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Abstract 17 

 18 

We developed and implemented a framework for examining how molecular assay sensitivity for 19 

a viral RNA genome target affects its utility for wastewater-based epidemiology. We applied this 20 

framework to digital droplet RT-PCR measurements of SARS-CoV-2 and Pepper Mild Mottle 21 

Virus genes made using 10 replicate wells, and determined how using fewer wells affected 22 

assay sensitivity and its performance for wastewater-based epidemiology applications. We used 23 

a computational, downsampling approach. When percent of positive droplets was between 24 

0.024% and 0.5% (as was the case for SARS-CoV-2 genes during the Delta surge), 25 

measurements obtained with 3 or more wells were similar to those obtained using 10. When 26 

percent of positive droplets was less than 0.024%, then 6 or more wells were needed to obtain 27 

similar results as those obtained using 10 wells. When COVID-19 incidence is low, as it was 28 

before the Delta surge and SARS-CoV-2 gene concentrations are <104 cp/g, using 6 wells will 29 

yield a detectable concentration 90% of the time. Overall, results support an adaptive approach 30 

where assay sensitivity is increased by running 6 or more wells during periods of low SARS-31 
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CoV-2 gene concentrations, and 3 or more wells during periods of high SARS-CoV-2 gene 32 

concentrations. 33 

  34 

 35 

Keywords: SARS-CoV-2, assay sensitivity, replicate wells, digital PCR, wastewater 36 

 37 

Synopsis: Adaptive approaches developed with assay sensitivity in consideration may reduce 38 

cost and increase sensitivity for wastewater-based epidemiology.  39 

 40 

Abstract Art  41 

 42 

 43 

 44 

Introduction 45 

 46 

Wastewater-based epidemiology for severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-47 

CoV-2) is becoming an increasingly important tool in monitoring coronavirus disease 2019 48 

(COVID-19) incidence rates in communities. Monitoring programs that use samples from 49 

publicly owned treatment works (POTWs)1,2 and from sewer conveyances3 have actively been 50 

implemented to supplement clinical testing data. Wastewater surveillance has the advantage of 51 
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providing insights into population health by overcoming limitations of clinical testing, such as test 52 

seeking behavior and test availability. Wastewater surveillance has also been used to gain 53 

insight into the epidemiology of other respiratory viruses such as influenza A virus4 and 54 

respiratory syncytial virus5 (RSV), as well as gastrointestinal pathogens such as hepatitis A6 and 55 

Salmonella7. Therefore, wastewater surveillance is likely to become increasingly useful for 56 

assessing various aspects of community health beyond COVID-19.   57 

 58 

SARS-CoV-2 RNA concentrations in wastewater, whether measured in the solid or liquid phase 59 

or using quantitative or digital reverse-transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR), 60 

correlate to COVID-19 laboratory incidence rates in the population contributing to the 61 

wastewater8–10. The lower detection limit, or the sensitivity, of any method for detection of 62 

SARS-CoV-2 RNA, or any other disease target, will dictate the lowest levels of disease 63 

occurrence that can be detected using wastewater.  64 

 65 

Digital (RT-)PCR can be a sensitive method for detecting disease targets in wastewater. Digital 66 

(RT-)PCR methods divide the entire (RT-)PCR solution (master mix, primers, probes and 67 

template) into a large number of partitions (droplets or physical partitions in a plate) such that 68 

each partition likely contains only one copy of template nucleic acid. By increasing the number 69 

of partitions (assuming their volume remains constant) and the associated reaction volume, the 70 

analytical sensitivity of the measurement can be increased. For digital droplet RT-PCR (ddRT-71 

PCR), the number of partitions can be increased by increasing the number of wells used to 72 

analyze samples; the results from droplets generated by all replicate wells are merged to 73 

compute the final measurement. An analogous approach can be applied to other methods of 74 

digital partitioning. However, increasing the number of partitions used for each sample to 75 

improve sensitivity increases project reagent costs. In a previous study, we compared the 76 

lowest measurable concentration of SARS-CoV-2 RNA reported by different laboratories using 77 
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different pre-analytical methods and ddRT-PCR, and the detection limit decreased as the 78 

number of replicate wells used in the method increased11. Authors have reported using between 79 

one to ten merged wells without full justification on how the number of wells merged was 80 

selected2,11,12. 81 

 82 

Given the ongoing importance of wastewater surveillance for COVID-19 disease monitoring and 83 

its potential use for other disease surveillance, and increasing use of digital RT-PCR, it is 84 

important to better understand how analytical measurement sensitivity is controlled by 85 

increasing the number of partitions. To achieve this aim, we measured SARS-CoV-2 RNA and 86 

