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Abstract 24 

 25 
The severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) pandemia has been one of 26 
the most difficult challenges humankind has recently faced. Wastewater-based epidemiology has 27 

emerged as a tool for surveillance and mitigation of potential viral outbreaks, circumventing biases 28 

introduced by clinical patient testing. Due to the situation urgency, protocols followed for isolating 29 
viral RNA from sewage were not adapted for such sample matrices. In parallel to their 30 

implementation for fast collection of data to sustain surveillance and mitigation decisions, 31 
molecular protocols need to be harmonized to deliver accurate, reproducible, and comparable 32 

analytical outputs. Here we studied analytical variabilities linked to viral RNA isolation methods 33 

from sewage. Three different influent wastewater volumes were used to assess the effect of filtered 34 
volumes (50, 100 or 500 mL) for capturing viral particles. Three different concentration strategies 35 

were tested by electronegative membranes, polyethersulfone membranes, and anion-exchange 36 

diethylaminoethyl cellulose columns. To compare the number of viral particles, different RNA 37 
isolation methods (column-based vs. magnetic beads) were compared. The effect of extra RNA 38 

purification steps and different RT-qPCR strategies (one step vs. two-step) were also evaluated. 39 

Results showed that the combination of 500 mL filtration volume through electronegative 40 
membranes and without multiple RNA purification steps (using column-based RNA purification) 41 

using two-step RT-qPCR avoided false negatives when basal viral load in sewage are present and 42 

yielded more consistent results during the surveillance done during the second-wave in Delft (The 43 
Hague area, The Netherlands). By paving the way for standardization of methods for the sampling, 44 

concentration and molecular detection of SARS-CoV-2 viruses from sewage, these findings can 45 

help water and health surveillance authorities to use and trust results coming from wastewater based 46 
epidemiology studies in order to anticipate SARS-CoV-2 outbreaks.   47 
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1.     Introduction 48 

  49 

In December 2019, China reported the outbreak of a novel coronavirus named SARS-CoV-2 (genus 50 

Betacoronavirus, family Coronaviridae), which has spread around the world fast and lethally. The 51 

progression of this SARS-CoV-2 pandemic has been monitored primarily by clinically testing 52 
symptomatic individuals for presence of viral RNA. However, as asymptomatic persons seem to 53 

account for 40 - 45% of the infections (Ooi and Low, 2020), registering solely symptomatic cases 54 

does not allow for prediction of the real cumulative incidence of the viral outbreak. In addition, the 55 
number of detected cases highly depends on access to diagnostics as well as the threat of isolation 56 

and quarantine dissuading people from getting tested. As SARS-CoV-2 RNA can be found in 57 

patients’ stool, samples of rectal swabs, urine and other bodily fluids, detection of the virus via 58 
analysing wastewater has gained interest (Agrawal et al., 2021; Foladori et al., 2020; Kitajima et 59 

al., 2020; Medema et al., 2020b; Randazzo et al., 2020a; Wu et al., 2020). 60 
   61 

Wastewater-based epidemiology can serve as a tool to trace the circulation of a virus variant within 62 

a community or municipality. It does not only protect the anonymity of community-members, but 63 
it is also unbiased and focused on real-time information, becoming an early-warning system for 64 

viral surveillance (Larsen and Wigginton, 2020). It can help make better-informed decisions in 65 

public health policies.  The urgency of the pandemics pressed the need for a rapid deployment of 66 
available analytical methods to track the fate of the virus and its variants. This resulted in a large 67 

palette of different protocols for every step. For instance, sampling volumes used vary from a 68 

minimum of 2 mL (Rimoldi et al., 2020), to  45 - 60 mL (Hokajärvi et al., 2021; Westhaus et al., 69 
2021), to 100-200 mL (Medema et al., 2020b; Tanhaei et al., 2021), up to 1L (Agrawal et al., 2021); 70 

concentration methods vary from precipitation, to centrifugation, ultrafiltration, conventional 71 

filtration, filtration by negatively charged membranes, and a combination of these approaches 72 
(Kitajima et al., 2020). There is a significant lack of quality controls, variable testing, and 73 

