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Supplementary 

 

Figure S1. The standard curve for the Human Campylobacter qPCR assay used for 

calculations of cfu values in Figure S2. 

 

Figure S2. Average slopes/regression coefficients for total DNA (a,b,c), and Ct qPCR 

values (d,e,f) over the 30 days. Difference between means analysed using ANOVA and 

Scheffe ś honestly significant difference test for multiple comparisons at significance 

the letters a–b, meaning that groups sharing the same letter are not significantly different 

from each other. 
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Table S1. Linear models of total DNA (DNA) and Ct values (Salm./Camp.) as a function 

of time over the 30-day timeframe. Significant decreases/increases in bold. 

Note the near-complete lack of obvious changes in all human samples. 

Treatment Sample type Temperature R
2
 p-value 

Silica/EtOH Human(DNA) RT 0.1097  0.2017 

Silica/EtOH Human(Salm.) RT 0.1929 0.1317 

Silica/EtOH Human(Camp.) RT 0.2139 0.1179 

Silica/EtOH Chicken(DNA) RT 0.03175 0.2983 

Silica/EtOH Chicken(Camp.) RT 0.1361 0.1764 

Silica/EtOH Pig(DNA) RT 0.3121 0.06845 

Silica/EtOH Pig(Salm.) RT 0.2066 0.1225 

Silica/EtOH Human(DNA) 5 ℃ 0.03189 0.298 

Silica/EtOH Human(Salm.) 5 ℃ -0.08756  0.5696 

Silica/EtOH Human(Camp.) 5 ℃ -0.1288 0.7763 

Silica/EtOH Chicken(DNA) 5 ℃ 0.2252  0.111 

Silica/EtOH Chicken(Camp.) 5 ℃  -0.04783 0.4518 

Silica/EtOH Pig(DNA) 5 ℃ 0.4844 0.0224 

Silica/EtOH Pig(Salm.) 5 ℃ 0.4691 0.025 

Silica/EtOH Human(DNA) −20 ℃ -0.1242 0.7433 

Silica/EtOH Human(Salm.) −20 ℃ 0.2244 0.1115 

Silica/EtOH Human(Camp.) −20 ℃ 0.1496 0.1647 

Silica/EtOH Chicken(DNA) −20 ℃ 0.06559 0.2516 

Silica/EtOH Chicken(Camp.) −20 ℃ 0.7686  0.00119 

Silica/EtOH Pig(DNA) −20 ℃ 0.0849 0.2284 

Silica/EtOH Pig(Salm.) −20 ℃ 0.5021 0.0196 

RNALater Human(DNA) RT -0.1123 0.6743 

RNALater Human(Salm.) RT 0.1863  0.1578 

RNALater Human(Camp.) RT 0.01014  0.3405 

RNALater Chicken(DNA) RT -0.1226 0.7329 

RNALater Chicken(Camp.) RT  0.7733  0.0011 

RNALater Pig(DNA) RT 0.4192 0.03529 

RNALater Pig(Salm.) RT 0.304 0.0717 

RNALater Human(DNA) 5 ℃ 0.319 0.06575 

RNALater Human(Salm.) 5 ℃ 0.0745 0.2577 

RNALater Human(Camp.) 5 ℃ 0.2664  0.1089 

RNALater Chicken(DNA) 5 ℃ 0.1562  0.1592 

RNALater Chicken(Camp.) 5 ℃ 0.5536  0.01304 

RNALater Pig(DNA) 5 ℃ 0.4693  0.02499 

RNALater Pig(Salm.) 5 ℃ 0.39  0.04266 

RNALater Human(DNA) −20 ℃ -0.1423  0.9531 

RNALater Human(Salm.) −20 ℃ -0.09789  0.6089 

RNALater Human(Camp.) −20 ℃ -0.1611  0.8711 

RNALater Chicken(DNA) −20 ℃ 0.05355  0.2673 

RNALater Chicken(Camp.) −20 ℃ 0.6849  0.00362 

Continued on next page 
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Treatment Sample type Temperature R
2
 p-value 

RNALater Pig(DNA) −20 ℃  -0.1428  0.9833 

RNALater Pig(Salm.) −20 ℃ 0.3075  0.07029 

No treatment Human(DNA) RT 0.6444  0.00563 

No treatment Human(Salm.) RT 0.2095  0.1207 

No treatment Human(Camp.) RT 0.3008  0.07306 

No treatment Chicken(DNA) RT -0.04699  0.4497 

No treatment Chicken(Camp.) RT 0.8224  0.00046 

No treatment Pig(DNA) RT 0.1954  0.1299 

No treatment Pig(Salm.) RT 0.3251  0.06344 

No treatment Human(DNA) 5 ℃ 0.07125  0.2446 

No treatment Human(Salm.) 5 ℃ -0.08067  0.5154 

No treatment Human(Camp.) 5 ℃ -0.06705  0.5035 

No treatment Chicken(DNA) 5 ℃ 0.3218  0.06469 

No treatment Chicken(Camp.) 5 ℃ 0.467  0.0254 

No treatment Pig(DNA) 5 ℃ -0.135  0.8316 

No treatment Pig(Salm.) 5 ℃ 0.3314  0.06112 

No treatment Human(DNA) −20 ℃ 0.1185  0.1929 

No treatment Human(Salm.) −20 ℃ -0.003396  0.3568 

No treatment Human(Camp.) −20 ℃ -0.0558  0.4722 

No treatment Chicken(DNA) −20 ℃ 0.4165  0.03591 

No treatment Chicken(Camp.) −20 ℃ 0.5147  0.01782 

No treatment Pig(DNA) −20 ℃ 0.7346  0.001943 

No treatment Pig(Salm.) −20 ℃ 0.455  0.02765 

EDTA Human(DNA) RT -0.1427  0.9773 

EDTA Human(Salm.) RT  0.4632  0.03785 

EDTA Human(Camp.) RT -0.1217  0.7273 

EDTA Chicken(DNA) RT 0.2743  0.08488 

EDTA Chicken(Camp.) RT 0.1916  0.1326 

EDTA Pig(DNA) RT 0.3171  0.06647 

EDTA Pig(Salm.) RT -0.02663  0.4029 

EDTA Human(DNA) −20 ℃ 0.1247  0.187 

EDTA Human(Salm.) −20 ℃ -0.00272  0.3602 

EDTA Human(Camp.) −20 ℃ 0.1631  0.1751 

EDTA Chicken(DNA) −20 ℃ 0.2955  0.07532 

EDTA Chicken(Camp.) −20 ℃ 0.1569  0.1587 

EDTA Pig(DNA) −20 ℃ 0.4066  0.03833 

EDTA Pig(Salm.) −20 ℃ 0.5671  0.01163 
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