
Int J High Risk Behav Addict. 2019 December; 8(4):e91614.

Published online 2019 November 27.

doi: 10.5812/ijhrba.91614.

Research Article

Smoking Cessation Education Program Among Automobile Factory

Workers: An Interventional Study from Bam, Iran

Laleh Solaimanizadeh 1, Farkhondeh Amin Shokravi 2, *, Sedigheh Sadat Tavafian 2 and
Mohammad Gholami Fesharaki 2

1Department of Nursing, Faculty of Nursing and Midwifery, Bam University of Medical Sciences, Bam, IR Iran
2Department of Healh Education and Health Promotion, Faculty of Medical Sciences, Tarbiat Modares University, Tehran, IR Iran

*Corresponding author: Department of Healh Education and Health Promotion, Faculty of Medical Sciences, Tarbiat Modares University, Tehran, IR Iran. Email:
aminsh_f@modares.ac.ir

Received 2019 March 15; Revised 2019 October 22; Accepted 2019 November 03.

Abstract

Objectives: Smoking is a serious, highly prevalent health problem worldwide. This paper aimed to evaluate the effects of an educa-
tional program on quitting smoking among automobile workers in Bam, Iran.
Patients and Methods: In this interventional study, one hundred male automobile workers were randomly allocated to the inter-
vention (N = 50) and control group (N = 50) at automobile manufacturing factory in Bam, Iran in 2017. Just the intervention group
participated in an educational program. The short form of Transtheoretical Model (TTM) questionnaire and also Fagerstrom Test
for Nicotine Dependence (FTND) were used. Chi-square test was used to compare the categorical variables and repeated measure
ANOVA was utilized to compare parametric variables between the two groups.
Results: Totally 50 participants in each group of the intervention (mean age = 30.90 ± 4.22) and control (mean age = 31.44 ± 3.55)
groups completed the study. The mean scores for the decisional-balance in the control versus intervention group, immediately
after the intervention, 3, and 6-month follow-up were 22.73 ± 2.28 vs. 18.68 ± 2.20, 21.96 ± 2.19 vs. 18.20 ± 2.08, and 22.18 ± 2.40
vs. 18.62 ± 1.97, respectively. The mean scores in the control versus intervention group for temptation were 32.30 ± 5.10 vs. 20.72
± 3.01, 31.88 ± 5.09 vs. 24.04 ± 3.05, and 32.58 ± 4.72 vs. 24.08 ± 2.65, respectively; and for the processes of change were 70.96 ±
6.27 vs. 58.68 ± 5.89, 71.50 ± 6.88 vs. 60.48 ± 6.37, and 72.30 ± 6.66 vs. 63.02 ± 6.38, respectively. The mean scores of change in
the intervention group compared to the control group at 6 months after the intervention compared to baseline were significant in
terms of decisional balance (3.96 vs. -0.42; P < 0.001); situational temptation (-9.7 vs. -1.34, P < 0.001), and process of change (-6.22
vs. 1.64, P < 0.001).
Conclusions: This study revealed that the designed educational program could be effective in quitting smoking among automobile
factory workers through decreasing temptation and increasing decisional balance and process of change.
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1. Background

According to the World Health Organization (WHO),
tobacco use is responsible for the death of about six mil-
lion people each year (1). There is a linear dose-response re-
lationship between smoking and tobacco-related diseases
such as cardiovascular disease (2, 3). It has been argued
that about 65% of smokers intend to quit, which half of
these attempts to quit at least once a year (4). A smoke-free
work environment under the International Labor Organi-
zation’s (ILO) mandate can create healthy and safe work-
places (5, 6). Compared to 16 countries of the Eastern
Mediterranean Region of WHO, Iran ranked sixth in work-
places smoking. Based on this report, Iran with a popula-

tion of 26% smokers, ranked 33rd globally. Furthermore,
it has been estimated that 11.7% of people (22.4% males and
0.8% females) start smoking approximately around the age
of 15 in Iran (5, 6).

