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ABSTRACT
The emergence of novel SARS-CoV-2 genetic variants that may alter viral fitness
highlights the urgency of widespread next-generation sequencing (NGS) surveillance. To profile
genetic variants, we developed and clinically validated a hybridization capture SARS-CoV-2
NGS assay, integrating novel methods for panel design using dsDNA biotin-labeled probes, and
built accompanying software. The positive and negative percent agreement were defined in
comparison to an orthogonal RT-PCR assay (PPA and NPA: both 96.7%). The limit of detection
was established to be 800 copies/ml with an average fold-enrichment of 46,791x. We identified
novel 107 mutations, including 24 in the functionally-important spike protein. Further, we
profiled the full nasopharyngeal microbiome using metagenomics and found overrepresentation
of 7 taxa and macrolide resistance in SARS-CoV-2-positive patients. This hybrid capture NGS
assay, coupled with optimized software, is a powerful approach to detect and comprehensively
map SARS-CoV-2 genetic variants for tracking viral evolution and guiding vaccine updates.

TEASER
This is the first target hybridization capture-based NGS assay to detect SARS-CoV-2 genetic
variants for tracking viral evolution.
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INTRODUCTION
The Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic has resulted in an unprecedented
disruption of life across the globe, and an unparalleled death toll, currently reported at over 2M
worldwide and climbing (1,2). To guide public and personal health decisions and control the
pandemic, a number of tests for severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV2), the virus that causes COVID-19, have been developed and implemented globally (3).
Currently, as a rapid and relatively inexpensive technique, real-time reverse transcriptionpolymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) is the most commonly used method for the detection of
SARS-CoV-2 infection. RT-PCR uses primers to target and amplify one to three regions of the
viral genome to determine infection status. Despite the convenience they provide, RT-PCRbased methods do not characterize the virus beyond its presence or absence, and moreover, they
are prone to failure when viruses acquire mutations during antigenic shift, since mutations at the
primers and/or probe-binding sites may result in false-negative outcomes (4). As underscored by
reports of functional genetic variants emerging (including the B.1.1.7 lineage discovered in the
UK, B.1.351 lineage discovered in South Africa, and the P.1 variant in Brazil), there is a vital
need for tests that tolerate mutations and which are also capable of characterizing the viral
genome, including genetic variants, to monitor viral spread and evolution over time.
As an alternative to PCR-based approaches, sequencing-based approaches have
increasingly been used to detect the SARS-CoV-2 virus and characterize its genomic variation
(5). Sequencing-based approaches include direct metagenomic sequencing, or targeted
enrichment such as a hybridization capture-based approach and PCR amplicon-based approach.
Direct metagenomic sequencing does not require prior knowledge of the genomic sequence, but
has limited sensitivity due to the small viral genome, low abundance of the virus of interest, and
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the presence of high background from the human host and microbes. Without deep sequencing,
which is costly, shotgun sequencing approaches may miss genetic variants due to low or
variegated coverage across the viral genome. A targeted approach, which enriches for specific
sequences out of a mixed genomic sample, overcomes these difficulties, improving the
sensitivity and specificity of NGS-based efforts and achieving higher coverage across the
genome (6). The widely used PCR amplicon-based approach [e.g., ARTIC (7)] uses many pairs
of overlapping PCR primers to amplify viral genome prior to sequencing. However, it has
limited tolerance of mismatch between the targeted sequences and the primers that are used,
resulting in an increased risk of amplicon failure as the virus continues to evolve over time.
Unlike the PCR amplicon-based approach, the hybrid capture-based method relies on
hybridization between the target genome and relatively long probes (up to 120bp) that are
designed to be complementary to the target genome. The method can tolerate large target
sequence differences from the probe sequences of ~10% or more (8,9). The higher tolerance to
mismatches makes the successful enrichment of highly divergent SARS-CoV-2 sequences
possible (10).
Since the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, an unprecedented number of samples
have been sequenced by researchers internationally and deposited in public databases. The
GISAID consortium has built one of the leading databases (over 400,000 submissions as of
January 2021), which has been used to inform the response to the pandemic, vaccine
development, and surveillance of novel genetic variants (11). Additionally, the SARS-CoV-2
Sequencing for Public Health Emergency Response, Epidemiology and Surveillance (SPHERES)
coalition, another publicly available database, has been sharing genomic sequencing data from
over 160 institutions (12). However, these databases have been built using mostly amplicon-
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based NGS, which may have resulted in missed variants from primer failures or when sufficient
sequencing depth was not met. Currently, only around 50,000 full-genome sequences from the
United States have been reported, while the United Kingdom has uploaded over 125,000 fullgenome sequences, thus giving them an advantage for better surveillance of novel variants.
According to the Johns Hopkins COVID-19 database, as of January 2021, the US currently leads
the number of COVID-19 positive cases worldwide (25 million cases) but has roughly sequenced
only 0.3% of its reported infections, while currently reporting an alarming number of daily cases
(~200,000) (2). There is clearly a great need for the implementation of genomic tools to generate
robust and accurate sequence data to assess circulating variants in order to assist in potential
challenges that could impact disease outcomes, transmissibility, traceability of the virus, and
mitigation efforts.
It is also of interest to ascertain if infection by SARS-CoV-2 may be associated with an
altered respiratory tract microbiome and influence disease outcome, or if patients with specific
microbial profiles may be more susceptible to SARS-CoV-2 infection (13). Overrepresentation
of not only respiratory pathogens, but also opportunistic respiratory microbes (such as Prevotella
spp.), could affect the inflammatory response and enhance the disease severity (14).
Understanding the microbiome of the respiratory tract, potential pathogens, virulence factors,
and antimicrobial resistance in SARS-CoV-2 positive patients may elucidate the pathogenicity of
COVID-19 in relation to the microbiome and other respiratory pathogens. Characterization of the
role and rise of antimicrobial resistance is additionally underscored given the dramatic increase
in antibiotics treating pneumonia during the pandemic.
Here, we developed and clinically validated the SARS-CoV-2 NGS Assay and COVIDDX software, a highly sensitive hybrid capture NGS-based assay used for targeting and
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amplifying the viral sequence for detection of the SARS-CoV-2 viral genome and
characterization of genetic variants (Figure 1). Complete genetic variant detection is essential as
the SARS-CoV-2 virus continues to evolve and as countries embark on a global vaccination
program imparting strong directional selective pressures on the virus, potentially necessitating
altered public health responses, and frequent efficacy testing of therapeutics and vaccines.
Additionally, we profiled the nasal microbiome of SARS-CoV-2 positive and negative samples.
Sequence-based profiling and elucidation of the nasal microbiome allow for a greater
understanding of co-infections and drug resistance that contribute to the morbidity and mortality
of SARS-CoV-2.
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RESULTS
Clinical Performance and Analytical Sensitivity
Clinical performance of the SARS-CoV-2 NGS Assay was evaluated by comparing
results to an RT-PCR assay approved by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) through
an Emergency Use Authorization (EUA) authority. A total of 60 clinical NP specimens were
tested, including 30 SARS-CoV-2-positive (CVP) and 30 SARS-CoV-2-negative (CVN)
specimens. The positive and negative percent agreement (PPA, NPA) was calculated in relation
to the RT-PCR comparator method and resulted in a 96.7% PPA and 96.7% NPA. Additional
independent clinical validation combined with the original study (120 clinical NP specimens,
including 60 CVP and 60 CVN) resulted in a 95.2% PPA and 98.3% NPA (Table S1 and S2).
Subsampling to 500,000 reads per sample did not significantly change fold enrichment, on-target
reads, and presence calling of SARS-CoV-2 viral genome (Table S2).
We ran an additional RT-PCR to determine the CT (cycle threshold) values for the CVP
specimens using the GenArraytion SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR assay, which yielded CT values for 44
of these positive samples (validation and independent validation study). The RT-PCR data
showed that our samples captured a wide range of viral load, including 22.7% (10/44) at 30.035.5 CT, 34% (15/44) at 25.0-30.0 CT, 29.5% (13/44) at 20.0-25.0 CT, and finally 13.6% (6/44)
at 15.0-20.0 CT value range (Table S3).
The analytical sensitivity established the lowest concentration of SARS-CoV-2 viral
genome that can be detected by our assay at least 95% of the time. The limit of detection (LoD)
was determined to be 800 copies/ml (0.8 copies/ L) using 30 replicates, which is better than the
LoD of several dozen other FDA EUA assays (15). In total, 29/30 (96.67%) known positive
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samples were successfully identified (Table S4). The preliminary 2-fold and 10-fold dilution
results using synthetic controls can be found in Table S4.
Our hybrid capture technology yielded an average of 43% on-target reads (ranging from
0.005% to 99.5%), and an average fold enrichment of 46,791x (ranging from 5.9x to 108,602x)
based on the alignment statistics (HS metrics). The enrichment efficiency was calculated using
the number of reads mapping to targets over the total number of reads in the sample. Figure 2
shows the fold enrichment, depth of coverage and and percent coverage of the genome at
different depths in relation to the Ct values.

