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Purpose: We provide an overview of Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT) efficacy for adult alcohol or other drug use disorders 
(AOD) and consider some key variations in application as well as contextual (ie, moderators) or mechanistic (ie, mediators) factors 
related to intervention outcomes.
Methods: This work is a narrative overview of the review literature on CBT for AOD.
Results: Robust evidence suggests the efficacy of classical/traditional CBT compared to minimal and usual care control conditions. 
CBT combined with another evidence-based treatment such as Motivational Interviewing, Contingency Management, or pharma-
cotherapy is also efficacious compared to minimal and usual care control conditions, but no form of CBT consistently demonstrates 
efficacy compared to other empirically-supported modalities. CBT and integrative forms of CBT have potential for flexible application 
such as use in a digital format. Data on mechanisms of action, however, are quite limited and this is despite preliminary evidence that 
shows that CBT effect sizes on mechanistic outcomes (ie, secondary measures of psychosocial adjustment) are moderate and typically 
larger than those for AOD use.
Conclusion: CBT for AOD is a well-established intervention with demonstrated efficacy, effect sizes are in the small-to-moderate 
range, and there is potential for tailoring given the modular format of the intervention. Future work should consider mechanisms of 
CBT efficacy and key conditions for dissemination and implementation with fidelity.
Keywords: behavioral treatment, clinical trials, mechanisms of behavior change, substance use disorder

Introduction
Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT) for alcohol and other drug use disorders (AOD) is one of the most widely studied modalities 
of addiction treatment in the United States and internationally. In 1985, Marlatt and Gordon published their seminal work on 
Relapse Prevention: Maintenance Strategies in the Treatment of Addictive Behaviors, which can be considered the “blueprint” for 
CBT treatment for addiction.1 Other key publications during this time include Daley’s2 Relapse Prevention Workbook: For 
Recovering Alcohol and Drug Dependence Persons, Monti et a’sl3 Treating Alcohol Dependence: A Coping Skills Training 
Guide, Kadden et al’s4 Project MATCH Manual for Cognitive Behavioral Therapy and Carroll’s5 A Cognitive Behavioral 
Approach: Treating Cocaine Addiction. The emergence of CBT for AOD coincided with a broader shift in psychotherapy 
research toward manualized, empirically-supported treatment, and an exponential growth in the number of clinical outcome trials 
testing the efficacy (ie, the effect of intervention compared to one or more types of experimental control conditions) of specific- 
modality interventions for a range of mental health conditions. As a result, CBT for AOD has an extensive empirical base and is 
featured in a number of practice guidelines such as those from United States’ Department of Health and Human Services6 and the 
United Kingdom’s National Institute for Health Care Excellence.7 A survey of US treatment facilities shows 96% of program 
administrators report use of relapse prevention and 94% report use of CBT, and these percentiles are second only to the reported 
use of “drug counseling”.8 In short, the presence of CBT for AOD in the treatment landscape can be considered ubiquitous.
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The question of whether one has heard of CBT might be relatively straightforward to answer, but what defines CBT is more 
challenging. Given its ubiquity and longevity, CBT for addiction is increasingly becoming an umbrella term for interventions that 
include a range of cognitive and behavioral techniques (see Table 1). For the purposes of the present discussion, we define CBT for 
AOD as a class of interventions that are time-limited, targeted, and based on principles of both cognitive (ie, an emphasis on the 
role of thoughts in shaping emotions and behaviors) and behavioral (ie, an emphasis on the role of behaviors in shaping emotions 
and thoughts) therapies. There is typically a phase of personalized assessment characterized by techniques such as functional 
analysis. Then, there is a phase of action, or coping skills training, that emphasizes enactment of specific behaviors to re-shape 
reward contingencies, put numerous biopsychosocial resources into place, and facilitate ongoing relapse prevention given this can 
be part of the normal course of AOD.

Part of the difficulty in defining CBT is its evolution and diffusion. According to Hayes, three waves of behavioral therapies 
can be identified, beginning in the purest sense with the application of classical and operant conditioning principles to change 
specific behaviors.9,10 In the second wave, the integration of cognitive principles occurred via the work of Beck11 and Ellis12 and 
the integration of social-cognitive principles via the work of Bandura.13 The third wave characterizes even further integration with 
relational and humanistic principles, as well as spiritual and meditation practices which resulted in new forms of CBT not named 
as such, but with many shared theoretical underpinnings, processes, and techniques (eg, Acceptance and Commitment Therapy; 
Dialectical Behavior Therapy; Mindfulness-based Relapse Prevention).14–16 The literature has also seen increasing specific- 
modality therapies being combined with CBT, such as adding Motivational Interviewing (MI) or Contingency Management 
(CM). Modern day CBT for addiction is decidedly integrative and increasingly so as the applications evolve to reach novel and 
understudied populations.

Table 1 Techniques Often Used in CBT for AOD, by Treatment Phase

Technique Description

Assessment and Engagement
Treatment Rationale - Brief education on the cognitive-behavioral approach, including the interrelationships between thoughts, 

feelings, and behaviors and the nature of treatment (eg, use of experiential exercises, extra-session activities).

Motivational Enhancement - Brief exploration of presenting concerns, with rapport-building and assessment of motivation for 

treatment.
Goal Setting/Contracting - Identify goals for treatment and assess fit of goals with cognitive-behavioral approach. Mutually agree upon 

a treatment plan.

Functional Analysis/Analysis of  
High-Risk Situations

- A personalized assessment of the situations in which substance use occurs, that includes examining the 
associated thoughts, feelings, behaviors (ie, substance use or lack of use), and the consequences of those 

behaviors.

Coping Skills Training
Self-Monitoring - Continued use of the situation-thought-behavior-outcome framework, or a similar framework, that 

promotes increased self-awareness around key risks for substance use behavior.

Coping with Craving/Urges/ 
Thoughts about Use

- Define craving/urges, use self-monitoring to identify situations or triggers for craving/urges, teach a range of 
alternative strategies for coping with craving, and practice.

Substance Refusal Skills/ 

Communication Skills

- Identifying common situations where alcohol or other drug refusal skills may be needed, practice drug 

refusal. Teach about other communications skills and assertiveness as a means of avoiding common 
interpersonal triggers for substance use.

Mood Management - Identifying personally-relevant affective states that might be intrapersonal triggers for substance use. 

Practice various coping alternatives such as cognitive exercises (eg, thought stopping) or physical exercises 
(eg, progressive muscle relaxation).

