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Key points

Question
Did cannabis use or misuse change among adults in the five years following recreational
cannabis legalization in Canada (overall and by pre-legalization cannabis use frequency)?

Findings

Overall, cannabis use frequency increased significantly while misuse decreased significantly,
with small effect sizes for both. Pre-legalization cannabis use significantly moderated these
changes. Product preferences shifted from dried flower, hashish, and concentrates to edibles,
liquids, and vape pens.

Meaning

From a public health standpoint, these findings suggest both a modest negative consequence
(small increase in cannabis use frequency) and positive outcomes (small decrease in cannabis
misuse, and transition from combustible to non-combustible products).
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Abstract

Importance: A growing number of jurisdictions have legalized recreational cannabis for adults,
but most evaluations have used repeated cross-sectional designs, preventing examination of
within-person and subgroup trajectories across legalization.

Objective: To examine changes in cannabis use and misuse in the five years following
legalization in Canada — the first G7 country to legalize adult recreational cannabis use — both
overall and by pre-legalization cannabis use frequency using alongitudinal design.

Design: Prospective cohort study with 11 biannual assessments from September 2018 to October
2023. Mean retention was 90% across al waves.

Setting: Ontario, Canada.

Participants: Sample of 1,428 (60.2% female, M =34.5) community adults aged 18 to 65
years.

Exposure: Five years of recreational cannabis legalization (the baseline wave was immediately
prior to legalization).

Main outcome and measur es. Primary outcomes were cannabis use frequency and cannabis
misuse (CUDIT-R score). Pre-legalization cannabis use frequency, age, and sex were examined
as moderators. Secondary outcomes included changes in cannabis product preferences over time.

Results: Linear mixed effects modelling found a significant increase in cannabis use frequency,
such that the mean proportion of days using cannabis increased by 0.35% (p<.001) per year in
the overall sample (1.75% over 5 years). In contrast, CUDIT-R scores (on scale of 0 to 32)
decreased significantly overall (b=-0.08 [-0.4 over 5 years]|, p<.001), most notably following the
onset of the COVID-19 pandemic. Interaction analyses indicated that pre-legalization cannabis
use frequency significantly moderated changes for both outcomes (p<.001). Specifically,
cannabis use and misuse decreased among pre-legalization frequent consumers and modestly
increased among occasional/non-users. Cannabis product preferences shifted away from dried
flower, hashish, concentrates, oil, tinctures, and topicals to edibles, liquids, and vape pens.

Conclusions and Relevance: In the five years following legalization, cannabis use frequency
increased modestly, while cannabis misuse decreased modestly in alongitudinal observational
cohort of Canadian adults. These changes were substantially moderated by pre-legalization
cannabis use, with more frequent consumers of cannabis pre-legalization exhibiting the largest
decreases in both outcomes. Although longer-term surveillance is required, these results suggest
Canadian recreational cannabis legalization was associated with modest negative consequences
and some evidence of positive outcomes among nonclinical community adults.

Keywords: cannabis; legalization; cohort study; policy evaluation
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I ntroduction

A growing number of jurisdictions have liberalized, or are considering liberalizing, the
use of recreational (non-medical) cannabis. In October 2018, Canada became the first G7
country to legalize recreational cannabis use for adults, serving as an experiment for other
countries considering national policy reform. Leading up to legalization in Canada, there were
concernsthat cannabis use and misuse would increase due to easier access, growing social
acceptability, declining perception of harm, product diversification, and increasing potency.*™
Since legalization, some evidence indicates that these concerns were justified,>® although other
investigations have identified only limited negative consequences.”®