Inclusivity and Exclusivity Studies
First, our inclusivity analysis, evaluating the assay’s ability to capture different SARSCoV-2 lineages, was performed on six synthetic control samples. All known variants in the
controls were successfully called by the pipeline. We extended our validation for the novel UK
B.1.1.7_710528, UK B.1.1.7_601443 and South African EPI_ISL_678597 strain. The known
variants have also been successfully called by the pipeline. Then, we performed an extensive insilico inclusivity analysis using the GISAID database. Our analysis identified 16,503 unique
sequences in the GISAID database with high identity matches (Table S5). Percent identity is
defined as the percent of nucleotides in the high scoring pair (the matching section of DNA) that
match the query sequence (the probe). We identified 6,200 sequences with 100% mean identity
(0 mean mismatches) to our probes, 16,503 sequences with >= 80% mean percent identity to our
probes, and 0 sequences with less than 80% mean identity to our probes. Given the high identity
for the majority of probes in the majority of sequences, we expect to have a high probability of
identifying the presence or absence of most known strains of SARS-CoV-2.
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To account for potential cross-reactivity of the probe sequences found in the SARS-CoV2 Research Panel, we aligned reads to 29 microbial genomes and the human genome along with
the SARS-CoV-2 genome (Table S5). All pathogens were determined to have no cross-reactivity
(no more than 80% homology) with the primers used, except human coronavirus HKU1 with 3
out of 994 probes with 84.6% homology. When we performed in-silico exclusivity analysis using
approximately 3.6 million viral nucleotide sequences from NCBI Virus, we observed no crossreactivity (no more than 80% homology, Table S5) with the exception of high homology regions
in some closely conserved viruses such as bat coronavirus, infectious bronchitis virus, and
transmissible gastroenteritis virus strains.

Novel Genetic Variants Were Detected Using the Hybrid Capture NGS-Based Approach
We used our SARS-CoV-2 NGS Assay to define all genetic variants detected and to
match with the globally available database (GISAID, 11-November-2020). After validation of
our assay, we defined 71 CVP samples (validation, independent validation, and geographic study
samples with positive NGS finding) to undergo NGS analysis to search for genetic mutations. In
our 71 CVP samples, we detected 733 mutations (261 different mutations) at 258 different
mutation sites (Table S6). The most frequently detected variants were the C241T (extragenic),
A23403G (D614G), C14408T (P4715L), C3037Y (F924F) and G25563T (Q57H) mutations
detected in over 60 samples respectively (Table 1, Figure 3, Panel A-B). The majority of the
mutations (66%, 173/261) were located in the ORF1ab gene and 14% (37/261) in the S gene
(spike protein). Altogether, we found 178 non-synonymous mutations and 14 frameshifts after
synonymous mutations; out of those, 58 were radical mutations (based on the Grantham scoring
system).
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We identified 107 new mutations that have not been previously described in GISAID
(Figure 3, Panel C), with the majority located in the ORF1ab gene (71/107, 66%) and the S
gene (24/107, 22%). We detected 81 non-synonymous mutations and 12 frameshifts after
synonymous mutations (3 in the spike protein); out of those, 29 were radical mutations (based on
the Grantham scoring system).
Samples collected from two geographic locations (NY, TN) shared several similar
genetic variants. Unique variants identified in the NY samples included: G29540A (extragenic),
C11916T (S3884L), C18998T (A6245V), and C4113T (A1283V) (Table 1). Unique mutations
in the TN samples are C27964T (S24L), C3411T (A1049V), T6394C (D2043D), C10319T
(L3352F), A4197G (E1311G), G8179A (R2638R) and C15924T (Y5220Y) (Table 1). Most of
the unique variants were located in ORF1ab.
To confirm the ability of the capture assay to accurately call novel variants, we validated
6 genetic variants identified in our cohort using PCR amplification followed by Sanger
sequencing (Table S7A). The genetic regions were PCR amplified using specifically designed
primers followed by Sanger sequencing. The validated mutations located in the ORF1ab and S
genes contained non-synonymous/synonymous, radical/conservative mutations with various read
depth (~10-400). Additionally, 18 genetic variants we identified as missing from GISAID in
October, were later added to GISAID by our November audit, further validating the accuracy of
our variant calling approach.

Phylogenetic and Geographic Origin (Clades) Results
We next performed a phylogenetic analysis to provide additional information on the
likely origin and diversity of the SARS-CoV-2 viral genome based on genetic variation in the
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clinical samples. In our CVP samples, we identified clades 19A, 20A, and 20C as being the most
abundant clades (n=13, 27, and 28, respectively, Table S2), which matches the results seen from
NY cohorts (5). Figure 3, Panel D represents our database of 3,365 samples (GISAID, 23-April2020) and their phylogenetic clustering with 5 clinical test samples representing each clade.

