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Influences of environmental temperature and humidity on quality

of the distribution tobacco cut and cigarette
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Abstract: In order to investigate the influence trend of moisture and

=4
Raui IJL

temperature on the filling and cigarette quality distribution of the cut
tobacco, environment temperature (5~40 ‘C) and humidity (30 % ~
80%) conditions of different season of Henan province were
simulated respectively, and the different packaging and distribution
of tobacco and cigarette quality was analyzed, under conditions of low
temperature and wet, drying, high temperature and wet, normal
temperature and dry. The results showed that cigarette quality under
normal temperature conditions on the distribution of tobacco was less
than those under the low and high temperature conditions; cigarette

quality under the damp conditions was less than that in the dry envi-
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ronment; the quality of the sealed cigarette was less than that of the
unsealed packaging ones. Under the environment temperature (15~
30 °C) and sealed conditions, when tobacco cut was balanced for 8 h
at environment temperature (25 =+ 3) °C and with humidity (65 £
5) % ,the cigarette quality keeps more consistent.

Keywords: environmental temperature; environmental humidity; to-

bacco cut quality; cigarrte
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Figure 1

Change of tobacco cut moisture under the

conditions of different distribution environment
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dition of low temperature environment
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Figure 3 The temperature of center tobaccocut on the con-
dition of low temperature environment
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Figure 4 The temperature of surface tobacco on the
condition of high temperature environment
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of high temperature environment
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Table 2 Tobacco cigarette physical quality of different distributiontobacco cut
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Table 3 Sensory quality and smoke index of different distribution tobacco cut
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