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Abstract 

 

Prolonged infection of SARS-CoV-2 represents a challenge to the development of effective 

public health policies to control the COVID-19 pandemic. The reason why some people have 

persistent infection and how the virus survives for so long are still not fully understood. For this 

reason, we aimed to investigate the intra-host evolution of SARS-CoV-2 during persistent 

infection. Thirty-three patients who remained RT-PCR positive in the nasopharynx for at least 16 

days were included in this study. Complete SARS-CoV-2 sequences were obtained for each 

patient at two time points. Phylogenetic, populational, and computational analysis of viral 

sequences confirmed persistent infection with evidence for a transmission cluster in health care 

professionals that shared the same workplace. A high number of missense variants targeting 

crucial structural and non-structural proteins such as Spike and Helicase was found. 

Interestingly, longitudinal acquisition of substitutions in Spike protein mapped many SARS-

CoV-2 predicted T cell epitopes. Furthermore, the mutational profiles observed were suggestive 

of RNA editing enzyme activities, indicating innate immune mechanisms of the host cell. Viral 

quasispecies analysis corroborates persistent infection mainly by increasing richness and 

nucleotide diversity over time. Altogether, our findings highlight a dynamic and complex 

landscape of host and pathogen interaction during persistent infection suggesting that the host's 

innate immunity shapes the increase of intra-host diversity with possible implications for 

therapeutic strategies and public health decisions during the COVID-19 pandemic. 

 

Keywords: COVID-19, RNA-editing enzymes, quasispecies, Spike gene, Helicase gene. 
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Introduction 

The disease caused by the new coronavirus SARS-CoV-2 (COVID-19) was first reported in 

December of 2019 and has rapidly spread worldwide, in a pandemic that already surpasses 

51,805,339 cases and 1,279,184 deaths. In Brazil, the Coronavirus Resource Center reported 

more than 5,7 million cases and 162,842 deaths between March and November 

(https://coronavirus.jhu.edu/map.html), and active transmission is still observed all over the 

country. 

 

Observational studies conducted since the beginning of the pandemic have been crucial to 

providing a detailed description of the main demographic and clinical characteristics associated 

with SARS-CoV-2 infection in different populations (Grasselli et al. 2020; Richardson et al. 

2020; Zhou et al. 2020). Most of these studies were hospital-based and, consequently, the natural 

history of SARS-CoV-2 infection among mild cases has been less documented. However, a 

description of mild cases can be considered crucial to determine transmission patterns and better 

define the minimum time of in-home isolation and other preventive policies.  

 

The medium time between symptoms onset and the first negative RT-PCR test has been 

described as 15 to 17 days in nasopharyngeal swabs, although longer periods are often observed, 

varying according to the clinical specimen under analysis (Pavon et al. 2020; Sun et al. 2020; Xu 

et al. 2020). Also, cases of reinfection by phylogenetically distinct SARS-CoV-2 viruses were 

recently reported (Prado-Vivar et al. 2020; To et al. 2020). These data raise the question of 

whether the virus may establish persistent infection or if patients presenting prolonged viremia in 

the nasopharynx have been re-infected before recovering from the initial infection. 

 

Among hospitalized patients, the criteria for discharge has been defined as resolution of 

symptoms in addition to two consecutive negative SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR tests collected in a 24h 

interval (CDC 2020a; ECDC 2020). By contrast, symptom-based criteria for discontinuation of 

in-home isolation have been defined, including improvement in clinical symptoms and at least 24 

hours since last fever without the use of antipyretic medication (CDC 2020b). Hence, patients 

with mild infection are usually released from in-home isolation after resolving clinical symptoms 

without proper testing to confirm viral clearance. Returning to work without testing can be 
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particularly dangerous to the susceptible population in contact with health care workers due to 

their high exposure in the hospital environment. 

 

In brief, persistent infection with SARS-CoV-2 has been characterized mainly by prolonged PCR 

positivity. However, studies available to date did not include viral sequencing or a detailed 

analysis of viral infectiousness or intra-host evolution, which would be expected in such cases. 

Indeed, we still don't know the clinical outcome associated with persistent infection. Here, we 

investigated a series of 33 patients from the cities of Rio de Janeiro and Belo Horizonte (Brazil), 

who remained RT-PCR positive for at least 16 days after the first positive test. Samples were 

obtained from each patient at two time points. Phylogenetic, populational, and computational 

analysis of SARS-CoV-2 sequences confirmed persistent infections and showed increasing 

diversity associated with persistence, presenting immune escape related mutations and editing 

signatures of APOBEC induced interferon enzyme. 

