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Data quality control 

SARS-CoV-2 genome sequences were obtained from 2019nCoVR database 
1
 of China 

National Center for Bioinformation (CNCB). Please visit the website at 

https://bigd.big.ac.cn/ncov/release_genome for more information. It is required that 

those sequences were isolated from human host. Then a data quality control process 

was applied to obtain the high-quality SARS-CoV-2 genomes. The quality control 

pipeline was shown in Figure S1. 

 

 

Figure S1. The pipeline of quality control. Based on a quality control performed on 

November 25, 2020, the number of genomic sequences were presented for each step. 

 

First, the collection date of each strain should be complete. Second, the length of 

whole genome sequence is longer than 29,000 base pairs (bp) and the genome covers 

all protein-coding genes (bases 266:29674 of the reference genome sequence, 

GenBank accession number: NC_045512 
2
). Third, the total number of deletions is 

not more than 10, and the total deletion length is not more than 50. Forth, the number 

of unknown bases (Ns) is not more than 15 and the number of ambiguous bases (Ds) 

is not more than 50. Fifth, the double-ended continuous Ns were removed, if there 

were any. After the deletion, the length of remained genome sequence must be longer 

than 29,000 bp. Sixth, a data set of filtered 23,336 genomes were examined. It was 

found that 5% genomes contain more than 19 ambiguous (Ds) and unknown (Ns) 

bases. Therefore, the total number of Ds and Ns must be not more than 19 in each 

high-quality genome. 

 

After applying these criterions, 124,195 high-quality genome sequences were 

identified and then used for the following analysis. The number of identified high- 

and low-quality genomes in each month is shown in Figure S2. 
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Figure S2. The number of high- and low-quality SARS-CoV-2 genomes. The 

genomes were categorized according to their collection date. 

Distributed genome alignment 

To obtain the distributed alignment of the genomes, alignment was performed using 

MAFFT 
3
 with parameters “--auto --addfragments” after dividing input sequences into 

reference (GenBank accession number: NC_045512) 
2
 and others. This is a newly 

designed function for rapidly calculating full-length multi-alignment of 

closely-related viral genomes. 

 

Because of the explosion of genomic data generated for SARS-CoV-2, it is nearly 

impossible to maintain the daily updated analysis based on the existed analysis 

framework in the field. It is extremely time consuming to prepare a new alignment 

that contains all the genome sequences. Therefore, we introduced a distributed 

alignment system (Figure 1), which dramatically reduced the total alignment time 

complexity to 𝒪(𝑛), where 𝑛 is the number of viral strains. In this study, each 

alignment usually harbors sequences of about 5,000 genomes, including the reference 

sequence (NC_045512) 
2
 of SARS-CoV-2. 

 

Moreover, the reference sequence (NC_045512) 
2
 was aligned with the two outgroups: 

the bat coronavirus isolate RaTG13 
4
 and the pangolin coronavirus isolate 

PCoV-GX-P1E 
5
. The three aligned genomes were composed of a single outgroup 

alignment file. 
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Ancestral alleles of SARS-CoV-2 

In total, 272 SARS-CoV-2 strains were collected before or on Jan 31, 2020, and thus 

named as the early samples. The considered sequence range is 100 to 29,800, with 

nucleotide position numbering according to the reference sequence (NC_045512) 
2
. 

There are 855 polymorphic sites in the considered genomic region of the early 

samples. The ancestral alleles of SARS-CoV-2 were jointly inferred by the two 

outgroups: the bat coronavirus isolate RaTG13 
4
, the pangolin coronavirus isolate 

PCoV-GX-P1E 
5
, and the major alleles of the early samples. For the majority of 

polymorphic sites (827/855 = 96.7%), the ancestral alleles of SARS-CoV-2 inferred 

by outgroups are identical with the major alleles of the early samples. Therefore, the 

ancestral alleles of those 827 polymorphic and 28,846 monomorphic sites were 

determined. 

 

Among the un-determined 28 polymorphic sites, the minor alleles of 26 sites are rare 

and their frequency is less than 0.06. It indicates that the major alleles of the 26 sites 

in the early samples should be ancestral. 

 

The major allele frequency of the other two sites (at positions 8,782 and 28,144) is 

0.684 and 0.640, respectively, indicating that the minor alleles (8,782T and 28,144C) 

are not rare. Thus seven SARS-CoV-2 strains collected in December of 2019 were 

further examined, and all these strains carried the major alleles (8,782C and 28,144T) 

identified above. Moreover, the frequency trajectory was examined for both alleles, 

and it is unlikely to be beneficial ones 
6,7

. Therefore, the major alleles of the two sites 

in the early samples also should be the ancestral alleles. Therefore, the genomic 

sequence of the most recent common ancestor (MRCA) of SARS-CoV-2 was obtained, 

which is also called as the basal virus at the root of the phylogeny. Within the 

considered sequence range (100 to 29,800), it happens to be equivalent to the 

reference genome sequence (GenBank accession number: NC_045512) 
2
, consistent 

with the previous conclusion 
8
. 

