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Abstract: Throughout the course of the ongoing SARS-CoV-2 pandemic there has been a need for 37 
approaches that enable rapid monitoring of public health using an unbiased and minimally invasive 38 
means. A major way this has been accomplished is through the regular assessment of wastewater 39 
samples by qRT-PCR to detect the prevalence of viral nucleic acid with respect to time and location. 40 
Further expansion of SARS-CoV-2 wastewater monitoring efforts to include the detection of vari- 41 
ants of interest / concern through next-generation sequencing have enhanced the understanding of 42 
the SARS-CoV-2 outbreak. In this report we detail the results of a collaborative effort between public 43 
health and metropolitan wastewater management authorities and the University of Louisville to 44 
monitor the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic through the monitoring of aggregate wastewater samples over 45 
a period of 28 weeks. Our data indicates that wastewater monitoring of water quality treatment 46 
centers and smaller neighborhood-scale catchment areas is a viable means by which the prevalence 47 
and genetic variation of SARS-CoV-2 within a metropolitan community of approximately one mil- 48 
lion individuals may be monitored. Importantly, these efforts confirm that regional emergence and 49 
spread of variants of interest / concern may be detected as readily in aggregate wastewater samples 50 
as compared to the individual wastewater sheds.  51 
 52 
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 55 

1. Introduction 56 
     The clinical prevalence of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS- 57 
CoV-2) in the early stages of the pandemic led to the application of wastewater surveil- 58 
lance over a range of scales- from pooled sources covering large swaths of a community 59 
encompassing hundreds of thousands of individuals, to relatively isolated samples con- 60 
sisting of dozens to hundreds of individuals living in congregate settings [1-6]. These ef- 61 
forts were initially designed to monitor the trends of “true” incidence of SARS-CoV-2 in- 62 
fection within the targeted communities, as wastewater sampling represents a non-inva- 63 
sive means of quantitatively assessing the presence of SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acid derived 64 
from individuals participating and non-participating in clinical testing efforts [1,7-12]. 65 
Thus, the sampling of wastewater represents a means by which SARS-CoV-2 public health 66 
may be assessed on a large scale to determine the disease / infection burden [2,8,9,13-17].  67 
     The genetic diversity of SARS-CoV-2 has largely been determined via the sequencing 68 
of clinical samples obtained from infected individuals; however, changes in the viral ge- 69 
nome have been shown to be detectable in wastewater samples [18-23]. Indeed, the pres- 70 
ence of specific SARS-CoV-2 variants is often detectable in the wastewater of a community 71 
prior to detection in clinical samples [2,5,9,13,21,23,24]. As such, the genomic surveillance 72 
of SARS-CoV-2 through wastewater sampling represents a cost-effective and unbiased 73 
means by which the community prevalence and genetic diversity of SARS-CoV-2 infec- 74 
tions may be assessed.  75 
     In this report we describe efforts undertaken by a partnership between the Center 76 
for Predictive Medicine and Emerging Infectious Diseases at the University of Louisville, 77 
the Kentucky IDeA Networks of Biomedical Research Excellence (KY INBRE), Christina 78 
Lee Brown Envirome Institute, the Louisville Metropolitan Sewer District, and the public 79 
health department of the city of Louisville, Kentucky to monitor SARS-CoV-2 via the as- 80 
sessment of aggregated wastewater samples. Specifically, our efforts have confirmed the 81 
utility and importance of aggregated wastewater surveillance as a means by which to 82 
monitor infection rates in a city-wide setting, and we further demonstrate that the emer- 83 
gence of SARS-CoV-2 variants can be readily detected with respect to time and location. 84 
In addition to validating the power of wastewater analyses, we also report the detection 85 
of several polymorphisms with the likelihood to impact SARS-CoV-2 transmission.   86 

