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Abstract

Objective: Classified harvesting and curing of tobacco leaves is a key measure for improving the qual-
ity of cured tobacco leaves. However, due to constraints such as cost, traditional practices, and curing
barn capacity, its promotion in some regions still faces challenges. This paper aims to explore the
practical difficulties and improvement paths in the promotion of classified harvesting and curing
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technology, providing references for better implementation of this measure. Methods: A combination
of questionnaire surveys and field visits was used to investigate 144 tobacco farmers in five townships
of a county in Yuxi City, Yunnan Province. The study analyzed the level of awareness, implementation
status, and existing problems regarding classified harvesting and curing. Results: Small-scale growers
had a lower implementation rate due to issues such as dispersed resources and mismatched curing
barn capacity. Additionally, multiple challenges were identified, including “dependency on subsidies,”
“insufficient technical knowledge,” and “lack of assessment mechanisms.” Conclusion: Systematic ad-
vancements in four areas—resource integration, differentiated subsidies, data-driven training, and
multi-tiered assessment mechanisms—can enhance the acceptance and implementation effective-
ness of classified harvesting and curing technology.
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Figure 1. Age distribution of survey participants in the study on classified harvesting
and curing of tobacco leaves in a certain county
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Figure 2. Scale distribution of tobacco planting operations surveyed in the study on
classified harvesting and curing in a certain county
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Figure 3. Tobacco farmers’ acceptance level of classified harvesting and curing work
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Figure 4. Implementation status of classified harvesting and curing work
among farmers with different operating scales
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Figure 5. Tobacco farmers’ perception of costs associated with classified
harvesting and curing work

[ 5. MR X5 IR #E TR AIAFIZE

3.3. MRy ERKERE DR

3.3.1. A AEARI
PRE SR P SO R HH A RGN e 0 7 — i, RO AR B A A E A RS AE

DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2025.1510147 1175 gk Btz


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2025.1510147

Mol 5

AN ARSI SRS R F G OLBEAT 2R B0 4 N, (S 2.78%;  “ IRAENE KECH T H [A] B
JE, REMGAZ RN e R A U S DLREAT 0 SR 14 64 N, (5 EL 44.44%;  “ FRAENS R ) i H [F)
JRFASEE, JFREI AR TR, T BUE R DUEEAT 0 SR 194 76 N, L 52.78% (ML 6). K HK
HRAR L 25 41120 JA W 8 - L ) Rl 22 1 i

2.78%

O XA H BlaEE AR

B, ARt AR
MRR SRS 792K

R EEUHTH R

52.78% 44.44% O B IR,
BER IR BRI AR RO R
BRI TSR

DA R RENRE,
FHREISEIRARAE, TR
ERERH TR

Figure 6. Tobacco farmers’ harvesting practices based on leaf maturity
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Figure 7. Tobacco farmers’ classification practices during leaf stringing
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Figure 8. Classification practices for harvesting and loading tobacco using clip-
ping frames by farmers
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