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Influence of Smoking Related Environmental Cues on Smoking Behavior
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[Abstract] The formation and maintenance of smoking behavior are not only influenced by individual factors, but also af-
fected by social environment. People are possibly induced to smoke by smoking related cues. Therefore, it is important to
recognize and identify the main effects of smoking related environmental cues on smoking behavior, as it has great signifi-
cance to reducing the amount and prevalence of smoking. This paper reviewed studies about the effects of smoking related
environmental cues on smoking behavior, and focused on four kinds of smoking related environmental cues (cigarette and
smoking sets, others smoking around, alcohol or drinking, smoking in the movies or on TVs), and their effects on smoking
behavior. As well, the main methods were introduced in this field.
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