the United States than in Europe (WHO, 1992). In fact, DSM-IV (American 
Psychiatric Association, 2000) and ICD-10 classifications of psychotic disorders are 
largely based on dividing endogenous psychoses into dementia praecox and manic 
depressive insanity proposed by Emil Kraepelin (1919). This dichotomy, currently 
called schizophrenia and bipolar disorder, is still today under continuous critical 
discussion. Already Kreapelin recognized that many patients present symptoms from 
both disorders, and this “in-between“ concept was later named as schizoaffective 
disorder (Kasanin, 1933). 

 
The diagnostic criteria of schizophrenia have been narrowed since the introduction 
of the DSM-III criteria (Andreasen et al., 1993, Andreasen, 1997). Concordance 
between diagnoses made using DSM-III and more recent criteria and those using 
more historical definitions are only modest (McGorry et al., 1992). At the same time 
the diagnostic criteria of affective disorders have been widened (Tohen and Angst, 
2002). Manic depressive and depressive disorders were separated from each other 
already in the ICD-8, and the diagnostic criteria for recurrent depressive disorder 
were introduced in the DSM-III and ICD-10. Depressive disorder with psychotic 
features was described in the DSM-III. 

 
The tenth edition of the International Classification of Diseases ICD-10 (WHO, 
1992) is most often used in clinical practice. Although the definitions of psychotic 
disorders in the current DSM-IV and ICD-10 classifications overlap to a great 
extent, there are still some differences. For example, in the diagnostic criteria of 
schizophrenia, ICD-10 gives slightly more weight to the Schneider’s first-rank 
symptoms: audible thoughts, voices arguing and/or discussing, commenting voices, 
somatic passivity experiences, thought withdrawal or broadcasting, delusional 
perception, made impulses, thoughts, or volitional acts (Carpenter et al., 1973), than 
the DSM-IV. The duration of illness is 6 months in the DSM-IV and 1 month in the 
ICD-10. The differentiation of schizophrenia, schizoaffective disorder and affective 
disorders also vary. The DSM-IV stresses poor outcome in schizophrenia, while this 
criteria is not included in the ICD-10. Both systems require exclusion of substance 
use and general medical condition. The concordance of the diagnostic systems 
seems to be higher in studies including subjects with long duration of illness 
(Pihlajamaa et al., 2008). 
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The aim the diagnostic classification is the diagnostic validity. Diagnostic validity is 
a complex construct, which First et al. (2004) listed as:  

 
• Face validity: Whether the diagnostic criteria seem to accurately describe the 

disorder. 
• Descriptive validity: Whether the diagnostic criteria specify a disorder uniquely 

relative to other disorders. 
• Predictive validity: Whether the diagnosis is predictive of future clinical course 

and outcome. 
• Construct validity: The extent to which the diagnosis correlates with external 

validators, such as neurobiological markers or genetic risk.  
 

Psychiatric diagnoses often lack construct validity (Jablensky et al., 2006, Zachar et 
al., 2007). For example, the risk of many psychotic disorders is elevated in same 
families, suggesting that they partly share a common genetic cause (Lichtenstein et 
al., 2009). Neuropsychological deficits occur in many psychotic disorders, but they 
may be more severe in schizophrenia (Lewandowski et al., 2011, Tuulio-Henriksson 
et al., 2011). Multifactorial aetiology of disorders makes it difficult to determine the 
construct validity (Kendler et al., 1980). Psychiatric diagnoses should also be helpful 
in clinical practice, i.e. have clinical utility. The clinical utility guides the choice of 
effective interventions and the prediction of future clinical management needs, and 
provides information on prognosis (First et al., 2004, Kendell and Jablensky, 2003). 
Predictive and descriptive validity of psychiatric diagnoses are among the most 
decisive factors in clinical utility.  

2.1.1 Description of specific psychotic disorders 
 
Schizophrenia  
Schizophrenia is one of the most common and severe psychotic disorders. In fact it 
is a cluster of disorders characterized by fundamental disturbances of thinking, 
perception and emotions. The onset of schizophrenia is often in young adulthood, 
and for those affected the disorder often causes many years of severe suffering. The 
course and symptoms in individual patients are highly variable, but for a smaller 
group the disorder causes lifelong disabilities with deterioration in functional 
capacity (Insel, 2010). A recent meta-analysis found a median proportion 13.5% 
(25%–75% quantiles 8.1%–20.0%) of recovery in schizophrenia (Jääskeläinen et al., 
2012). 

 
Diagnostic criteria of schizophrenia in the DSM-IV are presented in Table 2. Some 
signs of the disorder have to persist at least six months to permit the diagnosis. 
During this continuous period, at least two of the following symptoms should be 
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present for at least one month: delusions, hallucinations, disorganized speech, 
grossly disorganized or catatonic behaviour, or negative symptoms. Social and 
occupational dysfunction is an essential characteristic of schizophrenia (American 
Psychiatric Association, 2000).  

 
The subtypes of schizophrenia in the DSM-IV are paranoid, disorganized, catatonic,  
undifferentiated and residual types. The subtype diagnoses are hierarchic. Catatonic 
type is assigned if prominent catatonic symptoms are present regardless of other 
symptoms. In the absence of catatonic type, the disorganized type is assigned if 
disorganized speech and behaviour, and flat or inappropriate affect are present. In 
the absence of catatonic and disorganized type, the paranoid type is diagnosed if the 
person has prominent delusions or hallucinations and no or only mild negative and 
disorganized symptoms. Finally, undifferentiated type is assigned if none of the 
above mentioned criteria are fulfilled, but the symptoms fulfilling the diagnostic 
criteria of schizophrenia are present. Residual type is diagnosed when active-phase 
symptoms are no longer present, but there is continuing evidence for the disturbance 
(American Psychiatric Association, 2000).  

 
Schizophreniform disorder 
Schizophreniform disorder is basically identical with schizophrenia except that the 
duration of the disorder is at least one month, but full recovery in 6 months is 
required. Another difference is that decline in functioning is not required in 
diagnostic criteria of schizophreniform disorder, while decline in social and 
occupational function is one criteria of schizophrenia. The diagnosis is often 
provisional; if symptoms persist beyond six months, the diagnosis is changed to 
schizophrenia (American Psychiatric Association, 2000).  

 
Schizoaffective disorder 
In schizoaffective disorder, the full criteria of both the active phase of schizophrenia 
and a mood episode (major depressive episode, manic or mixed episode) should be 
met. During the same period of illness, there must be at least a 2 week period of 
delusions or hallucinations without prominent mood symptoms. Symptoms that meet 
criteria for a mood episode should be present for a substantial proportion of the total 
duration of the active and residual periods of the illness (American Psychiatric 
Association, 2000).  
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Table 2.  Diagnostic Criteria for Schizophrenia (DSM-IV-TR, American Psychiatric 
Association, 2000).                                                                                                                                                      

  
A. Characteristic symptoms: Two or more of the following symptoms should 
be present for a significant portion of time during a one-month period (or less if 
successfully treated): 
(1) Delusions 
(2) Hallucinations  
(3) Disorganized speech 
(4) Grossly disorganized or catatonic behavior 
(5) Negative symptoms 
 
Only one Criterion A symptom is required, if delusions are bizarre or 
hallucinations consist of a voice keeping up a running commentary on the 
person’s behavior or thoughts, or two or more voices conversing with each 
other. 
 
B. Social / occupational dysfunction: For a significant proportion of the time 
since the onset of the disturbance, one or more major areas of functioning such 
as work, interpersonal relations, or self-care are markedly below the level 
achieved prior to the onset (or if the onset is in childhood or adolescence, failure 
to achieve the expected level of functioning). 
 
C. Duration: Continuous signs of the disturbance persist for at least 6 months. 
This 6-month period must include at least 1 month of symptoms (or less if 
successfully treated) that meet Criterion A and may include periods of 
prodromal or residual symptoms. During these prodromal or residual periods, 
the signs of the disturbance may be manifested by only negative symptoms, or 
two or more symptoms listed in Criterion A in an attenuated form.  
 
D. Schizoaffective and mood disorder exclusion: Schizoaffective disorder and 
mood disorder with psychotic features have been ruled out because either 1) no 
major depressive, manic or mixed episodes have occurred concurrently with the 
active-phase symptoms; or 2) if mood episodes have occurred during active-
phase symptoms, their total duration has been brief relative to the duration of 
the active and residual periods. 
 
E. Substance / general medical condition exclusion: The disturbance is not 
due to the direct physiological effects of a substance or a general medical 
condition. 
 
F. Relationship to a pervasive developmental disorder: If there is a history of 
Autistic disorder of another pervasive developmental disorder, the additional 
diagnosis of schizophrenia is made only if prominent delusions or hallucinations 
are also present for at least a month (or less if successfully treated).  
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Delusional disorder 
Delusional disorder is characterized with one or more non-bizarre delusions 
persisting at least 1 month. Other prominent active-phase symptoms of 
schizophrenia should not be present, except that tactile and olfactory hallucinations 
may be present if they are related to the delusional theme. Apart from the impact of 
delusion or its ramifications, functioning is not markedly impaired and behaviour is 
not obviously odd or bizarre (American Psychiatric Association, 2000). 
 
Brief psychotic disorder 
Brief psychotic disorder is characterized by sudden onset of psychotic symptoms 
(delusions, hallucinations, disorganized speech, grossly disorganized or catatonic 
behaviour) which last at least one day or more, but no longer than one month. After 
this, a full remission and return to the premorbid level of functioning should be 
achieved (American Psychiatric Association, 2000).  
 
Bipolar I disorder  
Bipolar I disorder BPI is an affective type of psychosis, characterized with one or 
more manic or mixed episodes, usually accompanied with major depressive 
episodes. Psychotic symptoms, which have to be delusions or hallucinations, can 
occur during manic, mixed and severe depressive episodes. Typical mood-congruent 
psychotic symptoms during manic episoders include grandiosity and persecutory 
delusions linked to some special features of the person. Mood-incongruent psychotic 
symptoms include persecutory delusions without grandiose themes or delusions of 
thought insertion, thought broadcasting or being controlled.  
Bipolar II disorder diagnosis means that person has had at least one hypomanic, but 
no manic or mixed episodes, and one major depressive episode. Bipolar II disorder 
may also include psychotic symptoms during the severe depressive episodes. 
Bipolar I disorder leads to hospitalizations, need for treatment, and decline in daily 
functioning more often compared with bipolar II disorder (American Psychiatric 
Association 2000).  
 
Major depressive disorder with psychotic features  
Major depressive disorder with psychotic features is diagnosed when the criteria for 
major depressive disorder episode are met and delusions or hallucinations occur 
within the episode.  Mood-congruent delusions or hallucinations are consistent with 
the depressive themes (delusions of guilt, delusions of deserved punishment, 
nihilistic delusions etc.). Mood-incongruent delusions or hallucinations do not have 
any apparent relationship to depressive themes (persecutory delusions, delusions of 
thought insertion, delusions of control etc.) (American Psychiatric Association, 
2000). 
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Substance-induced psychotic disorder  
Substance-induced psychotic disorders are characterized by prominent 
hallucinations or delusions that are judged to be due to the direct physiological 
effects of a substance (drug of abuse, a medication, or a toxin exposure). Substance-
induced psychotic disorders are distinguished from the substance-induced delirium 
(clear consciousness), from substance intoxication or withdrawal with perceptual 
disturbances (more persistent, clinically relevant symptoms, and the person has no 
insight) and from primary psychotic disorders. The onset of substance use typically 
precedes the onset of psychotic symptoms, and the symptoms should disappear 
within one month after the substance use has ceased.  
 
Psychotic symptoms can occur during intoxication or withdrawal of the following 
classes of substances: alcohol, sedatives, hypnotics and anxiolytics, amphetamine, 
cannabis, cocaine, hallucinogens, inhalants, opioids, phencyclidine and related 
substances. Some medications can also evoke psychotic symptoms (for example 
antiparkinsonian medications, corticosteroids, anticholinergic agents, antimalarial 
medications and chemotherapeutic agents). The clinical picture of the psychotic 
disorder varies depending on the substance (American Psychiatric Association 
2000).  
  
Psychotic disorder due to a general medical condition 
Psychotic disorder due to a general medical condition is a category with the essential 
feature of prominent hallucinations or delusions. These symptoms can be judged to 
be due to the direct physiological effects of a general medical condition, and they 
are not explained by any other mental disorder. Clear temporal association should be 
found between the general medical condition and the onset of psychotic disturbance. 
Additionally, there must be literature evidence on the particular medical condition 
causing psychotic symptoms.  Examples of general medical conditions that can 
cause psychotic symptoms include temporal lobe epilepsy, brain lesions and 
tumours, central nervous system infections and any severe medical condition 
requiring treatment in intensive care unit (American Psychiatric Association, 2000).  
 
Other psychotic disorders 
Shared psychotic disorder is a rare condition where an individual develops a 
delusion in a close relationship with another person, who has an already established 
delusion. The content of the delusion is similar to that of the person who already has 
the established delusion (American Psychiatric Association, 2000). 
 
Delirium is a condition characterized by disturbance of consciousness and cognition 
which may have psychotic symptoms as an associated feature (American Psychiatric 
Association 2000). The aetiology of delirium varies, including substance-induced 
delirium and delirium due to a general medical condition. Despite the aetiology, the 
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disturbance develops over a short period of time, usually hours to days, and tends to 
fluctuate during the course of the day. 
 
Psychotic disorder NOS is a category, which is used when psychotic symptoms 
(delusions, hallucinations, disorganized speech, grossly disorganized or catatonic 
behaviour) occur, but a specific diagnosis of any psychotic disorder cannot be made. 
There may be inadequate information to make a specific diagnosis, the information 
is contradictory or symptoms do not meet full criteria for a specific psychotic 
disorder. The diagnosis is assigned for example if 1) a postpartum psychosis does 
not meet criteria for a specific psychotic disorder, 2) psychotic symptoms have 
lasted for less than 1 month but have not yet remitted, 3) persistent auditory 
hallucinations occur in the absence of any other psychotic feature, 4) persistent non-
bizarre delusions occur with periods of overlapping mood episodes that have been 
present for a substantial portion of the delusional disturbance, 5) there is uncertainty 
about whether psychotic symptoms are primary or due to substance use or general 
medical condition (American Psychiatric Association, 2000).  

2.1.2 Delusional disorder and subtypes of schizophrenia 
Some inter-diagnostic boundary issues in DSM-IV have received little attention, 
although these were discussed more during earlier stages of the DSM classification 
development. Two such examples are the diagnostic classification of psychoses with 
paranoid symptoms, i.e. between delusional disorder and paranoid schizophrenia, 
and the diagnostic validity of subtypes of schizophrenia.   
 
Paraphrenias were defined already by Kraepelin as an entity separate from the 
dichotomy of dementia praecox and manic depressive insanity. These paranoid 
disorders were characterized by delusions and hallucinations, no prominent 
disorders of emotion and volition, and well preserved mental activities (Kraepelin, 
1919). The nosological history of subtypes of schizophrenia is also long (Bleuler, 
1950, Kraepelin, 1919) for example, hebephrenia and catatonia are older concepts 
than schizophrenia itself (Bleuler, 1950).  

 
The validity of different definitions of psychoses with paranoid symptoms and 
schizophrenia subtypes was investigated actively during the formulation of the 
diagnostic operationalisations of DSM-III and DSM-III-R (Fenton & McGlashan, 
1991, Kendler et al., 1981, 1984, 1994, Kendler & Hays, 1981, Kendler & Tsuang, 
1981, McGlashan & Fenton, 1991). The diagnosis of delusional disorder was 
introduced in the DSM-III-R as a result of throughout nosological work (Kendler, 
1980, Kendler and Tsuang, 1981). The validity of the DSM-III-R delusional disorder 
criteria was investigated in the early 1990s (Fennig et al., 1996, Kendler and Walsh, 
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1995), but little attention has been paid to the validity of the revised DSM-IV 
criteria.  

 
Concurrent with the introduction of the criteria for delusional disorder, the criteria 
set in the DSM-III for different schizophrenia subtypes were modified for the DSM-
III-R. These criteria were refined further for the DSM-IV. Paranoid schizophrenia 
was narrower in the DSM-III-R compared with the DSM-IV. The DSM-III-R 
criteria required the presence of either systematized delusions or auditory 
hallucinations related to a single theme. The criteria of disorganized schizophrenia 
are, in contrast, narrower in the DSM-IV. This diagnosis requires that disorganized 
speech, disorganized behaviour, and flat or inappropriate affect should all be 
prominent (American Psychiatric Association, 1994), while only one of the two first 
mentioned symptoms were required in the DSM-III-R.   
 
In DSM-IV, prominent delusions are the core feature of both delusional disorder and 
paranoid schizophrenia. These disorders are differentiated by requiring that persons 
with delusional disorder may not have bizarre delusions or prominent hallucinations, 
and that their functioning should not be markedly impaired and behaviour obviously 
odd or bizarre - apart from the impact of delusion or its ramifications (American 
Psychiatric Association, 2000). Paranoid schizophrenia is characterized by 
preoccupation with one or more delusions or frequent auditory hallucinations, and 
by the absence of prominent thought disorder, disorganized or catatonic behaviour, 
and flat or inappropriate affect (American Psychiatric Association, 2000). 
Symptoms of schizophrenia must be present for at least six months, whereas only 
one month duration is required in delusional disorder (American Psychiatric 
Association, 2000). In practice, both disorders tend to last for years.  
 
Little attention has been paid to the validity of the current delusional disorder 
diagnosis and schizophrenia subtypes criteria, even though a small change in 
diagnostic criteria can have a large impact on the validity of the diagnosis (Kendler 
et al., 1994a, Kupfer et al., 2002). However, research has been active recently when 
DSM-V has been planned (Pillmann et al., 2012a,b, Wustmann et al., 2011, 2012). 
The prevalence and outcome of the disorders has varied according to the used 
criteria (Bogren et al., 2009, Kendler 1980, 1981, Kendler and Tsuang 1981, 
Leboyer et al., 1990). The age at onset of psychotic symptoms has been found to be 
higher and the outcome better in subjects affected with delusional disorder than with 
schizophrenia (Kendler 1980, 1982, Marneros et al., 2012), although contradictory 
results of the age of onset of delusional disorders come from some clinical samples 
(Hsiao et al., 1999, Maina et al., 2001, Opjordsmoen et al., 1991). However, 
diagnosis of delusional disorder may be inconsistent in the early phase of the illness 
(Fennig et al., 1996, Schwartz et al., 2000), but it seems to be stable during later 
phases (Marneros et al., 2012). Subjects with delusional disorder are less often 
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hospitalized, and for shorter periods compared with subjects with schizophrenia 
(Marneros et al., 2012). These findings support the need for longitudinally based 
diagnostic assessment, and need for more general population samples in addition to 
clinical studies.  

 
Results on the validity of delusional disorder as a separate disease from 
schizophrenia have been contradictory. Family studies have suggested that 
delusional disorder might not be genetically linked to schizophrenia (Howard et al., 
1997, Kendler et al., 1981, Kendler and Walsh 1995). However, patients with 
delusional disorder resemble patients with schizophrenia in many neurobiological 
features like having abnormalities in eye movements (Campana et al., 1998, 
Gambini et al., 1993), cognitive deficits (Evans et al., 1996, Hardoy et al., 2004) and 
brain structural abnormalities (Howard et al., 1994). Contrary with the original 
description of paranoia by Kraepelin (Kraepelin, 1919), marked depressive 
symptoms have been found to associate with delusional disorders in some studies 
based on clinical samples (Hsiao et al., 1999, Maina  et al., 2001, Serretti et al., 
1999). The aetiological relationship between delusional disorder and major 
depressive disorder has been suggested to be stronger than the connection between 
delusional disorder and schizophrenia (Howard et al., 1997). However, all studies 
have not found the association with depressive symptoms (Marneros et al., 2012). 

 
Subtypes of schizophrenia have not been included in the recent general population 
studies, and the knowledge of their occurrence is scarce. In previous studies, there 
has been more males than females in each subtype (Kendler et al., 1994a), although 
the results are contradictory (Fenton and McGlashan, 1991). Studies comparing the 
course and outcome of schizophrenia subtypes suggest that each subtype has 
distinctive course and outcome (Fenton and McGlashan, 1991, Kendler et al., 1984, 
1994, McGlashan and Fenton, 1991). The age at onset has been found to be 
youngest in disorganized subtype and oldest in paranoid subtype and outcome best 
in paranoid and worst in disorganized schizophrenia (Fenton and McGlashan, 1991, 
Kendler et al., 1984, 1994, McGlashan and Fenton, 1991). Course and outcome of 
undifferentiated schizophrenia has resembled disorganized schizophrenia more than 
paranoid schizophrenia in the studies using DSM-III and DSM-III-R criteria (Fenton 
and McGlashan 1991, Gruenberg et al., 1985, Kendler et al., 1984, 1994). No 
differences in the familial risk for schizophrenia between the subtypes have been 
found (Kendler et al., 1994b, Peralta and Cuesta, 2007).  
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2.2 Epidemiology of psychotic disorders  
Epidemiology means the study of the distribution and determinants of disease in 
human populations. The distributions of diseases are often studied by age, gender, 
region, social class, marital status, ethnicity and occupational status (Woodward, 
1999).  

 
Different measures of frequency are used in different settings and for different 
purposes when estimating the number of people in a community who have the 
studied disease. Incidence is the number of new cases of the disease within a 
specified period of time. It is expressed as the rate per person years. Cumulative 
incidence is the proportion of all people who develop the disease during a defined 
period. The denominator includes all people at risk for getting the disease, for 
example all persons in a certain birth cohort. Prevalence is the number of persons in 
a determined population who have a particular health condition at a time point or 
period. A period prevalence uses the same denominator as the time point prevalence, 
but it expands the numerator to include all cases present during a selected time 
period, like one month, six months, one year or lifetime. Lifetime prevalence allows 
individuals with chronic psychiatric conditions and temporarily in remission, to be 
included in prevalence counts. Thus, the lifetime prevalence of psychotic disorders 
is determined as the total number of cases now alive, presently of previously 
actively psychotic, divided by the size of the population studied (Tsuang and Tohen, 
2002, p. 6). The lifetime risk or lifetime morbid risk is a measure which reflects the 
risk of a disease up to certain age. It is the probability of having a disesase for a 
person who survives through the susceptibility period to manifest the disorder. The 
problem is that there does not seem to be an age after which the chance of 
developing the disease is 0, and the total lifetime risk is thus usually unknown 
(Thompson and Weissmen, 1981).  

 
Lifetime prevalence can be assessed in cross-sectional general population studies. It 
is a useful measure for example in service planning. Incidence is a better measure 
when causes of the disease are being investigated. The prevalence depends on the 
incidence, but it also depends on the duration of the disease and number of entries 
and exits in the studied population (for example births, deaths and migration). 
(Tsuang and Tohen 2002, p. 6) 

2.2.1 Population-based studies on psychotic disorders 
Most of the epidemiological studies of psychotic disorders have focused on 
schizophrenia and bipolar disorder. History of general population studies on 
psychotic disorders started with studies that relied on clinical diagnoses obtained 
from key informants, medical records or case registries (Jarvis, 1971, Faris and 
Dunham, 1939). However, diagnostic practices were varying and record-based 
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diagnoses were not necessarily a reliable source of information at the time. After the 
introduction of the first modern nosologic systems, the first structured interviewing 
methods were also introduced. Studies focused mainly on treated patients, and their 
attention was on representative sampling, use of structured diagnostic interviews and 
focus on first-admission patients (Jablensky et al., 1992). The next step of 
epidemiologic studies on psychoses were studies that combined modern community 
sampling techniques with structured interview approaches to case identification. The 
first large scale study of this type was the Epidemiologic Catchment Area ECA 
Study (Robins and Regier, 1991), in which lay interviewers administered the 
Diagnostic Interview Schedule DIS. However, it was noted that the diagnosis of 
schizophrenia obtained with these structured interviews was not congruent with 
psychiatrists’ classification (Helzer et al., 1985, Spengler and Wittchen, 1988). To 
provide more reliable and valid rate estimates of schizophrenia and other psychoses, 
two-stage procedures for case identification have since been used (Phillips et al., 
2009). Clinical re-interviews by telephone have been conducted with subjects who 
were screened for psychotic disorders with a structured interview administered by a 
lay interviewer, for example in the National Comorbidity Survey NCS (Kendler et 
al., 1996), the Netherlands Mental Health Survey and Incidence Study NEMESIS 
(van Os et al., 2001) and National Comorbidity Survey-Replication NCS-R (Kessler 
et al., 2005).  
 
Besides the modern two-stage procedures, general population studies have relied 
either on psychiatric hospital case notes or national registers. These studies produce 
estimates of the treated prevalence, which does not include the proportion of 
subjects without hospital treatment, estimated at up to 15%-25% of subjects with 
schizophrenia (Isohanni et al., 1997, Jörgensen et al., 2010, Scully et al., 2004, 
Youssef et al., 1999). Studies based on the national registers are dependent on the 
accuracy of the diagnoses and studies based on the case notes are dependent on the 
diagnostic quality. There are not many register- based studies which have been able 
to confirm register diagnoses of psychotic disorder with interviews and/or review of 
the case notes (Arajärvi et al., 2005, Bogren et al., 2009, Isohanni et al., 1997, 
Kieseppä et al., 2000, Pihlajamaa et al., 2008, Sellgren et al., 2011). However, in 
studies where hospital registers or case records have not been available, prevalence 
rates of psychotic disorders have tended to be lower (Kessler et al., 2005, Kendler et 
al., 1996, Van os et al., 2001), probably reflecting the multiple methodological 
challenges in case finding and ascertainment in the general population. National 
registers have notable strengths regarding e.g. statistical power and 
representativeness and they also enable studying rare disorders, in which the study 
samples otherwise have to be enormous in numbers. However, the validity of the 
registers, and careful examination of the possible sources of bias are of main 
importance when studying register information (Haukka et al., 2007, Haapea et al., 
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2008). National registers have been available only in the Nordic countries (Tsuang 
et al., 2011, s. 117).  
 
One problem inherent to identification of subjects with psychotic disorder in general 
population studies is that there is no established method for screening individuals 
with psychotic disorders in the general population. Methods that have been 
developed (Bebbington et al., 1995) are usually sensitive and specific, but their 
positive predictive value remains poor because of the the prevalence of psychosis is 
low in the general population (Bebbington et al., 1995). Structured interviews, such 
as Diagnostic Interview Schedule and different versions of Composite International 
Diagnostic Interview have been used for screening non-affective psychoses in  
previous large scale community surveys (Kessler and Ustün, 2004). The questions 
assessing psychotic symptoms in these interviews were designed to normalize 
reports about delusions and hallucinations in order to make the reporting of the 
symptoms easier. An undesired consequence was that such questions have produced 
many false positive cases due to misinterpretation of questions according to clinical 
re-interviews (Kendler et al., 1996, Kessler et al., 2005, Regeer et al., 2004). The 
number of false negatives, as well as the magnitude of non-response is extremely 
difficult to estimate in these studies (Jablensky, 2000, Kessler et al., 2005). 
 
Diagnostic procedures in recent general population studies have largely relied on the 
information from interviews. However, using only a single source of information 
seems to lead to a significant risk of missing symptoms (Eaton et al., 2007, Fanous 
et al., 2012). Studies that have used case notes in addition to semi-structured 
interviews have found more subjects having psychotic disorders compared to studies 
using only self-reported information (Bogren et al., 2009, Isohanni et al., 2001, 
Kendler et al., 1993, Lehtinen et al., 1990, McNaught et al., 1997, Östling et al., 
2002). Scandinavian studies have been pioneers in this approach (Larsson and 
Sjögren 1948, Lehtinen et al., 1990, Lehtinen et al., 1993). Altogether, the most 
reliable studies are studies that integrate information from different sources; national 
registers, semi-structured interviews, information from case records or other 
important sources (Bebbington et al., 2004, Bogren et al., 2009, Isohanni et al., 
2001, Jenkins et al., 1997, Saha et al., 2006).  
General population studies of bipolar I disorder have not usually used two-stage 
strategies (Merikangas et al., 2011) and the diagnoses have been based on CIDI 
interviews. Only a few studies have used multiple sources of information for 
diagnostic assessment (Bogren et al., 2009).  
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2.2.2 Prevalence of psychotic disorders 
Schizophrenia and bipolar I disorder are the most common psychotic disorders, and 
most of the epidemiological studies of psychotic disorders have focused on these, 
especially on schizophrenia. General population studies of other specific psychotic 
disorders have been scarce. The usual practice has been to report non-affective and 
affective psychotic disorders as groups in general population studies (Kendler et al., 
1996, Kessler et al., 2005, Kirkbride et al., 2006, Lehtinen et al., 1990, van Os et al., 
2001). Sometimes the group “other psychoses” has been used, variably including 
substance-induced psychotic disorders (Kirkbride et al., 2006) and psychoses related 
to general medical conditions or not (Lehtinen et al., 1990, 1993). Psychotic-like 
symptoms have been found to be over ten times more common compared with 
psychotic disorders in general population (Nuevo et al., 2012, van Os et al., 2001). 
 
In the recent general population studies of psychotic disorders using two-stage 
strategies, the lifetime prevalence (LTP) in non-affective disorders has varied from 
0.5% to 1.6% (Kendler et al., 1996, Kessler et al., 2005, van Os 2001), in 
schizophrenia from 0.12% to 1.3% (Bijl et al., 1998, Bland et al., 1988, Canino et 
al., 1987, Chen et al., 1993, Scully et al., 2004, Wittchen et al., 1992,  Robins et 
Regier 1991) and in affective psychoses from 0.4% to 1.14% (Lehtinen et al., 1990, 
van Os et al., 2001). 
 
Only few general population studies have been able to use register and case note 
data and have taken into account all psychotic disorders, or assessed specific 
psychotic disorders in the same study. The recent Lundby study (Bogren et al., 
2009) found a 50-year period prevalence of 4.2% and LTP 2.82% for all psychotic 
disorders. The 50-year period prevalence estimate included all subjects in the 
original study population cohort, also persons deceased before follow-up. This 
estimate is thus higher than the lifetime prevalence. The LTP represented cohort 
subjects alive at the 40-year follow-up. The 50-year period prevalence was 2.25% 
for non-affective psychotic disorders, 0.62% for affective psychoses (including BPI, 
bipolar II disorder and bipolar disorder NOS) and 1.35% for secondary psychoses or 
delirium. The LTPs were 1.38%, 0.42% and 1.02%, respectively (Bogren et al., 
2009). In the previous Finnish general population survey (Mini-Finland Survey, 
1978-1980), the lifetime prevalence for any psychotic disorder was found to be 
2.2%, for schizophrenia 1.3%, for affective psychoses 0.4% and for other psychoses 
0.5% (Lehtinen et al., 1990). Studies conducted among subjects in public treatment 
services have produced lower estimates (Jablensky 2000, Morgan et al., 2012). 
The British incidence study AESOP also studied a wide category of psychotic 
disorders and found the distribution of the new onset cases being 67% for non-
affective, 28% for affective and 5% for substance-induced psychoses (Kirkbride et 
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al., 2006). The magnitudes of the psychosis groups were similar in a meta-analysis 
of British incidence studies (Kirkbride et al., 2012).  
 
Although the general assumption of the lifetime prevalence of schizophrenia has 
been 1% throughout the world (Hirschfeld, 2001, Mueser & McGurk, 2004) , the 
median lifetime prevalence was found to be considerably lower, only 0.4% (10%-
90% quantiles 0.16-1.21) in a comprehensive systematic review of prevalence in 
schizophrenia (Saha et al., 2005). The systematic review included a large number of 
studies related to the prevalence of schizophrenia published between 1965–2002. 
Particularly the recent population-based surveys (Kessler et al., 2005, Van Os et al., 
2001, Kendler et al., 1996) have found considerably lower prevalence of 
schizophrenia than many older studies (Torrey, 1987, Lehtinen et al., 1990). These 
unconvincingly low prevalence estimates may be a result of several reasons. These 
could include narrowing of the diagnostic criteria of schizophrenia after the 
introduction of the DSM-III criteria (Andreasen et al., 1993, Andreasen, 1997), a 
true decline in the prevalence, but potentially also increasing problems in case-
finding and ascertainment (Jablensky, 1995). Survey response rates have declined 
steadily for the past decades (Kessler et al., 2005). At the same time people with 
psychotic disorders are less likely than others to participate in a mental health survey 
(Allgulander, 1989, Bland et al., 1988, Kessler et al., 1995, 2005, Haapea et al., 
2008). If the only source of information have been from personal interviews, false 
negative cases may have been generated due to inadequate probing or denial of prior 
psychotic symptoms (Helzer et al., 1985, Kendler et al., 1996, Kessler et al., 2005, 
Spengler et al., 1988). Supporting this, studies that have used information from 
hospital discharge registers or case notes have found higher prevalences (Lehtinen et 
al., 1990, Östling et al., 2002, Isohanni et al., 2001) compared with studies that have 
relied only on information from the interviews. The quality of studies, defined by 
different methodological features such as case ascertainment methods and method of 
diagnostic assignment have been found to be parallel with the reported 
schizophrenia prevalence estimates (Saha et al., 2005). 
 
The incidence of schizophrenia has been found to be higher in men compared with 
women (Aleman et al., 2003), with male/female ratio of 1.4 (10 and 90 percent 
quantiles 0.3-2.4) found in the recent systematic review (McGrath et al., 2004). 
Some studies including older subjects have found no gender differences (Bogren et 
al., 2009). However, the gender difference has not been reflected in prevalence 
studies of schizophrenia (Saha et al., 2005). Some of the discrepancy in the 
estimates could be explained by more severe negative (Salokangas et al., 2007) and 
disorganized symptoms (Sharma et al., 1999; DeLisi et al., 2001, Tang et al., 2007, 
Thorup el al., 2007), poorer outcome (Grossman et al., 2006, Lauronen et al., 2007), 
earlier onset (Häfner et al., 2003) and higher mortality (Heilä et al., 2005) in men. 
However, the reason for this paradox is not clear (McGrath et al., 2008).  
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Diagnosing schizoaffective disorder is complex, and it is rarely included in general 
population studies. In older studies, it has been often grouped together with 
schizophrenia (Hovatta et al., 1997, Lehtinen et al., 1990). The prevalence of 
schizoaffective disorder has conventionally been thought to be up to half of that of 
schizophrenia and higher in women compared with men (Bardenstein et al., 1990). 
However, in the few existing studies very low prevalence estimates around 0%-
0.11% have been found (Bogren et al., 2009, Cho et al., 2007, Scully et al., 2004). In 
service-based studies, one-year prevalence of 0.07% among adult population 
(Widerlöv, 1997) and 0.14% among population over 60 years old (Meesters et al., 
2012) have been found. Results of gender differences are contradictory, some 
finding no gender differences (Laursen et al., 2007, Meesters et al., 2012, Scully et 
al., 2004, Widerlöv, 1997) others suggesting that the disorder is more common in 
women than in men (Coryell et al., 1984). 
 
Psychotic disorders with brief duration were rare in the Lundby study. LTP for 
schizophreniform and brief psychotic disorders were 0% and 0.11%, respectively 
(Bogren et al., 2009). In cross-sectional general population studies, LTP estimates 
vary from 0.02 to 0.2 for schizophreniform disorder (Bland et al., 1988, Canino et 
al., 1987, Chen et al., 1993, Cho et al., 2007, Hwu et al., 1989, Oakley-Browne et 
al., 1989, Robins et al., 1984, Robins and Regier, 1991) and 0.9% for brief psychotic 
disorder (Cho et al., 2007). The diagnosis of acute psychoses changes to mainly 
schizophrenia and related disorders or affective disorders in about 60% of the new 
cases during the following 3-6 years (Castagnini et al., 2008, Singh et al., 2004), 
while about one third of the affected subjects functioned well after 7 years without 
medication (Pillmann et al., 2005). Differences in diagnostic practices make it 
difficult to compare the results between countries (Nugent et al., 2011).  
  