Building the evolutionary tree based on distributed alignments and an existing tree 

To build an evolutionary tree as the input for the next section, the reference genomic 

region [100, 29,800] was considered. We have tried FastTree 
9
 and a slightly revised 

version of RAxML 
10

 to build maximum likelihood evolutionary tree. To fit the 

genomic length of SARS-CoV-2, the minimum branch length was changed from 

10−5 to 10−10 in RAxML. The revised codes can be obtained upon request. 

 

However, these two methods may not be well-suited in CGB because of the following 

reasons. First, as all the other phylogenetic methods, FastTree and RAxML cannot 
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analyze the distributed alignments. If FastTree and RAxML were used, a unified 

multiple sequence alignment had to be prepared for each daily update, as what we 

tried at the beginning. This preparation dramatically exceeded the power of 

modern-art computing facility. Second, FastTree and RAxML could not take a 

sub-genomic region into consideration, thus a shortened alignment had to be prepared. 

Third, as in most likelihood-based phylogenetic software, FastTree and RAxML could 

not distinguish the missing data at the 5’ and 3’ ends and the indels because both 

appeared as “-” in alignments. Since viral genomes are closely-related, these indels 

provide valuable information to infer their phylogenetic tree. Therefore, new 

approaches are needed to accomplish this task. 

 

To simplify the implementation of CGB, we started with the Neighbor-Joining 

method 
11

. It is relatively easy to implement the algorithm thus CGB can be launched 

as soon as possible. Generally, it performs well since the sequences are closely 

related. 

 

When calculating the genetic distance, there are a number of important features. First, 

the missing nucleotide sites at the 5’ and 3’ ends (presented as gaps in alignments) 

were ignored. Second, insertions and deletions were taken into consideration. Third, 

IUPAC (International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry) ambiguous nucleotide 

characters were supported. If the genetic distance was calculated by comparing all 

possible sequences generated by disambiguating nucleotide sites, it might 

over-estimate the genetic distance since a huge number of artificial sequences would 

be generated. Therefore, when comparing two nucleotides, they were disambiguated 

as two sets of characters. Only if the intersection of the two sets was the null set, the 

two sites were considered to be different. For example, an ambiguous character “Y” 

was treated as the same character “C” or “T”. Forth, for the most of pairs, the 

sequences of two genomes were located in different alignments. In this case, the 

sequence of reference genome, aligned in both alignments, was used as the coordinate 

for genomic position. 

 

To overcome the multiple hit effects, the genetic distance between outgroup and 

SARS-CoV-2 strain was obtained after calculating two additive components: the 

genetic distance between outgroup and the MRCA, and that between the MRCA and 

the viral strain. 

Substitution of ambiguous and missing nucleotides 

An ambiguous nucleotide site can be inferred because it shares one phylogeny with 

the sites on the neighboring lineages 
12

. We then used a simple approach to infer an 

ambiguous nucleotide site of a lineage by using the information of its neighboring 

lineages (Figure S3). During the inference, the allele frequency and the meaning of 

IUPAC ambiguous nucleotide characters are considered. For example, “Y” can only 
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be inferred as “C” or “T”. Moreover, only the lineages within the collection date ±30 

days were taken into consideration. There are missing nucleotide sites at the 5’ and 3’ 

ends (presented as gaps in alignments) in a few strains. These missing nucleotide sites 

can also be inferred and replaced similarly. We shall note that this strategy cannot 

infer an ambiguous nucleotide site if this site only appears once in the sample. 
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Figure S3. Inference of ambiguous nucleotide site of a lineage by using the 

information of its sister lineages. 

Parsimony inference of mutations for each branch 

After ambiguous and missing nucleotides were replaced with inferred nucleotides, 

mutations for each branch were reconstructed according to the principle of parsimony 
13

. Although the analysis is performed site by site, a large deletion, spanning over a 

number of reference genomic positions, is handled by merging continuous gaps as a 

single large deletion. For a long insertion, it is considered as a united element. 

Internal-flagged mutations affected by recombination 

The recombination effect has also been considered. Considering a single variant, it 

may recombine with other lineages, and a multiple-hit-like variant is observed due to 

recombination. Therefore, if a multiple-hit-like variant is observed, an internal 

flagging procedure is used to distinguish the variant whether it is due to 

recombination or multiple hit. 

 

A recombination event may affect multiple genomic variants, but a multiple hit only 

affect one variant. Therefore, considering a set of mutations happened on the same 

position, these mutations belong to different types. The type of two mutations is the 

same if their ancestral and derived alleles are the same. Please note that these two 

mutations happened on the same position but on different branches. Define the size of 

a mutation as the number of its descendants 
14

. Then all the mutations are first labeled 
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with the recombination flag. Considering a subset of mutations with the same type, 

the mutation with the maximum size is identified and the recombination flag is 

removed since this mutation is unlikely to be affected by recombination. Next, if there 

are at least 2 recombination-flagged mutations within less than 20kb on a branch, the 

recombination flags of mutations can be maintained, or the flags will be removed. 

 

This flagging procedure is very fast to handle all variants obtained from hundreds of 

thousands of SARS-CoV-2 genomes. The recombination-flagged mutations are not 

counted when estimating mutation rate (see the section blow). To obtain a more 

refined analysis result, users could try 3SEQ recombination algorithm 
15

 or the 

Bayesian based method BEAST 
16

. 

