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Figure S1: Relative frequency of flocs sizes entering the microfluidic channel.
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Figure S2: (a) Relative frequency histogram of the flocs cultured in M9 media. The median and
mode for this relative frequency histogram are 6.78 and 5.85 um, respectively (b) & (C)
Comparison of streamer formation in LB and M9 media. Streamers did not form in M9 media at
short-time scales (~ few minutes) as compared to LB media.

Supplementary Videos

Supplementary Video 1: Video shows formation of streamers. Video runs at 2X i.e. 1 second of
video time represents 2 seconds of experimental time. Scale bar represents 50 pm.

Supplementary Video 2: Video shows the large time scale movement of the streamer. A timer
(hr:min:secs:miliseconds) depicts the experimental time. Note that the video has been sped up
32x. Scale bar represents 50 pm.
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