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Abstract: Aerobic methane oxidizing bacteria (methanotrophs) can use methane as carbon source and

energy source, eliminating 10%-20% of global methane. Methanotrophs can also effectively synthesize
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valuable methane-derived products. This article introduced the methane oxidizing mechanism of
methanotrophs, and summarized the practical application and research hotspots of methanotrophs in the
field of methane emission reduction in the landfill, ventilation air methane mitigation in coal mines,
valuable chemicals biosynthesis, as well as oil and gas reservoir exploration. Main factors influencing
the pollutant removal and the biosynthesis efficiency in various applications were also discussed. Based
on the study of large-scale cultivation of methanotrophs, some measures to benefit the application and
promotion of aerobic methane oxidizing biotechnology were proposed. This includes investigating the
effect of intermediate metabolites on methanotrophs activity and population structure, and exploiting

economical and efficient alternative culture media and culture techniques.

Keywords: aerobic methane oxidizing bacteria; cultivation technology; methane reduction; microbial

synthesis; oil and gas exploration
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B BB IAE] 1906 47, FHEEH T fai sy
bR RE R . Meruvu 2625 T B4 1Y H
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R IR P E AL TR R IR A R L2 102,

AR BE S AL R ) A K BB AN TR, 2
Pe AT A K8, A HE — SETE A o PR 55 0 15
R RNSE 0 DR FROR BRI v R iy PR
W& #  (Methylocaldum marinum) . H FE 40 i B
(Methylocella silvestris), TEBNGF-H b H B
TEATRET 2 24 AP, g sk K R
PR EE T A W S TR I T T R T Ok
T, WHIEERE (Methylococcus capsulatus) Bath
2 2
OB3b, AERKHREAT LIAF] 0.2 h', 4Hff% BN
1-5 g TH/L, THIEBEME (Methylomonas
methanica) F H 3 534
alcaliphilum) BIFWMARKZRLH 0.4 h T,

(Methylosinus trichosporium)

(Methylomicrobium
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Table 1  Cultural conditions for aerobic methanotrophs
Cultural Microbial origin Medium Cultural parameters Result References
object
MOB strain ~ Activated sludge of NMS 30% CHy, 30 °C, Isolated Methylomonas sp. [3]
a brewery plant 230 r/min DH-1
Paddy field soil 2-fold-diluted  20% CHy,, 24 °C, Isolated [4]
NMS medium 100 r/min Methylotetracoccus oryzae
C50C1
Hot spring AMS: modified CH4:0,=1:1, 53 °C, pH 6.8  Isolated Methylothermus [5]
medium=S§:2 2 weeks/incubated MYHT?
Wet rice field soil, LMM 80% CHy, 22 °C, pH 6.8, Isolated BRS-K6, GFS-K6, [6]
methane seep and 14 d/incubated, repeated AK-K6
warm spring twice
sediments
Coal mine soil NMS 20% CHy, 25 °C, 150 r/min,  Isolated Methylomarinum  [7]
7 d/incubated, repeated fourth ZL-07
Coal mine soil NMS 20% CHy, 28 °C, 180 r/min,  After 48 h, OD(,=0.246 [8]
3 d/incubated, repeated
fourth
MOB Aerobic sludge NMS 20% CHy, 30 °C, 180 r/min,  After 48 h, CH, conversion [9]
consortium 5-7 d/incubated, repeated rate= 90.54%
seventh
Landfill soil NMS 20% CHy, 25 °C, 140 r/min, Max MOR= [10]
pH 6.8, 3 d/subcultured, 5.814 g/(m*-h)
Aged refuse NMS CH,4:0,=1, 30 °C, 130 r/min, MOR=2.8 mL/h [11]
14 d/subcultured
Rice field soil and  Optimum 10% CHy, 30 °C, pH 6.0, After 48 h, CH4 conversion [12]
landfill soil medium 2 d/incubated, repeated rate=100%

fifteenth

H1 52 2 B e A G A8 3 A OB A% J5 PR 1
s, 4 DA B VR SR i IR kA 7 R be S A T
M RE TR, e AR TR AR R 2 B R A B
AR K o A S TR R 52 F R S5 E HL)
B O L IR IR A, AT AR A
PLIR IR = %% 77 H AR e S8 Ak Ti, W e
BT 2