Estimation of mutation rate 

SARS-CoV-2 viral strains were tensely sampled in different days. Similar with cases 

of longitudinal samples 
17

, more mutations would be accumulated since the time of 

appearance of the most recent common ancestor (MRCA) of SARS-CoV-2. Therefore, 

following BEAST 
16

, a linear regression was applied to estimate the mutation rate of 

SARS-CoV-2 (Figure S4). For each viral strain with different collection date in a 

tip-dated time tree, the number of mutations was counted since the time of appearance 

of MRCA of SARS-CoV-2. To exclude the effect of recombination, the 

recombination-flagged mutations were excluded.  

 

The regression line is 𝑦 = 0.05495𝑥 + 1.3758, indicating the genome-wide 

mutation rate of SARS-CoV-2 is 0.05495 per genome per day, or 6.753 × 10−4 

per nucleotide per year. The extension regression line crosses the x-axis at -25.04 days, 

indicating that the first appearance time of MRCA of SARS-CoV-2 is November 5, 

2019. The estimate is very similar with the maximum likelihood time (November 2, 

2019) of MRCA (see the section below). 
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Figure S4. Linear regression to estimate the mutation rate. The x-axis displays 

number of days, representing the time period between December 1, 2019 and date of 

collection. The y-axis is the number of mutations accumulated since the first 

appearance of MRCA of SARS-CoV-2. 

 

 

 

Table S1. Mutation rate of SARS-CoV-2. 

 

SARS-CoV-2 Gene Mutation rate (per nucleotide per year) 

ORF1a 3.5339 × 10−4 

ORF1b 3.2416 × 10−4 

S 9.9640 × 10−4 

ORF3a 1.5695 × 10−4 

E 4.0574 × 10−4 

M 18.736 × 10−4 

ORF6 1.2697 × 10−4 

ORF7a 2.6063 × 10−4 

ORF7b 16.424 × 10−4 

ORF8 75.543 × 10−4 

N 18.373 × 10−4 

ORF10 85.751 × 10−4 

noncoding 25.234 × 10−4 
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Maximum-likelihood phylodynamic analysis 

A highly-efficient maximum-likelihood method (TreeTime) was proposed to infer the 

date of internal nodes 
18

. It can conduct the fast inference by “the post- and pre-order 

traversals” because a number of key values are tabulated for the back-trace during the 

traversals. In this study, we implemented this algorithm with only a minor revision.  

 

As recommended by TreeTime 
18

, all branches of length zero should be pruned. To 

improve the computation efficiency, the CGB first categories branches with length 

zero according to its context (Figure S5) and in certain cases, branches with length 

zero are not pruned (Figure S5A,E). The motivation of these categories is to make the 

children of length zero as a clade, and to reduce the number of multifurcating nodes. 

 

 
 

Figure S5. The five categories of the i-th branch (highlighted in blue) of length 

zero. A) All the children of the i-th branch have length zero, and its sister branch has 

length non-zero x. In this case, the two children of length zero remains in the same 

clade. B) The sister of the i-th branch has length zero, and the three nodes are 

clustered to form a multifurcating clade. C) If one child of the i-th branch has length 

zero, the branch is pruned. D) If all children of the i-th branch has length non-zero x 

and y, the branch is pruned. E) If two or multiple children of the i-th branch have 

length zero, the branch is kept and the non-zero branch is removed. 

 

 

Many internal nodes are multifurcating instead of bifurcating because the viral strains 

are very similar with each other. These multifurcating nodes are known as polytomies. 

To resolve the branches of an internal polytomic node, CGB first sorts the branches 

according to the potential gain of likelihood if branch length is shortened. In another 

word, CGB distinguishes branches whether longer or shorter branch length is favored. 

The branches are bi-partitioned, and the two sets of branches are determined by 

maximizing the gain of likelihood. The bi-partition starts from the root to the tips, and 

this process repeats four or more times. 
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The date of the MRCA appearance of SARS-CoV-2 was estimated to be November 2, 

2019 (95% CI: October 4 – November 11, 2019). This estimate is very similar with 

the result of regression analysis described above (November 5, 2019). As the first 

onset of COVID-19 was reported on December 8, 2019 
19

, the result suggests that 

viral spread and evolution had occurred before such outbreak. 

Sharing SARS-CoV-2 genomic variants in tree-based file format 

Inspired by the NextStrain 
20

 and the WashU Virus Genome Browser 
21

, we developed 

a tree-based file format to share SARS-CoV-2 genomic variants. It is a highly efficient 

data sharing system because it reduces the size of shared files dramatically. 

 

The head of data file contains the version of data format, the updated date, the 

genomic region analyzed, and the mutation rate estimated for each gene. The main 

body of data format is extended from Newick tree format (nwk) format to enclose the 

information of collection date of viral strains, patient gender and age, province and 

country, mutations, the inferred date of internal nodes. The recombination flags are 

not enclosed in the output data because it is very easy to reconstruct these flags. The 

efforts have been put to reduce the redundancy of data, so it improves the throughput 

of data flow, and enables a fast sharing and re-analyzing the large amount 

SARS-CoV-2 genomic variants. 

