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Table 4 Comparison of different recovery
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RECOVERY OF CELLULASE BY TANNIC ACID METHOD

Song Guijing Sun Caiyun Wang Zunong

(Institute®of microbiology, Shandong university Jinan)

This paper discussed the adsorption of cellulases, Based on the adsorption
of cellulases at different conditions, we proczed the recovery of cellulases with
the tannic acid method, The recovery rate is only 66,7% , when the recovery
is carried out with the supernatant of saccharified solution, but the recovery
rate may be augmented to 78,8%, even if the same method is used, i the
recovery is carried out with the whole saccharified solution,
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