 

 

Results 

Study cohort 

Twenty-one females and 12 males with mean ages of 39 ± 11 and 38 ± 9 years, respectively, 

were enrolled in this study. Most participants were health professionals (N = 19) or other 

workers (N = 7) from hospitals and clinics from the city of Rio de Janeiro. A single patient was 

recruited from the State of Minas Gerais (Table S1). Patients from Rio de Janeiro were selected 

from a larger cohort of 4,917 individuals, with an estimated prevalence of 30% of persistent 

SARS-CoV-2 infection. We defined viral persistency in our cohort as patients that remained 

positive for SARS-CoV-2 in nasopharyngeal samples for at least 14 days since the onset of the 

symptoms. We sequenced samples collected at two time points for each patient (T1 and T2). T1 

was the first RT-PCR positive sample after the onset of symptoms, and T2 the last sample with a 

Ct < 35, which is required for sequencing. The mean interval between the two samples was 18±7 

days (range 5 - 39). The longest interval between T1 and the onset of the symptoms was 22 days 

(Table S1; Fig. 1A).  
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Fifteen patients did not declare any pre-existing health condition, and hypertension was the most 

prevalent comorbidity (N = 6) among those who declared. All patients developed mild, flu-like 

symptoms of COVID-19. Sensory changes, diarrhea, and vomiting were also observed in a few 

participants (Fig. 1B). A single patient, who reported hypertension and hypothyroidism, required 

hospitalization for two days. As expected, the Ct values were higher in T2 when compared to T1 

(Table S1). Serology tests were also performed, and all patients were reagent for ELISA anti-

SARS-CoV-2 spike protein at T2. Six patients were already reagent at T1 (Fig. 1A).  

 

Phylogenetic analysis of consensus genomes  

Reference-based viral genome assembly achieved, on average, 97% genome coverage with a 

read depth greater than 2,000x in most of the regions sequenced (Table S2). Similar results were 

found using a de novo assembly approach. To analyze the phylogenetic position of the 66 

consensus genomes generated in this study, we put together a dataset including 135 SARS-CoV-

2 Brazilian genomes from Rio de Janeiro, São Paulo, and Minas Gerais states obtained from 

samples collected between March and June of 2020. The maximum likelihood tree estimated for 

these 201 genomes is shown in Fig. 2. The analyzed sequences were classified by Pangolin 

software into seven distinct lineages recovered in well-supported clades. The majority of our 

genomes (58 out of 66) were classified as belonging to lineage B.1.1.33. Only two were 

classified as B.1.1.28, four as B.2.2, and two as B.1. For all patients, T1 and T2 genomes were 

always classified as belonging to the same lineage (Fig. 2).  

 

Phylogenetic analysis revealed the monophyletic status of the pair of samples (T1 and T2) 

obtained from 13 out of the 33 patients analyzed in this study, namely, patients 9, 15, 16, 19, 21, 

26, 29, 32, 33, 36, 37, 41 and 45 (Fig. 2). Ancestral sequence reconstruction indicates that the 

number of nucleotide substitutions in the branches supporting the monophyly of these patients 

vary between one and five. Taking into account the diversity of the GISAID genomes analyzed 

in this dataset, ancestral state reconstruction accurately inferred substitutions associated with the 

characterization of lineages defined by Pangolin, highlighting the robustness of our analysis. 

Therefore, we tried to understand why some genome pairs from the same patient did not cluster 

in our tree. Our estimated tree has 169 near-zero length internal branches, and all these pairs are 

separated only by those branches. Indeed, when comparing each near-zero branch with its 
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immediate ancestor, ancestral state reconstruction did not attribute any well-supported 

substitution within the whole genome for any of these near-zero branches. Therefore, considering 

that all patients enrolled in the study remained in social isolation until they had a negative PCR 

result and that their consensus sequences are more equally related to each other than to any other 

virus in the population, we have no evidence to consider the reinfection of those patients. 

 

We also found evidence of a transmission cluster for patients 14, 34, and 40, who are health 

professionals at the same hospital (Fig. 2). All genomes (T1 and T2) from those patients share 

two substitutions, U175C and G2086U (ORF1ab). Patient 14 presented symptoms first followed 

by 34 and 40, with a T1 sampling interval of 5 and 13 days, respectively. Indeed, T1 consensus 

sequences from these three patients, as well as T2 sequences from patients 14 and 34 were 

identical. Patient 40’s T2 sample harbored only one substitution (U22119C) when compared to 

the other five consensus sequences previously described. Since the probability of having this 

shared variation as a result of recurrent mutations is too small, our results strongly suggest that 

they are the result of transmission between patients, indicating different events of infection with 

the same circulating virus in the hospital environment. 

 

Intra-host viral diversity and genetic characterization 

Genetic screening across the 66 genomes revealed 327 intra-host single-nucleotide variants 

(iSNVs) in 304 positions spread throughout 9 ORFs of the SARS-CoV-2 genome (Table S3). 

Non-synonymous changes comprehend 221 out of 312 coding region variations (Fig. 3A). 

Orf1ab harbored the majority of the iSNVs detected in our analysis (N = 203) followed by the S 

protein (46), N (31), orf3a (12), M (5), orf7a (5), orf8 (5), orf6 (3), E (2), and non-coding regions 

(15). Nevertheless, when normalized by gene length, orfs 3a, 7a, 8, and 6 showed the highest 

proportion of variation. 

 

Intra-host estimates of non-synonymous substitutions may be excessively high because some 

sequence variation is attributed to mutations that have not been filtered by selection. To test the 

selection hypothesis, we performed a diversifying selection analysis using the MEME method 

implemented in Datamonkey. We detected seven individual sites subject to episodic diversifying 

selection considering a p-value threshold of 0.1 (genome position: 14407-14409, 22118- 22120, 
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25690-25692, 27400-27402, 27418-27420, 28331-28333, 29147-29149) (Fig. 3A). These sites 

fall within ORF1ab, S, ORF3a, ORF7a, and N. Interestingly, only one of them, 14407-14409 

(ORF1ab), had already been detected by the Datamonkey SARS-CoV-2 natural selection 

analysis server (available at http://covid19.datamonkey.org/), and is the one that was inferred to 

have more branches under selection in our analysis. Furthermore, we noticed a significant 

increase in the ratio of non-synonymous/synonymous substitutions (Wilcoxon test, P = 0.043; 

Fig. S1A) between T1 (mean = 2.22) and T2 (mean = 3.14) samples. Such differences are mainly 

due to the enrichment of missense variants at orf1ab (Fisher’s exact test, 2 × 2 contingency table, 

P = 0.0099).  

