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Socioeconomic and gender disparities in tobacco smoking among
Jamaican adults from a national health survey.
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Abstract

Objectives

Little is known of socioeconomic and gender disparities in tobacco use in the Caribbean. We

evaluated education and occupation disparities in tobacco smoking prevalence in Jamaica.

Methods

Data on tobacco smoking, education attainment and usual occupation in adults 25-74 yearsin a
national survey collected between 2007 and 2008 was analyzed. Using post stratification survey
weights, Poisson regression models estimated sex-specific, age-adjusted prevalence estimates,

prevalence differences and prevalence ratios.

Results

Analyses included 2299 participants (696 men, 1603 women), mean age 43 years. Current
smoking prevalence was 26% in men and 8% in women (p<0.001). Among men, age adjusted
prevalence of current smoking was highest in primary education (36.5%) and lowest in the post-
secondary education groups (10.2%), (p= 0.003). Among women, prevalence was highest in
junior secondary education (10.2%) and lowest in primary education groups (4.7%), (p = 0.014).
Among men, for education, age-adjusted prevalence ratios for current smoking ranged from 2.6
to 3.6 using post-secondary education as the reference category (p<0.05). For occupation, age-
adjusted prevalence ratios ranged from 1.7 to 4.1 using professionals and managers as the

reference category. Among women, using the same reference categories age-adjusted
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prevalence ratios for education ranged from 1.4 to 2.2 and for occupation 0.6 to 2.2, neither

were statistically significant.

Conclusion

In Jamaica, there are socioeconomic disparities in current tobacco smoking among men, where it is
inversely associated with education attainment and occupation but in women is less clear.

These findings suggest interventions to reduce smoking should consider these disparities.

Keywords

Tobacco smoking, socioeconomic status, health disparities, Jamaica, Afro-Caribbean, Jamaica Health and

Lifestyle Survey.
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Tobacco use is the second leading contributor to the global burden of disease and the leading
cause of preventable death worldwide (1, 2). Approximately 80% of the 1.4 billion smokers live
in lower and middle income countries (LMIC), where the burden of tobacco related death is the
greatest (3). Half of current tobacco users will die from a tobacco related disease (4). The global
prevalence of current tobacco use in adults was approximately 22% in 2012 and had wide
regional variation(5). In Jamaica, the overall estimated prevalence of current tobacco use was

17.7% in 2000-2001 and 14.5% in 2007-2008 (6, 7).

Socioeconomic factors such as relative income and education are important contributors to the
aetiology of a wide range of health outcomes. There is consistent evidence for a strong
association between the prevalence of non-communicable diseases (NCD) and social factors
such as education level, occupation and gender (8, 9). In high income countries, the risk of
having a NCD is greater in those of lower socioeconomic status (SES), however, in low- and
middle-income countries (LMICs), this inverse relationship between SES and the presence of
NCDs is inconsistently observed (8, 10). There are several individual and societal factors such as
level of education, type of occupation, public health policy, social and cultural norms which

variably contribute to the disparities and may change the relationships observed (8, 11, 12).

Socioeconomic disparities in tobacco smoking have been previously reported (13, 14). Data
from the world health surveys shows that among men, the prevalence of tobacco smoking was
twice as high among those with no formal schooling when compared to those who had
completed college education or above (13). There are limited data on disparities in tobacco

smoking in Caribbean origin populations. Figueroa and colleagues reported that lower
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educational status was significantly associated with smoking cigarettes and marijuana among
men in Jamaica (15), while Stringhini and colleagues also found that smoking prevalence was

higher among persons with lower education in urban Jamaica (14).

This study aimed to evaluate the association between socioeconomic status (SES), using
education and occupation as indicators of status, and prevalence of current tobacco smoking
using data from the Jamaica Health and Lifestyle Survey 2007-2008 (JHLS-II). We hypothesized
that lower educational attainment and occupation category were associated with a higher
prevalence of current tobacco smoking. We also aimed to evaluate whether gender acts as a

risk modifier in the association between SES and smoking.

