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Introduction The Cycle Threshold (CT) value in Real-time Polymerase Chain Reaction (RT-2 

PCR) is where a target specific amplification signal becomes detectable and can infer viral 3 

load, risk of transmission and recovery in SARS-CoV-2 infections.  Adoption into routine 4 

practice is however uncommon. 5 

Gap Statement The lack of inclusion of CT values when reporting SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR results 6 

in routine practice. 7 

Aim To use CT values when reporting SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR results in Qatar to aid clinical 8 

interpretation and patient management.    9 

Methodology Routine CT values across 3 different RT-PCR platforms were reviewed for 10 

concordance at presentation and clearance in patients with COVID-19.  An Indicative 11 

Threshold of CT 30 based on viral clearance kinetics categorized low and high CT values.      12 

Results There was very high Correlation and Kappa Score agreement between the different 13 

gene targets in each platform (p<0.001).  Using the Indicative Threshold it was possible to 14 

autoverify and add average CT values and append  Interpretive Comments to all RT-PCR 15 

reports. The new reporting algorithm impacted immediately and safely on: physician 16 

interpretation of SARS-CoV-2 results; patient management; staff surveillance protocols; 17 

length of stay in quarantine; a redefinition of patient recovery. 18 

Conclusion Incorporation of CT values into routine practice is possible across different RT-19 

PCR platforms and adds useful information for patient management. The use of an 20 

Indicative Threshold and interpretive comments improves clinical interpretation of the 21 

result and could be a model for reporting other respiratory infections. The current accepted 22 

practice of withholding CT values should be reviewed by the profession, accreditation 23 

bodies and regulators. 24 

Key Words Cycle Threshold; Real-time Polymerase Chain Reaction (RT-PCR); SARS-CoV-2; 

COVID-19.   
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Introduction     25 

The World Health Organization (WHO) reported: clusters of viral pneumonia on December 26 

31, 2019 in Wuhan China; isolation of SARS-CoV-2 on January 9, 2020; definition of  27 

Coronavirus Infectious Disease 2019 (COVID-19) caused by the virus;   a Public Health 28 

Emergency of International Concern on January 30, 2020; a pandemic on March 11, 2020 29 

[1].  WHO advised the use of Reverse Transcriptase Polymerase Chain Reaction (RT-PCR) on 30 

combined nasopharyngeal / oropharyngeal swabs (NPS/OPS) for diagnosis of COVID-19 and 31 

two negative RT-PCRs 24 hours apart for defining recovery[2].  32 

RT-PCR amplifies over 40 to 45 cycles, with the cycle threshold (CT) value being determined 33 

where the fluorescent signal of a test exceeds the background signal of controls. The CT 34 

value is inverse to the viral load, with clearance indicated by rising CTs. This is because more 35 

PCR cycles are required to detect the virus. Using CTs in estimating viral load and 36 

transmission risk is not routine because of perceived lack of platform to platform 37 

concordance and the absence of a direct link between CT values and clinical outcome.   38 

A positive result for SARS-CoV-2 is defined by the manufacturer-specified CT values for one 39 

or more genes, with an inconclusive result reported where the combination of reactive 40 

genes fails to meet the definition.  41 

After infection SARS-CoV-2 has a short latent period where virus is undetectable for about 4 42 

days, followed by a period of high viral load coinciding with the pre-symptomatic and 43 

symptomatic transmission phase, lasting for another four days, and then followed by 44 

prolonged viral RNA shedding [3-8]. The timing  of transmission varies with the data source 45 

with Ganyani reporting the generation interval (time between infection events in an 46 

infector-infectee pair) as 5.20 days (95%: CrL 3.78–6.78) and 3.95 days (95% CrI: 3.01–4.91) 47 

for two separate outbreaks [9]. 48 

At the onset of symptoms patients present with high viral loads (<CT 20) which 49 

subsequently fall in both upper and lower respiratory tracts, with higher loads in lower 50 

airways than those seen in NPS/OPS specimens [10]. Detection of low level viral RNA can 51 

last for weeks to months but transmission does not typically exceed 10 days from first PCR 52 

or symptom onset in mild infections and 20 days in severe illness [10-12].  Prolonged 53 

shedding and categorical reporting (positive or negative) can risk inferring patients are 54 

infectious when they are in recovery, leading often to unnecessary extension of quarantine. 55 