In general, previous research evaluating the impact of recreational cannabis legalization
on cannabis use and misuse has found mixed results. For example a repeated cross-sectional
survey in the US found that states that legalized recreational cannabis use saw significant post-
legalization increases in the prevalence of cannabis use, frequent cannabis use, and cannabis use
disorders among adults aged 26 years and older, but no significant changes among young adults
aged 18 to 25 years.’ However, another repeated cross-sectional study found that increasing
cannabis use in the US was due to general period effects and not legalization.® In Canada,
repeated cross-sectional studies predominantly suggest that legalization has been associated with
increases in the prevalence of cannabis use and misuse among adults.>**™*? Healthcare utilization
studies have also suggested that cannabis-related emergency department visits and
hospitalizations have increased including cannabis use disorders, poisonings from edibles,
cannabis-induced psychosis, self-harm involving cannabis, and other cannabis-attributable
conditions.**%

An important limitation of the cannabis legalization literature is that most previous
studies have used a repeated cross-sectional design, which does not allow for the examination of
within-person changes from pre-legali zation to post-legalization. Very few within-person studies
have evaluated the impact of legalization on cannabis use and misuse, representing a significant
research gap.??* Longitudinal designs are necessary to evaluate within-person changes, as well
as subgroup trajectories across legalization such as pre-legalization cannabis use levels and sex.
Another significant limitation of the current literature is that most studies focus on the early
stages of legalization; it is widely acknowledged that understanding the impacts of |egalization
requires alonger post-legalization time frame.” %

Here we report changes in cannabis use and misuse over the five years following
legalization in anonclinical community-based cohort of Canadian adults, with repeated measures
collected approximately every six months. The original wave of data collection took place during
the month prior to legalization and an initial report on the 12-month outcomes found small
increases in use and misuse.? The current study’s first objective was to examine changesin
cannabis use and misuse over afull five years since recreational legalization in Canada. The
second objective was to examine whether pre-legalization cannabis use frequency moderated
these changes — that is, whether changes depended on how frequently one used cannabis pre-
legalization. This permitted evaluating whether exacerbations were present among already
frequent consumers. The third objective was to examine whether cannabis product type
preferences among active users changed over the five years since legalization.
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M ethods
Cohort and Study Design

Participants were recruited from an existing registry of ambulatory community adults at
St. Joseph’ s Healthcare Hamilton in Hamilton, Ontario, Canada. Eligibility criteriaincluded
being between the ages 18 and 65 years at baseline, minimum ninth-grade education, willingness
to consder participation in research studies, and no extant terminal illness. Registry enrolIment
involved a single extended in-person assessment.

To create the cannabis legalization surveillance cohort, we invited registry members to
enroll in a supplementary study comprising periodic online assessments, with the baseline
occurring in the month prior to the legalization of recreational cannabis for adults on October 17,
2018 (from mid-September to mid-October 2018). Participants were required to accept the
invitation and provide informed consent (n=1502). Subsequent waves of data collection were
conducted each April and October up to October 2023 (11 waves total). Participants received an
online gift card ($40 CAD) upon completion of each wave. All procedures were approved by the
Hamilton Integrated Research Ethics Board (Project #4699). Data quality was protected using
guestions with unambiguously correct responses (e.g., “For this item, select option B”), with
participants required to answer 3+ correctly for a given wave. Participants with less than 3 total
follow-up observations were excluded, producing afinal sample size of n=1,428 (95% overall
inclusion). The cohort had a high retention rate across waves 2 to 11 (95.0%, 93.1%, 93.4%,
93.0%, 91.3%, 88.9%, 88.1%, 86.9%, 86.3%, 86.5%; mean retention rate=90.2%; see eFigure 1
for flowchart of exclusions and loss to follow up). Missing data strategies are presented in the
Statistical Analyses section.