Positive Lifestyle Enhancement - Identify a range of rewarding activities that can replace substance use behaviors, plan for these activities in- 

between sessions, and review activity use in terms of positive consequences and potential for continued use.
Planning and Maintenance
Relapse Prevention - When goals are met, create plans for goal maintenance/relapse prevention. Teach about the nature of 

relapse and how to respond when potential relapse or lapse occurs.

Social Supports - Identify social supports that might be integrated into the relapse prevention plan.

Notes: Data from Carroll, 1998; Kadden et al, 1992; Monti et al, 1989.3–5
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Purpose and Aims
In the present narrative review, we offer an overview of CBT efficacy for adult AOD and consider some key variations in 
application as well as contextual (ie, moderators) or mechanistic (ie, mediators) factors related to intervention effectiveness. 
Specifically, we will examine what might be considered “classical” or “traditional” applications based on Marlatt and Gordon’s17 

seminal work but will also consider some integrative applications such as CBT in combination with MI, CM, and pharmacother-
apy. Next, we will review novel extensions such as digital format CBT. Finally, we will examine moderating and mediating factors 
that have been observed in studies of intervention efficacy. This work is intended to be a user-friendly overview of a large 
literature. As such, we provide a summary of systematic reviews and meta-analyses, but some landmark trials are also described. 
The population focus is adults with a diagnosed alcohol or other drug use disorder, as well as adults with substance use that may 
place them a risk for related consequences. To add clinical utility to this review, effect size data will be summarized using Cohen’s 
generic benchmarks of “small” (d ~ 0.20), “medium” (d ~ 0.50), and “large” (d ~ 0.80).18 In discussion, we provide final remarks 
on for whom, how, and where CBT may work best.

Results
See Table 2 for a list and description of the studies reviewed in the following subsections.

Efficacy of Cognitive Behavioral Therapy
In review studies of CBT for AOD, some general conclusions can be reached not only about intervention efficacy, but 
also about key outcomes and areas for future study. An early narrative review of 24 studies concluded CBT’s general 
efficacy compared to no-treatment controls (ie, waitlist), mixed evidence regarding superiority over usual care or other 
time and attention matched comparators (ie, attention-placebo), and absent evidence that it was more efficacious than 
another “active”, empirically-supported treatment.19 In 1999, Irvin et al completed the first meta-analysis of relapse 
prevention with the intention of directly following up on this earlier work. Here, 26 studies were reviewed across 

Table 2 Reviews of CBT Efficacy for AOD

Author (Date) Country of Origin Article 
Type

Sample 
Description

Key Outcomes Key Findings

Cognitive Behavioral 
Therapy

Carroll (1997)19 USA, with USA-based 
studies

Narrative 
review

24 randomized 
clinical trials tar-
geting smoking, 
alcohol, cannabis, 
cocaine, polysub-
stance use

Rates of abstinence/ 
relapse, quantity 
and frequency of 
use, psychosocial 
functioning 
measures

-Evidence strongest for smoking 
-Evidence strongest in comparison to 
minimal treatment control condi-
tions 
-Efficacy in comparison to attention- 
control and active intervention 
mixed

Irvin et al (1999)20 USA, with international 
sample of studies

Meta-analysis 26 randomized 
and uncontrolled 
trials targeting 
smoking, alcohol, 
cocaine, polysub-
stance use

Rates of abstinence/ 
relapse separated 
by self-report and 
biochemical valida-
tion, psychosocial 
functioning 
measures

-Evidence strongest for alcohol 
-Evidence strongest in comparison to 
minimal treatment and attention 
control conditions 
-Efficacy in comparison to active 
intervention not supported 
-Larger effect sizes when combined 
with pharmacotherapy and when 
outcomes were measured at early 
follow-up

Magill and Ray (2009)21 USA, with international 
sample of studies

Meta-analysis 53 randomized 
trials targeting 
alcohol, cannabis, 
cocaine, opioids, 
polysubstance use

Quantity and fre-
quency of use, psy-
chosocial function-
ing measures

-Evidence strongest for cannabis 
-Efficacy in comparison to minimal 
treatment, attention control, treat-
ment as usual, and active conditions 
-Larger effect sizes when combined 
with another psychosocial treatment, 
pharmaco-therapy and when out-
comes were measured at early fol-
low-up

(Continued)
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Table 2 (Continued). 

Author (Date) Country of Origin Article 
Type

Sample 
Description

Key Outcomes Key Findings

Magill et al (2019)22 USA, with international 
sample of studies

Meta-analysis 30 randomized 
trials targeting 
alcohol, cannabis, 
cocaine, opioids, 
polysubstance use

Quantity and fre-
quency of use

-Evidence strongest in comparison to 
minimal treatment, attention control, 
and treatment as usual 
-Efficacy in comparison to active 
intervention not supported 
-Larger effect sizes for early follow- 
up and quantity outcomes

Cognitive Behavioral 
Therapy combined with 
another psychosocial 
therapy

Riper et al (2014)27 Netherlands, with 
international sample of 
studies

Meta-analysis 32 randomized 
and non- 
randomized trials 
of CBT combined 
with motivational 
interviewing for 
alcohol use and 
co-occurring 
major depressive 
disorder

Rates of abstinence/ 
relapse, quantity 
and frequency of 
use, depression 
symptoms

-Evidence strongest in comparison to 
treatment as usual 
-Efficacy of combined treatment 
compared to either treatment alone 
not reported 
-Larger effect sizes for integrated 
treatment, non-randomized studies

Carroll and Kiluk (2017)1 USA, with international 
sample of studies

Narrative 
review

Broad overview of 
CBT for substance 
use history, effi-
cacy, effectiveness, 
and 
implementation

Rates of abstinence/ 
relapse, quantity 
and frequency of 
use

-CBT combined with motivational 
interviewing or contingency manage-
ment may offer added benefit at early 
stages of treatment

Farronato et al (2013)28 Switzerland, with 
international sample of 
studies

Systematic 
review

8 randomized clin-
ical trials of CBT 
combined with 
contingency man-
agement for 
cocaine use

Abstinence deter-
mined by self- 
report or biochem-
ical validation use, 
retention in 
treatment

-Contingency management asso-
ciated with early treatment gains 
-CBT associated with durable out-
comes 
-Evidence mixed for added benefit of 
combination over either treatment 
alone

