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ABSTRACT 

Background: Passive smoking, also known as involuntary or secondhand smoking, is a substantial 

public severe health concern, leading to illness, disability, and death. The attitude, practice, and 

knowledge of students towards passive smoking have not been adequately addressed in Nigeria. 

Therefore, this study aimed to investigate the attitude, practice, and knowledge of passive smoking 

among undergraduate students at the University of Abuja.  

Methods: This cross-sectional study employed a multi-stage sampling technique to include 355 students 

at the University of Abuja, Nigeria. A self-completed questionnaire was utilized to gather information on 

socio-demographics, attitudes regarding passive smoking, practice of passive smoke exposure, and 

awareness of passive smoking. 

Results: Exposure to passive smoke was reported by 60.4% of the participants, 80.6% exhibited a solid 

comprehension of passive smoking, and most of the participants (98.9%) had a positive attitude towards 

passive smoking. Characteristics such as level of study and age were identified as statistically significant, 

showing p-values of 0.000 and 0.001, respectively. 

Conclusion: Our study highlights that even though students at the University of Abuja exhibit a 

commendable level of knowledge and a positive attitude toward passive smoking prevention, the high 

prevalence of exposure indicates a significant gap between awareness and practice. Therefore, university 

authorities in Nigeria should develop educational initiatives to decrease exposure to passive smoke and 

establish control policies towards mitigating exposure to passive smoking among students in Nigerian 

universities. 

Keywords: Passive smoke, students, health effects, smoke laws, Nigeria 
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INTRODUCTION 

Smoking involves inhaling the smoke produced by burning tobacco found in cigars, cigarettes, and pipes. 

It is the leading cause of preventable illness and early mortality worldwide, with around 1.3 billion 

individuals engaging in the habit, predominantly in developing nations, where roughly 80% of smokers 

reside.1 Previous studies on tobacco use in Nigeria indicated that the smoking prevalence was 31.9% in 

certain urban areas and 17.6% in selected rural regions. 2 A recent survey conducted in Osogbo, Osun 

State, found that 8.7% of participants were current smokers. 3 Additionally, It is estimated that 

approximately 207,000 children in the United Kingdom take up smoking each year. 4 

Passive smoking, also known as involuntary or secondhand smoking, occurs when someone breathes in 

smoke produced by burning tobacco products or exhaled by someone who smokes. Annually, 600,000 

morbidities are recorded as a result of exposure of non-smokers to passive smoking globally.5 This 

exposure is estimated to have led to approximately 21,400 deaths from lung cancer, 165,000 from lower 

respiratory infections, 36,900 from asthma, and 379,000 from ischemic heart disease.6 In 2004, 

worldwide, around 40% of children, 33% of male non-smokers and 35% of female non-smokers were 

involved in secondhand smoke.5 The diseases that lead to death as a result of passive smoking include 

respiratory infections and asthma in children, as well as conditions like ischemic heart disease, lung 

cancer, and asthma, amounting to a disease burden equivalent to 10.9 million years of life adjusted for 

disability (DALYs) according to WHO.7  A complex mixture of chemicals is generated from the burning 

and smoking of tobacco, and these chemicals result in some adverse health outcomes, including 

respiratory and cardiovascular diseases and some cancer types.8 Moreover, they can worsen preexisting 

conditions like asthma.8 The smoke that emanates from a burning cigarette is termed “sidestream 

smoke,” whereas exhaled smoke is called exhaled mainstream smoke, and both of them are collectively 

often termed environmental tobacco smoke (ETS) or secondhand smoke (SHS).9 When the residues of 

secondhand smoke that stick to indoor dust and surfaces or just lying around are reemitted into the air, it 

is referred to as thirdhand smoke.10 Passive smoking comprises both secondhand smoking (SHS) and 

thirdhand smoking (THS). Friends and families of smokers are exposed to passive smoking.  

