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PRt R BN RS BAL T ENARER

WA, FEE FA®, LB, LA
(1. WIREERDIL RS bRl 5 TRE AR, BRI RKEE 150076,
2. W ERLEEBE 2 A Y BRR S T A A i S PR A K SR, HOM 2290 730000)

FZ UL e BN 48 ( pMMO ) 2 HY G A AL TR BRI Al 2 — , FE A W0 AL D7 TR RAT T2 B BT RS

(VNS

FEA AR P T DA R A ik B b RS E M, A WA A M T | 4 T ML R SR T AT A AEVE 2 R TR
W FTRGE TR0k e A B RS Al Ak ik, IR M DL S P e 4K B & -Cu ( methanobactin-Cu ) Fll
FAbP BT Z [ A VE FI O RIEAT T MR, DR UKL R e S0 A (9 TR RIS R .

KR WURLIE R BE R A rEsalifl; MG AL R

HESES: 0643.32 XERAREAD: A

F be S AL 1 ( Methanotrophs ) J&—28 UL H BetE A
WME—R IR FNRE IR AR 1Y 22 [RIIVE T, T2 AP T
W R KRR TE S ERERAE R A i
HEEAA . W BE N4 B ( methane monooxygen-
ase, MMO) , J& b LSRR T i H B2
—, B R AL TP e Ak Bk B A —
SRR MMO A7 BIARIE 3. AT MMO (solu-
ble methane monooxygenase, sMMO) FI{ 2 Jitd J5t N
JIBE %) SR R 6 BRI 4808 ( particulate methane mo-
nooxygenase , pMMO) > SZR | BRPE 2 AN
FERERIB Y, W YRR Z B B R B b A [m] 7
JE Cu™ MR RBRMIT . MEE IR Fe™ LA Cu™
AR, BB AU A1 I AL KR35 sMMO; Cu® ik B2
FHXTHGR I, sMMO 1 2 15 5 23 VT4 i pMMO. BR
WERIAN, Cu® I REAE S — R ASHAOE 7, A 2E 40
PBE L pMMO 975 BE K5 . BT B, JLk
ST 2 AU % F o S AL TR AR RE 2R 38 pMMO, HAA
—/INTR o3 W AR AR T TR B R BR B T R b
sMMO™™. F1 T pMMO f7AEE " ELAS 32 4 ik Ji
FAFATRIZy, RAE A WM 52 05 T HAT #5085 1 S B
JOL A (RN, FH I, A 2 0 R 4l A 15 21 A9 K -
pMMO R A B 5 528K | YA E R PSR & 1
XUPR M R iR 7K 8 JiE ( PEGDA ) H, il Jl— i £k R

KREEEA: 2017-11-07; f€E HHF. 2017-12-20.

Bk Ak Ry F R R B AR WA AR ) TG DR A7y
100% , [FINFEEVE SN 3D ITENRYIRY, N ALY O &
AT LA B H 8 1 T A e 4 B AR 1 3 1y JEL
WF5E K BE, pMMO BRAESS AL H e Z 51, g%k
K ALKE, =28 24 (trichloroethylene , TCE) %!
TCE & —2Kn] BEVEEURY), g oK IR 205
Yz —" T pMMO AL TCE iy fE A4
AABTRYAER, FIRCh TCE e e

AR pMMO JIZAAAE, (H i T H N IR M
JiE DA S gl Al st A b g R e e A ik
PEBT | 4 J8 U5 PR AL 555 Dy TAT) A AEVE 2 R R
W A —HRIr2EF U pMMO HH & 2 N4 7 Al
1~2 MRIEF B BAE =5 Ak, pMMO 22—
PO 15~21 A4 510 4 SR . 40 1B 5 i
5~7 A HBERRG B SR, Kb 2~3 MRS
HEMgfb ik, 518 3~4 %S NADH |
WPE O Z R L AR AT Y AT — R A
A pMMO H &4 8~ 15 AN+ F1 2 ANk R 7,
Hrr ) 6~ 13 AN 51 BB 5 — Rt /IR (1 B
A AL H % methanobactin, mb) 254, £ mb-Cu, =
S 5 G Z 8] ) B2 U, BOTE A 4l AR AL
R B 2 R AR ORI R A R

EEWH: FRARBHA (21573055) (NNSF of China(21573055) ) 5 My /5 s Ml K 2% 618 A1 BA 35 H (2016TDO06 ) ( The Support Project for
Research Team of Harbin University of Commerce (2016TD006) ).
BB WEF(1994-) , 2 (DUK) | EEW-HWF 5 A=, W98 07 18] R & B T2, E-mail ; linhuiyinglhy @ 126.com ( Lin Hui-ying( 1994-) , Female,

graduate student , research field ; Fermentation Engineering. E-mail; linhuiyinglhy@ 126.com).