Cognitive Behavioral 
Therapy combined with 
pharmacotherapy

Ray et al (2020)29 USA, with international 
sample of studies

Meta-analysis 30 randomized 
trials targeting 
alcohol, cocaine, 
opioid use

Quantity and fre-
quency of use

-Evidence strongest in comparison to 
usual care combined with pharma-
cotherapy 
-Efficacy in comparison to active 
intervention plus pharmacotherapy 
not supported 
-Larger effect sizes for alcohol 
studies

van Amsterdam et al 
(2022)30

Netherlands, with 
international sample of 
studies

Systematic 
review

28 randomized 
trials targeting 
alcohol use

Rates of abstinence/ 
relapse, quantity 
and frequency of 
use

-Greater proportion of studies sup-
porting added value of combining 
pharmacotherapy with psychother-
apy than combining psychotherapy 
with pharmacotherapy

Cognitive Behavioral 
Therapy delivered in 
a digital format

Kiluk (2019)34 USA, with USA-based 
studies

Narrative 
review

6 randomized clin-
ical trials of 
CBT4CBT

Rates of abstinence/ 
relapse, quantity 
and frequency of 
use, secondary 
measures of 
mechanistic out-
comes (eg, coping 
skills)

-Evidence supporting use as addition 
to usual care and as stand-alone 
treatment (with minimal therapist 
facilitation) 
-Acquisition of coping skills may help 
explain therapeutic benefit

(Continued)
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substances, including smoking, and both substance use and psychosocial outcomes were examined. The review mostly 
confirmed earlier conclusions regarding comparative efficacy over different levels of experimental control (ie, no 
treatment, attention-placebo, active treatment), although no studies in the sample contrasted CBT with usual, community 
care. The study also observed larger effect sizes in alcohol studies, at early follow-up, and for outcomes other than 
substance use such as self-efficacy, coping skills, and indicators of psychosocial adjustment (eg, depression symptoms).20

More recent meta-analyses have demonstrated similar results with some exceptions. In a 2009 meta-analysis, 53 
randomized clinical trials were reviewed, and CBT demonstrated efficacy over all levels of comparator, with effect sizes 
that were relative to the strength of each type of experimental control.21 In other words, effects were largest when CBT 
was compared to no treatment (kes = 6), while attention-placebo, usual care, and active comparison effect sizes were 
typically small (kes = 49). A 2019 meta-analysis of 30 clinical trials showed similar results although the effect size across 
active comparator studies (kes = 17) was non-significant.22 This raises a key point, which is that it is difficult to obtain 
a clinically-meaningful measure of CBT effect from the narrative review and meta-analytic literature because of the 
relative rarity of waitlist-controlled trials. The bar for demonstrated efficacy is quite high, and measures of how effective 
CBT is (ie, how much change is expected relative to baseline) are not typically provided. Therefore, it can be concluded 
that CBT is efficacious and the evidence is robust with respect to no treatment, attention-placebo, and even usual care, 
but how strong the effect is and for what outcomes is another question.

How much change can a clinician, patient, or family expect from an evidence-based intervention, is a question of 
clinical significance. In Project MATCH, the US patient-to-treatment matching trial targeting alcohol use disorder, 
baseline to 15-month follow-up effect sizes for the CBT condition were d = 1.46 (r = 0.59) for the percentage of days 
abstinent and d = 1.61 (r = 0.62) for the number of drinks per drinking day, which are clinically meaningful 
improvements on average. Outcomes could additionally be classed by abstinence (25% of participants in the outpatient 

Table 2 (Continued). 

Author (Date) Country of Origin Article 
Type

Sample 
Description

Key Outcomes Key Findings

Shams et al (2021)35 Canada, with interna-
tional studies

Systematic 
review

54 randomized 
and non- 
randomized trials, 
as well as program 
overviews of 
eCBT for sub-
stance use

Product descrip-
tions, mechanism- 
outcome 
relationships

-Tailoring and consideration of cog-
nitive functioning are important to 
outcome 
-Engagement with programs and 
a focus on the user experience are 
important future research 
implications

Kiluk et al (2019)37 USA, with international 
sample of studies

Meta-analysis 15 randomized 
clinical trials of 
digital-format CBT 
interventions

Quantity and fre-
quency of use

-Evidence strongest in comparison to 
minimal treatment or as an addition 
to usual care 
-No evidence of superior efficacy to 
in-person CBT

Mechanisms and mod-
erators of Cognitive 
Behavioral Therapy

Morgenstern and 
Longabaugh (2000)39

USA, with USA-based 
studies

Systematic 
review

10 mediation stu-
dies of rando-
mized clinical trials 
of CBT efficacy

Rates of abstinence/ 
relapse, quantity 
and frequency of 
use, secondary 
measures of 
mechanistic out-
comes (eg, coping 
skills)

-No clear support for CBT 
mechanisms

Magill et al (2021)42 USA, with USA-based 
studies

Systematic 
review

15 mediation stu-
dies of rando-
mized clinical trials 
of CBT efficacy

Rates of abstinence/ 
relapse, quantity 
and frequency of 
use, secondary 
measures of 
mechanistic out-
comes (eg, coping 
skills)

-Evidence for CBT mechanisms lim-
ited 
-Clearest support for coping skills, 
self-efficacy, craving as CBT mechan-
isms 
-Mechanisms may not be unique to 
CBT and could be moderated by cli-
ent or relationship factors.

Note: Studies reported in the order they were reported in the current review manuscript. 
Abbreviation: CBT, Cognitive Behavioral Therapy.
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arm; 48% of participants in the aftercare arm) and continued use without associated consequences (7% of participants in 
the outpatient arm, 14% of participants in the aftercare arm).23 In our previously noted review in 2019, effect sizes did 
not significantly differ between alcohol studies and studies of one or more illicit drugs, but this latter group was 
heterogenous including studies of opioid use, stimulant use, and poly substance use.22 It is also noteworthy that Irvin et al 
observed significantly higher effect sizes for psychosocial outcomes compared to outcomes based on frequency or 
quantity of substance use.20 To our knowledge, that was the last published meta-analysis to consider these secondary 
measures of clinical benefit, and given recent dialog around what constitutes an optimal outcome metric in addiction 
research24,25 as well as interest in operationalizing the construct of recovery as beyond and not requiring abstinence,26 

this is a limitation of the current literature review. In Project MATCH, 15-month follow-up effect sizes for secondary 
outcomes such as reduced psychiatric severity (d = 0.39/ r = 0.19) and alcohol-related consequences (d = 1.5/ r = 0.60) 
were moderate to large, respectively.23

Summary. CBT for AOD is efficacious compared to no-treatment, attention-placebo, and usual care control conditions, 
but not compared to other evidence-based interventions such as CM or MET. Data on CBT effects for use outcomes by 
primary substance provide a mixed picture, and at present, most trials have targeted alcohol use disorder. Within 
condition, baseline-to-follow-up, effect sizes are not available at the aggregate level, but large-scale alcohol trial data 
show clinically meaningful change in frequency and quantity of use as well as psychosocial adjustment associated with 
CBT.