Attempts to use CT values as a surrogate of viral load and by extrapolation of disease 56 

severity have been reported but not widely adopted. Wishaupt [13]  showed low CT values 57 

in common respiratory viral infections, including seasonal human coronaviruses (HCoV), 58 

were  associated with hospitalisation, increased oxygen requirement and longer lengths of 59 

hospital stay. Spencer categorised influenza infections on the basis of an arbitrarily set CT 60 
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threshold, separating them into low and high CT values to differentiate high and low viral 61 

loads respectively [14]. They confirmed the low CT cohort was seen primarily in younger 62 

patients (3 – 8y), symptomatic elderly patients and presentation within two days of 63 

symptom onset, indicating early acute infection. A similar pattern of CT values was reported 64 

in children with Bordetella pertussis with low values indicating high bacterial loads in 65 

unvaccinated children with life threatening infections; bacterial loads were three orders of 66 

magnitude higher than those seen in vaccinated children [15].  67 

CT values have also been used to estimate the period of infectivity in COVID-19. Bullard [11] 68 

investigated virus recovery from symptom onset and found that virus could not be isolated 69 

after 8 days or CT values > 24. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) [16] and La 70 

Scola [12] reported virus recovery was restricted to the first 8 days of a symptomatic 71 

infection and CT values <33.  Wolfe [10] and van Kampen [17] found viral recovery 72 

correlated  with high viral loads and by implication low CT values, with the observation that 73 

viral recovery in patients with severe disease could be prolonged [17].  Time based 74 

prediction of infectiousness based on virus culture is more consistent than individual CT 75 

thresholds although likely to overestimate the period of infectivity for most people.  76 

Adoption of CT value reporting into routine practice faces hurdles associated with 77 

regulatory bodies and accreditation requirements that look for precise validation of clinical 78 

interpretation of individual CT values on each platforms. However not reporting CT values 79 

deprives physicians and patients of valuable information for interpreting the meaning of a 80 

positive result. In the current study three result categories were reported based on 81 

manufacturer guidance from the respective CT values of each gene target: positive, negative 82 

and inconclusive. A follow-up sample was requested where an inconclusive test result was 83 

reported, and CT values were not included.  84 

To meet test demand in Qatar with a population of 2.8 million, three platforms - Roche, 85 

Thermo-Fisher and Cepheid, respectively amplifying 2, 3 and 2 gene targets, were used for 86 

SARS-CoV-2 RT-PCR.  A review of their respective assay performance was undertaken  to see 87 

whether CT values could be safely added to reporting and  improve interpretation  of SARS-88 

CoV-2 results.  89 

  90 

Methods   91 

RT-PCR Assay Platforms  All assays were pre-validated before use in line with the College of 92 

American Pathologists accreditation standards. Each platform and reagent combination was 93 

analysed for comparative amplification kinetics of the respective gene targets. The systems 94 

in use prior to the introduction of CT reporting were:  (a)  Automated Platforms - the Roche 95 

cobas® 6800 system using the cobas® SARS-CoV-2 Test targeting the E and orf1a/b genes 96 

(Roche, Switzerland) and the Xpert® Xpress SARS-CoV-2 targeting the E and N genes 97 
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(Cepheid, USA); (b) Manual platforms - EZ1 (QIAGEN, USA) and QIAsymphony (QIAGEN, 98 

USA) extraction with thermal cycling using  TaqPath™  PCR COVID-19 Combo Kit targeting 99 

the N, S and orf1a/b genes (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) on ABI 7500 thermal cyclers 100 

(Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA).     101 

Thermal Cycling CT Kinetics A total of 173,557 individual CT values on 148,066 infected 102 

persons across the Roche, Thermo-Fisher and Cepheid platforms were analysed for 103 

concordance using routine CT values from the respective instruments. Sequential samples 104 

on the Roche and Thermo Fisher platforms were also reviewed to establish the viral kinetics 105 

associated with viral clearance during recovery.   106 

Indicative Threshold For Reporting CT Values  By reference to observed clearance on the 107 

respective platforms and publications linked to reduced transmission, a threshold below and 108 

above which transmission was more or less likely was established.  The time taken to reach 109 

average CT values from initial infection to viral clearance was reviewed and the average CT 110 

values at day 14 was taken as a potential Indicative Threshold (IT) associated with reduced 111 

transmission.  112 

Reporting Change Reporting was redesigned with reference to the Indicative Threshold.  113 