Furthermore, children and pregnant women are at risk of developing adverse health conditions from 

passive smoking.8 Globally, people are affected by the harmful effects of smoking either directly by 

smoking themselves or indirectly by being exposed to it as others smoke. Therefore, it is crucial to 

emphasize the prevention of passive smoking because people exposed might not know the harmful 

effects or might not be able to control the air pollution.  

Tobacco stands as the primary preventable cause of death across the globe.11 Cigarette smoking has 

emerged as a significant public health issue more than at any other time in history.12 The World Health 

Organization (WHO) estimates that approximately 1.3 billion individuals worldwide use tobacco products, 

with 80% of these individuals residing in countries with low and middle incomes, which are frequently 
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targeted by tobacco marketing and interference.8 Consequently, a great deal of tobacco products are 

consumed in developing countries, making air pollution with tobacco products a major concern. There are 

common misconceptions about passive smoking. Quite a number of people believe that while smoking 

bothers other people, it is not dangerous, poses no health hazards to other people, and does not affect 

one’s children.13 The United States Centre for Disease Control (CDC) has debunked these wrong ideas.13 

Tobacco smoke comprises over 7,000 chemical substances and compounds, which are either vapour or 

solids,14 with at least 70 of these substances identified as carcinogenic.15 These substances include 

nicotine, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, nitrated PAH, benzo[a]pyrene, thiocyanate, nitrolactones, and 

chrysene.14 The danger of smoking and inhaling cigarette smoke stems from the compounds in the 

cigarette, some in the tobacco, and some due to combustion.15 All cigarettes are dangerous and have no 

safe amounts, and exposure to them can cause both immediate and long-term consequences.15  

University students are easily exposed to passive smoke because the school environment comprises 

varying populations, including friends, acquaintances, and teaching and non-teaching staff. Students face 

several challenges during their stay at the university, and it is not uncommon for them to turn to smoking 

and exposing other students to passive smoking. Some students also smoke in the hostels, classrooms, 

and gatherings, putting other non-smokers at risk. The early years at the university mark the initiation 

period of smoking.11 These students have a higher risk of future smoking than their age mates not 

attending universities.16 To attract university students to smoke, the tobacco industry targets explicitly 

their promotions at bars, clubs, and beer parlours close to university campuses, and most of these 

universities do not have a comprehensive ban on smoking.16 The likelihood of smoking among university 

students is heavily influenced by unsafe behaviors, including marijuana use, having multiple sexual 

partners, alcoholism, cultism, poor academic performance, stress, and depression.17 These factors 

expose other students to passive smoking from students who smoke because they hang out with 

students involved in such activities in classrooms, hostels, and other places on campus. 

Smoking is addressed by the WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco Control (WHO FCTC), a treaty 

grounded in evidence that emphasizes everyone's entitlement to optimal health. This treaty was created 

as a response to the global tobacco crisis.18 Nigeria officially joined the WHO FCTC on January 18, 

2006.19 Some of the regulations surrounding tobacco use include the prohibition of smoking in areas free 

from smoke, prohibiting tobacco advertising, sponsorships,  and promotions, the requirement of text-only 

warnings on tobacco packaging and labelling, the regulation and disclosure of cigarette contents, and 

restrictions on sales (such as prohibiting the sale of single cigarettes, small packs, and internet sales).18,19  

All over the world, enhancing knowledge, practices, and attitudes is regarded as a key strategy for 

minimizing exposure to passive smoking.20 Low index of knowledge, practice, and attitude of passive 

smoking is observed among young people,21 who make up a bulk of the university students’ population. 

University students are exposed to passive smoking because of their environment, which increases their 
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chances of coming close to persons who smoke. Little is known about passive smoking and associated 

health hazards among university students in the northern region of Nigeria and the University of Abuja. 

Hence, this study aimed to assess the attitude, practice, and knowledge of passive smoking among 

undergraduate students at the University of Abuja.  

METHODS 

Study design 

The study used a descriptive cross-sectional design. Planned dates for data collection were over the 

period of approximately 2 months, from 2021-06-1 to 2021-07-30. The first reported response was 

recorded on 2021-06-1, while the last recorded response was on 2021-07-30. 