 

Overall, we observed only one substitution per site across all variants called in the SARS-CoV-2 

genome. However, we detected 21 two-state polymorphic sites, and less often, three alternative 

bases were identified per site (Table S3). Most of these sites mapped to orf1ab (12), S (4), orf3a 

(2), N (2), and one in the 5' UTR. The co-occurrence of genetic variants was mostly found intra-

host; however, nine sites were over-represented in more than 80% of samples. These positions 

correspond to mutational signatures of the most prevalent circulating lineage, namely B.1.1.33.  

 

By comparing the mean number of iSNVs between the first (mean = 14.8) and second (mean = 

16.4) time points during the course of infection, we observed a significantly higher number of 

iSNVs at the T2 sampling (Wilcoxon test, P = 0.005; Fig. S1A). Of note, we observed an 

elevated number of iSNV at T2 of patient 31 (n = 53), which exceeded more than 3 fold the 

expected mean. On average, each patient shared 10 variants between both time points, 

approximately three variants were only found in T1 and seven gained in T2. Overall, the T2 

sample exhibited more exclusive variants than T1. A total of 81 variant sites were found only in 

T1, whereas 218 were acquired later in T2 (Table S4). 

 

To rule out NGS data sequencing and processing steps as a spurious source of variation, we 

tested the correlation between our findings and quality control metrics. The difference between 

iSNV numbers across both times was found to be unrelated to genomic coverage (Spearman’s 

correlation ρ=-0.042, P = 0.7382). However, the number of iSNVs was positively correlated with 

the sampling interval from symptoms onset (Spearman’s correlation ρ = 0.41, P = 0.0006) and 
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inversely proportional to RT-PCR Ct values (Spearman’s correlation ρ = -0.36, P = 0.0031). 

Altogether, this suggests that increasing variation at T2 could be explained by mutation 

accumulation during a more extended period of infection and persistence.  

 

We then estimated the magnitude of difference between T1 and T2 samples by comparing the 

rates of iSNVs per kilobase (kb) and per protein product along the SARS-CoV-2 genome. Both 

approaches revealed an elevated accumulation of variants (LogFC > 2) overtime at seven main 

genomic windows, predominantly enriched at the 3’ UTR (Table S5). Interestingly, these 

regions are responsible for encoding Helicase, nsp15, nsp16, Spike subunit S2, nsp2-nsp3, M, 

and ns8 proteins, respectively. Alterations in Helicase protein mainly affected the ATP binding 

domain that donates the energy necessary to solve RNA secondary structures required during 

virus replication (Fig. 3B).  

 

Characterization of SARS-CoV-2 spike protein T cell reactive and predicted epitopes 

To explore the impact of spike variations on the host immune response or escape mutants, we 

intersected the iSNVs detected in S with known and predicted T cell epitopes. We found 11 

iSNVs intersecting ten known S-reactive CD4+ T cell peptides in eight different patients (Fig. 4; 

Table S6). Nine out of the 11 variants had a non-synonymous effect being mostly found in T2 

samples, while only patient 37 harbored a variant in the T1 sample. Patients 16 and 25 had two 

and three variants mapping at least one reactive epitope, respectively. In addition, cross-

referencing comparison with predicted CD4+ and CD8+ T cells revealed seven iSNVs 

overlapping six different T CD4+ epitopes (Fig. 4; Table S6). Alterations in T CD8+ predicted 

epitopes were reported in 28 peptides in 62 samples (Table S6). The overwhelming majority of 

patients harbored the D614G substitution mapped in the YQDVNCTEV epitope. This peptide 

was also predicted as a putative HLA class I candidate binding peptide, together with 31 other 

regions with a high probability for immune recognition of SARS-CoV-2. Finally, 28 HLA class 

II candidate peptides had at least one variation across 27 patients (Table S6).  

 

Dynamic alterations of mutational signatures in SARS-CoV-2 persistent infection 

Next, we examined the occurrence of differential mutational profiles in the virus genome as a 

possible factor associated with persistent infection. Viral sequences exhibited a dynamic scenario 
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of base substitution rates mainly dominated by C>U (42%), G>U (11%) and U>C (10%) 

variations. Although less common, longitudinal acquisition of A>U transversions characterized 

samples in the second time point of our analysis (Wilcoxon test, P = 0.006; Fig. S1B). On the 

other hand, the proportion of C>A and G>A significantly decreased over time (Wilcoxon test, P 

< 0.05; Fig. S1B; Fig. S2). Multiple pairwise correlation tests showed that the decrease in G>A 

is related to the G>C mutations and negatively related to A<->U signatures, which may indicate 

that both arose in a dependent manner (Fig. S3). In addition, U<->C mutations also showed an 

inversely proportional relationship (Fig. S3). 