Delusional disorder has been rarely included in general population studies. The LTP 
estimate of 0.30% was found in the Lundby study (Bogren et al., 2009), while other 
studies have found estimates ranging from 0.02%-0.04% (Copeland et al., 1998, 
Kendler et al., 1982, Widerlöv, 1997). In two studies using CIDI as diagnostic 
instrument, the LTP has varied from 0% (Cho et al., 2007) to 0.67% (Hwu et al., 
1989). Recent clinical samples have produced low estimates (Maina et al., 2001).  
 
The data on epidemiology of bipolar I disorder has not been as extensive as on 
schizophrenia, but in the last decades the research has shown a welcome increase. In 
bipolar I disorder, like in schizophrenia, the lifetime prevalence used to be reported 
as approximately 1% (Merikangas et al., 2009). In a recent World Mental Health 
Survey of 11 different countries, a LTP of 0.6% (range 0.0-1.0%) was found 
(Merikangas et al., 2011). Other recent general population surveys have commonly 
found higher lifetime prevalence rates for BPI, but the range is wider from 0% to 
3.3% (Alhasnawi et al., 2009, Angst et al., 1998, Grant et al., 2005, Gureje et al., 
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2006, Jonas et al., 2003, Kessler et al., 1994, Merikangas et al., 2007, 2009, Pini et 
al., 2005, ten Have et al., 2002, Weissman et al., 1996) than in the World Mental 
Health Survey (Merikangas et al., 2011). As opposed to non-affective psychotic 
disorders, most recent studies have used fully structured interviews for diagnosing 
bipolar disorders (Ferrari et al., 2011). Studies using older versions of fully 
structured interviews have found LTPs of BPI twice as high as studies using other 
diagnostic instruments (Waraich et al., 2004), which may be due to false positive 
diagnoses produced by these interviews when compared with clinical diagnoses 
(Kessler et al., 1997, Regeer et al., 2004). Accordingly, comparably low LTP 0.34% 
for bipolar disorders was found in the recent Lundby study where multiple sources 
of lifetime information were used for diagnostic assessment (Bogren et al., 2009). In 
Ireland, LTP 0.26% was found (Scully et al., 2004). The most recent and advanced 
version of the CIDI, the WHO-CIDI 3.0, was used in the World Mental Health 
Survey. This instrument was found to be equally reliable at diagnosing bipolar 
disorders when compared with clinical interviews, such as the the Structured 
Clinical Interview for DSM (SCID) interview (Kessler et al., 2006, Merikangas et 
al., 2011). However, the reappraisal studies have been based on a small number of 
possible bipolar disorder cases, and evaluation of false negative cases is a major 
challenge. In addition to methodological issues hampering the interpretation of the 
results, the changes in diagnostic criteria (Angst et al., 2004, Regeer et al., 2004) 
may be one reason why many older studies have detected lower estimates for BPI 
(Angst et al., 1998, Lehtinen et al., 1990).  
 
Psychotic states of bipolar I disorder have rarely been reported separately, but they 
have been found to vary from 20% to around 70% of subjects with BPI (Suominen 
et al., 2009). Psychotic symptoms in mood disorders have been associated with 
poorer functioning, more severe symptomology, and a worse outcome and 
psychosocial functioning compared with mood disorders without psychotic 
symptoms (Canuso et al., 2008, Coryell et al., 2001, Goes et al., 2007, Keller et al., 
2007, Kempf et al., 2005, Matthews et al., 2009). In psychotic mood disorders 
delusions and hallucinations are the only symptoms included in the diagnostic 
criteria, while for example disorganized behaviour is not regarded psychotic (Hua et 
al., 2011). Men and women have similar prevalence of bipolar disorder (Grant et al., 
2005, Jonas et al., 2002, Merikangas et al., 2007, ten Have et al., 2002, Waraich et 
al., 2004), but the results are contradictory (Merikangas et al., 2011). There may be 
gender differences in clinical features and course of bipolar disorder (Suominen et 
al., 2009). In clinical cohorts, men have preponderance in BPI (Mantere et al., 2004) 
and bipolar disorder seems to be better recognized in men (Mantere et al., 2008, 
Viguera et al., 2001).  
 
MDD with psychotic features, like other characteristic specifiers of MDD, have 
rarely been included in general population studies of major depressive disorders. 
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The Lundby study found a lifetime prevalence of 0.28% for MDD with psychotic 
features (Bogren et al., 2009). In the Epidemiologic Catchment Area study, the 
lifetime prevalence was estimated at 0.6% (Johnson et al., 1991), and point 
prevalence estimate at 0.4% was found in a community survey conducted by 
telephone interview (Ohayon et al., 2002). Other studies have been conducted 
among psychiatric outpatients (Gaudiano et al., 2009) or in hospital samples 
(Coryell et al., 1984, Tohen et al., 2012) in which 5.3%-25% of patients with MDD 
have had delusions or hallucinations.   
 
Relatively little research has been conducted related to other psychotic conditions in 
community samples, particularly substance-induced psychotic disorders and 
psychotic disorders due to general medical conditions (Bogren et al., 2009).  

2.2.3 Occurrence of psychotic disorders in Finland  
In Finland there is a long tradition of epidemiological studies on the most severe 
mental disorders (Alanen, 1966, Kaila, 1942, 1966). Previous studies have found a 
considerably higher prevalence of schizophrenia in Finland than the median 
prevalence in the review by Saha et al. (2005). In the pioneer Finnish general 
population survey (Mini-Finland Survey, 1978-1980), the lifetime prevalence of any 
psychotic disorder was found to be 2.2% (schizophrenia 1.3%, affective psychoses 
0% and other psychoses 0.5%) in the age group of 30 years and over (Lehtinen et 
al., 1990). Register data and clinical examination were used for case ascertainment. 
Structured psychiatric interview (Present State Examination interview) and register 
information were used for diagnosing mental disorders. Case notes were included in 
the complicated cases (Lehtinen et al., 1991). In a more recent register-based study, 
the prevalence of schizophrenia, schizophreniform disorder and schizoaffective 
disorder together was 1.2% (Hovatta et al., 1997). In the Northern Finland 1966 
Birth Cohort study the cumulative incidence of psychoses has been estimated 
(Isohanni et al., 2001, Moilanen et al., 2010). By the age of 34, 111 of 
approximately 10 000 subjects had been diagnosed with schizophrenia, 26 with 
other non-affective psychoses and 19 with affective psychoses. The lifetime 
prevalence of psychotic disorders including the psychosis related to dementia, was 
2.9% in the UKKI (Uusikaupunki-Kemijärvi) study (Lehtinen et al., 1993).  
The prevalence and incidence of bipolar I disorder in previous Finnish studies has 
been low (Kieseppä et al., 2004, Räsänen et al., 1998, Sorvaniemi and Salokangas, 
2005, Veijola et al., 1996, Väisänen, 1975). The prevalence of affective psychoses in 
the Mini-Finland Survey was 0.4% (Lehtinen et al., 1991). Prevalence of psychotic 
depression has not been studied separately in Finland. In the Health 2000 Study, 
3.4% of those with major depression were estimated to have had a severe episode 
with psychotic features according to the CIDI interview (Pirkola et al., 2005).  
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Altogether, previous research suggests that the prevalence of schizophrenia is high 
and bipolar disorder is rare in Finland compared with several other countries. If 
these are true differences, it means that the future potential to identify risk and 
protective factors of these disorders could be exceptionally good in Finland. 
However, there has been debate on whether the observed prevalence differences are 
merely caused by diagnostic inaccuracy (Taiminen et al., 2001).  

2.2.4 Sociodemographic features in psychotic disorders  
Over-representation of psychotic disorders among lower socioeconomic groups is 
well established (Lehtinen et al., 1991, Isohanni et al., 2001, Miettunen et al., 2007, 
Morgan et al., 2012). The association of lower social class and psychoses has been 
an interest since the early 20th century (Faris and Dunham, 1939). Also in recent 
general population studies, non-affective psychotic disorders have been found to 
associate with low socioeconomic status: low education, low income levels, 
unemployment and being unmarried; never married, separated, widowed, or 
divorced (Kendler et al., 1996, Kessler et al., 2005, Miettunen et al., 2007, 
Honkonen et al., 2007). Many older studies of bipolar disorder have suggested that 
bipolar disorder is more common in upper socioeconomic classes (Winokur, 1969). 
However, recent epidemiological studies have found that bipolar disorder is 
associated with lower income and education, and with being divorced or 
unemployed (Grant et al., 2005, Jonas et al., 2003, Kessler et al., 1997, Merikangas 
et al., 2007). Even though bipolar disorder has been found to associate with personal 
low income levels (Grant et al., 2005, Merikangas et al., 2007) it may not be 
associated to family income (Merikangas et al., 2007). Overall, the socioeconomic 
difficulties seem to be less pronounced in affective psychoses compared with non-
affective group (Gureje et al., 2002, Waghorn et al., 2012). Presenting 
sociodemographic features of non-affective and other psychotic disorders from the 
same studies has been scarce.  
 
The question whether lower social class is a cause (causation hypothesis) of 
consequence (selection hypothesis) of psychotic disorders has not been resolved 
(March et al., 2008). Low social class could result from psychotic disorder by 
selection or drift, usually folded into a common category of selection. Selection is an 
intergenerational process by which individuals are selected into lower social 
positions before and during the prodromal phase of the disorder. Drift is an 
intragenerational process by which already affected persons occupy lower social 
positions (March et al., 2008). One Finnish study suggested association with higher, 
but not with lower social position of the parents in subjects with schizophrenia 
(Mäkikyrö et al., 1997).  
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Both current and chronic social deprivation act in cumulative way in increasing the 
risk of psychosis (Cantor-Graae, 2007, Morgan et al., 2008). The individuals 
experiencing several aspects of social deprivation, e.g. being unemployed, living 
alone, being single, having poor education or having no close friends are at 
particular risk (Morgan et al., 2008). This may apply for both non-affective and 
affective psychoses (Morgan et al., 2008), even though the associations with 
affective psychosis are less marked, and some studies have also found contradictory 
results (Jones et al., 1993).  
 
In most of the recent general population studies, populations have been selected 
from residential/household units. Persons living in institutions and homeless persons 
have not been included (Kendler et al., 1996). However, schizophrenia is well over-
represented in homeless compared with non-homeless subjects (Folsom and Jeste 
2002, Folsom et al., 2005, Foster et al., 2012, Teesson et al., 2004). In a systematic 
review the average prevalence of schizophrenia among the homeless was estimated 
at 11% (range 4%–16%, Folsom and Jeste, 2002). Even though institutionalization 
and homelessness are highly variable in different countries, also the prevalence, age, 
gender distribution and socioeconomic characteristics may have a larger than 
thought impact on the results (Ran et al., 2009).  

2.2.5 Geographic variation in psychotic disorders  
Geographic comparisons in the prevalence of schizophrenia have been of interest 
since the end of 19th century, with multiplied number of epidemiological studies 
since the 1950s. There is substantial variation in the incidence and prevalence of 
schizophrenia when considered worldwide (McGrath et al., 2004, 2008, Saha et al., 
2005), although the claim of evenly distributed incidence and lifetime throughout 
the world still persists in some literature (Mueser and McGurk, 2004, Hirschfeld, 
2001). In systematic reviews, the central 80% of the estimates of prevalence and 
incidence showed around 5-fold differences (McGrath et al., 2004, Saha et al., 
2005), while some older reviews have found up to 13-fold differences (Eaton, 1985, 
Goldner et al., 2002, Torrey, 1987) in the prevalence. In comparison, there are six- 
to nine-fold differences between countries in the prevalence of heart diseases, which 
is another disease entity with multifactorial aetiology (Thom et al., 1985). 
 
In addition to variation between countries, occurrence of schizophrenia varies within 
countries. Up to threefold differences in prevalence have been found between 
different parts of countries (Torrey and Bowler, 1990, Scully et al., 2004, Youssef et 
al., 1999). There are also population isolates with exceptionally low (Egeland and 
Hostetter, 1983, Chen et al., 1993, Nimgaonkar et al., 2000) and high prevalence of 
schizophrenia (Böök et al., 1978, DeLisi et al., 2001, Hovatta et al., 1997, Varilo 
and Peltonen, 2004).  
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Urban-rural differences in psychotic disorders  
Faris and Dunham showed already in the 1930s that rates of first hospital admission 
for schizophrenia were higher in the centre of the city than in the periphery (Faris 
and Dunham, 1939). Recently, urban-rural differences in schizophrenia have been 
actively studied (Krabbendam, 2005, Lederbogen et al., 2011, van Os, 2010, Vassos 
et al., 2012). It has been clearly shown that in many countries the risk of 
schizophrenia is about two times higher in persons born or raised in urban areas 
compared with rural areas (Harrison et al., 2003, Lewis et al., 1992, Marcelis et al., 
1998, Mortensen et al., 1999, Pedersen and Mortensen, 2001, Scully et al., 2004, 
Sundquist et al., 2004, Van Os et al., 2001, Vassos et al., 2012). Similar result have 
been found for other non-affective psychoses (Harrison et al., 2003, Kirkbride et al., 
2006, Laursen et al., 2007). A dose-response relation has been found in many 
studies: the higher the population density in the area, the higher the risk of 
schizophrenia (Van Os et al., 2001, Pedersen and Mortensen, 2001, March et al., 
2008). Residing in urban area around the onset of illness is also associated with 
higher risk for schizophrenia to some extent (Sundquist et al., 2004), but the urban 
place of birth (Marcelis et al., 1998) and being raised in urban areas (Pedersen and 
Mortensen, 2001) are even more relevant. The most significant associations of 
increased risk of schizophrenia related to urban environment have been found in 
large metropolitan areas among the western societies like Denmark, the Netherlands, 
Sweden, United Kingdom and USA (March et al., 2008, Kelly et al., 2010). 
Contrary to this, negative results have been found for example from Finland 
(Suvisaari et al., 1999), Italy (Thornicroft et al., 1993), China (Phillips et al., 2009) 
and Australia (Mcgrath et al., 2001). Although urban-rural differences in the 
occurrence of schizophrenia have been shown in incidence studies (McGrath et al., 
2004, Vassos et al., 2010) the association is not as clear in prevalence studies (Saha 
et al., 2005).   
 
It has been suggested that urban lifestyle itself does not increase the risk of 
psychotic disorders. Instead, it can be regarded as a proxy variable for factors that 
more directly contribute to risk for schizophrenia (Keshavan et al., 2011). These 
factors responsible for or mediating the risk are still unknown. Several aspects 
including both environmental and genetic factors have been hypothesized to be of 
importance. Family history of schizophrenia and other severe mental illness 
(Pedersen and Mortensen, 2001, Van Os et al., 2003, 2004) as well as different 
environmental risk factors affecting from prenatal stages of life (Freeman, 1994, 
Takei et al., al 1995, Cannon et al., 2001) have been studied. Toxic exposures, 
vitamin D deficiencey, nutrition, infections, stress, variety of sociocultural factors or 
artifacts of selective migration (Eaton et al., 2000, Freeman, 1994, Pedersen and 
Mortensen, 2006a,b, Selten et al., 2007) have been included among such factors. 
Obstetric complications or maternal education did not mediate the association 
between urban environment and psychosis in one study (Harrison et al., 2003).  
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Recent studies suggest that different area level determinants (Zammit et al., 2010) 
like social capital (Allardyce et al., 2005, Kirkbride el al., 2008) and social 
fragmentation (March et al., 2008) and deprivation are strongly linked to psychotic 
disorders within cities. Similar area related characteristics associate with admissions 
in schizophrenia also in rural areas (Losert et al., 2012). 
 
Prominent geographic or urban-rural variation differences do not exist in affective 
psychoses, especially in bipolar I disorder (Eaton et al., 2000, Kirkbride et al., 
2007a, Laursen et al., 2007, Lloyd et al., 2005, Marcelis et al., 1998, Mortensen et 
al., 2003, Laursen et al., 2007, Scully et al., 2004). However, in the recent World 
Mental Health Survey (Merikangas et al., 2011), the LPT of BPI varied from 0% to 
1.0% between different countries, while comparison with earlier studies is difficult 
due to differences in diagnostic methods and definitions (Waraich et al., 2004). 
Information on urban-rural differences in the occurrence of other psychotic disorders 
has been scarce.  
 
The classification of urbanization has varied across studies according to the study 
focus, for example higher population density can be linked to the higher risk for 
infections. However, the results have usually remained regardless of different 
definitions of the urban environment (Harrison et al., 2003). In Sweden and USA, in 
spite of a detected increased risk for schizophrenia and non-affective psychoses in 
urban areas compared with rural areas, the rates of non-affective psychoses have 
been highest in sparsely populated areas (Harrison et al., 2003, Torrey and Bowler, 
1997). Sparsely populated areas do not exist in many countries where urban-rural 
differences have been studied. 
 
One challenge in studying urban-rural differences is that these regions vary by 
natural, cultural and social characteristics even within Europe (Ballas et al., 2003). 
For example in the UK, people in rural areas have lower proportions of limiting 
long-term illnesses, have higher education and own their houses more often 
compared with people in the urban areas. The situation has been quite contradictory 
in Finland, where the rural parts of the country have been least developed (Palmgren 
et al., 1964, Vaarama et al., 2010). Thus, it is very likely that the risk attributable to 
“urban” environment varies significantly in different sociocultural settings. 
Consistently with this, possible mechanisms acting in different levels of the 
environmental structures and contributing to the risk of an individual have been 
studied (Zammit et al., 2010, March et al., 2008). Recent interest has particularly 
focused on social capital and social fragmentation (March et al., 2008).  

 
Social capital involves characteristics at the community level, such as 
connectedness, participation and positive support between individuals. Social capital 
can be regarded as a relational resource, which determines the quality of life, 
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including our well-being and good health (Shan et al., 2012). High level of social 
capital has been found to be inversely related to the incidence of psychoses even 
after adjusting for individual-level characteristics and neighbourhood deprivation 
(Kirkbride et al., 2007b, Lofors and Sundquist, 2007). Social fragmentation involves 
disorganization and instability among communities, characterized by social isolation 
and poor communication among the inhabitants (Faris and Dunham, 1939, Brown, 
2011). Social fragmentation is associated with urban life, particularly in inner cities, 
and it has been associated with an increased risk for schizophrenia (Allardyce et al., 
2005). In a Swedish multilevel study (Zammit et al., 2010) almost all of the variance 
in the risk for non-affective psychosis was explained by individual-level variation 
rather than by variation in schools or neighbourhood. The association between 
urbanicity and psychosis seemed to be a reflection of increased social fragmentation 
present within cities. The findings suggest that certain characteristics that define 
individuals as being different from most other people in their local environment may 
increase the risk for psychosis (March et al., 2008, Zammit et al., 2010).  
 
Geographic variation of psychotic disorders in Finland 
In Finland, regional variation in the prevalence of schizophrenia has been different 
from many other countries; for decades it has been more common in rural areas and 
showed marked regional variation (Hovatta et al., 1997, Lehtinen et al.,, 1990, 
Korkeila et al., 1998, Salokangas et al., 1987, Suominen et al., 1975, Suvisaari et al., 
1999). In the Mini Finland general population survey conducted in 1978-1980 
(Lehtinen et al., 1990), schizophrenia was found to be most frequent in the West, the 
East and the North and least frequent in south-western and southern Finland. The 
lifetime prevalence of primary psychotic disorders in the SouthWest, the South, the 
West, the East and the North were 1.8%, 1.8%, 2.4%, 3.1% and 3.0%, respectively. 
A register-based study (Hovatta et al., 1997) found even larger regional differences 
in the prevalences. One recent study found some evidence that urban birth may be 
emerging as a risk factor in Finland in those born after the year 1960. However, the 
size of the studied age group was small and they were followed only until the age of 
26 (Haukka et al., 2001).  
 
Finland has been different from many other Europian countries in the social and 
economic structure (Haukka et al., 2001). The least developed areas in Finland have 
been rural (Palmgren et al., 1964). Urbanization occurred in Finland much later than 
in many other European countries (Korkiasaari and Söderling, 2003) and the change 
was exceptionally rapid. At the same time, after World War II, fast change in 
economic structure occurred. The high incidence and prevalence of psychotic 
disorders in rural areas has been suggested to be caused both by isolated, genetically 
homogeneous sub-populations in which genes predisposing to schizophrenia have 
been enriched (Hovatta et al., 1997) and clustering of environmental risk factors 
predisposing to psychotic disorders in these areas (Haukka et al., 2001).   
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2.3 Alcohol-induced psychotic disorders 
Alcohol-induced psychotic disorders belong to the substance-induced psychotic 
disorders. Substance-induced psychotic disorders are an important group of 
psychotic disorders, but they are rarely included in epidemiological studies (Bogren 
et al., 2009, Kirkbride et al., 2006). Recent studies on substance-induced psychotic 
disorders have generally focused on psychoses induced by illicit drug use (Caton et 
al., 2005, Drake et al., 2011). However, alcohol has a central role in substance use 
disorders (Somers et al., 2004), as it is the most commonly used substance among 
persons with substance-induced psychotic disorder (Caton et al., 2005). Alcohol use 
disorders (AUDs) are common in all developed countries (WHO, 2004, 2011). 
Alcohol consumption is the world’s third largest risk factor for disease and disability 
(Mannelli and Pae, 2007, Room et al., 2005). It is a causal factor in 60 types of 
diseases and injuries and a component cause in 200 others. Almost 4% of all deaths 
worldwide are attributed to alcohol (WHO, 2011). 
 
In general population surveys, the lifetime prevalence for DSM-IV alcohol 
dependence has been around 5%-14% (Bijl et al., 1998, Hasin et al., 2007, Kessler et 
al., 1994, 2005, Pirkola et al., 2006) and lifetime prevalence of all alcohol use 
disorders up to 30.3% (Hasin et al., 2007). AUDs are more prevalent in men than 
women (Pirkola et al., 2005, Rehm et al., 2009). These disorders are associated with 
young age, being unmarried, low education, unemployment and low income (Hasin 
et al., 2007, Jacobi et al., 2004, Kessler et al., 2005, Pirkola et al., 2005). 
Comorbidity with other substance use disorders and with mood, anxiety and 
personality disorders is common (Hasin et al., 2007, Pirkola et al., 2005). Mean age 
of onset of alcohol dependence is about 22 years (Pirkola et al., 2006). Only a 
quarter of the subjects with alcohol dependence have sought help for these 
conditions, with higher proportions in women than in men (Hasin et al., 2007, 
Pirkola et al., 2006).   
 
In Finland, the use of alcohol has tripled during the last three decades (THL, 2012, 
WHO, 2011). Also, the number of subjects with alcohol-induced psychoses tends to 
increase when the use of alcohol increases in the population (Cohen and Johnson, 
1988). In Finland, the LTP of alcohol dependence is 7.9% (Pirkola et al., 2006) for 
those aged 30 years and over and 5.6% for young adults (Latvala et al., 2009). 
Alcohol use disorders are also the most common substance-related disorders in 
Finland (Aalto-Setälä et al., 2001, Latvala et al., 2009). Substance use in Finland has 
been characterized by high level of drinking to intoxication and fairly low level of 
use of substances other than alcohol (Mäkelä et al., 2012, WHO, 2011).  
 
In general population studies, subjects with alcohol dependence have had an almost 
twofold risk for psychotic symptoms compared with those without dependence 
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independently of many other risk factors, including drug dependence (Degenhardt et 
al., 2001, Johns et al., 2004). There is no consensus about the possible aetiological 
role of alcohol in schizophrenia (Mueser et al., 1998, Glass, 1989a, Soyka, 1990,). 
 
Psychotic symptoms can occur in several clinical conditions related to alcohol: 
intoxication, withdrawal, alcohol-induced psychotic disorder or delirium, Wernicke-
Korsakoff syndrome and alcohol-induced persisting dementia (Greenberg and Lee, 
2001). Alcohol-induced psychotic disorder is usually preceded by heavy and long-
lasting alcohol consumption (Achte et al., 1969, Glass, 1989a, Lehtonen, 1996) 
indicating an alcohol use disorder. AUDs comprise alcohol dependence and alcohol 
abuse in the DSM-IV and of dependence or harmful use in the ICD-10. Alcohol 
dependence is not a necessary feature for diagnosing alcohol-induced psychotic 
disorder, but usually at least diagnosis of alcohol abuse can be assigned to an 
affected person (American Psychiatric Association, 2000). 
 
In DSM-IV, alcohol-induced psychotic disorders are characterized by an acute onset 
of hallucinations and/or delusions that occur either during or after a period of heavy 
alcohol consumption. Psychotic symptoms should be in excess of those usually 
associated with intoxication or withdrawal syndrome with perceptual disturbances, 
and symptoms should not persist more than a month during a substance free period. 
Alcohol withdrawal with perceptual disturbances is diagnosed instead of alcohol-
induced psychotic disorder if hallucinations occur with intact reality testing, which 
criterion has been criticized (Mathias et al., 2008). Alcohol-induced delirium is a 
disturbance of consciousness which may also present with psychotic symptoms as 
associated features (American Psychiatric Association, 2000).  

2.3.1 Epidemiology of alcohol-induced psychotic disorders 
Epidemiological studies on the prevalence of alcohol-induced psychotic disorder 
and delirium are scarce (Mattisson et al., 2011). Previous information on alcohol-
induced psychotic disorder and delirium is based on hospital samples, such as first-
episode psychotic patients in mental hospitals or on patients in alcohol treatment 
units (Achte et al., 1969, Lehtonen, 1996, Schuckit et al., 1995, Soyka, 2008a,b 
Tjuang et al., 1994, Victor and Adams, 1953). The annual prevalences of alcohol-
induced psychotic disorders (Soyka, 2008a) and alcohol-induced delirium (Soyka, 
2008b) have been 0.6%–0.7% and 4.9%–7.4%, respectively, in patients with alcohol 
dependence who were treated in psychiatric hospitals in Germany. In other clinical 
studies from substance abuse services, it has been estimated that 2%–7% of patients 
with alcohol dependence have had alcohol-induced psychotic disorders with 
hallucinations (Tsuang et al., 1994, Victor and Adams, 1953), 5%–11% have had 
delirium tremens (Eyer et al., 2011, Glass, 1989b, Greenberg and Lee, 2001, 
Hemmingsen et al., 1979, Schuckit et al., 1993, 1995) and one quarter have 
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experienced psychotic symptoms in their lifetime (Tsuang et al., 1994). Delirium is 
a life threatening condition which should be intensively treated. The mortality has 
been up to 15% in older studies (Mayo-Smith et al., 2004). Alcohol-induced 
psychotic disorder is acutely a milder form of alcohol withdrawal compared with 
delirium, but it is also related with increased long-term mortality (Glass, 1989b, 
Lehtonen, 1996).  

 
In first-episode psychosis studies, 5%-8.4% of the patients have had a substance-
related psychosis (Cantwell et al., 1999, Kirkbride et al., 2006, Singh et al., 2004), 
and 1.3% pure alcohol-related psychoses (Singh et al., 2004). Of the first-episode 
patients with substance induced psychotic disorder, 15% to 17 % have had an 
alcohol-related psychotic disorder (Caton et al., 2005, Singh et al., 2004), and 
further 40% have used two or more substances, with alcohol commonly being 
involved (Caton et al., 2005).  
 
In clinical samples of patients with alcohol dependence, those with alcohol-induced 
psychosis have had more severe dependence, earlier onset age of alcohol problems, 
higher consumption of alcohol per occasion, more alcohol-related life problems, and 
more drug use than those without psychosis (Achte et al., 1969, Lehtonen 1996, 
Tsuang et al., 1994). Subjects with delirium tremens are more likely to be male, 
older, less educated and separated/widowed (Schuckit et al., 1995). Also binge 
drinking, several earlier withdrawal episodes, use of illicit sedative-hypnotics, and a 
greater number of medical problems and psychiatric symptoms have been associated 
with a history of psychoses and delirium (Schuckit et al., 1995). Moderate or severe 
brain injury may increase the risk of delayed psychotic disorders (Achte et al., 1969, 
Hesdorffer et al., 2009, Koponen et al., 2002). 
 
The validity of substance-induced psychotic disorders has been challenged by the 
finding that half of the subjects with cannabis-induced psychosis later develop 
schizophrenia spectrum disorder (Arendt et al., 2005). Familial predisposition to 
psychiatric disorders and psychotic disorders contribute equally to the risk of 
developing schizophrenia or cannabis-induced psychosis (Arendt et al., 2008), but it 
has no effect on the later risk of schizophrenia spectrum disorder after developed 
cannabis-induced psychosis. Familial loading of schizophrenia is associated with 
developing psychosis also among methamphetamine users (Chen et al., 2005). 
 
Alcohol use disorders are associated with increased mortality (Hiroeh et al., 2001, 
Markkula et al., 2012, Poikolainen et al., 2011, WHO, 2011). Alcohol-related 
psychotic disorder (Moos et al., 1994) and delirium tremens among alcohol use 
disorder patients admitted to psychiatric treatment (Lewis et al., 1995) have been 
associated with high mortality compared with other subjects with alcohol or 
substance use disorders at follow-up. This is supported by recent findings in a 
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general population sample (Mattisson et al., 2011). Mortality associated with 
delirium has been found to be especially high in older studies, while the outcome of 
alcohol-induced psychosis has been found to be better (Lindelius et al., 1974, 
Lindelius and Salum 1972). In a Finnish study, 44% mortality was found for both 
groups during a 10 to 15 year follow-up (Lehtonen, 1996). 
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3 Aims of the Study  

The main objective of this study is to report the lifetime prevalences of 
specific/different psychotic disorders according to DSM-IV in the adult population 
of Finland. In addition, the purpose is to examine sociodemographic features and 
geographic variation in psychotic disorders in the general population and study 
clinical features of some psychotic disorders in more detail. 
  
The specific aims of this study are: 
• to obtain estimates of lifetime prevalence of all specific DSM-IV psychotic 

disorders in the general population by using multiple sources of information and 
to compare different screening methods for detecting psychotic disorders in 
general population studies (Study I). 
 

• to explore sociodemographic correlates and geographic variation of psychotic 
disorders in the Finnish adult population. Geographic variation is investigated 
both in terms of urban-rural differences and large area variation according to 
place of birth and place of residence (Study II). 

 

• to study epidemiology, clinical features, morbidity and mortality of alcohol-
induced psychotic disorder and delirium in more detail (Study III).   
 

• to provide epidemiological and clinical data (age at onset, symptoms, outcome 
and treatment) on delusional disorder and schizophrenia subtypes and to 
investigate the descriptive and predictive validity of delusional disorder and 
different subtypes of schizophrenia in the DSM-IV (Study IV).  
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4 Methods 

4.1 The Study design and subjects  

4.1.1 Health 2000 Survey 
This study forms part of the Health 2000 Survey, a national health examination 
survey (Aromaa and Koskinen, 2004). The main aim of the Health 2000 Survey was 
to provide an up-to-date comprehensive picture of health and functional ability of 
working age adults aged 30 years or over in the Finnish population. The major 
responsibility for project planning and implementation was carried out by the 
National Public Health Institute (KTL; since January 1st 2009 the National Institute 
for Health and Welfare, THL). Other agencies involved were the Finnish Centre for 
Pensions, the Social Insurance Institution of Finland, the Local Government 
Pensions Institution, the National Research and Development Centre for Welfare 
and Health, the Finnish Dental Association and the Finnish Dental Society, Statistics 
Finland, the Finnish Institute of Occupational Health, the Finnish Work 
Environment Fund, the UKK Institute for Health Promotion Research and the 
Occupational Safety and Health Fund of the State sector (Heistaro, 2008).  
 
The Health 2000 Survey population 
The Health 2000 Survey was based on a nationally representative two-stage 
stratified cluster sample of 8028 persons. The sampling design was developed by 
Statistics Finland’s experts and the research team in the National Public Health 
Institute (Heistaro, 2008). The sampling frame comprised adults aged 30 years and 
over living in mainland Finland and was regionally stratified according to the five 
university hospital regions. From each of them, 16 health care districts were sampled 
as clusters (altogether 80 health care districts in the whole country, including 160 
municipalities). The 15 largest towns in the country were all selected in the sample 
and the remaining 65 areas were selected by systematic probability proportional to 
population size PPS sampling in each stratum. These 80 areas were the primary 
sampling units. The ultimate sampling units, i.e. target persons, were selected by 
systematic sampling from the areas. No exclusion criteria were used in the sampling, 
e.g. institutionalized and homeless persons were included. Subjects 80 years of age 
or over were oversampled (2:1) in relation to their proportion in the population 
within the clusters to ensure adequate coverage of the oldest participants. (Heistaro, 
2008)  
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The field work was carried out between September 2000 and June 2001, and 
consisted of:  
• an interview at home (duration: 70-90 minutes). 
• a health examination in the local health care centre (duration: 3-4 hours). 
• a condensed interview and a health examination at home (or institution) for those 

unable to attend in the health care centre. 
• a telephone interview or a mail questionnaire for remaining subjects. 
 
Altogether, a total of 7419 subjects (93% of the 7977 subjects who were alive on the 
day they were contacted for the first phase of the survey) attended at least one study 
phase (Aromaa and Koskinen, 2004). Register information was also gathered on the 
whole sample both to complement baseline information and for follow-up purposes. 
Details of the sampling design and selection processes, as well as data collection for 
the Health 2000 Survey are described elsewhere (Aromaa and Koskinen, 2004, 
Heistaro, 2008, Laiho and Nieminen, 2004).  
 
Assessment of mental disorders in the Health 2000 Survey 
In the health examination, the physician assessed whether the subject had a definite 
or probable psychotic disorder. Mental disorders were also assessed in several other 
questionnaires and primarily by the Finnish translation of the Munich version of the 
Composite International Diagnostic Interview M-CIDI (Wittchen et al., 1998). The 
M-CIDI is a computerized, fully structured interview. The Finnish version covered 
12-month diagnoses of mood, anxiety, psychotic and substance use disorders, as 
well as lifetime diagnoses of alcohol and other substance dependence (Pirkola et al., 
2005). However, diagnoses of psychoses and bipolar disorder obtained using the 
CIDI have a poor level of agreement with clinical diagnoses, i.e. poor validity 
(Kendler el al 1996, Kessler et al., 2005, Regeer et al., 2004). Therefore, a second 
phase study called Psychoses in Finland PIF was conducted. The ethics committees 
of the National Public Health Institute and the Hospital District of Helsinki and 
Uusimaa approved the Health 2000 Survey (407/E3/2000) and the PIF reassessment 
(644/E3/2001). Participants provided written informed consent.  

4.1.2 The Psychoses in Finland Study 
The design of the PIF Survey is briefly introduced in Figure 1. First, the Health 2000 
sample was screened for possible psychotic disorders, and second a detailed face-to- 
face interview using the Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-IV, SCID-I (First et 
al., 2001) was conducted to those with a suspected psychotic disorder and to a 
random sample of controls. In addition to the interview, case notes from lifetime 
treatments for psychiatric problems were collected and also for those who did not 
participate in the interview. The final best-estimate diagnoses were based on 
systematic evaluation of the interview and the case note data.   
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Figure 1. Design of the Psychoses in Finland Study.                               
Abbreviations: PIF, Psychoses in Finland; SCID-I, Structured Clinical 
Interview for DSM-IV. 