# JHTAEEER N, E-mail ; xinjiayingvip@ 163.com.
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PR

pMMO 953 B 2lifb & pMMO BRALMET | 4 )@
PErPU AR T TR SE 5 R R AT 25 1, DRt 4l
P Fa e TR | WS BRI pMMO 45 2 G H
2. HETX pMMO 2k i A 5 32 Z4E THAE Methylo-
coccus capsulatus ( Bath) FI Methylosinus trichosporium
(OB3b) P FH H LA Y Methylococcus capsu-
latus Bath J& 1 #3474 W BLBK 9B, & y-BIL R 1
— i, R BERAZE 242 (RuMP pathway ) [R]4£H
[ o Hﬁz’%ﬁ%ﬁ:}‘?ﬁm ;s Methylosinus trichospori-
um(OB3b) J& I Bl A H TR, EEhRe
W22 F IR IEAE (Serine pathway ) , HBUZ BRI BT 4
i T PRI o] P sk A e AR ) R e S AR TR A T
pMMO 73 B4l WAy —Ll m g P T HAh 2R A
A BE AL, DA ARARIS 1 AN FH R

1 pMMO Ko B et

Al pMMO K-k, B e AL TE 1 B R —
WRAE NMS 5535 BE Ay LRl AN E—E FE Y Cu™ A
Fe®* | {HAN[A] 52 46 %5 7E pMMO 43 55 4li fb v 3 $6 1
Cu”* Fil Fe™ MR EEAN[R]. —&B4r NIA G Fe e rh Cu™
L E Ry 60 wmol/L B, pMMO KBk e,
LR FE A 80 wmol/L i, g Cu® BV AN {H
AN FERI A Cu® WK 30~35 wmol/L, Fe’*
WeIE 18 wmol/L i, pMMO 23k 7K V- f 5 . B
Bl KSR SERUR B R BRSO, MACHE TR VAR 41
DUTEREAT pMMO (R4lifk. — B pMMO Y5325 4lifk 3=
B0 R A LSRR 43 25 . pMMO R 5 DL & pMMO
alifbix 3 BB, 20 P I ) o3 25— M i 2 AL
PR PR A (AR P e | R R AR ),
DB A 4. pMMO B fift B 2 48 7F 2% 1 7% P 5
(MBREIRRD) MERT, K pMMO &5 8 6 2
NG P R b A R ok, TSR T B O AR E IR B 4
B H B, 3T pMMO B 4lifb#:4E Z K H FPLC JZ2 4T
OYES BTS2 T DL R B I A U 2 BT A T B
X pMMO 953 B85 2l Ak 45 A 1 4% 0 76 T 20 I i 1
2 R PR A v B LA i DA R S A B S
il | 25 FRZ BT 43 B A R PR I R 1 2 2 55
1.1 & pMMO 4iaREN S B

pMMO 137 T F e S8 AL TRT A9 40 BB B, o A B Joit
XY TIZHPEET | SIRah A 5w i b AL
SORHECRAPER Y, 5 A 2 FCBH M R
AN EE R A MESS , PR B R & 171 10 20 e e