 

We built a classification model using relevant features that had been previously highlighted in 

our analysis and might distinguish long-term infection samples. ADA Boost classification 

demonstrated that T1 and T2 genomes could be distinguished with 79,84% accuracy. The ROC 

curve with AUC of 0.9, 84% sensitivity, and 87% specificity (Fig. S4) demonstrated a slight 

difference between the classified groups. This difference could be understood by analyzing the 

feature importance of the classification model (Fig. S4). The most important features in T1 and 

T2 are related to viral load, missense variants, total variants and G>A signature. The F1 score 

metric reached 86% which indicates a balanced relation between precision and recall. The 84% 

sensitivity suggests a slight difference in the classification of T1 and T2. Since the difference is 

minor when sensitivity is compared with specificity, we considered the model's performance 

acceptable for classification. The variance structure accurately shows the most important feature 

of the classification model. 

  

The complexity of viral quasispecies composition mediates SARS-CoV-2 adaptability 

To gain insights into viral population structure and dynamics during persistent infection, we 

performed a per-sample haplotype reconstruction using high and low-frequency variants. A total 

of 182 viral quasispecies were reconstructed with an average of 3 entities per sample. Pangolin 

algorithm classified all haplotypes as having the same lineage as the consensus lineages of their 

patients. Phylogenetic inference of the reconstructed haplotypes was mostly in agreement with 

the consensus tree (Fig. 5). Pangolin lineages were also recovered in well-supported clades. 

Patients whose T1 and T2 genomes clustered in the consensus analysis were also monophyletic 

in the haplotype phylogenetic reconstruction, with exception to patients 23, 32, and 41. 
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Particularly, T1 and T2 genomes from patient 23 did not cluster in the consensus tree and were 

monophyletic in the haplotype phylogenetic inference. However, inferred haplotypes clustered 

due to the absence of other samples from the B.1.1.28 lineage. For patients 32 and 41, the most 

frequent haplotypes were monophyletic but at least one minority haplotype did not cluster. 

Similarly, the separation of these minority haplotypes from the monophyletic clade formed by 

other haplotypes from the same patient is not well supported by bootstrap values. This should be 

interpreted as a lack of difference between haplotypes rather than as a sign of distinction between 

them. Indeed, we inferred an identical haplotype as the most frequent for 13 patients. Namely, 

patients 5, 6, 8, 12, 13, 22, 31, 35, 39, 41, 43, 44 and 46 presented the same haplotype for at least 

one sample. Patients 5, 6, 8, 12, 31 and 43 presented that inferred haplotype for T1 samples 

while patients 13, 41, 44 and 46 for T2 samples and, finally, patients 22, 35 and 39 presented an 

identical haplotype in samples T1 and T2. Low-frequency haplotypes were mostly found to be 

exclusive to each sample. 

 

The same pattern was observed among patients 14, 34 and 40 that included the hospital staff 

cluster. The most frequent haplotype is the same in all T1 samples, as well as in T2 samples from 

patients 14 and 34, corroborating the transmission hypothesis that we have proposed from the 

consensus sequence analysis. Interestingly, a low frequency iSNV (C622A) is present in T2 

sample from patient 14, and in T1 from patients 34 and 40. This suggests that Patient 14, who 

was the first of the three to develop symptoms, contaminated patients 34 and 40, and that the 

transmitted virus included some low frequency iSNVs, along with the most frequent ones. 

  

No statistically significant difference was found between the number of haplotypes at both time 

points (Fig. S5). Nevertheless, within-sample polymorphic sites (i.e., mutated positions 

compared to dominant haplotype) were enriched in T2 samples (Wilcoxon test, P = 0.003; Fig. 

S5). Abundance-based diversity analysis revealed an important increase in normalized Shannon 

entropy in T2 samples (Wilcoxon test, P = 0.029, Fig. S5). Quasispecies abundance in T1 was 

characterized by the presence of one dominant haplotype with a frequency greater than 80% in 

most of the cases, whereas in T2 this frequency decreased to nearly 50% (Fig. S6). Although the 

number of haplotypes is comparable, discordant nucleotide sites within quasispecies were 

smaller in T1 samples (Fig. S5). Consequently, these samples were more related considering 
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both the sum of pairwise distances between haplotypes and nucleotide diversity. Therefore, 

amplitude of the SARS-CoV-2 mutant spectrum during persistent infection is mainly recognized 

by differential richness and extensive distribution of variants. 

 

 

Discussion 

Prolonged SARS-CoV-2 infection represents a great challenge to the development of effective 

public health policies to control the COVID-19 pandemic. Due to the low availability of PCR 

tests, there is a prevalent use of symptom-based criteria for interruption of primary care 

management and self-isolation, usually two weeks since the onset of symptoms. Prevalence of 

persistent COVID-19 symptoms affect between 10-30% of patients worldwide and may last 3-12 

weeks (Greenhalgh et al. 2020; Ladds et al.). The high prevalence of persistent cases indicates 

that this is not a rare phenomenon and needs to be explored to better control epidemic spread. 