2. Results 87 
2.1. Detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in Aggregate Wastewater Samples Correlates with 88 
Community Prevalence 89 
     As shown in Figure 1, the weekly incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection in Louisville KY 90 
steadily increased over an approximately 3-month period, corresponding to the date 91 
range of October 2020 to January 2021, with peak incidence occurring during the first 92 
week of January 2021. During this time the analysis of aggregated wastewater samples 93 
obtained from the five Water Quality Treatment Centers (WQTCs) that service the 94 
Louisville metropolitan area demonstrated the clear presence of SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acid 95 
as detected by qRT-PCR. As expected, increased detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNAs 96 
correlated with the observed increases in community prevalence as reflected by the 97 
available public health data. Nonetheless, the increases among the two measurements 98 
were temporally asynchronous, in that levels of viral RNA in the aggregated wastewater 99 
increased approximately one week earlier than the reported increases in incidence as 100 
determined via clinical testing. After reaching peak incidence in early January 2021, the 101 
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weekly incidence of confirmed SARS-CoV-2 steadily decreased to levels below those 102 
observed in October 2020. Notably, despite the significant decrease in clinically confirmed 103 
SARS-CoV-2 cases over the next 3 months in the Louisville metropolitan area, the 104 
detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in aggregate wastewater samples remained at levels 105 
similar to those observed during the peak incidence period. This discrepancy remained 106 
until Week 24, whereafter the levels of SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acid detected via qRT-PCR 107 
began to steadily decrease back to levels consistent with those observed before the January 108 
2021 peak.  109 

Figure 1. The Quantitative Detection of SARS-CoV-2 in the Aggregated Wastewater of 110 
Water Quality Treatement Plants, Louisville, Kentucky. On the left Y-axis (Blue) are the 111 
averaged ΔCt values obtained from the 5 water quality treatment centers (WQTCs) that service 112 
the Louisville metropolitan area. The ΔCt values represent the levels of SARS-CoV-2 N1 amplicon 113 
normalized to the PPMOV control amplicon. Note that the left Y-axis is plotted in an inverse 114 
manner. Individual data points represent the means of three technical replicates per WQTC per 115 
timepoint, with the error bars representing the standard deviation of the means. Plotted on the right 116 
Y-axis (Red) are the numbers of confirmed SARS-CoV-2 cases reported to the city of Louisville 117 
public health authorities (as per publically available health data) on a per week basis. The X-axis 118 
represents the particular week to which the data belongs, with week 1 pertaining to the first week 119 
of October 2020, and week 28 being the last week of April 2021. The week pertaining to that of the 120 
3rd and 4th weeks of December are omitted from the above data set, as the underlying public health 121 
and wasewater data sets were incomplete for that period of time. The relevant public health data 122 
may be found in the supplemental data files accompanying this manuscript.  123 
     The discrepancy between the SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acid detection and clinical 124 
incidence data sets could be due to a multitude of factors. Perhaps the most obvious 125 
potential reason for the loss of correlation between the public health data and the 126 
aggregate wastewater sample data during this period is the undercounting of infected 127 
individuals or the possibility of viral shedding that contunues for weeks after 128 
symptomatic infection [25]. However, it also remained possible that aggregate wastewater 129 
sources exhibit reduced exchange rates relative to smaller wastewater tributaries leading 130 
to the “stagnation” of viral RNA levels. If the observations reported above for the 131 
aggregate wastewater sources were due to slower rates of exchange, then smaller 132 
wastewater sources with higher relative rates of exchange would be expected to exhibit 133 
contrary behaviors to the larger aggregate sites. Thus, to determine whether flow rate was 134 
impacting the aggregate wastewater observations we utilized qRT-PCR to assay smaller 135 



 4 of 15 
 

 

wastewater tributaries that fed into the two major WQTCs of Louisville, Morris Forman 136 
WQTC and Derek R. Guthrie WQTC. As exhibited by the data presented in Fig. 2, the 137 
trends exhibited by these smaller wastewater tributaries closely match the observations 138 
obtained for the larger aggregate WQTCs into which they feed. Similar observations were 139 
made across other wastewater tributaries in the Louisville metropolitan area. 140 
Additionally, the observations for the smaller wastewater sheds are more or less 141 
consistent with the averaged measurements for the entire city of Louisville, as reported in 142 
Fig. 1.  143 

