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 24 

ABSTRACT  25 

Amplicon-based sequencing methods have been central in characterizing the diversity, 26 

transmission and evolution of SARS-CoV-2, but need to be rigorously assessed for clinical 27 

utility. Here, we validated the Swift Biosciences’ SARS-CoV-2 Swift Normalase Amplicon 28 

Panels using remnant clinical specimens. High quality genomes meeting our established library 29 

and sequence quality criteria were recovered from positive specimens with a 95% limit of 30 

detection of � 40.08 SARS-CoV-2 copies/PCR reaction. Breadth of genome recovery was 31 

evaluated across a range of Ct values (11.3 – 36.7, median 21.6). Out of 428 positive samples, 32 

406 (94.9%) generated genomes with < 10% Ns, with a mean genome coverage of 13,545X ± 33 

SD 8,382X. No genomes were recovered from PCR-negative specimens (n = 30), or from 34 

specimens positive for non-SARS-CoV-2 respiratory viruses (n = 20). Compared to whole-35 

genome shotgun metagenomic sequencing (n = 14) or Sanger sequencing for the spike gene (n = 36 

11), pairwise identity between consensus sequences was 100% in all cases, with highly 37 

concordant allele frequencies (R2 = 0.99) between Swift and shotgun libraries. When samples 38 

from different clades were mixed at varying ratios, expected variants were detected even in 1:99 39 

mixtures. When deployed as a clinical test, 268 tests were performed in the first 23 weeks with a 40 

median turnaround time of 11 days, ordered primarily for outbreak investigations and infection 41 

control.   42 

  43 
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INTRODUCTION 44 

Since the deposition of the first SARS-CoV-2 whole genome sequence (NC_045512.1) in 45 

January 2020, over 4 million SARS-CoV-2 genomes have been deposited to public data 46 

repositories, far exceeding any other human pathogen1,2. Such a feat has been made possible due 47 

to advances in next-generation sequencing technologies that enable near real-time genomic 48 

surveillance3–9. Viral whole-genome sequencing (WGS) of laboratory-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 49 

isolates is frequently used in outbreak investigations, deployment of public health interventions, 50 

development of vaccines and therapeutics, and evaluating vaccine and antiviral effectiveness 51 

against emerging variants4–6,10–15. Specific SARS-CoV-2 variants have been associated with 52 

higher viral loads, lower vaccine effectiveness, and worse outcomes such as mortality16–23. 53 

Notably, B.1.1.7 has been associated with increased disease severity, prolonged hospitalization, 54 

and higher mortality risk17,19–24. Additionally, recent studies have shown poorer outcomes for 55 

patients infected with variants B.1.351 and P.123,25. In a clinical setting, identification of specific 56 

viral mutations can aid in the selection of monoclonal therapies26–29, and viral sequencing can be 57 

used to monitor the accumulation of mutations as a result of long-term viral replication in 58 

immunocompromised individuals30. As treatment regimens expand, validated WGS assays are 59 

needed not only for genomic surveillance but also for high-quality, clinically actionable data 60 

with rapid turnaround times. 61 

 Multiplexed amplicon sequencing methods have proven to be faster, more sensitive, and 62 

more cost-effective than shotgun and capture-based approaches, enabling genome recovery 63 

across a wide range of viral loads31,32. We previously tested one such panel from Swift 64 

Biosciences and demonstrated genome recovery up to a Ct of 36 across a broad range of 65 

isolates33. Designed against the SARS-CoV-2 Wuhan-Hu-1 complete genome (NC_045512.2), 66 
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the Swift SNAP primer set amplifies 345 amplicons ranging from 116-255 bp (average 150 bp) 67 

in a single tube to cover the ~30 kb SARS-CoV-2 genome. This assay can generate libraries in 68 

less than three hours using an input concentration of only 10 to 100+ viral copies for single-69 

strand complementary DNA or double-strand complementary DNA synthesis. This can be 70 

followed by either manual normalization or Swift Biosciences’ proprietary enzymatic 71 

normalization of multiplexed libraries for equimolar pools. 72 

For clinical use, sequencing assays need to be rigorously validated, documented, and 73 

performed in Clinical Laboratory Improvement Amendments (CLIA) accredited laboratories. 74 

