Supplemental Materials. 
Table S1. Correlations between variables used in mediation analysis 

	Variable
	1
	2
	3

	1. Total drinks
	-
	 
	 

	2. Positive Consequences
	-.06*
	-
	 

	3. Negative Consequences
	.43**
	-.40**
	-

	4. Co-use (within)
	.08**
	.04
	.03


 
Note. Each variable is centered within person to account for repeated measures; * indicates p < .05. ** indicates p < .01.


Figure S1. Sensitivity analysis plots for the indirect effect of negative and positive consequences and 95% confidence intervals at levels of sequential ignorability violation
	(A) Negative consequences
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	(B) Positive consequences
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Note: This figure demonstrates the average causal mediated effects (ACME) (i.e., the indirect effect) of co-use on (a) negative or (b) positive consequences via number of drinks, as a function of ρ, the correlation between the error terms in the mediator and outcome models, a simulation of the impact of unobserved confounding and a violation of the sequential ignorability assumption underlying these models. As the magnitude of this correlation changes (i.e., further away from the vertical 0.0 line) the estimate of the ACME (and the error around that estimate) can change in magnitude (and ultimately direction) or significance (i.e., error bars that include the horizontal 0.0 line). Effects that require greater correlated error to change the focal analytic findings are more robust to unknown or unobserved violations in the sequential ignorability assumption.
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