Pepper Mild Mottle Virus (PMMoV) RNA in wastewater solids samples using ddRT-PCR using 87 

10 replicate wells. We then computationally down sampled the wells to investigate how the 88 

number of wells, and thus partitions, affects the lowest measurable concentrations of SARS-89 

CoV-2 genes and associations between SARS-CoV-2 gene measurements and disease 90 

incidence rates. The framework developed herein for examining how molecular assay sensitivity 91 

for a viral RNA genome target affects its utility for wastewater-based epidemiology is 92 

generalizable to other infectious agents and other analytical approaches for measuring 93 

molecular targets. 94 

 95 

 96 

Materials and Methods  97 

The Institutional Review Board of Stanford University determined that this project does not meet 98 

the definition of human subject research as defined in federal regulations 45 CFR 46.102 or 21 99 

CFR 50.3 and indicated that no formal IRB review is required. 100 

 101 

POTWs and data collection  102 
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Data used in this study was obtained from an on-going SARS-CoV-2 wastewater monitoring 103 

program in California, USA described by Wolfe et al.2 Samples were collected and processed 104 

daily between June 1, 2021 to August 31, 2021 from four POTWs: City of Davis Wastewater 105 

Treatment Plant (Dav) in Davis, South County Regional Wastewater Authority Wastewater 106 

Treatment Plant (Gil) in Gilroy, Oceanside Water Pollution Control Plant (Ocean) in San 107 

Francisco, and San Jose-Santa Clara Regional Wastewater Facility (SJ) in San Jose (listed in 108 

the order of size from smallest to largest). Further details on the POTWs and sampling 109 

procedures can be found in Wolfe et al.2 and in Table S1. The data reported herein has not 110 

been previously published.  111 

 112 

The solids samples were processed within 24 hours of collection exactly according to the 113 

methods described by Wolfe et al.2 and are summarized in the SI. We measured SARS-CoV-2 114 

N gene and PMMoV gene concentrations, and also recovery of spiked-in bovine coronavirus 115 

using ddRT-PCR using 10 replicate wells. EMMI guidelines were followed13.   116 

 117 

Data for each individual well was downloaded from QuantaSoft Analysis Pro software (BioRad, 118 

CA, version 1.0.596). Samples for which all wells did not have at least 10 000 generated 119 

droplets in each well were eliminated from our analysis. This eliminated a total of 41 SARS-120 

CoV-2 N gene measurements (12 from Dav, 9 from Gil, 17 from Ocean, and 3 from SJ), 121 

resulting in 327 measurements for further analysis (89 from Dav, 80 from Gil, 83 from Ocean, 75 122 

from SJ).  123 

 124 

COVID-19 epidemiology data 125 

Laboratory confirmed incident cases of COVID-19 as a function of episode date was obtained 126 

as described previously2; see SI for details.  127 

 128 
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Downsampling simulation 129 

In order to estimate the SARS-CoV-2 N gene and PMMoV RNA concentration we would have 130 

obtained if we had run a smaller number of wells (X = 1 - 9), we randomly selected X wells from 131 

the 10 wells to calculate the resultant concentration: 132 

𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑐𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛	(𝑐𝑝/𝜇𝐿) 	= 	−𝑙𝑛 4
𝑛𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟	𝑜𝑓	𝑛𝑒𝑔𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑣𝑒	𝑑𝑟𝑜𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑡𝑠
𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙	𝑎𝑐𝑐𝑒𝑝𝑡𝑒𝑑	𝑑𝑟𝑜𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑡𝑠 = /	0.00085𝜇𝐿	 133 

where 0.00085 μL is the volume of a single droplet14. If the total number of positive droplets was 134 

less than three, the concentration was denoted as not detected (ND).  135 

 136 

A thousand simulations were conducted for each possible number of merged wells (X = 1 - 9) 137 

for each sample. The resulting concentrations were converted to units of cp/g dry weight using 138 

dimensional analysis 2. From these thousand simulations, we calculated (1) the percent of the 139 