Figure 2. The Quantitative Detection of SARS-CoV-2 in Wastewater Tributaries of the 144 
Morris Forman and Derek R. Guthrie WQTCs. On the left Y-axes (Blue) are the average ΔCt 145 
values obtained from wastewater tributaries associated with the Shawnee Park B wastewatershed 146 
(A), and the aggregate wastewater treatment center to which it feeds- Morris Forman WQTC (B). 147 
Panels (C) and (D) are similar, but the areas represented are the Ashby Lane and Mill Creek 148 
tributary and the Derek R. Guthrie WQTC. The ΔCt values represent the levels of SARS-CoV-2 149 
N1 amplicon normalized to the PPMOV control amplicon. Note that the left Y-axis is plotted in 150 
an inverse manner. Individual data points represent the means of three technical replicates per 151 
WQTC per timepoint, with the error bars representing the standard deviation of the means. Plotted 152 
on the right Y-axis (Red) are the numbers of confirmed SARS-CoV-2 cases reported to the city of 153 
Louisville public health authorities on a per week basis. The X-axis represents the particular week 154 
to which the data belongs, with week 1 pertaining to the first week of October 2020, and week 28 155 
being the last week of April 2021. The week pertaining to that of the 3rd and 4th weeks of December 156 
are omitted from the above data set, as the underlying data sets were incomplete for that period of 157 
time. 158 
     Together these observations confirm that the analysis of aggregated wastewater 159 
samples obtained from treatment plants are capable of indicating the presence of SARS- 160 
CoV-2 nucleic acid. In addition, our analyses of wastewater tributaries and their 161 
corresponding individual treatment centers indicate that the detection of SARS-CoV-2 162 
RNA is more or less equitable across local, regional, and metropolitan-wide wastewater 163 
sources. While SARS-CoV-2 RNA levels correlated with increasing community 164 
prevalence they did not immediately correlate with a reported decrease community 165 
incidence, and the likely underlying causes of which are discussed in greater depth later. 166 
 167 
2.2. Aggregate Wastewater Sources Can Provide a Rapid Means to Detect the Prevalence of 168 
Variants of Interest / Concern 169 
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     While the detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA levels in aggregate wastewater is useful in 170 
determining the presence and prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 within a community, it is also 171 
potentially a valuable resource by which the genetic diversity of SARS-CoV-2 in a 172 
community may be monitored [18,19,21-24]. To this end, the samples obtained from 173 
aggregated wastewater sources during an 8-week period corresponding to the 1st week 174 
of March to the final week of April 2021 were subjected to next-generation sequencing to 175 
determine the sequence diversity of the circulating SARS-CoV-2 populations. As exhibited 176 
in Fig. 3, the depth of coverage across the SARS-CoV-2 genome obtained from the 177 
aggregate wastewater samples was more than sufficient to enable the detection of 178 
sequence polymorphisms. Moreover, the genome coverage and depth of sequencing 179 
correlated with the prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 within the sample (as per comparisons of 180 
Figs. 1-3). Unsurpisingly, the depth of coverage for obtained from the sequecing efforts 181 
was dependent on the concentration of the sample, as detected by qRT-PCR (Fig. 3A). 182 

 183 
Figure 3. Quantitative Analysis of Per-Base Genome Coverage and Percent Genome 184 
Covered for the Aggregate Wastewater Sites. A) Shown above is a circle plot depicting the 185 
depth of coverage per nucleotide (circle size) and the color of the datapoint corresponds to the Ct 186 
value of the associated sample, as detected by qRT-PCR. B) Similar to that presented in A, but the 187 
circle size represents the depth of coverage, and the color of the circle represents the percentage of 188 
the genome covered by at least ten reads (circle color). The individual aggregate wastewater sites 189 
are listed on the left vertical axis, and the sampling week listed on the bottom horizontal axis.  190 
     The detection of SARS-CoV-2 variants has been a subject of extensive research and 191 
public health interest due to their potential impact to global public health. Collectively 192 
these efforts have led to the identification of numerous strains with potential 193 
consequences to transmission, virulence, and vaccine escapism. At the time of the 194 
preparation of this manuscript (May 25th 2021) 4 specific variants have been identified by 195 
the CDC as variants of interest (VOIs)- the B.1.526 and B.1.526.1 variants first detected in 196 
New York USA, the B.1.525 variant first detected in the United Kingdom and Nigeria, and 197 
the P.2 variant first detected in Brazil; and 5 strains have been identified as variants of 198 
concern (VOCs)- the B.1.1.7 variant first reported in the United Kingdom, the P.1 variant 199 
first detected in Japan but of likely Brazilian origin, the B.1.351 variant first reported in 200 
South Africa, the B.1.427 and B.1.429 variants first reported in California USA. 201 
     Due to the complex nature of wastewater samples, the isolation and detection of long 202 
contiguous sequence reads has been prohibitive. Thus, efforts to identify the genetic 203 
composition of the SARS-CoV-2 circulating within populations have utilized the detection 204 
of polymorphism markers associated with the VOIs and VOCs. While this approach does 205 
not allow for the specific and certain identification of a particular VOI or VOC it allows 206 
for the determination of likelihood on a community scale that compliments traditonal 207 
clinical survellance strategies, especially when clinical surveillance has a limited scope.  208 
     To identify and establish an unbiased threshold of significance by which to gauge 209 
the presence or absence of a given genetic marker, the level of variation of laboratory 210 
cultured WA1/2020 was assessed in parallel to wastewater samples using next-generation 211 
sequencing. From these studies an average SNP noise rate of ~1% was detected, resulting 212 
in the setting of a conservative threshold for the detection of polymorphisms of >5%. 213 

