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Analysis on the rules of plant configuration in Chinese temple gardens
LIU Fengdan, JIANG Junhao, HU Guang
(School of Civil Engineering and Architecture, Zhejiang Sci-Tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: From the existing gardens in China, 59 temple gardens with complete plant data were selected as
research objects the current patterns of garden plant in Chinese temples were investigated. By using the R
language, Pearson correlation analysis and linear regression analysis were conducted to determine the relationship
between temple attributes and plant configuration in temple gardens. The results showed that woody evergreen
plant was commonly used in the temples garden. Ginkgo, Ophiopogon japonicas and Nandina were the most
popular species founded in Chinese temple, Temple size, history and the local climate of temples have a significant
impact on the selection and configuration of temple garden plants.
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