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 2

Abstract 26 

Background: The limited variation observed among SARS-CoV-2 consensus sequences makes it 27 

difficult to reconstruct transmission linkages in outbreak settings. Previous studies have recovered 28 

variation within individual SARS-CoV-2 infections but have not yet measured the informativeness of 29 

within-host variation for transmission inference. 30 

Methods: We performed tiled amplicon sequencing on 307 SARS-CoV-2 samples from four prospective 31 

studies and combined sequence data with household membership data, a proxy for transmission linkage.  32 

Results: Consensus sequences from households had limited diversity (mean pairwise distance, 3.06 33 

SNPs; range, 0-40). Most (83.1%, 255/307) samples harbored at least one intrahost single nucleotide 34 

variant (iSNV; median: 117; IQR: 17-208), when applying a liberal minor allele frequency of 0.5% and 35 

prior to filtering. A mean of 15.4% of within-host iSNVs were recovered one day later. Pairs in the same 36 

household shared significantly more iSNVs (mean: 1.20 iSNVs; 95% CI: 1.02-1.39) than did pairs in 37 

different households infected with the same viral clade (mean: 0.31 iSNVs; 95% CI: 0.28-0.34), a signal 38 

that increases with increasingly liberal thresholds. 39 

Conclusions: Although only a subset of within-host variation is consistently shared across likely 40 

transmission pairs, shared iSNVs may augment the information in consensus sequences for predicting 41 

transmission linkages.  42 

 43 

Keywords: SARS-CoV-2, transmission, viral evolution, within-host diversity 44 
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Background 47 

SARS-CoV-2 genomic sequencing has been powerfully used to reconstruct the virus’ 48 

evolutionary dynamics at broad temporal and spatial scales[1–3]. Yet the virus’ relatively slow 49 

substitution rate compared with its short serial interval limits the viral diversity observed in many 50 

outbreaks, and viral consensus sequences—which represent the most common allele along the viral 51 

genome—are often identical or nearly so [4,5]. 52 

In superspreading events, identical consensus sequences have provided important evidence of 53 

recent shared transmission. For example, four individuals on the same international flight were infected 54 

with identical SARS-CoV-2 consensus genomes, evidence that the virus could be transmitted during air 55 

travel[6]. Genomic surveillance in Boston during 2020 reported that 59 out of 83 (71%) genomes 56 

sequenced from a skilled nursing facility were identical, implicating transmission within the facility[7]. 57 

Similarly, 75% of SARS-CoV-2 consensus sequences from a fishing boat outbreak were identical to at 58 

least one other sequence, and the remaining sequences were closely related, suggesting rapid transmission 59 

from a single viral introduction [8].  60 

While consensus sequences have been harnessed to implicate or exclude the possibility of a 61 

shared recent transmission history, closely related consensus sequences are often not sufficient for 62 

reconstructing transmission linkages. For example, in hospital-based surveillance in Wisconsin, many 63 

healthcare workers implicated in different epidemiological clusters were infected with identical SARS-64 

CoV-2 genomes[9]. In a hospital outbreak in Portugal, groups of identical consensus sequences shared 65 

between healthcare workers and patients were frequently identified[5].  Similarly, in hospital-based 66 

surveillance in the UK, 159 of 299 (53%) genomes sampled from one hospital were identical to at least 67 

one other sampled genome[10]. While many pairs of individuals infected with identical genomes had 68 

strong or intermediate evidence of transmission, 22% had no epidemiological evidence of 69 

transmission[10], potentially the result of incomplete epidemiological information (cryptic transmission) 70 

or limited genomic variation resulting in identical, epidemiologically unlinked consensus genomes. In the 71 

absence of detailed epidemiological data, such as contact information or spatial information that might be 72 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 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 May 27, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.26.22275279doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.05.26.22275279
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 4

available in hospital-based studies, it is not yet known whether routine sequencing data alone can be used 73 

to reconstruct transmission linkages of who-infected-whom or identify locations or individuals that may 74 

drive transmission.  75 

Genomic studies of HIV and other viral and bacterial pathogens have begun to harness the 76 

pathogen variation within individual infections, or within-host diversity, to reconstruct transmission 77 

linkages [11–13]. Previous studies have reported low levels of SARS-CoV-2 diversity within individual 78 

hosts and have estimated the size of a narrow transmission bottleneck which limits the viral diversity 79 

