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Response characteristics of aerobic methane oxidation to oxygen concentration in marine habitats
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Abstract: It is not clear whether methanotrophs and the aerobic methane oxidation of marine habitats are unique and how they respond to
oxygen concentration. In this paper, experimental investigations on the aerobic oxidation of methane were conducted under different oxygen
concentrations (0%. 1%. 10% and 50%), using fresh seabed sediments as the source of methanotrophs. The results show that aerobic methane
oxidation is rejective to anoxic condition (0%). Both the oxidation rate and abundance of methanotrophs decrease as the oxygen concentration
increases. When oxygen concentration increases from 1% to 50%, the oxidation rate will decrease by about 15 times, and the total abundance of
methanotrophs decreases by two orders in magnitude. The dominant methanotrophs belong to type I-Methylobacter, which consist of
Methylobacter leteus and Methylobacter whittenburyi. When oxygen concentration increases, the proportion of Methylobacter leteus decreases,
while that of Methylobacter whittenburyi increases. The study further suggests that the optimum oxygen concentration of methanotrophs and the
aerobic methane oxidation is 1%, which is very close to the original environment of the sampling location. It means that the optimum oxygen
concentration of methanotrophs will gradually approach the original living environment under a long-term acclimatization in specific biotope
such as that with low oxygen concentration under low temperature and high pressure.
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YRR BN LA A2 EE R, 5 22 N e AL TR R
T S5 FE A N AR [R] 9, 38 X — B4 A it DR AT g
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A TR) Y o a4 v B S L, HG R R R 25 AR
S B Al 2 A v L s, G AR T v R e
0 18 32 B W2 0] . B 40 Methylosinus trichos-
porium W i 8 W BE I B AR, B RE R 1.6%~ 18%,
I Methylosoma difficile sp. nov. % % ¢ & B R 458 A o
2, B il SE R AR 2% ZE A0 FER AR A AR B v,
S 43 S AL B U Methylococcus Fl Methylomonas 55
i H A FARIRCR S, LA Candidatus Methylomira-
bilis oxyferea 55 D45 S AL A1) T A Bl B 5 19 480 4% 1k
BLHIAE TG, 28 10 & A B Be Ak s o R, DA 6t
AL R A BN, AR BE T e AR Ak TR 1Y) R )
W E AR S SO B AR T 0 25 5% o AT A [
B RGN L T & B, Sk B Y o A Ak
R LN — o AN, AR HE AR AR R SR
(1.5%) T H1 ot S Ak 1 8 i T 8085 97 (10.5%) 1Y,
TR AR H 4 7E i AR (19.2%) T i AL 3R A i
i ARG ST (1.1%) "2, HEM A Ry S0k B8 X H e
AL Y 52 ) AT RE A A7 H Al R B R A BRI . H R,
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T K i S R IR T R AR VEAE D) &
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WA B — i W TR 0] 3 A RRAE, 8 R E R
B AR A (29 200 pmol/L) 28 IIAE 906 A 1 I 1%
K & B mE (29 250 pmol/L) , B J5 2Rl B AR 2 e/
1B (29 100 pmol/L ) , 3 117 32 7 Fifl T8 B2 ] T} 22 R 2 4R
W RN BT T A B AR B O A BB
50k, (HR SR 2 AR A A SRR A TR AR

B S AR s He e R A AR B RO B Y BR B
50T, © R BEE AT £ L) Methylocicrobium J& |
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Hl Methylocystis J& % 1 BV AL TR A 19, BT
R PL A BE . Vekemann 2517 89 1) FH ¥ IS T AR
Yot b SR AU T AN [A) S (1%0, 1 20%0,) 1
Bt S8 Ak it 7, SIS S Ak o SR AE X ey, H
IEAR MG W ff BE o o s

SR B A R IR X6 R ot B AR AL RS T 1) AH
KbgE, RZK A TR . FR &R AR R4,
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R HR ot S A TR TR A R DR, AU [R] SR B SR TR
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1.1 SEIEAFR

