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Abstract.: This paper summarized the research progress of screening and breeding microbial flocculant-pro-
ducing bacteria, and introduced the application of microbial flocculant in water supply, drinking water, oil-water
separation of emulsion and wastewater treatment, as well as the exploration and practice of cheap culture medi-
um. It proposed further research on the environmental conditions for microbial flocculant-producing bacteria’s

growth and metabolism, finding and designing cheap culture medium, cutting production costs and promoting in-

dustrial application.
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Table 1

Determination methods of flocculation efficiency of flocculent bacteria
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Table 2 Screening conditions of some flocculent bacteria
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