A B 
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Hence, any sequence polymorphism that meets or exceeds the threshold of 5% is 214 
considered to be a genuine detection event. As shown in Figs. 4A and 4C, there are 89 215 
nonsynonymous amino acid polymorphisms associated with one or more of the 216 
previously identified VOI/Cs. The detection and correlation of these polymorphism 217 
markers enables a broad determination of the circulating SARS-CoV-2 strains; however, 218 
it should be noted that this approach loses resolution between strains with close 219 
relatedness, such as the B.1429 and B.1.427 VOCs. 220 

Figure 4. The Identification of Polymorphism Markers Informs About the Presence of 221 
Variants of Concern / Interest in the Community. Panels (A) and (C) detail the specific 222 
polymoprhisms associated with each of the currently identified VOCs and VOIs. Specific 223 
polymorphisms are found on the upper horizontal axis, and the SARS-CoV-2 gene to which they 224 
belong may be found on the lower horizonatal axis. Specific VOC/Is are listed on the left axis. 225 
Sequence analyses with respect to time for the aggregated wastewater samples obtained from each 226 
of the 5 water quality treatment centers (CC, Cedar Creek; DRG, Derek R. Guthrie; FF, Floyd’s 227 
Fork; HC, Hite Creek; and MF, Morris Forman) for each of the identified VOCs (panel B) and VOIs 228 
(panel D). Data shown represents the proportion of polymorphism markers which meet or exceed 229 
the 5% prevalence threshold that were identified for each listed variant.  230 
     Interestingly, the assessment of the aggregated wastewater collection sites via next- 231 
generation sequencing revealed that the genetic composition of the community associated 232 
SARS-CoV-2 varied significantly during the period of time investigated. Specifically, as 233 

A 

B 

C 

D 



 7 of 15 
 

 

depicted in Fig. 4B and 4D, the proportion of polymorphisms associated with a particular 234 
VOI or VOC that have met or exceeded the 5% threshold allowed for the determination 235 
of which strains were circulating with high likelihood in the community. 236 

A primary observation that may be made from the aggregated wastewater analyses 237 
is that the genetic composition of the community associated SARS-CoV-2 of the Louisville 238 
metropolitan area varies significantly over a period of several weeks, but is, for the most 239 
part, highly consistent across the major wastewater watershed regions within any given 240 
week period. Nonetheless, the emergence and expansion of SARS-CoV-2 strains can be 241 
detected in the aggregated wastewater sequencing data. This is evidenced by the high 242 
prevalence detection of B.1.429 / B.1.427 in the wastewater collected from the MFWQTC 243 
at week 4, and the emergence of the B.1.429 / B.1.427 VOCs in the wastewater collected 244 
from CCWQTC, DRGWQTC, and FFWQTC. It should be noted that the time period of 245 
movement in this instance strongly correlates with the incubation period of SARS-CoV-2.  246 
     In addition to detecting the geographic / spatial emergence of the B.1.429 / B.1.427 247 
VOCs, the introduction of new variants to the Louisville metropolitan area was also 248 
detected during this time by clinical sampling and aggregate wastewater analysis. In early 249 
March 2021 the P.1 variant was identified in a clinical sample taken from an individual in 250 
the Louisville metropolitan area on March 5th, 2021. As supported via all available public 251 
data, and to the best of our knowledge, this represents the first instance of the P.1 VOC in 252 
the state of Kentucky. Contact tracing indicated the likely site of exposure / infection was 253 
in Southern Indiana, where the presence of P.1 had recently been detected. During this 254 
period of time the markers associated with the P.1 VOC were not detected in the aggregate 255 
wastewater of the Louisville metropolitan area indicating likely limited dissemination at 256 
that time; however, several weeks later markers associated with the P.1 VOC were 257 
detected in the treatment center which services the infected individual’s domicile, 258 
MFWQTC. This observation was further confirmed through the analysis of the 259 
wastewater tributary associated with the individual’s domicile, namely Shawnee Park B. 260 
The local sewershed demonstrated a signal associated with the presence of P1 three weeks 261 
before detection in the agreggate WQTC and as with B.1.1.7 predicted the emergence of 262 
the variant within the community before it became a stable part of the viral strains present 263 
in the population. With the P1 variant, public health efforts including contact tracing were 264 
undertaken, but as evidenced by the increased detection of P.1 markers in the Shawnee 265 
Park B wastewater samples several weeks after the initial clinical detection of the P.1 VOC, 266 
the P.1 variant was not sufficiently contained (Fig. 5). Furthermore, as with the spatial 267 
emergence of the B.1.429 / B.1.427 strain, the P.1 strain was later found to have spread to 268 
other sites within the city as evidenced by the detection of the P.1 associated VOC markers 269 
in the CCWQTC. At this point in time continued spread of the P.1 variant beyond the 270 
regions currently identified is expected.  271 

