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Abstract

Purpose: At present, the color of tobacco cut stem is generally too light in cigarette, and the color
will be inconsistent when mixed with tobacco leaf. At the same time, wood gas, immature gas, dry
feeling, burning feeling and other adverse feelings caused by stem burning further limit the use of
tobacco stem, so it is necessary to improve the cut stem color and sensory quality. Methods: We
used the traditional processing technology of cigar for reference, and found a better way to solve
the above problems through experiments: firstly, rinse the tobacco stem with water, put it in the
steam room after airing, and then steam it, and then the cut stem is made according to the normal
stem processing technology. Results: The cut stem color obtained by this method was orange red
and reddish brown, which was more similar to the color of tobacco. The wood gas and immature
gas were greatly reduced, the sense of drying and burning was slightly reduced, and the appear-
ance quality and sensory quality were improved to a certain extent. Conclusions: It can effectively
deepen the color and improve the sensory quality of the tobacco cut stem.
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Table 1. Color evaluation and analysis of the inner section of tobacco stem at different steaming time
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Table 2. Evaluation and analysis of cut stem color under different water washing temperature of stem
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Table 4. Sensory quality conformity evaluation of test cigarettes
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Table 5. Comparison of physical quality and harvest between conventional cut stem and test cut stem
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