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Comparative Analysis of Integration of Tobacco Harvest, Curing and Grade in Shicheng County and Traditional Mode

QIU Rong-jun, DAI Yong-hong, LI You-de et al (Shicheng Branch of Ganzhou Tobacco Company, Ganzhou, Jiangxi 342700 )

Abstract [ Objective ] To comparatively analyze the comprehensive benefit of integration mode of tobacco harvest, curing, grade and traditional
mode in Shicheng County. [ Method ] Two modes were carried out in 5 baking room groups in 5 villages(towns) in Shicheng County, labor cost,
curing cost, tobacco purity were compared. [ Result] Compared with the traditional mode, the integration mode saved labor cost 1 995 yuan/hm’,
fuel cost 645 yuan/hm’ , grade cost 600 yuan/hm” | improved tobacco purity( C3F as example) 11.5 percent. [ Conclusion] The comprehensive
benefit of the integration mode is better than that of traditional mode.
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Table 1 Integration service price in tobacco professional cooperatives
UgE| A Ly ik
Service item Unit Price // JC Note
BRI Baking master 23 120.0 —
fintpe k Coal fires 23 100.0 —
K4 Harvest e 1 000.0 L) 350 4 AhnifE
HEHHM2 i Fresh tobacco transportation 2 230.0 R
(A o 2R 2325 4 4 Over mature fresh tobacco classification A 1.0 —
fefHRE A3 28 4 Proper mature fresh tobacco classification A 0.7 —
BEIH i A 432K 45 45 Immature fresh tobacco classification S 1.0 —
BEIH A PRI 73 25952 Non baked tobacco leaf A 0.7 Mg DAL AR
$EHE Install 23 120.0 —
[7]3#1 T~ #% Resurgence of roast 7 60.0 —
JHM-4774) Tobacco primary grade kg 1.4 —
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Table 2 Labor comparison of tobacco integration mode and traditional mode

- . b M s 1 D bR AR A8 HERE B HL
};ttﬁﬂ%ﬁ Curing Curing Number of baking Area of baking Households Baking
fmodes sites room // JA& room // hm’ Il number // #%
SR —1kik JINFARELE) O A 6 7.5 3 31
Integration of harvest, = A 10 12.5 9 53
curing and grade AK2E Sk 6 7.5 7 32
F1h £ 1Eft 6 7.7 6 34
BEILES BbS 6 7.9 4 34
G AL A 6 7.0 7 36
Traditional mode e AR 10 11.5 12 55
Y NSEZ ) 6 7.9 6 38
ESIEZ 770 6 7.5 6 38
L B b 6 7.3 5 39
M FH T8 A Total labor cost // IG o7 TR
PH 2 . @Ei%l‘m"j\ - 5 s é)mi}(Jjﬁ.”‘ o ‘ A NN
RUEBE Curing Curing RBCTH  BRTYE  Tp ot g e BUEARTHE J LA
modes sites Harvest Transportation 1: ’ [K aﬁ 1) b Baking staff ,F' | Labor cost per
sites salary salary enz(]); rmg nstall salary salary ota unit area //thmz
salary
Rk —1kAk IR A 31 060 7 150 7 595 3720 6 820 56 345 7 545
Integration of harvest, 5 FH BRSO 53 015 12 200 13 208 6 360 11 660 96 443 7 740
curing and grade PN=ES aL 32 030 7 360 7 863 3 840 7 040 58 133 7710
ESEZ =o0) 34 000 7 820 8 402 4080 7 480 61 782 8 055
BRI A 34 000 7 820 8 155 4080 7 480 61 535 7 815
LR JINFABE ) A 36 850 8 280 7 840 4320 10 800 68 090 9720
Traditional mode = YN 71 500 12 650 13 126 6 600 15 950 119 826 10 455
K% S HA 38 216 8 740 8 260 4560 11 020 70 796 9 000
ESITEZ 7o) 38 610 8 860 7 840 4670 11 400 71 380 9 555
BRI AT 38 760 8 970 7 600 4 680 11 700 71 710 9 780
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Table 3 Comparison of fuel cost of tobacco integration mode and traditional mode

e o HEREHh 8 D B HLRE TR R )% HERERES
BUREHLA Curing k C%Erifg Nun)fe);%(? lﬁking Ariakff bjking Hf;s):}f)ﬂlzds kﬂBﬁJflj&
modes sites room // JoE room //hm’ =l number // %
Kk oy —1AAk INESERLE TR 6 7.5 3 31
Integration of harvest, e F A 10 12.5 9 53
curing and grade AK2Z S ik 6 7.5 7 32

