Table 1
Demographic characteristics of the sample
	Characteristics
	n (%)

	Age (years)

	20 - 29
	651 (31.00)

	30 - 39
	441 (21.00)

	40 - 49
	337 (16.05)

	≥ 50
	671 (31.95)

	Area
	

	Urban
	1448 (68.95)

	Rural
	652 (31.05)

	Education
	

	Primary
	294 (14.00)

	Secondary
	925 (44.04)

	Higher
	881 (41.96)

















Table 2
Preforming of cervical cancer preventive activities
	Characteristics of respondents
	Gynecological examination
	Pap test

	
	More than twice
	Twice
	Once
	None
	Always
	Not regularly
	Never

	
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)

	Age (years)
20 - 29
	

266 (12.68)
	

412 (19.62)
	

1084 (51.62)
	

338 (16.08)
	

1082 (51.52)
	

882 (42.00)
	

136 (6.48)

	30 - 39
	305 (14.53)
	459 (21.85)
	1000 (47.62)
	336 (16.00)
	1092 (52.00)
	801 (38.14)
	207 (9.86)

	40 - 49
	132 (6.29)
	525 (25.00)
	1180 (56.19)
	263 (12.52)
	1050 (50.00)
	788 (37.52)
	262 (12.48)

	≥ 50
	71
(3.39)
	191
(9.09)
	1510 (71.90)
	328 (15.62)
	1247 (59.38)
	590 (28.09)
	263 (12.53)

	Area
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Urban
	220 (10.48)
	395 (18.81)
	1180 (56.19)
	305 (14.52)
	1308 (62.28)
	638 (30.39)
	154 (7.33)

	Rural
	202 (9.62)
	204
(9.72)
	1287 (61.28)
	407 (19.38)
	745 (35.48)
	1017 (48.43)
	338 (16.09)

	Education
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Primary
	58
(2.76)
	102
(4.86)
	970
(46.19)
	970
(46.19)
	168 (8.00)
	1449 (69.00)
	438 (23.00)

	Secondary
	112 (5.33)
	318 (15.14)
	1384 (65.90)
	286 (13.63)
	1144 (54.48)
	716 (34.09)
	240 (11.43)

	Higher
	134 (6.38)
	257 (12.24)
	1514 (72.09)
	195 (9.29)
	1415 (67.38)
	586 (27.90)
	99 (4.72)














                                                                                      Table 3

Relation of education level and performing of gynecological examination 
(Chi – Square Tests)

	
	Value
	df
	p

	Pearson Chi-Square
	17.519a
	6
	.008

	Likelihood Ratio
	18.551
	6
	.005

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	1.923
	1
	.166




































                                                                                      Table 4

Relation of education level and performing of the Pap test (Chi – Square Tests)

	
	Value
	df
	p

	Pearson Chi-Square
	14.953a
	4
	.005

	Likelihood Ratio
	16.736
	4
	.002

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	11.780
	1
	.001





































                                                                      
                                                                                                    Table 5
[bookmark: _GoBack]Performing of breast cancer preventive activities
	
	Breast self - examination
	Mammography / Ultrasonography

	Characteristics of respondents
	Performed
	Never performed
	Done
	Never done

	
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)

	Age (years)
	
1444 (68.71)
	
656 (31.24)
	
273 (13.00)
	
1827 (87.00)

	30 - 39
	1499 (71.38)
	601 (28.62)
	504 (24.00)
	1596 (76.00)

	40 - 49
	1625 (77.38)
	475 (22.62)
	777 (37.00)
	1323 (63.00)

	≥ 50
	2035 (96.90)
	65 (3.10)
	1180 (56.19)
	920 (43.81)

	Area
	
	
	
	

	Urban
	1766 (84.10)
	334 (15.90)
	971 (46.24)
	1129 (53.76)

	Rural
	1558 (74.19)
	542 (25.81)
	541 (25.76)
	1559 (74.24)

	Education
	
	
	
	

	Primary
	1291 (61.48)
	809 (38.52)
	483 (23.00)
	1617 (77.00)

	   Secondary
	1680 (80.00)
	420 (20.00)
	843 (40.14)
	1257 (59.90)

	Higher
	2001 (95.29)
	99 (4.71)
	630 (30.00)
	1470 (70.00)






















                                                                                      Table 6

Relation of age and performing of mammography/ultrasonography 
(Chi – Square Tests)

	
	Value
	df
	p

	Pearson Chi-Square
	12.531a
	3
	.006

	Likelihood Ratio
	12.732
	3
	.005

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	12.088
	1
	.001




















Table 7 
Sources of information on cancer prevention
	Characteristics
of respondents



	Media
	Medical providers
	Lectures at the school/ university/ workplace
	Family/ friends
	Not informed

