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Analysis and Countermeasures of High-quality Development of Tobacco Leaves in Ruyang County
YOU Fang-fang, DONG Kun-le, WANG Wei et al
Abstract
challenges faced by Ruyang tobacco leaf development scale, tobacco leaf quality and basic guarantee of tobacco leaf production in recent years.

(Ruyang County Branch of Luoyang Tobacco Company, Ruyang, Henan 471200)
Based on the present situation of tobacco leaf development in Ruyang County in western Henan Province, we analyzed in detail the

Combined with the reality of hilly and mountainous areas, effective measures were formulated around how to speed up the development process
of high quality tobacco in Ruyang. Firstly, the layout of flue-cured tobacco industry was optimized from the construction of high yield township
and village, the integration mode of tobacco-potato rotation industry and the infrastructure construction level of tobacco production. Secondly,
we should promote the integration of production technology from dry cultivation technology, internal quality improvement and green prevention
and control technology ; Thirdly, the homogenized production of tobacco leaves should be carried out to strengthen the guarantee of raw materi-
als, so as to consolidate the foundation of high-quality development of Ruyang tobacco leaves and to accelerate the process of high-quality de-

velopment of tobacco areas.
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Table 1 Statistics of acquisition data of tobacco leaves from 2017 to

2020
MO SR LA B FEA
AR Tobacco leaf ~ High class Average Income per
Year purchase leaf rate price household
volume //t % Ju/'kg g
2017 1025 36.18 22.12 2.12
2018 2 040 47.20 24.84 6.27
2019 2 000 57.69 27.14 7.80
2020 2015 63.45 27.80 8.45
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Table 2 Comparison of the subsidy standards of special industry with
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Table 3 Comparison of the optimized conditions of Ruyang County

Townships with tobacco plant-

Arable area //hm’

Perennial planting area of

Tobacco fiel a c
obacco field area can Optimized space /%

ing tobacco leaves //hm’ be optimized // hm

FaRY Baishu 2 130 660 130 20

X% Liudian 2 330 260 100 38

FJE Shangdian 1200 200 70 35

=1 Santun 1330 200 70 35
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Table 4 Comparison of the construction of municipal demonstration park in Ruyang County from 2018 to 2020

gy R RO AL FivHL Al VR tE e
Year Position of demonstration park Planting years Planting scale //hm’ Planting variety ~ Economic benefit // 75/hm’  Existing problem
2018 INE bl 2 53 LY1306 219.85 PR
2019 50 LY1306 282.54 REIE
2019 XI5 BB 2 63 LY1306 287.39 B R
2020 37 LY1306 249.80 MREEZE du
2020 INE/NTF 1 67 LY1306 205.30 aALR iR
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Table 5 Comparison of the optimization structure of tobacco field in Ruyang County from 2018 to 2020 hm*
4y IR Xk bk = /N IES 55 IR &it
Year Baishu Liudian Shangdian Santun Xiaodian Chengguan Caidian Neibu Total
2018 0 233 193 133 0 47 47 0 653
2019 93 223 133 88 18 43 36 47 632

2020 230 163 137 100 36 40 63 43 812
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Table 6 Comparison of tobacco leaf allocation in Ruyang County from 2018 to 2020
AL
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A Purchase Allocating Deducting . . . . . Tobaccos .
Proportion  without green Proportion Degradation ~ Proportion Proportion
Year amount amount rot and o . . lower than o
K K mold // kg Yo miscellaneous % kg % grade // ke Yo
J J and useless one
kg
2018 2041 0455 2041 050 8 250 0.40 6 400 0.31 202 450 9.92 19 534 0.96
2019 2000 000.0 1 997 650 1 660 0.08 — — — — — —
2020 20157285 2029075 — — — — 81 390 4.01 — —
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Table 7 Comparison of the industry rating improvement results of upper leaves in Luoyang in 2019 s
P puishr WLy , § o
g a4 s L AR R Y o T
Grade County name Name of Zhejiang Henan Zhongyan  Jiangsu Zhongyan Total score Average score
Y tobacco station Zhongyan 2 8 &y &
BIF i Bk 63.5 68.0 65.70 197.20 65.73
28 P\ 61.5 72.8 59.60 193.90 64.63
T WAk 60.0 71.5 60.92 192.42 64.14
e P 64.5 73.0 53.98 191.48 63.83
bu/qlE| AR 56.5 66.4 53.04 175.94 58.65
il AW 57.0 66.4 50.34 173.74 57.91
B2F et 0 65.0 68.9 63.06 196.96 65.65
251 AN 61.5 68.5 66.50 196.50 65.50
wT Bie 62.0 66.8 65.62 194.42 64.81
B A iU 60.0 69.2 61.50 190.70 63.57
I ik 55.5 69.8 59.84 185.14 61.71
s Bk 58.5 68.4 56.04 182.94 60.98
puq 5| FER 56.0 66.7 50.06 172.76 57.59
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Table 8 Comparison of the tobacco farmers information in Ruyang County from 2016 to 2020

N - L4 Proportion // %

Year Households // J* 0~30 % 31~40 % ~50 % 51~60 % 61~70 % 71 5V - 51 %0k
Age 20-30 Age 30-40 Age 41-50 Age 51-60 Age 61-70 Above 71 Above 51

2016 1276 4.55 11.44 33.62 36.99 12.77 0.63 50.39

2017 1 069 2.90 9.92 33.40 39.38 13.47 0.94 53.79

2018 808 2.10 9.78 30.07 42.45 15.10 0.50 58.04

2019 696 2.01 8.76 28.16 43.25 17.10 0.72 61.06

2020 663 2.56 8.60 26.24 46.00 14.78 1.81 62.59
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Table 3 Comparison of the yields of different rapeseed varieties in

2019-2020
: AT NXER PTAE xR
=3 7 7
'\]/uﬂl( R Growth Plot Converted  Yield increase
ariety . . reld . ared
(Tines) name period yield yie compared
d kg/ IX. o/hm’ with CK// %
158106-2 144.0 9.36 bcAB 3 506.40 6.55
127025-1 139.5 10.29 aA 3 856.80 17.20
158112-3 146.5 10.06 abA 3770.70 14.58
094212 147.0 8.68 cB 3253.35 -1.14
092914 140.0 9.08 cAB 3 401.40 3.36
1150 149.5 9.10 cAB 3 408.90 3.59
1147 147.5 9.24 bcAB 3 461.40 5.18
143280-1 115.0 5.72 dC 2 142.00 0.53
2 5 147.5 8.78 cB 3290.85 —
Shanyou 3( CK)
i 3 5 1165 5.69 dC 2 130.75 —

Zangyou 3( CK)

e SRR E F-hEFRAE 0.05 7KV 28 57 355 RIS R NG b
FIRTE 0.01 7KV 22 4% B %
Note ; Different lowercases in the same column indicated significant differ-
ences at 0.05 level; different capital letters in the same column indi-
cated extremely significant differences at 0.01 level
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