LZHRAFRIEE, J. Anhui Agric. Sci. 2020,48(13) :27-28,33

R YT RL Fh B X = U 87 L AR U I BT 2 Y £ 0

SEZA LV S X

(1. =BT R R T 23 A R AR AR T 35450052, Z BT Tl A IRSTE A A, 285 L 230088 )

HE A EE 87 A St E3kvt R F MR I K3, 5T S 1B et SM LR B RVE R B A MR R o AT R AT AR R A A
T EEIRLEE T =M 87 L3RBrt KM R 3k E , 4R R, B 35wt 6 FOBOR 36 E A R, 3 0, B 5 I8 v 64 AR R B 80T, ok,
HorRZ  HBORT G R EM £, R LI BB RERE
XK =887 AR AL W RS

RESES S572 XEHRIRAE A

TEHRS  0517-6611(2020)13-0027-02

doi : 10. 3969/j. issn. 0517-6611. 2020. 13. 008

FEHA S (AEARS ) FRINAS (OSID) : ATRREE

Effects of Different Harvesting Maturity on Quality of Upper Tobacco Leaves of Yunyan 87
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Abstract

appearance quality, sensory quality and internal chemical composition of the cured tobacco leaves were compared and analyzed to explore the

(Jianning Branch of Sanming Tobacco Company, Jianning, Fujian 354500)
Through the experiments of different harvest maturity of the upper leaves of Yunyan 87 flue-cured tobacco varieties, the external

most suitable harvest maturity of the upper leaves of Yunyan 87 flue-cured tobacco in line with the actual conditions in Jianning County. Re-
sults showed that when the harvest maturity of upper leaves was mature, the overall quality of flue-cured tobacco leaves was the optimal, fol-
lowed by full maturity, the quality of flue-cured tobacco leaves was slightly poor, and the quality of flue-cured tobacco leaves of undermature

upper leaves was relatively poor.
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Table 1 Effects of different treatments on the appearance quality of crude tobacco
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Color Mature degree Status Chromaticity Score
code structure content
A 6.50 3.50 6.00 3.00 6.00 5.50 47.75
B 7.00 6.50 6.00 4.50 6.50 6.00 60. 50
C 7.50 8.00 6.50 6.00 6.50 6.50 69.25
D 7.00 9.00 6.50 6.50 6.00 6.00 70. 50
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Table 2 Effects of different treatments on the sensory quality assess-

ment of flue-cured tobaccos
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Table 3 Effects of different treatments on the chemical components of tobacco leaves
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A 2.53 23.64 18.82 0.20 2.29 2.68 7.44 11.45
B 2.61 25.31 20. 49 0.21 2.29 2.58 7.85 10. 90
C 2.92 25.11 19.59 0.24 2.35 2.08 6.71 9.79
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