Table 1 shows the baseline characteristics of the final study cohort. The cohort was
dightly overrepresented by females (60.2%), predominantly white (78.9%) and unmarried
(68.3%), highly educated (92.0% with at least some post-secondary), had an average age of 35
years and a median income of $45,000 to $90,000. Roughly half the sample reported no cannabis
use, and half reported some use with 16% scoring 6 or higher on the CUDIT-R indicating
probable cannabis misuse.®

Table 1

Measures

Two primary outcomes were examined — cannabis use frequency and cannabis misuse.
Cannabis use frequency was measured with the following question from the Canadian Cannabis
Survey™: In the past 6 months, how often did you typically use cannabis? Never, <1 day/month,
1 day/month, 2—3 days/month, 1-2 days/week, 3—-4 days/week, 5-6 days/week, or Daily. These
categories were transformed into continuous values representing the proportion of days using
cannabis; for categories with a range, we used the mid-point (i.e., Less than one day per month =
0.5/30.435 = 0.016; One day per month = 1/30.4347 = 0.033; 2 to 3 days per month = 2.5/30.435
=0.082; 1 or 2 days per week = 1.5/7 = 0.214; 3 or 4 days per week = 3.5/7 = 0.5; 5 to 6 days per
week = 5.5/7 = 0.786; Daily = 1). These values were then multiplied by 100 so that beta
coefficients would represent the percentage of days using cannabis for ease of interpretation.
Cannabis misuse was measured with the 8-item CUDIT-R.?® Responses were summed to
generate atotal CUDIT-R score, providing a continuous measure of cannabis misuse that ranged
from O to 32. Both outcomes were treated as continuous variables.
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The secondary set of 11 outcomes included reporting use of various cannabis products
including: dried flower/leaf (smoked or vaporized), hashish, cannabis oil from a Health Canada
licensed producer, liquid concentrate (e.g., hash ail, butane honey ail, etc.), cannabis oil
cartridges or disposable vape pens, solid concentrate (e.g., shatter, budder, etc.), edibles (e.g.,
prepared food products), liquid (e.g., cola/tea), tinctures (e.g., concentrated amounts ingested
orally or taken under the tongue), topical ointments (e.g., lotions, salves, balms applied directly
to the skin), and fresh flower/leaf (e.g., for juicing). Each cannabis product outcome was treated
as binary (yes or no). Thislist of cannabis products were based measures from the Canadian
Cannabis Survey.*?

Covariates included basdline age, sex assigned at birth (male or female), ethnicity (white
or non-white), marital status (unmarried or married), household income (less than $45,000;
$45,000 to $90,000; $90,000+), and education (high school or less; some post-secondary;
bachelor’ s degree; postgraduate/professional degree). Pre-legalization cannabis use frequency
(never, <monthly, monthly, weekly, daily+) was examined as a moderator.

Statistical Analyses

In our primary analyses, we conducted linear mixed-effects models to examine trends
over time in cannabis use frequency (proportion of days using cannabis) and cannabis misuse
(CUDIT-R score), controlling for baseline age, sex, ethnicity, marital status, household income,
education, and pre-legalization cannabis use frequency. We also explored pre-legalization
(baseline) cannabis use frequency, age, and sex as moderators for the association between time
(continuous and rescaled to yearly changes) and the two outcomes. For each outcome, we
initially included the identified covariates and the main effect of time only, then tested a two-way
interaction between time and pre-legalization cannabis use frequency in a separate model.

We performed an attrition analysis and found that completing less than 2 follow-ups
(those excluded) was significantly related to baseline cannabis use frequency and income, but no
other study variables (see eTable 1). To explore the potential impact of attrition bias, we
performed a sensitivity analysis by modelling the outcomes using ajoint analysis and Bayesian
imputation framework through the R package JointAl.?” Although omnibus tests were not
available from the JointAl models, coefficient estimates were consistent with the main analysis
suggesting missing data did not bias the results significantly (see eTable 2).

In our secondary analyses, we examined changes in cannabis product preferences among
active cannabis users at each wave (i.e., only participants observations reporting cannabis use)
by estimating adjusted prevalence differences using multivariable modified least-squares
regression models.® Time (continuous) was the predictor and reporting use of a given cannabis
product (yes or no) was the binary outcome. We used R version 4.1.0 to conduct all statistical
analyses and create data visualizations, and reported our findings in accordance with STROBE
guidelines.” P<.05 and 95% confidence intervals that did not include the null were considered
statistically significant.