ML analysis based on the existing ML results and the new input data 

The CGB analysis pipeline is very fast, but it still cannot be finished in time to 

analyze the whole sample when the sample size exceeds about 100,000 genomes. 

Therefore, to overcome this problem, the analysis pipeline starts from the previous 

analyzed results. 

 

The new genomic sequences are first aligned with the reference genome (Figure 1), 

and then the new alignment and the previous results are analyzed together. The 

evolutionary tree and mutations are rebuilt based on the previous result file that 

contains the existing tree and mutations. A new strain is then added into the tree as a 

dated leaf, and new mutations are labeled. First, we started with the earliest sampled 

new strain, and a node closest to the new strain is chosen. The node could be a leaf or 

an internal node. Second, the new strain was attached to the tree and mutations were 

assigned according to the principle of parsimony. After adding all the new genomic 

sequences, the mutation rate and the date of internal nodes will be calculated, as 

described above. The maximum-likelihood (ML) analysis, slightly revised from the 

TreeTime 
18

, is extremely fast. 
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Please note that this process cannot guarantee to find the evolutionary tree with the 

minimum distance. It could be seen as the local optimization when the new strain was 

added to the closest node. The local optimization at each step cannot guarantee the 

global optimization at the end. However, it provides us a good solution to balance the 

efficiency and accuracy of analysis. 

 

To partially solve this problem, CGB analysis team would update the “globally 

optimized” results every one or two months by re-preforming the original analysis 

based on the whole data set. 

Visualization of a huge evolutionary tree by Movie-maker strategy 

When visualizing a huge evolutionary tree, many lineages are actually invisible 

because lineages are overlapping with other. If the tree is zoomed-in to show its 

details, only a sub-area of the tree can be seen. This situation is very similar with that 

when making movies. Invisible things are meaningless for audiences. Therefore, only 

visible lineages are painted when visualizing a huge evolutionary tree. 

 

Assume that the height of drawing panel is 1,000 pixels, and 10,000 horizontal lines 

are needed to be visualized. In this case, only 1,000 surface lines can be seen and 

other 9,000 lines are invisible because these are located below the surface lines. 

Therefore, it is not necessary to paint those 9,000 invisible lines. This strategy is so 

efficient that hundreds of thousands of lineages can be visualized smoothly, even on a 

smart phone. 

 

For experts who want to view each lineage in the huge evolutionary tree, a number of 

different ways is supported by data searching and filtering. A clade can be viewed in a 

new tab, and its sub-clade can also be viewed in another new tab. The clade can also 

be collapsed. Although it is not recommended, users can deeply zoom-in to view each 

lineage by using the CGB desktop standalone version. The function of deeply 

zoom-in is not supported in the web-based CGB tool because it has been designed 

mainly for the educational purpose as a simplified version of CGB. 

Genomic-coordinate annotation tracks 

The CGB currently provides six tracks to show genome structure and key domains, 

allele frequencies, sequence similarity between coronavirus, multi-coronavirus 

genome alignment, and primer sets for detection of various SARS-CoV-2 strains 

(Figure S6). These tracks are coordinated according to the position of SARS-CoV-2 

reference genome. 
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Figure S6. Six tracks provided by the Coronavirus GenBrowser. 

 

 

The track of genome structure shows the structure of SARS-CoV-2 genome. By 

dragging or right-click mouse, it is very easy to zoom-in a genomic region. The 

second track shows 25 known key domains, and users can copy the amino acid 

sequence, view the domain, or open the Pfam website (http://pfam.xfam.org). 

 

The track of allele frequency shows the frequency of derived alleles/variants in the 

viral population. Since the web tool is designed for the general public and the quick 

view of the global sample, users can update manually the allele frequency based on 

the chosen clade. The update process may take a while. If users want to timely update 

the frequency track, the standalone version is recommended. It updates the track 

according to the user-filter-out data on time. 

 

It is very convenient to overview the allele frequency trajectory over time by using the 

track of allele frequency (Figure S7). When hovering mouse on the frequency column 

of an allele, the allele frequency trajectory will pop-up. The web-based CGB is a little 

bit slow, but the desktop standalone CGB is perfect for this purpose. The allele 

frequency trajectory is calculated by a sliding window, and the window size is 5 days. 

Moreover, the submitter who has made the first discovery of the allele can also be 

found below the allele frequency trajectory (see the related section below). 
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Figure S7. Exploring allele frequency trajectory with CGB. CGB also credits the 

person who first discovers these SARS-CoV-2 variant. 

 

The track of sequence similarity shows the sequence similarity between SARS-CoV-2 

reference genome (NC_045512.2) 
2
 and other five-coronavirus genomes that are 

bat-CoV-RaTG13 (MN996532.1) 
4
, pangolin-CoV (MT040334.1) 

5
, 

human-SARS-CoV (AY278488.2) 
22

, bat-SARS-CoV1 (KY417146.1) 
23

 and 

bat-SARS-CoV2 (MK211376.1) 
24

. The sequence similarity was calculated by using a 

sliding window analysis (window size 100bp, and sliding step 20bp), and the 

parameters can be adjusted to re-calculate the sequence similarity by using the 

standalone version of CGB. 

