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Abstract

Persistent severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2)
infections may act as viral reservoirs that could seed future outbreaks -5, give rise to
highly divergent lineages %2, and contribute to cases with post-acute Coronavirus
disease 2019 (COVID-19) sequelae (Long Covid) *'0. However, the population
prevalence of persistent infections, their viral load kinetics, and evolutionary
dynamics over the course of infections remain largely unknown. We identified 381
infections lasting at least 30 days, of which 54 lasted at least 60 days. These
persistently infected individuals had more than 50% higher odds of self-reporting
Long Covid compared to the infected controls, and we estimate that 0.09-0.5% of
SARS-CoV-2 infections can become persistent and last for at least 60 days. In
nearly 70% of the persistent infections we identified, there were long periods during
which there were no consensus changes in virus sequences, consistent with
prolonged presence of non-replicating virus. Our findings also suggest reinfections
with the same major lineage are rare and that many persistent infections are
characterised by relapsing viral load dynamics. Furthermore, we found a strong
signal for positive selection during persistent infections, with multiple amino acid
substitutions in the Spike and ORF1ab genes emerging independently in different
individuals, including mutations that are lineage-defining for SARS-CoV-2 variants, at
target sites for several monoclonal antibodies, and commonly found in
immunocompromised patients -4, This work has significant implications for
understanding and characterising SARS-CoV-2 infection, epidemiology, and
evolution.

Main

The emergence of highly divergent variants of SARS-CoV-2 has been a defining
feature of the COVID-19 pandemic. While the evolutionary origins of these variants
are still a matter of speculation, multiple pieces of evidence point to chronic
persistent infections as their most likely source >, In particular, infections in
immunocompromised patients who cannot clear the virus may lead to persistence for
months &7:16.17 or even years 818 before potentially seeding new outbreaks in the
community 3. Persistence of SARS-CoV-2 during chronic infections exposes the viral
population to host-immune responses and other selective pressures as a result of
treatments over prolonged periods of time. They also release the virus from
undergoing the tight population bottlenecks that are characteristic of SARS-CoV-2
transmission 2%, making the viral population less vulnerable to stochastic genetic
drift. These adaptive intrahost changes can lead to elevated evolutionary rates,
particularly in key regions of the Spike protein that are often associated with immune
escape and elevated rates of transmission 1314,

Despite the significant public health implications of persistent infections, uncertainty
still surrounds how common these infections are among the general population, how
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long they last, their potential for adaptive evolution, and their contribution to Long
Covid.

In this work, we leveraged genetic, symptom, and epidemiological data from the
Office for National Statistics Covid Infection Survey (ONS-CIS) 2!, an ongoing large
scale community-based surveillance study carried out in the UK. We identified
individuals with persistent SARS-CoV-2 infection and characterised various aspects
of their infection including evolutionary changes in the virus, viral load kinetics,
number of reported symptoms, and prevalence of Long Covid.

Identifying persistent infections

We considered more than 100,000 high-quality sequenced samples from the ONS-
CIS collected between 2nd November 2020 to 15th August 2022, and representing
~95,000 people living in ~75,000 households across the UK (see Methods).
Individuals in the survey were typically sampled once a week for the first four weeks
of their enrolment, and then monthly thereafter. To identify persistent infections we
first limited the dataset to individuals with two or more RT-PCR positive samples with
cycle threshold (Ct) values <30 (in which sequencing was attempted; a proxy for viral
load), taken at least 26 days apart, and where the consensus sequences were of the
same major lineages of Alpha, Delta, BA.1 or BA.2 (BA.4 and BA.5 not considered).
If those sequences also shared the same rare single nucleotide polymorphisms
(SNPs) at one or more sites relative to the major-lineage population-level consensus,
we classified them as having a persistent infection.

We defined a rare mutation as one observed in 400 or fewer samples within the
entire ONS-CIS dataset, giving a false positive rate of identifying persistent infections
of 0-3% depending on the major lineage (see Methods and Supplementary Figure
1). We note that the rare SNP method provides a conservative estimate for the true
number of persistent infections since some persistent infections may not have rare
mutations. To further evaluate the robustness of our method in identifying persistent
infections, we considered the phylogenetic relationship between the sequences from
persistent infections relative to other sequences of the same major lineage that
belonged to individuals with only a single sequence within the ONS-CIS dataset. The
great majority of sets of sequences identified as belonging to the same persistent
infection formed monophyletic groups with strong bootstrap support (Figure 1a; see
also Supplementary Figure 2). However, seven sequences did not group with the
other sequence(s) from the same persistent infection. All of these had high Ct values
(Ct~30) and poor genome coverage which may explain their lack of clustering on the
phylogeny (Supplementary Figure 2).