S TR A R IR AR R T D A B <8
I IX A9 2 2 DAL (138°16'52.827 ''N, 118°53"
56.893""W), /K ¥ 22.7 m. 37 ik 45 45 U0 AL
pH A A A AL I8 S5 L A2 43 50 2 7.57 F1-29 mV, ¥ JiK
JIE 2 A (DO) V- BIH h 6.61 mg/L. R AR
I b @ K AT R A, DU 2 2.0 ke,
WG 4 C B EWAE . RS0 TAERT, O fiks 7
B B E 7 IO RE & S T RIS R b 4
AR . G T UM e 5R R A2 ) 78 Y B 22 4
FATEE DL Li S50

S I i R FH A AR AL 45 155 21 CH,. O, TN, 4
FE3474 99.999%. S 4 Hr i A= ) B SR W N TC
WK, B e NaCl126.5 g/L, MgCl, 24 g/L, KC10.73 g/L,
MgSO, 3.3 g/L, NaHCO; 0.2 g/L, CaCl, 1.1 g/L, NaBr
0.28 g/L, pH N 7.5,
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Tha b, SER R BT — R il i & AR, B,
S R 4 AR EE 25 0%0, (55 1) | 1%0,
(5256 ii) . 10%0, (525 iii) . 50%0, (S5 iv), MUK}
N T SEATCR L B AL A A LA AR i AR
SRR B 2 . o, S50 1(0%0,) R &R v, ZE TR AS
TR AL 1Y Al b, SEUR R 7R W A AN S I T
Na,S i 7], B 2 F AL J5i HL 7 ORP i5 £ 29200 mV
LK B2 2 T0 R . 525 1i(1%0,) 1Y% E FH T
TR R Tt SR PR, 22 S 0 & M 10T, 1%0, Tizs
ST T AL IR LAY 2 50 mV, ARk
FAF 5 W S R AL E ) R R A AF R (29 mV)
o MAEIT . S ii(10%0,) A TR KRZ . &
SR B B T 2 K S5 R R R SRR B R R N, S
55 iv(50%0,) 1 O, & it I & F KR O, Wk, J&
T AR . A SR A B s T A AT S
B . Wiz AR, W73 IR BE o 10%, 75 5 id
BRA N o Al BURVE S ) AR SR, B 1k S 225
0 O IO R SRR R AT . R
AU W B 3R 07 T BRI TSR, 1%0, 5 10%0,
SCHG R R T 2 AN 0,(2 mL/d), RGN O, ¥
FEORFFA X AR E , AN HRAE B 77 2 09 e 7 B i 85
/N(<0.002 MPa), A] ZB& AT, ARSI iR E T
—A 28 HAH (50%0, J& CH,), 76 JC CH, BER 2514 F
ILFEA 50% O, T ML LR A LT K A 58 4
AACTEHIET P2 A2 1 O BAAE R I CO, P2, 455K
B 20 Y LR e PR LR 1.

SC BLRSRVES BRANT, B S50 4 1 e PR E
2512 g WPTAR Y RE S S 30 mL A Tk (Vv 32283
/1) #EATIR AT, A 120 mL 3 38 5 1 b, B S oF
17 Ny Ve ERAE LA BN 25 R, T 3 e %6 9% &t
Jo B S A R AT LS A B FR PR
J7 ZE 43 3 ) 45 S 06 4 FE A SR SRR N, 4R TR
TAh, BATEZ AR Z P IA T 7R E B AR, AR
i € R B X S 00 1A R O, Mk E 5 150 2E AT A B R
Z2 o B T B Y 8 2 S A 4 o) ] T TR R

B R4 R rp A 7 1 L R G B R
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1.3.1 &R M AT

