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Abstract 11 

Throughout the COVID-19 pandemic, wastewater surveillance has been used worldwide to provide valuable 12 

public health data. RT-qPCR is frequently used as a quantitative methodology for wastewater surveillance but is 13 

susceptible to mutations in target regions. These mutations may lead to misinterpretation of surveillance data; a 14 

drop in signal could be concluded to be a result of lower viral load, when in fact it is caused by reduced 15 

detection efficiency. We describe a novel approach to mitigating the impacts of such mutations: monitoring the 16 

cumulative signal from two targets (N1 and N2) via independent amplification reactions using identically labeled 17 

probes; a “single-channel multiplex” approach. Using the IDEXX Water SARS-CoV-2 RT-qPCR test, we 18 

demonstrate equivalent intra-assay repeatability and quantitative results from the combined N1N2 test when 19 

compared to individual N1 and N2 assays. Furthermore, we show that while mutations in B.1.1.529, BA.5.2, and 20 

BA.5.2.1 significantly impact the performance of the N1 assay, the impact on the N1N2 assay was negligible, and 21 

nearly within acceptable margin of error for technical replicates. These findings demonstrate that a single-22 

channel multiplex approach can be used to improve the robustness of wastewater surveillance and minimize the 23 

risk of future mutations leading to unreliable public health data. 24 

  25 
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Introduction 26 

Wastewater surveillance for severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) has provided 27 

valuable information to public health officials during the COVID-19 pandemic (Hopkins et al., 2023; Kirby et al., 28 

2021), with programs implemented around the world (Agrawal et al., 2021; Arora et al., 2020; Prado et al., 29 

2021). Notable examples include the National Wastewater Surveillance System (Kirby et al., 2021), as well as 30 

several national systems resulting from a European Commission recommendation issued in October of 2021 31 

(European Commission, 2021). Surveillance has shown that trends in community infection dynamics correlate 32 

with trends in viral copies of SARS-CoV-2 in wastewater (Peccia et al., 2020). Wastewater surveillance can 33 

therefore provide valuable, independent information on infection trends via a single, non-invasive sampling 34 

event representing an entire community.  35 

 36 

Quantitative reverse-transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-qPCR) is commonly used for wastewater 37 

surveillance (Aw & Rose, 2012; Farkas et al., 2020). To be reliable, RT-qPCR requires appropriately designed 38 

primers and probe(s) that provide specific amplification and detection. When the target region displays 39 

sequence heterogeneity, additional design considerations are required to ensure all relevant sequences are 40 

detected. Various mutations in SARS-CoV-2 have emerged during the pandemic, and occasionally these 41 

mutations have impacted the target annealing regions for RT-qPCR tests.  42 

 43 

The existence of an emerging mutation affecting a RT-qPCR test may go unrecognized until sequence data has 44 

been collected and analyzed. Additional time may be required to understand whether a new mutation is 45 

growing in prevalence and associated as a characteristic feature in a significant new variant. This delay, coupled 46 

with the need for prompt interpretation and response to wastewater surveillance trending data, creates a time 47 

during which responsive actions are taken before the significance of a new mutation is understood. This could 48 

lead to misinterpretation of recent trends; for example, it may be concluded that an apparent drop in viral 49 
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detection indicates lower viral load in the wastewater, when in fact the lower viral measurements were caused 50 

by reduced RT-qPCR detection efficacy. 51 

 52 

To mitigate this risk, it is important to implement primary surveillance methods for trending of SARS-CoV-2 in 53 

wastewater that are robust to the impacts of mutation. One widely used approach is to monitor multiple regions 54 

within the target genome. This approach provided the first evidence of an emerging mutation in the B.1.1.529 55 

variant where failure of a specific PCR design targeting the S gene occurred while detection of other targets 56 

continued unaffected (Kidd et al., 2021). Although monitoring of multiple targets can be effective, there are 57 

limitations to this approach. First, the impact of a mutation on RT-qPCR can vary dramatically. For example, a 58 

deletion is more likely to cause a severe and observable assay defect compared to a single nucleotide 59 

substitution that may have little or no effect. Second, mutations with modest effects may remain undetected 60 

due to larger sources of variation in upstream sample handling and processing steps. Third, due to the increased 61 

complexity and variance of monitoring multiple targets, it can be challenging to determine when the 62 

convergence or divergence in results between targets may respectively indicate the absence or presence of a 63 

significant mutation. Monitoring multiple regions within the target genome, therefore, can cause lower 64 

confidence in results when a new variant is becoming more prevalent, but before adequate sequencing is 65 

performed. Finally, conducting multiple assays adds time, cost, and complexity to the laboratory workflow.  66 

 67 

A different approach has been described in which detection of highly variable targets was improved by using 68 

identically labelled hydrolysis probes with a single primer pair (Nagy et al., 2017; Yip et al., 2005). The Water 69 

SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR Test (IDEXX Laboratories, Inc.) builds on this concept by integrating two independent 70 

amplification reactions and their respective, identically labelled probes into a “single-channel multiplex” assay. 71 

The test uses primer and probe sequences from the U.S. CDC for detection of N1 and N2 (Lu et al., 2020). The 72 

output of the test is a cumulative signal from amplification and detection of both N1 and N2 target regions and 73 

the test does not quantify each target individually.  74 
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 75 

The Water SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR Test has been used successfully for quantitative wastewater surveillance since 76 

the beginning of the pandemic (Brooks et al., 2021, 2023; Galani et al., 2022; Hopkins et al., 2023). This design 77 

has also been effective for clinical testing using a related product with EUA approval (Mascuch et al., 2020; 78 

United States Food and Drug Administration, 2020). In this report, the single-channel multiplex design used in 79 

the Water SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR Test was examined and found to be resistant to mutations while retaining similar 80 

precision, accuracy, and reliability to the individual N1 and N2 reactions described by CDC.  81 

 82 

Materials & Methods 83 

RT-qPCR was performed using the Water SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR Test (IDEXX laboratories, Inc., 99-0015314) 84 

according to the manufacturer’s instructions. The kit provides reverse transcriptase, DNA polymerase, and a 85 

reaction buffer with all necessary components in a premixed, ready-to-use format. Reactions were assembled by 86 

combining 10 L of RNA Master Mix, 10 L of a primer and probe mixture (see below), and 5 L of nucleic-acid 87 

template in a 96-well plate (Thermo Fisher Scientific, 4346906 or AB0800). Plates were sealed with film (Thermo 88 

Fisher Scientific, 4360954 or AB1170), centrifuged briefly at low speed to settle the contents and incubated in 89 

either a QuantStudio 5 (Applied Biosystems) or an AriaMx (Agilent) PCR system using the following 90 

thermocycling program: 15 min at 50°C for reverse transcription, 1 min at 95°C for denaturation and enzyme 91 

activation, followed by 45 cycles of amplification using 15 s at 95°C and 30 s at 60°C.  This cycling program is 92 

standardized across different RT-qPCR tests developed by IDEXX and differs from the conditions often used for 93 

N1 and N2 amplification primarily by using a higher extension temperature (60°C). Reaction signal was detected 94 

on the FAM channel relative to a passive reference dye (ROX) included in the reaction mix and results were 95 

analyzed using the software provided by the respective manufacturer. One or more no-template controls 96 

(molecular grade water) and positive template controls (SARS-CoV-2 “PC” synthetic template; IDEXX 97 

laboratories, Inc.,) were included on each PCR plate. Quantification cycle (Cq) results were obtained for each 98 

reaction after setting the threshold fluorescence manually at a level above background where all amplification 99 
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reactions were exponential when viewed on a logarithmic plot. Within each PCR system, threshold fluorescence 100 

levels were set consistently across experiments. The data shown in Figures 1 and 2 and Tables 3, 4, and 5 were 101 

produced with the QuantStudio 5 system using a threshold value of 0.1.  The data shown in Figure 3 and Table 6 102 

was produced with the AriaMx system using a threshold value of 0.02.    103 

 104 

Primers and probes 105 

Custom derivatives of the primer and probe mixture contained in the Water SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR Test were used 106 

in this study. The kit provides a ready-to-use mixture of the primers and probes described by the US CDC for 107 

detection of N1, N2, and Human RNaseP (Lu et al., 2020). To perform the full reaction as used in the IDEXX 108 

Water SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR Test, primers and probes for all three reactions (N1, N2, and Internal Control) were 109 

combined in a single mixture (N1N2 Mix) at final concentrations similar to the recommendations from Lu et al.  110 

Custom reactions were also prepared excluding either the N2 reaction (N1 Mix) or N1 reaction (N2 Mix). A 111 

summary of the different primer and probe combinations used in this study is provided in Table 1. Probes for 112 

both N1 and N2 were identically labelled at the 5′ end with 6-carboxy-fluorescein (FAM) and at the 3′ end with 113 

Black Hole Quencher 1.  All primers and probes were prepared and diluted in 10 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.0 with 0.1 114 

mM EDTA (low EDTA TE Buffer, Sigma T2694 or Invitrogen 12090-015) supplemented with approximately 0.05 115 

mg/mL Poly A (Sigma 10108626001). The statistical significance of differences in variance between each 116 

combination of primers and probes was evaluated with Levene’s and Bartlett’s tests. Statistical analyses were 117 

conducted using JMP software (JMP Statistical Discovery). 118 

 119 

Template 120 

RNA template was prepared from a commercial product (Quantitative Synthetic SARS-CoV-2 RNA; ATCC VR-121 