The risk of smoking for some diseases could be re-
versed, while for others the risk was approximately frozen
at the point when smoking stopped (7). Some pieces of
evidence claim that roughly 75% - 80% of smokers who
have attempted to quit relapse within the first six months
(8). Smoking cessation interventions are commonly influ-
enced by theories and models of behavioral change, in-
cluding the Transtheoretical Model (TTM) (9). Several stud-
ies have shown the effectiveness of TTM based educational
interventions on smoking cessation (10-12). In fact, TTM en-
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ables us to design suitable interventions for the stages of
change by which the smokers can increase their success
for smoking cessation up to 39.5% (13-15). The stages of
change consist of five, including pre-completion, comple-
tion, preparation, action, and maintenance (16). The TTM
suggests designing interventions, which are appropriate
for each stage of change among the individuals (17). This
model consists of four constructs, including the stage of
change (SOC), the processes of change (POC), self-efficacy
(SE), and decisional balance (DB). The temptation to smoke
is conceptualized to be inversely related to feelings of con-
fidence and self-efficacy with regards to remaining absti-
nent from smoking (18).

2. Objectives

This study has aimed to evaluate the effectiveness of a
designed TTM based educational program on smoking ces-
sation among automobile factory workers in Bam, Iran.

3. Patients and Methods

The present interventional study was conducted on
male workers who were working in an automobile man-
ufacturing factory located in Bam city, Iran, from April
2017 to October 2017. The inclusion criteria were from 18
to 60 years of age, being motivated to quit smoking, hav-
ing smoked at least 100 cigarettes at the beginning of the
study, confirmed smoking habit by using exhaled carbon
monoxide level test (measured by the Smoker lyzer Bed-
font Pico instrument), and being able to read and write
Farsi language. The exclusion criteria were suffering from
or having a history of psychotic diseases, consuming psy-
chotropic drugs, attending smoking cessation sessions be-
fore the study, having a history of any systemic diseases
that encounter the study results and being reluctant to
be studied. All procedures of the study were explained to
the potential participants. The informed consent form was
signed by them. Ethics Committee of Tarbiat Modares Uni-
versity approved the study (code no: 52D, 5608).

3.1. Intervention

Considering the need assessment of the participants
that was done at the beginning of the study, the educa-
tional intervention was designed for four sessions, each
session 45 minutes per person, based on TTM variables in
which the educational program was conducted through
lectures, discussions, and question/answer techniques. In
the first and second sessions, the mechanisms of tempta-
tion construct of TTM for smoking were discussed. There-
fore, during these two sessions, the ways through which

participants were supposed to overcome temptation and
to continue smoking cessation in addition to the ways for
reducing obstacles of smoking cessation, and the tech-
niques for replacing smoking with some healthy behaviors
were assessed and discussed.

In the third session, the construct of change pro-
cess was assessed. In this regard, self-awareness, self-
reassessment, and self-release were discussed. The most
important topics of this session included the ways of quit-
ting smoking, the techniques for successful smoking ces-
sation, assessing the reasons for failing to stop smoking,
recapturing the reasons for deciding to quit smoking, re-
viewing the impact of being a smoker and how they cur-
rently feel after smoking cessation, setting short/long term
goals for quitting smoking, being committed to short-
term goals and the process of quitting. All these top-
ics were assessed through discussion and question/answer
techniques.

During the fourth session, the decisional balance of
smoking cessation was mentioned. The main points of
this session were the importance and benefits of smoke
quitting, the barriers towards smoke quitting and solu-
tions to remove mentioned barriers in order to achieve the
goals. After completing the educational program, the par-
ticipants were recommended to quit smoking at most the
next two weeks. During the follow up period while smok-
ing cessation happened, especially at the first days after the
intervention, the recommendations for continuing smok-
ing cessation, tempting situations and the likelihood of er-
ror and sliding back into smoking, nicotine dependence
and signs of nicotine deprivation, stress induced by smok-
ing cessation and the techniques to cope with this situa-
tion, as well as the importance of doing physical exercise
were counseled with the participants through phone con-
tacts. The interventional program was just applied for in-
tervention group. However, both groups received routine
messages for smoking cessation. In this study, the primary
outcome was smoking cessation and the secondary out-
comes were the TTM constructs of stage of change, temp-
tation, process of change and decisional balance.

