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Abstract 
Background: The majority of Indonesian smokers are men and those who are 
married nearly always have a non-smoking wife (i.e. single-smoker couples). Pre-
vious studies have suggested that Indonesian women dislike smoking. However, 
contesting their husbands’ smoking could be seen as disrespectful. In this study, 
we examine whether, and if so how, wives employ social control tactics to change 
their husbands’ smoking and how the smokers perceive the tactics.

Method: In-depth interviews (N = 12) with five single-smoker couples (N = 10 
individual interviews) and two non-smoking wives of smokers (N = 2) were con-
ducted in Jogjakarta, Indonesia. We used a social control framework and thematic 
analysis approach to analyse the transcribed interviews.

Results: Three themes emerged from smokers and their wives: (1) although the 
wives know that smoking is bad, they have to tolerate it, (2) wives and their hus-
bands find it important to maintain harmony, and (3) their family’s needs serve as 
common ground. All the wives interviewed exerted social control to some degree, 
especially when they were pregnant or had children. Smokers reacted positively 
to social control and agreed to child-related house rules, but not to requests to 
give up smoking.

Conclusion: Wives do exert social control and smokers are willing to accommo-
date and adapt their smoking. However, wives’ influence on smoking may be 
limited in Indonesia, and focusing on managing their husbands’ smoking at home 
rather than overall smoking might be more fruitful. 

Keywords: smoking, spouses, Indonesia, social control, health behaviour
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Introduction

Indonesia has the highest prevalence of male smokers in the world, where 62.9% of men 
smoke daily, compared with only 4.8% of women (1). While an overall decrease in smok-
ing is taking place across the world, most countries will not achieve the WHO’s target of 
a 30% reduction in tobacco use by 2025 (2). Smoking rates are even expected to increase 
in some developing countries, such as Burkina Faso, Pakistan and Indonesia (3). In 2010, 
31% of men smoked in Burkina Faso and 38% in Pakistan, and this is expected to increase 
to 49% and 45% respectively by 2025 (3). The projection for Indonesia is even higher, at 
87.2% for men in 2025 (3). 

Indonesia has a long history of growing and trading tobacco (4), which has led to smok-
ing being extensively linked to cultural practices. Smoking in Indonesia serves many 
purposes, from socialising and signifying maturity and masculinity to emotion regu-
lation (5). However, smoking is generally only acceptable for men, and there is strong 
cultural disapproval of women smoking (4). Although it is more acceptable for ‘modern’ 
women in urban areas to smoke (4,5), female smokers in Indonesia risk being considered 
‘bad girls’ or ill-mannered (6).

Considering the proportion of male and female smokers in Indonesia (7), the majori-
ty of married male smokers have non-smoking wives, with whom they form so-called 
single-smoker couples (8). Research among Western smokers has shown that having a 
non-smoking spouse is associated with a higher intention to stop smoking (9) and a 
greater chance of actually stopping (10). Having a non-smoking spouse may influence 
smoking behaviour because non-smoking spouses are more supportive of attempts to 
stop than smoking spouses are (11). There have also been suggestions that non-smok-
ing spouses are likely to try to change their spouses’ smoking behaviour (12,13). This 
is referred to as social control, which is defined as an interaction that involves explicit 
attempts to regulate, influence and constrain the other’s behaviour (14). Social control 
has been proposed as one of the mechanisms that could explain the benefits of marriage 
on health (15). 

However, the positive association between having a non-smoking spouse and stopping 
smoking does not seem to apply to Indonesian and other Asian smokers. In countries 
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such as Bangladesh, China and Timor-Leste, the ratio of male to female smokers reaches 
over 10:1 (16,17), suggesting that single-smoker couples are also common in these coun-
tries. However, studies among Bangladeshi and Saudi smokers have shown that being 
married does not predict smoking cessation (18,19). Studies among Chinese smokers 
have suggested that non-smoking wives have a limited influence on smoking cessation, 
and report that smokers ignore their wives’ interventions to make them stop smoking 
(20). While the smokers accepted smoking restriction rules when their wives were preg-
nant (12), only a quarter quit smoking (21). 

Despite the high number of smokers and the high acceptability of smoking among In-
donesian men, many Indonesian women do not have a favourable view of smoking and 
report preferring a partner who does not smoke (22). As women also function as carers 
of their families’ health (4), it is reasonable to think that they would try to challenge or 
change their husbands’ smoking behaviour. There is a lack of attention to wives and 
other social factors in Indonesian smoking studies. However, one study reported that 
the majority of wives disapprove of their husbands’ smoking inside the house and ask 
them not to do so (23). Unfortunately, their requests are largely ignored, and the wives 
reported being unable to change their husbands’ smoking behaviour. While the findings 
showed that Indonesian men ignored their wives’ direct requests (23), they might re-
spond differently to other social control tactics that were not explored in the study. 

Social control can take the form of various tactics, which are classified as positive or 
negative tactics (24). Positive tactics include behaviours such as bargaining or using 
humour, while negative tactics include displaying negative emotions or attempting to 
induce these in the target, for example by nagging or withdrawing affection (24). Find-
ings on the effectiveness of social control with regard to health have so far been mixed. 
Some studies found social control to be effective for changing various health behaviours, 
such as increasing physical activity (25), losing weight (26) and cutting back on smoking 
(27), while others found it to be ineffective. Social control can also backfire, increasing 
health-compromising behaviours such as smoking and causing greater psychological 
distress (28), or decreasing healthy behaviours such as physical activity (29) and die-
tary adherence (30). In their meta-analysis, Craddock et al. stressed the importance of 
distinguishing between types of social control tactics, as they have different effects on 
the target behaviour (31). It is suggested that negative tactics are likely to backfire, while 
positive tactics were found to have the desired effect on health behaviours (31). 

It is essential to examine the context in which social control is exerted, as this determines 
how it will be received (31). Gender is one of the context variables to consider as, in mar-
ital relationships, men are more likely to be the recipient of social control than women 
(32). However, previous studies that examined how a recipient’s gender influenced how 
they reacted to their spouse’s social control produced mixed results. Some found that 
a positive behavioural change was observed in men (27,33,34), while others found the 
opposite (28,35,36). Unfortunately, some of these studies did not distinguish between 
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positive and negative tactics (27,28). Nevertheless, the ones that did also reported mixed 
results in how men react to social control. There is also a concern that spousal social con-
trol undermines men’s ability to take care of themselves (28), or that it threatens men’s 
freedom or masculinity (36). 

