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Efficacy of smoking cessation in spirometry results of COPD smokers: a randomized
controlled clinical trial

Abstract

Background: Nicotine replacement therapy (NRT) may be more effective if it is combined with
short cognitive-behavioral interventions for smoking cessation in chronic obstructive pulmonary

diseasesmokers.

Material and methods. To examine the effectiveness of guided self-change (GSC), in a
randomized controlled clinical trial, 57 men ranging from 45 to 77 years old were randomly
assigned to three 19-member groups (GSC, NRT, and combined GSC-NRT).

The primary data on smoking cessation and pulmonary functions were examined during 29
weeks using General Linear (GEE) Model status, intention-to-treat analysis, and repeated
measures ANOVA test.

Results: A total of 9 (47.4%) of the participantsin the GSC and combined groups and 4 (21.1%)
participantsin the NRT group reported total abstinence rate from smoking by the end of 29
weeks. Daily cigarette number was changed from 24 to 4 in GSC group, 26 to 11 in NRT group,
and 20 to 6 in combined group. The GEE model revealed that this variable decreased in GSC
group more than two other groups significantly (P=0.003). Moreover, the FVC level of the NRT
group was lower than the GSC group (P=0.04), and the FEV in the NRT group was lower than
GSC group (P=0.02). Furthermore, the level of FEV1/FVC act/pred in the NRT group was lower
than GSC group (-6, 95% Cl: -10.4-(-1.5), P=0.008) and it was also lower in the combined group
than the GSC group (-6, 95% CI: -11.3-(-0.5), PVv=0.03).

Conclusion: GSC and combined GSC-NRT treatments were equally effective in abstinence rate.
Moreover Daily cigarette and the FEV1/FVC act/pred in GSC group was more than two other
groups, indicating the health professionals can apply GSC alone in smoking cessation and

improve lung function of COPD smokers.
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volume; nicotine replacement therapy
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I ntroduction

Almost one-third of the adult people in industrial countries and seventy percent in countries of
Asian are smokers, and two-thirds of lifelong smokers eventually die as a result of smoking(1).
Smoking is the main reason of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) (2, 3). COPD
affects approximately 10% of the global population and is growing in prevalence annually (4). It
affects aimost 400 million people (5) and is the third leading cause of death worldwide (6).
COPD is characterized by persistent respiratory symptoms and chronic airflow limitation and is
associated with comorbidities (7) and progressive non-reversible narrowing of airways, and is
mainly caused by cigarette smoking (4).The natura history of COPD demonstrates
that FEV 1 rapidly declines in smokers who are susceptible to cigarette smoke(8). The susceptible
smokers who quit smoking not only recover a little but also the rate of the FEV1drop is no
longer steep (8, 9). Pulmonary function tests are recommended to measure FEV 1 in all smokers
(9). Theuseof FEV1I/FVC isatraditional amount of obstruction in airways to detect airways
obstruction during spirometry testing (10).Smoking quitting is the most effective idea for
reducing the progress of the COPD and decreasing mortality in nearly fifty percent of smokers
with COPD (2, 11-13). Use of nicotine replacement therapy (NRT) in combination with
counseling have proven to help these patients to quit (4, 11) and have €efficacy
in smoking quitting rates improvement. When combined with a brief counseling, NRT has been
effective in increasing smoking cessation and persistent abstinence in COPD smokers (12). One

approach in thisregard isto combine guided self-change with NRT (12).

Guided sdlf-change (GSC) isabrief cognitive-behavioral intervention that was first designed to
help alcoholics to identify and develop their abilities to solve their dependency problems (15).
This culture-sensitive treatment approach has been applied successfully to a variety of
individuals, couples, or groups with problematic alcohol/cigarette/substance abuse (14-20). Since
GSC has not been compared with NRT in smoking cessation yet, the investigators considered a
randomized, controlled clinical trial to compare the efficiency of them for cigarette smoking
cessation in COPD patientsin Iranian culture.

