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Abstract: To achieve precise control of the components of the extracted liquid from reconstituted tobacco
leaves, different filtration precision membranes were sequentially used for the separation of the extracted liq-
uid, and the effects of different pore size membranes and corresponding membrane combinations on the reten-
tion of chemical components in the extracted liquid were investigated. The results showed that microfiltration
(MF) membranes with a pore size of 200 nm mainly retained suspended solids, ultrafiltration (UF) mem-
branes with a pore size of 20-30 nm could further retain macromolecular substances such as soluble proteins
and pectin, nanofiltration membranes (NF1) with a pore size of 5-10 nm could effectively separate nicotine and
tobacco neutral aroma components with carbon atom numbers ranging from 10 to 13, while nanofiltration
membranes (NF2) with a pore size of 3-5 nm had strong retention effects on sugars and neutral aroma compo-

nents with carbon atom numbers ranging from 6 to 8, and nanofiltration membranes (NF3) with a pore size of
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1-2 nm could retain organic acid salts and tobacco neutral odorant components with more than 4 carbon atoms.
The combination of MF -+ UF + NF1 + NF2 + NF3 membrane separation could be used to regulate the main
chemical components of the reconstituted tobacco extract.

Keywords: tobacco extract; membrane separation; chemical composition; nanofiltration
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Tab.1 Parameters of membrane components

. s _— YU

EiERa TR R 7 I NFI NE2 NE3
JEE A Ak U Rk Rk R kR b330 R kR

JEFLAE /nm 200 20~30 5~10 3~5 1~2

I 1 B/ m® 64 528 528 528 528

JE K- B /mm 3000 1016 1016 1016 1016
T BEBRAESE I/ C 20~70 20~50 20~50 20~50 20~50
547 71/ MPa 0.2~0.4 0.5~2.0 0.5~2.5 0.5~4.0 1.0~4.0

1.2 SLIGFE A&

1.2.1 RPBGRHGBG FHARARA R RAFSRGHE LUK B G 0 P& 0 52 IR E R 5 000
kg BHBRBE A 65~70 C, Sl e 4% J5 BHRR o 50~60 C . BHRFRIR 4 MF, UF,NF1,NF2,
NE3 AL B 45 935 i TS % P U = 1 90 %0, &5 JARMER EE<<60 C.H T ZAMAME 1 iR,

ME S50 3R - 07 26, 3 B 40 ME R4 43 2 5 24 3% 2o T o5t 3 2 0B 90 V6 B, 43 i) % % 7
VRN 35 3 YRR AT BORE S 7 5 B o 3B S MR — B B i R 5 0 8P VR P A B R KRR R S L 4k
St U 2 TR G ER 5 U HE AR R A 37 A VA R R % R VRGEE AT HBORE 43 BT o T TR AR G AR R RO

UF,NF1,NF2,NF3 {4 i F2 fl MF 50 i B AR AL, 382 b — B T 2205 oW, AR R
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Fig. 1 Flowchart of process
B e X A B VA 3 3o VR AT IR 23 A
1.2.2 22 Fmahn sk 1 RHELFRNE, S MEE YC/T 159 —2002, YC/T 160 —
2002,YC/T 161—2002,YC/T 162—2002,YC/T 249—2002,YC/T 296 —2009 A5l 52 £ AR B8
EI’J%% JHBR B B VR BRI R R Y B i A AR
) R GC-MS RIS € 335 50 335 156 FH AN 43 A 3507 B0 14 0T o 3 8. ROAH 68385 25 F : DB-5MS 1y
%%éﬂi%ﬁmo mm X 0. 25 mm,0. 25 pm) . FEFFHE #4660 C . A£FF 1 min; A8 C « min 'l KTt
§ 170 C, 1%%3 min; LA 12 C « min ' EETEE 260 C 47 18 min, #EFE DR K 200 C 446
WA 60 Ci it M A 1 mL » min s IREWEN 3 mL » min 'l 5 2 1N E
éiE%;:Jigﬁ 1 pLs 3 AER S 2 min, B 2 fF R L & m s  U(ED L L FRER Dy 70 eV,
F IR BE N 250 CL, B IRIRIE Dy 200 Co SR 4 & 7R 4 J5 X (Scan) , L F 2 410~500 u.
o Y O 15 P+ 5 [0 [ G o 5 B AR B 5 o s o JB0 33 25080 P2 (NISTT)