We found 381 persistent infections with sequences spanning at least 26 days, of
which 54 spanned at least 56 days, representing nearly 0.07% (54/77,561) of all
individuals with one or more sequences (with Ct<30) of the four major lineages we
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investigated in this study (Figure 1b; see also Table 1). Notably, 9% (2/23), 9%
(19/219), and 8% (8/208) of sequences from persistent infections with Alpha, Delta,
and BA.1, respectively, were sampled weeks after when the corresponding major
lineage has dropped to <1% frequency of all the ONS-CIS sequences (Figure 1c);
the longest infection was with BA.1 and lasted for at least 193 days (see Figure 1b).

The actual duration of persistent infections are likely to be at least 3-4 days longer
than the time between when the first and last sequenced samples were collected,
since it typically takes 3-4 days since the start of infection for viral loads to be
sufficiently high to be sequenced (Ct<30) 2223, and similarly viral loads will be too low
(Ct values too high) to sequence at the tail end of infection. Since individuals were
typically sampled weekly during the first four weeks of enroliment, followed by
monthly sampling thereafter, it is unsurprising that most persistent infections had
observable durations clustering around 30 or 60 days (see Supplementary Figure
3).

We found evidence suggestive of transmission from 11 persistently infected
individuals: we identified two households each with two members having concurrent
persistent infections, and in nine other households, one member tested positive for
SARS-CoV-2 by RT-PCR within 10 days of a positive sequenced sample being
collected from a persistently infected individual from the same household. As well as
being clustered in households, the sequences from the suspected persistently
infected source and the recipient had either no consensus nucleotide differences
(nine cases) or one consensus nucleotide difference (two cases), consistent with
transmission. If these do represent transmission, it is worth noting that none of these
persistent infections involved highly divergent sequences relative to their first
sequence, and hence these do not provide an example of the emergence and
spread of highly divergent lineages.

Identifying reinfections with the same major lineage

We considered a pair of sequences from the same individual to indicate a reinfection
if they were sampled at least 26 days apart, had at least one consensus nucleotide
difference between the sequenced sampling timepoints, and shared no rare SNPs
(see Methods). This criterion may overestimate the true number of reinfections as
some persistent infections may not have a rare SNP, and within-host evolution can
lead to the loss of a rare SNP and/or the gain of other mutations leading to
differences in the consensus sequence between the samples. We identified three
individuals for which pairs of sequences from different sampling timepoints had no
identical rare SNPs and at least one consensus difference, but whose viral load
trajectories were consistent with a persistent chronic infection. We therefore
excluded these individuals from the reinfection group (see Supplementary Figure
4).
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Overall, we identified 60 reinfections with the same major lineage (Table 1). Of all
the cases classed as either persistent infections or reinfections with the same major
lineage,10-15% were classed as reinfections (see Table 1), rising to 20-40% if only
samples collected at least 56 days apart were included (see Figure 1b). This
suggests the number of individuals reinfected with the same major lineage is low
compared to the number of individuals with persistent infection. Sequences from
individuals identified as reinfected, collected at the point of primary infection and
reinfection, did not form monophyletic groups and mostly belonged to distantly
related subclades, and hence supports our method for identifying reinfections
(Figure 1a; Supplementary Figure 2).

Evidence of non-replicating virus during infection

Of the 381 persistently infected individuals that we identified, nearly 70% (267/381)
had a pair of sequenced samples taken at least 26 days apart with no nucleotide
differences at the consensus level. This is striking given the between-host within-
lineage evolutionary rate of SARS-CoV-2 of ~2 single nucleotide variants (SNVs) per
month 2425, We contrasted the number of consensus nucleotide differences between
pairs of samples from persistent infections with 16,000 random pairs of sequences
sampled from the complete set of sequenced samples from the ONS-CIS, and with
each pair from the same major lineage (Supplementary Figure 5). Of these, only 6
pairs had no SNVs (i.e., less than 0.04% of pairs).