Individual gene CT values with their alphanumeric results were run through a flat file 114 

interface to the mainframe computer. An average CT value was automatically calculated, 115 

and the resulting categories added based on both the average and individual CT values. Four 116 

result categories were used:  1) positive 2) reactive, (CT>30); 3) negative; 4) inconclusive. An 117 

interpretive comments table was designed and automatically appended at auto-verification. 118 

The specimen type with individual tracking times at each stage from collection to reporting 119 

was used to calculate turnaround times each day. The four reported categories were also 120 

interfaced in real time to the National Dashboard, for daily review, and were used to trigger 121 

a colour change on Qatar’s national COVID-19  track and trace EHTERAZ application.   122 

Follow-up Audit of Enhanced Reporting  123 

Viral CTs in positive samples within four days from a reactive, inconclusive or negative result 124 

were reviewed and plotted as arbitrary log values (CT40 – CT value)/3.3) against the day of 125 

becoming positive. Cross referencing the four result categories against a seroprevalence 126 

research database was also used to determine seroprevalence in each category -  Table 1. 127 

Two categories of positive result were cross referenced: those with one or > one RT-PCR 128 

positive result. 129 

 Table 1 Specimen numbers per RT-PCR reporting category and seroprevalence database         130 

Reporting Category   Specimen Number Period Covered 

Positive  116213 02/04/2020 - 25/08/2020 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.11.21251557doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.11.21251557


 

6 
 

Reactive 11291 24/06/2020 - 25/08/2020 

Inconclusive 32678 08/03/2020 - 02/09/2020 

Negative 745673 04/03/2020 - 29/08/2020 

Seroprevalence  149878 28/06/2020 -23/08/2020 

 131 

Statistics  132 

Spearman Rank Coefficient and Kappa scores were used for comparison of CT values across 133 

each platform. Box-plots of viral kinetics with median and Inter-Quartile ranges were used in 134 

follow-up positive samples from Day 1 to Day 4 following a negative result.   135 

  136 

Results  137 

 138 

CT Kinetics across Thermal Cycling  139 

The assay performance during the period of the study was acceptable in internal and 140 

external proficiency panel assessments in line with the College of American Pathologists  141 

accredited Quality Assurance program of the laboratory.  142 

The CT values across the different gene targets for each of the three  platforms showed 143 

good agreement as measured by Spearman correlation coefficient and Kappa scores   – 144 

Table 2, in keeping with acceptable performance during routine practice.  145 

 146 

Table 2 Correlation of Gene Targets Across The Roche, Thermo Fisher and Cepheid  147 

Platforms 148 

 149 

  150 
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The Roche and Thermo Fisher assays confirmed  an early decline in viral load, as indicated  151 

by rising  CT values across each platform, followed by a prolonged period of low level 152 

detection of viral RNA -  Figure 1. The rise in CT values observed during the recovery phase 153 

was similar for each gene target, with the Roche assay detecting more prolonged shedding 154 

at a higher CT level than the Thermo Fisher assay.   155 

 156 

Figure 1 Progression of proportion of CT <30 over number of swabs tested 157 

 158 

 159 

 160 

 161 

Indicative CT Threshold  162 

 163 

Taking the lowest CT value as indicating the start of detectable virus by RT-PCR, and 164 

assuming that infected persons spend on average a total PCR positivity duration of four 165 

weeks (28 days), as informed by current evidence [18, 19], Figure 2 shows the number of 166 

days spent at or below each CT value across the different platforms; a CT 28 value equated 167 

to Day 14. The Indicative Threshold selected for defining the new reactive reporting 168 

category was set at CT>30 to arbitrarily build in an additional margin where the likelihood of 169 

transmission was deemed low and being in recovery high for most recovering patients.  170 

 171 

 172 

 173 

 174 

 175 

 176 

 177 

 178 
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Figure 2 RT-PCR positivity days by Cycle Threshold value 179 

 180 

 181 
 182 

 183 

Reporting using the Indicative Threshold The use of an Indicative Threshold of CT>30 184 

allowed the use of 4 reporting categories. Interpretive Comments based on the kinetics of 185 

SARS-CoV-2 replication and likely COVID-19 clinical presentation were added at 186 

autoverification of results, Table 3. Comments emphasised the need for repeat testing in an 187 

outbreak and  the need for  clinical assessment of  patients irrespective of the  CT values.    188 

  189 
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Table 3 – Interpretive Comments for Enhanced Reporting 190 

 191 

Interpretive Comments for NPS/OPS Swab Results  

Positive (CT ≤30) Reactive (CT >30) Negative Inconclusive 

SARS-CoV-2 RNA detected –  

regarded as potentially 

infectious up to 10 days 

from symptom onset or 1st 

PCR positive; prolonged 

shedding seen in severe 

cases 

In asymptomatic 

patients usually seen in 

recovery phase which 

can be prolonged.   

