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Experiments and Analysis on Mechanized Harvesting System of Sugarcane

Development Co.

CHEN Chao-ping' , YANG Ci-xiang”, YANG Dan-tong’ , MOU Xiang-wei’
(1 Farm Bureau of Zhanjiang, Guangdong, Zhanjiang 524029 , China;2 Guangdong Fengshou Sugar Industry

,Ltd. ,Leizhou 524244  China; 3 Key Laboratory of Key Technology on Agricultural Machine and

Equipment , Ministry of Education,College of Engineering,South China Agricultural University , Guangzhou 510642 , China)

Abstract: The performance of CASE 7 000 sugarcane chopper harvester and its complement sugarcane

mechanized harvesting system was tested and compared with that of the manual work and the small-scale

sugarcane harvesting system. The results indicated that the introduced large-scale harvesting system pos-

sessed higher working efficacy and the economical benefit was significantly higher than manual work. It is

suitable for large area and large scale sugarcane harvesting , while the domestic small system is suitable for

farmers’

small scale harvesting.
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