methodology improvement that would be necessary to confidently provide analytical accuracy. The 74 

global need for comparing virus levels across different communities underlines the need for a 75 
standardized workflow (Kitajima et al., 2020). Fortunately, different groups across the world are 76 

addressing this issue in order to overcome previous limitations. Protocol improvements have so far 77 

been focused in testing different RNA extraction methods (Ambrosi et al., 2021) and on improving 78 
the viral concentration steps (Parra Guardado et al., 2020). It has been previously mentioned that 79 

one of the variables that should be checked is the filtered volume: low sample volume in 80 
combination with low recovery yields could lead to false negative or lower measured SARS-CoV-81 

2 concentration (Alygizakis et al., 2021).  82 
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  83 

Here, we aimed to establish a method to quantify SARS-CoV-2 from influent wastewater. The 84 
effects of filtration volumes of influent wastewater (50, 100 and 500 mL), different concentration 85 

methods (polyethersulfone membranes, electronegative membranes and anion-exchange 86 

chromatography), different RNA isolation methods (column based vs. magnetic beads), and 87 
different RT-qPCR strategies (one-step vs. two-step) were assessed. A methodology designed from 88 

the selected best parameter testing outputs was used to survey viral gene copies across the second 89 

wave of the pandemic in the Delfland water catchment area (The Hague, The Netherlands) and 90 
compare it to publicly available clinical data. We deliver an assessment of method variability and 91 

biases introduced when basal viral loads are present and establish a methodology implementable 92 
in wastewater-based epidemiology. This will support health and water authorities to anticipate, 93 

monitor, and control future outbreaks.          94 
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2.     Material and Methods 95 

 96 
A summary of the methodology can be found in Figure 1. In brief, municipal wastewater was 97 

collected to test the effect of 3 filtration volumes (50, 100, 500 mL) and 3 virus concentration 98 
methods (polyethersulfone membrane, electronegative membrane, anion exchange column) on 99 

molecular analyses of 3 genes (spike S, nucleocapsid N, ORF1ab) of SARS-CoV-2 by one-step 100 

and two-step reverse transcription (RT) and quantitative PCR (qPCR) after isolation of viral RNA 101 
using single (magnetic beads, columns) and multiple purification methods. The optimal method 102 

parameters were then applied to monitor a time series over the second wave of the epidemics.  103 

 104 
 105 
Figure 1. Schematic representation of the experimental design followed in this study. Viral genes (S, N and 106 
ORF1ab) were quantified by RT-qPCR (one-step vs two-step RT-qPCR) after testing the effect of the filtration 107 
volume and different concentration methods. Created with BioRender. 108 

2.1. Sampling of influent water from WWTP 109 
Influent wastewater was collected before primary treatment from WWTP Harnaschpolder (Delft, 110 
The Netherlands). Volumes of 5 L from 24-h flow-proportional composite samples were collected 111 

per time point. Samples were obtained every 3 weeks over 6 months from July 7 to December 1, 112 

2020 covering the end of the first wave and the whole second wave of COVID-19 in The 113 
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Netherlands (Figure 2). The 24-composite sample from July 7 2020 was used for method 114 

development. All samples were processed in a timeframe of less than 1 day after collection.  115 

 116 

 117 
Figure 2. Graphical representation of the number of positive cases of COVID-19 cases in The Hague area (black 118 
line) and the dates where samples were taken (blue dots) (Data source = Coronadashboard-RIVM 119 
https://coronadashboard.rijksoverheid.nl). 120 

2.2. Deactivation of SARS-CoV-2  121 

Influent wastewater samples were heated at 65°C for 30 minutes to deactivate and handle the 122 

sewage sample under biosafety conditions (Batéjat et al., 2021; Rabenau et al., 2005).  123 

2.3. Concentration of SARS-CoV-2 from wastewater  124 

The effect of used influent wastewater volume and the concentration method was assessed for viral 125 
genes quantification. A 24-h composite sample (July 7 2020) was used, representing the beginning 126 

of the second wave (Figure 2). The goal was to identify the best concentration method when basal 127 
viral levels were present in influent wastewater. A volume of 200 µL (50 ng µL-1) of an F-specific 128 

