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Relationship between crystallinity index and irradiation dose.
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Effect of 7-Ray Irradiation on Enzymatic Hydrolisis of
Wood Cellulose (Dissolving)

Nobuko Furuya®

Summary

The susceptibility of cellulose to a cellulose is discussed in terms of its degree of polymeri-
zation (DP), crystallinity and accessibility to moisture which are varied by 7-irradiation.
Reducing sugar yield increases with decreases in crystallinity and degree of polymerization

of cellulose associated with an increase in its accessibility to water.
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