[bookmark: _GoBack]Table 2, supplementary. Mean values for consumption and harm indicators in LUMA (N = 25) and control municipalities (N = 224), 2006–2012. Also the average of mean values during the pre-period and the intervention period. Rounded values, hence some discrepancy.  
	Consumption 
and harm 

	
	2006
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2012
	
Average of mean
06–08
	
Average of mean 
09–12

	Consumption (sales)
	LUMA (mean)
	
4.7
	4.9
	4.9
	5.0
	5.1
	5.1
	5.1
	
4.8
	
5.1

	
	Controls (mean)
	5.0
	5.2
	5.3
	5.8
	6.0
	6.0
	6.1
	5.2
	6.0

	
	Difference
	-0.3
	-0.3
	-0.4
	-0.8
	-0.9
	-0.9
	-1
	-0.4
	-0.9

	
Assaults
	LUMA (mean)
	21.4
	23.2
	25.3
	21.7
	22.0
	20.6
	23.1
	
23.3
	
21.9

	
	Controls (mean)
	21.0
	22.6
	21.8
	22.6
	20.6
	19.8
	18.1
	21.9
	20.3

	
	Difference
	0.4
	0.6
	3.5
	-0.9
	1.4
	0.8
	5.0
	1.4
	1.6

	
Nightly single vehicle accidents
	LUMA (mean)
	1.6
	1.3
	1.7
	1.2
	1.2
	1.3
	1.1
	

1.5
	

1.2

	
	Controls (mean)
	1.3
	1.6
	1.6
	1.6
	1.3
	1.6
	1.4
	1.5
	1.5

	
	Difference
	0.2
	-0.3
	0.0
	-0.4
	-0.2
	-0.3
	-0.3
	0.0
	-0.3

	
Alcohol diagnosis (treated)
	LUMA (mean)
	32.6
	32.2
	33.4
	32.5
	33.0
	34.8
	34.1
	

32.7
	

33.6

	
	Controls (mean)
	28.8
	29.5
	30.5
	31.1
	31.5
	33.0
	33.1
	29.6
	32.2

	
	Difference
	3.9
	2.7
	2.9
	1.4
	1.5
	1.8
	1.0
	3.1
	1.4

	
Liver disease (treated)
	LUMA (mean)
	2.2
	2.1
	2.1
	1.6
	1.7
	1.8
	2.0
	

2.1
	

1.8

	
	Controls (mean)
	2.1
	2.0
	2.0
	1.9
	1.9
	1.7
	1.9
	2.0
	1.8

	
	Difference
	0.1
	0.1
	0.1
	-0.3
	-0.2
	0.1
	0.1
	0.1
	0.0

	
Alcohol intoxication (treated)
	LUMA (mean)
	10.5
	10.8
	9.9
	10.5
	10.3
	11.7
	12.2
	


10.4
	


11.2

	
	Controls (mean)
	8.4
	8.4
	8.5
	8.7
	8.9
	9.9
	10.4
	8.4
	9.5

	
	Difference
	2.0
	2.4
	1.4
	1.8
	1.4
	1.8
	1.9
	1.9
	1.7

	
Deceased with alcohol diagnosis
	LUMA (mean)
	2.8
	2.9
	2.8
	2.3
	2.6
	2.3
	2.0
	

2.9
	

2.3

	
	Controls (mean)
	2.5
	2.7
	2.6
	2.7
	2.5
	2.3
	2.5
	2.6
	2.5

	
	Difference
	0.4
	0.2
	0.2
	-0.4
	0.1
	0.0
	-0.5
	0.2
	-0.2