Culture also contributes to the context of social control. It has been suggested that, in 
several Asian countries such as Indonesia, India and China, a woman trying to persuade 
her husband or father-in-law to stop smoking could be seen as disrespectful (5,37). How-
ever, this does not mean that Asian women are powerless. A study in China showed how 
women managed their husbands’ smoking at home through confrontation with their 
husbands, allying with their mother-in-law or subtly persuading their father-in-law (38). 
Although they could not control their husbands’ overall smoking patterns, they had 
enough power to control smoking in their private space (37). The tactics that these wom-
en used, such as allying with their mother-in-law (38), were culture-specific and adapted 
to their position and power, something that has not received much attention in Western 
spousal social control studies.

There have been very few studies in spousal social control in Asia. While a few qualita-
tive studies have been conducted among Chinese smokers (12,37,38), to our knowledge 
no other studies have been carried out in other Asian countries. The only Indonesian 
study by Nichter et al. surveyed both husbands and wives of single-smoking couples 
about second-hand smoking exposure in their houses (23), however, social control was 
not the focus of the study. Little information was obtained regarding the context and how 
the wives interacted with their husbands concerning smoking. It was also not known 
whether the wives tried different tactics. As previously mentioned, the type of tactics 
used could determine the effectiveness of social control. Studying the context in which 
spousal social control takes place and the tactics that wives employ could help to under-
stand the role that wives can play in changing Indonesian men’s smoking behaviour. In 
this study, we aim to address this knowledge gap by examining how wives use social 
control in Indonesia, and how it is perceived and received by smokers. 

 
Methods

Recruitment

Participants were recruited from various neighbourhoods in the city of Jogjakarta and 
Sleman Regency in Indonesia. We used convenience and snowball sampling methods to 
recruit participants. The participants were approached through the first author’s social 
circle and through an online advertisement placed in July and August 2018. The first au-
thor sent the recruitment poster to her social circle in WhatsApp groups, such as a group 
of university friends, with the request to forward it to people they knew who might be el-
igible. We recruited through WhatsApp as it is one of the main communication channels 
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used in Indonesia. The first author also posted the recruitment poster on her Facebook, 
Instagram and Twitter pages, again with the request to share and forward it to others. 
We also asked several Indonesian public and semi-public figures with sizeable follower 
counts on Twitter to share the poster, to reach a wider audience. Lastly, we asked the 
participants to recommend anyone else who fitted the inclusion criteria. Although we 
posted the recruitment poster on several social media channels, only one participant 
responded to the recruitment post on Instagram. Most of the participants were recruited 
through the first author’s friends (N = 5), and four were recruited through snowball sam-
pling. Neither the participant recruited through Instagram nor the participants recruited 
through the first author’s friends had any relationship to the first author, although one 
of them was acquainted with the second interviewer. In this case, the interviewer was 
assigned to interview the participant’s wife to prevent the participant from feeling un-
comfortable about taking part in the study. None of the participants recruited by snow-
ball sampling knew any of the interviewers. Prior to the interviews, we sent the potential 
participants a text message to introduce the study and to ensure that they fulfilled our 
inclusion criteria. 

The inclusion criteria were: (1) the participants were part of a single-smoker relationship, 
either as a male smoker or a non-smoking wife, (2) the male smoker was a daily smoker, 
(3) the participants had been in the relationship for at least one year, (4) the participants 
cohabited, (5) both partners were aged 18 years or older, and (6) neither participant suf-
fered from smoking-related chronic illnesses such as bronchitis. We excluded illnesses 
that participants might associate strongly with smoking (i.e. related to the respiratory 
tract) as smoking-related illnesses could strongly influence the decision to stop smoking 
and we were explicitly interested in the wife’s influence. We recruited both couples and 
individual participants who met the inclusion criteria, as the data were not analysed at a 
dyadic level but at a group level (smokers and wives). 

Procedure

We employed a qualitative approach, using in-depth interviews to collect data for this 
study. The interview guide was informed by the social control framework, in which we 
asked questions about the wives’ use of social control to influence their husbands’ smok-
ing behaviour. Prior to data collection, we obtained a permit from the province and mu-
nicipality of Jogjakarta to conduct research, and ethical approval from the Medical and 
Health Research Ethics Committee of Universitas Gadjah Mada, Indonesia.

The first author initially contacted every participant to briefly introduce the study. The 
interviews were conducted by two female interviewers (the first author and a Clinical 
Psychology Master’s student). Both interviewers were trained in observation and inter-
view techniques as a part of their studies and through additional courses.
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All participants consented to the interviews and to having their interviews recorded. 
The interviews lasted between 20 and 70 minutes and were conducted in a private or 
semi-private area at a time chosen by the participants. Most were conducted at the par-
ticipants’ homes (seven interviews) or workplaces (four interviews), and one in a res-
taurant. In most interviews, only the interviewer and the participant were present at the 
location, with the exception of three interviews that were conducted in the participants’ 
workplaces and the interview conducted in a restaurant. Each interview was conducted 
once. The smokers and their wives were interviewed separately and given a small gift 
afterwards of a hand towel and a sticker to thank them for their participation. We con-
tinued the recruitment process until data saturation was reached, which was defined as 
eliciting no new content regarding the wives’ social control and the smokers’ responses 
in the interviews.

The semi-structured interviews were conducted in Indonesian, and the topics included: 
(1) smoking behaviour, (2) how the non-smoking wives perceived smoking, (3) whether 
and how they tried to make their husbands stop smoking, (4) how the smokers perceived 
and reacted to the attempts, (5) whether the attempts had any effect on the smoking 
behaviour, and (6) what would change the smokers’ behaviour. The interview guide is 
available as electronic supplementary material.

Data analysis

All the interviews were audio-recorded and transcribed verbatim, using the thematic 
analysis approach to identify, analyse and report patterns or themes in the data (39). We 
employed data source and investigator triangulation to achieve reliability. Data source 
triangulation was obtained by interviewing both smokers and their wives to obtain per-
spectives from both parties in the relationship. We also strived to attain investigator tri-
angulation by having the interviews coded by the first author and a second independent 
coder who was not involved in the interview process.