shared across hosts[8,9,14,15]. However, more research is needed to quantify the informativeness of 80 

within-host SARS-CoV-2 variation and evaluate the effects of variant identification approaches on 81 

transmission inferences[15].  82 

To investigate the potential for within-host SARS-CoV-2 diversity to be harnessed for studies of 83 

transmission, we deep sequenced SARS-CoV-2 samples collected from household members, allowing us 84 

to directly compare shared within-host variants among epidemiologically linked individuals and those 85 

with no known linkage, providing a test case for the transmission information contained within individual 86 

infections. We additionally sequenced artificial mixtures of SARS-CoV-2 variants to examine tradeoffs 87 

between sensitivity and specificity in within-host variation identification. 88 

 89 

Methods 90 

Collection of residual SARS-CoV-2 samples for deep sequencing.  91 

We assembled a collection of samples from four prospective SARS-CoV-2 research studies: (a) a 92 

prospective household transmission study, in which index cases with at least one reverse transcription 93 

quantitative polymerase chain reaction-confirmed (RT-qPCR) SARS-CoV-2 test were enrolled along with 94 

household members. Participants were tested daily for SARS-CoV-2 RNA via RT-qPCR, using self-95 

collected lower nasal swabs, and households were followed until all members tested negative for seven 96 

consecutive days[16]. (b) A randomized, single-blind, placebo-controlled trial of Peginterferon Lambda-97 

1a (Lambda) for reducing the duration of viral shedding or symptoms[17] in which oropharyngeal swabs 98 
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were collected for 28 days following enrollment. (c) A phase 2 double-blind randomized controlled 99 

outpatient trial of the antiviral favipiravir for reducing the duration of viral shedding in which participants 100 

self-collected daily anterior nasal swabs for 28 days following enrollment[18]. Neither Lambda nor 101 

favipiravir was found to shorten the duration of SARS-CoV-2 viral shedding[17,18]. (d) A study of a 102 

noninvasive mask sampling method to quantify SARS-CoV-2 shedding in exhaled breath[19].  103 

All study participants provided written consent and all studies were approved by the Institutional 104 

Review Board of Stanford University (Numbers: 55479, 57686, 56032, and 55619). We identified 105 

household members through participation in the household transmission study and address matching. 106 

 107 

Sample RT-qPCR testing  108 

We collected nasal swabs in 500 µL of Primestore MTM (Longhorn Vaccines & Diagnostics) 109 

RNA-stabilizing media. For exhaled breath samples, we extracted RNA from gelatin membrane filters 110 

processed in 1-mL PrimeStore MTM media. RNA was extracted using the MagMAX Viral/Pathogen 111 

Ultra Nucleic Acid Isolation Kit (Cat # A42356 Applied Biosystems) and eluted in 50 µL of elution 112 

buffer [15] (Supplementary Methods). 113 

 114 

Library preparation and sequencing 115 

We followed the ARTIC v3 Illumina library preparation and sequencing protocols[20] and 116 

sequenced amplicons on an Illumina MiSeq platform (Supplementary Methods). Sequence data is 117 

available at SRA (BioProject ID: PRJNA842503).  118 

 119 

Variant identification.  120 

We used the nf-core/viralrecon v.2.4 bioinformatic pipeline to perform variant calling and 121 

generate consensus sequences from raw sequencing reads[21]. Briefly, we aligned reads to the 122 

MN908947.3 reference genome with Bowtie 2[22], removed primer sequences with iVar[23], and called 123 

variants with respect to the reference genome with iVar[23]. We also used this pipeline to remove reads 124 
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mapping to the host genome with Kraken2[24], map reads with Bowtie 2[22], generate consensus 125 

sequences with bcftools[25], and assign Nextclade lineages[26]. We modified the pipeline to include 126 

variants with an alternate allele frequency ≥ 0.2%. 127 

We included samples with a median coverage of 100X and with >70% of the genome covered by 128 

a depth of >10X. We focused our analysis on single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) variants and 129 

excluded SNPs occurring at previously reported problematic sites[27].  130 

To test whether commonly applied filters would improve overall accuracy, we applied five 131 

variant filters: a filter for iSNV quality from iVar[23] (PASS = TRUE), a variant quality score filter 132 

(Phred score >40), a depth filter (of both major and minor alleles > 5X), a filter of false positive iSNVs 133 

repeated in more than one sample in the artificial strain mixture experiment (below), and all filters. We 134 

additionally excluded iSNVs occurring in primer binding sites (except for the unfiltered variant set). 135 

