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Figure S1. Model calibration example for specific methane production of manometric method (mixing 

mode 1) along test duration. Lines illustrate the BMP first order model calibrated on real measures. 

 

Figure S2. Model calibration example for specific methane production of manometric method (mixing 

mode 2) along test duration. Lines illustrate the BMP first order model calibrated on real measures. 
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Figure S3. Model calibration example for specific methane production of gravimetric method (mixing 

mode 1) along test duration. Lines illustrate the BMP first order model calibrated on real measures. 

 

Figure S4. Model calibration example for specific methane production of gravimetric method (mixing 

mode 2) along test duration. Lines illustrate the BMP first order model calibrated on real measures. 

 

Figure S5. Model calibration for specific methane production of AMPTS II. Lines illustrate the BMP first 

order model calibrated on real measures. 
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Figure S6. Model comparison. (a) BMP values and B0 for manometric and gravimetric method, mixing 

mode 1 and mixing mode 2; (b) k values for manometric and gravimetric method, mixing mode 1 and 

mixing mode 2; (c) λ values for manometric and gravimetric method, mixing mode 1 and mixing mode 

2. 
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