3.2. Measurements

To measure TTM constructs, the short form of TTM
questionnaire was used. This 38-item questionnaire with
5 points Likert scale was developed by Prochaska et al.
(19). This instrument consists of four constructs, including
stage of change, process of change, temptation, and deci-
sional balance. The Persian version of this instrument was
confirmed and validated in the previous study (20).

Fagerstrom Test for Nicotine Dependence (FTND) was
used to measure smoking cessation. Based on this ques-
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tionnaire, if one smokes his first daily cigarette within the
first 5 minutes, 6 to 30 minutes, 31 to 60 minutes, and after
60 minutes after waking up in the morning, she/he gets a
score of 3, 2, 1, and 0, respectively. The reliability and va-
lidity of this questionnaire were evaluated/confirmed and
validated in several previous studies in Iran (21, 22). The
specificity and sensitivity of the Fagerstrom test have been
67.5% and 76.2%. This questionnaire was translated from
English into Persian by two translators and back-translated
by two independent translators. The translators were flu-
ent in both English and Persian. They were all experienced
healthcare professionals with many years of experience in
the field. Then, having examined the questionnaire, the ac-
curacy was confirmed by the research team and translators
(21, 22).

3.3. Sample Size

To determine the sample size, the parameters of previ-
ous studies (23, 24) such as (α = 0.05, β = 0.1, effect size =
0.55, P1 = 33.3% and P2 = 2.7%) were considered, so the sam-
ple of 46.1 subjects for each group was calculated. However,
considering (10%) for probable drop-out rate, the sample
size increased to 51 subjects.

n =

(
z(1−α

2 )
+ z(1−β)

)2

× (p1q1 + p2q2)

(p1 − p2)
2

n =
(1.96 + 0.84)2 [0.1 (0.9) + 0.33 (0.67)]

(0.33− 0.1)2

= 46.1

∼ 47

3.4. Sampling

To provide this sample size, multi-stage sampling was
done. At first stage, from all eligible workers of the factory,
122 workers were selected through simple randomization
and at the second stage, the 110 remaining eligible and will-
ing workers were divided into two groups of intervention
and control through random permutation blocking (55
AB, BA block) of every participant (each group included 55
workers). From each group, 5 participants were excluded
due to not continuing the study or not complying with the
study. Thus the study was completed by 50 participants in
each group. Figure 1 shows the procedure of sampling. As
the participants were provided with an ID code, the statis-
tician who assessed the outcomes was blinded. However,
because of the nature of the study the educator and partic-
ipants were not possible to be blinded. Participants were
enrolled, generated to random allocation sequence, and
then assigned to the groups. The data were gathered from

the participants in both groups at four-time points of the
baseline, immediately post-intervention, 3 and 6-month
follow-up.

3.5. Statistics Method

Chi-square test was used to compare the categorical
variables and repeated measure ANOVA were utilized to
compare parametric variables between the two groups.
In this study, significant was determined statistically
through P ≤ 0.05. In this study, SPSS version 21 was used
for data analysis.

