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Abstract

Background: The tobacco control community assumes that the most effective interventions are personalized.
Nevertheless, little attention is paid to understanding differences between pregnant and non-pregnant European
women in terms of the social factors that influence tobacco use and the processes of change used to quit
smoking.

Methods: The study consecutively enrolled 177 pregnant women who acknowledged smoking the year before
pregnancy and 177 non-pregnant women who acknowledged smoking the year before their clinic visit for a Pap
test.

Results: With respect to socio-demographic factors, the stages of change in pregnant women were associated
with level of education, marital status, and the presence of roommates, partners and friends who smoke. In
pregnant women, there was no statistically significant difference in the processes used to stop smoking among the
stages of change. Furthermore, behavioral processes were higher in non-pregnant women than in pregnant
women, and the difference was statistically significant in the advanced stages of behavioral change. Both pregnant
and non-pregnant women showed higher levels of acceptance towards smoking in the earlier stages of change,
but the acceptability of smoking in the pre-contemplative stage was higher in non-pregnant women. Greater
craving was detected in non-pregnant vs. pregnant women at all stages and reached a statistically significant level
at the pre-contemplative stage.

Conclusion: Pregnancy is a favorable time to stop smoking since pregnant women are more likely to be in an
advanced stage of behavioral change. Pregnant and non-pregnant women are distinct populations in the types
and processes of change involved in smoking cessation. The intervention programs to promote smoking cessation
and prevent relapses will need to take these differences into account.

Background
Despite the preventive measures that have been imple-
mented by various governments resulting in a reduction
of cigarette smoking [1], tobacco smoking is still a
major cause of both fatal and non-fatal diseases [2,3]
and one of the major causes of avoidable illnesses and
premature death in Europe [4]. In particular, greater

attention to public health prevention and intervention
has been directed at women who smoke regularly
because smoking rates among women, particularly girls
and young women, are increasing in most developed
and developing regions. Furthermore, some health risks
related to smoking are unique to women (e.g., cervical
cancer and lower infant birth weights), and other risks
are higher in female smokers than their male counter-
parts (e.g., female smokers have their first heart attack
at a younger age than male smokers) [5].
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Among women, there are significant differences in
smoking cessation and relapse between pregnant and
non-pregnant smokers [6]. For example, the motivations
to quit smoking are different in pregnant women com-
pared with non-pregnant women. During pregnancy,
many women improve their health habits with the goal
of having a healthy baby [7,8]. In addition, the relapse
rate in non-pregnant women is highest four weeks after
the date they quit [9] whereas the highest rate of relapse
among pregnant ex-smokers occurs in the postpartum
period, often more than six months after quitting [10].
Undoubtedly, smoking cessation is a dynamic process

with varying levels of motivation, intention, and confi-
dence in quitting. The interventions for smoking cessa-
tion in non-pregnant women would be more effective if
they could be stage- and process- specific, as described
in the Transtheoretical Model (TTM) [11]. Nevertheless,
while TTM-based interventions may have shown some
evidence of a short-term benefit for quitting in preg-
nancy, there has been no benefit relative to standard
care when followed-up in the longer-term [12]. The
findings of Ruggiero et al. may explain this occurrence,
as they found that pregnant women made less use of
important experiential processes of change [13]; further-
more, Stotts and Scheibmeir found that pregnant
women adopted less experiential and behavioral strate-
gies to stop smoking [14-16]. Furthermore, much of the
public health policy debate on smoking cessation has
continued to focus on educational models of behavior
change, which place individuals, rather than their envir-
onment, at the center of the debate [17]. In contrast,
recent studies have identified the contextual, socio-
environmental mechanisms that influence smoking
behaviors and that probably differ for pregnant and
non-pregnant women. Our review of the determinants
of smoking cessation during pregnancy showed that fac-
tors such as socioeconomic status, education level, a
partner’s smoking habit and passive smoking may affect
a woman’s smoking behavior during pregnancy [18].
A cohort study of women verified that being married or
in a committed relationship is significantly associated
with quitting and that living in rural or remote areas
and having lower educational attainment are associated
with continued smoking [19].
To design the most effective interventions for these

two distinct groups of women, we require more compre-
hensive information on how pregnant women who
smoke differ from other women smokers across the dif-
ferent determinants of smoking cessation. These deter-
minants include in the processes adopted in different
stages of change, the situations that tempt women to
smoke, the demographic and socio-environmental fac-
tors associated with the stages of change and the per-
ceived acceptability of smoking. Thus, our study,

conducted on a Mediterranean sample of pregnant and
non-pregnant women smokers, aimed primarily 1) to
assess the frequency of each stage of change in smoking
cessation based on the Transtheoretical Model and 2) to
examine the socio-demographic factors and processes
associated with these stages for each group.