COVID-19 Status Associated with an Altered Metagenomic Profile
To provide a more in-depth profile of other microbial species in our samples, 106
metagenomic libraries were prepared with Illumina’s Nextera Flex Kit, sequenced, and
subsequently processed with MetaPhlAn2. We removed samples with 100% human reads
leading to 22 CVN and 26 CVP samples that were further analyzed for their microbiome
composition, AMR profiles, and virulence factors.
We detected a total of 66 bacterial genera and 191 bacterial species within our cohort.
Overall, the microbiome profiles identified in our cohort reflect a normal, commensal
nasopharyngeal microbiome, spanning Streptococcus, Veillonella, Prevotella, Rothia,
Actinomyces, Haemophilus, and Neisseria species (Figure 4). There was no clustering observed
based on COVID-19 status. Additionally, 7 other viruses relevant to human health were detected
in the samples, including human herpesvirus 4, influenza A, and human adenovirus D (Figure
4).
We next examined sample richness and clustering or differences between the various
species. Alpha diversity metrics showed no significant difference in richness (Observed Species
and Shannon Index) or evenness (Pielou’s) between CVP and CVN samples; however, CVN
samples exhibited a trend of lower Observed Species and Shannon Index (Figure S1, Panel A).
Based on the Bray Curtis PCoA analysis (Figure S1, Panel B), 4 clusters and 5 outliers were
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observed, of which cluster A and cluster C are largely dominated by Streptococcus (33.1/20.4%
relative abundance), Prevotella (8.8/12.2% relative abundance), Veillonella (7.1/18.5% relative
abundance), Rothia species (8.3/15.9% relative abundance), while cluster B and cluster D
Prevotella (19.4/21.1% relative abundance), Veillonella (21.7/20.7% relative abundance),
Streptococcus (15.6/10.8% relative abundance), Megasphaera dominant. Cluster C
Streptococcus/Veillonella dominant and cluster D Prevotella/Veillonella dominant contain
69.2% of the CVP samples within our cohort. Of note, one of the outliers was a CVN sample
with 100% of the reads mapping to influenza A virus. Bray Curtis Dissimilarity Index indicated
that Rothia mucilaginosa is the main driver of clustering, which is significantly differentiated by
the relative abundance levels found by LEfSe and Mann-Whitney U-test. Moreover, another
driver of clustering is explained by the presence/absence of Streptococcus parasanguinis (n=18,
12 CVN samples and 6 CVP samples) and unclassified Neisseria (n=26, 8 CVN samples and 18
CVP samples), respectively, also indicated by LEfSe and Mann-Whitney U-test (data not
shown).
Although COVID-status did not show clear differences in the nasopharyngeal
microbiome communities between CVP and CVN samples, Linear Discriminant Analysis Effect
Size (LEfSe) revealed 6 bacterial species and 1 genus (Actinomyces) that are significantly
increased in CVP samples (Figure S2, Panel A), of which 2 species-level taxa, Actinomyces
graevenitzii and Prevotella salivae, were further confirmed to be significant when comparing
their relative abundances using a Mann-Whitney U-test (Figure S2, Panel B), while
Megasphaera micronuciformis, Veillonella dispar, and Streptococcus gordonii only exhibited a
trend of higher relative abundance in CVP samples.
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Further, we compared the classification obtained from MetaPhlAn2 with our k-mer based
approach pipeline (BIOTIA-DX) and found high concordance in the genus level taxonomy. The
top 80% most dominant bacterial genera (11 in 66 total) showed high overlap (8/11) between the
two metagenomic classification tools. Two out of the 3 discordant genera were identified on the
bottom 20% by each classifier, and only 1 taxa (Candidatus Saccharibacteria) was not detected
by MetaPhlAn2 (Figure S3, Panel A).
Since Prevotella spp. were found to be a biomarker for CVP status based on the data
obtained by two independent bioinformatic pipelines but were found to conflict at the species
level classification, we sought to use 16s rDNA sequencing to aid in confirming the phylogeny
of the correct Prevotella species. Neighbor-joining phylogenetic analysis of the 16s rDNA
sequences obtained from Prevotella amplicons confirmed that the biomarker increased in CVP
samples is most closely related to Prevotella salivae (Figure S3, Panel B).

Distinct Metabolic Pathways Linked to SARS-CoV-2 Positivity
In order to assess the metabolic processes that are represented within our cohort, we used
HUMAnN2. A total of 434 metabolic pathways were detected in our dataset, with the most
prevalent among bacterial species being those associated with nucleotide, amino acid, lipid, and
cell wall biosynthesis. We then compared the differences in metabolic pathways based on
COVID-19 status and found 4 metabolic pathways to be overrepresented in CVN samples, Lhomoserine and L-methionine biosynthesis, UDP-N-acetylglucosamine biosynthesis, Seleno
amino acid biosynthesis (PWY-6936), and S-adenosyl L-methionine biosynthesis superpathway;
while 3 pathways, gluconeogenesis (PWY-66-399), flavin biosynthesis (PWY-6168), and Lhistidine degradation (PWY-5030) were increased in CVP samples (Figure S4, Table S8). One
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of the pathways observed in the CVN samples (PWY-6936, seleno-amino acid biosynthesis) was
present in Rothia, Streptococcus, and Haemophilus species, while PWY-5030 that was increased
in CVP samples was associated with Streptococcus gordonii. Further, we explored the functional
profiles associated with the bacterial species increased on CVP samples and observed 24
pathways associated with Actinomyces graevenitzii, 45 with Prevotella salivae, 30 with
Megasphaera micronuciformis, 28 with Veillonella dispar, and 11 with Atopobium parvulum
(Table S8).