To identify shared within-host diversity across samples, we compared each unique pair of 136 

samples meeting our quality criteria. We identified shared iSNVs as shared variant positions in which a 137 

variant was not fixed and with the same alternate allele call. We additionally determined the geometric 138 

mean of the sum of minor allele frequencies at shared iSNVs for each sample in a pair as a measure of 139 

shared viral population diversity. To exclude potential shared iSNVs attributable to sequencing batch, we 140 

excluded samples sequenced on the same Illumina sequencing lane in pairwise comparisons. 141 

 142 

Statistical analysis.  143 

We fit a Poisson regression model for the number of iSNVs identified within a single sample 144 

including sequencing batch and participant as random effects. We additionally fit a Poisson regression 145 

model for the number of pairwise shared iSNVs as a function of pair type and distance between consensus 146 

sequences, including pair as a random effect. Finally, we fit a binomial regression model for predicting 147 

household membership as a function of the number of shared pairwise iSNVs and an indicator variable 148 

for close consensus sequences (pairwise distance ≤ 1 SNP), including the earliest samples collected from 149 

each pair to exclude multiple pairwise comparisons. We fit all models with the R package lme4[31], and 150 
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included the set of variants after applying all filters, including iSNVs with a minor allele frequency of 151 

≥0.2%. We excluded samples sequenced in the same sequencing batch. 152 

Replicating analysis in an independent deep sequencing dataset from Wisconsin.  153 

We additionally investigated patterns of shared within-host variation in a previously published 154 

dataset from a household transmission study in Wisconsin[9]. Specifically, we re-analyzed variants called 155 

by the previous study and filtered to include iSNVs with a minor allele frequency ≥1% and to exclude 156 

variants occurring at primer binding sites[9]. 157 

Samples in the previous study were sequenced in duplicate. To generate a set of variant calls that 158 

were comparable to those from our California dataset, we took the union of iSNVs identified in each 159 

replicate sample; for iSNVs detected in both samples, we included the iSNV with the greater minor allele 160 

frequency. As in the previous study, we excluded iSNVs called in genomic positions <54 or >29,837 or at 161 

position 6669, which was identified as a problematic site. As above, we excluded positions previously 162 

reported as problematic sites[27] from variant calls.  163 

 164 

Results 165 

Assembling a collection of longitudinally sampled individuals and transmission pairs. 166 

We aggregated residual nasal swabs from four studies collected from March 2020 through May 167 

2021 and deep sequenced SARS-CoV-2 genomes using the ARTIC v3 tiled amplicon sequencing 168 

protocol (Fig. 2a). 307 SARS-CoV-2 sequences from 286 unique biological samples from 135 169 

participants met our quality and coverage filters, including 130 samples from 32 individuals in 14 170 

households and 57 longitudinally sampled individuals.  171 

Samples had a median coverage depth of 1714 reads with a median of 99.0% of the SARS-CoV-2 172 

genome covered by at least 10 reads. As expected, coverage depth was inversely correlated with RT-173 

qPCR cycle threshold (Pearson’s r = -0.15, p=0.012), reflecting a positive correlation with SARS-CoV-2 174 

burden.  175 
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Samples were distributed across many of the major SARS-CoV-2 lineages circulating at the time 176 

of collection (Fig. 2b). Overall, consensus sequences had a mean pairwise distance of 37.4 fixed SNPs 177 

(range, 0-76) (Fig. 2b). 193 of 456 pairs of consensus sequences (42.3%) sampled longitudinally from the 178 

same individual differed by 0-1 SNP (mean pairwise distance, 2.37; range, 0-22). The single individual 179 

with consensus sequences that differed by 22 SNPs had been a participant in a SARS-CoV-2 clinical trial 180 

and had received the antiviral drug favipiravir[18]; samples were taken 10 days apart. 251 of 778 (32.3%) 181 

of pairs of consensus sequences sampled from different individuals in the same household differed by 0-1 182 

SNP (mean pairwise distance, 3.06; range, 0-40), consistent with the relatively slow SARS-CoV-2 183 

substitution rate[4]. In contrast, only a small minority, 20 of 41,053 (0.49%) pairs of consensus sequences 184 

sampled from different households were within 0-1 SNP (mean pairwise distance, 38.52; range 0-76).  185 

