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SUMMARY 1 

Individuals can test positive for SARS-CoV-2 by real-time polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) 2 

after no longer being infectious.1-8 Positive SARS-CoV-2 antigen-based testing exhibits a 3 

temporal pattern that corresponds with active, replicating virus and could therefore be a more 4 

accurate predictor of an individual’s potential to transmit SARS-CoV-2.2,3,9 Using the BD 5 

Veritor System for Rapid Detection of SARS-CoV-2 later flow antigen detection test, we 6 

demonstrate a higher concordance of antigen-positive test results with the presence of cultured, 7 

infectious virus when compared to RT-PCR. When compared to infectious virus isolation, the 8 

sensitivity of antigen-based testing is similar to RT-PCR. The correlation between SARS-CoV-2 9 

antigen and SARS-CoV-2 culture represents a significant advancement in determining the risk 10 

for potential transmissibility beyond that which can be achieved by detection of SARS-CoV-2 11 

genomic RNA. Coupled with a rapid time-to-result, low cost, and scalability, antigen-based 12 

testing should facilitate effective implementation of testing and public health interventions that 13 

will better contain COVID-19.  14 
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INTRODUCTION 15 

The SARS-CoV-2 causes COVID-19 and is spread from human-to-human primarily through 16 

airborne transmission.10 The mean incubation time, or presymptomatic period, for SARS-CoV-2 17 

is approximately 5.8 days (95% CI 5.0-6.7),11,12 and the period of transmission (the total time 18 

during which a patient is contagious) begins around one to three days prior to symptom onset, 19 

with a subsequent reduction in contagiousness occurring 7-10 days following symptom 20 

onset.8,13,14 Recent work in a golden hamster SARS-CoV-2 model demonstrated that although the 21 

presence of genomic RNA in nasal washes extends to 14 days post-inoculation, the detection of 22 

infectious virus and the communicable period both end well before 14 days.15 In addition, four 23 

previous studies, utilizing culture-based virus detection from human specimens, demonstrated an 24 

absence of infectious isolates from most specimens taken eight days after symptom onset, despite 25 

measurable viral RNA loads using RT-PCR.1,3,5,7 26 

 27 

Several SARS-CoV-2 antigen-based tests, which work via a lateral flow immunoassay 28 

mechanism, have recently received Emergency Use Authorization (EUA) from the Food and 29 

Drug Administration.16-19 Several lines of indirect evidence suggest that antigen-based testing 30 

may align better with culture-based test results compared to RT-PCR. For example, higher RT-31 

PCR Ct values from specimens are observed when individuals are negative by antigen testing or 32 

culture-based testing compared to those from individual that are antigen test 9 or culture–based 33 

test positive.6 In addition, current EUA SARS-CoV-2 antigen tests have optimal performance 34 

profiles16-19 at time points that overlap with the temporal expression profile of SARS-CoV-2 sub-35 

genomic RNA (a marker for active, replicating virus).3 Despite the recognition that point-of-care 36 

or other testing modalities might be more effective at discerning contagious from non-contagious 37 
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individuals,2 no study has directly compared antigen-based testing with RT-PCR in the same 38 

study using a reference method for infectiousness. 39 

 40 

The objective of this study was to determine whether SARS-CoV-2 antigen testing differentiates 41 

SARS-CoV-2-contagious individuals (e.g., those still shedding infectious virus) from non-42 

contagious individuals compared to RT-PCR methodology. To address this, we utilized Quidel 43 

Lyra® SARS-CoV-2 Assay (“RT-PCR assay”) positive and negative specimens obtained from a 44 

diverse set of collection sites across the USA. The RT-PCR assay and the BD Veritor™ System 45 

for Rapid Detection of SARS-CoV-2 (“antigen test”) were compared to SARS-CoV-2 46 

TMPRSS2 culture (a sensitive virus culture test utilizing the VeroE6TMPRSS2 cell line), which 47 

served as the reference method for determining infectiousness.  48 
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RESULTS 49 

