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Abstract

Betelnut chewing has been regarded as a health
related risky behavior, similar to smoking and drinking.
This study incorporated the health risk factors into the
betelnut chewing behavior. We constructed an integrated
health risk indicator for such purpose. Empirical results
indicated that betelnut chewing behavior can be regarded
as an rational addiction behavior,

Keywords: Rational Addiction, Myopic
Addiction, Betelnut Consumption,
Risk Perception
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