Altered Antimicrobial Resistance and Virulence Factor Profile in SARS-CoV-2 Positive
Specimens
For assessing the AMR genes and virulence factors present in our samples, the k-mers
obtained from BIOTIA-DX software were classified using the CARD database and VFDB,
respectively. A total of 13 different AMR genes were detected across all samples (CVP = 19,
CVN = 12, all specimens had 55 AMR genes altogether) including genes conferring resistance
for several drug classes such as tetracycline (tet32, tetA(46), tetM, tetO, tetQ, tetW), macrolide
(mel, mefA, lmrP), aminoglycoside (APH(3’)-la and IsaC), sulfonamide (sul2), and phenicol
(cmx) (Figure 4). Interestingly, mel, which confers macrolide resistance, was significantly
overrepresented in CVP samples. In order to understand which bacteria may be carrying these
AMR genes, we correlated the AMR profiles with the bacterial taxa and found mel to be
significantly correlated with Streptococcus spp. (Streptococcus parasanguinis, Streptococcus
salivarius, Streptococcus oral taxon 431).
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Furthermore, 7 virulence factors were detected in 10 samples, 6 CVN and 4 CVP samples
with the serine-rich repeat protein (SRRP) family (SecA2/SecY2 system) being the most
prevalent, found in 3 CVN and 3 CVP samples. Other virulence factors observed include
neuraminidase, transferrin-binding protein, direct heme uptake system, major surface protease
(MSP), SRRP family, and streptolysin S.
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DISCUSSION
Novel Variant Discovery and Importance
Using our novel SARS-CoV-2 NGS Assay and COVID-DX pipeline, we found a
remarkable number of previously unreported genetic variants, with 107 mutations that were not
described previously, including 24 in the functionally important spike protein. We believe this
was facilitated by our hybrid capture NGS-based approach, which enabled the amplification of
the target of interest so that a greater number of sequence reads are generated from the target
instead of the host. In this study, we achieved an average enrichment of the virus of 46,791-fold.
The result was an average genome coverage of >93% (at 5X) with >99% coverage in 48/60 CVP
samples in the validation set. A subset of the tested, novel variants were validated using an
orthogonal sequencing approach (Sanger), and through GISAID audits at multiple time points,
indicating that hybrid capture NGS-based approach is a powerful method to detect genetic
variants in the SARS-CoV-2 virus; such a method could readily be implemented for other viruses
as well.
This test was also found to be sensitive and specific with a positive percent agreement of
95.2% [90%-100% CI] and negative percent agreement of 98.3% [95.2%-100% CI] when
compared to an RT-PCR assay approved by the FDA for EUA. These results highlight the utility
of a hybrid capture NGS-based approach in the detection and characterization of the SARS-CoV2 viral genome, especially as we see ongoing evidence of the functional evolution of the virus,
warranting widespread and affordable characterization of genetic variants. Our variant findings
have been further validated by capturing and sequencing a range of synthetic RNA controls,
including the novel strains with larger deletions (6nt) and SNPs of public health interest (e.g.,
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B1.1.7). In our clinical cohort, we detected 12 novel frameshifts after synonymous mutations, out
of those 3 deletions were found in the S gene.
Characterization of genetic variants identified in the SARS-CoV-2 viral genome is
important for researchers studying the epidemiology (e.g., transmission, spread) and evolution
(e.g., substitution rate, adaptation) of the virus over time. Although the virus appears to have a
low, random substitution rate with an average rate of 1-2 mutations per month (16), any acquired
changes could potentially be selected and alter its transmissibility, infectivity, or pathogenicity
(17). Mapping variants across the viral genome can also inform drug therapies and guide vaccine
development or updates (18). While the majority of mutations have no effect on the fitness of the
virus, there is evidence that some variants may make the virus more transmissible (19). Studies
are underway to assess if there are any clinical effects of the existing mutations and if the
lineages observed may make the virus better at evading the host immune response (17,19,20). A
recent study describes the emerging recurrent deletions in the spike protein that are mapped to
antibody epitopes, resulting in resistance to neutralizing antibodies (21).
In our cohort, we have found dominant variants that have been previously reported. For
instance, the D614G mutation has become the basis of one of the dominant phylogenetic clades
of the virus during the pandemic (17). This mutation may have important implications for the
transmission since it is located in the S gene (22). Coronavirus mutations in the functionally
important spike protein have the potential to affect virus infectivity, pathogenicity, and
susceptibility to neutralizing antibodies (23).
With limited sequencing, low coverage sequencing, and/or direct metagenomics, it is
possible that variants are missed and so present in populations long before detection. More
recently, a number of reports described strains found in the UK (B.1.1.7 strain) (19,24), South
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Africa (B.1.351 strain) (25), and Brazil (P.1 strain) (26). Once described and tested for
specifically, it was found that the B.1.1.7 strain was present in many other countries outside the
UK, indicating that this strain may have been circulating and spreading in the population for
some time (27). These novel genetic variants, such as the UK strain, are of recent concern
because these mutations have been shown to decrease the efficiency and performance of
amplicon-based assays, with some tests showing a “dropout” in which one of the genetic targets
is not reported (28). Currently, as of January 2021, three widely used RT-PCR EUA-approved
diagnostic tests in the US are being evaluated due to concerns of a possible increase in the false
positivity rates of such assays (28). Furthermore, novel variants have the potential to evade the
immune response after exposure or infection, with some strains circulating among the population
while infection rates are rampant worldwide. Although more costly, sufficient sequence coverage
is a prerequisite for accurate and sensitive variant detection and calling. More viral genomic
surveillance studies and trials will be necessary to understand how strain variability impacts
vaccine efficacy and long-term immunity.
Genetic variant surveillance is a powerful tool for informing epidemiology and
understanding the spread and evolution of the virus among communities in order to inform
public health mitigation efforts of variant-driven outbreaks. It is becoming evident that the
prevalence of the B.1.1.7 strain is driving the spike of infections reported in the UK, and has
contributed to the highest positive rate seen worldwide (16%) in Ireland, following resuming a
strict 6-week lockdown at the beginning of December (2). The transmissibility of this genetic
variant further stresses the importance of initiatives for actively genotyping a percentage of the
population testing positive for SARS-CoV-2. However, more studies would be needed to
evaluate current mutation rates and what percentage of the population should be assessed for
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effective public health monitoring. We have identified and validated the variant T6394C
(D2042D) specific to our TN cohort but not found in specimens collected in NY. This finding
highlights the utility of our pipeline for identifying variants specific to geographic location.
Overall, in line with previous studies, we have found that while the hybrid capture-based
workflow is labor-intensive, includes more steps, and requires higher input amounts in
comparison to amplicon-based technologies, this approach is effective at targeting large regions
of the genome and discovering novel variants. Hybrid capture can work with millions of targets
per panel and dozens to hundreds of overlapping capture probes, leading to higher specificity for
recovering entire viral genomes and demonstrating higher uniformity of coverage when
compared to amplicon-based technologies (10,29,30). The limitations of amplicon-based
sequencing have resulted in discordant single nucleotide variants as well as frequently missed
variants (10,31), and capture-based methods represent an important tool for addressing any
missing variation. As the COVID-19 pandemic is still ongoing and new variants are emerging,
global implementation of robust SARS-CoV-2 sequencing programs is needed to further
characterize the viral genome and to inform public health responses (9).