4.1.3 Screening of psychotic disorders 
Individuals were selected for the re-interview using a psychosis screen (PIF screen) 
specifically designed for this survey (Figure 2). Psychosis screen consisted of 
several screens constructed from elements of the Health 2000 health examination, 
including the CIDI interview and register data. If any individual screen (A-C below) 
was positive, the person was invited for the re-interview.  

Health 2000 Survey 
Two-stage cluster sample of 8028 persons  

Population selected by the PIF screen 
N=746 

SCID-I interview 
N=444 

Final best-estimate diagnoses 
N= 692 

Contacted,  not interviewed  N=270 
(died N=46, declined N= 123,  

poor health  N=46, language problems N=7,  
not reached N=48) 

 
Declined in the Health 2000 , not contacted 

N=32 
 

Case notes N=248 No case notes found N=22 

Case notes were collected if  
mental health care contact was found  

N=248 
No case notes N=196  
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Figure 2. Number of Persons Selected by Specific Parts of the Psychosis Screen. 
One Person May be Selected by Several Screens.                   
Abbreviations: CIDI, Composite International Diagnostic Interview;  PIF, 
Psychoses in Finland.  

A. HEALTH 2000 –interview or the health examination: 
(1) Self-reported psychotic disorder: Subject reported having been diagnosed with a 
psychotic disorder in the mental health treatment questions of the home interview, 
telephone interview or mail questionnaire (N=77). 
(2) Psychotic disorder assessed by physician: Possible or definite psychotic disorder 
as assessed by the physician who conducted the health examination (possible N=17, 
definite N=28). 

 
B. CIDI INTERVIEW:  
In all sections of CIDI, subjects who reported that their symptoms had been caused 
by injury, physical illness, medication or substance abuse were also included. 
(1) Section F screen for bipolar I disorder: A lifetime episode of elevated and/or 
irritable mood lasting at least four days was reported by 360 subjects. After this, 
there are 12 questions about manic symptoms in the CIDI. These questions cover the 
seven DSM-IV manic symptoms, but some symptoms are asked with two or three 
separate questions. If the subject answered yes to any three of these 12 CIDI 
questions, the mania screen was positive. Additionally, the index symptoms were 
not required to occur at the same time as the elevated/irritable mood in this study 
(N=124). 
(2) Section G screen for lifetime positive psychotic symptoms: The symptom 
questions in the CIDI G section are presented in the Supplement 1. If any of these 
symptoms were scored positive (N=689), several questions concerning their clinical 
relevance, i.e. whether the symptom had interfered with normal life or whether the 

Popula'on	  selected	  by	  the	  PIF	  screen	  
N=746	  

Health	  2000	  Survey	  
8028	  persons	  	  

Baseline	  study	  	  
N=453	  

Medica7on	  
	  Reimbursement	  

	  Register	  	  
N=180	  

Na7onal	  Hospital	  	  
Discharge	  Register	  	  

N=238	  

Pension	  	  
Register	  	  
N=211	  

Prescrip7on	  	  
Register	  	  
N=36	  

Self-‐reported	  
psychosis	  
N=77	  

Psychosis	  
assessed	  by	  	  
physician	  
N=45	  

CIDI	  
interview	  
N=404	  

Na'onal	  Registers	  
N=419	  
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person had talked about it with a health care professional, was asked. All subjects 
with any clinically relevant positive psychotic-like symptoms were considered 
screen-positives. In addition, all subjects reporting three or more psychotic-like 
symptoms regardless of clinical relevance were included (N=238).  
(3) Section P screen for formal thought disorder, negative and catatonic symptoms: 
In the section P, the interviewer assessed the presence of symptoms of positive 
formal thought disorder, negative symptoms, behaviour suggesting that the person 
had either hallucinations or catatonic symptoms. The screen for these symptoms 
consisted of having any of these symptoms except for slowed speech, which was too 
common to be used as a screen (N=93). 
(4) Remarks section of the CIDI interview, and the screen for odd behaviour: The 
interviewer noted remarks concerning the individual and the interview. If the subject 
was not selected by any of the other screens, but these remarks were indicative of 
psychotic disorder, the individual was selected for the re-interview (N=4). 

 
C. REGISTERS: 
(1) National Hospital Discharge Register: Hospital treatment  with a diagnosis of 
any psychotic or bipolar disorder according to the National Hospital Discharge 
Register between 1969 and 2002 (N=238).  
(2) Free Medication Register: Free medication for "Severe psychotic and other 
severe mental disorders" according to the Free Medication Register of the Finnish 
Social Insurance Institution (N=211). 
(3) Pension Register: Disability pension (permanent or temporary) because of any 
psychotic disorder, bipolar disorder or major depressive disorder according to the 
Pension Register of the Finnish Centre for Pensions (N=180). 
(4) The Finnish National Prescription Register: For screening bipolar I disorder the 
Finnish National Prescription Register of the National Insurance Institution was 
additionally used. All subjects not selected by any other screen who had used 
lithium, carbamazepine, oxcarbazepine, valproic acid, lamotrigine, gabapentin or 
topiramate between 1996-2002 without a self-reported or register diagnosis of 
epilepsy or any neurological or other somatic disorder which would account for the 
medication, were identified and selected for the re-interview (N=36).  
 
Registers 
The Finnish National Hospital Discharge Register has been computerized since 1968 
and covers all public and private hospitals, inpatient wards of local health centres, 
military wards and prison hospitals. The Hospital Discharge Register contains 
personal identification numbers, hospital identification codes, admission and 
discharge dates for each inpatient and daypatient stay, primary diagnosis and up to 
three subsidiary diagnoses. The discharge diagnoses are made by the attending 
physician. The accuracy of the data in the Finnish National Hospital Discharge 
Register has been found to be excellent (Keskimäki and Aro, 1991, Pajunen et al., 
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2005). The reliability of schizophrenia and schizophrenia spectrum disorders in the 
Finnish National Hospital Discharge Register has been assessed in several studies, 
and it has been found to be generally good (Arajärvi et al., 2005, Isohanni et al., 
1997, Kampman et al., 2004, Mäkikyrö et al., 1998, Moilanen et al., 2003, 
Pihlajamaa et al., 2008, Taiminen et al., 2001). This means that when clinicians do 
diagnose schizophrenia, it is usually congruent with the research diagnoses. 
However, clinicians tend to underdiagnose schizophrenia (Isohanni et al., 1997) and 
up to 50% of cases with a research diagnosis of schizophrenia have a register 
diagnosis of other psychotic disorder (Isohanni et al., 1997, Moilanen et al., 2003). 
Validity of the Finnish register diagnoses of schizophrenia have improved after 1982 
when the Finnish translation of the DSM-III was published (Pihlajamaa et al., 2008). 
 
Bipolar I disorder is underdiagnosed in clinical practice, too (Mantere et al., 2008). 
The existing diagnoses in the Finnish National Hospital Discharge Register had 92% 
accuracy for both diagnoses of bipolar I disorder and the manic type of 
schizoaffective disorder compared with research diagnoses (Kieseppä et al., 2000). 
In a first-episode sample, the agreement of clinician and research diagnoses was 
lower, kappa value being of 0.64 for bipolar I disorder, and 0.49 for psychotic 
depression (Taiminen et al., 2001). Subjects, who have had both bipolar I disorder 
and schizophrenia diagnoses in the register have been found to be a heterogeneous 
group (Laursen et al., 2005, Munk-Jörgensen, 1992). Of subjects with both 
diagnoses in the register, 43% received schizophrenia or schizoaffective disorder 
diagnosis according to DSM-IV criteria (Pihlajamaa et al., 2008). Validity of other 
psychosis diagnoses in the hospital discharge register has not been studied as 
intensively.  
 
The Pension register includes beginning and ending dates and the primary diagnoses 
for all permanent or disability pensions. The Free Medicine Register includes the 
diagnoses of persons entitled to free outpatient medication and the beginning dates. 
All persons residing permanently in Finland are entitled to medication 
reimbursement. Medications for severe and long-term diseases, including all 
psychotic and bipolar I disorders are fully reimbursed. The information in the 
Pension and Free Medicine Registers should be accurate as payments of the benefits 
are based on the registers.  
 
The Finnish National Prescription Register covers all pharmacies in Finland and 
records all reimbursed purchases of drugs in Finland for which the Social Insurance 
Institution has paid any reimbursement. The reimbursement system covers all 
permanent residents in the country. At the time of the study, reimbursement used to 
be paid in Finland only if the total purchase price exceeded a certain sum (8.41 
Euros in 2002) and thus low price medicines, like some older, generic medicines 
were not registered. Register contains information for example of the date of 
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purchase, the classification of medicines according to the Anatomic Therapeutic 
Chemical (ATC) classification system (WHO, 1994) and the dose of medicine stated 
as the international standard daily defined dose (DDD). The agreement between self-
reported medication and medication data obtained from the prescription register has 
been found to be generally good (Haukka et al., 2007, Haapea et al., 2010), the 
agreement being best for lithium (Cohen’s kappa 0.96) and antipsychotics (Cohen’s 
kappa 0.77-0.87), and good also for other mood stabilizers (Cohen’s kappa 0.84-
0.74) (Haukka et al., 2007, Haapea et al., 2010).   
 
Information on psychotic disorders was obtained from each register from 1969 up to 
December 2002, except from The Finnish National Prescription Register from 1st 
January 1996 to December 2002. The National Hospital Discharge Register records 
all five digits of diagnostic codes, allowing accurate identification of subjects with a 
diagnosis of psychotic disorder. In contrast, the Pension and the Free Medication 
registers recorded earlier only the first three digits, which means that MDD with and 
without psychotic disorders cannot be separated. It was decided to invite all subjects 
with a diagnosis of MDD from these two registers to ensure that all affective 
psychoses in these registers would be covered.  
 
The diagnoses in the registers were coded according to the ICD-8 before the year 
1987, from then until 1995, according to the ICD-9 using DSM-III-R criteria 
(Kuoppasalmi et al., 1989) and according to the ICD-10 since 1996. The five digits 
of the diagnostic codes in the National Hospital Discharge Register were included as 
presented in Table 3. 

 
Subjects selected only by the Hospital Discharge Register screening were contacted 
through the person responsible for the treatment and the case notes were sought with 
the approval of Finnish Ministry of Social Affairs and Health, excluding the subjects 
who had actively declined to participate in the Health 2000 Survey. Subjects 
selected only by other registers were contacted through the institutions in question. 
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Table 3.  The Diagnostic Codes Included from the National Hospital Discharge 
Register in Screening Psychotic Disorders 

Diagnosis Diagnostic classification Years Codes

Schizophrenia ICD-10 1996-2002 F20
ICD-8 and ICD-9 1969-1995 295.0-295.3, 295.5,

295.6, 295.8, 295.9

Schizoaffective disorder ICD-10 1996-2002 F25
ICD-8 and ICD-9 1969-1995 295.7

Other non-affective ICD-10 1996-2002 F22, F23, F24, 
psychotic disorders F28, F29

ICD-8 and ICD-9 1969-1995 295.4, 297, 298, 299

Bipolar disorder or ICD-10 1996-2002 F30, F31
manic episode ICD-9 1987-1995 2962-2967

ICD-8 1969-1987 2961, 2963

Major depressive disorder ICD-10 1996-2002 F32.3, F33.3
with psychotic features ICD-9 1987-1995 2961E

Psychotic disorder due to ICD-10 1996-2002 F03.X1, F03.X2, F05,
to a general medical F06.0, F06.1, F06.2, F06.31
condition ICD-9 1987-1995 293, 294

ICD-8 1969-1987 292-294 (except 294.3)

Substance-induced ICD-10 1996-2002 F1X.4, F1X.5, F1X.7
psychotic disorders ICD-9 1987-1995 291.0, 291.3, 291.8, 

292.1, 292.8
ICD-8 1969-1987 291.0, 291.2, 291.3, 

291.9, 294.3

 

4.1.4 Mental health assessment 
The screen-positive subjects were invited to a re-interview which were conducted 
between the years 2002 and 2004 (Figure 1). Before the interview, all subjects 
signed informed consent after a detailed description of the study. The study protocol 
always began with a neuropsychological assessment. Thereafter, the same 
interviewer conducted the interview. After the interview, the subjects filled a 
questionnaire containing several scales (Table 4)  
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Table 4.  The Mental Health Interview in the PIF study.  

 
Neuropsychological tests: 
Verbal learning strategies and declarative memory functions CVLT  
(Delis et al., 1987). 
Verbal and visual working memory (WMS-Span Tasks backward)  
(Wechsler, 1987). 
Mental tracking (WAIS-Digit Symbol) (Wechsler, 1981). 
Executive function (Trails B) (Reitan, 1993). 
Attention (WMS-Span Tasks forward; Trails A) (Wechsler, 1987, Reitan, 1993). 
Primary capacity (WAIS-Vocabulary) (Wechsler, 1981). 
  
Interview: 
Information on social and occupational background, and treatment received for 
mental health problems. 
SCID–I interview (First et al., 2001).  
Questions assessing the lifetime occurrence of suicidal ideation and behaviour. 
Questions assessing the family history of mental disorders. 
Global Assessment of Functioning GAF and Social and Occupational Functioning 
Assessment Scale SOFAS 
  
Questionnaire: 
Health-related quality of life RAND-36 (Hays & Morales 2001),  
Chapman Scales for Psychosis Proneness  
(Chapman et al., 1976, 1978, Eckblad & Chapman, 1983, Eckblad et al., 1983).  
Questions concerning social relationships and childhood experiences 
Questions on seasonal variation of symptoms 
  
Blood samples: 
Three 10 ml tubes blood were drawn for genetic analyses 
 

 

Experienced research nurses conducted the neuropsychological tests and the SCID-I 
interviews. The staff had prior experience of clinical work and they had previously 
been working in Finnish large scale genetic studies on schizophrenia and bipolar 
disorder (Ekelund et al., 2001, Paunio et al., 2001, Soronen et al., 2008, Tuulio-
Henriksson et al., 2002) and had also been conducting interviews using SCID and 
administering neuropsychological tests full-time since 1998. All research staff 
participated in a one-month training period in March 2002 and they rated interviews 
simultaneously to ensure the inter-rater reliability. All SCID interviews were 
reviewed with a clinical supervisor (Jukka Hintikka, Jaana Suvisaari, Timo 
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Partonen, and Tuula Kieseppä), and final ratings and diagnoses were based on 
consensus between the interviewer and the clinical supervisor.  

4.1.5 The final diagnostic assessment 
For the final diagnostic assessment, all case notes from hospital and outpatient 
treatments for mental health problems were collected with the approval of the 
Finnish Ministry of Social Affairs and Health. Case notes were collected for both 
those who did and did not participate in the SCID-I interview. Case notes were 
collected first using information from the Hospital Discharge Register and self- 
reports of mental health care contacts from the interview. When case notes revealed 
other contacts, notes from these contacts were systematically collected, too. For 
those who did not participate in the interview and had no register diagnoses, case 
notes from primary care centres were collected and further records of treatment for 
mental health problems were collected based on this information. Case notes of 
subjects who did not report any mental health problems or health care contacts in the 
interview, and had no register information on mental health treatments were not 
collected. Case records of those who had declined from the Health 2000 baseline 
study were neither collected.  
 
The final best-estimate diagnoses were made using the DSM-IV-TR criteria 
(American Psychiatric Association, 2000) by three clinicians Jaana Suvisaari, Jonna 
Perälä and Samuli Saarni. Diagnostic evaluation was based on all available, 
systematically evaluated longitudinal information from the subject and/or data 
provided by other professionals, e.g. the interview and/or case records. Definite 
evidence of psychotic symptoms was required for diagnosing a psychotic disorder. 
All symptoms at any phase of the illness were taken into account in diagnosing the 
entire episodes of illness.   

 
The final diagnostic assessment was made for 692 study subjects and 140 controls. 
The first 20 cases were assessed together to ensure the consistency in ratings 
between rates. Thereafter, the reliability of diagnoses was tested by selecting 136 
cases. These cases were selected mainly among study subjects with a diagnosis of 
any psychotic disorder or bipolar disorder according to the National Hospital 
Discharge Register (screening information) or according to the SCID interview. 
Selected cases were first rated separately by all three raters. In case of disagreement, 
a consensus diagnosis was made together. All problematic cases were reviewed 
together in meetings and consensus diagnoses were made for them together. The 
“probable” category was not used. If there was any uncertainty whether the 
symptoms were definitely psychotic or not, the axis I diagnosis was deferred. If the 
diagnostician was confident about the presence of psychosis, but there was not 
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enough information to assign a specific DSM-IV psychotic diagnosis, psychotic 
disorder NOS was diagnosed. 

 
Cases with possible substance-induced psychotic disorders were also reviewed by 
Adjunct Professor Kimmo Kuoppasalmi, who is an expert in this area. In cases of 
disagreement, the final diagnosis was based on his review. It was not always 
possible to evaluate the diagnostic criteria whether the person had insight on 
psychotic symptoms being substance-induced or not. Therefore, if the person had 
specifically sought help for psychotic symptoms related to substance or alcohol use, 
the criteria that symptoms were in excess of the expected effects of intoxication and 
withdrawal was judged to be met. If a subject had had a definite secondary 
psychosis separately from primary psychotic disorder, e.g. substance induced 
psychosis prior to emerging “functional psychosis” or a psychotic disorder due to 
GMC after clear remission from functional psychosis, both lifetime diagnoses were 
assessed.  

 
In some cases there was not enough information to assess the exact relationship 
between affective and psychotic symptoms and to differentiate whether bipolar I 
disorder with psychotic symptoms or schizoaffective disorder was the accurate 
diagnosis. For those cases both bipolar disorder NOS and psychotic disorder NOS 
was diagnosed. In difficult cases of possible bipolar disorder, Professor Erkki 
Isometsä was consulted. 
 
Of all screen-positive subjects included in the final diagnostic assessment, 35.8% 
(248/692) had a lifetime diagnosis of a psychotic disorder. Diagnosis was deferred 
for 18 subjects, 8 of them having had psychotic symptoms. One hundred and forty-
three did not receive any diagnosis: one of them had a coding error in Hospital 
Discharge Register, 18 were selected by the Prescription Register for using 
anticonvulsants, but they used the medication for somatic disease. Twenty-three 
persons came from the Free Medication Register or the Pension Register with a 
diagnosis of major depressive disorder or a specific diagnosis was not available. The 
rest, 101 with no diagnosis were selected by the CIDI screen. Of the subjects with 
the best-estimate DSM-IV diagnosis of any psychotic disorder, 51% (N=127) had 
attended the SCID interview. Of those attended, 60% could have been diagnosed 
accurately on the basis of the SCID interview alone, but in the remaining 40% with 
the interview the case notes were essential for accurate and specific diagnosis. 
Altogether, if case notes had not been included in the diagnostic procedure, 49% 
with the best-estimate diagnosis of a psychotic disorder, e.g. those without SCID 
interview, would have been missed, and further 21% (40% of those with SCID) 
would have obtained a less accurate diagnosis.  
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Kappa values between the three rates were 0.89-0.92 for schizophrenia, 0.91-0.96 
for schizophrenia spectrum disorders, 0.74-0.91 for all non-affective psychotic 
disorders, 0.76-0.97 for affective psychotic disorders and 0.85-0.93 for general 
medical condition or substance-induced psychotic disorder and delirium. Kappa 
values for the Study IV were calculated separately for delusional disorder (range 
from 0.49 to 0.80) and for schizophrenia subtypes; paranoid schizophrenia (0.72 to 
0.74), undifferentiated schizophrenia (0.24 to 0.76) and disorganized schizophrenia 
(1 between all raters). The kappa values were also similar for cases with both the 
SCID interview and case records available versus cases with case records only. 
Subtyping of schizophrenia was defined based on lifetime information of the 
characteristics of the disorder using the DSM-IV hierarchy for schizophrenia 
subtypes. Residual schizophrenia diagnosis was not routinely used. 

4.1.6 Diagnostic categories 
Subjects with the onset of symptoms of psychotic disorder before the end of 2001 
were included in the prevalence analyses. Broad diagnostic category “non-affective 
psychoses” includes schizophrenia, schizoaffective disorder, schizophreniform 
disorder, delusional disorder, brief psychotic disorder and psychotic disorder not 
otherwise specified (NOS). “Other non-affective psychoses" includes all previously 
mentioned, except schizophrenia. “Affective psychoses” includes bipolar I disorder 
with/without psychotic features and major depressive disorder with psychotic 
features. “Substance-induced psychotic disorders” includes psychotic disorder due 
to alcohol or other substances. Psychotic disorders due to general medical condition 
(GMC) also include also vascular dementia with hallucinations or delusions. All 
psychoses comprised non-affective, affective, substance-induced psychotic disorders 
and psychotic disorders due to general medical condition. Alcohol-induced 
deliriums were included in the Study III.  

4.1.7 Control subjects 
To assess the validity of the PIF screen, but also for other research purposes, 174 
controls were randomly selected for the re-interview from all subjects who had 
attended any phase of the Health 2000 Survey. Of the 174 selected controls, 24 were 
also selected by the PIF screen and were included in the screened population in these 
analyses. Of the remaining 150 subjects, 99 (66%) controls were successfully 
interviewed, 29 (19%) declined, 4 (3%) had died, 5 (3%) could not participate 
because of poor health, 7 (5%) had language problems and 6 (4%) were not reached. 
There was enough information from interview and/or case notes for diagnostic 
assessment for 140 (93%) of the 150 control subjects. One of the 150 screen- 
negative controls had a diagnosis of psychotic disorder due to dementia, but none of 
them had a primary psychosis. 
 



Methods 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 58 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

4.1.8 Non-response group 
Information from the registers was used to estimate the effect of non-response. Only 
451 (5.4%) of the 8028 individuals had declined from the baseline Health 2000 
Survey, including 32 screen-positive subjects. In addition, neither interview nor case 
notes from 22 subjects of the screened population were obtained. These subjects did 
not differ in age (mean age 54 and 55 years, p=0.25, respectively) or gender (47% 
and 48% males, p= 0.59, respectively) from subjects with best-estimate diagnoses. 
The effect of non-response on lifetime prevalence estimates was estimated by using 
a register diagnosis of non-affective psychotic disorder or affective psychotic 
disorder or any psychotic disorder in The National Hospital Discharge Register. In 
the Free Medication and Pension registers MDD diagnoses 296 in ICD-8 and ICD-9 
and F32 or F33 in ICD-10 with three first digits were not included, as the psychotic 
form of the disorders could not be identified (N=10). Thus, altogether 34 of the 44 
non-responders with a register diagnosis were included.  Register diagnoses of these 
subjects were recorded to data and corrected prevalence rates were calculated 
separately.  

4.2 Other Measures  

4.2.1 Information collected during the diagnostic evaluation 
In addition to assigning diagnoses, the three diagnosticians filled in the Major 
Symptoms of Schizophrenia Scale (MSSS, Supplement 2) (Fanous et al., 2004, 
Kendler et al., 1993, 1998) based on lifetime occurrence and severity of symptoms. 
Eleven key symptomatic variables also reported by Kendler et al. (1993, 1998), were 
used: delusions (any), bizarreness of delusions, hallucinations, positive thought 
disorder, e.g. loosening of associations, catatonic symptoms, affective deterioration, 
e.g. restricted or blunted affect, negative thought disorder, depressive symptoms and 
manic symptoms, chronicity of course (from single episode with recovery to chronic 
course with continuous psychotic symptoms) and the level of outcome (from full 
recovery to very poor outcome). Chronicity of course was rated to all those with any 
psychotic or affective disorder and outcome for those with any psychotic disorder. 
The ratings reflected clinical judgement and included the severity and duration of 
the symptom, and its relative prominence over the entire course of the illness 
(Kendler et al., 1995). All of these variables were coded on a five-point scale, with 
the exception of outcome which was coded on a four-point scale. The symptomatic 
variables were coded as follows: 1=clearly not present, 2=possibly present but 
subthreshold, 3=clearly present but moderate, 4=clearly present and prominent, 
5=clearly present and severe. The course of disorders was coded as follows: 
1=single episode, 2=multiple episodes, full recovery between episodes, 3=multiple 
episodes, partial recovery, 4=chronic course with exacerbations and 5=chronic 
course without exacerbations. Outcome was rated as follows: 1=recovery, 2=mild 
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deterioration, 3=moderate deterioration and 4=marked deterioration. The ratings of 
the course and outcome were done only if information from interview and/or 
medical records were detailed enough and extended until the year 2001. The MSSS 
has been used earlier, e.g. in Roscommon Family Study (Kendler et al., 1995), 
Helsinki High-Risk Study (Niemi et al., 2004), and Irish Study of High-Density 
Schizophrenia Families (Kendler et al., 2000).  This study also assessed the Global 
Rating of Bizarre Behaviour item from the Scale for the Assessment of Positive 
Symptoms SAPS (Andreasen, 1984), and the Global Rating of Avolition-Apathy 
and of Anhedonia-Asociality items from the Scale for the Assessment of Negative 
Symptoms SANS (Andreasen, 1982). These ratings were made on a six-point scale, 
ranging from 0=not at all to 5=severe. 
 
Information on treatment contacts for mental health and addiction problems during 
lifetime, age at the first treatment, lifetime and current antipsychotic medication and 
age at onset of psychotic symptoms were also collected based on all available 
information. Hospitalizations and involuntary treatments were assessed based on the 
Hospital Discharge Register information since the year 1969 and from case records 
before the time the register was established. Persons entitled to costfree outpatient 
medication were identified from the Medication Reimbursement Register of the 
Social Insurance Institution. Using global impression on current symptoms and 
functional capacity, subjects without current treatment were grouped into those who 
a) no longer needed treatment (sustained remission), b) had declined or dropped out 
from treatment and c) would have needed treatment but did not have it available 
either because they had never been diagnosed as having a mental disorder, or 
because treatment contact had been terminated by the health care system. 

4.2.2 Sociodemographic variables 
The Finnish Population Information System was used to obtain information on age, 
gender, and place of birth and residence, which are coded for each Finnish citizen. 
Household income was obtained from the registers on taxes and welfare benefits. It 
was adjusted for household size using the OECD equivalence scale, where the first 
adult of a household is weighted as 1.0, other adults as 0.7, and children less than 18 
years old as 0.5 (OECD, 1982). The study sample was grouped into tertiles 
according to household income. Self-reported information on marital status, level of 
education and employment status was collected during the health interview of the 
Health 2000 Survey.  

4.2.3 Geographic variables 
There is no standard method for defining urbanization (Harrison et al., 2003). In this 
study, the place of residence was categorized into urban and rural (including semi-
urban and rural) areas according to the official classification by Statistics Finland 
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(2001). Municipalities are classified according to the proportion of the population 
living in population centres and by the population of the largest population centre. 
According to this classification in the year 2000, 61% of the Finnish population 
lived in urban areas. The municipalities at the time of birth were categorized as 
urban or rural based on the 1960 census. According to this, 25% of the Finnish 
population lived in municipalities classified as urban. To compare different 
classifications of urban-rural environment, different classifications of urbanization 
of the place of residence were also used such as a) according to the number of 
inhabitants in the municipality (city >50 000, other town 10 000-49 999, rural < 
10 000 inhabitants, Statistics Finland, 2001), b) the population density per km2 of 
land divided in quintiles, and c) capital area (city), other towns (at least 90% of the 
inhabitants reside in the population centre, or the population of the biggest centre is 
over 15 000, Statistics Finland, 2001), and rural areas.  
 
For the regional analysis, Finland was divided into five university hospital regions. 
These are the same areas as used in the stratification during the Health 2000 sample 
selection: South, SouthWest, West, East and Northern Finland (Figure 1 in the 
original Study II). Of the subjects in the Health 2000 population living in urban 
areas, 44.4% resided in the South, 12.5% in the SouthWest, 23.3% in the West, 
10.0% in the East  and 10.0% in the North.   

4.2.4 Alcohol-related variables 
Lifetime diagnoses of alcohol dependence were based on the CIDI interview in the 
health interview of the Health 2000 Survey. The total number of CIDI mental health 
interviews was 6005, amounting to 75% of the original sample. If the criteria of 
alcohol dependence (AD) had not been fulfilled within the past 12 months, the 
subject was determined as being currently in remission from AD (Pirkola et al., 
2006). The subjects were asked in the CIDI when they drank their first drink of 
alcohol and the age at onset of any of the symptoms of AD. As a part of the baseline 
survey, standardized questions about current alcohol consumption were asked in a 
questionnaire. This information was used in calculation of weekly consumption of 
alcohol. Parental alcohol use and mental health problems at the time when the 
subject was 16 years or younger, were asked in the same questionnaire. 
  
Of the subjects with final diagnosis of alcohol-induced psychotic disorder or 
delirium, 74.4% had attended the CIDI interview even though many of them had not 
reported about the psychotic symptoms. Those who did not attend differed not in 
terms of age, gender, number of hospital treatments, or age at first hospital treatment 
from those who attended the interview. 
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Hospital treatments for alcohol-related disorders and traumas were collected from 
the Finnish Hospital Discharge Register (from 1969 to December 2002). The total 
number of hospital treatments and age at the first hospital treatment for alcohol-
related disorders and traumas were collected. The diagnostic codes included are 
presented in the original Study III, Table DS1. Information on deaths was obtained 
from the Census data of the Social Insurance Institution of Finland (until 
01.03.2008). The causes of deaths were available for the deaths that had occurred 
before the end of the year 2006 from the Causes of Death Register of Statistics 
Finland. They were classified into natural and unnatural deaths, including suicides. 
Alcohol-related deaths comprised all deaths where either the underlying cause or 
one of the contributory causes was attributed to alcohol, such as alcohol 
intoxications (including ICD-10 diagnoses E244, E52, F10, G312, G621, G721, 
1426,  K292, K70, K860, O354, P043, T51, X45, Z502, Z714, Z724, Mäkelä et al., 
1999). 

4.3 Statistical analysis  
All analyses were conducted using SAS-callable SUDAAN Release 9.0 (Research 
Triangle Institute, 2004), which is able to take into account the two-stage cluster 
sampling design. The SAS 8.02 (SAS Institute Inc., 1999) was used in the Studies I-
III and version 9.1.3 (SAS Institute Inc., 2002) in the Study IV. Sampling design 
was included in all statistical analyses to obtain figures representing the Finnish 
general population. Post-stratification weights were used to adjust for the 
oversampling of individuals aged 80 years and over. Whenever the data were 
obtained from the Health 2000 baseline survey, another set of weights were used to 
correct the effect of non-response in the Health 2000 Survey. The weights were 
calibrated by Statistics Finland (Lehtonen and Pahkinen, 2004).  

4.3.1 Statistical analysis in the Study I 
Lifetime prevalences were estimated by calculating proportions for dichotomous 
variables and asymmetric 95% confidence intervals for percentages were calculated 
using the logit transformation (Research Triangle Institute, 2004 pp. 243-244). 
Prevalences in different age groups and among women and men were compared 
using the chi-square statistics within the survey design. Values of p<0.05 were 
considered statistically significant. To estimate the effect of non-response, the 
prevalences were recalculated, by using register diagnoses for those non-respondents 
who had a register diagnosis of psychotic disorders. Inter-rater reliability in the final 
diagnoses of psychotic disorders was evaluated using unweighted kappa statistic 
(К). Concordances between the screens and the DSM-IV research diagnoses were 
evaluated by calculating simple К (Fleiss, 1981), sensitivity, specificity, and positive 
and negative predictive values (Akobeng, 2006). In each screen, the total number of 
subjects who participated in that particular phase of the baseline study was included.  



Methods 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 62 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

4.3.2 Statistical analysis in the Study II 
In the Study II, the non-response group was included in the analysis. The highest 
possible number of subjects for whom the data were available were included in the 
analysis. Schizophrenia, other non-affective psychotic disorders, affective psychoses 
and any psychotic disorders, also including substance-induced and psychotic 
disorders due to general medical condition, were modelled separately as groups. 
Proportions of subjects with different diagnoses in different sociodemographic 
groups were calculated. Also percentages of subjects being born or resident in urban 
and rural areas and different geographic areas were calculated. The differences were 
tested using the chi-square statistics within the survey design. Lifetime prevalence of 
psychotic disorders in different regions was estimated as predicted margins to obtain 
estimates adjusted for age and gender (Research Triangle Institute, 2004). Logistic 
regression models were used to determine whether some regional variables were 
independently associated with different psychotic disorders.  

4.3.3 Statistical analysis in the Study III   
In the Study III, subjects with alcohol-induced psychotic syndrome, alcohol 
dependence without alcohol-induced psychotic syndrome and general population 
without alcohol dependence were compared. Comparisons were made also between 
subjects with alcohol-induced psychotic disorder and delirium. Different analyses 
included always the largest possible number of participants in that particular phase 
of the study for whom the data were available. Proportions of subjects in different 
categorical groups were calculated, and the differences were tested using the chi-
square statistics. Predicted margins were applied to adjust means and prevalences for 
age and gender (Heistaro, 2008 p. 191, Lee, 1981). Logistic regression was used to 
calculate odds ratios for categorical variables and linear regression was used in the 
cases of continuous variables. All the models were always adjusted for age and 
gender.  
 
Cox proportional hazards models were used to examine the effect of alcohol-
induced psychotic syndrome on mortality, when controlling for age and gender. The 
analysis of mortality and also of alcohol-related medical comorbidity, were 
restricted to population under 70 years. Only one subject with alcohol-induced 
psychotic disorder or delirium was found to be older than 70 years at the baseline. 
Hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals were calculated for mortality 
among subjects with alcohol-induced psychotic disorder and delirium, alcohol 
dependence, and the rest of the sample. As the sample size was small, scaled score 
residuals were used for measuring the influence of individual observations 
(Therneau et al., 2000, Thompson et al., 2003). Scale score residuals measure the 
influence of one observation on the maximum partial likelihood estimate of a 
coefficient when deleting each observation in turn. The magnitudes of the scaled 
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score residuals were quite similar and near zero. That indicates that none of the 
observations were too influential individually. 

4.3.4 Statistical analysis in the Study IV  
Comparisons were made between subjects with delusional disorder, and with 
subtypes of schizophrenia. Paranoid, undifferentiated and disorganized 
schizophrenia were included. Catatonic subtype (N=3) was too rare to be analysed 
separately. Differences in age and mean age at onset between the groups were tested 
using analysis of variance, and post hoc differences between the groups were 
compared with Tukey's honestly significant difference. Differences in ordinal 
variables (MSSS, SANS and SAPS ratings) between the groups were tested using 
Kruskal-Wallis test, and differences in categorical variables with the the chi-square 
statistics test. The number of hospital treatment days was a highly skewed variable, 
and Kruskal-Wallis test was used to analyze between-group differences. 
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5 Results 

5.1 The screening of psychotic disorders (STUDY I) 
The psychosis screen found 248 subjects with lifetime diagnosis of psychotic 
disorder. One subject with psychosis due to GMC was found among the control 
sample. The number and the proportions of subjects within the same diagnostic 
category found by specific screens are presented in Table 5 in original Study I. The 
National Hospital Discharge Register alone captured 76%-81% of subjects with non-
affective or affective psychotic disorders, while it was not as effective in finding 
substance-induduced psychoses or psychoses related to GMC. The CIDI psychotic 
symptoms screen was able to capture at best less than third of the non-affective 
psychotic disorders and substance-induced psychotic disorders. Altogether, if the 
only screen had been the Hospital Discharge Register, CIDI section G or self-
reported psychotic disorder 75%, 27% and 25% of the cases with any psychotic 
disorder would have been found, respectively. Excluding the registers, other screens 
found 52.4% of the subjects with psychotic disorders. The CIDI manic symptom 
screen alone detected only 25% of the subjects with BPI.  