FRATTHEXT A 1 457 3 FR e A8 BT 1% F 5 v
R IRAR BB 50 B 5 4 Ak T 2B R0 R D 1Y)
SO R 2 o R AT A 3% o 8 R A TR
MR L BETE  (Methylocystis rosea) JTA1 #E4T
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AU Y P i HY o BRL 76 TR R L 9 S TR PR 4l
BRI 3-5 1%

RZ W58 BT B i B 35 TR Y R RS Ky
I, ZRMRARESR, ARGz 0%
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PFEE (M. alcaliphilum FIWEH FEE Methylophaga
sp.At 5 60% 25 47), (H S # i F B e A 2 fa e
Ji , PGS & A28 4 , M. alcaliphilum 7540 &
HE LR R 15% LT

FBe AL TR 5 TR A 1Y 3RS 2 5L TR B
PR R, PR = o0 B e S A T PR ) 4 P 10 A=
Py A 2 AL SR 45 O i R, e DL SE IR
RO T AF I N A, X R0 B R RRAE A 3
WD R A RS A R AR O R T
T A58 A T 4ERHIR A TR RE AR E -

Table 2 Scale-up methods for cultivation of methanotrophs

Application Scale Key parameter

object

Result References

Methane from 5.1 L

ruminants gas 0.061 9% (methane), 19.1 °C

Landfill gas 7.7L

soil:earthworm cast=6:4

0.13%-1.2% 17.5L

EBRT=6.0 s, gas flow rate (GFR)=1.2 m*/h,

EBRT=7.7 min, GFR=1 L/min, 5% CHy, 10%—15%
moisture content, 25-35 °C, landfill cover

GFR <2 L/min, inlet loads<55 g/m3, NMS, 23 °C,

Approximately 48 h, CH,  [20]
RE and MOR is 17.5% and

67.3 g/(m>-d) respectively

CH4 RE=100%, MOR= [21]
278.5 g CH,/(m**h)

CH, RE=90% [22]

CH, nitrogen concentration=0.75 g/L, phosphorus

concentration=0.3 or 1.5 g/L
Swine slurry 18 L
emissions solution 1.5 L NMS/d
Coal mine Max
methane 600 L situ)
Landfill gas 25 m?

sand=>5:1 (in situ)

Dissolved oxygen=5%, pH 6.8-7.0, NMS, 30 °C (in

pH 6.0-8.1, water content<30%, composts:

EBRT=6.0 min, GFR=3.0 L/min, 0.30% CH,, nutrient MOR=16.2 g/(m*-h), CH,  [23]

RE=54%

Mixed bacterial community [24]
have stabile CH; RE

CH4 RE=75% [25]

Coal mine 69.4 tons  Methane and methanol together as the carbon source, The gas content reduced by [26]
methane cultural nitrocellulose nitrogen and amino nitrogen together  39.67%
liquid as the nitrogen source, pH 6.5, 30 °C, 0.4 mg/L Fe?",

0.03 mg/L Cu*" (M02-019 strain)
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Bt SIBAE BT RCR A AL TS )

R R S I s T e a8, A S
FEAE T W A AE S b s B Rk R b . ALk
(COy) MREEXSHR A R be A AL T o, T RAEE"
R CO, WeE T i e S K AR PR P e 8 Ak 4
B 2, BRI A AT 1 TR 20 F 4R
AL (Type I YW M. capsulatus. M. marinum,
Type 11 U] Methyloferula stellata. Methylocella
silvestris . Methylocapsa acidiphila). X2 H i 4,
AL AT DLl 3 R /R 3C (Calvin-Benson-Bassham,
CBB) fE¥N[EE CO, fERIE . Bx I CO, 4k,
SR AUV USE A g AUt ] DL R
oy HGEE SR AE I AP0 R 4 R T
WX AR A KA A . i T4 B 1B
5 1) ORLYE U GE BN 4 (particulate methane
monooxygenase, pMMO) 5 1] 74 FH g 0 4
fiff (soluble methane monooxygenase, sMMO)
(22 S AL R 3K, B % I 9 WS A B DL £
R4 A K . Semrau 2P B, fEUEfTH
%€ (methane, CHy) KA LI M. album BGS8
(1%, HfEekik pMMO) Fl M. trichosporium
OB3b (I 7, fEE[F AT B sMMO Fl pMMO),
Cu UIMA e A K . AOE R, —Hrik
FETET sMMO HOCHENL B, DL el 2Rk
1 (ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid ferric sodium
salt, NaFeEDTA) FI4HIR ELE X AF7E ) — Mkl
EENR ) 271N I R SRR DS = e PR 1 2
DRI SR AR A BEREAT S U R AL, AlSayed 451
KB Y B SR (mineral salts medium,
MSM) HI AR BR £5 Wk 5] 40 mmol B, Bk
Az K A e I S A8 Bl S I T 14% A0
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25%. @ AT AU AR SR +b s AL AR, H
0 USRIV BE A I, DR 2202 Y e B 4
fiff (methane monooxygenase, MMO) %3z 5+
it 5

