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Abstract

The COVID-19 pandemic has exacerbated the disparitiesin healthcare delivery in the
US. Many communities had, and continue to have, limited access to COVID-19 testing, making
it difficult to track the spread and impact of COVID-19 in early days of the outbreak. To address
thisissue we monitored severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) RNA at
the population-level using municipal wastewater influent from 19 cities across the state of
Minnesota during the COVID-19 outbreak in Summer 2020. Viral RNA was detected in
wastewater continually for 20-weeks for cities ranging in populations from 500 to >1, 000, 000.
Using anovel indexing method, we were able to compare the relative levels of SARS-CoV-2
RNA for each city during this sampling period. Our data showed that viral RNA trends appeared
to precede clinically confirmed cases across the state by several days. Lag analysis of statewide
trends confirmed that wastewater SARS-CoV-2 RNA levels preceded new clinical cases by 15-
17 days. At theregional level, new clinical cases lagged behind wastewater viral RNA anywhere
from 4- 20 days. Our data illustrates the advantages of monitoring at the population-level to
detect outbreaks. Additionally, by tracking infections with this unbiased approach, resources can
be directed to the most impacted communities before the need outpaces the capacity of local
healthcare systems.

I ntroduction

Disease outbreak surveillance via wastewater-based epidemiology (WBE) has become an
attractive tool for monitoring SARS-CoV-2 at the population and community-levels. WBE has
the potential to be especially helpful in localities where access to individual testing is difficult
dueto limited or sparsely distributed resources. Severa studies this year have aready
demonstrated the realized and potential advantages of WBE for monitoring levels of COVID-19
in communities ™. In addition to tracking spread, WBE can provide early warning signs of
outbreaks and display the efficacy of public health interventions similar to what has been done
with polio or herpes viruses®. A study across 7 citiesin The Netherlands early during the
COVID-19 pandemic showed that fragments of SARS-CoV-2 were first detected in early
February when there were no confirmed cases ®. Similar studiesin Boston, Brisbane, and several
other large metropolitan cities around the world have had similar success tracking SARS-CoV-2
in municipal wastewater systems and associating it to the growing number of clinically
confirmed cases "°. These studies highlighted the sensitivity of virus detection in sewage and its
potential as atool to monitor the presence of the virusin large populations. This was especially
noteworthy asit is estimated that approximately 80% of COVID-19 infections are mild or
asymptomatic °. Given the large number of presymptomatic and pauci symptomatic carriers of
COVID-19, wastewater surveillance could be used as an early warning tool to alert to the
presence of the virus even if these carriers never receive individual testing. Additionally, clinical
data suggested that infected patients can be negative for SARS-CoV-2 in nasopharyngeal
samples later in the course of the disease while remaining positive in the gastrointestinal tract,
which means a positive signal can be detected much longer from waste *.

With the potential of WBE to monitor infection level trends in regions and communities
were testing is limited, the applicability of WBE to these areas has not thoroughly demonstrated.
Three major limitations of current WBE SARS-CoV-2 monitoring studies that need to be
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addressed are a focus on major population centers ( >100,000 persons), lack of longitudinal
breadth, and inconsistent use of reporting metrics and normalization across studies ***3. The first
limitation, municipality size, does not allow clear understanding of how wastewater surveillance
performs when focused on small or large, low population density areas (i.e. rural). Thereis
significant interest in monitoring wastewater in rural communities and congregate living settings
( nursing homes, correctional facilities, etc. ) asthese populations can be particularly vulnerable
to low access to healthcare resources ***°. To determine how well wastewater surveillance
performs across a range of population levels, this study monitored large (> 100k population),
medium ( <100,000 and >10,000), and small (<10,000) communities. The second limitation,
short sampling periods, prevents making a clear determination of how well wastewater
surveillance functions in the long-run as a monitoring/ predictive tool. We sought to address
these limitations directly by conducting alongitudinal study of SARS-CoV-2 levels over 20
weeks (May to August 2020) in the municipal wastewater systems of 19 citiesin the state of
Minnesota, USA. Using 570 sampling points (30 per site) for each of the 19 sites, we formulated
anormalized and standardized index for reporting wastewater SARS-CoV-2 levels that takes into
account differences in population size and negates the contributions of variation in water flow
and treatment facility size. Thisisthefirst study to use monitor wastewater SARS-CoV-2 RNA
levelsin varied populations over alarge geographic area (225,000 km?). Additionally, we have
demonstrated that wastewater SARS-CoV-2 levels can predict changesin clinical cases asfar as
two weeks into the future. The data presented herein provide evidence that WBE surveillance
provides early detection of fast-moving infectious agents like SARS-CoV-2, on both alarge and
asmall scale. However, the power of WBE is largely dependent on normalization of the raw data
to reduce the influence of multiple environmental factors that can alter the concentration of
pathogens in wastewater.

Methods

Wastewater treatment plants.

A magjor goal of this study was to determine the strategy for and effectiveness of large-
scale WBE monitoring of disease prevalence across alarge region such asa state in the U.S.A.
To this end we studied wastewater treatment plants (WWTPS) in the state of Minnesota,
recruiting from the state’'s major metropolitan area and six surrounding geographical areas
designated as North West, North East, Central, South West, South Central, and South East
(Figure 1A). To recruit WWTPs, we solicited participation from the 57 WWTP members of the
Minnesota Environmental Science and Economic Review Board (MESERB, meserb.org). An
enrollment announcement was posted on MESERB’ s news web page on April 17, 2020
(http://meserb.org/umd-seeks-faciliti es-to-parti ci pate-in-covid-19-wastewater-study). WWTPs
were asked to submit aletter of intent to participate and commit to providing samples through
August 31, 2020. Sizes of the population served by each participating WWTP plant, its designed
average daily flow rate in millions of gallons per day (MGD), and size of its connected sewer
system in kilometers were based on Omana et al. (2020) *°. Minnesota population numbers were
based on United States Census Bureau data (www.census.gov).

Sample Collection and Viral I nactivation.
Wastewater (WW) was subsampled from 24-hour composites of total plant influent
collected by WWTP personnel. Subsamples consisted of 50 - 500 mL drawn from daily 24-hour
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total plant intake composites. Collection frequency was once per week for the first month of
participation in the study, and then once every two weeks until the end of the study. With the
exception of the South East region, where only one WWTP participated, weekly monitoring at
the regional level was maintained after the shift in sampling frequency by de-synchronizing
submission from the WWTPs. The reduced sampling frequency was necessary for the
distribution of limited laboratory staff and resources across the study period during COVID-19
stay at home restrictions in Minnesota.

