10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.19.24318086; this version posted December 21, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .
Detection and quantification of hepatitis A virus titers from wastewater in South Africa

and comparison with clinical data from the National Surveillance Database

Short title: Detecting and quantifying Hepatitis: A virus in South African wastewater

Kathleen Subramoney'?, Sipho Gwala'!, Emmanuel Phalane', Mokgaetji Macheke'!, Natasha
Singh!, Thabo Mangena', Nkosenhle Ndlovu'!, Nosihle Msomi!, Sibonginkosi Maposa!,
Chenoa Sankar!, Fiona Els!?, Phindile Ntuli', Mantshali Motloung', Victor Mabasa!,

Kerrigan McCarthy 2 1, Mukhlid Yousif!-? 1 *

ICentre for Vaccines and Immunology, National Institute for Communicable Diseases,
Johannesburg 2192, South Africa

2School of Pathology, University of Witwatersrand, Johannesburg 2017, South Africa
3Gauteng City-Region Observatory (GCRO), a Partnership of the University of
Johannesburg, the University of the Witwatersrand, the Gauteng Provincial Government and
Organised Local Government in Gauteng (SALGA), Private Bag 3, Wits 2050, South Africa
Joint last authors

*Corresponding author. Email: mukhlidy@nicd.ac.za, mukhlid.yousif@wits.ac.za

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


mailto:mukhlidy@nicd.ac.za
mailto:mukhlid.yousif@wits.ac.za
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.19.24318086
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.19.24318086; this version posted December 21, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in

{tis made available undef a CC-BY 4.0 International icense .
Abstract
Wastewater surveillance is useful for monitoring the prevalence of hepatitis A virus (HAV).
We developed and optimized HAV detection and quantification methods for wastewater
samples, and applied them to samples collected through a national wastewater surveillance
program. Previously identified 5 -untranslated region-targeting primers and probes were used
to develop the assay. Serial dilutions of HAV-positive clinical samples were used to validate
and determine limits of quantification (LOQ). Retrospective testing of weekly wastewater
samples collected through the SARS-CoV-2 wastewater surveillance program at 26 sites in
Gauteng (August 2021 to March 2024) were undertaken using ultrafiltration-based
concentration, and nucleic acids were extracted using the KingFisher Flex purification system
with a wastewater isolation kit. A digital PCR assay was used for HAV detection and
quantification (as genome copies/puL). Clinical data from the Surveillance Database
Warehouse of the National Health Laboratory Service were compared with wastewater data,
epidemiological week-wise and district-wise, to determine correlations between the datasets.
Based on the validation results, one partition on the digital PCR (dPCR) platform was
equivalent to an LOQ of 0.4 genome copies/uL. In total, 2013 wastewater samples were
tested, of which 349 were positive for HAV (17.3%), wherein the majority (304, 87.1%) had
the lowest HAV concentration (2.0-2.7 gc/uL, 1-5 partitions), followed by 20 samples (5.7%)
with concentrations of 2.8-3.0 gc/uL (6-10 partitions). HAV was detected in 17.1%
(241/1170) of the Gauteng samples, and a 26.1% correlation between anti-HAV IgM in
clinical samples and HAV in wastewater samples was detected. We successfully developed
and optimized a dPCR method to detect and quantify HAV in wastewater samples, and
determined its LOQ. Further analysis is required to compare the wastewater data with clinical

