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Abstract

A↵ordably tracking the transmission of respiratory infectious diseases in urban

transport infrastructures can inform individuals about potential exposure to diseases

and guide public policymakers to prepare timely responses based on geographical trans-

mission in di↵erent areas in the city. Towards that end, we designed and tested a

method to detect SARS-CoV-2 RNA in the air filters of public buses, revealing that

air filters could be used as passive fabric sensors for the detection of viral presence.

We placed and retrieved filters in the existing HVAC systems of public buses to test
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for the presence of trapped SARS-CoV-2 RNA using phenol-chloroform extraction and

RT-qPCR. SARS-CoV-2 RNA was detected in 14% (5/37) of public bus filters tested in

Seattle, Washington, from August 2020 to March 2021. These results indicate that this

sensing system is feasible and that, if scaled, this method could provide a unique lens

into the geographically relevant transmission of SARS-CoV-2 through public transit

rider vectors, pooling samples of riders over time in a passive manner without installing

any additional systems on transit vehicles.

Synopsis

Passive sensing of viral presence on urban transit infrastructure is proven, with forward-

looking benefits for tracking pandemic spread.

Introduction

The global pandemic of COVID-19 has exceeded 33 million reported cases in the US and

168 million confirmed cases worldwide as of May 28th, 2021.1,2 The virus causing COVID-19,

SARS-CoV-2, is primarily transmitted through airborne respiratory droplets via face-to-face

contact3–5 with asymptomatic or pre-symptomatic infected individuals.6–11 Therefore, dis-

ease monitoring via viral presence testing is essential for managing potential outbreaks. Cur-

rent disease monitoring is focused primarily on testing individual members of the population.

However, frequent widespread testing across the entire population can be cost-prohibitive

in many communities, even with pooled testing.12 While this resource intensive sampling

strategy is useful for capturing the overall presence of a disease, alternative environmental

sampling can serve as a warning sign of early-stage disease presence in a community prior

to symptomatic patients testing positive.13,14

One example of passive viral sensing is testing for SARS-CoV-2 in community wastewater
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plants.13,15–18 However, wastewater surveillance methods su↵er from a fixed, coarse granular-

ity since sampling happens far downstream from the individual source. Leveraging multiple

environmental sampling techniques through additional infrastructural media, such as public

transit, can make viral monitoring more robust. Wastewater sampling has been explored for

commercial aircraft and cruise ships,19 but these approaches cannot be extended to public

transport vehicles without wastewater management facilities. Public transit such as buses,

light rails, and trains may be valuable targets for surveillance sampling, since they are linked

to the population’s geospatial mobility. The United Nations estimated >50% global popu-

lation lives in urban centers,20 such as Seattle, where nearly 50% of urban commuters use

public transit.21

Viral particles expelled from the respiratory system of an infected individual can circu-

late through the air into Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning (HVAC) systems, and

have been detected in air filters in hospitals treating infected individuals,22–26 suggesting a

similar approach for public transit. Prior work has examined risk of transmission for passen-

gers on buses, trains, and airplanes at local, national, and international scale;27–39 however,

these reports have not leveraged public transportation for community monitoring. One po-

tential reason for this is the cost and time associated with known sampling methods with

adequate Limits of Detection (LOD) to sense the low number of copies of virus expected

in filters without employing active systems of collection, such as environmental swabbing or

vacuum-like Personal Environmental Monitor (PEM) equipment.40 Rapid and inexpensive

RNA extraction methods have detected 10-20 copies/reaction, which may be above the viral

copies recovered from passive HVAC systems in non-concentrated settings outside of hospi-

tals.41 Additionally, virus particles can remain viable for 7 days on porous surfaces, like air

filters, and 3 days on non-porous surfaces, like metal hand-grips.42,43 Therefore, air filters

may accumulate and maintain virus over a longer time than swabbed surfaces, capturing

data from more individuals with a single sample, enabling pooled testing.

