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Abstract 

Importance: A wide range of medications, non-combustible nicotine products, behavioural support, 

and alternative treatments are available in England to help people stop smoking. Understanding 

their effectiveness in the real world can support informed decision-making. 

Objectives: To provide up-to-date estimates of the prevalence and real-world effectiveness of 

different smoking cessation aids and explore moderation of effectiveness by socioeconomic 

position. 

Design: Population-based survey, 2006-2024. 

Setting: England. 

Participants: 25,094 adults (≥16y) who reported having tried to quit smoking in the past year. 

Main outcomes and measures: The outcome variable was self-reported continuous abstinence 

from the start of the most recent quit attempt up to the time of survey. Independent variables were 

use (yes/no) of the following aids in the most recent attempt: nicotine replacement therapy (NRT) 

obtained on prescription or over-the-counter; varenicline; bupropion; e-cigarettes; face-to-face 

behavioural support; telephone support; written self-help materials; websites; smartphone apps; 

hypnotherapy; Allen Carr’s Easyway method; heated tobacco products (HTPs); nicotine pouches. 

Covariates included sociodemographic characteristics and features of the quit attempt. 

Results: We analysed data from 25,094 participants (mean [SD] age = 38.7y [15.3]; 48.5% 

women). In 2023/24, the most used aids were e-cigarettes (40.2%) and over-the-counter NRT 

(17.3%); 40.8% of quit attempts were unaided. While e-cigarette use was associated with higher 

odds of abstinence after adjustment for use of other aids and covariates (OR=1.95 [1.74-2.17]), use 

of over-the-counter NRT was not (OR=1.03 [0.93-1.15]). Other aids positively associated with 

abstinence were websites (used by 4.6% in 2023/24; OR=1.43 [1.03-1.98]), prescription NRT 

(4.5%; OR=1.33 [1.12-1.58]), varenicline (1.1%; OR=1.80 [1.50-2.18]), and HTPs (0.7%; OR=2.37 

[1.24-4.51]). Face-to-face behavioural support (used by 2.2% in 2023/24) was also associated with 

higher odds of abstinence among those from less advantaged (OR=1.59 [1.19-2.14]) but not more 

advantaged social grades (OR=0.91 [0.65-1.29]). There was not clear evidence of a benefit of any 

other aid, although some analyses were inconclusive. 
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Conclusions and relevance: A range of effective smoking cessation aids are available in England, 

but many people try to quit using less effective forms of support or none at all. Quit success rates 

could be improved by encouraging people to use more effective methods. 

 

Key words: smoking cessation; quitting; quit success; treatment; observational 
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Introduction 

Stopping smoking is one of the best things a person can do to improve their health, but can be very 

difficult.1 Nicotine delivered via cigarettes and other combustible tobacco products is highly 

addictive and despite people’s best intentions, most quit attempts fail.2 Failure rates are typically 

higher among people from more disadvantaged socioeconomic groups,3 contributing to health 

inequalities. 

A wide range of aids are available to help people stop smoking. These include medications (e.g., 

nicotine receptor partial agonists), non-combustible nicotine products (e.g., nicotine replacement 

therapy [NRT], e-cigarettes), behavioural support (e.g., face-to-face, digital), and alternative 

treatments (e.g., hypnotherapy). Many of these have been found to increase quit success rates in 

randomised controlled trials (RCTs).4–8 However, trial results do not always replicate in real-world 

settings, so findings must be triangulated with observational evidence.9 

In England, the best estimates of the real-world effectiveness of different smoking cessation aids 

are derived from the Smoking Toolkit Study. This is a nationally-representative monthly cross-

sectional survey that has been collecting detailed data on smoking and smoking cessation since 

2006.10 In a series of papers, we have analysed data accumulated from a growing sample of 

smokers to compare the success rates of those trying to quit with different aids, adjusting for a wide 

range of potential confounders (e.g., level of addiction and other features of the quit attempt).11–16 

The largest analysis to date included 18,929 participants surveyed up to July 2018 and suggested 

using e-cigarettes or varenicline were the most effective methods: after adjustment for covariates 

and use of other aids, participants who used these in their most recent past-year quit attempt had 

1.95 and 1.82 times higher odds, respectively, of still being abstinent at the time of the survey than 

those who did not.11 There was little evidence that effectiveness differed by socioeconomic position, 

with the exception of websites, which appeared more effective for smokers from more 

disadvantaged social grades compared with those from more advantaged social grades.11 