surveillance data to facilitate appropriate interpretation of the results.
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1. Introduction
Hepatitis A virus (HAV) is primarily transmitted via the fecal-oral route, and causes mild to
severe symptoms, including vomiting, diarrhea, fever, dark-colored urine, and jaundice, as
well as fulminant hepatitis [1-3]. Children under 5 years of age either present with mild
symptoms or are asymptomatic whereas adults present with mild to severe symptoms [1-3].
HAYV incidence is usually higher in low-income countries because of poor sanitation,
contaminated water, and poor sewage disposal, with consequent contamination of food or
water [4—6]. Recent studies indicate a decline in HAV incidence in middle-to high-income
countries, and outbreaks are commonly associated with high-risk groups, including travelers
from highly endemic regions, men who have sex with men (MSM), the administration of
injectable drugs, and homeless people with poor sanitary habits [4—6]. In countries with high
HAV endemicity, infection occurs during early childhood, and immunity develops with
positivity for anti-HAV immunoglobulin (IgG) by adulthood. Unlike in countries with low
HAV endemicity, adults are susceptible to HAV and are often symptomatic [7]. However,
because HAV-infected children are usually asymptomatic and only seek medical treatment
and testing upon the presentation of symptoms, the prevalence of the disease may be
underestimated.
Low-income regions suffer from the most severe threat of hepatitis A, with the highest age-
standardized incidence rates of HAV in sub-Saharan Africa [4]. In South Africa, where HAV
disease contributes to approximately 0.3% of deaths annually, and the severity of the disease
increases with age [8], HAV infection is considered a notifiable medical condition (NMC) in
the surveillance system, based on passive surveillance. In this approach, reports on cases are
notified by clinicians and laboratories that test for the virus under the National Health
Laboratory Services (NHLS), and are used to determine the thresholds for public health

action [9]. However, the data from the private sector currently remain unreported. The
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environmental presence of the HAV in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) has been
closely studied [10]. Active surveillance of HAV in South Africa is imperative for the routine
monitoring of cluster influx through the implementation of public health interventions to
prevent outbreaks [9]. Studies in the Western Cape and Gauteng provinces reported <90%
HAV seropositivity in children aged 10 years, which indicates a transition from high to
intermediate endemicity in South Africa [11,12]. Although the World Health Organization
(WHO) recommends that HAV vaccination be integrated into national immunization
schedules for children in African populations where seroprevalence drops to <90% by age 10,
this approach it is not considered cost-effective for routine use in the public health sector
[13].
Wastewater surveillance has been implemented globally for the detection of viruses,
including severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) and poliovirus, in
conjunction with routine clinical surveillance for in-depth screening in the population of
interest [14, 15]. This is an effective early warning system for the detection of emerging and
circulating viruses, especially with the knowledge that younger children are asymptomatic
and will not seek healthcare services [16—18] As HAV is stable under diverse environmental
conditions, including high temperatures (up to 80°C) and a low pH range (1-2), its presence is
detectable in fresh and wastewater [2,19, 20]. In South Africa, HAV nucleic acids have been
detected in freshwater from selected rivers, dams, and wastewater [21, 22]. Wastewater
containing human excretions can enable public health authorities to identify HAV outbreak
hotspots, monitor currently circulating strains, study trends in several regions, and facilitate
early detection for more informed public health decision-making [23]. In particular, in low-
to middle-income countries with restricted access to appropriate resources, wastewater
surveillance can be used to monitor HAV incidence in asymptomatic and symptomatic

populations and trace the potential sources of outbreaks. However, the detection of HAV in
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95 effluent samples was negligible over the sampling period [22] and remained undetectable in

96 the final effluent sampled immediately after chlorination [24].

97  Currently, there is no active HAV surveillance in South Africa, and data are available from

98  passive surveillance, wherein only symptomatic cases are recorded. Therefore, HAV

99  wastewater surveillance could provide added value to strengthen surveillance systems to
100  monitor trends in HAV incidence, identify outbreaks, and implement appropriate public
101  health responses and prevention measures. Similarly as for other picornaviruses, the 5’UTR 1is
102  commonly used for the detection of HAV because of its highly conserved nature, making it
103 less prone to nucleotide changes [25-27]. The 5’UTR is approximately 732 nucleotide bases
104  in length and comprises three pyrimidine-rich (80-90%) regions from positions 99-138, 204—
105 250, and 711-725 [27]. This constitutes a useful tool for detecting HAV in outbreak settings
106 [28].
107  South Africa is an upper-middle-income country with a population of 66 million individuals
108  within nine provinces that comprise 52 health districts. Approximately 80% of individuals
109  receive healthcare services, including laboratory diagnostic testing, from public sector clinics,
110  hospital facilities, and the National Health Laboratory Service (NHLS). The National
111 Institute for Communicable Diseases (NICD), a division of the NHLS, is responsible for
112 communicable disease surveillance through various programs, including the legally mandated
113 Notifiable Medical Condition Surveillance System (NMCSS). HAV seroprevalence has been
114  previously described [28]. Wastewater and environmental surveillance (WES) has been
115  conducted by the NICD since 2021, and commenced at national sentinel sites (two large
116  wastewater treatment plants in each province). However, limited data on the use of WES for
117  HAV monitoring have been reported in South Africa.