simulations that resulted in less than 3 positive droplets across merged wells and was 140 

designated as ND, (2) the median concentration, and (3) its interquartile range (25th and 75th 141 

percentiles). To calculate the median, we substituted zero for ND. Similar analyses were 142 

performed for ten randomly selected PMMoV measurements from each POTW; each 143 

measurement had at least 10 000 total droplets generated in each well. Simulations were 144 

conducted using RStudio (version 1.4.1106).  145 

 146 

Statistical analysis 147 

Statistics were computed using RStudio (version 1.4.1106). Shapiro-Wilk test was used to 148 

determine whether simulation outputs were normally distributed. The dispersion of the 149 

simulation outputs is defined by the interquartile range (IQR). The relative dispersion of the 150 

simulation outputs is described as the ratio of the median and the interquartile range. The 151 

dispersion and relative dispersion of the simulated concentrations were compared to the 152 

standard deviation of the concentration, or the standard deviation normalized by the 153 
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concentration, respectively, derived from the measurement obtained using 10 wells. The 154 

standard deviation of that measurement is the 68% confidence interval as defined by the total 155 

error from the instrument software which includes Poisson error and variation among wells; the 156 

total error formula is proprietary and not available from the vendor.  157 

 158 

Nonparametric Kendall’s tau was used to assess the association between the N gene 159 

concentrations in wastewater and laboratory confirmed COVID-19 incidence rates. Kendall’s tau 160 

was calculated for both the entire time series and the low incidence month of June. For this 161 

analysis, zero was substituted for measurements considered NDs.  162 

 163 

The theoretical lower measurement limit was calculated for each number of merged wells (X = 1 164 

- 10) by: 1) calculating the concentration resulting from three positive droplets total across 165 

merged wells out of 20 000 total accepted droplets (average number of droplets generated) per 166 

each well merged, and 2) converting the concentration to units of cp/g dry weight using average 167 

solid content for samples from each POTW (Table S2). 168 

 169 

Linear regression was used to derive an empirical relationship between log10-transformed 170 

COVID-19 laboratory-confirmed incidence rates and log10-transformed measured SARS-CoV-2 171 

N gene concentrations using data obtained by merging ten wells; relationships were quantified 172 

for each POTW separately, and for the POTWs in aggregate. For the linear regression, NDs 173 

were substituted with half the theoretical lower measurement limit calculated for X = 10. Using 174 

the empirical relationship between incidence rate and SARS-CoV-2 RNA concentration for the 175 

associated POTW, the lowest detectable COVID-19 incidence rate was estimated based on the 176 

calculated theoretical lower measurement limits.  177 

 178 
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A logistic regression was used to model the fraction of samples that were assigned a 179 

concentration (versus assigned ND) for X = 1 - 9 as a function of the true concentration of the 180 

sample, defined as the concentration obtained using 10 wells. The concentration corresponding 181 

to a detection frequency of 0.5 (C0.5) was calculated using the regression equation. For this 182 

analysis, half of the theoretical lower measurement limit was substituted for the 6 NDs for X 183 

=10.  184 

 185 

 186 

Results  187 

 188 

QA/QC 189 

Negative and positive extraction and PCR controls were negative and positive, respectively. 190 

BCoV was used as a process control to verify that the extraction was successful and there was 191 

no gross inhibition in quantification. Samples that had less than 10% recovery of BCoV were 192 

rerun; no sample had less than 10% recovery. No further correction or analysis of BCoV 193 

recoveries are provided here given the complexities of interpreting recoveries of exogenous 194 

controls15. PMMoV concentrations across samples are similar to those measured and reported 195 

previously, also suggesting no gross issues with extraction or inhibition (Fig. S1). Data on N and 196 

PMMoV gene concentrations are available through the Stanford Digital Repository 197 

(https://purl.stanford.edu/km637ys9238).   198 

 199 

Simulation output trends at high and low concentrations 200 

For each measurement, a thousand simulations were conducted to sample each possible 201 

number of merged wells (X = 1 - 9) and the results are reported as concentration in units of cp/g 202 

dry weight (cp/g, hereafter). The resulting concentration distributions obtained for each X for 203 

each measurement were not normally distributed based on Shapiro-Wilk tests (p < 0.05); 204 
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therefore, medians and interquartile ranges are used to describe the results. Simulation outputs 205 

of example measurements for SARS-CoV-2 N gene in samples collected during a period of low 206 