A% Jo TS 0y 6 95 A sl A AR B - SR
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A VR A= 1y 10 0 0t v A ol 8 2 TV R
Brij 35 J&, HGee A A8 AN US04 500
AWl T 1 A .
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A B A b AR - F e B A A B R A
RV PG (volatile organic compounds,
VOCs) Myfie A KAEM, X RWR B ™AL/
VOCs A fE R B RE S AL s )
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FHAFEET] (Proteobacteria) y WA | o V7Y
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i MMO i A AL 0 B, MMO 73 O
(particulate) FIAJEME (soluble) Mk kg FLfN 4R,
Bg. 1 B4R A AL IR 28 2 pMMO B4
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PQQ) 1Yy /it &/ (methanol dehydrogenase,
MDH) #4 HT B 5% 4k oy B, 38 43 P I 3
HH i i &0 ¥ (formaldehyde dehydrogenase,
FADH) 4 ACRC R , P38 o 068 0 1 i e M
Z# TR (nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide,
NAD) fH R S8 (formate dehydrogenase,
FDH) %4t CO,, CO, H &84 Bl R T HE H
&, 55— CBB 1 I 15 & LA it b 21
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M2 #% Wi #% (ribulose monophosphate, RuMP)
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B BRIGE IS (citric acid cycle, TCA) ¥4
R e, MR, 1A MOB 784 =4 ¥ 5
4% (PHB/PHA, Hrf PHB HEREEL T IRES,
polyhydroxybutyrate) Jy A L# . 7oK H Lift
BN EE S, T8 MOB 244 364> H i 1
HMPT 42540 R, v 43 H il ok
FDH &bl CO,, 75—/ & HaF itk A2
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AR E ik, 1L YRR PR RS -0 S BB, IR AR COpe R, AN[EIAPEER) MOB AI ]
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Figure 1 Main methane metabolism reactions in MOB.
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BEHER R, X R = AR HE A EEE
o SEI I A v 8 SR e S A R FE B HE
AW, 2 7 b B 37 B 3 i
PR R U S AR B R e A . AR 25T 3
T 3 4 2 0 e A Ik 3% (methane
oxidation rare, MOR) FISZI A&, K JEH ZFh
sRAL B Y E AL FR R R WA E T )E
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(1) G LY E )=

WA EESIRERGENREL T, HiEl
(1) R o s 58 4 K S SR 4 7 o 3 1 R e R
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WK . Liptay 250Ul FARE Rl 3052 ik,
P EEI 7 55 4 0 B AR AR Y R 2
} 10% Barlaz 25PN £5 FAS + 408 o5 2 1 e
SEALHZ9H 21%. Chanton 2085 o %) A [R5
R R 45 R HUASTIELIE 3 (1) T A A B, H e 2
U 15 2R RN 22%-55%, FHIH 36%.

A= Y7 e ) Ao S by W A T
DAPEAE B AL B AR A L S IR 3 e
FALIHEAR . B — M B R A T2
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5.0 mLx1.0 mH) WAY)5 62 647 240 d B9
MR, ZZEHHELRRFERN 35%43%, 1
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S 25 mP A E )R, B R R B
ELBRBEBRT 98%, FHAMELR 75%.
Scheutz 25N 75 () A ) B 55 )2 10 R o SR AL T
J1 300 g CH /(m*d), H %48 Ak 3% ik 5
81%—100%. Olivier 2%} 7 35 i AL 4351k 400
256,256 m’ {9 3 A B I e b A T 4 4R
W, FE R B BE D T 50%-100%

(2) =Yg

1 55 (W 3 7 - 398 56 DA R etk 1) A
5 YR N SR 3 3 R R AT 0 25 0 4 55 D) S
H e HE . i g (biofilters) #4 T 724k
) AR W) 2 Gt R S L3 JR) 3 0% /N 3 T X 3
o, A, (landfill gas, LFG) 3#3) 3 shal sk 3l
SRS HER G T A5 I ) B ot AL 2 Bl 4 AR
S5EZZEME, Ay i R E RS
RS S LFG Jim, BEMSTE LR IR H %6 5
TR B RS T Ul 2 A, R St A i
BUA . YIS SIS RGRT, sUETE
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Kit) BETE—E, LFG il BiaEy 8 A 17k
ANEWE DR Z .

