
Variability of Salivary and Nasal Specimens for SARS-CoV-2 Detection 
 
Yukari C. Manabe, MD1, Carolyn Reuland, BS1, Tong Yu, ScM1, Razvan Azamfirei, MS1, Taylor 
Church, BS1, Diane M. Brown, MSN, RN1, Thelio T. Sewell. MS1, Justin P. Hardick, MS1,3, Paul 
W. Blair, MD, MHS, MPH1,2, Chris D. Heaney, MS, PhD4, Andrew Pekosz, PhD, BS5, David L. 
Thomas, MD, MPH1 on behalf of the Ambulatory COVID Team.* 
 
*Ambulatory COVID Study Team: Annie Antar1, Andrea Cox1, Sara Keller1, Jeanne Keruly1, 
Sabra Klein5, Shruti Mehta6, Heba Mostafa7, Nora Pisanic4, Lauren Sauer3, Jeffrey Tornheim1, 
Jennifer Townsend1, Derek Armstrong7, Vismaya Bachu1, Brittany Barnaba1, Curtisha Charles1, 
Weiwei Dai1, Abhinaya Ganesan5, Jeffrey Holden1, Minyoung Jang1, JR Johnstone1, Kate 
Kruczynski4, Oyinkansola Kusemiju1, Anastasia Lambrou6, Lucy Li1, Kirsten Littlefield5, Han-Sol 
Park5, Amanda Tuchler1, Manuela Plazas Montana1, Michelle Prizzi1, Rebecca Ursin5 

 

Affiliation:   
1Division of Infectious Diseases, Department of Medicine, Johns Hopkins University, School of 
Medicine, Baltimore, MD, USA; 2Austere environments Consortium for Enhanced Sepsis 
Outcomes, Henry M. Jackson Foundation, Bethesda, MD, USA; 3Department of Emergency 
Medicine, Johns Hopkins University, School of Medicine, Baltimore, MD, USA. 4Department of 
Environmental Health and Engineering, Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health, 
Baltimore, MD, USA; 5Department of Molecular Microbiology and Immunology, Johns Hopkins 
Bloomberg School of Public Health, Baltimore, MD, USA; 6Department of Epidemiology, Johns 
Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health, Baltimore, MD, USA; 7Department of Pathology, 
Johns Hopkins University, School of Medicine, Baltimore, MD, USA 
 

Corresponding Author: 
Yukari C. Manabe, MD 
1830 E. Monument Street, Rm 443 
Baltimore, MD 21287 
410-955-8571 
 
Key words: Coronavirus; COVID-19; outpatient; SARS-CoV-2; saliva 

 

Funding support for the study from the Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine COVID-19 
Research Fund, and the Sherrilyn and Ken Fisher Center for Environmental Infectious Diseases 
Discovery Program. Salary support for YCM from the National Institutes of Health National 
Institute of Biomedical Imaging and Bioengineering (U54EB007958).  
 
  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted October 12, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20208520doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20208520


Abstract 

In a large cohort of ambulatory confirmed COVID-19 patients with multiple self-collected sample 

time points, we compared 202 matched nasal-oropharyngeal swabs and oral salivary fluid 

sample pairs by RT-PCR. Nasal-oropharyngeal swabs were more sensitive than this salivary 

sample type (oral crevicular fluid) suggesting that not all saliva sample types have equivalent 

sensitivity. However, all samples that were Vero E6-TMPRSS2 cell culture positive (e.g., 

infectious virus) were also oral fluid RT-PCR positive suggesting that oral fluid may find the 

patients most likely to transmit disease to others.  
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Background: There is an urgent need to improve COVID-19 diagnostics that rely on collection 

of nasopharyngeal specimens by health care personnel using special swabs. Salivary specimen 

sampling circumvents the swab supply chain bottlenecks, can be easily self-collected even by 

children, and is less likely to create aerosols during collection. In a hospitalized cohort of 

matched nasopharyngeal (NP) swab and saliva specimens, saliva specimens had a significantly 

higher mean log copies per milliliter of SARS-CoV-2 RNA than NP swab specimens.(1)  

Objective: We sought to determine how salivary specimens would perform if self-collected in a 

cohort of ambulatory COVID-19 adults. 