COVID-19 incidence (June 1, 2021) and high COVID-19 incidence (August 31, 2021); as well as 207 

example PMMoV gene measurements (June 6, 2021) are provided in Figure 1. The simulation 208 

dispersion can be compared to the results obtained using 10 merged wells and its standard 209 

deviation, defined by the total error as reported by the ddPCR instrument, which includes errors 210 

associated with the Poisson distribution and variability among replicate wells.  211 

 212 

There are several important insights to glean from these results. First, when the number of 213 

positive droplets is less than 3 across the 10 wells (< 0.0015% of droplets positive), and the 214 

measurement is deemed as ND (see Dav sample from June 1, 2021), the results obtained from 215 

fewer wells agree with the results obtained from 10 wells. Second, when the number of positive 216 

droplets is high (for example, for PMMoV where there are 104~105 positive droplets across 10 217 

wells, 5 - 50% of droplets positive), then the dispersion as represented by the interquartile range 218 

(IQR), in the simulations for X < 10 wells is similar to the standard deviation reported by the 219 

instrument for X = 10 wells. Finally, when the number of positive droplets is intermediate to 220 

these two regimes (fraction of positive droplets between 0.0015% and 0.5%), then the IQR 221 

increases as X decreases and is often greater than the standard deviation from the X = 10 well 222 

measurement, particularly when X < 3. Below SARS-CoV-2 concentration of 104 cp/g (where 223 

the fraction of positive droplets is 0.0062% - 0.024% depending on POTW), the value of X 224 

below which the relative dispersion, defined by IQR divided by the median, is larger than the 225 

standard deviation normalized by the measured concentration for X = 10 scales inversely with 226 

SARS-CoV-2 N gene concentration (Figure S2).  227 

 228 

As PMMoV is present in such high concentrations and the measurements yielded high positive 229 

droplet counts, resulting in similar concentrations across X = 1 - 10, the remainder of this 230 
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analysis will focus on the SARS-CoV-2 N gene concentrations, as those measurements yielded 231 

low to intermediate positive droplet counts.  232 

 233 

Theoretical sensitivity 234 

An empirical relationship between the log10-transformed COVID-19 incidence rate and the log10-235 

transformed SARS-CoV-2 concentration using ten merged wells was derived with linear 236 

regression. The regression showed that for 1 log10 increase in SARS-CoV-2 RNA cp/g, there 237 

was between 0.50 and 0.88 log10 increase in laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 incidence rate 238 

(Table S3), depending on the POTW. The data from all four POTWs appear to fall on a single 239 

line when COVID-19 incidence rate is plotted against SARS-CoV-2 concentration (Figure S3); 240 

when data from all POTW are combined, there was a 0.64 log10 increase in laboratory-241 

confirmed COVID-19 incidence rate for 1 log10 increase in SARS-CoV-2 RNA cp/g.  242 

 243 

Theoretical lower measurement limit (Table S4) and the corresponding incidence rate lower limit 244 

(Table S5) was calculated. The theoretical lower measurement limit for each POTW ranged 245 

from 7500 (SJ) to 24000 (Gil) cp/g when using only one well and from 750 (SJ) to 2400 (Gil) 246 

cp/g when using ten merged wells. Since this theoretical lower measurement limit was 247 

calculated with average solid content of samples from each POTW by measuring the percent 248 

weight of the dewatered solids and assuming a total of 20 000 generated droplets, the observed 249 

lower measurement limit may be different. The corresponding incidence rate lower limit per 100 250 

000, calculated using the empirical relationships in Table S3, ranged from 1.6 (SJ) to 6.9 (Gil) 251 

when using one well and from 0.2 (SJ) to 1.4 (Gil) when using ten merged wells (Table S5).  252 

 253 

Association with clinical data  254 

Time series of median concentrations resulting from a thousand simulations for each 255 

measurement for all possible numbers of wells are provided in Figure 2. Lines representing low 256 
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number of wells deviate from those representing higher number of wells during the low 257 

incidence rate period in June 2021 when SARS-CoV-2 N gene concentrations in wastewater 258 

were relatively low. When the entire study period of June 1, 2021 to August 31, 2021 was 259 

considered, SARS-CoV-2 N gene concentrations were positively and significantly correlated 260 

with 7-day smoothed COVID-19 incidence rates at all four POTWs regardless of X (Table S6, 261 

tau > 0.54, p < 0.05 for all); X did not have an effect on Kendall’s tau when considering the 262 

entire time series (tau changed by < 0.05 as X varied). However, when considering the month of 263 