i Rr I o | DR Wkl A R WA (Y REE 1 R T 2 U 113
PRIV, P i BE AN BOROR, SR B & B s R EE
(R 3% T LR AR o 4 e B AN o v, — A ol
TE 20% /e 47, BRI AN A AR | AL BRI R DL e
BT ES TR E | pH SFHR 2 X RE RIOCR 7 A —
YSZIA. PP 3 20 MR R A ORI, 38
TN KL A0 0 T S A AL B, A A R B B
1977 4F, Tonge %10 2y YR A FH 8 75 B 7 41 B ( 150
W, 4x45 s) , 133 Methylosinus trichosporium( OB3b)
MY, i o 0.22 pmol/min + mg( e
LV #7R ) . Masayuki Takeguchi S5 200 e B PR R TR
i, HEEHIRETE 4 °C LB % M A, I
KIE 21 Cu™ BENEHE = Methylosinus trichosporium
(OB3b) ZH AL fE it pMMO 5 1, [R] Sk 78 0 e 5
Hid 4 5T PMSF, BB A% 3 B 1- 25 1 R A ) 4
s Bl A, wal DRI A R, (040 52 2 5
VI3 MR, Sema ) e ie i) EZ R A 7 i
JEE R 3ok ) R I R — P ok v e A R
FEAETT IR 67% , WERFEARELIR 90% 2 /0K T i
AJH: 2 R, (HARRE S4B SR R R R, R4
FHRVEIE ), WD ERAEUEL ok — R T R
HORR AR B, HARM /N, AT . 1989 4F
Smith&Dalton 252" F1 FH & A7 3% 1 s i Methylococ-
cus capsulatus ( Bath) £ 140 MPa & J1 T 2] J¢ i 8.
Choi 251 R 20 3% 45 (18 000 Th/in’) 1E 4 C
RE (95% A, 5% AR) &M F X} Methylococcus
capsulatus ( Bath ) 2 Jfd 7t 17 8% #%.  Ashraf Kitmitto
R MELBE RS, 4 °C | 25 MPa JESERLR 3
W, SrEAEIRERR, LS mmol/L NADH fEif
J55R, EGIE 12 230 nmol/min «+ mg (PN F E AL
MR ). Yu 55 OER I RN AR I B BhAE TR &
PRI IR PR IR TITE, =R 2I3K (20 000 Th/
in®) 7 ALK S A 4y, R B O W IR A 4y, TF
FEET R A T B S A0 M R pMMO 1
K MOiE ) Z AR B G R

Wi, DOREATR AR () 4 A LA S 2 ey,
FREG O BGFE HTUSCHE AN A . T pH 22 v
(/b NaCl 5L KCD) #h3E 1~3 K, BREAIMISME
A MERE 1 DA KT B 1%, Lieberman %52 F
MR Methylococcus capsulatus ( Bath ) 41 Hg 24 # |
A B O SR R 2H 3. ST & NaCl (19 25 mmol/L
Pipes ZZ 0PI E B2 3 IR, ZWREH 10~20 mg/
mL, JEHR AR R, -80 CH#AE. BKF T, M
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532 %

FEXF IR R NADH A e A7 R IR SR 5, BTG R
19.4 nmol/min « mg( NI AN TR ) . MR A
B, FRUEAN MR RS B HLIE 2 BRI IR 4 IR B LA
e i S

Takeguchi 2" 7£ 4 °C ICR M N F FH#E 7 0
PR AN A UE AT B, 2% op R R S T A B A
. A KCL % MOPS 28 whi R Ve ULTE , B0
BT, BISEEAH pMMO (9240 i 20 4. BF9E &k
B, EDTA, HE, Bk, SEMAY . CIEY %
FOH) 40 5T B B pMMO BTG 5 [RIES X s g 254
AT %5, RIMA 55 mmol/L MOPS %% ik
(pH=7) . 45 C TN, AP pMMO 36 H:5%
ESG3

AL P B A AETE R RS pMMO KARFI SR | i
PETEME LA SR e PR T e AR 8, i LY R 5
BRI LB EE, BARE 1L AL H M AR B
B, XA S pMMO 1Y B8 20 53 M BR & pMMO 5t
e 20 R A MBS A S L TR S 11 B B B
1.2 pMMO M 4 B f5T B mh O i 5

aifbrr, JEE S LARAE pMMO RARHY SR sl 2 fH
Wr pMMO 5 H A A | IR T2 [BIAH BEAE R =X,
5 pMMO MBS A XL )2 1 5 7K I 58 Hh 4 B R 4
1AL pMMO 15 M 5 3t 2. BRI it 2 35 79 ik 5 2
pMMO fif s il R Bl 2 . 1l FYE BBl e ) 1 —
B ZIGF (detergent ) XK TG PEF, 22—
Ik ELA 5 7K 358 AT AR A AR AP 6 AT g XU A 4
TR AERYERIMVE T, A0 ik, pMMO
SEEEE AR, FFAE TR TR i pMMO S5 54
PEACARXTRRE KRBT, R B 4E RO B 1 25
FA RGP VR .

