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Effects of Pidking Time and Curing Equipment
on the Quality of Cured Tobacco
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Abstract Using two— faclor experment of prking tine and canmon curng equipm ent ( canmon curing
barm sen i— dense curng bam and buk curng bam), the chemical canpositon rate of superior middle
grade tobacco leaves and sensory quality of cured tobacco leaves were analyzed The result showed that all
types of curng barmns could cure deal quality tobacco leaves if properly builf curing equipment could not be
classified as the best and the worst which could achieve the best curng effect only n the appropriate maturity
conditions The technologicalmaturity corresponding to thd best curing effect of curing bam was the maturity
needing to be increased along with the increase of bad ng density.

Key words flue— cured tobacea bulk curing bary picking curing quality

[2]

: 2010- 09- 07 : 2010- 10- 26
( 110200302007)
(1974-), s s , E-mail wjawyh@ 163 com; *
: , E— mail liugsh@ 371 net



< 1122- 32

1737
[4- 5] [6-7] [ 8] [91] [ 10] [11] [12]
’ [ 13-16] [17] [18- 19] ’ [ D]
> 2010 ,
[21]
1
11 1
2009 Tah 1 Tine of experinental treatments
) /d
87 1 100 m, 5 Treament A fier tme of transplant
82 5 kg/hm’ (N: P,0s: K,0 A .
= 1.1.25:3), Lower lkaf B 60
C 65
; D 70
A 80
12
M dd k leaf B 85
( ) C 90
’ ! D 95
3 , 300 ,
4~ 6 10~ 12 A 105
16~ 18 ’ Upper kaf B 110
C 115
500 5 b 120
E 125
(D L
(
, CCB): 2
( . SCB);
3 ( 8
m, , BCB)
13
L 31 b Fmbi ,
5 3
, GB2635- 92
1
’ Fig 1 Expermental curing barn
L 32 BAKFE RS 1 , (-207C),

© IQQ)QI-QO] 1 China Academic Journal I%Fezc(l)ronic Publishing House. AlM@lts reserved. httﬂ)://wwl?{%lr\l]ld.net



* 1123

+ LUEBBE )

» YC/ T159- 2002(
»
L33 REIPFR 1
(GIZEH Raucherbedarf)
(900 £15)mg/
48 K7 5

85 mm /cig

14
SPSS17. 0 ,

2 11 REEE L Emk s

)

60 d
, 55d
65 d

b R EEEAT & LEAs /%
Rate of superior middle grade
tobacco leaves

, 70 d

65 d
, 60d
55d 70d
; 55d
60 d 65d
, 554d

Fig 2

70 d

:85d9d 90d

: 115d 120d 120 d

2 12 RREMEILE LT S Akl
xFEb 3 ,

%

=/

b PERE S

Rate of superior middle grade

et

Lower leaf

YC/T160- 2002 §

N YC/T173 - 2003

Q 8 mm
( )
, (22Ff1)C (60 £2)%
, [ 23]

G raphPad Prisn & 0 Deno

AN
777277777727

HRnt
Middle leaf

L
Upper leaf

2

8 d 90d ,

115d 120d ,

M CCB =8 R SCB 77 %1 BCB

tobacco leaves
~J =] el
S & S

T

(=)
(=]

un
(=]

I i
Lower leaf

l'.|_l 'f’l““" 1
Middle leaf

Lt
Upper leaf

3
Fiz 3 Results canparison of different curing equ jpm ent

i the bestharvested tme

» YC/- T220004

Q05

Rate of superbrm id k grade tobacco kaves accounted for by different treaim ents



© 1124- 32
, ,
[ 19 24]
22
2 ) )
> B
5 K,0 > P
, , ; KO
) > K,O0 ,
, K,0
K>0 !
2
Tah 2 The contents of chanical canponents of curing keaves of different treatm ents %
N icotine Total sugar TotalN itrogen K0
P osition Treaments

