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Figure S1. Standard curve of commercial glucose. UV absorbance 540 nm is plotted as a function 

of the amount of glucose in mmol/L. Data are the mean ± SD of three replicates. 
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Table S1. ANOVA Table of Calculated Parameter (BMP, PHB and PPHB) and Modified Z8 Media of 

Stigeoclonium sp. B23 at the 95% Confidence Level. 

 
Degrees of Free-

dom 

Sum of 

Squares 

Mean of 

Squares  
Fcalc p Value 

Interaction 4.0 144.2 36.04 58.83 p < 0.0001 

Yield parameters  2.0 283.4 141.7 231.3 p < 0.0001 

Modified Z8 media 2.0 58.07 29.03 47.39 p < 0.0001 

Residual (error) 18.0 11.03 0.6126   

Total 26.0 496.7    

Table S2. Tukey’s Post Hoc Multiple Comparisons of Calculated Parameters (BMP, PHB, and 

PPHB) and Modified Z8 Media of Stigeoclonium sp. B23. The Mean Difference is Significant at the 

0.05 level. 

Treatment Comparisons 
Mean Differ-

ence 

95% Confidence Interval 
p Value 

Lower Bound Upper Bound 

BMP (g/L)     

Z8/100%NaNO3 vs. Z8/25%NaNO3 0.7273 0.8090 1.536 0.5039 

Z8/100%NaNO3 vs. Z8/2.5%NaNO3 1.008 0.5282 1.536 0.2805 

Z8/25%NaNO3 vs. Z8/2.5%NaNO3 0.2808 0.5282 0.8090 0.8996 

PHB (%)     

Z8/100%NaNO3 vs. Z8/25%NaNO3 −11.24 12.17 0.9282 < 0.0001 

Z8/100%NaNO3 vs. Z8/2.5%NaNO3 −7.977 8.905 0.9282 < 0.0001 

Z8/25%NaNO3 vs. Z8/2.5%NaNO3 3.263 8.905 12.17 < 0.0001 

PPHB (g/L)     

Z8/100%NaNO3 vs. Z8/25%NaNO3 −0.08366 0.09792 0.01426 0.9906 

Z8/100%NaNO3 vs. Z8/2.5%NaNO3 −0.03202 0.04628 0.01426 0.9986 

Z8/25%NaNO3 vs. Z8/2.5%NaNO3 0.05164 0.04628 0.09792 0.9964 

 


