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1. Abstract

Since the announcement of the pandemic of Covid-19 by WHO on March 11, 2020, the countries have
started to monitor surveillance of SARS-CoV-2 through medical tests. However, people with no and
very light symptoms are usually not medically tested or never hospitalized and they are missed. In the
study of Wu et al. [1], it was realized that the urine and faeces of all infected people contain SARS-
CoV-2. After that, sewage, and sludge-based SARS-CoV-2 surveillance studies have gained significant
importance around the world (Fig.1). SARS-CoV-2 was detected in wastewaters in The Netherlands
[2,3,4], USA [1,5,6,7, 8, 9, 10], Australia [11], France [12, 13, 14], China [15], Spain
L%g+17f18,19,20], Italy [21, 22,23], Israel [24], Turke})/[25], GermanyLZGl , Japan [27,28], India [29,30],
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Pakistan [31], Brazil [32,33], Chile [34], Denmark, France, Belgium[35], Equator [36] and Sweden [37]
using different virus concentration techniques. Published data show that high concentrations of the
SARS-CoV-2 RNA reaches to wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs). On 7" of May 2020, Turkey
took its place among a few country which have been started wastewater based surveillance studies at
the early stages of pandemic by reporting SARS-CoV-2 RT-qPCR levels of major WWTPs of Istanbul
[25]. Turkey [38] first detected SARS-CoV-2 in both primary and waste activated sludges of Istanbul
WWTPs. Later, USA [39] and Spain [40] were also studied on sludge samples. There are also studies
evaluating the SARS-CoV-2 in WWTPs effluents [10,13,14, 28, 29,30, 34, 36].

This study aimed to scan distribution of Covid-19 through Turkey by SARS-CoV-2 measurements in
influent, effluent and sludge samples of WWTPs. The influent, effluent and sludge samples were
collected from main WWTPs located in 81 cities of Turkey through May 2020- July 2020. Among those
81 cities, Istanbul metropole with 15.5 million inhabitants was chosen as the pilot city since 65% of all
cases in Turkey were present here. Hence, all treatment plants in Istanbul were scanned through the
study. The viral activity tests were also conducted for the influent, effluent and sludge samples resulting
high qPCR.

Egyp
‘ «‘}Snudl Arabia / =

Fig 1. Worldwide SARS-CoV-2 surveillance studies in wastewater (https://www.google.com/maps/)
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2. Value of the Data
e The dataset demonstrates a nationwide SARS-CoV-2 surveillance study which is unique
worldwide. It is the first demonstration of evaluating Covid-19 distribution in a whole country

of 83 million through a SARS-CoV-2 surveillance study performed in wastewater.

The dataset provides information about fate of SARS-CoV-2 in wastewater treatment plants by
demonstrating SARS-CoV-2 levels in influent, effluent, primary sludge and waste activated

sludge samples.

The dataset provides information about the possible activity of SARS-CoV-2 in various parts of

wastewater treatment plants, as a first survey in the world

3. Methodology

3.1. Sampling

In Turkey, there are 3 major types of wastewater treatment plants. Type 1, called as preliminary
treatment plants include physical treatment units, screens and grit chambers. Type 2, called as activated
sludge plants include physical treatment units and biological organic carbon removal and nitrification
units. Type 3, called as advanced wastewater treatment plants include physical treatment units and
biological carbon, nitrogen and phosphorus removal facilities. There also a few cities not including any
treatment facility for domestic wastewater. Some of the Type 2 and type 3 plants do not have primary
sedimentation. Thus, since there is no primary sludge, there are no anaerobic digesters and the waste
activated sludge (which is mostly bacteria) is stabilized by extended aeration.