Efficacy of Cognitive Behavioral Therapy Combined with Another Psychosocial 
Treatment
In the most recent meta-analysis that examined CBT combined with another psychosocial treatment, Magill and Ray 
found a pooled effect size (across levels of experimental control, kes = 19) roughly double that of studies testing CBT 
alone (kes = 21).21 The added psychosocial treatments included MI and CM. When combining CBT with MI specifically, 
the expectation would be that the MI condition could be used as a pre-treatment to promote engagement in a subsequent 
course of CBT or integrated into the CBT protocol to incorporate additional relational and motivational elements 
throughout the course of care. Unfortunately, we are not aware of reviews that have examined the optimal timing and 
mode of integration when CBT and MI are combined. In a meta-analysis of 32 studies that examined alcohol consump-
tion and co-occurring depression specifically, the combination was superior to usual care and brief intervention controls 
with effect sizes in the small-to-moderate range, but data on comparative efficacy compared to either treatment alone 
were not presented.27 For CBT combined with CM, the expectation is that CM could enhance compliance with prescribed 
CBT activities and that CBT could promote maintenance of early treatment gains due to the use of contingent reinforcers 
for abstinence. Narrative reviews have suggested support for this proposed benefit across four studies with individuals 
using cocaine (k = 2) or cannabis (k = 2).1 A systematic review of eight studies specifically targeting cocaine use found 
CM indeed produced earlier treatment gains and that CBT effects were more durable, but support for an additive effect 
for one treatment compared to the other was mixed with 2 out of 5 studies demonstrating this conclusion.28

Summary. In early review, a robust benefit of combined CBT with other psychosocial therapies such as MI and CM was 
observed. However, this effect tends to be in contrast to minimal treatment and usual care. These effects have been 
observed in trials targeting alcohol use with co-occurring depression, cannabis use, and cocaine use. However, the 
additive effect of these combined interventions, despite clinically intuitive expectations of their compatibility, and even 
synergy, has not received conclusive support.

Efficacy of Cognitive Behavioral Therapy Combined with Pharmacotherapy
Meta-analyses, systematic reviews, and large-scale trials of CBT combined with some form of pharmacotherapy provide 
data on efficacy, but much less is known about CBT combined with a specific therapeutic drug. For both the Irvin et al20 

and Magill and Ray21 meta-analyses, observed effect sizes were larger for combined CBT and pharmacotherapy than for 
CBT delivered alone. In a meta-analysis addressing CBT combined with pharmacotherapy, 30 randomized clinical trials 
targeted alcohol (50%), cocaine (23%), and opioids (20%), and the following were the most common pharmacotherapies 
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tested - naltrexone hydrochloride and/or acamprosate calcium (42%), methadone hydrochloride or combined buprenor-
phine hydrochloride and naltrexone (18%), and disulfiram (8%).29 Across the sample, the most conclusive support was 
for combined CBT and pharmacotherapy in contrast to usual, medication management and pharmacotherapy. Here, the 
effect size for posttreatment consumption frequency was small (kes = 9) but was more moderate for consumption quantity 
(kes = 3). CBT and pharmacotherapy compared to another active treatment (ie, MI or CM) and pharmacotherapy showed 
a non-significant pooled effect size. Results at later follow-ups were less conclusive, and the majority of trials did not 
report follow-up data.29

A recent systematic review of 28 studies was concerned specifically with the question of whether CBT for alcohol use 
disorder combined with pharmacotherapy was better than CBT alone or pharmacotherapy alone.30 A note of caution here 
is that the authors included some MI studies in this work on CBT. In a “box-score” review (ie, a review with conclusions 
guided by statistical significance tests), the authors found that adding pharmacotherapy to CBT or MI was beneficial in 
53% of the trials reviewed (k = 19). In contrast, combined psychotherapy and pharmacotherapy was beneficial compared 
to pharmacotherapy alone in 33% of the trials reviewed (k = 9). Thus, the conclusion was that there was additional value 
particularly when adding pharmacotherapy to CBT delivery. This pattern of benefit, however, was not observed in the 
landmark US study Project COMBINE.31 Patients receiving weekly medication management with naltrexone or 
cognitive-behavioral intervention (CBI; ie, a combined MI and CBT condition) showed the highest abstinence rates 
(ie, 80% days abstinent), but the interaction did not show statistically significant efficacy comared to either treatment 
alone (ie, 76% days abstinent).31

Summary. The literature provides a somewhat complex narrative on the efficacy of combined CBT and pharmacotherapy. 
In the largest trial to date, the added benefit of the combination was not observed, but review data suggest some benefit, 
and particularly for adding pharmacotherapy to CBT for alcohol use disorder. Meta-analytic data also suggest that when 
choosing between medication management and a more comprehensive adjunct to pharmacotherapy, the more compre-
hensive intervention is preferred. Finally, summary data on individual drugs beyond alcohol, later follow-up outcomes, 
and secondary measures of psychosocial functioning are quite sparse.