FIRRIM R L, Hop bt B-D-22 28 b
1 (dodecyl B-D-maltoside, DDM ) &1 F ) #) —
LSS B | e e | I S I D o R
FIA B RV A, (AR Ve B B e e B A7 A
225+, Shiemke %> 4% [ i 40 50CR 10% ~ 20% (1) &
6] 10 mmol/L pH=7.0 £ Pipes Z& i /il A DDM,,
I 1) L o0 B BV I H B I ATERERE, 3 C TR
¥ 15~45 min. Piku BASU 25" 4% L5 5/ 1 =
LS(W/W) BRI, a1 oK b A0 B EE 13 2H 43 Hh R
PEZTETE N, X —d B T RS BT 75% BTG
PE. Choi 257 W58 & B LR 7480 0.5 ~0.75
(DDM/ %6 1, mg/mg) 845 % 2 ~ 3 ( DDM/ I #&
F1, mg/mg) i}, #4315 AL pMMO B0 5235 1)

afifl =Yy RS ANA I DDM, %28 T LIRS 48
BTSRZENXR, kR EEwiEnh
DDM &4 0.1, 0.2 mg i, pMMO 3% ¥} Hi 4 )@
BFEE RS, 24 DDM & KT 0.3 mg B,
pMMO FE2 36 M &4 pMMOaBy W3 /1 Cu Ji 1
BRL N 2. RFEALEIGH) DDM X pMMO {6t g4
i, Miyaji 252 [0 B8 )5 (9 pMMO 2543 Hoim A e
77 BioBeads SM-2, B 2% fift 2173 id & 9 DDM,
I EE RS TE] X pMMO 35 1 L &2 DDM 55 H: il 5%
W, Smith 5521 DDM fif 85 9F 2B £ 4% DDM J5 74
F ) pMMO A LE BN BEAR . BR DDW 4, Brij 58
1 Tween 20 HLREA#ES pMMO, fi# 25 P REAS I i 2
RUT, B F H K EE (hydrophile lipophile bal-
ance, HLB) % m, S#IEX0Ur 12 09K FPER 22 |
BRI T EANT7E pMMO BRI, AR 23
FNF BT B, A R AR PR R YRR AR
A, BRSNS A (s FacH ), HES
FRHAN IR LIRS pMMO Z RIS T7, ff
4L RRL.

Bfdi ] IR 2 46, XIN 22 BFg k3, A%
Co W& R Methylosinus trichosporium IMV
3011 B, pMMO % 55 P AL PR RS r i 25, R ok
T FH 2305 700 T R T A 1 7 X fsE pMMO i 7. i
KRS, LABEFARR 5 Ry 3 I 50 i L 3% ) fe v
47 16.8 nmol/min + mg( N EA W RN ) .

1.3 pMMO B4y,

XF Tl B35 1 pMMO A5 R AR (1 M2 75, i
GrAR, W Z LA RN s MRS G 007
AT pMMO 3B 2iifl, Horb g 7228 | BEE
IR ENT B B Tz, WHE S TR B AR ELAE
L WIBTI RN B AR A 5 T 1Y) 22 576 pMMO 5
HAb A A AT 408, ARy B Y. 2758t
JEMrIE pMMO alifbrpig R 7, B LB 1351
I EARH , R IS B I WO s A, AT
SRR I3 B FE TE S I 2255, HIRE
WA E T T 08, BA PR, 08
WORGF RS R SiAGI 5 R B B 28 4], Ac#e
R, scegs it DU F BB A s 23 47
TE2E 5w, fh IR ] B 32 #57) JEOREJE 5T DEAE,
41 DEAE Sepharose CL-6B, DEAE Sepharose FF 5.
Choi £ % £ FH 5.0%7 ¢cm DEAE Sepharose FF s
W B B & pMMO 19 85 40 o kAT 2l Ak, 15 2
NDH-pMMO FITRAHI; 4 2.6%20 cm DEAE Sepha-
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rose FF 135 pMMO, JRESM T iBIgHk . sifks
NDH-pMMO IR -& 9 pMMO F36 143510 147+
43 nmol/min - mg 1 134+36 nmol/min -+ mg. VT
AU SRR R IR Cu™ WREE TN pMMO % 55 M 2
W - f#2, Al DEAE-SepharoseCL-6B 2522 #t
JENTHEXT Methylosinus trichosporium IMV 3011 4 g
e pMMO 1 NADH B S B #E AT 1 7> B 2lifl, Jf
XEAEPRZS T pMMO FIH AR B AT 5, IF:
FEHT pMMO R RERYH T2 i %