Here, we explore the feasibility of passive surveillance sampling in public buses by in-
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stalling fabric sensors in vehicle air filtration systems. We demonstrate that sensitive meth-

ods of detection can be used to detect small copy numbers from samples collected from bus

filters, using viral lysis, RNA extraction, and RNA detection via reverse transcription quanti-

tative polymerase chain reaction (RT-qPCR) in a combination not proven in prior literature.

Although prior work has demonstrated species extraction from building air filters,26,44 our

method is a novel, passive strategy for local SARS-CoV-2 surveillance monitoring in urban

transit, which shows high analytical sensitivity and specificity for low concentration envi-

ronments. We evaluated this in-house method in samples collected from actively circulating

buses to demonstrate the detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in real-world environments, and we

present herein an analysis of how this method can relate to citywide cases for future disease

monitoring use cases.

Methods

Sample Collection from Public Buses

Between August 2020 and March 2021, environmental samples were collected from 15 ac-

tively deployed buses in the Seattle King County Metro fleet (Figure 1A). Bus selection

was narrowed down to the main bus depot that serviced the Downtown Seattle area, which

has the highest ridership. Individual buses were selected to be sampled via a convenience

sampling approach based on which buses could be made available at the depot on a regular

basis between 7:00-9:00 AM for sample retrieval.

Air filters and environmental swabs were used to capture samples on buses. For air fil-

tration testing, four di↵erent materials were tested as supplementary air filters: foam biopsy

pads (22-038-221, Fisher Scientific), PolyPro fabric (25PPMB, CanvasETC), mixed cellulose

ester filters (A020A025A, Thomas Scientific), and paper filters (Figure 1). Supplementary

5 cm2 filters were placed in front of the existing air filter in the bus HVAC system in both

the back and rear of the bus. On filter collection day, four di↵erent environmental swab
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Figure 1: Detection of the samples collected from the metro bus using our in-

house extraction protocol. (A) Workflow for passive sensing SARS-CoV-2 RNA including
sample collection, sample transfer from papers or swabs, RNA extraction, and RT-qPCR for
detection. (B) Sampling occurred via two methods in di↵erent areas of the bus. We collected
supplementary pre-filters after more than 7 days of being installed inside the HVAC systems
of actively-used metro buses (blue). We also swabbed commonly-touched surfaces on the
bus (red). (C) Sample types and collection methods used during the course of the study.
(D) Positivity rate breakdown by collection material and location. Sampling from both air
filters as well as surfaces returned traces of SARS-CoV-2. Swabs from bus handholds made
up the majority of SARS-CoV-2 detections with 42% positivity rate (13/31), while materials
placed in air filters had the lowest positivity rate at 11% (5/45).
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materials were also tested: PolyPro fabric, microporous paper separators, mixed cellulose

ester filters, and EnviroMax Swabs. Swabbing was performed by running one swab across

common hand-hold areas (Figure 1B in red). When EnviroMax swabs were available, a

second swab of the front face of the main bus filter (Figure 1B in blue) was performed.

All bagged samples were placed in a plastic secondary container, which was wiped with

bleach-based disinfectant, and transported to an approved lab facility. All procedures in-

volving the untreated filter material were performed in a BSL2-certified Class II A2 biosafety

cabinet. All types of filters that were used are shown in Figure 1C. Due to safety-related

lab space and chemical SOP limits for phenol-chloroform isoamyl extraction, a maximum of

n=6 buses (2 replicates for each of the two methods - filter and swab) could be tested in a

single experiment.

Detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in Filters

Sample extraction for testing was performed within the same day of the sample collection

from metro buses. Detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA consisted of the following steps: viral

extraction and lysis, RNA isolation via phenol-chloroform isoamyl extraction, and RNA

detection via RT-qPCR (Figure 1A).

