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Abstract 26 
 27 
New York City’s ongoing wastewater monitoring program tracked trends in sewershed-level 28 
SARS-CoV-2 loads starting in the fall of 2020, just before the start of the City’s second wave of 29 
the COVID-19 outbreak. During a five-month study period, from November 8, 2020 to April 11, 30 
2021, viral loads in influent wastewater from each of New York City’s 14 wastewater treatment 31 
plants were measured and compared to new laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 cases for the 32 
populations in each corresponding sewershed, estimated from publicly available clinical testing 33 
data. We found significant positive correlations between viral loads in wastewater and new 34 
COVID-19 cases. The strength of the correlations varied depending on the sewershed, with 35 
Spearman’s rank correlation coefficients ranging between 0.38 and 0.81 (mean = 0.55). Based on 36 
a linear regression analysis of a combined data set for New York City, we found that a 1 log10 37 
change in the SARS-CoV-2 viral load in wastewater corresponded to a 0.6 log10 change in the 38 
number of new laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 cases/day in a sewershed. An estimated 39 
minimum detectable case rate between 2 - 8 cases/day/100,000 people was associated with the 40 
method limit of detection in wastewater. This work offers a preliminary assessment of the 41 
relationship between wastewater monitoring data and clinical testing data in New York City. 42 
While routine monitoring and method optimization continue, information on the development of 43 
New York City’s ongoing wastewater monitoring program may provide insights for similar 44 
wastewater-based epidemiology efforts in the future.  45 
 46 
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Introduction 47 
 48 
In March 2020, New York City became an epicenter of the coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-49 
19) pandemic. In response to this first wave of COVID-19 cases, the New York City Department 50 
of Environmental Protection (NYC DEP) - the city agency responsible for wastewater collection 51 
and treatment - launched a wastewater monitoring program with the goal of tracking sewershed-52 
level trends in the concentration of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-53 
CoV-2), the virus that causes COVID-19. The program was developed in partnership with 54 
researchers at New York University, Queens College, Queensborough Community College, and 55 
The New School, with all routine analysis conducted in the NYC DEP’s existing microbiology 56 
laboratory under the management of the NYC DEP. 57 
 58 
Wastewater-based epidemiology (WBE) programs for COVID-19, including the one in New 59 
York City (NYC), were established on the premise that SARS-CoV-2 virions are excreted in the 60 
human waste of individuals infected with SARS-CoV-2 and that the resulting concentrations of 61 
viral RNA measured in wastewater are indicative of disease incidence or prevalence in the 62 
contributing sewershed. Significant associations between SARS-CoV-2 RNA concentrations 63 
measured in wastewater and metrics of COVID-19 disease incidence--including case rates--have 64 
been shown at scales ranging from single buildings to entire sewersheds.1–3 Early reports from 65 
WBE programs suggested promising predictive applications that could help inform COVID-19 66 
response measures,4,5 sparking widespread interest in SARS-CoV-2 monitoring programs around 67 
the world.6,7 While the extent to which wastewater data is a leading indicator of trends in 68 
COVID-19 incidence ahead of clinical data may vary depending on clinical testing rates,8,9 WBE 69 
data do offer the advantage of providing information representative of entire populations, free 70 
from clinical testing-related biases. In NYC, where communities of color and high-poverty areas 71 
were disproportionately impacted by the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic,10 testing rates 72 
varied spatially, with significant demographic-based disparities.11 In situations where clinical 73 
testing does not adequately sample vulnerable populations, WBE may help inform modifications 74 
to testing strategies and provide supplemental information regarding COVID-19 trends. 75 
Wastewater monitoring is therefore a potential tool to identify new outbreaks of COVID-19 after 76 
high clinical testing rates associated with major “waves” of disease incidence have subsided or 77 
when resources and technical capacity for extensive clinical testing of individuals are limited.   78 
 79 
These opportunities make WBE an attractive option for many municipalities, including NYC, to 80 
confirm findings from clinical testing about population-level COVID-19 dynamics and to 81 
monitor for new outbreaks in instances when testing is inadequate. In August 2020, the NYC 82 
DEP’s SARS-CoV-2 wastewater monitoring program began routine analysis of influent 83 
wastewater collected from NYC’s 14 wastewater treatment plants (referred to as wastewater 84 
resource recovery facilities (WRRF) by the NYC DEP) (SI Table S1), capturing data during the 85 
region’s second wave of COVID-19 cases, which started in the fall of 2020. The sewershed 86 
catchment areas contributing to each of the 14 WRRFs vary markedly in size, serving 87 
populations ranging from approximately 120,000 to 1.2 million residents. To assess the 88 
relationship between NYC sewershed-level SARS-CoV-2 RNA concentrations and confirmed 89 
cases of COVID-19 within each sewershed, wastewater data were compared to publicly available 90 
case data provided by the NYC Department of Health and Mental Hygiene (DOHMH). In 91 
presenting findings from the NYC DEP, we also aim to provide insights into the development of 92 
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a sustainable wastewater monitoring program designed for long-term, routine tracking of trends 93 
in virus loads for multiple sewersheds serving a large urban population.    94 
 95 
Methods 96 
 97 
Sample collection and processing  98 
24-h flow-weighted composite influent wastewater samples were collected from each of NYC’s 99 
14 WRRFs twice weekly beginning August 31, 2020. From January 31, 2021 to April 18, 2021 100 
sampling was reduced to once weekly. Each composite sample consisted of eight grab samples 101 
collected every three hours beginning at 7:00 AM on the sampling date. Samples were 102 
transported on ice and stored at 4 °C until processing, which started within twelve hours after the 103 
final grab sample was collected. For each sampling date, one of the 14 samples was analyzed in 104 
duplicate and the remainder were analyzed as single samples; facilities were selected for 105 
duplicate analysis on a rotating basis. A method blank containing Type I deionized water was 106 
included with each set of samples to confirm the absence of contamination during sample 107 
processing. Detailed descriptions of materials, methods, and data analysis are provided in the SI. 108 