Rl S 7 S Z AT R TR S, 280 pMMO 26
R IR GBI, BIVES 752 # 2 A FsE i it
UEJENTAHES G RT3 2. BRI 2 At i 25 I REL
JENT, RN AR TR Wi e — LA 0 B 2 A
AR 73R 5045 DL . B2 BRI /N ™
MR E T H G, BRI h T 32 31238 W] 1Y
RELASAE FH A 0 A58 e ORI P 48 1T 7 08 1 25 W i 114
{5 BRI E] L, AT AR SE B BE I 5 /N T o el Tk
ANBEEA BN TR, 45 B I ). M7 ¥ Rl 2 —
TSRV, ELERAE SRR, BEREA B A 1 1 2K
&, H FH Superdex . Sephacryl %55t A 5. 46 8
# Piku 557 R FPLC PRI AR (41 RGN pM-
MO BEFTAlAL. A 255 I pMMO B 8 4 2 20 mg/
mL, 1.5 cmX68 cm Superdex 200 BERE)ZHT/ 2, Uit
1.5 mL/min, BEGIEHIE pMMO 4157, 7 E1S
F55 EALHE (pMMOH) F1i J5 % ( pMMOR ) i pMMO
E%%(pMMOC) ; 22 DEAE-cellulose DE52 BT
AL (1.5 emx15 em) 73 B 45 2 52 A B AL S5, )
FHIG R 8 — W A 38 S5 5], % pMMO© fz HAMA
204> (pMMOH , pMMOR ) Y 75 4 34 S8 AL S5 07 3284 7 fF
5%, KB pMMOH 5 pMMOR %A MMO
T, 3t AL TR0 B 3 T A A P A A 4 A S iz T
JEARFTECELY. 250K pMMO® 1 B B 43 B A5 31
pMMOH 1 pMMOR, pMMO“ & PEBE A 3, {5 ELig
TP FEAAS (294 28 nmol/min -
2 Piku B BERE B X pMMO HEAT I, g%
MonoQ-10 B & T 3¢ AL ali fb 454 £ pMMO 2 54,
Superdex 200 #EfE JZ AR SL44L, 0~ 1 mol/L NaCl
T B2 BE AR 3] pMMO F2 AL .

FEMFHEFK Lieberman 552 (ff FIALZHT I J7
44k T M. capsulatus ( Bath) 7% pMMO 2 473
AR AR AT ¢ S S R P 9 R Y 2 4
43, Source 30Q P& F 224k, NaCl #8 B ¥k 42,
Centriprep 50 HUEW 4 ; Sephacryl S200 EE 1 € )2

mg ). Kitmitto

Br, sa4i 2 5~10 mg/mL. SEEIER], KER4%
B VISR R Y A R T Source 30Q B 2%, 1M
N FEEAAEE, LR Sephacryl S200 B i
UENE BB &, difb )5 B pMMO TR 17.7
mg (DU FE X7l A iR ] )

Miyaji 2512 | FH] POROS 20 HQ X i 85 )5 4 43
HEATLIAL G AR 5 4 ASd1 430, DU XK i A7 A
45 1 BHA pMMO &, W& 3.4 nmol/min +
mg, 5 PR HP G A HE (3.8 nmol/min + mg) , P4
HH X} 2K — W A7 76 T 4L J5 /9 pMMO £ 4% T i
88% MY Tk I .

Sl AL bR AR Z AT DL R SRR R 28 A 2
FESERE pMMO T PEAYSERN I, 25 08 . PRm i LA
KA R 5E0R ;I B A SR A | Bk K
AINA U BN B A A R I A, ORISR R, U
R, R NS DEBLIR RS R, T, R
ZPR T H AR AT AR A R R, S 32 2 AT
NIRRT TR AVE A P 1 0 N 5 7R L B
i R O R S A A VR FH ) 22 phh 28 sk fa I
ST % IR T pMMO i W, WO R TR B R A
MOPS | PIPES &, HZg mifiik i — A% I 7E 10~ 50
mmol/L, pH & HI7E 7~7.5, R JTHSBE eI 1Y 97
(— i NaCl % TH2 mis il ) . HARR: 2 Hralife
pMMO BT EEINEE 1 K.