4. Results

In general, 100 participants, including 50 individuals
with a mean age of 30.90 ± 4.22 in the intervention group
and 50 individuals with a mean age of 31.44 ± 3.55 in the
control group completed the study. Table 1 shows demo-
graphic characteristics. There was no significant differ-
ence between the two groups at baseline (P > 0.05). Both
groups were low smokers with regard to nicotine depen-
dency (Fagerstrom Test) before the intervention. There was
no significant difference between the two groups in terms
of the smoking rate. The number of used cigarettes and the
level of exhaled carbon monoxide in both groups at base-
line indicated that the participants were not heavy smok-
ers before the intervention (Table 1). Competition of TTM
constructs (Table 2) shows significant differences between
the two groups in terms of decisional- balance, tempta-
tion, and change processes, in three-time points of post-
intervention, 3 and 6-month follow-up. However, there was
no significant difference between the two groups in terms
of these variables at the beginning of the study. Figure 2
shows the trend plot for these variables during the study
in both groups. Table 3 indicates smoking cessation rate
values and the stage of change of smoking cessation. Ac-
cording to this table, the smoking cessations were 18% and
4% in the intervention and control groups.

5. Discussion

The results of this study showed after the interven-
tion program, more participants were getting into the
action-stage in the intervention group compared to an-
other group.

This finding is in line with previous studies who re-
ported successful cessation rate after education (25-27).
This study could persuade a few people to quit smoking be-
cause in addition to improving beliefs there are many bar-
riers to smoking cessation. A previous study revealed that
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Assessed for eligibility (n = 122)  

Excluded (n = 12) 
  Not meeting inclusion criteria (n = 8) 

   Declined to participate (n = 3) 
   Other reasons (n = 1) 

Analysed (n = 50)  
Excluded from analysis (High Missing) (n = 3) 

Allocated to intervention group (n = 55)   
Received allocated intervention (n = 55) 

Did not receive allocated intervention (give 

reasons) (n = 0) 

Allocated to control group (n = 55)   
Received allocated control group (n = 55) 

Did not receive allocated intervention (give 

reasons) (n = 0) 

 

Analysed (n = 50)  
Excluded from analysis (High Missing) (n = 4 ) 
 

Allocation  

Analysis  

Randomized (n = 110) 

Enrollment  

Lost to follow-up (give reasons) (n = 1)  
Discontinued intervention (Getting fired) (n = 1) 

Lost to follow-up (Lack of Cooperation) (n = 1)  
Discontinued intervention (n = 0) 

Follow-Up

Figure 1. Follow diagram of the study is presented

barrios such as weight gain, craving a smoke, loss of plea-
sure, post-quitting stress, depression, and temptations in-
terfere with smoking cessation (28).

This study showed that educational intervention im-
proved the stage of behavior change, so more participants
in the intervention group were ready to quit smoking. This
was in agreement with other studies (23, 25, 29-32). More-
over, at the 6-month follow-up, the success rate of smok-
ing cessation stage was significantly better than the con-
trol group, so more participants moved from preparation
action stage. However, the previous study concluded that
at the 6-month follow-up, few smokers had gone through
fitness phase and stop smoking and there was a possibil-
ity of recurrence (20). Thus it seems that the success of the
present study may be due to the interventions and the tar-

get group who were ready and motivated to quit smoking.

In this study, the temptation was reduced in the inter-
vention group at different follow-ups that may be due to
explaining the symptoms associated with smoking with-
drawal and ways to deal with them. These results are con-
sistent with previous studies (21, 23, 30, 33).

Furthermore, change processes score in the interven-
tion group was more than the other group. The Narimani
et al. study showed that empirical processes such as en-
vironmental reappraisal, and behavioral processes, such
as stimulus control could lead to positive progress in the
process of change in smokers (33). During the follow-up
process, the subjects of the intervention group used more
behavioral processes than the control group. Moreover,
they used less cognitive processes, which are consistent
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of the Participants in Both Groups at Baseline

Group Variable Number Intervention (N = 50) Control (N = 50) P Value

Age (y)a 30.90 ± 4.22 31.44 ± 3.55 0.574

Average age of smoking start 19.0 ± 3.05 18.36 ± 1.94 0.214

Average duration of smoking 5.44 ± 1.65 4.94 ± 1.83 0.158

Educational level, No. (%) 0.525

Lower diploma 7 (14) 4 (8)

Upper diploma 43 (86) 45 (92)

Marriage status, No. (%) 0.760

Single 7 (14) 5 (10)

Married 43 (86) 45 (90)

Number of citrate using per day, No. (%) 0.806

≤ 10 40 (80) 39 (78)

> 10 10 (20) 11 (22)

aValues are expressed as mean ± SD.