A=W 3k i A b AR W B R A R Y b
SRR, HE W vk A B R B AR ORI 3.
AR JE D R PR R P e 00 £ ) g D 2 3 K
EX7/Bun-£ind LIRS E R 1ok S C RN SR T 2
AL TR RSP, AR Scheutz %P0
WE5E, A PREF A IR bR LR, AR
W JE ARIHET 1%, Gebert S50 HACH R AHRE
TE 3%-20%H b A R I Bl R R AR

x3 EYEHEROSITSHENYER

UE i 1 R e ST A3 R 2 i PR 5 70 £ G v T T
[, 78 Pecorini SR IEST 24 CH, ffif
M 6.5 g CH/(m*h)Rf, AALRN 80%; 4 7 fif
4 9.3 g CHy/(m™h), & bLFH 70%., Rit, 4
LFG 1 H B AR BE AR, APk D 2 T LR 3Z
B FBe f faf 2 MV $2 B o Turgeon Z57E H ek
J¥ 3%18%, HUHSGifr 240 m'/h BT, it
11 7 AU I A ) L 8RS (0.95 mx1 mx1 m)
WF5E, L 83 d isf EE 15 A B KA AL
FH 66 g CHy/(m*-h)P,

Table 3 Operating parameters and effects of biofilters and the running effects

Packing material Volume Methane Inlet load CH,4 MOR References
concentration removal
(%) (%)
Fly ash ceramsite 0.500 L 1.0 0.009 L/h 36 Avg 4.628 g/(m™h) [10]
Leaf compost 30 m® 5.9 794 g CH,/(m*d) 58 460 g/(m*d) [53]
in situ
Tobermolite 5L 6.0 2320 g CH/(m*d) 54 766974 g/(m*-d) [54]
Mixture of peat moss ~ 0.950 m’ in  3.0-18.0 Avg 10.56 m*/h 80 Max 66 g CHy/(m*h)  [52]
and wood chips situ
Composts:sand=1:5 405 m* 20.0 10.9 g CHy/(m*h) 58 Avg 5.7 g CHy/(m>h)  [48]
in situ
Compost 4m’ 65.0-70.0 1547.5-1666.7 g 10 Max 50 g CHy/(m>h)  [55]
CH,/(m>h)

F I8 3] CHy TEK Hh I A BE AR, M 3RAS
B GEA R EE, AE Y R g AR AR 2
—EER, FIRIEEHESE] (empty-bed residence
time, EBRT) — %2 KF B bt S AR TE -1
JoT B T S I 1] A T JCHLSEEHS EBRT
/0 4 min, A HLIERFEER (FHCHER
1, EBRT 4 6.5 min®® . 50 min®®", 82.8 min®*!,
25 MR K). Nikiema P7EXS AL 4 U st AF 5% 1)
Femli b, B2 A 2SR A BR B 0 A e g g ik
HEZHNE, FEFBEHIEM 0.13%—1.20%HHF,
HGE 1) fe RS FR L 240 0.075 m’/(m’+h) . ik
ANED L E AR AR, Eldon ZEPOE H i R
SRR O R m A AROR . AR,
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Wit BE R R TR — A 30 m®, 58 m’ 4k
Py 3k U8 A 25 Bk d5t 17 AL 3 R o 2 e KRB 11 51
56, KRR BRI SLE, Streese Sk a1 /Nak |
H E P e AR B B 1 S B AR
() 370 m® ALt BRI, X 2.5% AR A F e AR
fE#IR 90%,
32 By BRSBERE

FR e 2 W s AL 1 B e 36 BRI 35 224
SHICHE B bt I 64% 103 2 AR
P 3 XU B HE RS R B, DAL T H )
38 WA R BEAR T 1%,

SR FH AR R A PR P FR il 2N
2 J3E F o S A TR TR VR Tk R AR R R T
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oy, & OB S XU (ventilation air methane,
VAM) 38 AAE Wi g AL B T B A IR |
WAV TR | BEORLEAY | AU B ) 5
ZE5, AU S b BR R 22 5 EOR,
X 0.25%-1.00% VAM 2 BR#7E 19.7%-90.0%3E
BN (0.25%—1.00%F) VAM, HLea bR 55
90%°"; 0.70%-0.75%M1) VAM, H %8 bR N
41%%; 1% VAM, H S EE N 19.7%),