Cognitive Behavioral Therapy Delivered in a Digital Format
Interest in digital interventions (ie, delivered through a digital platform such as smartphone applications, tablets, or computers) has 
been on the rise for the last two decades. This is for several reasons including, the potential for cost-efficiency, the potential to 
reach individuals who are not inclined toward or do not have access to face-to-face therapy, and most recently, the impact of the 
Covid-19 pandemic that shifted much of daily life activities to an online format. Digital interventions can include interactive 
teaching features and behavioral monitoring, making them highly conducive for CBT interventions. These interventions can be 
used as “clinician extenders” or as alternatives to traditional face-to-face therapy32 and may hold particular promise in medical or 
other non-specialty care settings where the opportunity for early intervention is high yet available resources for that intervention 
are low.33 Moreover, there is a health equity potential to these interventions because access in underserved geographic areas is 
possible and barriers due to stigma can be reduced or eliminated due to capacity for anonymous usage.34,35 At the same time, poor 
digital-health literacy, internet access limitations, and wariness of new technologies can be obstacles to broad access and 
implementation of digital interventions.36

A recent meta-analysis by Kiluk et al studied 15 clinical trials of technology-based CBT interventions for alcohol use.37 The 
studies reviewed tended to include large samples (>500 participants), were conducted with individuals using alcohol that were 
non-dependent (95%), and most of the interventions explicitly targeted moderation (60%). These programs were delivered via 
internet-based websites or software programs and were self-directed with CBT as well as MI-based content. When delivered as 
stand-alone interventions and contrasted with minimal treatment controls, these programs showed small effect sizes (kes = 5) and 
non-significant effects compared to usual care (kes = 2). When delivered as an addition to usual care, however, the effect size was 
moderate (kes = 7) and stable over 12-month follow-up. There were only a few studies that compared digital CBT to in-person 
CBT, and this pooled effect size was non-significant (kes = 2).

Summary. The literature available on digital CBT suggests these interventions have strong potential for reach (based on 
the large number of participants treated compared to studies of in-person CBT) and that they are efficacious as stand- 
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alone treatments and as clinician-extenders in the context of usual care. However, the review data on drugs other than 
alcohol are quite limited, although studies of specific programs (eg, CBT4CBT; Computer-Based Training for Cognitive 
Behavioral Therapy, TES; Therapeutic Education System) have been conducted. These interventions are also often 
integrative and may target additional outcomes such as depression (eg, SHADE: Self-Help for Alcohol and Other Drug 
Use and Depression). Additional studies or an updated review may shed light on moderators of efficacy and particularly 
those that could inform product design (eg, access point, esthetics, dosage, degree of clinician involvement) to optimize 
impact.

How and for Whom Does Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for AOD Work?
Mechanisms of behavior change (MOBC) are person-level processes that exert a causal influence on a specific behavior 
change outcome. MOBC can be in relation to naturalistic change or treatment-facilitated change and there may be a set of 
core underlying mechanisms relevant to many types of behavior change outcomes (eg, self-regulation, stress reactivity/ 
resilience, social processes).38 MOBC research emphasizes the question of how change occurs (eg, statistical mediators 
of intervention efficacy or effectiveness) and part of identifying how, might require answering questions of for whom an 
intervention is effective (eg, statistical moderators of intervention efficacy or effectiveness). For CBT for AOD, the 
MOBC of interest are the specific indicators that are, based in theory, expected to transmit the effects of the intervention 
on its targeted outcomes. These include cognitive shifts in self-efficacy related to various risk scenarios (eg, negative 
affective states, positive affective states), enactment of coping skills relevant to the CBT approach (eg, quantity or quality 
of skills), changes to environmental contingencies (eg, quantity or quality of available social supports). If CBT is 
delivered in an integrated format, then additional MOBC relevant to the other intervention should be considered.

Despite the richness of its theoretical foundations, the literature thus far has not provided a clear picture of how CBT exerts 
its effects on AOD outcomes. In an early systematic review by Morgenstern and Longabaugh, ten secondary, mediation 
analyses of CBT clinical trials were reviewed and the authors concluded that there was very little support for purported 
mediators of CBT effects.39 This was partly due to an absence of tests of the full path model (ie, CBT condition to a purported 
mediator/s [a path] and the purported mediator/s to outcome [b path]), and when such tests were conducted, there were only 
two instances of support (ie, indicators of coping skill in relation to cannabis use outcomes).40,41 In a follow-up systematic 
review,42 the pool of available studies went from 10 to 15, and six of the 15 studies were based on data from either Project 
MATCH23 or Project COMBINE.31 Half of studies targeted alcohol use (50%), and the second largest group of studies 
targeted polydrug use (40%). The authors summarized the selection of potential mediators as related to self-efficacy, copings 
skills, craving/affect regulation/stress, and other (eg, social measures as well as more generalist constructs such as the 
therapeutic alliance). The mediation studies were additionally grouped by whether the independent variable was a between 
(ie, CBT versus another treatment) or within (ie, a CBT-related process) condition indicator.

The 2020 systematic review42 provided conclusions only somewhat more informative than the systematic review 
conducted 10 years earlier.39 Specifically, there was support for increases in coping skills as a mediator or moderated- 
mediator in 50% of studies reviewed (k = 8). Self-efficacy, however, was supported in one of seven studies and only when 
a within-condition, rather than between-condition mediation analysis was conducted. Importantly, between-condition media-
tion analyses, when supported, can suggest whether the mechanism is uniquely causal to the experimental treatment of 
interest. Therefore, self-efficacy, an indicator that has shown correlations to outcome in numerous studies (e.g),43 may be 
a process that is generally related to behavior change rather than specific to CBT. Reduced craving was supported as a mediator 
of the COMBINE CBI condition in contrast to a minimal treatment control (ie, placebo with medication management). The 
remaining potential MOBC were a diverse set of theoretically justified constructs with few studies and very little conclusive 
support. Further, the majority of MOBC models that were supported were conditional upon certain therapeutic conditions (eg, 
a strong alliance) or patient-characteristics (eg, level of symptom severity or low coping capacity at baseline).42

Summary. CBT for AOD has a rich theoretical foundation, including general cognitive and behavioral theories, specific 
models of CBT for AOD (eg, Marlatt and Gordon’s Relapse Prevention Model), and numerous manuals to facilitate 
training and delivery with fidelity. In other words, the approach is well-articulated, but despite this, knowledge on MOBC 
(ie, how it works) and specific matching factors (ie, for whom it works) is limited. The limitations are not in study quality 
per se, but certainly in study quantity (ie, too few mediation studies to build a cohesive narrative of CBT MOBC) and 
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heterogeneity (ie, varied assessment of potential mediators). This state-of-the-science stands in contrast to a large 
evidence-base for efficacy across a range of possible implementation conditions (ie, stand-alone, combined with other 
interventions, delivered in a digital format). From the two review studies considered and the subsequent 15 studies of 
mediators of CBT effects, coping skills, self-efficacy, and reduced craving show promise, but there is minimal evidence 
to suggest these processes are uniquely important to CBT and are more likely processes that are broadly relevant to AOD 
behavior change.