June alone when COVID-19 incidence rate was relatively low, SARS-CoV-2 N gene 264 

concentrations were positively and significantly correlated with 7-day smoothed COVID-19 265 

incidence rates only when X > 1 (𝝰 = 0.1) and X did affect tau by as much as 0.15 (Table S7).  266 

 267 

Detection frequency 268 

Detection frequency for SARS-CoV-2 N gene across all POTWs was examined as a function of 269 

X and the true concentration of N gene, as defined by the concentration obtained using 10 270 

merged wells (Figure 3)!"#$%&'(&)"*+%*+''&$,'"-+*+".&("($"(/+")0*1+'"23456+"789"4,:"(/+"271 

)$,)+,(*4(&$,"4("-/&)/"(/+":+(+)(&$,".*+;0+,)<"&'"=">!?"2@0.5) was calculated, as well as the 272 

corresponding incidence rate using the empirical relationship between log-transformed SARS-273 

CoV-2 RNA N gene concentrations and COVID-19 incidence rate for all POTWs (Table 1). As 274 

there were not as many measurements that resulted in ND for X > 8, the confidence interval of 275 

the logistic regression is relatively large, especially for X = 9 and 10. Therefore C0.5 derived for X 276 

= 9 and10 is an extrapolation of the data used in this study and may be more uncertain. C0.5 277 

scales with X according to the following equation log10(C0.5) = -0.13*X + 4.0 (R2 = 0.90, p-value 278 

< 10-4). Percentage of samples that fall under C0.5 for each X during the entire time series of 279 

three months and during the month of June was calculated. Most samples that fell under C0.5 280 

were collected in June. Figure 4 shows data exclusively in June 2021 to focus on this time 281 
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period; measurements obtained using X = 10 are shown with the concentration at which the 282 

detection frequency is =">!?".$*"A"B"CD"ED"FD"C>"&'"'/$-,"&,":4'/+:"6&,+'. During this low 283 

incidence rate period, for X =1, 81% (92 of 113) measurements fall below the C0.5 across all 284 

POTWs. For X = 3, 38% (43 of 113) measurements, and for X = 6, 8.8% (10 of 113) fall below 285 

the corresponding C0.5. For reference, when X = 10, 4.4% (5 of 113) measurements fall below 286 

the C0.5 across all POTWs.   287 

 288 

 289 

Discussion 290 

We measured concentrations of SARS-CoV-2 and PMMoV genes daily in wastewater settled 291 

solids at four POTWs in California using ddRT-PCR during a period of time that  292 

included both low and high COVID-19 incidence. We used 10 merged wells for the 293 

measurements, and then determined how the measurement would have been affected by using 294 

fewer than 10 wells through a down-sampling scheme. Our findings indicate that when a large 295 

fraction of droplets are positive (> 5% positive), as was observed for PMMoV, a virus found in 296 

high quantity in human stool and wastewater16, concentrations measured using just one well are 297 

similar to those obtained using ten when considering the variability associated with the 298 

measurements. On the other hand, when a smaller fraction of droplets are positive (< 0.5%), as 299 

was the case for the SARS-CoV-2 gene measurements, using fewer wells can result in 300 

measurements that may vary from those obtained using 10 wells, and more measurements 301 

characterized as non-detects.  302 

 303 

For the SARS-CoV-2 gene measurements, variability in measurements increased as the 304 

number of wells decreased. Generally, we found that when the fraction of positive droplets was 305 

greater than 0.024% (corresponding to a conservative approximate concentration of 104 cp/g 306 
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dry weight), that the variability in the measurement resulting from using 3 or more wells was 307 

similar or smaller than the measurement total error obtained using 10 wells. In contrast, when 308 

the fraction of positive droplets was less than 0.024%, the variability in the measurements 309 

resulting from using 6 or more wells was similar or smaller than the measurement total error 310 

obtained using 10 wells. These results could guide adaptive analysis plans that use fewer wells 311 