However, results were insensitive for most of the other aids studied, meaning more data are 

required to draw firmer conclusions on their real-world effectiveness.11 

This study aimed to provide a comprehensive update on the real-world effectiveness of smoking 

cessation aids in England. Using data collected between 2006 and 2024, we updated our previous 

estimates for prescription NRT, NRT bought over the counter, varenicline, bupropion, e-cigarettes, 

face-to-face behavioural support, telephone support, written self-help materials, websites, and 
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hypnotherapy. In addition, we extended the analysis to cover other types of behavioural support 

(smartphone apps and Allen Carr’s Easyway method [a pharmacotherapy-free behavioural 

programme]) and newer non-combustible nicotine products (heated tobacco products and nicotine 

pouches). We also tested for moderation of treatment effectiveness by socioeconomic position and 

provided data on the prevalence of use of each cessation aid across the study period. 

 

Methods 

Pre-registration 

The study protocol and analysis plan were pre-registered on Open Science Framework 

(https://osf.io/uyw5k/). We also ran some unplanned analyses on the prevalence of smoking 

cessation aid use to provide contextual information (see statistical analysis section for details). 

Design 

The Smoking Toolkit Study is an ongoing monthly cross-sectional household survey.10 It uses a 

hybrid of random probability and simple quota sampling to select a new representative sample of 

approximately 1,700 adults (≥16 years) in England each month.10 Data have been collected face-to-

face up to the start of the Covid-19 pandemic and via telephone since April 2020.17 Data were not 

collected from 16- and 17-year-olds between April 2020 and December 2021. 

We analysed data collected in the period from November 2006 (the first wave of data collected) to 

June 2024 (the most recent data at the time of analysis). 

Sample selection 

We selected participants who reported: (i) smoking cigarettes or any other combustible tobacco 

product daily or occasionally at the time of the survey or during the preceding 12 months (‘past-year 

smokers’) and (ii) having made at least one serious quit attempt in the preceding 12 months. 

Measures 

Full details of the measures are provided in the Supplementary File. 

Outcome: quit success 
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The outcome variable was self-reported continuous abstinence from the start of the most recent 

quit attempt up to the time of survey. 

Exposures: use of cessation aids 

Independent variables were self-reported use or not (dummy coded) of the following smoking 

cessation aids in the most recent quit attempt: prescription NRT; NRT bought over the counter; 

varenicline (Champix); bupropion (Zyban); e-cigarettes; face-to-face behavioural support; telephone 

support; written self-help materials; websites; smartphone apps; hypnotherapy; Allen Carr’s 

Easyway method (delivered face-to-face); heated tobacco products; nicotine pouches. Participants 

were asked to indicate all that apply, and data for each were coded 1 if chosen and 0 otherwise.  

Some aids were not assessed in every wave: written self-help materials were included in the list of 

options from March 2007, websites and Allen Carr’s Easyway from April 2008, e-cigarettes from 

July 2009, smartphone apps from February 2012, heated tobacco products from April 2016, and 

nicotine pouches from June 2021. We imputed missing values as 0 for participants surveyed before 

the response options were introduced (because each product was very rarely used immediately 

after each measure was added). 

Covariates 

Covariates included age, gender, occupational social grade (more advantaged ABC1 vs. less 

advantaged C2DE18), level of addiction,19 time since the quit attempt started, the number of prior 

quit attempts in the past year, whether or not the quit attempt was planned, whether the participant 

cut down first or stopped abruptly, calendar month, survey year, and mode of data collection. 

Statistical analysis 

We analysed the data using R v.4.2.1. Survey weights were applied so that the sample matched 

the demographic profile of adults in England.10 All analyses were done on complete cases. 

Prevalence of use (unplanned) 

We reported the proportion of participants who reported using each of the aids. Because our study 

spanned a 17.5-year period, during which the availability and use of the various aids differed, we 

graphically displayed the proportions using each aid across the study period (calculated as 3-month 

moving averages, to reduce noise) to provide context on changes over time. To provide up-to-date 
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estimates of aid use, we separately reported the proportion of participants surveyed in 2023/24 who 

reported using each aid. 

Associations with abstinence (pre-registered) 

We calculated the quit success rate (with 95% confidence interval [CI]) among users of each aid. 

