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Abstract

To determine the optimal basal and topdressing ratios of tobacco-specific fertilizer in the tobacco-
growing area of Dazhai Township, Gulin County, Luzhou City, Sichuan Province, this experiment
used the Yunyan 87 variety as the research object. By adjusting the basal and topdressing ratios of
tobacco-specific fertilizer (100%, 90%, 80%, and 70%), the effects on the chemical composition of
tobacco leaves were investigated, and the optimal ratio was identified. The results showed that as
the basal and topdressing ratios of tobacco-specific fertilizer decreased, the levels of nicotine, total
nitrogen, and potassium ions in flue-cured tobacco exhibited a trend of first decreasing, then in-
creasing, and then decreasing again; while reducing sugars, total sugars, and starch showed a trend
of first increasing and then decreasing. Treatment T1 had the highest content of amino acids and
organic acids in the tobacco leaves; and treatment T3 had the highest content of polyphenols and
neutral aroma compounds. Comprehensive analysis using membership functions revealed that
treatment T3 had the highest overall evaluation score.
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1. 5|8

FERERARERE RN o€ M AN e vE S I it FH B R, R B A 7 e e — i FH T 2 gtk
GUIF R R AR, AT DA g5k fF, PRUFMIEE FR o0 R AR 8L, AR TP B R AR
PTHEAR TR R[1]-[3]. B IEMRERIRIG 30 RAABRALE, FEEWHEMEAEKKR T
MIEFRICER TR, PR MEPRBEAL . A T3 (LR [4]-[6] . i AL E 453 PO 22 I S LD X s AR P 1
PR R 25 [ 7] o BRI R AR R AT 2 3t 38 SRR LI A, (B T R R B M AR S T R R,
FA M IX B T B R A DR 2 e, R A I A TR A, IR KERR(8] [9]. Bk, I& 41/
Bt FNEAEIE LG AT DO AR AR AR A K8 TR, 52T 18 FR OS24, 2 M A K R rh iR
e 5 SO O PR B A [ 10] 0 SRR 1A R 2 MR B A A SR I, R AE T B B BRRI R RO
30%~40%- 10%~25%- 40%~50%, L& FAEAA B2 T BUCAER] R AR  JE i SR I 2 2R R 2
—[12]o AR 25513130 ik o) Je R e e = 1 FHREEAT R 7L, R IR A 2 FH AR T S 3, 0 2 s
BN, JERRATIAA RS2 A0, DS AR R AR AR A %) e ) S A A ], S A R 2 g B I 14] .
AEEAE B AR IS B L], AR X S PRl Lt — B A 78 . B i T 0 e i A o B L i i A
LR TR B () AL By B PR SO B S A B THI AR A, X T M AR R A 2 o R D
[15]. [RIth, AR 7R SR R 3 kg, R TUIHEE L A IR A [ B8 BT D 1148 0 T i 2 K 28 2 1% % Jm
S P 25 o R S KA AR X O ) S B 00 07 02 HH O B T X R e I b, DU ER 3R
T B2 B R, 52 T8 M P 5T, [ ES S AH S S (A A0 Bl AN a3
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2. M55
2.1. ISR

ARG T 2025 FEAEPY NG PN i BRI 2 AT, (AR R = 87, T4 H 15 Hit T #
H, 8 A 25 HREEL . W50 HH A, JE1395), sitE BN, WS HA PR & & 27.17 gkg '
EREEN 1.5 gke, &N 0.69 gkg™, &40 15.74 gkg ™', WA 139.75 mg-kg ', A #50% 38.25 mg-kg !,
R 222.50 mgkg™!, AE T 443 mgkg'. pH6.08. MHFELHIE N:P:K N 7:14:8; 770 S E4%E 70.00
gkg™', AW (P,05) 140.00 g'kg™', 4H(K,0) 80 gkg™'o NHHL L FH AE FH & 70.00 kg/Hi, iEAE KNOs H & 20.00
kg/H, K2SO4 HIE 30.00 kg/Hi .

