Table 1. Subjects number among public office worker according to smoking ban categories

Men Married non-smoking women
Smoking ban categories 2001 2010
N % N % N % N %

Total subjects

Partial smoking ban 3785 37.3 2644 38.7 472 32.6 775 38.9

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 4001 39.5 2576 37.7 651 44.9 733 36.8

Recent smoking ban (2008-2011) 2357 23.2 1620 23.7 326 22.5 486 244
Subjects aged 25-39 year*

Partial smoking ban 1896 38.0 1412 38.8 177 31.1 442 42.0

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 1952 39.2 1373 37.7 265 46.5 351 333

Recent smoking ban (2008-2011) 1137 22.8 855 23.5 128 22.5 260 24.7
Subjects aged 40-50 years®

Partial smoking ban 1889 36.6 1232 38.5 295 33.6 333 35.4

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 2049 39.7 1203 37.6 386 43.9 382 40.6

Recent smoking ban (2008-2011) 1220 23.7 765 23.9 198 22.5 226 24.0

®Categorized by age in June 2001.

Notes: Subjects number in other framework such as 2004 and 2007 was similar with this distribution (data not shown).
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Table 2. Current smoker prevalence, decrease and difference-in-differences (DID) estimates among male public office workers
according to smoking ban categories

Effect size of the public

Current smoker prevalence :
p office smoking ban

Smoking ban cate gories 2(0)01 2010 Decrease, Decrease by DID. estimates,”
% % %point (95%CI)  percent change, % %point (95%CI)

Total male workers 46.4 31.6 14.8 (13.5, 16.2) 31.9

Partial smoking ban 46.8 32.9 13.9 (12.6, 15.3) 29.8

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 46.8 32.0 14.8 (13.5, 16.1) 31.6 0.9 (-3.0,4.7)

Recent smoking ban (After 2007) 45.7 30.0 15.8 (14.4,17.1) 34.5 1.8 (-1.5,5.2)
Male workers aged 25-39 yearsb

Partial smoking ban 47.4 33.3 14.1 (12.8, 15.5) 29.8

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 473 332 14.1 (12.8, 15.4) 29.8 0.0(-5.5,5.4)

Recent smoking ban (After 2007) 43.6 30.9 12.8 (11.4, 14.1) 29.2 -1.4 (-6.0, 3.3)
Male workers aged 40-50 years" :

Partial smoking ban 46.2 324 13.8 (12.5, 15.2) 29.9

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 46.4 30.7 15.7 (14.3, 17.0) 33.8 1.8 (-3.7,7.4)

Recent smoking ban (After 2007) 47.7 28.9 18.8 (17.5, 20.1) 39.4 5.0(0.2,9.8)

®The category of "Partial smoking ban" was used as a reference. Positive value of DID estimates represents smoking cessation rates
among male workers.

® Categorized by age in June 2001.
CI, confidence interval.
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Table 3. Current smoker prevalence, decrease and difference-in-differences (DID) estimates among husbands of female nonsmoking
public office workers according to smoking ban categories

Effect size of the public

Current smoker prevalence of husbands office smoking ban

Smoking ban categories 2001 2(0)10 Decrease, Decrease by DID. estimates,”
Yo %point (95%CI)  percent change, % %point (95%CI)
Husbands of total female workers 52.7 349 17.8 (16.4, 19.2) 33.8
Partial smoking ban 51.9 354 16.6 (15.2, 17.9) 31.9
Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 47.2 323 14.9 (13.6, 16.3) 31.6 -1.6 (-10.5, 7.2)
Recent smoking ban (After 2007) 55.9 36.0 19.9 (18.5, 21.3) 35.6 3.3(-4.3,11.0)
Husbands of female workers aged 25-39 years®
Partial smoking ban 58.2 344 23.8(22.5,25.1) 40.9
Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 46.9 354 11.5(10.1, 12.8) 24.5 -12.3 (-25.8, 1.1)
Recent smoking ban (After 2007) 59.2 38.5 20.8 (19.4,22.1) 35.1 -3.0 (-14.6, 8.5)
Husbands of female workers aged 40-50 yeatrsb '
Partial smoking ban 48.1 36.6 11.5 (10.1, 12.9) 23.9
Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 47.5 28.8 18.7 (17.4, 20.0) 394 7.2 (4.7, 19.2)
Recent smoking ban (After 2007) 53.6 33.8 19.9 (18.5, 21.2) 37.0 8.4 (-2.0, 18.7)

®The category of "Partial smoking ban" was used as a reference. Positive value of DID estimates represents smoking cessation rates
among husbands of female workers.

b Categorized by age in June 2001.
Cl, confidence interval.
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Table 4. Difference-in-Differences (DID) estimates by before and after 2007 time durations, according to smoking ban categories.

