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Appendix 2: Structure of the Protein marker 

   

MW Protein                                                 

205 

 

Myosin 

 116 

 

Beta-Galactosidase 

 97.4 

 

Phoslphorylase B 

 69 

 

Bovine Serum Albumin 

 55* 

 

Glutamic dehydrogenase 

 36.5 

 

Lactic dehydrogenase 

 29 

 

Carbon anhydrase 

 20.1 

 

Trypsin inhibitor 

 14.3 

 

Lysozyme, chicken egg white 

 6.25 

 

Aprotinin, Bovine Lung 

 3.5 

 

Inulin Beta chain 
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