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Fig S1. Cyclic Voltammetry curves of MS-MFC with MS only in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30 under various scan rate between 100 to 1600 mV/s



[image: ]
Fig S2. Cyclic Voltammetry curves of MS-MFC with MS + 5%HC  in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30 under various scan rate between 100 to 1600 mV/s
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Fig S3. Cyclic Voltammetry curves of MS-MFC with MS + 10%HC  in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30 under various scan rate between 100 to 1600 mV/s
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Fig S4. Cyclic Voltammetry curves of MS-MFC with MS + 15%HC  in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30 under various scan rate between 100 to 1600 mV/s 
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Fig S5. Correlation between scan rate and current density of MS-MFC with MS only in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30
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Fig S6. Correlation between scan rate and current density of MS-MFC with MS + 5%HC in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30
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Fig S7. Correlation between scan rate and current density of MS-MFC with MS + 10%HC in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30
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Fig S8. Correlation between scan rate and current density of MS-MFC with MS + 15%HC in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30
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Fig S9. Laviron plot of MS-MFC with MS only in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30
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Fig S10. Laviron plot of MS-MFC with MS + 5%HC in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30
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Fig S11. Laviron plot of MS-MFC with MS + 10%HC in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30
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Fig S12. Laviron plot of MS-MFC with MS + 15%HC in anode chamber at a) day-0, b) day -21 (without acetate), c) day-21 (with acetate), and d) day-30
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