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Abstract

as tested varieties, suitable harvest maturity of upper leaves in intensive baking was studied. [ Result] The results showed that the upper leaves

(1. Xuchang Tobacco Company, Xuchang, Henan

[ Objective | The aim was to improve curing quality of upper leaves of flue-cured tobacco in Henan. [ Method ] With Zhongyan 100

harvest in advance, tobacco leaf oil content decreases, identity is thicker and organization is tightly. Moderate delayed recovery, roast tobacco
leaf orange smoke ratio increases, organizations become loose, oil increases, chromaticity is stronger; Promote aroma substance transformation
within the leaf, improve tobacco aroma, reduce mixed gas, irritant, the aftertaste is more comfortable. Too late harvested, easily leading to
excessive consumption of tobacco leaf dry matter after baking mixed smoke increases, economic benefit is significantly lower. [ Conclusion ]
Delayed 7 days to harvest upper tobacco leaves can effectively improve the appearance quality of tobacco leaf, coordinate major chemical com-
ponents, improve aroma quality and quantity, alleviate miscellaneous gas and irritating, which is worth popularizing and applying in tobacco

growing area.
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Table 4 Evaluation on appearance quality of flue-cured tobacco after baking in different treatments
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Table 5 Assay results of main chemical components in each treatment
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Treatment Total . /% Reducing Nicotine Total nitrogen Protein Starch Ratio of sugar Nitrogen-nicotine
reatment Lotal sugar/7 7 sugar // % % % % % to alkali ratio

T, 19.44 15.26 2.26 2.51 11.44 6.82 8.60 1.11

T, 21.32 16.70 2.12 2.25 9.57 6.13 10.06 1.06

T, 20.25 17.05 2.48 2.38 10.23 5.24 8.17 0.96
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Table 6 Primary evaluation results in each treatment
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roma roma . . L s
Treatment . . Concentration Mixed gas Strength Irritating Aftertaste  Combustibility Ash Total
quality quantity
T, 6.78 7.25 7.53 6.45 7.50 6.42 6.50 7.00 6.17 6.89
T, 6.92 7.40 7.62 6.58 7.58 6.58 6.50 7.00 6.33 7.01
T, 6.95 7.33 7.53 6.52 7.42 6.47 6.50 7.00 6.17 6.95
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