Hans Journal of Agricultural Sciences RM/R}#, 2022, 12(11), 1143-1146 Hans i
Published Online November 2022 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/hjas
https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2022.1211158

FEHA L BBA~6 i ZE L B Bt

XNER, FXF, HIEP, B OB, BEA

R A A E TR T A F AR AR B4y AR, WIES fiRA
2R A A R B T AT IR R

E2

Woks H . 20224F10H 180 FHEM: 20224F11H17H; KA H: 20224F11H25H

R

ARSI T R LB 4~6 7 M iy ZEAIE A B RS 20 S [ 7 0t 46 S M v 7 B N TE SR B IR« 45
REIR, SEMIEHEZRETAMEL, KA LH4~6 5 224057 T B 5 A KA RR R 3
WA B, R DAL RER, EiTHALIRAEN, HERAEE, EFEERKCHLRE
T PR RLE.

XK ia
I, Effa~efriEM:, WEME, MR, BHRE

Study on Flue-Curing of Upper 4~6 Leaves
with Stalk

Xiqing Liul, Wenyu Li!, Weiping Feng?, Li Chenz, Zhijie Chen?

1Qidong County Branch of Hengyang Company of Hunan Tobacco Company, Hengyang Hunan
2Hengyang Company of Hunan Tobacco Company, Hengyang Hunan

Received: Oct. 18", 2022; accepted: Nov. 17, 2022; published: Nov. 25", 2022

Abstract

This paper studied the effects of upper 4~6 leaves conventional baking and upper 4~6 leaves bak-
ing with stem on the yield and quality of flue-cured tobacco leaves. The results showed that com-
pared with the conventional baking method, the upper 4~6 leaves baking with stem could signifi-
cantly improve the appearance quality, the average price and the proportion of superior tobacco,
meeting the needs of industrial enterprise. However, due to the increase of labor costs, the effect
of income increase is not significant, which needs further improvement.
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Table 1. Evaluation of appearance quality of flue-cured tobacco leaves with different treatments
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Table 2. Comparison of the grade structure of flue-cured tobacco leaves with different treatments (%)
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Table 3. Analysis of economic benefits of different treatments
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Table 4. Analysis of baking cost of different treatments
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