Then we used logistic regression to analyse associations between quit success (abstinent yes vs. 

no) and use of different smoking cessation aids (use vs. no use of a specific aid). We ran three 

models. Model 1 included all other cessation aids (to estimate the unique association between each 

cessation aid and abstinence), but no covariates. Model 2 included covariates, but no other 

cessation aids. Model 3 was fully adjusted for all cessation aids plus covariates. 

To test for moderation of effectiveness by socioeconomic position, we repeated Model 3 in a series 

of fully adjusted models in which two-way interactions between the cessation aids and occupational 

social grade (ABC1 vs. C2DE) were added. The interaction with occupational social grade was 

tested in a separate model for each cessation aid. Where there was evidence of moderation of 

treatment effectiveness, we reran Models 1-3 in stratified analyses to provide more information as 

to the nature of the differences between groups. 

As we have done previously,11 we calculated planned Bayes factors (using an online calculator20) 

for non-significant associations between use of a given aid and quit success, to determine whether 

the data provided evidence that the null hypothesis was more likely than a specified effect or were 

insensitive to distinguish between the two.21,22 The specified effect was represented by a half-

normal distribution reflecting an effect of OR=1.5 (a conservative estimate in the ballpark of 

interventions known to be effective23; determined a priori and pre-registered). Values�≥3 can be 

interpreted as evidence that the effect is more likely than the null, �≤1/3 as evidence the null is 

more likely, and between 1/3 and 3 suggest the data are insensitive to distinguish between 

them.21,22 

 

Results 

Data were collected from 77,372 past-year smokers, of whom 26,789 (34.6%) reported having tried 

to quit in the past year. We excluded 1,695 (6.3%) with missing data on one or more variables, 

leaving a final sample of 25,094 participants (weighted mean [SD] age = 38.7 [15.3] years; 48.5% 
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women). There were more missing data since the interviews switched from face-to-face to 

telephone, but the analysed sample was broadly similar to those who were excluded in their 

sociodemographic characteristics and the features of their quit attempt (Table S1). 

Prevalence of use 

Just over half (55.8%) of participants reported using at least one cessation aid in their most recent 

quit attempt. Across the period, the most commonly used aids were over-the-counter NRT (24.5%) 

and e-cigarettes (19.0%), followed by prescription NRT (7.0%), varenicline (4.8%), and face-to-face 

behavioural support (3.8%; Table 1). 

However, patterns of aid use changed over time (Figure 1; Figure S1). There was a large increase 

in the use of e-cigarettes, which became the most popular aid used in 2013. There were also 

smaller increases in the use of novel non-combustible nicotine products (in particular, nicotine 

pouches) and digital support (websites and smartphone apps) in more recent years. There were 

decreases in the use of over-the-counter NRT, prescription medications (varenicline, NRT, and 

bupropion), and face-to-face behavioural support. 
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Table 1. Prevalence of use of cessation aids in England, overall and in 2023/24 

Cessation aid used in 
most recent quit attempt1 

Overall  2023/243 

N2 % [95% CI]  % [95% CI] 

     
E-cigarettes4 4,459 19.0 [18.4–19.5]  40.2 [37.6–42.8] 
Over-the-counter NRT 6,258 24.5 [23.9–25.1]  17.3 [15.3–19.2] 
Websites4 430 1.9 [1.7–2.0]  4.6 [3.5–5.7] 
Prescription NRT 1,842 7.0 [6.6–7.3]  4.5 [3.4–5.5] 
Smartphone apps4 186 0.8 [0.7–0.9]  3.6 [2.6–4.7] 
Nicotine pouches4 84 0.4 [0.3–0.5]  3.1 [2.2–4.1] 
Written self-help materials4 425 1.8 [1.6–2.0]  2.3 [1.5–3.0] 
Face-to-face behavioural support 1,013 3.8 [3.6–4.1]  2.2 [1.5–2.9] 
Telephone support 224 0.9 [0.8–1.0]  1.3 [0.8–1.9] 
Hypnotherapy 213 0.9 [0.7–1.0]  1.2 [0.7–1.8] 
Varenicline 1,208 4.8 [4.5–5.1]  1.1 [0.5–1.7] 
Bupropion 346 1.3 [1.2–1.5]  0.9 [0.4–1.5] 
Heated tobacco products4 72 0.3 [0.2–0.3]  0.7 [0.3–1.1] 
Allen Carr’s Easyway4 45 0.2 [0.1–0.3]  0.5 [0.1–0.9] 
     
