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Fig. S1 Enzymatic hydrolysis efficiency of (a, b) BES, (c, d) MC, (e, f) EC, and (g, h) OC in 50
mM citrate buffer (solid bars) and water (solid bar with dots). Light grey represents Cellulose,
and Dark grey represents Xylan.
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Fig. S2 Sugar yields at different solid loadings in (a) citrate buffer and (b) distilled water.
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Fig. S3 Increasing profiles of acetic acid corresponding to solid loading in (a) citrate buffer and
(b) distilled water.