3276SD). Based on the initial concentration provided by the manufacturer, dilutions were prepared in TE buffer 122 

with Poly A to provide 100, 1,000, or 10,000 copies per reaction. DNA templates containing wild-type N1 or N2, 123 

or mutant variants of N1, were synthesized as custom single-stranded oligos (Thermo Fisher Scientific). A 124 
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summary of the DNA template sequences used in this study is shown in Table 2. Each synthetic was dissolved in 125 

TE with Poly A and diluted to a target final concentration of 100, 1,000, or 10,000 copies per reaction assuming 126 

complete resuspension of the molar synthesis yield provided by the manufacturer. The concentration of each 127 

template was verified through determination of the most probable number (MPN) from a proportion of positive 128 

and negative results (Hurley & Roscoe, 1983). To obtain MPN estimates, each resuspended DNA template was 129 

diluted to approximately one copy per reaction in TE with Poly A. A range of 28 to 30 replicate PCR reactions was 130 

analyzed for the presence or absence of product signal. DNA templates containing the corresponding mutations 131 

found in the N1 region of specific Omicron variants (BA.1, BA.5.2, and BA.5.2.1) were synthesized and prepared 132 

using the same method. The statistical significance of mean Cq results obtained with each mutant template was 133 

evaluated by one-way ANOVA with comparison of means by Dunnett’s Method using wild-type template results 134 

as the control. 135 

 136 

Results 137 

Three sets of experiments were performed to characterize the N1N2 single-channel multiplex design used in the 138 

IDEXX SARS-COV-2 Test. First, qualitative and quantitative performance of the N1N2 single-channel multiplex, 139 

including standard curve properties, was compared with results obtained using individual N1 and N2 reactions. 140 

Testing was performed using different combinations of primers and probes (Table 1) and all reactions included a 141 

single-stranded RNA template containing both wild-type N1 and N2 regions. Second, the N1N2 single-channel 142 

multiplex was tested with different combinations of DNA templates. Testing was performed by providing 143 

synthetic sequences containing either N1, N2, or a mixture of the N1 and N2 regions at equal concentration 144 

(Table 2). Third, the impact of real-world mutations in the N1 probe annealing region was examined. The relative 145 

performance of the N1N2 single-channel multiplex and the individual N1 and N2 reactions was compared using 146 

three different mutant N1 template sequences found in recent Omicron lineages (Table 2).  147 

 148 

Characterization of N1N2 Single-Channel Multiplex  149 
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The N1N2 single-channel multiplex and individual N1 and N2 reactions were tested with three concentrations of 150 

RNA template containing the N gene. Results for all conditions are shown in Figure 1, and a summary of Cq 151 

values obtained for all technical replicates is provided in Table 3. The results show that the individual N1 and N2 152 

reactions, when tested separately, produce very similar amplification curves. The N1N2 single-channel multiplex 153 

reaction, which detects a composite signal from the N1 and N2 reactions using one fluorophore (FAM), 154 

produced a stronger fluorescence that was detected earlier in the reaction, with no significant change in 155 

background affecting threshold values compared to the individual N1 and N2 assays. Closer inspection showed 156 

that fluorescent signal from the N1N2 multiplex was an additive combination of the individual N1 and N2 157 

reactions. Consistent with these observations, the mean Cq values obtained across all template concentrations 158 

showed the individual N2 reaction produced virtually the same result as the individual N1 reaction with a 159 

difference of only 0.32 cycles. The combined N1N2 reaction showed earlier detection by 1.33 and 1.01 cycles 160 

when compared to the individual N1 and N2 reactions, respectively. The intra-assay repeatability of the N1N2 161 

multiplex was not significantly different (p>0.05) from the individual N1 and N2 reactions and all three reactions 162 

showed high precision, with low Cq standard deviations ranging from 0.07 to 0.19 across all template 163 

concentrations (Table 3). Collectively these results demonstrated the N1N2 multiplex reaction to behave 164 

consistently and predictably.  165 

 166 

To assess quantitative performance of each primer and probe combination, the data presented in Table 3 were 167 

used to generate three-point standard curves (Figure 2 and Table 4). The use of six technical replicates at each 168 

template concentration allowed reliable comparisons to be made. All three primer and probe mixtures produced 169 

consistent standard curves with high R2 values >0.997 and efficiency values ranging from 100 to 103%. These 170 

compare favorably to MIQE guidance values of >0.98 R2 and 90 to 110% efficiency (Bustin et al., 2009). Reactions 171 

containing the N1 Mix or N2 Mix produced very similar results. Results with the N1N2 Mix showed no significant 172 

difference in slope, R2, or efficiency relative to N1 Mix or N2 Mix. The N1N2 Mix produced a y-intercept shift of 173 

1.1 cycles as expected due to the observed bias in Cq results between the reactions (Table 3).  174 
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 175 

