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Abstract

The Omicron variant of SARS-CoV-2 hasrapidly spread globally in late 2021 - early 2022,
displacing the previoudy prevalent Delta variant. Before December 16, 2021, community
transmission had already been observed in tens of countries globally. However, in Russia,
the majority of reported cases at that time had been sporadic and associated with travel.
Here, wereport an Omicron outbreak at a student dormitory in Saint Peter sburg between
December 16 - 29, 2021, which wasthe earliest known instance of lar ge-scale community
transmission in Russia. Out of the 465 sampled residents of the dor mitory, 180 (38.7%)
tested PCR positive. Among the 118 residentsfor whom the variant has been tested by
whole-genome sequencing, 111 (94.1%) carried the Omicron variant. Among these 111
residents, 60 (54.1%) wer e vaccinated or had reported previous COVID-19. Phylogenetic
analysis confirmed that the outbreak was caused by a singleintroduction of the BA.1.1
sublineage of Omicron. The dor mitory-derived clade constituted a significant proportion of

BA.1.1 samplesin Saint-Peter sburg and has spread to other regions of Russia and other
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countries. Therapid spread of Omicron in a population with preexisting immunity to

previous variants underlinesits propensity for immune evasion.

Introduction

The Omicron variant of SARS-CoV-2 was first reported in South Africaon November 24, 2021
(1,2) and has been observed to rapidly spread globally soon thereafter. By mid-December, it
outpaced the preceding diversity (mostly Delta) in many countries, including South Africa, the
United Kingdom, Australia and Canada, and became the prevalent variant (3). While between
May and December 2021, the SARS-CoV-2 epidemic in Russia was dominated by the Delta
variant, with one particular Delta lineage, AY.122, having over 90% prevalence (4), by the end
of January 2022, Omicron became the dominant variant in Russia as well
(https://www.interfax.ru/russ a/818539). The details of its onset in Russia are poorly studied.
Here, we report an outbreak of Omicron in a student dormitory in the early weeks of the

Omicron wave in Russia

Among the 19 full-genome Omicron samples obtained in Russia and deposited to GISAID by
September 1st, 2022 with sampling dates between December 31115, 12 were from people with
known history of travel: 10 to the Republic of South Africa (all sampled on December 3in
Moscow), one to the Dominican Republic (sampled on December 13 in Saint Petersburg), and
one to The Republic of the Congo (sampled on December 10 in Rostov-on-Don). Among the
seven early genomic samples without known travel history, six were not associated with any

other Russian sequences when placed on the UShER phylogenetic tree using on-line UShER tool
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(5), i.e, represented Russian singletons (6); the seventh sequence was phylogenetically adjacent
to the Rostov-on-Don sample with travel history to The Republic of the Congo. Therefore,
community transmission of the Omicron variant, if present, was low-level on those dates. Three
of the 19 samples belonged to the BA.1.1 lineage, including that from the traveler to The

Republic of the Congo.
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Fig. 1. The Russian samples obtained between December 3130 and the Saint Petersburg
dormitory outbreak on the global tree of BA.1.1. All GISAID samples from Russia are shown (in
red), together with a random sample of 400 (out of 8396) GISAID Omicron samples obtained in
other countries (gray). The clade A defined by the presence of the C5812T mutation is shown in
blue. A zoom in of clade A including the outbreak samples (blue) is shown at the right, together

with the descendant non-dormitory samples (red).

While the Delta epidemic continued in Saint Petersburg throughout late 2021, with an average of
48.7 daily reported cases per 100K in November (https://xn--80aesf pebagmfblcOa.xn--
plai/information/), we started systematic screening for early Omicron detection using the
INs214EPE assay (7) on general population samples obtained from multiple hospitals and
outpatient clinics. Between November 29 [1 December 15, we screened 200 to 1000 samples

daily.

Results

On December 16, in the course of screening, we detected Omicron in a hospital sample from a
patient without travel history. Follow-up contact tracing revealed that this sample came from a
SARS-CoV-2 outbreak in a student dormitory in Saint Petersburg. Between December 1729,
we performed follow-up testing of dormitory residents. Out of the 465 residents, 180 (38.7%)
tested positive for COVID-19 over these dates. For 137 samples, the INS214EPE assay indicated

that they were of the Omicron variant.
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99
100  We performed whole-genome sequencing (WGS) for 118 samples with sufficiently low ct
101  values. 111 of the 118 sequences (94.1%) were classified as Omicron on the basis of WGS. The
102 remaining 7 sequences were classified as non-Omicron (Delta).
103

104  Phylogenetic distribution of samples indicates a single introduction into the dormitory

105

106  All seven Delta samples belonged to AY .122, the predominant lineage in Saint Petersburg. Four
107  of them formed a compact clade (transmission lineage(6)), while the remaining three were

108 phylogenetically distinct (singletons(6)). The fact that the Delta samples were scattered across
109 thephylogeny of AY.122 is consistent with multiple distinct sources of non-Omicron infection,
110 inlinewith ahigh prevalence of Delta at Saint Petersburg on those dates.