Emergence of notable mutations

For all pairs of sequences from each of the persistent infections, we identified
mutations for which there was a change in consensus between the two sampling
time points. Among the 381 persistently infected individuals, we observed 317
changes in the consensus nucleotide representing 277 unique mutations, and 31
deletions representing 18 unique deletions. Many of these mutations have previously
been identified as either lineage-defining mutations for variants of concern or
variants of interest 27 (eight mutations and two deletions), recurrent mutations in
immunocompromised individuals 2='# (15 mutations and four deletions), or key
mutations with antibody escape properties and target sites for various different
monoclonal antibodies 28 (seven mutations) (Supplementary Table 1).

We observed several mutations at the same genomic positions in multiple individuals
over the course of their persistent infections. For example, three BA.2 infected
individuals from different households acquired a mutation at codon position 547 in
Spike (Figure 2), two of which were the T547K mutation which is a lineage-defining
mutation for BA.1, and one the K547T mutation (Figure 2c; also see
Supplementary Table 1). Strikingly, twelve individuals acquired a deletion
(ORF1ab: A81-87) in the NSP1 coding region. A similar deletion has previously been
observed during the chronic infection of an immunocompromised individual with
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cancer "¢, and was associated with lower type | interferon response in infected cells
29 We also identified a persistent infection with BA.1 lasting for at least 133 days
during which 33 unique mutations (23 mutations in ORF1ab, 6 in Spike, 1 in ORF3a,
1in M, and 2 in ORF7) were observed (see Supplementary Figure 2); eleven of the
ORF1ab mutations and all of the mutations in Spike, ORF3a, and ORF7 were
nonsynonymous.

Overall, we observed a strong signal for positive selection in Spike, with nearly nine-
fold more nonsynonymous compared to synonymous mutations (Figure 2b). With a
total of seven nonsynonymous mutations, ORF8 had the highest per base number of
nonsynonymous mutations followed by Spike with 61 nonsynonymous mutations.

Persistence with relapsing viral load

Of the 381 persistent infections, 65 had three or more RT-PCR tests taken over the
course of their infection. We classified these infections as persistent-relapsing if they
had a negative RT-PCR test during the infection (n=20), and the rest as persistent-
chronic (n=45) (Figure 3a,b). Given the weekly or monthly sampling of individuals
enrolled in the ONS-CIS, infections classed as persistent-chronic may have
unsampled periods of very low viral burden, meaning the persistent-relapsing
category is likely to be an underestimate. Nonetheless, the observation of relapsing
viral load dynamics in over 30% of cases is striking given that, in the absence of
genetic information, they could have been misidentified as reinfections, depending
on the definition used. Of the 27 cases identified as reinfections with three or more
RT-PCR tests, all showed relapsing viral load dynamics (Figure 3c).

As the sampling strategy of ONS-CIS is based on testing representative individuals
across the UK regardless of symptoms, we can estimate the percentage of SARS-
CoV-2 infections that are persistent and last for longer than 60 days in the general
population. This requires making assumptions about how many persistent infections
are missed among ONS-CIS participants due to the monthly (and weekly) sampling.
More precisely, estimating the proportion of infections that are persistent depends on
the proportion of days the infection has sequenceable virus during the infection
(would have Ct<30 if tested); the fewer the number of days the infection has
sequenceable virus, the more likely it is that a persistent infection is be missed. By
taking two extreme scenarios for the proportion of days that the virus is
sequenceable during persistent infection (0.7 and 0.14; see Methods), we estimate
that approximately 0.1-0.5% of infections become persistent for 60 days or more.

Difference in viral load and symptoms

For the majority of persistent infections, Ct values (inversely proportional to viral titre
30) were higher at the last sequenced time point compared to the first sequenced
time point (Figure 3d). For reinfections with the same major lineage, the last
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sequenced sample also had higher Ct values than the first, but the magnitude of the
difference was smaller compared to persistent infections (Figure 2d). In both cases,
the rise in Ct value (decrease in viral titre) during infections or between reinfections
could be a consequence of host immunity or within-host compartmentalisation.
Additionally, the rise in Ct for reinfections could be due to the disproportionate
sampling of individuals with older infections, which tend to have lower viral loads,
towards the end of an epidemic wave 3132,

Individuals with persistent infections remained largely asymptomatic during the later
stages of infection, with, on average, reporting two fewer symptoms in the last 7
days at the last time of sampling (at which a sequence was obtained) when
compared to the first. They also consistently reported very few or no symptoms after
the first positive sample (Figure 3e). In comparison, individuals reinfected with the
same major lineage reported on average only one fewer symptom at the reinfection
sampling time point compared to the primary sampling time point (Figure 3e).