Nevertheless, the reason why some people have persistent infection and how the virus survives 

for so long are still not fully understood. Indeed, persistent infection has been described for many 

other respiratory viruses, including influenza (Wang et al. 2018), MERS (Arabi et al. 2018), and 

RSV (Gomez 2012). In this study, we successfully identified patients with persistent SARS-

CoV-2 infections by performing a longitudinal study of viral intra-host genomic evolution using 

a high-throughput sequencing approach in 33 patients infected for over two weeks. Our results 

demonstrate that SARS-CoV-2 may establish persistent infection in the nasopharynx, even in 

seroconverted patients, indicating that the safest way to reduce the transmission of COVID-19 is 

through PCR testing to ensure viral clearance. 

 

The phylogenetic analysis allowed the undeniable identification of 13 patients with long-term 

infection due to the monophyletic grouping between T1 and T2 consensus sequences. However, 

even with growing evidence that SARS-CoV-2 reinfections may occur (Parry 2020; To et al. 

2020), we have no clear indication that supports the hypothesis of reinfection in our cohort. We 

detected patients with persistent infection from four different lineages suggesting that long-term 

infections are not exclusive from a unique lineage. None of our patients had an inconsistent 

lineage assignment in T1 and T2, reinforcing the exclusion of re-infection events in our cohort. 

Candido et al. (2020) showed that community transmission of COVID-19 in Brazil was 
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established from limited clades. Therefore, until now, little variability is observed between most 

of the virus circulating in the country. This situation justifies the expressive number of near-zero 

branches and the lack of well-supported substitutions in the ancestral state reconstruction, close 

to the base of each lineage in the tree. In the absence of a well-supported branch or a state change 

in the inferred ancestry, we cannot confirm any case of reinfection.  

 

Returning to work without testing can be particularly dangerous among healthcare workers due 

to their high exposure and contact with the susceptible population. In the analyzed cohort, mainly 

composed of healthcare workers, long-term infections represent 30% of cases. This extremely 

high frequency of persistent infections may be a caveat of our cohort. Populational studies 

including asymptomatic individuals in a randomized analysis could lower this proportion. Of 

note, we have amplified and sequenced the full-length genome of viruses in T2 samples from 

these patients. The full-length genomes sequenced had all SARS-CoV-2 ORFs intact and 

consequently, are possibly able to infect cells and transmit to other persons.  

 

In fact, the transmission cluster formed by health care workers of the same hospital highlights the 

preservation of the infectious ability of the virus in T2 samples. Moreover, there is a 13 days 

interval from the first patient’s symptom onset to that of the last patient, demonstrating the 

maintenance of the virus’s ability to establish successful prolonged infection events even after 

large intervals of time. The finding of transmission of intra-host variants between patients of the 

cluster, meaning that infection doses were large enough to contain low-frequency iSNVs, is 

essential to understand the nature of SARS-CoV-2 transmission and needs further investigation. 

Previous studies also reported the spread of the SARS-CoV-2 virus within hospital workers 

providing evidence for maintaining the prolonged infectious state (Rivett et al. 2020; Sikkema et 

al. 2020; Suárez-García et al. 2020).  

 

From the viewpoint of mutational signatures, our findings may reflect host RNA-editing enzyme 

activities on the viral genome as a cell defense mechanism. For instance, high levels of C>U 

described here and reported by several authors may be caused due to APOBEC-mediated 

deamination, whereas G>U and U>C have been previously associated with RdRp error 

mutational spectrums (Smith et al. 2013). Of interest, G>A was also recently reported as part of 
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the editing signature of the APOBEC-family (Niavarani et al. 2015). G>A was an important 

feature to classify persistent infection samples according to our machine learning model. ADA 

Boost also separates the two time points of infections using other variables such as viral load, 

missense variants and other mutational signatures with high sensitivity and specificity according 

to AUC of the ROC curve and F1 score. We noticed a decrease in G>A and C>A mutations in 

T2 samples possibly because of nonsense-mediated decay pathway recognition of premature stop 

codon induced by APOBEC editing (Chester et al. 2003). Adenosine sites are also target of A-to-

I editing meditated by the ADAR enzyme. Thus, we cannot exclude the possibility of fewer 

adenosine mutated sites at the second time point mediated by ADAR activity, which seems to be 

more effective in restricting viral propagation than APOBEC (Di Giorgio et al. 2020). Both RNA 

editing enzymes have already been described as antiviral factors stimulated by interferon in 

many other RNA viruses.  

 

Structural and non-structural proteins such as S and Helicase appear to play an important role in 

this process based on differential accumulation of variants. Helicase is a conserved protein 

responsible for the resolution of RNA secondary structures during the replication cycle of the 

virus (Jia et al. 2019). Thus, targeting helicase activity through the use of inhibitors is a potential 

candidate for COVID-19 therapy (Habtemariam et al. 2020). Mutations in the Helicase protein 

were previously correlated with D614G in S protein and impact virus infectivity (Kannan et al. 