 

The multiple-genome alignment was established for the six coronaviruses using 

MAFFT 
3
. The alignment can be easily viewed. Moreover, since this track is 

coordinated with others according to the position of SARS-CoV-2 reference genome, 

the inserted sequences in the five non-SARS-CoV-2 genomes can be viewed by using 

the standalone version of CGB (Figure S8). 

 

The last track presents the primer sets used for COVID-19 nucleic acid testing. It is 

very easy to view a primer set (forward and reverse) and its amplified genomic region 

(Figure S9. Combined with the information of allele frequency, the efficiency of 

nucleic acid testing can be further verified. Since viral strains can be filtered 

according to their sampled countries, provinces, and collection dates, the 

corresponding allele frequency can be obtained. 
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Figure S8. The zoomed view of multiple-genome alignment. The inserted 

sequences in the five non-SARS-CoV-2 genomes are marked by solid black triangles 

in the standalone version of CGB. The alignment can also be downloaded from 

https://bigd.big.ac.cn/ncov/apis/. 

 

 
 

Figure S9. The combined view of two tracks of allele frequency and primer set 

for detection of various SARS-CoV-2 strains. The nucleotide sequences of two 

primers are shown, and their amplified region is marked. 

Detection of the accelerated evolution of SARS-CoV-2 

The accelerated evolution was widely observed 
6,25-27

. To detect the accelerated 

evolution of SARS-CoV-2, the observed mutation rate in certain lineages was 

compared with the mutation rate in the whole tree or in the entire sample. This was in 

spirit similar with the method to detect the accelerated evolution of social enhancer 

PAS1 
26

.  

 

Denote the mutation rate (per nucleotide per year) for a considered genomic region by 

𝜇 that is calculated from the whole tree, and the mutation rate calculated from 

user-chosen lineages for the same genomic region by 𝜇𝑜𝑏𝑠. The Poisson probability 

describes the mutation process well, and is widely used to study the varying mutation 

rate among lineages 
28,29

. Therefore, by using the Poisson probability, it is determined 

whether 𝜇𝑜𝑏𝑠 is significantly faster than 𝜇. The result indicates that the mutation rate 

on the chosen samples (or certain lineages) is faster (relatively accelerated) than the 

mutation rate over the whole tree. 

Two accelerated UK lineages of SARS-CoV-2 

Very recently, COVID-19 Genomics Consortium UK reported a rapidly growing 

lineage in the UK associated with an unexpectedly large number of genetic changes 
30

 

that carried the variant S:N501Y 
31

. Inspired by this new finding, we then identified 

https://bigd.big.ac.cn/ncov/apis/
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two independently-evolved UK lineages that appeared to be accelerated. The two 

lineages were composed of 369 and 199 viral strains sampled from the UK. 

 

To calculate the mutation rate for the two lineages by regression, we included a UK 

viral sample (𝑛 = 202) dated around the split time of the two lineages (Figure S10A). 

Thus the slop of regression line would be mainly determined by the mutation rate of 

the two lineages. The genome-wide mutation rate was significantly accelerated within 

the examined UK strains (Figure S10), in accordance with the previous report 
30

. By 

examining the evolutionary rate of different genes, it was found that the level of 

accelerated evolution varied along the genome. For the gene M, the reduced 

evolutionary rate was even observed. The analysis was also performed for each 

lineage, the genome-wide accelerated evolution was observed in both cases (results 

not shown). 

 

Figure 10. Two accelerated viral lineages in the UK.  

A) The phylogenetic tree view of accelerated clades (I and II). A23063T or S:N501Y 

were indicated along the two long branches that distinguish them from each other. 

There were 24 mutations occurred on the branch leading to the lineage I, and 17 

mutions on the branch leading to the lineage II. 

B) The mutation rate of each gene. The orange color of P-value indicates the 

accelerated evolution, and the blue one indicates the reduced evolution. P-values 

were obtained from the one-tailed test based on the Poisson probability. 
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Although these two lineages evolved independently, multiple mutations of ORF1ab 

were observed in both lineages. ORF1ab encodes a polyprotein that are involved in 

genome transcription and replication 
32

. There were four non-synonymous mutations 

and deletions of ORF1ab occurred on the branch leading to the first lineage (ORF1a: 

T1001I, A1708D, I2230T, and SGF3675-), consistent with the recent report 
30

. There 

were another four non-synonymous mutations of ORF1ab occurred on the branch 

leading to the second lineage (ORF1b: M2322I; ORF1a: S944L, H2357Y, and 

P3395L). 

Detection of slowly evolved SARS-CoV-2 strains 

The lineage-specific reduced mutation rate of a viral strain would provide certain 

information about global and regional routes of virus transmission. The method is also 

similar with the one to detect the accelerated evolution of social enhancer PAS1 
26

. To 

detect the lineage-specific reduced mutation rate, let us consider a strain that did not 

mutate within 90 days before it was collected.  

