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Abstract

Competition in the industry and the
state's financial straits, the government
organs save human , financial
expenditure is inevitable policy, through
mechanization and information
technology to replace human operations,
is the government agency then operating
trends. Mowing vehicle specifications,
performance of influences, it will directly
affect the environment green finishing
operating efficiency, therefore, by
extension theory mowing cars on the
selection should consider factors that
assessment, the period to be effective and
meet the needs of more users good
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