None of these 11,079 44.2 [43.5–44.9]  40.8 [38.2–43.4] 
     
CI, confidence interval. 
1 Not mutually exclusive; sorted from the most to least popular in 2023/24.  
2 Unweighted number of participants who reported using each aid. 
3 Up-to-date estimates of prevalence of the use of each aid among participants 
surveyed between January 2023 and June 2024 (n=1,642).  
4 Use of written self-help materials was assessed from March 2007, websites and 
Allen Carr’s Easyway from April 2008, e-cigarettes from July 2009, smartphone 
apps from February 2012, heated tobacco products from April 2016, and nicotine 
pouches from June 2021; use was imputed as 0 before this. 
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Figure 1.  Monthly prevalence of the use of smoking cessation aids in quit attempts in England 

* Digital support includes websites and smartphone apps.  ** Prescription medications include prescription nicotine replacement therapy, 
varenicline, and bupropion.  *** Novel nicotine products include heated tobacco products and nicotine pouches.  Corresponding figures showing 
data separately for each of these aids, and other aids not presented here (written self-help materials, telephone support, Allen Carr’s Easyway 
method, and hypnotherapy) are provided in Figure S1. 
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Associations with abstinence 

Overall, 17.7% [17.2-18.2%] of participants reported continuous abstinence from the start of their 

most recent quit attempt up to the time of the survey. Table 2 shows unadjusted self-reported quit 

rates and sequentially adjusted models testing associations between each cessation aid and 

abstinence. Unadjusted quit rates were highest among users of nicotine pouches (30.1%), followed 

by heated tobacco products (29.9%), smartphone apps (28.0%), e-cigarettes (23.9%), and 

websites (23.4%). 

Analyses that adjusted for use of other cessation aids, but no covariates (Model 1, Table 2) 

indicated that smokers who used heated tobacco products, nicotine pouches, smartphone apps, e-

cigarettes, and written self-help materials in their most recent quit attempt had higher odds of 

abstinence than those who did not use these cessation aids. Those who used bupropion, over-the-

counter NRT, websites, and prescription NRT had lower odds. Odds were similar for users vs. non-

users of varenicline, face-to-face behavioural support, telephone support, Allen Carr’s Easyway 

method, and hypnotherapy. 

After adjustment for sociodemographic variables, level of addiction, factors relating to the quit 

attempt, month and year of the survey, and mode of data collection, but excluding adjustment for 

other cessation aids (Model 2, Table 2), the odds of abstinence were higher among those who 

used heated tobacco products, e-cigarettes, varenicline, websites, face-to-face behavioural 

support, or prescription NRT, and lower among those who tried to quit unaided. A similar pattern of 

results was observed when use of other cessation aids was adjusted for (Model 3, Table 2).  

Figure 2 displays the fully adjusted results (Model 3), sorted by the odds ratio (OR) and by the 

lower 95% CI. In each case, the three aids associated with the highest odds of abstinence were e-

cigarettes (OR=1.95 [1.74-2.17]), varenicline (OR=1.80 [1.50-2.18]), and heated tobacco products 

(OR=2.37 [1.24-4.51]). While heated tobacco products had the largest OR, it also had the widest 

95% CI (on account of the small number of participants using this aid; n=72), meaning the size of 

the association was less certain. Positive associations were more modest for websites (OR=1.43 

[1.03-1.98]), prescription NRT (OR=1.33 [1.12-1.58]), and face-to-face behavioural support 

(OR=1.26 [1.01-1.58]). 

There was little evidence that the effectiveness of the different cessation aids (fully adjusted for use 

of other aids and covariates) differed by social grade (Table 2). The only exception was use of 

face-to-face behavioural support, which was associated with higher odds of abstinence among 
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those from less advantaged social grades (C2DE; fully adjusted OR=1.59 [1.19-2.14]) but similar 

odds of abstinence to non-use among those from more advantaged social grades (ABC1; fully 

adjusted OR=0.91 [0.65-1.29]; Table 2). 