118  We aimed to optimize methods for HAV detection and quantification from wastewater

119  samples based on the 5> UTR region. We adopted a digital PCR method that offers sensitive


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?xFXroU
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qgTxSi
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?AeXE2z
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.19.24318086
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

T, et o i ) B iRt s s s RO 3 e s A 0 o
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .
120  and absolute quantification without the need for a reference and has a greater tolerance to
121  inhibitors present in wastewater samples [29]. We applied the novel method to analyze the
122 samples collected as part of a national wastewater surveillance program, from three “case-
123 study” areas in Gauteng Province, each with 6 sampling points located within the catchment
124  area of a single large wastewater treatment site. Moreover, we compared the findings of the
125  WES data with clinical HAV surveillance data from health facilities located in the same
126  regions.
127
128 2. Methods
129  2.1. Optimization using real-time reverse-transcription PCR (RT-PCR) detection of HAV
130 RNA was extracted using the QIAamp RNA Mini Extraction Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany)
131 following the spin column method, according to the manufacturer’s instructions. A one-step
132 real-time RT-PCR assay was used to optimize the primers (HAV68F
133 TCACCGCCGTTTGCCTAG and HAV240R GGAGAGCCCTGGAAGAAAG) and probe
134  (HAV150Probe TTAATTCCTGCAGGTTCAGG labelled with FAM-MGB) for the
135  detection of S’UTR HAV [30]. The QuantiFast® Pathogen RT-PCR assay (Qiagen, Hilden,
136  Germany) was optimized by preparing the following reaction mix: 5 uL. 5% QuantiFast
137  Pathogen Master Mix, 0.25 uL. 100x QuantiFast Pathogen RT Mix, equal volumes of 10 uM
138  primers and probe were pooled together and 2.5 pL of the pool was used for the reaction mix,
139  and with 2.5 pL 10% internal control assay and internal control RNA and 8 L RNA, made up
140  to a volume of 25 pLL with nuclease-free water. Previously sequenced HAV-positive clinical
141  specimens (IgM-seropositive and successfully sequenced by Sanger sequencing) were used to

142 optimize the assay, which was performed on an ABI 7500 real-time PCR platform (Applied

143 Biosystems). The PCR cycling conditions were run according to the manufacturer’s
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144  instructions, with a modification of the annealing and extension conditions (60°C for 1 min,
145  for 45 cycles).
146
147  2.2. Optimization using digital PCR (dPCR) from clinical specimens
148  The QIAcuity OneStep Advanced Probe RT-dPCR assay (Catalog no. 250132, Qiagen,
149  Hilden, Germany) was performed using the QIAcuity Digital PCR system (Qiagen, Hilden,
150  Germany) according to the manufacturer’s instructions, with the primers and probes used for
151  real-time PCR optimization and the previously extracted RNA. The assay was optimized by
152 preparing the following reaction mix: 3 puL 4x OneStep Advanced Probe Master Mix, 0.12
153  uL 100x OneStep Advanced RT Mix (Reverse Transcription), equal volumes of 20 uM
154  primers and probe pooled together, of which 0.6 ul was added to the reaction mix, 1.5 uL
155  enhancer GC, 5 uL RNA, and nuclease-free water to make up a total volume of 12 pL. The
156  reaction mix was added to an 8.5k (96 well) nanoplate and loaded into the digital PCR
157  instrument. The PCR cycling conditions were set as per the manufacturer’s instructions, with
158  the following modifications: annealing and extension at 60°C for 1 min, for 45 cycles. The
159  master mix was evenly distributed through 8,500 partitions in each well. Nucleic acids in
160  each partition were quantified by imaging each well after the PCR. Results were interpreted
161  as copies/uL. Previously sequenced positive HAV clinical specimens (IgM seropositive and
162  successfully sequenced) were used as positive controls.
163
164  2.3. Limit of detection
165 In accordance with the method described above, the limit of quantification (LOQ) of the

