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Key Points for Quality Control of Diverse Flue-cured Tobacco Varieties Grading
LI Shu-li, DONG Xue-xin, LI Wu-liang et al
aoning 122400)

Abstract The paper is aimed at solving the problem that it is difficult to control the quality of diverse flue-cured tobacco varieties grading in

(Jianping Branch of Tobacco, Chaoyang Company, Liaoning Tobacco Company, Jianping, Li-

Chaoyang, Liaoning. By analyzing appearance regional character, appearance quality character and appearance quality factor, the paper deals
with key points for quality control for diverse varieties grading. The findings indicate: A comparison of Yunyan 87 and Liaoyan 19 shows that
there are differences in appearance regional character, and distinctive differences in character and factor of appearance quality; by guiding di-
verse varieties” grading, acquisition, packaging, warehouse transportation, and strengthening site management, acceptability of tobacco leaf
grade, high class leaf proportion and benefits has been improved.
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Table 1 Appearance regional characters of the leading variety
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Table 2 Each-partappearance quality characters of the leading variety
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Table 3 Appearance quality factors of the leading variety
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Table 4 Acceptability analysis of tobacco leaf grade before and after

variety management control
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Table 5 Analysis of high class leaf proportion and benefits before and

after variety management control
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