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Causes of difference in styles between Suzhou gardens and
Yangzhou gardens

LI Jin-yu
(Editorial Department  Journal of Yangzhou Polytechnic College, Yangzhou 225002, Jiangsu China)

Abstract: Yangzhou gardens with bright colors and lage structures are civilian inclined, while Suzhou gardens with
elegant colors and ingenious structures are of literati. Yangzhou gardens are characterized by the openness and
diversity. On the contrary, Suzhou gardens awe characterized by tradition and singleness. The causes of the
difference in style between Suzhou gardens and Yangzhou gardens are different garden owners, painting styles and
study styles. Most owners of Yangzhou gardens were salt dealers and very successful businessmen while those of
Suzhou gardens were officials and literati. Yangzhou gardens were influenced by Yangzhou School of Painting and

Studies of Yangzhou. However, Suzhou gardens were influenced by Wu School of Painting and Studies of Wu.
[Ch, 15 ref.]
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