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Gray Relational Analysis on Main Chemical components
and Sensory Quality of Tobacco Leaves of
Different Varieties in Yunnan

TAN Zhong-xia, QIN Xi-yun
(‘Yunnan Tobacco Research Institute, Yuxi 653100, China)

Abstract : Correlation between main chemical components and sensory quality of flue-cured tobacco leaves was
analyzed by gray relational analysis method. The results showed that the correlation between sugar to nicotine
ratio with aroma quality and quantity, the offensive odor, the lingering odor and mucosa irritation, the difference
of total sugar and reducing sugar with grey grade, K O content with combustibility, total sugar with the smoke
strength was big, the correlation between nicotine, total nitrogen and the evaluation indexes was small. The
results indicated that the difference of total sugar and reducing sugar, and the ratio of sugar to nicotine had
significant effect on the overall sensory quality of tobacco leaf, while nicotine and total nitrogen had insignificant
effect on the overall sensory quality of tobacco leaf. The gray relational analysis is a practical approach to evaluate
tobacco quality.
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Tab. 1 Average value of main chemical components and the smoking evaluation indexes
g B EEUE W SR EOR e S0 umy mmi B BB A% 25 AR DX M TS
k326 25.50 20.00 3.15 321 9.70 550 26.10 10.14 148 11.20 1578 15.67 10.02 7.45 848 3.67 3.60
k346 21.24 1797 4.06 227 9.63 327 196 5.78 0.59 11.19 16.00 15.64 1045 7.59 841 336 3.24
k358 2231 1879 4.07 238 1031 352 1091 6.45 0.61 1095 1573 1533 10.16 7.40 820 330 3.12
RGIl 2191 17.82 433 235 9.79 4.09 187 5.57 0.57 10.56 1549 1496 991 726 829 337 3.27
RG17 11.81 10.16 494 322 1454 1.65 253 2.63 0.67 1055 1550 1523 995 7.00 7.70 3.14 278
ZH317 2048 17.13 411 240 1042 335 202 5.90 0.61 10.80 15.74 1537 10.19 734 8.10 3.25 3.03
ZHH8S 25.66 21.06 347 2.07 9.07 460 1.80 11.65 0.67 11.23 15.87 15.66 10.51 7.64 834 17.05 3.24
W87 2622 2217 335 206 9.10 4.06 1.77 9.90 0.67 11.02 15.78 15.51 10.28 7.58 837 321 3.08
2K 1927 1564 313 224 1040 3.63 1.78 9.60 0.89 1148 16.13 1586 10.83 7.84 8.61 3.42 3.38
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Tab.2 Primary data standardization processing

it BHE TR

R 2R ZEAR
P % %

K,0

mE

PERLL FWELL ESR HRE Rk RS RN % MR ke

k326  0.88

061 -1.14 169 -038 1.67 267 090 252 0.65 -0.02 072 -0.79 -0.01 0.76

k346 -0.08 003 035 —-045 —042 —044 -0.33 - 0.59 -0.56 0.61 1.06

k358 0.16

RGI11  0.07

0.62

0.65

0.55 0.51

-026 1.75

-033 0.20

026 037 -020 -0.01 -0.21 -034 - 036 -049 -0.15 -024 -0.51-032 -023 -0.29 -0.34 —0.32

-0.01 079 -027 -032 033 -034 - 066 -063 —-139 -140 —-1.85-1.16 —0.80 0.05

-033 033

RG17 -221 -219 179 170 254 -199 -0.26 — 1.67 —-028 —-142 —-135 —-0.87-1.02 —1.86 —2.20 —0.38 —1.80

2317 025 021 043 —-0.15 0.05 -0.37-033 -0.55 -049 -0.63 -0.19 -036-0.22 —048 —0.68 —0.35 —0.71