RNA Extraction and Isolation

Filters collected from buses were cut into 2-cm2 pieces. Two pieces, considered sample repli-

cates, were placed into microcentrifuge tubes containing 200µL lysis bu↵er (50mM EDTA

pH 8.0, 250mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0, 50mM NaCl, 1% (w/v) SDS).45 The tubes were placed on

a foam tube rack attached to a vortexer and agitated for 15 minutes, at high speed, at room

temperature. After vortexing, 600 µL TRIzol was added to each tube, pipette-mixed 10

times, and then the resultant 800 µL solution was transferred into a new tube. The solutions

were incubated at room temperature for 5 minutes to allow complete dissociation of viral

particles into the upper media and inactivation of any potentially remaining active virus in
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the solution. The RNA was then isolated from protein and DNA following the standard

TRIzol phase separation procedure.46 Precipitation of RNA was carried out by adding 1mL

200-proof ethanol and 1 µL RNA-grade glycogen (R0551, ThermoFisher) to each tube, fol-

lowed by 1-minute vortexing. Each tube was then incubated overnight at �20 �C. Following

overnight precipitation, the supernatant was discarded and residual ethanol was allowed to

evaporate. The RNA pellet was washed following the standard TRIzol RNA wash procedure

and subsequently re-suspended in 8 µL nuclease-free water.

Detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA Using RT-qPCR

Each 8 µL TRIzol isolation product was assayed with TaqPath 1-step RT-qPCR (A15299,

ThermoFisher Scientific) in 20 µL reactions. We used probes from the CDC SARS-CoV-2

qPCR probe assay targeting two regions in the N gene, designated N1 and N2 (10006713,

Integrated DNA Technologies), one for each sample replicate. To avoid cross-contamination,

the reactions were loaded into non-adjacent wells in a 96-well plate on ice at a separate bench

from where the RNA isolation step was performed. Wells also were covered with Parafilm

between loading samples. RT-qPCR was carried out on a Quantstudio 3 (ThermoFisher)

using the CDC-recommended protocol.47

Positivity Determination

Positive results were determined by amplification before a specified PCR cycle threshold

(CT). Raw RT-qPCR amplification data were loaded via a custom Python script (Supple-

mentary Information) that determined CT based on a common threshold across all samples

(50000 RFU) which delineated between amplified samples and non-amplified samples in con-

trol experiments. For environmental samples, a positive result for a bus was declared if one

replicate from one of the sample methods from that bus had a CT <40.
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Results

Results on Environmental Samples from Buses

Out of 82 samples (164 total with replicates) tested, 24% (20/82, 95% CI: 16-35) of sam-

ples tested positive for SARS-CoV-2 RNA (Figure 1D). Samples collected by the swabbing

method showed the highest positivity rate at 42% (13/31, 95% CI: 25-61) while filters had

the lowest positivity rate at 11% (5/45, 95% CI: 4-24). 1 replicate amplified in all positive

bus samples (Table S2). This indicates that the viral particles may not be distributed evenly

across the sampling material or that the sample methods may be sensing viral presence from

di↵erent signal sources (i.e. riders who breathe may not touch the railing). Most positive

samples had SARS-CoV-2 RNA near or below the LOD of the RT-qPCR assay (Figure S6)

and thus were confirmed correct product sizes by fragment analysis (Figure S7).

We compared our TRIzol-based RNA extraction method with a more commonly used

column-based RNA extraction from Qiagen. After dividing five filters in half and processing

in parallel, we found a bus positivity rate of 60% (3/5) and 80% (4/5) (Table S3) in TRIzol-

based and column-based methods, respectively. Interestingly, our TRIzol-based method

did not yield positive results from any samples collected by EnviroMax swabs, which were

positive with the column-based method. We observed black particle residues in samples using

EnviroMax swabs (Figure S8), which were filtered out by the column-based extraction. These

residues ended up in the RT-qPCR reactions when EnviroMax samples were extracted by

the TRIzol-based method, which may have inhibited the RT-qPCR reaction. On the other

hand, the column-based method displayed 0% positivity rate on all air filter samples, while

the Trizol-based method detected 40% (2/5) positivity on the same air filters. We hypothesize

that the debris broken from filters could interfere with the binding of SARS-CoV-2 RNA

to the silica membrane in the columns or the SARS-CoV-2 RNA might remain trapped in

the columns. These filters are made from mixed cellulose ester which have di↵erent surface

properties and porous structures from those of polyurethane foam structures (EnviroMax
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Figure 2: Top chart shows total riders per bus per 7-day period of filter installation before
sampling. Each color denotes a unique bus that week. The color of associated circles denotes
a positive result from that bus. An empty circle denotes a positive sample for a bus with
0 riders during that week. Bottom chart shows new cases of SARS-CoV-2 in King County
(blue) superimposed with the proportion of buses sampled that week returning positive
results (orange).
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swabs) which reportedly had a high release e�ciency even with minimal agitation.48