In brief, 40-mL aliquots of the 24-h composite samples were first pasteurized (60 ºC, 90 min), 109 
and then centrifuged (5000 x g, 4 ºC, 10 min) to remove solids. The supernatant was filtered 110 
(0.22 µm, cellulose acetate) and then subjected to virus concentration using polyethylene glycol 111 
(PEG) precipitation (addition of 4.0 g PEG and 0.9 g NaCl followed by overnight incubation at 4 112 
ºC, and centrifugation at 12,000 x g at 4 ºC for 120 min to pellet viruses).12 The supernatant was 113 
discarded and RNA was extracted from the concentrated PEG pellet using the Qiagen QiaAmp 114 
Viral RNA Mini Kit with modifications (described in the SI).  115 
 116 
SARS-CoV-2 quantification by RT-qPCR  117 
A one-step RT-qPCR assay was used to quantify copies of the SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid (N) 118 
gene, targeting the N1 region (CDC RUO Primers and Probes, Integrated DNA Technologies13) 119 
in triplicate reactions on a StepOnePlus Real-Time PCR System (Thermo Fisher Scientific). 120 
Synthetic SARS-CoV-2 RNA covering > 99.9% of the viral genome (Twist Bioscience Control 121 
1, GENBANK ID MT007544.1) served as both a positive control and standard used in a decimal 122 
serial dilution for quantification of N1 gene copies. 123 
 124 
The limit of detection (LOD) and limit of quantification (LOQ) for the assay were estimated 125 
from replicate standard curves as described by Forootan et al. 201714 and found to be 4,500 126 
copies/L and 15,000 copies/L, respectively. Note that these LOD and LOQ values as well as 127 
calculated sample concentrations are relative to the approximate concentration of the synthetic 128 
RNA control reported by the manufacturer, as absolute quantification of the RNA control was 129 
not feasible when sample analysis began. Note that quantification of the RNA control through 130 
digital PCR is underway. N1 concentrations--including those of the LOD and LOQ--reported in 131 
the current version of this work may therefore be updated in future versions to reflect the 132 
quantified concentration of the RT-qPCR standard. Nonetheless, while the approach described 133 
herein limits direct comparison of N1 concentrations to those found in other studies, it does not 134 
alter trends and comparisons across facilities examined within this study. In addition, we elected 135 
to use a pooled standard curve to quantify samples on all plates to ameliorate variability in 136 
standard preparation by different analysts from plate to plate. A description of the analysis used 137 
to motivate this decision is presented in the SI (Figure S1). The absence of contamination during 138 
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RT-qPCR preparation was confirmed through no template controls included on all RT-qPCR 139 
plates. Only samples quantified above the LOQ were included in subsequent analysis. From 140 
September 8, 2020 to June 8, 2021, samples were collected from each facility on 72 sampling 141 
dates, with samples from only two dates associated with method blanks having N1 142 
concentrations above the LOD; samples collected on these two dates were flagged as 143 
contaminated and were not included in subsequent analysis.  144 
 145 
An attenuated bovine coronavirus (BCoV) (Calf-Guard® Bovine Rota-Coronavirus Vaccine, 146 
Zoetis) was used as a process control.15,16 BCoV was inoculated into samples after the 147 
pasteurization step (details provided in the SI). A one-step RT-qPCR assay, adapted from 148 
previously published assays,15–17 targeting the transmembrane-protein gene of BCoV was used to 149 
qualitatively assess BCoV recovery for each sample using an aliquot of the extracted RNA 150 
(primers and probes purchased from Integrated DNA Technologies). Detection of BCoV was 151 
used to confirm whether viruses were recovered in samples for which the N1 target was not 152 
detected. Additional details regarding the RT-qPCR assays, standard curves, and QA/QC 153 
procedures are provided in the SI. 154 
 155 
Data analysis  156 
The concentration of the N1 RNA target in wastewater (𝐶"") was determined for each sample in 157 
units of N1 gene copies (GC)/L according to Equation 1, where 𝑁$ is the number of N1 GC  158 
measured by RT-qPCR, 𝑉&'(,*  is the volume of RNA extracted from each sample (60 µL), 159 
𝑉&'(,$ is the volume of template RNA added to the RT-qPCR reaction (5 µL), and 𝑉* is the 160 
volume of wastewater sample analyzed (0.04 L).  161 
 162 
𝐶"" =	 -𝑁$ × 𝑉&'(,*//-𝑉&'(,$ × 𝑉*/      Equation 1  163 
 164 
The resulting 𝐶"" was then normalized by the associated daily influent wastewater flow rate 165 
(i.e., the flow rate in the same facility on the same day) to calculate the SARS-CoV-2 viral 166 
loading rate (𝐿"") in units of N1 GC/day (Equation 2). Given that 60% of the NYC sewer 167 
system is a combined stormwater-sewer system, flow-based normalization was used to account 168 
for differences in per capita water usage and variability in wastewater flow rates caused by non-169 
domestic water inputs (e.g., rain events), which can affect measured virus concentrations. In 170 
Equation 2, 𝑄 is the daily flow rate at the facility in millions of gallons per day (MGD), and 𝐶𝐹 171 
is the conversion factor required to convert from liters to million gallons (3.78541× 106L/MG). 172 
Continuous measurements of flow rate were conducted at each facility using either magnetic 173 
flow meters or flow measuring weirs (with uncertainty in measurements of ~ 5%). Average daily 174 
flow rates had been measured at each facility prior to the establishment of the SARS-CoV-2 175 
monitoring program, and thus required no additional analysis burden, making it a logistically 176 
advantageous option for normalization of virus measurements.  177 
 178 
𝐿"" = 𝐶"" × 𝑄 × 𝐶𝐹        Equation 2  179 
 180 
Statistical analyses of relationships between SARS-CoV-2 loads in wastewater and laboratory-181 
confirmed COVID-19 cases  182 
Relationships between SARS-CoV-2 wastewater data in each sewershed and laboratory-183 
confirmed COVID-19 cases for the associated sewershed population were evaluated through 184 
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correlation and linear regression analyses. Clinical data were obtained from publicly available 185 
data provided by the NYC DOHMH.18 In particular, the data set “last7days-by-modzcta.csv”, 186 
which was posted online daily, was used to obtain daily reports of the cumulative clinical 187 
molecular testing results over the previous seven days for each modified ZIP code tabulation area 188 
(MODZCTA) in NYC.18 Specifically, data on the total clinical COVID-19 tests administered and 189 
the total number of positive tests (not including individuals who previously tested positive), 190 
reported based on date of specimen collection, were obtained. Note that molecular tests included 191 
diagnostic PCR tests and did not include antigen or antibody tests. This data set was used to 192 
calculate 7-day averages of new COVID-19 cases (i.e., positive molecular tests) per day, 193 
organized by the last date in the 7-day range. For example, the 7-day average reported on 194 