EIIEZ ) 6 7.7 6 34
S5t L AL e 6 7.9 4 34
fegefsiat NFARELE] R 6 7.0 7 36
Traditional mode = H AR 10 11.5 12 55
A2 AR 6 7.9 6 38
Fili A 6 7.5 6 38
St S B 6 7.3 5 39
- s HHGRFLE I Fucl cost// G Py
R Curing  Conine . oAb e FERRBEA
modes urng EE% S ther itk Fuel cost per
sites Electricity Coals fuels Total unit area // 7¢/hm’
Kl oy —AE Ak JINFARL A TR 4030 16 147 50 20 227 2 709.00
Integration of harvest, o HEE IO 7 035 26 375 60 33 470 2 685.00
curing and grade K22 G A, 4106 16 652 30 20 788 2 760.00
ESIEZ =) 4320 16 589 30 20 939 2 731.50
B LA 2 B A 4 416 16 6382 50 21 148 2 688.00
fegifi AR Ok 4023 19 568 350 23 941 3420.15
Traditional mode = AR 6 948 31 462 490 38 900 3392.40
K2 S Pk 4 056 21 687 410 26 153 3 324.60
ESIE2 Y] 4236 20 161 360 24 757 3 315.60

St LT R 4328 19 568 390 24 286 3 311.70
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Table 4 Labor comparison of primary grade of integration mode and traditional mode
RRRAL pemm ogrm posm R AR
b o L b Number Sl Uy THEE T P A
W5 Curing o . Curing House- Curing Dry tobacco
Curing of curing Dry tobacco . .
modes iles area holds number ight //k weight per unit
s1es Toé(l)ém hmz P % weigl g area//l(g/hmz
Kl oy —18 Ak JINFAEL ) TR 6 7.5 3 31 13 280 1779.0
Integration of harvest, 5 MR 10 12.5 9 53 17 017 1365.0
curing and grade KL S Hrmk 6 7.5 7 32 13 334 1770.0
il 28 6 7.7 6 34 14 550 1897.5
B AR 2 B R 6 7.9 4 34 12 390 1575.0
fegefsiat ANFARRLE] R 6 7.0 7 36 12 180 1 740.0
Traditional mode e FE LR 10 11.5 12 55 15 566 1357.5
AR2Z S ik 6 7.9 6 38 13 890 1765.7
F il 2 fER 6 7.5 6 38 14217 1904.1
5t LR 2 B R 6 7.3 5 39 11605 1582.5
¥153G% ] T 54 Labor cost of primary grade /G . )
HLRER L Curin : , . .
modesjc ¢ Cllnmg T:%Tﬁ %$Tf§ . LB SR ait Labor cost per
sites Baking salary Rod solution salary Primary grade salary Total unit area //I5/hm’
SRl by —i1k JINFAA ) TR 3100 3273 18 592.0 24 965.0 3 345
Integration of harvest, 1R HLEE LA 5300 5 660 23 823.8 34 783.8 2790
curing and grade K22 G WA 3200 3369 18 667.0 25 236.0 3 345
ESIEZ =) 3400 3 600 20 370.0 27 370.0 3570
B L2 B, 3 400 3 600 17 346.0 24 346.0 3090
5 e JINFAE 2 TR 3 600 3780 19 480.0 26 860.0 3 840
Traditional mode e F LIRS 5 500 5874 26 645.0 38 019.0 3315
K2 S Bk 3 800 4 001 22 224.0 30 025.0 3 810
ESIEZ ) 3 800 4024 22 747.0 30 571.0 4 095
SIS B R 3900 4130 18 104.0 26 134.0 3570
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Table 5 Purity comparison of integration mode and traditional mode

B A i LAs)
Primary grade Grade Mass  Proportion
mode subdivision kg %
FeGeRE ) Rt JEE 68.1 68.1
Primary grade tobacco C3L 5.2 5.2
in traditional mode CAF 13.8 13.8
BIF 3.6 3.6
B2F 3.8 3.8
C2F 5.5 5.5
Ry — IR J 4k 79.6 79.6
A BAG GRAA 3L 13.1 13.1
Tobacco in integration C2F 2.2 2.2
mode of harvest, C4F 2.8 2.8
curing and grade B1F 2.3 2.3
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Note: C3F is subdivided in each classification mode at each baking point
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