 
The Prescription register is not included in these estimates. The register was used to 
complement the screening of bipolar I disorder. All Health 2000 subjects not 
selected by other screens were further assessed according to anticonvulsants or 
lithium use. Of the 36 subjects found, one had psychosis due to GMC and three had 
substance-induced psychoses. None of the four subjects selected by the CIDI 
remarks section had psychotic disorder as the final diagnosis.  
 
Table 5 presents the concordance between different parts of the screen and the best-
estimate diagnoses of any psychotic disorders as a group. The total number of 
subjects for each screen included all participants in that phase of the study and the 
subjects in the non-response group were excluded. The lifetime prevalence of 
psychotic disorders in the case that different parts of the screens would have been 
used is presented in the Figure 3. 
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Table 5. Concordance Between the Different Parts of the Screen and the Best-
Estimate DSM-IV Diagnoses of Any Psychotic Disorders  

Screen Kappa (95%  CI) Sensitivity Specificity PPV NPV
National All registers* 0.72 (0.68-0.76) 86.1 98.3 63.8 99.5
registers

Psychotic disorder in Hospital 0.80 (0.76-0.84) 75.3 99.7 88.4 99.2
Disharge Register

Psychotic disorder 0.58 (0.52-0.63) 60.9 98.5 58.2 98.7
in Other Registers**

CIDI CIDI all sections 0.25 (0.19-0.30) 43.5 95.1 19.7 98.4
CIDIG psychotic symptoms  0.32 (0.25-0.38) 41.5 97.1 28.5 98.4
CIDIF manic symptoms 0.12 (0.06-0.17) 12.1 98.3 16.0 97.6
CIDIP other symptoms related  0.27 (0.20-0.35) 22.4 99.1 40.0 97.9
to psychosis

Health Psychosis assessed 0.37 (0.29-0.45) 24.5 99.9 91.0 98.0
2000 by physician

Self-reported psychoses 0.38 (0.31-0.44) 26.7 99.9 81.8 97.6
Abbreviations: CIDI, Composite International Diagnostic Interview; PPV, positive predictive value;
NPV, negative predictive value
* Includes Hospital disharge register, the Medication Reimbursement register and the Pension register 
** Includes the Medication Reimbursement register and the Pension register  
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Figure 3. Lifetime Prevalence of All Psychotic Disorders if Different Screens Would 
Have Been Used.                                                                                  
Abbreviations: PIF, Psychoses in Finland; CIDI, Composite International 
Diagnostic Interview 

5.2 Lifetime prevalences of psychotic disorders (STUDY I) 
LTP estimates of psychotic and bipolar I disorders and their 95% confidence 
intervals are presented in Table 6. The most prevalent specific psychotic disorders 
were schizophrenia 0.87%, psychotic disorder NOS 0.45% and alcohol induced 
psychotic disorder 0.41%.  
Register diagnoses of specific psychotic disorders were found in 34 subjects of the 
non-response group (N=55) of the PIF study. When these diagnoses were included, 
LTP in any psychotic disorder increased to 3.48%, in non-affective psychotic 
disorder to 2.29%, in schizophrenia to 1.00%, and in affective psychoses to 0.62%. 
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Table 6. Lifetime Prevalence Estimates and 95% Confidence Intervals of DSM-IV 
Psychotic and Bipolar I Disorders  

        Total                 Total, including 
non-respondents

%      (95% CI)          %     (95% CI)

Non-affective psychotic disorders 1.94 (1.63-2.29) 2.29 (1.95-2.69)
Schizophrenia 0.87 (0.68-1.11) 1.00 (0.79-1.25)
Schizoaffective disorder 0.32 (0.21-0.46)
Schizophreniform disorder 0.07 (0.03-0.16)
Delusional disorder 0.18 (0.11-0.30)
Brief psychotic disorder 0.05 (0.02-0.14)
Psychotic disorder NOS 0.45 (0.33-0.62)

Affective psychotic disorders 0.59 (0.45-0.77) 0.62 (0.47-0.80)
Bipolar I disorder 0.24 (0.16-0.37)

with psychotic features 0.12 (0.06-0.23)
without psychotic features 0.12 (0.07-0.23)

MDD, with psychotic features 0.35 (0.24-0.51)

Substance-induced psychotic disorders 0.42*  (0.30-0.59) 0.43 (0.31-0.60)
Alcohol-induced 0.41 (0.29-0.57)
Other substance-induced 0.03 (0.01-0.11)

Psychotic disorders due to a GMC 0.21 (0.14-0.32) 0.22 (0.15-0.34)

Any psychotic disorders 3.06* (2.66-3.51) 3.48 (3.06-3.96)
* In the estimated prevalence, each individual has only been counted once  
 

If all subjects with bipolar disorder NOS because of insufficient information would 
have BPI, its prevalence increased to 0.39%. If also register diagnoses of BPI in 
non-responders were included, the LTP would be 0.42%. 
 
Gender differences were found only in schizoaffective disorder, GMC induced 
psychotic disorders and substance-induced psychotic disorders (Table 3 in original 
Study I). Women had more schizoaffective disorders and GMC induced psychoses 
compared with men. Substance-induced psychotic disorders were more common in 
men and most common in the age group 30-54 years (Table 4 in original Study I). 
The LTP of GMC induced psychotic disorders increased markedly from 0.74% in 
the age group 65 years and older to 1.71% among subjects 80 years and older. Most 
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(92.9%) subjects in this group had dementia. Delusional disorder was found only in 
the age group 45 years and older. 
 
Sociodemographic characteristic of psychotic disorders (STUDY II) 
Sociodemographic characteristics of subjects with schizophrenia, other non-affective 
psychotic disorders, affective psychotic disorder and any psychotic disorders were 
assessed (Table 2 in original Study I). When adjusted for age and gender, the odds 
of having any psychosis were high among not married, pensioned and unemployed 
persons and among those having low income, or basic education. Being pensioned 
was common among subjects with non-affective psychotic disorders: 70% of them  
pensioned. One third of subjects with non-affective psychotic disorder had reached 
the pension age (63 years) and 87.0% of the pensioned below that age reported 
having disability pension. Only 20% of subjects with non-affective psychotic 
disorders, and 7% of subjects with schizophrenia were employed compared to 57% 
of the rest of the population. 
In schizophrenia, a high OR was found among those who were unmarried, 
pensioned or unemployed and among those having low income. The odds of having 
other non-affective psychotic disorder was high in widowed, never married, 
pensioned, unemployed and persons having low income. In contrast, the odds of 
affective psychoses were high in those divorced or separated and low in the group of 
secondary level education. 

5.3 Geographic differences in lifetime prevalence of psychotic  
      disorders in Finland (STUDY II) 
Lifetime prevalence of psychotic disorders in five university hospital regions of 
Finland is presented in Figure 4.  

 
In separate logistic regression models, after adjusting for age and gender, any 
psychotic disorder was associated with birth in rural areas compared with urban 
birth (OR 0.73, 95% CI 0.54-0.98), and birth in the South (OR 2.18, 95% CI 1.16-
4.09), the West (OR 2.46, 95% CI 1.33-4.54), the East (OR 3.13, 95% CI 1.76-5.55) 
or the North (OR 3.52, 95% CI 1.97-6.31) compared with the SouthWest. 
Associations were also found with residence in the South (OR 1.68, 95% CI 1.02-
2.77), the East (OR 1.87, 95% CI 1.09-3.24) or the North (OR 2.15, 95% CI 1.26-
3.68). In schizophrenia, a high OR was found among those being born in the East 
(OR 3.99, 95% CI 1.22-13.11) or the North (OR 7.72, 95% CI 2.48-24.04) and 
residing in the North (OR 3.00, 95% CI 1.37-6.55). The odds of having other non-  
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Figure 4. Lifetime Prevalence of Psychotic Disorders in Five University Hospital 

Regions of Finland.  Age and Gender Adjusted. 
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affective psychotic disorders were high among those being born or residing in the 
East or the North (Table 2 in original Study II).   

 
When all geographic variables were included in logistic regression model 
concerning any psychotic disorders, the association with region of birth remained 
statistically significant (p=0.02), while associations with region of residence and 
with having birth in rural region attenuated (Table 7). The adjusted results were 
similar for other psychosis groups. The odds ratios for schizophrenia, other non-
affective psychoses and affective psychoses in different regions of birth, adjusting 
for urbanicity, are presented in the Figure 5. 
 
No differences were found in internal migration between persons with any lifetime 
psychotic disorder and non-affected population. 65.1% and 67.8% (p=0.37) still 
lived in the region of birth, respectively. The odds of any psychotic disorders (OR 
1.13, 95% CI 0.87-1.47), schizophrenia (OR 0.89, 95% CI 0.55-1.44), other non-
affective disorders (OR 1.30, 95% CI 0.84-2.00) and affective psychoses (OR 1.43, 
95% CI 0.81-2.53) was similar in subjects who had migrated to other regions of the 
country as in subjects who had stayed in the area of birth. 
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Table 7. The Associations of Any Psychotic Disorders with Urbanicity and 
Regions of Birth and Residence. Age and Gender Adjusted.  

 

Any psychotic disorder
OR (95%  CI)

Place of birth
Rural 1
Urban 0.79 (0.57-1.09)

Region of birth
SouthWest 1
South 2.09 (0.98-4.42)
West 2.49 (1.23-5.02)*
East 2.97 (1.42-6.20)*
North 3.30 (1.54-7.09)*

Place of residence
Rural 1
Urban 1.03 (0.76-1.40)

Region of residence
SouthWest 1
South 1.13 (0.56-2.26)
West 0.94 (0.45-1.94)
East 1.00 (0.46-2.18)
North 1.07 (0.48-2.34)

* Significant at the 0.05 level.  
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Figure 5. The Odds Ratios for Schizophrenia, Other Non-Affective Psychotic 
Disorders and Affective Psychotic Disorders for birth in Five Main 
Regions of Finland. Age, Gender and Urbanicity adjusted.                         
* Significant at the 0.05 level. 

 

5.4  Alcohol-induced psychotic syndrome in the general 
       population (STUDY III) 
The lifetime prevalence of alcohol-induced psychotic disorder was estimated at 
0.41% (95% CI 0.29–0.57, N=31) and delirium at 0.18% (95% CI 0.11–0.32, 
N=14). Six subjects had had both diagnoses. When each individual was counted 
once, the LTP for the total alcohol-induced psychotic syndrome was 0.51% (95% CI 
0.38-0.70, N=39). The majority of subjects with AIPS were men, among whom the 
highest LTP 1.77% (95% CI 1.06-2.94) was found in the age group 45–54 years 
(Figure 6).  
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Figure 6. Lifetime Prevalence of Alcohol-Induced Psychotic Disorder and Delirium by 
Age Group and Gender.                                                                                 
* Difference between men and women significant at the 0.05 level.   

In subjects with alcohol-induced psychotic disorder, the subtype "with 
hallucinations" was common (N=30, 97%), and 53% of them had had delusions in 
addition to hallucinations. Most subjects (87%) had had multiple episodes of 
alcohol-induced psychosis with full recovery between the psychotic episodes.  
 
Comorbid mental health disorders were found in 64% of the subjects with AIPS, 
subjects with alcohol-induced psychotic disorder having higher rates (76%) than 
subjects with delirium (43%). The most common comorbid disorders were affective 
disorders, followed by personality, other substance use disorders and anxiety 
disorders. Other substance use disorders (N=10, 26%) included six cases with 
sedative dependence or abuse, two cases with polysubstance dependence,  one case 
with sedative and polysubstance dependence, and one case with opioid, cannabis 
and polysubstance dependence. During the episodes of the alcohol-related 
psychosis, there was no evidence found of the concurrent substance use.  
 
Five subjects (12.8%) developed some other primary psychotic disorder 5 to 10 
years after the alcohol-induced psychotic episode. One subject with alcohol-induced 
psychotic disorder developed schizophrenia, one schizophreniform disorder and one 
psychotic disorder NOS. One subject with delirium developed bipolar disorder with 
psychotic features and one had a later episode of brief psychotic disorder.  
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All subjects with AIPS had had some mental health or alcohol treatment unit 
contact. 82% had had psychiatric hospital treatment during their lifetime, but only 
59% had sometimes been treated in psychiatric hospital with a diagnosis of any 
psychotic disorder. The first treatment unit for alcohol-induced psychosis was 
psychiatric hospital in 46%, primary health care centre in 28%, alcohol treatment 
settings 8%, general hospital 3% and psychiatric outpatient care 3%. 13% had 
received no treatment for the first episode.  
 
Long and heavy use of alcohol was a usual finding among the subjects with AIPS. 
The mean age at the time of the first ever drink was 15.5 years (95% CI 14.4-16.7), 
onset age for alcohol use disorder was 24.6 years (95% CI 22.2-27.1) and for 
psychotic symptoms 34.3 years (95% CI 31.3-37.2) in the subjects with AIPS. The 
mean duration of alcohol use ranged from 14 to 50 years (mean 29.5 years, 95% CI 
26.8 -32.2). Time from the first drink to the onset of psychotic symptoms was 18.4 
years (95% CI 15.4-21.4, range 6-34 years), and from the onset at alcohol use 
disorder to psychotic symptoms 10.4 years (95% CI 7.8-12.7, range 1-28 years). The 
time from the onset of alcohol use disorder to the first treatment contact for alcohol 
problems was 6.8 years (95% CI 4.5-9.1) and to the first treatment for psychosis 
10.4 years (95% CI 7.9-12.9). No differences were found in current remission rates 
or alcohol consumption between subjects with alcohol dependence with or without 
psychosis. 
 
The LTP for AIPS among subjects having alcohol dependence was 4.8% (95% CI 
3.23–7.17), and for alcohol-induced psychotic disorder 4.0% (95% CI 2.6–6.1) and 
for delirium 1.9% (95% CI 1.0–3.6). There was no difference in the mean ages (45.0 
and 46.8 years) between those with and without psychosis. The odds of having had 
AIPS were higher in subjects having low income, being never married, unemployed, 
and belonging to the age group 45–54 (Supplement table DS2 in original Study III) 
compared with subjects with alcohol dependence only. Subjects with AIPS reported 
more parental and specifically paternal alcohol problems, and more paternal mental 
health problems than subjects with alcohol dependence only. The results were 
similar when subjects who later developed primary psychotic disorder were 
excluded. 
 
Alcohol-related hospital treatments in subjects with AIPS, alcohol dependence only 
and the rest of the study population are presented in Table 4 in original Study III. 
Hospital treatments for any alcohol-related causes were found from the National 
Hospital Discharge Register for 91% of the subjects with AIPS, 16% with alcohol 
dependence and 3% of the rest of the sample. Subjects with AIPS had younger age 
(mean 32.9, 95% CI 30.2- 35.6) at first treatment and higher number of treatments 
(mean 6.5 95% CI 2.8-10.2) compared with those with alcohol dependence (39.8 
years, 95% CI 37.6-42.1, mean 2.8, 95% CI 1.9-3.7) or without this (40.9 years, 
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95% CI 38.9-42.9, mean 2.5, 95% CI 1.8-3.3, respectively). The OR of having had 
hospital treatments for any intoxications, other substance use, alcohol-related liver 
disorders, gastritis, fractures, and head injuries were higher in subjects with history 
of AIPS compared with subjects with alcohol dependence only and the study 
population without alcohol dependence. Pancreatitis in subjects with AIPS was more 
common than in subjects without alcohol dependence, but no difference was found 
in comparison with subjects with alcohol dependence.  
 
During follow-up from 2000 to 2008, 37% of subjects with AIPS had died (Table 8). 
No differences were found in mortality between subjects with alcohol-induced 
psychotic disorder (40.0%) and delirium (30.8%) (HR 1.38, 95% CI 0.43-4.48). The 
risk of death was substantially higher among subjects with AIPS compared to 
subjects with alcohol dependence (HR 12.33, 95% CI 6.28-24.21).  The underlying 
cause of death was available for 10/14 participants with AIPS: 4 of the deaths were 
natural, 2 were suicides and 4 were other unnatural deaths. Six of these deaths were 
alcohol-related according the register data.  
 
 

 

Table 8. Deaths and Hazard Ratios for Death among Persons with Alcohol-
Induced Psychotic Syndrome or Alcohol Dependence, Compared with 
the Rest of the Sample 

Deaths 2000-2008
N % (95% CI) HR (95% CI)

No alcohol dependence (N=5891) 242 4.11 (3.57-4.72) 1
Alcohol dependence without alcohol-induced psychotic syndrome (N=443) 29 6.54 (4.51-9.41) 1.61 (1.05-2.45)
Alcohol-induced psychotic syndrome (N=38) 14 36.84 (22.13-54.50) 19.91 (11.48-34.53)

Individuals over 70 years were excluded.  Age and gender adjusted.  
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5.5 Delusional disorder and schizophrenia subtypes 
The lifetime prevalence of delusional disorder was 0.18% (95% CI 0.11-0.30). The 
lifetime prevalence of schizophrenia subtypes were: paranoid schizophrenia 0.24% 
(95% CI 0.15-0.37), undifferentiated schizophrenia 0.42% (95% CI 0.30-0.59), and 
disorganized schizophrenia 0.16 % (95% CI 0.09-0.27).  
 
Differences between men and women were not found in delusional disorder, 
paranoid schizophrenia, or undifferentiated schizophrenia. On the contrary, there 
were more men than women in the disorganized schizophrenia group compared with 
the other groups. The mean age at onset of psychotic symptoms was oldest in 
delusional disorder and youngest in disorganized schizophrenia, while paranoid and 
undifferentiated schizophrenia did not differ from each other (Table 2 in original 
Study IV). 
 
The severity of delusions did not differ between any of the groups, but there were 
differences in all other symptom dimensions (Table 2 in original Study IV). 
Paranoid schizophrenia and delusional disorder resembled each other in having 
milder negative thought disorder, catatonic symptoms, and anhedonia/asociality.  
However, compared with any of the schizophrenia subtypes, persons with delusional 
disorder had milder hallucinations, bizarre delusions, positive thought disorder, 
affective deterioration, manic symptoms, bizarre behaviour, and avolition. Persons 
with paranoid schizophrenia had less severe formal thought disorder, affective 
deterioration, avolition, and catatonic symptoms than persons with undifferentiated 
schizophrenia. Persons with disorganized schizophrenia had had more severe 
positive and negative thought disorder, affective deterioration, bizarre behaviour and 
avolition than subjects in all other groups 
 
Based on the longitudinal information, the course of delusional disorder was less 
chronic than in undifferentiated and disorganized schizophrenia, and the course of 
paranoid schizophrenia less chronic than in disorganized schizophrenia. Outcome 
was better in delusional disorder than in any of the schizophrenia subtypes, and 
worse in disorganized schizophrenia compared with paranoid and undifferentiated 
schizophrenia (Table 3 in original Study IV).  
 
All persons with schizophrenia had had contact with psychiatric treatment and all 
but one had used antipsychotic medication. Of the persons with different 
schizophrenia subtypes, 70%-92% also had current treatment contact and 65%-92% 
had current antipsychotic medication. Although 81% of persons with delusional 
disorder had also had psychiatric treatment contact during lifetime and 63% of them 
had used antipsychotic medication, the current situation was different from the 
schizophrenia subtypes; only 21% subjects with delusional disorder had current 
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treatment contact, and 14% were currently using antipsychotic medication. Of 
persons with delusional disorder not having current treatment contact, 18% did not 
need treatment anymore (sustained remission), 27% had declined from treatment, 
and 54% needed treatment, but did not have it available. Of persons with 
schizophrenia without current treatment contact 14% no longer needed treatment, 
57% had declined from treatment, and 21% did not have treatment available.  
 
Lifetime psychiatric hospitalizations were less common in persons with delusional 
disorder (50%) than in persons with any schizophrenia subtype (84%-100%), as 
were involuntary hospital treatments (13% and 61%-92%, respectively). The most 
notable difference between the groups was in the lifetime duration of 
hospitalizations. At the extreme ends were persons with disorganized schizophrenia, 
who had spent on average almost 10 years in inpatient treatment, and persons with 
delusional disorder, whose average duration of hospitalizations was only 21 days 
during their lifetime. Persons with delusional disorder who had had a psychiatric 
hospital treatment tended to have more severe symptoms and course of illness than 
those without hospital treatments. Their mean age at onset was also lower (46.2 
years) compared with persons with delusional disorder without hospitalizations 
(57.2 years). However, none of these differences were statistically significant.  
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6 Discussion 

The present thesis investigated psychotic disorders and their correlates in the Finnish 
adult population sample. The thesis was based on the Health 2000 Survey and 
especially on the Psychoses in Finland (PIF) study. The aims of this thesis were to 
estimate the lifetime prevalence of different psychotic disorders as accurately as 
possible, to evaluate sociodemographic and geographic factors associated with the 
disorders, and to study in more detail the epidemiology and clinical features of 
alcohol-induced psychotic disorders, delusional disorder and subtypes of 
schizophrenia. 

6.1 Summary of the main findings 
Psychotic disorders were found to be common in the Finnish adult population. 
Approximately 3.5% of persons aged 30 years or over had met the criteria for any 
psychotic disorder during their lifetime. Non-affective psychoses (2.29%) were 
more common than affective psychoses (0.62%), while substance-induced psychotic 
disorders were common in working age men and psychoses related to general 
medical condition in the oldest age groups. 

 
Detecting psychotic disorders from the general population reliably and diagnosing 
them accurately required collecting information systematically from several sources. 
National registers, especially the National Hospital Discharge Register were the 
most reliable and effective in screening psychotic disorders from the general 
population. Composite Structured Diagnostic Interview (CIDI) alone was not 
sufficient in screening psychotic disorders.  

 
As expected, psychotic disorders were generally associated with socioeconomic 
disadvantage like being unmarried, pensioned or unemployed; having low income 
level or basic education. Affective psychoses were associated with higher level of 
education and income compared with other psychotic disorders. Highest prevalence 
of psychotic disorders was found in northern and eastern, and lowest in south-
western parts of Finland. The area of birth was a more important determinant of the 
risk of psychosis than the area of residence.  

 
Alcohol-induced psychotic disorder or delirium were common (LTP 1.8%) among 
men aged 45-54. Subjects with AIPS had on average a long history of heavy alcohol 
use before the onset of psychotic disorders, they had often had both hallucinations 
and delusions during the psychotic episodes. Most (64%) of them had other 
comorbid mental disorders. Subjects with AIPS belonged to lower socioeconomic 
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group, they had been treated in hospital for alcohol-related causes more often and at 
younger age compared with subjects with alcohol dependence. The mortality risk 
during eight years follow-up was 20 times higher in subjects with AIPS compared 
with general population, and 12 times higher compared with alcohol dependent 
subjects. 

 
Delusional disorder was found to be a different disorder from paranoid 
schizophrenia and from other schizophrenia subtypes. It was characterized by high 
age of onset, absence of other symptoms than delusions and relatively good 
outcome. Disorganized subtype of schizophrenia also showed good validity. It was 
associated with early onset, male preponderance, chronic course, long 
hospitalizations and poor outcome.  Paranoid and undifferentiated schizophrenia 
showed no marked clinical differences. All subjects with schizophrenia had had 
some treatment contact and 70% also had current treatment. Almost all subjects with 
delusional disorder also had an earlier treatment contact, but only 21% had current 
treatment, even though in most cases this would have been necessary. 

6.2 Lifetime prevalence of psychotic disorders (STUDY I) 
The lifetime prevalence (3.5%) of psychotic disorders was higher than in most 
previous general population surveys using two-stage strategies (Kendler et al., 1996, 
Kessler et al., 2005, van Os et al., 2001). One study, based on the CIDI interview, 
has obtained higher prevalence estimate (4.5%), of all psychoses (Jacobi et al., 
2004).  

 
The results of this study are surprisingly similar with the recent Lundby study 
(Bogren et al., 2009) where a 50-year period prevalence was found to be 4.2% and 
LTP 2.82%. The 50-year period prevalence estimate is higher than the lifetime 
prevalence because it includes all subjects in the original study population cohort, 
also persons deceased before the 50-year follow up. The slightly lower LTP 
represents cohort subjects alive at the 50-year follow up. Although the results are not 
directly comparable, the proportions of non-affective, affective and other psychoses, 
are highly concordant in the Lundby study (53%, 15% and 32%, respectively) and 
PIF (64%, 18% and 18%, respectively, Figure 7). Higher proportion of psychoses 
due to GMC in the Lundby study partly explains the lower proportion of other 
psychoses compared with PIF. The results were also in keeping with the British 
incidence study AESOP, where the distribution of the new onset cases was 
suprisingly similar (67% non-affective, 28 affective, 5% substance induced 
psychoses, Kirkbride et al., 2006). The magnitudes of the psychosis groups were 
also supported by a meta-analysis of British incidence studies (Kirkbride et al., 
2012). 
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Figure 7.  Proportions of psychotic disorders in the PIF study 

The Finnish pioneer of general population surveys, the Mini-Finland Survey 
obtained very similar results 25 years ago, with LTP for functional psychoses 2.2%, 
schizophrenia 1.3% (broad definition) and other psychoses 0.9% (Lehtinen et al., 
1990). The study setting in the Mini-Finland Survey was also a two-stage procedure: 
health examination and register data were used for case ascertainment, and 
information from psychiatric hospital treatments, register diagnoses, as well as a 
semi-structured interview (Present State Examination/CATEGO computer program) 
were the basis for the final clinical diagnostic decision (Lehtinen et al., 1991). 
Different diagnostic classification between studies makes the direct comparison of 
the results difficult. The same concerns other older studies (Astrup, 1989, Torrey, 
1987). 

 
Further support for the high prevalence of psychotic disorders, especially 
schizophrenia, comes from the Northern Finland 1966 Birth Cohort, where the 
cumulative incidence of affective psychoses is even lower than in our study 
(Moilanen et al., 2010). By the age of 34, 111 of approximately 10 000 subjects had 
been diagnosed with schizophrenia, 26 with other non-affective psychoses and 19 
with affective psychoses. The lifetime prevalence of psychotic disorders, including 
psychosis related to dementia, was 2.9% in the UKKI study (Lehtinen et al., 1993).  
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Other modern general population studies on the whole category of psychotic 
disorders using multiple sources of information and best-estimate diagnoses on 
lifetime basis are lacking. Altogether, all these results indicate that psychotic 
disorders are common, and non-affective psychotic disorders the most common 
group in Finland. 
 
The lifetime prevalence of schizophrenia in the Finnish general population was 
0.87%. When register diagnoses in the non-response group were included, the 
prevalence increased to 1.00%. These estimates are considerably higher than the 
median lifetime prevalence 0.4% (0.18-1.16) found in the recent systematic review 
(Saha et al., 2005). Older studies have obtained even higher estimates (Torrey, 1987) 
but comparisons are again difficult due to changes in diagnostic criteria (McGorry et 
al., 1992, Pihlajamaa et al., 2008). In contrast, it is likely that the prevalence of 
schizophrenia in many recent population surveys would have been considerably 
higher if information in healthcare registers and case notes would have also been 
used. Supporting this, the estimates of schizophrenia from the Lundby study are 
concurrent with our results with 50-year period prevalence 1.43% and LTP 0.84% 
(Bogren et al., 2009). Results are also in line with other Finnish general population 
studies (Isohanni et al., 2001, Lehtinen et al., 1990, Moilanen et al., 2010) as well as 
with Finnish register-based studies (Hovatta et al., 1997, Suvisaari et al., 1999), and 
this fact suggests that the prevalence of schizophrenia is relatively high in Finland. 

 
We found no gender difference in the prevalence of schizophrenia in accordance 
with prevalence studies (Bogren et al., 2009, Lehtinen et al., 1990, Saha et al., 
2005). However, incidence (McGrath et al., 2004) and morbid risk (Aleman et al., 
2003) of schizophrenia are higher in males. This discrepancy is a subject for further 
studies. Earlier age of onset in males (Eranti et al., 2012), the preponderance of 
women in later-onset cases (Meesters et al., 2012, Thorup et al., 2007) and 
differences in mortality (Brown 1997, Brown et al., 2010, Heilä et al., 2005, 
Joukamaa et al., 2001, Kiviniemi et al., 2010) may be among the issues that could 
explain this discrepancy (Eranti et al., 2012). However, as the the number of cases is 
small, differences approximately two-fold and over could have been detected in this 
study.  
 
A higher LTP of schizoaffective disorder was found compared with the few recent 
studies where the estimates have varied between 0% and 0.11% (Bogren et al., 2009, 
Scully et al., 2004, Widerlöv, 1997). In a service-based study of individuals over 60 
years, one-year prevalence of 0.14% was found (Meesters et al., 2012). Comparison 
of the estimates is difficult, as the diagnostic thresholds of schizoaffective disorder 
may vary between studies (Jäger et al., 2011). Another question is the diagnostic 
instability, which often occurs during the variable course of the disorder (Laursen et 
al., 2005, 2007, Salvatore et al., 2009, Schwartz et al., 2000, Tohen et al., 2012). In 
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this study, the diagnosis of schizoaffective disorder was based on the lifetime 
assessment of symptoms, and the duration of mood episodes had to be over half of 
the total duration of the illness. Thus, the diagnostic procedure accords with the 
suggested revisions for the DSM-V criteria (Tandon, 2012). The findings of this 
study support the older established interpretation that the prevalence of 
schizoaffective disorder is up to half of schizophrenia (Tsuang et al., 2003) and the 
disorder is more common in women compared with men (Malhi et al., 2008).  
 
The lifetime prevalence of delusional disorder was 0.18%. This estimate was higher 
than in previous clinical (Kendler, 1982) and general population (Hwu et al., 1989) 
samples, but slightly lower compared with the Lundby study (Bogren et al., 2009). 
The higher estimate compared with hospital samples (Kendler et al., 1982) was 
predictable, since only half of the affected subjects had been treated in hospitals. 
The prevalence reported here is probably an underestimation due to lack of insight 
associated with the disorder, and relatively well preserved functional capacity, 
which makes involuntary treatments less likely. As delusions are non-bizarre in this 
disorder, it is extremely difficult to assess the genuineness of delusions in one 
interview, if no other source of information is available. There were several subjects 
in the diagnosis deferred category for whom a delusional disorder was suspected but 
this could not be confirmed. However, with the longitudinal information, persons 
who turned out to have dementia after a year or two after the onset of delusions, 
could be adequately diagnosed as having a psychotic disorder caused by a general 
medical condition rather than delusional disorder (Korner et al., 2009).  
 
Schizophreniform disorder and brief psychotic disorder were rare. When these were 
combined, our results showed equal numbers with Lundby study (Bogren et al., 
2009), but lower than estimates from another study (Cho et al., 2007). The low 
estimate accords with 3-to 6-year follow-up studies of subjects with ICD-10 acute 
and transient psychoses, in which the diagnosis had remained unchanged in only 
34%-40% of the subjects (Castagnini et al., 2008, Singh et al., 2004). Psychotic 
disorder NOS was diagnosed when there was not enough data to assess a specific 
diagnosis. There may be some subjects who would have had the diagnosis of brief 
psychotic disorder if there had been more information available. Nevertheless, these 
results suggest that schizophreniform and brief psychotic disorder are rare disorders 
in the general population.  
 
The lifetime prevalence of psychotic disorder NOS was 0.46%. This means that the 
study failed to assign a specific diagnosis for part of the subjects. In this study, the 
cases given a diagnosis of specific psychotic disorder were easy to diagnose 
according to typical description of the DSM-IV. However, there were several cases 
in which it was not possible to assign any specific psychosis diagnosis according to 
the criteria. Most problems were associated to the lifetime duration and relation of 
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the psychotic and affective symptoms, or the impossibility to differentiate primary 
and psychotic disorder induced by substance use or general medical condition. Also 
other comorbid psychiatric disorders often blurred the “typical” clinical picture. 
While it is somewhat misleading to categorize all these subjects into non-affective 
psychoses, using the NOS category is a common practice (Kirkbride et al., 2006). 
 
 
Prevalence of affective psychotic disorders  
The lifetime prevalence of affective psychoses in the Finnish general population was 
0.59%. The result is again very similar with the Lundby study (Bogren et al., 2009), 
where the 50-year prevalence 0.62% was found. The prevalence of 0.4% affective 
psychoses in the Mini-Finland survey was also very similar (Lehtinen et al., 1991).  
The lifetime prevalence of BPI was 0.24% and 0.12% of subtype with psychotic 
features. Although the prevalence 1% of BPI has been usually presented in the 
literature, in recent World Mental Health Survey, a LTP of 0.6% (range 0.0%-1.0%) 
was found (Merikangas et al., 2011). The variation of estimates has been larger in 
earlier studies (Ferrari et al., 2011, Grant et al., 2005). The result presented here 
cannot be directly compared with the World Mental Health Survey, where the WHO 
CIDI version 3.0 was used. Instead, a very similar result was obtained in the Lundby 
study (Bogren et al., 2009) with methods close to this study. Their slightly higher 
estimate, 0.34%, included also bipolar II and NOS types. The low prevalence of 
bipolar I disorder in this study is not likely to be a consequence of inadequate 
screening, because of the multiple sources of information used. However, there may 
be subjects with bipolar I disorder among the eleven subjects who received a 
diagnosis of bipolar disorder NOS because of inadequate information to assign a 
more specific diagnosis. If all these subjects had bipolar I disorder, the prevalence 
would increase up to 0.39%. 

 
The prevalence and incidence of bipolar I disorder in previous Finnish studies 
(Kieseppä et al., 2004, Räsänen et al., 1998, Sorvaniemi and Salokangas, 2005, 
Veijola et al., 1996, Väisänen, 1975) have been even lower compared with these 
results. Higher LTP 0.53 % for Bipolar I disorder was reported among the young 
adults in the same Health 2000 Survey (Suvisaari et al., 2009). However, the 
estimate also included those who developed the disorder later than the baseline 
Health 2000 Survey, which increased the prevalence. Altogether, it seems that the 
lifetime prevalence of bipolar I disorder in Finland is being towards the lower end, 
but still within the reported range worldwide.   
 
The LTP (0.35%) of MDD with psychotic features was lower than in the few older 
studies (Johnson et al., 1991, Ohayon et al., 2002) but close to the Lundby study 
(Bogren et al., 2009). Diagnosing psychotic depression is challenging in clinical 
settings (Maj et al., 2007), and especially in general population studies. If the 
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diagnosis of psychotic depression is not assessed and symptoms carefully recorded 
during treatment, it is extremely difficult to evaluate later, whether thoughts, for 
example mood congruent thoughts of guilt are of delusional intensity or not. Thus, 
this study’s estimate is probably conservative. Suprisingly, no statistically 
significant differences were found between genders, even though the LTP of MDD 
is almost twice as common in women compared with men (Pirkola et al., 2006).   
 
The substance-induced psychotic disorders were frequent in the Finnish general 
population, and more prevalent in men compared with women, as could be expected. 
Most of these disorders were alcohol-induced with LTP 0.41%, while LTP for other 
substance-induced psychotic disorders was lower, 0.03%. In young adults (Suokas et 
al., 2010), the proportion of other substances in psychotic disorders was higher. 
Prevalence of substance-induced psychotic disorders are not included in the most 
recent general population studies of psychoses, but comparable 50-year prevalence 
0.59% was found in the Lundby study (Bogren et al., 2009). Almost 10% of first-
admission patients submitted to hospitals have been found to have substance-related 
psychoses, caused mainly by substance other than alcohol (Cantwell et al., 1999, 
Kirkbride et al., 2006). This proportion still underestimates the disorders, as many 
subjects with substance-induced psychotic disorders are not treated in hospitals. 
Concordant with this, the case ascertainment was challenging: half of the subjects 
with substance-induced psychotic disorders were found by the diagnosis of a 
psychotic disorder diagnosis in the hospital discharge register and one third by the 
screen of CIDI positive psychotic symptoms. Case notes were the most important 
source of information in diagnosing substance-induced psychotic disorders.  
 
