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Figure S1. Bacterial adherence to mineral oil for live and dead cells at different mineral oil volume.
The absorbance of bacterial suspension taken from each sample was measured against mineral oil
volume. Bar represents mean + SEM for 3 independent experiments (N=3).
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Figure S2. Interfacial tension of bacterial suspension at different concentration against
mineral oil with (A) samples without PGPR in the oil phase (B) samples with PGPR in the oil phase.
Bar represents mean + SEM from 3 independent experiments.
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Figure S3. Changes in interfacial tension with the addition of samples containing live and
dead cells at a different ratio with (A) without PGPR in the oil phase (B) with PGPR in the oil phase.
Bars represent mean + SEM taken from 3 independent experiments (N=3).
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Figure S4. The zeta potential values of bacterial cells for (A) live or dead cells suspended in DIW
or with nutrient, (B) mixed samples with Live:Dead cell ratio (L:D) of 30:70, 50:50 and 70:30.
Bars represent mean £ SEM taken from 3 independent experiments (N=3).





