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Comparison on the Differences of Hydrophyte Landscape Between

Chinese (Qassical Gardens and Modern Gardens

XIE Ling yan, LIN Ping, ZHANG Ming can, PAN Geng yun, NEI Jun-ling
(Southwest Foresty University, Kunming, Yunnan 650224)

Abstract: Based on the application of water plants in the Chinese classical garden and modern garden, analyzing the meth

ods of useing hydrophyte in two type garden from the water landscape forms, plant species and plant views in article.
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