S o A O T s AR AT BORE B 4 gy
W5 A7 o SARBURE [ B R 3~7 K, B AM a3
e 2 o FH A R 01 AU Al et 2F A 41 (Hamilton 81056
A1, 100 pL) ELFEFLBUBCRE, BRI 5 50 Lo CHy.
CO, A MALH 433 17 2R FH B BRI 7 =K, e R R AY
0N BN S - KOG B T A D /A T A T
Jf 1 S AH 14,3 1Y ( GC-FID/TCD, Trace GC Ultra %,
Thermo) . % 1% #% & HP-PLOT/Q( 30 mx0.32 mmx
20 um), S He(99.999%) . (XS Hh: A TR
J& 200 °C, 4 e 10:1, HE 9 3 mL/min, #E 5§
140 °C (4E+F 4 min) . FID & J¥ 280 C, &, =K.
& WS 43 1 A 40, 450, 40 mL/min, S A4
SE 1R AH R BRI 25 N 1.6%~ 5.0%, 77 Bk B
0.0003~~0.046 mol/mol. & 4f A& Il 75 2] (1) S AR H 43
ol (mol%) . 1A ZR R (B . I B8 (L L I 335 O T9 25 4%
FAES BRI RCRE J7 BE, 1H A3 ) CH,.
CO, WA &% it (pmol) .
132 WixiFa Ak £t 4

FR ot B 40 SR Ak Ak 27 B R

CH4 +20, — CO, +2H,0

H Bt 48 48 AL 33 R (methane oxidation rate, MOR)

HEAXN:
MOR _[CH4Ji; [CHq;

dwXxt
o, ¢ SR AR YBORE 55— Y BORE (% B TR] 18] B (),
i R A YR IR B 0 6 07 1) 52 36 R 88, [CH, ) A i R
AT Zs CH, % i (umol ), [CH,],., AR — IR BURE 3R A5
() CH, & &, dw A LR R P RTIRY T HE (g) .
LBk RS MOR 11857 5 Wegener £ Boetius!™”
Kl ARERBETRRE, T RS VTR & KR
17.5%.

[ pmol/gdw/d]

*1 BARFESEUIEBITHTR
Table 1 Experimental design for aerobic methane oxidation

S0 O, iR JRAIBCEE SARRCEE
i 0%0, 11 gfiF+30 mLifg/K 20 mLCH,+180 mLN,
ii 1%0, 12.7 giFAP)+30 mLig/K 20 mLCH4+2 mLO,+178 mLN,
iii 10%0, 11.9 ghiFA#)+30 mLig/K 20 mLCH,+20 mLO,+160 mLN,
iv 50%0, 12.0 ghiFA)+30 mLig/K 20 mLCH,+100 mLO,+80 mLN,

FAH 50%0,

11.9 gt B#+30 mLifg /K

100 mLO,+100 mLN,
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1.4.1 A4 % DNA Hhig

XoF A7) 06 R i B AN ) 52 365 21 7 I B i 1) R e
I SR A TR T R A GE DU R S B A O i
(qPCR), X L B A5 1 4 v 20 1 A8 Ak B A 1 T 1
Blo TG, o3 BT IR A i B S 5 T e S UL AR )
FE S PEAT BUORE, BURE R R 3~5 g0 HP ST RS
(R UURR R ff R DR -85 R TR A R IR S 0 3k
#3(9 000 r'min”', 10 min) . YIFUIEE AR AFAE-20 C
RIS

LR 5. DNA il K H E.ZN.A@Soil DNA ##
Bk 7 & (Omega Biotech, 35 [ ), 1 #2 45 JF #i¢ HR K
FE UL B AT . 2 DNA SR 1% 3588 b B it
Wk AT A, {5 F Nano Drop 2000( Thermo ) X7 DNA
4l Ji R e B HEA T AN, —20 °C PRAF A o
142 #MAYZEENF