M aterialsand Methods

This trial was done in the Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences Research Center in Addiction
Institute and Lung Research Center of Mazandaran University of Medical Sciencesin Sari, Iran.
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The trial protocol was approved by Ethics committee of Mazandaran University of medical
sciences (IR.MAZUMS.REC.95.2137), registered in the lranian Registry of Clinical Trials
(IRCT201609271457N11; www.irct.ir), and executed in accordance with the Declaration of
Helsinki and its subsequent revisions. Subjects were informed of the research protocol and their
right to withdraw from the trial at any time and then they provided a written informed consent.
The study was performed from December 2016 to November 2017. The statistical population
included all COPD subjects referred to the pulmonary clinic of Imam Khomeini Hospital in Sari,
Iran.

Inclusion and Exclusion criteria

The inclusion criteria for the patients were being at the age of over 45 years (owing to higher
incidence of COPD in this age group), having COPD, smoking, and being referred by a
pulmonologist with airway obstruction diagnosis. In this study, the women did not meet the

eligible criteria.

The exclusion criteria were the presence of other systemic medical diseases such as diabetes
mellitus, respiratory failure, normal primary spirometry, contraindications for nicotine gum
consumption (alergy, recent heart attacks, dangerous arrhythmias, severe angina,
hyperthyroidism, insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus, active peptic ulcers, pregnancy, and
lactation), and severe psychiatric disorders, such as psychosis, and severe depression and anxiety
reported with the patient, and the GSC psychotherapist and psychiatrist diagnosis .

Randomization, concealment, and blinding

A computerized random number generator was used to produce a randomization schedule
employing block randomization (block size of six and twelve) by an independent clinical
epidemiologist, who is not involved in the study conducted (recruitment, intervention, and
assessment).  The randomization sequences were concealed in lightproof, sealed envelopes.
Eligible participants were randomly assigned to three parallel groups at a 1:1:1 allocation ratio,
according to the randomization list after signing informed consent form. Participants and the
therapist were blinded in the initial assessment for inclusion criteria, but, neither participants nor
the therapist were blinded during the clinical trial. It was not feasible to mask participants to
allocation to GSC or NRT or combined group.
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I nter ventions
The interventions employed were GSC, NRT and combined of GSC and NRT in three groups.
NRT Treatment

In this study, NRT was used through transmucosally delivered Nicotine (Nicolife®) blisters (30
labelled gums containing 2 mg nicotine each in an ad lib dose schedule in patients (21). The
patients were trained to consume it, and the side effects were explained. NRT was used only in
NRT and GSC-NRT groups for 6 weeks, every time the patient had craving.

GSC Treatment

The patients were guided by the principles of motivation increasing and a 6-page self-change
booklet. All the treatments in the three groups were delivered by the same psychotherapist, a
trained CBT therapist with more than 15 years of practice. The therapist was trained to give GSC
intervention by a psychotherapist and a psychologist at a workshop in 3 days and then treated 5
smokers before the intervention. The treatment sessions in the GSC arm of the intervention were
randomly tape-recorded to confirm the process fiddlity. In this study, we investigate how to cope

with craving in high-risk situations for cigarette smoking.
GSC intervention protocol

The GSC intervention protocol included 5 sessions, including screening and evaluation, deciding
to change, coping with risky situations, identifying different solutions to action, and planning for

the future. GSC was applied in 5 one-hour sessions for 5 weeks (22) asfollows:
Session 1: Screening and evaluation

The questionnaires smoking variables were completed. The motivations to quit smoking were
also discussed. The homework involved completing the cast-benefit table for quitting or non-
quitting of smoking as well as completing the daily smoking form for different conditions. The

patients were asked to contribute to the manual given at the beginning of the sessions.

Session 2: Deciding to change
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The high-risk situations and smoking stimulants were explained. Withdrawal syndrome and
reinforcement of the date for quitting were also expounded. Coping skills and assertiveness were

taught. Changing negative thought, body relaxation and respiratory practices were taught.
Session 3: Discussing risky situations

