
 

 

Supplementary material 

Supplementary methods: RNA extraction and RT-qPCR 

At the laboratories, gargle samples in 1 ml FluidX tubes with externally threaded caps (Brooks 

Life Sciences, Chelmsford, MA) were organized into 96-well racks and tube barcodes were 

scanned (Perception HD, Brooks Life Sciences, Chelmsford, MA). On full racks, positions A1-A4 

and E1 were left empty for RNA extraction and RT-qPCR controls. The outside surface of sample 

tubes was disinfected by briefly dipping the filled racks into 70% ethanol. Subsequently, the racks 

were centrifuged (500 X g for 1 min at room temperature to remove residual ethanol. Thereafter, 

sample racks were introduced into a laminar flow hood and sample tubes were decapped using a 

FluidX IntelliXcap 96-format Decapper/Capper (Brooks Life Sciences, Chelmsford). Using a 

semi-automated Viaflo 96-tip pipettor (Integra Biosciences AG, Zizers Switzerland) and sterile, 

300 µl wide-bore filter tips (Integra Biosciences AG, Zizers Switzerland), 12.5 µl of freshly 

prepared 2 M 1,4-dithiothreitol (DTT, 5-35 mM final concentration, Carl Roth, GmbH, Karlsruhe, 

Germany) were added to each tube and mixed via pipetting to reduce viscosity. Tubes were 

recapped and incubated for 10 min at room temperature, followed by centrifugation for 1 min at 

500 X g at room temperature to enrich cellular material on the tube bottom. Sample tubes were 

again decapped and surplus sample material was removed into a 96 deep-well “waste” plate, until 

200 µl of the cell enriched sample fraction remained in each sample tube. The remaining sample 

material was gently mixed by pipetting up and down (10 x 180 µl). For pooling of two or more 

96-well racks, 50 µl of sample was transferred to a 96 V-bottom deep-well plate (Ritter, Germany) 

using the Viaflo pipettor. Additional samples were added as 50 µl aliquots. Pools sizes varied from 

3 to 10. Pooling has been used for the diagnosis of influenza1 and has been adapted and employed 

successfully in the field of SARS-CoV diagnostics2,3. Pooled samples were homogenized using 

mechanical mixing in a KingFisher Flex (ThermoFisher Scientific) with a 96-tip comb for 65 s at 

fast speed. One hundred µl of the mixed pool was transferred to a 96 deep-well V-bottom plate 

containing 350 µl of lysis buffer (80 mM Tris pH 6.4, 5.7 M guanidinium isothiocyante, 35 mM 

EDTA, 2% Triton X-100, 56 mM DTT freshly added) and incubated for 10 min at room 

temperature. At this step, 10 µl of RNA extracted from previous positively tested samples were 

added in duplicate as sample processing controls to test for RNA degradation and PCR inhibition 

(positions A4 and E1; leading to approx. Ct 35 in subsequent RT-qPCR). Automated RNA 

extraction was performed using the KingFisher Flex Magnetic Particle Processor System 

(ThermoFisher Scientific) or the CyBio Felix System (Analytik Jena) based on carboxylated 

magnetic bead separation4 according to the instruction of the manufacturers. 

RT-qPCR was performed with 7 µl of extracted RNA using the Luna Universal Probe One-Step 

RT-qPCR Kit with the Luna WarmStart RT Enzyme Mix (New England Biolabs, Ipswich, MA) 

or the BioRad OnestepRT qPCR Kit according to the manufacturers protocol in a final reaction 

volume of 20 µl. RNA extracts from pooled samples were analyzed by duplexing primers and 

probes for RP2 (human target; AGATTTGGACCTGCGAGCG, 

GCAACAACTGAATAGCCAAGGT, HEX-TTCTGACCTGAAGGCTCTGCGCG–BHQ1) 

with orf1b (viral target, TGGGGTTTTACAGGTAACCT, 
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AACACGCTTAACAAAGCACTC, TexasRed-TAGTTGTGATGCAATCATGACTAG-BHQ1) 

and UTR (viral target, AGTGTACAGTGAACAATGCT, ATCACATGGGGATAGCACTA 

HEX-AGCTGCCTATATGGAAGAGCCCT-BHQ1) with N2 (viral target, 

TTACAAACATTGGCCGCAAA, GCGCGACATTCCGAAGAA, FAM-

ACAATTTGCCCCCAGCGCTTCAG-BHQ1) or by triplex PCR (CDC-N2, CDC-ORF1b, CDC-

RP2. Three RT-qPCR reaction controls included: (i) an RNA extract from a previously tested 

positive sample (position A1) with a target Ct value of 25 or Twist Synthetic SARS-CoV-2 RNA 

Control 2 (10E4 molecules per reaction); (ii) an RNA extract from a previously tested negative 

samples (A2); and (iii) a no template control (A3. RT-qPCR reactions were run on a CFX96 Touch 

Real-Time PCR Detection System (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA) with cycling conditions of 55°C for 

10 min, 95°C for 1 min and 45 cycles of 95°C for 10 s, and 55°C for 30 s for both duplex PCRs. 