Profiling the SARS-CoV-2 Microbiome
Only a few studies evaluating the microbiome associated with COVID-19 patients have
been conducted to date. Overall, our microbial profiling overlaps with previous studies using
shotgun sequencing and metagenomic analysis on nasopharyngeal bacterial composition (32,33)
with commensal respiratory species detected such as Streptococcus, Veillonella, Prevotella,
Rothia, Actinomyces, Haemophilus, and Neisseria species. While one study found decreased
diversity in SARS-CoV-2 positive specimens, reporting the vast majority of reads mapped to a
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single organism in each sample, which could be explained by the necessity of the higher
coverage of Nanopore sequencing (13), we found no significant difference in richness or
evenness between CVP and CVN samples; however, CVN samples exhibited a trend of lower
richness. In addition, Mostafa et al. reported higher abundance of Corynebacterium accolens and
decreased abundance of Propionibacteriaceae in CVP, which are common skin commensals,
respectively (13). Although we have not found clear clustering based on SARS-CoV-2 status,
our analysis revealed overrepresentation of 7 bacterial taxa (Actinomyces genus, Actinomyces
graevenitzii, Prevotella salivae, Megasphaera micronuciformis, Veillonella dispar, Atopobium
parvulum, and Streptococcus gordonii) with a significantly higher abundance in CVP.
Actinomyces graevenitzii and Prevotella salivae were further confirmed to be significant when
comparing their relative abundances in CVP using a Mann-Whitney U-test.
Previous studies have argued that the nasal microbiome composition and dynamics could
modulate host immunity and increase susceptibility to upper respiratory infection, particularly
acute viral infection (34–36). Interestingly, Prevotella, a taxa enriched in CVP patients, has been
found to be increased in patients with acute and chronic respiratory diseases such as asthma and
influenza (36–38). The altered microbiome and, specifically, the overrepresentation of Prevotella
spp. may play a role in modifying the host immunity and consequently the host response to viral
infections (14). The observed altered species (Streptococcus, Veillonella, Prevotella, and Rothia
spp.) driving our clusters have been linked to symptomatic and asymptomatic viral respiratory
infections in previous studies (39). In concordance with our results, another study on hospitalized
COVID-19 patients has reported high prevalence of Rothia across patient samples and built
environments (40), raising the importance of microbiome profiling in patients with acute viral
respiratory infections.
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Further, drug resistance profiling is of importance because the COVID-19 pandemic may
pose additional infectious disease threats, including a potential rise in antimicrobial resistance.
There has been a dramatic increase in use of antibiotics treating pneumonia associated with the
viral respiratory infection. One study showed that over 70% of hospitalized COVID-19 patients
have received antibiotics throughout their disease course though only 8% demonstrated bacterial
or fungal superinfection (41). Additionally, COVID-19 related long-term hospitalization may
lead to increased multidrug resistance (MDR) infections and prolonged antibiotic therapy (42).
The overrepresentation of macrolide resistance (melC) in SARS-CoV-2 positive patients linked
to Streptococcus spp. may be associated with the underlying viral infection (43). The metabolic
profile associated with nucleotide, amino acid, lipid, and cell wall biosynthesis represented by
the overrepresentation of different bacterial species may be associated with an altered bacterial
adherence, host mucosal immunity, and secondary co-infections, and can be used as infectious
biomarkers for risk stratification (44).

Prospectives
The SARS-CoV-2 NGS Assay can be used as a method for viral detection by looking at
data not only at an individual patient level, but on a population level as well. It also may be used
to test the environment and determine how the SARS-CoV-2 virus is spreading in communities
by sampling wastewater (45). This may be useful to track viral incidence and inform public
health decisions on a community level. Due to shortages in COVID-19 diagnostic tests and
testing sites, individuals are not always able to undergo regular testing, especially if they are not
showing symptoms. Therefore, sampling wastewater can be used as a secondary option to
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determine how the virus fluctuates in the community and directs public health measurements to
limit the spread of the virus.
Hybrid capture NGS-based methods are also a powerful approach to anticipate and
characterize emerging human viruses transmitted from wildlife. NGS enables characterization of
genes and pathogenicity important in transmission from animals to humans. Importantly, genetic
similarity to known pathogens in PCR-targeted regions of the genome is not an accurate
predictor of human pathogenicity (46–48). Coronaviruses, in particular, cannot be accurately
confirmed or dismissed as human pathogens based on these PCR fragments because of the
propensity for coronavirus genomes to recombine, particularly in the spike gene (49). NGS
provides a valuable tool for the detection of emerging viruses in wildlife and generates critical
data that is needed to characterize the potential for a virus to be pathogenic in humans.

Limitations and future work
Our study findings were limited by the cross-sectional nature of testing. While the current
work highlights the importance of the characterization of the SARS-CoV-2 viral genome and
provides valuable insights into the genetic variants and geographic associations of variants,
extension of our work is needed by processing additional samples collected from additional
geographic regions and with additional clinical metadata that could drive risk stratification linked
to novel variants. Additional longitudinal testing of SARS-CoV-2 positive samples using our
technology could enable further screening of variants in the same individual and same
geographic location. Further optimization is needed to accommodate different sample types
(saliva and other respiratory specimens) and to extend our variant curation to support the
continuously growing scientific knowledge around genetic variants and their role in viral fitness.
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While we observed intra-host diversity through visualizing sequence alignments, our variant
caller only reports the most frequent nucleotide or variant at each genomic site. Incorporating
calling of multiple variants when present at each genome site to provide intra-host diversity
could prove useful.
Although our work contributes to the ongoing elucidation of the role of the microbiome
and secondary infections commonly associated with COVID-19, further longitudinal studies
linking disease outcome to microbial load and dynamics are required for better understanding the
virus, as well as microbe and host interactions during the course of the disease. Expanding the
cohort and collecting clinical metadata will also be a key next step since it creates an
unprecedented opportunity to map the genetic characterization of the virus and patient history
(reason of sampling, travel history, co-morbidities, prior medication) with disease outcome,
disease progression, and hospitalization risk.

In summary, genomic innovations are transforming epidemiology to better characterize,
respond, and prepare for outbreaks. Novel genome-based approaches enable “precision
epidemiological response” and public health interventions on both an individual and populationbased scale. Viral metagenomics, and the novel hybrid capture NGS-based assay we describe,
can provide important genetic insights into SARS-CoV-2 and other emerging pathogens and
improve surveillance and early detection, potentially preventing or mitigating new outbreaks.
Better understanding of the continuously evolving SARS-CoV-2 viral genome and the impact of
genetic variants may provide individual risk stratification, precision therapeutic options,
improved molecular diagnostics, and population-based therapeutic solutions. Future work
includes the extension of this hybrid capture NGS-based assay to characterize other viral and
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bacterial genomes and the collection of clinical metadata to define risk stratification and disease
pathogenesis in relation to SARS-CoV-2 genetic variants.
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METHODS
Experimental Design
We developed and clinically validated the SARS-CoV-2 NGS Assay and COVID-DX
software, a highly sensitive hybrid capture NGS-based assay used for targeting and amplifying
the viral sequence for detection of the SARS-CoV-2 viral genome and characterization of genetic
variants (Figure 1). Additionally, we profiled the nasal microbiome of SARS-CoV-2 positive
and negative samples.