	
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)
	n (%)

	Age (years)
20 - 29
	
1291 (61.48)
	
462 
(22.00)
	
121 
(5.77)
	
226 
(10.76)
	
0
 (0.00)

	30 - 39
	
1369
(65.19)
	
504 
(24.00)
	
32 
(1.52)
	
195 
(9.29)
	
0
 (0.00)

	40 - 49
	
1337 (63.67)
	
525 
(25.00)
	
17 
(8.10)
	
90 
(4.26)
	
131 
(6.24)

	≥ 50
	
919 (43.76)
	
920 
(43.81)
	
11 
(5.23)
	
185 
(8.81)
	
65 
(3.10)

	Area
	
	
	
	
	

	Urban
	731 (34.81)
	1125 (53.57)
	115 
(5.47)
	129 
(6.14)
	0 
(0.00)

	Rural
	1354 (64.48)
	407 
(19.38)
	16 
(0.76)
	187 
(8.91)
	136 
(6.48)

	Education
	
	
	
	
	

	Primary
	970 (46.19)
	858 
(40.86)
	8 
(3.80)
	264 
(12.57)
	162 
(7.71)

	    Secondary
	1192 (56.76)
	716 
(34.10)
	94 
(4.48)
	56 
(2.67)
	42 
(2.00)

	Higher
	1270 (60.48)
	489 
(23.29)
	294 
(14.00)
	47 
(2.24)
	0 
(0.00)









Table 8 
Informing about cancer prevention through different media
	Response
	n (%)

	Informing about cancer prevention through television

	 Yes, by watching TV documentaries about prevention
	1554 (74.00)

	   Yes, but only during special campaigns
	35700 (17.00)

	   Not interested in watching such content
	146 (6.95)

	There is lack of such content on television
	43 (2.05)

	Informing about cancer prevention through radio

	Yes, by listening program about prevention
	1007 (47.95)

	Yes, but only during special campaigns
	421 (20.05)

	Not interested in watching such content
	126 (6.00)

	There is lack of such content on radio
	546 (26.00)

	Informing about cancer prevention through print media

	Yes, in daily newspapers
	714 (34.00)

	Yes, in health magazines
	1014 (48.28)

	Yes, but only during special campaigns
	122 (5.72)

	Not interested in watching such content
	168 (8.00)

	There is lack of such content in printed media
	84 (4.00)

	Informing about cancer prevention on Internet

	Yes, on web sites dedicated to health
	884 (42.05)

	Yes, on web sites of health institutions
	418 (19.90)

	Yes, on social networks, blogs and forums
	 275 (13.05)

	Not interested in searching such content
	523 (24.90)

	Informing about cancer prevention through posters and brochures

	Yes, and read it with interested
	1498 (71.33)

	Yes, but without interest to read it
	270 (12.86)

	Never given to
	332 (15.81) 






Table 9 
Role of different subjects in informing and education about cancer prevention
	Characteristics
of respondents



	Ministry of health
n (%)
	Health institutions
n (%)
	Media
n (%)
	Self -initiative of women
n (%)

	Age (years)
20 - 29
	
813 (38.71) 
	
609 (29.00)
	
626 (29.81)
	
52 (2.48)

	30 - 39
	399 (19.00)
	1100 (52.38) 
	601 (28.62)
	0 (0.00)

	40 - 49
	655 (31.19)
	1185(56.43)
	130 (6.19) 
	130 (6.19)

	≥ 50
	 527 (25.09)
	899 (42.82)
	18 (0.86)
	656 (31,24)

	Area

	Urban
	638 (30.38)
	821 (39.09)
	246 (11.72)
	395 (18.81)

	Rural
	542 (25.81)
	1084 (51.62)
	136 (6.48)
	338 (16.09)

	Education

	Primary
	808 (38.48)
	808 (38.48)
	322 (15.33)
	162 (7.71)

	   Secondary
	191 (9.09)
	1241 (59.09)
	238 (11.33)
	430 (20.49)

	Higher
	976 (46.48)
	586 (27.90)
	391 (18.62)
	147 (7.00)


	










                                                                                             Table 10
Relation of age and attitude towards the most important subjects  
(Chi – Square Tests)

	
	Value
	df
	p

	Pearson Chi-Square
	27.544a
	9
	.001

	Likelihood Ratio
	32.468
	9
	.000

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	1.802
	1
	.179


	


















                                                                                             Table 11
Relation of education and attitude towards the most important subjects  
(Chi – Square Tests)
	
	Value
	df
	p

	Pearson Chi-Square
	20.076a
	6
	.003

	Likelihood Ratio
	21.624
	6
	.001

	Linear-by-Linear Association
	1.648
	1
	.199