2 pMMO HIiE M

pMMO BEME S AL FLK LAY I e SR AL 42, (HAS
figld] sSMMO —FREMLIRIE | SRR R, Wik
LK I EAL SOV T pMMO B1E AT 5E | il
W1 mg THEAIML 1 min 7 A2 30480 78 5 Al 240 B8 /R
B A7, nmol/min - mg, WA —B A1k
P B Bt S8 AL B PR pMMO 35 72 Rk IR
N, T B NADH R ARAE DR e S 0
HR ] NADH i DU B R A R R 5, DA
£ pMMO Ak S0 B FRFSEE 7. % 20 i DL SRR K -
AR, DL NADH it 4 i AE R R, #R T A
F| pMMO 5% SR1f 2 DDM f# % )5, NADH fEif
JE L P A BEAS I 2] pMMO T 1, 5 X5 2 — i ol
DL (5B, pMMO TG PRI RE <32 2 LA JL
T P4 5 ).
2.1 EFER SR

BrgR B Cu™ VR 2 YLE pMMO 1 P 1 B 4%
2. Cu™ Mk B AL BE 8 1E i U1 45 sMMO 5 pMMO

nmol/min -
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=1 R4 pMMO A ERLE
Table 1 Summary on purification of pMMO by column chromatography
Activity
Type of Column " i
Buffer ( purified pMMO) Reductant Reference
methanotrophs chromatography
/(nmol/min - mg)
Methylococcus Source 30Q 50 mmol/L Hepes
capsulatus and Sephacryl (pH 7.5) (include 17.7 Duroquinol [23]
Bath S200 DDM, NaCl)
5.0x7 ¢cm DEAE 30 mmol/L MOPS
Methylococcus
Sepharose FF and (pH 7.3) (include Duroquinol +
capsulatus 134+36 [30]
Bath 2.6x20 cm DEAE benzamidine , KCI , NADH+NDH
at
Sepharose FF DDM)
Methylococcus 25 mmol/L Pipes
1.5 cmx68 cm
capsulatus (pH 7.25) (include 53 Duroquinol [27]
Superdex 200 o
Bath DDM , benzamidine )
50 mmol/L PIPES
Methylococcus )
(pH 7.2) (include NaCl
capsulatus S-300HR Not Shown - [16]
imidazole , ascorbate
Bath
DDM)
Methylosinus 25 mmol/L. MOPS
trichosporium POROS 20 HQ (pH 7) (include KCI 3.4 Duroquinol [28]
OB3b Brij58)
Methylosinus
trichosporium DEAE-Sepharose PBS(include DTT) 6 quinol [31]
IMV 3011

FIBMRAL, HEERE, BRI pMMO 1
KAPFRIK. YR FREE T Cu™ MR IEH 4 wmol/L I,
pMMO FF IR I 15 M, I 28 B k40 i o
Masayuki %) BF 58 % L, M. trichosporiumOB3b
pMMO FH#—E /Y Cu( 1) B, (Hid & Cu( 1)
B pMMO BTG 5 [RIE46J8 B | AR s
FI2 1 ( BSA) LA Jz PMSF 2848255 /K -~ pMMO
R PP e —E Y SE . Choi 25 HEXT Methylococ-
cus capsulatus Bath ARG H &L, 24 NMS B3
Cu”™ ¥R A 60 wmol/L i, HJFEKF pMMO ()34
SR AR, ATik 75~230 nmol min~'(mg protein) ',
11} mb-Cu LLK Cu( I1) BYERINEE RESRE =5 pMMO (14 il
Ty MR R Cu™ MR IR 80 wmol/L B, £
Cu® YR EJLIT AN AR, pMMO Y5 /K- Rk
TR RN Fe™ . MR Fe™ 1 Cu™ =11 2.5
W, TCAMRAS T pMMO [T P . A 2

BRI, A SRIAEE il & ARMKET , A ReAs
F KA pMMO BIFETE .
22 REFHHRI

PRAAZEAEXT pMMO 3 P4 23 77 A — 5 1Y 52 1
NHERE pMMO YRR SE P, RZ B pMMO 73 55 4
AR 4 °C | TR T AT, Wi HAFR A
B, BT S iE M pMMO SR 7E RS SR M T o0
A3 H G F1 4 290 nmol P4 A 4E ( mg pro-
tein - min) . HAWAHFFH IR, pMMO FEA & H L
JEAVE (12 RS AR pMMO T P 1 52 ) O
K.
2.3 mb-Cu X pMMO HJ{EF