Methods

We analyzed data from a national health examination survey (The Jamaica Health and Lifestyle
Survey) conducted in Jamaica between November 2007 and February 2008. This survey sought
to determine the health status, nutritional habits, lifestyle and behaviour in a nationally

representative sample of Jamaican adults(7).

Using a multistage sampling design, 2848 Jamaicans between 15-74 years were selected for
inclusion in the survey. Enumeration district (ED) served as the primary sampling units (PSU)
and were randomly selected, using a probability propionate to size sampling strategy.
Households within each PSU were systematically selected, using a random starting point. The
sampling interval varied between EDs and was determined by the number of households in the

ED, in order to recruit 20 participants within each ED. One participant from each household was
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selected using the Kish selection method (16). Additional details of the study design were

described and published in a full report (7).

For this study, participants eligible for inclusion were restricted to individuals 25-74 years old to
include those with completed post-secondary education. Ethical approval was obtained from
the University of the West Indies, Faculty of Medical Sciences Ethics Committee, and the
Ministry of Health Ethics Committee. Written, informed consent was obtained from each

participant prior to data collection.
Variables: Measurement and Definitions

An interviewer-administered questionnaire was used to collect socio-demographic data,
information on tobacco use, other health behaviours, health status and health care practices.
Study participants reported smoking history and current smoking by answering positively to the
following questions: (1) “Do you currently smoke any form of tobacco (cigarettes, beady etc.)?”
and (2) “Did you ever smoke any form of tobacco (cigarettes, beady, etc.)?” Study participants
who responded negatively to both questions were classified as never smokers, those who
answered yes to question 1 as current smokers and those who answered yes as former
smokers. For these analyses we used a dichotomous variable based on those who answered yes

to question 1.

Health disparity defined by educational attainment and occupation category were the
exposures of interest. The level of educational attainment was divided into 4 categories; 1)
primary or lower (up to grade 6); 2) junior secondary (up to grade 9); 3) full secondary (at least

grade 11); and 4) post-secondary; (vocational training, college or university). Occupation
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category was defined by the Jamaica Standard Occupational Classification 1991 (JSOC) which
divided occupation into 10 groups which were subsequently collapsed in four categories for
analysis: 1) Professionals & Managers (JSOC 1-3), 2) Office & Service Workers (JSOC 4-5, 10), 3)
Trade Workers & Farmers (JSOC 6-8), and 4) Elementary Occupations (JSOC 9)(17). We added
one other category for those who were, students, retired housewives or currently unemployed.
Individuals whose occupation did not fit into any pre-defined category and non-responders to

the question on occupation were excluded from the analyses.

Statistical analyses

Data were analysed using Stata 12.1 statistical software (Stata Corp., College Station Texas). To
account for multi-stage survey design, post-stratification survey weights were applied to the

data using the survey commands in Stata.

We performed descriptive analyses yielding means or proportions for demographic variables,
tobacco use, education level and occupation categories as appropriate. We calculated crude
and sex-specific estimates of the prevalence of current tobacco smoking within and across
education, occupation, and age categories. Poisson regression models were used to calculate
age-adjusted prevalence, prevalence difference and prevalence ratios. Prevalence ratios were
used for these analyses given that it has been shown to be a good measure of effect where the
prevalence of the outcome is high (18, 19). Individual models were created for each of
education and occupation and post-estimation commands used to derive adjusted estimates.
Interactions between sex and age-group were tested in the regression models. Any statistically

significant associations were included in the final models. There was evidence for sex


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.04.21249206

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.04.21249206; this version posted January 5, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

interaction in the association between SES (education and occupation) and smoking , therefore
we present sex-specific estimates for prevalence and multivariable models. Age-adjusted
estimates were obtained from models which included the interaction terms. Analyses were

limited to participants 25-74 years with complete data on education and smoking status.

Results

Analysis included 2299 persons (696 males, 1603 females) with a mean age of 42.9 rears (range
24-74) years. Descriptive analyses are shown in Table 1. Overall, the prevalence of current
smoking was 16.4% and was higher among men (25.8% vs. 7.8%, p <0.001) compared to
women. There was evidence of significant sex differences in education attainment (p<0.05) and
occupation category (p<0.001). A higher proportion of females (63.3%) compared to males
(57.5%) had completed full secondary education or post-secondary education; however, a

higher proportion of men were in the professionals and managers category (18.5 vs. 9.8%).

