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a b s t r a c t

Along southern California beaches, the concentrations of fecal indicator bacteria (FIB) used to quantify
the potential presence of fecal contamination in coastal recreational waters have been previously
documented to be higher during wet weather conditions (typically winter or spring) than those observed
during summer dry weather conditions. FIB are used for management of recreational waters because
measurement of the bacterial and viral pathogens that are the potential causes of illness in beachgoers
exposed to stormwater can be expensive, time-consuming, and technically difficult. Here, we use droplet
digital Polymerase Chain Reaction (digital PCR) and digital reverse transcriptase PCR (digital RT-PCR)
assays for direct quantification of pathogenic viruses, pathogenic bacteria, and source-specific markers
of fecal contamination in the stormwater discharges. We applied these assays across multiple storm
events from two different watersheds that discharge to popular surfing beaches in San Diego, CA.
Stormwater discharges had higher FIB concentrations as compared to proximal beaches, often by ten-fold
or more during wet weather. Multiple lines of evidence indicated that the stormwater discharges con-
tained human fecal contamination, despite the presence of separate storm sewer and sanitary sewer
systems in both watersheds. Human fecal source markers (up to 100% of samples, 20-12440 HF183 copies
per 100ml) and human norovirus (up to 96% of samples, 25-495 NoV copies per 100ml) were routinely
detected in stormwater discharge samples. Potential bacterial pathogens were also detected and quan-
tified: Campylobacter spp. (up to 100% of samples, 16-504 gene copies per 100ml) and Salmonella (up to
25% of samples, 6-86 gene copies per 100ml). Other viral human pathogens were also measured, but
occurred at generally lower concentrations: adenovirus (detected in up to 22% of samples, 14-41 AdV
copies per 100ml); no enterovirus was detected in any stormwater discharge sample. Higher concen-
trations of avian source markers were noted in the stormwater discharge located immediately down-
stream of a large bird sanctuary along with increased Campylobacter concentrations and notably different
Campylobacter species composition than the watershed that had no bird sanctuary. This study is one of
the few to directly measure an array of important bacterial and viral pathogens in stormwater discharges
to recreational beaches, and provides context for stormwater-based management of beaches during high
risk wet-weather periods. Furthermore, the combination of culture-based and digital PCR-derived data is
demonstrated to be valuable for assessing hydrographic relationships, considering delivery mechanisms,
and providing foundational exposure information for risk assessment.
1. Introduction

Coastal southern California, with its Mediterranean climate
patterns receives >95% of its precipitation during the winter sea-
son, with 70% of the precipitation occurring between January and
March (NRC Report, 1990; Ackerman and Weisberg, 2003). Urban
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stormwater runoff in southern California is known to contain high
concentrations of fecal indicator bacteria (FIB) such as total and
fecal coliforms and Enterococcus, which has been shown to have
median concentrations ranging from 100-100,000 MPN per 100ml
(Griffith et al., 2010; Schiff and Kinney. 2001; Gannon and Busse,
1989; Brownell et al., 2007; Tiefenthaler et al., 2011; Parker et al.,
2010). The result is an observed increase in FIB concentrations at
marine bathing beaches from median Enterococcus concentrations
of 10e100 MPN per 100ml during dry weather and 10-10,000 MPN
per 100ml following storm events (Ackerman andWeisberg, 2003;
Noble et al., 2003).

Concerns about exposure to pathogens and subsequent adverse
human health effects (Given et al., 2006) have culminated in
routine advisories against body contact with recreational waters
from coastal Public Health Departments for up to 72 h following
rain events (Thoe et al., 2014). Yet, in southern California, surfers
regularly enter the ocean following rainstorms despite the well-
advertised warnings of illness from public health officials because
that is often when the best surf conditions occur. Even though
stormwater is known as a major conduit of fecal contamination in
southern California, relatively few previous studies exist that fully
quantified bacterial and viral pathogens associated with fecal
contamination (e.g. Jiang et al., 2001). Of those that have been
published, little or no hydrographic information was available to
provide context.

Monitoring FIB at marine beaches is useful for assessing public
health risk because FIB concentrations have been previously
determined to be related to illness rates of swimmers (e.g. Haile
et al.,1999, Wade et al. 2010). FIB are also relatively easy and
inexpensive to measure compared to actual pathogens. However,
total coliforms, fecal coliforms, E. coli, and Enterococcus spp. are
rarely the causative agents of illness. Instead, FIB co-occur with a
wide range of pathogens found in human feces that may cause
illness, including viruses, pathogenic bacteria, and/or protists
(Prüss, 1998; Fong and Lipp, 2005); however, the relationships
between presence of FIB and actual human pathogens in environ-
mental waters are unpredictable (e.g. Bosch. 1998; Griffin et al.,
2003; Fong and Lipp, 2005; Wu et al., 2011; McQuaig et al., 2012;
Corsi et al., 2014). This is especially important in areas where
storm drainage systems are separate from sanitary sewer systems,
such as southern California, that present no a priori expectation to
find human pathogens in stormwater runoff.

Several studies have been conducted to assess the impact of
human noroviruses (NoV) and other human viral pathogens in
sewage and on coastal waters in the context of sewage discharge
and other potential anthropogenic sources (Eftim et al., 2017;
Hassard et al., 2017). However, to our knowledge, there are very
few reported calculations of human viral pathogen load from storm
events, and likely none for stormwater discharge proximal to a high
use recreational location. Therefore, identifying the sources of fecal
contamination, and full quantification of pathogens are important
steps toward understanding the risk to surfers using receiving
waters for recreation following storm events (Soller et al., 2010,
2017).

Stormwater discharges (also called freshwater outlets in some
previous documents) in southern California have previously been
found to contain human fecal contamination confirmed through
the presence of human viral pathogens such as enterovirus, NoV,
and adenovirus (AdV) throughout the region (e.g. Noble et al.,
2006; Noble and Fuhrman, 2001; Jiang et al., 2001). Several of the
existing published studies measured the pathogen concentrations
in stormwater samples from a range of locations, but techniques
available at the time limited the ability to precisely quantify the
pathogens (e.g. Jiang et al., 2001). New technological applications of
droplet digital polymerase chain reaction (digital PCR) have
enhanced the ability to measure microbial source tracking (MST)
markers of host organisms and viral and bacterial pathogens pre-
sent in stormwater runoff while being robust to inhibitory sub-
stances (Cao et al., 2015a; Coudray-Meunier et al., 2015).

The main objective of this study was to investigate viral and
bacterial pathogen dynamics in the stormwater of two urban wa-
tersheds that discharge to high-use swimming/surfing beaches in
southern California. To accomplish this, we used state-of-the-
science quantitative analyses to determine concentrations of
important viral and bacterial pathogens, along with MST markers
selected for their high specificity and sensitivity (Boehm et al.,
2013) and FIB quantification during multiple storms that occurred
during winter 2014 and 2015. The microbial contaminant infor-
mation was paired with available hydrographic information in or-
der to assess emergent hydrographic relationships that drive illness
risk to surfers during wet weather conditions. This exercise was
conducted in tight coordination with a concurrent epidemiology
study (Arnold et al., 2017) and QMRA modeling effort (Soller et al.,
2017). We specifically selected these two distinct watersheds that
discharge to popular surfing beaches in San Diego, CA to compare
our findings in the context of land use, watershed size, and
discharge impacts. Surfers at the beaches at the end of these wa-
tersheds reported a combined 4088 surfing days in wet and dry
weather during the study (Arnold et al., 2017). A final objective of
the study was to utilize principal component analysis and other
relational statistical approaches to assess relationships across MST
markers and pathogen types, yielding potentially valuable infor-
mation for subsequent mitigation efforts.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Study design and water sample collection

The basic study design had two elements: ocean receiving wa-
ters and stormwater discharges. The ocean receiving water element
focused exclusively on cultured FIB measurements, but was
sampled at multiple sites at differing distances from the storm-
water discharge point daily from JanuaryeMarch 2014 and
December-March 2015, with the exception of Dec. 24, 25, and 31,
2014 and January 1, 2015. In this way, we captured the spatial and
temporal influence of the stormwater discharges on the beach
receiving water environment.

