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Spatial distribution of tar yield in flue-cured tobacco inform Henan tobacco
growing regions and its relationship with chemical composition
WANG Wei-wei ', ZHAO Ming-gin **, ZHOU Fu-ye, JIANG Hui-juan’, LIU Peng-fei *, CHENG Chang-he?

(1.College of Tobacco Science of Henan Agricultural University, Zhengzhou 450002, China; 2.Zhejiang Branch of China
Tobacco Industry Corporation, Hangzhou 310009, China)

Abstract: One hundred and eleven flue-cured tobacco samples of C3F grade were collected from main tobacco growing
areas in Henan province. Tar yield and chemical components were determined to study the correlation of the spatial
distribution characteristics of tar yield with chemical components. The results showed that tar yield of Henan flue-cured
tobacco ranged from 16.0-22.0 mg/cigarette, and the cumulative frequency distribution was 89.19%. Tar yield of
flue-cured tobacco leaves in west Henan was the highest and in south Henan the lowest. The chlorine content was the

largest factor influencing the tar yield.
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Table 1 Correlation of tar yield with chemical composition in flue—cured tobacco
0.714 3 0.707 6 0.7329 0.718 8 0.700 9 0.684 0 0.740 4
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