February 14 represents the daily average of new cases calculated based on the total number of 195 
positive molecular tests collected from February 8 to February 14. Data were available starting 196 
on November 7, 2020, with data from March 15, 2021 to March 21, 2021 omitted due to 197 
technical issues related to data transmission during this period (Figure S.2). While alternative 198 
data sets were available with cumulative new COVID-19 case counts prior to November 2020, 199 
these data were organized by the date that test results were reported, as opposed to date of 200 
specimen collection, and were therefore not recommended by NYC DOHMH for use in 201 
calculating the number of daily new COVID-19 cases.18  202 
 203 
Each of the 177 MODZCTAs were assigned to one of NYC’s 14 sewersheds. Of the 177 204 
MODZCTAs, 44 straddled multiple sewershed areas and were assigned to only the sewershed in 205 
which it had the greatest overlapping land area. Total new cases in each sewershed each day 206 
were calculated by summing new cases in the MODZCTA assigned to that sewershed. The same 207 
data set was used to calculate 7-day averages of COVID-19 testing rates (i.e., the number of tests 208 
administered divided by the total population) and the percentages of COVID-19 tests that were 209 
positive for each sewershed (Figure S.2).  210 
 211 
Spearman correlations between SARS-CoV-2 viral loading rates in wastewater (N1 GC/day) and 212 
7-day averages of new daily COVID-19 cases were determined for each individual sewershed for 213 
a five-month study period (November 8, 2020 to April 11, 2021). Correlations were also 214 
determined for a combined data set that included each data pair (i.e., SARS-CoV-2 viral loading 215 
rates and 7-day average of new COVID-19 cases on each date) for all facilities, excluding the 216 
Port Richmond and Oakwood Beach WRRFs (see the Results and Discussion section). For the 217 
combined data, correlations were also evaluated after removing data pairs associated with 218 
potentially inadequate clinical testing rates: data for dates with percentages of positive molecular 219 
tests (7-day average) that exceeded 10% in the sewershed were excluded. A general benchmark 220 
suggested by the World Health Organization in the Spring of 2020 indicated that clinical testing 221 
is less likely to represent all infections in a population when the percentage of positive tests 222 
exceeds approximately 10%;19,20 we therefore excluded these data in an effort to best 223 
approximate the incidence of SARS-CoV-2 infections.  224 
 225 
To assess whether trends in SARS-CoV-2 viral loading rates in wastewater preceded trends in 226 
clinical testing data, correlations between the two data sets were also evaluated for each 227 
sewershed with the clinical data shifted back in time with lags ranging from 0 to 21 days. For 228 
this analysis, additional clinical data from April 12, 2021 to May 2, 2021 was included to 229 
maintain a constant number of data pairs for each number of lag days applied.  230 
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 231 
Simple linear regressions were performed using log10-transformed SARS-CoV-2 viral loading 232 
rates (N1 GC/day) and log10-transformed 7-day averages of new COVID-19 cases (new COVID-233 
19 cases/day) for each individual sewershed as well as for the combined data set. The combined 234 
data set was assessed with and without the testing rate filter described above. Linear regressions 235 
were used to estimate the equivalent number of cases/day/100,000 people associated with the 236 
method LOD (𝐶789), equal to 4,500 N1 GC/L. This estimate was calculated for each facility 237 
using individual, sewershed-specific linear regressions and using the linear regression for the 238 
combined data set. First, the LOD was converted to a SARS-CoV-2 viral loading rate in 239 
wastewater (𝐿"",789) for each sewershed in units of N1 GC/day using Equation 3, where 𝑄:;< 240 
is the average of daily flow rates at the facility over the study period (Table S.1), in MGD.  241 
 242 
𝐿"",789 = 𝐶789 × 𝑄:;< × 𝐶𝐹       Equation 3  243 
 244 
𝐿"",789  for each sewershed were then input to the linear regressions determined for each 245 
sewershed to estimate the number of new COVID-19 cases/day associated with the SARS-CoV-246 
2 method LOD (𝐶𝑎𝑠𝑒789), using Equation 4, where 𝑚 and 𝑏 are the slope and y-intercept of the 247 
linear regression line, respectively (presented for each sewershed in the Results and Discussion 248 
section). An example estimation is illustrated graphically in Figure S.6. Resulting 𝐶𝑎𝑠𝑒789values 249 
were normalized per 100,000 people using MODZCTA-level population estimates from the 250 
NYC DOHMH NYC Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) Data.18 251 
 252 
𝑙𝑜𝑔EF(𝐶𝑎𝑠𝑒789) 	= 𝑚 × 𝑙𝑜𝑔EF(𝐿"",789) 	+ 𝑏	     Equation 4 253 
 254 
As described above, quantification of the RT-qPCR standard for the N1 target is underway. 255 
Future updates to the N1 standard concentration will change the reported method LOD, in units 256 
of N1 GC/L. However, because all sample concentrations will also be adjusted to reflect the 257 
updated standard concentration, we anticipate that the resulting relationships between the 258 
wastewater data and the clinical data (including the associated 𝐶𝑎𝑠𝑒789) should remain similar to 259 
what is reported herein. 260 
 261 
Statistical analyses were performed using R, and figures were created using GraphPad Prism.21,22  262 
 263 
 264 
Results and Discussion 265 
 266 
Methodological considerations for SARS-CoV-2 quantification in wastewater 267 
The public health emergency caused by the emergence of COVID-19 required the expedited 268 
development of NYC DEP’s SARS-CoV-2 wastewater monitoring program. As such, several 269 
methodological choices for virus quantification were considered, and the ultimate standard 270 
operating procedure (SOP) described herein was developed reflecting NYC DEP’s program 271 
goals of monitoring trends in SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in wastewater, accounting for equipment 272 
availability, existing expertise of personnel, and considerations of material procurement. 273 
Selections were also made to minimize analyst-based variability. For example, commercially-274 
available kits for RNA extraction were considered over alternatives that may be more sensitive to 275 
analyst skill and consistency. Data analysis and internally-developed QA/QC guidelines were 276 
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established in line with programmatic goals. Additional methodological considerations, such as 277 
the inclusion of a filtration step in sample preparation, are discussed in the SI.  278 
 279 
Long-term routine monitoring to assess virus trends through quantification with RT-qPCR 280 
requires reliable comparison of data originating from different RT-qPCR plates prepared by 281 
different analysts, which presents several challenges. First, in the absence of a formally 282 