Results

Overall changes in cannabis use and moderation by pre-legalization cannabis use frequency
Main effects of time and interactionsare in Table 2. The main effect model found a

significant increase in cannabis use frequency in the overall sample (b=0.35; p<0.001), such that

the mean proportion of days using cannabis increased by 0.35% per year (i.e., over 5 years, a
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1.75% increase). Figure 1A shows longitudinal changes in cannabis use frequency since
legalization in the overall sample.

Table 2
Figure 1

As shown in Table 2, we found a significant interaction between time and pre-
legalization cannabis use frequency (p<0.001). Figure 1B shows longitudina changesin
cannabis use frequency since legalization, stratified by pre-legalization cannabis use frequency.
We observed a significant decrease among those using daily at baseline, little change for those
using weekly at baseline, and slight increases among those using monthly or less at basdline. To
qualitatively characterize the patterns of change, Figure 2 provides a person-centred alluvial plot
showing transitions between cannabis use frequency groups from the first wave (pre-legalization
in September 2018) to the last wave (5 years post-legalization October 2023). Wave-by-wave
trangitions are shown in eFigure 2A.

Figure 2

Overall changes in cannabis misuse and moderation by pre-legalization cannabis use frequency

Main effects of time and interactions are presented in Table 2. The main effect model
found a significant decrease in CUDIT-R score in the overall sample (b =-0.08; p<0.001), such
that the mean CUDIT-R score decreased by 0.08 points per year (i.e., over 5 years, a 0.4 point
decrease on average). In afollow-up analysis that removed the first item from the CUDIT-R
outcome (cannabis use frequency), we found a similar result (b =-0.07; p<0.001). Figure 3A
shows longitudinal changesin CUDIT-R score since legalization in the overall sample.
Interestingly, we observed a notable decrease in cannabis misuse that occurred during the early
phase of the COVID-19 pandemic (April to October 2020).

Figure 3

As shown in Table 2, we found a significant interaction between time and pre-
legalization cannabis use frequency (p<0.001). Figure 3B shows longitudinal changesin
cannabis use frequency since legalization stratified by pre-legalization cannabis use frequency.
We observed a significant decrease among those using monthly or less than monthly at baseline,
and a slight increase among those not using at baseline. Of note, those using weekly at baseline,
on average, crossed from above to below the validated CUDIT-R cut-off score of 6 indicating
probable cannabis misuse.?® To qualitatively characterize the patterns of change, Figure 4
provides a person-centred alluvial plot showing transitions between cannabis misuse groups from
the first wave (pre-legalization in September 2018) to the last wave (5 years post-legalization
October 2023). Wave-by-wave transitions are shown in eFigure 2B.

Figure 4
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Changes in cannabis product preferences

Table 3 presents results from our secondary analyses estimating adjusted prevalence
differences (annual percentage changes) in cannabis product preferences among active cannabis
users. We observed statistically significant decreases in dried flower, solid concentrate, liquid
concentrates, cannabis ail, tinctures, topical ointments, and hashish. Conversely, we observed
statistically significant increases in edibles, liquids, and cannabis oil cartridges or disposable
vape pens. The most pronounced decrease was in dried flower, with a 3.56% (95% CI: 2.91%,
4.22%) annual decrease in prevalence among active cannabis users (from 81.3% pre-legalization
to 64.6% at 5 years post-legalization). The most pronounced increase was in cannabis oil
cartridges or disposable vape pens, with a 3.39% (95% ClI: 2.72, 4.05%) annual increasein
prevalence among active cannabis users (from 18.4% pre-legalization to 33.0% at 5 years post-
legalization).

