[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]Supplemental Figure 1. Quantile-Quantile (Q-Q) plots of the -log10(P values) for recent and cumulative marijuana use at Y15 and Y20

A. Y15 Recent Marijuana Use				B. Y15 Cumulative Marijuana Use
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C. Y20 Recent Marijuana Use 				D. Y20 Cumulative Marijuana Use
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The -log10(P values) are plotted against the corresponding expected -log10(P values).
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Supplemental Figure 2. Venn diagram of significant CpGs associated with recent and cumulative marijuana use at Y15 and Y20
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[bookmark: _Toc96257665]Supplemental Figure 3. Comparison of the beta coefficients between Δmarijuana use vs. Δmethylation analysis and marijuana use at Y15 and Y20

A. Recent Use
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B. Cumulative Use
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Supplemental Figure 4. Comparison of regression beta coefficients for identified recent and cumulative marijuana use CpGs at Y15 by sex

A. Recent Use
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B. Cumulative Use
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Bonferroni-corrected P values were used to determine significance (P < 0.05). Pearson’s correlation coefficient and P value are provided to assess the relationship of the regression coefficients for each comparison.
Supplemental Figure 5. Comparison of regression beta coefficients for identified recent and cumulative marijuana use CpGs at Y20 by sex

A. Recent Use
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B. Cumulative Use
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Bonferroni-corrected P values were used to determine significance (P < 0.05). Pearson’s correlation coefficient and P value are provided to assess the relationship of the regression coefficients for each comparison.
Supplemental Figure 6. Comparison of regression beta coefficients for identified recent and cumulative marijuana use CpGs at Y15 by self-reported race

C. Recent Use
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D. Cumulative Use
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Bonferroni-corrected P values were used to determine significance (P < 0.05). Pearson’s correlation coefficient and P value are provided to assess the relationship of the regression coefficients for each comparison.

Supplemental Figure 7. Comparison of regression beta coefficients for identified recent and cumulative marijuana use CpGs at Y20 by self-reported race

A. Recent Use
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B. Cumulative Use
[image: ]

Bonferroni-corrected P values were used to determine significance (P < 0.05). Pearson’s correlation coefficient and P value are provided to assess the relationship of the regression coefficients for each comparison.
Supplemental Figure 8. Comparison of regression coefficients for identified recent marijuana use CpGs by smoking status at Y15
A) Non vs Former Smokers							      B) Non vs Current Smokers
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C) Former vs Current Smokers
[image: ]

Bonferroni-corrected P values were used to determine significance (P < 0.05). Pearson’s correlation coefficient and P value are provided to assess the relationship of the regression coefficients for each comparison.


Supplemental Figure 9. Comparison of regression coefficients for identified cumulative marijuana use CpGs by smoking status at Y15
A) Non vs Former Smokers							      B) Non vs Current Smokers
[image: ]			[image: ]

C) Former vs Current Smokers
   [image: ]

Bonferroni-corrected P values were used to determine significance (P < 0.05). Pearson’s correlation coefficient and P value are provided to assess the relationship of the regression coefficients for each comparison.

Supplemental Figure 10. Comparison of regression coefficients for identified recent marijuana use CpGs by smoking status at Y20
A) Non vs Former Smokers							      B) Non vs Current Smokers
[image: ]			[image: ]

C) Former vs Current Smokers
[image: ]

Bonferroni-corrected P values were used to determine significance (P < 0.05). Pearson’s correlation coefficient and P value are provided to assess the relationship of the regression coefficients for each comparison.
Supplemental Figure 11. Comparison of regression coefficients for identified cumulative marijuana use CpGs by smoking status at Y20
A) Non vs Former Smokers							      B) Non vs Current Smokers
[image: ]			[image: ]

C) Former vs Current Smokers
   [image: ]

Bonferroni-corrected P values were used to determine significance (P < 0.05). Pearson’s correlation coefficient and P value are provided to assess the relationship of the regression coefficients for each comparison.
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