Methods
Setting
The study was performed at the Department of Gyneco-
logical Sciences and Human Reproduction, University
Hospital of Padua, Veneto, for four months between
December 2008 and March 2009.

Sample
The study consecutively enrolled 177 pregnant women,
smokers or ex-smokers, who acknowledged smoking nine
months before pregnancy. The interview was performed
by an obstetrician during the third trimester of pregnancy
at pre-natal visits to the gynecology clinic. The study also
consecutively enrolled 177 non-pregnant women, smokers
or ex-smokers, who went to the same clinic for a gyneco-
logical Pap test screening and acknowledged smoking a
year before the interview. The interview was performed by
an obstetrician. The sample of both groups of women
groups was drawn from the same waiting area of the same
hospital during the same period. The inclusion criteria
consisted of Italian-speaking women, without a diagnosis
of cardiovascular or respiratory diseases, between 18 and
45 years old (fertile age). In addition, for pregnant women,
a physiological pregnancy was required.

Design
We conducted a quantitative research study with descrip-
tive and analytical aims that had been authorized by the
hospital and the department managers. Participants were
informed about the aims of the study and provided con-
sent. We adopted measures to safeguard privacy.
To apply the Transtheorical Model (TTM) of the

stages of change, which were derived by a comparative
analysis of theories on addiction (including smoking)
[20-23], we used a questionnaire proposed by Prochaska
et al. (1988) [24] that was translated into Italian by
scientific translators and experts on addiction. “The
Brief Version of the Processes of Change Questionnaire”
derived from the TTM of change by Prochaska et al.
[20] was administered; it included 20 items evaluated on
a five-point Likert scale. This questionnaire evaluated
the process of change as a personal mechanism that per-
mits progression from one stage to another. It is based
on five cognitive-experiential processes and five beha-
vioral processes [21,24]. The experiential processes
included consciousness raising, dramatic relief, environ-
mental re-evaluation, social reappraisal and social
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liberation. In contrast, behavioral processes were com-
prised of stimulus control, helping relationships, coun-
ter-conditioning, reinforcement management and self
liberation. All sample subjects (current and ex smokers)
were asked about the age at which they initiated smok-
ing and the number of cigarettes smoked one year ago;
furthermore, current smokers were asked about the
number of cigarettes smoked presently.
In addition, self-efficacy was evaluated on a scale

designed by Velicer et al. [25] to measure people’s attrac-
tion to smoking and the situations that increased their
desire to smoke and thereby facilitated relapse. This
questionnaire describes the situations that lead some
people to smoke. The subjects have to describe how
tempting it is to smoke in each situation. These situa-
tions are grouped based on three factors reflecting the
most common types of tempting situations: negative or
emotional distress, positive social situations, and craving.
Furthermore, we evaluated the social acceptability of

smoking with an ad-hoc questionnaire based on a five-
point Likert scale: “Not acceptable”, “Slightly acceptable”,
“Moderately acceptable”, “Acceptable”, and “Very accep-
table”. The four items of this questionnaire investigated
each woman’s perception of the acceptability of smoking
from different people’s point of view: adult women, ado-
lescent women, adult men, and the participant herself.

Analysis
Sample characteristics were evaluated with a descriptive
statistical approach. Inferential analysis was used to

evaluate differences in frequency distribution in socio-
demographic factors by stages of change. The chi-square
test was applied when variables were categorical, and the
exact Fisher test was used when expected frequencies
were less than 5. To verify differences among the stages
of change in average values of continuous quantitative
variables with normal distributions, we applied the para-
metric test ANOVA. The Kruskal-Wallis and Mann-
Whitney tests were used to evaluate differences when the
quantitative variables were not normally distributed. The
data were elaborated using Stata 8.1 software. The results
of these analyses were reported as p values and consid-
ered statistically significant when p was less than 0.05.