111

112 By contragt, all the 111 Omicron samples belonged to the BA.1.1 sublineage, and had a compact
113  phylogenetic distribution within this sublineage (Fig. 1). Thisis consistent with asingle

114  introduction and subsequent spread within the dormitory or multiple infections from asingle
115  source.

116

117  TheBA.1.1 sublineage is characterized by the S:R346K mutation. S:346 is an important

118 immunogenic residue, and various mutations at it allow the virus to escape neutralization by
119  multiple antibodies (8). This site was shown to experience positive selection within the BA.1
120  sublineage of Omicron (9). However, the arginine-to-lysine change observed in BA.1.1is

121  chemically conservative, does not lead to a mgjor shift in antibody recognition, and does not
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122  confer asignificant transmission advantage (10). Therefore, the fact that the dormitory outbreak
123  hasbeen caused by BA.1.1 rather than the ancestral BA.1 lineage is probably due to afounder
124  effect. In any case, the extensive spread of a single Omicron sublineage but none of the three
125 Deltasublineagesis consstent with a higher transmission rate of Omicron compared to Deltain
126  this setting.

127

128  All but five dormitory samples formed a single compact clade within BA.1.1, which we refer to
129 ascladeA. Thisclade was characterized by the C5812T synonymous mutation (nsp3:D1031D).
130  Notably, the remaining five dormitory samples were positioned at the root of clade A, i.e.,

131 carried all mutations of clade A except C5812T; however, even for these samples, position 5812
132  was polymorphic, with derived variant T present at between 7-50% of sequencing reads,

133 suggesting that the C5812T mutation arose in the dormitory at the beginning of the outbreak.
134

135  We characterized the introduction and transmission of the virusin the dormitory outbreak using a
136  phylodynamics approach. For this, we applied the birth-death skyline model (11) of BEAST2
137  (12) to the dormitory samples of Omicron. We considered three different fixed values of clock
138  rate: 0.75x1073, 0.95x10° and 1.15x10° (1,13). In each scenario, the effective reproductive

139 number R was estimated for three time periods. R; before the first sample was collected on

140  December 16, R, between December 16 and December 24, and Rs between December 24 and
141  December 29 (the date of the last sample collected).

142

143  The most recent common ancestor of the dormitory outbreak is estimated to be on December 2

144  with the 95% CI [Nov 23, Dec 9] for the lowest value of clock rate (0.75x10°%), December 5
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145  [Nov 28, Dec 11] for the intermediate value (0.95x10°%), and December 7 [Dec 1, Dec 12] for the
146  highest value of 1.15x10°2 (Fig. 2, Supplementary Table 1). Assuming a single introduction into
147  thedormitory which is supported by the monophyly of the dormitory samples, thisimplies that
148  theinfection was introduced into the dormitory about two weeks prior to the collection of the
149  first sample on December 16. Theinitial effective reproductive number Ry ishighin all three
150  scenarios. 3.90 with 95% ClI of [2.22, 5.67], 4.59 [2.56, 6.96], or 5.23[2.82, 8.00] for different
151  clock rate values respectively. Later, it drops by afactor of approximately 2.5 consistently in all
152  runs, with R being equal t0 1.69 [1.00, 2.41], 1.83[1.11, 2.58] and 1.97 [1.21, 2.74]

153  respectively. Rz hasavery wide credible interval which includes Re=1 and it is not informative
154  about the phylodynamics between December 25 and December 29. Thisis explainable by the
155  low number of samples from thistime period.

156

157 EEREE

158  Fig. 2. Skyline plots for the effective reproductive number Re for different values of molecular
159  clock rate.

160  Supplementary Table 1. Phylodynamic parameters for the dormitory outbreak inferred for three
161  valuesof clock rate under birth-death skyline model.

162

163
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164  The substantial fraction of infected individuals in the dormitory outbreak likely had some

165  preexisting immunity to SARS-CoV-2. Among the 137 patients who tested positive for Omicron,
166 71 (51.8%) reported previous infection or vaccination. Thisisin line with the high immune

167  evasion properties of Omicron (14,15).

168

169 An devated rate of within-room transmission

170

171  Thedormitory occupied a single multistory building. Most dormitory rooms had a 4-bed layout,
172 with up to 24 rooms per floor. For 104 of the 111 Omicron-positive residents, the floor and room
173  were known. We asked how the risk of transmission was affected by living together in the same
174 room or on the same floor with an infected individual. We reasoned that if the Omicron variant
175  hasbeen introduced into the dormitory just once, all differences between samples originated

176  during within-dormitory transmission. Therefore, the samples separated by a direct transmission
177  of theviruswill be distinguished by fewer differences, compared to samples separated by a chain
178  of more than one transmission through other individuals.