 186 

A subset of within-host diversity is consistently recovered over time.  187 

A major challenge in studies of within-host pathogen diversity is in distinguishing true, low 188 

frequency intrahost nucleotide variants (iSNVs) from sequencing or bioinformatic errors[32]. By 189 

sequencing artificial strain mixtures of the Alpha and Beta variants, we established that we could reliably 190 

recover minority variants to minor allele frequencies as low as 0.25% with 103 viral copies/mL (Fig. 1; 191 

Supplementary Methods; Supplementary Text), with a minimal cost of false positive iSNVs (Fig. S1). 192 

Most (83.1%, 255/307) samples harbored at least one iSNV (median: 7; IQR: 2-20) above a 193 

minor allele frequency of 1.0% and applying all filters.  As expected, the magnitude of recovered within-194 

host diversity increases to a median of 20 iSNVs (IQR:4-44) and 27 (IQR:6-55) with more liberal minor 195 

allele frequency thresholds of 0.5% and 0.2% respectively (Fig. S2). 196 

As previously reported[9,33,34], iSNVs are not consistently recovered within serial samples. 197 

Among individuals with recovered within-host diversity, a mean of 8.7% within-host iSNVs above a 198 

minor allele frequency of 1.0% and applying all filters were recovered one day later; this proportion 199 

declined with time between samples, though not significantly (r = -0.11, p = 0.23). When including 200 

unfiltered iSNVs above a 0.5% threshold, a mean of 15.4% of within-host iSNVs were recovered one day 201 
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later. The variable recovery of within-host variation is consistent with previous reports that minor allele 202 

frequencies are poorly correlated within longitudinally-sampled individuals[35], potentially reflecting 203 

both sampling or sequencing bottlenecks as well as a dynamic within-host viral population (Box 1).  204 

Despite this, the pool of minority variants recovered within an individual is a consistent marker of 205 

individual host. Pairs of sequences serially sampled from the same host consistently share 8.83 times 206 

more iSNVs (mean 0.35 shared iSNVs: 95% CI: 0.22-0.48) compared to pairs of samples from different 207 

individuals (mean 0.040 shared iSNVs: 95% CI: 0.037-0.042), after filtering and excluding samples 208 

sequenced on the same batch (Figs. 3, S2, S3). The host-specific signature declines as an increasingly 209 

strict minor allele frequency threshold is applied.  210 

Within-host diversity, as measured by sample iSNV richness, was positively associated with PCR 211 

Ct value, a measure of viral burden (aOR: 1.08; 95% CI: 1.08-1.10), in a general linear model, including 212 

batch and participant as random effects. Among samples with symptom information, days following 213 

symptom onset was not associated with increased iSNV richness in the multiple regression model (aOR: 214 

1.01; 95% CI: 0.97-1.04) when controlling for Ct value. 215 

 216 

A signal of transmission linkage in within-host diversity 217 

We tested whether within-host SARS-CoV-2 diversity could be used to identify transmission 218 

linkages using household membership as a proxy for probable epidemiological linkage. Pairs of 219 

individuals in the same household shared significantly more iSNVs (at a 0.2% minor allele frequency 220 

threshold, mean: 8.87 iSNVs; 95% CI: 7.81-9.92) than did pairs in different households infected with the 221 

same viral clade (mean: 2.52 iSNVs; 95% CI: 2.32-2.73) or pairs in different households infected with a 222 

different viral clade (mean: 2.92; 95% CI: 2.86-3.00), when including samples sequenced in different 223 

batches, before filtering.  224 

Applying different variant filtering approaches dramatically reduced the number of observed 225 

iSNVs within individual samples and shared between sample pairs (Fig. S4) but did not eliminate the 226 

signal of greater levels of shared within-host diversity among household pairs than among 227 
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epidemiologically unlinked pairs. After applying all filters, pairs of individuals in the same household 228 

shared significantly more iSNVs (at a 0.2% minor allele frequency threshold, mean: 0.96 iSNVs; 95% CI: 229 

0.78-1.15) than do pairs in different households infected with the same viral clade (mean: 0.20 iSNVs; 230 

95% CI: 0.17-0.23) or pairs in different households infected with a different viral clade (mean: 0.25; 95% 231 

CI: 0.24-0.26) (Fig. 3a) and including only samples sequenced in different batches.  232 