In May 2020- June 2020, influent, effluent, primary and waste activated sludge samples were collected
from 189 WWTPs of 81 cities of Turkey (Figure 2). Totally, 177 influent, 167 effluent, 35 primary
sludge and 122 waste activated sludge samples were collected. In megacity Istanbul where about 65%
cases were recorded, the samples were collected from 25 treatment plants (7 preliminary treatment
plants, 9 activated sludge plants, 9 advanced activated sludge plants) in order to observe the areal
distribution of the cases. For the other cities, treatment plants serving highest population were selected
for sampling. In the big cities, more than one treatment plant was selected depending on the population
of the city. In few cities not having any wastewater treatment, the samples were collected from the
manholes located at center of the city.

The samples collected in 250 ml sterile bottles were transferred under cold chain (less than 4 degrees
Celsius) either to Istanbul Pendik or Samsun Veterinary Control Central Research Institute depending

on the location of the city.
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Fig 2. Sampling locations of nationwide SARS-CoV-2 surveillance study in wastewater and sludges of
Turkey.

3.2. SARS-CoV-2 concentration

Samples were shaken at 4°C at 100 rpm for 30 min in order to transfer attached viruses to the aqueous
phase. Microorganisms and large particles were removed from the samples by centrifugation at 7471G
for 30 minutes at 4°C. 250 ml of supernatant was filtered through 0.45 um and 0.2 pm to remove
remaining particles and cell debris. Filtrate was mixed thoroughly with PEG 8000 (10% w/v) by shaking
for 1 minute. The mixture was incubated at 4°C at 100 rpm for overnight. Following to the incubation,
the mixture was divided in six 50 ml falcon tubes. Viruses were precipitated by centrifugation at 7471G
for 120 minutes at 4°C. Supernatant was removed carefully without disturbing the pellets. Pellets of
each falcon tubes were re-suspended with 200 pl RNA free water. 1 ml of virus concentrate was used
for total RNA extraction and remaining concentrate stored at -80°C. Total viral RNA was extracted
either with Roche MagNA pure LC total nucleic acid isolation kit using Roche MagNA pure LC system
in accordance with the manufacturer's protocols (Istanbul Pendik Lab) or manual RNA extraction
method (Samsun Lab) . RNA was determined both qualitatively and quantitatively by Thermo
NanoDrop 2000c (Penzberg, Germany). Due to high community risk of using SARS-CoV-2 virus, 300
ul of 10° copy/ml surrogate avian coronavirus of Infectious Bronchitis Virus were added our samples
in order to evaluate the virus recovery efficiency of PEG 8000 adsorption method. Based on RT-QPCR
results, 1-1.5 log virus titer loss were observed after PEG 8000 adsorption and RNA isolation.
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3.3. Quantitative reverse transcription PCR (RT-gPCR)

Primers and tagman probe sets targeting SARS-CoV-2 RdRp gene were used in this study (Corman et
al., 2020) to detect and quantify SARS-CoV-2 virus. Serial dilution of synthetic SARS-CoV-2 RdRp
gene were used as a standard for absolute quantification. RT-gPCR analysis was performed in Realtime
ready RNA virus Master (Roche Diaonostics, Mannhaim, Germany) contained 0.8 nM of forward
primer and reverse primer, 0.25 nM probe and 5 pL of template RNA. The RT-qPCR assays were
performed at 50 °C for 6 min, 53 °C for 4 min, 58 °C for 4 min for reverse transcription, followed by
95 °C for 1 min and then 45 cycles of 95 °C for 10 s, 58 °C for 30 s and 72 °C for 1 s for data collection

using a Roche LightCycle 2.0 thermal cycler (Roche Diaonostics, Mannhaim, Germany).