2.2, ABEEIT

ARG 4 NACHE, T1: JHE L IS b 5 38 5 E 7] 100%; T2 MRE A AE it 538 it EL 451 90%;
T3: JHE L IEEGE 518 M ] 80%: T4: MHE L HIEEE SIBHEELE] 70%, #ACERA I R 5L HI AL
JitF 77 ], E R e ER S A BRI R — B, SCER T WA 1. R R e A i s 36 A A B
B REERET . BRERET 0, AN 3 IREE, K/PNXEN 66.7m?, FENLXAHES, T8 1.2m, #REE
0.5 m, RIS 2 ATORY T HH AV R A > A0 M SRR 355 41 it 1A T o

Table 1. Experimental design

F 1Rt

yosil B A & ke/m BEEAEHE kg/m
Tl £ F AR ELIE EL 4] 100.00% 70.00 0.00
T2 L H R ZEIE ) 90.00% 63.00 7.00
T3 L H AR ZEIE ) 80.00% 56.00 14.00
T4 L AEEEIE ] 70.00% 49.00 21.00

23. RESHmES

BEAS/NX AR R USCHE RS, HEE 5, IR A7 bR i GB 2635-1992 1E47 70 9 FN &5 4% Le 5]
X5y, 1 EAREMER C2F 40 MIAREL 3 kg. MAMFEM M 576 40°C R T4, WIS 40 HIf, LARFJE4E
i

24. MEEFRETFE

24.1. ERUERS SER. SHIENE

I 5E 925 Jo MR PR AL 22 iy . BRI 2 T & TR AR 35 2 RN R AT ML AR R AT A .
B2 YC/T 160-2002[16]; MbE. iBJEHRES % YCO/T 159-2002[17]; 5% YC/T 161-2002[18]; 1%
% YC/T 217-2007 [19]; 5% YC/T 162-2011 [20]; &S YC/T 216-2013 [21]; RIS H YC/T 448-
2012 [22]; £ YC/T 202-2006 [23].
2.4.2. JEEZMFHERNE

AEFIFRIEL 0.10 g CURM RIS 5 R RERE 5 T 25 mL B8 BB, IIARE IR 00 K o 1) S5, R
FIRE S REBOEME ARE, N 50 pL =R AR AT 10 mL 10%(1) H2SO4-CH3OH i, £ 60°CK
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WA ER 3 h, ARSI HUBRIE R TS, F 2.5 pm B3k JESSHERG =X 1.0 mL 73, H
2.0 mL KFSFEJER, LA 10 mL/min 8T MCI-GEL FEIAAEBCNE, 5.0 mL KK/ MEBES:, RER
AWF, H 1.0 mL RO e IME BB SRR HUERES, fRGEBBIARA 1.0 mL, PRBIKE 0.45
pm Sk i PR AR I U AL S B A i [24]

25. RERBITFNTGZ

WAy« IR . ARERVEANIIR. 2 HIES R BT e, THE B B2 AH
KAGFR S8 R BUA25], A5 THE AR o AN ZEG BT R3S 8 R AUE, HAUE R B i BB Lt
BN B B FISR G BT AT o AN RN LU T SRAG B M0 S5 MR AR DGR bR AT SR 5 PN BT B A
.

Xi_Xmin

X =i Cmn_ x
X = X

max min

=1,2,3,-,n

b X OUFSEB LEB TR Ja I SRR I X, AITE 58 LU AR BE rp s 5 M b Fiedra K

max

fls X, FITA SE3E EC A A0 065 S SR v s fi /M
2.6. GEitorH
K F Excel 2021, SPSS 27.0+ Origin 2022 S THHEATE . 2 K B M AT .
3. ZBRESH
3.1. FEIEEEL G HEHERAFEM 7RI

HE 1 A1g, SERERS QA S EEREE, HPEEHH] 90%MIHRAL, BN, D& &=
AN 3.14%. 1.99%; BB L] 80% B A =, JHBR. SA GBS IIN 3.47%. 2.14%. LEHES B T1
AbPRE) T2, T3 T4 A2 R 03, DABEIE LU 0% fie iy, 4 16.10%; FEiE ELAF] 100% I 5%, v 14.90%.
RVES A T2 5 T4 AbHER 2 7 B3, fERB LB 90%I s, 153 23.70%, 70%HH A&, N 22.51%.
S EAEA R R Z 7 53, BARLEETHEES, FEEE 100%0M &, N 2.31%, 90%
BRARN 1.82%: BT EASOIE LR EZER. EMEEE T3, T4 5 T1. T2 A#EER 2E,
FEIB ELH 90% 0 e i, IEF] 6.12%, 100%I A, 4 3.58%.
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Figure 1. The effect of the ratio of tobacco-specific fertilizer base to top dressing on the conventional chemical composition of

flue-cured tobacco
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DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2026.162044 340 b k=


