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Study on the Relationship between the Taste and

Evaluating Index of Quality in Flue-cured Tobacco

LI Hong-xun', PAN Wen-jie' ", LIAO Yong’, XIAO Lina’
(1. Guizhou Tobacco Research Institute, Guiyang 550081, China;
2. Guiyang Tobacco Company, Guiyang 550000 China)

Abstract: The chemical components, smoking quality and physical properties indexes of 66 sam -
ples made of single grade flue-cured tobacco were studied, and the smoke taste was evaluated.
The grey incidence analysis of taste relating to the chemical components, smoking quality and
physical properties were also carried out. It was found that different kind of indexes of flue-cured
tobacco have different influence on taste. The maximal factor influencing taste was stem ratio in
physical property evaluating index, potassium in chemical components evaluating index and total
score in smoking quality evaluating index. The results indicates that application of grey incidence
analysis in tobacco quality evaluation is more effective.
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