 

Based on the high-quality 132,443 SARS-CoV-2 genomic sequences (analyzed on 

December 21, 2020), the genome-wide mutation rate (per site per year), calculated 

from the whole tree (see the related section above), is 𝜇 = 6.753 × 10−4 per 

nucleotide per year. By using the Poisson probability, it was determined whether the 

mutation rate of the strain became significantly reduced within the considered 

duration of time. Based on the latest viral genomic data, the analysis can be 

re-performed by using the desktop standalone CGB (Figure S11). 

 

 

Figure S11. Detection of slowly evolved SARS-CoV-2 strains with desktop 

standalone CGB. 
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Detection of the on-going selection of SARS-CoV-2 

To detect on-going positive selection, allele frequency trajectory is examined. The 

allele frequency trajectory has been well studied under positive selection 
33-36

. Denote 

the selection coefficient by 𝑠, and assume the initial frequency of the derived allele a 

is 𝑞0, and the frequency of the wide-type allele A is 𝑝0 = 1 − 𝑞0. We have the 

following equation from the textbook 
33

 (see also Table S2): 

𝑞𝑡

𝑝𝑡
= (1 + 𝑠)

𝑞𝑡−1

𝑝𝑡−1
= ⋯ ⋯ = (1 + 𝑠)𝑡 𝑞0

𝑝0
.                                   (1) 

Then we have 

𝑙𝑜𝑔 (
𝑞𝑡

𝑝𝑡
) = 𝑙𝑜𝑔 (

𝑞0

𝑝0
) + 𝑡𝑙𝑜𝑔(1 + 𝑠).                                      (2) 

Since 𝑙𝑜𝑔 (
𝑞𝑡

𝑝𝑡
), 𝑙𝑜𝑔 (

𝑞0

𝑝0
) and 𝑡 is known, 𝑙𝑜𝑔(1 + 𝑠) can be estimated by linear 

regression. 

 

Table S2. Frequency of wide-type and derived alleles after selection. 

Haplotype A (wide-type) a (derived allele) 

Fitness 1 1 + s 

Frequency on the (𝑡 − 1)-th day 𝑝𝑡−1 𝑞𝑡−1 

Frequency on the 𝑡-th day 𝑝𝑡 =
𝑝𝑖

𝑝𝑖 + (1 + 𝑠)𝑞𝑖
 𝑞𝑡 =

(1 + 𝑠)𝑞𝑖

𝑝𝑖 + (1 + 𝑠)𝑞𝑖
 

 

 

 

Figure S12. The deterministic frequency trajectory of advantageous mutation. 

𝑠 = 0.1 and 𝑞0 = 0.0001. The best time window to control the transmission of the 

advantageous mutation is shadowed. 
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When s > 0, the frequency of derived allele increases over time 
33

 (Figure S12). 

During Stage I and III, the increase of advantageous allele frequency is slow, 

indicating a low efficiency of selection. During Stage II, advantageous allele 

frequency increases fast, and the efficiency of selection is high. When its frequency is 

50%, the efficiency of selection reaches maximum. Therefore, if the transmission of 

an advantageous viral mutation can be controlled, the best time window would be 

during Stage I, especially when its frequency is still below 10%. 

 

To detect putative advantageous mutations during their early stage of spreading, the 

analysis framework is summarized in Figure S13. A neutral viral mutation could 

tightly linked with an advantageous mutation 
37-39

. The advantageous mutation was 

hitchhiked and it, together with the neutral mutation, spread into the entire viral 

population. To reduce the impact of hitchhiking neutral mutation, only 

non-synonymous mutations were carried out for the further analysis. We restricted 

that its start frequency was less than 0.1, and its end frequency larger than 0.05. 

Moreover, we considered the mutation frequency trajectory during the selective phase, 

the period of when an advantageous mutation causes an on-going selection. The 

selective phase is bounded by the time of the first appearance of the mutation, and the 

first time when its frequency reaches 1.0. Then linear regression was performed. 

Since larger 𝑅2 indicates that the model explains more variation with the data, 

𝑠 > 0 represents the positive selection, the mutation was identified as advantageous 

one if 𝑠 > 0, 𝑝 < 0.01, and 𝑅2 > 0.5.  

 

  



 

20 
 

 

 

Figure S13. Illustration of detection of on-going selection of SARS-CoV-2.  

A) Flow chart for detecting putative advantageous variants.  

B) The frequency trajectory for A23403G (S: D614G) and the related linear 

regression. The x-axis displays number of days since the first appearance of derived 

allele in the global viral population. 𝑞𝑡 is the frequency of derived allele (23403G), 

and 𝑝𝑡 the frequency of ancestral allele (23403A) at the time t. 
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Table S3. Putative advantageous variants¶. 