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2026.162044

35

3.2. ARIESE L HIzHHEMH S EER R 58950

M2 mH, HER. 428K, AR MER. E2R. 72k, w2R. BARRAHERMA
FAHEZ RN EE . RERIR T2 45 T3. T4 ¥ 27 B2, HEFIEBLEI N 80%M 1A 2 & =1E,
N 144.10 pg/g. BEM. HEMR T1. T2 4F 5 T3, T4 MEz AERLEZ, HhSEBRaELEeA
100%H TE B B =i, N 146.80 pg/g; HZBR1ESEIE LLBI 90% I ik B H =il A 33.30 pg/g. FEER T1 4
M T2, T3 AR, 7EHE HLBIA 90%H1 80% ik FIREE, AN 38.87 ng/g. WA T1
WHES T2, T3, T4 MM ZEREE, HAEREHHIN 100%H A EHE, N 19.90 ng/g. HEE T2 4bH
ATL. T3, T4 WbFEZESF R, EHIEHEIN 80%MT ik 2 & KAH 435.70 pg/g. AR &AL A 2 7
B2, HBEE G E s el , 75 L8 EL BN 100% 0k B B = 164.57 pg/g. AR T1 AHA T3,
T4 fh3a) 22 R W%, AR T1 A T2 ABF 2 5 B2, HIYFEHE N 100%0 14 2 5 & EH

Table 2. Amino acid content (nug/g) in flue-cured tobacco with different base-to-tobacco ratios

< 2. ARIEBLGIEEPSER S = (ug/e)

Ab 3 T1 T2 T3 T4
REAEHR 121.90bc 109.87¢ 144.10a 139.17ab
IR 42.60a 52.60a 43.97a 38.33a
25 R 226.33a 230.73a 236.80a 230.63a
BAR 146.80a 134.17a 113.83b 108.27b
HHEmR 32.47a 33.30a 29.40b 28.60b
HE R 622.60a 622.57a 612.50a 589.03a
GE R 434.53a 385.93b 435.70a 427.23a
AN 42.07a 44.10a 42.13a 41.27a
HER 3.33a 3.37a 3.43a 3.27a
o E R 10.21a 9.88a 10.22a 10.00a
AR 22.60a 22.57a 21.80a 21.13a
it 2 48.07a 47.63a 45.23a 43.13a
BN 161.57a 142.27b 116.70c 115.00c
R 19.90a 13.40b 9.77b 9.87b
HE R 110.23a 96.17ab 85.50b 80.30b
1R 194.10a 172.93b 187.73ab 188.67ab
Fw R 37.37b 38.87a 38.87a 38.70a
i 2 2 8497.00a 8604.00a 8376.33a 8309.67a
#: ARVNEFERRRZREZEP<0.05), FAE.
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3.3. NEIEE L BIXTIEM AR A M BB AL 5 IR AR

7 3 40, AHEREANIR S BERZHONERRMZ R, B RBMZ &A% 535,
Forp 3 R B A HE LU ie b BRI D, FETEREIE LU 100% 0 1A B i sl s £ IRBE A HEE L)
W BRI RS Ina S, RSB N 80%A A Bl E . A IR MR T NI R
T EF AR, TR T T2 M ES R, EEBHEIN 100%0 AR R E; TR & b F
()22 5 B, Bl 518 Ho > RILSeIC D RN i, HAERGE LB 80%M ik B il R +
RIS T2 AFEA T1. T3, T4 M EREZE, HESE BN 100%H 0%k 2 5 m .