The 38 RT-PCR positive specimens were tested for the presence of SARS-CoV-2 using infection 50 

of VeroE6TMPRSS2 cell cultures (SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture). Overall, 28 RT-PCR-51 

positive specimens were also positive by SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture and 10 of 38 RT-52 

PCR-positive specimens were negative by SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture (Figure 1A). SARS-53 

CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture-positive specimens had a mean log10 viral RNA copy number of 7.16 54 

compared to 4.01 from specimens that were SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture-negative (p-value 55 

<0.001; two-sample t-test, 2-tailed analysis). Further stratification by results from the antigen test 56 

showed that 27 of 28 RT-PCR-positive/SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture-positive specimens 57 

were also positive in the antigen test; only two of the ten RT-PCR-positive/ SARS-CoV-2 58 

TMPRSS2 culture-negative specimens were positive by the antigen test. 59 

 60 

Of the 38 RT-PCR-positive results utilized for these analyses, nine were antigen test negative. 61 

These nine negative results showed a trend towards longer time from symptom onset compared 62 

to the 29 RT-PCR assay-positive/antigen test-positive specimens (4.4 days on average versus 63 

2.9, p-value = 0.108).9 Of the nine samples that were RT-PCR-positive/antigen test-negative, the 64 

viral RNA copy number was significantly lower than that observed for the 29 RT-PCR-65 

positive/antigen test-positive specimens (mean 4.3 log10 cp/mL versus 7.0 log10 cp/mL, p-66 

value<0.001, Figure S1). Symptom day was not a significant factor in multivariate models, while 67 

viral RNA load continued to be significant (p-value = 0.002). 68 

 69 

Probit models for percent positivity by viral RNA load corresponding to the RT-PCR assay, 70 

antigen test, SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture, and SARS-CoV-2 culture with VeroE6 cells 71 
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(“SARS-CoV-2 VeroE6 culture;” data integrated into the probit model using previous data; see 72 

Methods)6 are provided in Figure 1B. The SARS-CoV-2 VeroE6 culture yielded a positive result 73 

at a rate of 5% for a viral load of 5.75 log10 cp/ml, whereas the SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture 74 

corresponded to a positive result with a rate of 5% at a viral load of 4.5 log10 cp/mL. At a viral 75 

load of 2.6 log10 cp/mL, the antigen test yielded a positive result at a rate of 5%. In a 76 

multivariate generalized linear model with viral RNA load and test type, the SARS-CoV-2 77 

TMPRSS2 culture was not significantly different from the antigen test (p-value = 0.953). Both 78 

the SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture and antigen test were significantly more likely to yield 79 

positive results than SARS-CoV-2 VeroE6 culture (p-value<0.001 for both). Unlike the antigen 80 

test, the RT-PCR assay showed very little overlap with SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture, 81 

yielding positive results at much lower viral loads. 82 

 83 

As shown in Table 1, the antigen test demonstrated a sensitivity and specificity of 96.4% (95% 84 

CI: 82.3, 99.4) and 98.7% (96.1, 99.7), respectively. The RT-PCR assay demonstrated a 85 

sensitivity and specificity of 100% (87.7, 100) and 95.5% (91.1, 97.8), respectively. Based on the 86 

study prevalence of 11.2%, as determined by SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture positivity and a 87 

total specimen number of 251 (based on the total, evaluable specimen set utilized for the Veritor 88 

EUA study), the positive predictive value (PPV) for the antigen test was 90.0% (76.3, 97.6), 89 

while the PPV for the RT-PCR assay was only 73.7% (60.8, 85.3).  90 
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DISCUSSION 91 

The results here show similar sensitivity between the SARS-CoV-2 antigen test and the SARS-92 

CoV-2 RT-PCR assay (96.4% and 100%, respectively) over a time range of <8 days post 93 

symptom onset. However, the SARS-CoV-2 antigen test had a PPV of 90.0%, whereas the RT-94 

PCR assay showed a PPV of only 73.7%. In addition, the probit model for percent positivity 95 

employed in this study showed considerable overlap between the antigen test and the SARS-96 

CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture, with little overlap between the SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture and 97 