However, no specific guidelines currently exist for the development and validation of WGS 75 

assays for SARS-CoV-2. Here we used existing FDA guidelines for NGS-based assays for 76 

germline diseases and development of antiviral products to clinically validate Swift Biosciences’ 77 

one-tube SARS-CoV-2 Swift Normalase Amplicon Panel (SNAP) Version 2.0–the first clinical 78 

validation of an NGS-based assay for WGS of SARS-CoV-2 to our knowledge34,35. Using 79 

clinical specimens, we evaluated the analytical sensitivity, analytical specificity, the limit of 80 

detection (LOD), accuracy, and precision (reproducibility and repeatability) of the assay, 81 

establishing acceptance criteria for sequencing libraries and output genomes. This assay is now 82 

available as a clinically orderable test with results returned to physicians to aid in disease 83 

management and treatment. It has been used in multiple vaccine trials, research studies, 84 

validation of other NGS-based assays, and in sequencing SARS-CoV-2 for public health 85 

surveillance and outbreak investigation6,10,36–40.  86 

 87 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 88 

Performance evaluation  89 
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We used existing FDA guidelines for designing, developing, and establishing the analytical 90 

validity of NGS-based tests for the diagnosis of suspected germline diseases and development of 91 

antivirals to clinically validate a multiplex amplicon sequencing method for WGS of SARS-92 

CoV-2 (summarized in Supplementary Figure 1)34. We aimed to determine analytical sensitivity 93 

(limit of detection), analytical specificity, accuracy, and precision (reproducibility and 94 

repeatability) of the assay using remnant clinical specimens described below.  95 

 96 

Clinical specimens 97 

Use of deidentified remnant clinical specimens from University of Washington Virology 98 

Laboratory (UWVL) for SARS-CoV-2 testing was approved by the University of Washington 99 

Institutional Review Board. Specimens were tested for SARS-CoV-2 using one of the following 100 

PCR assays: CDC-based Laboratory Developed Assays (LDA), Abbott m2000 (Abbott 101 

Laboratories, Chicago, IL, USA), Roche Cobas (Roche, Basel, Switzerland), or Hologic 102 

Panther/Panther Fusion (Hologic, Marlborough, MA, USA)41,42. Samples used for analysis of 103 

specificity were tested using UWVL respiratory virus panel to identify non-SARS-CoV-2 104 

respiratory pathogens including respiratory syncytial virus (RSV), influenza virus type A (FluA), 105 

parainfluenza virus types 1, 2, and 3 (PIV1, PIV2, and PIV3), and human metapneumovirus 106 

(MPV)43. 107 

 Laboratory-confirmed specimens used in this study came from nasal or nasopharyngeal 108 

swabs collected in either PBS or viral transport media that had >500 µL volume remaining. This 109 

included SARS-CoV-2 positive specimens (n = 428), specimens negative for both SARS-CoV-2 110 

and other respiratory viruses (n = 30), and specimens positive only for other respiratory viruses 111 

(n = 20). Water was used as a negative control and previously confirmed and sequenced SARS-112 

CoV-2 positive specimens were used as positive controls. 113 
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  114 

SARS-CoV-2 virus culture isolates 115 

For detection of within-sample variation, we used two previously sequenced culture isolates 116 

from different clades: WA-UW-20236TM, EPI_ISL_4926371, Nextstrain clade 20A and WA-117 

UW-19433TM, EPI_ISL_4926374, 20B. Viruses were isolated from original clinical specimens 118 

at the University of Vermont (UVM) BSL-3 facility under an approved Institutional Biosafety 119 

protocol as previously described44. Vero E6-TMPRSS2 cells (obtained from the JCRB Cell 120 

Bank, JCRB No. JCRB1819) were inoculated with 100 µL of clinical sample, inoculated for 1 121 

hour at 37ºC with rocking, washed with PBS, and overlaid with 1 ml standard Vero media 122 

containing 2% FBS. Wells were monitored daily for the appearance of cytopathic effect (CPE) 123 

and successful SARS-CoV-2 isolation was confirmed by immune-focus assay45. Once CPE was 124 

observed, supernatants were clarified to remove cellular debris and prepared for RNA extraction 125 

by mixing 1:1 with Qiagen Buffer AVL. The high viral loads in supernatants post viral isolation 126 