Prevalence of Long Covid

From February 2021, as well as reporting symptoms, participants were asked if they
describe themselves as having Long Covid and still experiencing symptoms more
than four weeks after they first had COVID-19 (see Methods). We estimated the
prevalence of self-reported Long Covid in the persistently infected individuals
compared with a control group, accounting for several confounding variables (see
Methods). In the persistent infection group, 9.0% of respondents (32/354) self-
reported Long Covid at their first visit 212 weeks since the start of infection, and
7.1% (19/266) reported Long Covid at 226 weeks. However, in the control group,
only 5.1% (4,976/97,404) reported Long Covid at their first visit 212 weeks, and 4.5%
(3,261/72,407) reported Long Covid at 226 weeks.

Correcting for confounders, we found strong evidence for a 55% higher odds of
reporting Long Covid 212 weeks post-infection among persistently infected
individuals compared to controls (Chi square test with Yates correction 33 p=0.004 for
the unadjusted model, p=0.021 for the adjusted model), but no evidence of a
difference for Long Covid =226 weeks post-infection (p=0.127 for the unadjusted
model, p=0.367 for the adjusted model) (Table 2). The lower rate of reporting Long
Covid 26 weeks post-infection could be because the majority of the persistent
infections we identified lasted for less than 26 weeks, and hence persistence of an
infection may no longer be a contributing factor to Long Covid.

Discussion
We developed a robust approach for identifying persistent SARS-CoV-2 infections in

individuals with sequenced samples spanning a month or longer. Of the 381
persistent infections we identified among participants of the ONS-CIS, 54 lasted at
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least two months, two over six months, and in some cases the infecting lineage had
gone extinct in the general population. In contrast, we only identified 60 reinfections
by the same major lineage as the primary infection, suggesting immunity to the same
variant remains strong after infection, at least until the lineage has gone extinct.

The large number of persistent infections we uncovered is striking, given the leading
hypothesis that many of the variants of concern (VOCs) emerged wholly or partially
during long-term chronic infections in immunocompromised individuals . Since the
ONS-CIS is a community-based surveillance study, our observations suggest the
pool of people in which long-term infections could occur, and hence potential
sources of divergent variants, may be much larger than generally thought. We
estimate that more than nearly one in a thousand of all infections, and potentially as
many as one in 200, may become persistent for at least two months. The harbouring
of these persistent infections in the general community may also help explain the
early detection of cryptic lineages circulating in wastewaters 3#3% long before they
spread in the population at large.

In support of the hypothesis that VOCs may emerge during prolonged infections, a
number of studies have shown elevated evolutionary rates driven by selection during
chronic infections of immunocompromised individuals 6. Among the persistently
infected individuals we identified, we also found strong evidence for positive
selection and parallel evolution, particularly in Spike and ORF1ab. In the most
extreme case, we observed one persistent infection with 33 substitutions over a four-
month period, 20 of which were nonsynonymous.

Potentially more remarkable, however, was our discovery of viral infections exhibiting
latent evolutionary dynamics, with no consensus level genome changes for two
months or longer. As far as we are aware, this is the first study to demonstrate that
decelerated evolutionary rates may be a common outcome of persistent infection.
The factors causing these low rates of evolution are unknown, but one possible
explanation is infection of long-lived cells 3637 which then seed new outbreaks within
the infected individual weeks or months later. Although the relapsing viral load
dynamics we found in many of the persistently infected individuals supports this
hypothesis, we did not find any consistent pattern between the amount of viral
divergence during infection and the lower viral load activity in these individuals.

Intriguingly, individuals with persistent infections report fewer symptoms later in a
persistent infection compared to at their first positive sample, or remain
asymptomatic throughout infection, but have more than 50% higher odds of Long
Covid compared to a control group. Although the link between viral persistence and
Long Covid may not be causal, these results suggest persistent infections could be
contributing to the pathophysiology of Long Covid %38 as also evidenced by the
observation of circulating SARS-CoV-2 S1 spike protein in a subset of patients with
Long Covid months after first infection 3°. The association between persistent
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infection and Long Covid does not imply that every persistent infection can lead to
Long Covid, only 9% of persistently infected individuals reported having Long Covid,
nor does it mean that all cases of Long Covid are due to a persistent infection.
Indeed, many other possible mechanisms have been suggested to contribute to
Long Covid including autoimmunity/inflammation, organ damage, EBV reactivation,
and micro thrombosis (see ref 1° for a recent review).