The high-risk situations were investigated, and the operational solutions were asked from the
patients. The main goal here was to overcome temptation to stay abstinent. The obstacles to

overcome were reviewed.
Session Four: Identify various solutionsto action

The patients retargeted the daily consumption of cigarettes. As the homework, the patients were
required to control their consumption status, identify new consumption situations and complete

the daily consumption form.
Session 5: Stepsto thefuture

The patients were asked to evaluate their commitment and complete the cast-benefit table, again
and their improvement was also encouraged. Improvement in life quality and identification of
possible difficulties to remain abstinent were also regarded. Finally, a number of phone follow-

ups were carried out if necessary (23, 24).
Outcomes

The primary outcomes included smoking quitting rate and spirometry changes in patients over 6,
12, and 29 weeks after the treatment.The secondary outcomes included (Fagerstrom Test for
Nicotine Dependence) FTND and clinical assessment test (CAT) in similar periods in the

participants.
Pr ocedur es and measur ements

After randomization, additional primary data such as education, smoking quitting history,
medical history, and other related data were collected. Cigarette smoking state was measured
over 6, 12, and 29 weeks after intervention. Spirometry parameters were analyzed in similar
periods. A sample size of 57 participants (19 persons in each group) was considered (conferred
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80% power, with two-sided p=0.05) to identify a 10% absolute difference in quitting ratesin the

three groups.

After explaining the study procedure, the patients completed the demographic information
guestionnaires and Fagerstrom Test for Nicotine Dependence (FTND) (19, 26-28). The
pulmonary function was evaluated based on the results of spirometry (SpiroScout ®, Ganshorn
Medizin Electronic, Niederlauer, Germany) (29, 30). FEV1 and FVC were measured by the
spirometry device (31, 32) before the intervention and during the treatment to assess further
decline/improvement of lung function. The norma spirometry results were defined as
FEVI/FVC [@70% and FVC @80% (33, 34). In addition to common treatments (e.g.,
bronchodilator corticosteroid, beta-agonists, and anticholinergic inhalers), NRT and GSC were
performed by a trained psychotherapist. NRT was used only in NRT and GSC-NRT groups.
After the intervention, the patients were asked to complete the questionnaires again, and the

spirometry was repeated over 6, 12, and 29 weeks after the treatment.

Statistical analyss. To assess the normality of the data distribution, Shapiro-Wilk test was used.
The characteristics concerned with the descriptive baseline for the three groups were shown as
mean (SD), median (inter-quartile range), or as percentages. Comparison of three groups for
categorical data was statistically analyzed through chi-square or Fisher exact test. Additionally,
they were statistically analyzed using t- test or Mann-Whitney U test for continuous data. Using
intention-to-treat analysis, the primary efficacy data on smoking cessation and pulmonary
function were examined. The resultsin the three groups were analyzed using general linear
model (GLM) comparing them in the three groups by repeated measure ANOVA test. The
evaluation time was regarded as the within-patient factor. Furthermore, the intervention type
(GSC or NRT) was assumed as the between-patient factor. The time groups (interaction term)
were regarded as group differences (across the three groups) in their response over time. For
compound symmetry assumption, Mauchley’s sphericity test was used. To estimate the
differences in values of smoking cessation, pulmonary function at each point in timein the three
groups and the time trend after treatment, generalized estimating equation (GEE) was used. A p-
value of 0.05 or less was assumed statistically significant. At last, using IBM SPSS statistics

version 16 and Stata version 12, the data were analyzed.
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Results
Participants

In the current study, atotal of 900 patients referring to pulmonology clinic were screened. Of
the patients, 120 patients declined to participate in the study and 720 patients did not satisfy the
eigibility criteria. In this respect, the remaining 60 patients were randomly assigned to three
groups of whom three patients were lost to follow-up during the study period. Totally, 57
patients completed the present study and their data were analyzed (Fig. 1).

Table 1 presents the participants clinical characteristics and basic demographic in the three
groups. In this study, the women did not meet the eligible criteria, As the table shows, thereis
no statistically significant differencein average age (GSC vs NRT vs combined group; P=0.08),
marital status (GSC vs. NRT vs combined group; P= 0.36), and other characteristics (job,
motivation for quitting, importance of smoking cessation, smoker friends, craving, FTND, and
dally cigarette smoking). The age of smoking onset was 8-34 (mean=19.6) years and the
duration of smoking was 9-59 (mean=32.9) years. A total of 53 patients (93%) smoked after the
main meal, 13 (8.22%) regularly smoked after sex; 15 (26.3%) were opium smokers, 4 (7%) took
methadone, and 5 (8.8%) also consumed alcohol.