(Ct 10 and 9.5 respectively) allowed preparation of multiple dilutions and mixtures. The 127 

consensus sequences for the two samples differed at a total of 16 positions, with 6 mutations 128 

unique to the 20A specimen (C4633T, C10965T, T14643C, A20268G, C22482T, C28854T), 10 129 

mutations unique to the 20B specimen (G2144T, G3824A, G13348T, C15933T, G16968T, 130 

T19839C, G28083T, GGG(28881-28883)AAC), and 4 mutations (C241T, C3037T, C14408T, 131 

A23403G) were common to both samples. All positions are relative to the SARS-CoV-2 isolate 132 

Wuhan-Hu-1 reference sequence (NC_045512.2).   133 

    134 

RNA Extraction  135 
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RNA was extracted from 200 µL of each specimen (nasal or nasopharyngeal swabs in PBS or 136 

VTM) and eluted to 100 µL on the MagNAPure LC (Roche, Basel, Switzerland) using the 137 

manufacturer’s instructions. This was followed by a confirmatory RT-PCR using AgPath-ID 138 

One-Step RT-PCR kit (Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA) with CDC primers and probes 139 

for N1/N2 gene following protocol and concentrations defined in Corman et al41,46. Specimens 140 

with N1/N2 cycle threshold (Ct) � 18 were diluted to Ct 22-24 to prevent inhibition in 141 

downstream procedures.  142 

 143 

Swift SNAP library preparation and quality control 144 

Using SuperScript™ IV First-Strand Synthesis System (ThermoFisher, Waltham, MA, USA), 11 145 

µL of extracted RNA was subjected to single-strand complementary DNA (sscDNA) synthesis, 146 

and 10 µL of the resulting sscDNA was used for library preparation using the Swift SARS-CoV-147 

2 SNAP Version 2.0 kit (Swift Biosciences™, Ann Arbor, MI, USA). First strand synthesis and 148 

library preparation protocols were automated on liquid handlers – Sciclone® G3 NGSx iQ™ 149 

Workstation (PerkinElmer™, Waltham, MA, USA) following manufacturer’s instructions (rev 9-150 

1, https://www.protocols.io/view/uw-virology-swift-snapv2-protocol-byw4pxgw). Libraries were 151 

quantified on a VICTOR Nivo Multimode Microplate Reader (PerkinElmer, Waltham, MA, 152 

USA) using the Quant-iT dsDNA High Sensitivity kit (Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA). 153 

Library quality was inspected on the Agilent 4200 TapeStation (Agilent Technologies, Santa 154 

Clara, CA, USA) using TapeStation D1000 DNA ScreenTape. Libraries with concentrations � 155 

1.35 ng/µL on the plate reader and � 0.5 ng/µL (region concentration from 250 bp to 750 bp) on 156 

the TapeStation were deemed accepted for sequencing. These cutoffs were determined based on 157 

multiple runs of negative controls and expected ranges of amplicon sizes. Libraries satisfying 158 
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these criteria were enzymatically normalized using Normalase to generate equimolar pools using 159 

the Swift SARS-CoV-2 SNAP Version 2.0 kit. Generated pools were sequenced on the Illumina 160 

NextSeq 500 (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA) using the NextSeq 500/550 High Output Kit v2.5 161 

(2x150 Cycles). Positive and negative controls were included on each run, and only sequencing 162 

runs with > 50% reads passing filter (PF) and > 60% of bases exceeding Phred quality scores of 163 

30 (Q30) were accepted. 164 

 165 

Instrument validation 166 

After initial validation on the Illumina NextSeq 500, we ran parallel sets of libraries on Illumina 167 

NextSeq 2000 and Illumina MiSeq instruments using 2x150 kits. Run, library, and genome 168 

quality metrics were assessed to ensure they meet passing criteria and consensus genomes and 169 

allele frequencies were compared across the two runs. 170 

 171 

Metagenomic sequencing 172 

Shotgun metagenomic sequencing (mNGS) was performed as previously described47,48. Briefly, 173 

extracted RNA from selected positive specimens (Ct � 25) subjected to double-stranded cDNA 174 

synthesis using the SuperScript™ IV First-Strand Synthesis System followed by second-strand 175 

synthesis using Sequenase v2.0 (ThermoFisher, Waltham, MA, USA) and AMPure XP 176 

(Beckman Coulter Life Sciences, Brea, CA, USA) bead-based purification. Libraries were 177 

prepared using Nextera Flex (Illumina) following manufacturer’s protocols and sequenced on the 178 