166  optimized assay was determined using clinical specimens that were previously confirmed as

167  IgM seropositive and were successfully sequenced. Two-fold dilutions were prepared from
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168  1:2to 1:1024, with 8 uL RNA extracted from clinical samples used as the template. The
169  cycling conditions were identical to those described above.
170
171 2.4. Study site, sample collection, and processing of wastewater samples
172 Next, 1 L grab samples of untreated raw wastewater were collected bi-weekly, weekly, or
173  monthly from sentinel and “case-study” sampling sites. Figure 1 shows the distribution of the
174  sites from which the wastewater samples were collected. The population in the study sites
175  ranged from 1200 to 950000 people. The samples included a combination of influent from
176  the wastewater treatment works (just after the screens) and street line manholes. Samples
177  from the catchment sites are collected between 9am and 11am. From all other sites samples
178  were collected anytime in the morning by trained plant operator. Samples were transported on
179  ice at 4°C to the NICD. Within 24 hours of receipt, the samples were concentrated by
180 ultrafiltration using Centricon® Plus-70 centrifugal filter units (MERCK, Germany), per the
181  manufacturer’s instructions (31). The concentrate was tested for SARS-CoV-2 in real time as
182  previously described (31). The residual concentrates were stored at —20°C. All experiments
183  were performed by the same person, using the same instrument, materials etc.
184
185  Fig. 1 Map of South Africa displaying the wastewater sampling sites in each province.
186  The green circles represent 29 national sampling sites and the purple circles represent 18
187  community sites within the Gauteng Province.
188
189  2.5. Total nucleic acid extraction from wastewater samples

190  Nucleic acids were extracted from the residual concentrate using a MagMAX™ Wastewater

191  Ultra Nucleic Acid Isolation Kit (ThermoFisher Scientific, Massachusetts, United States) on
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192  aKingFisher™ Flex instrument (ThermoFisher Scientific, Massachusetts, United States)
193  according to the manufacturer’s instructions.
194
195  2.6. HAV detection in retained wastewater samples
196 A duplex assay targeting hepatitis A was performed on all wastewater samples. For each
197  reaction, the mastermix comprised 3 pL 4% OneStep Advanced Probe Master Mix, 0.12 pL
198  100x OneStep Advanced RT Mix (Reverse Transcription), 0.6 uL 20 uM HAV
199  primer/probe-ROX, 1 uL enhancer GC, with the addition of 8 uL total nucleic acid. The
200 mastermix was briefly centrifuged and 13.82 puL was transferred to its respective well in the
201 8.5k 96-well dPCR nanoplate, and loaded into the dPCR instrument. The cycling conditions
202  were identical to those described above. The concentration output by the instrument,

203  presented in genome copies/uL, was converted to genome copies/mL using the following

204  formula:

(1000)
Sample genome copies  genome copies ] 200
205 = X reaction volume X (—) X

mL uL 8 70

206  The experiment included a negative control in which no target sample was detected.

207

208  2.7. Epidemiological analysis of wastewater and clinical HAV surveillance data

209  As part of the NMC surveillance, the NICD analyzes and interprets laboratory results from
210  routine clinical hepatitis A serology testing conducted at the NHLS across South Africa, as
211 well as from private-sector laboratories. We used anonymized HAV NMC testing data from
212 July 2021 to November 30, 2023, and identified samples from health facilities located in

213 districts where wastewater surveillance testing was conducted. We grouped positive and

214  negative clinical results by epidemiological week and district of the health facility and tallied

