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Conservation and Improvement of Tobacco Soil in Tianzhu County of Qiandongnan
LONG Qiu-rong, YANG Jing, QU Zhen-fei

Abstract Tobacco soil was one of key factors for ensuring to produce good quality and high yield flue-cured tobacco. Basic suitation, degrada-

(Qiandongnan Company , Guizhou Tobacco Company, Kaili, Guizhou 556000 )

tion , conservation and improvement and consolidation of tobacco soil were surveyed. The results showed that block was crushing, drainage con-
dition was convenient, drainage facility was perfect. Tobacco soil area without flood disaster was 420. 00 hm® it was 63.0% of basic tobacco
soil area. Soil hardening area was 136.00 hm’ , it was 20. 4% of basic tobacco soil. Area of tobacco soil decreasing organic matter was 208 hm®
it was 31.2% of basic tobacco soil. soil and water loss area was 169. 33 hm’ it was 25.4% of basic tobacco soil. Therefore , soil improvement

measure should be adopted to promote the development of Tianzhu high quality flue-cured tobacco.
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Table 11  Total score of environmental impact assessment in high

standard farmland in Jinniu Town

FEFR AE P/ {H Evaluation score
Index Weight 20154 2020 4F
¢ 0.005 7 4

G, 0.016 6 4 4

c, 0.046 7 6 8

C, 0. 008 6 6 6

C, 0.028 7 8 2

Cs 0.028 7 6 4

c, 0.143 5 8 4

Cq 0.100 5 4 8

C, 0.050 3 6 8

Cy 0.050 3 6 4

Cy 0.305 5 4 6

Cy 0.168 6 2 2

Cys 0.046 3 2 8
P EME Total evaluate score 4.628 2 5.2316
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