to reduce costs when concentrations of SARS-CoV-2 are relatively high.   312 

 313 

The probability of obtaining a non-detect increased as the SARS-CoV-2 gene concentration 314 

decreased and the number of wells used in ddRT-PCR decreased. Using logistic regression, we 315 

identified the concentration at which the detection frequency was less than 0.5 (C0.5), and this 316 

value varies inversely with the number of wells; that is C0.5 is higher when fewer wells are used 317 

for ddRT-PCR. This means that when low concentrations of SARS-CoV-2 genes are expected, 318 

using too few wells can result in a large number of non-detects. For example, during the low 319 

incidence period of June, if only 1 well had been used instead of 10, 92 of the 113 320 

measurements across four POTWs would have been below C0.5. We found that at least 6 wells 321 

were needed to achieve 90% of the measurements to be above C0.5  for June 2021.  322 

 323 

Consistent with other studies, the wastewater concentration showed positive and significant 324 

correlation with 7-day smoothed COVID-19 incidence rates. When there was variation in 325 

COVID-19 incidence rates within the time frame being investigated (here before and during the 326 

Delta variant surge), the number of wells being used for the analysis did not affect the 327 

magnitude or statistical significance of the correlation. There was a positive and significant 328 

correlation even when using only one well because there was enough variation in both 329 

variables, although the majority of June measurements were characterized as non-detects. This 330 

illustrates that finding a significant correlation between disease incidence and SARS-CoV-2 331 

gene concentrations does not necessarily indicate good measurement sensitivity. It should be 332 
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noted that while we take the laboratory confirmed COVID-19 incidence rates to be reflective of 333 

the level of COVID-19 that the community is experiencing, they are likely an underestimate of 334 

incidence rates in the sewershed as the reported incidence rates are dependent on test-seeking 335 

behavior and test availability17.  336 

 337 

There are a few limitations of this analysis. First, in our analysis, we assumed that the 338 

measurement obtained using 10 wells is the “true concentration” and compared all results 339 

simulated with fewer than 10 wells to the true concentration and its error from the ddRT-PCR 340 

instrument. Second, the results presented herein regarding assay sensitivity, and in particular 341 

the C0.5 values in Table 1 are specific to the methods applied in this study. The relationship 342 

between the number of wells used to the number of non-detects, and the lowest measurable 343 

concentration will be impacted by the pre-analytical and analytical processes used. While the 344 

specific values in Table 1 are not externally valid, unless others are using our exact methods 345 

(available on protocols.io18–20), the framework for examining the required sensitivity for 346 

wastewater surveillance is. That is, careful attention to how sensitivity affects the lowest 347 

measurable concentration and the number of non-detects, as well as the relationships between 348 

these values and laboratory confirmed COVID-19 incidence rates is needed to fully understand 349 

how decisions on assay implementation are made.  350 

 351 

 352 

Conclusions 353 

We developed and implemented a framework for examining how molecular assay sensitivity for 354 

a viral RNA genome target affects its utility for wastewater-based epidemiology. The framework 355 

involves understanding how assay sensitivity affects lowest measurable concentrations in units 356 

of copies per environmental matrix mass, and the detection probability of a target that is 357 

present; and how this change during periods of different disease occurrence can affect resultant 358 
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statistical associations between the viral target and measures of disease incidence. We applied 359 

this framework to digital droplet RT-PCR (ddRT-PCR) measurements of a SARS-CoV-2 gene 360 

made using 10 replicate wells, and determined how using fewer wells affected assay sensitivity 361 

and its performance for wastewater-based epidemiology applications. From a reagent cost 362 

savings perspective, we recommend an adaptive analytical approach where assay sensitivity is 363 

increased by running more replicate wells (6 or more) during periods of low SARS-CoV-2 gene 364 

concentrations (using our methods, < 104 cp/g) and COVID-19 incidence rate (< 3.5/100 000) 365 

and fewer replicate wells (3 or more) during periods of higher SARS-CoV-2 RNA concentrations 366 

and COVID-19 incidence. While the precise recommendations here are not generalizable, 367 

unless one is using the same pre-analytical and analytical protocols, the framework and the 368 

conclusion that adaptive approaches can reduce costs and increase sensitivity during periods of 369 

low disease incidence can be applied to other methods and other wastewater-based 370 