The interviews were coded on the raw data in Indonesian using OpenCode 4.03. The 
codes were derived from the data, and the coding process was done independently. All 
coding discrepancies were discussed until full agreement was reached, then the codes 
were grouped into categories to analyse the variation in the data. Finally, the themes 
were constructed based on the categories. Every step of the analytical process was first 
done in Indonesian and later translated into English by the first author to facilitate dis-
cussion with the other authors. The translation of the participants’ quotes in this arti-
cle was checked by three bilingual Indonesian-English speakers who were not affiliated 
with the study.
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Results

Sample characteristics

In-depth interviews (N = 12) with five single-smoker couples (N = 10 individual inter-
views) and two non-smoking wives of smokers (N = 2) were conducted in Jogjakarta, 
Indonesia. Table 1 presents the characteristics of the study participants. The smokers had 
a mean age of 31, smoked on average 13 cigarettes a day, and had been in the relationship 
for an average of four years. The mean age of the wives was 30. All participants in this 
study were in a heterosexual relationship and were given pseudonyms for the purpose 
of this article.

Themes

The wives wanted their husbands to stop smoking, but this was not always manifested 
in an actual act. The themes below capture how the wives usually react to smoking and 
the smokers’ response to this. 

‘Smoking is bad, but I have to tolerate it.’                                                                                                          

All the wives considered smoking bad for various reasons, including cleanliness issues, 
possible adverse effects on the health of the smokers and other family members, and 
the cost of smoking. Despite their negative views of smoking, all wives said that they 
tolerated it to a certain extent. As one of the wives said, smoking was tolerable under 
certain circumstances and there was no point in asking her husband to stop if he did 
not intend to himself:

I’m tired. I’m tired of complaining, I’m tired of inhaling [smoke]… Right. But he still can’t… 
Stop, he can’t stop yet, he said. Then… As his partner I have to be patient. 
(Reika, wife)

Another wife said that, despite all the adverse effects of smoking, smoking was a right 
and smokers should be allowed to make their own choice:

It’s up to the smokers if they don’t want to be healthy. I don’t have any problem with it. 
(Nisa, wife)

On the other hand, the fear of jeopardising their relationship was also mentioned as a 
reason not to insist that the smoker stopped smoking, as well as the fact that a wife had 
to consider her husband’s feelings:

He just won’t listen, what can I do? If I for example as a wife… [If I] Keep nagging… I mean 
I also have to think about, I mean he’s a man… You know? … I have to respect him as a man 
if he wants to smoke, then by all means. … I mean I would feel a bit awkward I mean he’s a 
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man… [He’s my] husband [the] head of the family if I keep [saying] you have to do this and 
this and this and this! What if he… I’m afraid, if he’s not allowed to smoke then he started 
doing something worse I’m afraid of that. 
(Rahma, wife)

Rahma said that she had to respect her husband and his decision to smoke because he is 
a man, but she also talked about how he often failed to honour her request for him not 
to smoke near her. While Rahma was the only one who explicitly discussed fear and the 
perceived status difference between a husband and his wife, the fact that the husband – 
as the head of the family – ultimately has more power than the wife was echoed by other 
participants. Additionally, the view that the decision to keep smoking is closely linked to 
masculinity and patriarchy was also mentioned by both smokers and their wives:

My wife doesn’t really have a big effect on making me quit smoking. … Maybe because I think, 
‘your wife is afraid of you’ (laughs). So I just ignore her. I have no intention [to quit] if she’s 
the one asking. 
(Tirta, smoker)

The wives in this study tried to reconcile their negative views of smoking and their hus-
bands’ smoking habits in different ways. Some wives tried to demand that their hus-
bands stop smoking, but others realised that they did not have enough power to ask, and 
reconciled this by targeting a different behaviour, such as urging the smoker to exercise 
to counteract smoking’s harmful effects, or by accepting smoking as something that their 
husband needed or had a right to. 

Maintaining harmony: exerting and receiving social control
The notion of being considerate of the husband’s feelings was also reflected in the use 
of social control by the wives. The wives employed a variety of tactics to influence their 
husbands’ smoking, namely enjoyable communication, negotiation, confrontation and 
support.

Enjoyable communication. This tactic included talking about smoking in a light-hearted 
manner, making jokes, or by only talking about smoking at certain times. According to 
the wives, this prevented them from making the situation worse, as stressing the smok-
ers could trigger them to smoke more to alleviate the stress:

That’s also an evaluation point for me maybe I came off as nagging when I told him to quit 
smoking, so he got stressed, he then had more reason to smoke[,] right? For stress release. 
(Alissa, wife)

Negotiation. Negotiation seems to be one of the main social control tactics used by the 
participants in this study. For most couples, negotiation took the form of house rules, 
where the smokers could keep smoking as long as they followed the wives’ rules. This 
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afforded the wives more power in decreasing second-hand smoking at home, which is 
inhaling other people’s cigarette smoke:

He has to change [his clothes] and take a shower [after smoking] I don’t care. If he won’t, then 
sleep in another room. Sometimes he’s too tired [and says] ‘I can’t’ ‘Fine! But don’t sleep here.’ 
(Reika, wife)

Another common rule was to limit the places where the smokers could smoke. For ex-
ample, smoking was not allowed around the wife or only allowed outside the house, or 
at a special smoking place:

My neighbour was pregnant and they complained about the smoke, then a few months after-
wards I also got pregnant so we started to really talk about it. Apparently, it’s quite important, 
cigarette smoke was really bothersome. So we finally put [the smoking area] upstairs, it’s okay. 
No more smoke. 
(Fira, wife)

The smokers in this study were relatively accepting of their wives’ attempts to change 
their smoking behaviour. The wives’ social control was considered normal from two 
standpoints: (1) that of a wife, whose role is to take care of the health of the family, and 
(2) that of a non-smoker, whose complaints about smoking are acceptable. Almost all of 
the smokers also reported not smoking when their wives were around, either by going 
elsewhere or by extinguishing the cigarette when their wife joined them. Most of the 
smokers were willing to accommodate through negotiation: obeying the smoking rules 
or accepting their wife’s suggestion to reduce smoking:

 [Interviewer: So [wife’s] nagging has an effect on you.] Of course. I think of it. I mean we are 
married. She will be my partner for life. Well… If in the beginning I already don’t listen to her 
what is it going to be like later? So we negotiate. 
(Deni, smoker)

Confrontation. Some wives chose to be more direct and demanding, by nagging, bring-
ing up the smoker’s illness in the past or trying to scare him by talking about the harmful 
effects of smoking and passive smoking. They also mentioned boycotting the smokers, 
for example by hiding, throwing away or rationing the cigarettes, or even employing 
their children in the process:

When my first daughter was little we used to live with my in-laws so I [told her] ‘if you find 
[cigarettes] you have to throw them away.’ (laughs) 
(Alissa, wife)

Direct, confrontational tactics gained mixed views from the wives, with some reporting 
that they thought it would backfire:
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[My smoking friends] were all the same. They got told off [by their wives] nicely, it didn’t 
work. They would say yes, but they still smoked behind their wives’ back. Those who were 
sternly told off, they wouldn’t smoke at home. But they got even worse behind their [wives’ 
back]. I’m worried about it. There’s no honesty. … I don’t know whether I should be stern and 
risk [husband] smoking behind me or talk nicely. 
(Nisa, wife)

The smokers agreed that this type of tactic would evoke rejection, for example by lying 
or making false promises:

Maybe [instead of nagging] she has to wait until I want to do it, so she [should] just follow 
me, so I [would] say ‘okay I’ll smoke less’ if it is just [because of] her telling me to quit I will 
just say yes but if [she] wait[ed] until I actually wanted to, then maybe I could [quit]. So so I 
wouldn’t feel burdened about having to quit 
(Tirta, smoker)

Here we see that Tirta rejected his wife’s request, but tried to do it in a way that en-
sures harmony in the relationship by lying instead of directly refusing. Another way in 
which the smokers rejected their wives’ attempts was by hiding their smoking or giving 
light-hearted and humorous excuses as to why they would not stop. The smokers also 
reported feeling burdened like Tirta, or guilty, especially when they fell ill and their wife 
had to take care of them. They also experienced guilt when someone else in the family 
became ill from second-hand smoking.

There was also a strongly negative view from a few smokers that, if a wife could make a 
smoker stop, it signified an unhealthy relationship:

If a wife can make… [a smoker] quit smoking then we can see that she can do anything then 
to… the husband. As in for all decisions, it might be the wife [who was behind it]. There are 
some people like that but they ended up getting a divorce. So the smoking case really showed 
a lot of things. He indeed quit, but it showed that their relationship is bad. He didn’t smoke at 
home. But he smoked outside. Didn’t smoke at all at home. If he went home he had to brush his 
teeth and stuff. That’s not right. 
(Roy, smoker)

Roy saw a dominant wife as threatening a man’s position, who after all was supposed 
to be the most powerful person in the household. Roy probably perceived the behaviour 
of the smoker in his story as a deliberate attempt to hide smoking instead of simply 
cleaning up and being considerate to his wife, which Roy also did as his wife requested. 
In Roy’s story, the wife had crossed a line by pushing the husband so far as to hide his 
smoking.
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Certain social control tactics that breached the smokers’ autonomy to smoke, such as 
breaking or throwing away the cigarettes, could result in the smokers getting angry or 
starting a fight. All of the smokers agreed that they should be the ones to decide whether 
or not they would stop smoking, so any tactics that threatened their autonomy to smoke 
were always met with rejection. The smokers’ rejection, even when it was done quietly, 
would evoke a response from the wives in which their use or choice of social control tac-
tics would be adjusted. Many wives said that they grew tired of talking about smoking 
as the smokers would ignore them, or how the wives had to play nice or wait patiently:

Maybe he was um really stressed or something, then I was very bothered with [his] smoking, 
[we talked about smoking] has happened once or twice. But I always regret it [afterwards]. 
Because then he hides it from me, or he doesn’t show it. Then [I find out] that [the smoking is] 
really bad. So I just let him be, as long as I know [about it]. 
(Fira, wife)

Support. The wives also reported trying to alter their husband’s smoking behaviour in 
ways that were more supportive, for example by finding a replacement for cigarettes 
such as chewing gum or snacks, by suggesting alternative treatments, or by motivating 
them in some other way to stop smoking:

I suggested [trying] candies to him. If you can swap [cigarettes] with candies or try a new 
activity, and if a friend asks you to smoke maybe say no. 
(Nisa, wife)  

In summary, this theme describes how the wives tried to influence their husband’s smok-
ing and how the smokers reacted to this. Most wives in this study favoured non-confron-
tational tactics and aimed to reduce their exposure to second-hand smoke. The smok-
ers tended to respond to their wives’ social control by accommodating or agreeing to 
their requests to limit the smoking space or to cut back on smoking. Very rarely were 
there fights or other strong negative reactions. The smokers, like the wives, wanted to 
avoid confrontation: they tried to reject the social control peacefully through half-hearted 
promises and by making light of the situation. Because the smokers mostly accepted or 
quietly rejected social control, smoking was seldom reported as being a problem in the 
relationship. However, if the smokers chose to hide their smoking in their attempt to 
maintain harmony, this could backfire and cause problems.

An interesting finding in this theme was that all the wives exerted social control to some 
degree, even those who said that they did not mind their husbands smoking or were 
reluctant to make their husbands stop smoking. Those who were reluctant to ask their 
husbands to stop smoking would not necessarily be lenient but would apply tactics that 
aimed to achieve more attainable outcomes, such as reducing smoking or limiting smok-
ing spaces.
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Family’s need as common ground
The birth of a child and planning to conceive were found to be highly influential on the 
dynamic of social control. Wives reported making additional smoking rules or becom-
ing stricter in enforcing the rules once they planned to conceive, became pregnant or 
the child was born. Some wives also gave child-related reasons when asking their hus-
bands to stop or reduce their smoking, for example by telling their husbands that the 
money used for smoking could be used for the child’s needs. Some wives also implied 
that his smoking would hinder their chance of conceiving.:

So yes that’s probably my weapon. If it’s about a child, maybe [he would quit smoking]. ‘Don’t 
smoke! So we could have a child soon!’ 
(Arum, wife)

However, some wives were more lenient in enforcing the smoking rules after they had 
children. They said that, as long their husbands did not smoke near them or the children, 
they did not care as much.