FH 5 S AL 7 & ( methanobactin, mb) , J&H 54
EH W —FEES Cu G5 &, I FEK/NR
1218Da MFE IR | 78 F b 801k B 4l 9 A R
Wil % EREE MR, EEIE | g
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A PRI AR AR T T BAT T B
PR S WP 8 mb 2 — M RN T, S

CH,+ O, CH;OH + H,O

Fe-Fe

3 | \ 2H*
Periplasm 2e v
@ Cu* ~ '
) | | ) ! ' v 1
T | T r

pmoA

membrane

pMMO

Fe-Fe

Cu( I B7454 (k1 Fron). 24 ke S AL i e
FRAR 25 1F T 55370, mb 2y DAy b W 698 s HE T 2

pmoB

® Cu

| 2Cu-mb

QH;

pmoC

[ 1 mb-Cu 5 pMMO Y456 Z >

Fig.1 Structural relationship between mb-Cu and pMMO*

AL, ERE SR Co® WA F]—E /), mb At
25 H% A LA mb-Cu fYTE A B pMMO #2514 41
SPAEAE T AR R Y R A pMMO T 43 B
S5 N pMMO A AT 3k 2R 6 0L BFE R BE, AA
Methylococcus capsulatus Bath . Methylomicrobium al-
bum BG8 A}z Methylosinus trichosporium OB3b H1 43
B EIAY mb-Cu #8 2 BA SR E R 207, B
A A IR MR, LB AL (Oxidase) |
B AW 1 AL i ( Superoxide dismutase, SOD) DA K&
1A A JRU i (hydrogen peroxide ) 16 P, H R
Y SOD & P 7E T 40 L /K ~F- T RE % S 2 R 47 pM-
MO, B 1k A% Het s O o AR

mb-Cu AE %4 = HL Ui ) pMMO (3R 3 X
pMMO JEMEAEFERE — B RS A 2 EH N TE
AMDIRZS T, NADH 1E N 5, o 1% 3 i 7 4
T : NADH— mb-Cu— Cu-pMMO-H — Fe-Fe-pMMO-
H, Hrf Cu-pMMO-H g pMMO #ALRY Cu( 1) 4
JEIEMEHL, Fe-Fe-pMMO-H 2y pMMO ¥4 i 1 X
A7 RE N

Choi 25" BF 5% & B, Methylococcus capsulatus
Bath H1 5%, Methylosinus trichosporium OB3b "4 B 4l

26]

LSRN mb ¥IREHE 5 SEFE Methylococcus capsulatus
Bath 4l /KB KPIRZS T B b S A 5 45 [h)
pMMO 7 4 290 nmol/min + mg ( BN KE) BY4H
MO 43 Foim A mb-Cu, F 15 W 35 38 i (400
mg) , 290 5 B AN RS Y 50% ~75%.
EPR J%Gi%R Y], mb-Cu BERSHE & HL T Ui 17 pMMO 1)
H R, {H mb-Cu ( Methylosinus trichosporium OB3b) %}
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Progress on Isolation and Purification of Particulate
Methane Monooxygenase

LIN Hui-ying', XIN Jia-ying" ", LI Chun-yu', SUN Li-rui', XIA Chun-gu’
(1. Key Laboratory for Food Science and Engineering, Harbin University of Commerce, Harbin 150076, China;
2. State Key Laboratory for Oxo Synthesis and Selective Oxidation, Lanzhou Institute of Chemical Physics,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract; Particulate methane monooxygenase (pMMO) is one of the main enzyme in methanotrophic bacteria,
which has broad application prospect in biocatalysis. However, due to its characteristic of membrane protein and in-
stability in purification procedures , there are many controversies in its biological and chemical properties and metal
active sites. Purification methods of particulate methane monooxygenase were summarized. Besides, its activity and
the relationship with methanobactin-Cu were introduced to improve the comprehensive research and application of
particulate methane monooxygenase.

Key words: particulate methane monooxygenase ; isolation and purification; activity; methanobactin
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