Figure 5 presents the proportion of active cannabis users reporting use of dried flower, oil
cartridges/vape pens, edibles, liquids, and solid concentrate (the most dynamic products) over
time since legalization.

Table 3

Figure 5

Sex and age moderation of changes over time

We examined sex and age as moderators for change in cannabis use frequency and
CUDIT-R score over time. When testing age as a moderator, we dichotomized age to separate
young adults (under 30 years of age), who typically age out of cannabis use,* from middle-aged
and older adults (30+ years of age). No interactions were present for frequency, but interactions
were present for sex and age in relation to CUDIT-R (see eTable 3 and eFigure 4), such that
reductions were more pronounced among males and younger participants (particularly the latter),
consistent with higher CUDIT-R scores in males and younger participants.

Discussion

This study found that cannabis use frequency modestly increased while cannabis misuse
decreased over the first 5 years of legalization in anonclinical cohort of adults. From a public
health standpoint, these results are mixed as increased use might be considered harmful, while
decreased misuse is a positive outcome. Given that age was a significant moderator, whereby
younger adults had larger declines in problems, these mixed findings may partly be due to the
“aging out’ developmental trajectory that typically occurs during young adulthood,* which
appeared to affect cannabis misuse more than cannabis use frequency. Similar results have been
observed in another cohort study,? which found a significant decrease in cannabis-related
adverse consequences but little change in cannabis use frequency.

Cannabis misuse notably declined immediately after the onset of the COVID-19
pandemic, and never returned to pre-pandemic levels. This was most pronounced among pre-
legalization high-frequency consumers. We note that another longitudinal study similarly found
that among pre-COV ID frequent cannabis users, cannabis use frequency increased early in the
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pandemic while cannabis use disorder symptom severity decreased slightly.** Understanding the
environmental or psychological factors leading to these changes warrants further investigation.

When examining pre-legalization cannabis use as a moderator for the association
between time and cannabis use frequency, we found a significant interaction such that cannabis
use frequency decreased among those already using frequently pre-legalization and increased
among pre-legalization abstainers. Changes in cannabis misuse were similarly moderated by pre-
legalization cannabis use frequency, such that cannabis misuse decreased for all groups already
using cannabis pre-legalization and increased for pre-legalization non-users. These findings do
not support the notion that cannabis legalization would amplify or otherwise exacerbate existing
patterns of use among active consumers. For both outcomes, it is also possible that regression to
the mean explains part of the interaction effects. Fundamentally, however, these results do not
suggest increased adverse outcomes for adults who were actively using cannabis pre-legalization.

Secondary analyses revealed significant changes in cannabis product preferences among
those using cannabis actively over time, with decreases in dried flower, concentrates, cannabis
oil, tinctures, topical ointments, and hashish, and increases in edibles, liquids, and cannabis oil
cartridges/disposabl e vape pens. Our findings are similar to those of the International Cannabis
Policy Study, which also found a pronounced decrease in dried flower, and increases in edibles,
oils and drinks.”> We note that edibles and liquids only became legal in Canada on October 17,
2019, one year after cannabis flower and oils became legal.** From a lung health perspective, it
is a positive development that cannabis users transitioned away from dried flower, which is
typically combusted, and towards non-combusted oils, edibles, and drinks. However, it is
potentially concerning that cannabis drinkables are becoming more popular given how little
research has examined their health effects.

Strengths and limitations

This study addresses important research gaps and adds a new dimension to the small but
growing cannabis legalization evaluation literature, complementing healthcare utilization studies
and repeated cross-sectional surveys, which have mostly found negative outcomes associated
with legalization for adults.*>* To our knowledge, it uses the longest follow-up of any within-
subjectslongitudinal study evaluating recreational cannabis legalization, providing amore
nuanced understanding of cannabis behaviour changes following legalization. Our prospective
cohort had a high retention rate, averaging 90% retention across all follow-up waves, with 87%
remaining at the five-year mark. The study also had limitations. Without comparison to a
jurisdiction without cannabis legalization, it is difficult to attribute changes in cannabis use and
misuse to legalization per se. It is possible that age-related decreases partly explained the
interaction effects we observed. We also only had one pre-legalization time point and were
therefore unable to conduct an age-period-cohort analysis. Considering the cohort was recruited
from a community-level research registry, the results may not be fully generalizable nationally or
internationally, especially given the diversity of policies and regulations accompanying cannabis
legalization in other jurisdictions.