Bayes factors based on results from the fully adjusted model (Table 2) indicated that there was 

evidence to suggest there was no association between abstinence and use (vs. non-use) of over-

the-counter NRT, face-to-face behavioural support for smokers from more advantaged social 

grades, written self-help materials, and hypnotherapy. The data were insensitive to detect 

associations between abstinence and use of nicotine pouches, bupropion, smartphone apps, 

telephone support, and Allen Carr’s Easyway method.
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Table 2. Associations of use of cessation aids with successful quitting 

Cessation aid used1 
Unadjusted quit 
rate, % [95% CI] 

Odds of quit success, OR [95% CI]   

Model 12 Model 23 Model 34 Interaction with 
social grade5 

Bayes 
factor6 

       
Non-prescription nicotine products       
   E-cigarettes 23.9 [22.6–25.3] 1.51 [1.38–1.65] 1.90 [1.70–2.11] 1.95 [1.74–2.17] 0.97 [0.79–1.18] - 
   Over-the-counter NRT 13.5 [12.5–14.4] 0.70 [0.63–0.76] 0.96 [0.87–1.06] 1.03 [0.93–1.15] 0.92 [0.76–1.13] 0.22 
   Nicotine pouches 30.1 [19.3–40.8] 1.74 [1.03–2.95] 1.45 [0.84–2.52] 1.21 [0.70–2.07] 0.55 [0.18–1.63] 0.95 
   Heated tobacco products 29.9 [18.3–41.5] 1.84 [1.06–3.23] 2.35 [1.25–4.42] 2.37 [1.24–4.51] 0.34 [0.09–1.36] - 
       
Prescription medications       
   Prescription NRT 15.0 [13.1–16.8] 0.82 [0.71–0.95] 1.33 [1.13–1.58] 1.33 [1.12–1.58] 0.85 [0.61–1.19] - 
   Varenicline 19.7 [17.2–22.2] 1.16 [0.99–1.37] 1.67 [1.39–2.00] 1.80 [1.50–2.18] 1.00 [0.70–1.44] - 
   Bupropion 11.0 [7.5–14.6] 0.59 [0.41–0.86] 1.14 [0.76–1.69] 1.11 [0.73–1.69] 1.23 [0.51–2.97] 0.68 
       
Behavioural support       
   Websites 23.4 [19.0–27.9] 0.73 [0.54–0.98] 1.62 [1.20–2.19] 1.43 [1.03–1.98] 1.68 [0.91–3.09] - 
   Smartphone apps 28.0 [21.0–34.9] 1.53 [1.06–2.20] 1.41 [0.92–2.16] 1.10 [0.71–1.71] 1.30 [0.56–2.98] 0.67 
   Written self-help materials 14.0 [10.5–17.4] 1.31 [1.00–1.70] 0.76 [0.55–1.04] 0.73 [0.53–1.00] 0.93 [0.50–1.74] 0.13 
   Face-to-face behavioural support 16.7 [14.2–19.3] 1.04 [0.86–1.26] 1.38 [1.11–1.71] 1.26 [1.01–1.58] 1.62 [1.05–2.50] - 
      Social grades ABC1 15.9 [12.1–19.8] 0.81 [0.60–1.09] 1.05 [0.76–1.45] 0.91 [0.65–1.29] - 0.28 
      Social grades C2DE 17.3 [13.8–20.7] 1.26 [0.98–1.62] 1.72 [1.30–2.27] 1.59 [1.19–2.14] - - 
   Telephone support 17.0 [11.4–22.6] 0.99 [0.65–1.49] 1.23 [0.79–1.93] 0.93 [0.58–1.50] 0.44 [0.17–1.14] 0.42 
   Allen Carr’s Easyway 13.1 [2.7–23.5] 0.68 [0.27–1.73] 0.82 [0.25–2.73] 0.73 [0.20–2.70] 0.64 [0.05–9.07] 0.71 
       
Alternative treatments       
   Hypnotherapy 14.5 [9.6–19.4] 0.80 [0.53–1.20] 0.81 [0.54–1.21] 0.79 [0.52–1.22] 1.91 [0.86–4.24] 0.26 
       