The distribution of education attainment and occupation category by age group and sex are
shown in Table 2. Age group was strongly associated with occupation and education in both
males and females (p<0.001 for all comparisons). In both males and females those >60 years
had the lowest level of education. The highest proportion of men in all age groups were in the
trade workers and farmers occupation category, whereas the highest proportion of women

were in the office and service workers occupational group.

Prevalence of current smoking within education, occupation and age categories is shown in

Table 3. Women smoked significantly less than men and the heterogeneity of smoking
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prevalence across educational and occupational categories among women was much smaller
than among men (education: M 9-7-38.6; F 5.6-9.7; occupation: M 12.1-52.4; F 2.9-11.8). There
were significant differences in the prevalence of smoking across education categories in men
but not women. Among men prevalence of smoking was higher in those with lower education
ranging from 38.6% in those with primary or lower education to 9.7% among those with post-
secondary education (p=0.002). There were no statistically significant differences in the
prevalence of current smoking by education among women which ranged between 5.6% for
post-secondary education and 9.7% in junior secondary. Occupation category was significantly
associated with current tobacco use in both men and women. Among men the prevalence
ranged between 12.1% in professionals and managers and 52.4% in those with elementary
occupations. In women the lowest prevalence was among trade workers and farmers (2.9%)
and the highest in elementary occupations (11.8%). Age group was significantly associated with
current tobacco use in men (p=0.026) but among women, failed to achieve conventional levels
of statistical significance (p=0.059). In men the highest prevalence was in the >60 age group and

in women it was in the 25-39 age group.

Multivariable analyses conducted using Poisson regression models yielding age adjusted
prevalence estimates, prevalence differences and prevalence ratios are shown in Table 4. As
previously indicated, we present sex-specific models in light of sex interaction in the association
between smoking and both education and occupation. Among men, age adjusted prevalence of
smoking was highest among those with primary or lower education and lowest in those with
post-secondary education. In women age adjusted prevalence was highest among those who

had junior secondary education and lowest among those with post-secondary education. Using
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post-secondary education as the reference category there was a statistically significantly higher
prevalence for current tobacco use among all other education categories for men with
prevalence ratios ranging between 2.6 for full secondary to 3.6 for the primary education
category. Similarly, the prevalence differences ranged between 16.1% and 26.3%. Among
women the only significant difference was 5.4% for those who completed full secondary
education. The findings were similar when occupation was used as a measure of SES with
significant differences for men but not for women. Among men, prevalence ratios ranged
between 2.2 for office and service workers and 4.1 for elementary occupations. The prevalence
differences ranged between 15.0% - 40.9% for office and service workers and elementary

occupations.

Discussion

In this study, one in six adults were current tobacco users, with a three-fold higher prevalence
among men compared to women. There were significant disparities in the prevalence of
current tobacco use by education and occupation categories among adult men in Jamaica.
Among men, the prevalence of current smoking was four-fold higher among those in the lowest
education or occupation categories compared to those in the highest categories. In women,
the prevalence of current tobacco use was higher among those in lower education or

occupation categories, but the observed differences did not achieve statistical significance.

The findings in this study were generally consistent with the published literature with a clear
negative gradient for men in most countries, but a more varied pattern of negative and positive

gradients among women (13, 20, 21). In most high income countries and some lower and
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middle income countries (LMICS), the prevalence of tobacco use overall is higher among
persons with less education and lower socioeconomic status (22-24). However, in some middle
income countries it has been observed that the prevalence of tobacco smoking increases as
educational attainment increases particularly among older women (20). In a study from Malawi
and Zambia, the author reported similar findings to ours, where there was a strong and
statistically significant negative gradient among men for both education and occupation,
weaker and mostly non-significant associations for occupation among women (21). Taken
together these studies suggest that socioeconomic health disparities in tobacco smoking is
more clearly defined among men in developing countries, where smoking is significantly more
prevalent in men than in women and the tendency for higher prevalence among lower SES

groups is more marked and consistently statistically significant.

