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Abstract

The weight of domestic cigarette brands were examined by the three affecting f
actors, the standard leaf blending and the filling value of each leaf, the length of to
bacco rod, and the apparent quality conditions,

The calculated cigarette weight we obtained was 760mg, whereas the operation
standard weight was established as 790mg ~ 820mg for the 60mm tobacco rod. In
the case of the 64mm rod this value was estimated to be 820mg compared with the
operation standard weight of 870mg ~ 900mg. '

For the 56mm rod it was calculated as 720mg being compared to the standard v
alue of 770mg~ 780mg.

These results means that the operation standard weight of the domestic brands ¢
an cut down by 5—9 per cent in weight.
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Table 1. Cigarette Packing Density * at Various Cigarette Lengths**

Cigarette Lengths(mm)

Brand
75

F1 (a) 214— 236( 100)
D1 (b) 252 (107 -118) "

64 60

F2 239~ 245(100)
D2 276—283(113—118)

224 — 234 100"
265—275(113—122)

+ mg /cmd
++ Plain cigarette length

‘(@ F 1-F 3 : Foreign cigarette brands
(®) D 1- D 3 : Domestic cigarette brands
) present the ratio of packing density (%)

+ Figures in(
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Table 2 'The Controlled Conditions of The Cigar

ette Lengths Circumference and Filling Value

Length * Circumference Filling Volume

(mm) (mm}) (em?®)
75.0 25.0 3.78
64.0 250 3.18
60.0 25.0 299
560 25.0 - 219

* Plain cigarette length
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Table 3, The Filling Valud of The Various Varieties and Grades of Leaf Tobacco

Domestic Leaf Tobacco

Imported Leaf Tobacco

Grade :
H S BY-4Vails SPG-75C-72 ¥- 71 Bur, CRS RS.T_ . U°  BAS 1zM
H1 382 375 378 3.98 387 3.92 476
H3 3.78 368 3.70 3.80 3.73 3.75 450
HS 3.61 353 362 367 365 3.70 448 320 350
L1 404 389 394 410 407 394 482
L3 416 402 4.08 421 413 405 492
L5 430 417 412 437 424 411 498
H,F 382
B,F 393
C,F 425 4.65
Cc,F 432 5.00
1.1 3.85
B /G 3.55
*» cm g HI : Heavy 1 Grade LI : Light 1 Grade

_.74_.
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Table 4, The Proposed Weight which Calculated from the Each affecting Factors for Various
Domestic Brands and the Present Standard Weight

Calculated weight from affecting factors (mg) proposed present
Brand Blend vol, Cigarette Apparent standard
& quality mean weight weight
Filling value(W;) Length(W,) condition (W) ' (mg) (mg)
K, 938 961 940 946 950 940
K, 730 o 750 790
K, 733 769 750 751 760 820
K, 772 _ 764 - 820
Kg . 769 763 820
mean 751 + 23 : 757+ 8 813+ 15
Ky = 832 s 818 900
K, 829 . 823 800 ~o817 820 880
Kg 834 819 900
K, 840 821 900
K, 833 819 870
K, 830 818 900
mean 833+ 4 819+ 2 892x 13
K,, 724 713 780
K,q 736 715 700 (% 720 770
K 734 716 780
mean 731+ 6 _ 716+ 2 M7x6
K

15 915 900 870 895 900 950
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