Results
Sample Socio-demographic Characteristics
The mean age of pregnant and non-pregnant subjects
was 32.6 ± 5.3 years and 34.8 ± 7.0 years, respectively,
and 80.8% of pregnant women were married or com-
mon-law wives compared with 54.7% of non-pregnant
women. In both groups, about 85% of the sample was
Italian, employed, and had a high school education or
above. Smoking was initiated at a mean age of 17.0 ±
2.9 years and 17.6 ± 2.6 years, respectively, for pregnant
and non-pregnant subjects. There was no relevant dif-
ference detected in the mean age at which smoking was
initiated between smokers and ex-smokers in both
groups [Table 1]. In non-pregnant women, the mean
number of cigarettes/day smoked one year ago for ex-
smokers was 11.7 compared with 14.2 for current

Table 1 Sample socio-demographic characteristics and stages of change by groups

Sample characteristics

Pregnancy Non Pregnancy

Age (mean ± SD) 32.6 (± 5.3) 34.8(± 7.0)

Age at start smoking (mean ± SD) 17.0 (± 2.9) 17.6 (± 2.6)

Qualification (n, %) Degree 65 (36.7%) 50 (29.1%)

High School 77 (43.5%) 89 (51.7%)

Mandatory education 35 (19.8%) 33 (19.2%)

Work (n, %) Worker 22 (12.9%) 37 (21.5%)

Employee 96 (56.1%) 88 (51.1%)

Manager 28 (16.4%) 21 (12.2%)

Unemployed 25 (14.6%) 26 (15.1%)

Marital status (n, %) Married or common-law wife 143 (80.8%) 94 (54.7%)

Not married 24 (13.6%) 49 (28.5%)

Separated/Divorced 10 (5.6%) 29 (16.86%)

Nationality (n, %) Italian 154 (87.0%) 147 (85.5%)

Not Italian 25 (13.0%) 23( 14.5%)

Stage of change (n, %) Pre-contemplative 18 (10.1%) 34 (19.8%)

Contemplative 5 (2.8%) 36 (20.9%)

In preparation 15 (8.5%) 22 (12.8%)

In action 32 (18.1%) 39 (22.7%)

In maintenance 107 (60.5%) 41 (23.8%)
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smokers; in pregnant women, the mean number of
cigarettes/day was 10.1 in ex-smokers and 16.7 in cur-
rent smokers. At the time of their interview, current
smokers’ mean number of cigarettes was 11.3 per day
among non-pregnant women and 7.1 among pregnant
women.

Stages of Change
The frequency distribution of women in the five stages
of change was statistically different between pregnant vs.
non-pregnant women (p < 0.01) [Table 1]. For the most
part, pregnant women are in a stage of maintaining,
whereas non-pregnant women were almost equally dis-
tributed among the five stages of change. The mean
number of cigarettes smoked per day was 12.3 and 6.9
in pre-contemplative, 11.3 and 7.4 in contemplative, and
9.8 and 7.2 in preparation stages, for non-pregnant and
pregnant women, respectively.

Stages of change and socio-demographic variables
The analysis of the associations between socio-
demographic variables and stages of change revealed that
in pregnant women, the stages of change were associated
with level of education (p = 0.03). Women with a college
degree more frequently in the action stage, whereas
women who attended only compulsory school were more
often in a contemplative stage. Conversely, the stages of
change in non-pregnant women were not associated with
level of education. In pregnant women, marital status
was also associated with the stages of change (p = 0.02).
Married women or common-law wives were more often
in the maintenance stage, whereas the stages of change in
non-pregnant women were not associated with marital
status. Furthermore, in pregnant women, we found an
association between the stages of change and the pre-
sence of smokers living in the same house (p = 0.03),
friends who smoke (p = 0.01), and smoking partners (p <
0.01). On the contrary, for non-pregnant women, living
with smokers in the same house was the only variable
associated with the stages of change (p = 0.01). No statis-
tically significant association was found between employ-
ment and the stages of change for either group. Finally,
there was no statistically significance association between

the stages of change and either the women’s ages or the
age at which they began smoking.

Processes of change
In non-pregnant women (Table 2), experiential pro-
cesses were less active in the pre-contemplative group,
while there were higher levels of behavioral processing
among those in preparation and other advanced stages
of change. However, in pregnant women, there were no
significant differences in the processes used to stop
smoking throughout the stages of change.
The comparison of pregnant and non-pregnant

women revealed a statistically significant difference in
the mean scores of the experiential processes of those in
the pre-contemplative stage (Figure 1). In contrast,
behavioral processes were more active in non-pregnant
women than pregnant women; this difference was stati-
cally significant among those in the advanced stages of
change (Figure 2).