FE R R TR 3R 0 B e g F g v, 4l
P TR R AR BT e IRHRROCR B AL A
5% B T BE 20 ) A X B2 N A T b R e
FTAb PR A= )L e AR 1A VAM Hp by H e S840 TR
R0 H Al 200 A7 2R ) TR T A G B . ER T v
E & B T VAM 38R MOB Fit 28 40 475 B 5
HAMITE (Methylomonas fodinarum) ACM 326811
L9  (Methylocystis parvus)'®, B 525
M (Methylosinus sporium)\®', ¥ J& T 75K #
I'] (Proteobacteria), ItAh, SZBrp FHAH £ HH
Bt A T S HA AR I RIR SRR, A e
FALETR A E R (mixed methanotrophic consortia,
MMOC)P# - MMC 55 3 R G T AR
MOB-H F IR A BT, X6 B 1 F ot B AL RER A
110 pg CH4/(g soil-h), 589 mg CH,/(g biomass-d).
e AL RN 90%.

TEAEY g AR s trrp OB R X
VAM WU b 3 5 i 2, HORDRE J32 | LB
SRR g AR 2 2R 2 5 ) T Y B
Limbri 55 LUK A SEORE 14 22 204 Wl i 4% L 78
HIBERUT 139 g/(m™h) BF 6 1%H ek BEY) VAM,
MOR ik 27.2 g CHy/(m*h), ZBHEN 19.7%],
Sun ZE TR IR PR AR SEDRRE B2 R 1% CH,
SR g (B 400 mm, HAE 40 mm), ff IEE
Y RS E R, AR E N 0.9 L, F
YR ALH E y 4.628 g/(m’h).

23 PRAS B IS )2 A= Py i UE AR s AT Y L B2

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjben

$, EBRT K 38 e d ik R, Sly Al —
PR AL B e i B 0.25%—1.00% 1K) 25 /< B
(SR BFIE R 15 min BF, F e LR 70%,
7 20 min B} 225 T 90%!°1, {HJE EBRT # k4
T VAM SARAEFR /)N 38K SO0 AR FR AT L
[Fi) i 358 fam 45 P s i) R A0 A 38 3 20 25 eI FH
AfbH% . Nikiema 57E 18 L I Le A= i ik ok
Bearsidr, FJCHIUE R, EBTR 2524 260 s,
FALHRIHN 41%, MOR N 292 g/(m*-h)1*%,
Plessis S57ERF N 33 L A4l ig o ab B
0.5%H BE vk FE VAM (V/V), 244 ¥t i) EBRT
#id 30 min BF, HUGE R BRACR I 70%07,

BEARPVEAL . A AL IR B T b
FA R M 0 B2y, Ak
TESR SRR AR M I BE (0.1%) Sk 7w
TERAL . RGO AT 20 . A i
FHIHF T EBRT X H e S LRI, [H
IHIER] T A 90714 3 VAM B Al 474 L SEBR I
TG — ST, AnA At g A i de e v
KA G E FEARCRN Ry . BRIk, &
TR 5 5
33 EYEBRRESR

IR B TR AR B R B AN S
A REATREVR [, R LA R bE SRk TR LA
A2 B AR AR T B, (B X R b 1y 0O
PR o BUA I A B UL B A B LT
FA B TR AR BT B B A i e
AL Ry M IE R A e i, AR A
MashZ M, IR /D CH, HE AR Ay T 522 1
HA WS

480 R e SR A TR T R B e AR A (Y
AW, LR SR TR A ek TR A
& . PHA Fil SCP. 48 MOB f1E K#y™
FHRE 7, {HF RS2 B A 2 R o 1 FE A
TR, R AFEE—SE e F A MOB A=
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77 PHA MG C &b A T H/NIEL R BE L T
Ak SCP I B 28 S R AR ABE AR 77