RT-PCR.  98 

 99 

Ct values are inversely correlated with the viral load thresholds corresponding to infectious virus 100 

isolation. Because limits of detection vary between RT-PCR assays, however, Ct values reported 101 

by specific RT-PCR assays correspond to different viral RNA loads.6,7,20-25 Here we utilized the 102 

Lyra assay to establish a probit model of percent positivity by viral load, which facilitates a 103 

better comparison of these results with previous work. Recent studies involving upper respiratory 104 

swab specimens reported no cases of COVID-19 with SARS-CoV-2 viral RNA loads below 4 105 

log10 cp/mL.1,3,5,6,8,13,26,27 Other work has shown that specimens with viral RNA loads ≤6 log10 106 

cp/ml have minimal or no culturable SARS-CoV-2 virus.3,5,28-30 Here, a low percent positivity (5-107 

10%) was observed for the SARS-CoV-2 VeroE6- culture test below 6 Log10 cp/mL. The 108 

SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture test, however, showed 90% positivity at 5.6 log10 cp/mL. 109 

Although antigen test had a larger distribution of positivity, it overlapped considerably with the 110 

SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture test and approached 90% positivity at a viral RNA load of 111 

6.4Log10. This is consistent with the WHO target product profile for priority diagnostics, which 112 
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supports viral RNA load based methodologies and includes an acceptable limit of detection for 113 

point-of-care tests of 6Log10 cp/mL.31 114 

 115 

As with other viruses, RT-PCR-based methodologies may be detecting SARS-CoV-2 RNA even 116 

after infectious virus is no longer present;32-37 especially at time periods beyond 7 days from 117 

symptom onset.1,3 For most patients with COVID-19, efforts to isolate live virus from upper 118 

respiratory tract specimens have been unsuccessful ≥10 days from symptom onset; it is unlikely 119 

that these individuals pose a transmission risk to others.25 In addition, there is no evidence to date 120 

that persistent or recurrent detection of viral RNA, following recovery from COVID-19, poses a 121 

risk of SARS-CoV-2 transmission.25 122 

 123 

This work highlights a key potential value of decentralized POC antigen-based testing and 124 

furthers our understanding of the interpretation of antigen test results. Antigen testing facilitates 125 

accurate and rapid detection of infectious individuals who may not require direct medical 126 

management (due to mild/non-severe disease), but for whom infection control measures have the 127 

potential to interrupt community transmission. While RT-PCR is highly sensitive when 128 

compared to SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2culture, antigen testing also showed excellent sensitivity 129 

(96.4%) coupled with better PPV relative to RT-PCR (90.0 versus 73.7) and rapid time to results. 130 

 131 

This study had limitations. It only included specimens from patients within seven days of 132 

symptom onset. Several studies have demonstrated an inability to culture SARS-CoV-2 beyond 133 

day eight, despite ongoing RT-PCR positivity.1,3,5 Serial sampling of COVID-19 patients is 134 

needed to determine if there is a propensity to have viral antigen test positive results after a 135 
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negative result, as can sometimes be seen with RT-PCR tests. Results from this study likely 136 

underestimate the difference in specificity between RT-PCR and antigen testing that would be 137 

expected in a set that included specimens collected at later times post symptom onset. In this 138 

study, while three subjects were antigen test false positives versus SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 139 

culture, as many as ten subjects were RT-PCR false positives versus culture (viral RNA loads 140 

ranging from 2.6 to 5.4 log10 copies/mL). Although the sample size was adequate in this study, 141 

the confidence intervals in the probit model were too wide to establish a definitive viral load cut-142 

off. To improve the precision associated with the point estimates, either a larger study or a meta-143 

analysis, involving multiple studies, would be required. Also, there are limitations associated 144 

with the use of culture positivity or viral RNA load as a surrogate for infectiousness or 145 

transmissibility that require further investigation. Finally, it is unclear how well the results here 146 

will extrapolate to the other antigen tests due to variability in limit of detection or other test 147 

characteristics. 148 

 149 

Conclusion 150 

Point-of-care SARS-CoV-2 antigen tests have the potential to significantly change the public 151 

health interventions needed to minimize the spread of COVID-19 by providing a better test to 152 

identify individuals that are likely to be shedding infectious virus and therefore transmit SARS-153 