Based on these findings it is plausible to expect that the negative impact of cigarette smoking in
developing countries may be greatest among men with lower SES. These persons may also be
the least likely use available health services and therefore the risk of adverse outcomes will be
quite high. Additionally, men in lower SES categories often have large numbers of dependents,
so the consequences of adverse outcomes have much greater impact on their families and
communities. Interventions designed to reduce smoking in the Jamaica and similar developing
countries will therefore need to take into account these sex and SES differences, with special
programmes targeting highest risk groups, particularly lower SES men. Further studies will need
to explore the sociocultural factors that result in high prevalence smoking in these groups in

order to design culturally appropriate interventions.
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A major strength of this study is the use of a relatively large nationally representative sample
with a 98% response rate. Additionally, we used survey weights to adjust for deviations of the
sample from population characteristics. We are therefore confident that the findings can be
generalized to the general Jamaican population. Given that social and cultural characteristics in
Jamaica are generally similar to that seen in other English-speaking Caribbean countries, the
findings will therefore be relevant to these counties and others with similar sociocultural
characteristics. The findings should provide the basis for targeted intervention strategies in

countries of similar stage of social and economic development.

The study was limited by its restriction to current tobacco use and the absence of quantitative
estimates of cigarettes smoking as well as duration of tobacco use. We were therefore unable
to evaluate whether there was a dose response relationship in the association between SES and
tobacco smoking. Additionally, we found that there were small numbers in some sub-groups
particularly among women, which may have resulted in unstable estimates. We also found that
the occupations reported by some of the participants did not fit into the classification scheme
used and as such had to be excluded from the analyses for occupation. The occupational
analyses was limited by the loss of 11% of participants who did not fit into any of the

categories. This as an a priori decision and its impact is difficult to estimate.

Conclusion
The heterogeneity of smoking prevalence among women by educational and occupational

categories was remarkably smaller than among men and there was significant interactions
between sex and education/occupation mandated sex-specific modeling. We have found

significant socioeconomic disparities in tobacco smoking among men in Jamaica, but weaker
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and less clear associations among women. The high smoking rates among men in the lower SES
categories is of major public health concern and is likely to present a major burden on the
nation’s health resources. Further research should seek to identify the social and cultural
drivers of these disparities and design interventions to reduce tobacco use, with special

emphasis on lower SES men.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.04.21249206

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.04.21249206; this version posted January 5, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Acknowledgments

The authors wish to thank the respondents who participated in the survey and the training and
field staff, who worked to ensure the timely completion of the survey. Thanks also to other
investigators involved in the Jamaica Health and Lifestyle Survey 2007-2008 (JHLS-II) and
investigators from the United States Caribbean Alliance for Health Disparities Research

(USCADDR) for their contribution to this project.

Disclosures of potential conflicts of interest
The authors have no competing interests to declare.

Funding

1. The JHLS-Il was funded by the National Health Fund (NHF) in Jamaica.

2. The analyses described in this paper was supported by Grant Number U24MD006959 from
the National Institute of Minority Health And Health Disparities. The content is solely the
responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent the official views of the
National Institute of Minority Health And Health Disparities of the National Institutes of

Health.

Availability of data and material

The datasets analyzed during the current study available from the corresponding author on
reasonable request.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.04.21249206

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.04.21249206; this version posted January 5, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

References

1. World Health Organization. WHO report on the global tobacco epidemic, 2015: raising taxes on
tobacco. 2015.

2. Lim SS, Vos T, Flaxman AD, Danaei G, Shibuya K, Adair-Rohani H, et al. A comparative risk
assessment of burden of disease and injury attributable to 67 risk factors and risk factor clusters in 21
regions, 1990-2010: a systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2010. Lancet.
2012;380(9859):2224-60.

3. Eriksen M, Mackay J, Ross H. The tobacco atlas: American Cancer Society; 2013.

4., World Health Organization. WHO Report on the global tobacco epidemic, 2011: warning about
the dangers of tobacco. 2011. Geneva, Switzerland. 2013.