Smoking cessation rate

The smoking abstinence ratesin NRT, GSC, and combined groups were 21.1% (4 patients), 47.4
%(9 patients), and 47.4 (9 patients), respectively. A statistically difference was significant
between the smoking cessation rate in the GSC or combined groups with that in the NRT group
(P=0.001). After adjustment of other variables, the GEE model indicated that GSC decreased
odds of quitting smoking as compared to those in the NRT group (OR= 0.31, 95% CI. 0.022—
0.545).

Daily cigarette reduction and Nicotine dependence test
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The GEE model revealed that daily cigarette reduction in the GSC was higher than that
combined group and then in the NRT group, and a statistically significant group effect (P=0.003)
was found (table3).

The Fagerstrom Test for Nicotine Dependence (FTND) differences between the three groups
were not statistically significant (p=0.097). Decreasing FTND score in GSC was more than both
the GSC-NRT and NRT groups after 29 weeks.

Spirometry parameters

The forced vital capacity (FVC- act) and FEV1/FVC act in the three study groups were
statistically significant (group effect, P=0.05) (table 2). Contrasts revealed the FV C-act and the
FEV1/FVC- act levelsin GSC (P=0.03 and P=0.04 respectively) and combined group (P=0.04
and P=0.05 respectively) was higher than NRT group. After adjusting for other variables, GEE
model revealed the FV C-act level of the NRT group to be lower than the GSC group (-0.52, 95%
Cl: -1- -0.02, P=0.04).

Thelevel of FEV;-act in the NRT group was lower than in the GSC group (-0.5, 95% CI: -0.9- -
0.12, P=0.009) and it was also lower in the combined group than in the GSC group (-0.38, 95%
Cl: -0.72- -0.05, P=0.03).The FEV ;-act/pred level in the NRT group was lower than in the GSC
group (-9.7, 95% CI: -17.9- -1.5, P=0.02). Thelevel of FEV 1/FVC-act in the NRT group was
lower than in the GSC (-5.9, 95% CI: -10.4-(-1.5), P=0.03).Furthermore, this value was also less
in the combined group than in the GSC group (-5.9, 95% CI: -10.4-(-1.5), P=0.03). Theleve of
FEV1/FVC act/pred in the NRT group was lower than in the GSC group (-6, 95% ClI: -10.4-(-
1.5), P=0.008) and it was also lower in the combined group than in the GSC group (-6, 95% CI: -
11.3-(-0.5), Pv=0.03) (table 2).

Discussion

The present study aimed to determine the effectiveness of GSC and NRT on smoking cessation
in COPD patients. In this respect, an effective treatment can use pharmacotherapy such as
nicotine replacement therapy (NRT) and counseling(35).

A number of studies have been performed into the effect of psychological interventions in

smoking cessation. Many pharmaceutical therapies have also been used in the treatment of


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.29.20085894
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.04.29.20085894; this version posted May 5, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC 4.0 International license .

smoking dependence such as NRT. However, no related study was found on the effects of GSC
on the tobacco cessation in COPD patients. To the best of our knowledge, the current study isthe
first randomized controlled trial demonstrating the efficacy of GSC, NRT, and the combination

of them on smoking cessation.

In this study, GSC and combined GSC-NRT were found to be equally effective in tobacco
cessation in decreasing smoking. Moreover, seria changes in spirometry results in COPD
patients during a smoking cessation trial were examined. Furthermore, the results of our study
correlate with previous studies evaluating the effectiveness of counseling, advice, or NRT for
smoking cessation in COPD smokers in Iran and other countries. In this regard, cluster
randomized controlled trials were carried out with counseling and psychotherapy combined with
NRT or bupropion administration, and the usual drug therapy without any psychiatric
interventions. The two study groups were treated as one in the analysis since the interventions
were found to be equally effective. Additionally, smoking cessation is an effective method to
reduce the disease progress by slowing down the decline rate of the annual FEV 1 (36). Hilberink
SR in a meth analysis evaluated two counseling plans alone or combination with NRT in COPD
smokers, the intervention led to a significantly self-reported higher success smoking rate. It also
verified quit rates compared to usua care biochemically (37). The interventions resulted in a
significantly higher self-reported success rate (14.5%) compared to the usual care (without
psychiatric intervention) (7.4%)(37). Also, Lou P et al. obtained 44.3% abstinence rates with
behavioral intervention during 48 months (38), Sharifirad GR et al. have shown 46% stable
cessation in the group therapy compared to individual counsdling(26), Sotoodeh Asl N et al.
reported a65.4% reduction of smoking with individual short term CBT (39). In ametha analysis,
Lancaster T & Stead LF concluded that, there is a high-quality evidence that individually-
delivered smoking cessation counselling can assist smokers to quit (40). Moreover, Sharifi H in
an observational study showed that 4.64% of people decreased the number of cigarettes by at
least 50%, and 9.12% stopped smoking with behavioral and pharmaceutical therapy (41).
Likewise, in our study, GSC and combined GSC-NRT interventions were equally effective in
complete abstinence rate. Perhaps, severity of the illness and the the motivation of patients to
quit smoking, as well as the therapist's skills and clinical experience play an important role.
Furthermore, the differences between the counseled group and the controls in rates of cessation