3.4. SARS-CoV-2 Activity Tests

Samples which viral nucleic acid detected by RT-QPCR were filtered through 200 um filter prior to
inoculation. 200 pl of samples were inoculated to Pendik Veterinery Research Control Institute vero
cell line into 24-well plates, shaken every 15 minutes and kept at 37 °C for 1 hour, waiting for
adsorption. After adsorption, the liquid in the wells was drawn and added to 1000 pl Glasgow Minimum
Essential Medium (GMEM) which containing 2% fetal calf serum, 1% antibiotic and L-Glutamine. It
was examined in terms of cytopathic effect (CPE) with a microscope for 3 days. The second passages
were inoculated on 24-well tissue culture plates in the same order by the adsorption method. 200 pl
from the first passage was inoculated into 24 well plates. It was surveyed in terms of CPE again. The

third passage was inoculated using same method.
4. Data Description

4.1. SARS-COV-2 RT-gPCR Results

The SARS-CoV-2 levels (virus titer/L) detected in WWTPs of 81 cities of Turkey are demonstrated
due to geographical regions of Marmara (Istanbul, Fig.3; Eastern Marmara, Fig.4; Western Marmara,
Fig.5), Anatolia (Western Anatolia and Central Anatolia, Fig.6), Aegean (Fig. 7), Black Sea (Western
and Eastern Black Sea, Fig.8), Mediterranean (Fig. 9), Eastern Anatolia (Northeastern and Mideastern
Anatolia, Fig. 10; Southeastern Anatolia, Fig.11) regions.

SARS-CoV-2 genome was detected quantitatively in Western Marmara (Istanbul), Eastern Marmara
(cities of Bursa and Izmit), Aegean (city of 1zmir), Eastern Black Sea (city of Ordu), Mediterranean
(city of Antalya) and Central Anatolia ( city of Konya) regions in the range of 8 E+3-8E+6 virus titer/L.
These results are summarized on Turkey map shown in Figure 12.

In mega city Istanbul (Fig. 13), SARS-CoV-2 was detected more concentrated in the effluent samples
with respect to the influent samples. Moreover, The SARS-CoV-2 detection in the waste activated
sludge samples was about 14 % more with respect to the influent samples. These observations might be

due to adsorption of SARS-CoV-2 on sludge and release of adsorbed viruses with time as the waste
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activated sludge was recycled for days in the treatment plant due to long sludge age in extended aeration
systems, common in Istanbul WWTPs.

All throughout the WWTPs in Turkey (Fig.14), no significant differences were observed among
influent, effluent and sludge measurements. Titers of SARS-CoV-2 have been detected ranging from
2.7TE+3to 8.2E+6 for the influent samples, 6.0E+3 to 7.6E+6 for the effluent samples, 1.6E+4 to1.1E+6

for the primary sludge samples and 2.6E+2 to 2.8E+6 for the waste activated sludge samples.
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Fig 3. SARS-CoV-2 titers in wastewater and sludges of Istanbul WWTPs
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Fig 4. SARS-CoV-2 titers in wastewater and sludges of cities located in Eastern Marmara region
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Fig 5. SARS-CoV-2 titers in wastewater and sludges of cities located in Western Marmara region


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.29.20240549

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.29.20240549; this version posted November 30, 2020. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

WWTP TYPE

W Preliminary Treatment

1 Biological Treatment

M Advanced Biological Treatment

Actual Flowrate (m*/day) 19,800 17,235
Actual Population Eq. (cap.) 89,189 95,750
INF (vir-tit/L) EFF (vir.titL) N/A <BE+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <8E+02
PS (virtit/L) WAS (virtit/L) N/A N/A <BE+02  <BE+02 N/A  <BE+02 N/A  <BE+02

BTN (6 KonyaWWTP (7 Karaman WWTP

WESTERN ANATOLIA e .
n E G l o N 10,500 195,000 21,745

Actual Flowrate (m°/day)

Actual Population Eq. (cap.) 700,000 1,300,000 144,967

INF (virtit/l) EFF (virtitl)  8.20E+06 1.91E+06 7.66E+05 7.64E+06  <BE+02 <BE+02
PS (virti/L) WAS (virtit/L) N/A 176E+06 1.14E+06 2.88E+06 N/A N/A

O
2 KIRIKKALE
ANIVANRYAS
O

KAYSERI
AKSARAY
12|

CENTRAL ANATOLIA
[ KARAMAN REGION

WWTPTYPE '8 Kirikkale WWTP |9 YozgatWWTP  [[JEITTAITICN 11 Kirsshir WWTP
. e

W Preliminary Treatment . “ i
1 Biological Treatment . 2 |
W Advanced Biological Treatment = =