H RS2 — M E A fb 2 ar ik, mTLAAEfE
2R BB R KRR R A . 5 H
BTl A 7 Ak~ i AL i BEAH L, 72 MMO
HHEAL T B e Ak B — 25l nT DA SE A, R
SRR, P EREE AT o (H R H R ot 4R
AT I R, TR ST G A A TR
Zxifiit MDH 4 PRS0 R, ik — i
AR 2 A R 2 ) R AT . A B S
B AR A R, WL d MDH, B 1k EE AR
o H L,

H AN (7] 1 R e S AT ) Y e It S i 7 7
2E5t, M AR KA A6 T B
M P8 B e S AL T & T alpha H1 gamma
Proteobacteria, 54 MxaFI &lf{) MDH"*7"!, 2
FEARIRY , H B9 E MgCly Al & i
J MR (ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid, EDTA),
DI R B 25082 ATP (977 A= i AT RRAIG
7 R A RS I S R BRERAE S AN Y
T B 7 VR8N MDH 0 350 (9 A F) 5% e 731
R AT SR 3% B2 ) A A ™

Hogendoorn 25V M 1L X 43 B o
A SRR (Methylacidiphilum fumariolicum)
SolV, SEBL T WA= Y& Y S5 30 % JE 251 T,
IV G AL AT T2 A ™ i
B THEARE ] (Verrucomicrobia), H &4
XoxF % MDH, 5 24 ZICRAE A BN 1.
AF 5838 38 (8 LA 35 B R OU R B 3 97 AR
I P B SOl A M AR T S F R A
YIXEFEY) . FE M. fumariolicum SolV [H 4= K&
B AT, WE i i K I ARl 63%,
FH 7 A % 0.88 mmol/(g DW-h)., ZHF5E
PR AR E LA A= 4.1 mmol/L, %
T MxaFI %Y MDH {34 45 21 i F By o

&: 010-64807509

4-30 mmol/L"*"

PHA X FP i A P4 i R 59, RH:
RS T2 RE . A W Rt AN AR AR 2 1
AV R ki AR A, o PHB
PR R K Z W e £ W& B PHB BUAS 541K,
b LAAE A7 JEORE A JE Rl B PHB AR PR A& 48 T2 %
i T 30%-35%"". ¥ PHB MUALAL/E =,
MangoMaterials 73w 2L SZ LA H B Ry Jopk . 11 7Y
MOB & EE A ™ 3- 3L TIRAS (P3HB), 4
PR 250 kg% Newlight 23 ®f77  Aircarbon
S DL BE R SRR, AE A WA AR A4 I
AR AE SR AR, ELSEEL 22.7 T /AR AR
feAz =T,

TEASCHESE, S THE% PHA M4 ™4
B, EIEHCI R B A A TR TR Methylocystis
VEWEIR . 250 PHA J&7E MR 3 1 110 2R LA B
SRR, TR e Ak AR B e fE 7 AR
) AR 2 50%BE I B A s, T A
H e SR AE AT R 5%—15%. 112U e 4
b B e 22 R W B JE O Ok i R
(Methylocystis), TEVEIR . SLHLIE AW SO ws Al
A A SUIE I A W S A bR i RBDR
I3 E] 60%78 . 73.4% 1 51.6%10,

USRS 1 VIR T RN g A R g A Y
AT PHA BT R A & F W BETE 5-15 pmol/L
B, FF o AR A T A R TR 5 A R B i
Fhi, (S BB L 30 pmol/L i MOB A= K 2>
ZENIH s hs s SR bR FR TR S L PHB
BREsE R, &3 5 pmol/L 4 7 4<1F~ PHB
EIRAE ST N 11.9%54 25 48.7%., Pérez ZBU L I
Xt LA Methylocystis (30%) A F 09 H ke B AL FTR
SR, BIEAME (30 CHI37 C) Eb 25 CHY
HIREAFF PHA MR, &AM PHA
A 4T E Y 30%. Zadiga 25558 1 1
IO #5H8) L 2 o FH e R AR A AR, AE M AH
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YN R RS T 57% PHB B2