5. Organisation TWH. Global status report on noncommunicable diseases. Geneva, Switzerland:
2014,

6. Willks R. The Jamaican Healthy Lifestyle Survey: Prevalence of chronic diseases, anaemia

(pregnant women and children), injuries and their risk factors and relationships to food consumption
and lifestyle. 2002.

7. Wilks R, Younger N, Tulloch-Reid M, McFarlane S, Francis D. Jamaica health and lifestyle survey
II: Technical Report. Jamaica: Epidemiology Research Unit, Tropical Medicine Research Institute,
University of the West Indies, Mona; 2008. Available from: http://isis.uwimona.edu.jm/reports/.

8. Kaplan GA, Keil JE. Socioeconomic factors and cardiovascular disease: a review of the literature.
Circulation. 1993;88(4 Pt 1):1973-98.

9. Bleich SN, Jarlenski MP, Bell CN, LaVeist TA. Health inequalities: trends, progress, and policy.
Annu Rev Public Health. 2012;33:7-40.

10. Gulliford M. Commentary: epidemiological transition and socioeconomic inequalities in blood
pressure in Jamaica. Int ] Epidemiol. 2003;32(3):408-9.

11. Di Cesare M, Khang YH, Asaria P, Blakely T, Cowan MJ, Farzadfar F, et al. Inequalities in non-
communicable diseases and effective responses. Lancet. 2013;381(9866):585-97.

12. Mackenbach JP, Cavelaars AE, Kunst AE, Groenhof F. Socioeconomic inequalities in
cardiovascular disease mortality; an international study. European heart journal. 2000;21(14):1141-51.
13. Hosseinpoor AR, Bergen N, Kunst A, Harper S, Guthold R, Rekve D, et al. Socioeconomic
inequalities in risk factors for non communicable diseases in low-income and middle-income countries:
results from the World Health Survey. BMC public health. 2012;12:912.

14. Stringhini S, Forrester TE, Plange-Rhule J, Lambert EV, Viswanathan B, Riesen W, et al. The social
patterning of risk factors for noncommunicable diseases in five countries: evidence from the modeling
the epidemiologic transition study (METS). BMC public health. 2016;16:956.

15. Figueroa JP, Fox K, Minor K. A behaviour risk factor survey in Jamaica. The West Indian medical
journal. 1999;48(1):9-15.

16. Kish L. A procedure for objective respondent selection within the household. Journal of the
American Statistical Association. 1949;44(247):380-7.

17. The Statistical Instute of Jamaica. Jamaica Standard Occupational Classification 1991. The
Statistical Institute of Jamaica, 1991.

18. Barros Al, Hirakata VN. Alternatives for logistic regression in cross-sectional studies: an empirical

comparison of models that directly estimate the prevalence ratio. BMC medical research methodology.
2003;3(1):21.

19. Coutinho L, Scazufca M, Menezes PR. Methods for estimating prevalence ratios in cross-
sectional studies. Revista de saude publica. 2008;42(6):992-8.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.04.21249206

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.04.21249206; this version posted January 5, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

20. Bosdriesz JR, Mehmedovic S, Witvliet MI, Kunst AE. Socioeconomic inequalities in smoking in
low and mid income countries: positive gradients among women? International journal for equity in
health. 2014;13(1):14.

21. Pampel FC. Patterns of tobacco use in the early epidemic stages: Malawi and Zambia, 2000-
2002. American journal of public health. 2005;95(6):1009-15.
22. Cavelaars AE, Kunst AE, Geurts JJ, Crialesi R, Grotvedt L, Helmert U, et al. Educational differences

in smoking: international comparison. BMJ. 2000;320(7242):1102-7.

23. Giskes K, Kunst AE, Benach J, Borrell C, Costa G, Dahl E, et al. Trends in smoking behaviour
between 1985 and 2000 in nine European countries by education. Journal of epidemiology and
community health. 2005;59(5):395-401.