Actual Flowrate (m°/day) 48,000 20,000 71,500 25,000
Actual Population Eq. (cap) 160,000 63,492 357,500 83,300
INF (victit/L) EFF (virtitl) = <8E+02 <8E+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <8E+02
PS (virtit'l) WAS (virtit/L) N/A <8E+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 N/A <8E+02 N/A <BE+02

12 Aksaray WWTP L[ETETANT 15 Nigde WWTP

Actual Flowrate (m*/day) 67,680 18,000 160,580 19,200
Actual Population Eq. (cap.) 564,000 120,000 1,235,231 64,000
INF (vir.tit/l) EFF (virti'l) =~ <BE+02 N/A <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02 <8E+02 <BE+02  <BE+02
PS (virtit/l) WAS (vir.tit/L) N/A N/A N/A <BE+02 <8E+02 <BE+02 N/A <B8E+02

Fig 6. SARS-CoV-2 in wastewater and sludges of cities located in Western and Central ~Anatolia

region.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.29.20240549

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.29.20240549; this version posted November 30, 2020. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

KUTARYA

o ASA o
7

7]
= USATK
IZMIR
B g
AEGEAN
REGION

DENIZLE

12
SYAYD]IN

WWTP TYPE
IMI [U] @M W Preliminary Treatment

Biological Treatment
W Advanced Biological Treatment

25 Actual Flowrate (m?/day)
Actual Population Eq. (czp)

EFF (virtit/L)

WAS (vir.tit/L)

6 |Kutahya WWTP Il 7 [Usak WWTP__|

740,000
3,700,000
<BE+02 <BE+02

<BE+02 N/A

70,105
8.55E+04 8.30E+04
N/A  122E+05

INF (virtit/L)
m PS (virtit/L)

-
29,181
194,540

<BE+02 <8E+02

N/A <8E+02

15,262
139,672
<BE+02 <BE+02

N/A <BE+02

12 Nazilli WWTP

75,000
500,000
<8E+02  <BE+02

N/A <BE+02

13 Didim WWTP

30,000
200,000
<BE+02 <B8E+02

N/A <BE+02

14 Denizli WWTP

Actual Flowrate (m°/day)
Actual Population Eq.(cep.)
INF (virtit/l) EFF (virtit/L)
PS (virtit/l) WAS (virtit/L)

15,000
75,000
7.55E+404 <BE+02

N/A <BE+02

56,816
372,100
<BE+02 <BE+02

N/A <BE+02

11 Dogu WWTP
¥

40,000

266,667
<BE+02 N/A
N/A

= = ‘:‘/'
82,887
414,435
<8E+02 <BE+02
N/A <B8E+02

21 Goltiirkbikn W,

28,000

254,545

<BE+02 <BE+02 <8E+02 <BE+02
N/A N/A N/A N/A

17 Gumusiuk WWTP 18 Turgutreis PS Il

21,000
140,000
<BE+02 <BE+02

N/A <8E+02

19 Ortakent WWIP

18,000
120,000
N/A N/A
<BE+02 N/A

2,000
9,524
<8E+02 <BE+02
N/A N/A

Actual Flowrate (m*/day)
Actual Population Eq. (cap)
INF (virtit/L) EFF (virtit/L)
PS (virtit’L) WAS (virtit/L)

95,000 27,890

<8E+02 <BE+02
N/A N/A

23 Icmeler WWTP
l.f.".;-w—;' i
<

4

1,800
9,500
<BE+02
<BE+02

Actual Flowrate (m*/day)
Actual Population Eq.(cap)
INF (virtit/L) EFF (virtitL)
PS (virtit/l) WAS (virtit/L)

N/A
<BE+02

N
3,189
13,865
<BE+02 <BE+02
N/A <B8E+02

Actual Flowrate (m*/day)
Actual Population Eq. (cep.)
INF (virtit’/l) EFF (virtit/L)
PS (virtit’l) WAS (virtit/L)