Parenthood also affected the smokers, as they reported changing their smoking behav-
iour with or without their wives’ requests. This change varied from smoking less and 
paying more attention to the harm that second-hand smoke could cause the child to lec-
turing other smokers who smoked near children. Protecting their child was the common 
ground between wives and smokers:

I’m sure if someone has a family um it then influences their ways of thinking, be it the chil-
dren, or the financial need, they all change right. … For example then [before I had a child] I 
could smoke whenever I wanted. Well now if I want to [smoke] when I’m with my children, of 
course, I’ll wait. There’s no way I would smoke in front of my children. 
(Teguh, smoker)

However, not all smokers could be swayed with child-related reasons, as the smokers or 
their wives often had parents who smoked, who the smokers would use as proof that it 
is possible to be both a parent and a smoker:

I said [to husband] ‘maybe you should cut back [on smoking]’. [Husband] then said ‘my father 
smoked, yours as well. Heavily. [They] still have children anyway.’ (laughs) What am I sup-
posed to say? Especially because my mother also used to smoke. And it was all fine, so there 
is no problem[,] right? 
(Nisa, wife)

The health of other family members was also given as a reason for smokers to change 
their smoking behaviour. For example, one smoker said that he had started smoking less 
and had banned his siblings and father from smoking inside the house because his wife 
was allergic to it. Another started paying more attention to the danger of second-hand 
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smoking after a doctor told him that his wife’s amniotic fluid was of an abnormal colour 
due to his smoking. The smokers did not report any significant change in their smok-
ing behaviour when they were the ones who fell ill. However, it is important to note 
that the study criteria excluded participants with smoking-related chronic illnesses. 
 
 
Discussion

This study examined the topic of spousal social control in Indonesian single-smoker cou-
ples. Our findings provide insight into how wives feel about smoking, their attempts to 
encourage their husbands to cut back on or stop smoking, and how the smokers react to 
this. All the wives expressed a desire for their husbands to stop smoking, although only a 
few insisted or acted on this desire. The wives were able to control their husbands’ smok-
ing to a certain extent, for example by limiting the places where they could smoke, but 
they were unable to make them stop. The smokers reacted positively to and were accept-
ing of their wives’ smoking rules, but other tactics such as demanding that the smoker 
stop fell on deaf ears or induced conflict. Parenthood was a turning point for both wives 
and smokers: it was the time when wives put more pressure on their husbands to reduce 
or relocate their smoking, but also when the smokers actively tried to change their smok-
ing behaviour with or without their wives’ insistence.

Despite their generally negative attitudes toward smoking, the wives in this study tol-
erated it to a certain extent. Most wives grew up with at least one smoker in the family, 
and one had previously been a social smoker herself. Considering the high number of 
smokers in Indonesia, it is likely that the wives are conditioned to view smoking as nor-
mal, even if they do not like it. Bottorff et al.’s study, which examined women’s perspec-
tives of their husbands’ continued smoking during their pregnancy and the postpartum 
period (40), considered the wives’ attitudes to their husbands’ smoking as representing 
ambivalent femininity. The wives complied and co-operated in ways that accommodate 
the masculine attributes of smoking (i.e. considering smoking to be a right, or ensuring 
that the smokers eat healthily and exercise to counter the adverse effects of smoking), but 
also resisted it through social control (40).

The wives in this study favoured positive, direct social control tactics such as creating a 
pleasant situation using humour and negotiation. This is in line with the results of Lewis 
et al., who found using humour and making structural changes, such as limiting spaces 
to smoke, to be more successful than other tactics (34). Despite a clear preference for 
non-confrontational tactics, most wives employed a combination of both confrontation-
al and non-confrontational tactics, depending on the circumstances. Wives’ occasional 
confrontational, negative tactics seemed to be met only with negative behavioural re-
actions, i.e. ignoring, lying, or hiding their smoking. The smokers did not seem to ex-
hibit negative affect, nor did it significantly affect their relationship satisfaction, as they 
reported they rarely had fights with their wives about smoking. This is partially in line 



78Will you quit smoking for me?

4

with Craddock et al.’s meta-analysis about the effectiveness of social control in changing 
health behaviours, showing that confrontational, negative tactics were often met with 
rejection from the smokers or even caused a fight (31). However, Craddock et al. also 
found that social control targets reported negative affect as a result of receiving negative 
social control (31), which was not the case in this study. It is possible that the smokers 
did not report negative affect since the negative tactics were only used occasionally, and 
the wives carefully chose when to use certain tactics. Alternatively, cultural influences 
may play a role in the absence of negative affect in smokers whose wives used negative 
social control, which we will discuss further in the next paragraph. In general, the pos-
itive, non-confrontational tactics were accepted and produced better results than nega-
tive, confrontational tactics. Our findings are in line with previous social control studies 
(31), however, we found that social control is not enough to achieve smoking cessation.

The wives also considered their positions as wives, their husbands’ feelings, and the 
harmony of their relationship when exerting social control. The popularity of negotiation 
and non-confrontational tactics among the wives might be due to the idea that – as wives 
– they should consider their husbands’ feelings, but it could also be due to the existing 
communication pattern in Indonesia that prefers avoiding confrontation (41). Most of the 
couples in this study were Javanese, the biggest ethnic group in Indonesia, and Javanese 
social and cultural practices heavily involve smoking (22). Their ideology stems from 
peace and they value harmony as the ultimate goal in life (42). The Javanese also have 
strong patriarchal values (43), placing women in a perpetually lower position than men 
(43,44). The ideology and values might explain both the wives’ reluctance and leniency 
toward smoking and both partners’ preference for maintaining harmony.

The wives’ behaviours and the factors that they took into consideration, such as their 
position as wives and maintaining harmony, were very similar to how Chinese women 
manage smoking in their household (37,38). These similarities suggest that these factors 
might be essential in implementing spousal social control in patriarchal societies. Al-
though the wives only felt limited power, these findings differ from those of Nichter et 
al.’s study (23), in which the participants reported lacking the ability to enforce smoking 
rules, which the wives in the current study were able to do.

