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Application of ultraviolet fingerprint spectrum in tobacco flavor quality control
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Abstract Similarity was calculated based on data of two UV-spectrum curves thus the sample quality was evaluated according
to average value of similarity of UV-spectra between sample with each of standard samples. Feasibility of applying ultraviolet
fingerprint spectrum in tobacco flavor quality control was examined with mixing tests. Results showed that 1 the calculated
similarity with the proposed method can be sensitive to show difference between UV-spectra 2 ultraviolet fingerprint spectrum
reflected quality of tobacco flavor exactly and quickly. The proposed method can be used to evaluate quality of the tobacco fla-
vor according to similarity of two UV-spectrum curves.
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