10,000
66,667
<BE+02
N/A

4,500
<BE+02 <BE+02
N/A N/A

<BE+02
N/A

<BE+02
N/A

N/A
N/A

26 Turunc WWTP 27 Gocek WWTP

‘;-vr e
m 2
> /i

1,200 3,481
6,000 17,405
<BE+02 <BE+02 <BE+02 <BE+02
N/A <BE+02 N/A N/A

160,000
<8E+02 <BE+02
<8E+02 <BE+02

9,347
38,946
<BE+02
N/A

2,000
10,000
<BE+02 <BE+02
N/A N/A

N/A
N/A

1,060
7,067
<BE+02
N/A

25,000

138,889
<BE+02 <BE+02
N/A <BE+02

N/A
N/A

Fig 7. SARS-CoV-2 in wastewater and sludges of cities located in Aegean region.
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Black Sea

WESTERN
BLACK SEA
REGION

Actual Flowrate (m*/day) 18,000 10,322

Actual Population Eq. (cep) 138,462 49,152 84,263 183,600

INF (virtit/L) EFF (virtit/L) <8E+02 N/A <8E+02 <8E+02 <8E+02 <8E+02 <8E+02 <8E+02 N/A N/A <8E+02 N/A
PS (virtil) WAS (virtit/L) N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A <8E+02 <8E+02  <BE+02 N/A N/A N/A N/A

WWTP TYPE EHLTEGTTE] 8 CoumWWTP 9 BafraWwTP  [[C[TTTHVIViM 11 AmasyaWWTP 12 Tokat WWTP

M Preliminary Treatment
Biological Treatment
M Advanced Biological Treatment

Actual Flowrate (m°/day) 5,443 61,369 15,792 155,594 11,267 28,625
Actual Population Eq. (cap) 36,287 285,437 105,280 1,037,295 75,113 190,833

INF (virtit/L) EFF (vir.tit'L) <BE+02 N/A <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02 <BE+02 <BE+02 <BE+02 <BE402 <BE+02 <BE+02 <BE+02
PS (virtit/l) WAS (virtit/L) N/A N/A <8E+02 <8E+02 N/A <8E+02 N/A <8E+02 N/A <BE+02 N/A N/A

Black Sea

BLACK SEA .-
M Preliminary Treatment
Biological Treatment
R E G I 0 N W Advanced Biological Treatment

5. ) : ! 3
Actual Flowrate (m“/day) 17,000 36,000 i i 25,228
Actual Population Eq. (cap) 85,000 211,765 i 50,000 84,093
INF (virtit/L) EFF (virtit/l) — 8.32E+04 2.06E+05  <8E+02 <8E+02 <8E+02 <B8E+02 <8E+02  <8E+02 <8E+02  <8E+02
PS (virtit/l) WAS (virtit/L) N/A N/A N/A <8E+02 N/A <BE+02 N/A N/A N/A <8E+02

OEELI BIITTITEY 8 e EIFTTTETT] 10 AtvinMankicls

&
0 £ 50km Actual Flowrate (m/day) 57,715 ] 7 38,016 1382
L Actual Population Eq. cap) 192,383 138,813 37,313 126,720 18427

INF (virtit/L) EFF (virtit/L) <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 N/A <BE+02
PS (virtit/l) WAS (virtit/L) NIA N/A N/A N/A N/A <8E+02 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Fig 8. SARS-CoV-2 titers in wastewater and sludges of cities located in Black Sea region
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WWTP TYPE

W Preliminary Treatment
Biological Treatment

W Advanced Biological Treatment

Actual Flowrate (m?/day) 17,500 35,997 i 12,960 6,288 6,076 4,000

Actual Population Eq.(cap) 87,500 179,985 22,767 74,913 20,960 20,253 21,390

INF (virtit/l) EFF (virti'l) — <8E+02 <8E+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02 <BE+02  5.52E+03 7.26E+02 2.72E+03 <8E+02 N/A  6.03E+03
PS (virtit/L) WAS (virit/L) N/A N/A <8E+02  <BE+02 = = N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