The temptation to smoke
Table 3 shows a statistically significant association
between the stages of change and three types of situa-
tions that encourage smoking (temptations): social set-
ting, negative distress, and craving. Both pregnant and
non-pregnant women in precocious stages experienced
higher levels of temptation in situations where they felt
social or emotional pressure. However, non-pregnant
women struggled with more intense craving than their
pregnant counterparts at all stages of change; this differ-
ence became statistically significant at the pre-contem-
plative stage. While there were generally no differences
between the social and emotional temptations of preg-
nant and non-pregnant women as mentioned above, we
did observe statistically significant lower temptation
scores among pregnant women who were in a mainte-
nance stage [data not shown].

The social acceptability of smoking
Both pregnant and non-pregnant women had higher
levels of smoking acceptance in the early stages of
change (p < 0.01) [Table 4]. A statistically significant
difference in smoking acceptance was higher in

Table 2 Mean and standard deviation experiential and behavioural processes between stages of change in two groups

Variabile Pre-contemplative
m(p50)

Contemplative
m(p50)

In preparation
m(p50)

In action
m(p50)

In maintenance
m(p50)

p Kruskal-
Wallis test

Not pregnant

Experiential Processes 15.4 (3.1) 22.6 (6.2) 22.4 (4.7) 25.2 (4.6) 21.4 (4.0) < 0.01

Behavioral processes 21.2 (6.0) 26.6 (7.5) 31.0 (6.3) 33.6 (7.1) 29.7 (9.2) < 0.01

Pregnant

Experiential Processes 19.4 (4.7) 21.1 (2.7) 22.6 (5.5) 21.4 (4.1) 20.1 (5.6) 0.40

Behavioral processes 20.7 (5.4) 25.0 (9.7) 25.5 (5.5) 23.8 (6.2) 20.8 (7.8) 0.05
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non-pregnant women at the pre-contemplative stage,
whereas there were no differences in scores during the
latter stages between pregnant and non-pregnant
women [data not shown].

Discussion
This study depicts pregnant and non-pregnant women
smokers as two distinct populations in several aspects.
Behavioral process scores were higher in non-
pregnant women in all stages; these differences were
statistically significant in advanced stages of change.
Furthermore, non-pregnant women experienced
greater cravings than their pregnant counterparts in
all stages; these differences were statistically signifi-
cant in the pre-contemplative stage. Moreover, while
both pregnant and non-pregnant women had higher
levels of acceptance towards smoking in the pre-
contemplative stage, non-pregnant women in this
stage were more accepting of their smoking habit
than those who were pregnant.
The present study also confirms a higher prevalence of

non-pregnant women in earlier stages of change as
compared with pregnant women. This result has been
reported previously in earlier studies [26-28]. In fact,

pregnancy provides a strong motivation to quit smoking
based on a desire to give birth to a healthy baby and to
be perceived as a responsible parent [29]. Our results
and those of others seem to confirm that pregnancy is a
favorable time to quit smoking.
Our results also reveal that the willpower to stop

smoking in pregnant women is associated with certain
socio-demographic factors, such as education, marital
status, and living with or being around non-smokers
(partners, friends, and colleagues). In the maintenance
stage, there are a higher percentage of married women;
conversely, in the pre-contemplative stage, there is a
higher percentage of divorced or separated women.
A pregnant woman in a stable relationship with a hus-
band who does not smoke has more support to stop
smoking [30]. Conversely, the stress of being pregnant
without a partner or living with a husband who is a
smoker makes a pregnant woman more inclined to
smoke [31-35]. Furthermore, pregnant women with a
higher level of education were more likely to be in the
maintenance stage, suggesting that in pregnant women,
education confers awareness of child health. However,
education level does not seem to correlate with smoking
among non-pregnant women. This finding is supported
by Region Veneto data that evidenced no variation in
behavioral risks such as smoking among different levels
of education in non-pregnant women [36]. Furthermore
a time-trend study conducted in northern Italy found
that women with a low level of education who also
exhibited low smoking levels were the only category to
increase their smoking during the study, which nar-
rowed the gap between them and more educated
women in the sample [37]. The fact that educated
women are accustomed to smoking and less inclined to
quit smoking is a characteristic phenomenon of north-
ern Italian culture that is probably is due to custom or
to stress caused by high expectations and time pressures
at work. No other socio-demographic factors promote
smoking cessation in non-pregnant women besides liv-
ing in a house with non-smokers.
In the pre-contemplative stage of change, both groups of