SCP #& T HIt—M&H 50%80% 1 1
R X TR R TR IR, R A
B2 17 - fROR RN O S S B e A N 22
S, BT S LR & T SRRl U U
N L & R R S A B o N L E R A
HEE, 7EE AL, UniBio A/S #1 Calysta Inc # T
KT RBEHA, 8 e 8 % 40 bR K AR
SEAL R BBV E . UniBio A/S ] U B
RWERE, ST 4 kg/(m h)LEFER, 4R E
H 2 70%3E (15 B UniProtein®, %8 11 C 4t
HEF T3kl Calysta Inc. T~ 2016 4E{E3L [E IT
W T H " b FeedKind A4 75t , IF 2020 4
5 Adisseo G AEH POHR S — K AL — TR R
200 6 1 M RS A R R AR, [ P
DA B AL T ot A0 B AR 7 B A i 2 1 Y
REEAANE, MR KR BEARMEIEREDY . 5 52 DAl
BTV Y o SR BT -5 006 A BT I ) 2 7 BT ff B
TR, Sy SCP AR P23 43E T 35 i LK .
3.4 BOMHSE

TCE M SR B AR I TR R BB e
Jo R A AW AR, R B R R A
Y (N BER AT TR R TE) 1 AN
s, FTLARAAEMSBR, FAE T mRE
G IEEE 2 o ZH AR REHS BB 8 B R AL B 1Y
AT, WAL A X A B, 1R
IR AL B RS % . MOB Bl #R SUREY  AiHE
AN R IEBRET . R AT R AN A g Y

S B H RE (C-Cy) LIH BN
F, MOB LLE U H A H e A ME— Rk J5R BE U
TR, XHBTTA AR BER . FRImA
M RRI D MERASHE L. HEF
FELE 30 ANHRWI LB, BRIFEST
MOB % i 35 77 o 18] 2B K i 38 o, #e F
A G R AR SR A A . R e gD

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjben

XT s B AR VIR B R H S R A &
B, KRS EY IR G R T 5 240 83%.

1R GE A IR i TR I B 5
A BRI AN B . A
RIS (microbial prospection for oil and gas,
MPOG) . T4 YA ¥R+ R (microbial oil
survey technique, MOST). F#& EWHARI K
J&, TSR Oy 2 S AR S A W AR T
BLa5 A0 TR KR SB35
FRVE AR 0 T 1 52 PR 58 TR 3R O G 7 A=
A RR R, A3 IR 0 o A W HOR Qs e 1k [R]
B R IR TR T H R 8 38 3 2 12 i A FR e B0 4
Tif 56 DR )5 36 0k il SO B A A
S [r] iy R i v S AR 5 2R 1 A 22

WEJLAE,  E AR R R S A i i I
WA B2 W 2 s 2Tl X
Hegktr 7 e S R, v aa /M RE
R AL T B AR S 43 2002 BB 9 B 4R
AL BCR 5 TR R MRS, Xk
D125 A6 Jamnagar Yk 253 | Bikaner-Nagaur
Z P Krishna-Godavari 73025 361 40
R T 58 IR M8 I ; 751 Micropro 5240
FE AR IR VD XN MPOG v )
PRI K o

IV FR e 28 Ak TR B PR T A< 2 AN I H A 4
P Bl o B T FGE AT R A A B 1S L
I, WA 4 A A S A A 2 TR A A
BEA, 1 0 T SR A A A B TR 25 A TR
HhIRAE R 856 & RRAE R . Ak, fEd
Bt F AR 4T AE )22 PR o AR AR o 44k
PR P Bt 2R 45y AT A K AR

4 FALRE

H X F e iR A A A -5 B R R Y
i, Wb A AL B — A 5 | T R Rk
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WG, AT T A AT FAE BB R AR 22 i
TEPRIGE VA | b2y b A 7 R A 0 0 45 0
SRRV S R AT M TN A E P i SO B A=)
e STk TR I ML AN FR R DG RN AS 2
U4 R e S AL TR 1 TR I AT A7 AE AR £ PR il R
R, WEAELT TR — 205

(1) FEFACEIBLTL A W A i

R e A= 0 A 1 S B TR 0 75 DA 4 g
Bl AL RN = R M4 . Snehal ZFPTETF
M. alcaliphilum 20ZR C. A 1) 5833 FEAY LR 4
FEA L R AR R S A B A, AT
BURSLITO , 545 5 A1 30 1) A 3 2 25 R = 1)
WS, 31T M. alcaliphilum 20ZR kg A1
B A 25 G AR HE S, TR AT T80 A
JIF R T A B HE S F e A Qi TR sl AR 2R
RGBT AR T H, AR T3 & L
AALA T Y AR B fb R, DL IR R W
Bt = W A R B B )