 

Position Gene Nucl. mut. AA mut. Start time Start freq End/Last time End/Last freq Sel Coeff P-value R-square 

6317 ORF1a C6317T P2018S 20/03/03 0.0019 20/11/19 0.075 0.0125 <1.0E-10 0.502 

6,807 ORF1a C6807T T2181I 20/05/03 0.0006 20/11/19 0.5 0.0307 <1.0E-10 0.7992 

7,926 ORF1a C7926T A2554V 20/03/14 0.0002 20/11/19 0.5 0.0258 <1.0E-10 0.8576 

14,408 ORF1b C14408T P314L 20/01/22 0.0148 20/08/04 0.997 0.0448 <1.0E-10 0.8653 

21,614 S C21614T L18F 20/03/10 0.0007 20/11/19 0.175 0.0284 <1.0E-10 0.8248 

21,631 S A21631T Q23H 20/09/19 0.0003 20/11/19 0.075 0.0617* 8.9151E-13 0.5821 

22,227 S C22227T A222V 20/03/15 0.0007 20/11/19 0.925 0.0434 <1.0E-10 0.8959 

23,403 S A23403G D614G 20/01/22 0.0222 20/06/25 0.9907 0.0505 <1.0E-10 0.8664 

25,879 ORF3a G25879A V163I 20/09/04 0.0016 20/11/19 0.075 0.0339 1.5543E-15 0.5737 

27,769 ORF7b C27769T S5L 20/03/15 0.0002 20/11/19 0.075 0.0228 <1.0E-10 0.8715 

28,310 N C28310A P13T 20/02/23 0.0055 20/11/19 0.05 0.0125 <1.0E-10 0.5441 

28,932 N C28932T A220V 20/03/27 0.0002 20/11/19 0.925 0.0489 <1.0E-10 0.8955 

29,645 ORF10 G29645T V30L 20/03/09 0.0004 20/11/19 0.925 0.0436 <1.0E-10 0.8945 

 

*Note: A21631T (S:Q23H) is also spreading in Wales, England. These strains carried both S:Q23H and D614G. The detection of selection for S:Q23H was 

performed conditional on that D614G was fixed. Therefore, the estimated selection coefficient of S:Q23H only affects the selective effect for itself, not 

including the first viral adaptation due to D614G. However, there is no any functional study on S:Q23H, and its advantageous effect needs to be examined in 

the future. 

 

¶The analysis was performed on global samples (𝑛 = 132,443). The latest strains included in the analysis were collected on November 24, 2020. 
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Lineage tracing 

CGB lineage tracing was developed to search for the genomic clues of re-emerged 

COVID-19 cases. First, the genome sequences of SARS-CoV-2 strains (query) 

collected from patients or environments were aligned with the genomic sequence of 

the most recent common ancestor (MRCA) of SARS-CoV-2. It happens to be 

equivalent to the reference genome sequence (GenBank accession number: 

NC_045512) 
2
. Second, the lineage-specific mutations were inferred for each query 

strain. Third, the lineage-specific mutations were also obtained for each node on the 

evolutionary tree. Forth, two sets of mutations were compared, and the node with the 

minimum difference to the query was found as the target node. The target node could 

be a leaf or an internal node. 

 

Please note that the analysis is extremely fast. Based on the tree of more than 132,000 

viral strains, lineage tracing can be finished within seconds if user provides aligned 

sequences as input. It is also recommended to use aligned sequences as input although 

un-aligned fasta file is also allowed. Moreover, CGB performs lineage tracing locally 

on users’ computers. As a general policy of eGPS, there are no any data submitted to 

any servers. 

CGB analysis for SARS-CoV-2 transmission in Washington State 

The transmission of SARS-CoV-2 was analyzed by using the sequences of 453 

SARS-CoV-2 genomes collected between February 20 and March 15, 2020 from 

infected patients in Washington State in the United States 
8
. It reveals that most 

SARS-CoV-2 infections sampled during this time derive from a single introduction.  

 

Since more sequencing data have accumulated since the middle of March, the 

transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in Washington State was then re-examined by using 

CGB. In total, 4,274 high-quality genomes sampled from infected patients in 

Washington State were obtained, and six Washington State outbreak clades were 

identified (Figure S14).  

 

The clade I was identified previously 
8
. The virus isolated from the first COVID19 

case in the United States 
40

 was marked in red, which has single-nucleotide 

polymorphisms (SNPs) C8782T, C18060T and T28144C relative to the MRCA of 

SARS-CoV-2. 

 

The second clade is a major one and contains 1,625 viral lineages. Its genomic 

signature is C3037T, A23403G, C14408T, C241T and G25563T. The third clade 
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contains 1,507 viral lineages. Its genomic signature is C3037T, A23403G, C14408T 

and C241T. These two clades are prevailing (3132 / 4274 = 73.3%) because they 

carry the advantageous mutation D614G on the spike protein.  

 

There are three minor clades that are linked to the root. These clades were shown in 

the sub-panel while the three major clades are collapsed. 

 

 

Figure S14. The phylogeny of 4,274 high-quality SARS-CoV-2 genomes from 

infected patients in Washington State in the United States. The virus isolated from 

the first COVID19 case in the United States 
40

 was marked in red circle (within the 

clade I), which has single-nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) C8782T, C18060T and 

T28144C relative to the MRCA of SARS-CoV-2. The mutations to distinguish these 

clades were labeled next the clades. The sub-panel showed the zoomed view of the 

three minor clades. 