NextSeq 500/550 (Illumina) using the High Output Kit v2.5 (75 cycles).  179 

 180 

Sanger sequencing (spike gene) 181 
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Three amplicons covering the Spike coding region (NC_045512.2: 21252-22861, 22559-24395, 182 

24072-25572) were generated for each sample using SuperScript III One-Step PCR Mix 183 

(Supplementary material). Amplicons were purified using Qiagen columns, eluted with 50µl of 184 

elution buffer, and 2µl of each purified sample was run on a FlashGel (Lonza). Samples with 185 

visible bands were Sanger sequenced using 4 to 8 separate sequencing primers (IDT) and 186 

compared against corresponding NGS samples.  187 

 188 

Genome assembly and data analysis 189 

Genomes from Swift SNAP libraries were assembled using a custom pipeline, TAYLOR 190 

(https://github.com/greninger-lab/covid_swift_pipeline) described previously33,39. Briefly, raw 191 

reads were adapter- and quality-trimmed using BBDuk (https://jgi.doe.gov/data-and-192 

tools/bbtools/), aligned to the Wuhan-Hu-1 reference genome (NC_045512.2), and trimmed of 193 

PCR primers using Primerclip (https://github.com/swiftbiosciences/primerclip). Consensus 194 

genomes and variants were called using BCFtools49. For a genome to pass acceptability criteria 195 

we required: > 1 million raw reads, >750x mean genome coverage, >1000x mean spike gene 196 

coverage, 100% of spike gene with at least 200x coverage, and <10% unknown bases (Ns) in the 197 

final consensus sequence. A minimum of 6x per base coverage was required to call a non-N base 198 

in the consensus sequence. 199 

 For Sanger sequencing, reads were imported into Geneious (v9.1.8, Biomatters, 200 

Auckland, New Zealand), trimmed with an error probability limit of 0.005, mapped to the 201 

reference Spike sequence (NC_045512.2: 21563-25384), and manually trimmed to the start and 202 

stop codons for Spike. Trimmed reads were de novo assembled and the final Sanger consensus 203 

sequence for Spike was extracted. Samples that passed QC for Swift and had a complete spike 204 
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consensus sequence by Sanger were included in the comparison. Consensus sequences for spike 205 

were aligned using MAFFT v7.45, and the number of pairwise nucleotide differences between 206 

sequences compared.  207 

Shotgun metagenomic sequencing libraries were also analyzed using the same 208 

bioinformatic pipeline (TAYLOR) but with settings adjusted to omit primer trimming. 209 

Consensus sequences were aligned using MAFFT v7.45 and pairwise identity computed by 210 

comparing nucleotide differences between Swift and shotgun sequences. Allele frequencies for 211 

all snps called by the Taylor pipeline at 1% or higher were compared between Swift and shotgun 212 

samples.  213 

Probit analysis to determine limit of detection calculations was performed in SPSS (v26, 214 

IBM, Armonk, NY). Other statistical analyses and data visualizations were performed using R50. 215 

 216 

Clinical test result reporting 217 

For clinical orders (https://testguide.labmed.uw.edu/public/view/SARSEQ and 218 

https://testguide.labmed.uw.edu/public/view/SAREPI), we perform downstream analysis on 219 

consensus sequences for samples that pass all QC criteria described above. Consensus sequences 220 

are analyzed using Pangolin (https://pangolin.cog-uk.io/) to obtain PANGO lineage designations, 221 

and Nextclade (https://clades.nextstrain.org/) to generate Nextstrain clade assignments and a list 222 

of mutations. The mutation list generated from Nextclade is parsed to extract amino acid changes 223 

in Spike. For SARSEQ orders, the PANGO lineage, Nextstrain clade, and list of amino acid 224 

changes in Spike is returned along with a free text interpretation of these results. The 225 

interpretation includes information about variants of concern/variants of interest (VOC/VOI) and 226 

any known phenotypic effects associated with specific mutations such as increased 227 
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transmissibility, or reduced neutralization by monoclonal antibodies (mAbs). Example reports 228 

are shown in Supplementary Figure 3. For SAREPI orders (requested for outbreak/cluster 229 

investigations), consensus sequences passing QC criteria are aligned using MAFFT v7.45 and 230 

the total number of pairwise nucleotide differences between sequences is reported as a table 231 

along with SARSEQ results.  232 

 Bioinformatic pipeline validation 233 

To assess the performance of our bioinformatic pipeline and data processing steps, we used a set 234 

of benchmark datasets from the CDC (https://github.com/CDCgov/datasets-sars-cov-2). These 235 

datasets contain raw fastq files for samples generated using the ARTIC protocol 236 