FIF ABI GeneAmp ® 9700 %! PCR 4" 84 {3 %} HI
St i S A AL T pmod TIREFE A #E 4T PCR 4741, I
& & & 20 pL, £ $5 5xFastPfu Bulfer 4 uL, 2.5 mM
dNTPs 2 pL, EJFFT TR U754 (5 uM) 45 0.8 pL, FastPfu
Polymerase 0.4 pL, Bovine Serum Albumin Solution
(BSA)0.2 uL, B4 DNA 10 ng, %+ ddH,0 %= 20 pL.
W ke S Ak B pmod Tl RE 3 K R H 51 %) A 189F FiI
mb661°°, HBE S AL T 16S rRNA 43 S iy 2511y«
95 °C ZZ 1k 3 min, 40 F ¥R 95 C 41 30 s, 55 C
1B K 30, 72 °C A 45 s, FigJ5 72 °C FEAH 10 min,

PCR 4" 3 7 ) R H] AxyPrep DNA #E Ji% [A] iz ik
FI &5 P15 [l it (AXYGEN 2 7], 35 [ ), Tris-HCl %&
JUk, B 5 R 2% Bht B W 58 I H K A A N, il
Ilumina-Miseq “F- £5 (PE300) 3£ 17 & 3 & I 7% 43 #7 .
{#i FH Uparse 5 42F, 78 97% FIAH LA T X} FF e Ak
W pmod 3 R ¥ 51 E AT OTU 2, B OTU i 4
PR B 5 = 4 P A R OTUS A Ve % R 7 51, #
XL IR 7 5 5 Ak 8 F T 915, 5 NCBI £
HEAT LU XTI R, Geit & A AT & 43 2K 7 b P e i
SACSE AL TR IR VR A R N SRR R . AR
I 1 PR o S B AL TR pmod K& IR P 31 9 555 5 R
SRP189409.
143 %44 qPCR £ &

ot - 480 S8 AL B pmod 35 DR B DL 5 iy 52 i ¢
J6 72 H qPCR Ml i 4% A 3K 15 (Real-time PCR, 18 H
9600plus M 5% 5t %€ i PCRAX ), pmod 3 [H qPCR fit
M55 PCRY 51 WHHIF . >R MG96+ PCR X
HEAT qPCR U3, I 2544241 95 °C, 5 min; 95 °C, 30's,

56 °C, 30's, 72 °C, 1 min, 35 MG . P14 55K 5
1% Bt B 5 g P VARG I 7 38 25 1L, K qPCR 7=y if
— B alifb )5 5 TR 2K Pmd 18-T 1% 4%, W5 F B ik
TR IO v B AR BOUTORE o DL 10 A5 H5 BEAS EE 4T 1
2 OB (90 L i B +10 pL Bk ) , 38 4 TS 3643 1)
TEIBCPR M S 1) 1072~ 1077 B BE W T 25 A o il 2k
L B s R 4 16S rRNA 3[R JkE Bk v & 0 A5 4,
HEAT P 1 PCR &G . 5 £ PCR 51 ChamQ
SYBR color gPCR Master Mix(2X), JZ I {& & 20 uL:
2X ChamQ SYBR Color Qpcr Master Mix 10 pL, | Ji#
AR W51 (5 uM) 4% 0.8 uL, A DNA 2 uL. 9¢ 52
£ 2 95 °C 78 5 min, 40 PMEFR: 95 °C A5 5 s,
56 C iRk 30s,72 C 4L 40 s, FFAMFE T E 34
AT, AR AR M 2B pmod FEPRPE DAL

2 SR

21 SESELRE

2.1.1 Ak n T

S A5 4 T 25 CH,(umol%) Al CO,(umol) [
R R, A5 T AT SE I A A B ST AT PR BT
R 05 X L, FRATT R 45 AT SE 86 20 1 F S (B Ok 2
AR SR B2 T AR B e i AR a3 (181 1) o

