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We found that there was a significant difference between samples stored 1in Puritan UniTranz-RT and those stored 1n cell culture media. On average, the samples stored in
Puritan UniTranz-RT yielded a lower CT value at each dilution. At lower concentrations, a CT value was able to be detected for viruses stored in Puritan UniTranz-RT
more often than those stored 1n cell culture media. These results indicate that Puritan UniTranz-RT supports the virus in a way that allows 1t to be detected at lower
concentrations over a longer period of time. Based on the results of this pilot study, Puritan UniTranz-RT 1s beneficial for the storage and detection of Influenza A Virus by
qRT-PCR. Puritan UniTranz-RT appears to support the virus for up to 192 hours for detection by qRT-PCR. This study can be further built upon by the inclusion of
additional respiratory viruses, more interval time points, and increasing the sample size of the virus.
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