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Table 1. Ammonia Contents in Tobacco Smoke

NH, tar total protein nicotine
Variety Site Grade nitrogen nitrogen

' ug/cig. mg/cig. % % %
H 5 14.0 22.87 3.47 2,51 4.48
3 10.6 20.19 2.98 2.28 1.95
1 12.0 20, 60 2.20 1.97 2.23
Hicks Andong L 1 12.4 18.23 2.60 2.21 1.57
3 11.6 17, 86 2.85 2.42 1.57
5 10. 4 18.54 2.94 2.25 2.68
H 5 12.2 23.09 3.62 2.86 3.56
3 7.6 18.08 2.54 2.27 3.53
1 4.6 16. 69 2.49 1.91 2.85
Sc-72 Daejon L 1 6.9 15.94 1.93 1.30 2.26
3 7.5 16. 81 1.68 1.29 2.58
5 8.8 14,10 2.4 1.21 2.43
H 19.5 23.64 3.33 2.62 3.98
3 9.1 17.75 3.02 2.32 2.98
1 8.7 18.44 2.88 2.68 2.7
Va-115 Suwon L 1 6.0 15.78 2.94 2.21 1.91
3 6.1 13. 68 2.56 1.89 1.73
5 6.6 13.77 2.46 1.73 1.87
H 5 17.3 24.28 2.74 1.73 3.03
3 16.4 18,72 2.19 1.96 2.56
1 12.4 19.51 2.07 1.47 2.60
By-4 Daejon L 1 13.0 17.74 1.74 1.21 1.57
3 9.2 17.10 2.51 1.85 1.64
5 5.2 - 2.40 1.81 1.87
H 5 19.4 24.00 2.92 2.48 3.10
3 17.3 21.08 2.74 2.07 3.03
1 12.0 20.78 2.06 1.76 2.89
Y.S.A. Suwon L 1 9.7 19. 02 2.42 1.59 2.78
3 14.7 17.73 2.33 1.50 2.74
5 6.1 15, 65 1.80 1.41 2.21
H 5 14.5 24,48 3.04 1.96 3.61
3 17.3 24.25 2.68 1.96 3.37
. 1 9.8 20. 95 2.12 - 3.54
Y.P. Suwon L 1 9.3 17.56 2.07 1.65 2.20
3 9.1 18.26 1.99 1.50 2.55
5 6.3 18.64 2.76 1.70 - 2.72

—79—



. . NH, tar total protein noictine
Variety Site Grade nitrogen pitrogen

1g/cig. mg/¢ig. % % %

H 5 14.4 13.50 1.11 2.54 2.38

3 10.6 16.51 3.48 2.10 2.21

P.Y. Jinju 1 16, 4 19.15 2.42 2.02 1.77

L 1 9.4 15. 29 2.72 1.64 2.04

3 12.2 15.36 3.45 2.10 2.18

) 14.4 14. 46 2.72 2.04 1.55

H 5 92.6 24.06 4.63 2.85 2.41

3 81.0 20. 57 4.89 2.51 2.25

1 56.1 18, 95 4.46 2.78 2.16

Yesan L 1 -~ 13.35 5.24 2.96 2.59

Br.-21 3 52.8 13. 63 5.25 3.50 1.90

5 17.5 8.99 2.59 2.39 0.75

H 5 114.4 23.23 4.07 3.05 3.12

3 78.7 21.53 3.54 2.69 2.95

1 32.4 17. 27 4.23 2.59 3.80

Namwon L 1 20.6 18, 09 4.07 2.28 2.54

3 8.0 14. 46 5.00 2.26 2.53

5 10.7 9.06 3.46 2.28 1.24

H 5 93.0 25.84 3.7 3.09 5.02

3 64.0 21,96 4.31 2.94 5.43

1 38.7 19.07 4.33 2.7 4.59

Mokpo L 1 49.3 19.92 3.92 2.45 3.21

3 40.9 15.45 4.38 2.30 2.76

5 20.0 6.58 4.03 2.51 1.38

H 5 93.0 — — 3.38 —

3 81.0 — - 3.43 —

1 98.0 — — 3.42 —

unknown L 1 62.0 — — 3.51 —

3 32.6 - - 3.97 —

5 19.4 — — 3.02 -
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Fig.l. Correlation between ammonia in smoke
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Fig.2. Correlation between ammonia in smoke

and total nitrogen contents in Burley leaf.

Table 2. Simple Correlation Coefficients between Ammonia in Smoke and the Constituents of

Leaf Tobacco

protein :
. tar total nitrogen nicotine
Variety o nitrogen .
(mg/cig) (%} (%) (%)
Bright 0.528%** 0.536%%* 0.493%* 0.299**
yellow (n=41) (n—41) (n =40) (n=41)
0.827*%* 0.160 0.497* 0.404
Burley (n=17) (n=17) (n=23) (n=17)
significant level #* 0.05
% 0.01
%* % %0,001
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