2020). Recent findings showed that D614G mutation increases the virus fitness and is associated 

with higher viral loads in the upper airway of COVID-19 in patients and infected hamsters 

suggesting the role of D614G mutation in viral transmissibility (Plante et al. 2020). In clinics, 

patients with G614 mutation developed higher levels of viral RNA in nasopharyngeal swabs than 

those with D614 virus but did not develop severe disease (Lorenzo-Redondo et al. 2020). Indeed, 

competition and functional analysis showed that viruses with the G614 signature overcame the 

original virus even in excess of D614. In fact, the G614 is characteristic of B.1 lineage and, 

consequently, is present in all genomes of this lineage and sub-lineages. Although most of our 

patients harbored the D614G mutation, which might contribute to its persistence in upper airway 

samples, such mutation is absent in patients 27 and 29, which belong to B.2.2 lineage. From all 

Brazilian genomes sequenced so far, more than 96% have this signature, a portion that is much 

higher than expected for persistent infections (Greenhalgh et al. 2020; Ladds et al.). Altogether, 
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this indicates that more than the presence of D614G mutation, there is an alternative mechanism 

underlying the persistence in these patients. 

 

Genomic variations are the main source of molecular evolution and adaptability in many RNA 

viruses. We demonstrated that SARS-CoV-2 intra-host genetic diversity is a possible cause of 

persistent infection. Quasispecies diversity provides the virus a greater chance to evolve and 

adapt during infection (Eigen 1993; Coffin 1995; Domingo et al. 1996). Intra-host diversity is 

implicated with pathogenicity and infection outcomes for many other viruses (Vignuzzi et al. 

2006; McWilliam Leitch and McLauchlan 2013; Ni et al. 2016). According to the IEDB 

database, some of the mutated antigen sequences identified in our analysis may have differences 

in binding affinity for epitopes to MHC-I and MHC-II, once most of iSNVs in Spike protein 

mapped to T cell predicted epitopes. Therefore, these variations could be associated with a 

mechanism of escaping the host's immune response and should be further investigated for the 

development of antiviral therapy and vaccines.  

 

In conclusion, our study sheds light on the routes for intra-host genomic evolution of SARS-

CoV-2 during persistent infection. We observed that most intra-host variations in SARS-CoV-2 

present individual specificity and were not longitudinally transmitted, indicating that they 

probably were not adaptative. The RNA-editing enzyme activities of the innate immune system 

of the human host can be associated with the temporal accumulation of iSNVs along the SARS-

CoV-2 genome, and this generated quasispecies diversity may be correlated with the outcome of 

persistent infection. Whether the upregulation in the mutation rate of Spike and Helicase is an 

adaptive feature still needs further investigation. Our findings have potentially exploitable 

implications for public health decisions during the management of the COVID-19 pandemic as 

well as therapeutic uses that should be investigated. 

 

 

Materials and Methods 

Study participants and sample collection 

Thirty-three individuals with persistent infection by SARS-CoV-2 were enrolled in the study. 

Subjects from both genders were recruited at the Center for COVID-19 diagnosis from the 
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Federal University of Rio de Janeiro and Simile Medicina Diagnóstica at Belo Horizonte from 

March to June, 2020. Persistent cases were defined as those who remained positive for SARS-

CoV-2 in nasopharyngeal samples for at least 14 days since the onset of symptoms. Detection of 

SARS-CoV-2 and human RNase P were performed by RT-PCR using the CDC protocol 

(Waggoner et al.). Blood samples and nasopharyngeal swabs were obtained from each patient at 

two time points, and time 1 (T1) was determined as the first sample with a positive RT-PCR test. 

Only samples with a Ct < 35 were sequenced. Clinical and demographic data were self-reported 

by the patients. The present study was approved by the National Commission of Ethics in 

Research (protocol numbers 30161620.0.0000.5257 and 30127020.0.0000.0068). Written 

informed consent was obtained from all participants. 

 

Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay 

Microtitre plates (Immulon 2 HB) were coated with a trimeric spike proteins at 4 μg per ml in 

100 mM sodium carbonate-bicarbonate buffer (pH 9.6) and incubated overnight at 4ºC. Excess 

protein was removed by washing five times with PBS + 0,05% Tween-20 (PBST, Sigma) and 

unbound sites blocked with 5% BSA in PBST. Samples were added at a 1/50 dilution in PBST + 

2% BSA, followed by incubation at 37ºC/1 hour. Plates were washed five times with PBST then 

incubated for one hour at room temperature with polyclonal anti-human IgG antibody conjugated 

to HRP (Promega). Plates were again washed five times with PBST followed by addition of the 

chromogenic substrate TMB (Sigma) for 10 minutes and reaction stopped with 1N sulphuric 

acid. Absorbance was read at 450nm with an ELISA microplate reader (Biochrom Asys). A 

positive control specimen (from a known COVID-19 patient) in simplicate and a negative 

control (pre-epidemic plasma sample) in triplicate were added to every assay plate for validation 

and cut-off determination. Results were expressed as reaction of sample optical density value 

divided by the assay cutoff. 

 

Library Preparation and Sequencing 

Total RNA from SARS-CoV-2 positive samples was converted to cDNA using the SuperScript 

IV First-Strand Synthesis System (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA). Viral whole-genome 

amplification was performed according to the Artic Network protocol 

(https://artic.network/ncov-2019) using the SARS-CoV-2 primer scheme (V3). PCR products 
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(pool A and B) were cleaned-up separately with AmpureXP beads (Beckman Coulter, UK), and 

then quantified using the Qubit dsDNA High Sensitivity assay (Life Technologies, USA). Equal 

amounts of each pool were combined and used to construct sequencing libraries with the TruSeq 

DNA Nano kit (Illumina, USA). The protocol was started at the end repair reaction, and followed 

as described by the manufacturer without any modifications. Library QC and quantification was 

performed using the High Sensitivity D1000 ScreenTape Assay on the 4200 TapeStation system 

(Agilent, USA). Libraries were sequenced in a MiSeq System with MiSeq Reagent Kit v3 

(Illumina, USA) set to obtain 2x250 bp reads. 

