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S1 Fig B Directed Acyclic Graph for the causal relationship between intervention and women’s dietary change
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[image: ]S1 Fig C Directed Acyclic Graph for the causal relationship between intervention and child’s dietary change

S1 Fig D Interrupted time series for store pairs of total sales of fresh fruit and vegetables and frozen vegetables
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S1 Fig E Interrupted time series for store pairs of total sales of confectionery and intervention checkout items by store status
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Difference at intervention = 1.53 (95% CI 0.09, 2.97), P = 0.04

Difference at 3 months post-intervention = 1.31 (95% CI -2.29, 4.92), P = 0.48

Difference at 6 months post-intervention = 1.10 (95% CI -5.25, 7.44), P = 0.74
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Difference at intervention = 0.31 (95% CI -1.08, 1.69), P = 0.67

Difference at 3 months post-intervention = 0.28 (95% CI -3.06, 3.62), P = 0.87

Difference at 6 months post-intervention = 0.25 (95% CI -5.52, 6.02), P = 0.93
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Difference at intervention = 2.33 (95% CI 1.35, 3.30), P < 0.001

Difference at 3 months post-intervention = 1.39 (95% CI -1.09, 3.87), P = 0.28

Difference at 6 months post-intervention = 0.46 (95% CI -3.94, 4.85), P = 0.84
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Difference at intervention = 0.13 (95% CI -0.89, 1.15), P = 0.80

Difference at 3 months post-intervention = -0.43 (95% CI -2.87, 2.00), P = 0.73

Difference at 6 months post-intervention = -1.00 (95% CI -5.16, 3.16), P = 0.80
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Difference at intervention = 0.37 (95% CI -0.28, 1.02), P = 0.27

Difference at 3 months post-intervention = 1.91 (95% CI 0.32, 3.50), P = 0.02

Difference at 6 months post-intervention = 3.45 (95% CI 0.68, 6.23), P = 0.02
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Difference at intervention = -0.25 (95% CI -1.31, 0.81), P = 0.65

Difference at 3 months post-intervention = 0.19 (95% CI -2.34, 2.72), P = 0.88

Difference at 6 months post-intervention = 0.62 (95% CI -3.70, 4.95), P = 0.78
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Difference at intervention = -0.70 (95% CI -1.36, -0.04), P = 0.04

Difference at 3 months post-intervention = -1.39 (95% CI -2.97, 0.20), P = 0.09

Difference at 6 months post-intervention = -2.07 (95% CI -4.80, 0.66), P = 0.14
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Difference at intervention = 2.04 (95% CI 0.62, 3.47), P = 0.01

Difference at 3 months post-intervention = 0.84 (95% CI -2.70, 4.39), P = 0.64

Difference at 6 months post-intervention = -0.36 (95% CI -6.58, 5.87), P = 0.91
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Difference at intervention = -0.77 (95% CI -1.34, -0.19), P = 0.01

Difference at 3 months post-intervention = -0.97 (95% CI -2.33, 0.39), P = 0.17

Difference at 6 months post-intervention = -1.17 (95% CI -3.47, 1.12), P = 0.32
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Difference at intervention = 0.49 (95% CI -0.63, 1.61), P = 0.39

Difference at 3 months post-intervention = -0.26 (95% CI -2.91, 2.40), P = 0.85

Difference at 6 months post-intervention = -1.00 (95% CI -5.50, 3.50), P = 0.66
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