The lifetime prevalence of psychotic disorders due to GMC was 0.21%, in the age 
group 65 years and over 0.75% and aged 80 and over 1.71%. The prevalence of 
psychosis due to GMC was higher in the Lundby study compared with this study’s 
results. This is not suprising, as in a prospective setting with multiple sources of 
information many more affected subjects could be found. These often elderly 
subjects may not recall their symptoms in one interview and psychosis diagnoses 
may not be recorded during treatment. High prevalence of any psychotic disorder in 
the elderly has been also found in previous studies including individuals over 65 or 
over 80 years old (Alanen et al., 2008, Ritchie et al., 2004, Östling et al., 2009). The 
age range in the previous general population sample studies of psychotic disorders 
has been of lower age (Kendler et al., 1996, Kessler et al., 2005, van Os et al., 2001). 
The majority of subjects (92%) having psychotic disorder due to GMC and over half 
(57.6%) of the subjects with any lifetime psychotic disorder had been diagnosed 
with dementia in the age group of 80 years and over. Lifetime prevalence of 
psychotic disorders due to GMC is clearly an underestimate here, since many 
somatic diseases are associated with psychotic symptoms, which are though rarely 
diagnosed separately and reported in case notes. However, with the information 
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from the case notes, this study was able to identify many subjects with a new onset 
psychosis, subsequently diagnosed with dementia and thus diagnosed with GMC 
related psychotic disorder (Korner et al., 2009).   
 
Sociodemographic features of psychotic disorders (Study II) 
Sociodemographic correlates of non-affective psychotic disorders in the PIF study 
were generally similar to other general population studies (Isohanni et al., 2001, 
Kendler et al., 1996, Kessler et al., 2005, Lehtinen et al., 1991, Miettunen et al., 
2007, Morgan et al., 2012). Being retired was common (70%) among subjects with 
non-affective psychotic disorders, most of them being below the pension age and 
reported having disability pension. One third of subjects with non-affective 
psychotic disorder had reached the pension age (63 years) and 87.0% of those retired 
below that age reported having disability pension.  

 
Being divorced was more common in subjects with affective psychoses than in the 
general population, which fits with earlier studies on bipolar disorders (Kessler et 
al., 1997, Mitchell et al., 2004). Many studies of affective psychoses have found an 
association with low income and education (Grant et al., 2005, Jonas et al., 2003, 
Kessler et al., 1997, Merikangas et al., 2007).  The overall picture is similar 
compared with other studies finding socioeconomic difficulties to be less 
pronounced in affective psychosis group compared with non-affective group (Gureje 
et al., 2002, Waghorn et al., 2012). 

6.3 Geographic variation of psychotic disorders (STUDY II) 
All psychotic disorders were more common in subjects born in rural areas compared 
with those born in urban areas. Other urban-rural differences in the prevalence of 
psychotic disorders were not found. Instead, prominent regional variation was found 
in the LTP of schizophrenia, other non-affective psychotic disorders, and for any 
psychotic disorders, consistent with previous Finnish studies (Haukka et al., 2001, 
Hovatta et al., 1997 Lehtinen et al., 1990, Suominen, 1975). Over two-fold 
differences were detected between the lowest and the highest prevalences. The LTP 
of schizophrenia in Northern Finland (1.8%) was substantially higher than the 90% 
percentile of LTP 1.16% in the review of Saha et al. (2005).  

 
These results may be related to using prevalence data: urban–rural difference in the 
prevalence of schizophrenia is not clear (Saha et al., 2005) even though the 
incidence is higher in urban areas (McGrath et al., 2004). It has to be noted that 
urban-rural differences have mainly been detected in developed western countries, 
mainly in Europe and in USA (Kelly et al., 2010, March et al., 2008). However, 
there are also other western countries, such as Australia, Ireland and Sweden, where 
being born in sparsely populated areas may increase the risk of schizophrenia 
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(Harrison et al., 2003), or rural high prevalence areas have been found (McGrath et 
al., 2001, Torrey et al., 1984, Scully et al., 2004). 
 
The larger regional differences in prevalence according to place of birth than 
according to place of residence in this study agree with earlier findings and support 
the view that area-related environmental factors influence the risk of psychoses early 
during the lifespan (Marcelis et al., 1998, Pedersen and Mortensen, 2001, Scully et 
al., 2004). The highest impact of place of birth was found on schizophrenia: the OR 
7.72 was found for those born in the North compared with those born in the 
SouthWest. 
 
Affective psychoses differed from non-affective psychoses in showing no regional 
variation. The results were consistent with previous studies (Kirkbride et al., 2007b, 
Pedersen and Mortensen, 2006b, Scully et al., 2004). The findings may support 
higher vulnerability to early environmental risk factors in schizophrenia compared 
with bipolar disorder (Murray et al., 2004, 2005). However, the small number of 
cases with affective psychosis in the current study may contribute to the negative 
finding.  
 
The results of this study support the earlier conclusions that the possible risk factors 
for psychotic disorders affecting in the urban environment in many other western 
countries have been, and may still be, more prevalent in the mostly rural Eastern and 
Northern regions of Finland (Haukka et al., 2001). For example at the beginning of 
the 1960s, Eastern and Northern Finland used to be the least developed regions with 
higher infant mortality, shorter duration of pregnancies, and newborns significantly 
more often underweight than in South and West Finland (Palmgren, 1964). These 
regions are still today characterized by high migration rates, high unemployment, 
and lower level of education. Thus, many early environmental risk factors (Cannon 
et al., 2001) for psychoses have existed in these high prevalence areas. 
 
There are also many other factors that might explain the different geographic 
variation of psychotic disorders in Finland compared with many other European 
countries. Differences in sociocultural settings, existence of sparsely populated areas 
and lack of large metropolitan cities may affect the distribution. High latitude (Saha 
et al., 2006) could be one factor affecting the high prevalence of schizophrenia in the 
North. Another possible explanation for regional differences is clustering of genes 
predisposing to psychotic disorders in the East and the North (Hannelius et al., 
2008). Different genetic background of the illness could result from genetic drift 
related to small number of founder families in genetic isolate found from NorthEast 
Finland (Hovatta et al., 1997, Varilo et al., 2000). Diverse populations have also 
been found to differ in the associated risk alleles of schizophrenia in addition to the 
differences in the prevalence (Paunio et al., 2009).  
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No evidence of marked selective migration of subjects with psychotic disorders was 
found. The risk of psychotic disorders was equal in those born in the same area, 
regardless of whether they had later migrated to other regions of the country or not. 
As both good and poor mental health may provoke higher rate of mobility than the 
average, though for different reasons in different places, migration is a difficult issue 
to examine in relation to psychiatric morbidity (Freeman, 1994, Salokangas et al., 
2001, Pedersen and Mortensen, 2006a).  The bias due to regionally variating 
availability and use of services was minimized by including those without 
psychiatric hospital admission and also obtaining information on mental health 
treatments in primary care. 
 
These results support the view that urban life in itself does not increase the risk of 
psychotic disorders (Zammit et al., 2010). Instead, it can be seen as proxy variable 
for a factor or factors that more directly contribute to the risk of schizophrenia 
(Tandon et al., 2008). These factors responsible for, or mediating the association, are 
largely unknown although several different aspects including environmental and 
genetic factors have been hypothesized. Wide diversity of potential candidates 
including for example air pollution, cannabis and social exclusion has been studied 
(Kelly et al., 2010). There may be a synergistic effect between the exposure to urban 
environment and genetic vulnerability to schizophrenia (Van Os et al., 2004) The 
words of Tandon (2008) well describe the situation: “Although it appears that our 
understanding of the causation of schizophrenia has substantially increased over the 
past two decades, what we can confidentially assert is essentially the same - both 
genetic and environmental factors are important, but exactly which specific 
exposures and exactly how they cause schizophrenia is still unclear”. 

 
When investigating determinants of urban-rural variation in schizophrenia, it may be 
important to study both individual and different area level determinants (March et 
al., 2008, Zammit et al., 2010) like social capital (Allardyce et al., 2005, Kirkbride el 
al 2008) and social fragmentation (March et al., 2008), and generally signs of 
deprivation (Losert et al., 2012, Wicks et al., 2010). Moreover, it is likely that the 
risk attributable to ‘urban’ varies significantly in different sociocultural settings in 
different times.  

6.4 Alcohol-induced psychotic disorders (STUDY III) 
This study found LTP of 0.51% of alcohol-induced psychotic syndromes in the 
Finnish population aged 30 and over, 0.96% for men and 0.12 for women. A notably 
high LTP (1.8%), which was higher than schizophrenia, was found in working age 
men. The results are comparable with cumulative incidence of substance-induced 
psychotic disorders in a Swedish (Bogren et al., 2009), as well as with a Norwegian 
study (Astrup, 1989). Higher prevalence of AIPS in men was expected, as alcohol 
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dependence is much more common in men (Pirkola et al., 2006). Consistent with 
previous findings (Tsuang et al., 1994, Schuckit et al., 1995), disadvantaged 
socioeconomic position among people with alcohol-induced psychotic disorders was 
pronounced even when compared with subjects with alcohol dependence without 
psychosis.  

 
A higher LTP of alcohol-induced psychotic disorders than delirium was found 
contrary to earlier hospital samples (Soyka, 2008a,b). As the study sample included 
a random sample of individuals aged 30 and over, many of the subjects with 
delirium could have died already before the sample selection (Lindelius et al., 1974, 
Lindelius and Salum, 1972). Hospital samples (Soyka, 2008a,b) may also produce 
higher estimates of delirium, as the syndrome usually leads to intensive hospital care 
everywhere, but alcohol-induced psychotic disorder may not. The variability 
between the treatment systems in alcohol and drug treatment (Babor et al., 2008) 
affects the accessibility of hospital treatment in subjects with alcohol dependence in 
different countries. High variability between the treatment units for alcohol-induced 
psychotic disorders was also notable in this study. 

 
Assessing the subtype of the disorder according to whether the person had had 
hallucinations or delusions as the most prominent symptoms was challenging. 
Although 98% were diagnosed as having the subtype with hallucinations as 
prominent symptoms, over half of them had also had delusions. This finding is 
consistent with previous results (Achte et al., 1969, Lehtonen, 1996), suggesting that 
diagnostic validity of subtypes in the psychotic disorders related to specific 
substances should be further studied (Matthias et al., 2008).  
 
Supporting earlier results two thirds of subjects with AIPS had comorbid psychiatric 
disorders (Jordaan et al., 2009, Lehtonen, 1996, Tsuang et al., 1995, Schuckit et al., 
1995). The high frequency of comorbidity of different mental disorders with alcohol 
abuse reflects the overlapping environmental, genetic and neurobiological factors 
that negatively influence both types of disorders (Kendler et al., 2003). One view to 
explain this complex issue has been the chronic stress model which suggests how 
the substance abuse of some susceptible patients increases their risk of mental 
disorders and the other way around (Bardy et al., 2005). Sedative or hypnotic 
misuse, which has been associated with more severe alcohol withdrawal episodes 
(Schuckit et al., 1995), was also common in AIPS. 
 
The group of subjects with AIPS had in most cases had a long history of heavy 
alcohol use, as expected (Eyer et al., 2011, Jordaan et al., 2010, Soyka et al., 2008a). 
All subjects had sought some treatment for alcohol problems, although not 
necessarily for psychotic symptoms. In comparison, only 25% of subjects with 
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active alcohol dependence had used some services for alcohol or mental health 
problems during 12 months (Pirkola et al., 2006). 
 
AIPS was also associated with high medical comorbidity (Moos et al., 1994) and 
high use of health services. Subjects with AIPS compared with subjects with alcohol 
dependence had had more hospital treatments (91% and 16%, respectively) and 
among the hospital treated, higher number of treatment episodes (mean 6.5 and 2.8, 
respectively). Twin studies have suggested organ-specific vulnerabilities of alcohol 
damage (Kendler, 1985, Hrubec and Omen, 1981). No evidence was found for this. 
On the contrary, the affected subjects had a wide range of medical consequences due 
to alcohol use. Subjects with alcohol-induced psychosis had more comorbid mental 
disorders compared with subjects with alcohol-induced delirium. Unexpectedly 
there were no differences found in medical comorbidity between these groups 
(Glass, 1989b, Fiellin et al., 2002). These results support the hypotheses that the two 
conditions could be different manifestations of the same process (Glass, 1989a). 
However, the small number of subjects in this study did not allow the detection of 
small differences.  

 
Thirteen percent of subjects with alcohol-induced psychotic syndrome developed 
another psychosis 5 to 10 years later, including 3% who developed schizophrenia. 
Half of the subjects with cannabis-induced psychosis have been found to later 
develop a schizophrenia spectrum disorder, challenging the validity of substance-
induced psychotic disorders (Arendt et al., 2005). The effect of psychotic disorders 
in parents on the risk of developing alcohol-induced psychotic syndrome in patients 
could not be assessed (Arendt et al., 2008, Chen et al., 2005), but paternal alcohol 
problems and paternal mental health problems were associated with developing 
alcohol-induced psychosis or delirium in subjects with alcohol dependence. This 
result is in agreement with earlier studies finding an association between alcohol 
disorders in parents and offspring (Merikangas et al., 1998, Pirkola et al., 2005). 
Specifically the paternal problems could suggest that elevated risk might be related 
to the family environment instead of genetic predisposition only (Jaffee, 2003). The 
complex mechanism of family-related genetic and environmental factors in 
developing psychosis related to alcohol and other substances is a subject for future 
studies.  
 
The mortality of subjects with lifetime AIPS was high: 37% of subjects had died 
during the eight years of follow-up. The age and gender adjusted HR was 20 
compared with the rest of the sample and 12 compared with alcohol dependent 
subjects without psychosis. This accords with the Swedish Lundby study which also 
found that AIPS was a risk factor for high mortality among subjects with alcohol use 
disorders (Mattisson et al., 2011). There were no differences in mortality between 
subjects with history of alcohol-induced psychosis or delirium. These results accord 
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with a Finnish study which found 44% mortality for both groups during a 10 to 15 
year follow-up (Lehtonen, 1996). These high figures inform about the substantially 
elevated mortality risk of subjects with prior history of AIPS compared with the 
general population. 

6.5 Comparison of delusional disorder and subtypes of  
      schizophrenia (STUDY IV) 
 
Delusional disorder compared with subtypes of schizophrenia 
Delusional disorder showed typical features different from paranoid schizophrenia 
and the other schizophrenia subtypes, suggesting good validity of the diagnosis. The 
mean age of onset of delusional disorder was higher and outcome was better 
compared with persons with schizophrenia, consistently with previous research 
(Kendler et al., 1980, 1982). Symptom severity, as assessed by the Major Symptoms 
of Schizophrenia Scale, was very similar to that found by Kendler and Walsh (1995) 
in the Roscommon Family Study sample. The subjects had prominent delusions, but 
low levels of other symptoms.  

 
Compared with the results of this study, some clinical samples have found lower age 
of onset and high levels of depressive symptoms (Hsiao et al., 1999, Maina et al., 
2001, Serretti et al., 1999). It is possible that persons with high level of mood 
symptoms had turned out to have another disorder during their lifetime and persons 
finally diagnosed with delusional disorder represented a group close to the original 
description of paranoia by Kraepelin (Kendler and Tsuang, 1981). Delusional 
disorder and paranoid schizophrenia were different in clinical features, prognosis 
and treatment, as in another recent study (Marneros et al., 2012). 
 The severity of delusions did not differ between groups, but there were differences 
in almost all other symptom dimensions. Subjects with paranoid schizophrenia had 
more severe hallucinations, bizarre delusions, affective deterioration, depressive 
symptoms, bizarre behaviour and avolition, but also more often chronic course and 
poorer outcome of illness than subjects with delusional disorder. Many of the 
differences are expected by the diagnostic criteria, like differences in hallucinations, 
bizarre behaviour and negative symptoms. Mental hospital admissions, and also 
involuntary admissions, were less frequent in subjects with delusional disorder 
compared with subjects with any schizophrenia subtype. Only half of subjects with 
delusional disorder had ever received inpatient treatment. Thus, hospital samples 
may provide a biased picture of delusional disorder. The largest differences were 
seen in the status of current treatment: only 21% of subjects with delusional disorder 
had current treatment contact and 14% used antipsychotic medication, whereas the 
majority of subjects with schizophrenia had both of these. However, over 80% of 
subjects with delusional disorder and without current treatment were rated as in the 
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need for it. Thus, more attention should be paid to the continuity of treatment in 
delusional disorder. Even though the outcome of delusional disorder is better 
compared with paranoid schizophrenia (Marneros et al., 2012), their subjective 
quality of life was second lowest among the psychotic disorders (Saarni et al., 2010).  
 
Subtypes of schizophrenia 
The lifetime prevalences of schizophrenia subtypes in DSM-IV were 0.24% for 
paranoid schizophrenia, 0.42% for undifferentiated schizophrenia and 0.16 % for 
disorganized schizophrenia. Disorganized schizophrenia was more common in 
males than females. No gender differences were found for paranoid or 
undifferentiated subtypes, contrary to older studies (Fenton and McGlashan, 1991, 
Kendler, 1984). The observed gender distributions could be explained by the cross-
sectional sample representing relatively old population and not including earlier 
deceased subjects from the same birth cohorts. Suicide mortality is higher in 
subjects with paranoid schizophrenia than in the other subtypes (Fenton and 
McGlashan, 1991), and higher in males than females (Gruenberg et al., 1985).  
 
Disorganized schizophrenia differed notably from the other schizophrenia subtypes, 
contrary to studies using DSM-III and DSM-III-R that found undifferentiated 
schizophrenia resembling disorganized schizophrenia (Fenton and McGlashan, 1991 
Gruenberg et al., 1985, Kendler et al., 1984, 1994, Korver-Nieberg et al., 2011). 
Subjects with disorganized schizophrenia had a 13-15 years earlier age at onset, 
more severe thought disorder, catatonic symptoms, bizarre behaviour, and negative 
symptoms and worse outcome than subjects with paranoid and undifferentiated 
schizophrenia. None of them were rated as recovered, while a recent meta-analysis 
of recovery in schizophrenia found a median proportion 13.5% (25%–75% quantiles 
8.1%–20.0%) of recovery in schizophrenia (Jääskeläinen et al., 2012). They had 
spent almost ten years in inpatient treatment. This study’s results support the validity 
of DSM-IV disorganized schizophrenia as a schizophrenia subtype. It has good 
descriptive and predictive validity delineating a group of patients with schizophrenia 
with poor outcome. 
 
There were relatively small differences between subjects with paranoid and 
undifferentiated schizophrenia. There were only minor differences in formal thought 
disorder and some negative symptoms between the subtypes and no significant 
differences in age at onset, course and outcome between paranoid and 
undifferentiated schizophrenia. These results suggest that paranoid and 
undifferentiated schizophrenia are more similar in the DSM-IV than in previous 
definitions of the subtypes.  
 
All subjects with schizophrenia had had mental health treatment contact, but 
subjects with disorganized schizophrenia had more often been treated in mental 
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hospitals and more often had current treatment contact. Most subjects with 
schizophrenia were also using antipsychotic medication at the time of the survey 
(64%-92%). Similar results have been found in the Northern Finland 1966 birth 
cohort study, in which 77% of subjects with schizophrenia had a treatment contact 
and 71% were using antipsychotic medication after median 11 years since the onset 
of psychotic disorder (Lauronen et al., 2007).  
 
Altogether, paranoid and undifferentiated schizophrenia as defined by the DSM-IV 
were quite similar disorders. This could reflect the overlapping of the constructs of 
the subtypes and support the subtypes being left out from the DSM-V (Keller et al., 
2011, Tandon, 2012). However, disorganized schizophrenia was a diagnosis with a 
good validity and clinical utility as delineating a group of patients with 
schizophrenia with poor outcome. Instead of subtyping, use of a severity scale is 
proposed for the DSM-V psychotic disorders. It closely resembles the MSSS (see 
Supplement 2). However, the symptom scale in the DSM-V is proposed to describe 
the symptom dimensions during last month while MSSS assessed average severity 
of the symptoms over the entire course of illness. The criterion of a bizarre delusion 
or a Schneiderian first-rank symptom hallucination as a single symptom to judge a 
diagnosis of schizophrenia, has been proposed to be omitted from the DSM-V. At 
the same time bizarre delusions would not exclude delusional disorder (Tandon, 
2012). Thus the results of this study cannot be directly generalized to the proposed 
DSM-V.  

6.6 Methodological considerations 
This study was a nationally representative general population study of different 
psychotic disorders. The major strength was the use of multiple sources of 
information for screening and diagnostic assessment, making possible to assess 
specific psychosis diagnoses. The diagnoses were based on careful evaluation of the 
lifetime information from the case notes and the SCID-I interview.  
  
The agreement between register diagnoses in the National Hospital Discharge 
Register and the best-estimate diagnoses was excellent, with all registers together 
good, but only modest or poor with other screens. Registers were the most sensitive 
screens, while self-reported psychosis and psychosis assessed by the physisian in 
were specific, but sensitivity was poor. Registers were the most important source of 
information also in the Mini-Finland Survey (Lehtinen et al., 1990). The kappa 
value 0.80 for the National Hospital Discharge Register was similar to findings in 
the Northern Finland Birth Cohort study (Isohanni et al., 1997, Moilanen et al., 
2003). In this study, registers were most reliable in ascertaining non-affective and 
affective psychoses, whereas in substance-induced and GMC related psychotic 
disorders the collection of information from several sources was even more 
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essential. Thus, hospital register information is good, but not excellent, for case 
ascertainment of psychotic disorders alone. The lower concordance of other registers 
could be expected, as only three first digits of the ICD diagnoses were recorded 
earlier and therefore all subjects with MDD were also included for screening. It has 
also to be noted that the good agreement of research and register diagnoses 
concerned the group of all psychotic disorders and conclusions on specific diagnoses 
on the basis of this information cannot be made.  

 
Different availability and use of services in different areas is a potential source of 
bias especially in register-based studies (Kelly et al., 2011). However, individuals 
without history of psychiatric hospital admission were included in this study, and 
information from primary care was also obtained. The highest prevalence of 
psychotic disorders was found in the northern, rural parts of the country with long 
distances to nearest hospitals. Thus the bias due to mental health organizational 
differences (Korkeila, 1998, Jörgensen et al., 2009, Salokangas et al., 2001, 2011) 
was minimalized. Mortality in schizophrenia has been highest in the East and the 
North for decades (Jousilahti et al., 1998), but it does not explain regional 
differences in prevalence in this study. However, mortality varies even in small 
regions and may affect the prevalence (Kiviniemi et al., 2010, Rantanen et al., 
2009). As all subjects with schizophrenia had had some treatment contact during 
their lifetime, a great improvement on the coverage of the registers is that 
information from outpatient treatment, both secondary and primary services is also 
possible to be gathered from the beginning of the year 2011 (Rautiainen and 
Saukkonen, 2012). A major problem is that similar high quality register information 
is available only in other Nordic countries (Tsuang et al., 2011 p. 117). This could 
also account for at least part of the high prevalences found in the high latitudes 
(Saha et al., 2006). However, these findings emphasize that several sources of 
information are essential to achieve the best possible coverage of the subjects with 
psychoses in the general population   
 
CIDI alone was not a reliable method of screening psychotic disorders. The high 
proportion of false positive in the psychotic symptoms section was in accordance 
with earlier results (Kendler et al., 1996, Kessler et al., 2005, vanOs et al., 2001), but 
the proportion of false negatives was found to be higher than previously thought 
(Kessler et al., 2005). Less than third of all subjects with psychotic disorders would 
have been found if the only screen would have been the CIDI section G. The section 
F assessing mania symptoms in the CIDI was found to be equally unreliable, finding 
only 25% of the subjects with bipolar I disorder. The results support the view that 
re-interviews and extensive collection of information is of equal importance in 
affective and non-affective psychoses (Kessler et al., 1997, Mitchell et al., 2012, 
Regeer et al., 2004), although the new version CIDI 3.0 seems to be more reliable 
than older CIDI-versions (Kessler and Ustün,  2004, Kessler et al., 2006). To also 
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find earlier unrecognized subjects with affective psychosis, all subjects with 
temporary or permanent pension and medication reimbursement with the diagnosis 
of MDD were included. All subjects treated with lithium or anticonvulsants were 
also included, if they were not selected already by any other screens. Altogether, 
these screens should have found at least those with the most severe course and 
outcome of BPI and psychotic depression. However, in affective psychoses, 
sociodemographic features, social functioning, quality of life or medical 
comorbidity (Partti et al., 2010, Saarni et al., 2010, Viertiö et al., 2012) did not as 
markedly differ from the general population as in non-affective psychoses, 
suggesting that there may not be a bias toward the most severely affected cases. 
Self-reported or phycisian assessed psychotic disorder produced only few false 
positive cases, e.g. the specificity was excellent, supporting previous results 
(Jablensky et al., 2001). However, the sensitivities of these screens were poor. 
 
Also the effect of diagnostic methods was of major importance. Obtaining case 
notes and assessing the best-estimate diagnoses on the basis of all available 
information made possible the estimation of prevalences across all of psychotic 
disorders. Even in semi-structured SCID interview, all subjects were not able nor 
willing to describe their psychotic and affective symptoms or the precise course of 
them accurately enough for a specific diagnosis. This supports earlier findings 
showing that interviews concerning the lifetime presence of mental health disorders 
have a significant risk of missing information (Fanous et al., 2012). General 
population studies, as well as incidence and family studies of psychoses using case 
notes in addition to semi-structured interviews have found more subjects having 
psychotic disorders compared to studies using only self-reported information 
(Bogren et al., 2009, Isohanni et al., 1997, Kendler et al., 1993, King et al., 1994, 
McNaught et al., 1997, Östling et al., 2002)  

 
The oldest subjects might not have remembered psychotic and affective symptoms, 
if these have occurred decades ago. This recall bias was partially overcome by using 
register data, and case note data collected on a lifetime basis also from primary care 
if needed. However, the recall bias may have affected more the estimates of 
disorders with intermittent course like BPI. If all subjects diagnosed with bipolar 
disorder NOS because of insufficient information had BPI, the prevalence would 
rise to 0.39%.   

 
The diagnoses of this study were based on the lifetime duration of the disorder. 
Many subjects had received different psychoses diagnoses during their lifetime. 
Differential diagnosis between different psychotic disorders is difficult especially 
during the acute phases and during the early course of the disorder (Laursen et al., 
2005, Castagnini et al., 2008, Singh et al., 2004, Tohen et al., 2012), as these 
disorders share a number of symptoms (Rosen et al., 2012). Challenges in diagnostic 
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assessment may be reflected as the high prevalence of psychotic disorder NOS 
found also in this study.  
 
Although this study was based on a survey of more than 8000 individuals, the 
number of cases in different disorder categories was still relatively small, leading to 
wide confidence intervals. The response rate of the Health 2000 Survey was 
excellent (93%). In spite of this the effect of nonresponse on prevalence estimates 
was even higher than previously thought (Kessler et al., 2005). Including also 
subjects having a specific register diagnosis of psychosis in the nonresponse group 
still increased the prevalence of all psychotic disorders from 3.06% to 3.48%. This 
study included also homeless and institutionalized persons, population segments that 
might have a high prevalence of psychoses (Fazel et al., 2008, Goldner et al., 2002, 
Kessler et al., 2005, Teesson et al., 2004). However, these findings cannot be 
directly generalized to other studies because the rates of institutionalization and 
homelessness are highly variable between countries.  

 
The lifetime prevalence found here can be regarded as conservative estimates, as 
subjects with a lifetime psychotic disorder not having prior hospital treatment or 
other mental health care contact exist, and may have declined from the Health 2000 
Survey. Especially, LTP of psychotic disorder due to GMC is underestimated. Most 
of the affected subjects are elderly and majority of them are not treated in 
psychiatric field and they are impossible to find for this kind of study, which was 
also supported by one case with psychotic disorders due to GMC in the control 
group. The same concerns substance-induced psychoses, even though the LTP was 
unexpectedly high. 

 
Major limitation in the current study is the exclusion of young adults under 30 years. 
Among young adults, the incidence of schizophrenia is high (Suvisaari et al., 1999), 
but the lifetime prevalence may be lower compared to middle-aged groups. In 
overall prevalence, the exclusion of this age group was probably compensated by the 
higher mortality of subjects with psychotic disorders. However, the exclusion of 
young adults may have lowered the prevalence of bipolar I disorder (Suvisaari et al., 
2009) and substance-induced psychotic disorders (Suokas et al., 2010). The minor 
differences in results between genders in this study could be explained by the age 
group inclusion: young men, among whom the incidence of schizophrenia is high, 
were not included. The oldest age groups were included in this study, compared to 
more usual 54-64 year upper limit. This increased the lifetime prevalence of 
especially delusional disorder and psychoses related to GMC. Exclusion of young 
adults may have also lowered the risk related to urban birth (Haukka et al., 2001). 
The psychotic or psychotic-like symptoms (van Os et al., 2001) in young adults 
especially are a subject for further studies. 
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The LTP figures of AIPS are underestimates, as subjects with alcohol dependence 
are over-represented in the non-response group (Mäkelä et al., 2010). Symptoms of 
the subjects may not be systematically described in alcohol related treatment 
services. Further, diagnoses may neither be coded within these services. There was 
not always enough information on the diagnostic criteria requiring the lack of insight 
related to psychotic symptoms during the psychotic episode. Thus, those who 
specifically sought help for psychotic symptoms were included. This may limit the 
comparison with clinical studies. Other substance-induced psychoses were not 
included in this study, as they were extremely rare in this age group. In young adult 
population the use of of illicit drugs and other substance induced psychoses was 
more common: 91% of the substance-induced psychotic disorders were induced by 
other substance than alcohol among young adults below 30 years (Suokas et al., 
2010) compared with 6% in this age group.   

 
Variability in service systems (Babor et al., 2008) may have had an effect on the 
estimates of AIPS in earlier hospital samples (Soyka, 2008a,b) as well. In some 
countries, psychiatric sector plays a large role in alcohol and drug treatment, while 
in Finland the social service sector has played a major role in treatment. Delirium 
usually contributes to intensive hospital care everywhere, but the variability of the 
treatment systems affects the accessibility of psychiatric hospital treatment in other 
patients with alcohol dependence. Accordingly, only a third of study subjects with a 
first episode of alcohol-induced psychosis were treated in a psychiatric hospital, 
whereas the corresponding figure was over 70% for subjects with delirium. 
Subtypes of schizophrenia have not been included in previous general population 
studies. This study sample is older compared with many clinical studies, thus 
including potentially more late-onset cases, but also those with better outcome, as 
mortality in schizophrenia is high already at young age (Heilä et al., 2005). The 
reliability of the diagnoses in subtypes of schizophrenia was best for disorganized 
schizophrenia, but poor between two raters for the undifferentiated type. However, 
there were only a few cases of individual schizophrenia subtypes, and thus small 
disagreements had a large effect on kappa values (Spitznagel et al., 1985). If 
undifferentiated schizophrenia cannot be diagnosed reliably even in research 
settings, its reliability in clinical practice is questionable. On the other hand, the 
overall reliability of schizophrenia diagnosis was excellent between all raters. 
Diagnostic assessment based on longitudinal information improved diagnostic 
reliability, compared with cross-sectional studies, and the diagnostic challenges 
caused by instability of the diagnoses in the early phases of the illness (Fenton and 
McGlashan, 1991, Fennig et al., 1996) was avoided. Catatonic subtype (Fink et al., 
2009) was too rare to be investigated.  
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6.7 Conclusions 
PIF was the first general population survey reporting the lifetime prevalence of 
specific psychotic disorders in DSM-IV. The results are congruent with a recent 
study from Sweden with comparable methods, as well as with other Finnish studies. 
Schizophrenia, in accordance with earlier Finnish studies, was found to be in the 
highest range of the findings from many countries. In contrast, bipolar I disorder 
was found to be more common than in previous Finnish studies, but still in the lower 
range of international findings. However, schizophrenia and bipolar I disorder 
represent together only less than half of psychotic disorders occurring in the general 
population. In the elderly, delusional disorder and psychoses related to general 
medical condition are common conditions causing suffering and need of care. 
Further studies including also young adults are needed. As psychotic disorders are 
among the most severe and impairing conditions, with a lifetime prevalence 
exceeding 3%, these disorders are a major public health concern. 

 
National registers, especially National Hospital Disharge Register, were most 
reliable in screening non-affective and affective psychotic disorders. The validity of 
register diagnoses of different specific psychosis diagnoses is a subject for further 
studies. The use of multiple sources of information in detecting and diagnosing 
psychotic disorders in future epidemiological studies improves obtaining reliable 
estimates. 

 
Psychotic disorders occur unevenly in different areas. As opposed to many countries 
with high density populations and metropolitan areas, the psychotic disorders are not 
more common in urban areas in Finland. In Finland, the North and the East are high 
prevalence areas of psychotic disorders, particularly of schizophrenia. This should 
be taken into account when resources are allocated to health care. Longitudinal 
studies are needed to investigate the reasons for the regional differences in 
prevalences. Although selective migration was not found in this study, studying 
association of the time lived in the area of birth with psychoses may be also fruitful 
in future studies. Affective psychoses showed no geographic variation, but were also 
associated with different socioeconomic factors than non-affective psychoses. 
Schizophrenia and other non-affective psychoses were associated with considerable 
socioeconomic disadvantage.  

 
Alcohol-induced psychotic disorder and delirium have not been included in recent 
general population studies. However, these syndromes have severe consequences 
when they do appear. The disorders are associated with high number of hospital 
treatments and with high mortality. The important role of alcohol in psychosis 
should be noted in future studies and interventions for those at risk should be 
presented.  Clinical picture of delusional disorder was different from other forms of 
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traditional paranoid psychoses, especially paranoid schizophrenia. All schizophrenia 
subtypes did not show distinctive features proposing diagnostic validity. This 
supports the proposition that the subtypes are being left out from the DSM-V. 
However, disorganized schizophrenia was associated with earlier age of onset and 
more severe symptoms contributing to far longer hospital care. Even if the subtypes 
of schizophrenia may be removed from the next diagnostic classifications, the 
symptoms associated with severe course of illness should be recognized during 
treatment. Attention should be paid to the recognition and treatment continuity in 
delusional disorder.  

 
The studies comprising this thesis represent basic epidemiological studies assessing 
different psychotic disorders, also with the purpose of providing tools for future 
aetiological studies. Including other comorbid psychiatric disorders in addition to 
the whole dimension of psychosis in the future epidemiological studies may also 
help to understand better this complex phenomenon. The high prevalence of 
psychotic disorders found here challenges the old interpretation of evenly distributed 
prevalence of psychotic disorders worldwide. The knowledge and recognition of 
different psychotic disorders and psychotic symptoms should be improved. The high 
and unevenly distributed prevalence of psychotic disorders should also be taken into 
account when resources are allocated to health care. Possibility to work and to have 
an active and meaningful life should also be provided for those affected by a severe 
mental disorder. Health care systems should be developed to provide the best 
possible individual and flexible treatment and active rehabilitation for individuals 
affected by different psychotic disorders.  
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8 Supplements 
Supplement 1.  The questions assessing psychotic symptoms in the M-CIDI section G 

(Wittchen et al 1998). 

   

CG1 Have you ever believed people were spying on you? 
CG2 Was there ever a time when you believed people were following 

you? 
CG2B Have you been convinced that people you saw talking to each other 

were talking about you or laughing at you? 
CG3 Have you ever believed that you were being secretly tested or 

experimented on? 
CG4 Have you ever believed that someone was plotting against you or 

trying to hurt you or poison you? 
CG5 Have you ever been convinced that someone you had not met was in 

love with you? 
CG6 Have you ever been unreasonably convinced that your spouse or 

partner was being unfaithful, although ^AS1^ told you that was not 
true? 

