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Tab.1 The rate of pearl erosion resulted from different H,O, concen-

tration and bleaching time
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Tab.2 The rate of pearl] erosion resulted from formulation
pH variation under the same technical condition
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3d 4d 5d 6d 7d 8d 9d
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Tab.3 The rate of pearl erosion resulted from the H,O;

concentration in different bleacher formulatoin
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Fig.1 The change of eroded pear with time passing
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Fig.2 SEM micrograph of the surface of white slim eroded pear
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SEM micrograph of the surface damaged pear due
to overprocessed
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Abstract

An initial study on the internal and external causes of seawater pead erosion during bleaching is conducted. By studing

the effect of some factors on pead erosion i.e. bleacher concentration, formulation pH, bleacher formlution and bleaching

te mperature , the main cause of erosion in sea water pear bleaching is described; The reason for the disappeared erosion

gentle peail erosion naturally is explained ;the way and measure of pead erosion prevention are proposed.
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