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Background

** The GLM repeated measures tests revealed a significant
main effect of magnitude (p=0.000) and using an increasing

*¢* Previous research has demonstrated that smokers discount
delayed monetary rewards more than never smokers across
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than smaller magnitudes. Alcohol Current 3.006 1 3.006  3.118  0.084 5 o ** On dividing the participants into roughly equal groups based
** The aim of the current study was to examine the existing Cannabis Current 0.213 1 0213 0207  0.651 - on number of substances used (1 = Nicotine, 2 = Nicotine
association between polysubstance use and delay Figure 3. Estimated Marginal Means by Number of Substances Used : plus one other substance, 3 and more = Poly substance)
discounting rates in current menthol cigarette smokers. — Otsaned Grand M significance in association was no longer found.
*** We hypothesize that nicotine-users who use two or more : ** There was also a trend toward the main effect between
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other substances will discount more than those who use i T No of Substances alcohol users (n=29) and non-users (n=18) (p = 0.084).
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