Supplemental Materials
Decision Rules for Dyad Identification
(1) For participants with more than one reciprocal tie to an index participant in either group, we included only the dyad with the higher (close friend) closeness rating because each close friend could only be in one dyad to avoid creating dependency in the outcome data. If the closeness rating was a tie, the index participant selected earliest on the network survey was included in the dyad. 
(2) Close friends who had a reciprocal tie to a BMI intervention recipient and also had a reciprocal tie to an NHC control were excluded, as it would be difficult to control for and interpret the effect of both (intervention and control) relationships. 
(3) Dyads in which both members were BMI intervention recipients or both were NHC controls were not included, as these participants could not be index participants and also provide close friend outcome data for analyses. 
[bookmark: _Int_ch2rp46D](4) Index participants could be included in more than one dyad with close friends because this reasonably reflects friendships and their possible effects. Also, at the start of the study, in the interest of identifying the index participants, all participants were considered part of one of the two groups, but for the current analysis there were no cross-group limitations on the dyads (i.e., a BMI intervention recipient could be tied to a close friend who was originally in the NHC group).
Index participants included in dyads. In the original trial (Barnett et al., 2024), 145 (20.6%) heavy drinking participants were selected as index participants (i.e., intervention recipients/controls). Of these, 142 (97.9%) had data at T2; but 35 of those had no reciprocal ties to another heavy drinker, 11 had reciprocal ties but were not the close friend’s closest nomination, eight had no reciprocal ties to a heavy drinker who was not also an index participant, and five were missing data on key measures. This resulted in 83 BMI intervention recipients (n = 41; 49.4%) or NHC controls (n = 42; 50.6%) at T2 (57.2% of the original set of 145) used in these analyses.
Close friend participants included in dyads. As explained above, heavy drinking participants who were not index participants were available to be included in these analyses if they had a reciprocal tie at T2 to BMI intervention recipient or NHC control. Of the 561 (non-intervention recipient) participants, 546 (97.3%) had data at T2; of those, 393 (72.0%) had no reciprocal ties to an index participant at T2, four had reciprocal ties to both a BMI intervention recipient and a NHC control, and one was missing data on key measures. This left 148 heavy drinking close friends (96.7% of those who had a reciprocal tie to an index participant; 62.2% female, 57% non-Hispanic white, 12% Latine/Hispanic) who were included in the analysis. 