women minimally utilize experiential and behavioral pro-
cesses. As suggested by Prochaska [21], pre-contemplators
process less information about smoking, spend less
time re-evaluating themselves as smokers, and experi-
ence fewer emotional reactions to the negative aspects
of smoking. However, the degree of experiential pro-
cessing in non-pregnant women in the pre-contempla-
tive stage was lower than that of pregnant women in
the same stage. This suggests that even though a preg-
nant woman is pre-contemplative, it is likely that she
has re-evaluated her environment due to her preg-
nancy and can be more easily “assimilated” into the
contemplative group.

* Significant statistical difference in mean scores p<0.05 [Kruskal-Wallis test] 
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Pregnant women in all stages applied fewer behavioral
processes, and the difference in scores reached statistical
significance only in the advanced stages when behavioral
processes are typically adopted to maintain smoking cessa-
tion. Pregnant women do not take actions that will reduce
their cravings. It is possible that pregnancy itself strongly
inhibits smoking, so behavioral processes are unnecessary
to maintain smoking cessation during pregnancy. Ruggiero
[13] stated that pregnant women are able to quit because
of external factors and the belief that they only need to
persist with their smoking cessation until the baby is born.
However, pregnancy takes several months; after that,
women have not activated the behavioral processes neces-
sary to maintain their decision to stop smoking, and the
experiential processes, including the awareness of health,
likely wane after pregnancy. Prochaska demonstrated the
importance of using different stages of change progres-
sively [38]. Stotts [14] found that spontaneous quitters
during pregnancy are more similar to non-pregnant
women smokers who are in the contemplation or prepara-
tion stage of change before quitting than non-pregnant
women who are in the process of quitting. These women
who stop smoking during pregnancy seem to have sus-
pended their smoking, rather than truly having quit. This
lack of normal cessation coping activity may explain the
high relapse rate in the first six months of the postpartum
period, even though these women have gone without
cigarettes for many months [39].
The Situational Temptation Measure [21] in both

groups showed higher levels of temptation in each type
of situation in the earlier stages of change; in both
groups, reported temptation was higher in social

situations than as the result of cravings. These findings
agree with previously published studies [13]. Also, the
acceptability of smoking decreased among the stages of
change in both pregnant and non-pregnant women,
with a higher level of acceptability in the pre-contempla-
tive stage than in the other stages. These findings sug-
gest that the desire to quit smoking in both pregnant
and non-pregnant women arises from similar customs
and social environments that influence these women’s
views as a function of their stage.
The major limitation of this study is the potential bias

introduced by women’s self-reporting of their smoking
status; this bias is further enlarged by differential mis-
classifications in these two women’s groups. In fact, a
previous work dealing with this issue [40] found a that
the reliance on self reported smoking status underesti-
mated true smoking by 25% in pregnant women but not
in non-pregnant women; in a Finnish study [41], the
underestimation of current smoking in those partici-
pants who reported to have smoked at any time during
their life, but not during the previous month, was 5.2%
of women. However, it has been found that question-
naires administered by an interviewer yielded higher
estimates of sensitivity and specificity than did self-
administered questionnaires. Interviews more accurately
identified smokers and classified non-smokers [42].

Conclusions
In conclusion, pregnancy is a favorable time to quit
smoking. Pregnant women are more likely to be
in advanced stages of behavioral change, and socio-
environmental-demographic factors significantly impact

Table 3 Mean and standard deviation of temptation score between stages of change in two women groups

Variable Pre-contemplative Contemplative In preparation In action In maintenance p Kruskal-
Wallis test

Not pregnant women

Social Situation 20.1 (± 5) 17.2 (± 5.3) 14.7 (± 5.7) 12.6 (± 5.9) 11.0 (± 4.6) < 0.01

Negative Affect Situations 15.5 (± 2.5) 16.8 (± 2.7) 16.8 (± 3.3) 14.4 (± 4.0) 11.5 (± 4.2) < 0.01

Craving Situation 10.8 (± 2.9) 10.1 (± 3.6) 9.2 (± 4.2) 6.6 (± 3.1) 5.6 (± 2.4) < 0.01