(https://artic.network/ncov-2019), with results indicating PANGO lineages, and designation as 237 

VOC/VOI. We ran our TAYLOR pipeline described above on the benchmark datasets, with 238 

settings to perform primer trimming for ARTIC amplicon primers and compared consensus 239 

sequences and lineage designations against the results provided. This analysis is performed each 240 

time there is a major version change in our bioinformatic pipeline. 241 

 242 

RESULTS 243 

Swift SNAP assay validation using clinical specimens 244 

We performed rigorous assay validation using deidentified clinical specimens received at the 245 

UWVL between 09/21/2020 and 10/19/2020. We defined run-level and sample-level 246 

acceptability criteria (see Methods) ensuring multiple quality control checks at each stage of 247 

library preparation and sequencing.  All sequencing runs successfully met run quality metrics 248 

with 93.24% average %Q30 (SD = 4.46%), 92.95% average %PF (SD = 5.65%), no 249 

amplification of negative controls, and successful recovery of positive controls.  250 
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 251 

Limit of detection of Swift SNAP assay is 40 copies per PCR reaction 252 

To determine the limit of detection of the assay, serial dilutions of extracted RNA were prepared 253 

from a positive SARS-CoV-2 clinical sample (WA-UW-29702, EPI_ISL_603255). Multiple 254 

replicate libraries (n=4 to 20 replicates, Table 1) were prepared for each dilution with target 255 

concentrations ranging from 500 copies/reaction to 5 copies/reaction. The concentrations of the 256 

prepared dilutions were then verified by qRT-PCR and measured concentrations ranged from 257 

698.0 to 7.8 copies/reaction. At concentrations of 82 copies/reaction and higher, high-quality 258 

genomes were recovered in 100% of attempted replicates (n = 4 to 20, Table 1). The lowest 259 

concentration at which acceptable genomes were recovered 95% of the time was defined as the 260 

limit of detection (LOD) and determined by Probit analysis to be 40.08 copies/reaction (Table 1, 261 

Supplementary Table 1). 262 

 263 

Table 1. Limit of detection determination using serial dilutions of a positive specimen in 264 

replicates 265 

Concentration 
(copies/reaction) 

Number of 
replicates Passing genomesa % Passingb 

698.0 4 4 100 
309.1 20 20 100 
157.5 20 20 100 
82.0 20 20 100 
51.1 20 19 95 
14.8 5 4 80 
7.9 5 2 40 

aNumber of genomes satisfying all acceptability criteria 266 
bPercentage of genomes satisfying all acceptability criteria  267 
 268 
 269 

No cross-reactive amplification of non-SARS-CoV-2 respiratory virus genomes 270 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.22.21265255doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.22.21265255
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 13

We evaluated assay specificity by checking for cross-reactivity to non-SARS-CoV-2 respiratory 271 

viruses using clinical specimens positive for seasonal coronaviruses, rhinovirus, human 272 

parainfluenza viruses (HPIV-1, HPIV-2, HPIV-3, HPIV-4), respiratory syncytial virus (RSV), 273 

adenovirus, metapneumovirus, influenza A, and influenza B viruses (n = 20 samples total, 274 

Supplementary Table 2)51. Only 15/20 (75%) non-SARS-CoV-2 or other respiratory virus-275 

positive specimens met the library QC criteria to be sequenced. No recoverable genomes were 276 

obtained from any of the 15 specimens and the number of mapped reads ranged between 0 and 277 

3,114 reads which represented <1% of post-trimmed reads in all cases (Supplementary Table 2). 278 

 279 

Recovery of high-quality genomes from clinical samples across a wide range of viral loads 280 

Breadth of genome recovery was evaluated using 428 SARS-CoV-2 positive clinical samples 281 

(nasopharyngeal, nasal, or oropharyngeal swabs) across a range of Ct values (11.3 – 36.7, 282 

median 21.6) and 30 SARS-CoV-2 negative clinical samples. Out of 428 positive samples, 406 283 