2 092 091 —0.62-0.89 —-0.76 0.82 —035 141 -028 072 045 068 0.85 0.77 025 267 022
ZJH87 1.05 1.23 -0.80-092 —-0.74 030 —-036 0.82 -028 0.07 0.01 016 009 050 034 -036 —0.48
2K —0.53 —0.63 —1.17 -0.51 0.04 -0.10 -035 0.71 048 1.53 1.68 142 192 157 127 -032 081

x3 BFREZEEVI(k) = x,(k)—x,(k)]
Tab. 3 the Interpolation of aroma quality

Ry Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 AT A8 A9

k326 0.226 9 0.689 5 03121 1.4559 0.797 6 0.372 8 0.193 8 0.978 7 2.0530

K346 0.047 4 0.576 6 04161 1.374 6 0.7715 0.418 8 0.1851 1.1577 2.156 8

K358 1.797 8 0.256 7 0.5193 2.1793 3.2099 1.059 5 1.3439 0.8722 2.697 4

RG11 1.033 4 1.0542 0.045 8 1.1206 3.120 8 0.474 2 1.6176 0.991 6 2.0399

RG17 1.0311 1.029 4 0.140 0 1.060 9 3.9555 0.6810 1.4856 0.808 2 1.483 1

21K 1.0172 1.0523 0.058 4 1.713 3 0.571 6 0.2582 0.0911 0.2309 1.628 3
=M 85 2.0106 0.940 6 0.1872 1.0420 1.1557 03011 1.077 1 0.423 8 1.880 7
= 87 02432 1.200 8 0.2122 0.7212 0.252 4 0.074 5 0.690 3 0.748 6 0.812 4
=317 1.865 8 1.165 3 0.336 6 0.759 3 1.136 8 0.138 1 1.004 7 0.348 0 1.045 6

R4 RREEVI(k) = x, (k) —x,(0) |
Tab. 4 The Interpolation of aroma quantity

i Al A2 A3 A4 AS A6 AT A8 A9

k326 0.899 9 1.136 6 0.402 9 1.4657 0.867 4 0.0591 0.465 4 1.0362 2.2070

K346 0.625 6 1.023 6 0.506 9 1.384 4 0.8413 0.0131 0.456 8 1.2151 23107

K358 1.1249 0.703 7 0.6101 2.1892 3.140 1 0.627 6 1.072 3 0.8147 2.8514

RG11 1.706 4 1.5013 0.0451 1.130 4 3.0510 0.042 3 1.3459 0.934 1 2.1938

RG17 0.358 2 1.476 4 0.2309 1.070 7 3.8856 0.249 1 1.2139 0.750 8 1.6370

AN 1.690 1 1.499 4 0.032 4 1.723 1 0.641 4 0.1737 0.362 8 0.288 4 1.7822
= 85 2.6835 1.3876 0.096 4 1.0519 1.085 8 0.130 8 0.805 4 0.366 3 2.0347
= 87 09162 1.647 8 0.1213 0.7310 0.3223 03574 0.962 0 0.806 1 0.966 3
317 2.5387 1.6123 0.2457 0.769 2 1.067 0 0.293 8 0.7330 0.290 5 1.199 5