Specimen Collection
Upper respiratory tract specimens (nasopharyngeal [NP] swabs) were collected following
the current CDC guidelines (50) and the manufacturer’s instructions for specimen collection.
Altogether 120 specimens were analyzed from New York (NY) using the SARS-CoV-2 NGS
Assay (validation and independent validation study). An additional 20 SARS-CoV-2 positive
specimens were analyzed from Tennessee (TN) to define variant differences in samples collected
from two geographic locations. Table S3 contains the specimen collection date, location,
collection device, and transport matrix. For all collections, NP swabs were immediately placed
into sterile tubes containing 2-3 ml of viral transport media. Samples were stored for up to 24
hours at room temperature, or up to 72 hours when stored at 2°C to 8°C prior to transportation.
After 72 hours, all samples were frozen at –70°C or colder until additional testing was
performed.
RT-qPCR technology (Panther Fusion SARS-CoV-2 Assay [Hologic, Marlborough,
MA]; and cobas ® SARS-CoV-2 test with the Cobas 6800/8800 System [Roche, Basel,
Switzerland]) was used to define the presence of SARS-CoV-2 viral RNA (SARS-CoV-2

25

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.16.21252988; this version posted March 20, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

positive: CVP and SARS-CoV-2 negative: CVN; Table S3). These technologies have been
issued EUA approval by the FDA for the clinical diagnostics of COVID-19. The Ct value was
defined using GenArraytion COVID-19 duplex RT-qPCR [Rockville, MD]) and cobas ® SARSCoV-2 test with the Cobas 6800/8800 System (Roche, Basel, Switzerland) (Table S3). Deidentified samples were collected and processed under the IRB numbered Pro00042824
(Advarra).

RNA and DNA Extraction
RNA and DNA from NP specimens were isolated and purified by manual extraction
using Direct-zol DNA/RNA MiniPrep kit (250 µl input volume, spin column, 100 µg binding
capacity, Zymo Research, Irvine, CA). Extracted and purified RNA samples were converted to
cDNA through random priming using Random Primer 6, ProtoScript II First Strand cDNA
Synthesis kit, and NEBNext Ultra II Non-Directional RNA Second Strand Synthesis kit reagents
(NEB, Ipswich, MA).

Library Preparation, Target Enrichment, and Sequencing
The cDNA samples were converted to Illumina TruSeq-compatible libraries using the
Twist Library Preparation kit with Unique Dual Indices (Twist Bioscience, South San Francisco,
CA). After library generation, 8 uniquely barcoded libraries were pooled (187.5 ng per library) to
create an 8-plex hybridization reaction. Hybridization was performed for 2 hours using Twist
Fast Hybridization reagents and SARS-CoV-2 Research Panel, a biotin-bound DNA panel that
targets libraries containing the SARS-CoV-2 sequence. These libraries were isolated from human
libraries using biotin/streptavidin bead chemistry. Beads were washed several times to reduce the
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number of off-target libraries in the sequencing pool. All enriched library pools were spiked with
1% PhiX and sequenced on an Illumina NextSeq 550 platform using a NextSeq500/550 High
Output kit (Illumina, San Diego, CA) set to 150bp single-end reads, which yielded an average of
15.1M and 1.5M reads from positive and negative samples, respectively. Picard Hs Metrics
showed an average of 43% on-target reads, ranging from 0.005% to 99.5%. Additionally, our
target enrichment approach yielded an average fold enrichment of 46,791x, ranging from 5.9x to
108,602x. Subsampling to 500,000 reads per sample did not significantly change fold enrichment
(mean: 108,598x) or on-target reads (mean: 40.3%).

Inclusivity and Exclusivity Study Design
To evaluate the inclusivity of the assay to capture different SARS-CoV-2 lineages, we
processed six synthetic control samples created by Twist Bioscience with known genetic
sequences (Twist Bioscience control 1-6, MT007544.1, MN908947.3, LC528232.1,
MT106054.1, MT188340, MT118835), including the original Wuhan coronavirus strain, through
laboratory processing and the bioinformatics pipeline. The synthetic controls contain the
following variants: control 1: T19065C, T22303G, G26144T, ACGATCGAGTG29749A;
control 3: TG11082T; control 4: C9924T; control 5: T514C, C17410T; control 6: C8782T,
T18603C, T18975A, A19175C, C27925T, T28144C, C29095T. We extended our validation for
the novel UK B.1.1.7_710528 (with mutations including C240T, C912T, C3036T, C3266T,
C5387A, C5985T, T6953C, 11287delTCTGGTTTT, C14407T, C14675T, C15278T, C15856T,
T16175C, A17614G, 21764delTACATG, 21990delTTA, A23062T, C23270A, A23402G,
C23603A, C23708T, T24505G, G24913C, T27884C, C27971T, G28047T, A28110G,
28270delA, G28279C, A28280T, T28281A, G28880A, G28881A, G28882C, and C28976T), the
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UK B.1.1.7_601443 (with mutations including C240T, C912T, C3036T, C3266T, C5387A,
C5985T, T6953C, 11287delTCTGGTTTT, C14407T, C14675T, C15278T, T16175C,
21764delTACATG, 21990delTTA, A23062T, C23270A, A23402G, C23603A, C23708T,
T24505G, G24913C, C27971T, G28047T, A28110G, G28279C, A28280T, T28281A,
G28880A, G28881A, G28882C and C28976T) and South African EPI_ISL_678597 strain (with
mutations including G173T, C240T, C1058T, A2691T, C3036T, G5229T, A10322G,
11287delTCTGGTTTT, C14407T, A21800C, A22205G, 22280delCTTTACTTG, G22812T,
G23011A, A23062T, A23402G, C23663T, G25562T, C25903T, C26455T, C28252T, A28253C,
C28886T, G29556T).
We also performed the following in-silico inclusivity analysis. First, we downloaded
more than 22,544 high-quality SARS-CoV-2 viral genome nucleotide sequences (16,503 unique
sequences) from GISAID (2/12/2021) in FASTA format. To enable efficient computational
evaluation of these data, we indexed the combined FASTAs and split them into subsets for
parallelization. We performed BLASTn alignments using all 994 probes found in the SARSCoV-2 Research Panel, with the PolyA tail removed, against the parallelized database. We
similarly eliminated the PolyA tail from alignment in our pipeline. We chose to present
descriptive statistics of the data due to the breadth of high identity matches to the SARS-CoV-2
viral genome.
To account for potential cross-reactivity of probe sequences found in the SARS-CoV-2
Research Panel, we aligned reads to 29 microbial genomes and the human genome along with
the SARS-CoV-2 viral genome downloaded from NCBI (Table S5). A BLASTn (NCBI)
analysis was then performed to quantify the number of primer pairs that had more than 80%
homology with each of the genomes in the cohort. Then, we extended our in-silico exclusivity
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analysis using approximately 3.6 million viral nucleotide sequences from NCBI Virus
(2/16/2021; FASTA format), representing the entire available database of viral nucleotide
sequences.

