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Table S2. Recovery efficiencies of the flat membrane method used for the
enumeration of Cryptosporidium and Giardia from surface water samples. For each test
the date, type of water matrix, volume filtered, turbidity and the percentage of the
recovery efficiencies of both protozoa are given. NA (not analyzed).

Recovery efficiency (%
Spiking date Water matrix Volume Turbidity Cryptospoz;ium (};i(ar;lia
filtered (L) (NTU)
oocysts cysts
NA 96
18/04/2018 Danube 1L NA NA 67
NA 97
NA 100
02/05/2018 New Danube 10L 1.7 NA 67.6
NA 73
NA 29.6
09/05/2018 New Danube 10L 23 NA 88.89
NA 59.26
74.34 97.1
12/12/2018 Danube 5L 32 6073 100
31 33.48
11/06/2019 Danube Canal 5L 73 30.22 33.48
28.4 48.37
69.7 55.5
24/08/2020 Danube 5L 70 32.17 15.38
100 47
Geom. Mean * SD 48 + 27 58 + 28




Table S3. Model averaged variable estimates (conditional average), adjusted
standard errors (SE) and p wvalues of the generalized mixed linear model of
Cryptosporidium, Eimeria and Giardia shedding in rat faeces with binomial distribution
and logit link function. The contribution of each variable to the model is shown by
the relative variable importance (RVI) values.

Model average estimates p value RVI
(adjusted SE)

g | Intercept -2.93 (5.77) 0.611
:"§ Body mass 0.001 (0.002) 0.650 0.35
§_ Sex (Male) -0.13 (0.40) 0.739 0.28
*§_ Sexual maturity (mature) 0.11 (0.48) 0.819 0.28
S Blue infrastructure -0.008 (0.03) 0.812 0.26
Green infrastructure 0.13 (0.14) 0.365 0.60
Transport infrastructure -0.04 (0.09) 0.666 0.37

Intercept -0.72 (3.70) 0.846
Body mass -0.0003 (0.002) 0.887 0.26
- Sex (Male) -0.02 (0.34) 0.962 0.23
'§ | Sexual maturity (mature) -0.21 (0.60) 0.719 0.31
E Blue infrastructure 0.004 (0.03) 0.891 0.23
Green infrastructure -0.01 (0.08) 0.892 0.24
Transport infrastructure -0.009 (0.06) 0.890 0.24

Intercept 5.74 (7.18) 0.424
Body mass 0.000006 (0.002) 0.997 0.23
Sex (Male) 0.03 (0.30) 0.923 0.23
'-§ Sexual maturity (mature) -0.03 (0.36) 0.926 0.23
8 Blue infrastructure 0.003 (0.03) 0.933 0.26
Green infrastructure -0.02 (0.13) 0.898 0.31
Transport infrastructure -0.19 (0.14) 0.175 0.83