Ethical Approval 

All participants were adults and provided informed consent before participation. An information sheet 

detailing the study objectives and participants' rights was provided. Ethics approval was obtained from the 

committee responsible for health research ethics at the University of Abuja Teaching Hospital, and 

permission was also granted by the University's Students’ Affairs Division. 

 

Study setting 

The study took place at the University of Abuja, located in Gwagwalada. Gwagwalada is one of the six 

local government areas of the Federal Capital Territory (FCT), Nigeria. The University of Abuja, 

established on January 1, 1988, following the amendments made to Decree No. 110 of 1992, is a public 

tertiary institution offering conventional and distance learning programs. 

Study population and sampling method 

The study population consists of regular undergraduate students enrolled in academic programs at the 

University of Abuja. In total, partial or complete responses were captured from 341 individuals. The 

flowchart for participation in the study is shown in Figure 1. The study employed a multistage sampling 

method. In the initial phase, a stratified sampling technique was used to group the colleges/faculties in the 

University into eleven (11) strata. In the second stage, simple random sampling was utilized by way of 

balloting without replacement to select eight (8) colleges/faculties out of the eleven. The third stage 

involved a random sampling of approximately the same number of students from the selected 

colleges/faculties. 

Inclusion criteria 
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Regular undergraduate students enrolled in academic programs at the University of Abuja. 

Exclusion criteria 

Non-regular undergraduate students and all postgraduate students enrolled in academic programs at the 

University of Abuja were excluded. 

Sample Size Calculation 

The sample size was determined using the Leslie-Kish formula: 

n0=Z2pq/d2, Where; 

n0 = the necessary sample size overall 

Z = the Z-score associated with the specified confidence level (1.96 is the Z-score for a 95% confidence 

level) 

p = the point prevalence of passive smoking in undergraduate students from previous studies and was 

taken to be 69.9% (0.70). 

q = 1 - p represents the probability of the outcome not occurring. 

d = is the margin of error set at 0.05  

n0 = [(1.96)^2 * 0.70 * (1 - 0.70)] / (0.05)^2 = 322.56 ≈ 323. 

 

Taking into account a 10% non-response rate, the final sample size was adjusted to 355 participants. 

Data collection tool 

Information was collected through a semi-structured, pre-tested, self-administered questionnaire 

comprising four sections: Section A: Collected sociodemographic information. Section B: Assessed 

participants' knowledge of passive smoking through 9 questions. A total score of 9 was possible, with 

scores of 5 or higher considered indicative of good knowledge. Section C: Measured students' attitudes 

toward passive smoking using a 7-item, 5-point Likert scale. Scores of 18 or higher indicated a positive 

attitude. Section D: Evaluated the practice of passive smoking among respondents. 

Data Management and Analysis 

Analysis of the data was performed using IBM SPSS version 23.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA). 

Categorical variables were summarized through frequencies and percentages, while continuous variables 
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were reported as means along with standard deviations. A p-value of less than 0.05 was regarded as 

statistically significant, corresponding to a 95% confidence interval and a 5% margin of error. Chi-square 

tests were utilized to examine associations among dependent variables. 

RESULTS 

A flowchart illustrated the study's outcomes on the knowledge, attitudes, and practices regarding passive 

smoking among undergraduate students of the University of Abuja, Nigeria. A total of 355 questionnaires 

were administered for the study, of which 14 were discarded due to errors and incomplete responses, 

resulting in a response rate of 96.06%. Ultimately, 341 questionnaires were analysed, which equalled the 

calculated sample size. 

Table 1 showed that most respondents were aged 21─25, with 163 respondents (47.8%). The mean age 

was 21.33±2.6 years. Additionally, there were 189 female respondents (55.4%) compared to 152 males 

(44.6%). Most respondents identified as Christian, with 281 (82.4%), while 58 (17%) identified as Muslim. 

