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Spread on selective CONCLUSIONS
plates; confirmed suspect SureTect PCR protocol

colonies The SureTect method exceedingly outperformed BAX in carcass rinses. Additionally, the SureTect method has a higher

sensitivity than the BAX method.

SureTect Campylobacter sample enrichment does not require blood addition or use of gas jars so provides a simpler,
more user-friendly and more cost-effective solution. The time to result is 24-48 hours.

Figure 1. Chicken neck skin in rolled-down bag. Figure 2. Candidate method workflow. M
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