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Abstract

In this paper, the influence of different crop planting modes on the quality of tobacco leaves is
analyzed by taking the two operating modes of flue-cured tobacco in Shangqiu County, Henan
Province. At the same time, it compares the economic benefits of the cultivation of cabbage, Chi-
nese cabbage and white garlic, which provides theoretical guidance for the establishment of spe-
cialized production of cured tobacco and vegetable planting.
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2.1. WEHH

JERBLR M MA I 87, HEETHEA M E S AFRMA, B3R, KA. AN KGR FH
MRS A EAL SR A T 3 e 3E
2.2, Rt

ZIHT R A AR,

AAEE T SRR KA ST U B A E A E KA R, 5 11 f1 12, AbBE 1. JREUE

JREEAE R AT B U B R K A mfi X, 85 I f1 112, AbEE 0. JREUEREAE HESE, 1T
BRSO B R A B H SR, ARSI A T2,

23, FIFEERAR

2.3.1. MRS ETE
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2.3.2. BREHEHIEEE

1) HEERESEREA. © FmitE: 8 H 20 HIFMGE M. WrmiEs, LKNAmw. @ FEkn .
HEKE 6~7 FHEBHEANE. @ #ik: Muil ARSI 50 AT, BHHES; BRIE RS
Ky VIR, REA L. KH P2 8B4T . FRIE 40~45 JEK, 35N 3335~4168 H/ENE . @ H
(A EE: R bREE . KRS B Piam UE TR, ® RICHMERK BRI RIS 2) K AR
BHEASHEEMA. 3) KRAMEREER. © M. 9 AREHRIE 5~6 ¢ KAmE#E, BEmNEKE
o FRATEEAN 15 x 18 cm, {RFFLE 27,000~30,000 Fk/H. @ HAE: IEAPETHEEN b NIEAE, T8 2@ A
2 400 JT/H. @ HAEE: oEK. REE, AR POKRIB R XRE R INGEm R, A

iAo
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24. BEARNMGZ*

A FEERCY A AR R = P AT, WA GREEERE KA. AE KA EE,
PIRFERA, AR OCT/hm®) BT B (kg/hm?) X HRI P B (kg/hm?) 25 £ J 8 B Aoy T AR
HOU/hmA) I, SREUFIEEE, SR)5 RECF% . BT HE AN RN S0 e AR = i, X6 ELAS [
A HEE MR R SEARAER R AR Hh. ZHF R, WERBEEMOHTERLS %
BR[1][2], AR08 (T8 2 IR AEAE i A AR I I, SR T BORE v, B R 100 7, e 80K i - (R 50 A
RIFHIFERE, SR LR 2 SORTRRHE 23 73 T 55593 26 (Yo ) i 1 Fi 4

ot (k) %
PAE T (bR ) %L

SOz (k) %
B RO R R (V) 3K
2.5. FEEFABER,. BREARF. HIESRAOMIER AR

Joe MR AR AR P T KR e 2 ) ol P2 ) RV R R SAT s I AR A B AR A B [3 ]9
Hio ATHAEARIK B KEFR H RS REA B o (R 0 — RPN B AR RS 2E 2 Bk, 42
—HORIE S Al SR U EE.
2.6. MM FERSE MmAHE

SABEHPTA ARG JE A, e RS A g0, BRI Ot/ke), SRS AR
o WO E . TR P EH IS KBRS RO B AR T A, B R R A
AR N TR, Tl T B B A A R A BN R T O SR
BRI Oe/m?), R TN . 088 55 T H A7 AR e 25 A i B B A
3. LRI
3.1 BAREE RN R RS ERA MR S b =T

AL BB R, 1 2017 A1 2018 M PR, MEECE IO = AN AR P BB EOW ) AR (K
A 42 ZRUA 93 25 [ SRR E i 57 R 3R R I R 400 LU R (%) 35 LA T ARERHESS — 0, T AREREE A0, 14k

BOARAL, H 11 12 3. P AEMR B R A AE A B R I S o ARV EL R DL T AR B sy o TIT AR 2
JEH, AR PRERAR . SEIA A AR ZE 5, 2018 SE AR UCHR EL A mE v T 2017 4E.

