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Fig. 1. Effect of Ultrasonic in the degumming of Raw Silk
at NaOH, LiOH, KOH 0.Imol/ ¢ in 50T
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Fig. 2. Effect of Ultrasonic in the degumming of Raw Silk
at NaOH, LiOH, KOH 0.05mol/¢ in 50T
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Fig. 3. Effect of Ultrasonic in the degumming of Raw Silk
at NaOH, LiOH, KOH 0.025mol/ £ in 50T
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(I) 8.78% (1) 22.49%
Fig. 4. SEM photographs of the degumming of Raw Silk at NaOH 0.025mol/ ¢ 50T 10min,
(1) Ultrasonic untreated (II) Ultrasonic treated.

(m) 8.7% (IV) 28.14%
Fig. 5. SEM photographs of the degumming of Raw Silk at 100, 130C 10min
(m) 100TC (Iv) 130T
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