Pregnant women

Social Situation 18.7 (± 2.6) 20 (± 1.9) 15.6 (± 4.6) 13.8 (± 5.0) 10.1 (± 5.2) < 0.01

Negative Affect Situations 16.7 (± 3.9) 17.2 (± 1.3) 15.7 (3.3) 12.7 (± 5.5) 8.8 (± 5.2) < 0.01

Craving Situation 8.5 (± 2.6) 11.6 (± 1.7) 6.9 (± 3.1) 5.3 (± 2.6) 4.4 (± 2.2) < 0.01

Table 4 Mean and standard deviation of acceptability of smoke score between stages of change in two women
groups

Variabile Pre-contemplative Contemplative In preparation In action In maintenance p Kruskal-
Wallis test

Not pregnant

Acceptability of smoke 10,9 (± 4.4) 8.3 (± 3.2) 6.0 (± 2.4) 6.1 (± 2.6) 5.5 (± 2.5) < 0.01

Pregnant

8.3 (± 3.2) 6.2 (± 2.2) 7.5 (± 2.6) 6.7 (± 1.9) 6.1 (± 2.3) < 0.01
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a woman’s decision to quit smoking during pregnancy.
It is very important that interventions potentiate and
reinforce healthy environmental factors that can also
affect perceptions of risk in pregnant women.
The processes of change are different for pregnant

women than they are for non-pregnant women, suggest-
ing the utility of different approaches in interventions
for smoking cessation and relapse avoidance in the two
groups. Effective interventions for pregnant women
should be timed after the delivery or lactation period,
encouraging the acquisition of behavioral processes and
coping mechanisms that were not developed indepen-
dently during pregnancy. For non-pregnant women,
effective interventions to promote smoking cessation
should focus on role-playing to address cravings, which
are their most challenging hurdle.

Financial Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no financial compet-
ing interests.

Acknowledgements
This study was supported by research grants 60% of the University of Padua
to BA and of the foundation Bona Tempora.

Author details
1Department of Environmental Medicine and Public Health, Hygiene
Institute, University of Padua, Italy. 2Department of Gynecological Sciences
and Human Reproduction, University of Padua, Italy. 3Department of
Environmental Medicine and Public Health, Toxicology Unit, University of
Padua, Italy. 4School of Nursing, University of Padua, Italy.

Authors’ contributions
FG, TF, AB and GE carried out the study design, the data collection and
analysis and the manuscript preparation and critical revision. ZA participated
in study design, manuscript preparation and critical revision. FG and TF
helped to draft the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final
manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 14 May 2010 Accepted: 24 January 2011
Published: 24 January 2011

References
1. Istituto Superiore di Sanità: Osservatorio Fumo, Alcol e Droga:

Pubblicazioni: Smettere di fumare. [http://www.iss.it/ofad/publ/cont.php?
id=177&tipo=6&lang=1], Available at: Accessed 1/27/2010.

2. Donato F, Boffetta P, Fazioli R, Aulenti V, Gelatti U, Porru S: Bladder cancer,
tobacco smoking, coffee and alcohol drinking in Brescia, northern Italy.
Eur J Epidemiol 1997, 13(7):795-800.

3. Howard G, Wagenknecht LE, Burke GL, Diez-Roux A, Evans GW,
McGovern P, Nieto FJ, Tell GS: Cigarette smoking and progression of
atherosclerosis: The Atherosclerosis Risk in Communities (ARIC) Study.
JAMA 1998, 279(2):119-124.

4. Campbell J: The dangers of smoking. Nurs Stand 1999, 13(28):45-48.
5. Mackay J, Eriksen M: The Tobacco Atlas. Geneva: World Health

Organisation; 2002.
6. DiClemente CC, Dolan-Mullen P, Windsor RA: The process of pregnancy

smoking cessation: implications for interventions. Tob Control 2000,
9(Suppl 3):III16-21.

7. Johnson SF, McCarter RJ, Ferencz C: Changes in alcohol, cigarette, and
recreational drug use during pregnancy: implications for intervention.
Am J Epidemiol 1987, 126(4):695-702.

8. Zweig S, Kruse J, LeFevre M: Patient satisfaction with obstetric care. J Fam
Pract 1986, 23(2):131-136.

9. Piasecki TM, Fiore MC, Baker TB: Profiles in discouragement: two studies
of variability in the time course of smoking withdrawal symptoms. J
Abnorm Psychol 1998, 107(2):238-251.

