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[ Abstract)

types of gambling. Methods A total of 373 Macau students completed a questionnaire survey on intention to gam-

Objective To explore whether an individual’ s intention to gamble varied across different

ble dealing with thirteen types of gambling,and exploratory factor analyses were conducted. Results The analyses
showed two factors that had eigenvalues greater than one and explained a total of 59.455 percent of the variance,
with the largest factor explaining 32.59 percent. Participants’ intentions to gamble were relatively lower in gam-
bles of low counterparty with mean scores varying from (1.62 +1.13) to (2.20 +1.35) ,while the intentions were
higher in gambles of high counterparty with mean scores varying from (2.34 +1.39) to (3.02 +1.55). Conclu-
sion Respondents’ degree of intention to gamble was highly domain-specific, varying with the type of gambling.
An individual’ s intention to gamble is not consistent across all content domains, which implied that a potential

gambler is not necessarily intended to gamble in all types of gambling.
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