All air filters were installed on buses for more than 7 days, and thus can represent pooled

samples of all riders for the prior 7 days (Figure 2). One exception is that, for one sampling

date on October 14, 2021, filters were installed and collected in one day. In one-day testing,

0 filters returned positive, indicating that one day may not be enough filter exposure time

to build up a detectable viral load. However, a relatively high rate (60%) of swab samples

returned positive, which may be attributable to lack of surface decontamination mid-day.

Metro cleans buses nightly, and the morning sampling period for all 2-week samples occurred

the morning following the decontamination, in between which no riders would have ridden

the bus.

Figure 2 shows the bus testing results juxtaposed with the SARS-CoV-2 case counts and

bus ridership counts for the 7 sampling period. A higher proportion of buses sampled return

positive results when SARS-CoV-2 cases in King County were high. December 14th showed

no positive results, although cases were high. This is likely due to the fact that only 2/5

buses sampled had any ridership during that week. October 1st and November 24th also

returned positive results for buses which did not leave the station (zero riders), denoted by

the empty circles in Figure 2. This may have been the result of continued viral RNA presence

after more than 7 days or infected maintenance workers who entered a bus during the sample

period. Metro’s ridership data was compared to bus positivity results to determine whether

ridership was correlated with the positivity rate for buses, and a small Pearson’s Correlation

of 0.255 was observed. This correlation may have been reduced due to infection control

measures taken by King County Metro, such as required rider masking and nightly surface

disinfection (Virex). Additionally, the population of metro riders from which the testing was

sampled is not fully representative of the overall population from which individual testing

was performed.
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Discussion

Here we show that passive infrastructure-mediated sensing of viral presence may be feasible.

By leveraging a passive viral sensing method such as ours in parallel with other environmental

and individual testing methods, epidemiologists could inexpensively monitor a community to

identify locales of transmission and estimate case numbers within local regions. Our method

may be more valuable when cases within the general community are low, leveraging the

fabric sensors to passively pool respiratory droplet samples from riders temporally over the

filter installation period and spatially over bus routes.

This study is limited by its sample size (n=39 total buses). Sample filters were placed

and recovered manually by the research team and metro collaborators, which could be scaled

by larger research teams (Table S4). False negatives may have been caused by the limited

coverage of the sample media over the air vent and air currents diverting around the sample

filter media. In addition, mask mandates were in e↵ect for riders during the sample period,

likely reducing the number of viral particles from infected riders landing on the filters. Con-

sidering these e↵ects, the small viral loads (Figure S6) of some samples are unsurprising,

but may fall below the typical LOD for many commercial PCR kits, including our chosen

Taqpath 1-step kit.47 Thus, false negatives may occur due to loss in the extraction and PCR

steps. We also note that our method does not necessarily identify the risk to bus riders, but

rather the presence of inactive SARS-CoV-2 RNA. Viral viability tests and more frequent

sampling are needed to understand the risk to riders.

Future research into scalable, sensitive viral detection for environmental samples would

enhance this approach. Studies evaluating filter placement and size, as well as control exper-

iments in simulated environments, could further validate the sensitivity of the method. City-

wide deployments enabled by scalable detection methods, such as rapid diagnostic lateral flow

detection for on-site detection enabled by miniaturized PCR devices41 or sequencers,49 could

gather more data, enabling network analysis techniques to study probability of SARS-CoV-2

transmission on a neighborhood level. This method could be adapted and deployed to pro-
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vide an early signal of community outbreak of SARS-CoV-2, or other viruses transmitted

by respiratory droplets, when case counts are low in the population. This could provide a

relatively inexpensive early warning system and ongoing monitoring insight into the local

routes of viral transmission for current and future respiratory pathogens.
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