Taken together, our observations highlight the continuing importance of community-
based genomic surveillance both to monitor the emergence and spread of new
variants, but also to gain a fundamental understanding of the natural history and
evolution of novel pathogens and their clinical implications for patients.

Methods

ONS COVID-19 Infection Survey

The ONS-CIS is a UK household-based surveillance study in which participant
households are approached at random from address lists across the country to
provide a representative sample of the population 4°. All individuals aged two years
and older from each household who provide written informed consent provide swab
samples (taken by the participant or parent/carer for those under 12 years),
regardless of symptoms, and complete a questionnaire at assessments, which occur
weekly for the first month in the survey and then monthly. From 26 April 2020 to 31
July 2022, assessments were conducted by study workers visiting each household;
from 14 July 2022 onwards assessments were remote, with swabs taken using kits
posted to participants and returned by post or courier, and questionnaires completed
online or by telephone. Positive swab samples with Ct<30 were sent for sequencing
(see below). For this analysis, we included data from 2nd November 2020 to 15th
August 2022, spanning a period from the earliest Alpha to latest Omicron BA.2
sequences within the ONS-CIS dataset.

This work contains statistical data from ONS which is Crown Copyright. The use of
the ONS statistical data in this work does not imply the endorsement of the ONS in
relation to the interpretation or analysis of the statistical data. This work uses

research datasets which may not exactly reproduce National Statistics aggregates.

Sequencing

From December 2020 onwards sequencing was attempted on all positive samples
with Ct<30; before this date, sequencing was attempted in real-time wherever
possible, with some additional retrospective sequencing of stored samples. The vast
majority of samples were sequenced on lllumina Novaseq, with a small number
using Oxford Nanopore GridlON or MINION. One of two protocols were used: either
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the ARTIC amplicon protocol 4! with consensus FASTA sequence files generated
using the ARTIC nextflow processing pipeline 42, or veSeq, an RNASeq protocol
based on a quantitative targeted enrichment strategy 43 with consensus sequences
produced using shiver #*. During our study period, we identified 94,943 individuals
with a single sequence and 5,774 individuals with two or more sequences. Here, we
only included sequences with 250% genome coverage.

Identifying rare SNPs

An important criterion for determining whether two sequences from the same
individual are from the same infection is whether they share a rare single nucleotide
polymorphism (SNP). These are defined as SNPs that are shared by fewer than 400
sequences corresponding to each major lineage within the full ONS-CIS dataset
(Supplementary Figure 1). The thresholds were chosen to maximise the number of
persistent infections identified whilst minimising the number of false positives (see
below). The major lineages we considered were Alpha (B.1.1.7), Delta (B.1.617.2),
Omicron BA.1 and Omicron BA.2, including their sublineages. Approximately 92-
98% of all sequences from the four major lineages had a rare SNP relative to the
major-lineage population-level consensus.

Identifying reinfections with the same major lineage

Any pair of sequences from the same individual, of the same major lineage, and at
least 26 days apart were considered as candidate reinfections. Of these, pairs that
had at least one nucleotide difference at the consensus level, and did not share any
rare SNPs, were classed as reinfections. Pairs that had no identical rare SNPs, nor
any nucleotide differences at the consensus level, were classed as undetermined.

Identifying individuals with persistent infection

We first identified individuals with two or more sequenced samples taken at least 26
days apart. We chose this cutoff because the majority of acutely infected individuals
shed the virus for <20 days and no longer than 30 days in the respiratory tract 2345.
Given the extreme heterogeneity in the shedding profiles during some acute
infections 23, we also considered a more conservative 56-day cutoff for some
analyses.

For each identified individual we calculated the number of consensus nucleotide
differences per site for all within-individual pairwise combinations of samples
(Supplementary Figure 6). Only sites where a nucleotide difference could be called
were included.

Candidate persistent infections were defined in one of two ways: (1) pairs of
sequenced samples that belonged to the same major lineage, and (2) pairs of
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sequenced samples where one or both had no defined phylogenetic lineage, but
where the genetic distance between them was lower than that required to
differentiate two major lineages (see Supplementary Figure 6). We assumed pairs
belonging to different major lineages were either coinfections or reinfections with two
different virus lineages. Only candidate persistent infections were considered in
further analysis.

