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Calculation - of Ultrafilter for Pullulan

Jiang Ning Sun Wanru
(Institute of Microbiology, Academia Sinice, Beijing)

Ultr aflltratlon is -an important step in the isolation and purification
of pulIuIan Here we report that a new formula of ultrafilter calculation is
derived from the experiments about the relationship between the ultra-
filtrate rate and ‘the concentration of pullulan solution, It could be used

for calculatmg and demgnmg of ultrafilter under defined production
scale and techmcal parameter's
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