2 ERERSHR

2.1 BHBRBEMEZFURAIEXSFHEBEZMN

T3 0 2 BRI 2 A TR ok R TS0 B T L B TR T K R R A B N 2 TR . R
2 v AR YR (2D Sy X N B A BA VR (D K S S A P ek R 5 URERE B AR s ¢ — 7 e s AR A R B A
H1 2% 2 AT MF B 8 5+ 378 4o W rh o= 0 o T M 2 0 B R 2R ) o o 3 RO A e 35008 T D v v
HH R 0T 4350, 3 W PR WU RE 5 g MIF JIEAT 45008 B 5 328 3o VR b ml v M 8 0 0 R SR e 1) o 3 B I
JEY F AH RO B ek 43, 2 B MIE X 3 2 AT — o R B VR . Ak MIF R R (D) 28 5 ik
PEI U85 - MEF B8 W (2) i i B m s M 2 1 SRR I o i o B RO T R A B 2 3R B L AR
HER MF 3008 B $2 IO 0 B T 4 i e s L R R I B SRR

2 RIA b DR E RSk T L 4R EOURL B P R T U R A T A B CRAE: %)

Tab. 2 Mass fraction of suspended solids and soluble macromolecules in extracts before

and after membrane treatment with different filtration precisions (unit: %)

Rl B HH B R

2 U 0.92 0.53 0.02
MF % 1 ik 0.02 0.47 —

MF B i (1 8.32 0. 66 0.28

MF #8 #i (2) 8.01 0.63 0.13
UF &1 — 0. 04 —

UF # B (D - 5.17 0.28

UF 8B (2 - 4.56 0.13

¥ MFE &b it — 5 % UF B0y 8505, UF 38 3l i 8 1 5 & o0 8000k 0. 04 %6, B KT
MF i 2 % (0. 47 %) o 55T i 43 B0 1) A8 Ak ka4 5 16— B0, 2R B S O 5 A 14 T i M R 1 T R I
LRy T UF B8 . UF BB (D) . (2) BRI 45 B ik — 25 E 52 TIiZ s E .
2.2 ENEREXMNEMLERSHEZ M0

T3 AR P BT 28 Ao AN [ 2o 08 A B TS S S )R R A a0 1 O R A N AR 3 TR . AR 3
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AP MIF 375 b 0 rb A el B S 1 A TR A 1) o i 55 D AR N o R — B, R W MIF R
XA O P I 4 2 0 A R AR 5 i MIE 328 2o 980 F i SRCRIEOBE P i S0 BT D v A L 9 £ 3R
W M B8 388 70 35 2000 oA E SR e Wy o HAT B A . X b MIF 38R 30 0 A 0 45 2, E — 2B e
MF JBEX i B2 o F A e 5 1 B R
UF B0 11 A5 ME BRI, B UF B0 & O MR B 40 28 1 S R R 3 95 A 1B A
F RSB 535 SR SO A0 S e Wy i R A B R
3 IR DEORS BE AL FRAT 5 SR BRI A R B B Bf: %)

Tab.3 Mass fraction of conventional chemical components of extracts before

and after membrane treatment with different filtration precisions (unit: %)
Rl S B BT AET il B2 £ MR Jey
PO 0.26 0.32 0.11 0.05 0.13 2.73
MF & ] i 0.26 0.32 0.11 0.05 0.12 2. 60
MF # 83 (D 0.25 0.29 0.10 0.05 0.25 2. 87
MF 8 B (2) 0.01 0.01 0.01 — 0.17 0.18
UF % 3 & 0.26 0.32 0.11 0.05 0. 06 2.57
UF #88W% (D 0.27 0.37 0.11 0. 05 0. 87 2.65
UF W (2) 0.01 0.01 0.01 — 0.73 0.12
NF1 & i 0.04 0.31 0.11 0.05 0.01 2.35
NF1 # 8w (D 2.43 0.35 0.11 0.05 0. 49 4,29
NF1 #8 W (2 2.01 0.02 — — 0.45 0. 04
NF2 % i — 0.29 0.11 0.05 0.01 0.15
NF2 # 8w (D 0.41 0. 44 0.11 0.05 0.10 22.50
NF2 # 8 W (2 0.39 0.02 — — 0.10 12.70
NF3 % i W — 0.15 0.10 0. 04 0.01 —
NF3 # & (D 0.02 1.43 0.17 0.09 0.05 1.48
NF3 # B W (2) 0.02 1.31 — — 0. 04 1.41