215  the positive and negative results for each time-space combination. Similarly, we arranged
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216  HAV-positive and HAV-negative wastewater samples according to the epidemiological week
217  and district of the sample collection site. We tallied the positive and negative results for each
218  time-space combination.
219  We merged the two datasets by epidemiological week and district and compared the
220  wastewater with clinical results. We classified wastewater: clinical pairs as “concordant-
221  positive” when at least one wastewater sample and at least one clinical sample tested positive
222 for HAV in that epidemiological week and in one district. Conversely, if no wastewater
223 samples and no clinical specimens tested positive for HAV in an epidemiological week and
224  district combination, we classified that week-district as ‘concordant-negative.” The
225  discordant classification was assigned when, in specific week-district combinations, no
226  clinical specimen tested positive but HAV was detected in one or more wastewater samples
227  (discordant-wwpos) or when HAV was detected in at least one clinical specimen but all
228  wastewater samples tested negative for HAV (discordant-wwneg). Furthermore, to account
229  for the extended shedding duration of those infected with HAV both before and after the
230  epidemiological week of diagnosis (assumed to be the date of collection of the clinical
231  specimen), clinical testing from up to 2 weeks before and after the week in which a
232  wastewater sample was tested was considered.
233 Our rationale for this analytic approach is based on: 1) The epidemiology of HAV infection
234  in a high-endemicity setting, which suggests that when a single positive HAV case is
235  identified through passive surveillance, in all likelihood, there are other asymptomatic,
236  incubating, or undetected cases present in the district; and 2) On account of the inherent and
237  relative insensitivity of wastewater detection for viral RNA targets, a positive HAV result in
238  a wastewater sample indicates the presence of that pathogen in the catchment population, but

239  anegative result cannot confirm the absence of the pathogen; and 3) the need for

240  epidemiologically meaningful analytic approach, from which public health interventions

10
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241 could potentially emerge; and 4) a district as a meaningful unit of analysis for public health
242 interventions.
243
244 2.8. Statistical analysis
245  Wastewater testing data were entered directly into RedCap [30, 31], and the data required for
246  hepatitis A were exported and analyzed using Excel. All graphs were generated using
247  Microsoft Excel. Clinical data from the Surveillance Data Warehouse (SDW) were analyzed
248  using the R programming language (insert version of R used). ArcGIS was used to generate a
249  map of South Africa indicating the proportion of wastewater samples that tested positive for
250 HAYV and the proportion of anti-HAV IgM from the clinical data. The anti-HAV IgM data
251  from SDW were compared with wastewater data by analyzing the data of the corresponding
252  epidemiological week and district (referred to as epidemiological week-district pairs) based
253  on where the wastewater testing was conducted. A positive epidemiological week—district
254  pair was defined as the presence of at least one wastewater or clinical sample that tested
255  positive for HAV.
256
257  2.9. Ethics
258  The NICD conducts all routine clinical surveillance, including NMC surveillance, in a
259  protocol reviewed and approved by the University of the Witwatersrand Human Research
260  Ethics Committee (HREC) M210752 and under the legal authority of the National Health Act
261  (no. 61 of 2003). Wastewater sampling and testing were performed using an HREC system
262 (M230828). Informed consent was not required as we only used anonymized data.
263

264 3. Results

265  3.1. Development of HAV detection and quantification assays for wastewater samples

11
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266  Real-time PCR and dPCR for the detection of the HAV 5’ UTR was successfully optimized
267  (Fig. 2). The number of partitions and concentration of genome copies (gc/mL) were
268  compared to determine the LOQ, which was verified as one partition, with a Ct-value of 38.5,
269 and a concentration of 0.4 gc/uL (Fig. 3). When comparing the Ct value to the concentration
270  and the Ct value to the number of partitions (Fig. 3), the R? value was 0.967, which indicated
271 96% reliability.
272
273 Fig. 2 Optimization of HAV using dPCR. Examples of results from anti-HAV IgM-positive
274  clinical samples that were used for optimization and verification. The red line represents the
275  threshold, the gray area/dots under the threshold represent the negative partitions whereas
276  blue dots above the threshold represent the positive partitions.
277
278  Fig. 3 Limit of quantification comparing the number of partitions and concentration to
279  ct-values. Two-fold dilutions were performed and results were plotted as an exponential
280  curve. The orange points indicates the number of positive partitions and the blue points
281 indicate the concentrations (genome copies) that correspond with the ct-values based on HAV
282  detected for each dilution.
283
284  3.2. HAV detection in wastewater concentrates from 2021 to 2024
285 In total, 2013 wastewater samples were tested for HAV, of which 17.3% (349/2013) tested
286  positive (Table 1). The majority of the positive samples had 1-5 partitions on dPCR (87.1%;
287  304/349) which was equivalent to 2.0-2.7 log gc/mL, followed by 6—10 partitions (5.7%;
288  20/349) which was equivalent to 2.8-3.0 log gc/mL (Fig. 4).

