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NanoDrop	  Assay	  versus	  qPCR	  for	  DNA	  quantitation	  from	  buccal	  swab	  samples	  
	  

	  

Table	   1:	   NanoDrop	   versus	   qPCR	   DNA	   quantification.	   	   Each	   swab	   sample	  
underwent	   the	   ZyGEM	  DNA	  extraction	  microdevice	  protocol	   and	   then	  was	  
quantitated	  by	  either	  NanoDrop	  fluorospectrometer	  (n=3)	  or	  qPCR	  (n=2).	  	  	  