DID estimates”
Before 2007 After 2007 Before and After 2007
2001-2004 2004-2007 2007-2010 2001-2010° 2004-2010

smoking ban categories Ypoint (95%CI) Y%point (95%CI) Ypoint (95%CI) Ypoint (95%CI) Yopoint (95%CI)
Total male workers

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 0.8 (-2.7,4.3) -1.6 (-5.3,2.1) 1.0 (-3.0,5.1) 0.9 (-3.0,4.7) -1.1(-5.1,2.9)

Recent smoking ban (After 2007) 0.6 (-2.5,3.6) -0.8 (-4.0,2.5) 3.2(-04,6.7) 1.8(-1.5,5.2) 22(-1.3,5.7)
Male workers aged 25-39 years*

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) 3.9(-1.6,9.4) -3.8(-9.8,2.1) -3.0(-10.5, 4.5) 0.0 (-5.5,5.4) -6.8 (-12.9, -0.8)

Recent smoking ban (After 2007) -1.7(-6.5,3.1) -0.8(-6.2,4.5) -2.5(-9.1,4.0) -1.4 (-6.0, 3.3) -2.3(-7.6,3.0)
Male workers aged 40 °-59 ¢ years

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) -1.4(-5.9,3.2) -0.6 (-5.3,4.2) 2.8 (-2.0, 7.6) 1.8 (-3.7,7.4) 3.2(-2.1,8.5)

Recent smoking ban (After 2007) 2.0(-2.0,5.9) -1.2(-5.4,3.0) 5.7 (1.5, 10.0) 5.0(0.2,9.8) 5.5(0.9, 10.1)
Husbands of total female workers

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) -8.4(-17.1,0.3) 6.4 (-2.0, 14.7) 2.1(-5.8,10.0) -1.6 (-10.5, 7.2) 11.8 (3.2, 20.5)

Recent smoking ban (After 2007) 1.5(-5.7, 8.8) 1.5(-5.5,8.5) 1.6 (-5.4, 8.6) 3.3(-4.3,11.0) 4.2 (-3.2,11.6)
Husbands of female workers aged 25-39 years® ‘

Early smoking ban (2003-2007) -15.2(-31.0,0.5) 4.6(-10.6,19.8)  0.0(-14.6,14.7)  -12.3(-25.8, 1.1) 8.7(-5.9,23.2)

Recent smoking ban (After 2007) 1.0(-12.1,14.0)  -1.3(-14.5,119) -6.8(-20.4, 6.8) -3.0 (-14.6, 8.5) -8.7(-21.4,3.9)

Husbands of female workers aged 40 °-59 d years

Early smoking ban (2003-2007)
Recent smoking ban (After 2007)

-6.0 (-16.4, 4.5)

1.0 (-7.7,9.7)

8.1(-2.0,18.2)
2.0 (-6.4, 10.3)

2.8 (-6.6, 12.2)
4.6 (-3.5,12.7)

7.2 (-4.7,19.2)
8.4 (-2.0, 18.7)

13.6 (2.6, 24.6)
11.0 (1.7, 20.2)

* The category of "Partial smoking ban" was used as a reference. Positive value of DID estimates represents smoking cessation rates among male workers.

b Re-presented from Table 1 and 2.
¢ Age in baseline period.

d Age in follow-up period.

CI, confidence interval.
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Compared survey years with analyzed subjects

2001 2004 2007 2010
< >
25-50 years 34-59 vears
bim= 10,143 My = 6,840
Fin = 1,449 Fu= 1004
¢ ~; - >
25-56 28-59years  25-56years 28-59years
Min=12791 Mn=9I188 Man=58416 M: 11 = 7,750
Fin=1913 F:n=1853 Fn=1%% Fn=2174
< >
25-53 years 31-59years
M:in= 7922 Min =7,335
Fn= 1,499 F:rn=2,110
B

T Ed
25-56 years 28-59 vears
Min=9011 Min= 8,971
Fin= 1,731 B:n=2217

M: male public workers; F: female public workers who did

not smoke and had husbands

For example, an arrow between 2001 and 2010 means an analysis
framework comparing 2001 with 2010 using male subjects aged 25 -50
vears {n = 10,143} in 2001 and those aged 34-59 years (n = 6,840} in 2010

Ficure 1: Analytic frameworks with their age groups and total number that were used as study subjects.
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Table S1. Subjects number according to basic characteristics