Among the pool of candidate persistent infections, we defined persistent infections
as those with sequences sharing one or more rare SNPs at two or more consecutive
time points relative to the population-level consensus. A rare SNP is one that is
observed in 400 or fewer samples within the entire ONS-CIS dataset.

Determining the false positive rate for persistent infections

For each major lineage we generated a data set of 1,000 randomly paired
sequences from different individuals in the ONS-CIS, each sampled at least 26 days
apart. We determined the number of these pairs that would have been incorrectly
identified as persistent infections as a function of the threshold for determining if a
SNP is rare (Supplementary Figure 1). Although the total number of persistent
infections identified grew as the threshold for determining if a SNP is rare increased,
at very high thresholds the rate of false positives was also high. In our study, we
chose a threshold of 400 sequences (corresponding to all sequences of the same
major lineage within the full ONS-CIS dataset) for all of the major lineages, giving a
false positive rate (identifying an infection as persistent when it was not) of 0-3%.

Estimating the prevalence of persistent infections

Within the ONS-CIS we identified 54 infections that lasted 60 days or more.
Comparing this to the number of individuals that had sequenced samples belonging
to Alpha, Delta, BA.1 or BA.2, which to a good approximation will be the number of
infections of these variants, we identified approximately 54/77,561 (0.07%) infections
as persistent for >= 60 days. Since the ONS-CIS is a representative sample of
individuals from the general population, we can estimate the percentage of all SARS-
CoV-2 infections that became persistent for two months or longer. At one extreme, if
all persistent infections have sequenceable virus for only four days per month
(assuming viral dynamics similar to one acute infection each month), only 14% of
persistent infections would be detected through monthly sampling. Correcting for
this, we would estimate the percentage of persistent infections in the general
population to be 0.5% (0.07% / 0.14). At the other extreme, if we assume all
persistent-chronic infections (70% of persistent infections; see Main text) are
detectable through monthly sampling, and the rest have detectable virus for 4 days
per month, then we estimate that 74% (70% + 0.14*30%) of persistent infections
were identified, giving an estimate of 0.09% (0.07% / 0.74) infections being
persistent in the general population.
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Phylogenetic analysis

For each of the four major lineages, we chose 600 consensus sequences with at
least 95% coverage from the ONS-CIS dataset using weighted random sampling,
with each sample of major lineage i collected in week j given a weight 1/nj, where nj
is the number of sequences of major lineage i collected during week j 2°. These
sequences were added as a background set to the collection of all consensus
sequences for samples from persistent infections and reinfections. Mapping of each
sequence to the Wuhan-Hu-1 reference sequence was already performed by shiver
and thus a full alignment for each of the four lineages could be constructed using
only this.

Maximum likelihood phylogenetic trees were constructed using IQ-TREE 1.6.12 46
using the GTR+gamma substitution model and the ultrafast bootstrap #’. Each tree
was rooted using the collection dates of the samples and the heuristic residual mean
square algorithm in TempEst 8. Visualisation used ggtree #°.

Comparing viral load activities and symptoms

To quantify the changes in viral load activities during persistent infections, we
compared Ct values at the last time point a sequence was obtained to when the first
sequence was collected. Similarly, for reinfections, we compared the changes in Ct
value between the primary infection and reinfection. We used a paired t-test to
calculate p-values in both cases as the distribution of differences in Ct values were
normally distributed for both persistent infections (W=0.99, p=0.28) and reinfections
(W=0.99, p=0.78) as determined by the Shapiro-Wilk test .

We also tracked 12 symptoms consistently solicited from all participants at every
assessment. Symptoms were fever, weakness/tiredness, diarrhoea, shortness of
breath, headache, nausea/vomiting, sore throat, muscle ache, abdominal pain,
cough, loss of smell, and loss of taste. At each follow-up assessment, participants
were asked whether these 12 symptoms had been present in the past seven days.
Symptom discontinuation was defined as the first occurrence of two successive
follow-up visits without reporting symptoms. To compare symptom counts during
persistent infections and reinfections, we used the paired Wilcoxon test as the
distribution of symptom differences is not normally distributed (see Figure 3d).

Long Covid analysis

From February 2021, at every assessment, participants were asked “would you
describe yourself as having Long Covid, that is, you are still experiencing symptoms
more than 4 weeks after you first had COVID-19, that are not explained by
something else?”. When estimating Long Covid prevalence in this analysis, we
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considered the first assessment at least 12 weeks and at least 26 weeks after
infection. Our control group comprised all individuals with a positive PCR test and
Ct<30, excluding the persistently infected individuals identified in this study, over the
same time span as persistent infections. We also ensured the follow-up from the
start of infection to first Long Covid response was similar between persistent
infections and controls (see Table 2).

