[bookmark: _Toc484504265][bookmark: _Toc484505353]Table S1. SARS-CoV-2 & SARS-CoV-1 in patient’s feces and toilet aerosols from literature
	Virus
	Days after disease onset
	No. of samples
	No. of positive samples
	Viral load in positive samples (log10 genome copies/mL)
	Data source

	SARS-CoV-2
	0-11
	17
	9
	Raw values provided by author: 3.01, 2.74, 3.32, 5.08, 4.96, 3.94, 3.88, 4.89, 4.31.
	Pan et al.1

	
	3-21
	81
	68
	Values extracted from line chats a (log10 copies/g): 2.00, 2.00, 2.28, 2.33, 2.44, 2.56, 2.56, 2.56, 2.72, 2.78, 2.83, 2.83, 2.94, 2.94, 3.06, 3.11, 3.28, 3.50, 3.50, 3.56, 3.61, 3.67, 3.67, 3.67, 3.67, 3.72, 3.72, 3.78, 3.83, 3.83, 3.89, 4.00, 4.00, 4.06, 4.11, 4.22, 4.22, 4.22, 4.33, 4.33, 4.39, 4.56, 4.61, 4.67, 4.67, 4.72, 4.72, 4.72, 4.78, 4.78, 4.83, 4.89, 4.94, 5.11, 5.17, 5.56, 5.78, 5.78, 6.06, 6.06, 6.11, 6.61, 6.67, 6.72, 6.83, 7.17, 7.22, 7.50.
	Wölfel et al.2

	
	0-60
	93
	55
	Values extracted from scatter chart: 1.95, 2.58, 2.69, 3.13, 3.22, 3.37, 3.41, 3.44, 3.65, 3.65, 3.68, 3.75, 3.82, 4.00, 4.01, 4.04, 4.06, 4.11, 4.28, 4.30, 4.33, 4.33, 4.35, 4.40, 4.40, 4.45, 4.54, 4.62, 4.74, 4.76, 4.76, 4.78, 4.83, 4.90, 4.95, 4.95, 5.00, 5.10, 5.19, 5.24, 5.24, 5.29, 5.29, 5.75, 5.91, 6.59, 6.68, 7.00, 7.72, 8.10.
	Zheng et al.3

	
	19, 22, 28
	3
	3
	Values extracted from line charts (log10 PFU equivalent/ml): 3.37, 2.52, 2.97.
	Xiao et al.4

	
	/
	/
	/
	Viral load in toilet room air: 19 genome copies/m3 of air.
	Liu et al.5

	SARS-CoV-1
	
	
	
	
	10th, 25th, 50th, 75th, 90th percentile values extracted from box-plot: 
	

	
	1-10
	1-3
	6
	4
	0.35, 0.60, 3.15, 4.25, 4.70
	Poon et al.6

	
	
	4-6
	15
	12
	1.15, 2.35, 2.95, 4.15, 4.75
	

	
	
	7-10
	16
	10
	2.35, 3.85, 4.85, 5.82, 6.45
	

	
	
	
	
	
	Mean
	Standard deviation
	

	
	10-19
	10-15
	94
	82
	7.0
	2.1
	Hung et al.7 

	
	
	10-19
	8
	8
	6.06
	2.05
	He et al.8

	
	20+
	20-29
	31
	21
	4.51
	1.23
	He et al.8

	
	
	30-39
	57
	27
	3.82
	1.44
	

	
	
	40-55
	5
	2
	3.57
	1.25
	


a The values in log10 genome copies/g were transferred to values in log10 genome copies/ml in the modeling work using the feces density of 0.97 g/ml9.

