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Comparative Study of Two Methods for Gastric Mucin Preparation
YANG Xian-jiong ( Department of Chemistry, Guizhou Medical University, Guiyang, Guizhou 550004 )
Abstract

gastric mucin industrialization-scale production. [ Method] With porcine gastric as the research materials, gastric mucin was extracted by single

[ Objective | To compare the two methods for gastric mucin preparation, to optimize preparation method, and to provide references in

production method and joint production method. Differences in the gastric mucin characters and yield, total nitrogen content and reducing matter
content were compared by the two methods. [ Result]There were no significant differences in the viscosity, acidity, drying loss and residue on ig-
nition between the two methods. However, there were no significant differences in total nitrogen content and reducing substance content, which
all met the national standard. The yield of gastric mucin by single production method was higher than that of joint production method, which were
3.5% and 1.7% , respectively. However, the two production methods could get by-products of pepsin. [ Conclusion] The yield rate of single

production method is higher than that of joint production method, while joint production method achieves by-products simultaneously.
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Fig.1 Process flow of single production method
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Fig.2 Process flow of joint production method
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