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An Empirical Analysis of the Correlation Between the Healthy City Construction and Economic Development in
Guiyang City

LU Xiao-long, WANG Yun,ZHOU Chun-fang,WU Hong-yan,ZHOU Ge-yao
(School of Medicine and Health Management, Guizhou Medical University,550025, Guiyang, Guizhou, China)

Abstract:We analyze the correlation between the healthy city construction and economic development in
Guiyang city by using the empi ri cal analysi s model. we fi nd that Guiyang zs economl c devel opment has a positive
effect on residents' health and Health i nvestment can al so promote Guiyang's economic development. However,
the problem of high urban popul ation density and i nsuffici ent residents* health consumption isn't benefit to
the healthy city construct!'on. Therefore, we should promote healthy city construction and sustainable eco-
nomi ¢ development through improving the urban mdnagement mechanism and building a conservation-minded soci -

ety.
Keywords healthy ci ty economic devel opment correl ati on empi ri cal analysis
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