Table S2. List of parameters used in hazard identification
	Description
	Symbol
	Unit
	Probability distribution
	Reference

	SARS-CoV-2 in patient feces
	 
	log10 genome copies/ml
	For positive samples: 
	For negative samples
	Pan et al.1, Wölfel et al.2 & Zheng et al.3

	
	
	
	Empirical distribution
	Uniform(0, 1.95)
	

	    For Xiao’s data
	/
	log10 pfu equivalent/ml
	Triangular(2.52, 2.97, 3.37)
	Xiao et al.4

	    For Liu’s data
	/
	genome copies/m3 of air
	Point estimate: 19
	Liu et al.5

	SARS-CoV-1 in patient feces
	 
	log10 genome copies/ml
	For positive samples
	For negative samples
	

	0-9 days after disease onset
	
	
	Empirical distribution
	Uniform(0, 0.35)
	Poon et al.6

	10-19 days after disease onset
	
	
	0.91×N(7.0, 2.1)+0.09×N(6.06, 2.05)
	
	Hung et al.7 & He et al.8

	20+ days after disease onset
	
	
	0.42×N(4.51,1.23)+0.54×N(3.82,1.44)+0.04×N(3.57,1.25)
	
	He et al.8

	Volume of human feces per flush
	 
	L
	Empirical distribution
	
	Wyman et al.9

	Volume of flush water per flush
	 
	L
	Uniform(3.78, 6.00)
	
	Kubba et al.10

	Infectious unit per viral genomic copy of virus
	 
	pfu/genome copies
	1/Triangular(360, 980, 1600)
	
	Vicenzi et al.11 & Houng et al.12 




Table S3. List of parameters used in exposure assessment
	Description
	Symbol
	Unit
	Point estimate
	Probability distribution
	Reference

	Concentration of aerosols in air after one toilet flushing
	 
	# of aerosol/L of air
	
	
	O’Toole et al.13 

	Median diameter size, 
	0.6 μm
	
	
	Uniform(0, 1.07E+05)
	

	
	2.5 μm
	
	
	Uniform(0, 1.16E+04)
	

	Deposition efficiency of aerosols in respiratory tract
	 
	Unit less
	
	
	Heyder et al.14 

	Median diameter size of aerosols, 
	0.6 μm
	
	0.243
	
	

	
	2.5 μm
	
	0.805
	
	

	Mean flow rate during human breathing
	 
	L of air/min
	15
	
	Moya et al.15

	Time spent in restroom after one toilet flushing
	 
	min/case
	
	Uniform(10, 30)
	This study

	Interval between the prior toilet flushing of patient’s feces and the healthy suitemate using the toilet room
	 
	min
	
	Uniform(0, 120)
	This study

	Half-life of SARS-CoV-2 in aerosol
	 
	log10 min
	
	Triangular(38.4, 65.4, 158.4)
	van Doremalen et al.16

	Half-life of SARS-CoV-1 in aerosol
	 
	log10 min
	
	Triangular(46.7, 70.8, 145.8)
	van Doremalen et al.16

	Concentration of aerosols in drainage riser
	 
	# of aerosol/L of air
	
	
	O’Toole et al.13

	Median diameter size,
	2.5 μm
	
	
	Uniform (0, 2.45E+04)
	

	Dispersion rate of aerosol
	 
	Unit less
	
	Uniform(log100.03, 0)
	This study



[bookmark: _Toc484504273][bookmark: _Toc484505361]Table S4. List of parameters used in dose-response assessment and risk characterization
	Description
	Symbol
	Unit
	Point estimate
	Probability distribution
	Reference

	Parameter for dose-illness model 
	 
	
	
	
	

	SARS-CoV-2
	 
	PFU/case
	
	 / Uniform (10, 20)
	Wang et al.17 & Watanabe et al.18

	SARS-CoV-1
	 
	PFU/case
	
	ln N(6.01, 1.75)
	Watanabe et al.18

	Times toilet-flushing scenario occurs a day
	 
	case/day
	1
	
	This study

	Times no-water-seal scenario occurs a day
	 
	case/day
	1
	
	This study

	Disease course of COVID-19 & SARS
	 
	days
	15
	
	This study
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Figure S1. Pseudo-algorithm flow chart for estimating health risks associated with two exposure scenarios
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc484505366][bookmark: _Toc484504278](a) Toilet-flushing scenario
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[bookmark: _Toc484505367][bookmark: _Toc484504279](b) Faulty drain scenario

Table S5. Summary descriptors of estimated dose per exposure event (in pfu/event)
	Scenario
	Series
	Median
	95th percentile