Figure 5. Realtime Identification of the Emergence of the P.1 Variant in a Northwestern 272 
Louisville Community. Sequence analyses with respect to time for the wastewater tributary from 273 
the Shawnee Park neighborhood in Louisville, KY. Data shown represents the proportion of 274 
polymorphism markers which meet or exceed the 5% prevalence threshold that were identified for 275 
each listed variant. Week 21 corresponds to the week period / date of the initial detection of the P.1 276 
variant in a clinical sample.  277 
     The appearance and emergence of B.1.1.7 is also detected during this period, with 278 
the markers associated with this variant becoming prominent concurrent with the rise of 279 
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B.1.429 / B.1.427, and prior to the emergence of markers associated with the P.1 variant. 280 
Whether this variant becomes the dominant strain in the Louisville metropolitan area 281 
remains to be seen, but the markers associated with the B.1.1.7 VOC are more prevalent 282 
and persist to a higher degree than those for the P.1 VOC over the reported time period. 283 
     Altogether these observations confirm that wastewater sampling, even on an 284 
aggregated scale covering several hundred thousand persons, is capable of detecting the 285 
emergence of variants within a community in real time.   286 
 287 
2.3. The Analysis of Aggregate Wastewater Sources Can Provide Broad Genetic Information on a 288 
Community-Level 289 
     As demonstrated above, the analysis of aggregated wastewater allows for rapid 290 
broad detection of genetic markers associated with SARS-CoV-2 variants within a 291 
community. Further analysis of the sequencing data outside of the lens of known VOI/Cs 292 
revealed the presence of other polymorphisms with potential public health ramifications 293 
within the Louisville community. As a major focus of SARS-CoV-2 surveillance is 294 
potential vaccine escapism we elected to focus our efforts on identifying highly prevalent 295 
polymorphisms of the SARS-CoV-2 S protein [26]. As with our previous efforts to detect 296 
polymorphisms associated with VOI/Cs, in order to remain conservative in our analyses 297 
a prevalence threshold of 5% was established. As shown in Fig. 6, 96 polymorphisms 298 
exceeded the threshold of 5% prevalence, however relatively few specific polymorphisms 299 
reached saturation or persisted for several weeks.  300 

Figure 6. S Protein Polymorphisms Detected in Aggregate Wastewater Over an 8 Week 301 
Period. Above are heatmaps for each of the individual wastewater treatment facilities that service 302 
the Louisville metropolitan area. Time in weeks is listed on the horizontal axis. Individual 303 
polymorphisms that met or exceeded the threshold of 5% prevalence are listed on the left axis. 304 
Prevalence, as determined by the number of reads associated with a given polymorphism over total 305 
is indicated above in the figure. Silent mutations are not shown.  306 
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 307 
     The most notable dominant polymorphism is the D614G mutation, which was 308 
universally detected, as was expected as this mutant lineage is currently dominant 309 
globally. Additionally, several other polymorphisms not associated with known VOI/Cs 310 
exhibit prolonged detection and significant prevalence- these include a pair of 311 
polymorphisms associated with the C-terminal region of the S protein, C1254S and 312 
C1254*. Curiously, these mutations are located in the cytoplasmic tail of the S2 fragment 313 
of the S protein, and the functions and potential importance of a stop codon in this region 314 
are discussed later. In addition to the appearance of polymorphisms associated with the 315 
aforementioned VOI/Cs, there is one region of the SARS-CoV-2 S protein that exhibit 316 
prolonged detection with moderate levels of sequence prevalence. These include the 317 
polymorphisms spanning the SD1 domain of the S1 component of the SARS-CoV-2 S 318 
protein. As with the C1254 polymorphisms, the implications of these mutants are 319 
discussed below.  320 