(94.9%) generated genomes with < 10% Ns, with a mean genome coverage of 13,545 ± SD 284 

8,382 285 

 (Supplementary Table 3).  286 

Of the 30 samples that were PCR-negative for SARS-CoV-2, 17 did not meet quality 287 

control criteria for successfully amplification during library preparation and were not taken 288 

forward for sequencing. Of the remaining 13 sequenced samples, the number of mapped reads 289 

ranged between 0 and 5271, representing < 0.5% of post-trimmed reads. No genomes were 290 

recovered from any of these samples (Supplementary Table 4).  291 

 292 
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Table 2. Genome recovery from SARS-CoV-2 PCR-positive and PCR-negative clinical 293 

specimens 294 

Ct # Samples Passing genomes  
<15 60 56 (93%) 
15-20 123 118 (96%) 
20-25 109 106 (97%) 
25-30 97 91 (94%) 
>30 39 35 (90%) 
Negative 30 0 

 295 

Accurate detection of within-sample variation  296 

RNA was extracted from two SARS-CoV-2 cultured viral isolates from distinct clades (WA-297 

UW-20236TM, Nextstrain clade 20A and WA-UW-19433TM, 20B) with multiple distinguishing 298 

mutations (see Methods). Mixtures were prepared with ratios of 20A:20B ranging from 0:100 to 299 

50:50 to 100:0. Mutations were called against the Wuhan-Hu1 reference sequence 300 

(NC_045512) and filtered to accept mutations with allele frequency > 1%.  All expected 301 

mutations were identified at mixing ratios of 5:95 and above (Table 2, Figure 1). At mixing 302 

ratios of 1:99, 4 out of 6 of the expected low-frequency 20A mutations were identified. In the 303 

remaining two mixtures, variants were present but at allele frequencies lower than 1%, as would 304 

be expected based on mixing at 1:99 (mean af and depth: C4633T 0.78% 10025x; C10965T 305 

0.96% 10028x, n = 3 replicates).  306 

 307 

Table. 2. Variant detection in mixtures prepared from two samples: WA-UW-20236TM (20A) 308 

and WA-UW-19433TM (20B).  309 

Mix % 20A 
specimen 

% 20B 
specimen 

Common variants 
detected (4 total*) 

20A variants 
detected (6 total**) 

20B variants detected 
(10 total***) 

1 0 100 4 0 10 
2 1 99 4 4 10 
3 5 95 4 6 10 
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4 10 90 4 6 10 
5 50 50 4 6 10 
6 100 0 4 6 0 

*Expected variants common to both samples (n=4): C241T, C3037T, C14408T, A23403G  310 
**Variants in 20A sample (n=6): C4633T, C10965T, T14643C, A20268G, C22482T, C28854T 311 
***Variants in 20B sample (n=10): G2144T, G3824A, G13348T, C15933T, G16968T, T19839C,312 
G28083T, GGG(28881-28883)AAC    313 

314 
Figure 1. Measured allele frequency (y-axis) for all expected mutations (n =20) in sample315 

mixtures described in Table 2. Blue panels = mutations common to 20A and 20B samples,316 

orange panels = mutations expected in 20B sample, purple panel = mutations expected in 20A317 

sample.  318 
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 319 

High concordance with Sanger and shotgun metagenomic sequencing 320 

To test whether assay results agreed with alternative sequencing methodologies, a subset of 321 

clinical positive specimens sequenced by Swift was subjected to Sanger sequencing of the spike 322 

gene and shotgun metagenomic next-generation sequencing (mNGS). Full-length spike 323 

consensus sequences obtained by Sanger sequencing were compared against their corresponding 324 

Swift sequences for 14 positive specimens with Ct � 30. All 14 specimens selected for Sanger 325 

sequencing passed genome acceptability criteria by Swift while 11/14 (78.6%) generated a 326 

complete Sanger sequence for spike (Supplementary Figure 2). Pairwise sequence identity 327 

between spike consensus sequences for Sanger and Swift was 100% for all 11 samples 328 

(Supplementary Table 5).  329 

Shotgun mNGS was performed on 14 samples with Ct � 25, and consensus sequences 330 

were obtained for all 14 samples with mean genome coverage 4,304x (SD=9,886x) and 0 – 1.3 331 