Table 2. Comparison Between the Two Groups in Terms of Decisional-Balance, Temptation and Change Processes, at Four Time Points

Group a

T P Value (RM - ANOVA)
Control (N = 50) Intervention (N = 50)

Decisional - balance

Baseline 22.6 ± 1.9 22.6 ± 2.7 0.04 0.9

Immediately after the intervention 22.73 ± 2.28 18.7 ± 2.2 7.4 < 0.0001

3-month follow-up 21.9 ± 2.2 18.2 ± 2.1 8.8 < 0.0001

6-month follow-up 22.2 ± 2.4 18.6 ± 1.9 8.1 < 0.0001

P value F = 1.151; DF = (3, 147); P = 0.325 F = 14.163; DF = (3, 147); P < 0.001

Temptation

Baseline 33.9 ± 3.1 33.8 ± 2.8 0.2 0.8

Immediately after the intervention 32.3 ± 5.1 20.72 ± 3.01 13.8 < 0.0001

3-month follow-up 31.9 ± 5.09 24.04 ± 3.05 9.3 < 0.0001

6-month follow-up 32.6 ± 4.7 24.08 ± 2.6 11.09 < 0.0001

P value F = 1.441; DF = (3, 147); P = 0.233 F = 9.807; DF = (3, 147); P < 0.001

Change processes

Baseline 70.7 ± 6.8 69.2 ± 9.08 0.9 0.4

Immediately after the intervention 70.9 ± 6.3 58.7 ± 5.9 10.08 < 0.0001

3-month follow-up 71.5 ± 6.88 60.5 ± 6.4 8.3 < 0.0001

6-month follow-up 72.3 ± 6.7 63.02 ± 6.4 6.9 < 0.0001

P value F = 17.797; DF = (3, 147); P < 0.001 F = 1.711; DF = (3, 147); P = 0.082

Abbreviations: RM - ANOVA, repeated measure analyze of variance; DF, degree of freedom; SD, standard deviation.
aValues are expressed as mean ± SD.

with the expected pattern in the theory. According to the
meta-theory pattern, individuals who quit smoking, stay
in the stage of operation and reach the maintenance stage,
use behavioral processes such as stimulus control, reverse

conditioning, auxiliary relationships, and reinforcement
management. However, individuals in the early stages of
pre-thinking, thinking, and practice using more cognitive
processes (34).
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Table 3. Cumulative Relative Frequency Distribution of the Study Groups in Terms of Smoking Cessation a

Group
Preparation Stage Action Stage

Baseline Immediately After the
Intervention

3-Month 6-Month

Intervention 50 (100) 5 (10) 7 (14) 8 (16)

Control 50 (100) 1 (2) 2 (4) 2 (4)

aValues are expressed as No. (%).
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Figure 2. The trend plot is shown for the variables during the study in both groups

According to this study, perception of smoking cessa-
tion benefits in the intervention group was significantly
better than the control group and adversely the barrier
perception in the intervention group was lower than the
other group. All these benefits might be due to the inter-
ventional program. These findings indicate that the inter-
vention has been able to reduce the barriers, and increase
the benefits of the cessation of smoking. Furthermore,
the effectiveness of interventions remained stable up to
six months after interventions. According to the pattern
of the theory, it is expected that the intervention group
becomes closer to the maintenance stage; the perceived
disadvantages/perceived benefits of quitting smoking, the
benefits/barriers and cost of smoking cessation to be de-
creased (15).