Applying an increasingly stringent minor allele frequency threshold greatly reduces the number 233 

of iSNVs observed within a sample and therefore the number of iSNVs shared between samples, yet 234 

household members share more iSNVs than do epidemiologically unlinked participants. Applying a 235 

minor allele frequency threshold of 1%, for example, a mean of 0.50 iSNVs (95% CI: 0.41-0.59) are 236 

shared between pairs of samples collected from the same household and 0.073 iSNVs (95% CI: 0.060-237 

0.086) unfiltered iSNVs are shared between pairs in different households infected with the same viral 238 

clade.  239 

We hypothesized that minor allele frequencies of shared variants would contribute additional 240 

information about transmission beyond the number of shared variant positions; we therefore measured 241 

shared population-level diversity as the geometric mean of the sum of within-host minor allele 242 

frequencies for shared iSNVs, which we refer to below as population diversity (Methods). Across all 243 

minor allele frequency thresholds, pairs of individuals in the same household share significantly more 244 

population diversity (at a 0.2% minor allele frequency threshold, after filtering, mean: 0.028; 95% CI: 245 

0.021-0.034) than do pairs in different households infected with the same viral clade (mean: 0.0031; 95% 246 

CI: 0.0025-0.0036) and different viral clades (mean: 0.0029; 95% CI: 0.0027-0.0030) (Fig. 3b).  247 

In a generalized linear model for shared within-host diversity, household membership was 248 

associated with an increased odds of shared iSNVs (aOR:19.8; 95% CI: 6.39-61.40) compared to sample 249 

pairs within the same clade, after controlling for genetic distance between consensus sequences, 250 

consistent with a previous study that found household membership is the strongest predictor of shared 251 

iSNVs[9]. Longitudinal samples from an individual were also associated with an increased odds of shared 252 

iSNVs (aOR: 60.5; 95% CI:19.9-184) as were sequencing replicates (aOR: 132; 95% CI: 42.5-411).  253 
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After excluding pairs sequenced in the same batch and multiple comparisons between 254 

participants, our sample size was small (23 unique household pairs). In a generalized linear model, the 255 

number of shared iSNVs was not significantly associated with an increased odds of household 256 

membership (aOR: 1.31; 95% CI: 0.87-1.71), while a closely related consensus sequence (within 0-1 257 

SNPs) was significantly associated with household membership (aOR: 30.38; 95% CI: 10.39-129.14). 258 

However, shared diversity as measured as the standardized sum of shared minor allele frequencies 259 

between pairs was associated with an increased odds of household membership (aOR: 1.20; 95% CI: 260 

1.08-1.32) when controlling for closely related consensus sequence. 261 

 262 

Replication in a Wisconsin study 263 

We tested the replicability of our findings in an independent study conducted in Wisconsin where 264 

SARS-CoV-2 was deep sequenced from 133 acutely-infected individuals, including members of 19 265 

households[9]. At a frequency threshold of 0.5%, we found a similar signal that pairs of individuals in the 266 

same household shared significantly more iSNVs (mean: 9.52 iSNVs; 95% CI 8.14-10.89) than did pairs 267 

in different households infected with the same viral clade (mean: 4.28 iSNVs; 95% CI: 4.19-4.37) or pairs 268 

in different households infected with a different viral clade (mean: 1.42; 95% CI: 1.38-1.47) (Fig. 3a), in 269 

variants in filtered VCF files made publicly available from the earlier study[9] (Fig. S6; Methods). Our 270 

findings were consistent across minor allele frequency thresholds, though as in the California data, a 271 

signal of household membership was strongest when using minor allele frequency thresholds of ≤1% 272 

(Fig. S6). We found a similar signal when measuring shared population diversity as the sum of shared 273 

minor allele frequencies (Fig. S7). However, household pairs did not share significantly more diversity 274 

than epidemiologically unrelated pairs when applying all filters and a minor allele frequency threshold 275 

≥3% (Fig. S7).  276 

 277 

Discussion 278 
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While most SARS-CoV-2 genomic studies focus on consensus sequences, consensus sequences 279 

may not provide the resolution needed to reconstruct transmission linkages and identify potential sources 280 

of transmission in outbreak settings, where many cases may be closely genetically related. Here, we 281 

report that within-host SARS-CoV-2 genomic variation may contribute information about transmission 282 

that may augment the information contained in viral consensus sequences. We focused on household 283 

membership as a proxy for epidemiological linkage. However, the potential utility of within-host 284 

variation would be for population surveillance or outbreak investigation, such as in hospitals or prisons, 285 