The obtained standard curves allowed the N1N2 reaction to produce the same quantitative result as the 176 

individual N1 and N2 reactions. For example, the concentration of the 1,000-copy dilution was back-calculated 177 

from its mean Cq, as if it was an unknown sample. Results obtained with the N1 Mix and N2 Mix produced 178 

respective concentrations of 971 and 972 copies per reaction using the corresponding standard curve for each 179 

reaction. Similarly, results obtained with the N1N2 Mix produced a virtually identical result of 980 copies per 180 

reaction. Analogous results were obtained across the entire range of the standard curve, with the N1N2 reaction 181 

showing a maximum difference in calculated result from the N1 or N2 assays of 1.0%. These data demonstrate 182 

that the N1N2 single-channel multiplex reaction provided similar quantitative performance with no significant 183 

difference in accuracy or precision from individual N1 or N2 reactions.  184 

 185 

Results with N1 and N2 DNA templates 186 

The combined N1N2 reaction was further characterized in a second complementary approach where the N1N2 187 

Mix was tested with different templates.  Experiments were performed in which single-stranded DNA oligos, 188 

containing either the wild-type N1 or N2 target region, were added individually or in combination as reaction 189 

template. Tested DNA oligos are shown in Table 2.  190 

 191 

When tested individually with N1N2 Mix, similar Cq values were observed for the wild-type N1 and N2 192 

templates, with N1 detected slightly earlier than N2 by an average of 0.66 cycles across all three template 193 

concentrations (Table 5). When the wild-type N1 and N2 templates were combined, the N1N2 Mix provided 194 

earlier detection than was observed with the individual N1 (0.93 cycles) or N2 (1.59 cycles) templates. Similar 195 

precision was observed with each template (Table 3) and intra-assay repeatability across the three templates 196 

was not significantly different (p>0.05). These results were generally consistent with the findings above using 197 

RNA where (1) detection of the individual target regions using N1 Mix and N2 Mix produced similar Cq results, 198 
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and (2) simultaneous detection of the N1 and N2 regions using N1N2 Mix showed earlier detection than either 199 

individual reaction (Table 3).  200 

 201 

The consistent results obtained from both sets of experiments (Tables 3 and 5) suggest that potential artifacts of 202 

these experimental approaches were unlikely to have had a large effect. The most likely source of error was in 203 

the second experiment where differences in the concentration of the N1 and N2 templates could contribute to 204 

the observed differences in Cq (Table 5). To evaluate this possibility the concentration of each template 205 

preparation was estimated using a most probable number (MPN) determined from a proportion of positive and 206 

negative results obtained when each template was diluted to approximately one copy per reaction. For the wild-207 

type N1 template, 13 of 28 replicate reactions showed positive results, producing an MPN of 0.62 copies per 208 

reaction (95% confidence interval: 0.36 to 1.1). Similarly, for the wild-type N2 template, 15 of 30 replicate 209 

reactions were positive, producing an MPN of 0.69 copies per reaction (95% confidence interval: 0.41 to 1.2). 210 

These results confirmed the relative concentrations of each template were not meaningfully different and both 211 

N1 and N2 were present at the approximate concentrations indicated in Table 5.  212 

 213 

Performance with mutant templates 214 

Collectively the results above show the primers and probes for detection of N1 and N2 perform similarly and 215 

provide a predictable, additive result when combined on a single fluorescent channel. Importantly, the 216 

maximum difference observed between the single-channel N1N2 multiplex reaction and individual N1 or N2 217 

reactions was relatively small and only slightly larger than one cycle (range 0.93 to 1.59; Tables 3 and 5). It is 218 

expected that the single-channel N1N2 multiplex reaction would show a maximum Cq increase of similar 219 

magnitude if either the N1 or N2 reaction was completely disrupted by any another mechanism, such as a 220 

mutation in a primer or probe annealing site. These results predict that the N1N2 multiplex reaction will be less 221 

sensitive to mutation than either the individual N1 or N2 reactions. 222 

 223 
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To test this hypothesis, the impact of real-world mutations in the N1 target region was examined with the N1N2 224 

multiplex reaction. Analysis of SARS-CoV-2 sequences obtained from the GISAID database (GISAID, 2020) 225 

throughout the pandemic initially showed the N1 and N2 annealing regions to be affected only by rare and 226 

sporadic mutations that were not enriched in the circulating population (data not shown). Sequences analyzed 227 

between December 2021 and March 2023 related to the dominant Omicron variant lineages showed the first 228 

evidence of a prevalent mutation, defined by the authors as occurring in >5% of the sequence population, 229 

affecting the probe annealing site in N1 (data not shown). Later Omicron variants showed additional prevalent 230 

mutations also affecting the N1 probe annealing site. Here, three combinations of these nucleic acid 231 

substitutions in N1 were selected for study, representing those found in Omicron variants B.1.1.529, BA.5.2, and 232 