Discussion
This manuscript examined narrative and systematic reviews, large-scale trials, and meta-analyses of CBT for AOD under 
a range of delivery conditions. From this work, some general conclusions can be reached about intervention efficacy. 
Consistent with many evidenced-based treatments for addiction, CBT does not produce outcomes that are superior to 
those achieved by another empirically-supported modality (eg, motivational interviewing, contingency management, 
twelve step facilitation).20,22,23,29 When compared with usual community care, CBT generally shows superior efficacy 
with small effect sizes,20–22,29 but the additive benefit of face-to-face CBT combined with usual care has not been 
established.22 However, given the ubiquity of CBT in US treatment facilities, there may be less of a distinction between 
CBT and usual care, thus complicating direct tests of added benefit. Other combined interventions such as CBT combined 
with MI, CM, or a specific pharmacotherapy are also efficacious, but there is mixed evidence to guide exactly how these 
interventions should be combined to optimize care (eg, sequential, integrated) and data are also mixed regarding whether 
the combination of interventions is superior to either intervention alone.29–31 When delivered in a digital format, CBT- 
based interventions have most often targeted alcohol or polysubstance use and have shown significant effects as both 
a stand-alone treatment and as an addition to community treatment.37

Within the CBT for AOD literature, alcohol has been the most studied drug although efficacy for other substances 
such as cocaine, opioids, and cannabis has been demonstrated in individual trials.1 In the meta-analytic literature, studies 
with minimal treatment controls (eg, a waitlist, a pamphlet, a very brief intervention) are quite rare and thus effect sizes 
for CBT are often small. As a result, these metrics of benefit are representative of CBT compared to something else rather 
than whether this class of interventions is efficacious over a truly inert control condition. Large-scale trials, however, 
demonstrate meaningful change from baseline with effect sizes in the moderate range (e.g).23,31,44,45 Secondary measures 
of psychosocial functioning (eg, cognitive changes, mental health and health indicators, quality of life) are typically 
collected in clinical trials but have not been a focus in the recent CBT for AOD review literature. In early work, these 
outcomes showed effect sizes nearly double those for substance use, which is important given they may be of equal or 
even greater importance to stakeholders such as providers, patients, and families.

The question of whether a “one-size-fits-all” approach is appropriate is one of dissemination and implementation. In 
other words, if we know CBT works, what is the version of CBT that should be delivered in community settings? The 
literature thus far has not pointed to a single version of CBT implementation as superior, and in reality, this has proven an 
extremely difficult question to answer in the entire field of psychotherapy.46,47 This review has also demonstrated that 
there is not really one size fits all for CBT. This intervention can be characterized better as a framework for intervention 
with a core approach that will always be individualized because of an emphasis on functional analysis and/or assessment 
of high-risk situations that then guide which of a menu of coping skill alternatives will be prioritized over the course of 
care. According to Carroll and Kiluk, this modularized approach allows for both tailoring and generalization to broader 
levels of functioning such as other mental health outcomes. For example, in their discussion of CBT4CBT, a given 
topical module such as coping with craving has clear transdiagnostic implications because the skill being taught is 
management of uncomfortable stimuli without impulsive responding (ie, emotion regulation).1 Consideration of the 
adaptability of the core CBT approach must also consider the reality that CBT is now typically integrated with additional 
treatments to maximize effectiveness. Therefore, there is not one size fits all in relation to CBT, and this is a gift as well 
as a curse. The gift is the noted adaptability, and the curse is the diffusion of CBT and the possibility that the elements 
preserved in clinical trials via careful training and monitoring will not be preserved in translation to community care.48 

With that said, recent work has suggested feasibility for implementation among community health workers49 and 
effectiveness of implementation among veteran populations.50
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Conclusion
This manuscript offers a narrative overview of CBT efficacy for consideration among researchers, clinicians, and other 
community stakeholders. This work is an overview and should therefore be viewed as such, as some relevant studies may 
have been excluded. We provide a broad view and suggest that CBT is efficacious, but given its longevity, it has become 
increasingly integrative with time. This offers promise with respect to flexibility because there is no “one-size-fits-all” 
approach. With that said, the priority of the next phase for CBT is implementation and preservation of key elements when 
adaptation occurs.

Acknowledgment
This research is supported by R01 AA029703 and R21 AA026006 awarded to Molly Magill, K24 AA025704 to Lara 
A. Ray, and K02 AA027300 awarded to Brian D. Kiluk. This work is supported by funding from the National Institute on 
Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism, although it does not represent official positions of the National Institutes of Health.

Disclosure
Author Brian Kiluk is a consultant to CBT4CBT, LLC, which makes versions of CBT4CBT available to qualified clinical 
providers and organizations on a commercial basis. The authors report no other conflicts of interest in this work.

References
1. Carroll KM, Kiluk BD. Cognitive behavioral interventions for alcohol and drug use disorders: through the stage model and back again. Psychol 

Addict Behav. 2017;31(8):847–861. doi:10.1037/adb0000311
2. Daley DC. Relapse Prevention Workbook for Recovering Alcoholics and Drug-Dependent Persons. Learning Publications, Incorporated; 1997.
3. Monti PM, Abrams DB, Kadden RM, Cooney NL. Treating Alcohol Dependence: A Coping Skills Training Guide in the Treatment of Alcoholism. New York: 

Guilford; 1989.
4. Kadden RP, Carroll K, Donovan D, et al. Cognitive-behavioral coping skills therapy manual: a clinical research guide for therapists treating 

individuals with alcohol abuse and dependence. Project MATCH Monograph Series. 1992;3:92–1995.
5. Carroll K. A Cognitive-Behavioral Approach: Treating Cocaine Addiction. Vol. 1. US Department of Health and Human Services, National Institutes of 

Health, National Institute on Drug Abuse; 1998.
6. U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. Health, United States. Center for Disease Control and Prevention, National Center for Health Statistics; 2014.
7. National Institute for Health and Care Excellence. Drug misuse in over 16s: psychosocial interventions (CG51); 2007. Available from: https://www. 

nice.org.uk/guidance/cg51. Accessed January 31, 2023.
8. Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration. National Survey Of Substance Abuse Treatment Services (N-SSATS): 2020, data on 

substance abuse treatment facilities. 2020. Available from: https://www.samhsa.gov/data/data-we-collect/n-ssats-national-survey-substance-abuse- 
treatment-services. Accessed January 31, 2023.