quantified standard for the N1 RNA target, this program relied on the use of a synthetic RNA 283 
control. An approximate concentration of this RNA control was provided by the manufacturer, 284 
but was found to differ between lots purchased at different times. In addition, standard curves for 285 
routine RT-qPCR assays were prepared by different analysts on different days, with separate 286 
serial dilutions of standards performed for each individual RT-qPCR plate. To account for any 287 
resulting variability caused by these aspects of the RT-qPCR quantification method, we 288 
quantified the concentration of each RNA control lot relative to the original lot used and applied 289 
a pooled standard curve for quantification of all samples (Figure S.1). Challenges associated with 290 
RT-qPCR-based quantification using a standard curve highlight the benefits of alternative 291 
methods, such as digital PCR for absolute RNA quantification, which eliminates the need for a 292 
standard curve and may offer more sensitive detection for environmental samples.23 Nonetheless, 293 
the methodology employed in this work allowed us to compare relative viral loads and 294 
confidently assess of trends of SARS-CoV-2 in wastewater over time.   295 
 296 
 297 
SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in influent wastewater  298 
SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in NYC’s 14 sewersheds between September 8, 2020 and June 8, 2021 299 
were determined from quantifiable N1 gene copy (GC) concentrations in influent samples and 300 
are presented normalized by sewershed population (Table S.124) in Figure 1. Maximum 301 
population-normalized SARS-CoV-2 viral loads for each facility during this period ranged from 302 
1.6 × 10L to 6.8 × 10L N1 GC/day/population, with many of these values occurring around the 303 
time when a peak in COVID-19 cases was observed (January 2021). Note that in September of 304 
2020, prior to the increase in COVID-19 cases associated with NYC’s second wave of the 305 
outbreak, N1 concentrations in wastewater remained below the LOQ in several sewersheds.  306 
 307 
Visual inspection of trends in SARS-CoV-2 quantities in wastewater and new laboratory-308 
confirmed COVID-19 cases indicates an association between the wastewater and clinical data. 309 
The strength of this association varied across sewersheds, as reflected in results from statistical 310 
analysis presented in the next section. Additionally, most sewersheds exhibited peaks for both 311 
data sets in January 2021 (Figure 1), with two notable exceptions being Oakwood Beach and 312 
Port Richmond, discussed below. Sewersheds with lower incidence rates of COVID-19 (e.g., 313 
Red Hook WRRF) generally had lower per capita SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in wastewater than 314 
those with higher incidence rates of COVID-19 (e.g., Hunts Point WRRF).  315 
 316 
SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in the Coney Island WRRF influent in September 2020 and October 317 
2020 displayed a high degree of variability, with some measured virus loads that were greater 318 
than those in all other sewersheds during that period, despite a consistent processing method 319 
applied for all samples and confirmed COVID-19 case rates that were consistently low across 320 
NYC (Figure 1). While there were relatively low rates of clinical testing in New York City in 321 
September 2020 and COVID-19 clusters emerged in some neighborhoods served by the Coney 322 
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Island WRRF at that time,25 it is unclear if these factors contributed to the high viral loads 323 
measured in some Coney Island WRRF samples. For example, COVID-19 clusters were also 324 
identified in other sewersheds at this time, yet did not result in high SARS-CoV-2 loads in 325 
influent samples collected from other WRRFs, and it is difficult to determine whether clinical 326 
testing was adequate. It should also be noted that given its large geographic resolution, 327 
sewershed-level monitoring may not fully capture the effect of disease clusters (such as those 328 
identified at high spatiotemporal resolution using clinical data26) that may be relatively small 329 
compared to the sewershed or may straddle multiple sewersheds. Though not examined in this 330 
work, differences in wastewater quality or sewershed characteristics may also have contributed 331 
to the observed variability.  332 
 333 
A smaller extent of variability in measured SARS-CoV-2 viral loads was observed to varying 334 
degrees across all facilities and can stem from several sources. Evaluation of duplicate samples 335 
analyzed during the study period allowed for an assessment of potential variability due to sample 336 
processing and RNA quantification. Relative standard deviations for N1 concentrations of 337 
duplicate samples (i.e., the standard deviation of concentrations from duplicate samples, each 338 
with triplicate RT-qPCR reactions, as a percent of the average concentration) ranged from 3% to 339 
44% (mean = 17%, median = 14%); these values are comparable to those reported elsewhere for 340 
measurement of N1 concentrations in influent wastewater.16,27 Aside from methodological 341 
sources of variability, potential sources of variability or uncertainty include (1) dilution of 342 
wastewater from non-domestic water inputs and variations in domestic water use habits, (2) 343 
wastewater chemical composition, which may interfere with sample processing or RNA 344 
quantification methods, (3) variability in SARS-CoV-2 shedding intensity and duration for 345 
infected individuals28–30 and (4) the extent and consistency of viral RNA degradation in 346 
sewers.27,31 347 
 348 
To account for variability in wastewater flow rates and minimize the effect of (1), viral loads 349 
calculated using measured wastewater flow rates (Equation 2) were used for analysis instead of 350 
N1 concentrations. Preliminary tests with an RT-qPCR inhibition control assay during method 351 
optimization were used to assess the impact of factor (2) and indicated minimal inhibition (data 352 
not shown). Regular assessment of inhibition with additional control assays was not feasible 353 
during routine monitoring due to resource constraints. In addition, dilution of RNA, a strategy 354 
used to reduce PCR inhibition, was avoided in order to maintain consistency in sample 355 
processing, given that viral concentrations in samples collected during periods of low COVID-19 356 
case rates were susceptible to dilution below the limits of quantification or detection. While not 357 
included in this work, assessment of viral recovery and wastewater matrix effects should be 358 
considered for future research aiming to characterize uncertainty in WBE data. Although beyond 359 
the scope of this work, identifying and characterizing external factors related to (3) and (4) is the 360 
focus of ongoing SARS-CoV-2 WBE research efforts. Considering these uncertainties and 361 
variabilities in wastewater data, which likely increase with scale,32 we did not attempt to quantify 362 
