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United Statesb

Pregnant women from the most advantaged socio-economic category 

Inequalities*

Pregnant women from the intermediate socio-economic category

Pregnant women from the most disadvantaged socio-economic category 

Socio-economic variable use:

a Ecological index

b Education level

c Occupationnal category

* corresponding to the absolute difference in the prevalence of smoking during pregnancy between women in the most and least advantaged
socio-economic categories. 

Figure 3: Changes in prevalence of smoking during pregnancy according to the socio-economic category per country
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