The stormwater discharge element focused on multiple micro-
bial targets, but was limited to a single sampling location at the end
of each watershed just before discharging to the beach, and
exclusively during wet weather. Wet weather was defined to be
consistent with the County of San Diego Public Health Department
rain advisory; the day of rain �2.54mm (�0.1 inch), plus 72 h (3
days). The additional measurements (in addition to the same FIB
measured in the ocean) included host specific MST markers (hu-
man, avian, canine), viral pathogens (NoV genogroups I and II,
enterovirus, AdV), and bacterial pathogens (Campylobacter,
Salmonella).

2.1.1. Beaches
Daily oceanwater samples were collected from January 15, 2014

to March 5, 2014 and from December 2, 2014 to March 31, 2015 at a
total of six sites from two California beaches: Tourmaline Surfing
Park (N¼ 2) and Ocean Beach in San Diego, CA (N¼ 4) (Fig. 1).
Beach sampling details are described in the Supplementary Mate-
rials and Methods.

2.1.2. Watersheds
Tourmaline Creek is a small highly urbanized watershed (Fig. 1,

S1). The watershed is approximately 3.3 km2 and 86% developed



Fig. 1. Map of (A) two popular surfing beaches in San Diego, CA with insets of (B) Tourmaline Surfing Park and (C) Ocean Beach showing study sampling locations, including
stormwater discharges for Tourmaline Creek (TDIS) and San Diego River (OBDIS).
land use, the majority of which (62%) is urban residential and
commercial (Table 1). The San Diego River is a much larger and
more diverse watershed (Fig. 1, S2). In total, the San Diego River is
1124 km2, but two major dams are located on this system, and
neither dam discharged during the study period. The watershed
area below the dams is 451 km2, and 53% is developed land use
(Table 1). The development is composed of urban residential,
commercial and industrial land uses, with a relatively small pro-
portion of agricultural area, especially in the lower floodplain. A
bird sanctuary is located along the lower 1.5 km estuarine portion
of the San Diego River. Both Tourmaline Creek and the San Diego
Table 1
Watershed characteristics and storm flow for the San Diego River and To

San Diego River

Area 451 km2

Land Use Rank
1 Open Space (41%)
2 Single Family Residentia
3 Roads (8%)
Sewer Pipe Material Rank
1 Vitrified Clay (61%)
2 Polyvinyl Chloride (30%)
3 Concrete Pipe (2.5%)
Total Storm Flow
12/2- 12/5/2014 1.15 Million m3

12/12- 12/15/2014 1.12 Million m3

1/11- 1/14/2015 0.36 Million m3

2/23- 2/26/2015 0.23 Million m3

3/1-3/4/2015 0.96 Million m3
River are located within a large urban, coastal population center
and serve as storm drainage separate from the sanitary sewer
system.

2.1.3. Discharges
Six storms were sampled from Tourmaline Creek and San Diego

River immediately upstream from the Tourmaline Surfing Park and
Ocean Beach, respectively (Fig. 1). Time-weighted composite sam-
ples were collected which comprised of grab samples every 30min
until flow decreased below levels at which samples could be
collected at Tourmaline Creek or salinity rose above 22 ppt at San
urmaline Creek.

Tourmaline Creek

3.9 km2

Single Family Residential (62%)
l (20%) Roads (19%)

Open Space (13%)

Vitrified Clay (63%)
Polyvinyl Chloride (35%)
Concrete Pipe (1.7%)

not measured
not measured
not measured
not measured
0.029 Million m3



Diego River (indicating high tide), or 6 h had elapsed, whichever
occurred first. If rainfall persisted after 6 h, a second time-weighted
composite was started to sample from 6 to 12 h. At both sites,
composite samples were collected in clean, pre-sterilized and site
rinsed 20 L high density polyethylene or polypropylene containers.
In addition, at both discharge sites, 20 L grab samples were
collected each day over the next three days consistent with the wet
weather definition. Further details are described in the Supple-
mentary Materials and Methods.

2.1.4. Environmental observations
Water temperature and salinity were measured at the time of

sampling using a handheld YSI Pro30 temperature and conductivity
meter (YSI, Yellow Springs, Ohio). Tidal data were obtained from
the NOAA observation station in Quivira Basin, San Diego (NOAA
number TWC0413, 32.7667N, 117.2333W), located in between the
two study beaches.Wind speed and directionweremeasured at the
time of sampling. Observations were recorded at the time of sam-
pling for wave height, number of surfers in the water, number of
dogs on the beach, and number of birds on the beach or in the
water. Precipitation data was taken from the National Weather
Service station at the San Diego Lindbergh International Airport
(KSAN).

2.2. Culture methods

2.2.1. FIB membrane filtration
For both beaches and stormwater discharges, Enterococcus

concentrations were measured using standard culture-based
methods: EPA Method 1600 (USEPA, 2006). Briefly, a 100ml sam-
ple of water and 1:10 and 1:100 dilutions with Sterile phosphate
buffered saline (PBS) were filtered through a sterile 47mm diam-
eter. type HA 0.45 mm (Millipore, Bedford, MA, USA). The filter was
placed on mEI agar media. The plate is inverted and incubated at
41.0± 0.5 �C for 24± 2 h. Analyses met quality control objectives for
absence of background contamination (blanks) and minimum
precision (duplicates) of �10%. Detailed methods are described in
the supplemental material.

2.3. Molecular methods

Very brief methods are presented below. Detailed methods are
described in the Supplementary Materials and Methods. Primer
and probe sequences for all assays are described in detail in
Table S1.

2.3.1. Filtration for bacteria and viruses
To collect bacterial DNA, 100ml of seawater or stormwater was

filtered on a vacuum manifold through 47mm dia. 0.4 mm poly-
carbonate filters (Millipore, Bedford, MA, USA). To collect viruses,
an adsorption method using mixed cellulose ester (type HA; Mil-
lipore, Bedford, MA, USA) filters was employed to filter 200-500ml
brackish and fresh stormwater samples amended to a final con-
centration of 25mM MgCl2 and a pH< 3.5 (Katayama et al., 2002;
Conn et al., 2012).

2.3.2. DNA/RNA extraction
Filters for bacterial DNA analyses were extracted using com-

mercial kits (DNA EZ RWO4, GeneRite, Mammoth Junction, NJ, USA)
following previously published methods (Cao et al., 2015a; Boehm
et al., 2013; Layton et al., 2013).

Virus filters were extracted by one of two methods over the
course of the study. Method A: PowerViral Environmental RNA/
DNA Extraction Kit (formerly MoBio Laboratories, Carlsbad, CA,
presently AllPrep PowerViral DNA/RNA kit, QIAGEN, Germantown,
MD). Method B: modified Qiagen RNEasy Plus Universal Mini kit
(Qiagen, Germantown, MD, USA).

2.3.3. Digital PCR
Human, avian, and canine-associated MST markers, Campylo-

bacter, Salmonella, human AdV, human NoV genogroups I and II,
and pan-enterovirus were quantified using digital PCR assays and
described below and in the Supplementary Materials and Methods.

2.3.4. Microbial source tracking markers
Microbial source tracking markers were quantified using pre-

viously published digital PCR assays or qPCR assays adapted to
digital PCR for human markers (HF183 Cao et al., 2015a), avian
markers (Lee et al., 2013; Sinigalliano et al., 2013), and canine
markers (DG3, Green et al., 2014).

2.3.5. Bacterial pathogens
Bacterial pathogens were quantified using digital PCR assays

adapted from previously published qPCR assays for Campylobacter
(Cao et al., 2016; Lund et al., 2004; LaGier et al., 2004; He et al.,
2010; Vondrakova et al., 2014) and Salmonella (Gonz�alez-Escalona
et al., 2009; Malorny et al., 2008).

2.3.6. Viral pathogens
Viral pathogens were quantified using digital PCR assays

adapted from previously published qPCR assays for human AdV
(Jothikumar et al., 2005; Cao et al., 2015b), human NoV genogroups
I and II (da Silva et al., 2007), and pan-enterovirus (Gregory et al.,
2006).

2.4. Statistical analyses and watershed calculations

Spatial distributions of FIB relative to the stormwater discharge
location at both surfing beaches were analyzed and contrasted in
dry versus wet weather. Enterococcus, human pathogens, human
source markers, and animal source markers were analyzed for
detection frequency. For those assay targets with sufficient detec-
tion frequency, geometric mean concentrations were compared
between watersheds and among storm events. Concentrations of
Enterococcus, human pathogens, human source markers, and ani-
mal source markers were compared to storm event characteristics
and correlated to one another. Principal components analysis was
performed on the pathogen and source marker data to explore
patterns among these variables.