Table 3. Organic acid content (mg/g) in flue-cured tobacco with different base-to-topping ratios

% 3. TEEELLAIEEPEIERS 2 mg/g)

Ab 3 T1 T2 T3 T4
. 12.22b 11.10¢ 12.96a 12.68a
R 3.87a 3.71a 3.91a 3.63a
T B 0.21a 0.16b 0.20ab 0.18ab
RN 44.27a 42.43b 39.10c 38.60c
FHEIR 3.95a 4.02a 3.88a 3.64a
TR 3.03a 3.06a 3.06a 3.03a
TR 2.38b 2.27¢ 2.50a 2.46ab
W + WKL 5.09a 4.83a 5.07a 4.93a
+\& 0.63a 0.63a 0.66a 0.61a

3.4. ANEEHE ELFIxF 1AM 22 B pk 5 AU R0

2 Al5, SACFRGFER S EERTE, MIGE RGN SIS, EIRIEHEA 80%
RF R 14.16 mg/g. ZEFE T1ABES T2, T3. T4 BT R E, HAERE ELHIR 80% 1A B
18 12.82 mg/g. ANEACFRAIE =& B AR, RELEREZE AL,

18- 020+ 15
A B C a a a
15+ b a ab g . = T I
sl s | [ ? @ [ B10{—2
on b o0 o0
: EE o B ey 2
& 9 & 0.101 n
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Figure 2. The effect of the ratio of tobacco-specific fertilizer base to top dressing on polyphenolic compounds in flue-cured
tobacco
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3.5. ETRERBHEZES TN

I PSRN 7 v 1 S R B AT, T LAKE ] — AR R S I (9 22 ANk 2 R FR AR N B[R] — A
TN RGN, BETEAS [ A3 )68 Ja MR AT RGOSR A VTR, IXRE AT DLA THT B b bE R BA [R] 4k
FRA)JE 5 i ) 22 S AR 252610 BHFE 4 FTAT, AN [RIRIE BU ) B MR AT 22 GV, 3 BRI Ab
HAM P25 A3 e, BUE RO UG LU I B o RN 5 ST R T . R IR IE L 80%H
Ko S RAG F ar  BHLER . 255 deims FEIE LU 100% 0 928 00 o 1) S S W19 70 B o A ELZE
G155, Hbh T2 188 0.52, B T1 455508 0515, ZFEETEDIRFIKIKSE T3 > T2 > T1 > T4,
B IESE LU AT N 80% I 2545 7573 3¢ i o

Table 4. Comprehensive evaluation of membership functions of chemical indicators in tobacco-specific fertilizers with differ-
ent base-topdressing ratios

4. WEE ARAEEELLGIEELF IR RBERBERETN

i3 BRLERS R ZerN. £ LAY s
T1 0.44 0.61 0.71 0.30 0.52 3
T2 0.45 0.53 0.50 0.60 0.52 2
T3 0.66 0.48 0.74 0.77 0.66 1
T4 0.48 0.36 0.52 0.63 0.50 4
4. Wig

R A 22 52 R R XU S Tl w] PR AR Lo 2, Hrh B 2R b2 i S R S iRt E
PREL AN A SURFAIE RGBT SRR BE (27 ] A TE R GEIR T 1 I P 2368 L 451 e 0 = 4K
FRIT IR, S5 SRR WIIEE L] (AR 0 2 R T R LR R . AR LR K R
JREGER R 50 BE,  BETT S B 4365 it i