CoV-2. This will allow for rapid identification of asymptomatic COVID-19 cases and inform 154 

shorter periods of self-isolation for COVID-19 infected individuals. In addition, the low cost and 155 

scalability in low and middle-income countries associated with antigen-based testing will be an 156 

important tool in the diagnostic armamentarium to contain and suppress COVID-19 community 157 

transmission.  158 
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METHODS 300 

Study design and specimen collection 301 

Prospective specimen collection, specimen use, and participant demographics for the parent 302 

study were described previously.9 This study involved the use of residual respiratory swab 303 

specimens from the previous antigen test Food and Drug Administration-Emergency Use 304 

Authorization (EUA) study, which occurred across 21 geographically diverse study sites, from 305 

June 5-11, 2020. Briefly, eligible participants were ≥18 years of age and had one or more self-306 

reported COVID-19 symptoms between 0-7 days from symptom onset.38,39 Nasal swab 307 

specimens for use with antigen testing were collected only after the standard of care (SOC) swab. 308 

Nasopharyngeal (NP) swab specimens were collected after the nasal swab specimen for use with 309 

the RT-PCR assay (the laboratory reference standard in the EUA study); if an NP was collected 310 

as part of the SOC procedure at a collection site, the participant was given the choice of having 311 

an oropharyngeal (OP) swab specimen collected in lieu of a second NP swab for use with the 312 

RT-PCR assay. Overall, 76 specimen sets (consisting of one nasal and either one NP or one OP 313 

swab) were utilized from the original 251 evaluable specimen sets in the EUA study. The 76 314 

specimens consisted of all 38 RT-PCR assay positive specimens, and 38, randomly selected RT-315 

PCR assay negative specimens from the parent study. Specimens for the RT-PCR assay 316 

consisted of 71 NP swabs (37 and 34 positive and negative, respectively) and five OP swabs (1 317 

and 4 positive and negative swabs, respectively). For the EUA study, reference testing was 318 

performed at TriCore Reference Laboratories while the antigen testing was performed internally 319 

at BD (San Diego, CA, USA). No study-related procedures were performed without an informed 320 

consent process or signature of a consent form. This research was performed in alignment with 321 
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principles set forth by Good Clinical Practice guidelines and the Declaration of Helsinki. This 322 

article was prepared according to STARD guidelines for diagnostic accuracy studies reporting.40 323 

 324 

Test/assay procedures 325 

Antigen test and RT-PCR assay 326 

The antigen test (Becton, Dickinson and Company, BD Life Sciences—Integrated Diagnostic 327 

Solutions, San Diego, CA) and RT-PCR assay (Quidel Corporation. Athens, OH) were 328 

performed according to the manufacturers’ IFU.19,41 The only exception was that nasal swabs 329 

were shipped on dry ice (-70°) to the testing site prior to preparation for the antigen test. The RT-330 

PCR assay reports cycle number in a manner that omits the first 10 cycles; here cycle numbers 331 

for the RT-PCR assay are reported with the addition of first 10 cycles.  332 

 333 

SARS-CoV-2 virus culture 334 

VeroE6TMPRSS2 was adapted from the VeroE6 cell line (ATCC CRL-1586) to express the 335 

TMPRSS2 protease at levels approximately 10-fold higher than that found in the human lung.42 336 

The cells were cultured in complete medium (CM) consisting of Dulbecco’s modified Eagle 337 

Medium, supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum (Thermo Fisher Scientific-Gibco, 338 

Waltham, MA), 1mM glutamine (Thermo Fisher Scientific-Invitrogen, Waltham, MA), 1mM 339 

sodium pyruvate (Thermo Fisher Scientific-Invitrogen, Waltham, MA), 100µg/mL penicillin 340 

(Thermo Fisher Scientific-Invitrogen, Waltham, MA) and 100 µg/mL streptomycin (Thermo 341 