WW samples were shipped to the laboratory overnight on wet ice. A record of the
WWTP' s reported the daily wastewater influent flow rate on the day of collection was included
with each shipment. Upon receipt, sample tubes were surface sterilized with 70% ethanol and
bleach and then placed into a60  |C water bath for 2 h to Pasteurize the samples. Following
Pasteurization, samples were stored at 4/ /C until RNA extraction. Storage times were typically 2
h or less.

Viral Precipitation and RNA Extraction.

Solid material was removed from the pasteurized WW samples by filtration through a
0.02um filter (MilliporeSigma SCGP00525). To precipitate viral particles, 35 mL of filtered
WW was combined with 5 mL of 80% PEG-8000, 0.3M NaCl solution in a 50-mL OakRidge
centrifuge tube, vortexed to mix thoroughly, and held on ice until centrifugation. Viral particles
were pelleted by centrifugation at 12,000 x g for 1.5h at 471C. To extract viral RNA (VRNA),
virus pellets were resuspended in Qiazol Lysis Reagent (Qiagen 79306) and incubated 5 min at
room temperature. Aqueous and organic phases were separated by addition of chloroform,
vortexing and centrifugation at 12,000 x g for 15 min at 4 |C. The agueous phase was transferred
to Qiagen miRNeasy mini spin columns (Qiagen 217004) for RNA purification using
manufacturer protocol specifications for micro-RNA isolation. Purified RNA was stored at -
80°C.

Quantitative analysis of wastewater viral load.

The quantity of SARS-CoV-2 genomic RNA present in the extracted RNA samples was
assayed using the CDC emergency use authorization reverse transcription-quantitative
polymerase chain reaction (RT-gPCR) protocol and Research Use Only (RUO) reagents. Two
amplification targets within the nucleocapsid gene, N1 and N2, were reverse transcribed and
amplified using premixed primer/ hydrolysis probes (Integrated DNA Technologies 10006713)
and Go-Taq Probe 1-Step RT-gPCR system 2X master mixes with dUTP (Promega A6102).
Each 20-pl RT-gPCR contained 5pl of extracted RNA, 1.5ul primer/ probe mix, 10ul Go-Taq
master mix, and 0.4ul Go-Script RT mix. Reactions were performed using a Qiagen RotorGene
Q thermal cycler with the following thermal profile: reverse transcription at 4507 for 15 minutes,
denature and polymerase activation at 9501 for 2 minutes; followed by a 50-cycle two-step
amplification profile of 9501 for 5 seconds and 5507 for 30 seconds. Reactions were performed in
triplicate (3 measures) within each machine run and positive controls consisting of 200 copies of
the amplification target (Integrated DNA Technologies 10006625) and no template controls were
included in every run. No amplification was ever observed in the no template controls.

Quantification cycle (cycle threshold, Cr) was determined using Qiagen Q-Rex software.
Quantification of virus copy number was based on standard curves constructed from serial, 10-
fold dilutions of positive control plasmid containing the N target gene (Integrated DNA
Technologies 10006625). Standard curves for N1 and N2 were estimated using quantile
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regression on the Cq4-values of the serial dilutions and were then applied to the median of the
three measures (N1: Median Cy = 40.75 - 3.75 log10 Copy Number; N2: Median Cr = 39.78 -
3.08 1og10 Copy Number). Log(copies/ Liter of wastewater) was calculated as: Log(copies L) =
Log[(Copiesin reaction)/ 35-ml sample] x 1000 ml/ L].

To standardize qPCR data across the study period and WWTPs, we included reactions
that contained primers and hydrolysis probes specific to the Pepper Mild Mottle Virus
(PMMoV), aplant virusthat is abundant in human feces. PMMoV RT-gPCR reactions contained
forward primer 5 -GAGTGGTTTGACCTTAACGTTGA-3', reverse primer 5'-
TTGTCGGTTGCAATGCAAGT-3 and probe 5'-VIC-CCTACCGAAGCAAATG-BHQ1 and
were reverse transcribed and amplified as described above. Standard curves for PMMoV were
estimated using quantile regression on the Cy-values of serial dilutions of Tabasco sauce
(Mcllhenny Co.) *" and were then applied to the median of the three measures (Median Cr =
40.75 - 3.57 1og10 Copy Number).

We developed anovel index of WW viral load, Mevin's Index, that first normalizes the
Log(Genome copied/ L) data obtained from the three viral targets and then standardizes based on
the normalized PMMoV data (described in Results). The R-code used to calculate Melvin's
Index is available from https://github.com/glennes mmonsg r/dirtywatercool er.

Recovery of SARS-CoV-2 from wastewater and limit of detection. To determine the
efficiency of recovering SARS-CoV-2 from wastewater using our precipitation and RNA
purification methods, we spiked known concentrations of heat-inactivated 2019-nCoV-2 (ATCC,
VR-1986HK) into sterilized wastewater. Spiked wastewater samples were extracted and assayed
using the described protocols. Assays showed recovery efficiencies of greater than 90% when
input concentrations were log(6) and log(4) genome copies/ L. Efficiency declined rapidly when
input was log(3) genome copies L and below. The limit of detection for SARS-CoV-2 virus
extracted from wastewater samples was tested using a 10-fold dilution series of heat-killed
SARS-CoV-2 in gterilized wastewater. Greater than 95% of gPCR reactions using the CDC N1
and N2 primers/ hydrolysis probes produced a positive detection when SARS-CoV-2 was diluted
to aslittle as 100 copies/ mL (N = 20 for each dilution).

Correlation of Mevin’sIndex with testing data and its predictive value.

We tested for correlation between values of Melvin's Index and confirmed new cases
during the study period by calculating the Pearson correlation coefficient between the two
variables. To determine the potential predictive window provided by wastewater monitoring,
defined as the time between observing an increase in SARS-CoV-2 RNA in wastewater and the
appearance of confirmed new COVID-19 positive tests, we successively lagged Melvin's Index
valuesin 1-day increments and tested for correlation with confirmed new cases. The lag time that
maximized correlation between Melvin’s Index and new confirmed cases was taken as the
predictive window time in days. Correlation and lag analyses were performed on both statewide
averaged Melvin's Index and on regional Melvin's Index values. Confirmed new case data was
compiled from USAfacts.org *°.