None of these 18.0 [17.3–18.8] - 0.67 [0.62–0.73] - - - 
       

CI, confidence interval.  NRT, nicotine replacement therapy.  OR, odds ratio. 
1 Sorted within categories from the most to least popular in 2023/24. 
2 Adjusted for use of all other cessation aids, but no covariates. 
3 Adjusted for covariates, but no other cessation aids. 
4 Fully adjusted for all cessation aids plus covariates. 
5 Higher ORs indicate greater effectiveness (and lower ORs indicate lower effectiveness) of the smoking cessation aid among those 
from less advantaged social grades (C2DE) compared with those from more advantaged social grades (ABC1). 
6 Bayes factors for non-significant associations in model 3, based on an expected effect size of OR=1.5. Values ≤1/3 support the null 
hypothesis (i.e., no difference in abstinence between use and non-use of the aid) and values between 1/3 and 3 suggest the data are 
insensitive. 
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Figure 2.  Fully adjusted associations between use of cessation aids and abstinence 
 

Data shown are the results of fully adjusted logistic regression models testing the association between use of a given aid and abstinence. 
Results for each individual aid are adjusted for use of all other cessation aids plus covariates (Model 3). Results for unaided quitting (i.e., 
‘none of these’) are adjusted for covariates (Model 2).   
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Discussion 

In England, many people who try to stop smoking do so without using any support. This is the least 

effective way to quit: our results show that after adjusting for their level of addiction and other 

features of their quit attempt, smokers who tried to quit unaided had around one-third lower odds of 

successfully quitting than those who used some form of support. 

As of 2023/24, the most commonly used smoking cessation aid was e-cigarettes, used in 40% of 

quit attempts. After adjusting for covariates and use of other aids, we found that quit attempts aided 

by e-cigarettes were more likely to be successful than those that did not. This is consistent with 

evidence from randomised controlled trials5,24 and previous real-world studies11,13 and provides 

further evidence that, in addition to being popular, e-cigarettes offer one of the most effective 

methods of quitting smoking. 

The next most popular aid in 2023/24 was over-the-counter NRT, used in 17% of quit attempts. 

While there is substantial trial evidence showing NRT to be an effective treatment4 (albeit less 

effective than e-cigarettes5), our data did not show any benefit of using over-the-counter NRT. We 

only found NRT to be associated with higher odds of success when it was obtained on prescription 

(which occurred much less frequently). This may be because when people buy NRT themselves, 

without any advice on how to use it effectively, they either do not use enough NRT or use it 

incorrectly.25,26 Evidence shows NRT is more effective for smoking cessation when used as a 

combination of a slow-release patch to suppress withdrawal symptoms and a fast-acting form (e.g., 

gum, lozenge, inhaler) to satisfy in-the-moment urges.8,27 

Other aids positively associated with success in quitting were heated tobacco products, varenicline, 

websites, and face-to-face behavioural support, but these were used much less frequently (<5% of 

quit attempts in 2023/24). Of these, the effect estimate was largest for heated tobacco products, 

which were used in <1% of quit attempts in 2023/24, but the 95% CI was wide on account of the 

small number of participants who reported using them. It will be important to update this analysis 

when more data are available to improve the precision of our estimate. 

Varenicline, which we found to be another of the most effective smoking cessation treatments, has 

not been available in England for several years. Its supply was paused in July 2021 after its 

manufacturer, Pfizer, detected higher than acceptable levels of nitrosamine impurities in the drug (a 

generic version of varenicline is available in some countries and is planned to be launched in late 

2024 in the UK).28 The shortfall in varenicline use has not been offset by increases in the use of 
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other prescription medications (NRT and bupropion).28 Even if it had, these medications appear to 

be less effective for helping people quit so they do not provide a like-for-like replacement.8 Cytisine, 

a similar compound to varenicline, started to be supplied on prescription via smoking cessation 

services from January 2024. Trial evidence suggests it is likely to be similarly effective to 

varenicline and e-cigarettes.8 We have been collecting data in the Smoking Toolkit Study on use of 

cytisine in quit attempts since April 2022 (prior to 2024, it was possible to buy it online or bring it 

into the UK from overseas) but there are not yet sufficient numbers of participants using cytisine to 

provide an estimate of its real-world effectiveness (n=9 as of June 2024). We aim to look at this in 

future when sample size allows. 

Websites and smartphone apps have become more popular as quitting aids since 2020. This 

increase in the use of digital support coincided with the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic and may 

have been the result of people being less able to access in-person support,29,30 or less willing to go 

to pharmacies or shops to buy products such as NRT or e-cigarettes. In our previous analysis,11 

which included data up to 2018, we found use of websites was associated with greater odds of 

quitting successfully among smokers from less (but not more) advantaged social grades. The 

present analysis showed a different pattern: increased odds of quitting among people who used 

websites compared with those who did not, with no evidence to suggest this association differed by 

social grade. This may potentially reflect changes in the profile of smokers using websites to quit in 

more recent years (as prevalence has increased), or improvements in the quality of information and 

support provided by the websites people are using.  

