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Figure S7. Inferred performance of computationally-contrived combination specimen types by averaging paired single specimen viral loads is
similar to taking the maximum viral load of paired single specimen viral loads. Computationally-contrived combination specimen types were
generated by taking a function of the viral loads from paired single specimen types collected by a participant at a timepoint. Detection of an infected
person was inferred if the viral load in the computationally-contrived specimen type was above the LOD of the assay being used for testing (y-axis).
The inferred clinical sensitivity of a given combination specimen type was calculated as the proportion of specimens inferred to be detectable at a given
LOD over all positive specimen during each phase of the infection relative to the incidence of infection (x-axis), Each panel provides a heatmap colored
by inferred clinical sensitivity when the viral load of computationally-contrived combination specimen types is calculated as the (A-D) maximum or
(E-H) average viral load of paired single specimen types included in the combination, collected by a participant at a given timepoint. The binomial
proportions using each function were compared with each other for each cell in each heatmap using the one-sided Fisher Exact Test with the alternative
hypothesis that the maximum function would result in greater clinical sensitivity; resulting P-values are provided for respective cells in (I-L). SA—
ANS, saliva—anterior-nares swab combination specimen: AN—OPS, anterior-nares—oropharyngeal swab combination specimen; SA—OPS, saliva—
oropharyngeal swab combination specimen; SA—AN-OPS, saliva—anterior-nares—oropharyngeal swab combination specimen.
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Figure S8. Inferred clinical sensitivity to detect presumed infectious individuals by testing single and combination specimen types using a
range of test analytical sensitivities throughout acute, incident infection. For each 4-day timebin relative to the first SARS-CoV-2 positive specimen
(of any type), participants were classified as being presumed infectious if viral load in any specimen type collected at a given timepoint was above an
infectious viral load threshold (shown on the left side for each group of panels). The inferred clinical sensitivity of each specimen type to detect
presumed infectious participants was calculated for each LOD as the number of specimens of that specimen type with a measured viral load at or above
the LOD divided by the total specimen-collection timepoints included that timebin. The value inside each cell is the inferred clinical sensitivity to
detect a presumed infectious person with that specimen type using an assay with the given LOD during that period of infection. The viral load of
computationally- contrived combination specimen types was taken as the higher viral load of the specimen types included in the combination collected
by a participant at a given timepoint. SA, saliva; ANS, anterior-nares swab; OPS, oropharyngeal swab. Two-day timebins are shown in Fig S9.
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[Figure on prior page] Figure S9. Inferred detection of presumed infectious individuals by single and combination specimen types and varying
test analytical sensitivity throughout acute infection. For each two-day timebin relative to the first SARS-CoV-2 positive specimen (of any type),
participants were classified as being presumed infectious based on whether the viral load in any specimen type collected at a given timepoint was above
an infectious viral-load threshold (shown on the left side for each group of panels). The inferred clinical sensitivity of each specimen type to detect
presumed infectious participants was calculated for each LOD as the number of specimens of that specimen type with a measured viral load at or above
the LOD. The viral load of computationally-contrived combination specimen types was taken as the higher viral load of the specimen types included
in the combination collected by a participant at a given timepoint. SA, saliva; ANS, anterior-nares swab; OPS, oropharyngeal swab. Four-day timebins
are shown in Fig S8.

Table S1. Demographic and Medical Information for the Participants Shown in Fig 3. SARS-CoV-2 variant was determined by ANS swab in all
cases except individual (B) who had low ANS viral loads so viral load was sequenced from a throat swab. The variant for participant (I) is inferred
from the household index case.

