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=Figure 3= Path diagram for the modified model
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Development and Test of the
Hypothetical Model to Explain
Smpking Cessation Behaviors
Based on Trandis” Interpersonal
Behavior Theory

Of Hyw-Soos

Puorposet This  stndy was conducted  to
develop and test the lypothetical model which
ceszation  Dehavior
egtablished  based on the Triandis’  interpersonal
behavior  theory. Method The  data  were
collected  from  the 400 urdversity  stodent
smokers  enrolled located in
Seol  and  Kymng-In  provinee  The study  was
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prograrn. Besults: ALl of  the it statistics,
except  the showed  the
hyvpothetical model was well fitted to the data
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amoling cessation behavier  had
direct  effect on intention to  smoldng
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arcugal  related  to had
dgniticant direct effects on  performing  soking
cessation hehavior, whereas nuribers of
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intention to smoking cessation did not
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