RNA MS2 phage (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Germany) was spiked as internal standard in the 129 

influent wastewater solution before the concentration methods. The group of F specific RNA 130 
phages (f2 and MS2 are the best known members of this group) are considered the most attractive 131 

subgroup of phages to serve as indicator organisms because their physical structure closely 132 

resembles that of enteroviruses in wastewater (Havelaar et al., 1985).  133 
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2.3.1.   Effect of the volume of influent wastewater used 134 

Volumes of 50, 100 and 500 mL of influent wastewater were tested. All the analyses were 135 

performed in three replicates.   136 

2.3.2.     Effect of methods used to concentrate virus particles  137 

These influent wastewater volumes were filtered (membranes) or loaded (chromatographic 138 

column) in three technical replicates with three different methodologies: (i) filtration on 139 

polyethersulfone (PES) membrane of 0.22 µm pore size (Pall Corporation, USA); (ii) retention on 140 
a 1-mL diethylaminoethyl cellulose (DEAE) anion-exchange chromatography (BIA separations, 141 

Slovenia) which is used for phages separations (Kattur Venkatachalam et al., 2014; Kramberger et 142 

al., 2010) and for isolations of free-floating extracellular DNA from water matrices (Calderón-143 
Franco et al., 2021); and (iii) attraction on electronegative membranes of 0.45 µm pore size (Merck 144 

Millipore, The Netherlands). Prior to loading on the DEAE chromatography column, the influent 145 
wastewater was filtered through the 0.22 µm PES to remove biosolids and particles, which is 146 

necessary to protect the DEAE column. Loading and elution in chromatography is more time 147 

consuming than direct filtration. However, chromatography is more selective and leads to higher 148 
grades of purity of concentrated analytes. Thus, we also considered the DEAE method as a way to 149 

identify the recovery of viral RNA when compared to the filtration methods.  150 

2.4. Effect of isolations and purifications of the RNA of SARS-CoV-2 151 

Extractions of raw viral RNA from membrane filters and DEAE column eluents were performed 152 

by using two different commercial kits for RNA extraction. First, we used the MagMax CORE 153 

Nucleic Acid Purification kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, The Netherlands), that employ magnetic 154 
beads for nucleic acid purification, together with the MagMax CORE Mechanical Lysis Module 155 

(Thermo Fisher Scientific, The Netherlands) by following manufacturer’s recommendations. 156 

Second, we used the Fast RNA Blue kit (MP Biomedicals), which is based on column-based 157 
purification (solid phase extraction), according to the manufacturer’s protocol. In addition, the 158 

effect of multiple RNA purification steps before quantification of genes by RT-qPCR was assessed 159 

by involving the GeneJET NGS Cleanup Kit (Thermo Scientific, USA) according to 160 
manufacturer’s instructions obtaining the purified RNA sample.  161 

 162 

The quality and quantity of raw and purified RNA extracts were measured with a NanoDrop 163 
Spectrophotometer (ND-1000,USA).  164 

 165 
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2.5. Effect of one-step vs. two-step RT-qPCR on detection of basal RNA concentrations  166 

On the lowest basal viral load day from our sampling campaign (7th July 2020), we compared one-167 
step and two-step RT-qPCRs in order to assess the effect of quantification of viral RNA genes 168 

when the incidence of cases is low. This was assessed to avoid potential false negatives. One-step 169 

RT-qPCR was performed using  the isolated RNA as a template (raw RNA), which included 170 
specific primers for the target genes. Two-step RT-qPCR was performed by synthesizing 171 

complementary DNA (cDNA) from the pool of raw RNA isolated per sample using the SuperScript 172 

VILO cDNA synthesis kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, The Netherlands) following manufacturer’s 173 
recommendations, included random primers, prior to using the cDNA as a template for qPCR. The 174 

concentration of the synthesized cDNA was measured with Qubit® dsDNA assays (Thermo Fisher 175 
Scientific, USA).  176 