All data were transformed as the log10 of the measured con-
centrations. Samples that were below detection were assigned a
value of 0 for the analyses, although we cannot rule out a low
concentration of the bacteria or viruses. To calculate storm flow,
instantaneous rates from the discharge data were converted vol-
umes from the increase 10% above baseline until the end of the day
of the final sample or the return to 10% of baseline, whichever came
first. For detailed statistical analyses please see the Supplemental
Material and Methods.

3. Results

3.1. Study success

In total, 1160 beach samples were collected for FIB analysis from
Tourmaline Surfing Park and Ocean Beach; 67 stormwater
discharge samples were collected during six storm events (Table 2)
from Tourmaline Creek and San Diego River immediately upstream
from the Tourmaline Surfing Park and Ocean Beach, respectively.
This represents data from all but one storm during the sampling
period that met our wet weather definition.



Table 2
Storm date, precipitation amounts, and microbial water quality measurements (X) in the stormwater discharge from each of the sampled events.

Storm Dates Precipitation in mm (inches) Storm number Fecal indicator bacteria Human pathogens Microbial source markers

2/28-3/5/2014 48.3 (1.90) 0 X
12/2- 12/5/2014 64.3 (2.53) 1 X X X
12/12- 12/15/2014 26.7 (1.05) 2 X X X
1/11- 1/14/2015 9.4 (0.37) 3 X X X
2/23- 2/26/2015 4.8 (0.19) 4 X X X
3/1-3/4/2015 26.2 (1.03) 5 X X X
The sampled storm events ranged from 4.8 to 64.3mm precip-
itation (Table 2), straddling the long-term average for single storm
precipitation in the region (ca. 13mm). Interestingly, both of the
sample years were below the long-term annual average rainfall (ca.
300-350mm per year): 129mm annual precipitation in the
October 2013-September 2014 water year and 303mm annual
precipitation in the October 2014-September 2015 water year.

3.2. Overall watershed and storm dynamics

San Diego River and Tourmaline Creek were selected for this
study based upon a single major commonality, but they have
several major differences. The single common factor between the
two watersheds is their proximity to famous, high-use surfing
beaches in southern California. Major differences include water-
shed size, total stormwater flows, dominant land use type, and
conveyance type (e.g. Table 1). In the reaches closest to the beach
receiving waters, San Diego River is a soft-bottom drainage canal
type conveyance, while Tourmaline Creek is a concrete lined creek-
like conveyance discharging directly to the beach. Both watersheds
are dominated by vitrified clay sewage lines, of which many exist
from prior to 1950 (Table 1). The dominant land use type for the San
Diego River watershed is open space (41%), while for Tourmaline
Creek, single-family residential land-uses dominate the landscape
(62%, Table 1). While each storm studied differed in total precipi-
tation and rainfall amount (Table 2), examination of the hydro-
graphs associated with San Diego River clearly show that the falling
limb and tail of the storms extended for longer periods of time prior
to return to baseline, typically 5-8 days, whereas Tourmaline Creek
is much “flashier”, and return to trickle or no-flow occurs almost
always in less than 5 days (as shown in the March 1-4, 2015 storm,
Fig. S3) and sometimes in less than 3 days. Given the differing land-
use characteristics between the two watersheds this is not sur-
prising. Discharge data for San Diego River is available from a USGS
stream gauge that is approximately 8.5 km from the beach. How-
ever, flow data from the beach discharge locations is limited. Esti-
mated stormwater flows to Ocean Beach (from San Diego River) are
roughly 10-50 times those from Tourmaline Creek (Table 1).

3.3. Microbial contaminants in stormwater discharge

Regardless of beach, and regardless of which site at either beach,
wet weather concentrations of Enterococcus were 0.5e1.5 log
higher during wet weather than during dry weather (Fig. 2). At
Ocean Beach, there was a decreasing gradient of Enterococcus
concentrations from sites closest to the wet weather discharge to
sites furthest from the discharge. At Tourmaline Surfing Park,
where the total storm flows are smaller, and the surf zone mixing is
less distinct, the gradient in Enterococcus concentrations between
sites was less apparent (Fig. 2). This gradient in concentration
following storms is also apparent in the daily Ocean Beach and
Tourmaline Surfing Park beach sites Enterococcus concentrations,
however the Enterococcus concentrations are more variable during
dry weather (Figs. S4, S5). Enterococcus concentrations were lower
in smaller storms in Tourmaline Creek and the San Diego River as
well as at most beach sites (Fig. S6), and the patterns in Entero-
coccus concentrations tended to decrease over the duration of
storms (Figs. S3eS5).

3.3.1. Human pathogens in stormwater discharge
3.3.1.1. Stormwater norovirus concentrations. Concentrations of
NoV in stormwater discharges from the San Diego River were
significantly greater than those from Tourmaline Creek (Fig. 3,
Table S3; geometric means by storm t¼ 2.4, p¼ 0.049; all samples,
t¼ 2.5 p¼ 0.02). Across all five storms, average combined NoV
concentrations ranged from 19.2 to 175.6 gene copies per 100ml in
San Diego River stormwater discharges (grand geometric mean 97.3
gene copies per 100ml). Tourmaline Creek stormwater discharge
average combined NoV concentrations ranged from 5.2 to 110.9
gene copies per 100ml (grand geometric mean 33.9 gene copies per
100ml).

3.3.1.2. Stormwater campylobacter concentrations. Overall,
Campylobacter concentrations were higher in stormwater dis-
charges from the San Diego River than Tourmaline Creek (Fig. 4,
Table S3). Presumably, this was largely due to the presence of C. coli
and C. lari. Average concentrations of C. coli in the San Diego River
ranged from 23.4 to 116.2 (grand geometric mean 61.4) gene copies
per 100ml, while average C. coli concentrations in Tourmaline
Creek ranged from 3.0 to 5.33 (grand geometric mean 3.7) gene
copies per 100ml. Likewise, average concentrations of C. lari in the
San Diego River ranged from 15.2 to 30.9 (grand geometric mean
18.7) gene copies per 100ml, while C. lari average concentrations in
Tourmaline Creek ranged from 3.8 to 7.2 (grand geometric mean
4.7) gene copies per 100ml. The concentrations of C. jejuni were
more comparable between watersheds. Average concentrations of
C. jejuni in stormwater discharges from San Diego River ranged
from below detection to 8.0 (grand geometric mean 3.5) gene
copies per 100ml, while C. jejuni average concentrations in
stormwater discharges from Tourmaline Creek ranged from below
detection to 11.36 (grand geometric mean 5.0) gene copies per
100ml.

3.3.1.3. Frequency of pathogen detection in stormwater. The path-
ogen detection frequency in stormwater varied among the different
pathogens measured in discharges from San Diego watersheds
(Table 3). NoV was the most commonly detected viral pathogen. All
but one sample contained NoV in the San Diego River stormwater
discharges, and three-quarters of the discharge samples contained
NoV in Tourmaline Creek. Of the two strains measured, NoV gen-
ogroup II dominated the detection frequency in San Diego River
stormwater discharge samples (Table 3). In contrast, enterovirus
was not detected in any stormwater discharge sample (Table 3).
AdV was only marginally detected, being quantified in roughly one
of five stormwater discharge samples from San Diego River and
nearly one of ten samples from Tourmaline Creek.

Campylobacter was the most commonly detected bacterial
pathogen (Table 3). Every stormwater discharge sample from San



Fig. 2. Violin plots of cultured Enterococcus concentrations in wet versus dry weather at (A) Tourmaline Surfing Park and (B) Ocean Beach during the 2013-14 and 2014-15 wet
season. Lines in the violin plots represent the range, median, 25th and 75th percentile. Wet weather was defined by the County Health Department as >2.5mm precipitation in 24 h
plus three days. Dashed line represents the single sample maximum enterococcus exceedence level of 104 CFU/100ml. The concentrations are in Log10 scale. The number of samples
are displayed beneath the plots. See Fig. 1 for sampling site locations.
Diego River contained Campylobacter, but just less than half of the
discharge samples contained Campylobacter in Tourmaline Creek.
Salmonella was detected in only one-quarter and one-tenth of the
stormwater discharge samples from the San Diego River and
Tourmaline Creek, respectively.