3. Discussion 321 
3.1. Aggregate Wastewater Analyses Are Indicative of Prevalence / Genetic Variation on a 322 
Community-Level 323 
     In this study we report the quantitative detection of SARS-CoV-2 viral nucleic acid 324 
from aggregated wastewater samples in a metropolitan setting of approximately 1 million 325 
individuals. As reported in Fig. 1, the detection of SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acid in the aggre- 326 
gated wastewater of Louisville, KY closely mirrored the observed public health data for 327 
the corresponding location and time period. Interestingly, a significant lag was observed 328 
between the decrease in confirmed cases and the corresponding decrease in SARS-CoV-2 329 
in the aggregate wastewater. Several lines of evidence indicate that this lag is not due to a 330 
low rate of exchange in the aggregate setting, as smaller wastewater tributaries exhibited 331 
similar phenomena. Moreover, genetic analyses reveal that while the overall levels of 332 
SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acid did not appreciably change, the genetic diversity of the SARS- 333 
CoV-2 polymorphisms in the wastewater varied to a great extent. Collectively, these ob- 334 
servations support the conclusion that the public health data failed to account for all cur- 335 
rent cases during the period of weeks 14 to 26, and that SARS-CoV-2 prevalence likely 336 
remained highly similar to that reported during the peak of the infection. The precise rea- 337 
sons underlying the decrease in the number of confirmed cases detected during this pe- 338 
riod in time are unknown. One potential reason is a generalized scale back of testing ef- 339 
forts in the Louisville community, which resulted in decreased detection / reporting as 340 
asymptomatic individuals were unlikely to seek out testing if not readily available or clin- 341 
ically ill. It should be noted that this period of time corresponds to roughly when large 342 
scale vaccination efforts started in Louisville KY, but the speed and magnitude of the de- 343 
crease is in excess of the vaccination rate during this time. Regardless, altogether, these 344 
data reported here confirm the utility and versatility of assessing aggregated wastewater 345 
sources for the presence of SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acid.  346 
     In addition to readily being able to monitor the disease prevalence within a commu- 347 
nity, aggregate wastewater can be assessed using next-generation sequencing for the de- 348 
tection of polymorphisms [18,19,21-24]. As shown in Figs. 3-5 the assessment of viral nu- 349 
cleic acid extracted from aggregated wastewater samples is capable of indicating the pres- 350 
ence of variants of concern. When comparing aggregate sewersheds to samples of smaller 351 
wastewater tributaries there seems to be a lag in the aggregate setting related to resolution 352 
likely related to dilution of the virus, however; the virus is generally resolved within a 353 
couple weeks as it spreads within the community. Depending on the public health goals 354 
and the planned response the total number of samples needed to cover a community can 355 
vary, for an observational program the use of aggregated wastewater collected from re- 356 
gional treatment centers should be adequate, but for an early response program to miti- 357 
gate spread a sewershed level surveillance program may increase resolution and reaction 358 
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times. Importantly, as shown in Fig. 4, relative changes in strain prevalence can be readily 359 
detected, and the emergence of variants within a community can be monitored in real time 360 
using aggregated wastewater analyses. Obtaining this information can be informative to 361 
the public health response by aiding in general response preparations; however, as the 362 
precision with which aggregated wastewater can identify specific individuals infected 363 
with particular variants is, obviously, nil, the continued analyses of clinical specimens is 364 
warranted.  365 
 366 
3.2. Sequence Analysis of SARS-CoV-2 Genetic Diversity Reveals Potential Biological Insights 367 
     As discussed above, aggregate wastewater can be readily assessed using polymor- 368 
phism markers associated with VOI/Cs to determine the presence and relative prevalence 369 
of specific variants within a community. However, limiting the assessment of sequence 370 
diversity to the known VOI/Cs limits the potential of wastewater analyses by seeking to 371 
quantify specific markers ignores the primary utility of the next-generation sequencing 372 
approach. Wholistic examination of the sequences obtained from the sequencing of aggre- 373 
gate wastewater has the potential to reveal biological insight into the genetic changes driv- 374 
ing the continued emergence of SARS-CoV-2. For the purpose of this study, we have lim- 375 
ited the region of specific interest to the S protein of SARS-CoV-2. The data in Fig. 6 reveals 376 
two interesting phenomena worth further discussion. First, is the apparent significant se- 377 
quence variation in the SD2 domain of the S1 fragment. This region of S1 is associated 378 
with the flexibility with which the Receptor Binding Domain (RBD) can transition be- 379 
tween the “up” and “down” conformations, which has been previously associated with 380 
receptor binding and entry [27-29]. Curiously, none of the polymorphisms associated with 381 
the SD2 domain (which encompasses amino acids 589-677) achieve high prevalence, indi- 382 
cating that perhaps the cost benefit of these variations is not significantly capable of driv- 383 
ing selective pressure. It is worth noting that many of these polymorphisms are not cur- 384 
rently associated with any VOI/Cs and are relatively uncommon in the SARS-CoV-2 se- 385 
quence repositories and have not been previously reported in the state of Kentucky. The 386 
second is the C1254* mutation which introduces a premature stop codon resulting in the 387 
C-terminal truncation of the S protein by 19 amino acids. This particular mutation was 388 
amongst the more prevalent and consistently identified polymorphisms in the Louisville 389 
metropolitan area, with a prevalence rate of approximately 60% across several weeks. In- 390 
terestingly, the deletion of the C-terminal 19 amino acids has the potential to interfere with 391 
particle assembly, as the C-terminal domain includes a dibasic motif (KxHxx) involved in 392 
ER membrane retrieval via an interaction with COPI [30]. This region has been demon- 393 
strated to be important to particle assembly in the related betacoronavirus SARS-CoV-1. 394 
Thus, the apparent partial selection of a variant with potentially reduced particle produc- 395 
tion is interesting and may have ramifications on transmission and pathogenesis.  396 
     Any discussion of SARS-CoV-2 polymorphism analysis in a complex sample mixture 397 
would be remiss if the disclaimer that the sequence diversity observed in wastewater is 398 
driven by several factors. One such factor is clearly the number of individuals infected 399 
with a particular variant at any given time. Yet another equally important factor is the 400 
degree to which particular strains may be shed into wastewater. Thus, the use of 401 
wastewater, aggregate or not, to determine the genetic diversity of SARS-CoV-2 in a com- 402 
munity is likely not providing a complete understanding of the diversity and selective 403 
pressures within a community.  404 