2.6. Detection and quantification of SARS-CoV-2 RNA by RT-qPCR  177 

We quantified the concentration of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in wastewater samples by measuring 178 
marker genes using the TaqPath COVID-19 RT-PCR Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Germany) 179 

with a QuantStudio 3 Thermal Cycler, according to a previous study (Agrawal et al., 2021). The 180 

TaqPath COVID-19 RT-PCR Kit includes primer pairs targeting genes that code for the structural 181 
transmembrane spike (S) glycoprotein and nucleocapsid (N) protein, and for the non-structural 182 

open reading frame of the replicase complex (ORF1ab) and that were used in  a multiplex assay 183 

(Table S1). Details about the kit are provided in the Supplementary Information. Each qPCR run 184 
was performed in technical triplicates in reaction volumes of 50 µL, with 12.5 µL TaqPath 1-Step 185 

Multiplex Master Mix (4X), 2.5 µL COVID-19 Real Time PCR Assay Multiplex Diagnostic 186 

Solution, and 25 µL nuclease free water. To the reaction mix, 10 µL of purified and extracted viral 187 
RNA were added. Thermal profiles are provided in Supplementary Information (Table S2). 188 

Reactions were considered positive if the cycle threshold (CT) was below 40 cycles, otherwise 189 

negative (i.e., no detection of the SARS-CoV-2 RNA in the sample). The lower limit of detection 190 
was 10 gene copies per RT-qPCR reaction.  191 

2.7. Statistics 192 

Statistical analyses were performed on all molecular datasets with R 3.5.1 (R Foundation for 193 
Statistical Computing., 2018) and RStudio (https://www.rstudio.com/). The RT-qPCR abundance 194 

data were analyzed in R using ggplot2 (v0.9.3.1).  195 
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3. Results and Discussion 196 

The effect of different initial influent wastewater volumes (50, 100 and 500 mL), different viral 197 
concentration methods, different RNA purification methods, and different one-step/two-step RT-198 

qPCR methods were assessed on a basal viral level timepoint (July 7 2020), corresponding to the 199 

beginning of the second wave (Figure 2) and to the lowest day in terms of cumulative incidence of 200 
COVID-19 cases. This timepoint served as reference for method standardization as basal viral load 201 

levels from influent wastewater samples. The selected methodology was further used for surveilling 202 

SARS-CoV-2 gene copies over the second wave (July to December 2020).  203 

3.1. Electronegative membranes and larger volumes were optimal to quantify SARS-CoV-2 204 

from sewage samples 205 

Among the three different methods tested to concentrate virus particles (electronegative 206 

membranes, PES membranes, DEAE column), concentration by electronegative membranes of 207 

0.44 µm pore size was the only one displaying positive results in terms of detection of S, N, ORF1ab 208 
genes and MS2 phage control (Figure 3).  209 

 210 

When PES membranes were used, SARS-CoV-2 was not detected from the cake, suggesting that 211 
there was no retention to the membrane. However, internal control MS2 phage, which was added 212 

prior to filtration, was detected in PES membrane. This difference may result from structural viral 213 

conformations such as particle sizes of 100 nm (SARS-CoV-2) vs. 20 nm (MS2) or if virus is 214 
enveloped (SARS-CoV-2) vs. non-enveloped (MS2), resulting in different bindings to the 215 

membrane materials (Rockey et al., 2020).  216 

 217 
The permeate of PES membranes was subsequently loaded on a DEAE chromatographic column 218 

to verify if the SARS-CoV-2 virus particles could be adsorbed and isolated similar to phages 219 

(Kattur Venkatachalam et al., 2014; Kramberger et al., 2010) and free-floating exDNA (Calderón-220 
Franco et al., 2021). However, the DEAE method did not result in concentrating SARS-CoV-2, 221 

suggesting that neither the PES membrane, nor the DEAE column is suitable for SARS-CoV-2 222 

concentration from wastewater.  223 
 224 

SARS-CoV-2, among other viruses, has an isoelectric point (pI = ½ (pKa1 + pKa2) below 7. The 225 
pH of the influent wastewater pH ranged between 6.3 - 6.8. At pH values below the isoelectric 226 

point, the charge of SARS-CoV-2 and MS2 phage could be positive, thus explaining why they did 227 
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not bind to the DEAE (positive net charge) column and did bind to the electronegative membranes 228 

