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Figure 2. Bioaerosol detection in specific air sampler fractions over the three-week testing 
period on the ‘surge’ ward. 

A) CT values for SARS-CoV-2 qPCR on air sample fractions collected daily from the ward. 
Colours indicate the specific component of the sampler where SARS-CoV-2 was detected. 
Components collected aerosols dependent on size fractions; large >4 µm, medium1-4 µm, small 
<1 µm. B) Daily detection of fungal, bacterial and viral bioaerosols detected by high-throughput 
qPCR collected during weeks one (filter off) and two (filter on). The differences in CT values 
between the regular qPCR (A) and high-throughput qPCR (B) are a function of the microfluidics 
technology, and do not reflect higher bioaerosol burdens. C) Stacked bar chart showing collated 
total number of bioaerosol detections during weeks one (filter off) and two (filter on).  *p=0.05 
by Mann-Whitney U test.
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Figure 3. Bioaerosol detection in specific air sampler fractions over the three-week testing 
period on the ‘surge’ ICU.  

A) CT value for the single qPCR SARS-CoV-2 detection on day 9 (week 2) in the medium 
(1-4 µm particle size) fraction. B) Daily detection of fungal, bacterial and viral bioaerosol 
detected by high-throughput qPCR collected during weeks one (filter off) and two (filter 
on). The differences in CT values between the regular qPCR (A) and high-throughput qPCR 
(B) are a function of the microfluidics technology, and do not reflect higher bioaerosol 
burdens. C) Stacked bar chart showing collated total number of bioaerosol detections 
during weeks one (filter off) and two (filter on).  *p=0.05 by Mann-Whitney U test.
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