CG7 Have you ever believed that someone was reading your mind? 
CG8 Have you ever been convinced you could actually hear what another 

person was thinking, even though he or she was not speaking? 
CG9 Have you ever been convinced that others could hear your thoughts? 
CG10 Have you ever been convinced that you were under the control of 

some power or force, so that your actions and thoughts were not your 
own? 

CG11 Have you ever been convinced that strange thoughts, or thoughts that 
were not your own, were being put directly into your mind? 

CG12 Have you ever been convinced that someone or something could take 
or steal your thoughts out of your mind? 

CG13 Have you ever been convinced that you were being sent special 
messages through television or the radio, or that a program had been 
arranged just for you alone? 

CG13B Have you felt that a book, or newspaper, or song was meant only for 
you and no one else? 

CG14 Have you ever felt strange forces working on you, as if you were 
being hypnotised or magic was being performed on you, or you were 
being hit by x-rays or laser beams? 

CG17 Have you ever seen something or someone that others who were 
present could not see - that is, had a vision or hallucination when you 
were completely awake? 

CG18 Have you more than once heard things other people couldn't hear, for 
example sounds or something like a voice? 
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CG20 Have you ever been bothered by strange smells around you that 
nobody else seemed to be able to smell, perhaps even unusual odours 
coming from your own body? 

CG20C Have you ever had strange tastes in your mouth that could not be 
explained by anything you had eaten or put in your mouth? 

CG21 Have you ever had unusual feelings on your skin or inside your body 
- like being touched when nothing was there or feeling something 
moving inside your body? 

CG22 Have you ever had a time when you were unable to move at all when 
it wasn't due to a physical or other medical reason? 

CG22A Have you ever had a time when you moved constantly and couldn't 
stop when it wasn't due to a physical or other medical reason? 

 

 
Supplement 2. MAJOR SYMPTOMS OF SCHIZOPHRENIA SCALE  
(MSSS, Kendler et al 1984, Printed by permission from Kenneth S. Kendler) 
 
1. Hallucinations 

1 – Absent   No evidence of hallucinations. 
2 – Mild   Hallucinations either suspected or if present subject is aware 

that it is his imagination   and is usually able to ignore the 
hallucinations. 

3 – Moderate Hallucinations definitely present, and patient generally 
believes in the reality of the hallucinations but the 
hallucinations have little, if any, influence on his behavior. 
Hallucinations are usually not very frequent. 

4 – Severe Hallucinations are usually frequent, and they have a 
significant effect on patient's actions, e.g., he locks doors to 
keep pursuers, whom he hears, away from him. 

5 - Extremely severe 
 Hallucinations are usually very frequent and patient's actions 

based on them have a major impact on him or others, e.g., 
converses with voices so much that he is unable to work. 

2. Delusions 

1 – Absent No evidence of delusions. 
2 – Mild Delusions either suspected or definitely present, but patient 

frequently questions the veracity of his beliefs. 
3 – Moderate Generally has conviction in his false belief, but delusion has 

little, if any, influence on his behavior. 
4 – Severe Delusion has significant effect on patient's actions, e.g. takes 

apart light fixture looking for "bugs". Patient usually 
somewhat preoccupied with delusion(s). 

5 - Extremely severe  
Actions based on delusion have major impact on him and 
others, e.g., stops eating because of belief that food is 
poisoned, boards up apartment and refuses to go out because 
of "mob" waiting to kill him. Patient is usually completely 
preoccupied with delusion(s). 
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3. Bizarreness of delusions 
This item attempts to measure in the delusion the amount of departure from culturally determined 
consensual reality. 
 

1 - Plausible     -Example- The FBI is out to get me because I called up a radio 
talk show and told them I believed in Communism.  

2 – Possible    -Example- May next door neighbors have been putting drugs in 
my coffee so that they can knock me out and have sex with me. 

3 – Unlikely   -Example- They’re trying to confuse me so they may change the 
stories around in my newspaper and come in and change the 
numbers in my telephone book.  

4 – Bizarre     -Example- I know what you’re doing here. I hear the screams at 
night. Don’t think I don’t know that you kill people 
downstairs and then feed them to us.   

5 – Extremely bizarre     
-Example- They’ve got this machine all right. It causes 
mybrains to spin around at nighet and turns them inside out, 
causing me great pain.                                                           

 
 4. Positive thought disorder  

1 – Absent May be difficult to understand due to unnecessary details, 
little education, rambling or other nonpathological 
impediments to clear communication or simple flight of ideas 
which is completely understandable. 

2 - Mild  Occasional instances of though disorder which are of doubtful 
clinical significance and / or produce little impairment in 
understandability 

3 – Moderate Thought disorder definitely present and severe enough to 
produce some impairment in understandability 

4 – Severe Frequent instances of thought disorder which produce definite 
impairment in understandability 

5 – Extremely severe  
Thought disorder is so severe that most of speech is difficult 
or impossible to understand 

5. Catatonic behavior 
1 – Absent No evidence of catatonic behavior 
2 – Mild Possibly present, but not clinically striking, e.g., possible brief 

posturing, some stereotyped gestures, occasional grimacing 
3 – Moderate Definitely present, but only "mild" catatonic symptoms 

present, e.g., stereotyped gestures and gait, frequent grimacing, 
short episodes of posturing 

4 – Severe Definitely present, "full" catatonic symptoms present, 
including catalepsy, negativism, mutism, prolonged posturing 
or episodes of excitement 

5 – Extremely severe  
Patient either persistently cataleptic, stuporous, negativistic 
and mute and has to be fed and bathed  and / or has episodes 
of marked catatonic excitement (prolonged presence of 
purposeless, disorganized, highly excited behavior) requiring 
seclusion and usually restraints. 
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6. Affective deterioration 
1 – Absent No evidence of affective deterioration  
2 – Mild Only subtle evidence of mild blunting or inappropriateness of 

affect 
3 – Moderate Flattening and/or inappropriateness of affect definitely present, 

but not striking. Mild evidence of poor self-grooming or other 
socially inappropriate behavior may be present. 

4 – Severe Flattening and/or inappropriateness of affect is quite evidence 
usually with evidence of poor self-grooming or other socially 
inappropriate behavior 

5 – Extremely severe  
Patient's flattening of affect and / or affective 
inappropriateness are striking. Poor self-grooming and gross 
violations of public "mores" are frequent (i.e. masturbating in 
public, urinating on floor) 
 

7. Negative though disorder 
Poverty of speech and poverty of content of speech 
 

1 –Absent 
2 – Mild 
3 – Moderate Somewhat difficult to communicate with 
4 – Severe  Rather difficult to communicate with 
5 – Extremely severe Effectively mute 

 
8. Depressive symptoms 
Include symptoms of mood, psychomotor activity, cognition and associate neurovegetative 
symptoms. 
 

1– Absent 
2 – Mild 
3 – Moderate 
4 – Severe 
5 – Extremely severe 
 

9. Manic symptoms 
Include symptoms of mood, psychomotor activity, cognition and associate neurovegetative 
symptoms. 
 

1 – Absent 
2 – Mild 
3 – Moderate 
4 – Severe 
5 – Extremely severe 
 

10. Course  
1 - Single episode 
2 - Multiple episodes - full recovery between episodes 
3 - Multiple episodes - partial recovery 
4 - Chronic course with exacerbations  - no true recovery 
5 - Chronic course without exacerbations - no true recovery 
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11. Outcome 
1 – Recovery 
2 – Mild deterioration 
3 – Moderate deterioration 
4 – Marked deterioration 
 

12. Precipitating factors 
 

1 – Absent 
2 – Possible 
3 – Probable 
4 – Definite 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



THL — Research 97 • 2013 106 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

9 References 

Aalto-Setälä T, Marttunen M, Tuulio-Henriksson 

A, Poikolainen K, Lönnqvist J. One-month 
prevalence of depression and other DSM-IV 
disorders among young adults. Psychological 
Medicine 2001;31:791-801.  

Achté K, Seppälä K, Ginman L, Colliander N, 
Railo J. Alcoholic psychoses in Finland. 

Helsinki, Finland: Finnish Foundation for 
Alcohol Studies; 1969. Vol 19. 

Akobeng AK. Understanding diagnostic tests 1: 
sensitivity, specificity and predictive values. 
Acta Paediatrica 2006;96:338-341. 

Alanen HM, Finne-Soveri H, Noro A, Leinonen E. 

Use of antipsychotics in older home care 
patients in finland. Drugs & Aging 
2008;25:335-342.  

Alanen YO. The family in the pathogenesis of 
schizophrenic and neurotic disorders. Acta 
psychiatrica Scandinavica 1966;190 

(Suppl):1-654.  
Aleman A, Kahn RS, Selten JP. Sex differences 

in the risk of schizophrenia: Evidence from 
meta-analysis. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 2003;60:565-571. 

Alhasnawi S, Sadik S, Rasheed M, Baban A, Al-

Alak MM, Othman AY, Othman Y, Ismet N, 
Shawani O, Murthy S, Aljadiry M, Chatterji 
S, Al-Gasseer N, Streel E, Naidoo N, 
Mahomoud Ali M, Gruber MJ, Petukhova M, 
Sampson NA, Kessler RC. Iraq Mental 
Health Survey Study Group. The prevalence 

and correlates of DSM-IV disorders in the 
Iraq Mental Health Survey (IMHS). World 
Psychiatry 2009;8:97-109. 

Allardyce J, Gilmour H, Atkinson J, Rapson T, 
Bishop J, McCreadie RG. Social 
fragmentation, deprivation and urbanicity:  

Relation to first-admission rates for 

psychoses. British Journal of Psychiatry 

2005;187:401-406.  
Allgulander C. Psychoactive drug use in a general 

population sample, Sweden: Correlates with 
perceived health, psychiatric diagnoses, and 
mortality in an automated record-linkage 
study. The American Journal of Public Health 

1989;79:1006-1010.  
Andreasen NC. Negative symptoms in 

schizophrenia. Definition and reliability. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 1982;39:784-
788. 

Andreasen N. The scale for the assessment of 

positive symptoms (SAPS). Iowa City: The 
University of Iowa; 1984. 

Andreasen NC. The evolving concept of 
schizophrenia: From Kraepelin to the present 
and future. Schizophrenia Research 
1997;28:105-109.  

Andreasen NC, Carpenter WT. Diagnosis and 
classification of schizophrenia. Schizophrenia 
Bulletin 1993;19:199-214.  

Angst J. The emerging epidemiology of 
hypomania and bipolar II disorder. Journal of 
Affective Disorders 1998;50:143-151.  

Angst J. Bipolar disorder--a seriously 
underestimated health burden. European 
Archives of Psychiatry and Clinical 
Neuroscience 2004;254:59-60.  

American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic 
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders. 

Third Edition. Washington, DC: American 
Psychiatric Association; 1980.  

American Psychiatric Association.  Diagnostic 
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders. 
Third Edition -revised Washington, DC: 
American Psychiatric Association; 1987. 

American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic 
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders. 
Fourth Edition. Washington, DC: American 
Psychiatric Association; 1994.  

American Psychiatric Association.  Diagnostic 
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders. 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 107 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Fourth Edition, Text Revision. Washington, 

DC: American Psychiatric Association; 2000.  
Arajärvi R, Suvisaari J, Suokas J, Schreck M, 

Haukka J, Hintikka J, Partonen T, Lönnqvist 
J. Prevalence and diagnosis of schizophrenia 
based on register, case record and interview 
data in an isolated Finnish birth cohort born 

1940-1969. Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric 
Epidemiology 2005;40:808-816.  

Arendt M, Mortensen PB, Rosenberg R, Pedersen 
CB, Waltoft BL. Familial predisposition for 
psychiatric disorder: Comparison of subjects 
treated for cannabis-induced psychosis and 

schizophrenia. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 2008;65:1269-1274.  

Arendt M, Rosenberg R, Foldager L, Perto G, 
Munk-Jorgensen P. Cannabis-induced 
psychosis and subsequent schizophrenia-
spectrum disorders: Follow-up study of 535 

incident cases. British Journal of Psychiatry 
2005;187:510-515.  

Aromaa A, Koskinen S. Health and functional 
capacity in Finland: Baseline results of the 
health 2000 health examination survey. 
Helsinki, Finland: National Public Health 

Institute; 2004. B12.  
Astrup C. The Berlevag project from 1939 

through 1976. Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 
1989;348(Suppl):79-83. 

Babor TF, Stenius K, Romelsjo A. Alcohol and 
drug treatment systems in public health 

perspective: mediators and moderators of 
population effects. International Journal of 
Methods in Psychiatric Research 
2008;17(Suppl):50-59. 

Ballas D, Kalogeresis T, Labrianidis L. A 
comparative study of typologies for rural 

areas in Europe. 
http://www.sheffield.ac.uk/content/1/c6/05/00
/61/Ballas_Typologies.pdf  2003. 

Bardenstein KK, McGlashan TH. Gender 
differences in affective, schizoaffective, and 

schizophrenic disorders. A review. 

Schizophrenia Research 1990;3:159-172.  
Bebbington PE, Bhugra D, Brugha T, Singleton 

N, Farrell M, Jenkins R, Lewis G, Meltzer H. 
Psychosis, victimisation and childhood 
disadvantage: evidence from the second 
British National Survey of Psychiatric 

Morbidity. British Journal of Psychiatry 
2004;185:220-226.  

Bebbington P, Nayani T. The psychosis screening 
questionnaire. International Journal of 
Methods in Psychiatric Research. 1995;5:11-
19.  

Bijl RV, Ravelli A, van Zessen G. Prevalence of 
psychiatric disorder in the general population: 
results of The Netherlands Mental Health 
Survey and Incidence Study (NEMESIS). 
Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric 
Epidemiology 1998;33:587-595. 

Bland RC, Orn H, Newman SC. Lifetime 
prevalence of psychiatric disorders in 
edmonton. Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 
1988;338(Suppl):24-32.  

Bleuler E. Dementia praecox or the group of 
schizophrenias. New York: International 

Universities P; 1950.  
Bogren M, Mattisson C, Isberg PE, Nettelbladt P. 

How common are psychotic and bipolar 
disorders? A 50-year follow-up of the lundby 
population. Nordic Journal of Psychiatry 
2009;63:336-346.  

Brady KT, Sinha R. Co-occurring mental and 
substance use disorders: the neurobiological 
effects of chronic stress. American Journal of 
Psychiatry 2005;162:1483-1493.  

Brown AS. The environment and susceptibility to 
schizophrenia. Progress in Neurobiology 

2011;93:23-58.  
Brown S, Kim M, Mitchell C, Inskip H. Twenty-

five year mortality of acommunity cohort 
with schizophrenia. British Journal of 
Psychiatry 2010;196:116-121.  



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 108 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Brown S. Excess mortality of schizophrenia. A 

meta-analysis. British Journal of Psychiatry 
1997;171:502-508.  

Burnett R, Mallett R, Bhugra D, Hutchinson G, 
Der G, Leff J. The first contact of patients 
with schizophrenia with psychiatric services: 
Social factors and pathways to care in a 

multi-ethnic population. Psychological 
Medicine 1999;29:475-483.  

Böök JA, Wetterberg L, Modrzewska K. 
Schizophrenia in a north swedish 
geographical isolate, 1900-1977. 
Epidemiology, genetics and biochemistry. 

Clinical Genetics 1978;14:373-394.  
Campana A, Gambini O, Scarone S. Delusional 

disorder and eye tracking dysfunction: 
Preliminary evidence of biological and 
clinical heterogeneity. Schizophrenia 
Research 1998;30:51-58.  

Canino GJ, Bird HR, Shrout PE, Rubio-Stipec M, 
Bravo M, Martinez R, Sesman M, Guevara 
LM. The prevalence of specific psychiatric 
disorders in Puerto Rico. The prevalence of 
specific psychiatric disorders in Puerto Rico. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 1987;44:727-

735.  
Cannon M, Walsh E, Hollis C, Kargin M, Taylor 

E, Murray RM, Jones PB. Predictors of later 
schizophrenia and affective psychosis among 
attendees at a child psychiatry department. 
British Journal of Psychiatry 2001;178:420-

426.  
Cantor-Graae E. The contribution of social 

factors to the development of schizophrenia: 
A review of recent findings. The Canadian 
Journal of Psychiatry 2007;52:277-286.  

Cantwell R, Brewin J, Glazebrook C, Dalkin T, 

Fox R, Medley I, Harrison G. Prevalence of 
substance misuse in first-episode psychosis. 
British Journal of Psychiatry 1999;174:150-
153.  

Canuso CM, Bossie CA, Zhu Y, Youssef E, 
Dunner DL. Psychotic symptoms in patients 

with bipolar mania. Journal of Affective 

Disorders 2008;111:164-169.  
Carpenter WT, Strauss JS, Muleh S. Are there 

pathognomonic symptoms in schizophrenia? 
An empiric investigation of Schneider's first-
rank symptoms. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 1973;28:847-852.  

Castagnini A, Bertelsen A, Berrios GE. Incidence 
and diagnostic stability of ICD-10 acute and 
transient psychotic disorders. Comprehensive 
Psychiatry 2008;49:255-261.  

Caton CL, Drake RE, Hasin DS, Dominguez B, 
Shrout PE, Samet S, Schanzer B. Differences 

between early-phase primary psychotic 
disorders with concurrent substance use and 
substance-induced psychoses. Archives of 
General Psychiatry 2005;62:137-145.  

Chapman LJ, Chapman JP, Raulin ML. Scales for 
physical and social anhedonia. Journal of 

Abnormal Psychology 1976;85:374-385. 
Chapman LJ, Chapman JP, Raulin ML. Body-

image aberration in schizophrenia. Journal of 
Abnormal Psychology 1978;87:399-407. 

Chen CK, Lin SK, Sham PC, Ball D, Loh E, 
Murray RM. Morbid risk for psychiatric 

disorder among the relatives of 
methamphetamine users with and without 
psychosis. American Journal of Medical 
Genetics Part B: Neuropsychiatric Genetics 
2005;136B:87-91.  

Chen CN, Wong J, Lee N, Chan-Ho MW, Lau JT, 

Fung M. The Shatin community mental 
health survey in Hong Kong. II. major 
findings. Archives of General Psychiatry 
1993;50:125-133.  

Cho MJ, Kim JK, Jeon HJ, Suh T, Chung IW, 
Hong JP, Bae JN, Lee DW, Park JI, Cho SJ, 

Lee CK, Hahm BJ. Lifetime and 12-month 
prevalence of DSM-IV psychiatric disorders 
among Korean adults. Journal of Nervous & 
Mental Disease 2007;195:203-210. 

Cohen SI, Johnson K. Psychosis from alcohol or 
drug abuse. BMJ 1988;297:1270-1271.  



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 109 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Copeland JR, Dewey ME, Scott A, Gilmore C, 

Larkin BA, Cleave N, McCracken CF, 
McKibbin PE. Schizophrenia and delusional 
disorder in older age: community prevalence, 
incidence, comorbidity, and outcome. 
Schizophrenia Bulletin 1998;24:153-161.  

Coryell W, Lavori P, Endicott J, Keller M, Van 

Eerdewegh M. Outcome in schizoaffective, 
psychotic, and nonpsychotic depression. 
course during a six- to 24-month follow-up. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 1984;41:787-
791.  

Coryell W, Leon AC, Turvey C, Akiskal HS, 

Mueller T, Endicott J. The significance of 
psychotic features in manic episodes: A 
report from the NIMH collaborative study. 
Journal of Affective Disorders 2001;67:79-
88.  

de Graaf R, Bijl RV, Smit F, Ravelli A, 

Vollebergh WA. Psychiatric and 
sociodemographic predictors of attrition in a 
longitudinal study: The Netherlands mental 
health survey and incidence study 
(NEMESIS). The American Journal of 
Epidemiology 2000;152:1039-1047.  

De Hert M, Correll CU, Bobes J, Cetkovich-
Bakmas M, Cohen D, Asai I, Detraux J, 
Gautam S, Möller HJ, Ndetei DM, Newcomer 
JW, Uwakwe R, Leucht S. Physical illness in 
patients with severe mental disorders. I. 
Prevalence, impact of medications and 

disparities in health care. World Psychiatry 
2011;10:52-77. 

Degenhardt L, Hall W, Lynskey M. Alcohol, 
cannabis and tobacco use among Australians: 
A comparison of their associations with other 
drug use and use disorders, affective and 

anxiety disorders, and psychosis. Addiction 
2001;96:1603-1614.  

Delis DC, Kramer JH, Kaplan E, Ober BA. 
California verbal learning test. Manual. 
Research edition. San Antonio: Harcourt 
Brace & Company; 1987. 

DeLisi LE, Mesen A, Rodriguez C, Bertheau A, 

LaPrade B, Llach M, Riondet S, Razi K. 
Clinical characteristics of schizophrenia in 
multiply affected Spanish origin families 
from Costa Rica. Psychiatric Genetics 
2001;11:145-152.  

Dikeos DG, Wickham H, McDonald C, Walshe 

M, Sigmundsson T, Bramon E, Grech A, 
Toulopoulou T, Murray R, Sham PC.  
Distribution of symptom dimensions across 
Kraepelinian divisions. British Journal of 
Psychiatry 2006;189:346-353.  

Drake RE, Caton CL, Xie H, Hsu E, Gorroochurn 

P, Samet S, Hasin DS. A prospective 2-year 
study of emergency department patients with 
early-phase primary psychosis or substance-
induced psychosis. American Journal of 
Psychiatry 2011;168:742-748.  

Eaton WW. Epidemiology of schizophrenia. 

Epidemiologic Reviews 1985;7:105-126.  
Eaton WW, Hall AL, Macdonald R, McKibben J. 

Case identification in psychiatric 
epidemiology: a review. International Review 
of Psychiatry 2007;19:497-507. 

Eaton WW, Mortensen PB, Frydenberg M. 

Obstetric factors, urbanization and psychosis. 
Schizophrenia Research 2000;43:117-123.  

Eckblad M, Chapman LJ, Chapman JP, Mishlove 
M. The Revised Social Anhedonia Scale. 
1982; unpublished test 

Eckblad M & Chapman LJ. Magical ideation as 

an indicator of schizotypy. Journal of 
Consulting and Clinical Psychology 
1983;51:215-225. 

Egeland JA, Hostetter AM. Amish Study, I: 
Affective disorders among the Amish, 1976-
1980. American Journal of Psychiatry 

1983;140:56-61.  
Ekelund J, Hovatta I, Parker A, Paunio T, Varilo 

T, Martin R, Suhonen J, Ellonen P, Chan G, 
Sinsheimer JS, Sobel E, Juvonen H, Arajärvi 
R, Partonen T, Suvisaari J, Lönnqvist J, 
Meyer J, Peltonen L. Chromosome 1 loci in 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 110 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Finnish schizophrenia families. Human 

Molecular Genetics 2001;10:1611-1617.  
Eranti SV, Maccabe JH, Bundy H, Murray RM. 

Gender difference in age at onset of 
schizophrenia: A meta-analysis. 
Psychological Medicine 2012;8:1-13.  

Evans JD, Paulsen JS, Harris MJ, Heaton RK, 

Jeste DV. A clinical and neuropsychological 
comparison of delusional disorder and 
schizophrenia. The Journal of 
Neuropsychiatry and Clinical Neurosciences 
1996;8:281-286.  

Eyer F, Schuster T, Felgenhauer N, Pfab R, 

Strubel T, Saugel B, Zilker T. Risk 
assessment of moderate to severe alcohol 
withdrawal-predictors for seizures and 
delirium tremens in the course of withdrawal. 
Alcohol and Alcoholism 2011;46:427-433.  

Fanous AH, Amdur RL, O'Neill FA, Walsh D, 

Kendler KS. Concordance between chart 
review and structured interview assessments 
of schizophrenic symptoms. Comprehensive 
Psychiatry 2012;53:275-279.  

Fanous AH, Neale MC, Straub RE, Webb BT, 
O'Neill AF, Walsh D, Kendler KS. Clinical 

features of psychotic disorders and 
polymorphisms in HT2A, DRD2, DRD4, 
SLC6A3 (DAT1), and BDNF: A family 
based association study. American Journal of 
Medical Genetics Part B: Neuropsychiatric 
Genetics 2004;125B:69-78.  

Faris R, Dunham H. Mental disorders in urban 
areas. An ecological study of schizophrenia 
and other psychoses. Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press; 1939.  

Fazel S, Khosla V, Doll H, Geddes J. The 
prevalence of mental disorders among the 

homeless in western countries: systematic 
review and meta-regression analysis. PLoS 
Medicine 2008;5:e225.  

Feighner JP, Robins E, Guze SB, Woodruff RA 
Jr, Winokur G, Munoz R. Diagnostic criteria 

for use in psychiatric research. Archives of 

General Psychiatry 1972;26:57-63. 
Fennig S, Craig TJ, Bromet EJ. The consistency 

of DSM-III-R delusional disorder in a first-
admission sample. Psychopathology. 
1996;29:315-324.  

Fenton WS, McGlashan TH. Natural history of 

schizophrenia subtypes. I. longitudinal study 
of paranoid, hebephrenic, and 
undifferentiated schizophrenia. Archives of 
General Psychiatry 1991;48:969-977.  

Ferrari AJ, Baxter AJ, Whiteford HA. A 
systematic review of the global distribution 

and availability of prevalence data for bipolar 
disorder. Journal of Affective Disorders. 
2011;134:1-13.  

Fiellin DA, O'Connor PG, Holmboe ES, Horwitz 
RI. Risk for delirium tremens in patients with 
alcohol withdrawal syndrome. Substance 

abuse. 2002;23:83-94.  
Fink M, Taylor MA. The catatonia syndrome: 

Forgotten but not gone. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 2009;66:1173-1177.  

First MB, Pincus HA, Levine JB, Williams JB, 
Ustun B, Peele R. Clinical utility as a 

criterion for revising psychiatric diagnoses. 
American Journal of Psychiatry. 
2004;161:946-954.  

First MB, Spitzer RL, Gibbon M, Williams JBW. 
Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-IV-
TR Axis I Disorders – Patient Edition (SCID 

I/P, 2/2001 Revision). New York: Biometrics 
Research Department, New York State 
Psychiatric Institute; 2001. 

Fleiss  JL. Statistical Methods for Rates and 
Proportions. 2nd ed. New York: Wiley; 1981. 

Folsom D, Jeste DV. Schizophrenia in homeless 

persons: A systematic review of the literature. 
Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica  
2002;105:404-413.  

Folsom DP, Hawthorne W, Lindamer L, Gilmer 
T, Bailey A, Golshan S, Garcia P, Unützer J, 
Hough R, Jeste DV. Prevalence and risk 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 111 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

factors for homelessness and utilization of 

mental health services among 10,340 patients 
with serious mental illness in a large public 
mental health system. American Journal of 
Psychiatry 2005;162:370-376.  

Foster A, Gable J, Buckley J. Homelessness in 
schizophrenia. Psychiatric Clinics of North 

America 2012;35:717-734.  
Freeman H. Schizophrenia and city residence. 

British Journal of Psychiatry 1994;164(Suppl 
23):39-50.  

Gambini O, Colombo C, Cavallaro R, Scarone S. 
Smooth pursuit eye movements and saccadic 

eye movements in patients with delusional 
disorder. American Journal of Psychiatry 
1993;150:1411-1414.  

Gaudiano BA, Dalrymple KL, Zimmerman M. 
Prevalence and clinical characteristics of 
psychotic versus nonpsychotic major 

depression in a general psychiatric outpatient 
clinic. Depression and Anxiety 2009;26:54-
64.  

Glass IB. Alcoholic hallucinosis: A psychiatric 
enigma-1. The development of an idea. 
British journal of addiction 1989a;84:29-41.  

Glass IB. Alcoholic hallucinosis: A psychiatric 
enigma-2. Follow-up studies. British journal 
of addiction 1989a;84:151-164.  

Goes FS, Sadler B, Toolan J, Zamoiski RD, 
Mondimore FM, Mackinnon DF, Schweizer 
B. Psychotic features in bipolar and unipolar 

depression. Bipolar Disorders 2007;9:901-
906.  

Goldner EM, Hsu L, Waraich P, Somers JM. 
Prevalence and incidence studies of 
schizophrenic disorders: A systematic review 
of the literature. The Canadian Journal of 

Psychiatry 2002;47:833-843.  
Grant BF, Stinson FS, Hasin DS, Dawson DA, 

Chou SP, Ruan WJ, Huang B. Prevalence, 
correlates, and comorbidity of bipolar I 
disorder and axis I and II disorders: Results 
from the national epidemiologic survey on 

alcohol and related conditions. The Journal of 

Clinical Psychiatry 2005;66:1205-1215.  
Greenberg DM, Lee JW. Psychotic 

manifestations of alcoholism. Current 
Psychiatry Reports 2001;3:314-318.  

Grossman LS, Harrow M, Rosen C, Faull R. Sex 
differences in outcome and recovery for 

schizophrenia and other psychotic and 
nonpsychotic disorders. Psychiatric Services 
2006;57:844-850.  

Gruenberg AM, Kendler KS, Tsuang MT. 
Reliability and concordance in the subtyping 
of schizophrenia. American Journal of 

Psychiatry 1985;142:1355-1358. 
Gureje O, Herrman H, Harvey C, Morgan V, 

Jablensky A. The Australian national survey 
of psychotic disorders: Profile of 
psychosocial disability and its risk factors. 
Psychological Medicine 2002;32:639-647.  

Gureje O, Lasebikan VO, Kola L, Makanjuola 
VA. Lifetime and 12-month prevalence of 
mental disorders in the Nigerian survey of 
mental health and well-being. British Journal 
of Psychiatry 2006;188:465-471.  

Gustavsson A, Svensson M, Jacobi F, 

Allgulander C, Alonso J, Beghi E, Dodel R, 
Ekman M, Faravelli C, Fratiglioni L, Gannon 
B, Jones DH, Jennum P, Jordanova A, 
Jönsson L, Karampampa K, Knapp M, Kobelt 
G, Kurth T, Lieb R, Linde M, Ljungcrantz C, 
Maercker A, Melin B, Moscarelli M, 

Musayev A, Norwood F, Preisig M, Pugliatti 
M, Rehm J, Salvador-Carulla L, Schlehofer 
B, Simon R, Steinhausen HC, Stovner LJ, 
Vallat JM, Van den Bergh P, van Os J, Vos P, 
Xu W, Wittchen HU, Jönsson B, Olesen J; 
CDBE2010Study Group. Cost of disorders of 

the brain in Europe 2010. European 
Neuropsychopharmacology 2011;21:718-79. 

Haapea M, Miettunen J, Läärä E, Joukamaa MI, 
Järvelin MR, Isohanni MK, Veijola JM. Non-
participation in a field survey with respect to 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 112 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

psychiatric disorders. Scandinavian Journal of 

Public Health 2008;36:728-736.  
Haapea M, Miettunen J, Lindeman S, Joukamaa 

M, Koponen H. Agreement between self-
reported and pharmacy data on medication 
use in the northern finland 1966 birth cohort. 
The International Journal of Methods in 

Psychiatric Research 2010;19:88-96.  
Haapea M, Miettunen J, Veijola J, Lauronen E, 

Tanskanen P, Isohanni M. Non-participation 
may bias the results of a psychiatric survey: 
An analysis from the survey including 
magnetic resonance imaging within the 

Northern Finland 1966 birth cohort. Social 
Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology 
2007;42:403-409.  

Häfner H, Maurer K, Loffler W, an der Heiden 
W, Hambrecht M, Schultze-Lutter F. 
Modeling the early course of schizophrenia. 

Schizophrenia Bulletin 2003;29:325-340.  
Hannelius U, Salmela E, Lappalainen T, Guillot 

G, Lindgren CM, von Döbeln U, Lahermo P, 
Kere J. Population substructure in Finland 
and Sweden revealed by the use of spatial 
coordinates and a small number of unlinked 

autosomal SNPs. BMC Genetics 2008;9:54.  
Hardoy MC, Carta MG, Catena M, Hardoy MJ, 

Cadeddu M, Dell'Osso L, Hugdahl K, 
Carpiniello B. Impairment in visual and 
spatial perception in schizophrenia and 
delusional disorder. Psychiatry Research 

2004;127:163-166.  
Harrison G, Fouskakis D, Rasmussen F, Tynelius 

P, Sipos A, Gunnell D. Association between 
psychotic disorder and urban place of birth is 
not mediated by obstetric complications or 
childhood socio-economic position: A cohort 

study. Psychological Medicine  2003;33:723-
731.  

Hasin DS, Stinson FS, Ogburn E, Grant BF. 
Prevalence, correlates, disability, and 
comorbidity of DSM-IV alcohol abuse and 
dependence in the united states: Results from 

the national epidemiologic survey on alcohol 

and related conditions. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 2007;64:830-842.  

Haukka J, Suvisaari J, Tuulio-Henriksson A, 
Lönnqvist J. High concordance between self-
reported medication and official prescription 
database information. European journal of 

clinical pharmacology 2007;63:1069-1074.  
Haukka J, Suvisaari J, Varilo T, Lönnqvist J. 

Regional variation in the incidence of 
schizophrenia in Finland: A study of birth 
cohorts born from 1950 to 1969. 
Psychological medicine 2001;31:1045-1053.  

Heilä H, Haukka J, Suvisaari J, Lönnqvist J. 
Mortality among patients with schizophrenia 
and reduced psychiatric hospital care. 
Psychological Medicine 2005;35:725-732.  

Heistaro S. Methodology report: Health 2000 
survey. Helsinki, Finland: National Public 

Health Institute; 2008:B26.  
Helzer JE, Robins LN, McEvoy LT, Spitznagel 

EL, Stoltzman RK, Farmer A, Brockington 
IF. A comparison of clinical and diagnostic 
interview schedule diagnoses. physician 
reexamination of lay-interviewed cases in the 

general population. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 1985;42:657-666.  

Hemmingsen R, Kramp P, Rafaelsen OJ. 
Delirium tremens and related clinical states. 
aetiology, pathophysiology and treatment. 
Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 1979;59:337-

369.  
Hesdorffer DC, Rauch SL, Tamminga CA. Long-

term psychiatric outcomes following 
traumatic brain injury: A review of the 
literature. The Journal of Head Trauma 
Rehabilitation 2009;24:452-459.  

Hiroeh U, Appleby L, Mortensen PB, Dunn G. 
Death by homicide, suicide, and other 
unnatural causes in people with mental 
illness: A population-based study. Lancet 
2001;358:2110-2112.  



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 113 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Hirschfeld RM. Bipolar spectrum disorder: 

Improving its recognition and diagnosis. The 
Journal of Clinical Psychiatry 2001;62(Suppl 
14):5-9.  

Honkonen T, Stengard E, Virtanen M, 
Salokangas RK. Employment predictors for 
discharged schizophrenia patients. Social 

Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology 
2007;42:372-380.  

Hovatta I, Terwilliger JD, Lichtermann D, 
Mäkikyrö T, Suvisaari J, Peltonen L, 
Lönnqvist J. Schizophrenia in the genetic 
isolate of Finland. American Journal of 

Medical Genetics 1997;74:353-60.  
Howard RJ, Almeida O, Levy R, Graves P, 

Graves M. Quantitative magnetic resonance 
imaging volumetry distinguishes delusional 
disorder from late-onset schizophrenia. 
British Journal of Psychiatry 1994;165:474-

480.  
Howard RJ, Graham C, Sham P, Dennehey J, 

Castle DJ, Levy R, Murray R. A controlled 
family study of late-onset non-affective 
psychosis (late paraphrenia). British Journal 
of Psychiatry 1997;170:511-514.  