(Joonaki et al., 2020).   229 
 230 

When expressing the RT-qPCR results in concentrations of viral gene copies detected per L, 231 

filtering 500 mL influent water through electronegative membranes gave, in average, higher values 232 

of gene copies per L (7.2⋅104 ± 1.7⋅104 viral gene copies L-1) when compared to gene copies 233 

obtained from 50 mL (7.4⋅103 ± 4.1⋅103 viral gene copies L-1) or 100 mL (3.0⋅104 ± 1.9⋅104 viral 234 

gene copies L-1). In Figure 3, individual gene results were also more consistent when 500 mL were 235 

filtered (S gene: 5.6⋅104 ± 2.8⋅104 viral gene copies L-1; N gene: 6.0⋅104 ± 2.6⋅103 viral gene copies 236 

L-1; ORF1ab gene: 7.5⋅104 ± 2.4⋅104 viral gene copies L-1 ) when compared to filtered 50 mL (S 237 

gene: 1.3⋅104 ± 1.0⋅104 viral gene copies L-1; N gene: 4.2⋅103 ± 2.3⋅103 viral gene copies L-1; 238 

ORF1ab gene: 6.9⋅103 ± 2.9⋅103 viral gene copies L-1) and 100 mL (S gene: 5.2⋅104 ± 1.6⋅104 viral 239 

gene copies L-1; N gene: 9.7⋅103 ± 6.7⋅103 viral gene copies L-1; ORF1ab gene: 2.9⋅104 ± 4.7⋅103 240 

viral gene copies L-1).  241 

 242 
Figure 3. Concentration of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in influent wastewater as determined by the N, ORF1ab,S and MS2 control 243 
gene assays in gene copies per liter, using different isolation methods (electronegative membranes filtration, polyethersulfone 244 
membrane (PES) filtration and diethylaminoethyl cellulose (DEAE) column) and different initial volumes (50, 100 and 500 245 
mL).  246 
 247 
Here we demonstrated that filtration of larger volumes (i.e., 500 mL) in combination of 248 

electronegative membranes allowed, in the lowest day of COVID-19 incidence of the second wave, 249 
to adsorb and concentrate enough SARS-CoV-2 for highest and most consistent (uniform results 250 

among gene tested) detection and quantification by two-step RT-qPCR.    251 
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3.2. Avoiding multiple RNA purification steps and performing two-step RT-qPCR resulted 252 

in higher viral quantification 253 

One of the major analytical concerns related to the wastewater-based epidemiology of SARS-CoV-254 

2 is the quality and purity of the isolated RNA, especially when low viral loads are present. This 255 

can potentially compromise the accuracy of the results obtained through false negatives. The effect 256 
of multiple RNA purification steps and one-step/two-step RT-qPCR strategies were assessed. The 257 

best concentration method obtained during the first phase of this study (i.e., 500 mL influent 258 

wastewater filtered on electronegative membranes) was utilized. 259 

 260 
Figure 4. Concentration of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in influent wastewater as determined by the N, ORF1ab, S and MS2 control 261 
gene assays in gene copies per 500 mL, using one-step (raw RNA and purified RNA) and two-step (cDNA-raw RNA and 262 
cDNA-purified RNA) RT-qPCR.  263 
  264 
In Figure 4, it can be observed that for the three genes tested (N, ORF1ab and S), the two-step RT-265 

qPCR performed from raw and purified RNA displayed, on average, higher values (1.6⋅105 ± 266 

1.0⋅104 viral gene copies 500 mL-1) than one-step RT-qPCR (no positive results from tested genes). 267 

No detection was obtained from one-step RT-qPCR both from raw RNA and purified RNA with 268 
the exception of the control MS2 sample, whereas one-step RT-qPCR from purified RNA resulted 269 

in the detection of 2.9⋅107 ± 4.2⋅106 MS2 gene copies 500 mL-1. Raw RNA obtained with magnetic 270 

beads contained high concentration of environmental inhibitors that made the binding between 271 

