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Abstract

In order to find out the physiological characteristics of flue-cured tobacco, the changes of moisture
content and shrinkage rate during curing were studied. The results showed that the moisture
content of flue-cured tobacco leaf was 78.2% at maturity, and the moisture content of cured to-
bacco leaf showed a decreasing trend of “slow-fast-slow”, and the total moisture content of cured
tobacco leaf lost 92.5% during the whole curing process, including 8.2%, 51.5% and 32.8% during
the yellowing stage, the fixing stage and the drying stage respectively. As the baking time on, to-
bacco shrinkage rate showed “slow-fast-slow” change trend, the whole baking process of tobacco
leaf length, leaf width, leaf area decreased by 18.7%, 29.8% and 42.9% respectively, shrinkage
rate of the yellowing stage, stage set color, dried tendons leaf length was 5.0%, 12.2% and 1.5%
respectively, shrinkage rate of blade width was 9.5%, 18.5%, 1.8%, and contraction ratio of leaf
area was 14.0%, 26.3% and 2.6% respectively.
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BOARAC b e 7S 2 8], J& T O B R KGRI U, AR R R BRI AR IR, AR EER
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Figure 1. Change rule of moisture content in tobacco curing process
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Figure 2. Change rule of shrinkage rate in tobacco curing process
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