289

290 Table 1. Results of wastewater samples tested for hepatitis A, from 2021 to 2023

12
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Results  Number of Number of Genome Equivalent log-
samples positive partitions copies/ml transformed genome
(N=2013) on dPCR copies/pl

Negative 1664 (82.7%) 0 0 0

Positive 349 (17.3%) 1-306 109-37410  2.0-4.5

Fig. 4 Genome copies/mL for samples with specified numbers of positive dPCR
partitions, for all wastewater samples that tested positive for HAV. The legend displays
the range of partitions for each of the box and whiskers plotted and in brackets is the number

of samples that had a specific range of partitions.

HAYV was detected in wastewater samples from several provinces of South Africa (Table 2).
The majority of the samples tested were from Gauteng Province (70.1%; 1411/2013), with a

positivity rate of 17.1%. When determining the positivity rates within each province,

Limpopo (33.3%, 4/12) and the Western Cape (32.4%, 22/68) showed the highest
intraprovince positivity.
Table 2 Wastewater samples tested for HAV across provinces in South Africa, from
2021 to 2024.
Provinces/Districts Period Total tested Positive Positivity rate (%)
Eastern Cape Apr 2021-Mar 2024 173 26 15,0
Free State Aug 2021-Mar 2024 169 32 18,9

13
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Gauteng Feb 2021-Mar 2024 1411 241 17,1
KwaZulu-Natal May 2021-Mar 2024 135 15 11,1
Limpopo Jan 204-Mar 2024 12 4 33,3
Mpumalanga Jan 2024-Mar 2024 10 2 20,0
North West Oct 2023-Mar 2024 21 5 23,8
Northern Cape Aug 2021-May 2022 14 2 14,3
Western Cape Apr 2021-Mar 2024 68 22 32,4
All provinces Feb 2021-Mar 2024 2013 349 17,3

305

306  We further compared the HAV data from wastewater to clinical samples (Fig. 5). Overall, the
307 proportion of HAV-positive wastewater samples was higher than that of anti-HAV IgM-

308  positive samples. Western Cape province (5.1-9.0%) had the highest proportion of anti-HAV
309 IgM positives. Although fewer wastewater sites were included in this province, the

310 proportion of HAV-positive samples was >21%. In Gauteng, the proportion of anti-HAV

311  IgM-positive cases was greatest in the City of Tshwane and Ekurhuleni districts (<1.0%),

312  followed by the City of Johannesburg (1.1-2.0%). The proportion of HAV that tested positive
313  in wastewater was the highest in the cities of Johannesburg and Ekurhuleni districts (>13%).
314

315  Fig. 5 Proportion of HAV positive across South Africa, clinical vs wastewater. Brown
316  circles represent the proportion of samples that tested positive for HAV, the larger the circle
317  the higher the positivity. The shades of blue for each province (and districts within the

318 province) represent the proportion of patients that were anti-HAV IgM positive: the darker
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319  the area is, the higher is the proportion of positivity. The figure on the right is a projection of
320 the proportion positive from wastewater and clinical data in the Gauteng province.
321
322 3.3. Correspondence with clinical HAV surveillance data
323  Between epidemiological Week 7, 2021, and Week 9, 2024, 442 628 clinical samples were
324  tested for anti-HAV IgM by NHLS laboratories. Two percent (9 098/ 442 628) of the samples
325  were IgM-positive. During the same period, 17.3% (349/ 2013) of wastewater samples tested
326  positive for HAV.
327 A total of 643 epidemiological week—district pairs were identified for clinical and wastewater
328  samples in the districts where wastewater testing was conducted (Table 3). Among these,
329 26.1% (168/643) had HAV detected in at least one wastewater sample and one clinical
330 sample (positive concordance). In 20.8% (134/643) of the epidemiological week—district
331  pairs, no wastewater samples or clinical specimens tested positive for HAV (negative
332 concordance). Wastewater week—district pairs were infrequently positive when clinical
333  samples from the same week and district were negative (4.4%; 28/643; discordant wastewater
334  positive). However, at least one clinical case of HAV was reported in 48.7% (313/643) of the
335  districts during an epidemiological week when no wastewater samples tested positive for
336 HAV (discordant wastewater negative; Table 3). When the definition of a positive week—
337  district pair was expanded to include clinical cases reported in the epidemiological weeks
338  before and after the wastewater sample testing, the number of concordant pairs increased
339 (Table 4).
340
341 Table 3 HAYV results from clinical and wastewater samples grouped by corresponding