Statistical analysis

All statistical analysis was performed using IMP Pro-15 (SAS Institute, Cary N.C.) or
custom R scripts. R scripts are available from
https://github.com/glennesimmong r/dirtywatercool er.
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Results

Monitoring SARS-CoV-2 in the wastewater water for the state of Minnesota

As the pandemic spread in the US, our lab became interested in developing WBE
monitoring as away to track viral prevalence at the population-level. Our hope was that a WBE
approach could be used to positively impact communities that have been historically underserved
by health care systems (low socioeconomic status and/ or rural) ***>*°. Although individual
testing for COVID-19 can track virus prevalence in large population centers, magjor hurdles
remained as inequitable access to testing persisted for those who reside in poor and less
populated areas °. A major goal of this study was to determine the effectiveness of wastewater
surveillance in monitoring the prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 in the large, variously populated, and
variously served regions of aU.S. state. Minnesotais the 12th largest U.S. state by area (225,163
km?) and 22nd largest by population (5.64 million, the median population of aU.S.A. stateis
4.47 million). More than half of the population of Minnesota (58.7 percent) residesin the
Minneapolis/ St. Paul metropolitan region and 41.3 percent reside in six geographic regions
outside of the metropolitan area. The 856 citiesin Minnesota range in population from 429,606
to 8 residents and are served by 586 active, licensed WWTPs. Municipal WWTPs serve 95
percent of Minnesota s metropolitan population and, depending on region, between 53 to 72
percent of the regional population (Figure 1A). This study was limited to a small number of
voluntary participating WWTPs from each region. Fifteen regional and four metropolitan area
WWTPs agreed to participate in the study with at least one WWTP participating from each
region (Table 1, Figure 1B). Two WWTPs were |located in the North West region of Minnesota
and represented 20.3 percent of the region’s population, three North East region WWTPs
represented 32.5 percent of the region’s population, the three Central region WWTPs represented
6.3 percent of regional population, two South West region WWTPs represented 16.8 percent of
the region’s population, four South Central WWTPs represented 21.5 percent of regional
population, and one South East region WWTP represented 23.3 percent of that region’s
population (Table 1, Figure 1C). The twelve-county metropolitan region of Minnesota was
represented by three smaller WWTPs that represented 4.5 percent of the region’ s population and
one large WWTP that represented 61.4 percent of the population (Table 1).

The size of the WWTPs was characterized by the size of the population served, the
average daily flow rate that the facility was designed to accommodate, and the size of the sewer
system. The regional WWTPs served populations ranging from 500 (Lafayette) to 137,590
(WLSSD). Eight WWTPs served a population of less than 10,000 (size class A, median 7,175),
eight served between populations 10,000 and 100,000 (size class B, median 16,795), and two
served populations larger than 100,000 (size class C, median 128,245) (Table 1, Figure 1B). The
largest metropolitan WWTP (Metropolitan) that serves a population of more than 2 million also
agreed to participate in the study. Designed average daily flow rate of the regional WWTPs
ranged from 0.1 million gallons per day (MGD) to 48.4 MGD with amedian of 3.5 MGD. Sewer
system length ranged from 5 km to 1,250 km with a median of 110 km. The metropolitan
WWTP was designed for an average daily flow rate of 314 MGD and had a sewer system length
of 2,510 km. All WWTPs participated for the full study period.

Effect of environmental factorson detection of virusin wastewater influent
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Our primary assumption was that increases in the number of COVID-19 infectionsin a
given city would increase the amount of SARS-CoV-2 RNA detected in that city’s wastewater.
However, there are several factors that could affect the concentration of SARS-CoV-2 inthe
wastewater systems (i.e. flow rate, population, size of WWTP). To better illustrate the
magnitude of the differences between each facility, we ranked facilities based on their daily flow
rate, Flow rate per capita, and designed flow rate per capita. It is evident that larger cities have
larger daily flow rates (Figure 2A). However when facility water flow rates were ranked per
capita, the rank order changes dramatically and reveals a concentrating effect on PMMoV level
at the largest site (Metropolitan has lowest PMMoV Cr, Figure 2D), but adilution effect at the
second largest site (WLSSD has fifth highest PMMoV Cr, Figure 2D). The dilution effect on
PMMoV observed for WLSSD was likely due to increased flow from industrial wastewater over
the sampling period (Figure 2B). A similar, but less dramatic observation, was seen when
ranking facilities based on designed waterflow capacity per capita (Figure 2C). After observing
the wastewater influent flow rate characteristics for each facility, we sought to create a
normalization and standardization strategy that would account for fluctuationsin each system
and allow for comparisons between WWTPs. Thisis an important step toward distinguishing
“hot spots” in alarge geographic area. To address system variation, we chose Pepper Mild
Mottle Virus (PMMoV), an abundant plant RNA virus found in the human diet, as our standard,
but we first needed to determine the impact each environmental variable had on PMMoV Cs-
values in wastewater samples.

First we tested for a relationship between wastewater influent flow rate variables and
PMMoV Cr-value. PMMoV Cr-value was relatively stable across the study period and across
WWTPs (27.08 + 3.06, mean * standard deviation). PMMoV Cr-value did not differ
significantly between WWTPs (one-way ANOV A, Fig 170 = 0.69, P = 0.82) despite significant
differences between WWTPsin daily flow rate (Fig 157 = 1167.05, P < 0.001), designed flow rate
(Fi1s, 187 = 2.2E+7, P < 0.001), size of served population (Fis, 157 = 1.0E+14, P < 0.001), flow rate
per 10k population (Fig 187 = 15.32, P < 0.001) and designed flow per 10k population (Fis 157 =
4.0E+15, P<0.001). The observed stability of PMMoV Cr supportsits use as a standard and
suggests that it could serve as a proxy for population and allow a relative estimation of the
infected population size.

It was very important to understand whether variation in system properties were
associated with PMMoV levels because the global distribution of PMMoV Cr was used to
calculate our SARS-CoV-2 level index (Melvin'sindex). Use of the global distribution assumes
that the level of PMMoV in wastewater is fairly constant within and between populations and
that there is a general relationship between PMMoV level and flow rate of the sewer system
92122 SARS-CoV-2 level, on the other hand, is expected to vary greatly within and between
populations and be subject to the same associations with flow asis PMMoV. If local variables
such as flow rate, facility capacity, population size, or the per capita measures of flow and
facility capacity strongly affect PMMoV level (and measured PMMoV Cy) then it may be
necessary to use alocal rather than aglobal PMMoV distributions to calculate Mevin'sindex.