Library Preparation and Sequencing for Metagenomics
Metagenomic libraries were prepared with the Nextera Library Preparation Kit (Illumina)
using 1-10 ng of input DNA. After library generation, 12-16 uniquely barcoded libraries were
pooled and ran on an Illumina NextSeq 550 platform using a NextSeq500/550 Mid Output kit
(Illumina) set to 150bp single-end reads, which yielded an average of 10M and 7.3M reads from
positive and negative samples, respectively. After removal of reads mapping to human DNA, an
average of 1.7M (positive) and 1.9 M (negative) microbial reads were used for further analysis.

Quality Control
Quality control steps were performed after nucleic acid extraction, cDNA synthesis,
cDNA library generation, target enrichment, metagenomic library, and final sequencing pools.
These steps included analyses to determine nucleic acid concentration and fragment size using
Qubit RNA High Sensitivity/ dsDNA High Sensitivity/ dsDNA Broad Range Quantitation Assay
(Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA) and TapeStation D5000/ D1000/ D1000 High
Sensitivity platform (Agilent, Santa Clara, CA).

Internal Controls
Viral transport media (VTM) was used as a negative/no template control (NTC) to
eliminate the possibility of sample contamination on the assay run and was used with each
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extraction batch through sequencing. VERO E6 cells [ATCC CRL-1586] spiked into VTM were
used as a negative extraction control (NEC) to monitor for any cross-contamination that occurs
during the extraction process, as well as an extraction control to validate extraction reagents and
successful RNA extraction. Positive Twist RNA template control - synthetic SARS-CoV-2 RNA
Control 2 (MN908947.3) in Gene Expression Universal Reference RNA (Human, Agilent) was
used as a positive control (PC) to verify that the assay run was performing as intended. The PC is
made of six RNA fragments that are 5000bp in length spanning the entire SARS-CoV-2 viral
genome (MN908947.3). All coding and non-coding regions of the viral genome are included in
the PC, except for the polyadenylated region. Each RNA fragment is made by in vitro
transcription using the DNA template as reference. Gene Expression Universal Reference RNA
(Human, Agilent) was used as an internal control (IC) to validate the SARS-CoV-2 NGS Assay
reagents and successful library generation. Additionally, the number of reads mapped to the
human genome was determined and used as internal control in each specimen.

SARS-CoV-2 NGS Assay Analysis
The data was analyzed using a cloud-based Biotia COVID-DX (v1.0) Software that has
been optimized for the SARS-CoV-2 NGS Assay. The pipeline software is contained within
Docker images orchestrated by Cromwell / WDL backed by Azure Batch (51). The analysis
pipeline included a step to remove low-quality reads, alignment to a reference viral and host
genomes, extraction of mapped reads, calculating coverage across the genome, and modeling of
coverage to determine presence/absence of the SARS-CoV-2 virus. Furthermore, we detected
genomic variants, analyzed phylogenetic and geographic origin, and quantified the SARS-CoV-2
virus.
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Preprocessing of Sequencing Data
The program cutadapt trimmed adapter sequences using the standard Illumina adapter
sequence "AGATCGGAAGAGC" and a minimum read length of 20 bp. Samples with higher
than 50,000,000 reads were subsampled to 50,000,000 reads using seqtk before further analysis.
FASTQs were split for parallelization and aligned against the genomes of SARS-CoV-2 virus
(NC_045512.2), 26 other viral and bacterial respiratory pathogens, and the human genome using
Bowtie2 run in local mode. The algorithm to detect SARS-CoV-2 used only reads that map
unambiguously to the SARS-CoV-2 reference (NC_045512.2) in order to minimize false
positives due to cross-hybridization of the probes or cross-contamination during the Twist NGS
hybrid capture. Unambiguously mapped reads were extracted using samtools-view. Duplicates
and read statistics were calculated with Picard (2.23.0) (52) and the CollectHSMetrics function.
The depth of reads at each site across the SARS-CoV-2 genome is calculated using samtoolsdepth. Test samples and/or positive controls with fewer than 10,000 total reads are assigned as
invalid.
Presence/absence calculation and coverage
Detection of the SARS-CoV-2 virus is based on the degree to which the genome was
recovered in sequencing. The more genome that is recovered, the more likely it is that the virus
is present. A sample-specific integral is computed by calculating the coverage at 1X depth using
a sliding window scheme (with a window size of 1000 and step size of 100). This metric is then
log transformed. A threshold of 8.6 for samples with less than or equal to 10,000 bases on target
or 9.6 for samples with more than 10,000 bases on target determines if SARS-CoV-2 is present
or absent. The integral is calculated using the R statistical software package (v4.0.1).
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Genetic Variants Detection and Phylogenetic Analysis
The BAM file was subsampled to a maximum of 500X coverage at a given site within the
SARS-CoV-2 viral genome because coverage can exceed 8,000X, which is computationally
prohibitive for variant calling tools. Variants were called in the subsampled BAM file using
GATK GenotypeVCF and HaplotypeCaller. The test sample HaplotypeCaller VCF file was
merged with a NextStrain VCF file with 3365 samples using BCFtools. A phylogenetic tree was
created using R-packages SNPRelate and gdsfmt. The tree was built using hierarchical cluster
analysis on Identify by State (IBS) genetic pairwise distances matrix built on GISAID variants
reported (version 23-April-2020). Clade geographic data were calculated using GISAID (version
24-June-2020) data to provide the percentage of samples sequenced in each country that are
categorized into each clade among all samples of each clade.
The genetic variant annotation provides information on the mutation name, gene location,
protein name, amino acid change (NCBI), and synonymy. Additional information included the
frequency of genetic variants in our sample cohort and the associated read depth. The Grantham
scoring system was used to designate conservative and radical mutations. In this system, the
score of 100 and above calls mutations radical.
To validate the variant calling of our assay and software, we selected 3 genetic regions
containing mutations identified by our protocol (Table S7A). The genetic regions were PCR
amplified using specifically designed primers followed by Sanger sequencing. The list of
validated genetic variants and the primer sets are described in the supplemental table (Table
S7A). The primer design considered nearby mutations to the selected variants in order to
maximize the validation efficiency of the sequencing reaction.
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Analytical Sensitivity of SARS-CoV-2 NGS Assay
The analytical sensitivity (Limit of Detection [LoD]) study established the lowest
concentration of SARS-CoV-2 viral genome (copies/ml) that can be detected by the SARS-CoV2 NGS Assay at least 95% of the time. The preliminary LoD was established by testing 10-fold
dilutions of SARS-CoV-2 synthetic RNA (MN908947.3, Twist Bioscience, #102024). The
preliminary LoD was confirmed by testing triplicates of 2-fold dilutions (2560 copies/ml, 1280
copies/ml, 640 copies/ml, 320 copies/ml, 160 copies/ml, 80 copies/ml, and 40 copies/ml) by
spiking the quantified heat-inactivated SARS-CoV-2 (ATCC, VR-1986HK) into negative
respiratory clinical matrices (NP swabs -clinical samples previously tested negative for SARSCoV-2 RNA). Then, the LoD was replicated 30 times.