Educational programs can have immediate effects on
the audience; therefore, they should seek the most effec-
tive methods with acceptable consistency, which the re-
sults of the study conducted by Rashidi et al. (35). However,
this research showed that the designed theory-based edu-
cation could be effective in progressing stages of smoking
cessation.

5.1. Conclusions

Although the current manuscript concluded that TTM-
based intervention program can be taken as an effective
method for smoking cessation for smokers in the prepara-
tion stage, the findings should be evaluated in future stud-
ies with lower limitations.

5.2. Study Limitations

This study had several limitations such as conducting
just among male workers, so the results may not be gen-
eralized to females. However, all smokers in the prepara-
tion stages were invited, and the census sampling meth-
ods were applied. The final limitation was the small sample
size of the study.

Footnotes

Conflict of Interests: The authors declare that they have
no competing interests.

Ethical Approval: This study was done after getting per-
mission from the Ethics Committee of Tarbiat Modares
University (Code No: 52D, 5608).

Funding/Support: This paper is part of a Ph.D. thesis that
Tarbiat Modares University of Medical Sciences financially
supported.

Patient Consent: All procedures of the study were ex-
plained to the potential participants. The informed con-
sent form was signed by them.

6 Int J High Risk Behav Addict. 2019; 8(4):e91614.

http://jhrba.com


Solaimanizadeh L et al.

References

1. World Health Organization. WHO global report on trends in tobacco
smoking 2000-2025 - First edition. 2019.

2. Remington PL, Brownson RC, Wegner MV. Chronic disease epidemi-
ology and control. American Public Health Association; 2010. doi:
10.2105/9780875531922.

3. Gilljam H. [Quitting smoking brings quick health benefits]. Lakartid-
ningen. 2012;109(11):554–7. Swedish. [PubMed: 22530423].

4. Shiffman S, Brockwell SE, Pillitteri JL, Gitchell JG. Use of smoking-
cessation treatments in the United States. Am J Prev Med.
2008;34(2):102–11. doi: 10.1016/j.amepre.2007.09.033. [PubMed:
18201639].

5. Jalilian F, Karami Matin B, Ahmadpanah M, Ataee M, Ahmadi Jouybari
T, Eslami AA, et al. Socio-demographic characteristics associated with
cigarettes smoking, drug abuse and alcohol drinking among male
medical university students in Iran. J Res Health Sci. 2015;15(1):42–6.
[PubMed: 25821025].

6. Jalilian F, Joulaei H, Mirzaei-Alavijeh M, Samannezhad B, Berimvandi
P, Karami Matin B, et al. Cognitive factors related to cigarettes smok-
ing among college students: An application of theory of planned be-
havior. Soc Sci. 2016;11(7):1189–93.

7. West R. Tobacco smoking: Health impact, prevalence, corre-
lates and interventions. Psychol Health. 2017;32(8):1018–36. doi:
10.1080/08870446.2017.1325890. [PubMed: 28553727]. [PubMed
Central: PMC5490618].

8. U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. The health benefits of
smoking cessation: A report of the surgeon general. Centers for Disease
Control; 1990.

9. Prochaska JO, DiClemente CC. Stages of change in the modification
of problem behaviors. Prog Behav Modif. 1992;28:183–218. [PubMed:
1620663].

10. Manfredi C, Crittenden KS, Warnecke R, Engler J, Cho YI, Shaligram
C. Evaluation of a motivational smoking cessation intervention
for women in public health clinics. Prev Med. 1999;28(1):51–60. doi:
10.1006/pmed.1998.0377. [PubMed: 9973588].

11. Evers KE, Paiva AL, Johnson JL, Cummins CO, Prochaska JO, Prochaska
JM, et al. Results of a transtheoretical model-based alcohol, to-
bacco and other drug intervention in middle schools. Addict Be-
hav. 2012;37(9):1009–18. doi: 10.1016/j.addbeh.2012.04.008. [PubMed:
22591949].