BA.5.2.1 (Table 2).  233 

 234 

Testing was performed using two conditions in a similar experimental approach to that described above. First, 235 

the impact of each mutant sequence on N1 detection was measured in the absence of N2 template. Second, the 236 

impact of each mutant sequence on combined detection of N1 and N2 using the single-channel multiplex 237 

reaction was measured when both N1 and N2 templates were added to the reaction. The second condition 238 

mimics the natural detection of SARS-CoV-2 where detection of a single viral genome containing intact N gene is 239 

accomplished by simultaneous amplification of both the N1 and N2 regions. A summary of the results is shown 240 

in Figure 3 and Table 6.  241 

 242 

Results with the individual N1 templates showed that each mutation reduced the effectiveness of detection, 243 

with the B.1.1.529, BA.5.2, and BA.5.2.1 sequences showing mean Cq increases compared to wild-type of 0.95, 244 

2.81, and 2.40 cycles, respectively, across both template concentrations tested. The Cq results for each mutant 245 

obtained with the individual N1 reaction were found to be significantly different (p<0.05) from the wild-type 246 

control in all conditions tested. These relative differences were consistent with the expectation that the double 247 

and triple mutations contained in BA.5.2 and BA.5.2.1 templates, which reside at both ends of the N1 probe 248 
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annealing region, would be more disruptive than the single mutation found in B.1.1.529. Reduced detection of 249 

BA.5.2 and BA.5.2.1 produced a 5.3-fold to 7.0-fold relative underestimation of the actual template 250 

concentration, representing a significant reduction in accuracy for the individual N1 reaction. 251 

 252 

In contrast, the single-channel N1N2 multiplex reaction was more resistant to mutation, with the B.1.1.529, 253 

BA.5.2, and BA.5.2.1 sequences showing average increases of 0.58, 0.32, and 0.87 cycles, respectively, across 254 

both template concentrations tested. These results showed that the N2 reaction compensated almost entirely 255 

for the defects in N1 reaction caused by mutation and produced a much smaller range of underestimation of 256 

only 1.3-fold to 1.8-fold (Table 5). The statistical significance of these results varied among the conditions tested. 257 

At the 100-copy level, all three mutant templates were not significantly different (p>0.05) from the wild-type 258 

control when tested with the N1N2 multiplex reaction. At the 1000-copy level, only the BA.5.2 mutant was not 259 

significantly different (p>0.05) from the wild-type control. Taken together, the effect of each mutation on the 260 

N1N2 multiplex was consistently smaller than the corresponding differences observed with the individual N1 261 

assay, and the impacts of such mutations on the N1N2 assay are unlikely to have a material impact on 262 

wastewater surveillance trending (see Discussion). Similar results were obtained in a second set of experiments 263 

using independently obtained and prepared synthetic materials (data not shown).   264 

 265 

Although this study has specifically examined mutations in the N1 probe annealing region due to their 266 

importance for surveillance of Omicron lineages, it is expected that the single-channel N1N2 multiplex reaction 267 

will be similarly less sensitive to mutations occurring in either the N1 or N2 annealing regions, including changes 268 

affecting either primer or probe annealing regions. This is consistent with the results above showing a maximum 269 

shift of approximately one cycle when either individual reaction was completely disrupted (Table 5). 270 

 271 

Discussion 272 
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Previous work by Nagy et al. (2017) and Yip et al. (2005) showed the advantages of using identically labelled 273 

probes to increase target inclusivity and reduce false negative results caused by mutations in probe binding 274 

regions. In this study it was shown that similar benefits can be achieved using a broader approach in which two 275 

independent amplification reactions that each use an identically labelled probe are combined. An important 276 

benefit of this single-channel multiplex approach is that the entirety of each assay design, including both primer 277 

and probe annealing regions, becomes more resistant to mutations.  278 

 279 

Our results with the single-channel N1N2 multiplex assay demonstrated similar performance characteristics to 280 

those reported by Nagy et al. and Yip et al., including stronger fluorescence intensity, earlier Cq results, high 281 

precision in intra-assay technical replicates, accurate standard curve performance, and improved detection of 282 

mutant sequences. Our results also showed that the N1N2 assay achieved these benefits without altering the 283 

performance characteristics of the individual N1 and N2 reactions. Taken together, these results show that the 284 

N1N2 multiplex assay reduced the impact of real-world mutations in the N1 region while retaining consistent 285 

and accurate quantification of SARS-CoV-2 with equivalent performance to the individual N1 or N2 assays.  286 