in 6 months were 33.3% Vs 21.4% (42) in a randomized trial of smoking cessation counseling
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and a self-help manual and three to eight 15-20-min counseling sessions. In a hospital-based
randomized smoking cessation trial with counseling and outpatients telephone follow-up and
minimal counseling and transdermal NRT, 35% of the intensive intervention group
reported quitting compared to 21% of the comparison group in 6 months (43). Moreover,
evaluation of 21 randomized controlled trials indicated that cognitive therapies combined with
medication probably improved smoking abstinence rates, compared to medication (44). One
study in Sweden (45) yielded similar results and the smokers received brief smoking cessation
advice and annual spirometry , followed by a personal letter from a physician. Three years later,
25% of the smokers with COPD were smoke-free for >1 year, compared to 7% of smokers with
normal lung function. In addition, a study in Finland indicated that offering individual
counseling to all individuals led to a sustained abstinence rate of 5.4% in smokers without
COPD, compared to 10.6% in patients with COPD. Nevertheless, success in quitting was not
considered to be related to airway obstruction (46). The results of the present study show that
GSC is more effective than NRT and NRT-GSC in assisting smoker COPD patients to quit and

improve their lung function.
Conclusion

As a conclusion, GSC smoking cessation counseling can be an effective method to help COPD
patients to quit smoking and lead to increased lung health benefits. In this respect, health
professionals should offer GSC to smokersin order to help them to quit smoking. Healthy status
factors, quitting motivation, and individual counsdling are important factors associated with

smoking cessation results.
Limitations

A number of limitations existed in the present study. In this study, the most of the patients were
from Mazandaran Province in Iran. Therefore, the study population may not correctly represent
all smokers in Iran. Moreover, our patients were all men. Since men and women revealed
different responses (21), conducting a clinical trial in order to compare the efficacy of GSC in
men and women would be a reasonable and interesting study. Furthermore, nicotine dependence
and demographic characteristics were not considered to be independent factors for smoking
cessation, possibly due to our study small sample size. Moreover, at least, many of our patients
consumed opium, alcohol or both of them with their cigarette and interventions was effective in
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this group, the authors think that these interventions were applied in smokers without these
substances.
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Fig 1. CONSORT diagram of patients’ randomization, intervention, and analysis
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Table 1: Basic demographic and clinical characteristics of patientsin three groups

Variable Group PV
GSC(N=19) NRT(N=19) Combined(N=19)
Age, mean (SD) 50(+6) 56(+10) 54(+8) 0.08
53.6(18.43)
Marital status, n (%) Married 15(30.6) 16(32.2) 18(36.7) 0.36
Single 4(50) 3(37.5) 1(12.5)
/Divor ced/Widowed
Occupation n (%) Self-employee 14(38.9) 11(30.6) 11(30.6) 0.5
Employed 5(23.8) 8(38.1) 8(38.1)
Smoking  cessation  desperate and 1(50) 0 1(50) 0.6
motivation n (%) unwilling
hopeful and very 18(32.7) 19(34.5) 18(32.7)
hopeful to giving up
Importance of trivial and 1(50) 0 1(50) 0.6
smoking cessation N ggmewhat
(%0) very much and too 18(32.7) 19(34.5) 18(32.7)
much
Smoker friends none of them and a 13(36.1) 13(36.1) 10(27.8) 0.5
n (%) bit
half and the most 6(28.6) 6(28.6) 9(42.9)
Craving (mean + SD) 22(x 7.7) 23(%6) 26(+8) 0.2
FTND’score (mean + FTND was 4.7(x2.1) 4.9(x2.9) 4.9(x2.1) 0.93
SD) morethan 5in
42.1% of
patients
Daily cigarette(mean + 5-60 (mean=23)  24(+ 13) 26(+18) 20(x7) 0.7

