
Table 1ր Overview of the test methods. 

Figure 3ր Distribution of detected pathogen species. No difference in detection of Staphylococcus 
aureus, non-aureus Staphylococcus, Streptococcus spp. and coliform bacteria was found, but test C had 
a lower detection rate for Enterococcus spp. The emma qPCR system was the only diagnostic method that 
was technically able to detect Mycoplasma spp. 

Figure 2a: Pathogen detection rates of the different methods. The pathogen detection rates with the 
emma qPCR, classical microbiology and test C were higher than with test A and B.
2b: Gram status of the detected pathogens. No difference in proportion of gram negative pathogens was 
found, except for test A, which was unable to differentiate negative and gram negative test results. The 
emma qPCR system, microbiology and test C detected more gram positive pathogens than test A and B.
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Figure 1ր Diagnostic setup of the emma qPCR system. The displayed working procedure requires 
approximately 15 minutes hands on time for a run with 8 milk samples. After 55 minutes, pathogen 
identification is automatically performed via a web-based evaluation.  
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