In calculating the odds ratio of Long Covid in persistently infected individuals relative
to the control group, we accounted for confounding variables such as age at the last
birthday, sex, Ct value, calendar date, area deprivation quintile group, presence of
self-reported long-term health conditions (binary), vaccination status (unvaccinated
or single-vaccinated, fully-vaccinated or booster-vaccinated 14-89 days ago, fully-
vaccinated or booster-vaccinated 90-179 days ago, fully-vaccinated or booster-
vaccinated 2180 days ago), and days from first positive test to Long Covid follow-up
response. All variables except the last one were defined at the time of the first
positive test. Continuous variables (age, Ct value, calendar date, days to follow-up
response) were modelled as restricted cubic splines with a single internal knot at the
median of the distribution and boundary knots at the 5" and 95™ percentiles.
Vaccination status was derived from a combination of CIS and NIMS data for
participants in England, and CIS data alone for participants in Wales, Scotland and
Northern Ireland.

We were unable to do the Long Covid analysis for the reinfection group due to the
low number of participants in this cohort who reported new-onset Long Covid =12
weeks or 226 weeks after infections.
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709 Tables
710
711 Table 1: Frequency of persistent infections and reinfections per major lineage.
712
Major Reinfection | Reinfection |Persistent infection |Persistent infections |%Reinfection | %Reinfection
lineage |>26 days >56 days >26 days >56 days >26 days >56 days
B.1.1.7 7 3 11 3 39% 50%
B.1.617.2 11 4 106 13 9% 24%
BA.1 14 2 97 15 13% 12%
BA.2 28 15 167 23 14% 40%
713
714
715  Table 2: Prevalence of Long Covid in persistently infected individuals.
716
717  Long Covid 212 weeks post-infection
Group n Long Covid | Median follow- | Unadjusted OR+ Adjusted OR
up (IQR%) (95% CI**) (95% Cl)
Exposed 356 32 (9.0%) 101 (91-113) 1.27 (1.19-2.47) | 1.55 (1.07-2.25)
Control 78,902 | 4,291 (5.4%) 100 (91-115) Reference Reference
718
719  Long Covid 226 weeks post-infection
Group n Long Covid [ Median follow- [ Unadjusted OR Adjusted OR
up (IQR) (95% ClI) (95% Cl)
Exposed 326 19 (5.8%) 312 (271-390) 1.44 (0.90-2.29) | 1.24 (0.77-2.00)
Control 72,608 | 3,000 (4.1%) 320 (272-384) Reference Reference
720  * IQR=interquartile range
721 TOR=0dds ratio
722  **Cl=confidence interval
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Figure 1: Individuals identified with persistent infections and reinfections within the
ONS-CIS. (a) Phylogenetic relationship between samples from persistent infections and
reinfections with a representative background population of Alpha (see Supplementary
Figure 2 for the analysis on the other three major lineages). Dashed lines connect every pair
of sequences from the same individual. Pairs from persistent infections cluster closely
together while reinfections do not. All sequences from the same individual are given the
same colour. (b) Days between the earliest and latest genomic samples from persistent
infections and reinfections. Each point represents a single individual. Solid vertical lines
show the 26- and 56-day cutoffs. Numbers on the side of each box shows the total counts
per category for each major lineage. (c) Total number of sequences in the ONS-CIS per
maijor lineage over time. (d) Timing of persistent infections (black) during the UK epidemic.
Some persistent infections can be identified up to weeks after the lineage has been replaced
at the population level. The numbers on the side of each box shows the total sequence
counts for each category.
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Figure 2: Distribution of single nucleotide polymorphisms and non-synonymous vs.

synonymous mutations detected during persistent infections. (a) Frequency of
mutations that resulted in a SNP change during one or more persistent infections. (b)

Number of synonymous (blue) and non-synonymous (orange) mutations per gene during

persistent infections. Numbers on each column show the total counts of SNPs in each

category of mutations. (c) Description of recurrent mutations and deletions identified during
persistent infections. See Supplementary Table 1 for information about other mutations.