The two watersheds also differed in their detection frequency
among Campylobacter species (Table 3). C. coli (87%) and C. lari
(78%) were the most frequently detected species of Campylobacter
in stormwater discharges from the San Diego River. In contrast,
C. lari (48%) and C. jejuni (29%) were the most commonly detected
species of Campylobacter in Tourmaline Creek.



Fig. 3. Norovirus concentrations measured by digital PCR in stormwater discharges from San Diego River and Tourmaline Creek during multiple storm events of the 2014-15 storm
season. See Table 2 for the dates and rainfall associated with the storm numbers.
3.3.2. Human MST markers in stormwater
Even though we noted NoV concentrations that were higher in

San Diego River discharge than at Tourmaline Creek, the opposite
trend was true for the HF183 human fecal marker (Fig. 5, Table S3).
The concentrations of HF183 in stormwater discharges were
significantly greater in Tourmaline Creek compared to the San
Diego River (Fig. 5; t¼ 3.08, p¼ 0.004). Average concentrations of
HF183 ranged from 20 to 175 (grand geometric mean 82.4) gene
copies per 100ml in stormwater discharges from the San Diego
River, and 282 to 904 (grand geometric mean 525.5) gene copies
per 100ml in stormwater discharges from Tourmaline Creek. HF183
concentrations were significantly positively correlated to Entero-
coccus concentrations as measured by both culture and by digital
PCR, but were significantly negatively correlated to avian marker
and Campylobacter spp. HF183 concentrations showed no correla-
tion with other bacterial or viral concentrations in stormwater
(Table S4).

Consistent with the frequent presence of human pathogens, the
presence of the human MST marker HF183 was also frequent
(Table 3). HF183 was detected in every stormwater discharge
sample from the San Diego River and nearly every sample from
Tourmaline Creek. Neither San Diego River nor Tourmaline Creek
has an NPDES permit for discharge from a publicly owned waste-
water treatment plant.

3.3.3. Animal MST markers in stormwater
There were significant differences in concentrations of avian

markers and apparent, but not statistically significant, differences
in concentrations of canine markers in stormwater discharges be-
tween the San Diego River and Tourmaline Creek (Fig. 5; Gull:
t¼ 12.2 p< 0.001; Dog: t¼ 1.8, p¼ 0.08). However, the concentra-
tion patterns of the animal markers were opposite that of HF183
marker. The avian marker was negatively correlated to HF183 and
to Enterococcus measured by digital PCR while it was positively
correlated to Campylobacter spp. and Campylobacter coli (Table S4).
The canine marker was not significantly correlated to FIB,
pathogens, or MST markers. Concentrations of avian markers were
two orders of magnitude greater, and the canine marker one order
of magnitude greater, in stormwater discharges from the San Diego
River compared to Tourmaline Creek.

Similar to HF183, animal MST markers were also detected
frequently in San Diego stormwater discharges (Table 3). The avian
MST marker was detected more frequently in the stormwater
discharge from the San Diego River than Tourmaline Creek (100%
vs. 83%, respectively). The estuary of the San Diego River upstream
of the sample site is a protected bird sanctuary. Similarly, the canine
MST marker was detected more frequently in the stormwater
discharge from the San Diego River than Tourmaline Creek (83% vs.
57%, respectively). Both watersheds have large residential land use
components.

3.3.4. Fecal indicator bacteria in stormwater
Enterococci were detected in every sample by cultivation and by

digital PCR (Table 2). Enterococcus concentrations from culture and
Enterococcus concentrations determined from digital PCR were
significantly correlated to one another (Fig. S7, Table S4), although
the slope diverged from 1 (slope¼ 0.596, r2¼ 0.7, p< 0.001, Fig. S7).

3.3.5. Comparison of composite pathogens (PCA) to molecular MST
markers

Principal component analysis on the log10 transformed patho-
gens revealed potential relationships among the pathogens and
between the pathogens and theMSTmarkers (Fig. S8). The first two
principal component axes explained 56% of the variance in the data
with the first axis (which had the largest contributions from
Campylobacter coli, Campylobacter lari, and human NoV genogroup
II, Table S5) explaining 38% of the variance. Enterococcus 23S rRNA
(Ent dPCR), HF183, and avian (Gull) marker were significantly
correlated to the first two axes, with Enterococcus and HF183
negatively correlated to the first principal component and avian
(Gull) marker positively correlated to the axis. Bacterial pathogens
and bacterial source markers grouped together in the ordination



Fig. 4. Concentrations of Campylobacter coli, Campylobacter jejuni, and Campylobacter lari measured by digital PCR in stormwater discharges from (A) Tourmaline Creek and (B) San
Diego River. BD¼ below detection limit. See Table 2 for the dates and rainfall associated with the storm numbers.
(Fig. S8). Campylobacter coli and Campylobacter lari correlated most
strongly with the avian (Gull) MST marker. Campylobacter jejuni
was more closely correlated to HF183 while enterococcus 23S rRNA
by ddPCR was not well correlated to the pathogens. The pathogen
PCA also distinguished between the storm discharge samples
clustering nearly all of the San Diego River samples separately from
the Tourmaline Creek samples.

3.3.6. Inhibition of digital PCR and RT-PCR assays
Only 5% of San Diego River and 10% of Tourmaline Creek

stormwater discharge samples were inhibited for DNA-based dig-
ital PCR, and these samples showed minimal inhibition as
measured using controlled additions of salmon testes DNA. In
contrast, 100% of samples from both watersheds were at least
partially inhibited for digital RT-PCR, as measured using controlled
additions of mouse lung RNA. Inhibition ranged from 100% to 67%
(Fig. S9) and was not correlated to concentration (r2< 0.014;
p> 0.10, Fig. S10). In both DNA and RNA assays, no adjustment for
inhibition was made and quantifiable samples were taken at face
value.

4. Discussion

This study focused on a detailed, quantitative characterization of
stormwater discharge from two watersheds in southern California.
The study was intensive, including analysis of six total storms over
two winter storm seasons, with over 1000 FIB analyses conducted.
Stormwater discharges from both the San Diego River and



Table 3
Pathogen and source marker detection frequency by watershed.

Proportion of samples above detection limit

San Diego River (N¼ 23) Tourmaline Creek (N¼ 21)

Pathogens
Norovirus 0.96 0.72
Norovirus I 0.09 0.05
Norovirus II 0.96 0.72
Adenovirus 0.22 0.09
Enterovirus 0.00 0.00
Campylobacter sp. 1.00 0.45
C. coli 0.87 0.10
C. jejuni 0.17 0.29
C. lari 0.78 0.48
Salmonella 0.25 0.10
Source markers
Human (HF183) 1.00 0.95
Avian (LeeSeagull) 1.00 0.83
Canine (DG3) 0.83 0.57

Fig. 5. Concentrations of source markers for canine, avian, and human hosts measured by di
BD¼ below detection limit. See Table 2 for the dates and rainfall associated with the storm
Tourmaline Creek had a dramatic impact on FIB concentrations at
the study beaches in San Diego (Fig. 2, S4, S5). The FIB concentra-
tions in the stormwater at the beach sites closest to the discharge
locations were often five-to ten-fold higher during wet weather as
compared to dry weather. This increase occurred consistently
across storms and across both watersheds, and this trend is not
limited to just the two San Diego beaches in this study. Similar
increases have been observed at most other beaches in southern
California (Noble et al., 2003). Other studies, such as those
completed by Corsi et al. (2014), Stumpf et al. (2010), and Ahn et al.
(2005) have shown similar patterns associated with stormwater
discharge into receiving waters.