Conclusions

This study found a small increase in average cannabis use frequency and small decrease
in average cannabis misuse in the five years following recreational cannabis legalization in a
community-based non-clinical cohort of Canadian adults. These changes were moderated by pre-
legalization cannabis use, with more frequent pre-legalization consumers exhibiting the largest
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decreases in both outcomes. The apparent discrepancy between increasing cannabis use and
decreasing cannabis misuse may have been driven by younger cannabis users, who typically
transition from problematic to non-problematic use. This study also found that cannabis users
product preferences evolved over the course of legalization away from dried flower and towards
non-combustion products. Although longer-term follow-up is required, these results suggest a
modest negative consequence (asmall increase in cannabis use frequency) as well as some
positive consequences (decrease in cannabis misuse and transition from combustible to non-
combustible cannabis products) among adults following recreational cannabis legalization in
Canada.
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Table 1: Baseline (pre-legalization in September 2018) char acteristics of thefinal study
cohort (N=1,428). A total CUDIT-R score of 6+ isused as a cut-off to indicate probable
cannabis misuse.”

I ndicator n (%)

Sex

Male 569 (39.8%)

Female 859 (60.2%)
Age (Mean (SD)) 34.5(13.9)
Race

White 1,127 (78.9%)

Non-white 301 (21.1%)
Household income

Less than $45,000 442 (31.0%)

$45,000 to $90,000 437 (30.6%)

$90,000+ 549 (38.4%)
Education

High school or less 114 (8.0%)

Some post-secondary 661 (46.3%)

Bachelor’s degree 495 (34.7%)

Postgraduate/professional degree 158 (11.1%)
Marital status

Unmarried 975 (68.3%)

Married 453 (31.7%)
Cannabis use frequency

None 749 (52.4%)

<Monthly 246 (17.2%)

Monthly 168 (11.8%)

Weekly 141 (9.9%)

Daily+ 124 (8.7%)
CUDIT-R score

No cannabis use 749 (52.5%)

<6 450 (31.5%)

6+ 229 (16.0%)
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Table 2: Main effect of time and interaction effect of pre-legalization cannabis use frequency for cannabis use frequency and
CUDIT-R.

Notes: All models adjusted for baseline age, sex, ethnicity, income, education, and marital status.

=%

S<

Outcome 1: Cannabis use frequency Outcome 2: CUDIT-R g §

Omnibus test Omnibus test C_E";é

B SEF P B SE F P A

Main effect models =5

Time (annua changes) 0.35 0.08 18.71 <0.001 -0.08 0.01 5341 <0.001 %%
Z55

Interaction models §§§

Time (annual changes) 0.82 011 19.95 <0.001 010 001 379.87 <0.001 g %E
Pre-legalization cannabis use 77314  <0.001 531.09 <0.001 §§§
None Ref - Ref - e §§
Less than monthly 174 131 150 0.8 385
Monthly 928 153 318 021 E
Weekly 36.74 1.64 6.18 0.23 ggg
Daily 91.01 1.74 995 024 P §
Time* Pre-legalization cannabis use 12132 <0.001 130.71  <0.001 %ig
Time* Less than monthly 040 022 021 003 §§§
Time*Monthly 0.50 0.25 -0.32 0.03 5’:> &
Time* Weekly 114 028 050 0.04 822
Time* Daily 608 029 073 004 583
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Table 3: Adjusted prevalence differences (annual per centage changes) in cannabis product prefer ences among active cannabis
usersin the 5 yearssince legalization estimated from multivariable modified least squaresregression models.