Fisher Scientific-Invitrogen, Waltham, MA), at 37°C in a humidified chamber with 5% carbon 342 

dioxide. Cells were grown to 75% confluence in a 24 well plate format and the CM was removed 343 

and replaced with 150 µL of infection media (IM) which is identical to CM but with the fetal 344 
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bovine serum reduced to 2.5%. One hundred microliters (100 µL) of the clinical specimen was 345 

added to each assay well and the cells were incubated at 37°C for two hours. The inoculum was 346 

then aspirated and replaced with 0.5 ml IM; the cells were then maintained at 37°C for four days. 347 

When a cytopathic effect was visible in most of the cells in a given well, the IM was harvested 348 

and stored at -70°C. The presence of SARS-CoV-2 was confirmed through quantitative RT-PCR 349 

as described previously,7,43 by extracting RNA from the cell culture supernatant using the Qiagen 350 

viral RNA isolation kit and performing RT-PCR using the N1 and N2 SARS-CoV-2 specific 351 

primers and probes in addition to primers and probes for human RNaseP gene using synthetic 352 

RNA target sequences to establish a standard curve.  353 

 354 

Probit models for probability of positive SARS-CoV-2 result 355 

The RT-PCR assay was performed on serially diluted samples containing SARS-CoV-2 related 356 

genomic RNA prepared in universal transport media (containing human lung epithelial cells at 357 

130,000 cells per mL) at concentrations ranging from 1.27 log10 copies/mL (cp/ml) to 4.27 358 

log10 cp/ml (Table S1). The RT-PCR assay probability of positive result was fit using a probit 359 

model linking the Lyra results to viral RNA load. Linear regression was performed linking log10 360 

cp/ml viral RNA load to Lyra Ct score using all samples with at least 3 log10 cp/ml (for which 361 

observed Lyra positivity was 100%).  362 

 363 

Antigen test positivity and SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture positivity (a surrogate for 364 

contagiousness), with RT-PCR confirmation, were fit with a probit model as a function of viral 365 

load, using results from the Veritor EUA study;9 RT-PCR assay Ct scores were used to estimate 366 

viral RNA loads, as described above. SARS-CoV-2 VeroE6 culture positivity linkage to viral 367 
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load was inserted into the probit model for probability of a positive result using data from Huang 368 

et al (2020).6 Virus isolation in Huang et al was attempted for a total of 60 specimens, positive 369 

by RT-PCR for SARS-CoV-2. Of those, 23 were positive by culture. Ct scores of the SARS-370 

CoV-2 envelope, nucleocapsid, and non-structural protein-12 RT-PCR targets were linked to the 371 

viral load (log10 cp/ml) through quadratic regressions. The empirical equation for envelope 372 

target Ct score was then used to calculate viral load for the 23 culture positive and 37 culture 373 

negative specimens (Figure S2). All analyses were performed using the R software system and 374 

the ggplot2 R package.44,45  375 
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TABLES 376 
 377 
 378 

 379 
 380 
 381 
 382 
 383 
 384 
 385 
 386 
 387 
 388 
 389 
 390 
 391 
 392 
 393 
 394 
 395 
 396 
 397 
 398 
 399 
 400 
 401 
 402 
 403 
 404 
 405 
  406 

TABLE 1 

Table 1. Performance of the antigen test and the RT-PCR assay for detection of 
SARS-CoV-2 infectivity based on virus culture positive results within 0-7 days from 
symptom onset 
Prevalence: 11.2%   
Performance values Antigen test performance RT-PCR assay performance 
Sensitivity 96.4 [82.3, 99.4] 100 [87.7, 100] 
Specificity 98.7 [96.1 99.7] 95.5 [91.1, 97.8] 
PPV 90.0 [76.3, 97.6] 73.7 [60.8, 85.3] 
NPV 99.5 [97.7, 100] 100 [98.4, 100] 
Accuracy 98.4 [96.0, 99.4] 96.0 [92.8, 97.8] 
TP 27 28 
FP 3 10 
FN 1 0 
TNa 220 213 
Abbreviations: RT-PCR, real-time polymerase chain reaction; PPV, positive 
predictive value; NPV, negative predictive value; TP, true positive; FP, false positive; 
FN, false negative; TN, true negative 
 

