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Abstract

Casual model is one of the most powerful instruments in consumer behavioral
intentions research. Researchers describe and explain interrelationship between latent
variables and manifest variables by structura modeling approach. LISREL and neural
networks have recently become the popular method to perform structural equation
modeling. To recognize the differences between LISREL and neura networks



methods and to realize their usability in consumer behavioral intentions research, this
research applied these two methods to travelers’ behaviora intentions of intercity bus
on national freeway. This research aso discussed and compared the methodology,
data processing procedures, and results of two methods. At last, we proposed our
conclusions and suggestions based on our study results.

Keywords: LISREL, Neural Networks, Consumer Behaviora Intentions, Intercity
Bus
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