DO EIETZINT0EE 10 Belek IWWTP 11 Belek IWWTP 12 Serik WWTP

ISPARTA s d =
0

164,266 65,320 4,600 7,488 21,400
912,590 469,928 23,000 29,952 68,371
BU RDUR 3.89E+03 3.62E+03  <BE+02 <B8E+02 <BE+02 <BE+02  7.66E+03 <BE+02 <BE+02 <8E+02
<BE+02  <8E+02 N/A <BE+02 N/A N/A N/A N/A

ANTALYA 14 Manavat WWTP

26,350 48,000 20,000 45,335
84,185 153,355 100,000 232,487

MEDITERHA"EAN <BE+02  <B8E+02 <BE+02 <B8E+02 <BE402  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02
G o N/A <8E+02 N/A <8E+02 N/A N/A <BE+02

WWTP TYPE 1mvnm PATTTTON T G 3 | Kizkalesi WWTP| ﬂ

M Preliminary Treatment
Biological Treatment ’
W Advanced Biological Treatment ]

Actual Flowrate (m%day) 14514 12,713 1,088 9,076 173,284 i 1414
Actual Population Eq. (cap.) 65,000 84,753 7,063 60,507 866,420 342,405 10,100
INF (virtit/l) EFF (virtiVl) — <8E+02 <8E+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02
PS (virtit/L) WAS (vir.tit/L) N/A <8E+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 N/A <BE+02 N/A <BE+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 N/A <BE+02 <BE+02 N/A

QYilqu' 10 Ceyhan WWTP 11 Kozan WWTP 12 Kadirll WWTP

Actual Flowrate (m*/day) 165,000 76,547 34,896 20,736 11,200 17,200 | 130,000
Actual Population Eq. (cap) 1,153,846 546,764 303,443 131,657 74,667 57,333 866,667
INF (virtit/l) EFF (virtiVl) — <8E+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02
PS (virtit/l) WAS (virtitl) <8E+02 <8E+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 N/A N/A <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02

16 WI'P
: KAHRAMANMARAS

Actual Flowrate (m®/day)
Actual Population Eq. (cap)
INF (virtit/l) EFF (virtiVl) — <8E+02 <8E+02 <8E+02  <8E+02
PS (virtit/l) WAS (virtitl) <BE+02 <8E+02 N/A N/A

MERSIN

MEDITERRANEAN :
REGION A8k |

Fig 9. SARS-CoV-2 titers in wastewater and sludges of cities located in Mediterranean region
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WWTP TYPE

M Preliminary Treatment

11! Biological Treatment

W Advanced Biological Treatment

6,000

3,610 -

Actual Flowrate (m*/day) 70,000

Actual Population Eq. (cap) 150,957 33,083 437,500 - 12,033 - 28,571

INF (virtit/l) EFF (virtil) = <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02 <8E+02 NIA <8E+02 N/A <BE+02 N/A <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02 N/A

PS (virti/l) WAS (virtit/L) N/A <BE+02 N/A <8E+02 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A <BE+02 N/A N/A N/A N/A
REGION e

= KARS
2
— BAVBURY

IEIEZU&E]@M]

ERZURUM
3

-~ Re
.“ N -

AGR)

TUNCEL|
o BINGOL -
o
FaELAZIG BILIS wl o

MIDEASTERN ANATOLIA

ntiSip

| 8 |Malatya WWTP|

WWTP TYPE
M Preliminary Treatment

10/Elazig WWTP_ i1 1Bingol WWTP

1 Biological Treatment
W Advanced Biological Treatment =
Actual Flowrate (m?/day) 150,000 6,180 37,200 16,500
Actual Population Eq. (cap) 1,000,000 41,200 248,000 110,000
INF (virtitl) EFF (virtil) = <BE+02 <BE+02 = <BE+02 <B8E+02 = <BE+02 <BE+02 = <BE+02 <BE+02
PS (virti/L) WAS (virit/L) N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
12 Mus Manhole 13 (14| Ahlat WWTP  |li15|Edremit WWTP