We observed that WWTPs could be ranked according to their mean PMMoV Cr-values
(Figure 2D). This suggested a potential association with one or more site-specific variables. To
better understand which site-specific variables may influence the ranking by PMMoV Cy, we
tested whether flow rate, facility size (designed flow rate), population size, or the per capita
measures of flow rate were associated with the PMMoV Cr-value ranking of WWTPs. When
considering all of the participating WWTPs together, per capita flow rate was significantly
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associated with ranked PMMoV Cr-values (Kendall’st = 0.15, P< 0.01, Table 2, Figure 2D).
There was no significant association between PMMoV Cr ranking and flow rate, designed flow
rate (facility size), size of the served population, or per capita measure of designed flow rate
(Table 2).

Visual ingpection of the per capitaflow rate overlaid onto ranked PMMoV Cr-values
(Figure 2D) suggested that their association may be due to the concentration and dilution effects
previously noted for two of the larger WWTPs. Metropolitan and WLSSD have strikingly
different per capita flow rates (Figure 2B, 2D). The Metropolitan WWTP is a concentrated
system that serves a population of 3,454,290 with a per capitaflow rate of 0.55 + 0.5 MGD/ 10k
population (mean * standard deviation) and PMMoV Cr of 25.17 +£ 2.00. WLSSD isadilute
system that serves a population of 137,590 with a per capitaflow rate of 2.23 £ 0.20 MGD/ 10k
population (four times higher than that of Metropolitan) and PMMoV Cr of 28.44 + 2.42.
Significant association of the per capita flow rate with ranked PMMoV-Ct was lost when the
WL SSD and Metropolitan WWTPs were removed from the analysis (Kendall’'st = 0.08, P=
0.13), but not when either was removed individually (t =0.12, P< 0.05 and Tt =0.11, P< 0.05,
respectively when Metropolitan or WLSSD were excluded) (Figure 2E, Table 2). Although
rankable, PMMoV Cr, did not differ significantly between WWTPs. This finding demonstrated
that even large local differencesin flow rate have a small effect on PMMoV Cr and supported
both the use of PMMoV as a standard and the global PMM oV distribution in the calculation of
Melvin'sindex.

To further test for relationships between PMMoV Cr-value, flow rate, served population
size, and designed flow capacity of the WWTP, we performed a principal component analysis
(PCA) on the correlation between variables. PCA combines variables that are associated with
each other onto a common axistermed a principal component (PC) and quantifies the
contribution of each variable to that axis. The strength of association between variables can be
inferred from their respective contributions to the PC axes that they share (Figures 2F and 2G).
PCA analysis that included all WWT Ps showed that 74.2 percent of the variation between all
variables was described by two principal components (PC1 and PC2) (Figure 2F and Table 3). A
further 15.3 percent of the variation was explained by PC3. PMMoV Cy contributed mainly to
PC2 and PC3 (36.8 and 61.6 percent, respectively) with negligible contribution to PC1 (Figure
2F). PCA showed a modest association between PMMoV Cr, per capitaflow rate, and per capita
designed flow rate through their common contributions to PC2 (30.4 and 19.2 percent,
respectively) and PC3 (15.4 and 20.0 percent, respectively) (Figure 3F). Served population, flow
rate, and designed flow rate made negligible contributions to PC2 and PC3 indicating very weak
association with PMMoV Ci.

To confirm that the modest association between PMMoV Cr and per capitaflow rate was
primarily due to the WLSSD and Metropolitan WWTPs, we removed both facilities from the
analysis (Figure 2G and Table 3). In agreement with the earlier tests, the contribution of
PMMoV Cr to PC2 (the axisthat captured most of the per capitaflow variation) decreased to 13
percent and its contribution to PC3 (the axis that captured most of the PMMoV Cr-value
variation) increased to 86.6 percent. Contributions of the per capita measures of flow and
designed flow to PC2 were increased (47.5 and 33.9 percent, respectively) and their contribution
to PC3 was decreased (5.2 and 7.3 percent, respectively). Population size served, flow rate, and
designed flow capacity contributed negligibly to PC3. Likewise, PMMoV Cr was a small
contributor to PC2 (per capita flow) and a negligible contributor to PC1 (flow rate, designed flow
rate, and population size). Taken together, these results showed that flow rate and population size
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have negligible to low-modest association with PMMoV Ct and confirmed our previous
conclusions that PMMoV was a suitable standard, and that the global PMMoV distribution could
be used in our calculation of Melvin'sindex.

Data nor malization, standar dization, and creation of a wastewater viral load index
(Melvin’sIndex).

A goal of this study was to provide communities with areadily interpretable picture of
changesin viral prevalence through WBE monitoring. Most commonly, wastewater viral load
has been reported as qPCR Cr or as the logarithm of genome copies per liter of wastewater
1267.92321 \\1hile those measures hold meaning for experts, they can be opaque to the
communities and officials who use the information. Data that are reported without appropriate
normalization can make it difficult to discern the relative magnitude of the disease prevalence
over time or between localities. For example, normalizing the number of new cases per capita
showed that in early May 2020, SARS-CoV -2 was more prevalent in Central Minnesotathan in
the Metropolitan region (Figure 3A). We created a normalized and standardized index of
wastewater viral load (Melvin's Index) to provide a smplified, scaled value for benchmarking
and tracking virus levels.

To create the index, we needed to address two issues of qPCR testing. The first issue was
that of normalizing between different primer/ probe sets. To address the issue, we applied
guantile normalization (Figure 3B and 3C). A second issue was that of samples which did not
produce areliably detectable amplification signal within 50 PCR cycles. Samples that do not
amplify are often termed “negative tests” and are excluded. Exclusion of data may create abias
that leads to overestimation of virusload. To preserve the information of negative tests, we
assigned a Cr-value of 51 to samples that did not amplify. Inclusion of the Cy = 51 data could
create a bias leading to underestimation of viral load. To reduce bias, we excluded the Cy = 51
data points from the quantile normalization step. However, following normaization, the Cr = 51
data points were added back to the first quantile of the normalized data.

To calculate the index value, the mean of the two or three Cy measures was calculated for
each WWTP, sample date, and target gene. When the mean of the three Cr-values equaled 51 for
atarget gene, the data point was temporarily excluded from quantile normalization for that target
gene. The quantity Log (Genome copies/ L) was calculated for the remaining data using target
gene specific standard curves. Quantile normalization of the Log(Genome copies/ L) datawas
performed separately for the N1, N2, and PMMoV target genes. For each target gene, the
distribution of Log(Genome copies/ L) was divided into 5 equal bins that each contained 20% of
the data, with bin 1 containing the bottom 20 percent of the data, and bin 5 containing the top
20% of the data. The data falling into each bin was reassigned the value (Q5) of its respective bin
(Q5=1, 2, 3,4, or 5). All Cy =51 data points were then added back to the data set and assigned
to bin 1. Following normalization, the data set consisted of Q5-normalized values of the target
genes (N1_Q5, N2_Q5, and PMMoV_Q5) for each WWTP and sample date. N1 and N2 data
were standardized to PMMoV by dividing their Q5-normalized values by that of PMMoV. The
standardized data (S:dQ5) were natural log transformed to produce linear scaling and multiplied
by 10/Ln(5) to set the scale range from -10 to 10. We call the values produced by thislast
transformation “Melvin’s Index” (MI) (Figure 3C).