Most respondents were Yoruba, totalling 90 (22.6%), while Hausa and Igbo respondents were 9 (7.9%) 

and 87 (25.5%), respectively. Most respondents were single, comprising 326 (95.6%), while 13 (3.8%) 

were married. Second-year (200L) students made up a substantial portion of the responses, with 109 

(32.0%), and most respondents were from the Faculty of Science, totalling 77 (22.6%). 

Table 2 showed that the respondents' knowledge level was analysed using nine questions on knowledge. 

For each respondent, a score of one was allocated for a 'yes' response and zero for a 'no' or 'I don’t know' 

answer. For other questions with only one correct answer, as opposed to 'yes,' 'no,' and 'I don’t know,' the 

correct answer was scored one, while the two incorrect answers were scored zero. A score of five and 

above denoted good knowledge, while a score below five denoted poor knowledge. The majority of the 

respondents had good knowledge (80.6%). 

Table 3 showed the frequency of positive statements used to assess respondents’ attitudes towards 

passive smoking, employing a 7-item, 5-point Likert-type question a scale that varied from strongly 

disagree (score of 1) to strongly agree (score of 5). The mode of the participants for each question was 

generated, depicting the most frequent responses for each item. The mean of the various items was 

calculated, and those below the average indicated a poor attitude, while those above the average 

indicated a good attitude. 

Table 4 showed the responses to smoking practices. The responses to the practice questions were 

scored with values of 1, 2, and 3 for ‘never,’ ‘sometimes,’ and ‘frequently,’ respectively, except for 

questions 1, 20, 21, 22, and 23. In question 1, a response of ‘yes’ was scored as 3, while ‘no’ and ‘I don’t 

know’ were each scored as 1. In question 20, the hours of exposure to passive smoke were graded as 

follows: 0─1 h (1), 2─4 h (2), and 58 h (3). In question 21, a response of ‘yes’ received a score of 3, while 
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‘no’ and ‘I don’t smoke’ were scored as 1. In questions 22 and 23, scores were assigned to responses as 

1, 2, and 3 for ‘frequently,’ ‘sometimes,’ and ‘never,’ respectively. Overall, 55.7% of the respondents 

reported living with or relating to people who actively smoked, exposing them to passive smoke. 

Approximately 9.4% believed they were frequently exposed to passive smoke. About 8.5% of the 

respondents frequently went out to bars to socialize, and around 5.9% spent as much as 5─8 h in those 

bars. Additionally, 11.1% of the respondents separated themselves from others, and 5.3% frequently 

disposed of smoke residues to reduce their chances of exposure to passive smoke from those who 

smoked. Just over 11.4% of the respondents observed that people who smoked around them frequently 

disposed of their smoke residues, while 13.8% reported coming into contact with smoke residues. 

Table 5 showed varying levels of attitude, knowledge, and practice regarding passive smoking among 

respondents. Most respondents demonstrated good knowledge, with 275 respondents (80.6%) exhibiting 

this understanding, while 66 respondents (19.4%) exhibited poor knowledge. Most respondents had a 

positive attitude towards passive smoking, totalling 337 respondents (98.8%), compared to only 4 (1.3%) 

with a negative attitude. In terms of practice, 206 respondents (60.4%) reported being exposed to passive 

smoking, while 135 respondents (39.6%) identified as unexposed. 

Table 6 showed the cross-tabulation of knowledge, attitude, and practice regarding passive smoking 

against age, level of study, and gender, along with the respective chi-square (χ²) values and p-values. 

Statistically significant relationships were identified between knowledge and the level of study (p < 0.05), 

indicating that knowledge of passive smoking increased with the level of study. Additionally, a significant 

association was observed between attitude towards passive smoking and age (p < 0.05), suggesting that 

attitudes improved with increasing age. No significant correlations were identified between the practice of 

passive smoking and the assessed demographic variables. 

