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Empirical Research on Effects of Cultural Consumption of Urban and
Rural Residents to Development of China’s Cultural Industry

CHEN Nan-yue, QUAN Shao-hua, YANG Ling-zhi, LI Huan
( University of South China, Hengyang 421001, China)

Abstract: The paper does empirical analysis on the relationship between cultural consumption of urban and rural residents, cul-
tural investment, and GDP. The result shows that it is cultural consumption of urban and rural residents not cultural investment that
could promote the development of China’s cultural industry further, which proposes that the development of China’s cultural industry
should start with demand for cultural consumption, and promote the development of China’s cultural industry sound and rapidly through
the coordinated growth of the demand for cultural consumption of urban and rural residents.
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