 287 

Although the N1 and N2 reactions were designed in conserved regions, prevalent sequence changes have 288 

recently been observed in the N1 region of Omicron variant lineages and these mutations were found to 289 

significantly reduce the accuracy of an individual N1 reaction. In real-world surveillance of wastewater 290 

containing such Omicron variants, a laboratory using individual N1 and N2 assays would likely observe a growing 291 

divergence in results between the two assays caused by these mutations, with a concomitant increase in 292 

uncertainty of results interpretation. In contrast, a laboratory using the N1N2 multiplex assay is expected to 293 

observe only small changes in trending accuracy as such mutations emerge and spread through a monitored 294 

community. The average relative impact of the Omicron mutations on the N1N2 multiplex was a Cq shift of ≤0.87 295 

cycles (Table 6). Furthermore, in the extreme situation where detection of either N1 or N2 was completely 296 

absent, the maximum impact on the N1N2 multiplex was a Cq shift of 1.33 cycles (Tables 3 and 5). This is only 297 
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slightly larger in magnitude than an acceptable margin of error for RT-qPCR recently recommended for 298 

wastewater surveillance (<0.5 standard deviation for technical triplicate measurements) (Chik et al., 2022). 299 

When considered in the context of the overall wastewater testing process, the effect of these mutations on the 300 

N1N2 multiplex assay was insignificant compared to other, larger sources of variation existing in upstream 301 

wastewater concentration and handling steps (Pecson et al., 2021).  302 

 303 

The single-channel multiplex N1N2 assay described here provides a reliable and advantageous approach for RT-304 

qPCR surveillance with target regions that are susceptible to mutation. In comparison, the larger impact of 305 

mutations on individual N1 and N2 assays can reduce confidence in results interpretation and increase the need 306 

for auxiliary information from complementary monitoring strategies, such as sequencing, to assess the impact of 307 

emerging mutations. Although sequencing is inherently valuable and should be used regardless of RT-qPCR assay 308 

design, the interpretation of results from the single-channel N1N2 multiplex assay is less dependent on 309 

sequencing data. This allows public-health decisions to be made more quickly and confidently from trending 310 

data produced using the N1N2 multiplex test. The multiplex assay also allows a simpler testing process that 311 

requires fewer RT-qPCR reactions and can reduce the potential for technical errors. Collectively, this study 312 

showed that the single-channel N1N2 multiplex assay can be used in place of individual N1 and N2 reactions to 313 

increase the reliability and accuracy of wastewater surveillance trending data for the evolving SARS-CoV-2 314 

target. Given these advantages, it is expected that a similar single-channel approach will be beneficial in other 315 

surveillance programs that monitor nucleic acid targets susceptible to mutation.    316 

  317 
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Table 1. Combinations of Primers and Probes used for detection of SARS-CoV-2 by RT-qPCR. 

Target 
Region  

Sequence 
Type 

Sequence (5’-3’)1 
Length 
(bases) 

Primer and Probe Mixture  

N1 Mix N2 Mix N1N2 Mix 

N1 

Forward GACCCCAAAATCAGCGAAAT 20 + - + 

Reverse TCTGGTTACTGCCAGTTGAATCTG 24 + - + 

Probe FAM-ACCCCGCATTACGTTTGGTGGACC-BHQ1 24 + - + 

N2 

Forward TTACAAACATTGGCCGCAAA 20 - + + 

Reverse GCGCGACATTCCGAAGAA 18 - + + 

Probe FAM-ACAATTTGCCCCCAGCGCTTCAG-BHQ1 23 - + + 

1 (Lu et al., 2020) 

 

 

 

Table 2. Synthetic SARS-CoV-2 DNA template sequences used for RT-qPCR. 

Target 
Region 

Lineage Sequence (5’-3’)1 
Length 
(bases) 

N1 

Wuhan-Hu-1 TGGACCCCAAAATCAGCGAAATGCACCCCGCATTACGTTTGGTGGACCCTCAGATTCAACTGGCAGTAACCAGAAT 76 

B.1.1.5292 TGGACCCCAAAATCAGCGAAATGCACTCCGCATTACGTTTGGTGGACCCTCAGATTCAACTGGCAGTAACCAGAAT 76 

BA.5.22 TGGACCCCAAAATCAGCGAAATGCACTCCGCATTACGTTTGGTGGGCCCTCAGATTCAACTGGCAGTAACCAGAAT 76 

BA.5.2.12  TGGACCCCAAAATCAGCGAAATGCATTCCGCATTACGTTTGGTGGGCCCTCAGATTCAACTGGCAGTAACCAGAAT 76 

N2 Wuhan-Hu-1 GATTACAAACATTGGCCGCAAATTGCACAATTTGCCCCCAGCGCTTCAGCGTTCTTCGGAATGTCGCGCAT 71 

1 DNA templates for RT-qPCR were prepared from custom synthetic oligonucleotides containing N1 or N2 regions 

corresponding to positions 28,285 – 28,360 and 29,162 – 29,232 in the Wuhan-Hu-1 reference sequence (NCBI 

NC_045512.2), respectively. Primer and probe annealing sites within each template are underlined in blue and purple, 

respectively. Nucleotide substitutions in each variant sequence are shown in bold and red font. 
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Table 3: Quantitative comparison of different primer and probe combinations (N1 Mix, N2 Mix, and N1N2 Mix) 
for detection of single-stranded RNA containing the N gene.  

