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Response Surface Method to Analyze the Effects of Trace
Elements on ALDC Activity

ZHAO Chun-hai and KAN Zhen-rong
Life Science College of Hebei University Baoding Hebei 071002 China

Abstract The effects of trace elements on ALDC activity were investigated and the optimal trace elements concentration
was confirmed through single factor experiments. Furthermore the optimal theoretical trace elements concentration was
calculated through retrogressive method. And the optimal proportioning of trace elements was verified as follows by re-
sponse surface method Mg?'0.022 g/ Mn*'0.00076 g/L and Zn*'0.00296 g/L  which could improve enzyme activity three
times of the original value. Tran. by YUE Yang
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