DISCUSSION 

This study aimed to investigate the attitude, knowledge, and practice of passive smoking among 

undergraduate students at the University of Abuja. The demographic characteristics of the respondents 

are presented in Table 1, indicates that the majority of participants were aged 21─25 years, with an 

average age of 21.33 ± 2.6 years. This is consistent with earlier studies conducted in Eastern Nigeria, 

where a comparable age distribution was observed among students.22 This young demographic is 

particularly relevant, as younger individuals are often more experimental and may be more susceptible to 

passive smoke exposure, raising concerns about their health outcomes. 

The gender distribution revealed a higher proportion of female respondents (55.4%) compared to males 

(44.6%). This trend is consistent with findings from other studies,22 suggesting that female students may 

be more willing to participate in such research. Additionally, our findings revealed that most respondents 
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were single, with a significant number of second-year students (32%), which contrasts with previous 

studies that found varying distributions across different academic years.22,23 

In terms of knowledge, the study found that 80.6% of respondents demonstrated a solid understanding of 

passive smoking and its health consequences, as detailed in Table 2. This is consistent with studies 

conducted among undergraduate students in other countries,24,25 indicating a global trend of heightened 

awareness among students regarding the dangers of secondhand smoke. Such awareness may stem 

from substantial public health campaigns promoting smoking cessation and educating the public about 

the risks associated with both smoking and passive exposure, particularly in developed countries 

The respondents exhibited overwhelmingly positive attitudes, with 98.8% expressing a desire to avoid 

passive smoke exposure (Table 3). This indicates a promising trend in student perceptions toward 

tobacco control. However, it is essential to highlight that positive attitudes do not compulsorily translate 

into behavioural changes, as evidenced by the 60.4% prevalence of reported passive smoke exposure 

(Table 5). Similar findings were reported in a study among women at two universities in Jordan.24 

However, this contrasts with another study where the prevalence of passive smoke exposure was 

reported to be 38.8% among non-smoking adults in Nigeria. Additionally, it differs from a research study 

carried out with medical students in Turkey.25 The discrepancy between knowledge and practice reflects a 

common gap observed in tobacco control literature, where a majority of respondents agreed that tobacco 

smoke poses a threat to the health of non-smokers and contributes to heart disease, triggers asthma 

attacks, and can lead to lung cancer.24, 26, 27 This emphasizes the need for targeted behavioural 

interventions. The significant correlation between knowledge and academic level, highlighted in Table 6, 

underscores the value of educational interventions as students’ progress in their studies. Our findings 

suggest that as students advance academically, their understanding of the adverse effects of passive 

smoking increases. 

The high exposure rate to passive smoke among respondents raises concerns about the effectiveness of 

existing tobacco control measures in Nigeria. Despite legislation aimed at regulating the consumption of 

tobacco and exposure to tobacco smoke, as outlined in the WHO FCTC,28 our findings suggest that 

implementation remains inadequate, contributing to continued passive smoke exposure among university 

students. This is particularly alarming given the well-documented health risks associated with 

secondhand smoke, including respiratory diseases and cardiovascular conditions. 

Our study's limitations include potential recall bias, as the data relied on self-reported questionnaires, 

which may lead to inaccuracies in reporting exposure levels. Furthermore, social desirability bias may 

have influenced respondents to provide answers they deemed more socially acceptable, rather than their 

true experiences. These limitations must be acknowledged, as they may affect the reliability of the results. 
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The generalizability of these findings may extend beyond the University of Abuja, offering insights 

applicable to other universities and similar educational settings in Nigeria and other developing countries. 

However, variations in local cultural practices, regulatory environments, and public health initiatives must 

be considered when extrapolating these results to broader populations. 