the number of SARS-CoV-2 infections in each sewershed based on wastewater data, but instead 363 
explored the relationship between viral quantities in wastewater and publicly available clinical 364 
data to assess trends and associations, and examine differences between sewersheds.  365 
 366 
As mentioned above, SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in wastewater from the Port Richmond and 367 
Oakwood Beach WRRFs (both located in the borough of Staten Island) did not capture the peak 368 
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in COVID-19 cases that was observed in January 2021 across all sewersheds. In the Port 369 
Richmond and Oakwood Beach sewersheds there was a marked increase in COVID-19 cases in 370 
December 2020 that was accompanied by an associated peak in the SARS-CoV-2 viral load in 371 
wastewater during this time. However, as new COVID-19 cases in Staten Island increased by 372 
60% in January 2021, the virus loads in wastewater stayed constant or decreased. Compared to 373 
sewersheds in the other boroughs, those in Staten Island had relatively high clinical test 374 
positivity in December and January (7-14%), despite having an average testing rate (i.e., number 375 
of clinical tests administered per capita) for the study period that was greater than that of over 376 
half of the other sewersheds (Figure S.2). This observation suggests that testing may not have 377 
adequately captured all infections in Staten Island during this period. While inadequate clinical 378 
testing rates could potentially reduce the accuracy of the observed relationships between clinical 379 
and wastewater data for these sewersheds, it does not explain the lower-than-expected SARS-380 
CoV-2 viral loads measured in Staten Island wastewater in January 2020. A more likely 381 
explanation could stem from the composition or operation of the wastewater system in the 382 
borough. For example, a portion of the Staten Island population is not served by the sewer 383 
system and instead uses septic systems. As such, a segment of this population does not contribute 384 
to the sewer system, and viruses excreted by these residents would not have been present in the 385 
influent wastewater at the Oakwood Beach and Port Richmond WRRFs. Nonetheless, given that 386 
the population served by septic systems on Staten Island is thought to be smaller than those 387 
served by the sewer system, it is unlikely that this hypothesis can entirely explain the 388 
discrepancy between measured SARS-CoV-2 viral load and new COVID-19 cases. In addition, 389 
much of Staten Island uses separated rather than combined stormwater-sewer systems, which 390 
could potentially impact the wastewater matrix and influence viral recovery during concentration 391 
and quantification steps in sample analysis. Because of these discrepancies, the Staten Island 392 
sewersheds were excluded from analysis of the combined data set and the estimation of 393 
minimum COVID-19 case rates associated with the LOD.  394 
 395 
By early June 2021, city-wide weekly averages of the percentage of positive COVID-19 clinical 396 
tests declined below l%, and over 50% of NYC residents had received at least one dose of a 397 
COVID-19 vaccine.18,33 To minimize the potential impact of mass vaccination on the evaluation 398 
of relationships between case rates and SARS-CoV-2 concentrations in wastewater presented in 399 
this work, we chose to conduct the statistical analyses described in the following section for a 400 
period ending in early April, shortly after New York State extended vaccination availability to 401 
individuals of 16 years and older.  402 
 403 

Relationships between SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in wastewater and new laboratory-confirmed 404 
COVID-19 cases  405 
Significant positive correlations between SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in wastewater and new 406 
laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 cases in the corresponding populations were found for all 407 
individual sewersheds and for the combined data set (Spearman, p < 0.05), indicating, as 408 
expected, that an increase in COVID-19 cases was associated with an increase in SARS-CoV-2 409 
concentrations in wastewater (Figure 2). Correlation coefficients (⍴) for the individual 410 
sewersheds ranged from 0.38 (Coney Island WRRF) to 0.81 (Wards Island WRRF), with an 411 
average of 0.55. Similar correlation coefficients between SARS-CoV-2 wastewater 412 
concentrations and clinical case data have been reported elsewhere.16,34 Note that analysis of 413 
correlations between virus concentrations (N1 GC/L, as opposed to virus loads) and new 414 
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COVID-19 case rates (cases/day/100,000, as opposed to cases/day) yielded similar results (Table 415 
S.3). The correlation coefficient for the combined data set (⍴ = 0.82) was higher than for any of 416 
the individual sewersheds (Figure 3.a).  417 
 418 
Minimal differences were observed in the magnitudes of the Spearman’s rank correlation 419 
coefficients between clinical COVID-19 case data and SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in wastewater 420 
for the data sets with and without lag times applied (Figure S.4). Furthermore, correlations for 421 
several sewersheds--including the Wards Island WRRF--were strongest without a time lag 422 
between the two data sets. Previous studies, applying a variety of assessment methods, have 423 
suggested lag times between clinical testing and wastewater data ranging on the order of days to 424 
weeks, while others have indicated that the SARS-CoV-2 concentration in wastewater is not a 425 
leading indicator of COVID-19 diagnosis.9 Inconsistent findings for lag times may be attributed 426 
to whether clinical data are presented by the date of specimen collection or the date that results 427 
are reported, as well as the adequacy of COVID-19 testing rates, which vary in different regions 428 
and shift across time. Clinical data collected during periods with low testing rates are less likely 429 
to capture all infections in a region, and individuals may be more likely to be tested after 430 
symptom onset, at a time when viral shedding in feces may have already begun. These 431 
conditions can result in a lag behind wastewater monitoring data, which provides viral load 432 
information independent from clinical testing rates. Data for this work was collected during a 433 
time when testing rates were significantly higher than those during the first wave of the 434 
pandemic in NYC, and weekly median turnaround times for test results were 1 to 2 days.18 435 
Furthermore, we could not confidently rule out that the small improvements in correlations 436 
observed when applying a lag time for some sewersheds was an artifact of variability in the 437 
measured wastewater data. A rigorous assessment of lag time would also need to account for 438 
contributions of previous as well as newly infected individuals to viral loads in wastewater, 439 