KR (%) = x100%

TR E = x100%

Table 1. Tobacco summer-planting vegetables of different business model level of tobacco leaf ratio (%)

F 1. BIRRERIAENEER B FREEZR(%)

Kb 2017 2018

5 s H A &I s 1A KA
11 54.1 394 6.5 53.9 38.9 7.2
12 53.5 39.5 7.0 52.6 38.5 7.9
111 54.8 41.0 4.2 54.5 39.8 5.7
112 53.6 42.1 43 534 39.8 6.8
1111 54.3 41.0 4.7 54.4 38.8 6.8
1112 53.2 41.5 5.3 52.3 41.2 6.5
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3.2. BIRFEERIARLERAEMH =B~ E

e 2 aTLAE L, 2017 40 M BT T A P B (kg/hm?) LA 1T ACFR R A, NERA BT 2136.5 kg, 12
AEFE B G(2018.2 kg/hm?), EAHZE AR K, 5 SARAUA 22 108.3 kg/hm?, J& 55 A7 & 1111 Ab3, Jy 2125.7 kg/hm?,
HAb AL BEEG NBEIT, B ZER. WM Ot/ke), LA A RS, A M 28.35 56, 111, 112
WERRCARE . 1. T2 AREEEL 12 ACEERS 5, Ao 12 AbEEN 27.65 Ji/kg P2 {E DA T AER AR &, RF A i
N 6035.27 76, 11, 112 AbFE 55 111 (A7 8 2 5550708 s 12 R B () By T AR P 4EL S AR AT, O 55915.42 Je, 112,
11 PIASACBENE 1 12 A3, 100, IH01. [12 5 12, D1, 1002 AL A] AR (A7 E B 2 R (p < 0.05), 11,
11, I12 Zb#E[a], 11, 112, 12 AbEE[A)35 0 535 1 2 7 (p < 0.05).

2018 47 B I 1738 A 7 = Kb 3 P AL 08 T AR 220 A5 A [0 A B PR 389 0, G r DUTITL 0 TIT2 B850 A s B2 50K
RGN 5.65 hm® A1 3.28 hm*e I B AL AR P B AT e KRR FE R R, DA TN AR Ry, 12 AbFRIRAR,
1. 11, 112 4 FE5 120 11 T2 AER AR 2 3 22 5 (p < 0.05), 111, 11, 112 AZb#[a], 11, 12, 1112
AbFRIA] 22 AN . ISR 2017 45, Hodr DL I A BR AR = (27.8 JT/kg), 12 AbEE 5 {K(26.81 Ji/kg)
{H 4% b 3 8] 22 5 A B 3 (p < 0.05). MM B L 2017 AR08 R 1%, (H il T8 fr w8 ETF, il gat
() SO TR AT B, o DL T AR, AT 63150.32 UG, 12 ALHEEAK, A 5716.50 Ji/hm’;
1. 12, HI1. 12 YA 120 11 PS4 38 (R] A7 78 S 35 1% 22 57 (p < 0.05). 11 112, I, 12 Uik
FHIE], 11, 12 PAASALEE 18]G i 25 14 22 5 (p < 0.05).

Table 2. Flue-cured tobacco summer-planting vegetables different mode of operation of tobacco leaf yield and output value

2. BIRIRERRAELE R EM = 25 ~E

2017 2018
b3
R Je6 JR T AR R Bt FEE Je6 JR THI AR JE = Bt FEE
(hm?) (kg/hm?) (Jt/kg) (56/hm?) (hm?) (kg/hm?) (Gt/kg) (FE/hm?)
1l 10.46 2085.4 2772 56213.65b 11.50 21785 b 27.10 58643.18 b
2 9.53 2018.2 27.65 55915.42 b 9.56 2153.6b 26.81 57160.50 b
1l 11.50 2316.5 28.35 60365.27a 11.80 245352 2781 6315032 a
jie) 10.55 2058.6 28.13 59875.15a 11.58 231562 27.57 61325.65a
1 12.85 2125.7 28.29 60144.17a 18.50 242462 27.57 60237.35a
12 9.95 2022.0 27.92 56446.78 b 13.23 2209.9 b 27.46 60056.25 a