Because MI-values are centered on the median MI-value for each target gene, the relative
levels of virus can be compared over time within N1, N2, and PMMoV, but not between target
genes or viruses. We were concerned that the loss of relative level might cause misinterpretation
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by a non-expert audience. For example, in Figure 3C, the MI-value of N2 rises above that of the
highly abundant PMMoaoV virus. To prevent misinterpretation, we created a modified Melvin's
Index (mM1) that maintains relative level relationships. To calculate the modified Melvin's
Index, the SdQ5 is multiplied by the ratio of the median Log(Genome copies/ L) for the N gene
of interest to that of PMMoV

(relStdQ5 =

S5tdQ5 x (N median Log(Genome copies/L)/PMMoV median Log(Genome copies/L)).
Finally, the relSdQ5 is natural log-transformed and then scaled to set mMI(PMMoV) equal to
1.0 by adding the natural number (€) to Ln(Rel StdQ5) and then dividing the sum by e
(Ln(RelStdQ5 + e)/e) (Figure 3C). R code that uses Cy-values as input is available from
https://github.com/glennesmmong r/dirtywatercool er.

Indexed SARS-CoV-2 levelsin wastewater show similar trend to new clinical COVID-19
cases

Our laboratory collected wastewater for over five months from 19 municipa wastewater
sites, acquiring approximately 570 sample points. The clinical data for the state showed that
SARS-CoV-2 virus was present in late Spring and then began to decrease until around mid-July,
but then it steadily increased through August (Figure 2A, grey shading). Similar trends were
observed for indexed wastewater SARS-CoV-2 RNA in each region across Minnesota, with the
exceptions of the South East and South West regions (Figure 2F and 2H). Interestingly, indexed
wastewater SARS-CoV-2 RNA data pooled for the entire state had a smilar pattern to clinical
cases of COVID-19 around the same period, except it appeared to be dightly offset (Figure 2A).
Of particular note, the levels in wastewater samples (indexed SARS-CoV-2) appeared to increase
by mid-June, preceding the apparent increase in new clinical cases. Again, thistrend was
recapitulated in most of the other regions of Minnesota, expect for the South West and South
East regions (Figure 2 B-H).

Correlation of wastewater testing with population testing data and its predictive value.

To test the potential predictive value of wastewater we performed correlation and lag
tests against Minnesota Department of Health confirmed new case data over the study period.
Statewide averaged Melvin's Index values showed low but significant correlation with statewide
new confirmed cases. Pearson correlation coefficient comparing N1 to new cases was 0.38, that
comparing N2 to new cases was 0.38, and that comparing the mean of N1 and N2 to new cases
was 0.39. For statewide averaged data, lag analysis showed that wastewater predicted confirmed
new cases by 15d for N1 (r107 = 0.73, P < 0.001) and 17d (r107 =0.77, P < 0.001) for N2. The
predictive window when Melvin’s Indices for N1 and N2 were averaged was 17d (r107 =0.68, P <
0.001). When regions were considered, lag analysis showed less predictive power. Central
Minnesota had greatest agreement between N1 and N2 predictive windows (N1: 23d, rgg = 0.66,
P < 0.001 and N2: 23d, rgg = 0.78, P < 0.001). The North East region had greatest correlation for
both N1 and N2 Melvin’'s Index values with confirmed new cases (Table 4).

Conclusions

In this study, we have demonstrated the effective application of wastewater surveillance
to monitor infectious disease outbreaks across alarge and variously populated geographic area.
We have improved the interpretation and communication of the results of wastewater monitoring
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by converting cryptic raw SARS-CoV-2 gPCR datainto a pellucid, normalized, and standardized
index value (Melvin's Index) that correlates well with the appearance of new COVID-19 cases.
Melvin's Index accounts for population variation and provides a means of directly comparing
viral prevalence between sites that are dispersed across large geographic areas. Further, we have
shown that, by using our method of indexing SARS-CoV-2 RNA levels, wastewater monitoring
can presage changes in new clinical cases by as much as two weeks (15-17 days) in both rural
and in large metropolitan areas.

Interestingly, wastewater SARS-CoV -2 RNA data from two regions of Minnesota (South
East and South West) did not strongly correlate with clinical case trends (Table 4). Thisfinding
likely reflects circumstances unique to these two regions such as differencesin COVID-19
testing, implementation of public health mitigation strategies, or other variables that are not
present in other parts of the state. Of note, the South East region of Minnesota is a major
manufacturing, agriculture product processing, and healthcare hub for the state, all of which may
have impacted the frequency of testing and geographical tagging of testing results. The South
West region of Minnesota experienced large outbreaks of COVID-19 immediately prior to the
beginning of our study which may have modified population behavior and testing frequency.

Lack of, or weaker correlation between cases and wastewater SARS-CoV-2 RNA in
other parts of the state may be an indicator of disparitiesin health services between metropolitan
and regional communities and between communities within aregion. For example, regions
contain counties in which the population is concentrated in one or two urban areas as well as
counties in which the population is dispersed in several rural communities. Several lines of
evidence have shown that low-income, underserved, and less populated communities have
experienced additional burdens during this pandemic that may be reflected in the low correlation
between wastewater and confirmed cases ***>?°. However, in general, health outcomes data for
southern Minnesotaindicate that it isa relatively healthy part of the state ***%. How disparities
affect performance of wastewater testing should be explored in future studies. Neverthel ess,
based on the data that we have generated in this study, we are confident that indexed measures of
wastewater SARS-CoV-2 RNA levels accurately depict population-wide changes in disease
prevalence. Future studies should focus on determining sampling strategies that maximize
population coverage.