342  epidemiological week: districts from epidemiological Week 7, 2021, to epidemiological

343  Week 9, 2024.

15


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.19.24318086
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.12.19.24318086; this version posted December 21, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

HAYV results from wastewater samples,

classified by epidemiological week-district

pairs
HAY results from clinical Positive Negative Total
samples, classified by Positive 168 (26.1%) 313 (48.7%) 481
epidemiological week—district Negative 28 (4.4%) 134(20.8%) 162
pairs Total 196 447 643%*

344  * The denominator is the total number of epi-week district pairs.

345

346  Table 4 HAYV results from clinical and wastewater samples grouped by corresponding
347  epidemiological week: districts from epidemiological Week 7, 2021, to epidemiological

348  Week 9, 2024.

Same Epidemiological Week + Clinical Results 1 Week After and 2 Weeks After

Wastewater Results

Positive Negative Total

Clinical Results (IgM) Positive (IgM) 191 (29.7%) 402 (62.5%) 593

Negative (IgM) 5 (0.8%) 45 (7%) 50

Total 196 447 643

Same Epidemiological Week + Clinical Results 1 Week Before and 2 Weeks Before

Wastewater Results

Positive Negative Total

Clinical Results (IgM) Positive (IgM) 190 (29.5%) 408 (63.5%) 598

Negative (IgM) 6 (0.9%) 39 (6.1%) 45
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Total 196 447 643

349  With a positive week—district definition expanded to include clinical cases that were reported
350 in epidemiological weeks before and after wastewater sample testing. *A positive

351 epidemiological week—district pair is defined as the presence of at least one wastewater

352  sample that tested positive in a given epidemiological week, or at least one clinical sample
353  that tested positive for HAV 1 or 2 weeks before or after the wastewater sample tested

354  positive, to accommodate for prolonged shedding (of up to 4 weeks) in HAV-infected

355 individuals.

356

357 4. Discussion

358 HAV is shed for up to 1-3 weeks through the stool of infected individuals and is highly

359  transmissible in the first 2 weeks before symptom onset, during which the highest viral

360  concentration is attained in the stool [14]. HAV detection in wastewater samples can enhance
361  our ability to monitor largely infected populations by collecting samples from a limited

362 number of sites, including wastewater treatment plants, because waste from multiple

363  households, clinics, and hospitals passes through a single site [18]. The incidence of HAV
364  has been decreasing, and the average age of infected individuals is increasing globally, with
365  most infections still prevalent in younger children [6]. Young children infected with the virus
366  are often asymptomatic, do not seek healthcare, and are not reported [5]. We showed that a
367  wastewater-based surveillance approach can enable the identification of HAV that goes

368 undetected and thus provide an early-detection and warning system.

369 We adopted an ultrafiltration technique to concentrate and enrich the wastewater samples.
370  Although relatively expensive, this approach requires no preconditioning steps and has been
371  previously used to detect HAV in Africa [32]. A systematic review of the global prevalence

