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Table 2 The fraction of a-helix before and alier extraction

BaFS 1

Sample number

i pH
pH value of aqueous phese

7.0

A # CKCL) mol/L
{KCl) in aqueous phase

ERER HiK k¥
Sample properly feed

(aqueous)
o WEHES B 27.3

Fraction of a-helix

2 3

0,1 2.0 2.0
EBH (R B R Gh#D
extract pha:e feed siripping phase

(organic) (aqueous) (aqueous)
26,7 26,2 29,1
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THE EXTRACTION OF PROTEINS USING
REVERSE MICELLE

Shi Honggin Xia Lei Guo Rong Shen Zhongyao
{Department of Chemical Engineering, Tsinghua University, Beijing)

The liguid-liquid extraction of proteins using reversed micelle is a new
method for protein separation, The effects of pH, ionic strengih, cationic
type and the molecular weight of protein on the extraction performances of
lysozyme, trypsin and pepsin have heen studied using AOT/isooctane reversed
micelle system, It is shown that the extraction is very efficient for low mo-
lecular weight proteins,

Key words

Exiraction; reverse micelley protein separation

© PERZRMEVARTATIKSHRES http journals. im. ac. cn



