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Figure S1. Comparison between bioH: volumetric production rates (H2VPR) and PHA production
obtained by pure cultures: A) H2VPR of C. pasteurianum (1), H2VPR of R. palustris ([]) and H2VPR
of S. wolfei (3); C) PHA C. pasteurianum (blue solid column), R. palustris (pink column), S. wolfei
(crosse black column); and by the microbial consortiums: B) H2VPR of “NPC-C4” (1), H2VPR of
“BNPC-C4” (X) and H2VPR of the “design consortium” ([J); D) PHA “NPC-C4” (solid golden col-
umn), “BNPC-C4” (brown column), “design consortium” (cross green column).
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