372 of HAV in wastewater from 1986 to 2020 reported that the overall HAV prevalence was
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373 31.4% in untreated wastewater, with viral concentrations of up to 3.7 x 10! g¢/L, which was
374  higher than concentrations detected in other water sources [33]. In South Africa, HAV was
375  detected in 43.1% of samples collected from various sites along the Buffalo River [21].
376  Another study described high levels of HAV detected at concentrations of 1.34 x 105 to 3.7 x
377 109 g¢/L in sewage with an 80% detection rate in five wastewater treatment plants in South
378  Africa during 2015 and 2016 [34]. The prevalence of HAV in South African-treated sewage
379  and surface water samples ranges from 4% to 37% and 16% to 76%, with an estimated
380 average detection rate of 15% (95% CI 1-29) and 51% (95% CI 21-80), respectively [10].
381  Detecting HAV in water matrices involves various detection methods, including the most
382  frequently used conventional RT-PCR (54.5%), followed by real-time PCR (37.5%) [33].
383  dPCR offers greater precision in comparison to qPCR and is far simpler to use for copy-
384  number quantification owing to its binary nature wherein the partitions are counted as
385  positive or negative [35]. To detect and quantify HAV from wastewater samples, we
386  successfully optimized a dPCR method that was developed using previously published
387  primers to detect and quantify HAV from wastewater samples. Similarly, although our
388  wastewater samples had lower HAV concentrations, HAV was detected in the untreated
389  water sources. This could be attributed to the time of viral shedding or dilution of the viral
390  concentration diluted during flow from the distributaries to the wastewater site. Our results
391 showed that the detected viral concentrations of HAV are a good representation of the
392  epidemiological distribution of HAV infection in the surrounding population, where the virus
393  is excreted from infected individuals .
394  Takuissu et al. [2023], in a systematic review, showed that low-income economies had the
395  highest HAV prevalence (29.0%), and Africa had the highest HAV prevalence. Varying

396  proportions of HAV have been detected in wastewater samples collected from different

397  provinces of South Africa. In our study, although the number of wastewater samples
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398  collected varied across the different provinces in South Africa, in the samples collected from
399 the Eastern Cape, Free-State, Gauteng, Kwa-Zulu Natal and Western Cape provinces the
400  proportion of HAV in wastewater samples was generally higher compared to the proportion
401  of anti-HAV IgM reported from clinical data. The primary wastewater sites were located in
402  Gauteng Province, in the city of Tshwane, Johannesburg, and Ekurhuleni districts. In these
403  districts, the proportion of HAV in wastewater samples was >10 times greater than the
404  proportion of anti-HAV IgM from clinical samples. Our findings suggested that a large
405  proportion of HAV clinical cases were undetected, which could be attributable to
406  asymptomatic HAV-infected patients who would not have sought healthcare services [18].
407  Further comparison of the clinical data to wastewater data by epidemiological week and
408  district showed some concordance (26.1%) between the positive HAV results. However,
409  <50% of the samples showed discordant results on comparing HAV-positive results from
410  clinical samples to HAV-negative results from wastewater samples. This finding could be a
411  result of the larger number of clinics and hospitals tested across South Africa during the study
412 period compared with the number of sites tested for wastewater.
413
414  4.1. Limitations
415  First, a limitation of this study was the low number of samples collected from wastewater
416  sites in provinces other than Gauteng Province, which made it difficult to determine the true
417  prevalence of HAV in South Africa from wastewater samples. Second, the number of sites
418  with clinical cases was much more extensive than that of wastewater sites. Our study
419  demonstrated the feasibility of using wastewater to complement clinical surveillance in South
420  Africa. Further comparisons with clinical data are required to establish the significance of

421  HAV detection in wastewater. Third, the enrichment method may have contributed to lower

422  viral concentrations, and alternative methods should be tested to improve viral concentration.
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423  Lastly, the concentration of HAV detected in the wastewater samples may be lower than
424  expected because the samples were tested retrospectively, and freeze/thawing may have
425  resulted in RNA degradation and reduced viral loads. Prospective testing of the samples will
426  eliminate this factor and enable the detection of accurate virus concentrations.
427
428 5. Conclusion
429  Low- to middle-income countries with restricted access to appropriate resources can benefit
430  from wastewater surveillance for monitoring HAV incidence in asymptomatic and
431  symptomatic populations and identifying outbreaks and potential sources of transmission. To
432  expand on our current data, future work is required to compare wastewater data with clinical
433  surveillance data to facilitate the appropriate interpretation of the results; next-generation
434  sequencing should be performed to determine the epidemiological significance of HAV in
435  South Africa.
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