MHE A B KA S BEAE R P IEIE AL LE ] (4, MRS R S B R BT R E T BRI,
FEIEIB LU B 80% M IA RIEAR, T4 JEUE 5 o BE N 23080, R WG B8 NI JE LL 647 Bh T 4E Rk 24 C
PR BT A, e BRI BRAE BRI AR R, X 5 SR AERK AR (28] 8 T RUIEIZ 25 R mi e B A Qs AR
FEEER— . BT S RAE AL BE ] B B v BE 58 IE YD A SRS R ok, SRR
PEA ILIR & AR AR, X5 DS [29 142 HE A R 5 A MLIR P R AR 3R AW Al — B AH A E 2
TEH & B AESEIE L] 90% i By, EWIZ LB RT BE SEA T 5 WG & 7 W IRvEky AL . AR IR AL T
I, KRR S REZLE A RE, HRAER. BERR. KNS S XU T 44 5 e
AN A E 2R YR . i AR S R AT EL I N2 T RS, FTRE S AT IEA 2 S BURBRE K
g5 Jo EER BN A A 5, BN AR 1 & RS AL [30]. TTHZRA AR N Z W L&D
JR I E EE R AR, HAESEIB L] 100% 0 & Bl s, 3o BT L Bl R] e AT A1 05 A IR R SRR AR AR )3
Ko AR RMEANR T YRR S o R & BB ORISR, WE RGBS IZE R TR T ANE
A B A PR B AR AW R . SRR S B IB AL LL IR i R, 0 4 IRAESEIB LB 80%IS
B, VLS B REEAE LI AR A BURR AL AR, 3 TSmO R BRI P i S A BE . Bk, SR 52
AR KRD AL, 51 5E T 5N AR S VLRI A58 — 2 [31]. 2 MW BAEu i
O SEHR A, R ZBEE LR B2 M. SRR 2E 1S B A A g R nm_E
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Tty AEREIB L] 80% M IA Bk i, X5 TSR [32] 56 Tt LS5 H 20 22 My AR BRI FU 48 RAHAT - 22 W%
B E RS DS A R RO R S L R AR AR A R A I A 5%, T I B A JE I EL )R] s R
BEZ YRV s, R TR 7 D AR i o A BRI X [33 ]

SR R UL SR A VPN R, FEIE HL1 S 80% (T3)H MMk 2% i i 25 6 49 o0 e, R IZ EL 1
FEVPE AL 0y . IR . AR S Z B4 s i B e . X — 25— i ], 3LiE il
Wit BIFAR S —JRER 4R T, T2 P R R 2 B ISR N 22, SEEU AL 22 AL e HE A L
Mt 50, LR ERTIE, JHEE PSR SEAE L ) 5 2 5o mi s A 22 i AR R 5 e, FLRR N
Pt AR A B i SRR S 2 N A B R

5. &t

AR FIEIS RGBT R, IR FIER ] 80%JE AERC & 20%18 AE(T3 Ab3) e it e B I JH - B sk 25
&, FRFERIGFERELZ MBI R, et

E&WE

R A F DU )IAA A FI R IE DL R R SR 9 T 180 VU )1 48 00 o 7 ) 4 S B R R
ISR (SCYC202503),

SEEk
[11  BESRAE. AR 3B R [T]. BHAIHE ], 2010(13): 141.
[2] IRBers. AT EME A = TG R 32 B ], P E R R, 2009, 30(5): 77-80.

[3] Su, J., Chen, Y., Zhu, Y., Xiang, J., Chen, Y., Hu, B., e al. (2021) The Response of Hongda, a Flue-Cured Tobacco
Cultivar, to Nitrogen Fertilizer Rate. Archives of Agronomy and Soil Science, 67, 536-550.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03650340.2020.1739658

[4] RBUHA, fTanZE, A, . XREME AR A S R TAERB ). T EMEERAE, 2002, 23(1): 19-20.
[5] 9KME, XUBZE, KU, S WPEME B A0 L AR S ROR[I]. By ol R4, 2023, 43(12): 18-22.

(6] Mk, Farak, 2, &5 WS AR AR Cl/2EBE RSB TEEP.O, (BHESER) i
8. AT m A E B E N/ THA G (BB IE 18 4. 2015: 379-382.

[71 #Efh, xEZ, Whik. =FhEIEEE L8 00 7= B s iR ae [0]. me 7 R0k, 2023, 17(10): 28-30.
8] HEiH, BEME, LAl 2 FIEIECIENE L E ST FRE R m[)]. | RARRE, 2018, 45(2): 75-79.

(9] ZFGME, <y, FE, 55 JRICSIE N ELGIREIR A KR B A BT RIS T]. TLoR AR RLEE, 2017, 45(24): 59-
63.

[10] Xinghua, M.A., Yi, S.H.L., Zhongfeng, Z., et al. (2015) Effects of Nitrogen Fertilizer Rate and Ratio of Base and Top-
dressing on Flue-Cured Tobacco Quality and Nitrogen Utilization Efficiency. Chinese Tobacco Science, 36, 34-39.
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[12] FREE, BIERE, TORHE, 2. SRHIETRIEE 5 540T[0]. $HESHEES, 2005(5): 16-18.

[13] 2RI, JHREAiRE o AR 7 oM 0] FhF R, 2022(24): 96-98.
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