e A2 PEERORIEEZE R p <0.05,

3.3. IRRERRIRLERANEF YA

MFE 3 AHEF H, 2017 AL AR FIFANTE SRR, DU, 112 Sy, 11 R 12 38 47, TI11 #0112
AR, EACFHFAZR A, 1. 12 A5 11, 12, 11, 12 PUASARBR B AEAE b 32 25 25 5 (p < 0.05), 11,
12 5 I, T2 P54 A B ) (10 22 S A 08 A 2 2 /K, LR PR 1 R KSR R BROAS iy o B THTAR = LA
11 A1 12 KPR g, BN A BT 92,767.50 7oAl 91,685.30 Jo; 111 AT 112 &, RICAAF2A B 87750.60
JGH 86,955.70 7G; 1M1, M2 HAK, 225N 55,322.75 7681 51,321.00 76. #—H4HHaH kB, 11, 12,
111, 112 DY/ 4b B 5 1000 A0 T2 Ab BRI AAAE AR 0 3 22 7 o AL T AR FEC AR AT A T 12 feis AT DL 112, THT
TI12 PYAN b B 1) () 22 S 38 B 55 35 7K P (p < 0.05) . T1 A1 12 Z ], TM1. 12 II01. 12 2 [a) 3% B B2 R

2018 AF— A B 1 45 SR M O a2 e H SR T AR 0, T 40338 n 4.77 A B, 112
AEBREEIN 4.05 AL/ s WK E SR A R ORFRI AR R R, 11 124 101, 112 YA BRI B 1.10,
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141, 103, 1.0 AW/, 11, 12, M1, 12, 111 TAMEE A BRI A A FERF RS m, M1, 12
PR FRE N %2 . 43 B ANHE N 379 Jo/hm? M1 312.25 Jo/hm?, 1] 102 ACBEREA kb, 11, 124 101 112,
I HAN AR B A BN AR P2 A — e R AR, T2 ALFERS A EFF, (H50L 11 AbH By, 112 AbFEfx
fiG; Il 12, M1, 112 5 01, D02 e[ P48 22 e 3 (p < 0.05), 11, 12, II1. 112 PUAS AL B A 5=
EIEZEZEF(p < 0.05), T, 112 A3 EHIEEE 25 SO AR PL T AT 12 femrs 100 F0 112
AN B FE R, ERENRRA S, WG T RN MG T g kA, 11, 12 435 111, 112, 11
T112 YA b B B A7 AR B Y 2 22 7 (p < 0.05), 1717 11412 2 [A] VIT1 112 TIX1 L 1102 A B ) G ¥ 35 1 22 33 (p < 0.1)6

Table 3. Flue-cured tobacco summer-planting vegetables of different mode of operation of the statistical analysis of eco-
nomic benefit

¥ 3. BIREERRARLEARANEF @RIt o

2017 2018

St

o5 BT BN ! e BAETH BN FE i i

(hm?) (7t/hm?) (7t/hm?) (7t/hm?) (hm?) (7t/hm?) (7t/hm?) (7t/hm?)

1 525 9157.50bB  92767.50aA  86909.50 aA 4.15 9535.60  8953.20aA  80417.60 aA
12 4.91 937725bB  9168530aA  82308.05aA 3.50 9689.50  8606530aA  79375.80 aA
1 6.18 32782.80aA  87750.60bB  54967.20 bB 5.15 3379530  84865.80aA  51070.50 bB
12 8.75 33825.65aA  86955.70bB  53130.05bB 5.75 34689.90  82875.40aA  48185.50 bB
11 6.08 3185.19¢C  55322.75bB  52137.56 bB 10.85 3278.86  54882.50bB  5228.86 bB
12 458 3542.31¢C  51321.00bB  47778.69 bB 8.63 3429.70  52524.50bB  49094.80 bB

W BINGTFREFREEZEER p<0.1, KETFHEIMEEEZEZER p<0.05.

3.4. TEFEERENBERSBFESH

34.1. EHREZEEROIBES

MF 4 ATUUE W, BIREEEE R R B8, B S EILER A e, 2017 FERAERR, 2018 FFH
IR RS, 11, 12 AEMHR R 50k 8.6%81 9.1%, JRIETREUAR] 2 K, Xt ul, S s MEER
PR B3R, Rk RERA, SR8, TEARKEm, KU e TR IR A
Fe KA T2)FIH 5SS T2)3% A S ML [RUR AR e, SRR~ &, JREMSH s A i
P99 R S5 T P AR AN RS

Table 4. Investigation and analysis of Mosaic disease

F 4. M RAEBERBE S

2017 2018
KBRS
R (%) NIEEGE (¢ BIRH(%) NI R
11 4.5 1 8.6 2
V) 5.0 1 9.1 2
11 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 0
1111 0 0 0 0
12 0 0 0 0
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3.4.2. MR EZEEREBES

5 A REH, 2017 512018 4 11, 12, 111 112 PYN LRSS B 5, KA SR AIH #5210
M) EFRBOER] 1 %, 1M 12 AR 2 9 2018 SEKARADE IME RS, wFEREuLD 2 4,
1. T2 ARERAIRE EFR BN 1 S fERES, A Rt nf R fas .