which was beyond the scope of this work. For these reasons, we considered data without a time 440 
lag for subsequent comparisons and linear regression analysis.  441 
 442 
Because the nonparametric Spearman’s rank correlation was used for this analysis, results 443 
suggest that there is, at minimum, a monotonic, direct relationship between SARS-CoV-2 444 
quantified in wastewater and clinically confirmed COVID-19 cases. Linear relationships 445 
between the two log10-transformed datasets were assessed through analysis of linear regressions, 446 
with the best fit found for the Wards Island WRRF (R2= 0.65) and some of the poorest fits found 447 
for the sewersheds in Staten Island (Figure 2). Inconsistent relationships between sewershed-448 
level SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in wastewater and COVID-19 cases observed across sewersheds 449 
may be due to differences in the sewer systems for each sewershed, including sewershed areas, 450 
residence times of wastewater in the sewer system, the presence of non-domestic wastewater 451 
inputs, proportions of the population made up by transient individuals or commuters, and per 452 
capita water use. Differences could also be related to clinical testing rates for each sewershed, 453 
though no significant correlation was found between the slopes of the linear regression lines and 454 
the average testing rates for the study period for each sewershed (Spearman, p > 0.05). Similarly, 455 
no significant correlations were found between the slopes of the linear regression lines and (1) 456 
average wastewater flow rate, (2) sewershed population, or (3) average per capita wastewater 457 
flow rate (Spearman, p > 0.05), which was expected given that N1 concentrations were 458 
normalized by flow rate. Nonetheless, the linear regression found using the combined data set 459 
had a strong fit (R2= 0.70) relative to the fits of regressions for the individual sewersheds. 460 
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 461 
Understanding the utility of SARS-CoV-2 wastewater monitoring data has largely involved 462 
comparison of viral concentrations in wastewater to COVID-19 case counts based on clinical 463 
testing.35 Because the accuracy of confirmed case rates as a measure of the number of infected 464 
individuals is dependent on COVID-19 testing rates, this comparison must be made with a 465 
consideration of clinical testing biases. Moreover, if multiple clinical data types are available, 466 
one must determine which is most appropriate for comparison to wastewater data. The analysis 467 
applied herein utilized a data set containing 7-day averages of new COVID-19 cases based on 468 
testing in each approximated sewershed area. Uncertainties surrounding such clinical testing data 469 
include (1) whether there were regional biases in testing results (Figure S.2), potentially due to 470 
testing disparities;11 (2) whether testing rates were adequate and what constitutes adequate 471 
testing; and (3) how long before specimen collection infected individuals contracted COVID-19 472 
and started shedding the virus. Others have reported correlations of wastewater data with 473 
COVID-19 surveillance data sets other than clinical case rates, such as clinical test positivity or 474 
hospitalization rates.2 Hospital admissions data, although not without its own biases,36 may be an 475 
alternative epidemiological metric to compare to or to validate wastewater monitoring data if 476 
significant inadequacies in clinical testing are suspected. While hospitalization data at the 477 
MODZCTA level were not publicly available for NYC, visual comparison at the borough level 478 
indicates that trends in daily hospitalizations generally reflect trends in case rates for sewersheds 479 
within each borough (Figure S.3). The limitations of clinical testing are in fact a major driver for 480 
the application of WBE, which aims to provide community-level information free from clinical 481 
testing bias.37–39 Continued population-level monitoring from wastewater data could become 482 
increasingly useful in areas where clinical testing rates decline or resources for clinical testing 483 
are limited.  484 
 485 
Linear regressions for the combined data set are presented in Figure 3 with data collected on 486 
dates with over 10% positive COVID-19 testing rates removed. Removing data associated with 487 
potentially inadequate testing from the combined data set did not significantly change the 488 
regression (Analysis of Covariance, p > 0.05) compared to the full data set without filtering 489 
(Figure S.5). After the peak in COVID-19 cases in NYC in January 2021, there was a decline in 490 
cases across all sewersheds. To assess whether the relationship between SARS-CoV-2 loads in 491 
wastewater and new clinical COVID-19 cases was significantly different during the period of 492 
declining cases from that during the period when cases were increasing, we compared separate 493 
linear regressions for the data associated with the rise in case rates (data prior to January 2021) 494 
and the decline in case rates (data after January 2021). No significant differences were found 495 
between the slopes of the linear regression lines determined using the full combined data set and 496 
the data separated based on time period.  497 
 498 
The slope of the linear regression line for the full combined data set was found to be 0.6, 499 
indicating that a 1 log10 change in the number of N1 GC/day corresponded to a 0.6 log10 change 500 
in the number of new laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 cases/day in a sewershed. Metrics such 501 
as these are derived from relative changes in viral load, and therefore do not require absolute 502 
quantification of viral concentrations in wastewater, allowing for comparison to other studies and 503 
alleviating challenges related to absolute quantification of standard curves. However, this metric 504 
comparing SARS-CoV-2 loads and daily new COVID-19 cases has not been consistently 505 
reported in studies monitoring SARS-CoV-2 in influent wastewater. Harmonizing data analysis 506 
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strategies to include such a metric would improve efforts to compare results across different 507 
locations. The slope of 0.6 observed herein is greater than that reported previously by Wolfe et 508 
al. (slope = 0.24), who compared SARS-CoV-2 concentrations measured in primary wastewater 509 
settled solids and COVID-19 incidence in seven publicly owned treatment works located across 510 
the United States, including one of the NYC facilities described in this work.35 In addition to 511 
analyzing a different type of sample for SARS-CoV-2 concentrations (i.e., primary settled solids 512 
versus influent wastewater), the analysis used by Wolfe et al. (2021) differed from that herein in 513 
that they normalized measured SARS-CoV-2 concentrations in wastewater solids by 514 
concentrations of pepper mild mottle virus (PMMoV). The differences in the slopes may be due 515 
to either of these factors, to variations in the relationship between SARS-CoV-2 wastewater 516 
