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Mathematical Model of Extracting Glycoprotein from
Waster Water in Sweet Potato Starch Production

CHENG Ke-wei, XU Shi-ying, WANG Zhang
(School of Food Science and Technology, Southern Yangtze University, Wuxi 214036, China)

Abstract: A kind of glycoprotein with biological activity exists in waster water of sweet potato
starch production. Ultrafiltration equipment with ceramic membrane was used for concentrating
the waste water. A mathematic model was built for forecasting and controlling the technical

condition and fouling in large scale production based on the date from 100 L-scale production.

The simulation results agreed with the experimental results well,
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