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Fig. S1. Standard curve for (a) N1 and (b) N2 assay using workflow 1.

Table S1. Primers and probe sequences utilized in this WBE study.

Assay Primer/Probe  Sequences Reference
CDC N1 Forward GACCCCAAAATCAGCGAAAT Icbc
(2020)
Reverse TCTGGTTACTGCCAGTTGAATCTG
Probe FAM-
ACCCCGCATTACGTTTGGTGGACC-
BHQ1
CDC N2 Forward TTACAAACATTGGCCGCAAA Icbc
(2020)
Reverse GCGCGACATTCCGAAGAA
Probe FAM-ACAATTTGCCCCCAGCGCTTCAG-
BHQ1
BCoV Forward CTGGAAGTTGGTGGAGTT ?Decaro et
al., 2008
Reverse ATTATCGGCCTAACATACATC
Probe FAM-
CCTTCATATCTATACACATCAAGTTGTT-
BHQ1




HepG  Forward CGG CCA AAA GGT GGT GGA TG
Reverse CGA CGA GCC TGA CGT CGG G
Probe HEX-AGG TCC CTC TGG CGC TTG TGG
CGA G-BHQ1

3Schlueter
et al., 1996

Table S2. Average recovery efficiency of BCoV and HepG for workflow 1

Workflow 1

Plant BCoV recovery (%) Hep G recovery (%)

A 21.5%15 41.31+18.1
B 22423 43.4+21
C 20.2+24 38+22.7
D 30.9+29 44+17.4

Table S3. Average recovery efficiency of BCoV and HepG for workflow 2

Workflow 2

Plant BCoV recovery (%) Hep G recovery (%)

A 24.76+20 26.22+15.5
B 22.3+17 17.3+£115
C 23.3+18 24+13.6

D 26+25 29.8+19.6




Table S4. Inhibition control data for N1 gene for workflow 1 (RT-qPCR)

Date Plant Undiluted Diluted (1:5)
Cq Cq
Rep#1 Rep#2 Rep#3 Avg.Cq Rep#l Rep#2 Rep#3 Avg.
Cq
11/23/2020 A 33.67 3189 3234 32.63 3554 ND 36.29 359
B 3424 3337 3392 33.77 ND ND ND NA
C 34.7 3296 3494 3420 ND ND ND NA
11/25/2020 A 33.24 3327 3333 33.28 ND ND ND NA
B 36.07 3331 3392 3443 ND ND ND NA
C 3200 3254 3201 3218 36.85 ND ND NA
D ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
11/30/2020 A 32.9 3292 3219 3267 36.00 ND ND NA
B 31.87 33.3 33.07 32.74 ND ND 35.44 3544
C 3233 321 3224 3222 36.24 ND ND 36.24
Date Plant Undiluted Diluted (1:3)
Cq Cq
Rep#1 Rep#2 Rep#3 Avg.Cq Rep#l Rep#2 Rep#3 Avg.
Cq
7/1/2020 A 3393 3292 - 33.42 33.87 3555 35.87 3510
B ND ND - NA ND ND ND NA
C 3417 3516 - 34.66 3441 3647 ND 35.44
D 3461 3252 - 33.57 3319 ND 34.74  33.97
71812020 B 3781 3545 - 36.63 37.80 ND ND 37.63
C 36.22 3436 - 35.29 ND 3597 ND 35.97



D ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
7/22/2020 A 33.07 32.10 32.59 ND 33.01 34.02 34.81
B 36.83 36.12 36.47 ND ND ND NA
C 37.21 3247 34.84 ND 3528 ND 35.28
D 37.05 34.71 35.88 ND ND ND NA
7/29/2020 A ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
B 33.73 ND NA ND ND ND NA
C 35.12 33.69 34.41 3596 ND ND 35.96
D ND ND NA 3536 3529 3394 3486

Table S5. Inhibition control data for N2 gene for workflow 2 (ddPCR)

Date Plant Undiluted Diluted (1:3)
Cq Cq

Rep#l Rep#2 Rep#3 Avg. Cq Rep#1l Rep#2 Rep#3 Avg.
Cq
7/1/2020 A 35.23 3422 3743 35.63 3529 3476 ND 35.03
B ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
C ND 3715 36.06 36 3461 ND 3733 35.97
D ND 4117 39.34 40.25 3553 ND 3385 34.69
7/8/2020 B ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
C ND ND 35.39 35.39 ND ND ND NA
D ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
7/22/2020 A 3360 3379 3433 3591 ND 3594 ND 35.94
ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
C 3397 3693 3429 35.06 ND 3594 ND 35.94