Table 5. Aphids and caterpillar/smoke occurrence nutritional survey analysis

F 5. PFHRMREFR/MEFTRLERRNBAES

Wi EHEEL 2017 HESRE 2018
WFARE
Uef i ST HIRTT UF HR ST ST
1l 1 1 2 2
V) 2 1 2 2
11 0 0 0 0
n 0 0 0 0

11 1 1 1 1

112 1 1 1 1

343. REH/EBTHEZEBANBES

M S AHEFRH, 11 124 11, 12 UM AR E B/RE A AE, PFHBEE N 19, 2018 4
1. 12 AN ER g pk FEZn e, 4385 2 2%, 1. 112 W EACERZERRE0R, #oh 1 2% 1. 112 AN
PRAR A 52 30T R/ RO, PEER 0 .
4. MESHR
4.1. IhNgs

MEL S5 BB a] BefF H DL R 4518

1) JEIRBAE R A Kas, FEERE, HIESHEMILE R AR RE, EHBENRAKK, IR
B, AN B AR A I )4 2 P ) RSB

2) FEMHEAE R R A28, FPEE R, BNRATEE, Wk, BA 5ERILRBERer, ©F
LR R SE A RS /AT R, S A R . R AR, RIS B R A K A

o

3) JEMERAERE H RS, BN, a5 R R A NN, R A A R
AR, AT BUAE 1 MR R P R 5 SR A4 o
4) E=RBSE PR E R, ISR 2 AT s .

4.2. #ig

E G MR A SR A E DI 2 0 A b AL, B M 2R I3+ 70 B 2L, BB RS R BN AR
WSCSJE PR 7 i £ 45 T A M RS ATIHAC N - S PR i R 28 P8 e FRD S SiE P A 25 PO S 0] A 1
MR8 R MEF R AR . DRSS RRE, Bl M O R s, B ER A,
HENAR, an EA PSRN, Kl iRIS, H SR B R, S e K
KA TAPARMEL T, T AR KSR BCH SR I R R R dUE, Wik s, HRER, B
Ub, BT FEAR 1 BER AR AR RN A, SR AL R G AR A O, 5 —ME A RE— IR AW T PR
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PR R A SBENG,  TPE A s T3 2R, (H S MRS R e, SRR R B R AT
W, SEH R, WE S, SR, EEMEAEE, B, AU B R R R
HIBSHAE .

SE WK

[1] R, m RN, . WEREEEEFEM]. dbat BERFZFHOR HARE, 1995: 300-301.
2] #eH, Tt RV EAAM] dbnt o ER L R, 2007.

[3] EXEARME . PN R E E bR 5H(GB2635-1992) [S]. dbxt: H EFr#EH AR 4L, 1992.

DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2019.99111 782 gk Bl =


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2019.99111

	Analysis of Tobacco Grade Quality and Economic Benefit of Flue-Cured Tobacco Growing Vegetables in Succession
	Abstract
	Keywords
	烤烟接茬种植蔬菜的烟叶等级质量及经济效益分析
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 材料与方法
	2.1. 试验材料
	2.2. 试验设计
	2.3. 栽培管理技术
	2.3.1. 烤烟栽培管理
	2.3.2. 蔬菜栽培管理

	2.4. 调查内容和方法
	2.5. 烤烟和大白菜、白皮大蒜、甘蓝菜的种植技术实施
	2.6. 烟叶和蔬菜产品的销售

	3. 结果分析
	3.1. 烤烟接茬蔬菜不同经营模式的烟叶等级比率的影响
	3.2. 烤烟接茬疏菜不同经营模式的烟叶产量和产值
	3.3. 烤烟接茬蔬菜不同经营模式的经济效益统计分析
	3.4. 主要病早害发生的情况的调查分析
	3.4.1. 花叶病发生情况的调查分析
	3.4.2. 蚜虫发生情况的调查分析
	3.4.3. 菜青虫/烟青虫发生情况的调查分析


	4. 小结与讨论
	4.1. 小结
	4.2. 讨论

	参考文献

