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Model of Specialized Grading and Purchasing in Loose Flue-cured Tobacco
Leaves
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Abstract: In order to stimulate modern tobacco agriculture, we explored a new tobacco leaf purchasing model. The results showed
that new model of specialized grading and purchasing of loose flue-cured tobacco leaves could reduce work force of tobacco grower,
save cost of work force, increase purchasing grade quality and enhance income of grower obviously, compared with that of
traditional grading and hand tying. The effects of grading and purchasing of purchasing place in loose flue-cured tobacco leaves were
superior to traditional model, but under the model of specialized grading and purchasing of curing workshop. The model of
specialized grading and purchasing of curing workshop were best in all.
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2.2 Table 1 The labor cost
22.1 IS0k
M1 M2 M3
25 000 40 000 kg/ 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.27 0.73 0.73
0.27 1.27 1.27
1.03 1.23 1.23
0.00 0.00 0.27
0.00 0.02 0.02
25'00 0.02 0.23 0.23
2.59 4.48 4.75

/50 kg
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Table 4 The actuality of increased inputs of industry in the
2 model of purchasing in loose flue-cured tobacco leaves
/ I -50kg!
Table 2 The contrast of purchasing quality in different B ¢ g)
purchasing model ( 30kg™)
7 1.97 1.97
1% 1% 100 1% 0.64 0.64
M1 1.50aA 0.59aA 11.12aA 88.29aA 1.68 1.68
M2 1.50aA 2.01bB 13.24bA 84.75bB
M3 0.50bB 5.62c¢C 17.14cB 78.50cC 5.35 5.35
5% 1%
3.50 3.50
5.40 5.40 9.80
0.50 0.50 0.80
33 1.00 1.00 2.17
M1 6.90 20.04 2591
3
4
M2 M3 M3
M2
M1
M2
3
Table 3 The contrast of income of grower in different Ml
purchasing model
/ / / / /
% % % (kg ( 667Tm?D) (6]

M1 52.42aA 89.59aA 85.39aA 15.66a 2349.00aA
M2 45.66bB 83.86bB 72.99bB 14.10b 2115.00bA
M3 41.35¢C 79.25¢C 71.70bB 13.39b 2008.50cB [8-9]

150 kg/667m’
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