Cannabis product use (outcome)
Dried flower/leaf (smoked or vaporized)

Solid concentrate (e.g., shatter, budder, etc.)
Liquid concentrate (e.g., hash oil, butane honey ail, etc.)

Cannabis Oil from a Health Canada Licensed Producer

Tinctures (e.g., concentrated amounts ingested orally or taken
under the tongue)

Topical Ointments (e.g., lotions, salves, balms applied directly to
the skin)

Hashish

Fresh flower/leaf (e.g., for juicing)
Edibles (e.g., prepared food products)
Liquid (e.g., cola/tea)

Cannabis oil cartridges or disposable vape pens

Timein years (predictor)

aPD 95% ClI p aPD x 5years

-3.56%  -422%  -2.91% <0.001 -17.80%
-2.22%  -268%  -1.76% <0.001 -11.10%
-145%  -1.88%  -1.03% <0.001 -71.25%
-095%  -1.53%  -0.38% 0.001 -4.75%
-0.89%  -1.34%  -0.45% <0.001 -4.45%
-0.79%  -1.27/%  -0.30% 0.001 -3.95%
-0.72%  -1.15%  -0.29% 0.001 -3.60%
-0.08%  -0.24% 0.07% 0.29 -0.40%
1.22% 0.46% 1.99% 0.002 6.10%

2.21% 1.77% 2.66% <0.001 11.05%
3.39% 2.72% 4.05% <0.001 16.95%

Notes: aPD = adjusted prevalence difference; 95% CI = 95% confidence interval. All models adjusted for baseline age, sex, ethnicity,
income, education, and marital status, and used robust variance estimation.
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Figure 1. Mean (xSE) for cannabis use frequency over 5 years since legalization from
September 2018 to October 2023 (10 waves) in the overall sample and stratified by baseline
cannabis use frequency.

25+

na
=]
1

% of days using cannabis (observed mean % SE)

15+ | | _L"‘L.r’ —"_’_+

* 1 1
1 1 I 1
1 I !
1 1 1
104 1 i 1
2adaynimanth | 1 [}

1 1 X T 5 3

1 1 2 P B .

1 1 E 1§ £

f o &

5+ 1 1 8 I 3 ;

1 dayimonth 1 1 é 1 3 :

1 1 o (-] >

1 1 8 1 2 8
Nouse I I I
0 t t

T . L T L] . L] L] L] L] T L) T T
Sept 2018 Apr 2019 Oct 2019 Apr 2020 Oct 2020 Apr 2021 Oct 2021 Apr 2022 Oct 2022 Apr 2023 Oct 2023

Time

w
1]
-
€ 1 [
T g0 58 duysieunk ) i
£ 1 1 1
2 1 1 1
g 1 1 . 1
S so- 1 1 i 1§ i
» 1 1 £ ' F 5
% 34 daytwmnk 1 1 i: 1 E §'
£ 1 [ & (- :
3 1 1 ] 1 8 b3
£ 404 T~ I £ 12 3
[ 1 1 s (.
2 1 [ 1
-E 1.2 dnysiwnak ! ! .
% nysnk
= 207 1 1 1
I e 4 4 Y I
A —1+
2.3 daysimonin el " a—
1 dayimonth "T 1 —— = _ T & — =
o Noue _g———— _—
L L L
T T L} L) L) L} L T T T T
Sept 2018 Apr 2019 Oct 2019 Apr 2020 Oct 2020 Apr 2021 Oct 2021 Apr 2022 Oct 2022 Apr 2023 Oct 2023

Time

Baseline cannabis use frequency = Daily -+ Weekly <+ Monthly < Less than monthly = None

A: Changesin cannabis use frequency overall
B: Changes in cannabis use frequency stratified by baseline cannabis use frequency

Note: Time points with an asterisk indicate P<.05 vs pre-legalization (September 2018).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.06.24311571
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Figure 2: Alluvial plots showing transitionsin cannabis use frequency from pre-legalization (September 2018) to 5 years post-
legalization (October 2023).

