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Abstract. Aiming at the fundamental difference of the travel behavior of the elderly in different
types of activities this paper tries to analyse the influence factors of the activity-travel demand and urban
built-up environment. By applying the structural equation model analysis method the relationship
between the characteristic parameters of the travel behavior and the behavior of the individual attributes
activity factors travel behavior and travel behaviors is obtained. Through a number of Logit models the
relationship between the activity4ravel mode and the urban built-up factors of the elderly is studied. The
conclusion is to provide decision-making basis and direct guidance for meeting the older activity-iravel

demand and promoting the new aging city construction.
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