epidemiology targets.  371 

 372 
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Figures 477 

 478 
Figure 1. Example output of 1000 simulation results of selecting random sets of wells out of ten 479 
wells to calculate the final concentration in wastewater solids (cp/g dry weight) for SARS-CoV-2 480 
N gene in June 1, 2021 sample during low COVID-19 incidence (top), SARS-CoV-2 N gene in 481 
August 31, 2021 sample during high COVID-19 incidence (middle), and for PMMoV in June 6, 482 
2021 sample (bottom). For X = 1 - 9, the circle in the box represents the median, and the top 483 
and bottom of the box represent 75th and 25th percentile, respectively. For X = 10, the circle in 484 
the red box represents the software reported concentration from merging all ten wells, and the 485 
top and bottom of the box represent upper and lower confidence intervals, respectively, from 486 
68% total error as given by the instrument software, which includes errors associated with the 487 
Poisson distribution and variability among replicate wells. Percentage of positive droplets in 10 488 
wells is shown in boxes within each plot.  489 
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 491 
 492 
 493 

 494 
Figure 2. Time series of (top to bottom) SARS-CoV-2 N gene concentration in wastewater solids 495 
(cp/g dry weight) and 7 day centered smoothed average laboratory-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 496 
incidence rate for each of the four POTWs from June 1, 2021 to August 31, 2021. Note that the 497 
SARS-CoV-2 N gene concentrations are displayed in log10-scale format for ease of 498 
visualization. Each wastewater data point for X = 1 - 9 represents median SARS-CoV-2 RNA 499 
concentration for a single sample obtained from 1000 simulations; for X = 10, each data point is 500 
the concentration obtained by merging 10 wells. Samples that resulted in ND were substituted 501 
with zero.  502 
  503 
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 504 
 505 
 506 

 507 
Figure 3. Detection frequency for all samples across four POTWs (y-axis) plotted against true 508 
concentration (x-axis), which is defined as concentration obtained by merging all ten wells. Each 509 
data point shows the fraction of 1000 simulations that did not result in ND in each well on the y-510 
axis and its true concentration on the x-axis. ND for X = 10 was substituted with half of the 511 
theoretical lower measurement limit. 95% confidence intervals of the logistic regression are 512 
shown as the gray ribbon.  513 
  514 
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 515 
 516 

 517 
Figure 4. Time series of SARS-CoV-2 concentration in wastewater solids (cp/g dry weight) for 518 
each of the four POTWs during low COVID-19 incidence month of June 2021. Note that the 519 
SARS-CoV-2 RNA concentrations are displayed in log10-scale format for ease of visualization. 520 
Each wastewater data point represents SARS-CoV-2 concentration measured for a single 521 
sample. Samples above the lower measurement limit are shown as filled circles. Samples that 522 
resulted in ND, shown as empty circles, were substituted with half the lower measurement limit.  523 
  524 
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 525 
 526 
Tables  527 
 528 
Table 1. C0.5 shows the concentration that would yield a detect half the time in units of cp/g dry 529 
weight, calculated using the logistic regression (Figure 3). % Samples under C0.5 shows 530 
percentage of samples in the data set that were under C0.5 during the entire time series (All) and 531 
the month of June when COVID-19 incidence rate was low (June). Incidence rate shows the 532 
number of people out of 100,000 that corresponds to C0.5, calculated using the empirical 533 
relationship between log-transformed SARS-CoV-2 RNA N gene concentrations and laboratory-534 
confirmed COVID-19 incidence rates using 10 merged wells for all POTWs derived in Table S3.  535 

Merged C0.5 (cp/g) Incidence rate 
(#/100,000) 

% Samples under C0.5 
(All, June) 

1 10 900 3.7 ± 0.1  33%, 81% 

2 5 620 2.4 ± 0.1 17%, 46% 

3 3 650 1.9 ± 0.1 13%, 38% 

4 2 430 1.4 ± 0.1 10%, 29% 

5 1 650 1.1 ± 0.1 6.1%, 18% 

6 1 180 0.9 ± 0.1 3.1%, 8.8% 

7 895 0.8 ± 0.1 1.8%, 5.3% 

8 783 0.7 ± 0.1 1.5%, 4.4% 

9 772 0.7 ± 0.1 1.5%, 4.4% 

10 746 0.7 ± 0.1 1.5%, 4.4% 

 536 
 537 
 538 
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