The dynamic nature of our sampling, in terms of both geographic and population
Size, provides additional evidence that wastewater surveillance is an effective and powerful
public health implement for tracking disease outbreaks in locations deficient of readily available
testing. Additionally, this study serves as a step toward proof-of-concept studies that employ
smaller, neighborhood-scaled sampling within larger population centers. In this study we have
shown that wastewater monitoring can be effectively deployed in populations as small as 500.
Overadl, our study demonstrates the real potential of wastewater surveillance in the current
pandemic and sets the stage for implementing alarge network of surveillance sites for
monitoring and prevention of future outbreaks across large geographic areas. Expansion of these
demonstrably successful strategies of wastewater monitoring to include high throughput
sequencing technology for the surveillance of emerging SARS-CoV-2 strains and other emerging
pathogens should be a high priority for future research.

Acknowledgements

We wish to thank the Minnesota Environmental Science and Economic Review Board
and all the affiliated wastewater treatment facilities and operators for their dedication to this

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.23.21250376
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.23.21250376; this version posted January 30, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

work. The work was supported by the UMN Faculty Driven Award (GES) and the CTSI Pre-K
Discovery Scholar Award (GES). The authors thank S. Champeau, D. Wisniewski, K. Andresen,
T. Mosley and S. Sundeen who all provided technical support and commented on manuscript
drafts.

Author contributions
RGM, NC, OG, RB, and GES wrote, edited, and proofread the manuscript. RGM, RB performed
statistical analysis. RGM and GES designed and carried out this study

Support

The work was supported by the University of Minnesota Clinical and Translational Science
Institute (CTSI) (NIH/ NCATSUL1TR002494) Pre-K Discovery Scholar Award (GES), and the
University of Minnesota Faculty Driven Award (GEYS).

References:

1. Randazzo, W. et al. SARS-CoV-2 RNA in wastewater anticipated COVID-19 occurrence
in alow prevalence area. Water Res. 181, 115942 (2020).

2. D’Aoust, P. M. et al. Quantitative analysis of SARS-CoV-2 RNA from wastewater solids
in communities with low COVID-19 incidence and prevalence. Water Res. 188, (2021).

3. Peccia, J. et al. Measurement of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in wastewater tracks community
infection dynamics. Nat. Biotechnol. 38, 11641167 (2020).

4. Ahmed, W. et al. First confirmed detection of SARS-CoV-2 in untreated wastewater in
Australia: A proof of concept for the wastewater surveillance of COVID-19 in the
community. Sci. Total Environ. 728, (2020).

5. Hovi, T. et al. Role of environmental poliovirus surveillance in global polio eradication
and beyond. Epidemiology and Infection 140, 1-13 (2012).

6. Medema, G., Heijnen, L., Elsinga, G., Italiaander, R. & Brouwer, A. Presence of SARS-
Coronavirus-2 in sewage. medRxiv 2020.03.29.20045880 (2020).
doi:10.1101/2020.03.29.20045880

7. Ahmed, W. et al. SARS-CoV-2 RNA monitoring in wastewater as a potential early
warning system for COVID-19 transmission in the community: A temporal case study.
i. Total Environ. 761, 144216 (2021).

8. van Vlerken, L. E., Duan, Z., Seiden, M. V & Amiji, M. M. Modulation of intracellular
ceramide using polymeric nanoparticles to overcome multidrug resistance in cancer.
Cancer Res 67, 4843-4850 (2007).

9. Wu, F. et al. SARS-CoV-2 Titers in Wastewater Are Higher than Expected from
Clinically Confirmed Cases. mSystems 5, (2020).

10.  Stuation Report-46.

11. Xiao, F. et al. BRIEF COMMUNICATIONS Evidence for Gastrointestinal Infection of
SARS-CoV-2. Gastroenterology 158, 1831-1833.e3 (2020).

12. Bogler, A. et al. Rethinking wastewater risks and monitoring in light of the COVID-19
pandemic. Nature Sustainability 3, 981-990 (2020).

13.  Gerity, D., Papp, K., Stoker, M., Sims, A. & Frehner, W. Early-pandemic wastewater

12


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.23.21250376
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.23.21250376; this version posted January 30, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

surveillance of SARS-CoV-2 in Southern Nevada: M ethodology, occurrence, and
incidence/prevalence considerations. Water Res. X 10, 100086 (2021).

Rentsch, C. T. et al. Patterns of COVID-19 testing and mortality by race and ethnicity
among United States veterans. A nationwide cohort study. PLoS Med. 17, (2020).

Rader, B. et al. Geographic access to United States SARS-CoV-2 testing sites highlights
healthcare disparities and may bias transmission estimates. J. Travel Med. 27, (2020).
Pollution Control Agency -Cara Omana, M. Future wastewater infrastructure needs and
capital cogts. (2019).

Kitgiima, M., Sassi, H. P. & Torrey, J. R. Pepper mild mottle virus as a water quality
indicator. npj Clean Water 1, 19 (2018).

Minnesota Coronavirus Cases and Deaths | USAFacts. Available at:

https://usaf acts.org/visualizati ons/coronavirus-covid-19-spread-map/state/mi nnesota.
(Accessed: 21st January 2021)

Office of Rural Health, M. & Care, P. Shapshot of Health in Rural Minnesota 2017 2
Snapshot of Health in Rural Minnesota 2017.

Tan, T. Q. et al. Location Matters. Geographic Disparities and Impact of Coronavirus
Disease 2019. J. Infect. Dis. 222, 1951-1954 (2020).

Zhang, H., Bruns, M. A. & Logan, B. E. Biological hydrogen production by Clostridium
acetobutylicum in an unsaturated flow reactor. Water Res. 40, 728—734 (2006).
Kitgiima, M., Rachmadi, A. T., Iker, B. C., Haramoto, E. & Gerba, C. P. Temporal
variations in genotype distribution of human sapoviruses and Aichi virus 1 in wastewater
in Southern Arizona, United States. J. Appl. Microbiol. 124, 1324-1332 (2018).

Hata, A., HaraYamamura, H., Meuchi, Y., Imai, S. & Honda, R. Detection of SARS-
CoV-2 in wastewater in Japan during a COVID-19 outbreak. Sci. Total Environ. 758,
143578 (2020).

Gonzalez, R. et al. COVID-19 surveillance in Southeastern Virginia using wastewater-
based epidemiology. Water Res. 186, (2020).

Haramoto, E., Malla, B., Thakali, O. & Kitagjima, M. First environmental surveillance for
the presence of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in wastewater and river water in Japan. Sci. Total
Environ. 737, (2020).

LaRosa, G. et al. First detection of SARS-CoV-2 in untreated wastewaters in Italy. Sci.
Total Environ. 736, (2020).

Baldovin, T. et al. SARS-CoV-2 RNA detection and persistence in wastewater samples:
An experimental network for COVID-19 environmental surveillance in Padua, Veneto
Region (NE Italy). Sci. Total Environ. 760, 143329 (2020).