4. Conclusions 405 

     To conclude, the analysis of aggregated wastewater has proven capable of quantita- 406 
tively assessing the level of SARS-CoV-2 virus within a community and is often capable 407 
of predicting public health trends. In addition to quantitative assessment of SARS-CoV-2 408 
incidence, wastewater surveillance enables the monitoring of genetic diversity at the com- 409 
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munity-level through the use of polymorphism marker analysis. Furthermore, as evi- 410 
denced by the data reported here, wastewater surveillance has the potential to identify 411 
genetic polymorphisms with potential biological implications without the need for exten- 412 
sive clinical surveillance.   413 

5. Materials and Methods 414 
5.1. Wastewater Sample Prep 415 

Wastewater samples were collected through a composite sampler with 24-hour com- 416 
posite raw wastewater samples collected into an aseptic 125ml polyethylene terephthalate 417 
bottles. Viral particles where precipitated using PEG-8000 (Millipore-Sigma, 89510). 418 
Throughout the process, samples were maintained on ice and processed within 12 hrs after 419 
collection. For each sample, 40ml of chilled wastewater was passed through a 70 µm cell 420 
strainer (VWR,  76327-100) and PEG-8000 and NaCl were added to a final concentration 421 
of 12.5 mM and 210 mM, respectively. Samples were refrigerated overnight and then cen- 422 
trifuged at 15,000 x g for 30 mins at 4°C. The pellet was resuspended with 1.1ml TRIzolTM 423 
(Thermo Scientific # 15596018) and transferred to a sterile microfuge tube. The TRIzolTM 424 
sample was then incubated for 5 mins at room temperature and then centrifuged at 12,000 425 
x g for 5 min at 4°C. The sample was then divided into two 500µl samples, one for isolation 426 
and one for archiving at -80°C. The sample for isolation had an additional 500µl of TRIzol 427 
added and 900µl of 100% Ethanol. Samples were vortexed and the RNA was isolated using 428 
a Direct-zol™ 96 MagBead RNA kit (Zymo Research, R2102) with RNA eluted in 100µl of 429 
DNAse/RNAse Free Water. RNA cleanup was done using the Zymo RNA Clean & Con- 430 
centratorTM-5 (Zymo #R1016) according to the manufacturer's instructions with RNA 431 
eluted in 60µl of DNAse/RNAse Free Water. Purified RNA was inspected for yield and 432 
quality using a NanoDrop 1000. The number of viral copies in each sample was determined 433 
using a probe-based RT-qPCR on a QuantStudio 3 (Applied Biosystems) real-time PCR 434 
system using Taq 1-Step Multiplex Master Mix (Thermo Fisher #A28527). The primer and 435 
probe sequences are shown in Supplement Table 1 with 5 primer/probe sets used for each 436 
sample and all samples ran in triplicate. 4µl of sample was used for each 20µl reaction. 437 
PCR cycling conditions were 25°C for 2 min, 50°C for 10 mins, 95°C for 2 min and 45 cycles 438 
of 95°C for 2 sec and 60°C for 30 sec. We generated a standard curve for each primer-probe 439 
set used and fit the Ct values to extrapolate copies per mL of wastewater. For this publica- 440 
tion we are only reporting on the N1 and PMMoV Ct values generated from this method- 441 
ology. The ΔCt between N1 and PMMoV was used to normalize the N1 concentrations for 442 
potential dilution and are graphed over the sampling period.  443 