Status on enrollment Months* since vaccine # c bidities/ A
Fig 3 Active Medicati °m°rd', 'I'es Gender®* ge R Ethnicity | SARS-COV-2
panel | Saliva | Throat | Nasal 1st 2nd 3rd ctive Medications me. |.ca ender range (in ace thnicity Variant
PCR PCR PCR dose dose dose conditions years)
t Omi
(A) neg neg neg 9[M] | 8[M] | <2[M] n/a n/a male 40-49 White . no X micron
Hispanic BA.1.1
obesity, Gl
PRI vi . L )
(B) neg neg neg | 11[J] | 3[P] none , vitamin/ com':htlon, female 30-39 White 'not . Omicron
supplement anxiety or Hispanic BA.1.1
depression
Multipl i
(C) inc neg neg | <1[P] none none acetaminophen n/a male 6-11 ultiple . not i Omicron
Races Hispanic BA.1.1
Asian or .
(D) M| om | 2mm besit | 3039 | Pacifi not Omicron
neg neg neg none obesity male - acific RyEe BA11
Islander
allergy medication;
acetaminophen,
(E) >11[P]| <10 [P]| <3 [P antihistamine, besi f | 30-39 Whit Hi ic [Omi BA.1
neg neg neg [P] [P] [P] T e obesity emale - ite ispanic [Omicron BA.
phenylephrine HCI,
doxylamine
vitamin/ . not Omicron
(F) neg neg neg 10[P] | 9[P] none n/a female 18-29 White . .
supplement Hispanic BA.1.1
(G) neg neg neg | <2 [P] | <1[P] none R n/a male 6-11 White .not . Omicron
supplement Hispanic BA.1.1
(H) neg neg neg | 10 [M]| 9 [M] 2 [M] R n/a female 40-49 White .not . Omicron
supplement Hispanic BA.1.1
0 10P] | 9(P] antibiotic, vitamin/ besi | 1829 | White |Hispani BAolnIC('rog
ne - .
g neg neg none T obesity male ite ispanic index
case)
() pos pos inc 9 [M] 8[M] | <2[M] Sl Y anX|ety.or female 40-49 White . not . Omicron
supplement depression Hispanic BA.1.1
. . t Omi
(K) | pos | pos | inc |9.5[Mm]|85[M]| 05I[P] NSAID n/a male | 40-49 | wWhite | O | FTheron
Hispanic BA.1.1
diabetes, high
allergy medication, blood
(L) 11(p] | 10(P] | 21[P] dlibe::es prsss'utre' femal s0.59 | Multiple | not Omicron
pos pos pos medication, obesity, emale - Races R, BA11
cholesterol asthma, sleep
medication apnea, Gl
condition
oveweight, .
(M) M| o | 2mm SSRI i | 5059 | Whit not Omicron
pos pos neg anX|ety.or male - ite Hispanic BA11
depression
t Omi
(N) pos neg pos 5 [P] 4[P] none none n/a female 12-17 White ) no . micron
Hispanic BA.1.1

* Months from vaccine date are given relative to enrollment date
# Vaccine abbreviations: [P], Pfizer-BioNTech COVID-19 Vaccine (COMIRNATY); [M], Moderna COVID-19 Vaccine (Spikevax); [JJ], Johnson & Johnson
NQ, not quantifiable; viral load was below the test LOD (250 SARS-CoV-2 RNA copies/mL)
** Participants were asked to report both sex at birth and current gender identity; all participants in this cohort responded cis-gender identities to sex at birth
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Table S2. The Number of Presumed Infectious Specimens as a Factor of Specimen Type and Infectious Viral-Load Threshold.

Specimen Type(s)

No. Presumed Infectious Specimens (%) by Infectious Viral Load

10* copies/mL 10° copies/mL 106 copies/mL 107 copies/mL
SA Only 7 (4.4%) 7 (5.3%) 6 (6.5%) 6 (11%)
SA & NS 6 (3.9%) 8 (6%) 5 (5.4%) 3 (4.3%)
SA & OPS 15 (8.8%) 8 (6%) 3 (3.2%) 1 (2.9%)
SA & NS & OPS 45 (32%) 24 (20.7%) 9 (9.7%) 3 (4.3%)
NS & OPS 12 (11%) 14 (15%) 12 (12.9%) 4 (7.1%)
NS Only 42 (27%) 43 (31.3%) 41 (44.1%) 29 (51%)
OPS Only 23 (13%) 21 (16%) 17 (18.3%) 13 (19%)
Total (100%) 150 (100%) 93 (100%) 70 (100%)

Table S3. Times from First Positive by Any Specimen Type to First Viral Load Above Infectious Viral-Load Thresholds (IVLT) of 104, 105,

109, 107 copies/mL, and to First Timepoint with All Specimen Types Below IVLT.

Figure 2 Reference
IVLT = 107 copies/mL

Time First Detected
from Enrollment

Time to First
Infectious from

Time to Non-
Infectious from

Time to Infectious
from First Positive

Time to Non-
Infectious from First

IVLT = 108 copies/mL

from Enrollment

Infectious from

Infectious from

from First Positive

(Days) Enrollment (Days) Enrollment (Days) (Days) Positive (Days)

A 5.25 No Samples Above No Samples Above No Samples Above No Samples Above
IVLT IVLT IVLT IVLT

B 3.36 4.41 12.4 1.05 9.00

C 0.84 7.31 8.30 6.47 7.46

D 0.92 4.36 18.4 3.45 17.5

E 3.33 No Samples Above No Samples Above No Samples Above No Samples Above
IVLT IVLT IVLT IVLT

F 5.41 No Samples Above No Samples Above No Samples Above No Samples Above
IVLT IVLT IVLT IVLT

