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Figure S1: Diagram of the model integration process to project the tax impact on
diabetes prevalence.
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No Diabetes » Diagnosed diabetes

Dead

Figure S2: Diabetes Natural History Model. Individuals are broken in 101 age
categories (ages 0 to 100) and 2 disease states (without diabetes and with diagnosed
diabetes). Incidence of diabetes (I(a)) varies by age and gender. Individuals with
diabetes die at a higher age and gender-specific rate (Dg(a)) than individuals without
diabetes (D(a)). Model was parametrized using the estimated Mexico Diabetes
incidence and prevalence from ENSANUT. Mortality rates come from CONAPO
and future births are based on census projections.
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Expected weight reduction with a 10% tax for the adult Mexican population
(ENSANUT 2012) considering the average observed elasticity of 2014
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Expected weight reduction with a 20% tax for the adult Mexican population
(ENSANUT 2012) considering the average observed elasticity of 2014
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Figure S3: Population level expected weight reduction for a 10 and 20% tax
considering the average change for 2014
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Expected weight reduction with a 10% tax for the adult Mexican population
(ENSANUT 2012) considering the elasticity observed for Maximum 2014
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Expected weight reduction with a 20% tax for the adult Mexican population
(ENSANUT 2012) considering the elasticity observed for Maximum 2014

73
1

71

Kilograms

70
1

69
1

— Mean weight --- Confidence interval
T T T T

0 1000 2000 3000

Days since implementation of the SSB tax

Figure S4: Population level expected weight reduction for a 10 and 20% tax
considering the peak monthly tax effect observed in 2014
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SSB Tax Impact on Diabetes Prevalence (20+) Averted (self-reported) Cases
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Figure S5: Projection of diabetes (self-reported) prevalence and cumulative averted
diabetes cases under three tax scenarios from 2010-2015. Top, projections assuming
the average observed change of 2014. Bottom, projections assuming the peak
monthly tax effect of 2014.
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Expected BMI reduction in the adult Mexican population 10 years after the 10% tax
considering average change under different scenarios
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Figure S6: Expected BMI change under CRA.



SSB Tax Impact on Diabetes Prevalence (20+) Averted (self-reported) Cases
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Figure S7: Projection of diabetes (self-reported) prevalence and cumulative averted
diabetes cases under three tax scenarios from 2010-2015 based on weight change.
Top, projections assuming the average observed change of 2014. Bottom, projections
assuming the peak monthly tax effect of 2014.
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Table S4: Expected prevalence, prevalence change and averted cases
of diagnosed type 2 diabetes in the adult Mexican population from
2015-2050 based on weight change.

By year No tax 10% tax 20% tax

Average Peak Monthly Average Peak Monthly

Proval 2030 12.1-18.5% 10.8-16.4% 10.4-15.7% 10.4-15.6% 9.5-14.3%
revalence 2050  13.6-22.5% 11.9-19.5% 11.2-18.4% 11.1-18.2% 9.7-16.0%
Proval Change® 2030 - 10.1-13.8% 135-17.1% 13.9-17.5% 20.7-24.0%
revalence L-hange 2050 . 12.3-16.8% 17.4-21.7% 18.1-22.3% 28.4-32.1%
P tod Cases? 2030 - 383-599 718-1,128 765-1,204 1,440-2,285
revented Lases 2050 . 1,010-1,456 1,807-2,752 2,023-2,941 3,822-5,630

“Relative with respect to expected prevalence.
’Cumulative (in thousands).
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