Male workers

Married non-smoking female

workers
o 2001 2010 2001 2010

Characteristics N % N % N o, N o
Age group in 2001°

25-29 1478 146 1073  15.7 111 7.7 313 15.7

30-3 1624 16.0 1190 174 216 14.9 367 18.4

35-39 1883 18.6 1377  20.1 243 16.8 373 18.7

40-44 2292 22.6 1532 224 394 27.2 443 22.2

45-50 2866 28.3 1668 244 485 33.5 498 25.0
Marital status

Married 7963 78.5 6098 89.2 1449 100.0 1994 100.0

Never married 2036 20.1 588 8.6 NA NA

Widowed/Divorced 144 1.4 154 2.3 NA NA
Home owner

No 3331 32.8 1694 248 222 15.3 254 2.7

Yes 6812 672 5146 752 1227  84.7 1740  87.3
Equivalent household expenditure

1st (lowest) tertile 3261 322 2196 321 476 32.9 641 322

2nd tertile 3240 31.9 2261 33.1 458 31.6 638 32.0

3rd (highest) tertile 3293 325 2162 31.6 461 31.8 647 32.5

Missing 349 34 221 3.2 54 3.7 68 34
Metropolitan areas

No 9034 89.1 6099 89.2 1339 924 1819  91.2

Yes 1109 10.9 741 10.8 110 7.6 175 8.8

®Categorized by age in June 2001.
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Table S2. Basic characteristics according to smoking ban categories

2001

2010

Male workers

Married non-smoking female workers

Male workers

Married non-smoking female workers

Early

Partial Early Recent Partial Early Recent Partial ; Recent Partial Early Recent
. - smoking ban smoking ban . smoking ban  smoking ban . smoking ban smoking ban . smoking ban  smoking bar
Characteristics smokingban 303 2007) (2008-2011)  SMOKMELA 063 2007)  (20082011)  SOKIEDA 0030007 0082011y SMOKIEDA 0003 5007)  (2008-2011
N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %

Age group in 2001

25-29 595 157 580 145 303 129 35 7.4 52 8.0 24 7.4 444 16.8 403 156 226 14.0 124 16.0 101 138 88 18.1

30-34 628 166 617 154 379 16.1 65 138 98 151 53 163 46 169 461 179 283 17.5 151 195 120 164 96 19.8

35-39 673 17.8 755 189 455 193 77 163 115 17.7 51 156 522 197 509 19.8 346 214 167 21.6 130 177 76 15.6

40-44 824 21.8 889 222 579 246 137 29.0 168 258 89 273 604 22.8 575 223 353 218 165 213 183 250 95 196

45-50 1065 28.1 1160 29.0 641 272 158 335 218 335 109 334 628 23.8 628 244 412 254 168 217 199 272 131 27.0
Marital status

Married 2913 77.0 3156 789 1894 80.4 472 100.0 651 100.0 326 100.0 2355 89.1 2293 89.0 1450 89.5 775 100.0 733 100.0 486 100.C

Never married 819 21.6 788 19.7 429 182 NA NA NA 233 88 224 87 131 8.1 NA NA NA

Widowed/Divorced 53 1.4 57 1.4 34 14 NA NA NA 56 2.1 59 23 39 24 NA NA NA
Home owner ‘ k

No 1329 351 1228 30.7 774 328 75 159 90 13.8 57 175 734 27.8 625 243 335 207 108 13.9 74 10.1 72 148

Yes 2456 64.9 2773 69.3 1583 67.2 397 84.1 561 862 269 825 1910 722 1951 757 1285 79.3 667 86.1 659 89.9 414 852
Equivalent household expenditure .

1st (lowest) tertile 1285 34.0 1299 32.5 677 28.7 166 352 228 35.0 82 252 858 325 833 323 505 312 257 332 227 310 157 323

2nd tertile 1186 31.3 1259 31.5 795 33.7 143 303 205 315 110 337 859 325 863 335 539 333 248 32.0 236 322 154 317

3rd (highest) tertile 1187 31.4 1307 327 799 33.9 156 33.1 184 283 121 37.1 845 32.0 803 312 514 317 244 315 249 340 154 31.7

Missing 127 34 136 34 86 3.7 7 1.5 34 52 13 4.0 82 3.1 77 3.0 62 3.8 26 34 21 2.9 21 43
Metropolitan areas

No 3395 89.7 3537 88.4 2102 89.2 430 91.1 608 934 301 923 2387 90.3 2242 87.0 1470 90.7 720 929 665 90.7 434 893

Yes 390 103 464 11.6 255 10.8 42 8.9 43 6.6 25 7.7 257 9.7 334 13.0 150 93 55 7.1 68 9.3 52 107

"Categorized by age in June 2001.
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