SARS-CoV-2 virus RNA 

NOT detected – 

excludes COVID-19.     

In asymptomatic 

patients usually 

seen in recovery 

phase which can be 

prolonged. Repeat    

if detected in pre-

procedure 

screening.   

Low and high CT values 

indicate high and low viral 

loads respectively  

Repeat where clinical 

suspicion remains / in 

an outbreak / after 

contact with a case.   

Repeat where clinical 

suspicion remains / in 

an outbreak / after 

contact with a case 

Repeat where 

clinical suspicion 

remains / in an 

outbreak / after 

contact with a case         

Clinical assessment 

essential regardless of CT 

value 

Clinical assessment 

essential regardless of 

CT value 

Clinical assessment 

essential regardless of 

CT value 

Clinical assessment 

essential regardless 

of CT value 

 192 

 193 

 194 

 195 

 196 

 197 

 198 
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Confirmation of COVID-19 after Follow-up of RT-PCR Negative Samples  199 

In review of  patients initially reported with non-positive result (reactive, inconclusive or 200 

negative)  it was found that a positive (CT≤30) result was reported within 10 days in 5.2%, 201 

1.9% and  7.1% of reactive, negative and inconclusive results respectively; acute early 202 

infections, defined by a CT<20, were reported in 0.2%, 0.8% and 1.6% of cases – Table 4.  203 

 204 

Table 4 Follow-up of patients initially reported reactive, inconclusive or negative  205 

Category CT<20 CT<30 

Reactive  26 / 11291 (0.2%) 591 / 11291 (5.2%) 

Negative 2515 / 328095 (0.8%) 6429 / 328095 (1.9%) 

Inconclusive 460 / 29104 (1.6%) 2066 / 29104 (7.1%) 

 206 

Within 4 days of a negative result a rapid increase in load was seen on day 1 which 207 

continued to rise on days 2 and 3 in keeping with the predicted transition from the  208 

asymptomatic to a symptomatic phase of infection – Figure 3 [3].  209 

 210 

Figure 3 Transition from Non-detectable to Detectable After Negative or Inconclusive 211 

Results 212 

 213 

 214 
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 215 

Seroprevalence by Reporting Category 216 

The respective seroprevalence of patients in the different Reporting Categories when cross-217 

referenced against the Seroprevalence database is shown in Figure 4. There was a trend to 218 

higher seroprevalence respectively for negative, single positive RT-PCR, inconclusive, >1 219 

positive RT-PCR and reactive.    220 

 221 

Figure 4 Seroprevalence associated with Reporting Category 222 

 223 

 224 

 225 

 226 

 227 

 228 

 229 

 230 

 231 

Discussion   232 

The decision to include CT values in routine reporting of COVID-19 in Qatar was felt to be 233 

possible following a review of the respective test platforms and was communicated in 234 

advance to physicians and Public Health teams dealing with the outbreak. While exclusion  235 

of  CT values is normal practice when reporting RT-PCT results, the implications of a SARS-236 

CoV-2 result are critical to clinical management and Public Health decisions. A confirmed 237 

infection can present over a 10 Log10 range,  making categorical reporting of results as 238 

positive or negative restrictive and open to misinterpretation.  Reporting of CT values with 239 

interpretive comments helped  increased the interpretation and safety of reporting and 240 

could be modified to reflect changes in the clinical knowledge base of the condition.   241 

 242 

Not reporting of CT values stems from assumed lack of platform to platform concordance 243 

and lack of specific outcomes linked to individual CT values [20]. The approach described 244 

here does not define absolute thresholds or pre-set CT values for clinical interpretation. The 245 

Indicative Threshold categorised results around a CT value based on the viral kinetics of 246 

clearance. This along with the interpretive comments allowed inference of the phase of 247 

infection and potential for continuing risk of transmission. Since most RT-PCR platforms 248 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted February 12, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.11.21251557doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.11.21251557