Several patterns emerged from Enterococcus, NoV, and HF183
concentrations in the stormwater from both Tourmaline Creek and
the San Diego River showing differences in their response during
storm flows. First, although our total number of storms assessed
was low (n¼ 6), there appeared to be a relationship that emerged
between storm size (in total precipitation amount) and mean
gital PCR in stormwater discharges from (A) Tourmaline Creek and (B) San Diego River.
numbers.



stormwater discharge Enterococcus sp. concentration. While we do
not have detailed flowmeasurements explicitly from the discharge
locations for the two watersheds for every single storm, we can
make inferences using the storm size and the days following the
storm. There was a clear decreasing pattern in Enterococcus con-
centrations with storm size (Fig. 2, S6) and days since rainfall for
both watersheds (e.g. Table S3, Figs. S4, S5). Interestingly, when
examining the NoV patterns and comparison with days since
rainfall, San Diego River seemed to have a more persistent falling
limb and tail, while Tourmaline Creek NoV concentrations dropped
to below the detection limit in the same period. Furthermore,
within individual storms, there is a persistent human contamina-
tion signal in the tail of the storm, shown by NoV and HF183 con-
centrations in both watersheds (Fig. S3). This suggests that
measures such as controlling the first inch of the storm may not
adequately control the delivery of the human contamination. The
size of the storm also had little effect on the pathogen or the MST
marker concentration in the stormwater discharge, except for
HF183 in the San Diego River (Figs. 3e5). This decoupling of the
Enterococcus from the pathogens and MST markers (except HF183
in the San Diego River) across storm size implies different origins or
fates than the Enterococcus. While this could be, in part, due to
small sample size, it adds to the evidence that we cannot assume
for any given storm that stormwater based delivery of human
pathogens will mirror that of FIB.

While qPCR has proved useful in previous microbial contami-
nant assessments in southern California (Choi and Jiang, 2005;
Jiang et al., 2007) and in other regions of the United States (Fong
et al., 2010), the results from these studies combined with the
present study indicate that combined use of qPCR and dPCR tech-
nology for detailed stormwater assessments might be fruitful for
the future. For example, a comprehensive study of stormwater,
hydrological variation and viral pathogen quantification was con-
ducted in 2007e2008 and published in 2014 by Corsi et al. Corsi
et al. (2014) prominently feature a flow weighted sampling
approach for both dry and wet flow conditions, combined with
detailed analyses for a range of human and bovine pathogens. With
this stormwater assessment in southern California, the flow-
weighted sampling approach was not possible for every storm
sampled due to infrastructure issues and tidal influence. However,
flow values for the San Diego River measured upstream indicate
peak discharge rates ranging from 1.01 to 20.7m3 per second with
estimated storm volumes from to 2.3� 105 to 1.5� 106m3 across
each of the five storms (Table 1). At Tourmaline, during the March
1-4, 2015 storm, the peak discharge rate was 1.13m3 per second
with a storm volume of 2.9� 104m3 (Table 1, Fig. S3). Combining
these flow estimates with concentrations allows a broad loading
calculation. Estimated combined NoV load in the San Diego River
was 6.4� 1011 gene copies in the Dec 2-5, 2014 storm and 1.8� 1012

gene copies in the March 1-4, 2015 storm. In Tourmaline Creek the
estimated NoV load was 3.3� 1010 gene copies. While we suggest
that a flow weighted sampling approach would have been optimal
here in order to model the potential exposure of surfers to micro-
bial contaminants, we note that by using measured concentrations
and estimating dilution, the exposure of surfers was still success-
fully modeled (Soller et al., 2017). Clearly, flow-weighted and
automated sampling approaches are a necessary next step for
characterizing the dynamics of stormwater discharge to prominent
surfing and recreation areas during wet weather.

Another overall finding is that, in spite of the differences in
watershed size and characteristics (Table 1), the differences in the
observed concentration of pathogens and FIB were small. Instead, it
appeared that microbial source played a more important role in the
water quality patterns observed during wet weather. For example,
avian source marker and Campylobacter species assemblages
differed between watersheds, likely due to the bird sanctuary and
potentially the greater amount of open space along the San Diego
River watershed, but not the Tourmaline Creek watershed. In
contrast, there was little difference between watersheds in detec-
tion of human specific virus, which suggests similar human sour-
ces. However, although the observed concentrations of pathogens
were somewhat similar, due to the difference in volume the total
number of pathogens discharged to surfing beacheswere estimated
to be roughly 100-fold different.

An important component of this study was the ability to
quantify FIB, pathogens, and MSTmarkers to simultaneously assess
sources of fecal contamination and public health risk (Soller et al.,
2017) in the context of stormwater dynamics. The application of
molecular methods such as qPCR for assessment of MST markers
and pathogens in a stormwater discharge setting is not new (e.g.
Sauer et al., 2011). However, a major difference between the study
that we report here, and previous studies is the relevance of the
discharge to public health risk of the surfing population. Our study
corroborates the findings presented by Sauer et al. (2011) where
characterization of a larger number locations (45 stormwater out-
falls) was conducted in Milwaukee, Wisconsin. In both studies,
human fecal contamination as determined by the presence of
multiple Bacteroides-based markers, was prevalent across all
stormwater samples. Our study demonstrated a strong and positive
relationship between HF183 and Enterococcus concentrations, but
the Sauer et al. (2011) study did not see discernible statistical re-
lationships between the human MST marker concentrations and
FIB concentrations. One main difference of the Sauer et al. (2011)
study was that concentrations of human enteric viruses were
only determined in a subset of samples that were shown to have
high concentrations of human specific Bacteroides-based markers.
Even though hundreds of samples for Sauer et al. (2011) were
analyzed for the human specific Bacteroides-based markers, only
one was further subjected to intensive viral pathogen analyses. In
the study presented here, while fewer discharge locations were
studied, the viral and bacterial pathogen concentrations were
determined for all of the samples collected for five storms.

Multiple lines of evidence point to chronic sources of human
fecal contamination, potentially in the form of sewage, despite the
municipal storm sewer system being separate from the sanitary
sewer system. First, there was consistent detection, at relatively
high concentrations, of human specific pathogens such as NoV. NoV
has been suggested as one of the primary etiologic agents associ-
ated with gastrointestinal illness in the United States (Teunis et al.,
2008; Mead et al., 1999; Scallan et al., 2011) and can be contracted
via stormwater or exposure to sewage (Ueki et al., 2005; Westrell
et al., 2006). Since inhibition of the NoV quantification was preva-
lent but not adjusted for throughout this study, the concentrations
that are reported are conservative estimates of the true values. In
spite of this, the concentrations that we report in the stormwater
discharges to the two surfing beaches studied were, on average,
higher than those previously reported by other studies, such as the
in-stream investigation by Corsi et al. (2014). Second, there was
consistent detection, sometimes at high concentrations, of HF183
across both watersheds, across storms and across the duration of
storms (Figs. 5 and S3). HF183 is known to be both sensitive and
specific to human sources of fecal contamination (Boehm et al.,
2013, 2015; Layton et al., 2013), and was positively correlated to
Enterococcus concentrations in the stormwater (Table S4). AdV
were detected and quantified in the stormwater discharge at both
locations, but at lower concentrations than observed for NoV.

Animal fecal sources were noted in the stormwater discharges
over the course of the study. One nearly ubiquitous animal fecal
source was avian, based on the observed concentrations of the
avian MST marker, especially downstream of the bird sanctuary in



San Diego River. This is consistent with the increased frequency of
detection, increased concentrations, and greater abundance of
Campylobacter lari in the San Diego River stormwater discharge
samples compared to the Tourmaline Creek discharge. The avian
marker was positively correlated to the genus-specific Campylo-
bacter assay and Campylobacter coli and Campylobacter lari is a
pathogen known to be found in marine birds, including seagulls (Lu
et al., 2011). The canine MST marker was also found consistently,
but not ubiquitously in both watersheds. Both avian and canine
hosts have the capacity to contribute large quantities of FIB to
runoff sources (Sinigalliano et al., 2013; Schriewer et al., 2013),
although we note that in this study, the avian marker was nega-
tively correlated to HF183 and Enterococcus concentrations as
measured by digital PCR. Relational statistical analyses were con-
ducted in order to better examine the relationships across patho-
gens, FIB, and MST marker given their biogeochemical and survival
characteristics and differences.