aincludes 176 specimen sets that were RT-PCR and antigen negative, with 
unavailable culture results. 
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FIGURES 407 
FIGURE 1 408 
 409 
 410 
 411 
 412 
 413 
 414 
 415 
 416 
 417 
 418 
 419 
 420 
 421 
 422 
 423 
 424 
 425 
 426 
 427 
 428 
 429 
 430 
 431 
 432 
 433 
 434 
 435 
 436 
 437 
 438 
 439 
 440 
 441 
 442 
 443 
 444 
 445 
Figure 1. (A) The 38 RT-PCR assay positive specimens are plotted by Log10 copies/mL (y-axis) and are stratified 446 

by the SARS-CoV-2 live culture results (negative, n=10; positive, n=28). The median and inter-quartile range 447 

values, respectively, for the RT-PCR-positive/SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture-negative were 4.21 and 1.37; the 448 

median and inter-quartile range values, respectively, for the RT-PCR-positive/SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture-449 

negative were 7.39 and 1.66. The mean values for the SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture-negative and SARS-CoV-2 450 

TMPRSS2 assay-positive specimen groups were significantly different (4.01 versus 7.16, respectively; p-value 451 

<0.001 based on two-sample t-test [2-tailed]). Antigen test positive results are indicated as red data points (n=29) 452 

and the antigen test negative results (n=9) are indicated by the green data points. (B) Probit models linking viral load 453 

to the probability of positive result of RT-PCR (Lyra), antigen test (Veritor), SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture and 454 

SARS-CoV-2 VeroE6 culture (refer to Huang et al 2020). Viral load levels at which there is a 5% chance of positive 455 

result: 1.6, 2.6, 4.5, and 5.75 log10 cp/ml for RT-PCR, antigen, SARS-CoV-2 TMPRSS2 culture, and SARS-CoV-2 456 

VEroE6 culture, respectively.  457 
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL 458 
TABLE S1 459 
 460 
 461 
 462 
 463 
 464 
 465 
 466 
 467 
 468 
 469 
 470 
 471 
 472 
 473 
 474 
 475 
  476 

Table S1. Corresponding values for Ct score and viral RNA load during limit of 
detection analysis involving Lyra SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR assay-positive specimens 

Viral Load 
(copies/mL) 

Log10 
Viral Load 

#Positive/ 
#Tested 

PCR assay 
Ct score; Mean (SD) 

0 - 0/5 - (-) 
19 1.27 0/9 - (-) 
40 1.60 1/10 38.03 (-) 
86 1.94 1/9 38.83 (-) 
186 2.27 4/10 37.33 (1.20) 
400 2.60 8/10 35.89 (1.69) 
862 2.94 8/10 34.51 (1.62) 

1857 3.27 10/10 32.66 (1.07) 
4000 3.60 10/10 31.08 (0.75) 
8618 3.94 9/9 30.09 (1.15) 
18566 4.27 9/9 29.51 (1.45) 
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FIGURE S1 477 

Figure S1. Box plots showing the median values for SARS-CoV-2 viral RNA loads from 478 

antigen-positive and -negative results within the 38 RT-PCR-positive results from the 479 

Veritor test EUA study. A two-sample t-test (2-tailed) analysis indicated a significantly 480 

higher mean (7.0 log10 cp/ml) for RT-PCR-positive/antigen-positive results compared to 481 

that (4.3 log10 cp/mL) for RT-PCR-positive/antigen negative results (p-value<0.001). 482 
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FIGURE S2 483 

 484 
Figure S2. Relation of the RT-PCR Ct scores for the BD MAX assay, the RT-PCR 485 

assay, and the RT-PCR method used in Huang et al (2020)6 to viral load. Empirical 486 

equation for the RT-PCR assay Ct = 42.69 - 3.14 Log10 copies/mL. Empirical equation 487 

for the E target in Huang et al: Log10 copies/mL = 12.377 – 0.052 Ct – 0.005 Ct2 488 

 489 
 490 
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