G 15.3 16.4 23.4 1.03 8.07

H 4.27 5.30 15.2 1.02 11.0

| 2.00 5.41 10.5 3.41 8.51

J 0.88 3.36 8.29 2.48 7.41

K 0.77 3.39 9.38 2.62 8.60

L 1.01 2.49 10.7 1.48 9.64

M 0.90 0.90 11.3 0.00 10.4

N 0.86 1.30 5.32 0.44 4.47

Figure 2 Reference Time First Detected Time to First Time to Non- Time to Infectious Time to Non-

Infectious from First

IVLT = 10° copies/mL

from Enrollment
(Days)

Infectious from
Enroliment (Days)

Infectious from
Enrollment (Days)

from First Positive
(Days)

(Days) Enrollment (Days) Enrollment (Days) (Days) Positive (Days)
A 5.25 12.3 18.4 7.07 13.2
B 3.36 4.41 14.3 1.05 11.0
C 0.84 7.31 9.37 6.47 8.53
D 0.92 4.36 29.2 3.45 28.3
E 3.33 10.4 14.4 7.05 11.1
F 5.41 7.42 10.5 2.01 5.11
G 15.3 16.4 24.4 1.03 9.06
H 4.27 5.30 15.2 1.02 11.0
I 2.00 5.41 10.5 341 8.51
J 0.88 2.28 10.4 1.41 9.47
K 0.77 1.41 10.4 0.63 9.60
L 1.01 2.49 10.7 1.48 9.64
M 0.90 0.90 11.3 0.00 10.4
N 0.86 1.30 5.32 0.44 4.47
Figure 2 Reference Time First Detected Time to First Time to Non- Time to Infectious Time to Non-

Infectious from First
Positive (Days)

A

5.25

7.36

18.4

211

13.2
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IVLT = 10* copies/mL

from Enrollment

Infectious from

Infectious from

from First Positive

B 3.36 3.36 15.4 0.00 12.0
C 0.84 2.40 10.4 1.56 9.55
D 0.92 3.34 29.2 2.42 28.3
E 3.33 10.4 14.4 7.05 11.1
F 5.41 7.42 10.5 2.01 5.11
G 15.3 16.4 28.3 1.03 13.0
H 4.27 5.30 16.3 1.02 12.0
| 2.00 3.87 10.5 1.87 8.51
J 0.88 1.30 14.3 0.42 13.4
K 0.77 141 10.4 0.63 9.60
L 1.01 1.37 12.8 0.37 11.8
M 0.90 0.90 15.3 0.00 14.4
N 0.86 0.86 5.32 0.00 4.47
Figure 2 Reference Time First Detected Time to First Time to Non- Time to Infectious Time to Non-

Infectious from First

(Days) Enrollment (Days) Enrollment (Days) (Days) Positive (Days)
A 5.25 6.29 19.4 1.04 14.1
B 3.36 3.36 21.4 0.00 18.0
C 0.84 2.4 11.3 1.56 10.5
D 0.92 3.34 29.2 2.42 28.3
E 3.33 6.38 14.4 3.04 11.1
F 5.41 7.42 12.5 2.01 7.04
G 15.3 16.4 28.3 1.03 13.0
H 4.27 5.30 16.3 1.02 12.0
| 2.00 2.00 10.5 0.00 8.51
J 0.88 1.30 14.3 0.42 13.4
K 0.77 0.77 11.4 0.00 10.6
L 1.01 1.01 13.7 0.00 12.7
M 0.9 0.90 15.3 0.00 14.4
N 0.86 0.86 8.4 0.00 7.53

Table S4. Statistical comparisons of inferred clinical sensitivity drawn from Fig 7 and 8. For select comparisons (across specimen types, assay
LODs, infection stages/timebins, or IVLTs), the comparison is stated, along with the inferred clinical sensitivity (with 95% Confidence Intervals),
statistical method, and significance of the difference. Index is referenced in the main text. Bolded cells in each row indicate the groups being compared.
Values under Contingency Table indicate number of specimens. ‘Infectious’ indicates timepoints from individuals with a viral load in any specimen
type above the infectious viral-load threshold listed in parentheses. Test Methods: A- Lower-Tailed McNemar Exact Test, B- Upper-Tailed McNemar
Exact Test, C- Two-Tailed McNemar Exact Test, D- Lower-Tailed Fisher Exact Test. SA, saliva; ANS, anterior-nares swab; OPS, oropharyngeal swab;
AN-OP, anterior-nares—oropharyngeal combination swab; SA—ANS, saliva—anterior-nares combination specimen; SA—OPS, saliva—oropharyngeal

[see attached Table S4.xlsx]

swab combination specimen; SA—ANS—OPS, saliva—anterior-nares—oropharyngeal swab combination specimen.
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