9. Hayes SC. Acceptance and commitment therapy, relational frame theory, and the third wave of behavioral and cognitive therapies. Behav Ther. 
2004;35(4):639–665. doi:10.1016/S0005-7894(04)80013-3

10. Hayes SC, Hofmann SG. The third wave of cognitive behavioral therapy and the rise of process-based care. World Psychiatry. 2017;16(3):245–246. 
doi:10.1002/wps.20442

11. Beck AT. Cognitive therapy: past, present, and future. J Consult Clin Psychol. 1993;61(2):194–198. doi:10.1037/0022-006X.61.2.194
12. Ellis A, Velten E. When AA Doesn’t Work for You: Rationale Steps to Quitting Alcohol. Fort Lee, New Jersey: Barricade Books; 1990.
13. Bandura A. Principles of Behavior Modification. Oxford, England: Holt, Reinhart, & Winston; 1969.
14. Hayes SC, Luoma JB, Bond FW, Masuda A, Lillis J. Acceptance and commitment therapy: model, processes and outcomes. Behav Res Ther. 2006;44 

(1):1–25. doi:10.1016/j.brat.2005.06.006
15. Linehan MM. Dialectical behavior therapy for treatment of borderline personality disorder: implications for the treatment of substance abuse. NIDA Res 

Monogr. 1993;137:201–216.
16. Witkiewitz K, Marlatt GA, Walker D. Mindfulness-based relapse prevention for alcohol and substance use disorders. J Cogn Psychother. 2005;19 

(3):211–228. doi:10.1891/jcop.2005.19.3.211
17. Marlatt GA, Gordon JR. Relapse Prevention: Maintenance Strategies in the Treatment of Addictive Behaviors. New York: Guilford Press; 

1985.
18. Cohen J. Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences. New York: Academic Press; 1969.
19. Carroll KM. Relapse prevention as a psychosocial treatment: a review of controlled clinical trials. Exp Clin Psychopharmacol. 1997;4:46–54. 

doi:10.1037/1064-1297.4.1.46
20. Irvin JE, Bowers CA, Dunn ME, Wang MC. Efficacy of relapse prevention: a meta-analytic review. J Consult Clin Psychol. 1999;67(4):563–570. 

doi:10.1037/0022-006X.67.4.563
21. Magill M, Ray LA. Cognitive-behavioral treatment with adult alcohol and illicit drug users: a meta-analysis of randomized controlled 

trials. J Stud Alcohol Drugs. 2009;70(4):516–527. doi:10.15288/jsad.2009.70.516
22. Magill M, Ray L, Kiluk B, et al. A meta-analysis of cognitive-behavioral therapy for alcohol or other drug use disorders: treatment 

efficacy by contrast condition. J Consult Clin Psychol. 2019;87(12):1093–1105. doi:10.1037/ccp0000447
23. Project MATCH Research Group. Matching alcoholism treatments to client heterogeneity: project MATCH posttreatment drinking outcomes. J Stud 

Alcohol. 1997;58:7–29. doi:10.15288/jsa.1997.58.7

https://doi.org/10.2147/SAR.S362864                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  

DovePress                                                                                                                                             

Substance Abuse and Rehabilitation 2023:14 10

Magill et al                                                                                                                                                            Dovepress

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

https://doi.org/10.1037/adb0000311
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg51
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg51
https://www.samhsa.gov/data/data-we-collect/n-ssats-national-survey-substance-abuse-treatment-services
https://www.samhsa.gov/data/data-we-collect/n-ssats-national-survey-substance-abuse-treatment-services
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7894(04)80013-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.20442
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.61.2.194
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2005.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1891/jcop.2005.19.3.211
https://doi.org/10.1037/1064-1297.4.1.46
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.67.4.563
https://doi.org/10.15288/jsad.2009.70.516
https://doi.org/10.1037/ccp0000447
https://doi.org/10.15288/jsa.1997.58.7
https://www.dovepress.com
https://www.dovepress.com


24. Falk DE, O’Malley SS, Witkiewitz K, et al. Evaluation of drinking risk levels as outcomes in alcohol pharmacotherapy trials: a secondary 
analysis of 3 randomized clinical trials. JAMA Psychiatr. 2019;76(4):374–381. doi:10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2018.3079

25. Witkiewitz K, Litten RZ, Leggio L. Advances in the science and treatment of alcohol use disorder. Sci Adv. 2019;5(9):eaax4043. 
doi:10.1126/sciadv.aax4043

26. Hagman BT, Falk D, Litten R, Koob GF. Defining recovery from alcohol use disorder: development of an NIAAA research definition. Am 
J Psychiatry. 2022;179(11):807–813. doi:10.1176/appi.ajp.21090963

27. Riper H, Andersson G, Hunter SB, de Wit J, Berking M, Cuijpers P. Treatment of comorbid alcohol use disorders and depression with 
cognitive-behavioural therapy and motivational interviewing: a meta-analysis. Addiction. 2014;109(3):394–406. doi:10.1111/add.12441

28. Farronato NS, Dürsteler-MacFarland KM, Wiesbeck GA, Petitjean SA. A systematic review comparing cognitive-behavioral therapy and 
contingency management for cocaine dependence. J Addict Dis. 2013;32(3):274–287. doi:10.1080/10550887.2013.824328

29. Ray LA, Meredith LR, Kiluk BD, Walthers J, Carroll KM, Magill M. Combined pharmacotherapy and cognitive behavioral therapy for adults with 
alcohol or substance use disorders: a systematic review and meta-analysis. JAMA Netw Open. 2020;3(6):e208279–e208279. doi:10.1001/ 
jamanetworkopen.2020.8279

30. Van amsterdam J, Blanken P, Spijkerman R, van den Brink W, Hendriks V. The added value of pharmacotherapy to cognitive behavior 
therapy and vice versa in the treatment of alcohol use disorders: a systematic review. Alcohol Alchol. 2022;agac043. doi:10.1093/alcalc/ 
agac043

31. Anton RF, O’Malley SS, Ciraulo DA, et al. Combined pharmacotherapies and behavioral interventions for alcohol dependence: the 
COMBINE study a randomized controlled trial. JAMA. 2006;295(17):2003–2017. doi:10.1001/jama.295.17.2003

32. Marsch LA, Carroll KM, Kiluk BD. Technology-based interventions for the treatment and recovery management of substance use 
disorders: a JSAT special issue. J Subst Abuse Treat. 2014;46(1):1–4. doi:10.1016/j.jsat.2013.08.010