Minnesota | County Health Rankings & Roadmaps. Available at:
https://www.countyheal thrankings.org/app/minnesota/2020/overview. (Accessed: 20th
January 2021)

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.23.21250376
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

3

3

Table 1. Characteristics of wastewater treatment plants (WWTP) included in the study and their regional population coverage. %g
WWTP City Average Sewer Service Region Region Regio County County Count §§
Size Designed System Population Population n (%) Population y (%) g2

Class® Flow® Length® b b b 2

(MGD)® (km) %é’

Thief River A 3.0 70 8,570 North West 270,120 3.2 Pennington 14,120 60.7 §§
Fals ;;é
Moorhead B 4.5 310 46,340 17.1 Clay 64,220 72.2 = % §
CIRSSD® A 25 30 6,490 North East 465,040 14 St. Louis 199,070 3.3 gég
WLSSD" C 48.4 1250 137,590 296 St Louis 199,070 580 SR
Carlton 35871  61.8 502

NKASD® A 3.0 60 6,840 15  Koochiching 12299 556 sl
Little Falls A 2.4 100 8700  Centra 652,410 13 Morrison 33386  26.1 525
Fergus Falls B 2.8 150 13,350 20  Otter Tail 58,746  22.7 §§ %
Willmar B 7.5 180 19,610 3.0 Kandiyohi 43,199 454 23 =
Cambridge A 19 20 8,220  Metropolitan 3,313,061 0.2 | santi 40,596 20.2 §§ %
Metropolitan C 314.0 2510 2,033,470 614 Anoka 356,921 75.5 Egj
Dakota 420021 202 odg

Hennepin 1,265,843  77.2 g %sg

Ramsey 550,321 622 S<E

Washington 262,440  67.8 =T

New Prague A 18 70 7,510 02  Scott 149,010 5.0 3383
Northfield B 5.2 130 20,700 4.1 Rice 67,000 31.0 ' ; ;
Worthington B 4.0 100 13,000 SouthWest 158270 8.2  Nobles 21,630  60.1 53
Marshall B 45 130 13,680 86  Lyon 25470 537 55
Lafayette A 0.1 5 500 South 269,420 0.2 Nicollet 34,300 14 g g
Central A)

L eSueur A 18 50 4,060 15  LeSueur 28900 140 EEl
Hutchinson B 54 120 13,980 5.2 McLeod 35,890 38.9 éf
28
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Mankato B 11.2 323 39,310 14.6 Blue Earth 67,650 58.1
Rochester C 23.8 790 118,900  South East 511,310 233 Olmsted 158,300 75.1

" City classification by population size. A: < 10,000; B: 10,000 to 100,000; and C: > 100,000.

B Omana, et al. 2020. Future wastewater infrastructure needs and capital costs. Minnesota Pollution Control Agency, Document number |rwa-wwtp-
1sy20.

©MGD = Millions of Gallons per Day.

© United States Census Bureau. B01001 SEX BY AGE, 2019 American Community Survey 5-Y ear Estimates. U.S. Census Bureau, American
Community Survey Office. Web. 10 December 2020. http://www.census.gov/.

E Central Iron Range Sanitary Sewer District includes the St. Louis County communities of Chisholm (4,814), Buhl (969), Kinney (144), and Great
Scott Township (561).

FWestern Lake Superior Sanitary District includes the St. L ouis County communities of Duluth (86,210), Hermantown (9,630), Proctor (3,030), Rice
Lake (4,140), Canosia (2,160), Duluth township (1,940), Grand Lake township (2,780), Lakewood township (2,190), Midway township (1,400), and
Solway township (1,940); and the Carlton county communities of Cloquet (12,120), Carlton (1,020), Scanlon (960), Thomson (160), Wrenshall (400),
Thomson township (5,000), Silver Brook township(600), and Twin Lakes township (1,910).

 North K oochiching Area Sanitary District includes the K oochiching County communities of International Falls (5,695), Rainier (548), and Jackfish
Bay (600).

H Met Council Metropolitan WWT P includes the Anoka county communities of Andover (31,690), Anoka (17,140), Blaine (65,500), Centerville
(3,790), Circle Pines (5,010), Columbia Heights (19,500), Columbus (3,890), Coon Rapids (61,480), Fridley (27,210), Hilltop (770), Lexington (2,050),
Ramsey (24,810), and Spring Lake Park (6,510); the Washington county communities of Birchwood (870), Forest Lake (19,130), Hugo (13,880), Lake
Elmo (8,070), Landfall (730), Lino Lakes (21,120), Mahtomedi (8,030), Newport (3,440), Oakdale (27,540), St. Paul Park (5,440), Willernie (500), and
Woodbury (69,240); the Hennepin county communities of Brooklyn Center (30,100), Brooklyn Park (81,000), Champlin (24,010), Corcoran (5,510),
Crystal (22,150), Dayton (5,010), Edina (47,940), Golden Valley (20,850), Hopkins (17,590), Maple Grove (70,000), Medicine Lake (370), Medina
(4,890), Minneapolis (427,960), New Hope (20,340), Osseo (2,500), Plymouth (78,400), Richfield (35,380), Robbinsdale (14,760), Rogers (12,540), St
Anthony (9,080), and St. Louis Park (47,220); the Ramsey county cities of Arden Hills (9,550), Falcon Heights (5,320), Gem Lake (500), Lauderdale
(2,500), Little Canada (9,800), Maplewood (39,770), Mounds View (13,010), New Brighton (21,460), North Oaks (5,020), North St. Paul (11,460),
Roseville (34,600), Shoreview (26,500), St. Paul (294,870), Vadnais Heights (12,300), White Bear Lake (24,070), and White Bear Township (11,000);
and the Dakota county cities Inver Grove Heights (35,230), Lilydale (600), Mendota (200), Mendota Heights (11,070), South St. Paul (20,160), and West
St. Paul (19,540).
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Table 2. Tests of association between system factors and ranking of PMMoV Cr-values.

Y X Slope Intercept Kendall n P> 1|
T

PMMoV Cr- Flow Rate(MGD)  0.01 27.51 002 19 0.69
value
PMMoV Cr- Designed Flow -0.11 28.13 -0.03 19 0.55
value Rate (MGD)
PMMoV Cr- Served Population  1.59E-6  27.51 -0.01 19 0.84
value
PMMoV Ci- Flow Rate per 2.15 24.0 0.15 19 <
value 10,000 population 0.01**

(MGD/10k)

A1.08 24.28 0.08 17 0.13

PMMOQV Cr- Designed Flow 0.55 26.23 0.03 19 0.50
value Rate per 10,000

population

(MGD/10k)

A WLSSD and Metropolitan WWTPs excluded.
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Table 3. Principal components analysis on correlations. Percent of variation contained by each
principal component and the loading for each variable.

PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4

All WWTPs

Per cent of variation 56.13 18.05 15.26 10.27

Loading Population 0.97 0.20 0.08 0.03
Designed flowrate  0.97 0.23 0.10 0.02
Flow rate 0.96 0.24 0.10 0.00
Cr -0.18 0.63 -0.75 0.06
Flow rate/10k - 048 0.57 0.38 -0.54
Designed - 054 0.46 0.45 0.57
Flow/10k

Exclude WL SSD and Metropolitan

Per cent of variation 49.59 20.91 16.04 12.56

Loading Population 0.99 0.01 0.00 0.04
Designed flow rate  0.97 0.16 -0.16 0.16
Flow rate 0.96 0.21 - 0.07 -011
Cr -0.01 0.40 0.91 0.05
Flow rate/10k -0.19 0.77 -0.22 —0.56
Designed -0.32 0.65 -0.26 - 0.63
Flow/10k
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Table 4. Lag analysis comparing Melvin’s Index to new COVID-19 cases/ 10k population.

Region Probe Lag(days) Correation(r) n P
Minnesota N1 15 0.73 107 < 0.001
N2 17 0.77 107 < 0.001
Mean N1, N2 17 0.68 107 <0.001
North West N1 25 -014 101 0.17
N2 18 0.57 107 < 0.001
Mean N1, N2 22 0.30 107 <0.01
North East N1 18 0.84 107 < 0.001
N2 4 0.84 107 < 0.001
Mean N1, N2 11 0.86 107 <0.001
Central N1 23 0.66 98 < 0.001
N2 23 0.78 98 < 0.001
Mean N1, N2 23 0.76 98 <0.001
Metropolitan N1 5 0.40 107 < 0.001
N2 11 0.83 107 < 0.001
Mean N1, N2 7 0.77 107 <0.001
South West N1 0 -04 106 0.65
N2 21 -0.19 106 0.055
MeanN1,N2 O -014 106 0.14
South Central N1 4 0.35 100 <0.001
N2 1 0.61 100 < 0.001
Mean N1, N2 4 0.53 100 <0.001
South East N1 25 0.38 105 < 0.001
N2 25 -0.30 105 <0.01
Mean N1, N2 25 -0.04 105 0.67
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Figure 1. Potential population coverage and study population cover age of wastewater -
based epidemiology (WBE) monitoring in the state of Minnesota. A) Existing wastewater
treatment plants (WWTPs) can cover 53 to 95% of Minnesota’ s regional populations. B)
Location and served population sizes of the 19 wastewater treatment facilities that participated in
the study. C) WWTPs that participated in the study covered 6 to 66% of regional population.
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Figure 2. Wastewater treatment facility influent flow rates and served population sizes
have little effect on thelevel of the Pepper Mild Mottle Virusused to standardize SARS-
CoV-2levels. A) Rank order of wastewater treatment facilities based on average daily flow
rates. B) Rank ordered wastewater treatment facilities based on daily average flow rates per
capita. C) Rank ordered wastewater treatment facilities based on the designed maximum daily
flow rate per capita. D) The relationship between ranked order of wastewater treatment facilities
based on PMMoV Cr-values and the respective flow rates per capita. E) Therelationship
between the ranked order of wastewater treatment facilities based on PMMoV Cr-values and the
respective flow rates per capita, excluding the Metropolitan and WLSSD and facilities. F)
Contributions of PMMoV Cr and system variables to the three major principal component axes.
G) Contributions of PMMoV Cr and system variables to the three major principal component
axes when the Metropolitan and WLSSD facilities are excluded.

20


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.23.21250376
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.23.21250376; this version posted January 30, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

New Cases/
10k population

& s .
L e = . o &
& o 3 e & o e o
#. Standardurs to FMMoV —HN1
—NZ
wx" —PMMoY
£
2
Lan
B :
B B o g
i - : * - ! {P " ’r gﬁp (\’a‘p’ o «u
Quanile
PI0E NS0 Normalkzation 12/134 « st e -
-, N2
m Mo Civeluss sue FrMoy
|| m“ B
Esaoh cumste goniins I ——— —
0 10 20 pdans) e Smeleor 12|34 E S
i shintriaition
PMMoV _)
—_ - e rd g # P £ s =
l g < ’ < : S < - g
0 10 Median 40 50 1234 5. Seale with relative levels restoned. Mt
Nz
o0 —PMMoV
For L
2. e ee——— ?
= .
‘P_f "/“ ,w‘;'f . ;‘:p.\ p = F'\-JP;. .,\-‘"'/‘ ..»»

Figure 3. Melvin’sIndex of wastewater viral load incor por ates quantile nor malization,
standardization, and intuitive scaling for thetracking of SARS-CoV-2 in wastewater. A)
The effect of per capita normalization on interpretation of a comparison of new COVID-19 cases
between two regions of Minnesota. Normalization shows that disease prevalence was higher in
the more sparsely populated Central region than in the Metropolitan region during early May
2020. B) Graphical depiction of the quantile normalization process. C) Step-by-step conversion
of raw Log(Genome copies/ L) datato the normalized and standardized Melvin's Index.
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Figure4. Trendsfor indexed wastewater SARS-CoV-2 levels acrossthe state show a similar
pattern to that of new cases per capita with atemporal offset. A) New clinical cases of
COVID-19 overlayed by the indexed SARS-CoV-2 N1, N2, and the mean of N1 and N2 data
from RT-gPCR analysis of wastewater samples collected across the state of Minnesota from May
to September. B, C, D, E, F, G, H) New clinical COVID-19 cases overlayed by indexed SARS-
CoV-2 N1, N2, and the mean of N1 and N2 data from RT-qPCR analysis of wastewater
collected from different regions of the state of Minnesota.
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Figure 5. Indexed SARS-CoV-2 levelsin municipal wastewater predict new clinical casesin
Minnesota. A) Correlation and lag analysis of wastewater SARS-CoV-2 N1 levels with new
clinical cases of COVID-19 for the state of Minnesota. B) Correlation and lag analysis of
wastewater SARS-CoV-2 N2 levels with new clinical cases of COVID-19 for the state of

Minnesota. ***, indicates p < 0.001
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