Hrubec Z, Omenn GS. Evidence of genetic 
predisposition to alcoholic cirrhosis and 
psychosis: twin concordances for alcoholism 
and its biological end points by zygosity 
among male veterans. Alcoholism: Clinical 
and Experimental Research 1981;5:207-215. 

Hsiao MC, Liu CY, Yang YY, Yeh EK. 
Delusional disorder: retrospective analysis of 
86 Chinese outpatients. Psychiatry and 
Clinical Neurosciences 1999;53:673-676. 

Hua LL, Wilens TE, Martelon M, Wong P, 
Wozniak J, Biederman J. Psychosocial 

functioning, familiality, and psychiatric 
comorbidity in bipolar youth with and 
without psychotic features. The Journal of 
Clinical Psychiatry 2011;72:397-405.  

Hwu HG, Yeh EK, Chang LY. Prevalence of 
psychiatric disorders in Taiwan defined by 

the Chinese Diagnostic Interview Schedule. 

Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 1989;79:136-
147.  

Insel TR. Rethinking schizophrenia. Nature 
2010;468:187-193.  

Isohanni M, Jones PB, Moilanen K, Rantakallio 
P, Veijola J, Oja H, Koiranen M, Jokelainen 

J, Croudace T, Järvelin M. Early 
developmental milestones in adult 
schizophrenia and other psychoses. A 31-year 
follow-up of the Northern Finland 1966 Birth 
Cohort. Schizophrenia Research 2001;52:1-
19.  

Isohanni M, Mäkikyrö T, Moring J, Räsänen P, 
Hakko H, Partanen U, Koiranen M, Jones P. 
A comparison of clinical and research DSM-
III-R diagnoses of schizophrenia in a Finnish 
national birth cohort. Clinical and research 
diagnoses of schizophrenia. Social Psychiatry 

and Psychiatric Epidemiology 1997;32:303-
308.  

Jablensky A. Subtyping schizophrenia: 
Implications for genetic research. Molecular 
Psychiatry. 2006;11:815-836.  

Jablensky A. Classification of nonschizophrenic 

psychotic disorders: A historical perspective. 
Current Psychiatry Reports 2001;3:326-331.  

Jablensky A. Schizophrenia: Recent 
epidemiologic issues. Epidemiologic Reviews 
1995;17:10-20.  

Jablensky A, McGrath J, Herrman H, Castle D, 

Gureje O, Evans M, Carr V, Morgan V, 
Korten A, Harvey C. Psychotic disorders in 
urban areas: An overview of the study on low 
prevalence disorders. Australian and New 
Zealand Journal of Psychiatry 2000;34:221-
236.  

Jablensky A, Sartorius N, Ernberg G, Anker M, 
Korten A, Cooper JE, Day R, Bertelsen A. 
Schizophrenia: manifestations, incidence and 
course in different cultures. A World Health 
Organization ten-country study. 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 114 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Psychological Medicine 1992;20(Monogr 

Suppl):1-97.  
Jacobi F, Wittchen HU, Holting C, Höfler M, 

Pfister H, Müller N, Lieb R. Prevalence, co-
morbidity and correlates of mental disorders 
in the general population: results from the 
German Health Interview and Examination 

Survey (GHS). Psychological Medicine 
2004;34:597-611.  

Jaffee SR, Moffitt TE, Caspi A, Taylor A. Life 
with (or without) father: The benefits of 
living with two biological parents depend on 
the father's antisocial behavior. Child 

Development 2003;74:109-126.  
Jarvis E. Insanity and Idiocy in Massachusetts. 

Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press; 
1971.  

Jenkins R, Bebbington P, Brugha T, Farrell M, 
Gill B, Lewis G, Meltzer H, Petticrew M. The 

National Psychiatric Morbidity surveys of 
Great Britain-strategy and methods. 
Psychological Medicine 1997;27:765-774.  

Johns LC, Cannon M, Singleton N, Murray RM, 
Farrell M, Brugha T, Bebbington P, Jenkins 
R, Meltzer H. Prevalence and correlates of 

self-reported psychotic symptoms in the 
British population. British Journal of 
Psychiatry 2004;185:298-305.  

Johnson J, Horwath E, Weissman MM. The 
validity of major depression with psychotic 
features based on a community study. 

Archives of General Psychiatry 
1991;48:1075-1081.  

Jonas BS, Brody D, Roper M, Narrow WE. 
Prevalence of mood disorders in a national 
sample of young american adults. Social 
Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology 

2003;38:618-624.  
Jones PB, Bebbington P, Foerster A, Lewis SW, 

Murray RM, Russell A, Sham PC, Toone BK, 
Wilkins S. Premorbid social 
underachievement in schizophrenia. Results 
from the Camberwell Collaborative Psychosis 

Study. British Journal of Psychiatry 

1993;162:65-71.  
Jousilahti P, Vartiainen E, Tuomilehto J, 

Pekkanen J, Puska P. Role of known risk 
factors in explaining the difference in the risk 
of coronary heart disease between eastern and 
southwestern Finland. Annals of Medicine 

1998;30:481-487. 
Jordaan GP, Nel DG, Hewlett RH, Emsley R. 

Alcohol-induced psychotic disorder: a 
comparative study on the clinical 
characteristics of patients with alcohol 
dependence and schizophrenia. The Journal 

of Studies on Alcohol and Drugs 
2009;70:870-876.  

Jordaan GP, Warwick JM, Hewlett R, Emsley R. 
Resting brain perfusion in alcohol-induced 
psychotic disorder: a comparison in patients 
with alcohol dependence, schizophrenia and 

healthy controls. Progress in Neuro-
Psychopharmacology & Biological 
Psychiatry 2010;34:479-485. 

Joukamaa M, Heliovaara M, Knekt P, Aromaa A, 
Raitasalo R, Lehtinen V. Mental disorders 
and cause-specific mortality. British Journal 

of Psychiatry 2001;179:498-502.  
Jäger M, Haack S, Becker T, Frasch K. 

Schizoaffective disorder-an ongoing 
challenge for psychiatric nosology. European 
Psychiatry 2011;26:159-65.  

Jääskeläinen E, Juola P, Hirvonen N, McGrath JJ, 

Saha S, Isohanni M, Veijola J, Miettunen J. A 
Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of 
Recovery in Schizophrenia. Schizophrenia 
Bulletin 2012; in Press. 

Jörgensen L, Ahlbom A, Allebeck P, Dalman C. 
The Stockholm non-affective psychoses study 

(snaps): the importance of including out-
patient data in incidence studies. Acta 
psychiatrica Scandinavica 2010;121:389-92. 

Kaila M. Uber die Durchschnittshäufigkeit der 
Geisterkrankheiten und des Schwachsinns in 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 115 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Finnland. Acta Psychiatrica et Neurologica 

Scandinavica 1942;17:47-67. 
Kaila M. Psykiatrian historia. Porvoo: WSOY, 

1966. 
Kampman O, Kiviniemi P, Koivisto E, Väänänen 

J, Kilkku N, Leinonen E, Lehtinen K. Patient 
characteristics and diagnostic discrepancy in 

first-episode psychosis. Comprehensive 
Psychiatry 2004;45:213-218.  

Kasanin J. The acute schizoaffective psychoses. 
American Journal of Psychiatry 1933; 90:97–
126. 

Keller J, Schatzberg AF, Maj M. Current issues in 

the classification of psychotic major 
depression. Schizophrenia Bulletin 
2007;33:877-885.  

Keller WR, Fischer BA, Carpenter WT. 
Revisiting the diagnosis of schizophrenia: 
Where have we been and where are we 

going? CNS Neuroscience & Therapeutics 
2011;17:83-88.  

Kelly BD, O'Callaghan E, Waddington JL, 
Feeney L, Browne S, Scully PJ, Clarke M, 
Quinn JF, McTigue O, Morgan MG, Kinsella 
A, Larkin C. Schizophrenia and the city: A 

review of literature and prospective study of 
psychosis and urbanicity in Ireland.  
Schizophrenia Research 2010;116:75-89.  

Kempf L, Hussain N, Potash JB. Mood disorder 
with psychotic features, schizoaffective 
disorder, and schizophrenia with mood 

features: Trouble at the borders. International 
Review of Psychiatry 2005;17:9-19.  

Kendell R, Jablensky A. Distinguishing between 
the validity and utility of psychiatric 
diagnoses. American Journal of Psychiatry 
2003;160:4-12.  

Kendler KS. The nosologic validity of paranoia 
(simple delusional disorder). A review. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 1980;37:699-
706.  

Kendler KS, Gruenberg AM, Strauss JS. An 
independent analysis of the Copenhagen 

sample of the Danish adoption study of 

schizophrenia. III. The relationship between 
paranoid psychosis (delusional disorder) and 
the schizophrenia spectrum disorders. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 1981;38:985-
987.  

Kendler KS, Hays P. Paranoid psychosis 

(delusional disorder) and schizophrenia. A 
family history study. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 1981;38:547-551.  

Kendler KS, Tsuang MT. Nosology of paranoid 
schizophrenia and other paranoid psychoses. 
Schizophrenia Bulletin 1981;7:594-610.  

Kendler KS. Demography of paranoid psychosis 
(delusional disorder): A review and 
comparison with schizophrenia and affective 
illness. Archives of General Psychiatry 
1982;39:890-902.  

Kendler KS, Gruenberg AM, Tsuang MT. 

Outcome of schizophrenic subtypes defined 
by four diagnostic systems. Archives of 
General Psychiatry 1984;41:149-154.  

Kendler KS. A twin study of individuals with 
both schizophrenia and alcoholism. British 
Journal of Psychiatry 1985;147:48-53.  

Kendler KS, Gruenberg AM, Tsuang MT. 
Subtype stability in schizophrenia.  American 
Journal of Psychiatry 1985;142:827-832.  

Kendler KS. Toward a scientific psychiatric 
nosology. Strengths and limitations. Archives 
of General Psychiatry 1990;47:969-973.  

Kendler KS, McGuire M, Gruenberg AM, O'Hare 
A, Spellman M, Walsh D. The Roscommon 
Family Study. I. Methods, diagnosis of 
probands, and risk of schizophrenia in 
relatives. Archives of General Psychiatry 
1993;50:527-540. 

Kendler KS, McGuire M, Gruenberg AM, Walsh 
D. Outcome and family study of the subtypes 
of schizophrenia in the west of Ireland. 
American Journal of Psychiatry 
1994a;151:849-856.  



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 116 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Kendler KS, McGuire M, Gruenberg AM, Walsh 

D. Clinical heterogeneity in schizophrenia 
and the pattern of psychopathology in 
relatives: Results from an epidemiologically 
based family study. Acta psychiatrica 
Scandinavica 1994b;89:294-300.  

Kendler KS, McGuire M, Gruenberg AM, Walsh 

D. Examining the validity of DSM-III-R 
schizoaffective disorder and its putative 
subtypes in the Roscommon Family Study. 
American Journal of Psychiatry 
1995;152:755-64. 

Kendler KS, Walsh D. Schizophreniform 

disorder, delusional disorder and psychotic 
disorder not otherwise specified: Clinical 
features, outcome and familial 
psychopathology. Acta psychiatrica 
Scandinavica 1995;91:370-378.  

Kendler KS, Gallagher TJ, Abelson JM, Kessler 

RC. Lifetime prevalence, demographic risk 
factors, and diagnostic validity of 
nonaffective psychosis as assessed in a US 
community sample. The national comorbidity 
survey. Archives of General Psychiatry 
1996;53:1022-1031.  

Kendler KS, Karkowski LM, Walsh D. The 
structure of psychosis: Latent class analysis 
of probands from the Roscommon family 
study. Archives of General Psychiatry 
1998;55:492-499.  

Kendler KS, Myers JM, O'Neill FA, Martin R, 

Murphy B, MacLean CJ, Walsh D, Straub 
RE. Clinical features of schizophrenia and 
linkage to chromosomes 5q, 6p, 8p, and 10p 
in the Irish Study of High-Density 
Schizophrenia Families. American Journal of 
Psychiatry 2000;157:402-408. 

Kendler KS, Prescott CA, Myers J, Neale MC. 
The structure of genetic and environmental 
risk factors for common psychiatric and 
substance use disorders in men and women. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 2003 ;60:929-
937. 

Kendler KS, Jablensky A. Kraepelin's concept of 

psychiatric illness. Psychological Medicine 
2010:1;1-8.  

Keshavan MS, Nasrallah HA, Tandon R. 
Schizophrenia, "Just the Facts" 6. Moving 
ahead with the schizophrenia concept: from 
the elephant to the mouse. Schizophrenia 

Research 2011;127:3-13.  
Keskimäki I, Aro S. Accuracy of data on 

diagnoses, procedures and accidents in the 
Finnish Hospital Discharge Register. 
International Journal of Health Sciences 
1991;2:15-21. 

Kessler RC, Akiskal HS, Angst J, Guyer M, 
Hirschfeld RM, Merikangas KR, Stang PE. 
Validity of the assessment of bipolar 
spectrum disorders in the WHO CIDI 3.0. 
Journal of Affective Disorders 2006;96:259-
269.  

Kessler RC, Birnbaum H, Demler O, Falloon IR, 
Gagnon E, Guyer M, Howes MJ, Kendler KS, 
Shi L, Walters E, Wu EQ. The prevalence 
and correlates of nonaffective psychosis in 
the National Comorbidity Survey Replication 
(NCS-R). Biological Psychiatry 2005;58:668-

676.  
Kessler RC, Little RJ, Groves RM.  Advances in 

strategies for minimizing and adjusting for 
survey nonresponse. Epidemiolocigal 
Reviews 1995;17:192-204.  

Kessler RC, McGonagle KA, Zhao S, Nelson CB, 

Hughes M, Eshleman S, Wittchen HU, 
Kendler KS. Lifetime and 12-month 
prevalence of DSM-III-R psychiatric 
disorders in the United States. Results from 
the National Comorbidity Survey. Archives 
of General Psychiatry 1994;51:8-19.  

Kessler RC, Rubinow DR, Holmes C, Abelson 
JM, Zhao S. The epidemiology of DSM-III-R 
bipolar I disorder in a general population 
survey. Psychological Medicine 
1997;27:1079-1089.  



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 117 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Kessler RC, Ustün TB. The World Mental Health 

(WMH) Survey Initiative Version of the 
World Health Organization (WHO) 
Composite International Diagnostic Interview 
(CIDI). International Journal of Methods in 
Psychiatric Research 2004;13:93-121. 

Kieseppä T, Partonen T, Haukka J, Kaprio J, 

Lönnqvist J. High concordance of bipolar I 
disorder in a nationwide sample of twins. 
American Journal of Psychiatry 
2004;161:1814-1821.  

Kieseppä T, Partonen T, Kaprio J, Lönnqvist J. 
Accuracy of register- and recordbased bipolar 

I disorder diagnoses in Finland – a study of 
twins. Acta Neuropsychiatrica 2000;12:106-
109. 

King M, Coker E, Leavey G, Hoare A, Johnson-
Sabine E. Incidence of psychotic illness in 
London: comparison of ethnic groups. BMJ 

1994;29:1115-1119.  
Kirkbride JB, Fearon P, Morgan C, Dazzan P, 

Morgan K, Tarrant J, Lloyd T, Holloway J, 
Hutchinson G, Leff JP, Mallett RM, Harrison 
GL, Murray RM, Jones PB. Heterogeneity in 
incidence rates of schizophrenia and other 

psychotic syndromes: findings from the 3-
center AeSOP study. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 2006;63:250-258.  

Kirkbride JB, Fearon P, Morgan C, Dazzan P, 
Morgan K, Murray RM, Jones PB. 
Neighbourhood variation in the incidence of 

psychotic disorders in Southeast London. 
Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric 
Epidemiology 2007a;42:438-445.  

Kirkbride JB, Morgan C, Fearon P, Dazzan P, 
Murray RM, Jones PB. Neighbourhood-level 
effects on psychoses: re-examining the role of 

context. Psychological Medicine 
2007b;37:1413-1425. 

Kirkbride JB, Boydell J, Ploubidis GB, Morgan 
C, Dazzan P, McKenzie K, Murray RM, 
Jones PB. Testing the association between the 
incidence of schizophrenia and social capital 

in an urban area. Psychological Medicine 

2008;38:1083-1094.  
Kirkbride JB, Errazuriz A, Croudace TJ, Morgan 

C, Jackson D, Boydell J, Murray RM, Jones 
PB. Incidence of schizophrenia and other 
psychoses in England, 1950-2009: a 
systematic review and meta-analyses. PLoS 

One 2012;7:e31660.  
Kiviniemi M, Suvisaari J, Pirkola S, Häkkinen U, 

Isohanni M, Hakko H. Regional differences 
in five-year mortality after a first episode of 
schizophrenia in Finland. Psychiatric Services 
2010;61:272-279.  

Koponen S, Taiminen T, Portin R, Himanen L, 
Isoniemi H, Heinonen H, Hinkka S, Tenovuo 
O. Axis I and II psychiatric disorders after 
traumatic brain injury: a 30-year follow-up 
study. American Journal of Psychiatry. 
2002;159:1315-1321.  

Korkeila JA, Lehtinen V, Tuori T, Helenius H. 
Regional differences in the use of psychiatric 
hospital beds in Finland: A national case-
register study. Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 
1998;98:193-199.  

Korkiasaari J. Söderling I. Finnish emigration and 

immigration after World War II. Institute of 
Migration. 
http://www.migrationinstitute.fi/articles/011_
Korkiasaari_Soderling.pdf; 2003. 

Korner A, Lopez AG, Lauritzen L, Andersen PK, 
Kessing LV. Acute and transient psychosis in 

old age and the subsequent risk of dementia: 
A nationwide register-based study. Geriatrics 
& Gerontology International 2009;9:62-68.  

Korver-Nieberg N, Quee PJ, Boos HB, Simons 
CJ, GROUP. The validity of the DSM-IV 
diagnostic classification system of non-

affective psychoses. Australian and New 
Zealand Journal of Psychiatry 2011;45:1061-
1068.  

Kramer M. Cross-national study of diagnosis of 
the mental disorders: origin of the problem. 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 118 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

American Journal of Psychiatry 1969;10 

(Suppl):1-11. 
Krabbendam L, van Os J. Schizophrenia and 

urbanicity: A major environmental influence-
conditional on genetic risk. Schizophrenia 
Bulletin 2005;31:795-799.  

Kraepelin E. Dementia praecox and paraphrenia. 

Edinburgh: E & S Livingstone; 1919.  
Kuoppasalmi K, Lönnqvist J, Pylkkänen K, 

Huttunen M. Classification of mental 
disorders in Finland: A comparison of the 
Finnish classification of mental disorders in 
1987 with DSM-III—R. Psychiatria Fennica 

1989;20:65-81.  
Kupfer DJ, First MB, Regier DA. A research 

agenda for DSM-V. Washington DC, Great 
Britain: American Psychiatric Association; 
2002.  

Laiho J, Nieminen T. Terveys 2000 -tutkimus: 

Aikuisväestön haastatteluaineiston 
tilastollinen laatu: Otanta-asetelma, 
tiedonkeruu, vastauskato ja estimointi- ja 
analyysiasetelma. Helsinki, Finland: 
Tilastokeskus; 2004. Vol 239.  

Larsen JK, Porsdal V, Aarre TF, Koponen HJ, 

Aarnio J, Kleivenes OK; Emblem Advisory 
Board. Mania in the Nordic countries: 
patients and treatment in the acute phase of 
the EMBLEM study. Nordic Journal of 
Psychiatry 2009;63:285-291.  

Larsson TF, Sjögren T. A methodological, 

psychiatric and statistical study of a large 
Swedish rural population. Acta psychiatrica 
et neurologica Scandinavica 
1954;89(Suppl):11-250.  

Latvala A, Tuulio-Henriksson A, Perälä J, Saarni 
SI, Aalto-Setälä T, Aro H, Korhonen T, 

Koskinen S, Lönnqvist J, Kaprio J, Suvisaari 
J. Prevalence and correlates of alcohol and 
other substance use disorders in young 
adulthood: A population-based study. BMC 
Psychiatry 2009;9:73.  

Lauronen E, Miettunen J, Veijola J, Karhu M, 

Jones PB, Isohanni M. Outcome and its 
predictors in schizophrenia within the 
Northern Finland 1966 Birth Cohort. 
European Psychiatry 2007;22:129-136.  

Laursen TM, Labouriau R, Licht RW, Bertelsen 
A, Munk-Olsen T, Mortensen PB. Family 

history of psychiatric illness as a risk factor 
for schizoaffective disorder: A Danish 
register-based cohort study. Archives of 
General Psychiatry 2005;62:841-848.  

Laursen TM, Munk-Olsen T, Nordentoft M, Bo 
Mortensen P. A comparison of selected risk 

factors for unipolar depressive disorder, 
bipolar affective disorder, schizoaffective 
disorder, and schizophrenia from a Danish 
population-based cohort. The Journal of 
Clinical Psychiatry 2007;68:1673-1681.  

Leboyer M, Jay M, D'Amato T, Campion D, 

Guilloud-Bataille M, Hillaire D, Drouet A, 
Lépine JP, Bois E, Feingold J. Subtyping 
familial schizophrenia: reliability, 
concordance, and stability. Psychiatry 
Research 1990;34:77-88.  

Lederbogen F, Kirsch P, Haddad L, Streit F, Tost 

H, Schuch P, Wüst S, Pruessner JC, Rietschel 
M, Deuschle M, Meyer-Lindenberg A. City 
living and urban upbringing affect neural 
social stress processing in humans. Nature 
2011;474:498-501.  

Lee J. Covariance adjustment of rates based on 

the multiple logistic regression model. 
Journal of Chronic Diseases 1981;34:415-
426.  

Lehtinen V, Joukamaa M, Lahtela K, Raitasalo R. 
Jyrkinen E, Maatela J, Aromaa A. Prevalence 
of mental disorders among adults in Finland: 

Basic results from the Mini-Finland Health 
Survey. Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 
1990;81:418-425.  

Lehtinen V, Joukamaa M, Jyrkinen T, Lahtela K, 
Raitasalo R, Maatela J, Aromaa A. Mental 
Health and Mental Disorders in the Finnish 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 119 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Adult Population. Turku and Helsinki: 

Publications of the Social Insurance 
Institution;1991. AL:33.  

Lehtinen V, Veijola J, Lindholm T, Moring J, 
Puukka P, Väisänen E. Incidence of mental 
disorders in the Finnish UKKI study. British 
Journal of Psychiatry 1996;168:672-678.  

Lehtinen V, Veijola J, Lindholm T, Väisänen E, 
Moring J, Puukka P. Stability and changes of 
mental health in the Finnish adult population. 
Turku: Publications of the Social Insurance 
Institution; 1993. AL:36. 

Lehtonen M. Alkoholipsykoosipotilaan ennuste: 

Seurantatutkimus alkoholipsykoosiin 
sairastuneista miehistä. Tampere: Tampereen 
yliopisto; 1996:169.  

Lehtonen R, Pahkinen EJ. Practical Methods for 
Desing and Analysis of Complex Surveys. 
Second ed. Chichester; John Wiley & Sons 

Ltd; 2004. 
Lewandowski KE, Cohen BM, Keshavan MS, 

Ongur D. Relationship of neurocognitive 
deficits to diagnosis and symptoms across 
affective and non-affective psychoses. 
Schizophrenia Research 2011;133:212-217.  

Lewis CE, Smith E, Kercher C, Spitznagel E. 
Assessing gender interactions in the 
prediction of mortality in alcoholic men and 
women: A 20-year follow-up study. 
Alcoholism: Clinical and Experimental 
Research 1995;19:1162-1172.  

Lewis G, David A, Andreasson S, Allebeck P. 
Schizophrenia and city life. Lancet 
1992;340:137-140.  

Lichtenstein P, Yip BH, Björk C, Pawitan Y, 
Cannon TD, Sullivan PF, Hultman CM. 
Common genetic determinants of 

schizophrenia and bipolar disorder in 
Swedish families: a population-based study. 
Lancet 2009;373:234-239.  

Lindelius R, Salum I, Agren G. Mortality among 
male and female alcoholic patients treated in 

a psychiatric unit. Acta psychiatrica 

Scandinavica 1974;50:612-618. 
Lindelius R, Salum I. Mortality. Acta psychiatrica 

Scandinavica 1972;235(suppl):86-100. 
Lloyd T, Kennedy N, Fearon P, Kirkbride J, 

Mallett R, Leff J, Holloway J, Harrison G, 
Dazzan P, Morgan K, Murray RM, Jones PB; 

AESOP study team. Incidence of bipolar 
affective disorder in three UK cities: results 
from the AESOP study. British Journal of 
Psychiatry 2005;186:126-131.  

Lofors J, Sundquist K. Low-linking social capital 
as a predictor of mental disorders: A cohort 

study of 4.5 million swedes. Social Science & 
Medicine 2007;64:21-34.  

Losert C, Schmauss M, Becker T, Kilian R. Area 
characteristics and admission rates of people 
with schizophrenia and affective disorders in 
a German rural catchment area. 

Epidemiology and psychiatric sciences 
2012;11:1-9.  

Maina G, Albert U, Badà A, Bogetto F. 
Occurrence and clinical correlates of 
psychiatric co-morbidity in delusional 
disorder. European Psychiatry 2001;16:222-

228.  
Maj M, Pirozzi R, Magliano L, Fiorillo A, Bartoli 

L. Phenomenology and prognostic 
significance of delusions in major depressive 
disorder: A 10-year prospective follow-up 
study. The Journal of Clinical Psychiatry 

2007;68:1411-1417.  
Malhi GS, Hwu, Green M, Fagiolini A, Peselow 

ED, Kumari V. Schizoaffective disorder: 
Diagnostic issues and future 
recommendations. Bipolar Disorders 
2008;10:215-230.  

Mannelli P, Pae CU. Medical comorbidity and 
alcohol dependence. Current Psychiatry 
Reports 2007;9:217-224.  

Mantere O, Suominen K, Arvilommi P, Valtonen 
H, Leppämäki S, Isometsä E. Clinical 
predictors of unrecognized bipolar I and II 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 120 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

disorders. Bipolar Disorders 2008;10:238-

244.  
Mantere O, Suominen K, Leppämäki S, Valtonen 

H, Arvilommi P, Isometsä E. The clinical 
characteristics of DSM-IV bipolar I and II 
disorders: Baseline findings from the Jorvi 
Bipolar Study (JoBS). Bipolar Disorders 

2004;6:395-405.  
Marcelis M, Navarro-Mateu F, Murray R, Selten 

JP, Van Os J. Urbanization and psychosis: A 
study of 1942-1978 birth cohorts in the 
netherlands. Psychological Medicine 
1998;28:871-879.  

March D, Hatch SL, Morgan C, Kirkbride JB, 
Bresnahan M, Fearon P, Susser E. Psychosis 
and place. Epidemiological Reviews 
2008;30:84-100.  

Markkula N, Härkänen T, Perälä J, Partti K, Peña 
S, Koskinen S, Lönnqvist J, Suvisaari J, 

Saarni SI. Mortality in people with 
depressive, anxiety and alcohol use disorders 
in Finland. British Journal of Psychiatry 
2012;200:143-149. 

Marneros A, Pillmann F, Wustmann T. 
Delusional disorders--are they simply 

paranoid schizophrenia? Schizophrenia 
Bulletin 2012;38:561-568.  

Mathias S, Lubman DI, Hides L. Substance-
induced psychosis: A diagnostic conundrum. 
The Journal of Clinical Psychiatry 
2008;69:358-367.  

Matthews JD, Siefert C, Dording C, Denninger 
JW, Park L, van Nieuwenhuizen AO, 
Sklarsky K, Hilliker S, Homberger C, Rooney 
K, Fava M. An open study of aripiprazole and 
escitalopram for psychotic major depressive 
disorder. Journal of Clinical 

Psychopharmacology 2009;29:73-76.  
Mattisson C, Bogren M, Ojehagen A, Nordstrom 

G, Horstmann V. Mortality in alcohol use 
disorder in the Lundby community cohort-a 
50 year follow-up. Drug and Alcohol 
Dependence 2011;118:141-147.  

Mayo-Smith MF, Beecher LH, Fischer TL, 

Gorelick DA, Guillaume JL, Hill A, Jara G, 
Kasser C, Melbourne J. Management of 
alcohol withdrawal delirium. An evidence-
based practice guideline. Archives of Internal 
Medicine 2004;164:1405-1412. 

McGlashan TH, Fenton WS. Classical subtypes 

for schizophrenia: Literature review for 
DSM-IV. Schizophrenia Bulletin 
1991;17:609-632.  

McGorry PD, Singh BS, Connell S, McKenzie D, 
Van Riel RJ, Copolov DL. Diagnostic 
concordance in functional psychosis 

revisited: A study of inter-relationships 
between alternative concepts of psychotic 
disorder. Psychological Medicine 
1992;22:367-378.  

McGrath J, El-Saadi O, Cardy S, Chapple B, 
Chant D, Mowry B. Urban birth and migrant 

status as risk factors for psychosis: An 
australian case-control study. Social 
Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology 
2001;36:533-536.  

McGrath J, Saha S, Chant D, Welham J. 
Schizophrenia: A concise overview of 

incidence, prevalence, and mortality. 
Epidemiological Reviews 2008;30:67-76.  

McGrath J, Saha S, Welham J, El Saadi O, 
MacCauley C, Chant D. A systematic review 
of the incidence of schizophrenia: The 
distribution of rates and the influence of sex, 

urbanicity, migrant status and methodology. 
BMC Medicine 2004;2:13.  

McNaught AS, Jeffreys SE, Harvey CA, Quayle 
AS, King MB, Bird AS. The Hampstead 
Schizophrenia Survey 1991. II: Incidence and 
migration in inner London. British Journal of 

Psychiatry 1997;170:307-311. 
Meesters PD, de Haan L, Comijs HC, Stek ML, 

Smeets-Janssen MM, Weeda MR, 
Eikelenboom P, Smit JH, Beekman AT. 
Schizophrenia spectrum disorders in later life: 
Prevalence and distribution of age at onset 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 121 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

and sex in a Dutch catchment area. American 

Journal of Geriatric Psychiatry 2012;20:18-
28.  

Merikangas KR, Akiskal HS, Angst J, Greenberg 
PE, Hirschfeld RM, Petukhova M, Kessler 
RC. Lifetime and 12-month prevalence of 
bipolar spectrum disorder in the National 

Comorbidity Survey replication. Archives of 
General Psychiatry 2007;64:543-552.  

Merikangas KR, Jin R, He JP, Kessler RC, Lee S, 
Sampson NA, Viana MC, Andrade LH, Hu C, 
Karam EG, Ladea M, Medina-Mora ME, Ono 
Y, Posada-Villa J, Sagar R, Wells JE, Zarkov 

Z. Prevalence and correlates of bipolar 
spectrum disorder in the world mental health 
survey initiative. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 2011;68:241-251.  

Merikangas KR, Stolar M, Stevens DE, Goulet J, 
Preisig MA, Fenton B, Zhang H, O'Malley 

SS, Rounsaville BJ. Familial transmission of 
substance use disorders. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 1998;55:973-979.  

Merikangas KR, Pato M. Recent developments in 
the epidemiology of bipolar disorder in adults 
and children: Magnitude, correlates, and 

future directions. Clinical Psychology: 
Science and Practice. 2009;16:121-133.  

Miettunen J, Lauronen E, Veijola J, Koponen H, 
Saarento O, Taanila A, Isohanni M. Socio-
demographic and clinical predictors of 
occupational status in schizophrenic 

psychoses-follow-up within the Northern 
Finland 1966 Birth Cohort. Psychiatry 
Research 2007;150:217-225.  

Mitchell PB, Johnston AK, Frankland A, Slade T, 
Green MJ, Roberts G, Wright A, Corry J, 
Hadzi-Pavlovic D. Bipolar disorder in a 

national survey using the World Mental 
Health Version of the Composite 
International Diagnostic Interview: the 
impact of differing diagnostic algorithms. 
Acta Psychiatrica Scandinavica 2012; in 
Press. 

Mitchell PB, Slade T, Andrews G. Twelve-month 

prevalence and disability of DSM-IV bipolar 
disorder in an Australian General Population 
Survey. Psychological Medicine 
2004;34:777-785. 

Moilanen K, Jokelainen J, Jones PB, Hartikainen 
AL, Järvelin MR, Isohanni M. Deviant 

intrauterine growth and risk of schizophrenia: 
A 34-year follow-up of the Northern Finland 
1966 Birth Cohort. Schizophrenia Research 
2010;124:223-230.  

Moilanen K, Veijola J, Läksy K, Mäkikyrö T, 
Miettunen J, Kantojärvi L, Kokkonen P, 

Karvonen JT, Herva A, Joukamaa M, Järvelin 
MR, Moring J, Jones PB, Isohanni M. 
Reasons for the diagnostic discordance 
between clinicians and researchers in 
schizophrenia in the Northern Finland 1966 
Birth Cohort. Social Psychiatry and 

Psychiatric Epidemiology 2003;38:305-310.  
Moos RH, Brennan PL, Mertens JR. Mortality 

rates and predictors of mortality among late-
middle-aged and older substance abuse 
patients. Alcoholism: Clinical and 
Experimental Research 1994;18:187-195.  

Morgan C, Kirkbride J, Hutchinson G, Craig T, 
Morgan K, Dazzan P, Boydell J, Doody GA, 
Jones PB, Murray RM, Leff J, Fearon P. 
Cumulative social disadvantage, ethnicity and 
first-episode psychosis: a case-control study. 
Psychological Medicine 2008;38:1701-1715.  

Morgan VA, Waterreus A, Jablensky A, 
Mackinnon A, McGrath JJ, Carr V, Bush R, 
Castle D, Cohen M, Harvey C, Galletly C, 
Stain HJ, Neil AL, McGorry P, Hocking B, 
Shah S, Saw S. People living with psychotic 
illness in 2010: the second Australian 

national survey of psychosis. Australian and 
New Zealand Journal of Psychiatry 
2012;46:735-752.  

Mortensen PB, Pedersen CB, Melbye M, Mors O, 
Ewald H. Individual and familial risk factors 
for bipolar affective disorders in Denmark. 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 122 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Archives of General Psychiatry 

2003;60:1209-1215. 
Mortensen PB, Pedersen CB, Westergaard T, 

Wohlfahrt J, Ewald H, Mors O, Andersen PK, 
Melbye M. Effects of family history and 
place and season of birth on the risk of 
schizophrenia. The New England Journal of 

Medicine 1999;340:603-608.  
Mueser KT, Drake RE, Wallach MA. Dual 

diagnosis: A review of etiological theories. 
Addictive Behaviors 1998;23:717-734.  

Mueser KT, McGurk SR. Schizophrenia. Lancet 
2004;363:2063-2072.  

Munk-Jorgensen P, Mortensen PB. Incidence and 
other aspects of the epidemiology of 
schizophrenia in Denmark, 1971-87. British 
Journal of Psychiatry 1992;161:489-495.  

Murray RM, Sham P, Van Os J, Zanelli J, 
Cannon M, McDonald C. A developmental 

model for similarities and dissimilarities 
between schizophrenia and bipolar disorder. 
Schizophrenia Research 2004;71:405-416.  

Murray V, McKee I, Miller PM, Young D, Muir 
WJ, Pelosi AJ, Blackwood DH. Dimensions 
and classes of psychosis in a population 

cohort: A four-class, four-dimension model 
of schizophrenia and affective psychoses. 
Psychological Medicine 2005;35:499-510.  

Mäkela P. Alcohol-related mortality as a function 
of socio-economic status. Addiction 
1999;94:867-886.  