Methods and Findings: We compared SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR results in 202 matched self-

collected mid-turbinate nasal-oropharyngeal (OP) swabs and oral crevicular fluid collected by 67 

non-hospitalized, consenting COVID-19 adults >18 years. (Figure 1) Among the samples that 

were concurrently positive, nasal-OP swab sample RNA measures were significantly higher 

(lower cycle thresholds) than oral fluid values, median 15.98 (IQR 13.96-21.21) vs 21.81 (IQR 

17.35-25.27) (p-value<0.001). Of the matched samples for which at least one sample was 

positive, only 11.6% of samples (14/121) had higher viral burdens measured in oral fluid 

compared to nasal-OP swab samples. Midway through enrolment, participants were asked to 

add spit from the back of the mouth and throat into the Oracol collection tube to evaluate if that 

might enhance sensitivity. Oral fluid samples supplemented with spit remained statistically less 

sensitive for viral RNA detection than nasal-OP samples (p-value <0.001). Interestingly, of the 

52 pre-spit samples, 4 (7.7%) had lower Ct values than nasal-OP, and, in the post-spit samples, 

this percentage increased to 14.5% (10 of the 69 samples). Oral fluid samples that were 

obtained earlier in the course of infection (<5 days) were more likely to be positive. We cultured 

all RT-PCR positive nasal-OP specimens on VeroE6 TMPRSS2 cells. All culture positive 

samples were obtained within 11 days of symptom onset. In all matched samples in which 

SARS-CoV-2 was cultured, SARS-CoV-2 RNA was detected in both nasal-OP and oral fluid 

samples. 

Discussion 

Our data underscore the limitations of salivary testing for SARS-CoV-2 and challenge of 

COVID-19 diagnostics. In contrast to the study of Wyllie et al., we generally detected less 

SARS-CoV-2 RNA in oral fluid compared to nasal-OP specimens in our outpatient cohort. 

Others also have reported testing discordance including lower sensitivity in saliva compared to 

NP samples.(2)  Differences in salivary collection processes might explain the findings.  Wyllie 

et al. collected expectorated samples in the morning, a process that might increase viral 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted October 12, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20208520doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.10.07.20208520


abundance by enrichment of deeper samples, especially in hospitalized patients with 

pneumonia.(3) In the present study, samples were self-collected in an ambulatory setting using 

a device that was optimized for detection of oral crevicular fluid antibodies.  

Oral fluid, useful for the detection of antibodies, may dilute the salivary sample and decrease its 

sensitivity for viral RNA detection. Many in vitro devices that are currently being tested for the 

direct detection of SARS-CoV-2 are proposing saliva including passive drool, spit, oral fluid, and 

sputum from clearing the throat. Not all salivary samples may be equivalent in terms of 

diagnostic utility and more data are needed to inform device manufacturers. Differences in the 

stage of infection may also factor since limited data suggest salivary tests have higher 

sensitivity in the first week of symptoms.(1, 4) The timing of collection, time after onset of 

symptoms, hospitalized vs outpatient populations, and the volume of saliva/spit may all be 

important for optimizing sensitivity of the saliva sample. In vitro device manufacturers will need 

to consider these factors when considering what sample types to test and when assessing 

assay performance.   

However, our data and others consistently demonstrate the potential pragmatic use of salivary 

testing.(5) There was a high rate of acceptability for self-collection of oral fluid in an ambulatory 

setting. In addition, we and others have found that salivary sampling was 100% successful in 

detecting SARS-CoV-2 RNA from persons with detectable infectious virus, the widely accepted 

correlate of transmissibility. Thus, even if there are small reductions in analytical sensitivity, for 

the public health objective of identification of persons who might transmit SARS-CoV-2, home 

collection of salivary/oral fluid samples is an important advance that might be added to other 

measures like rapid testing of antigen (vs RNA) to enhance the effectiveness and scale of 

COVID-19 diagnostics.  

 

 

 

Figure Legend 

 

Figure 1: Cycle thresholds (Ct) are plotted for matched nasal-oropharyngeal (OP) swab and 

oral fluid RT-PCR. Viral burdens that were higher in nasal-OP or oral fluid are shown in blue and 

red lines, respectively in A) all matched specimens, B) oral fluid only, and C) oral fluid plus the 

addition of spit. D) The proportion of nasal-OP and oral fluid matched specimens that were 

positive in participants who are 1-5 days, 6-10, and more than 11 days after symptom onset in 
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samples from participants where the date of symptom onset could be determined. E) Ct values 

are shown for individual participants over time. Blue lines denote decreasing viral burden 

whereas red lines represent increasing viral burden with increasing number of days after 

symptom onset in oral fluid, and F) nasal-OP specimens. RT-PCR Ct values for 

immunocompetent participants are shown in black filled circles, and for immunocompromised 

participants in open circles. For figures 1A-C, matched samples that were negative in both 

sample types were omitted.  
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