60 L R 4%
®5 FEREME V()= x(h)-x (k)]
Tab. 5 The Interpolation of the lingering odor
mnfh Al A2 A3 A4 AS A6 AT A8 A9
k326 0.160 8 0.700 2 0.669 5 1.9247 1.3424 0.1099 0.2340 0.889 7 1.946 1
K346 0.1135 0.5872 0.773 4 1.843 4 1.316 3 0.156 0 0.225 4 1.068 6 2.049 8
K358 1.863 9 0.267 3 0.876 6 2.648 2 2.665 1 0.796 7 1.303 7 0.9612 2.590 5
RG11 0.967 3 1.064 9 0.3116 1.589 5 2.576 0 0.211 4 1.5773 1.080 6 1.9329
RG17 1.097 2 1.040 0 0.497 4 1.5297 34106 0.4182 1.4453 0.897 3 1.376 1
AN 09511 1.063 0 0.298 9 2.1821 1.116 4 0.004 6 0.1313 0.141 8 1.5213
= JH 85 1.944 5 09512 0.170 1 1.5109 0.610 8 0.038 3 1.036 8 0.5129 1.773 8
= 87 0.177 1 1.2114 0.1452 1.190 1 0.797 3 0.188 3 0.730 5 0.659 6 0.705 4
=Ml 317 1.799 7 1.1759 0.020 8 1.228 2 0.592 0 0.124 7 0.964 4 0.4370 0.938 6
®6 FsE Vilk) = x(k)-x k)|
Tab. 6 The Interpolation of offensive odor
i Al A2 A3 A4 AS A6 AT A8 A9
k 326 1.676 1 0.729 7 0.481 3 1.226 0 1.1927 0.0330 0.063 6 0.953 3 24450
K346 1.401 8 0.616 8 0.5852 1.144 7 1.166 6 0.013 1 0.0550 1.1323 2.5487
K358 0.348 6 0.296 8 0.688 4 1.949 5 2.814 8 0.653 7 1.474 1 0.897 5 3.089 4
RGI1 24826 1.094 4 0.123 4 0.890 8 2.7257 0.068 4 1.7477 1.016 9 24318
RG17 04181 1.069 6 0.309 2 0.8310 3.5603 0.2753 1.6157 0.833 6 1.8750
21K 2.466 4 1.0925 0.1107 1.483 4 0.966 7 0.147 6 0.039 1 0.205 5 2.0202
=M 85 34598 0.980 7 0.0181 0.8122 0.760 5 0.104 6 1.2072 0.449 2 22727
=/ 87 1.692 4 1.2410 0.043 0 0.491 4 0.647 6 0.3313 0.560 2 0.723 2 1.204 3
=317 33150 1.2055 0.167 4 0.529 5 0.7417 0.267 6 1.134 8 0373 4 1.4375
®7 wEEEE Vit =[x () -x ()]
Tab. 7 The Interpolation of the mucosa irritation
P Al N A3 A4 A A6 Ny N N
k 326 0.895 1 0.627 4 0.3910 0.872 5 0.350 2 0.2221 0.148 9 0.5427 2.094 6
K346 0.620 8 0.5145 0.494 9 0.791 2 0.3242 0.268 2 0.140 3 0.7217 2.198 4
K358 1.129 6 0.194 6 0.598 1 1.5959 3.6572 0.908 8 1.388 8 1.308 1 2.7390
RGI1 1.701 6 0.992 1 0.033 1 0.5372 3.568 1 0.3235 1.662 4 1.4275 2.0815
RG17 0.3629 0.967 3 0.2189 0.477 5 4.402 8 0.5303 1.530 4 1.244 2 1.5247
AN 1.685 4 0.990 2 0.020 4 1.1299 0.124 3 0.107 5 0.046 2 0.205 1 1.669 9
= 85 2,678 8 0.878 5 0.108 4 0.458 7 1.603 0 0.150 4 1.1220 0.859 8 1.9223
= 87 09114 1.1387 0.1333 0.137 8 0.1949 0.076 2 0.645 4 03126 0.854 0

= 317 2.5340 1.103 2 0.2577 0.176 0 1.5842 0.012 6 1.049 5 0.784 0 1.0872
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Tab. 8 The Interpolation of the smoke strength

i Al A2 A3 A4 AS A6 AT A8 A9
k 326 0.8951 0.627 4 0.3910 0.8725 0.3502 02221 0.148 9 0.5427 2.094 6
K346 0.620 8 0.5145 0.494 9 0.7912 0.3242 0.268 2 0.140 3 0.7217 2.198 4
K358 1.129 6 0.194 6 0.598 1 1.5959 3.6572 0.908 8 1.388 8 1.308 1 2.7390
RG11 1.701 6 0.992 1 0.0331 0.5372 3.568 1 03235 1.662 4 1.4275 2.0815
RG17 0.3629 0.967 3 0.2189 0.477 5 44028 0.5303 1.5304 1.2442 1.5247
AN 1.6854 0.990 2 0.020 4 1.1299 0.124 3 0.107 5 0.046 2 0.2051 1.669 9
=M 85 2.678 8 0.878 5 0.108 4 0.458 7 1.603 0 0.150 4 1.1220 0.8598 1.9223
= 87 09114 1.138 7 0.1333 0.137 8 0.194 9 0.076 2 0.645 4 03126 0.8540
=i 317 2.5340 1.103 2 0.2577 0.176 0 1.5842 0.0126 1.049 5 0.784 0 1.0872

