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Fig. S1 3D graphs of the two studied factors vs. the I1 index calculated from PCRBIO/DIG-ELISA responses. (a1) Blocking agent concentration and amplified DNA, maintaining washing phase III and kind of blocking agent fixed at 5 and BSA, respectively; (a2) blocking agent concentration and washing phase III, maintaining amplified DNA and kind of blocking agent fixed at 2 % v/v and BSA, respectively; (a3) washing phase III and amplified DNA, maintaining blocking agent concentration and kind of blocking agent fixed at 1 % w/v and BSA, respectively
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Fig. S2 3D graphs of the two studied factors vs. the I2 index calculated from PCRBIO/DIG-ELISA responses.  (b1) Blocking agent concentration and amplified DNA, maintaining washing phase III and kind of blocking agent fixed at 8 and BSA, respectively; (b2) blocking agent concentration and washing phase III, maintaining amplified DNA and kind of blocking agent fixed at 5 % v/v and BSA, respectively; (b3) washing phase III and amplified DNA, maintaining blocking agent concentration and kind of blocking agent fixed at 3 % w/v and BSA, respectively
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