179

180 Totest this, we calculated the mean pairwise phylogenetic distance m (which typically equaled
181  the number of single-nucleotide differences) between samples from individuals residing in the
182 sameroom or at the same floor, and compared it with the expected distance between samples
183  from the same floor or from anywhere in the building. To obtain these expected values, we

184  reshuffled across individuals the room labels while controlling or not controlling for the floor; or
185  thefloor labels.

186

10
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187  Wefound that when two infected individuals resided in the same room, the phylogenetic

188  distance between their SARS-CoV-2 samples was 1.8 times lower compared to an average pair
189  of infected individuals residing on any floor (0.65 vs. 1.19, Fig. 3A), and 1.5 times lower

190 compared to individuals residing on the same floor (0.65 vs. 0.99, Fig. 3B), and these differences
191 weresignificant (p=0.0001 and p=0.006 respectively). Conversely, accommodation on the same
192  floor irrespective of the room did not lower the phylogenetic distance between samples,

193  compared to pairs of infected individuals from anywhere in the building (1.18 vs 1.18, p=0.491,
194  Fig. 3C). Theseresultsindicate that residing in the same room with an infected individual

195 increased therisk of transmission from that individual, while living on the same floor but in a

196 different room had no effect.

197
198
199 A B C
g S g p=0.006 8. —h p=0.491
g & e = '
=1 =} =1
g g = 3 -
i ’ N
g 1 -
o I | | L ol
04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 04 06 08 10 12 14 18 18
200 m m i
201

202  Fig. 3. The mean phylogenetic distance m between two samples from the same room (A, B) or
203  floor (C) (red), compared to the expected distributions obtained by reshuffling of room labels
204  independent of the floor (A), within the floor (B), or by reshuffling of floor labels (C) of

205 samples. p, fraction of reshuffling trials with mean phylogenetic distance below m.

11
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206
207

208 Therole of dormitory outbreak in the Russian and global epidemic of Omicron

209

210 TheBA.1.1 lineage comprised a considerable fraction of Russian samples in the beginning of
211 2022 (Fig. 4A). The UShER tree of BA.1.1 contained 489 non-dormitory Russian samples

212  obtained after December 16, 2021. Among them, 51 (10%; Wilson 95% CI = 8%-13%) belonged
213 toclade A and carried all three of its characteristic mutations (Fig. 1, Supplementary Table 2).
214  Among the dormitory samples of clade A, 47.2% (50/106) of which were basal, i.e. carried no
215  extrachanges on top of the characteristic C5812T mutation of clade A. By contrast, al 51 non-
216  dormitory samples carried extra mutations, indicating that they were exported from the

217  dormitory into the general population of Saint Petersburg and beyond. According to the

218  phylogenetic tree, there were at least three such exports of clade A (Fig. 1). Clade A samples
219  were most frequent in Saint Petersburg (comprising 18.6% of all Omicron samplesin February
220 2022) aswell asthe surrounding Leningrad Oblast (Figs 4B and 5), pointing to a considerable
221  contribution of the dormitory outbreak to the Omicron wave here. Meanwhile, the role of the
222  dormitory outbreak in the spread of Omicron in most other Russia' s regions was negligible: for
223  example, none of the 81 samples from Moscow belonged to clade A (Fig. 5).

224

225

226

227 A

12
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Fig. 4. The fraction of clade A, BA.1.1 and Omicron samples among Russian (A) and Saint-

Petersburg (B) samples from GISAID included in the UShER phylogenetic tree downloaded on

May 26, 2022. Samples from the dormitory are not included.
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Fig. 5. Clade A samples (orange) among al BA.1.1 samplesin Russia s regions. Numbers on

bars are the percentage of clade A samples in each region; 95% Wilson Cls are shown as bars.

Dormitory samples are not included.
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244  Supplementary Table 2. The fraction of clade A samples among all Russian BA.1.1 samples
245  obtained after 16th December 2021 that were present in the UShER tree downloaded on May 25,
246  2022.*95% Wilson ClI

247

248 Besides samples from Russia, clade A also carried 118 non-Russian samples from 20 countries
249  (Supplementary Table 3). All of them were collected after December 16, 2021. The fraction of
250 such samplesamong all BA.1.1 samples was low (<<1%) in al countries except Estoniawhere it
251 reached 1.8%. Notably, the two countries with the highest fraction, Estonia (1.8%; Wilson 95%
252  Cl = 0.8%-3.9%) and Finland (0.5%; Wilson 95% CI = 0.3%-0.8%), are geographically closeto
253  Saint Petersburg and are frequent travel destinations for Saint Petersburg residents.