10. McBride CM, Pirie PL: Postpartum smoking relapse. Addict Behav 1990,
15(2):165-168.

11. Prochaska JO, Velicer WF, Fava JL, Rossi JS, Tsoh JY: Evaluating a
population-based recruitment approach and a stage-based expert
system intervention for smoking cessation. Addict Behav 2001,
26(4):583-602.

12. Lawrence T, Aveyard P, Cheng KK, Griffin C, Johnson C, Croghan E: Does
stage-based smoking cessation advice in pregnancy result in long-term
quitters? 18-month postpartum follow-up of a randomized controlled
trial. Addiction 2005, 100(1):107-16.

13. Ruggiero L, Tsoh JY, Everett K, Fava JL, Guise BJ: The transtheoretical
model of smoking: comparison of pregnant and nonpregnant smokers.
Addict Behav 2000, 25(2):239-251.

14. Stotts AL, DiClemente CC, Carbonari JP, Mullen PD: Pregnancy smoking
cessation: a case of mistaken identity. Addict Behav 1996, 21(4):459-471.

15. Stotts AL, DiClemente CC, Carbonari JP, Mullen PD: Postpartum return to
smoking: staging a “suspended” behavior. Health Psychol 2000,
19(4):324-332.

16. Scheibmeir MS, O’Connell KA, Aaronson LS, Gajewski B: Smoking cessation
strategy use among pregnant ex-smokers. West J Nurs Res 2005,
27(4):411-427, discussion 428-436.

17. Barnett R, Pearce J, Moon G: Community inequality and smoking
cessation in New Zealand, 1981-2006. Soc Sci Med 2009, 68(5):876-884.

18. McDermott L, Dobson A, Owen N: Determinants of continuity and
change over 10 years in young women’s smoking. Addiction 2009,
104(3):478-487.

19. Mohsin M, Bauman AE: Socio-demographic factors associated with
smoking and smoking cessation among 426,344 pregnant women in
New South Wales, Australia. BMC Public Health 2005, 5:138.

20. Prochaska JO: System of psychoterapy. Homewood, IL: The Dorsey Press;
1979.

21. Prochaska JO, DiClemente CC: Stages and processes of self-change of
smoking: toward an integrative model of change. J Consult Clin Psychol
1983, 51(3):390-395.

22. Fava JL, Velicer WF, Prochaska JO: Applying the transtheoretical model to
a representative sample of smokers. Addict Behav 1995, 20(2):189-203.

23. Prochaska JO, Velicer WF: Misinterpretations and misapplications of the
transtheoretical model. Am J Health Promot 1997, 12(1):11-12.

24. Prochaska JO, Velicer WF, DiClemente CC, Fava J: Measuring processes of
change: applications to the cessation of smoking. J Consult Clin Psychol
1988, 56(4):520-528.

25. Velicer WF, DiClemente CC, Rossi JS, Prochaska JO: Relapse situations and
self-efficacy: an integrative model. Addict. Behav 1990, 15(3):271-283.

26. DiClemente CC, Dolan-Mullen P, Windsor RA: The process of pregnancy
smoking cessation: implications for interventions. Tob Control 2000,
9(Suppl 3):III16-21.

27. Kahn RS, Certain L, Whitaker RC: A reexamination of smoking before,
during, and after pregnancy. Am J Public Health 2002, 92(11):1801-1808.

28. Lawrence T, Aveyard P, Evans O, Cheng KK: A cluster randomised
controlled trial of smoking cessation in pregnant women comparing
interventions based on the transtheoretical (stages of change) model to
standard care. Tob Control 2003, 12(2):168-177.

29. Curry SJ, McBride C, Grothaus L, Lando H, Pirie P: Motivation for smoking
cessation among pregnant women. Psychol Addict Behav 2001,
15(2):126-132.

30. Pollak KI, McBride CM, Curry SJ, Lando H, Pirie PL, Grothaus LC: Women’s
perceived and partners’ reported support for smoking cessation during
pregnancy. Ann Behav Med 2001, 23(3):208-214.

31. Chaaya M, Awwad J, Campbell OM, Sibai A, Kaddour A: Demographic and
psychosocial profile of smoking among pregnant women in Lebanon:
public health implications. Matern Child Health J 2003, 7(3):179-186.