Z B AL T C FCIHHE GBS R AT L) it i
Z AR B S a = A iR . SR A
fitg, BETF 0L AT RIS B e A R g B o R 36
EEAF, P LKA R A [ g R 5
SRR P R A . WZ AR RS SR T
FH La Bt Ca BB H Jo 80 Ak 20 1R A2 0o AR i
) U, RAFA B A7 i
AT LR T AR B AR 2R e A ) A AL T 9 1Y
BT, WK IC R AFAE T A M F R AR
A i E D, R R R S BT R R
() F2 PR ZR a4 o 2 i e A )

(2) RA IR WA R AR OC R A

X HBE AR W B L BIE 9 R 22 3 T X 4 B 1Y
ST FIRESR, 21 90%M BT FH 4l 5% 57 4 Sk i B
PHA/PHB R RIWRE ST, iXTE AL Tl v |
M SURRPS, FE Tl =, R—RE3R RS
SRATT Y, X A R BN S AT Y.

&: 010-64807509

AR b A LR A i i . LA AR A
T AR AR AU (AR Rk
AL R A A6, IR RE SR AL T 2 AR AN
AR T, JO RS I JC TR A5 1 B RE DR A
KIFE o

RE WM IIERZ HAREEML, J
XHEMP AT E SR, Hand 2 AU IR 2
FesE B B ACIT A . RATABFFE R AT T A
[l 595 07 2, BRI i ad 28 S & 4R 1 T 2k
IREERN Y, My AR SR BT W B 251 T — K
B IR B Al A3 24 20 W b AL IR S e, A
St AR AR A R B R
WA, JUHE T2 W Ge i AR W0 R R A
Wb, %5 A T RUE AT ROCR I HE— 25 m L
e

Uney PRAETR & R ARUE B b SR AL R id
it —L 5. HET, BB AL TR S AR
TR FR, AU WX RS AL B R R AN TS 2
HSRBFFER A Wb AL TR A I 2R AT 2
BT IR B R TR, DRk Xk Y e AL Ak o ol e
[/ P 0 A 0 A 2 L AR B R 0 ik
RE LA S B o RORS S TR AR O N A A, X A E TR
ERMIE I IR AT B A o A i R s xR A 15 7 A9
AR AR AR OG22 5 IS

(3) e AL TR B B ) O B R

B IR IR o B R b A AL AT R B
PRACYE . NMS B IR B0 2 b T 45 TP R I5G
PGSR R R E R EEELET,
PR B AR O TR AR, B AR
(¥ R Joe 84 AT 7T RE 4 B 452 0 Rhee 55711 43
AR, ] NMS 5 4 SR i b
SR AE SR PRI AN TR R e AL T
BT AR FE L 2R i T B R 2 R, A
I 5 Hh B 2 R E PR PP OB A, ) DU B
B2 R A A R AR A R L T Y B4R
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AT 4 53 185 5 S T A % 5 S A % 7 R A RE S
o Wre sy B E W e B AL TR B A2, Dedysh
ST AR A0 0 6 555 55 ik Js 2 b A T 2 R v o3
B h SRR 1Y T e AL TR Methylocapsa
Methylocella"™,

(4) SEEEE AR YIRS W b A e Al

FI HT RN AR 22 [ S #RTE B A IE R = U
PR BT AN, 45 CHL A= W0 A o s B L™
it O SR R A T 1y vk 22— B R |
R AR T A B AR 2 AT A, T DL
KAIRTNE T A6 R R BE AR TR, T AN J2 Bl
e In i B e sifh e . EISMR Z 05T AR E A %)
BRI ) 9 U 1) PR e e AL A TR O, R
A B 8 A T R K N A P ) T
AR AR, R HETEZR RO
F [ b7 P 43 26 1R 0 T A b R 2 AT IR SRR
W, X H AR TR AT AR S ST, ]
ARG I ot 4 5 s A A BRI Wi 25, A A T
Fa oy U LA PR A R A S B

XFF RL b BB AU T AL 9 TR
L S B R 5 2 PR R e S 1 T
MRB IO, A s g Ak, JUHOE P e
A TR R 2 B AR R I B R B A U 2 HL B
BEFRMA G . bl . SRR ARA RS A
A R A R A SEURHAS R Y b A= Py ad D
A OB R TT 1], REAE R AR SEURE AR f ] i
e tl BUgCR ik e WU E WS I Rl g R )
Jit o oAt 2255 e A AR B IR R AR SR HOR 1Y
WHSER A AT e B AL AR Y BOR B
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