NF1 2908 B 73 B 25 R B, 5 UF 3 b WROH B NF L 375 50 V0 400 B R 0000 o 0 450 8 R A1 1)
IR OB 4 R 0 Rt A P AR L 2 U] N 48 90 58 X sk 46 ) Jo B A Ay A B A o i e i R S B R
TR T ORIURH R 1 R 2 B W R Ak, R W] NTF L 9 8 5k FOBCR PR R W . X NF1 #0H
WKL 25 2R o 1 — 25 NF1 24 38 B HLAL 2 i BAT s R PR U 7R A

NF2 4438 XS NF1 i i W A7 73 B - NF2 o i 350 18 il 9 Joi o 70 50 25 BRI ACAS R A L 3R
P A R0 5 14 B 0 T 5 RO 198 o 0 s W S IR A 28 D G2 S M 6 0y Jo o R A R e vy 1 A
F o BVURN B 00 O o 43 B AT FRAIG L 22 I NF2 48 308 RS %35 43 & S RN DL AR R AE A LR $h A —
FE WA A . M DR L JE SRR T A A B ER Y 5 A BB AR AL, I N2 4 R O AR AR A
AW . XFEE NF2 58 8RR 25 2R . i — 2D Uk s bR g PR AR .

il FH NF3 938 %t NF2 i i WlE — 25 43 B9 J5 - NF3 3 2 b AR A6 B 289 . 32 1% NE3 4438
5% X G LA A i ) AR B 2R s S o 0 M R AT I N3 A R LA SR AE 1) A HIL R R A
LR AR . AN A5 NEF2 R (LD ARG IN 45 58 23 Al Ji1 . N3 94 318 JIE 0T 30 3 5 S840 Jo A L S 5
T R £h R AL A9 JCHLIR Rt BA — o m i AR
2.3 BOBEREMPHMBERSNE BRI

PR A P B 228 3 A [ 3 R 2 T 8 ) P PR B O S R LG L NS 4 PR . K4 R AR
B I [8] 5 <o 8 B0 B it FE s N 0B 1205 oo W B IR0 BB B . 36 4 AT MIF i 2o i F 4
IO o P B B3 B o AT L W] MIF JBEES rb Pk O 1 1) 8B VR O AN L

ek UF 5 g5 UF 3% 2 W o PE B0 i 55 & FERRAIRE) 4. 258 pg = g 'yl MF i id il 1
FH BT HE (8. 609 pg + g DFEARIL 5026 . R W] UF BEXFHR 43 o PEE0F iy BoA BAF BB /E . UF
BEXF Ne g 4~5 (1 b P B0 o3 0 VE FIAESS o X Ne i 6~ 11 Ay o PR B0f 1 70 3% 5 B — 7 R A
A XE Ne 2 13 f9 P S0 il BoA B A9 8B A 0 o X EUAH G B0 il g 78 UF U 5 UF &t i
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(5 6 L, i — PR S T UE BROGAS [6] &5 50 rb M B0 o 3R BE D e St B AR .
4 ONIE) G IR A B TR AL BET S 4 ORI b v O A M
Tab.4 Neutral aroma components and mass ratio of extracts before and