 
1 RNA template added to each reaction contained wild-type N1 and wild-type N2 target regions. Template dilutions were 
prepared from certified RNA reference material (Quantitative Synthetic SARS-CoV-2 RNA; ATCC VR-3276SD).  
2Primers and probes used in each reaction mixture shown in Table 1. Differences in detection resulted from the presence or 
absence of primers and probes to detect the N1 and N2 target regions. For each group of technical replicates, the mean Cq 
and standard deviation (in parentheses) is shown. 
3The difference between mean Cq results was determined for each pair of reactions containing different primer and probe 
mixtures. Mean Cq differences across all template concentrations were as follows: N1 Mix - N2 Mix: 0.32, N1 Mix - N1N2 
Mix: 1.33, N2 Mix - N1N2 Mix: 1.01.   
 

 

Table 4: Standard curve quality parameters obtained using N1 Mix, N2 Mix, and N1N2 Mix to detect single-
stranded RNA containing the N gene.  
 

  
1See Table 1 for primers and probes contained in in each mixture. 
 

  

Cq

Mean Cq 

(SD)
Cq

Mean Cq 

(SD)
Cq

Mean Cq 

(SD)

N1 Mix - 

N2 Mix

N1 Mix - 

N1N2 Mix

N2 Mix - 

N1N2 Mix

30.8 30.7 29.7

31.1 30.7 29.8

31.0 30.8 29.8

31.4 30.8 29.6

31.1 30.9 29.9

31.0 30.7 29.7

27.8 27.4 26.5

27.8 27.5 26.4

27.8 27.5 26.5

27.9 27.5 26.6

28.0 27.6 26.6

27.8 27.6 26.5

24.4 24.1 23.0

24.4 24.1 23.2

24.5 24.2 23.2

24.6 24.2 23.2

24.6 24.3 23.2

24.7 24.3 23.3

Template 

concentration 

(copies per 

reaction)1

Mean Cq Difference3

100
31.1 

(0.19)

30.8 

(0.08)

29.8 

(0.07)
0.28 1.29 1.01

10,000
24.5 

(0.11)

24.2 

(0.09)

23.2 

(0.12)
0.36 1.36 1.00

1,000
27.9 

(0.08)

27.5 

(0.09)

26.5 

(0.07)
0.32

N1 Mix2 N2 Mix2 N1N2 Mix2

1.34 1.02

Primer & Probe Mixture1 Slope Y-Intercept R2 Efficiency

N1 Mix -3.26 37.6 0.998 102.8%

N2 Mix -3.30 37.4 0.998 100.9%

N1N2 Mix -3.29 36.4 0.999 101.2%
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Table 5: Detection of wild-type N1 or wild-type N2 DNA templates, added individually or in combination, using 
N1N2 Mix.    

 
1DNA templates added to each reaction contained wild-type N1 and wild-type N2 target regions (Table 2). Each template 
(N1 or N2) was added at the indicated concentration.  
2All reactions were performed using N1N2 Mix containing primers and probes for detection of both N1 and N2 regions. 
Differences in detection resulted from the presence or absence of N1 and N2 template regions. For each group of technical 
replicates, the mean Cq and standard deviation (in parentheses) was determined. Results for each reaction were 
significantly different (p<0.05). 
3The difference between mean Cq results was determined for each pair of reactions containing different template 
combinations. Mean Cq differences across all three template concentrations were as follows: N1 template - N2 template: -
0.66, N1 template – N1 & N2 templates: 0.93, N2 template – N1 & N2 templates: 1.59.   

  

Cq

Mean Cq 

(SD)
Cq

Mean Cq 

(SD)
Cq

Mean Cq 

(SD)

N1 template - 

N2 template

N1 template - 

N1 & N2 template

N2 template - 

N1 & N2 template

31.7 32.5 30.7

32.7 33.0 30.7

31.8 32.5 30.8

32.0 32.8 30.9

32.0 32.4 31.2

32.2 32.5 31.0

31.7 32.0 31.1

31.4 32.8 30.6

28.1 28.8 27.2

28.5 29.0 27.4

28.4 29.0 27.4

28.7 29.1 27.7

28.5 29.1 27.6

28.6 29.2 27.7

28.4 29.5 27.7

28.4 28.9 27.4

24.8 25.4 23.8

24.7 25.6 24.1

24.9 25.6 24.2

24.9 25.6 24.3

25.0 25.8 24.0

25.0 25.7 24.1

25.0 25.7 24.1

24.9 25.5 24.1

Template 

concentration 

(copies per 

reaction)1

Mean Cq Difference3

100

1,000 1.57

10,000 1.53

-0.64 0.93

24.9 

(0.12)

25.6 

(0.11)

24.1 

(0.14)
-0.72 0.80

28.4 

(0.18)

29.1 

(0.20)

27.5 

(0.17)

N1 template2 N2 template2 N1 & N2 template2

1.69
31.9 

(0.40)

32.6 

(0.31)

30.9 

(0.21)
-0.63 1.06
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Table 6: Quantitative detection of wild-type and mutant N1 template sequences using a single-channel multiplex 
reaction.  