Horp, 5255 1(0%0,) T %5 CH, & & 22 35 7,
CH, & H /0 24 4.0 umol%, H. 3558 4 A 75 52
B, J5 1 CH, & LR A8 fk . 5i4h 3 4508
CH, & f 78 AL AR XT3 o W I, L 5ot AR ALY 28
feka B, KET 2 Ry A By B (& 1)« w7 B Pk A5 4k
B B, FE e R 2RI A, X T3 4 B e T RE A
FEBYE NN, B CH, B DUV i . DORR 0 B LA B2 B
AW E R AR R JE TR AR AR B B, R e v 2
W B 8 TR, XN TR e A i R R A R
X — A bR AR CH, 1455 f 7228 b SR B0 v 14 2R
P R B (3 2), PRI, A 30 Pk A% Ak B B F ot 1)
TH FE R e A3 F be 10 B8 P ™ A 1 Ak R
S5 v R o - SR AR Ak R El Y o o A S 7
FaAR LB B 3k A5

IR A LY Co, TR K E# S CH, |
A3 1 AR R AR G R (P 1), 00T S e T 4% S
2 BE ) I E AR DL . B0, & A4 (50%0, 6
CHy) "H RTINS CO, 1 d5c 2677 A 44 240 pmol, K A
F LRI A HL & A 0 58 2 EARPE R, 5256 20 T i
151 CO, ¥ i A ML B AL AE F 5 R b g S 4 A A
FAEMfE e, LA COo, T RA R BN, LK i



48 T M S5 5 1 20 M S 2021 4% 6 H
Hor— 800 110 5 1400
100}. @ CH-0%0, |()[)h

' o ®
ool L i » B C0,-0%0, 700 ol @ i o 74200
CO,- % I g
ol O Co,%H 600 sl 0’ o |
= ™F {500 _ o70f . m @ CH-1%0, B
S 60 g Seol °0,-1% 18008
i lak B 60 " B CO,-1%0, g
= S0F o <sof o
= % 5. Tl & 4600 5
S sl <300 S 4l
m] O *
300 4200 0F M m 14
b ol ™ 2
10 100 ) 4200
N 10
T n r % &
% m 20 30 20 50 50 0 : s . : ’ -0
B Ill"' 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
i/ BRI/
110 1800 110 800
1ookC @ CH-10%0, “00 100Ld ¢ CH-50%0,
1 Sy 4700
o B CO-10%0, * o B CO,-50%0,
90 2 2 90 F 2
) o - < 1400 ” * 4600
sof M sof *
] {120
:—\570- ! 0— :°~70~ _500—
Seof J1000 2 S 6o} 2
g * 2 g 4400 =
E’,S() - 0 4800 © E;SO o o
Bl T 2 % sl {300~
4600
30 F L
& {400 - o . 200
20 F 20 o
ik {200 oL o {100
- * pE
0 L L - L 0 0 F L 1 1 1 ! 0
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
I T/ I ie)/d
Bl 1 bR A A AT R o CH, AT CO, & AR L 3
2.0%0, LR A AL, b.1%0, FEE A, ¢.10%0, 54, d.50%0, L5041 .
Fig.1 Tendency diagrams of content variations of CH4 (umol%) and CO, (umol) from aerobic methane oxidation
a.0%0, treatment and the blank, b.1%0, treatment, ¢.10%0, treatment, d.50%0, treatment.
*2 TREKREIHIBFHREEMEER
Table 2 Methane reduction rate from each experiment at different oxygen concentrations pumol/gdw/d
K ST (1%0,)  SERNH2 (1%0,)  SEE-1 (10%0,)  SEEI-2 (10%0,)  SEHiv-"1 (50%0,)  SE8iv-2 (50%0,)
Fbe & B PO AR LB B
1 _ _ _ _ _ _
3 6.07 6.65 41.56 31.13 3.80 3.64
4 22.42 15.90 11.59 11.28 — —
ke & & PR A LI B
4 — — — — 0.35 0.28
7 3.26 7.54 1.52 2.10 0.36 0.20
16 4.40 4.75 0.18 0.24 0.08 0.15
23 3.15 2.36 3.61 4.97 0.21 0.20
30 2.36 3.15 3.96 5.28 — —
37 3.15 3.94 — 2.40 0.24 0.12
44 3.94 472 — — — —
51 3.01 2.96 — — 0.44 0.29
MOR-FHJ{H * 3.33 4.20 2.32 3.00 0.28 0.21