F9 mhgEtEE Vi) = x (k) - x (k)|
Tab. 9 The interpolation of the combustibility

R Al A2 A3 A4 AS A6 AT A8 A9
k 326 1.1433 0.247 4 0.502 6 0.396 8 1.8380 0.099 5 1.747 3 1.407 1 0.211 4
K346 0.869 0 0.360 3 0.606 6 03155 1.8119 0.1456 1.7559 1.586 0 03152
K358 0.881 4 0.680 3 0.709 8 1.1202 2.169 5 0.786 2 32850 0.443 8 0.8558
RG11 1.949 8 0.1173 0.144 7 0.061 5 2.080 4 0.200 9 3.5586 0.5632 0.198 3
RG17 0.114 8 0.092 5 0.3305 0.001 8 29151 0.407 8 3.426 6 0.3799 0.3585
AN 19336 0.1154 0.1321 0.654 2 1.6120 0.0151 1.8500 0.659 3 0.2133
= 85 2.9270 0.003 7 0.003 3 0.0170 0.1153 0.027 9 3.0181 0.004 6 0.0391
o 87 1.159 6 0.263 9 0.0217 0.3379 1.2928 0.198 8 1.250 8 1.1770 1.0292
=W 317 27822 0.228 4 0.146 1 0.299 7 0.096 4 0.1351 29457 0.080 4 0.796 0

F10 meE@ Vi(k) = x,(k)—x (k)]
Tab. 10 The interpolation of the grey

i Al A2 A3 A4 AS A6 AT A8 A9
k 326 0.872 6 0.2818 0.481 6 0.260 5 0.4172 0.458 4 0.701 3 1.5263 13355
K346 1.146 9 0.168 8 0.5855 03418 03911 0.504 5 0.692 7 1.7053 1.4393
K358 2.897 4 0.1511 0.688 7 0.463 0 3.5902 1.1451 0.836 4 0.3245 1.980 0
RG11 0.066 1 0.646 4 0.123 7 0.5957 3.5012 0.5598 1.110 0 0.4439 13224
RG17 2.1307 0.621 6 0.309 5 0.6555 43358 0.766 7 0.978 0 0.260 6 0.765 6
AN 0.082 4 0.644 6 0.1110 0.003 1 0.1912 0.3439 0.598 6 0.778 5 09108
=M 85 09111 0.5328 0.017 8 0.674 3 1.5360 0.386 8 0.569 5 0.123 8 1.1632
=M 87 0.856 3 0.793 0 0.042 7 0.9951 0.1279 0.160 1 1.197 8 1.2962 0.094 9

= 317 0.766 3 0.7575 0.167 1 0.9570 1.5172 02238 0.497 1 0.199 6 03281
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Tab. 11  The minimum and the maximum interpolation of the smoking evaluation indexes
min min max max
TIRIER ik [ xy(k)—x, (k)| ik |xy(k)—x(k)|
AU 0.045 78 3.955 46
A 0.013 08 3.885 61
PSS 0.004 62 3.410 65
PR 0.013 08 3.560 34
I 0.012 55 4.402 79
#;k 0.01026 4.737 22
R pett: 0.001 79 3.558 62
KA 0.003 07 433581
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Tab. 12 Correlation between the main chemical components and the smoking evaluation indexes

5H B EENE /% BE/%  BEAR = K,0/% HEmRILL R L
U 0.761 98 0.765 68 0.616 34 0.662 51 0.662 70 0.782 18 0.707 63 0.815 64 0.734 20
AR 0.704 87 0.711 54 0.614 20 0.649 84 0.676 77 0.729 03 0.695 75 0.742 09 0.706 11

ARk 0.703 36 0.699 97 0.564 80 0.613 34 0.603 55 0.727 45 0.684 50 0.747 76 0.713 22

FEa 0.696 45 0.699 85 0.625 45 0.622 35 0.655 90 0.720 90 0.687 23 0.728 27 0.693 53

PRI 0.790 80 0.793 30 0.638 66 0.668 92 0.697 66 0.812 45 0.712 55 0.838 64 0.738 86

3k 0.841 77 0.831 46 0.668 26 0.710 95 0.702 66 0.839 49 0.749 77 0.83128 0.759 68
et 0.720 70 0.711 83 0.633 05 0.740 61 0.770 01 0.746 26 0.849 22 0.734 74 0.773 95

K 0.771 56 0.757 72 0.677 70 0.752 27 0.702 92 0.855 62 0.788 23 0.803 20 0.800 52

B354 0.8156.0.742 09.0.728 2.0.747 7.0.838 6.
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