Smokers accepted their wives’ smoking rules because of the role that the wives have 
as guardian of the family members’ health. These findings contrast with those of Nich-
ter et al. (5), who found that smokers would consider their wives to be disrespectful if 
the wives tried to influence their smoking habits. We found that wives could regulate 
smoking to a certain extent; however, resistance did occur if the wives tried tactics that 
threatened the smokers’ autonomy to smoke, such as demanding that they stop alto-
gether. This would result in lies and pretence from the smokers and the feeling of being 
pressured. This is similar to Kwon et al.’s (45) findings, in which smokers reported only 
reacting positively to spousal support – for example in the form of faith that the smok-
ers would eventually stop – and if smokers were given complete autonomy in deciding 
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when to stop. Anything other than support, such as pressure to stop, was perceived as 
challenging the smokers’ independence, freedom and, inadvertently, masculinity.

Although it has long been known that being male is the strongest predictor of smoking 
(46), the concept that smoking is related explicitly to gender as a social construct has only 
been studied in the last few decades, with a peak between 2007 and 2016 (17). Masculin-
ity constructs or the resources that boys and men utilise to prove their masculinity have 
been demonstrated to be harmful to their positive health behaviours (47,48). For exam-
ple, behaviours such as not caring for their health or being involved in high-risk practices 
(e.g. reckless driving or substance abuse) are some of the ways of proving hegemonic 
masculinity ideals of being strong, tough and embracing risk (47–50). Similarly, all com-
ponents of smoking – initiation, continuation and stopping – and the ways in which 
wives could influence these are very likely to be affected by masculinity constructs.  

Parenthood afforded the wives more power in controlling their husbands’ smoking, as 
both wives and smokers unanimously agreed that protecting their child, or their chance 
to have a child, was their top priority. Wives were found to enforce stricter or addition-
al smoking rules after parenthood, and the smokers would abide by any child-related 
rules. Parenthood also evoked a shift in the smokers’ point of view, as having a child was 
mentioned as the moment at which they changed or decided to change their smoking 
behaviour. Various studies among male smokers have shown that a shift in smoking 
behaviour following recent fatherhood is common (51–53), especially in men who are 
involved in childcare (52,54). This shift has previously been explained as the result of 
adapting masculine ideals to the new roles of parenthood, such as protectors of the fam-
ily and providers (40,55). 

To our knowledge, this is the first study to examine spousal social control in Indone-
sian smokers. Our findings could serve as a starting point for future studies into the 
social aspects of smoking, especially concerning romantic relationships. There are a few 
limitations to consider when interpreting the results of the present study. Firstly, the 
participants were recruited with the help of the first author’s social circle. While the first 
author and the second interviewer did not personally know any of the participants, the 
participants had some similar characteristics to the first author, such as socioeconomic 
status and education level. Secondly, most of the smokers indicated an intention to stop 
smoking in the future, so that the experiences of smokers who were further away from 
the behaviour change were not represented. Lastly, we did not have any information 
about the wives’ smoking histories. One of the wives mentioned that she used to be a 
social smoker, but the others did not mention any history of smoking. However, we did 
not specifically ask about this and therefore did not report it in the results.

Future research might consider studying further how parenthood affects smoking in In-
donesia. In this study, the smokers who were yet to have a child also reported an intention 
to change their smoking behaviour for their future child. This suggests that parenthood 
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might be a relevant factor for married smokers in general. Studies in Western smokers 
support the idea that parenthood is associated with less smoking (51,55). However, how 
parenthood affects Indonesian and Asian smokers remains unknown. 

In conclusion, this study found that wives do exert social control and smokers are willing 
to accommodate them and adapt their smoking. However, wives may have a limited in-
fluence on smoking in Indonesia. Those who want to exert power might want to consid-
er focusing on managing their husbands’ smoking at home instead of overall smoking. 
House rules and involving their husbands more in parenting could be an effective means 
of doing so.
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Ethical approval. All the procedures performed in this study that involved human par-
ticipants followed the ethical standards of the institutional and national research com-
mittee and the 1964 Helsinki declaration and its later amendments or comparable ethical 
standards. This study was approved by the Medical and Health Research Ethics Com-
mittee of Universitas Gadjah Mada (registration number KE/FK/0123/EC/2018).



81 Tyas Ayuningtyas

References

1. 	 World Health Organization. WHO report on the global tobacco epidemic, 2019 Country profile Indonesia [Inter-

net]. 2019 [cited 2020 Feb 20]. Available from: https://www.who.int/tobacco/surveillance/policy/country_pro-

file/idn.pdf?ua=1

2. 	 Bilano V, Gilmour S, Moffiet T, D’Espaignet ET, Stevens GA, Commar A, et al. Global trends and projections for 

tobacco use, 1990-2025: An analysis of smoking indicators from the WHO Comprehensive Information Systems for 

Tobacco Control. Lancet. 2015;385(9972):966–76. 

3. 	 World Health Organization. WHO global report on trends in prevalence of tobacco smoking: 2015 [Internet]. 2015. 

Available from: https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/156262/9789241564922_eng.pdf;jsessionid=F

75D4F256D80DF1E424440410866805D?sequence=1

4. 	 Barraclough S. Women and tobacco in Indonesia. Tob Control. 1999;8(3):327–32. 

5. 	 Nichter M, Nichter M, Padmawti S, Thresia CU. Anthropological Contributions to the Development of Culturally 

Appropriate Tobacco Cessation Programs: A Global Health Priority. In: Anthropology and Public Health [Internet]. 

Oxford University Press; 2009 [cited 2018 Feb 6]. p. 298–331. Available from: http://www.oxfordscholarship.com/

view/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780195374643.001.0001/acprof-9780195374643-chapter-12

6. 	 Ng N, Weinehall L, Öhman A. “If I don’t smoke, I’m not a real man” - Indonesian teenage boys’ views about 

smoking. Health Educ Res. 2007;22(6):794–804. 