 
1DNA templates added to each reaction contained wild-type N1, mutant N1 or wild-type N2 regions (Table 2).  
2Mutations representing each N1 lineage and contained in tested N1 templates are shown in Table 2. 
3Detection of each N1 template was measured in the absence of N2 template using N1N2 Mix (Table 1). Detected signal 
comprised only N1 reaction product. 
4The impact of mutations on the individual N1 reaction was determined by subtracting the mean Cq for wild-type N1 
template from the mean Cq for the mutant N1 template. Positive numbers indicate later detection. “N/A” indicates not 
applicable. The mean Cq differences observed across both template concentrations were as follows: B.1.1.529: 0.95 cycles, 
BA.5.2: 2.81 cycles, BA.5.2.1: 2.40 cycles.  
5Detection of both N1 and N2 templates was measured using N1N2 Mix (Table 1). Detected signal comprised a mixture of 
N1 and N2 reaction products. N1 and N2 templates were each provided at the indicated concentration.  
6The impact of mutations on the single-channel N1N2 multiplex reaction was determined by subtracting the mean Cq 
observed with wild-type N1 template from the mean Cq observed with mutant N1 template. Positive numbers indicate later 
detection. “N/A” indicates not applicable. The mean Cq differences observed across both template concentrations were as 
follows: B.1.1.529: 0.58 cycles, BA.5.2: 0.32 cycles, BA.5.2.1: 0.87 cycles.  
7The statistical significance of differences between mutant and wild-type results was determined by one-way ANOVA with 
means comparison using Dunnett’s Control (see text).   

30.4 29.1
30.4 29.6
30.9 29.2
29.9 30.0
31.5 29.7
31.3 30.3
31.4 29.8
30.6 30.5
33.3 29.6
33.3 29.9
33.1 29.7
32.6 30.1
32.6 29.7
33.0 30.4
32.4 30.0
31.8 30.4
26.6 25.6
27.2 26.2
26.6 25.7
26.2 26.0
28.1 26.4
28.2 26.8
27.5 26.2
27.2 26.5
29.7 26.0
30.0 26.4
29.5 25.9
29.3 26.4
29.5 26.7
29.5 27.2
29.6 26.5
29.1 27.3

BA5.2.1 32.4 30.1

1,000

Wild-type 26.7 25.9

B.1.1.529 27.8 26.5

BA.5.2 29.6 26.2

BA5.2.1 29.4 27.0

N/A

0.80

2.68

2.04

N/A

1.10

2.95

2.77

N/A

0.55

0.28

1.06

N1 Template3

Cq Mean Cq

N1 Lineage2

Template 

concentration 

(copies per 

reaction)1

Cq Mean Cq

N1 & N2 Template5

100

Wild-type 30.4 29.5

B.1.1.529 31.2 30.1

BA.5.2 33.1 29.8

Mean Cq Difference

 (mutant - wild-type)6,7

N/A

0.60

0.35

0.68

Mean Cq Difference

 (mutant - wild-type)4,7
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Figure 1: Detection of single-stranded RNA containing N1 and N2 regions at 100, 1,000, and 10,000 copies per 
reaction. Primer and probe combinations tested included N1 Mix (green) and N2 Mix (blue) and N1N2 Mix (red) 
(Table 1). All reactions used probes labelled with FAM fluorophore. 
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Figure 2: Standard curves produced using N1 Mix (green), N2 Mix (blue), and N1N2 Mix (black) to detect single-

stranded RNA containing the N gene at 100, 1,000, and 10,000 copies per reaction. 
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Figure 3: Impact of mutations from three different Omicron lineages on the individual N1 reaction and the 

single-channel N1N2 multiplex reaction. All reactions were performed using N1N2 Mix (Table 1). Reaction signal 

varied according to the presence of N1 and N2 template. Separate reactions were performed in which each N1 

template sequence was tested in the presence and absence of wild-type N2 template. When only N1 template 

was provided, fluorescent signal was produced solely from N1 amplification and detection corresponding to 

individual N1 detection. When both N1 and N2 template were provided, fluorescent signal was produced from 

simultaneous amplification and detection of N1 and N2 corresponding to the N1N2 single-channel multiplex 

reaction.  
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