12. Pantaewan P, Kengganpanich M, Tanasugarn C, Tansakul S, Term-
sirikulchai L, Nityasuddhi D. Three intervention levels for improving
smoking behavior among Royal Thai Army conscripts. Southeast Asian
J Trop Med Public Health. 2012;43(4):1018–24.

13. Karatay G, Kublay G, Emiroglu ON. Effect of motivational inter-
viewing on smoking cessation in pregnant women. J Adv Nurs.
2010;66(6):1328–37. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2648.2010.05267.x. [PubMed:
20384640].

14. Ergul S, Temel AB. The effects of a nursing smoking cessation interven-
tion on military students in Turkey. Int Nurs Rev. 2009;56(1):102–8. doi:
10.1111/j.1466-7657.2008.00695.x. [PubMed: 19239523].

15. Prochaska JO, DiClemente CC. Transtheoretical therapy: Toward a
more integrative model of change. Psychother Theor Res Pract Train.
1982;19(3):276–88. doi: 10.1037/h0088437.

16. West R. Time for a change: Putting the Transtheoretical (Stages
of Change) Model to rest. Addiction. 2005;100(8):1036–9. doi:
10.1111/j.1360-0443.2005.01139.x. [PubMed: 16042624].

17. Prochaska JO, Velicer WF. The transtheoretical model of health behav-
ior change. Am J Health Promot. 1997;12(1):38–48. doi: 10.4278/0890-1171-
12.1.38. [PubMed: 10170434].

18. Redding CA, Rossi JS, Rossi SR, Velicer WF, Prochaska JO, editors.
Health behavior models. Int Electron J Health Educ. Citeseer; 2000.

19. Fava JL, Velicer WF, Prochaska JO. Applying the transtheoretical model

to a representative sample of smokers. Addict Behav. 1995;20(2):189–
203. doi: 10.1016/0306-4603(94)00062-x. [PubMed: 7484313].

20. Sarbandi F, Niknami S, Hidarnia A, Hajizadeh E, Montazeri A. The
transtheoretical model (TTM) questionnaire for smoking cessa-
tion: Psychometric properties of the Iranian version. BMC Public
Health. 2013;13:1186. doi: 10.1186/1471-2458-13-1186. [PubMed: 24341503].
[PubMed Central: PMC3878568].

21. Sharifirad GR, Eslami AA, Charkazi A, Mostafavi F, Shahnazi H.
The effect of individual counseling, line follow-up, and free nico-
tine replacement therapy on smoking cessation in the samples
of Iranian smokers: Examination of transtheoretical model. J Res
Med Sci. 2012;17(12):1128–36. [PubMed: 23853630]. [PubMed Central:
PMC3703164].

22. Eslami AA, Charkazi A, Mostafavi F, Shahnazi H, Badeleh MT, Sharifirad
GR. Smoking behavior, nicotine dependency, and motivation to cessa-
tion among smokers in the preparation stage of change. J Educ Health
Promot. 2012;1:47. doi: 10.4103/2277-9531.104818. [PubMed: 23555150].
[PubMed Central: PMC3577406].

23. Erol S, Erdogan S. Application of a stage based motivational inter-
viewing approach to adolescent smoking cessation: The Transthe-
oretical Model-based study. Patient Educ Couns. 2008;72(1):42–8. doi:
10.1016/j.pec.2008.01.011. [PubMed: 18304775].

24. Mehrabi S, Delavari A, Moradi G, Esmailnasab N, Pooladi A, Alikhani S,
et al. [Smoking among 15-to 64-year-old Iranian people in 2005]. Iran
J Epidemiol. 2007;3(1):1–9. Persian.

25. Koyun A, Eroglu K. The transtheoretical model use for smoking cessa-
tion. Eur J Res Educ. 2014:130–4.

26. Yasin SM, Retneswari M, Moy FM, Koh D, Isahak M. Smokers can quit
regardless of motivation stage in a worksite dmoking cessation pro-
gramme in Malaysia. Asian Pac J Cancer Prev. 2011;12(9):2193–8.

