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Schmidt, J. J. (2014). Historicising the Hydrosocial Cycle. Water Alternatives, 7(1), 220-234.
Disponible sur: www.water-alternatives.org/index.php/alldoc/articles/vol7/v7issue1/242-
a7-1-13/file

Swyngedouw, E. (1999). Modernity and Hybridity: Nature, Regeneracionismo, and
theProduction of the Spanish Waterscape, 1890-1903.Annals of the Association of
American Geographers, 89(3), 443-465.doi: 10.1111/0004-5608.00157
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