Although there was little correlation between the individual
pathogen concentrations and the indicators or the MST markers
(Table S4), generating composite pathogen variables via principal
component analysis found significant correlations between HF183,
avian (Gull) Marker, and Enterococcus (Ent dPCR) and the composite
pathogen axes (Fig. S8). Within the PCA-space human NoV gen-
ogroups and human AdV were correlated, with human NoV gen-
ogroup II having the stronger signal. While the correlation of
Campylobacter coli, Campylobacter lari, and Salmonella spp. with
avian (Gull) marker was expected due to the prevalence, the closer
relationship of Campylobacter jejuni with HF183 suggests an
anthropogenic origin for Campylobacter jejuni in these watersheds.
The separation of viral from bacterial pathogens, and grouping of
viruses and bacteria, in the PCA-space suggests different fate and
transport for these pathogens in stormwater systems possibly due
to the biochemical and physical differences between viruses and
bacteria and their interaction with the stormwater matrix.

While the application of qPCR for stormwater discharge as-
sessments is not novel (e.g. Sauer et al., 2011), the use of digital PCR
for combined quantification of FIB, source-specific MST markers
and human viral pathogens is relatively new. While a direct qPCR/
digital PCR comparisonwas not the feature of this study, digital PCR
may offer advantages over qPCR, especially for quantification of
human enteric viral pathogen targets, which tend to occur at much
lower copy numbers than MST-markers. Digital PCR essentially
partitions a single PCR into tens of thousands of individual
nanoliter-sized droplets (Huggett et al., 2013, Cao et al., 2015a,
2016). While the primers and probes are identical between tradi-
tional qPCR and digital PCR, the partitioning allows for absolute
quantification via Poisson statistics, while at the same time
potentially increasing the analytical sensitivity over traditional
qPCR because multiple reactions can be merged. Human viral
pathogen quantification by digital PCR is not always more sensitive
than qPCR (Coudray-Meunier et al., 2015), but has repeatedly been
demonstrated to be less prone to interference from inhibitory
substances, more robust, and more reproducible than qPCR
(Coudray-Meunier et al., 2015; Cao et al., 2015a).

Stormwater discharge is a difficult matrix for any type of PCR.
This is because of interference with the nucleic acids and requisite
amplification enzymes by the typically high levels of total sus-
pended solids, dissolved compounds, and turbidities associated
with overland flow (Schiff et al., 2016). Fine sediment particles and
high molecular weight compounds, such as humic acids, are
especially deleterious to the reverse transcriptase steps associated
with RNA targets (e.g. Cao et al., 2015a). Even with digital RT-PCR,
we still experienced inhibition in most stormwater samples.
However, the increased sensitivity of digital RT-PCR helped when
using dilution to overcome inhibition and, when detected, digital
RT-PCR enabled the quantification of RNA targets rarely seen in
previous studies when using qRT-PCR (Noble et al., 2006; Sauer
et al., 2011). Although we used RNA virus controls to account for
losses, ultimately, we chose not to adjust results for inhibition.
Instead, we reported the results directly as a conservative, but
precise measure of the RNA-based pathogen concentrations in
stormwater.

Even though the Corsi et al. (2014) study revolutionized the
currently available information at the time for viral pathogens in
stormwater discharge, the study serves as a reminder of the diffi-
culties associated with viral pathogen quantification in such a
highly variable matrix. Corsi et al. (2014) reported a 63% inhibition
rate across all virus analyses. A low percentage of our DNA target
analyses were inhibited (5-10%), but for the RNA-based viral tar-
gets, such as NoV and enterovirus, the rates of inhibition were
higher (up to 100%). However, with digital PCR these samples were
still analyzed and provided quantitative data, yielding useful, but
conservative information. Continued optimization of stormwater
sample processing approaches will hopefully alleviate these issues
for the future.

5. Conclusions

� The study demonstrates the impact of stormwater discharge on
surfing beaches as observed by increasing dilution of Entero-
coccus concentrations away from the discharge location.

� Multiple lines of evidence reveal the presence of human fecal
contamination in both stormwater discharges across all storms
suggesting chronic contamination, potentially from sanitary
sewer infrastructure.

� Even given expected dilution patterns, the human viral patho-
gens concentrated from stormwater discharge samples are an
infrastructure and public health concern.

� Principal components analyses indicated correlation among
viral pathogens and correlation among bacterial pathogens,
potentially reflecting their physical and biochemical differences
and differential transport in storm drain systems.

� The quantitative data that was generated by digital PCR for
direct pathogen and source marker measurements show
consistent quantification over storms ranging in size and dura-
tion, indicating the potential for digital PCR to play a more
influential future role for stormwater mitigation.

� In combination, these results and this approach can be used by
beach managers to inform decisions about public health and
water quality management.
Acknowledgements

This study was funded by the City and County of San Diego. The
authors thank the following for their invaluable contribution to the
project: M. Raith, J. Brown, Y. Cao, D. Diehl, M. Griffith, B. Layton, L.
Mao, A. Santana, E. Andersson, B. Young, J. Stein, L. Othman, S.
Romero, J. Toctocan, A. Russel, Z. Valdez, L. Asato, A. Thyggersen, D.
Anand, and the Surfer Health Study Sampling and Recruiting Team.

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data related to this article can be found at
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.01.056.

References

Ackerman, D., Weisberg, S.B., 2003. Relationship between rainfall and beach bac-
terial concentrations on Santa Monica Bay beaches. J. Water Health 01 (2),

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.01.056
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref1


85e89.
Ahn, J., Grant, S., Surbeck, C., Digiacomo, P., Nezlin, N., Jiang, S., 2005. Coastal water

quality impact of stormwater runoff from an urban watershed in southern
California. Environ. Sci. Technol. 39 (16), 5940e5953.

Arnold, B.F., Schiff, K.C., Ercumen, A., Benjamin-Chang, J., Steele, J.A., Griffith, J.F.,
Steinberg, S.J., Smith, P., McGee, C.D., Wilson, R., Nelsen, C., Weisberg, S.B.,
Colford Jr., J.M., 2017. Acute illness among surfers following dry and wet
weather seawater exposure. Am. J. Epidemiol. 186 (7), 866e875. https://doi.org/
10.1093/aje/kwx019.

Boehm, A.B., Van De Werfhorst, L.C., Griffith, J.F., Holden, P.A., Jay, J.A., Shanks, O.C.,
Wanga, D., Weisberg, S.B., 2013. Performance of forty-one microbial source
tracking methods: a twenty-seven lab evaluation study. Water Res. 47,
6812e6828.

Boehm, A.B., Soller, J.A., Shanks, O.C., 2015. Human-associated fecal quantitative
polymerase chain reaction measurements and simulated risk of gastrointestinal
illness in recreational waters contaminated with raw sewage. Environ. Sci.
Technol. Lett. 2, 270e275.

Bosch, A., 1998. Human enteric viruses in the water environment. Int. Microbiol. 1,
191e196.

Brownell, M.J., Harwood, V.J., Kurz, R.C., McQuaig, S.M., Lukasik, J., Scott, T.M., 2007.
Confirmation of putative stormwater impact on water quality at a Florida beach
by microbial source tracking methods and structure of indicator organism
populations. Water Res. 41 (16), 3747e3757.

Cao, Y., Raith, M.R., Griffith, J.F., 2015a. Droplet digital PCR for simultaneous quan-
tification of general and human-associated fecal indicators for water quality
assessment. Water Res. 70, 337e349.

Cao, Y., Raith, M.R., Griffith, J.F., 2015b. Droplet digital PCR quantification of human
adenovirus. In: 114th General Meeting of the American Society for Microbi-
ology. May 17-20, 2014. Boston MA, USA.

Cao, Y., Griffith, J.F., Weisberg, S.B., 2016. The next generation PCR-based quantifi-
cation method for ambient waters: digital PCR. In: Bourlat, S.J. (Ed.), Methods in
Molecular Biology Series: Marine Genomics. Springer, New York, NY.

Choi, S., Jiang, S.C., 2005. Real-time PCR quantification of human adenoviruses in
urban rivers indicates genome prevalence but low infectivity. Appl. Environ.
Microbiol. 71, 7426e7433.

Conn, K.E., Habteselassie, M.Y., Blackwood, A., Noble, R.T., 2012. Microbial water
quality before and after the repair of a failing onsite wastewater treatment
system adjacent to coastal waters. J. Appl. Microbiol. 112 (1), 214e224. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2011.05183.x.

Corsi, S.R., Borchardt, M.A., Spencer, S.K., Hughes, P.E., Baldwin, A.K., 2014. Human
and bovine viruses in the Milwaukee River watershed: hydrologically relevant
representation and relations with environmental variables. Sci. Total Environ.
490, 849e860.

