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Comparison of Effect of Extract Insect Protein with Different Methods
ZHONG Yi', SHI Shu- sen?, LIANG Xuan- he', GAO Hua- yuan'*
(1. Institute of Economic Plants, Academy of A gricultural Sciences of Jilin Province, Fanjiatun 136105;
2. College of A gronomy, Jilin Agricultural University, Changchun 130118, China)

Abstract: Using yellow mealworm as the tests materials, the extract methods of insect protein were
screened in the experiment. The method of extraction divided into four kinds, i.e., alkali extract method,
salt extract method, trypsin extract method and Tris- HCl extract method. After the analysis of testing
data, it was concluded that the best method of extraction was trypsin extract method, alkali extract method
and Tris- HCI extract method was the second, and salt extract method was the worst.
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