after membrane treatment with different filtration precisions

w/pg g
Wi Ne omingp MEMECUE OB NELONEL NELOME NEG ARG
pug Bl WE RN A Ed i BN A B %@Bﬂ
i3 i3 "’ T’ ® i3 i i i3 i
3-F23-2-T 4 2,955 0.453 0.396 0.436 0.420 0.470 0.391 0.504 0.208 2.150 —  2.174
3-FH L T 5 3.228 0.044 0.039 0.036 0.040 0.043 0.046 0.516 0.027 0.262 —  0.218
B 5 4.544 0.094 0.063 0.075 0.059 0.084 0.038 0.128 0.025 0.157 —  0.179
2-H H T R 5 4,762 0.032 0.027 0.032 0.023 0.055 0.007 0.117 0.002 0.014 — 0,017
e 5  4.894 0.146 0.093 0.091 0.081 0.101 0.037 0.353 0.029 0.093 —  0.153
LFRIRAR-1,3-2 0 5 5.369 0.049 0.041 0.043 0.038 0.077 0.020 0.121 —  0.011 —  0.025
g I - 2- B 6 6.651 0.009 0.008 0.021 0.007 0.017 — - — - - -
7 6 6.931 0.067 0.060 0.043 0.040 0.161 — 0.132 — - - -
2- 2, T i g g 6 8.868 0.240 0.192 0.197 0.129 0.874 0.035 1.287 0.002 0.089  — -
4- 4R R Ty 7 9.344 0.045 0.039 0.040 0.013 0.236 0.003 0.106 —  0.008 — -
o 7 8.345 0.863 0.725 0.716 0.615 1.328 0.256 3.025 0.018 1.846 —  0.099
K 8 8.517 0.301 0.278 0.253 0.207 0.603 0.064 1.749 0.006 0.163 —  0.014
R 8§ 9.880 0.704 0.628 0.670 0.325 0.975 0.138 1.754 0.002 1.179 —  0.013
HE - 198 14y 8§ 11.487 0.313 0.399 0.419 0.327 0.883 0.077 2.196 0.009 0.526 —  0.021
2,3-"AFIFmm 8 11.979 1.325 1.201 1.582 0.860 1.584 0.225 5.372 — 0.271 — -
g 8§ 13.294 0.187 0.143 0.121 0.113 0.162 0.021 0.849 —  0.050 — —
I 10 9.578 0.013 0.015 0.022 0.007 0.094 —  0.055 — - - -
TEBRERENEE 11 17.782 0.467 0.461 0.494 0.179 2.328 — 1.691 —  0.007 — —
Hi R 13 14.274 2.139 1.845 1.857 0.38211.365 0.016 2.853 —  0.091 — —
B8R i 13 14.685 0.562 0.503 0.644 0.085 3.189 —  0.658 — — - —
B A K R 13 14.803 0.102 0.096 0.106 0.010 0.835 — 0.124 — — — —
BT 2T 13 15.145 0.095 0.075 0.097 0.012 0.662 — 0.131 — — - -
gmau EW 2 13 15.221 0.114 0.098 0.185 0.014 0.861 — 0.126 — — — —
=M B 13 18.663 0.594 0.543 0.863 0.127 4.309 — 1.240 — — —
EEE%&@HD 13 19.551 0.537 0.488 0.795 0.145 4.172 — 1.532 — 0.002 — —
Ao X 24E 13 19.867 0.174 0.153 0.191 0.031 1.065 —  0.275 — — — —
W /pg g ! 9.669 8.609 10.029 4.25832.361 1.514 26,894 0.328 6.917 — 2,913

NET 2431 X & Ol 2F — 25 40 85 5 NF1 @ i W ny th P B iy S s el 1,514 pg e g ' XTI

UF & 3 W B AT 6526 . 2 B NF L 44 308 5 X 2 5O b i) v M 380F oy B 0o i BB VE . e oh s &
o NF1 33 38 HT 5 i 08 053 7T 0 NFL O Ne S 4~5 1 P 80E iU B — e R AR X Ne
6~8 FY PP BT A B BT AR B VR A Ne O 10~13 By H PR B 12 B B 9 #R B R A .

{8 NF2 4938 x5 NF1 3B i 3 — 44 85 05 NF2 33 3o 8000 v vk B08 B4 2 i HE A 21 0. 328
pg e g LR T 7820, KB NF2 gyE I v] LAXT Ne & 4~8 1 o 8CE iy i — 2 A 308 . X 4%
343 AT T NF2 ST Ne O 4~5 MR 5 P B0E s B — 2 BB E T X Ne i 6~8 [ 4l &
o SO o B R ) B R .

i NE3 9938 5 NF2 3 i 20 805 A3 i M R R A B rp M SR W) B, B NFS B s
87 Ne i 4~8 B EBUE B4y » 260 NEF3 40938 B 8 BUR B R 7808 1 4 1 opobE 80f il e 3 B
B ECE AR .