R ange M e Range M e Range M ean Range M ean
A 5d 167~168 L 69 3.8~320 32 07 L 52~173 L 65 276~2 96 2 80
Lower leaf Camon B 60 d L 54~ 1 80 L 71 30 4~ 31 0 30 73 L 62~1 87 L 75 255~2092 2 69
C 65 d 171~ 19 179 2 7~323 30 53 1 61~1 96 1 76 264~2 77 2 69
D 70 d 18~ 2 11 198 279~ 31 1 29 87 1 80~ 1 98 1 89 255~279 2 4
A 55d 164~ 177 171 30 3~ 317 3107 155~ 174 1 67 284~2 093 2 88
Semi- dense B 60 d 1 68~ 2 11 1 95 28 5~32 6 30 77 1 54~193 1 67 272~2 91 2 8
C 65 d 172~ 225 2 02 26 7~ 321 30 27 177~ 1 89 1 & 258~2 89 2 70
D 70d 2 18~23 224 27 4~ 29 2 28 53 1 8~1 99 1% 260~2 76 2 69
A 55d 174~ 1 87 1 82 26 8~ 32 8 30 60 1 62~ 1 81 172 268~2 92 278
Buk B 60d 1 8~19 L 91 30 1~310 30 53 L 68~ 1 89 L 76 266~2 82 274
C 65d 1 8~235 2 08 2 5~301 29 33 L 68~191 L 80 266~2 84 274
D 70d 2 10~2 44 2 24 27 0~ 29 2 27 97 L 79~ 1 83 L 81 263~2 79 271
A 80d 252~2091 271 323~332 32 83 L 92~215 207 1 93~2 22 210
M idd ke kaf Cammon B 8d 27~28 2 81 314~ 34 3 32 40 2 12~2 18 216 19~ 204 L 98
C Nd 27~305 2 86 32 5~319 32 33 2 13~2 30 221 187~2 03 L 97
D 9%5d 38~312 300 28 6~ 3L 0 29 47 2 07~2 20 215 186~ 1 91 L 88
A 80d 28-~29 2 87 319~33 4 32 57 1 98~2 06 2 02 211~2 16 2 14
Semi- dense B 8d 28~310 293 28 1~34 6 32 17 207~2 18 212 201~2 15 2 08
C MVd 269~338 300 28 7~ 325 30 93 1 9~2 23 212 190~2 21 203
D Sd 27~319 2 96 28 1~ 30 2 29 40 2 16~2 21 2 18 195~2 03 L 98
A 80d 2 80~307 2 94 29 5~335 32 40 L 97~2 15 2 4 L 96~2 19 211
Buk B 8d 281~317 302 31 0~ 33 4 32 37 2 12~2 15 2 14 1 90~2 21 2 02
C Nd 3M~311 307 29 3~ 310 29 87 2 07~2 24 215 1 92~2 06 2 01
D 9%5d 312~316 314 28 9~30 1 29 37 2 02~2 26 2 18 189~ 1 99 L9
A 110d 357~3 17 3 64 31 2~ 317 31 53 1 98~2 08 203 187~2 10 L9
Upper kaf Cammon B 115d 2 59~ 380 370 26 0~ 31 7 29 27 1 9~217 2 09 179~ 1 98 L 9%
C 120d 3 64~3 89 373 26 7~ 3117 28 23 2 06~2 21 2 14 181~190 L 87
D 125d 3 58~4 32 387 25 9~3L5 27 90 217~2 24 221 177~1 92 L 8
A 110d 3 54~ 3 68 359 29 2~ 32 4 30 30 2 23~2 50 237 200~2 08 203
Semi-dense B 115d 3 53~4 19 378 28 0~ 31 3 29 83 2 35~2 45 2 39 177~2 11 LM
C 120d 3 58~ 4 00 379 277~ 31 2 29 80 2 42~2 49 245 L76~2 05 L 88
D 125d 3 52~4 16 3 84 26 9~ 277 27 40 2 43~2 55 2 51 L75~1 88 L 81
A 110d 3 60~3 &4 371 26 3~ 31 2 28 70 2 33~2 48 2 40 1 92~2 08 2 01
Buk B 115d 343~388 371 26 4~ 30 6 28 53 2 36~2 59 2 45 L91~2 05 L 9%
C 120d 3 62~365 375 25 8~ 30 8 28 10 2 35~2 58 2 50 184~2 03 193
D 125d 361~3 9% 3 80 259~26 0 25 97 2 41~2 62 252 178~ 190 L8
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