24. Iribarren C, Luepker RV, McGovern PG, Arnett DK, Blackburn H. Twelve-year trends in
cardiovascular disease risk factors in the Minnesota Heart Survey. Are socioeconomic differences
widening? Arch Intern Med. 1997;157(8):873-81.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.04.21249206

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.04.21249206; this version posted January 5, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Table 1: Summary statistics" for characteristics of 25-74 year old participants from the
Jamaica Health and lifestyle survey 2007-2008 (JHLS-I)

Male Female Total
(n=696) (n=1603) (n=2299)
Age years mean (SE) 429 (0.11) 42.8 (0.09) 42.9 (0.07)
Age groups, % (n)
25-39 years 45.6 (244) 46.0 (620) 45.8 (864)
40-59 years 41.2 (293) 40.7 (698) 40.9 (991)
>60 years 13.2 (159) 13.3 (285) 13.2 (444)
Education levels*, % (n)
Post-secondary 11.7 (64) 9.6 (142) 10.6 (206)
Full Secondary 45.7 (276) 53.6 (761) 49.8 (1037)
Junior Secondary 27.3 (206) 23.2 (419) 25.2 (625)
Primary or lower 15.3 (150) 13.6 (281) 14.4 (431)
Occupation? category ***, % (n)
Professionals & Managers 19.7 (112) 11.0 (141) 15.2 (253)
Office & service workers 22.8 (131) 47.0 (626) 35.3(757)
Trade workers & Farmers 47.9 (333) 10.3 (171) 28.5 (504)
Elementary occupations 7.9 (47) 17.3 (231) 12.8 (278)
Other 1.6 (17) 14.4 (242) 8.2 (259)
Smoking status***, % (n)
Never 49.0 (319) 81.1(1304) 65.7
Past 25.2 (188) 11.1(181) 17.9
Current 25.8 (189) 7.8 (118) 16.4
proportions (%) and means were weighted for survey design to provide population based
estimates.

*Estimates for occupation included 2051 participants (1411 females and 640 males)
*p <0.05, **p <0.01, ***p <0.001 for male-female differences
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Table 2: Sex-specific distribution participants by age and socioeconomic status in JHLS-II

Men Women
25-39 years 40-59 years  >60 years 25-39 years  40-59 years >60 years

Education

Post-Secondary 16.7 (34) 8.8 (25) 3.6 (5) 13.7 (81) 5.9 (48) 6.4 (13)

Full Secondary 59.1 (146) 42.4 (115) 9.4 (15) 68.6 (413) 51.5 (327) 8.2 (21)

Junior Secondary 22.3(59) 32.3(99) 28.7 (48) 16.0 (115) 22.9 (220) 27.7 (84)

Primary or lower 1.9 (5) 16.5 (54) 58.3 (91) 1.7 (11) 12.7 (103) 57.7 (167)
Occupation®

Professional 22.6 (49) 19.3 (51) 9.4 (12) 13.3 (71) 9.6 (56) 7.6 (141)

Office 30.4 (71) 15.9 (38) 17.7 (22) 48.8 (271) 48.7 (287) 47.0 (626)

Trade 40.0 (98) 56.3 (169) 49.4 (66) 7.9 (49) 12.9 (94) 10.3(171)

Elementary 7.0 (16) 8.5 (23) 9.5(8) 19.4 (102) 16.7 (102) 17.3 (231)

Other 0(0) 0(0) 13.9(17) 10.6 (63) 12.1(88) 14.4 (242)

Estimates for occupation included 2051 participants (1411 females and 640 males)

P <0.001 for difference in distribution of education and occupation categories by age for both men and

women.
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Table 3: Prevalence® of current smoking by education, occupation, and age categories
among Jamaicans aged 25-74 years old from JHLS-II

Male Female Total
Education n =696 n=1603 N =2299
Post-secondary 9.7 (8) 5.6 (7) 7.7 (15)
Full Secondary 25.1(73) 7.6 (59) 15.3 (132)
Junior Secondary 26.7 (56) 9.7 (34) 18.5 (90)
Primary or lower 38.6 (52) 6.8 (18) 22.9 (70)
p-value 0.002 0.431 0.002
Occupation n= 640 N=1411 N = 2051
Professionals & Managers 12.1(14) 6.8 (8) 10.1 (22)
Office & service workers 25.6 (36) 7.3 (51) 13.0 (87)
Trade workers & Farmers 27.2(96) 2.9 (6) 22.7 (102)
Elementary occupations 52.4 (23) 11.8 (21) 24.0 (44)
Other 30.1(5) 5.8 (13) 8.2 (18)
p-value <0.001 0.03 <0.001
Age years n =696 n =1603 N =2299
25-39 20.9 (55) 10.0 (60) 15.2 (115)
40-59 28.9 (83) 6.2 (45) 17.0 (128)
>60 33.9 (51) 5.2 (13) 18.8 (64)
p-value 0.026 0.059 0.431