loads and COVID-19 cases in different regions, or to a difference in the overall sensitivity of the 517 
methodology applied by Wolfe et al.  518 
 519 
At present, limitations regarding the accuracy of COVID-19 clinical testing data and 520 
uncertainties related to SARS-CoV-2 measurements in wastewater--including SARS-CoV-2 521 
shedding rates and RNA stability in different sewersheds--preclude development and validation 522 
of a universal, quantitative model to predict disease incidence based on viral RNA concentrations 523 
in wastewater. Ongoing research continues to expand our understanding of critical model 524 
parameters and factors contributing to uncertainty, owing particularly to SARS-CoV-2 525 
monitoring work completed at smaller scales (e.g., building-level),40 from which information 526 
about the contributing population can be obtained more easily than from larger sewersheds. An 527 
attempt to quantify COVID-19 case rates in NYC’s sewersheds based on wastewater data at this 528 
time would be inaccurate, and is not currently recommended for application in the realm of 529 
public health.41 However, based on our analysis and others, there is utility in using wastewater 530 
data to monitor trends in COVID-19 incidence.  531 
 532 
Estimated case rates associated with method LOD 533 
The utility of SARS-CoV-2 wastewater data depends on whether virions are present in 534 
wastewater at detectable concentrations (i.e., above the LOD and LOQ). It is therefore useful to 535 
approximate the minimum number of contributing COVID-19 cases per day required for 536 
detection of the SARS-CoV-2 N1 gene target in wastewater using the methodology described 537 
here. When estimated using individual, sewershed-specific linear regressions (Figure 2), the 538 
minimum new COVID-19 case rate that corresponds to the method LOD varied for each 539 
sewershed, ranging between 2 and 8 cases/day/100,000 people (Table S.4). Minimum detectable 540 
case rates were also estimated for each sewershed using the linear regression from the combined 541 
data set and the average daily influent flow rates for each WRRF during the study period. These 542 
estimates fell within the same range as those derived from sewershed-specific linear regressions 543 
(Table S.4).  544 
 545 
The minimum detectable case rate estimates presented here should be taken as order-of-546 
magnitude approximations rather than absolute quantities, especially considering the varying 547 
strength of the linear relationships between data for certain sewersheds (e.g., data sets for Coney 548 
Island, Bowery Bay, Oakwood Beach, and Port Richmond WRRFs had Pearson correlation 549 
coefficients below 0.5). Furthermore, these findings hold only for the specific SARS-CoV-2 550 
quantification methodology applied herein, and may not be transferable to locations with 551 
different per capita wastewater flow rates, even if testing rates and case rates are similar to those 552 
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described here. The estimates may also be limited by the assumption that the dominant source of 553 
the SARS-CoV-2 viral load in the wastewater is from recent cases as opposed to prolonged fecal 554 
shedding, which is consistent with assumptions made in previous studies.35,42 Furthermore, 555 
variability in virus shedding rates were not considered for the simple linear models in our study. 556 
The relationships found are also limited by the accuracy of clinical testing data, as discussed 557 
above.  558 
 559 
As COVID-19 cases declined in NYC in the spring and early summer of 2021, the estimated 560 
minimum detectable COVID-19 case rates were reached in most sewersheds by May and June 561 
2021. As such, we expected that SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in wastewater would have decreased 562 
to below the LOQ and LOD at this time. However, viral RNA was still detectable in influent 563 
wastewater collected from all sewersheds in mid June 2021 (Figure 4). While this discrepancy 564 
may be explained by the limitations described above, it may also be due to decreasing COVID-565 
19 testing rates, which could result in reduced diagnosis of individuals with asymptomatic 566 
infections, who are less likely to seek out COVID-19 tests. The average COVID-19 testing rate 567 
in NYC during the period from May 2, 2021 to June 8, 2021 decreased 30% from the average in 568 
January 2021. Additionally, widespread vaccination of adults in New York may have resulted in 569 
asymptomatic and mild infections that were not diagnosed. While individuals with asymptomatic 570 
SARS-CoV-2 infections may not be captured by clinical testing, viral shedding by asymptomatic 571 
individuals would still contribute to the viral load in wastewater, given that SARS-CoV-2 has 572 
been detected in fecal samples associated with asymptomatic or mild cases of COVID-19.43–45 573 
Viral loads may have also been elevated in wastewater because of prolonged fecal shedding of 574 
the virus. Finally, it is possible that the linear relationship found in this work does not hold at low 575 
SARS-CoV-2 infection levels as the study period used for statistical analysis included only case 576 
rates above the minimum detectable case rates estimated for each sewershed.  577 
 578 
 579 
The estimated minimum numbers of COVID-19 cases required before SARS-CoV-2 can be 580 
detected in wastewater from NYC sewersheds are associated with considerable disease incidence 581 
that may be captured if some degree of clinical testing continues. Nonetheless, these estimates 582 
could aid public health agencies in understanding what COVID-19 incidence to expect if SARS-583 
CoV-2 loads measured in wastewater influent cross the threshold from being below the detection 584 
limit to being detected. Improvements to analytical methods that lower the LOD46–48 would 585 
expand the utility of WBE in indicating low levels of disease incidence. 586 
 587 
Conclusion 588 
 589 
Critical choices made at the beginning of the development of NYC’s SARS-CoV-2 wastewater 590 
monitoring program proved beneficial for the long-term wastewater monitoring goals for NYC, 591 
and highlight strategies that may be useful for agencies interested in implementing wastewater 592 
monitoring programs for emerging pathogens. First, collaborating parties--including academic 593 
partners and NYC DEP personnel--worked together to develop a monitoring program centered 594 
around NYC DEP’s priorities. Second, sample analysis was conducted in a NYC DEP 595 
microbiology laboratory, which allowed the program to take advantage of existing equipment, 596 
expertise, protocols, and resources related to wastewater analysis, as well as existing wastewater 597 
sampling and transport protocols and infrastructure. Doing so expedited the initiation of the 598 
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wastewater monitoring program and supported virus analysis capacity building within the NYC 599 
DEP. With this structure, routine monitoring began in parallel with training and continued 600 