 

Sequencing data processing and analysis  

Raw read sequences in FASTQ format were first pre-processed using FastQC (v0.11.4) 

(https://www.bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/projects/fastqc/) for quality control analysis. Next, 

we used trimmomatic v0.39 (Bolger et al. 2014) for filtering low-quality reads, keeping those 

with an average quality ≥ 25. Optical duplicates in 5’ primer regions were removed using 

cutadapt v2.1 (Martin 2011) and clumpify v38.41 (https://sourceforge.net/projects/bbmap/), 

respectively. The sequences were then mapped to the Wuhan-Hu-1 reference genome 

(NC_045512.2) using the BWA 0.7.17 software (Li and Durbin 2009; Martin 2011). Post-

processing steps were performed with samtools v1.10 (Li et al. 2009) and picard v2.17.0 

packages (http://broadinstitute.github.io/picard/). We also performed de novo assembly using 

megahit programs. v.1.1.4 (Li et al. 2015) and skesa v2.4.0 (Souvorov et al. 2018).  

 

High-frequency genetic variants were detected using the GATK v4.1.7.0 (DePristo et al. 2011) 

following best practices such as base recalibration using the variant database NextStrain and 

variant filtration (Van der Auwera et al. 2013). After variant calling, a consensus genome 

sequence was generated using bcftools v1.10.2 and bedtools v2.29.2 packages (Quinlan and Hall 

2010; Li 2011a; Li 2011b). Low-frequency variants were called using LoFreq v 2.1.5 (Wilm et 

al. 2012). Next, we combined the GATK and LoFreq results and performed a pairwise variant 

filtration analysis using the following criteria: (i) average base quality criteria ≥ 15; (ii) allele 

frequency ≥ 5% and (iii) minimum coverage ≥ 50 in at least one sample of the pair. All variants 

were annotated using snpEff v4.5 (Cingolani et al. 2012). 
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Consensus dataset collation and phylogenetic inference  

We searched the GISAID database (https://www.gisaid.org) in mid-August for all complete 

genomes of SARS-CoV-2 collected between March and June in three Brazilian states: Rio de 

Janeiro (RJ), São Paulo (SP) and Minas Gerais (MG). State choice included RJ and MG due to 

our sampling localities and SP due to its geographic proximity and since it has a significant role 

in the epidemic spread of COVID-19 in Brazil. We gathered 135 genome sequences to compose 

our phylogenetic dataset (GISAID accession numbers are available in Table S7) and used the 

MAFFT algorithm to build the multiple sequence alignment from the resulting dataset (Katoh 

and Standley 2013). We estimated maximum likelihood phylogeny with this alignment of 201 

genomes using a general time-reversible nucleotide substitution model (Tavaré 1986) with a 

proportion of invariable sites (GTR+I), selected by Modelfinder (Kalyaanamoorthy et al. 2017) 

in IQTree v.1.6.12 (Nguyen et al. 2015). Ancestral sequence reconstruction was implemented 

using empirical Bayesian method in IQTree v.1.6.12. Branch support values were assessed by 

1000 replicates of ultrafast bootstrap approximation (Hoang et al. 2018). We assessed virus 

lineages for the whole dataset using Pangolin (https://pangolin.cog-uk.io) V 2.0.7 software 

(Rambaut et al. 2020) and checked our sequences for recombination using the full exploratory 

recombination method in RDP4 (Martin et al. 2015) and by the Phi-test approach (Bruen et al. 

2006) in SplitsTree (Huson and Bryant 2006). No statistically significant evidence for 

recombination was found. We used Gblocks to select the most conserved regions of our multiple 

sequence alignment with default parameters (Castresana 2000). A unique block was selected 

with 29476 sites, representing 98% of the original alignment (flank positions: 215 – 29690). 

 

SARS-CoV-2 haplotype reconstruction and phylogenetic analysis 

We conducted viral haplotype reconstruction from BAM and variant files that had been 

previously filtered for each sample. A penalized regression approach was applied using 

RegressHaplo based on a graph algorithm in R (Leviyang et al. 2017). Within-sample incidence- 

and abundance-based diversity indices were quantified using QSUtils in R (Gregori et al. 2014). 

We calculated indices such as richness, normalized Shannon entropy, mutation frequency by 

entity, functional attribute and nucleotide diversity. Alignment, lineage classification and 

phylogenetic inference were performed as previously described for the consensus dataset. Best 

fit model selected was TN+R2. We used the MEME method implemented in Datamonkey 
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(Murrell et al. 2012) for detection of individual sites, subjected to episodic diversifying selection. 

An alignment including only coding regions was prepared for selection analysis. All haplotypes 

containing stop codons were excluded. 