2.4 AEEEBEEEREAGNERAS

K MF+UF+NF1+NF2-+NF3 A5 7 X0 72 A0 0 $2 OB HE 17 328 it U8 » $2 BOR R 5 o
5000 kg % 2% 1d A I G PR T = 90 %0 o I E B BEANE R YRR B S A A BT ]
PATH A 4% 20 45 BT S o S 5 B, 3k 5 Fion . B 5 AT 4R BUR & MF+ UF+NF1-+NF2+
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NF3 J2H 5 75 2B G 38 2 T 5 A>T T TR A Rk 2% i I8 445 1) 380 B W02 20 B o R R T B S
JEAE 97, 76 %0 o IS AT X 5 ALY BUR B R AR W) Ty Bl 20, 1620
5 PRBORTE A AL or Bor Bt 5 R W) Bt 20 45 T W) B0 S Bt e S G
Tab.5 Quality, nonvolatile matter mass fraction, total dry matter mass

and its proportion of extraction in each group segment

o301 5 B i/ kg NERYTRASE % TSR/ ke T 5 H/ %

PO 5 5 000 8. 45 422,50 —

MF #; 28 i 500 18. 31 91.55 21.67
UF # 5 W 450 23.06 103. 77 24. 56
NF1 # 88 % 405 24. 43 98. 94 23.42
NF2 # 5 W 365 24. 85 90. 70 21. 47
NF3 # B i 329 8.53 28.06 6. 64
NF3 HEHOR 2 951 0.37 10. 92 2.58

AR5 18 B B 2 A L B S RIS S rp A BB L TR A% T A S U 7R A B B AR
R H 53R 5 i Beiy T JBOR S i EAT X B TR R B 4% 35 A A 0 o K BT R B Y
FC] . 403k 6 Fs . i3k 6 Al MEF Bty 8402 o 2 BT - % BC T W) BB B 1Y 45. 44043 UF
By 2 B2 2 R P DR O3 T RO W 5T 430 o % BT W R B 1Y 23, 6400 11, 49065 NF1
B 32 A2 43 = W S SRV B - 43 53 o7 1% BT BB BT R 17. 56 20 R 9. 95003 NF2 By 2 %2
Pl W I B BT R RS TR Y 90. 55 %0 s NF3 BE iy E 8 (k% il R A ILIR Er . % BT
YRS B 68. 6096, BRI LRl MEF+UF + NF1+NF2 -+ NF3 4143 77 20l RUE 8 T892 1938
PR S5 BRL P 2 A U A 9 A S O B R A

# 6 KA B B AL S T BUE B Y LA (L 96)
Tab. 6 Ratio of major chemical components to total dry matter mass in each group segment (unit: %)
Rl BEY ANEtER T 08 5L S AR TTHLRH E Wiy

MF # 88 & 45,44 5.13 1. 37 15.67 4.17 2.24 0. 005
UF B i - 23. 64 1.17 11.49 4.39 1.57 0.014
NF1 # B i - - 9.95 17.56 3.89 1.54 0.011
NF2 % /% - - 1. 65 90. 55 5. 63 1.51 0.003
NE3 % 85 ) — — 0.23 17.35 68. 60 7.63 0.003

3 Hig

A 2o K DA o 0 A A [) LA 94 8 A UL P 3 A I BBV 194 2 S L F S AN [ LA 20 MR R
YRR A 2 By AR R I S TN P O O A R A 2 B R . B LU 2 RN IR

D) L4225 200 nm Y ME JRO 8 4y G eV P 8 8 ORI 2RO A R A 9 80 A s LA 220~ 30
nm f{) UF B a] 35 0 8 0 SR S K23 1 o EL A i (9 3B VR s L2 0 5~10 nm ) NF1 449§
ST AR R B¢ i R0 10~ 13 1y P PR SR B B AT B A R B AR s FLAR O 3~5 nm ) NF2 44 8
X AR T M D R 6~ 8 AR e M B B B AT B A R R T fLAR O 1~2 nm 9 NF3 4438
HREXoF LB R AE A A AL IR B A S B0 3 4 1) R e R SO o B B A A AR

2) R MF+UF+NF1-+NF2+NF3 [ 8 241 5 J7 2 B8 05 K 145 3 A0 - 42 B0 70 B R Y 5 2148
BEWBCZH 3 B R AR O T A3 BT PN S B 56 A i O AR T Bk M ) T AR

S E 3k
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