where transmission linkages are not known a priori.  286 

Our measures of within-host SARS-CoV-2 diversity are consistent with those measured in 287 

previous studies when applying similar thresholds: a mean of three (range 0-5) iSNVs at a minor allele 288 

frequency ≥2% were identified in an outbreak on a fishing boat[8] and a mean of three iSNVs were 289 

reported in individuals sampled in a household study in Wisconsin above a 3% minor allele frequency 290 

threshold and consistent across sequencing replicates[9]. Further, our finding that iSNVs can be shared 291 

between epidemiologically linked individuals is consistent with previous reports that household 292 

membership is the most significant predictor of shared within-host variation[9]. Overall, SARS-CoV-2 293 

within-host diversity is lower than that identified in other viral pathogens and, as previously reported, we 294 

find that within-host viral diversity is frequently lost during transmission[9]. 295 

As others have reported[9,23,33,34], excluding sources of noise from within-host pathogen 296 

genomic data remains a major challenge. We sequenced artificial strain mixtures of two SARS-CoV-2 297 

variants of concern and found significant tradeoffs between sensitivity and specificity in recovery of true 298 

within-host variants as increasingly strict variant filters were applied. Applying strict minor allele 299 

frequency thresholds excludes much potential within-host variation. Additionally, in our empirical 300 

sequencing data, we find that the signal of shared within-host variation across transmission pairs is 301 

strongest when including iSNVs at low minor allele frequency thresholds.  302 

The optimal variant identification approach may differ across applications—for example, 303 

measurements of transmission bottleneck are highly sensitive to allele frequency threshold[9,36] and may 304 
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prioritize specificity, while studies of transmission might prioritize sensitivity to identify potential 305 

transmission linkages. However, again as others have highlighted, our findings underscore the need to 306 

control for other potential explanations for shared iSNVs while still prioritizing sensitivity (Box 2). Our 307 

findings suggest that for transmission inference, privileging sensitivity in variant identification may 308 

greatly improve sensitivity for recovering within-host variation, at a small cost of false positive variant 309 

calls.  310 

Our study has several limitations. First, we focused on a convenience sample of residual samples 311 

with accompanying household information collected in California from March 2020 through May 2021. 312 

Replicating these findings in other settings and with more recently emerged SARS-CoV-2 lineages is 313 

critical to understand the generalizability of our findings. Second, our study focused on the potential 314 

epidemiological value of within-host viral variation. Our focus was on transmission linkage rather than in 315 

viral evolutionary dynamics or transmission bottlenecks, which might have different optimal variant 316 

identification approaches. Third, many groups have hypothesized that evolution within immune-317 

compromised or immune-suppressed populations may be an important driver of the emergence of new 318 

variants of concern or interest[37–41]. Our sample collection did not enable us to test these hypotheses. 319 

Forth, the epidemiological utility of within-host variation depends on SARS-CoV-2 sampling and 320 

sequencing. Routine sequencing may always not generate sufficient depth to accurately recover within-321 

host variation.  322 

In conclusion, we find that SARS-CoV-2 variation within individual hosts may be shared across 323 

transmission pairs and may contribute information on transmission linkage on a backdrop of limited 324 

diversity among consensus sequences. More broadly, pathogen diversity within individual infections 325 

holds largely untapped information that may enhance the resolution of transmission inferences.  326 
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 327 

Box 1. Determinants of within-host SARS-CoV-2 diversity. Potential contributors to recovered SARS-328 

CoV-2 diversity include biological determinants in addition to sampling methods. 329 

• Biological determinants: 330 

o True viral population diversity, including diversity present in the infecting inoculum and 331 

diversity generated through both neutral and selective within-host processes, which in 332 

turn may be driven by the host environment, host immune status and immune history 333 

(including natural and vaccine-acquired immunity), and viral genotype.  334 

o Viral population size within an individual, reflecting individual infection dynamics.  335 