R A
Actual Flowrate (m*/day) - 16,000 - 10,400 30,000 10,000 -
Actual Population Eq. (cap) - 133,333 - 77,037 230,770 71,430 -
INF (virtit/l) EFF (virtitL) N/A N/A <BE+02 <BE+02 = <BE+02 <BE+02 = <B8E+02 <BE+02 = <BE+02 <BE+02 = <BE+02 <BE+02 = <BE+02 <BE+02
PS (virti/l) WAS (virtit/).  N/A N/A NIA  <8E+02 NIA  <8E+02 N/A  <8E4+02 = <BE402 <BE+02 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Fig 10. SARS-CoV-2 titers in wastewater and sludges of cities located in Eastern Anatolia region
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M Preliminary Treatment

1 Biological Treatment

M Advanced Biological Treatment 4 - %

Actual Flowrate (m*/day) 15,216 ; i A 5 A 98,650
Actual Population Eq. (cap) 95,100 ,314, A X , 91,100 986,500

INF (virtit/l) EFF (virtivl)  <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02 <8E+02  <BE+02 <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02
PS (virtit/l) WAS (virtit/L) N/A <BE+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 N/A <8E+02 <B8E+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <8E+02 <BE+02  <BE+02 <BE+02  <BE+02

El WWTP 9 |Batman WWTP BT A TG BN L) ) SOUTH EASTERN

Actual Flowrate (m/day) 64749 ANATOLIA

Actual Population Eq. (czp) 431,660 ] g 7 REGION
INF(irti/l) EFF Wirtitl) =~ <8E+02 <8E+02  <BE+02  N/A  <BE#02 <BE+02  <BE+02  N/A

PS (virtit/l) WAS (virtit/l) <B8E+02 <8E+02 N/A N/A N/A <BE+02 N/A N/A

DIYARBAKIR

L]
SIRNAK

SANLIURFA MARDIN
0

Istanbul
8E+05
virus titer/L

Kocaeli
3€+05
virus titer/L

Bursa
BE+04
virus titer/L

R L Antalya
4 BE+03

virus titer

Fig 12. Overall results of SARS-CoV-2 surveillance in wastewater and sludges of Turkey from May
2020 to June 2020
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Fig 13. Distribution of SARS-CoV-2 titers in Istanbul influent, effluent and sludge samples from May

2020 to June 2020
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Fig 14. Distribution of SARS-CoV-2 titers in influent, effluent and sludge samples of 81 cities in Turkey

from May 2020 to June 2020
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4.2 SARS-CoV-2 Activity Test Results

Influent, effluent, primary sludge and waste activated sludge samples of Istanbul, 1zmir, Izmit, Bursa
and Konya cities demonstrating positive results of SARS-CoV-2 were tested in order to evaluate the
possible activity of virus in treatment plants. Among the 31 positive samples tested, only in 1 waste
activated sludge sample of Konya WWTP the SARS-CoV-2 virus was found active.

4.3. Comments on Negative qPCR results

As mentioned in Section 4.1, among the 81 cities scanned from May 2020 to June 2020, SARS-CoV-
2 was only detected in 7 cities wastewater and sludge samples. All these tests were performed
using qPCR primers targeting RdRp gene (Section 3.3) since initial trials with the primer
targeting N1N2 were not successful to detect SARS-CoV-2. However, starting from June 2020,
SARS-CoV-2 could not be detected in any city, although there were cities like Istanbul
reporting significant number of cases at that time. Hence, in September 2020, it was decided
to change primer targeting RdRp gene with the primer targeting N1IN2 gene. Using the primer
targeting N1N2 gene, we again started to monitor SARS-CoV-2 in the samples. The parallel
readings conducted with primers targeting RdRp gene were still negative.
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