'Proportions (%) and means were weighted for survey design to provide population based
estimates
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Table 4: Age-adjusted™ prevalence estimates, prevalence difference and prevalence ratios

for education and occupation categories for males and females in the JHLS-II

Characteristic Male Female
Education
Prevalence % (95% Cl) % (95% ClI)
Post-Secondary 10.2 (2.4 -18.2) - 4.7 (0.8-8.5) -
Full Secondary 26.4(21.4-31.3) - 6.5 (4.7 -8.4) -
Junior Secondary 26.8(19.1 - 34.5) - 10.2 (6.7 -13.6) -
Primary or lower 36.5(25.7 - 47.3) - 9.8(3.9—-15) -
Prevalence Ratio (PR) PR (95% Cl) P-Value PR (95% Cl) P-Value
Post-Secondary 1 1
Full Secondary 2.6(1.2-5.6) 0.018 1.4(0.6-3.2) 0.439
Junior Secondary 2.6(1.1-6.1) 0.026 2.2(1.0-4.8) 0.057
Primary or lower 3.6 (1.5-8.3) 0.003 2.1(0.9-4.9) 0.1
Prevalence difference (PD) PD (95% ClI) P-value PD (95% ClI) P-value
Post-Secondary 0 0
Full Secondary 16.1(7.2-2.0) <0.001 1.8(-2.2-5.9) 0.375
Junior Secondary 16.6 (5.2 -27.9) 0.004 5.4(1.1-9.8) 0.014
Primary or lower 26.3(12.6 —39.9) <0.001 5.1(-1.0-9.8) 0.1
Occupation®
Prevalence % (95% Cl) % (95% Cl) -
Professionals and Managers 13.0 (6.3 -19.7) - 5.6 (0.9-10.2) -
Office and Service Workers 28.1(19.1-37.0) - 7.5 (5.0 -10.0) -
Trade Workers and Farmers 27.7 (21.9-33.4) - 3.4(0.4-6.4) -
Elementary Occupations 54.0 (36.2 -71.7) - 12.4(7.0-17.7) -
Other/Unemployed 22.2(3.0-41.4) - 5.2(0.4 -10.0) -
Prevalence Ratio (PR) PR (95% Cl) P-Value PR (95% Cl) P-Value
Professionals and Managers 1 1
Office and Service Workers 2.2 (1.2-3.8) 0.007 1.3(0.6-3.2) 0.503
Trade Workers and Farmers 2.1(1.2-3.8) 0.010 0.6(0.2-2.1) 0.439
Elementary Occupations 4.1(2.2-7.8) <0.001 2.2 (0.83 -5.9) 0.112
Other/Unemployed 1.7 (0.6 -4.7) 0.301 0.9(0.3-2.9) 0.907
Prevalence Difference (PD) PD (95% ClI) P-value PD (95% CI) P-vValue
Professionals and Managers 0 0
Office and Service Workers 15.0 (4.9 -25.1) 0.004 19(-3.1-7.0) 0.456
Trade Workers and Farmers 14.6 (5.5 -23.8) 0.002 -2.2(-7.8-3.4) 0.453
Elementary Occupations 40.9 (21.5-60.4) <0.001 6.8 (-0.6 -14.2) 0.073
Other/Unemployed 9.1(-11.2-29.3) 0.377 -0.3 (-0.6-5.7) 0.904

'Estimates were derived from Poisson regression models adjusted for age as categorical variable.
Separate models were created for occupation and education. Age-adjusted prevalence estimates
and prevalence difference were derived from the models using post estimation commands.
*Estimates for occupation included 640 men and 1183 women. Estimates for women excluded

women in the 60 -74 years old age group and some occupation categories had no current

smokers.
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