• Study design: 336 

o Viral sampling technique and physical site of sampling may vary across studies.  337 

o Sequencing approach including amplicon-based, metagenomic sequencing, or other 338 

pathogen enrichment steps and sequencing platform often vary across studies. 339 

o Sequencing depth of coverage. 340 

o Prospective household transmission studies may enable infections to be identified and 341 

sampled earlier compared to samples collected through passive surveillance. 342 

• Bioinformatic choices:  343 

o Read filtering, mapping and variant identification algorithms vary in sensitivity and 344 

specificity.  345 

o Some previous studies have required iSNVs to be identified in technical replicates[9,34].  346 

o Minor allele frequency thresholds vary across studies, with previous studies applying 347 

filters ranging from 2-6%[9,42].  348 

 349 

Box 2. Potential explanations for shared iSNVs. As with the SARS-CoV-2 diversity present within 350 

individuals, observed shared within-host diversity could be attributable to a biological signal or the 351 

observation process.  352 
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• True positive: Transmission of a diverse infecting inoculum.  353 

o Within-host viral diversity can be structured temporally[33,38,41] or spatially or both. 354 

Transmitted diversity is a subset of diversity generated by within-host evolutionary 355 

processes.   356 

• False positive:  357 

o Convergent or homoplastic iSNVs reflecting highly mutable sites along the genome or 358 

sites under selection. 359 

o Sequencing batch effects due to contamination or adapter switching during a sequencing 360 

run.  361 

o Artefacts of common sampling approach reflecting contamination due to similar 362 

sampling or processing environment. 363 

o Bioinformatic errors falling in consistent genomic regions that are difficult to map and/or 364 

identify variants.  365 

 366 

 367 

  368 
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Figures 392 

Figure 1. Measuring the accuracy of within-host SARS-CoV-2 variant identification.  393 

(a) Diagram of artificial strain mixture experiment. We conducted a serial dilution experiment, mixing 394 

synthetic RNA controls (Twist Biosciences) of the Alpha (B.1.1.7) and Beta (B.1.351) variants so that the 395 

minor variant comprised 0-10% of the source material and then serially diluted mixtures to a total of 101-396 

105 total RNA copies. We conducted amplicon-based sequencing of artificial mixtures, identified iSNVs 397 

with the viralrecon pipeline[21], and determined the sensitivity and specificity of our variant calling 398 

pipeline to recovering true variation within our synthetic mixtures. (b) Receiver operator characteristic 399 

curve showing 1-specificity versus sensitivity in the recovery of true minority variants, colored by total 400 

RNA dilution. Lines corresponding to each dilution include results from five artificial strain mixtures, 401 

including minority variants present at 0.5-10% of the total viral pool. (c) Observed minor allele frequency 402 

versus expected minor allele frequency for artificial strain mixtures. Points indicate iSNV assignment, 403 

(FP: false positive iSNV; TP; true positive iSNV). For FP iSNVs, point shape indicates whether FPs were 404 

commonly repeated across samples (Common FP: FP identified in 10 or more samples; Other FP: any 405 

other FP iSNV). Points were jittered for visualization. The grey dotted line indicates the minor allele 406 

frequency threshold of 0.2%, below which the majority of FP iSNVs occur. Horizontal facets indicate the 407 

synthetic RNA copy number in units of genome copies per microliter.  408 

 409 
410 
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  412 
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Figure 2. Genetic diversity of sampled SARS-CoV-2.  413 

(a) We identified household transmission pairs and longitudinal samples by address matching from four 414 

participants enrolled in studies including a household transmission study, clinical trials of Favipiravir and 415 

Lambda, and a mask shedding study. (b) Histogram of pairwise single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) 416 

distances between consensus sequences from samples longitudinally sampled from the same individual, 417 

from different individuals within the same household, and between individuals from different households. 418 

(c) A maximum likelihood phylogeny inferred from consensus sequences with IQ-Tree with branches 419 

colored by clade. Clade assignments are made with Nextclade[43] through the nf-core viralrecon 420 

pipeline[44]. Branch lengths are in distances of substitutions per site. 421 

422 
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Figure 3. Shared within-host variants hold a signal of SARS-CoV-2 transmission.   423 

For our genomic collection from California, (a) pairwise comparisons of the number of shared iSNVs, 424 

defined as a shared minor allele present at the same genomic position, identified across different minor 425 

allele frequency thresholds, after applying all variant filters (Methods). Points and error bars indicate 426 

mean and 95% confidence intervals and are colored by comparison type. Each pair is assigned to a unique 427 

category. Within-host: pairs of samples from the same individual collected on different days; Household: 428 

pairs of individuals from the same household; Clade: pairs of individuals outside households infected 429 

with the same Nextclade clade; and Outside clade: pairs of individuals outside households infected with 430 

different Nextclade clades. Pairwise comparisons include only samples sequenced in different sequencing 431 

batches. 432 

 433 

 434 

 435 

  436 
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