CGB phylogenetic analysis for the Auckland outbreak  

There was an outbreak in Auckland that suddenly emerged in August, 2020, after 

more than 100 days without a local transmission of COVID-19 in New Zealand. The 

first person to test positive worked at Americold food cold-storage facility in 

Auckland. The CGB phylogenetic analysis of SARS-CoV-2 shows that all 56 viral 

strains, associated with the outbreak, carry a novel variant T15867G, indicating that 

the outbreak derived from a single introduction. This variant, as a genomic signature, 

was only found in the Auckland outbreak associated viral strains (Figure S15).  

 

Moreover, three mutations in the Auckland outbreak lineage (C23731T, G10097A, 

C4002T) cannot be found in any former strains collected from New Zealand (Figure 

S15), but popularly found in many strains collected from other countries. Therefore, 

these evidences indicate that the outbreak in Auckland should be un-linked with the 
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first New Zealand outbreak in April, 2020.  

 

 

 

 

Figure S15. The phylogeny of 445 high-quality SARS-CoV-2 genomes from 

infected patients in New Zealand. The Auckland outbreak clade was highlighted. 

The mutations were labeled along a long branch that distinguishes the Auckland 

outbreak clade with other New Zealand associated clades. The subpanel showed the 

zoomed view of the Auckland outbreak, together with its closest viral strains collected 

from infected patients in other countries. 

Timely update of CGB 

Based on the distributed alignments and the highly efficient algorithms described 

above, CGB provides the timely update service for the public. For SARS-CoV-2 

genomic sequences submitted to 2019nCoVR database 
1
 or GWH 

41
, the updated 

results will be available shortly afterwards. For SARS-CoV-2 genomic sequences 

submitted to other databases, an integration pipeline has been established 
1
. After 

these sequences are integrated into 2019nCoVR database, the updated results will be 

available very soon. 

Credit the person who first discovers any SARS-CoV-2 variant 

Reasonably the first discovery of a novel SARS-CoV-2 variant should be entitled to 

its submitter who has first deposited sequences carrying the novel variant to public 

repositories. This would prompt the timely sharing of SARS-CoV-2 genomic data to 
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monitor the viral evolution. Therefore, by using CGB, users can easily find who has 

made the first discovery of a novel SARS-CoV-2 variant (Figure S7). 

 

To find who has made the first discovery of a novel SARS-CoV-2 variant, only 

high-quality sequences were taken into consideration, indicating that sequences have 

to pass the quality control described above. Moreover, the nucleotide site at the 

considered position cannot be ambigious. These information can be found by using 

CGB (Figure S7), or downloaded via https://bigd.big.ac.cn/ncov/apis/data-latest/. 

Timely data sharing 

It is important to encourage data sharing to fight against SARS-CoV-2, while it should 

not impact the data generators’ right to publish. Therefore, the person/organizer who 

first discovers any SARS-CoV-2 variant can be easily found by using CGB. 

D614G mutation on the spike protein 

Our CGB result indicates that D614G mutation is likely to occur in the late of 

November, 2019, with a 95% confidence interval between November 17 and 

December 13, 2019. It was first discovered by Charité Universitätsmedizin Berlin, 

Institute of Virology, and the sequence (Germany/BY-ChVir-929/2020) was deposited 

publicly on January 31, 2020 (Figure S7). 

The standalone alone and web-based CGB 

The web-based CGB is a simplified version in multiple languages, and user can 

access the data via a web-browser, and thus there is no need to install the software. It 

is convenient to view the tree, search a viral strain or a mutation, and perform data 

filtering. However, it cannot monitor the non-neutral evolution (including the 

accelerated and reduced viral evolution) and perform lineage tracing. It has also a few 

weaknesses. For example, it is slow to view allele frequency trajectory, and it is 

impossible to zoom-in to view each viral lineage. It is not only due to technical 

limitations but also these professional functions are always available in the standalone 

alone CGB. 

 

The standalone alone CGB is a plug-in module for the eGPS software 

(http://www.egps-software.net/) 
42

. It provides the full function of CGB analysis. 

Moreover, allele frequency trajectory can be promptly obtained, and although it is not 

recommended, users can even use it to zoom-in to see each viral lineage. 

https://bigd.big.ac.cn/ncov/apis/data-latest/
http://www.egps-software.net/
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CGB in multiple languages 

The multiple-language versions of CGB can only be found in the web-based tool. For 

educational purpose, the multi-language CGB allows the general public in many 

regions of the world to easily access timely pre-analyzed results from the latest 

SARS-CoV-2 genomes. Different language versions were implemented by using 

different configuration files (Table S4), which were translated into different 

languages.  

 

Readers are welcome to approach us for translating CGB into more languages. These 

configure files can also be provided freely so any websites can translate CGB into 

their own favorite languages. 

 

Table S4. Examples of language-related configure files. 

Variable name English Chinese German 

app_name genbrowser 新冠病毒基因组

浏览器 

GenBrowser 

download_desktop Download Desktop 下载桌面版程序 Desktop herunterladen 

tree_ope Tree operation 进化树操作区域 Operationsbereich des Baums 

search_node Search virus/mutation 查找病毒/变

异 

Virus/Mutation suchen 

institution institution 组织机构 Institution 

forward_primer Forward primer 正向引物 Vorwärtsprimer 

reverse_primer Reverse primer 反向引物 Rückwärtsprimer 
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