 

Machine Learning Classification 

Using the caret R package (Kuhn 2008), we built a machine learning model based on the ADA 

Boost algorithm (Hastie et al. 2009) optimized for tuning of parameters to evaluate classification 

of patient time points T1 and T2. To compose the feature matrix, we selected the following 

variables: viral load; missense and total variants; nucleotide substitution signatures; non-

synonymous/synonymous ratio; non-coding and synonymous variants. The dataset was separated 

into two sets: 80% for training and 20% for testing. To evaluate model error, we applied 10,000 

repeats of 10-fold cross-validation. Confusion matrix, ROC curve, and model performance 

metrics were calculated using the R package MLeval. Feature importance selection was applied 

using the caret function varImp for assigning scores and ranking features that indicate their 

relative importance when making a prediction. This approach has the advantage of using a 

model-based approach, which can incorporate the correlation structure between the predictors 

into the importance calculation (Huynh-Thu et al. 2012).  

 

Spike protein epitope analysis 

To identify potential T cell S-reactive epitopes we performed an integrative analysis based on 

Immunology custom tracks available at UCSC Genome Browser. We downloaded and cross-

referenced five different track data hubs using experimental and computational predicted T cell 

epitopes from T-React Epitopes (Braun et al. 2020), CD4+ and CD8+ IEDB Predictions (Grifoni 

et al. 2020), Poran HLA I and HLA II (Poran et al. 2020), and CD8 Rosetta MHC (Nerli and 

Sgourakis 2020; Poran et al. 2020). T-React Epitopes data was used as a reference resource due 

to the experimental validation of the peptides identified in the study. Computational predicted 

scores for each study were normalized using a min-max scaling feature. In each computational 

study, we only selected epitopes that mapped genetic variations identified in S protein. A mean 

score for the reference peptides was calculated in each prediction study. We then performed a 

binomial distribution test to compare the distribution of real peptides and the epitopes that 

carried mutations in our analysis. 
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Data availability 

NGS data generated in our study is publicly available in SRA-NCBI 

(www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra), Bioproject accession PRJNA675840. Genome sequences are also 

deposited in Gisaid (www.gisaid.org) and the access identifiers are listed in Table S1. 
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Figures Legends  

 

Figure 1. Characterization of patients with persistent SARS-CoV-2 infection. A) Time 

intervals between onset of patients’ symptoms, first sample sequenced, first positive serological 

test, second sample sequenced, and last positive RT-PCR test, respectively. Blue lines represent 

the interval between onset of patients’ symptoms and first sample sequenced. Black lines 

indicate the difference between the two samples sequenced whereas in purple we show the 

difference between the second time sample and the last positive RT-PCR test. B) Key clinical 

features for the patients analyzed in this study. Each row indicates two different features, first 

row: gender and occupation; second-to-fourth rows: symptoms, fifth-to-seventh rows: 

comorbidities. Patients are represented in the columns. 
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Figure 2. Phylogenetic analysis of persistent samples. Maximum Likelihood tree obtained 

with Consensus dataset analysis under GTR+I model, containing a consensus genome for each 

time point of the 33 patients plus 135 populational samples. Populational sample names were 

excluded from the figure for clarity. Text boxes indicate the Pangolin lineage classification. A 

different color represents each sampled lineage in the tree. Numbers indicate each patient’s 

samples. Orange and purple circles represent T1 and T2 samples, respectively. Patients whose 

the two time point samples clustered are highlighted in light-grey boxes. Red numbers indicate 

patients that are not monophyletic in the haplotypes tree. 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (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 thisthis version posted November 16, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.13.20231217doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.13.20231217


  

 24

 

 

Figure 3. Genomic variation across SARS-CoV-2 genomes. A) (Top) intra-host Single 

Nucleotide Variant (iSNV) dispersion. Blue and green points indicate synonymous and non-

synonymous mutations, respectively. In yellow, we show variants in non-coding regions. Red 

points represent non-synonymous sites under positive selection according to MEME. (Middle) 

Density plot showing the accumulation of iSNVs across virus genome in orange (T1 - first 

sample sequenced) and in purple (T2 - second sample sequenced). (Bottom) Protein product 

translated by SARS-CoV-2 ORFs. (B) Zoom in helicase (nsp13) protein showing differential 

accumulation of genetic variants in T2 samples when compared with T1. Variants were mostly 

spread across the ATP binding domain.  
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Figure 4. Spike protein variant characterization. Zoom in spike protein showing (Top) 

variants found in T1 samples in orange circles and variants in T2 in purple. (Middle) Density 

plot for each time and T cell (i) reactive epitopes, (ii) IEDB T CD4+ predicted epitopes, (ii) 

NetMHCpan4.0EL T CD8+ predicted epitopes, (iv) HLA-I candidate binding peptides, (v) HLA-

II candidate binding peptides and (vi) T CD8+ epitopes predicted by Rosetta. Both regions 

harbored at least one iSNV in our patients. (Bottom) Normalized score for each predicted 

epitope represented by filled circles. Dashed lines represent the mean value of the score assumed 

by the S-reactive epitope in each computational approach considering the color matching.  
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Figure 5. Haplotypes phylogenetic analysis. Unscaled ML (TN+R2) tree depicting 

phylogenetic relations of inferred haplotypes for the two time point samples of the 33 patients. 

Orange and purple circles represent T1 and T2 samples, respectively. Patients are identified by 

the number, and the estimated frequency of each haplotype is between parenthesis. Light-grey 

boxes highlight patients whose consensus sequences clustered in the consensus tree. Numbers in 

red indicate that low-frequency haplotypes are not monophyletic with the respective patient's 

main clade.  
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