RNA and beads difficult during the processing of large volumes of influent wastewater, hampering 272 

the qPCR analysis (Graham et al., 2021; Kitajima et al., 2020; Schrader et al., 2012). This can affect 273 
the sensitivity of the assay and result in false-negative results (Ahmed et al., 2020).  274 

 275 
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The three genes were consistently detected by two-step RT-qPCRfrom both raw RNA and purified 276 

RNA. However, RNA purification induced higher variability on the average of all the tested genes 277 

(1.7⋅105 ± 1.1⋅105 gene copies in 500 mL, 65% relative standard deviation (RSD)) when compared 278 

to the lower standard deviation obtained with two-step RT-qPCR (1.5⋅105 ± 3.7⋅104 gene copies in 279 

500 mL, 25% RSD). When individual genes were tested, the N gene exhibited the highest 280 

variability (2-fold) between raw (1.2⋅105 ± 8.0⋅104 gene copies in 500 mL) and purified (7.3⋅104 ± 281 

6.0⋅104 gene copies in 500 mL) RNA. Thus, multiple RNA purification stages before RT-qPCR are 282 

not recommended: RNA from viral particles were lost during the purification process even if 283 

detected with two-step RT-qPCR. The same trend was observed during the time course of the 6-284 
months sampling campaign, where two-step RT-qPCR measurements displayed higher and more 285 

consistent results (i.e., uniform values between the three tested genes) (Figure S1).  286 

 287 

Our observation about how relevant it is to consider one-step vs. two-step RT-qPCR when viral 288 

load in wastewater samples is very low is in consensus with a previous study (Chik et al., 2021). 289 

This was of high importance as it was the day, from the sampling campaign, with the lowest viral 290 
load. Chik et al. (2021) also emphasize that, when the viral load is highly concentrated, the effect 291 

of one-step vs. two-step RT-qPCR is less relevant. However, assessing ways of quantifying RNA 292 

while avoiding false negatives are needed to get accurate values to sustain decisions to mitigate 293 
outbreaks. Chik et al. (2021) have performed collaborative inter-laboratory experiments where they 294 

spiked low and high levels of surrogate SARS-CoV-2 virus. They have observed less variation 295 
between laboratories when high-spike conditions were compared to the low-spike conditions. The 296 

Ct value Chik et al. (2021) obtained from analysis of the surrogates in the low-spike samples was 297 

not in the linear range of PCR amplification and approached the sensitivity limit. Therefore, it is 298 
recommended to: (1) avoid multiple RNA purification steps for reducing loss of the RNA; (2) and 299 

run a two-step RT-qPCR analysis, which allow enhancing the resolution. This is because cDNA is 300 

firstly synthesized from total viral RNA using random primers followed by specific primers for 301 
qPCR analysis, being able to detect low-levels of SARS-CoV-2 RNA copies in sewage.  302 

3.3. Wastewater-based epidemiology as a tool to anticipate viral outbreaks 303 

The range of commercial options to isolate RNA and quantify SARS-CoV-2 viral particles is 304 
diverse and complex. Two different RNA isolation methods were chosen to survey the number of 305 

viral particles over the sampling campaign (Figure 5): one column-based microbial RNA 306 

extraction kit (Fast RNA) and one magnetic beads-based kit (MagMax Core kit).   307 
  308 
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Comparative analysis between RNA extraction methods are displayed in Figure 5. Both methods 309 

showed similar results in terms of gene copies per liter (no significant difference; p>0.05) during 310 
the whole sampling campaign with the exception of October 20, 2020 (p<0.05), which happened 311 

to be the peak of the second wave. The column-based method resulted in less variation between 312 

replicates when compared to the magnetic beads method. Our results can be compared with the 313 
results from a previous measuring campaign performed in The Hague (Medema et al., 2020a), 314 

where results were reported as concentrations of N gene copies per mL on the first wave of the 315 

pandemics from February 2020 until August 2020. The results of July and August were in the range 316 
of 104-105 viral N gene copies L-1. The concentrations obtained with our optimized methodology 317 

are 10-fold higher (105-106 gene copies L-1) taking into account the average of these three genes 318 
(N, S and ORF1ab) than those obtained by Medema et al. (2020a). It allowed a more sensitive 319 

quantification of viral gene copies at the beginning of the pandemic second-wave.  320 