254

255  Supplementary Table 3. Thefraction of clade A samples among all non-russian BA.1.1

256  samples obtained after December 16, 2021. Only countries with non-zero fraction are

257  shown.*95% Wilson CI

258

259

260

261  Discussion

262  Inthiswork, we describe an outbreak of BA.1.1 in a student dormitory in Saint Petersburg at the
263  beginning of the wave caused by Omicron. We show that the dormitory-derived variant spilled
264  over into the general population of Saint Petersburg, representing a substantial fraction among
265 the BA.1.1 samples here. Additionally, it spread to some other regions of Russia and to other

266  countries. Asclade A differs from the root of BA.1.1 in three nucleotide mutations, al of which

15


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.23.22282648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.23.22282648; this version posted November 24, 2022. 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 .

267  aresynonymous, it isunlikely that it had a fitness difference, meaning that most likely it has
268  gpread dueto chance. Transmission of SARS-CoV 2 is highly non-uniform, providing an

269  important role for superspreading eventsin the epidemic (16,17). Recently, using early Omicron
270  transmission chainsin Hong Kong, it was estimated that 80% of transmissions were generated by
271  20% of cases, and the superspreading potential of Omicron was suggested to be higher than for
272  thevariantscirculating in 2020 (18). In Russia, the whole Delta wave was mostly made by a
273  singleclade that has likely spread due to chance (4).

274

275 Hotels and dormitories provide a mgjor potential for superspreading. For Omicron, it was shown
276  that even in aguarantine hotel, the virus moved between neighboring rooms by circulating air
277  (19). Nevertheless, in this study, we show that even in a student dormitory, where residents of
278  different rooms are likely to actively communicate with each other, infection from roommates
279  weremore likely than from other residents of the same floor or the entire building. Therefore,
280 living places with layouts carrying more beds per room may host more rapidly growing

281  outbreaksthan places with smaller rooms.

282

283 At theonset of Omicron in South Africa, its estimated per day growth advantage over Delta was
284  estimated to be 0.24 (1). In agreement with this, while we detected four independent

285 introductions of Deltain the dormitory simultaneously with the introduction of Omicron, neither
286  of these four introductions led to an outbreak. The higher transmissibility of Omicron is thought
287  to be mainly dueto itsimmune evasion properties (14,15). In our study, near half of dormitory
288  residents with Omicron variant were previously vaccinated or infected, illustrating its potential

289  for spread in a population with preexisting partial immunity.

16


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.23.22282648
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.23.22282648; this version posted November 24, 2022. 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 .

290

291  Notably, despite the high fraction of dormitory-derived clade A in Saint Petersburg and

292  Leningrad Oblast, its prevalence in other regions of Russawas low (Fig. 5), pointing out that
293  even closeregions with a high passenger flow between them, such as Saint Petersburg and

294  Moscow, have unique epidemiological histories of equally fit viral variants. Thisis of course
295  conditional on similar fitness of these variants; a novel advantageous variant can rapidly spread
296  across acountry and the world, as repeatedly observed during the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic.

297

298

299 Methods

300 We performed whole-genome sequencing (WGS) using the SARS-CoV-2 ARTIC V4 protocol
301  andthe Oxford Nanopore gridiON or Illumina NextSeq 2000 sequencing technology. Consensus
302 genome assembly was performed by bwa-mem and bcftools, preceded by adapter and primer
303  trimming by trimmomatic, ivar (Illumina) or BAMClipper (Oxford Nanopore) and custom

304 scripts. An alternative allele was called if its read frequency exceeded 0.5 at a position.

305 Positions with coverage below 10 (Illumina) or 20 (Oxford Nanopore) were masked as N.

306

307 A few dormitory sequences assigned to the Omicron lineage had positions that were called as
308 ancestral and/or Delta nucleotides. While these could be legitimate new mutations (including
309 reversions), aclose analysis of the NGS data hinted at the possibility that these could be artifacts
310 of primer integration into reads (leading to the reference variant) or contamination (or

311  coinfection) with the Delta variant. To be on the conservative side, we marked such positions as

312 N inthe dormitory sequences for the purposes of tree construction.
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313

314  For phylogenetic analysis, we downloaded the UShER SARS-CoV 2 phylogenetic tree on May
315  26th, 2022 and extracted a subtree of 572,763 BA.1.1 samples availablein GISAID. We

316 removed all dormitory samples from the tree and added their improved consensus to thistree
317  with the UShER tool (5) and visualized it with iTOL (20). The same was done with seven

318 Russian samples of Delta and Delta subtree. Statistical analysis was performed with R (21).

319  Wilson confidence intervals were calculated with Hmisc package (22), and plots were made
320 usingtidyverse (23) and ggsignif (24) packages for R.
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