method optimization. Consequently, protocol adjustments responded to practical challenges as 601 
well as technical ones, taking into account laboratory infrastructure and equipment that would 602 
ultimately be used for the ongoing monitoring program. This also made for a rich training 603 
experience, in which analysts shared insights from hands-on experience, contributed to workflow 604 
decisions, and were exposed to the empirical reasoning behind methodological choices. Direct 605 
communication between wastewater treatment facility operators and laboratory personnel 606 
maximized use of the NYC DEP’s extensive knowledge base and data, which aided in 607 
troubleshooting.  608 
 609 
As WBE programs for wastewater-related viruses evolve to meet future challenges, continued 610 
research is needed to better understand the mechanisms by which virus concentration, extraction, 611 
and quantification methods work, and the factors that influence the efficiency of each step; this 612 
knowledge can subsequently inform method optimization, standardization, and the accounting of  613 
methodological uncertainty. Since the implementation of the SARS-CoV-2 wastewater 614 
monitoring program in NYC, several studies have begun to evaluate and compare different 615 
sample processing strategies, including one interlaboratory study which included the 616 
methodology used herein.48–50 A clear characterization of the limitations and benefits of 617 
methodological choices for virus enumeration is critical for not only assessing previously 618 
collected data but also comparing results between WBE programs implemented by different 619 
parties, and informing future efforts in the WBE field. For example, varied priorities, resources, 620 
and expertise in different WBE programs may foster the continued use of many different 621 
methods rather than the adoption of one universal method. Additionally, poorly characterized 622 
variability in WBE data stands in the way of the critical goal of relating viral loads in wastewater 623 
to disease dynamics. Clear characterization of uncertainties related to analytical methodologies 624 
would therefore facilitate interpretation of wastewater data by public health agencies.51 625 
Nonetheless, results from NYC’s monitoring program show that relative trends in SARS-CoV-2 626 
loads in wastewater can be evaluated and associated with trends in clinical testing data, and 627 
therefore can potentially contribute to situational awareness of disease incidence in large urban 628 
sewersheds.  629 
 630 
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Figures  659 
Note that the N1 concentrations reported in the following figures may be updated in future 660 
versions of this work to reflect the quantified concentration of the RT-qPCR standard, which is 661 
currently being quantified. These updates should not change observed trends reported here, as 662 
described in the main text. 663 

 664 
Figure 1. Summary of SARS-CoV-2 wastewater data for New York City’s 14 sewersheds. 665 
Data from September 8, 2020 to June 8, 2021 is shown, with the period for which statistical 666 
analysis was conducted (November 8, 2020 to April 11, 2021) bounded by vertical dotted lines. 667 
Primary (left) y-axis, blue circles: Influent SARS-CoV-2 viral loads normalized by sewershed 668 
populations. Error bars indicate standard deviations from triplicate RT-qPCR reactions as well as 669 
standard deviations of duplicate samples, where applicable. Dashed black lines represent LOESS 670 
curve fits (span = 0.4), with the 95% confidence intervals shaded in grey. Secondary (right) y-671 
axis, red line: 7-day average of new COVID-19 cases/day/100,000 people in the previous 7 days 672 
normalized using MODZCTA-level population estimates from the NYC DOHMH’s NYC 673 
Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) Data.18 Normalization by population was used for visual 674 
comparison across different sewersheds only and was not used for statistical analysis. 675 
 676 
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 677 
Figure 2. Linear regressions of log10-transformed SARS-CoV-2 viral loads in wastewater 678 
(N1 GC/day) and log10-transformed 7-day averages of new COVID-19 cases/day for each 679 
sewershed in New York City. Linear regressions (solid lines) and associated 95% confidence 680 
intervals (dashed lines) are shown along with goodness of fit R2 values for those data sets with 681 
significantly non-zero slopes. Note that linear regression for Port Richmond has been excluded 682 
as the slope was not significantly non-zero (see SI). The Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient 683 
(𝜌) between N1 GC/day and new COVID-19 cases/day is shown at the top of each sewershed 684 
plot, with significance levels indicated (*p  <  0.05, **p  <  0.01, ***p <  0.001, ****p < 685 
0.0001). 686 
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 687 
Figure 3. Linear regressions of log10-transformed flow-normalized SARS-CoV-2 viral loads 688 
in wastewater (N1 GC/day) and log10-transformed 7-day averages of new COVID-19 689 
cases/day for (a) the combined data set, (b) data from the combined data set associated with 690 
a rise in cases, and (c) data from the combined data set associated with a decline in cases. 691 
Data associated with potentially inadequate testing (i.e., over 10% positive tests) are not included 692 
in this analysis. Linear regressions (solid lines) and associated 95% confidence intervals (dashed 693 
lines) are shown along with goodness of fit R2 values and Spearman’s rank correlation 694 
coefficients (𝜌) between N1 GC/day and new COVID-19 cases/day. 695 
 696 
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 697 
Figure 4. SARS-CoV-2 wastewater data and COVID-19 case data from May 2, 2021 to 698 
June 8, 2021. The date on which the case rate first fell below the estimated minimum detectable 699 
case rate (based on the sewershed-level linear regression) is indicated with a solid vertical line 700 
for each sewershed. Shaded regions indicate the time period during which case rates were below 701 
the estimated minimum detectable case rate. Primary (left) y-axis, blue circles: Influent SARS-702 
CoV-2 viral loads normalized by sewershed populations. Error bars indicate standard deviations 703 
from triplicate RT-qPCR reactions as well as standard deviations of duplicate samples, where 704 
applicable. Open circles represent N1 concentrations below the limit of quantification (LOQ). 705 
Samples below the limit of detection (LOD, shown with a horizontal dotted line) are denoted 706 
with an “X.” Secondary (right) y-axis, red line: 7-day average of new COVID-19 707 
cases/day/100,000 people in the previous 7 days. Estimated minimum detectable case rates (new 708 
cases/day/100,000) needed to detect SARS-CoV-2 in wastewater, based on linear regressions 709 
derived from sewershed-level data and the combined data set, are indicated with tick marks 710 
across the y-axes.  711 
 712 
 713 
 714 
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