e TURI253 AR R R SRR P RS P AT SR8 2 s MORSFEE 2 1l HYGE & AL T P AR AL AL B AR IRl bl 22 R A (E 3R A5
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(0%0,) ] CO, 34 hn 471> (29.1 pmol) , # 2 /0 F25
FI 4, o] L TGS R BT T A LTS e 4 S8 Ak 1 Bk
T H A, HR S iv(50%0,) , BT CHy K584
Ak, H co, r= A g A x>, AU 210 pmol.
S 1i( 1%0,) 5 52 5K iii( 10%0,) CH, ¥ 5¢ 4= A 1k,
H CO, it 2 . HA 525 1ii(10%0,) ) CO,
7 A i K (1518 pmol) , B 55 T 5256 16 (1%0,) 1Y
CO, F=H (1246 pmol), AT B F 525 1ii(10%0,)
AU B A TR R, A PILT SRR R AR 1 CO,
g E
212 FlrAfkFE

H FHBE B a1 AR AR A6 B BE ) MOR 35302
RoR (32, B 2), AREWRE T AT S84
v R, Hob, 5258 1(0%0,) CH, & & (1) F a8
LB B, CH, & f JL-F- R 42 4k, MOR W] 2%, RJ
KRB AE W E R A R . S 11 1%0,) T 20
SE47 5256 1 MOR 7E 2.36~7.54 umol/gdw/d 5l 4,
Sy iii( 10% O,) MOR 4 0.18~ 5.28 pmol/gdw/d, =2
55 iv(50% O,) AeOM(CH,) 4 0.08~0.44 pmol/gdw/d.
HY I 3R A5 52 56 i 1%0,) B A4S S 17 52 56 41 /9 7 35
MOR H %t % 5, 43 51 4 3.33 il 4.20 pmol/gdw/d, A
P E, 9K i 10%0,) B MOR % % ( 2.32 Al
3.00 pmol/gdw/d) , SZ % iv( 50%0,) i MOR I #H %f
A, SEEIE S 51M 0.20 F110.29 umol/gdw/d.

10.0

W 5 (1%0,)
A sE86iii (10%0,)
75+ @ :%iv(50%0,)

50 F o, A .
|

25| u u A

A

e 07 4 S A 33 2R /(umol/gdwi/d)

0.0 .! 1 ‘_|_. 1 B . ’ .
0

10 20 30 40 50 60
i 1) /d

B2 AN [ SEOIR BT S 3 i 2 o ) R e 4 SRR i
Fig.2 Methane reduction rate from each experiment at different

oxygen concentrations

£ S 2H 1 R e S 0 DA S AL 25 SR ] L
WA PRI B, S I, 525 1(0%0,)
FSE 58 iv(50%0,) HY CH, 345K 58 42 14 €, 1 55 5% i
(1%0,) ML 5K iii( 10%0,) ' CH, E I FEFR /L . 2
J&, 5 MOR Z5 R AH I, 5255 1ii( 10%0,) 9 CH, 5% 4
FAb 45 I ] B 4 (37 d), B2 5 18 (1%0,) A AL 45

I 1) 2y 58 do X2 1 T S 1 (10%0,) 754 4 P 3
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Table 3  Analysis of a-diversity index of pmoA gene of methanotrophs
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Fig.3 Methanotrophic community from aerobic methane oxidation at different oxygen concentrations
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Fig.4 Abundances of methanotrophs from aerobic methane oxidation at different oxygen concentrations

The marked number is the increased copies of pmoA gene after different oxidation experiments.
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