Comparison with the market leaders product
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Fig.1: Comparison of FastGene® IC Green (black & red) with the market leading competitors
KB (green) and T (blue). The differences of the CT-values were under 1 cycle.
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Fig. 2: Comparison of FastGene® IC Green (blue) with the market leading competitors KB
(yellow). The differences of the CT-values were under 1 cycle. Data was kindly provided by

an independent researcher.



