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Crease Resistance of Cotton
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to verify the effect of cellulase treatment on crease resistance of
cotton. Cotton fabrics was treated with cellulase under different concentration at 50 for 40min.
Also to compare the effect of DMDHEU treatment, DMDHEU treatment was conducted before
and after cellulase treatment, also with cellulase. Weight loss, crease resistance and tentile
strength of each samples were measured and compared. Maximum weight loss showed at 1g/
con. with 40 min. treatment. Cellulase enzyme treatment was more effective than DMDHEU in
the crease resistance and tensile strength.

Crease resistant of cotton which treated under different condition with cellulase and DMDHEU
showed in the order of cellulase+DMDHEU> cellulase> DMDHEU treatment. Also, tensile strength
showed in the order of cellulase> cellulase+DMDHEU> DMDHEU. Among those treatment conditions,
condition which treated with cellulase considered more effective to increase crease resistance
while keeping tensile strength too.
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