Fluorescence signal was recorded at the 55°C annealing and elongation step of each cycle. 

Resultant fluorescent curves were analyzed and Ct values were calculated using the CFX Maestro 

software (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA). RNA was extracted from individual samples from positive 

pools using 100 µl of remaining DTT-treated original gargle sample as described above. RNA 

extracts of unpooled samples were examined using a triplex RT-qPCR targeting N2, orf1b (viral 

targets), and RP2 (human target) in 20 µl reactions using the PCR conditions described above and 

the Ct values of positive samples were recorded. In some analyses, unpooled samples were 

additionally analysed by a duplex PCR (CDC-N1, ORF10).  

At the first survey, presence of SARS-CoV-2 RNA of samples send to the Molecular Diagnostics 

Laboratory, Diagnostic & Research Institute of Hygiene, Microbiology and Environmental 

Medicine at the Medical University of Graz was determined by real-time PCR (qPCR) using the 

in vitro diagnostics/Conformité Européenne (IVD/CE)-labeled cobas® SARS-CoV-2 test (Roche 

Molecular Systems, Branchburg, NJ, USA) for use on the cobas® 6800/8800 system (Roche 

Molecular Diagnostics, Rotkreuz, Switzerland) according to the manufacturer’s instructions 

[1,2].5,6 Selective amplification of target nucleic acid from each sample was achieved by the use 

of target-specific forward and reverse primers for ORF1a/b nonstructural region that is unique to 

SARS-CoV-2. In addition, a conserved region in the structural protein envelope E-gene was 

chosen for pan-Sarbecovirus detection. The pan-Sarbecovirus detection set also detect SARS-

CoV-2 virus. An RNA Internal Control, used to monitor the entire preparation and PCR 

amplification process, was introduced into each specimen during sample processing. Results 

showing inhibition were repeat tested.  

At the second survey, a test system consisting of extraction on the KingFisher™ Flex 

(ThermoFisher Scientific) instrument using the MagMaX™ Viral/Pathogen Nucleic Acid 

Isolation Kit (Life Technologies Corporation, Austin, TX, USA) according to the manufacturer’s 

instructions and amplification on the CFX96 Touch Real-time PCR Detection System (Bio-Rad) 

for detection of SARS-CoV-2 RNA according to the protocol described above (triplex PCR for 

individual samples and duplex PCRs for pools) was used. For extraction, an input volume of 200 

µl and an elution volume of 50 µl were chosen. 
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Supplementary Table 1. Associations of characteristics of the schools participating in the School-

SARS-CoV-2 Study. 

No. of schools within 

categories (column %) 
School type   

Social deprivation 

index 
  Average class size 

    
Primary 

school 

Secondary 

school 
  

Low/ 

moderate 

High/very 

high 
  

≤20 

pupils/ 

class 

>20 

pupils/ 

class 

Local population density                 

≤100 inhabitants / km2 17 (13%) 6 (5%)   23 (13%) 0 (0%)   19 (18%) 4 (3%) 

>100-250 inhabitants / km2 25 (19%) 22 (19%)   47 (26%) 0 (0%)   30 (30%) 17 (12%) 

>250-500 inhabitants / km2 19 (15%) 15 (13%)   30 (16%) 2 (3%)   21 (21%) 13 (9%) 

>500-10000 inhabitants / km2 60 (47%) 66 (57%)   80 (44%) 45 (76%)   31 (31%) 95 (67%) 

>10000 inhabitants / km2 8 (6%) 7 (6%)   3 (2%) 12 (20%)   3 (3%) 12 (9%) 

  P=0.231   P<0.001   P<0.001 

School type         

Primary school    93 (51%) 33 (56%)  77 (74%) 52 (37%) 

Secondary school    90 (49%) 26 (44%)  27 (26%) 89 (63%) 

   P=0.494  P<0.001 

Social deprivation index                 

Low/moderate             85 (83%) 98 (70%) 

High/very high             17 (17%) 42 (30%) 

          P=0.017 

P values are from χ2-tests.  


