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Supplemental Table 1. Impact of Campylobacter species on the Pielou’s Evenness and
Shannon’s Entropy of Campylobacter inoculated poultry rinsates using Kruskal Wallis.	
Pielou’s Evenness	Shannon’s Entropy
	Group 1
	Group 2
	H1
	P-value
	Q-value
	H
	P-value
	Q-value

	coli (n=34)
	jejuni (n=19)
	14.74
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	14.52
	< 0.001
	< 0.001

	coli (n=34)
	lari (n=35)
	0.560
	0.454
	0.454
	1.102
	0.294
	0.294

	jejuni (n=19)
	lari (n=35)
	19.77
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	15.81
	< 0.001
	< 0.001


1 H index test statistic for Kruskal-Wallis
2 P-Value main effect differences
3Q-Value main effect differences with false discovery rate
4Bolded values are those with significant P and Q values

Supplemental Table 2. Impact of media type, Campy-Cefex, mCCDA, and TSA, used to detect Campylobacter from inoculated poultry rinsates on the Pielou’s Evenness and Shannon’s Entropy using Kruskal Wallis.

Pielou’s Evenness	Shannon’s Entropy
	Group 1	Group 2	H1	P-value2	Q-value3	H1	P-value2
	Q-value3

	Cefex (n=34)
	TSA (n=19)
	22.37
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	17.13
	< 0.001
	< 0.001

	Cefex (n=34)
	mCCDA
	0.006
	0932
	0.932
	0.007
	0936
	0.936

	TSA (n=19)
	mCCDA
	18.44
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	16.02
	< 0.001
	< 0.001


1H index test statistic for Kruskal-Wallis
2 P-Value main effect differences
3Q-Value main effect differences with false discovery rate Bolded values are those with significant P and Q values

Supplemental Table 3. Pairwise differences of Bray Curtis and Weighted Unifrac between species using ANOSIM.

Bray Curtis	Weighted Unifrac
	Group 1	Group 2	R1	P-value2
	Q-value3	R1	P-value2	Q-value3

	coli (n=34)
	jejuni (n=19)
	0.390
	0.001
	0.001
	0.276
	0.002
	0.002

	coli (n=34)
	lari (n=35)
	0.742
	0.001
	0.001
	0.121
	0.001
	0.002

	jejuni (n=19)
	lari (n=35)
	0.698
	0.001
	0.0015
	0.220
	0.001
	0.002


1R index test statistic for dissimilarity between groups
2P-Value main effect differences
3Q-Value main effect differences with false discovery rate Bolded values are those with significant P and Q values

Supplemental Table 4. Pairwise differences of Bray Curtis and Weighted Unifrac between media types using ANOSIM.	
Bray Curtis	Weighted Unifrac
	Group 1	Group 2	R1	P-value2
	Q-value3	R1	P-value2	Q-value3

	Cefex (n=34)
	TSA (n=19)
	0.233
	0.001
	0.002
	0.418
	0.001
	0.002

	Cefex (n=34)
	mCCDA
	-0.015
	0.715
	0.715
	-0.008
	0.642
	0.642

	TSA (n=19)
	mCCDA
	0.226
	0.001
	0.002
	0.362
	0.001
	0.002


1R index test statistic for dissimilarity between groups
2P-Value main effect differences
3Q-Value main effect differences with false discovery rate Bolded values are those with significant P and Q values