 

12 
 

provide similar amplification profiles, as demonstrated in Figure 2,  the use of an Indicative 249 

Threshold is a flexible way  to allow reporting across platforms. Correlation of new with 250 

existing platforms can be formally undertaken and this is now part of our routine pre-use 251 

validation.   252 

 253 

The approach described could be applied to other respiratory infections. Curran reported  254 

CT values  for Bordetella pertussis where low CT values were seen in unvaccinated children 255 

with Whooping Cough compared to those who had received the vaccine (mean CT 23 versus 256 

mean CT 33; p > 0.001); Interpretive Comments were not reported  [15]. These low CT 257 

Bordetella infection in pre-vaccinated children gives rise to potentially life threatening 258 

infections which are associated with a significant transmission risk to unvaccinated staff and 259 

family.  260 

 261 

While the seroprevalence results in Figure 4 indicated that most Reactive and Inconclusive 262 

reports were in keeping with a previous SARS-CoV-2 infection rather than a false positive 263 

result, in a small number of cases they indicated acute early infection – Table 4. Here ninety  264 

patients with confirmed infection immediately following a negative result showed a rapid  265 

increase in viral load in-keeping with a transition from latent to promiscuous replication as 266 

described in the predictive model of Li [3]. Reporting CT values in these situations provides 267 

clinicians with additional information for informing their differential diagnosis.  268 

 269 

The introduction of CT reporting saw a   fall in enquiries to the specialist COVID-19 advisory 270 

call centre that had been established in Qatar for COVID-19 (John Mitchel personal 271 

communication). It also led to a reduction in enquiries from front line clinical staff to 272 

virology (in the author’s personal experience). In addition a group of microbiology 273 

consultants providing interpretation advice to clinical teams, was considered no longer 274 

required, and they were able to return to routine duties.  275 

For patient admission and discharge policy the new reporting provided an objective 276 

categorisation for assisting patient flow that was used for admission, transfer and discharge 277 

from COVID and non-COVID designated hospitals respectively. This increased flexibility 278 

improved the efficiency of a sometimes over stretched  service.   279 

Use of CT values also helped triage arrangements for quarantine.  WHO guidelines for 2 280 

negative RT-PCR results 24 hours apart often extended the period of quarantine for 281 

confirmed infection beyond 14 days. This occurred because of the prolonged shedding seen 282 

in COVID-19 and a reluctance to discharge  patients with a positive result[2].  Reporting CT 283 

values with Interpretive comments linked to the CDC time-based discontinuation of 284 

transmission precautions allowed a more coherent discharge policy. While CDC guidelines 285 

advocated a 10 day period from symptoms or first positive PCR [21], the Indicative 286 

Threshold was aligned to a more precautionary 14 day estimate.  These arrangements 287 

provided a better definition of recovery and as a result the numbers of recovered patients 288 

rose steeply. 289 

 290 

The need for and duration of quarantine for patients with a Reactive result was reduced 291 

from 14 to 7 days as these patients were deemed suitable for home self-isolation. This new 292 
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policy reduced the numbers in hotel or hospital quarantine and allowed individuals and 293 

families a significant financial saving and better well-being by avoiding  or reducing the need 294 

for hotel quarantine accommodation that was introduced in response to the pandemic.  295 

  296 

The policy also supported the country’s tracking and tracing application EHTERAZ (meaning 297 

PRECAUTION) which is a contact tracing application installed on mobile devices used by 298 

individuals when leaving their homes. EHTERAZ defines 4 categories of health status by 299 

colour: Green – no current positive result; Yellow – in quarantine; Grey – suspected or 300 

exposed; Red – currently positive. The new reactive category allowed release of people from 301 

quarantine to home isolation with a change of status from Red to Yellow. From a safety 302 

perspective this was also  supported by a report from the Korean Centers for Disease 303 

Control  that confirmed patients with on-going positive RT-PCR were not a transmission risk 304 

[22].  305 

 306 

Conclusion   The use of CT values and interpretive comments in routine reporting improved 307 

understanding of   SARS-CoV-2 results and impacted on patient management and Public 308 

Health delivery. The current accepted practice of withholding CT values should be reviewed 309 

by the profession, accreditation bodies and regulators.  310 

  311 
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