Mäkela P, Huhtanen P. The effect of survey 
sampling frame on coverage: The level of and 
changes in alcohol-related mortality in 
Finland as a test case. Addiction 
2010;105:1935-1941.  

Mäkela P, Tigerstedt C, Mustonen H. The finnish 

drinking culture: Change and continuity in 
the past 40 years. Drug and Alcohol Review 
2012;31:831-840.  

Mäkikyro T, Isohanni M, Moring J, Hakko H, 
Hovatta I, Lönnqvist J. Accuracy of register-

based schizophrenia diagnoses in a genetic 

study. European Psychiatry 1998;13:57-62.  
Mäkikyrö T, Isohanni M, Moring J, Oja H, Hakko 

H, Jones P, Rantakallio P. Is a child's risk of 
early onset schizophrenia increased in the 
highest social class? Schizophrenia Research 
1997;23:245-252.  

Niemi LT, Suvisaari JM, Haukka JK, Lonnqvist 
JK.Do maternal psychotic symptoms predict 
offspring’s psychotic disorder? - Findings 
from the Helsinki High-Risk Study. 
Psychiatry Research 2004; 125:105-115. 

Nimgaonkar VL, Fujiwara TM, Dutta M, Wood J, 

Gentry K, Maendel S, Morgan K, Eaton J. 
Low prevalence of psychoses among the 
Hutterites, an isolated religious community. 
American Journal of Psychiatry 
2000;157:1065-1070.  

Nuevo R, Chatterji S, Verdes E, Naidoo N, 

Arango C, Ayuso-Mateos JL. The continuum 
of psychotic symptoms in the general 
population: a cross-national study. 
Schizophrenia Bulletin 2012;38:475-485. 

Nugent KL, Paksarian D, Mojtabai R. 
Nonaffective acute psychoses: Uncertainties 

on the way to DSM-V and ICD-11. Current 
Psychiatry Reports 2011;13:203-210.  

Oakley-Browne MA, Joyce PR, Wells JE, 
Bushnell JA, Hornblow AR. Christchurch 
psychiatric epidemiology study, part II: Six 
month and other period prevalences of 

specific psychiatric disorders. Australian and 
New Zealand Journal of Psychiatry 
1989;23:327-340.  

OECD. The OECD list of social indicators. 
Paris;Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development: 1982. 

Ohayon MM, Schatzberg AF. Prevalence of 
depressive episodes with psychotic features in 
the general population. American Journal of 
Psychiatry 2002;159:1855-1861.  

Opjordsmoen S, Retterstol N. Delusional 
disorder: The predictive validity of the 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 123 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

concept. Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 

1991;84:250-254.  
Pajunen P, Koukkunen H, Ketonen M, Jerkkola 

T, Immonen-Räihä P, Kärjä-Koskenkari P, 
Mähönen M, Niemelä M, Kuulasmaa K, 
Palomäki P, Mustonen J, Lehtonen A, Arstila 
M, Vuorenmaa T, Lehto S, Miettinen H, 

Torppa J, Tuomilehto J, Kesäniemi YA, 
Pyörälä K, Salomaa V. The validity of the 
Finnish Hospital Discharge Register and 
Causes of Death Register data on coronary 
heart disease. European Journal of 
Cardiovascular Prevention & Rehabilitation 

2005;12:132-137.  
Palmgren K. Kehittyneisyyden alueittaisista 

eroavuuksista suomessa. Helsinki: 
Valtakunnansuunnittelutoimisto; 1964:A15.  

Partti K, Heliövaara M, Impivaara O, Perälä J, 
Saarni SI, Lönnqvist J, Suvisaari JM. Skeletal 

status in psychotic disorders: a population-
based study. Psychosomatic Medicine 
2010;72:933-940. 

Paunio T, Arajärvi R, Terwilliger JD, 
Hiekkalinna T, Haimi P, Partonen T, 
Lönnqvist J, Peltonen L, Varilo T. Linkage 

analysis of schizophrenia controlling for 
population substructure. American Journal of 
Medical Genetics Part B: Neuropsychiatric 
Genetics 2009;150B:827-835.  

Paunio T, Ekelund J, Varilo T, Parker A, Hovatta 
I, Turunen JA, Rinard K, Foti A, Terwilliger 

JD, Juvonen H, Suvisaari J, Arajärvi R, 
Suokas J, Partonen T, Lönnqvist J, Meyer J, 
Peltonen L. Genome-wide scan in a 
nationwide study sample of schizophrenia 
families in Finland reveals susceptibility loci 
on chromosomes 2q and 5q. Human 

Molecular Genetics 2001;10:3037-3048.  
Pedersen CB, Mortensen PB. Evidence of a dose-

response relationship between urbanicity 
during upbringing and schizophrenia risk. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 
2001;58:1039-1046.  

Pedersen CB, Mortensen PB. Urbanization and 

traffic related exposures as risk factors for 
schizophrenia. BMC Psychiatry 2006a;6:2.  

Pedersen CB, Mortensen PB. Are the cause(s) 
responsible for urban-rural differences in 
schizophrenia risk rooted in families or in 
individuals? The American Journal of 

Epidemiology 2006b;163:971-978.  
Peralta V, Cuesta MJ. Familial liability and 

schizophrenia phenotypes: A polydiagnostic 
approach. Schizophrenia Research 
2007;96:125-134.  

Phillips MR, Zhang J, Shi Q, Song Z, Ding Z, 

Pang S, Li X, Zhang Y, Wang Z. Prevalence, 
treatment, and associated disability of mental 
disorders in four provinces in China during 
2001-05: an epidemiological survey. Lancet 
2009;13:2041-2053. 

Pihlajamaa J, Suvisaari J, Henriksson M, Heilä H, 

Karjalainen E, Koskela J, Cannon M, 
Lönnqvist J. The validity of schizophrenia 
diagnosis in the Finnish Hospital Discharge 
Register: findings from a 10-year birth cohort 
sample. Nordic Journal of Psychiatry 
2008;62:198-203.  

Pillmann F, Marneros A. Longitudinal follow-up 
in acute and transient psychotic disorders and 
schizophrenia. British Journal of Psychiatry 
2005;187:286-287.  

Pillmann F, Wustmann T, Marneros A. Clinical 
course and personality in reactive, compared 

with nonreactive, delusional disorder. The 
Canadian Journal of Psychiatry 
2012a;57:216-222.  

Pillmann F, Wustmann T, Marneros A. Acute and 
transient psychotic disorders versus persistent 
delusional disorders: A comparative 

longitudinal study. Psychiatry and Clinical 
Neurosciences 2012b;66:44-52.  

Pini S, de Queiroz V, Pagnin D, Pezawas L, 
Angst J, Cassano GB, Wittchen HU. 
Prevalence and burden of bipolar disorders in 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 124 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

European countries. European 

Neuropsychopharmacology 2005;15:425-434.  
Pirkola SP, Isometsä E, Suvisaari J, Aro H, 

Joukamaa M, Poikolainen K, Koskinen S, 
Aromaa A, Lönnqvist JK. DSM-IV mood-, 
anxiety- and alcohol use disorders and their 
comorbidity in the Finnish general 

population-results from the Health 2000 
Study. Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric 
Epidemiology 2005;40:1-10. 

Pirkola SP, Poikolainen K, Lönnqvist JK. 
Currently active and remitted alcohol 
dependence in a nationwide adult general 

population-results from the Finnish Health 
2000 Study. Alcohol and Alcoholism 
2006;41:315-320. 

Pitkänen K, Koskinen S, Martelin T. 
Kuolleisuuden alue-erot ja niiden historia. 
Duodecim 2000;116:1697-1710. 

Poikolainen K, Paljärvi T, Mäkela P. Risk factors 
for alcohol-specific hospitalizations and 
deaths: Prospective cohort study. Alcohol and 
Alcoholism 2011;46:342-348.  

THL. Päihdetilastollinen vuosikirja 2011:THL; 
2012. 

Ran MS, Chan CL, Chen EY, Mao WJ, Hu SH, 
Tang CP, Lin FR, Conwell Y. Differences in 
mortality and suicidal behaviour between 
treated and never-treated people with 
schizophrenia in rural China. British Journal 
of Psychiatry 2009;195:126-131.  

Rantanen H, Koivisto AM, Salokangas RK, 
Helminen M, Oja H, Pirkola S, Wahlbeck K, 
Joukamaa M. Five-year mortality of Finnish 
schizophrenia patients in the era of 
deinstitutionalization. Social Psychiatry and 
Psychiatric Epidemiology 2009;44:135-142.  

Regier DA, Farmer ME, Rae DS, Myers JK, 
Kramer M, Robins LN, George LK, Karno 
M, Locke BZ. One-month prevalence of 
mental disorders in the United States and 
sociodemographic characteristics: the 

Epidemiologic Catchment Area study. Acta 

psychiatrica Scandinavica 1993;88:35-47.  
Regeer EJ, ten Have M, Rosso ML, Hakkaart-van 

Roijen L, Vollebergh W, Nolen WA. 
Prevalence of bipolar disorder in the general 
population: A reappraisal study of the 
Netherlands Mental Health Survey and 

Incidence Study. Acta psychiatrica 
Scandinavica 2004;110:374-382.  

Rehm J, Mathers C, Popova S, 
Thavorncharoensap M, Teerawattananon Y, 
Patra J. Global burden of disease and injury 
and economic cost attributable to alcohol use 

and alcohol-use disorders. Lancet 
2009;373:2223-2233.  

Reitan RM, Wolfson D. The Halstead-Reitan 
neuropsychological test battery: theory and 
clinical interpretation. Tucson; 
Neuropsychology Press: 1993. 

Research Triangle Institute. SUDAAN Language 
Manual, Release 9.0. Research Triangle Park, 
NC; Research Triangle Institute: 2004. 

Ritchie K, Artero S, Beluche I, Ancelin ML, 
Mann A, Dupuy AM, Malafosse A, 
Boulenger JP. Prevalence of DSM-IV 

psychiatric disorder in the French elderly 
population. British Journal of Psychiatry 
2004;184:147-152. 

Robins LN, Helzer JE, Weissman MM, Orvaschel 
H, Gruenberg E, Burke JD Jr, Regier DA. 
Lifetime prevalence of specific psychiatric 

disorders in three sites. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 1984;41:949-958.  

Robins LN, Regier DA, eds. Psychiatric 
Disorders in America. New York, NY; The 
Free Press: 1991. 

Room R, Babor T, Rehm J. Alcohol and public 

health. Lancet 2005;365:519-530. 
Rosen C, Marvin R, Reilly JL, Deleon O, Harris 

MS, Keedy SK, Solari H, Weiden P, Sweeney 
JA. Phenomenology of first-episode 
psychosis in schizophrenia, bipolar disorder, 
and unipolar depression: a comparative 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 125 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

analysis. Clinical Schizophrenia and Related 

Psychoses 2012;6:145-51. 
Räsänen P, Tiihonen J, Hakko H. The incidence 

and onset-age of hospitalized bipolar 
affective disorder in finland. Journal of 
Affective Disorders 1998;48:63-68.  

Saarni SI, Viertiö S, Perälä J, Koskinen S, 

Lönnqvist J, Suvisaari J. Quality of life of 
people with schizophrenia, bipolar disorder 
and other psychotic disorders. British Journal 
of Psychiatry 2010;197:386-394.  

Saha S, Chant D, McGrath J. A systematic review 
of mortality in schizophrenia: Is the 

differential mortality gap worsening over 
time? Archives of General Psychiatry 
2007;64:1123-1131.  

Saha S, Chant D, Welham J, McGrath J. A 
systematic review of the prevalence of 
schizophrenia. PLoS Medicine 2005;2:e141.  

Saha S, Chant DC, Welham JL, McGrath JJ. The 
incidence and prevalence of schizophrenia 
varies with latitude. Acta psychiatrica 
Scandinavica. 2006;114:36-39.  

Salokangas RK, Helminen M, Koivisto AM, 
Rantanen H, Oja H, Pirkola S, Wahlbeck K, 

Joukamaa M. Incidence of hospitalised 
schizophrenia in Finland since 1980: 
decreasing and increasing again. Social 
Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology 
2011;46:343-350.  

Salokangas RK, Honkonen T, Stengard E, 

Koivisto AM. To be or not to be married--that 
is the question of quality of life in men with 
schizophrenia. Social Psychiatry and 
Psychiatric Epidemiology 2001;36:381-390.  

Salokangas RK, Honkonen T, Stengård E, Hietala 
J. Body mass index and functioning in long-

term schizophrenia. Results of the DSP 
project. European Psychiatry 2007;22:313-
318. 

Salokangas R, Marttila J, Räikköläinen V, 
Kaljonen A,  Kytölä J. First-contact 
psychiatric patients. Helsinki, Finland: 

Foundation for Psychiatric research; 1987. 

Reports of Psychiatria Fennica; Report No. 
75. 

SAS Institute Inc. SAS Version 8.02. Cary, NC, 
USA; 1999. 

SAS Institute Inc. SAS Version 9.1.3. Cary, NC, 
USA; 2002. 

Salvatore P, Baldessarini RJ, Tohen M, Khalsa 
HM, Sanchez-Toledo JP, Zarate CA Jr, Vieta 
E, Maggini C. McLean-Harvard International 
First-Episode Project: two-year stability of 
DSM-IV diagnoses in 500 first-episode 
psychotic disorder patients. The Journal of 

Clinical Psychiatry 2009;70:458-466.  
Schuckit MA, Smith TL, Anthenelli R, Irwin M. 

Clinical course of alcoholism in 636 male 
inpatients. American Journal of Psychiatry 
1993;150:786-792.  

Schuckit MA, Tipp JE, Reich T, Hesselbrock 

VM, Bucholz KK. The histories of 
withdrawal convulsions and delirium tremens 
in 1648 alcohol dependent subjects. 
Addiction 1995;90:1335-1347.  

Schwartz JE, Fennig S, Tanenberg-Karant M, 
Carlson G, Craig T, Galambos N, Lavelle J, 

Bromet EJ. Congruence of diagnoses 2 years 
after a first-admission diagnosis of 
psychosis.Congruence of diagnoses 2 years 
after a first-admission diagnosis of psychosis. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 2000;57:593-
600.  

Scully PJ, Owens JM, Kinsella A, Waddington 
JL. Schizophrenia, schizoaffective and 
bipolar disorder within an epidemiologically 
complete, homogeneous population in rural 
Ireland: Small area variation in rate. 
Schizophrenia Research 2004;67:143-155.  

Sellgren C, Landén M, Lichtenstein P, Hultman 
CM, Långström N. Validity of bipolar 
disorder hospital discharge diagnoses: file 
review and multiple register linkage in 
Sweden. Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 
2011;124:447-453. 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 126 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Selten JP, Cantor-Graae E, Kahn RS. Migration 

and schizophrenia. Current Opinion in 
Psychiatry 2007;20:111-115.  

Serretti A, Lattuada E, Cusin C, Smeraldi E. 
Factor analysis of delusional disorder 
symptomatology. Comprehensive Psychiatry 
1999;40:143-147.  

Sharma T. Cognitive effects of conventional and 
atypical antipsychotics in schizophrenia. 
British Journal of Psychiatry 
1999;38(Suppl):44-51.  

Singh SP, Burns T, Amin S, Jones PB, Harrison 
G. Acute and transient psychotic disorders: 

Precursors, epidemiology, course and 
outcome. British Journal of Psychiatry 
2004;185:452-459.  

Shan H, Muhajarine N, Loptson K, Jeffery B. 
Building social capital as a pathway to 
success: community development practices of 

an early childhood intervention program in 
Canada. Health Promotion International 
2012; in Press. 

Somers JM, Goldner EM, Waraich P, Hsu L. 
Prevalence studies of substance-related 
disorders: A systematic review of the 

literature. The Canadian Journal of Psychiatry 
2004;49:373-384.  

Soronen P, Silander K, Antila M, Palo OM, 
Tuulio-Henriksson A, Kieseppä T, Ellonen P, 
Wedenoja J, Turunen JA, Pietiläinen OP, 
Hennah W, Lönnqvist J, Peltonen L, Partonen 

T, Paunio T. Association of a 
nonsynonymous variant of DAOA with 
visuospatial ability in a bipolar family 
sample. Biological Psychiatry 2008;64:438-
442.   

Sorvaniemi MP, Salokangas RK. Prevalence of 

bipolar disorder and major depression among 
patients seen in primary and secondary care 
in finland. The Canadian Journal of 
Psychiatry 2005;50:186-187.  

Soyka M. Psychopathological characteristics in 
alcohol hallucinosis and paranoid 

schizophrenia. Acta psychiatrica 

Scandinavica 1990;81(3):255-259.  
Soyka M. Prevalence of alcohol-induced 

psychotic disorders. European Archives of 
Psychiatry and Clinical Neuroscience 
2008a;258:317-318. 

Soyka M. Prevalence of delirium tremens. 

American Journal on Addictions 
2008b;17:452.  

Spengler PA, Wittchen HU. Procedural validity 
of standardized symptom questions for the 
assessment of psychotic symptoms--a 
comparison of the DIS with two clinical 

methods. Comprehensive Psychiatry 
1988;29:309-322.  

Spitzer RL, Endicott J, Robins E. Research 
Diagnostic criteria. 3nd edn. New York, NY: 
Biometrics Research Division. New York 
State Psychiatric Institute; 1978. 

Spitznagel EL, Helzer JE. A proposed solution to 
the base rate problem in the kappa statistic. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 1985;42:725-
728.  

Statistics Finland. Statistical Yearbook of 
Finland. Helsinki; Statistics Finland, 2001. 

Sundquist K, Frank G, Sundquist J. Urbanisation 
and incidence of psychosis and depression: 
Follow-up study of 4.4 million women and 
men in Sweden. British Journal of Psychiatry 
2004;184:293-298.  

Suokas JT, Perälä J, Suominen K, Saarni S, 

Lönnqvist J, Suvisaari JM. Epidemiology of 
suicide attempts among persons with 
psychotic disorder in the general population. 
Schizophrenia Research 2010;124:22-28.  

Suominen J. Psychoses as a Cause of prolonged 
Diasability in Finland.  Helsinki, Finland: 

Kansaneläkelaitoksen julkaisuja; 1975. AL; 
No.5. 

Suominen K, Mantere O, Valtonen H, Arvilommi 
P, Leppämäki S, Isometsä E. Gender 
differences in bipolar disorder type I and II. 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 127 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 

2009;120:464-473. 
Suvisaari J, Aalto-Setälä T, Tuulio-Henriksson A, 

Härkänen T, Saarni SI, Perälä J, Schreck M, 
Castaneda A, Hintikka J, Kestilä L, 
Lähteenmäki S, Latvala A, Koskinen S, 
Marttunen M, Aro H, Lönnqvist J. Mental 

disorders in young adulthood. Psychological 
Medicine 2009;39:287-299.  

Suvisaari JM, Haukka JK, Tanskanen AJ, 
Lönnqvist JK. Decreasing seasonal variation 
of births in schizophrenia. Psychological 
Medicine 2000;30:315-324.  

Suvisaari JM, Haukka JK, Tanskanen AJ, 
Lönnqvist JK. Decline in the incidence of 
schizophrenia in Finnish cohorts born from 
1954 to 1965. Archives of General Psychiatry 
1999;56:733-740.  

Taiminen T, Ranta K, Karlsson H, Lauerma H, 

Leinonen KM, Wallenius E, Kaljonen A, 
Salokangas RK. Comparison of clinical and 
best-estimate research DSM-IV diagnoses in 
a Finnish sample of first-admission psychosis 
and severe affective disorder. Nordic Journal 
of Psychiatry 2001;55:107-111.  

Takei N, Sham PC, O'Callaghan E, Glover G, 
Murray RM. Schizophrenia: Increased risk 
associated with winter and city birth-a case-
control study in 12 regions within England 
and Wales. The Journal of Epidemiology and 
Community Health 1995;49:106-107.  

Tandon R. The nosology of schizophrenia: 
Toward DSM-5 and ICD-11. Psychiatric 
Clinics of North America 2012;35:557-569.  

Tandon R, Keshavan MS, Nasrallah HA. 
Schizophrenia, "just the facts" what we know 
in 2008. 2. epidemiology and etiology. 

Schizophrenia Research 2008;102:1-18.  
Tandon R, Nasrallah HA, Keshavan MS. 

Schizophrenia, "just the facts" 4. clinical 
features and conceptualization. Schizophrenia 
Research 2009;110:1-23.  

Tang YL, Gillespie CF, Epstein MP, Mao PX, 

Jiang F, Chen Q, Cai ZJ, Mitchell PB. Gender 
differences in 542 chinese inpatients with 
schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Research 
2007;97:88-96. 

Teesson M, Hodder T, Buhrich N. Psychiatric 
disorders in homeless men and women in 

inner Sydney. Australian and New Zealand 
Journal of Psychiatry 2004;38:162-168.  

ten Have M, Vollebergh W, Bijl R, Nolen WA. 
Bipolar disorder in the general population in 
the Netherlands (prevalence, consequences 
and care utilisation): Results from the 

Netherlands Mental Health Survey and 
Incidence study (NEMESIS). Journal of 
Affective Disorders 2002;68:203-213.  

Therneuau TM, Grambsch PM. Modeling 
Survival Data: Extending the Cox Model. 
New York and London; Springer: 2000.  

Thom TJ, Epstein FH, Feldman JJ, Leaverton PE. 
Trends in total mortality and mortality from 
heart disease in 26 countries from 1950 to 
1978. International Journal of Epidemiology 
1985;14:510-520.  

Thompson AL, Chhikara SR, Conkin J. Cox 

proportional hazards models for modeling 
time to onset of decompression sickness in 
hypobaric environments. NASA TP 2003 
210791 2003.  

Thompson WD, Weissman MM. Quantifying 
lifetime risk of psychiatric disorder. Journal 

of Psychiatric Research 1981;16:113-126. 
Thornicroft G, Bisoffi G, De Salvia D, Tansella 

M. Urban-rural differences in the associations 
between social deprivation and psychiatric 
service utilization in schizophrenia and all 
diagnoses: A case-register study in northern 

Italy. Psychological Medicin 1993;23:487-
496.  

Thorup A, Petersen L, Jeppesen P, 
Ohlenschlaeger J, Christensen T, Krarup G, 
Jorgensen P, Nordentoft M. Gender 
differences in young adults with first-episode 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 128 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

schizophrenia spectrum disorders at baseline 

in the Danish OPUS study. Journal of 
Nervous & Mental Disease 2007;195:396-
405.  

Tiihonen J, Lönnqvist J, Wahlbeck K, Klaukka T, 
Niskanen L, Tanskanen A, Haukka J. 11-year 
follow-up of mortality in patients with 

schizophrenia: a population-based cohort 
study (FIN11 study). Lancet 2009;374:620-
627.  

Tiihonen J, Suokas JT, Suvisaari JM, Haukka J, 
Korhonen P. Polypharmacy with 
antipsychotics, antidepressants, or 

benzodiazepines and mortality in 
schizophrenia. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 2012;69:476-483.  

Tohen M, Angst J. Epidemiology of bipolar 
disorder. In: Tsuang MT, Tohen M; eds. 
Psychiatric Epidemiology. 2nd ed. New 

York, NY: John Wiley & Sons Inc; 
2002:427-444. 

Tohen M, Khalsa HM, Salvatore P, Vieta E, 
Ravichandran C, Baldessarini RJ. Two-year 
outcomes in first-episode psychotic 
depression the McLean-Harvard First-

Episode Project. Journal of Affective 
Disorders 2012;136:1-8. 

Torrey EF. Prevalence studies in schizophrenia. 
British Journal of Psychiatry 1987;150:598-
608.  

Torrey EF, Bowler A. Geographical distribution 

of insanity in america: Evidence for an urban 
factor. Schizophrenia Bulletin 1990;16:591-
604.  

Torrey EF, Bowler AE, Clark K. Urban birth and 
residence as risk factors for psychoses: An 
analysis of 1880 data. Schizophrenia 

Research 1997;25:169-176.  
Torrey EF, McGuire M, O'Hare A, Walsh D, 

Spellman MP. Endemic psychosis in western 
Ireland. American Journal of Psychiatry 
1984;141:966-70. 

Tsuang JW, Irwin MR, Smith TL, Schuckit MA. 

Characteristics of men with alcoholic 
hallucinosis. Addiction 1994;89:73-78.  

Tsuang Mt, Levitt JJ, Simpson JC. 
Schizoaffective disorder. In: Hirsch SR, 
Weinberger DR (Eds.), Schizophrenia. 
Oxford; Blackwell: 2003. pp. 46-57. 

Tsuang MT, Tohen M, eds. Textbook of 
psychiatric epidemiology. 2nd ed. New York: 
Wiley-Liss; 2002.  

Tsuang MT, Tohen M, Jones PB eds. Textbook of 
psychiatric epidemiology. 3rd ed. Oxford: 
Wiley-Blackwell; 2011.  

Tuulio-Henriksson A, Haukka J, Partonen T, 
Varilo T, Paunio T, Ekelund J, Cannon TD, 
Meyer JM, Lönnqvist J. Heritability and 
number of quantitative trait loci of 
neurocognitive functions in families with 
schizophrenia. American Journal of Medical 

Genetics 2002;114:483-490.  
Tuulio-Henriksson A, Perälä J, Saarni SI, 

Isometsä E, Koskinen S, Lönnqvist J, 
Suvisaari J. Cognitive functioning in severe 
psychiatric disorders: a general population 
study. European Archives of Psychiatry and 

Clinical Neuroscience 2011;261:447-56. 
Rautiainen H, Saukkonen SM. AvoHILMO 2013 

- Perusterveydenhuollon avohoidon ilmoitus 
2013 - Määrittelyt ja ohjeistus. Helsinki; 
Terveyden ja Hyvinvoinnin laitos: 2012.   

Ustün TB. The global burden of mental disorders. 

The American Journal of Public Health 
1999;89:1315-1318.  

Vaarama M, Moisio P, Karvonen S. Eds. 
Suomalaisten hyvinvointi 2010. Helsinki; 
Terveyden ja Hyvinvoinnin laitos: 2010. 

van Os J, Hanssen M, Bak M, Bijl RV, 

Vollebergh W. Do urbanicity and familial 
liability coparticipate in causing psychosis? 
American Journal of Psychiatry 
2003;160:477– 482. 

van Os J, Hanssen M, Bijl RV, Vollebergh W. 
Prevalence of psychotic disorder and 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 129 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

community level of psychotic symptoms: An 

urban-rural comparison. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 2001;58:663-668.  

van Os J, Kenis G, Rutten BP. The environment 
and schizophrenia. Nature 2010;468:203-212.  

van Os J, Pedersen CB, Mortensen PB. 
Confirmation of synergy between urbanicity 

and familial liability in the causation of 
psychosis. American Journal of Psychiatry 
2004;161:2312-2314.  

Varilo T, Laan M, Hovatta I, Wiebe V, 
Terwilliger JD, Peltonen L. Linkage 
disequilibrium in isolated populations: 

Finland and a young sub-population of 
Kuusamo. The European Journal of Human 
Genetics 2000;8:604-612.  

Varilo T, Peltonen L. Isolates and their potential 
use in complex gene mapping efforts. Current 
Opinion in Genetics and Development 

2004;14:316-323. 
Vassos E, Pedersen CB, Murray RM, Collier DA, 

Lewis CM. Meta-analysis of the association 
of urbanicity with schizophrenia. 
Schizophrenia Bulletin 2012;38:1118-1123. 

Veijola J, Räsänen P, Isohanni M, Tiihonen J. 

Low incidence of mania in northern Finland. 
British Journal of Psychiatry 1996;168:520-
521. 

Victor M, Adams RD. The effect of alcohol on 
the nervous system. Research Publications-
Association for Research in Nervous and 

Mental Disease 1953;32:526-573.  
Viertiö S, Tuulio-Henriksson A, Perälä J, Saarni 

SI, Koskinen S, Sihvonen M, Lönnqvist J, 
Suvisaari J. Activities of daily living, social 
functioning and their determinants in persons 
with psychotic disorder. European Psychiatry 

2012;27:409-415. 
Viguera AC, Baldessarini RJ, Tondo L. Response 

to lithium maintenance treatment in bipolar 
disorders: Comparison of women and men. 
Bipolar Disorders 2001;3:245-252.  

Vollmer-Larsen A, Jacobsen TB, Hemmingsen R, 

Parnas J. Schizoaffective disorder- the 
reliability of its clinical diagnostic use. Acta 
psychiatrica Scandinavica 2006;113:402-407. 

Väisänen E. Psychiatric disorders in Finland. 
Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 
1975;263(Suppl):22-33.  

Waghorn G, Saha S, Harvey C, Morgan VA, 
Waterreus A, Bush R, Castle D, Galletly C, 
Stain HJ, Neil AL, McGorry P, McGrath JJ.  
'Earning and learning' in those with psychotic 
disorders: The second Australian national 
survey of psychosis. Australian and New 

Zealand Journal of Psychiatry 2012;46:774-
785. 

Waraich P, Goldner EM, Somers JM, Hsu L. 
Prevalence and incidence studies of mood 
disorders: A systematic review of the 
literature. The Canadian Journal of Psychiatry 

2004;49:124-138.  
Wechsler D. Wechsler adult intelligence scale—

revised (WAIS-R), manual. The 
psychological corporation. San Antonio; 
Harcourt Brace Jovanovich Inc: 1981. 

Wechsler D. Wechsler memory scale—revised 

(WMS-R), manual. The psychological 
corporation. San Antonio; Harcourt Brace 
Jovanovich Inc: 1987. 

Weissman MM, Bland RC, Canino GJ, Faravelli 
C, Greenwald S, Hwu HG, Joyce PR, Karam 
EG, Lee CK, Lellouch J, Lépine JP, Newman 

SC, Rubio-Stipec M, Wells JE, 
Wickramaratne PJ, Wittchen H, Yeh EK. 
Cross-national epidemiology of major 
depression and bipolar disorder. The Journal 
of the American Medical Association 
1996;276:293-299.  

WHO Collaborating Centre for Drug Statistics 
Methodology. Anatomical therapeutic 
chemical (ATC) classification index: 
Alphabetically sorted according to 
nonproprietary drug name: January 1994. 



References 

THL — Research 97 • 2013 130 Epidemiology of Psychotic 
Disorders 

 

WHO Collaborating Centre for Drug 

Statistics Methodology; 1994.  
Wicks S, Hjern A, Dalman C. Social risk or 

genetic liability for psychosis? A study of 
children born in Sweden and reared by 
adoptive parents. American Journal of 
Psychiatry 2010;167:1240-1246.  

Widerlöv B, Lindström E, von Knorring L (1997) 
One-year prevalence of long-term functional 
psychosis in three different areas of uppsala. 
Acta psychiatrica Scandinavica 96:452-458.  

Winokur G. Manic depressive illness. St Louis 
and London: Mosby; 1969.  

Wittchen HU, Essau CA, von Zerssen D, Krieg 
JC, Zaudig M. Lifetime and six-month 
prevalence of mental disorders in the Munich 
Follow-Up Study. European Archives of 
Psychiatry and Clinical Neuroscience 
1992;241:247-258. 

Wittchen HU, Lachner G, Wunderlich U, Pfister 
H. Test-retest reliability of the computerized 
DSM-IV version of the Munich-composite 
international diagnostic interview (M-CIDI). 
Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric 
Epidemiology 1998;33:568-578.  

Woodward M. Epidemiology: study design and 
data analysis. London: Chapman & Hall; 
1999. 

World Health Organization. International 
statistical classification of diseases and 
related health problems. vol 1. 10th revision. 

ed. WHO; 1992.  
World Health Organization. ATC/DDD Index 

2012. http://www.whocc.no/atc_ddd_index/; 
Cited 10.10.2012. 

World Health Organization. Global status report 

on alcohol and health. WHO; 2011. 
World Health Organization. Global status report 

on alcohol and health. WHO; 2004. 
Wustmann T, Pillmann F, Friedemann J, Piro J, 

Schmeil A, Marneros A. The clinical and 
sociodemographic profile of persistent 

delusional disorder. Psychopathology 
2012;45:200-202 

Wustmann T, Pillmann F, Marneros A. Gender-
related features of persistent delusional 
disorders. European Archives of Psychiatry 
and Clinical Neuroscience 2011;261:29-36.  

Youssef HA, Scully PJ, Kinsella A, Waddington 
JL. Geographical variation in rate of 
schizophrenia in rural Ireland by place at 
birth vs place at onset. Schizophrenia 
Research 1999;37:233-243.  

Zachar P, Kendler KS. Psychiatric disorders: A 

conceptual taxonomy. American Journal of 
Psychiatry 2007;164:557-565.  

Zammit S, Lewis G, Rasbash J, Dalman C, 
Gustafsson JE, Allebeck P. Individuals, 
schools, and neighborhood: A multilevel 
longitudinal study of variation in incidence of 

psychotic disorders. Archives of General 
Psychiatry 2010;67:914-922.  

Östling S, Gustafson D, Waern M. Psychotic and 
behavioural symptoms in a population-based 
sample of the very elderly subjects. Acta 
psychiatrica Scandinavica 2009;120:147-152.  

Östling S, Skoog I. Psychotic symptoms and 
paranoid ideation in a nondemented 
population-based sample of the very old. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 2002;59:53-
59.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 


	Epidemiology of PsychoticDisorders
	Abstract
	Tiivistelmä
	Contents
	List of original papers
	Abbreviations
	1 Introduction
	2 Review of the literature
	2.1 Diagnostic classification of psychotic disorders
	2.1.1 Description of specific psychotic disorders
	2.1.2 Delusional disorder and subtypes of schizophrenia

	2.2 Epidemiology of psychotic disorders
	2.2.1 Population-based studies on psychotic disorders
	2.2.2 Prevalence of psychotic disorders
	2.2.3 Occurrence of psychotic disorders in Finland
	2.2.4 Sociodemographic features in psychotic disorders
	2.2.5 Geographic variation in psychotic disorders

	2.3 Alcohol-induced psychotic disorders
	2.3.1 Epidemiology of alcohol-induced psychotic disorders


	3 Aims of the Study
	4 Methods
	4.1 The Study design and subjects
	4.1.1 Health 2000 Survey
	4.1.2 The Psychoses in Finland Study
	4.1.3 Screening of psychotic disorders
	4.1.4 Mental health assessment
	4.1.5 The final diagnostic assessment
	4.1.6 Diagnostic categories
	4.1.7 Control subjects
	4.1.8 Non-response group

	4.2 Other Measures
	4.2.1 Information collected during the diagnostic evaluation
	4.2.2 Sociodemographic variables
	4.2.3 Geographic variables
	4.2.4 Alcohol-related variables

	4.3 Statistical analysis
	4.3.1 Statistical analysis in the Study I
	4.3.2 Statistical analysis in the Study II
	4.3.3 Statistical analysis in the Study III
	4.3.4 Statistical analysis in the Study IV


	5 Results
	5.1 The screening of psychotic disorders (STUDY I)
	5.2 Lifetime prevalences of psychotic disorders (STUDY I)
	5.3 Geographic differences in lifetime prevalence of psychoticdisorders in Finland (STUDY II)
	5.4 Alcohol-induced psychotic syndrome in the generalpopulation (STUDY III)

	6 Discussion
	6.1 Summary of the main findings
	6.2 Lifetime prevalence of psychotic disorders (STUDY I)
	6.3 Geographic variation of psychotic disorders (STUDY II)
	6.4 Alcohol-induced psychotic disorders (STUDY III)
	6.5 Comparison of delusional disorder and subtypes ofschizophrenia (STUDY IV)
	6.6 Methodological considerations
	6.7 Conclusions

	7 Acknowledgements
	8 Supplements
	9 References