 321 
Early detection of SARS-CoV-2 and other future possible viral agents from wastewater requires 322 

accurate and adapted-to-matrix methodologies. Thus, being able to quantify low viral levels with 323 

non-clinical samples is an important factor to consider in wastewater-based epidemiology, as early 324 
communication to the competent authorities is necessary to have enough reaction time to prevent 325 

viral outbreaks in urban settlements.   326 

  327 
The concentrations measured matched with the COVID19 incidences reported by the National 328 

Institute for Public Health and Environment (RIVM, The Netherlands) and seemed to slightly 329 

anticipate by 1-2 weeks the start of the second wave. The second peak started to increase in the 330 
beginning of September 2020 while significant viral copies could already be quantified by August 331 

18, 2020 (1.73⋅106  viral gene copies L-1). This is in accordance with Larsen and Wigginton (2020), 332 

who have claimed that wastewater-based epidemiology remediates clinical biases that result from 333 

low access to isolation diagnostics and quarantine threat dissuading citizens from getting tested. It 334 

also helps understand the locations and dynamics of community transmissions, becoming a more 335 
cost-effective and less invasive method. Randazzo et al. (2020b) have highlighted the importance 336 

of wastewater-based epidemiology as an early indicator, revealing that members of the community 337 
were shedding SARS-CoV-2 RNA particles in their stool even before the first cases had been 338 

reported by the authorities in Murcia (Spain).  339 
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      340 
Figure 5. Concentration of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in influent wastewater as determined by the average of N, ORF1ab and S 341 
gene assays in gene copies per L using two RNA extraction methods: FastRNA and MagMax (Magnetic beads) over the whole 342 
sampling campaign (July 2020 until December 2020) covering the second wave in The Netherlands.   343 
 344 

Overall, a global effort is necessary to generate, harmonize, and use standardized analytical 345 

protocols for an accurate, reproducible, and comparable  detection and quantification of SARS-346 
CoV-2 (Bivins et al., 2020). On a wastewater-based epidemiology basis, crucial considerations are 347 

needed from sampling to preparation and measurements in order to define (i) the sampling points, 348 

(ii) the sample size and frequency, (iii) the method to efficiently concentrate viral particles, (iv) the 349 
quantification methods used, (v) the primer set(s), (vi) the controls, and (vii) the normalization 350 

methods. Some initiatives on protocol standardization have been taken such as the NORMAN-351 

SCORE joint initiative to facilitate data comparison between “SARS-CoV-2 in sewages'' studies 352 
(Lundy et al., 2021). Knowing the inherent biases associated with qPCR analysis of wastewater 353 

samples due to the variability in the matrix of the samples (Agrawal et al., 2021; Chik et al., 2021) 354 
and the urgency of time, we believe that it is currently important to focus on the robustness and 355 

reproducibility of the qPCR method used in each respective lab, especially during low incidence 356 

values. Analytical robustness should help translate risk in the form of viral concentrations per 357 
volume filtered to react fast enough to minimize undesirable infective and spreading consequences.   358 
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4. Conclusions 359 

Molecular sentinels require analytical accuracy for inter-comparison and information delivery. 360 

From this work, we conclude that: 361 

 362 

1. The higher the influent wastewater sample volume was (500 mL instead of 100 or 50 mL), 363 
the more uniform the concentrations of the three viral genes (N, S, ORF1ab) were, 364 

especially when low incidence were reported  365 

2. Employing a two-step RT-qPCR method would help to enhance the resolution for samples 366 
with low viral loads. 367 

3. Electronegative membranes were  optimal and cheap for the concentration of SARS-CoV-368 

2 from pre-settled influent wastewater.  369 
4. Multiple RNA purification steps are not recommended, due to plausible loss of SARS-370 

CoV-2 RNA and thereby, affecting qPCR analysis outcomes.  While comparing the 371 
column-based vs. magnetic beads method for the RNA purification, we found that the 372 

column-based purification method displayed less variability amongst the biological 373 

triplicates throughout the sampling campaign than magnetic beads.   374 
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