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Abstract
showed that one time harvesting way was better than divided harvesting way, which could improve tobacco appearance quality, smoking quali-

The effects of different harvesting methods on the quality of flue-cured tobacco were investigated in the field experiment. Results

ty, percentage of superior leaves, average price and chemical elements. By using one time harvesting, tobacco yield decreased slightly, but the

output value enhanced slightly.
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Table 1 Effects of different treatments on the single leaf weight of flue-cured tobacco g
SUSLIE RS 55 1 ML 55 2 55 3 Mz 5% 4 ML 55 5 iz 55 6 M-z
Treatment The 1st leaf The 2nd leaf The 3rd leaf The 4th leaf The 5th leaf The 6th leaf
code position position position position position position
Tl 11.07 b 12.11 b 13.65 b 14.02 b 13.73 b 13.70 b
T2 12.26 a 13.12 a 15.07 a 15.18 a 14.88 a 14.84 a

T : RIS NG T EFRIRTE 0.05 K285 B3

Note ; Different lowercases in the same column indicated significant differences at 0.05 level
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Table 2 Effects of different treatments on the appearance quality of flue-cured tobacco
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Treatment Leaf i Mature Leaf il . i L .
code position Color degree structure Status Oil content Chromacity
T1 EE1~2 (A A ik RIS A h
L#3~4 K T B T TN TR A it
E#5~6 g A Bk rhag % [
T2 A 1~2 W A % 5 A e
EEE3~4 Wit JEA IO/ Fid )5 A [
E#5~6 K LT A BikA~ A E2 -
TE =" RN TR
Note : — indicated lower limit
#3 AELLETEEREMN B2F FEXER S S =M
Table 3 Effects of different treatments on the B2F major chemical components of flue-cured tobacco %
e Y A A i K wal ik
Treatment code Nicotine Total nitrogen Reducing sugar Total sugar Starch
T1 1.56 1.76 25.48 32.13 1.95 0.25 5.92
T2 1.38 1.73 26.64 33.02 1.88 0.25 6.47
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Table 4 Effects of different treatments on the B2F chemical composi-

tion coordination of flue-cured tobacco

" Y s ek wwe Dl e
B L e B 6 Bt —uCRIOT =0T, Jr e st b, Treatment  Nicotine Sugar- sucar K-Cl N-nicotine
- N V- sl 4 2 = s code % icotine rati ° i i
ﬂéﬂ&ﬁ#lﬂﬁfuﬁ é}ZEEHU , _[H:M“H_ EP%HV‘.:'\E?FHXQ‘B&;% ) code o nicotine ratio ratio ratio ratio
25 RERKHAN EBEHTRFAROSE Agsm 1 L3063 0 78 L
R N N R R N T2 1.38 19.3 0.80 7.52 1.25
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Table 5 Effects of different treatments on the B2F smoking quality of flue-cured tobacco
= e = L PAY=3 R
WIS g RE O AU e R RN e s mRek
T #h3k . Aroma Aroma Offensive L Flamma- 8 ) .
Treatment , Concen- . . Aftertaste Irritation . Grey Score Quality
code Aroma  Strength Lration quality  quantity (25) odor (12) bility (5) (100) orade
(15) (20) (18) (5)
TI ] el g 11.08 15.58 19.25 13.33 8.83 3.00 2.92 74.0 g
T2 i) JiE & 11.00 15.33 18.83 12.67 8.50 3.00 2.92 72.3 s+
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Table 6 Effects of different treatments on the economic characters of

upper leaves

e A LA Bt FE
é = S=N
,%I\I%ﬁi ;i Proportion Average Output
,rga men Ko/ hm? of firstclass price value
code &/hm tobacco // % It/ kg 6/hm’
T1 1 174.20 65.49 24.43 28 685.70
T2 1 282.95 57.08 22.17 28 443.00
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