Coudray-Meunier, C., Fraisse, A., Martin-Latil, S., Guillier, L., Delannoy, S., Fach, P.,
Perelle, S., 2015. A comparative study of digital RT-PCR and RT-qPCR for
quantification of Hepatitis A virus and Norovirus in lettuce and water samples.
Int. J. Food Microbiol. 201, 17e26.

da Silva, A.K., Le Saux, J.C., Parnaudeau, S., Pommepuy, M., Elimelech, M., Le
Guyader, F.S., 2007. Evaluation of removal of noroviruses during wastewater
treatment, using real-time reverse transcription-PCR: different behaviors of
genogroups I and II. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 73, 7891e7897.

Eftim, S.E., Hong, T., Soller, J., Boehm, A., Warren, I., Ichida, A., Nappier, S.P., 2017.
Occurrence of norovirus in raw sewage - a systematic literature review and
meta-analysis. Water Res. 111, 366e374.

Fong, T.-T., Lipp, E.K., 2005. Enteric viruses of humans and animals in aquatic en-
vironments: health risks, detection, and potential water quality assessment
tools. Microbiol. Mol. Biol. Rev. 69, 357e371.

Fong, T.T., Phanikumar, M.S., Xagoraraki, I., Rose, J.B., 2010. Quantitative detection of
human adenoviruses in wastewater and combined sewer overflows influencing
a Michigan river. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 76, 715e723.

Gannon, J.J., Busse, M.K., 1989. E. coli and enterococci levels in urban stormwater,
river water and chlorinated treatment plant effluent. Water Res. 23 (9),
1167e1176.

Given, S., Pendleton, L.H., Boehm, A.B., 2006. Regional public health cost estimates
of contaminated coastal waters: a case study of gastroenteritis at Southern
California beaches. Environmental Science & Technology 40 (16), 4851e4858.

Gonz�alez-Escalona, N., Hammack, T.S., Russell, M., Jacobson, A.P., De Jesús, A.J.,
Brown, E.W., Lampel, K.A., 2009. Detection of live Salmonella sp. Cells in pro-
duce by a TaqMan-based quantitative reverse transcriptase real-time PCR tar-
geting invA mRNA. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 75, 3714e3720.

Green, H.C., White, K.M., Kelty, C.A., Shanks, O.C., 2014. Development of rapid canine
fecal source identification PCR-based assays. Environ. Sci. Technol. 48,
11453e11461.

Gregory, J.B., Litaker, R.W., Noble, R.T., 2006. Rapid one-step quantitative reverse
transcriptase PCR assay with competitive internal positive control for detection
of enteroviruses in environmental samples. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 72,
3960e3967.

Griffin, D.W., Donaldson, K.A., Paul, J.H., Rose, J.B., 2003. Pathogenic human viruses
in coastal waters. Clin. Microbiol. Rev. 16, 129e143.

Griffith, J.F., Schiff, K.C., Lyon, G.S., Fuhrman, J.A., 2010. Microbiological water quality
at non-human influenced reference beaches in southern California during wet
weather. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 60, 500e508.

Haile, R.W., Witte, J.S., Gold, M., Cressey, R., McGee, C., Millikan, R.C., Glasser, A.,
Harawa, N., Ervin, C., Harmon, P., Harper, J., Dermand, J., Alamillo, J., Barrett, K.,
Nides, M., Wang, G.-Y., 1999. The health effects of swimming in ocean water
contaminated by storm drain runoff. Epidemiology 10, 355e363.
Hassard, F., Sharp, J.H., Taft, H., LeVay, L., Harris, J.P., McDonald, J.E., Tuson, K.,

Wilson, J., Jones, D.L., Malham, S.K., 2017. Critical review on the public health
impact of norovirus contamination in shellfish and the environment: a UK
perspective. Food and Environmental Virology 9 (2).

He, Y., Yao, X., Gunther, N.W., Xie, Y., Tu, S.-I., Shu, S.X., 2010. Simultaneous detection
and differentiation of Campylobacter jejuni, C. coli, and CL lari ic Chickenu Using
m Multipler Reat-Time PCa Assay. Food Anal Methods 3, 321e329.

Huggett, J.F., Foy, C.A., Benes, V., Emslie, K., Garson, J.A., Haynes, R., Hellemans, J.,
Kubista, M., Mueller, R.D., Nolan, T., Pfaffl, M.W., Shipley, G.L., Vandesompele, J.,
Wittwer, C.T., Bustin, S.A., 2013. The digital MIQE guidelines: minimum infor-
mation for publication of quantitative digital PCR experiments. Clin. Chem. 59,
892e902.

Jiang, S., Noble, R., Chu, W., 2001. Human adenovirus and coliphages in urban
runoff-impacted coastal waters of southern California. Appl. Environ. Microbiol.
67, 179e184.

Jiang, S.C., Chu, W., Olson, B.H., He, J.W., Choi, S., Zhang, J., Le, J.Y., Gedalanga, P.B.,
2007. Microbial source tracking in a small southern California urban watershed
indicates wild animals and growth as the source of fecal bacteria. Appl.
Microbiol. Biotechnol. 76, 927e934.

Jothikumar, N., Cromeans, T.L., Hill, V.R., Lu, X., Sobsey, M.D., Erdman, D.D., 2005.
Quantitative real-time PCR assays for detection of human adenoviruses and
identification of serotypes 40 and 41. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 71, 3131e3136.

Katayama, H., Shimasaki, A., Ohgaki, S., 2002. Development ofa virus concentration
method and its application to detection of enterovirus and Norwalk virus from
coastal seawater. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 68, 1033e1039.

LaGier, M.J., Joseph, L.A., Passaretti, T.V., Musser, K.A., Cirino, N.M., 2004. A real-time
multiplexed PCR assay for rapid detection and differentiation of Campylobacter
jejuni and Campylobacter coli. Mol. Cell. Probes 18, 275e282.

Layton, B.A., Cao, Y., Ebentier, D.L., Hanley, K., Ballest�e, E., Brand~ao, J.,
Byappanahalli, M., Converse, R., Farnleitner, A.H., Gentry-Shields, J., Gidley, M.L.,
2013. Performance of human fecal anaerobe-associated PCR-based assays in a
multi-laboratory method evaluation study. Water Research 47 (18), 6897e6908.

Lee, C., Marion, M., Lee, J., 2013. Development and Application of a quantitative PCR
assay targeting Catellicoccus marimammalium for assessing gull-specific fecal
contamination at Lake Erie beaches. Sci. Total Environ. 454e455, 1e8.

Lu, J., Ryu, H., Santo Domingo, J.W., Griffith, J.F., Ashbolt, N., 2011. Molecular
detection of Campylobacter spp. in California gull (Larus californicus) excreta.
Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 77, 5034e5039.

Lund, M., Nordentoft, S., Pedersen, K., Madsen, M., 2004. Detection of Campylo-
bacter spp. in chicken fecal samples by real-time PCR. J. Clin. Microbiol. 42,
5125e5132.

Malorny, B., Lofstrom, C., Wagner, M., Kramer, N., Hoorfar, J., 2008. Enumeration of
Salmonella bacteria in food and feed samples by real-time PCR for quantitative
microbial risk assessment. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 74, 1299e1304.

McQuaig, S., Griffith, J., Harwood, V.J., 2012. Association of fecal indicator bacteria
with human viruses and microbial source tracking markers at coastal beaches
impacted by nonpoint source pollution. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 78,
6423e6432.

Mead, P.S., Slutsker, L., Dietz, V., McCaig, L.F., Bresee, J.S., Shapiro, C., Griffin, P.M.,
Tauxe, R.V., 1999. Food related illness and death in the United States. Emerg.
Infect. Dis. 5 (5), 607e625.

National Research Council, 1990. Monitoring Southern California's Coastal Waters.
The National Academies Press, Washington, DC. https://doi.org/10.17226/1607.

Noble, R.T., Fuhrman, J.A., 2001. Enteroviruses detected in the coastal waters of
Santa Monica Bay, CA: low correlation to bacterial indicators. Hydrobiologia
460, 175e184.