32. Aveyard P, Lawrence T, Evans O, Cheng KK: The influence of in-pregnancy
smoking cessation programmes on partner quitting and women’s social

Buja et al. BMC Women’s Health 2011, 11:3
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6874/11/3

Page 7 of 8

http://www.iss.it/ofad/publ/cont.php?id=177&tipo=6&lang=1
http://www.iss.it/ofad/publ/cont.php?id=177&tipo=6&lang=1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9384269?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9384269?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9440661?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9440661?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10982900?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10982900?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3498364?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3498364?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3734717?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9604553?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9604553?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2343790?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11456079?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11456079?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11456079?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15598198?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15598198?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15598198?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15598198?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10795948?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10795948?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8830904?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8830904?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10907650?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10907650?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15870236?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15870236?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19136183?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19136183?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19207359?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19207359?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16371166?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16371166?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16371166?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6863699?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6863699?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7484313?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7484313?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10170428?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10170428?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3198809?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3198809?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2378287?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2378287?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10982900?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10982900?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12406812?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12406812?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12773727?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12773727?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12773727?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12773727?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11419228?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11419228?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11495221?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11495221?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11495221?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14509413?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14509413?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14509413?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16053527?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16053527?dopt=Abstract


support mobilization: a randomized controlled trial [ISRCTN89131885].
BMC Public Health 2005, 5:80.

33. Bottorff JL, Oliffe J, Kalaw C, Carey J, Mroz L: Men’s constructions of
smoking in the context of women’s tobacco reduction during
pregnancy and postpartum. Soc Sci Med 2006, 62(12):3096-3108.

34. Kaneko A, Kaneita Y, Yokoyama E, Miyake T, Harano S, Suzuki K, Ibuka E,
Tamaki T, Nakajima H, Ohide T: Smoking trends before, during, and after
pregnancy among women and their spouses. Pediatr Int 2008,
50(3):367-375.

35. Ebert LM, Fahy K: Why do women continue to smoke in pregnancy?
Women Birth 2007, 20(4):161-168.

36. Gnesotto R: Salute della donna e determinanti socio-economici in
Veneto. La rivista della Società Medico-Chirurgica Vicentina 2005, 1-3.

37. Faggiano F, Versino E, Lemma P: Decennial trends of social differentials in
smoking habits in Italy. Cancer Causes Control 2001, 12(7):665-671.

38. Prochaska JO, DiClemente CC, Norcross JC: In search of how people
change. Applications to addictive behaviors. Am. Psychol 1992,
47(9):1102-1114.

39. Fingerhut LA, Kleinman JC, Kendrick JS: Smoking before, during, and after
pregnancy. Am J Public Health 1990, 80(5):541-544.

40. Shipton D, Tappin DM, Vadiveloo T, Crossley JA, Aitken DA, Chalmers J:
Reliability of self reported smoking status by pregnant women for
estimating smoking prevalence: a retrospective, cross sectional study.
BMJ 2009, 29:b4347.

41. Vartiainen E, Seppala T, Lillsunde P, Puska P: Validation of self reported
smoking by serum cotinine measurement in a community-based study.
J Epidemiol Community Health 2002, 56(3):167-170.

42. Patrick DL, Cheadle A, Thompson DC, Diehr P, Koepsell T, Kinne S: The
validity of self-reported smoking: a review and meta-analysis. Am J Public
Health 1994, 84(7):1086-1093.

Pre-publication history
The pre-publication history for this paper can be accessed here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6874/11/3/prepub

doi:10.1186/1472-6874-11-3
Cite this article as: Buja et al.: Socio-demographic factors and processes
associated with stages of change for smoking cessation in pregnant
versus non-pregnant women. BMC Women’s Health 2011 11:3.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Buja et al. BMC Women’s Health 2011, 11:3
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6874/11/3

Page 8 of 8

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16053527?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16414163?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16414163?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16414163?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18533954?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18533954?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17904432?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11552715?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11552715?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1329589?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1329589?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2327529?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2327529?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11854334?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11854334?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8017530?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8017530?dopt=Abstract
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6874/11/3/prepub

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Setting
	Sample
	Design
	Analysis

	Results
	Sample Socio-demographic Characteristics
	Stages of Change
	Stages of change and socio-demographic variables
	Processes of change
	The temptation to smoke
	The social acceptability of smoking

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Financial Competing interests
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	References
	Pre-publication history