D ND ND ND NA ND 36.74 ND 36.74
7/29/2020 A 36.75 ND ND 36.75 ND ND ND NA
ND ND ND NA ND ND 39.80 39.80
C 36.46 3416 36.52 35.71 ND ND 36.43 36.43
D ND ND ND NA 3793 ND ND NA
Date Plant Undiluted Diluted (1:2)
Cq Avg. Cq Cq Avg.
Cq
7/15/2020 A ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
C ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
8/19/2020 C ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
D ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
8/26/2020 A ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
B ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
C ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
9/23/2020 A ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
B ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
C ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
D ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
9/30/2020 C ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
10/7/2020 A ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
B ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
C ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
D ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA



11/23/202 ND ND ND NA 33.22 33.65 ND 33.44
° ND ND ND NA 35.55 34.52 34.04 34.70
ND ND ND NA 33.51 3341 ND 33.46
11/25/202 ND ND ND NA 34.26 33.78 33.9 33.98
° ND ND ND NA ND 35.16 35.67 3542
ND ND ND NA 33.69 34.13 33.38 33.73
ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
11/30/202 ND ND ND NA ND 33.66 335 33.58
° ND ND ND NA 33.78 33.74 ND 33.76
ND ND ND NA ND 33.16 33.97 3357
12/2/2020 ND ND ND NA 31.37 3121 3203 3154
ND ND ND NA 32.93 3351 33.01 33.15
ND ND ND NA 33.64 331 ND 33.37
ND ND ND NA ND ND ND NA
12/7/2020 ND ND ND NA 32.69 33.15 3296 32.93
ND ND ND NA 34.18 33.82 ND 34
ND ND ND NA ND 33.18 35.03 3412

- Not detected; NA- Not applicable



Table S6. Inhibiton control data for workflow 2 (ddPCR)

Inhibition efficiency (%0)

Date Plant A PlantB PlantC Plant D

6/24/2020 101 101 100 -

7/1/2020 101 101 104 99
7/8/2020 96 104 98 101
7/15/2020 102 98 100 97
712212020 99 98 103 99
7/29/2020 98 99 97 98
8/5/2020 94 98 NT 98
8/12/2020 100 98 100 97
8/19/2020 101 98 97 102
8/26/2020 97 100 99 97
9/2/2020 97 96 99 94
9/9/2020 95 92 - 98
9/15/2020 - 98 89 -

9/30/2020 98 97 94 91
10/7/2020 96 90 94 95

10/14/2020 98 95 94 97




10/28/2020 96 95 101 93
11/2/2020 98 105 100 -
11/4/2020 96 93 - -

11/11/2020 93 94 101 96

11/16/2020 93 100 94 -

11/18/2020 95 93 97 -

11/23/2020 97 97 96 -

11/25/2020 94 93 94 96

11/30/2020 96 101 97 -
12/7/2020 101 96 94 -
12/9/2020 90 95 95 91

12/14/2020 - 95 91 -




Table S7a. Detailed reagents and methods utilized in workflow 2

Kingfisher Magnetic bead extraction

Quantity Description Vendor Catalog Number
1 Tip comb Fisher Sci. 22-387-029

7 96 well, DWP Fisher Sci. 22-387-031

800 pL Wash Buffer 1 Biomerieux 280130

1000 pL Wash Buffer 2 Biomerieux 280131

500 pL Wash Buffer 3 Biomerieux 280132

50 pL Magnetic silica Biomerieux 280134

100 pL Buffer AE Life Technologies 19077

Extraction protocol for workflow 2

Lysate Plate

e Dispense up to 950 pL of supernatant of lysed sample into a 96 Deep Well plate
containing 50 mL of magnetic beads.

e Incubate 96 well Deep Well plate containing sample and Magnetic Beads for 10
minutes at room temperature.

e While incubating, set up other plates.
Wash 1 Plate

e Dispense 400 pL of Wash Buffer 1 into each well
Wash 2 Plate

e Dispense 400 pL of Wash Buffer 1 into each well

Wash 3 Plate
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e Dispense 500 uL of Wash Buffer 2 into each well
Wash 4 Plate

e Dispense 500 uL of Wash Buffer 2 into each well
Wash 5 Plate

e Dispense 500 uL of Wash Buffer 3 into each well
Eluate Plate

e Dispense 100 uL of AE Elution Buffer into each well
Tip Comb Plate

e Place 96 DW tip comb into plate

After 10-minutes of incubation, plates were added to the Kingfisher Instrument as the program

directed.

Table S7b. Sample preparation for Reverse Transcription

Quantity Description Vendor Catalog Number

50 pL Superscript VILO IV MM  Fisher Sci. 11756050

1 Foil seal BioRad 1814040

1 96 well PCR plate BioRad 12001925
luL Mouse Lung RNA BioChain  R1334152-50
RT MasterMIX ML

Volume per rxn 70

Superscript IV VILO 5X 14

RNA template 35

Mouse Lung RNA 1

Water 20
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