7. 	 World Health Organization. WHO report on the global tobacco epidemic, 2017 Country profile Indonesia [Inter-

net]. 2017 [cited 2019 Jun 17]. Available from: https://www.who.int/tobacco/surveillance/policy/country_pro-

file/idn.pdf?ua=1

8. 	 Britton M, Haddad S, Derrick JL. Perceived partner responsiveness predicts smoking cessation in single-smoker 

couples. Addict Behav [Internet]. 2019;88(August 2018):122–8. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.add-

beh.2018.08.026

9. 	 Rüge J, Ulbricht S, Schumann A, Rumpf HJ, John U, Meyer C. Intention to quit smoking: is the partner’s smoking 

status associated with the smoker’s intention to quit? Int J Behav Med [Internet]. 2008;15(4):328–35. Available 

from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Citation&list_

uids=19005933

10. 	 Jackson SE, Steptoe A, Wardle J. The Influence of Partner’s Behavior on Health Behavior Change: The English 

Longitudinal Study of Ageing. JAMA Intern Med [Internet]. 2015;175(3):385–92. Available from: http://www.ncbi.

nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25599511

11. 	 vanDellen MR, Boyd SM, Ranby KW, MacKillop J, Lipkus IM. Willingness to provide support for a quit attempt: 

A study of partners of smokers. J Health Psychol [Internet]. 2015; Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/

pubmed/25603929

12. 	 Mao A, Robinson J. Home smoking restrictions before, during and after pregnancy - A qualitative study in rural 

China. Health Promot Int. 2016;31(3):606–13. 

13. 	 Greaves L, Kalaw C, Bottorff JL. Case Studies of Power and Control Related to Tobacco Use During Pregnancy. 

Women’s Heal Issues. 2007;17(5):325–32. 

14. 	 Lewis MA, Rook KS. Social control in personal relationships: impact on health behaviors and psychological dis-

tress. Heal Psychol. 1999;18(1):63–71. 

15. 	 Lewis MA, Butterfield RM. Social Control in Marital Relationships: Effect of One’s Partner on Health Behaviors. 

Communications [Internet]. 2007;298–319. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17100500



82Will you quit smoking for me?

4

16. 	 Sinha DN, Suliankatchi RA, Amarchand R, Krishnan A. Prevalence and sociodemographic determinants of any 

tobacco use and dual use in six countries of the WHO South-East Asia Region: Findings from the demographic 

and health surveys. Nicotine Tob Res. 2016;18(5):750–6. 

17. 	 Kodriati N, Pursell L, Hayati EN. A scoping review of men, masculinities, and smoking behavior: The importance 

of settings. Glob Health Action [Internet]. 2018;11(sup3). Available from: https://doi.org/10.1080/16549716.2019.1

589763

18. 	 Abdullah AS, Driezen P, Quah ACK, Nargis N, Fong GT. Predictors of smoking cessation behavior among 

Bangladeshi adults: findings from ITC Bangladesh survey. Tob Induc Dis [Internet]. 2015;13(1):23-015-0050-y. 

eCollection 2015. Available from: http://www.embase.com/search/results?subaction=viewrecord&from=ex-

port&id=L605539013

19. 	 Abdelwahab SI, El-Setohy M, Alsharqi A, Elsanosy R, Mohammed UY. Patterns of use, cessation behavior and 

socio-demographic factors associated with smoking in Saudi Arabia: A cross- sectional multi-step study. Asian 

Pacific J Cancer Prev. 2016;17(2):655–60. 

20. 	 Berg CJ, Zheng P, Kegler MC. Family interactions regarding fathers’ smoking and cessation in Shanghai, Chi-

na. Eur Polit Sci Rev [Internet]. 2014;42(6):199–202. Available from: http://www.scopus.com/inward/record.

url?eid=2-s2.0-84912028250&partnerID=40&md5=38a83dd44d5c77c2af228c8ad28e575c

21. 	 Loke AY, Mak YW, Lau PY. Predictors of spontaneous smoking cessation among Chinese men whose wives are 

pregnant. Matern Child Health J [Internet]. 2012;16(6):1247–56. Available from: http://www.embase.com/search/

results?subaction=viewrecord&from=export&id=L365909924

22. 	 Nichter M, Padmawati S, Danardono M, Ng N, Prabandari Y, Nichter M. Reading culture from tobacco advertise-

ments in Indonesia. Tob Control [Internet]. 2009;18(2):98–107. Available from: http://tobaccocontrol.bmj.com/cgi/

doi/10.1136/tc.2008.025809

23. 	 Nichter M, Nichter M, Padmawati RS, Ng N. Developing a smoke free household initiative: an Indone-

sian case study. Acta Obstet Gynecol Scand [Internet]. 2010;89(4):578–81. Available from: http://doi.wiley.

com/10.3109/00016340903578893

24. 	 Lewis MA, Butterfield RM. Antecedents and Reactions to Health-Related Social Control. Personal Soc Psychol Bull 

[Internet]. 2005;31(3):416–27. Available from: http://psp.sagepub.com/cgi/doi/10.1177/0146167204271600

25. 	 Cotter KA. Health-related social control over physical activity: Interactions with age and sex. J Aging Res. 

2012;2012. 

26. 	 Novak SA, Webster GD. Spousal social control during a weight loss attempt: A daily diary study. Pers Relatsh. 

2011;18(2):224–41. 

27. 	 Westmaas JL, Wild TC, Ferrence R. Effects of gender in social control of smoking cessation. Heal Psychol [Inter-

net]. 2002;21(4):368–76. Available from: http://www.embase.com/search/results?subaction=viewrecord&from=-

export&id=L34663284

28. 	 Helgeson VS, Novak SA, Lepore SJ, Eton DT. Spouse Social Control Efforts: Relations to Health Behavior and 

Well-Being among Men with Prostate Cancer. J Soc Pers Relat [Internet]. 2004;21(1):53–68. Available from: http://

journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0265407504039840

29. 	 Hohl DH, Lüscher J, Keller J, Heuse S, Scholz U, Luszczynska A, et al. Inter-relations among negative social con-

trol, self-efficacy, and physical activity in healthy couples. Br J Health Psychol. 2018;23(3):580–96. 

30. 	 Stephens MAP, Rook KS, Franks MM, Khan C, Iida M. Spouses use of social control to improve diabetic patients’ 

dietary adherence. Fam Syst Heal. 2010;28(3):199–208. 



