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Abstract: Central Yunnan urban economic circle was a prioriy development zone in Yunnan Province. The contradictions between indusirial
economy and ecology envirorment were prominert. With the ecology industrial theory as the guide, how to develop the indusrial economic and com
bine the research area s own resource advartages and regional characteristics, to establish the ecology industrial system which could really realize the
integration of economic development and ecological environment yrotection effectively, and to make economic sustainable, healthy and rapid develop-
mert was the challenges of central urban economic development curently. This paper, based on the coefficient of variation s distance coordination de-
gree method, discussed the indusirial economy and ecological environment hammonious status i ceriral Yunnan urban economic goups, and put up
some suggestions to provide a new perspective for the coordinated development of central Yunnan urban economic groupé industrial economy and e-
cology envionment.
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