%Ns (Supplementary Table 6). Pairwise sequence identity between shotgun and Swift sequences 332 

was 100% for all 14 sample pairs. For all single nucleotide variants identified at 1% or higher, 333 

allele frequencies were highly concordant between Swift and mNGS libraries (Figure 2A, R2 = 334 

0.99, Pearson correlation coefficient = 0.99, p < 2.2 e-16). Of these variants, only 2 out of 7421 335 

(0.03%) had allele frequencies differing more than 20% between library preparation methods, 336 

attributable to poor subgenomic RNA mapping in the Swift library or noisy ends of reads in the 337 

metagenomic library of one sample (WA-UW-29702). Across the genome, depth of coverage 338 

ranged from 0 to 370,627x for Swift and 0 to 130,281x for mNGS (Figure 2B), with Pielou’s 339 

evenness > 0.99 for both mNGS and Swift libraries. The mean whole-genome coverage in the 340 

Swift libraries (15,631x) was greater than in the mNGS libraries (9,981x). Notably, in one 341 
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sample (WA-UW-29751), we observed a drop in coverage at positions 27823-28233 in both 342 

Swift and mNGS samples corresponding to a 411-nucleotide deletion in ORF7b/8 that has been 343 

found in other samples from WA (data not shown).   344 

 345 
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 346 

18
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Figure 2. Swift vs shotgun mNGS. A). Allele frequencies were highly concordant between Swift 347 

and mNGS libraries (n = 14 samples); B) Comparing depth of coverage (log10 reads) vs. genomic 348 

position relative to NC_045512 for specimens sequenced with both SWIFT and mNGS.  349 

 350 

High assay precision (repeatability and reproducibility) 351 

Precision was evaluated by testing the concordance of assay results and quality metrics for 352 

specimens tested multiple times on the same run (repeatability) and on different runs 353 

(reproducibility). For repeatability, two replicate libraries were prepared for 10 SARS-CoV-2 354 

positive specimens on the same library preparation plate on the liquid handler and the same 355 

sequencing run. For reproducibility, 10 SARS-CoV-2 positive specimens had libraries prepared 356 

three days later and sequenced on a separate run by a different technician. All the replicates of 357 

the specimen both on the same run and on different runs yielded acceptable genomes with highly 358 

correlated allele frequencies as shown in Figure 3. Assay results were also highly reproducible 359 

across different instruments including Illumina NextSeq 500, 2 separate NextSeq 2000s, and 360 

Miseq (Supplementary Figures 4, 5, 6).  361 
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  362 

Figure 3 Highly reproducible allele frequencies across replicate libraries of 12 SARS-CoV-2 363 

positive specimens sequenced on the same run (A), and on different runs on a different day by a 364 

different technician. Dashed grey line shows line of best fit by linear regression.  365 

 366 

Accurate identification of VOC and non-VOC lineages with benchmark datasets 367 

We evaluated the performance of our data processing pipeline using CDC benchmark datasets of 368 

samples confirmed to be VOC/VOI (n = 16 and non-VOC/VOI (n = 39) sequences. The number 369 

A

B

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted October 26, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.22.21265255doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.22.21265255
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 21

of raw fastq reads ranged from 41,436 to 6,798,138 (median 602,508) across both datasets 370 

(Supplementary Table 7). After processing through our bioinformatic pipeline, consensus 371 

genomes with < 10% Ns were obtained for all samples, with mean genome coverage between 372 

159x - 28,122x (median 2,598x), and mean spike gene coverage between 138x - 22,099x 373 

(median 1,954x). Pango and Nextclade lineages were compared for consensus sequences 374 

generated by our pipeline against benchmark deposited consensus genomes. Lineages agreed in 375 

16/16 VOC/VOI samples and 37/39 non-VOC/VOI samples. In the two non-VOC samples 376 

where the lineages did not agree, the discrepancy was found to be due to mixed populations 377 

being reported using IUPAC ambiguities in the benchmark set vs. the majority consensus base 378 

being reported by TAYLOR. After masking ambiguous sites, consensus sequences in these 379 

discrepant samples showed 100% pairwise identity.   380 

 381 

Deployment of a high-throughput NGS assay in a clinical setting: the UW Virology experience 382 