Note: Alluvial plot showing all waves can be found in the supplemental materials.
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Figure 3. Mean (+SEM) for CUDIT-R score over 5 years since legalization from September
2018 to October 2023 (10 waves) in the overall sample and stratified by baseline cannabis use
frequency.
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Figure 5. Cannabis product preferences over time since cannabis legalization among active cannabis user s at each wave
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Notes. This graph presents the cannabis product preferences that changed most since legalization. A graph with all cannabis products
included can be found in the supplementary materials (eFigure 3).
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Supplemental materials

eTable 1: Attrition analysis comparing those excluded due to having under 2 follow-ups to those included in the final study sample.

Baseline characteristic
Sex
Female
Male
Age
Mean (SD)
Ethnicity
White
Non-white
Marital status
Unmarried
Married
Household income
Less than $45,000
$45,000 to $90,000
$90,000+
Education
Post-secondary degree
No post-secondary degree
Cannabis use frequency (percentage of
days using)
Mean (SD)
CUDIT-R score
Mean (SD)

Included L ost to Follow- |
(n=1,428) up (n=51) P Vaue
0.148
859 (60.2%) 25 (49.0%)
569 (39.8%) 26 (51.0%)
34.5(13.9) 36.1 (14.4) 0.426
0.151
1127 (78.9%) 45 (88.2%)
301 (21.1%) 6 (11.8%)
0.929
975 (68.3%) 34 (66.7%)
453 (31.7%) 17 (33.3%)
0.011
442 (31.0%) 17 (33.3%)
437 (30.6%) 24 (47.1%)
549 (38.4%) 10 (19.6%)
0.109
653 (45.7%) 17 (33.3%)
775 (54.3%) 34 (66.7%)
13.8 (30.1) 27.8 (40.1) 0.0167
2.60 (4.13) 398(5.29)  0.0707

Notes: p-values calculated from chi-square and t-tests.
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eTable 2: Sengitivity analysis repeating main analysiswith multiple imputation via JointAl.

Notes: All models adjusted for baseline age, sex, ethnicity, income,
education, and marital status.

2
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Main effect models Tﬁé
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Interaction models %2@
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None Ref - Ref - 5 %?

L ess than monthly 183 129 149 018 i
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eTable 3. Supplementary LMM s examining age and sex as moder atorsfor changein cannabis use frequency and CUDIT-R in
the 5 year sfollowing cannabis legalization.

Cannabis use frequency CUDIT-R
Omnibus test Omnibus test
b SE F p b SE F p
Time (in years) 029 014 1856 <0.001 -0.12 0.01 5454 <0.001
Baseline age (30+) -0.20 111 0.03 0.858 -0.55 016 1237 <0.001
Time*Basdline age 011 016 049 0.486 0.09 0.02 1939 <0.001
Time (in years) 044 010 15.03 <0.001 -0.05 0.01 59.98 <0.001
Sex (Male) 097 096 1.03 0.311 051 013 1475 <0.001
Time* Sex -025 016 237 0.124 -006 0.02 7.74 <0.001

Notes: All models adjusted for baseline age, sex, ethnicity, income, education, and marital status. When
testing age as a moderator, we dichotomized age to separate young adults, who typically age out of cannabis
use, from middle-aged and older adults.
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eFigure 1: Flowchart of study cohort exclusionsand lossto follow up by wave
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eFigure 2: Alluvial plots showing transitionsin cannabis use frequency and CUDIT-R score from pre-legalization (September
2018) to 5 year s post-legalization (October 2023).
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eFigure 3. Cannabis product preferences over time since cannabislegalization among active cannabis user s at each wave (all
products)
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