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PATH-SAFE: 
Rapid in-field diagnostic technologies for foodborne pathogens
Annex 3: Feedback Questionnaire

End user 1
Technology specific feedback questions:
1. What did you think of the portable real-time PCR technology?
(The current cost of instrument is £12,000 and the per sample cost is around £30.)
The cost of £12000 might prevent individual farmers but may suit larger vegetable growers co-operatives or agronomists. The sample cost is acceptable and the method fairly practical for farm office use and very convenient for a short notice change of irrigation water source. 

2. Apart from the current scenario where could the technology be used/provide benefits? 
I am not sure if its applicable but could provide an affordable level of laboratory technology for veterinary practices

3. Would any infrastructure changes be needed to deploy the technology?
No , maybe just a flow chart of operation to remind staff after a period of non-use
General feedback questions:
4. What barriers might prevent the adoption of a new diagnostic technology?
The key to ultimate success would be to make it a certifiable test that could be used in the definitive sense.

5. What are the key factors when considering adopting a technology? (rank)
Fixed costs, accuracy, ease of use, longevity of instrument, technical support.

6. In the future, if legislative requirements permit the test to be used as an alternative to lab tests, would you benefit from investing in the technology and conducting the test yourself? 
At £30 per test it would be worth onsite testing for the speed of results however the cost of the instrument would prevent my purchase. But I would welcome access to the technology through a third party such as an agronomist.

7. Additional comments/suggestions: 
Thanks to you all for your expert guidance and allowing me to take part in a very worthwhile project

End user 2
Technology specific feedback questions:
1. What did you think of the portable real-time PCR technology?
It is reasonably easy to use if you follow the procedure. However, I am not sure that it is practical enough to use in the field although it would be quicker than sending sample away.

2. Apart from the current scenario where could the technology be used/provide benefits? 
There are numerous other pathogens that would be useful. Blight, downy mildew & blackleg to name a few. It would depend on speed. There are current FTA cards that confirm presents or absence of blight which are quick. However, with a little more time this new diagnostic may give more detail albeit slightly longer although faster than sending samples away

3. Would any infrastructure changes be needed to deploy the technology?
With all new diagnostics and technologies, there would need to be an element training and perhaps the initial training could be included in the cost.


General feedback questions:
4. What barriers might prevent the adoption of a new diagnostic technology?
It would depend on the accuracy as to whether the information could be relied on if challenged. However, cost is important, and you would need to be multiple samples per month and or over a year.

5. What are the key factors when considering adopting a technology? (rank)
Currently with most diagnostic samples, they require collection, storing correctly, despatched during appropriate working hours and results are generally slow to be returned unless you pay a premium. Speed of this technique is quicker. 1. Cost.2. accuracy (this project did not detect low enough). 3. Time. 4. Practicalities 5. Speed of results against the norm.

6. In the future, if legislative requirements permit the test to be used as an alternative to lab tests, would you benefit from investing in the technology and conducting the test yourself? Yes, if there was enough throughput. I think the equipment would need to be more versatile to cover other diseases, in order that you could achieve enough samples.

7. Additional comments/suggestions: 
It is a good starting point, but for the initial disease, the detection level was not low enough. A more versatile set of tests would be preferable as long as you had sufficient samples to test. How long would the equipment last and how often would it need calibrating? What would be the calibration cost & frequency?
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