The UW Virology SARS-CoV-2 clinical sequencing assay went live on March 3, 2021 and in the 383 

first 23 weeks since launch, a total of 268 cases were processed (Figure 4). The median 384 

turnaround time, defined as order to first result, was 11 days. Tests were indicated for infection 385 

control (infections among patient-facing staff members), confirmation of patient-staff 386 

transmission, and cluster investigations. The diagnostic yield of Variants of Concern (VOC) 387 

identified in this period was 64% (171 samples). Among clinical orders, the first sample of 388 

B.1.617.2/Delta was detected in week 12.   389 

Semi-annual proficiency testing was performed via a sample exchange with a peer 390 

CLIA/CAP-certified laboratory in which six blinded specimens were exchanged and sequenced. 391 

Unblinding was performed following the completion of the study to compare the strains 392 
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identified and the Spike gene mutations detected. Among proficiency testing samples exchanged, 393 

100% of PANGO lineages and 98% of Spike gene mutations were identified correctly. 394 

 395 

 396 

Figure 4. Weekly SARS-CoV-2 clinical whole genome sequencing test volumes, along with the 397 

number of VOCs detected in each week’s batch.  398 

 399 

DISCUSSION 400 

Tiling multiplex PCR amplicon panels are an attractive option for high-throughput 401 

sequencing of SARS-CoV-2 as they allow recovery of genomes from a wide range of viral loads 402 

with relatively short workflows. Here we performed systematic validation of the Swift SNAP 403 

protocol using FDA guidelines for other NGS-based assays, in order to deploy the assay for 404 

routine clinical use in a CLIA and CAP-approved facility. The Swift SNAP assay demonstrated 405 

high sensitivity with recovery of full-length genomes at viral loads as low as 40.08 copies per 406 

reaction, with the ability to faithfully recover allele frequencies in mixed populations. The latter 407 

feature is of particular importance in quantifying within-host variation to track mutations with 408 
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potential clinical significance following vaccination or treatment. Recent studies have suggested 409 

that amplicon sequencing provides a more accurate representation of minor allele frequencies 410 

than capture-based sequencing31,52. 411 

The Swift SNAP panel produces short amplicons under 255bp that can be directly 412 

sequenced with short-read technologies like Illumina without additional fragmentation. In 413 

contrast, the popular low-cost ARTIC panel generates amplicons of size ~400bp that require 414 

fragmentation prior to sequencing on Illumina platforms, or direct sequencing via Oxford 415 

Nanopore Technologies (ONT)53,54. In addition, the larger number of primers and overlapping 416 

amplicons in SNAP results in fewer amplicon dropouts compared to ARTIC-based methods54.  417 

Given the wide range of viral loads among SARS-CoV-2 specimens, it can be 418 

challenging to optimize multiplex amplicon panels to simultaneously achieve high sensitivity 419 

and evenness of genome coverage. We found the manufacturer recommended settings to be 420 

adequate for genome recovery across the range of viral loads we see in a majority of clinical 421 

specimens. At very low viral loads, the high background of non-viral RNA can make genome 422 

recovery challenging. In addition, the Swift SNAP protocol includes an optional proprietary 423 

enzymatic normalization (Normalase) step, which results in equimolar pools with even coverage 424 

across samples and amplicons. This allows for batching of samples with minimal sample 425 

reorganization. While additional cycles of amplification may help stretch analytical sensitivity, 426 

this can result in an accumulation of primer dimers that can affect overall run quality and may 427 

amplify trace contaminants54.  428 

One of the limitations of short-read sequencing using reference-based approaches is the 429 

reduced ability to identify large structural variants, long indels, and tandem duplicates. Long 430 

deletions often manifest as low coverage regions masked with ambiguous bases (Ns) and require 431 
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manual review to confirm that they are deletions vs. amplicon dropouts. In the current study, we 432 

saw one example of this, and we have previously identified similar deletions in ORFs 7a, 7b, and 433 

8 using Swift55.  434 

Taken together, our results demonstrate the high sensitivity, specificity, and 435 

reproducibility of the Swift SNAP amplicon panel for SARS-CoV-2, which make it ideal for 436 

clinical applications. Our protocol is available at https://www.protocols.io/view/uw-virology-437 

swift-snapv2-protocol-byw4pxgw with options for automation via robotic liquid handling 438 

systems. In addition, our study provides a framework for validating amplicon sequencing 439 

methods which have proved to be an important tool in our fight against COVID-19 and will be 440 

for other emerging pathogens. 441 
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