83 Tyas Ayuningtyas

31. 	 Craddock E, vanDellen MR, Novak SA, Ranby KW. Influence in Relationships: A Meta-Analysis on Health-Related 

Social Control. Basic Appl Soc Psych [Internet]. 2015;37(2):118–30. Available from: http://www.tandfonline.com/

doi/full/10.1080/01973533.2015.1011271

32. 	 Umberson D. Gender, marital status and the social control of health behavior. Soc Sci Med. 1992;34(8):907–17. 

33. 	 de Montigny F, Meunier S, Cloutier L, Tremblay G, Coulombe S, Auger N, et al. Spousal positive social control and 

men’s health behaviors and self-efficacy: The influence of age and relationship satisfaction. J Soc Pers Relat [Inter-

net]. 2017;34(5):753–70. Available from: http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0265407516658362

34. 	 Lewis MA, Butterfield RM, Darbes LA, Johnston-Brooks C. The conceptualization and assessment of health-re-

lated social control. J Soc Pers Relat [Internet]. 2004;21(5):669–87. Available from: http://spr.sagepub.com/cgi/

doi/10.1177/0265407504045893

35. 	 Ungar N, Wiskemann J, Weißmann M, Knoll A, Steindorf K, Sieverding M. Social support and social control in the 

context of cancer patients’ exercise: A pilot study. Heal Psychol Open. 2016;3(2). 

36. 	 Sieverding M, Specht NK, Agines SG. “Don’t Drink Too Much!” Reactance Among Young Men Following 

Health-Related Social Control. Am J Mens Health. 2019;13(1):1–15. 

37. 	 Mao A. Space and power: Young mothers’ management of smoking in extended families in China. Heal Place. 

2013;21:102–9. 

38. 	 Mao A. Getting over the patriarchal barriers: Women’s management of men’s smoking in Chinese families. Health 

Educ Res. 2015;30(1):13–23. 

39. 	 Braun V, Clarke V. Using thematic analysis in psychology. 2006;3(2):77–101. 

40. 	 Bottorff JL, Oliffe JL, Kelly MT, Greaves L, Johnson JL, Ponic P, et al. Men’s business, women’s work: gender influ-

ences and fathers’ smoking. Sociol Heal Illn. 2010;32(4):583–96. 

41. 	 Hofstede G. National Cultures in Four Dimensions : A Research-Based Theory of Cultural Differences among 

Nations. Int Stud Manag Organ. 1983;13(1):46–74. 

42. 	 Irawanto DW, Ramsey PL, Ryan JC. Challenge of leading in Javanese culture. Asian Ethn. 2011;12(2):125–39. 

43. 	 Hermawati T. Budaya Jawa dan Kesetaraan Gender. J Komun Massa. 2007;1(1):18–24. 

44. 	 Kandiyoti D. Bargaining with Patriarchy. Gend Soc. 1988;2(3):274–90. 

45. 	 Kwon JY, Oliffe JL, Bottorff JL, Kelly MT. Masculinity and Fatherhood: New Fathers’ Perceptions of Their Female 

Partners’ Efforts to Assist Them to Reduce or Quit Smoking. Am J Mens Health. 2015;9(4):332–9. 

46. 	 World Health Organization Regional Office for Europe. Roadmap of actions to strengthen implementation of 

the WHO Framework Convention on Tobacco Control in the European Region 2015 – 2025 : making tobacco 

a thing of the past. 2015;(September):14–7. Available from: http://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_

file/0011/282962/65wd10e_Tobacco_150475.pdf?ua=1

47. 	 Evans J, Frank B, Oliffe JL, Gregory D. Health, Illness, Men and Masculinities (HIMM): A theoretical framework 

for understanding men and their health. J Mens health [Internet]. 2011;8(1):7–15. Available from: http://dx.doi.

org/10.1016/j.jomh.2010.09.227

48. 	 Levant RF, Wimer DJ. Masculinity Constructs as Protective Buffers and Risk Factors for Men’s Health. Am J Mens 

Health. 2014;8(2):110–20. 

49. 	 Courtenay WH. Engendering Health: A Social Constructionist Examination of Men’s Health Beliefs and Behaviors. 

Psychol Men Masculinity. 2000;1(1):4–15. 

50. 	 Courtenay WH. Constructions of masculinity and their influence on men’s well being: a theory of gender and 

health. Soc Sci Med. 2000;50:1385–401. 

51. 	 Blackburn C, Bonas S, Spencer N, Dolan A, Coe C, Moy R. Smoking behaviour change among fathers of new 

infants. Soc Sci Med. 2005;61(3):517–26. 



84Will you quit smoking for me?

4

52. 	 Mao A, Bottorff JL, Oliffe JL, Sarbit G, Kelly MT. A qualitative study of Chinese Canadian fathers’ smoking behav-

iors: intersecting cultures and masculinities. BMC Public Health. 2015;15(1):1–10. 

53. 	 Greaves L, Oliffe JL, Ponic P, Kelly MT, Bottorff JL. Unclean fathers, responsible men: Smoking, stigma and father-

hood. Heal Sociol Rev. 2010;19(4):522–33. 

54. 	 Bottorff JL, Kelly MT, Oliffe JL, Johnson JL, Greaves L, Chan A. Tobacco use patterns in traditional and shared 

parenting families: a gender perspective. BMC Public Health [Internet]. 2010;10(1):239. Available from: http://

bmcpublichealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1471-2458-10-239

55. 	 Bottorff JL, Radsma J, Kelly M, Oliffe JL. Fathers’ narratives of reducing and quitting smoking. Sociol Heal Illn 

[Internet]. 2009;31(2):185–200. Available from: http://www.embase.com/search/results?subaction=viewrecord&-

from=export&id=L354193482



85 Tyas Ayuningtyas

Table 1

Characteristics of the Study Sample

 
Characteristic

Smoker  
(n = 5)

No. (%)

Non-smoking wife  
(n = 7)

No. (%)
Sex

Male 5 (100) -
Female - 7 (100)

Education
Low - -
Middle 1 (20) 1 (14)
High 4 (80) 6 (86)

 
Characteristic

Smoker  
(n = 5)

Mean (SD)

Non-smoking wife  
(n = 7)

Mean (SD)
Age 31 (5) 30 (5)
Number of cigarettes/day 13 (7) -
Relationship duration 4 (3) 4 (3)
Family members in the household 5 (5) 5 (4)
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