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COMPARISION OF FIVE METHODS FOR THE ASSAYING
OF a—AMYLASE ACTIVITY

Shi Yongchang

_Jiang Yongming

(Laboratory of Enzyme Engineering, Agricultural College, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225009)

" Abstract Five a—amylase assay methods commonly used were compared, and the effect of
the dilution and the incubation time on the measurement of a—amylase activity were investigated.
The results showed a modification method of Yoo was the best method for assaying a—amylase.

The experiments ascertained the best conditions for assaying «—amylase and indicated the conver-

sion coefTicient of five kinds of enzyme activity unit.
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