Clinical Metagenomics
Metagenomics has been processed through XSEDE and Bridges system at the Pittsburgh
Supercomputing Center (PSC) (53,54). Quality analysis was performed with FastQC (v0.11.3)
(55) with default settings to validate the quality of the raw sequencing data. For quality control,
adapter trimming and quality filtering were performed using the software fastp (v0.21.0) (56).
Four functions of fastp were used: trimming of auto-detected adapter sequences, quality
trimming at 5’, quality trimming at 3’, and a screening to detect 512 adapters, including
Illumina’s Nextera transposase. In order to remove all human reads, Bowtie2 (v2.3.4.1) (57) and
samtools (v1.9) (58) were used to align the quality filtered reads to Homo sapiens reference
genome (GCF_000001405.39_GRCh38.p13). A quality control with FastQC was performed
again to ensure the unmapped reads obtained were cleaned to run metagenomics tools. Processed
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reads were analyzed utilizing MetaPhlAn2 (59) to identify the relative abundance of microbial
species. An additional k-mer based classification tool (BIOTIA-DX) was used as an orthogonal
bioinformatic validation tool and to improve sensitivity (60). To explore functional genomic
profiling, we used HUMAnN2 (61) to characterize microbial pathways linked to the presented
microbial species. Antimicrobial resistance and virulence factors were determined using our kmer based approach matched to the Comprehensive Antibiotic Resistance Database (CARD)
(62) and Virulence Factor Database (VFDB) (62).

Metagenomic Validation
Since Prevotella spp. were found to be a biomarker for CVP status based on the data
obtained by two independent bioinformatic pipelines but were found to conflict at the species
level classification, we used 16s rDNA sequencing to aid in confirming the phylogeny of the
correct Prevotella species. MetaPhlAn2 classified the biomarker as Prevotella salivae (LDA
score: 3.77) while BIOTIA-DX called it as Prevotella oral taxon 299 (LDA score: 3.81). For
primer design, Prevotella spp. type strain 16s rDNA sequences from the ribosomal database
project (RDP) (62), including Prevotella sp. oral taxon 299, were aligned. We modified ZozayaHinchliffe et al. (63) forward primer to add degeneracy and designed a reverse primer that would
yield ~1200bp of the 16s rDNA (Table S8B). The primer set was then tested for in-silico
specificity against the curated 16s rDNA dataset from RDP and was found to be specific to 29/44
Prevotella spp., out of the 13,324 16S rDNA type strain sequences present in the database,
including those of interest to this study. The PCR amplification condition and primer set are
described in Table S8B. PCR amplicons were excised from a modified-TAE agarose gel and
purified with Millipore Ultrafree™-DA Centrifugal Filter Device, cloned, and sent for Sanger
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sequencing with T7/SP6 primers in a reference laboratory. Vector sequences were trimmed from
16s rDNA sequences, then sequences were aligned with all Prevotella spp. type strains. Kimura2-parameter neighbor-joining phylogenetic tree with bootstrap of 500 was constructed with
MegaX.

Statistical Analysis
Alpha and beta diversity metrics were calculated with the vegan R package using the
relative abundance and count outputs obtained from MetaPhlAn2 and BIOTIA-DX. The variant
heatmap and the microbiome heatmap visualizations with respective annotations were plotted
using the Complex Heatmap R package. All Pearson correlations and correlation plots were
calculated and visualized with the Corrplot R package. All other basic statistics and figures were
generated with Prism V9.
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Schematic representation of the amino acid mutation nomenclature of the variants detected in our
cohort. (C) Venn diagram displaying the overlap of the mutations detected in our cohort and the
mutations reported on GISAID as of 11/11/20. (D) Phylogenetic analysis using SARS-CoV-2
reference genome to determine to which clade in our database test samples are most closely
related.
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Fig. 4. Nasopharyngeal microbiome profiles. Main heatmap depicts the relative abundance of

the top 50 most abundant bacterial species found in our cohort. Top bar plot annotations indicate

the mean relative abundances per taxa based on COVID-Status, CVP (maroon, n=26), CVN

(teal, n=22). Annotation heatmaps display the presence (purple) or absence (light blue) of AMR

genes and DNA viruses (green) detected in our samples. Top bar plot annotation show the

sample ratios.
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TABLES

Nucleotide
Mutation

AA
Mutation

Geo

Frequency
in Samples

GISAID
Events

Gene

Protein Name

S

AA Alt
Properties

Most Frequent Mutations in All Samples
C241T

extagenic

All

67

7

5'UTR

NA

NA

NA

A23403G

D614G

All

65

6

S gene

Spike

non-S

radical

C14408T

P4715L

All

63

8

ORF1ab

NSP12/RNApol

non-S

radical

C3037T

F924F

All

62

10

ORF1ab

NSP3

S

NA

G25563T

Q57H

All

60

9

ORF3a

ORF3a Protein

non-S

conservative

C1059T

T265I

All

57

13

ORF1ab

NSP2

non-S

conservative

NA

NA

NA

G29540A

extragenic

All

16

2

N/ORF10
Linking Region

C11916T

S3884L

All

15

4

ORF1ab

NSP7/Replicase

non-S

radical

C18998T

A6245V

All

15

1

ORF1ab

NSP14/NSP11

non-S

conservative

Unique Mutations for Each Geographic Location
G29540A

extragenic

NY

16

2

N/ORF10
Linking Region

NA

NA

NA

C11916T

S3884L

NY

15

4

ORF1ab

NSP7/Replicase

non-S

radical

C18998T

A6245V

NY

15

1

ORF1ab

NSP14/NSP11

non-S

conservative

C4113T

A1283V

NY

4

6

ORF1ab

NSP3

non-S

conservative

C27964T

S24L

TN

7

7

ORF8

ORF8 Protein

non-S

radical

C3411T

A1049V

TN

7

3

ORF1ab

NSP3

non-S

conservative

T6394C

D2043D

TN

7

3

ORF1ab

NSP3

S

NA

C10319T

L3352F

TN

7

4

ORF1ab

NSP5

non-S

conservative

A4197G

E1311G

TN

4

2

ORF1ab

NSP3

non-S

radical

G8179A

R2638R

TN

4

4

ORF1ab

NSP3

S

NA

C15924T

Y5220Y

TN

4

1

ORF1ab

NSP12/RNApol

S

NA

Table 1. The list of the most frequent mutations in all samples and those unique for each
gepographic locations. (AA: aminoacid, Alt: alteration; Geo: geographic location; NA: not
applicable; non-S: non-synonymous; NY: New York; S: synonymous; TN: Tennessee)
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