This study is the first time we have examined the real-world effectiveness of smartphone apps. Our 

results did not show a clear benefit: while app use was associated with increased odds of success 

in partially adjusted models, the association was much smaller when we adjusted both for 

covariates and for use of other aids. Trial evidence on apps is also inconclusive.31–33 It is likely that 

effectiveness varies according to apps’ content34 and the extent to which they employ evidence-

based behaviour change techniques. 

Use of face-to-face behavioural support was associated with greater quit success among those 

from less advantaged social grades, but there was no association among those who were more 

advantaged. This was the only aid for which we observed a clear moderating effect of 

socioeconomic position. In England, this type of support is typically delivered by free-to-use, local 

authority-commissioned stop smoking services. These usually offer a combination of behavioural 

support and pharmacotherapy (e.g., varenicline, NRT, bupropion or in some services e-cigarettes); 
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any benefits of the pharmacotherapy provided are accounted for in our models by adjustment for 

use of other aids. The difference in effectiveness by social grade may indicate that 

pharmacotherapy is sufficient for helping more advantaged smokers to stop smoking, but that for 

those who are less advantaged, face-to-face behavioural support adds value in terms of further 

increasing quit rates. Qualitative research with smokers of different socioeconomic positions who 

have used stop smoking services may be useful to gain insight into the elements people find most 

helpful. 

There was not clear evidence of a benefit of any other aid, but some analyses were inconclusive. 

Although our overall sample size was large, some aids were used rarely across the entire period 

(bupropion, telephone support, and Allen Carr’s Easyway method) and some only started to 

become more popular late in the period (smartphone apps and nicotine pouches). As a result, there 

were only small numbers of users of these aids in our sample, which were not sufficient to draw 

firm conclusions. There is currently little evidence on the effectiveness of nicotine pouches,35 

although their popularity appears to be rising quickly. Evidence on smartphone apps is also limited 

and findings are mixed (as outlined above).31–33 However, trials suggest bupropion, telephone 

support, and Allen Carr’s Easyway method increase quit rates under controlled trial conditions.8,36–

39 Bayes factors indicated our data were insensitive to detect benefits of these five aids, meaning 

we need to collect more data to determine how effective they are in the real world. Our findings 

were clearer for written self-help materials and hypnotherapy: the data suggested using these aids 

was not associated with increased success in quitting. The lack of a clear benefit of written self-help 

materials contradicts trial evidence that shows that when no other support is available, using written 

self-help materials can increase quit rates.40 In our sample, around half of those who used written 

self-help materials (48.9%; 208/425) also used at least one other aid, which may account for some 

of the difference in results. 

Strengths of this study include the representative sample, assessment of a wide range of smoking 

cessation aids, and adjustment for important confounders (e.g., level of addiction). There were also 

limitations. First, our outcome was based on self-reports of continuous abstinence, with no fixed 

duration required to determine success. As such, the definition of successful quitting varied across 

participants depending on how long ago their most recent past-year quit attempt started. This could 

potentially have caused us to overestimate success rates associated with aids that have become 

more popular very recently (e.g., nicotine pouches), if quit attempts involving these aids occurred 

closer to the time of the survey. Secondly, use of some aids was not assessed consistently across 

the entire period, so values were imputed with 0 in waves before data were collected. However, this 
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is unlikely to have had a substantial impact on the results, given the aids that were introduced later 

in the period had very low prevalence before we started assessing them (e.g., e-cigarettes, heated 

tobacco products, nicotine pouches). Thirdly, as outlined above, although our overall sample size 

was large, analyses of some aids that were used more rarely were limited by small samples. This is 

therefore an analysis that will need to be updated again when more data are available. Finally, we 

only considered the effectiveness of aids for cessation and not other factors that may be important 

to consider when making decisions about which aid to use in a quit attempt (e.g., potential harms). 

In conclusion, while a range of effective smoking cessation aids are available in England, many 

people try to quit either using less effective forms of support or none at all. Quit success rates could 

be improved by encouraging people to use more effective methods.  
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