  444 
5.2. cDNA Synthesis 445 

The Superscript® IV First-Strand Synthesis System (Thermo Fisher #18091050) was 446 
used to generate cDNA with random hexamer primers. The RT reaction was mixed ac- 447 
cording to manufacturer’s instructions with a final reaction volume of 20 µl and 5 µl of 448 
our template RNA added to the mixture. The reverse transcriptase incubation step was 449 
performed with sequential incubation at 23°C for 10 min, 50°C for 30 min, and 80°C for 10 450 
min, according to the manufacturer’s protocol with adjustment of the incubation times 451 
recommended by Swift Biosciences SNAP low input protocol. 452 

 453 
5.3. Library Preparation 454 

Libraries were prepared using the Swift Biosciences SNAP low input protocol for 455 
SARS-CoV-2 (Swift Bioscience, Ann Arbor, MI, Cat # COSG1V2-96, SN-5X296). 10 µl of 456 
cDNA was combined with 20µl of reaction mix and proceeded with multiplex PCR ac- 457 
cording to protocol. The PCR product was cleaned up using SPRIselect beads (Beckman 458 
Coulter, Brea, CA, Cat. No. B23318) at a 1.0X ratio. The purified sample/beads mix was 459 
resuspended in 17.4 µl of TE buffer provided in the post-PCR kit. Samples were indexed 460 
through PCR with the SNAP Unique Dual Indexing Primers (Swift Bioscience, Ann Arbor, 461 
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Cat. # SN91096-1-PLATE). The indexing PCR product was further cleaned up and eluted 462 
from the beads using a 0.65X PEG NaCl clean-up. The purified libraries were then eluted 463 
in 22µL of TE buffer and transferred to fresh tubes and stored at -20°C. 1 additional cycle 464 
was added to the multiplex PCR and 2 additional cycles were added to the indexing PCR 465 
to obtain higher library yields. Library normalization was performed according to Swift- 466 
Bio's Normalase 2nM final pool protocol. 5 µl of Normalase I Master Mix were added to 467 
each 20µl library eluate for a final pool of 2nM and thoroughly mixed. Samples were 468 
placed in the thermocycler to incubate at 30°C for 15 min. 5 µl of each library were pooled, 469 
and 1µl of Normalase II Master Mix per library was added and thoroughly mixed. The 470 
library pool was placed in the thermocycler to incubate at 37°C for 15 min. 0.2 μl of Rea- 471 
gent X1 per library was added to the pool to inactivate Normalase II at 95°C for 2 min and 472 
held at 4°C.  473 

 474 
5.4. Next-Generation Sequencing 475 

Library pool and PhiX were denatured and diluted following Illumina's directions. 476 
Libraries with 1% PhiX spike-in were sequenced at read length 2 x 149 bp using the 477 
NextSeq 500/550 Mid Output Kit v2.5 300 Cycles (Illumina, San Diego, CA, Cat# 478 
20024905), targeting 1-5 M reads per library. 479 

 480 
5.5. Data Analysis 481 

Sequencing reads were analyzed using a custom bioinformatics pipeline. Low qual- 482 
ity bases were trimmed using Trimmomatic v0.38 (1), and were then aligned to the 483 
NC_045512.2 reference genome using bwa mem v 0.7.17-r1188 (2). Single nucleotide vari- 484 
ants (SNVs) relative to the reference were detected using bcftools mpileup (3). SNVs oc- 485 
curring in at least 5% of the reads with at least five separate supporting instances were 486 
marked for further interrogation. SNVs occurring at locations of interest as they relate to 487 
specific SARS-CoV-2 variants (B.1.1.7, B.1.351, B.1.526, P.1, and B.1.429) were reported for 488 
all of the samples (Supplementary Methods Tables 2-5). 489 

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at www.mdpi.com/xxx/s1, Table S1: 490 
Public Health Information Reported for the City of Louisville, current as of April 2021; and a de- 491 
tailed protocol for the detection of SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acid in wastewater, including all primer 492 
sequences.  493 
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