33. Tofighi B, Abrantes A, Stein MD. The role of technology-based interventions for substance use disorders in primary care: a review of the literature. 
Med Clin North Am. 2018;102(4):715–731. doi:10.1016/j.mcna.2018.02.011

34. Kiluk BD. Computerized cognitive behavioral therapy for substance use disorders: a summary of the evidence and potential mechanisms of 
behavior change. Perspect Behav Sci. 2019;42(3):465–478. doi:10.1007/s40614-019-00205-2

35. Shams F, Wong JS, Nikoo M, et al. Understanding eHealth cognitive behavioral therapy targeting substance use: realist review. J Med Internet Res. 
2021;23(1):e20557. doi:10.2196/20557

36. Saeed SA, Masters RM. Disparities in health care and the digital divide. Curr Psychiatry Rep. 2021;23(9):61. doi:10.1007/s11920-021- 
01274-4

37. Kiluk BD, Ray LA, Walthers J, Bernstein M, Tonigan JS, Magill M. Technology-delivered cognitive-behavioral interventions for alcohol use: 
a meta-analysis. Alcoholism Clin Exp Res. 2019;43(11):2285–2295. doi:10.1111/acer.14189

38. Nielsen L, Riddle M, King JW, et al. The NIH science of behavior change program: transforming the science through a focus on mechanisms of 
change. Behav Res Ther. 2018;101:3–11. doi:10.1016/j.brat.2017.07.002

39. Morgenstern J, Longabaugh R. Cognitive–behavioral treatment for alcohol dependence: a review of evidence for its hypothesized mechanisms of 
action. Addiction. 2000;95(10):1475–1490. doi:10.1046/j.1360-0443.2000.951014753.x

40. Hawkins JD, Catalano RF, Wells EA. Measuring effects of a skills training intervention for drug abusers. J Consult Clin Psychol. 1986;54 
(5):661–664. doi:10.1037/0022-006X.54.5.661

41. Hawkins JD, Catalano RF, Gillmore MR, Wells EA. Skills training for drug abusers: generalization, maintenance, and effects on drug use. J Consult 
Clin Psychol. 1989;57(4):559–563. doi:10.1037/0022-006X.57.4.559

42. Magill M, Tonigan JS, Kiluk B, Ray L, Walthers J, Carroll K. The search for mechanisms of cognitive behavioral therapy for alcohol or other drug 
use disorders: a systematic review. Behav Res Ther. 2020;131:103648. doi:10.1016/j.brat.2020.103648

43. DiClemente CC. Self-efficacy and the addictive behavior. J Soc Clin Psychol. 2011;4(3):154.
44. Crits-Christoph P, Siqueland L, Blaine JD, et al. Psychosocial treatments for cocaine dependence: National Institute on Drug Abuse Collaborative 

Cocaine Treatment Study. Arch Gen Psych. 1999;56(6):495–502. doi:10.1001/archpsyc.56.6.493
45. Marijuana Treatment Project Research Group. Brief treatments for cannabis dependence: findings from a randomized multi-site trial. J Consult Clin 

Psychol. 2004;72(3):455–466. doi:10.1037/0022-006X.72.3.455
46. Wampold BE. Contextualizing psychotherapy as a healing practice: culture, history, and methods. Appl Prev Psychol. 2001;10(2):69–86.
47. Wampold BE, Imel ZE. The Great Psychotherapy Debate: The Evidence for What Makes Psychotherapy Work. Routledge; 2015.
48. Martino S, Paris M, Añez L, et al. The effectiveness and cost of clinical supervision for motivational interviewing: a randomized controlled trial. 

J Subst Abust Treat. 2016;68:11–23. doi:10.1016/j.jsat.2016.04.005
49. Verhey IJ, Ryan GK, Scherer N, Magidson JF. Implementation outcomes of cognitive behavioural therapy delivered by non-specialists for common 

mental disorders and substance-use disorders in low-and middle-income countries: a systematic review. Int J Ment Health Syst. 2020;14(1):1–14. 
doi:10.1186/s13033-020-00372-9

50. DeMarce JM, Gnys M, Raffa SD, Kumpula M, Karlin BE. Dissemination of cognitive behavioral therapy for substance use disorders in the 
Department of Veterans Affairs health care system: description and evaluation of veteran outcomes. Subst Abus. 2021;42(2):168–174. doi:10.1080/ 
08897077.2019.1674238

Substance Abuse and Rehabilitation                                                                                                 Dovepress 

Publish your work in this journal 
Substance Abuse and Rehabilitation is an international, peer-reviewed, open access journal publishing original research, case reports, editorials, 
reviews and commentaries on all areas of addiction and substance abuse and options for treatment and rehabilitation. The manuscript management 
system is completely online and includes a very quick and fair peer-review system. Visit http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php to read real 
quotes from published authors.  

Submit your manuscript here: http://www.dovepress.com/substance-abuse-and-rehabilitation-journal

Substance Abuse and Rehabilitation 2023:14                                                                                DovePress                                                                                                                          11

Dovepress                                                                                                                                                            Magill et al

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2018.3079
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aax4043
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ajp.21090963
https://doi.org/10.1111/add.12441
https://doi.org/10.1080/10550887.2013.824328
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2020.8279
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2020.8279
https://doi.org/10.1093/alcalc/agac043
https://doi.org/10.1093/alcalc/agac043
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.295.17.2003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2013.08.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcna.2018.02.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40614-019-00205-2
https://doi.org/10.2196/20557
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-021-01274-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-021-01274-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/acer.14189
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2017.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1360-0443.2000.951014753.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.54.5.661
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.57.4.559
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2020.103648
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.56.6.493
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.72.3.455
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsat.2016.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13033-020-00372-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/08897077.2019.1674238
https://doi.org/10.1080/08897077.2019.1674238
https://www.dovepress.com
http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php
https://www.facebook.com/DoveMedicalPress/
https://twitter.com/dovepress
https://www.linkedin.com/company/dove-medical-press
https://www.youtube.com/user/dovepress
https://www.dovepress.com
https://www.dovepress.com

	Introduction
	Purpose and Aims
	Results
	Efficacy of Cognitive Behavioral Therapy
	Efficacy of Cognitive Behavioral Therapy Combined with Another Psychosocial Treatment
	Efficacy of Cognitive Behavioral Therapy Combined with Pharmacotherapy
	Cognitive Behavioral Therapy Delivered in aDigital Format
	How and for Whom Does Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for AOD Work?

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgment
	Disclosure