SD)

*Fagerstrom Test for Nicotine Dependence

cigarettesin a

day

Data are expressed as the mean or as number (percentages)
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Table2: Spirometry characteristics of participants (scores at baseline, 6, 12 and 29 weeks after

treatment) in three groups

Variable Group Time Between Group I nteraction
T1 T2 T3 T4 effect effect effect
FEVlact | GSC 2.4(1.8-2.8) 2.7(2.2-3.2) 2.5(2.3-3.4) 2.8(2.5-3.2) 0.007 0.046 0.71
NRT 1.8(1.3-2.4) 1.9(1.2-2.9) 2.5(1.4-3) 2.3(1.6-3) 0.22
Combined | 1.7(1.6-2.3) 2.2(1.8-2.8) 2.4(2.1-2.9) 2.4(2-3.1) 0.001
FEVlact/ | GSC 65(60-78) 77(71-86) 81(71-88) 82(73-87) 0.002 0.09 0.35
pred NRT 62(47-72) 61(46-76) 73(54-85) 71(55-89) 0.13
Combined | 56(46-69) 66(55-76) 78(64-86) 78(58-87) 0.001
FEV1/ GSC 71(62-78) 78(70-86) 83(77-90) 79(78-80) 0.0001 0.055 0.001
FVCact | NRT 66(55-73) 68(59-79) 72(62-79) 78(76-79) 0.001
Combined | 54(45-78) 71(54-79) 78(68-86) 77(76-79) 0.0001
FEV1/ GSC 91(79-99) 98(90-109) 107(99-116) 114(108-136) 0.0001 0.11 0.18
FVCact/ | NRT 83(72-96) 89(77-102) 96(80-102) 109(86-115) 0.0001
pred Combined | 70(56-102) 90(67-103) 100(89-112) 109(95-154) 0.0001
PEF act GSC 3.3(2.4-5.6) 4.4(3.5-6.7) 5.8(3.5-6.6) 5.5(4.2-6.5) 0.008 0.16 0.9
NRT 3.1(2.3-4.2) 3.3(1.8-6.1) 3.7(2.7-6) 4.1(3-6) 0.22
Combined | 2.7(1.7-4.3) 35(2.8-4.7) 47(3.35.7) 4.6(3.4-6.1) 0.0001
PEF GSC 40(29-66) 51(37-77) 64(45-78) 64(48-77) 0.007 0.22 0.94
act/pred NRT 39(29-47) 42(24-67) 42(33-77) 46(39-67) 0.17
Combined | 35(23-57) 45(33-62) 56(41-70) 57(38-70) 0.0001
Data are expressed as the median (inter-quartile range)
FVC: Forced Vital Capacity, FEV: Forced expired volume, PEF: Forced expiratory flow
Table3: Daily Cigarette of participants (scores at baseline and time intervals of three weeks in
the groups
Time Betwe | Group | Inter
en effect | actio
T1 T2 T3 T4 T5 T6 T7 T8 T9 T10 offect n
effec
t
GSC | 20(16-30) | 12(1-18) | 9(1-15) | 7(1-10) | 4(0-10) | 3(0-9) 3(0-9) 3(0-9) 2(0-9) 2(0-9) 0.001 | 0003 | 0.49
£ [\R 20(12-30) | 13(6-20) | 12(8-20) | 11(7- 10(5-18) | 10(4-17) | 10(4-16) | 10(3-16) | 10(3-16) | 10(3- 0.001
8| T 20) 16)
> | Com [ 20(15-30) | 6(0-14) 6(0-12) | 5(0-10) | 3(0-8) 3(0-8) 2(0-8) 2(0-7) 1(0-7) 1(0-7) 0.001
'g gi ne
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