In conclusion, while the students at the University of Abuja exhibit a commendable level of knowledge 

and a positive attitude toward passive smoking prevention, the high prevalence of exposure indicates a 

significant gap between awareness and practice. To address this, effective public health strategies are 

essential. These should include comprehensive tobacco control policies, educational campaigns, and 

strict enforcement of smoke-free regulations in public spaces. Collaborative initiatives between university 

authorities and student organizations, such as the Tobacco Free Club (TFC-Uniabuja), can further 

enhance awareness and participation in tobacco prevention efforts. These measures are vital for 

safeguarding the health of non-smokers and advancing a smoke-free future in Nigeria. 
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Table 1:  Sociodemographic Characteristics of Respondents  

Variable Frequency (%) 

Age (Years)  

15─20 156 (45.7) 

21─25 163 (47.8) 

26─30 19 (5.6) 

31─35 3 (0.9) 

Mean±S.D 21.33±2.6 

Gender  

Male 152 (44.6) 

Female 189 (55.4) 

Religion  

Christianity 281 (82.4) 

Islam 58 (17) 

Others 2 (0.6) 

Ethnicity  

Hausa 27 (7.9) 

Fulani 9 (2.6) 

Igbo 87 (25.5) 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 26, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.24.24317480doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.24.24317480
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


16 

 

Yoruba 90 (26.4) 

Ebira 24 (7.0) 

Gbagyi 4 (1.2) 

Igala 15 (4.4) 

Nupe  9 (2.6) 

Idoma 26 (7.6) 

Others 50 (14.7) 

Marital Status  

Single 326 (95.6) 

Married 13 (3.8) 

Divorced 2 (0.6) 

Level of Study  

100L 29 (8.5) 

200L 109 (32.0) 

300L 84 (24.6) 

400L 75 (22.0) 

500L 27 (7.9) 

600L 17 (5.0) 

College/Faculty  
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Arts 40 (11.7) 

Agricultural Science 12 (3.5) 

Engineering  22 (6.5) 

Health Science 37 (10.9) 

Law 38 (11.1) 

Management Science  29 (8.5) 

Science 77 (22.6) 

Veterinary Science 24 (7.0) 

Social Science 62 (18.2) 
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Table 2:  Knowledge of Passive Smoking  

Variable Frequency (%) 

Awareness of passive smoking  

Yes 238 (69.8) 

No 88 (25.8) 

I don’t know 11 (3.2) 

Knowledge of Secondhand smoking (SHS) 

Involuntary inhalation of smoke from another person’s cigarette 295 (86.5) 

Smoking cigarettes 17 (5) 

Drinking and smoking simultaneously  23 (6.7) 

Knowledge of Thirdhand smoking (THS)  

Smoke residues on walls/ceilings and other places 187 (54.8) 

Smoke entering homes through the window  61 (17.9) 

Smoking cigarettes already smoked by someone 75 (22.0) 

Knowledge of the risk of exposure to passive smoking and its effects 
associated with living with smokers 

 

Yes 255 (74.8) 

No  58 (17.0) 

I don’t know 25 (7.3) 

Knowledge of the risk of exposure of passive smoking and its effects  
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associated with staying in environments where people smoke 

Yes 263 (77.1) 

No 54 (15.8) 

I don’t know 23 (6.7) 

Awareness of the harmful nature of smoke residues  

Yes 229 (67.2) 

No 73 (21.4) 

I don’t know 38 (11.1) 

Awareness of inhaling someone else’s smoke and contact with residues 
resulting in serious health problems 

 

Yes 271 (79.5) 

No 51 (15.0) 

I don’t know 19 (5.6) 

Knowledge of exposure to passive smoking as a cause of cough, itchy eyes 
and unpleasant smell 

Yes 

 

261 (76.5) 

 

No 62 (18.2) 

I don’t know 18 (5.3) 

Knowledge of passive smoking as a cause of respiratory diseases, heart 
diseases and cancers 

 

Yes 249 (73.0) 
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No 66 (19.4) 

I don’t know  25 (7.3) 
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Table 3: Frequency of Response to Attitude Questions  

S/N VARIABLES SA(5) A(4) I(3) D(2) SD(1) MEAN 

1 Knowledge of passive smoking and its 
associated health effects is important to 
you  

175 

(875) 

148 

(592) 

16 

(48) 

1 

(2) 

0 

(0) 

4.45 

2 People should not smoke where others are 
because it exposes them to passive smoke 

181 

(905) 

142 

(568) 

14 

(42) 

1 

(2) 

2 

(2) 