	Toilet flushing scenario
	SARS-CoV-2
	3.74E-09
	2.00E-06

	
	SARS-CoV-2, Xiao’s data
	2.17E-06
	8.69E-06

	
	SARS-CoV-2, worst
	5.34E-05
	1.23E-04

	
	SARS-CoV-1
	8.45E-09
	1.58E-03

	Faulty drain scenario
	SARS-CoV-2
	1.15E-09
	7.41E-07

	
	SARS-CoV-2, Xiao’s data
	6.82E-07
	6.87E-06

	
	SARS-CoV-1
	2.64E-09
	5.68E-04




Table S6(a). Summary descriptors of illness risk per exposure event (in per person per event)
	Scenario
	Series
	Median
	95th percentile

	Toilet flushing scenario
	SARS-CoV-2
	1.11E-10
	1.34E-07

	
	SARS-CoV-2, Xiao’s data
	7.17E-08
	1.94E-06

	
	SARS-CoV-2, worst
	1.90E-06
	3.85E-05

	
	SARS-CoV-1
	1.75E-11
	5.28E-06

	Faulty drain scenario
	SARS-CoV-2
	3.52E-11
	5.31E-08

	
	SARS-CoV-2, Xiao’s data
	2.36E-08
	1.01E-06

	
	SARS-CoV-1
	5.50E-12
	1.82E-06



Table S6(b). Summary descriptors of illness risk per disease course (in per person per course)
	Scenario
	Series
	Median
	95th percentile

	Toilet flushing scenario
	SARS-CoV-2
	1.66E-09
	2.00E-06

	
	SARS-CoV-2, Xiao’s data
	1.08E-06
	2.90E-05

	
	SARS-CoV-2, worst
	2.85E-05
	5.78E-04

	
	SARS-CoV-1
	2.63E-10
	7.92E-05

	Faulty drain scenario
	SARS-CoV-2
	5.28E-10
	7.97E-07

	
	SARS-CoV-2, Xiao’s data
	3.54E-07
	1.51E-05

	
	SARS-CoV-1
	8.26E-11
	2.73E-05





Figure S2. Comparison of SARS-CoV-2 concentration in sewage measured directly by qPCR with the estimation of SARS-CoV-2 concentration in sewage using fecal loading and the 15-day accumulated reported COVID-19 cases in the City of New York. 
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Table S7. Summary descriptors of estimated concentrations of SARS-CoV-2 using fecal load and case numbers with reported concentration of SARS-CoV-2 in sewage by direct measurements. 

	Scenarios
	Confirmed cases
	Median 
(log gc/L)
	95th percentile 
(log gc/L)

	15-day accumulated cases in New York (3/26-4/09)
	8060
	1.25
	3.63

	2× reported cases
	16120
	1.55
	3.93

	50% population of the service area
	568740
	3.10
	5.47

	Direct measurement in sewage
	N/A
	5.23
	5.97



The direct measurements of sewage SARS-CoV-2 concentration were extracted from Randazzo, et al (2020), Wu et al. (2020), and Wurtzer et al. (2020) 19-21. Four data points from each of eight different Wastewater Treatment Plants were randomly selected and pooled to represent SARS-CoV-2 concentration distribution in municipal sewage during COVID-19 pandemic. The combined dataset was fitted to a normal distribution. The range and median (dash line) are represented in Fig. S2 in shaded area.
To estimate the SARS-CoV-2 concentration from human fecal shedding, we collected and analyzed data from Newtown Creek Wastewater Treatment in the City of New York. The daily raw sewage inflow, the service area and population served were collected from their website22-23. We also collected 15-day accumulated COVID-19 cases reported in the City of New York between March 26 to April 9, 2020, the peak of the COVID-19 epidemic in the City24. The selection of 15-day accumulated cases was to consider at least 15-day of shedding after the onsite of disease. We also include two other hypothetical scenarios: 50% under reporting of cases due to missed diagnoses and asymptomatic cases; and half of population in the sewage treatment plant service area are shedding the virus as the worst case scenario. The total daily fecal load of SARS-CoV-2 to the sewage plant was calculated using the distribution of fecal load data through Monte Carlo simulation with 10,000 iterations using: . Where Ci is the estimated concentration of SARS-CoV-2 in raw sewage without including any decay, Cf,v2 is the concentration of viruses in feces, Fvol is the daily fecal volume and Pi is number of SARS-CoV-2 shedder in the service area and Qw is the daily raw sewage volume. 
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