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Fig,1 Different proteins tested versus the
activity of immobilized glucose oxidase
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Fig,s Different amounts of protein added ver-
sus the activity of immobilized glueose
oxidase
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Fig.3 Amounts of hemoglobin added versus the
activity of immobilized glucose oxidase
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Table 2 Effect of reducing agents on the
stability of immobilized glucose

oxidase
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EFFECTS OF STABILIZERS AND REDUCING AGENTS
ON THE STABILITY OF IMMOBILIZED GLUCOSE OXIDASE

Li Lixia Yu Yaoting Lu Ge
Unstitute of Molecular Biology, Nankai University, Tiankin)

The effects of stabilizers and reducing agents on the stability of immo-
bilized glucose oxidase were studied,It was found that hemoglobin had a good
effect on the stability of immobilized glucose oxidase, The best ratio of en-
zyme to hemoglobin used was 1118, In addition, the stability of immobilized
glacose oxidase was also raised by the addition of reducing agents such as
vitamin C to the substrate,
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