Noble, R.T., Weisberg, S.B., Leecaster, M.K., McGee, C.D., Dorsey, J.H., Vainik, P.,
Orozco-Borbon, V., 2003. Storm effects on regional beach water quality along
the southern California shoreline. J. Water Health 1, 23e31.

Noble, R.T., Griffith, J.F., Blackwood, A.D., Fuhrman, J.A., Gregory, J.B., Hernandez, X.,
Liang, X., Bera, A.A., Schiff, K.D., 2006. Multitiered approach using quantitative
PCR to track sources of fecal pollution affecting Santa Monica Bay, California.
Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 72, 1604e1612.

Parker, J.K., McIntyre, D., Noble, R.T., 2010. Characterizing fecal contamination in
stormwater runoff in coastal North Carolina, USA. Water Res. 44 (14),
4186e4194.

Prüss, A., 1998. Review of epidemiological studies on health effects from exposure
to recreational water. Int. J. Epidemiol. 27 (1), 1e9.

Sauer, E.P., VandeWalle, J.L., Bootsma, M.J., McLellan, S.L., 2011. Detection of the
human specific Bacteroides genetic marker provides evidence of widespread
sewage contamination of stormwater in the urban environment. Water Res. 45,
4081e4091.

Scallan, E., Hoekstra, R.M., Angulo, F.J., Tauxe, R.V., Widdowson, M.A., Roy, S.L.,
Jones, J.L., Griffin, P.M., 2011. Foodborne illness acquired in the United
Statesemajor pathogens. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 17 (1), 7e15.

Schiff, K., Kinney, P., 2001. Tracking sources of bacterial contamination in storm-
water discharges to Mission Bay, California. Water Environ. Res. 73, 534e542.

Schiff, K., Brown, J., Trump, S., Hardin, D., 2016. Near-coastal water quality at
reference sites following storm events. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 103 (1e2), 294e300.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2015.12.001. ISSN 0025-326X.

Schriewer, A., Goodwin, K.D., Sinigalliano, C.D., Cox, A.M., Wanless, D.,
Bartkowiak, J., Ebentier, D.L., Hanley, K.T., Ervin, J., Deering, L.A., Shanks, O.C.,
Peed, L.A., Meijer, W.G., Griffith, J.F., SantoDomingo, J., Jay, J.A., Holden, P.A.,
Wuertz, S., 2013. Performance evaluation of canine-associated Bacteroidales

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref64
https://doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwx019
https://doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwx019
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref10
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2011.05183.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2672.2011.05183.x
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref41
https://doi.org/10.17226/1607
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref50
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2015.12.001
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref52


assays in a multi-laboratory comparison study. Water Res. 47, 6909e6920.
Sinigalliano, C.D., Ervin, J., Van De Werfhorst, L.C., Badgley, B.D., Ballest�e, E.,

Bartkowiak, J., Boehm, A.B., Byappanahalli, M., Goodwin, K.D., Gourmelon, M.,
Griffith, J.F., Holden, P.A., Jay, J.A., Layton, B.A., Lee, C., Lee, J., Meijer, W.G.,
Noble, R., Raith, M., Ryu, H., Sadowsky, M.J., Schriewer, A., Wang, D., Wanless, D.,
Whitman, R.L., Wuertz, S., Santo Domingo, J.W., 2013. Multi-laboratory evalu-
ations of the performance of Catellicoccus marimammalium PCR assays devel-
oped to target gull fecal sources. Water Res. 47, 6883e6896.

Soller, J.A., Schoen, M.E., Bartrand, T., Ravenscroft, J., Ashbolt, N.J., 2010. Estimated
human health risks from exposure to recreational waters impacted by human
and non-human sources of faecal contamination. Water Res. 44 (16),
4674e4691.

Soller, J.A., Schoen, M., Steele, J.A., Griffith, J.F., Schiff, K.C., 2017. Recreational water
gastrointestinal illness risks during wet weather e quantitative microbial risk
assessment harmonization with an epidemiological investigation. Water Res
121, 280e289.

Stumpf, C.H., Piehler, M.F., Thompson, S., Noble, R.T., 2010. Loading of fecal indicator
bacteria in North Carolina tidal creek headwaters: Hydrographic patterns and
terrestrial runoff relationships. Water Res. 44 (16), 4704e4715. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.watres.2010.07.004.

Tiefenthaler, L., Stein, E.D., Schiff, K.C., 2011. Levels and patterns of fecal indicator
bacteria in stormwater runoff from homogenous land use sites and urban
watersheds. J. Water Health 9 (2), 279e290.

Thoe, W., Gold, M., Griesbach, A., Grimmer, M., Taggart, M.L., Boehm, A.B., 2014.
Predicting water quality at Santa Monica Beach: evaluation of five different
models for public notification of unsafe swimming conditions. Water Res. 67,
105e117.
Teunis, P.F., Moe, C.L., Liu, P., Lindesmith, L., Baric, R.S., Le Pendu, J., Calderon, R.L.,

2008. Norwalk virus: how infectious is it? J. Med. Virol. 80 (8), 1468e1476.
Ueki, Y., Sano, D., Watanabe, T., Akiyama, K., Omura, T., 2005. Norovirus pathway in

water environment estimated by genetic analysis of strains from patients of
gastroenteritis, sewage, treated wastewater, river water and oysters. Water Res.
39, 4271e4280.

USEPA, 2006. Method 1600: Enterococci in Water by Membrane Filtration Using
Membrane-Enterococcus Indoxyl-beta-d-glucoside Agar (MEI). Office of Water,
Washington, DC. EPA-821-R-06-009.

Vondrakova, L., Pazelrova, J., Demnerova, K., 2014. Detection, identification and
quantification of Campylobacter jejuni, coli and lari in food matrices all at once
using multiplex qPCR. Gut Pathog. 6, 12. https://doi.org/10.1186/1757-4749-6-
12.

Wade, T.J., Sams, E., Brenner, K.P., Haugland, R., Chern, E., Beach, M., Wymer, L.,
Rankin, C.C., Love, D., Li, Q., Noble, R., Dufour, A.P., 2010. Rapidly measured
indicators of recreational water quality and swimming-associated illness at
marine beaches: a prospective cohort study. Environ. Health 9 (1), 66.

Westrell, T., Teunis, P., van den Berg, H., Lodder, W., Ketelaars, H., Stenstr€om, T.A., de
Roda Husman, A.M., 2006. Short- and long-term variations of norovirus con-
centrations in the Meuse river during a 2-year study period. Water Res. 40,
2613e2620.

Wu, J., Long, S.C., Das, D., Dorner, S.M., 2011. Are microbial indicators and pathogens
correlated? A statistical analysis of 40 years of research. J. Water Health 9,
265e278.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref55
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2010.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2010.07.004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref60
https://doi.org/10.1186/1757-4749-6-12
https://doi.org/10.1186/1757-4749-6-12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0043-1354(18)30070-8/sref63

	Quantification of pathogens and markers of fecal contamination during storm events along popular surfing beaches in San Die ...
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and Methods
	2.1. Study design and water sample collection
	2.1.1. Beaches
	2.1.2. Watersheds
	2.1.3. Discharges
	2.1.4. Environmental observations

	2.2. Culture methods
	2.2.1. FIB membrane filtration

	2.3. Molecular methods
	2.3.1. Filtration for bacteria and viruses
	2.3.2. DNA/RNA extraction
	2.3.3. Digital PCR
	2.3.4. Microbial source tracking markers
	2.3.5. Bacterial pathogens
	2.3.6. Viral pathogens

	2.4. Statistical analyses and watershed calculations

	3. Results
	3.1. Study success
	3.2. Overall watershed and storm dynamics
	3.3. Microbial contaminants in stormwater discharge
	3.3.1. Human pathogens in stormwater discharge
	3.3.1.1. Stormwater norovirus concentrations
	3.3.1.2. Stormwater campylobacter concentrations
	3.3.1.3. Frequency of pathogen detection in stormwater

	3.3.2. Human MST markers in stormwater
	3.3.3. Animal MST markers in stormwater
	3.3.4. Fecal indicator bacteria in stormwater
	3.3.5. Comparison of composite pathogens (PCA) to molecular MST markers
	3.3.6. Inhibition of digital PCR and RT-PCR assays


	4. Discussion
	5. Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	References