27. Ezat WS, Selahuddeen AA, Aljunid SM, Zarihah Z. Pattern and predic-
tors of smoking cessation among smokers attending smoking cessa-
tion clinics in Peninsular Malaysia. J Community Health. 2008;14(1):17–
23.

28. Pisinger C, Aadahl M, Toft U, Jorgensen T. Motives to quit smok-
ing and reasons to relapse differ by socioeconomic status. Prev
Med. 2011;52(1):48–52. doi: 10.1016/j.ypmed.2010.10.007. [PubMed:
21047525].

29. Bridle C, Riemsma RP, Pattenden J, Sowden AJ, Mather L, Watt IS,
et al. Systematic review of the effectiveness of health behavior in-
terventions based on the transtheoretical model. Psychol Health.
2005;20(3):283–301. doi: 10.1080/08870440512331333997.

30. Koyun A, Eroglu K. The effect of transtheoretical model-based individ-
ual counseling, training, and a 6-month follow-up on smoking ces-
sation in adult women: a randomized controlled trial. Turk J Med Sci.
2016;46(1):105–11. doi: 10.3906/sag-1407-100. [PubMed: 27511342].

31. Grimshaw G, Stanton A, Grimshaw G. Tobacco cessation interven-
tions for young people. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2006;4. doi:
10.1002/14651858.CD003289.pub4.

32. Schumann A, Meyer C, Rumpf HJ, Hapke U, John U. Naturalis-
tic changes in the readiness to quit tobacco smoking in a Ger-
man general population sample. Prev Med. 2002;35(4):326–33. doi:
10.1006/pmed.2002.1085. [PubMed: 12453709].

33. Narimani S, Farmanbar R, Kazemnejad Leyli E. Predictors of intention
to quit smoking among hospital male staff. J Res Health. 2017;7(2):674–
81.

34. Velicer WF, DiClemente CC, Prochaska JO, Brandenburg N. Decisional
balance measure for assessing and predicting smoking status. J Pers
Soc Psychol. 1985;48(5):1279–89. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.48.5.1279.

35. Rashidi JH, Aminshokravi F, Sanaeinasab H. Effects of education based
on transtheoretical model on physical activity of members of munic-
ipal councils in selected areas of Tehran. Gazz Med Ital Arch Sci Med.
2018;177(9):435–42.

Int J High Risk Behav Addict. 2019; 8(4):e91614. 7

http://dx.doi.org/10.2105/9780875531922
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22530423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2007.09.033
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18201639
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25821025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08870446.2017.1325890
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28553727
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5490618
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1620663
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/pmed.1998.0377
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9973588
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2012.04.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22591949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2010.05267.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20384640
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-7657.2008.00695.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19239523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/h0088437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2005.01139.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16042624
http://dx.doi.org/10.4278/0890-1171-12.1.38
http://dx.doi.org/10.4278/0890-1171-12.1.38
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10170434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0306-4603(94)00062-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7484313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-13-1186
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24341503
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3878568
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23853630
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3703164
http://dx.doi.org/10.4103/2277-9531.104818
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23555150
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3577406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2008.01.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18304775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2010.10.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21047525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08870440512331333997
http://dx.doi.org/10.3906/sag-1407-100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27511342
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD003289.pub4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/pmed.2002.1085
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12453709
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.48.5.1279
http://jhrba.com

	Abstract
	1. Background
	2. Objectives
	3. Patients and Methods
	3.1. Intervention
	3.2. Measurements
	3.3. Sample Size
	3.4. Sampling
	Figure 1

	3.5. Statistics Method

	4. Results
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Figure 2

	5. Discussion
	5.1. Conclusions
	5.2. Study Limitations

	Footnotes
	Conflict of Interests: 
	Ethical Approval
	Funding/Support: 
	Patient Consent: 

	References