4.45 

3 Passive smoking leads to health problems 
like cancers, heart and respiratory 
problems 

143 

(715) 

163 

(652) 

27 

(81) 

6 

(12) 

1 

(1) 

4.28 

4 Reducing exposure to passive smoking 
can be best achieved by developing 
programs for persons who smoke (such as 
tobacco free clubs) 

124 

(620) 

169 

(676) 

40 

(120) 

2 

(4) 

2 

(2) 

4.17 

5 Banning smoking in public places can help 
curtail the excesses of passive smoking 

163 

(815) 

130 

(520) 

36 

(108) 

10 

(20) 

1 

(1) 

4.29 

6 People that violate ban on smoking in 
public places should be sanctioned 

147 

(735) 

135 

(540) 

45 

(135) 

9 

(18) 

4 

(4) 

4.20 

7 Convincing people around you to quit 
smoking is a way of preventing passive 
smoking  

143 

(715) 

153 

(612) 

38 

(114) 

2 

(4) 

4 

(4) 

4.25 

SA = Strongly Agree, A = Agree, I = Indifferent, D = Disagree, SD = Strongly Disagree 
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Table 4: Practice of Passive Smoking 

S/N Passive Smoking Practices Never (%) Sometimes 
(%) 

Frequently (%) 

1 Frequency of exposure to passive smoking 
in offices, hostels, homes or off-campus 
apartments 

Yes (%) 

190 (55.7%) 

 

No (%) 

87 (25.5%) 

I don’t know 
(%) 

63 (18.8%) 

 

2 Frequency of exposure to passive smoking 
from others smoking 

75 (22%) 186 (54.5%) 32 (9.4%) 

3 Frequency of going to bars to socialize  134 (39.3%) 175 (51.3) 29 (8.5%) 

4 Hours spent in bars 0-1 

80 (23.5%) 

2-4 

142 (41.6%) 

5-8 

20 (5.9%) 

5 Practice of separating oneself from others 
while smoking to reduce their chances of 
being exposed to passive smoking  

Yes 

38 (11.1%) 

No 

46 (13.5%) 

I don’t smoke 

242 (71.3) 

6 Frequency of disposing residues among 
those who smoke  

67 (19.6%) 43 (12.6%) 18 (5.3%) 

7 Frequency of others disposing their 
residues among those exposed to passive 
smoking 

72 (21.1%) 192 (56.3%) 39 (11.4%) 

8 Practice of contact with smoke residues 62 (18.2%) 219 (64.2%) 47 (13.8%) 
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Table 5: Knowledge, Attitudes, and Practices Regarding Passive Smoking among Respondents 

Variable 
 

Frequency (%) 
 

Knowledge of passive smoking  
Good knowledge   

275 (80.6) 

Poor knowledge 
 

66 (19.4) 
 

Attitude towards passive smoking  
Negative attitude 

 

4 (1.3) 
 

Positive attitude 
 

337 (98.8) 
 

Level of practice of passive smoking  
Exposed 

 

206 (60.4) 
 

Unexposed 
 

135 (39.6) 
 

 

  

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 26, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.24.24317480doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.24.24317480
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


24 

 

Table 6: Associations of Age, Level of Study, and Gender with Knowledge, Attitude, and Practice 
of Passive Smoking 

Variable 
 

χ² 
 

P value 
 

Knowledge against age 1.725 0.631 

Knowledge against level of study 26.832 0.000* 

Knowledge against gender 3.293 0.070 

Attitude against age 39.113 0.001* 

Attitude against level of study  3.226 0.665 

Attitude against gender                                    0.048 0.826 

Level of practice against age 11.254 0.794 

Level of practice against level of study 8.913 0.113 

Level of practice against gender 7.358 0.007 

*Statistically Significant (p-value < 0.05) 
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Figure 1: Flowchart of Study Participation and Response Analysis 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Total Questionnaires Administered: 355 

Questionnaires Analysed: 341 

Errors/Incomplete: 14 

Valid Questionnaires: 341 

Response Rate: 96.06% 
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