Supporting Information


CONTENTS
Supplementary table	2
Table S1 	Overview of the methodology of the ESA surveys 1995 - 2015	2
Supplementary figures	3
Figure S1	Main effects of age, period and cohort on 30-day drinking prevalence.	3
Figure S2	Main effects of age, period and cohort on 30-day alcohol volume (drinkers only).	4
Figure S3	Main effects of age, period and cohort on 30-day prevalence of EHD (drinkers only)	5
References	6


[bookmark: _Toc1718566]
Supplementary table
[bookmark: _Toc378865051]
[bookmark: _Toc1718567]Table S1 	Overview of the methodology of the ESA surveys 1995 - 2015.
	Survey Year
	Sample Size
	Age 
Range
	RRa
	Design
	Method
	Ref.

	1995
	7,833
	18-59
	65%
	Electoral districts; random route sampling
	Paper and pencil
	[1]

	1997
	8,020
	18-59
	65%
	Electoral districts; random route sampling
	Paper and pencil
	[2]

	2000
	8,139
	18-59
	51%
	Population registers; probability sample
	Paper and pencil
	[3]

	2003
	8,061
	18-59
	55%
	Population registers; probability sample
	Paper and pencil
	[4]

	2006
	7,912
	18-64
	45%
	Population registers; probability sample
	Paper and pencil; telephone
	[5]

	2009
	8,030
	18-64
	50%
	Population registers; probability sample
	Paper and pencil; telephone; online
	[6]

	2012
	9,084
	18-64
	54%
	Population registers; probability sample
	Paper and pencil; telephone; online
	[7]

	2015
	9,204
	18-64
	52%
	Population registers; probability sample
	Paper and pencil; telephone; online
	[8]


a RR: Response Rate
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[bookmark: _Toc1718569]Figure S1	Main effects of age, period and cohort on 30-day drinking prevalence. The black area shading represents 95% confidence intervals.
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[bookmark: _Toc1718570]Figure S2	Main effects of age, period and cohort on 30-day alcohol volume (drinkers only). The black area shading represents 95% confidence intervals.
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[bookmark: _Toc1718571]Figure S3	Main effects of age, period and cohort on 30-day prevalence of EHD (drinkers only). The black area shading represents 95% confidence intervals.
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