**None of the recurrent mutations were from households with other infections.
TA represents a deletion
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Figure 3: Comparison of viral load dynamics and number of reported symptoms
during persistent infections and reinfections. Viral load trajectories of persistent
infections with (a) relapsing and (b) chronic persistent infections and (c) reinfections with at
least three PCR tests taken over the course of infection/until reinfection. (d) Change in cycle
threshold (Ct) value and (e) total number of symptoms reported between the first and last
time points with sequenced samples for all 381 persistent infections (purple) and 60
reinfections (cyan). Viral load at the last time point is significantly lower for persistent
infections with Ct value being more than +6.7 (IQR: +3.2,+10.2) units higher at the last time
point (paired t-test p<10-8). The difference is less pronounced for reinfections with +2.5
(IQR: -1.1, +7.4) units difference between primary infection and reinfections (paired t-test
p=0.0003). Similarly, persistently infected individuals tend to report fewer number of
symptoms at the later stages of their infection compared to reinfections in the last 7 days at
the last time point (at which a sequence was obtained) when compared to the first. On
average, persistently infected individuals report two more symptoms at the time of their first
sequenceable sample (virus samples with a positive Ct<30) relative to their last sample, with
a median of 1 (IQR: 0, 4) fewer reported symptoms (paired Wilcoxon p<10%°), while
reinfected individuals report only one more symptom at the point of primary infection relative
to reinfection, with a median of 0 (IQR: 0, 3) fewer reported symptoms (paired Wilcoxon
p=0.005).
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777  Supplementary Figure 1: Number of persistent infections identified with a shared rare
778  SNP as a function of the threshold for calling a rare SNP. Threshold value of 1 for rare
779  SNPs implies the rare SNP is only found in one sequence of that lineage in the ONS-CIS
780  dataset, excluding sequences from any persistently infected individuals. As the threshold
781  value for calling a rare SNP increases, the number of persistent infections (of any duration)
782 identified (black) increases until at some point the threshold value becomes so high that any
783  individual with two or more sequences of the same major lineage would be identified as a
784  persistent infection based on the rare SNP criterion at which point the false positivity rate
785  (magenta) reaches 100%. At threshold value 400 (vertical dashed line) chosen in this study
786  for identifying persistent infections, the percentage of false positives are 0% for BA.1 and
787 BA.2 and 3% for Alpha and Delta.
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Supplementary Figure 2: Phylogenetic relationship between samples from persistent
infections and a representative background population per major lineage. Dashed lines
connect every pair of sequences from the same individual. All sequences from the same
individual are given the same colour. Pairs of sequences for (a) Alpha, (b) Delta, (c)
Omicron BA.1, and (d) Omicron BA.2 that belong to persistent infections cluster closely
together while reinfections do not. However, some of the sequences in 2 (out of 97)
persistent infections with BA.1 and 5 (out of 167) persistent infections with BA.2 have poor
bootstrap support (<80) and do not cluster together or cluster in a basal sister relationship. In
all of these 7 cases, at least one of the sequences from each individual has a Ct value close
to 30 with poor coverage. On the other hand, all sequences that belong to the same
individual and have strong bootstrap support (>80) cluster together.
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Supplementary Figure 3: Days between all pairs of sequences from the same
individual with two or more sequences. Pairs of sequences are classified as (i) pairs with
at least one unidentified Pango lineage (green), (ii) pairs with identical major lineage
(orange), and (iii) pairs from different major lineages. Bottom panel shows the counts of pairs
in each of these three categories for the first 200-day time span (highlighted in a dashed
rectangle in the top panel). Pairs include all possible combinations of sequences from the
same individual. The number of pairs peaks at the 7-, 30-, and 60-day periods due to the
sampling frequency of ONS-CIS (see Methods). Note that pairs with identical major lineage
may not necessarily have identical Pango lineages (see Methods).
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Supplementary Figure 4: Viral load dynamics of individuals identified with persistent
infections and reinfections stratified by duration and viral activity. Viral load activities of
individuals, with 3 or more PCR tests taken during infection/until reinfection, identified as
having (a) persistent infections and (b) reinfections with relapsing (left column) and
persistent chronic (right column) trajectories. Three reinfections (two occurring in < 60 days
and one between 60 to 90 days since first sequence) with persistent chronic viral load
dynamics are excluded from the reinfection group as they are deemed potential persistent
infections which do not have rare SNPs.
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Supplementary Figure 5: Number of single nucleotide polymorphisms detected in
pairs of sequences from persistent infections vs. random pairs from a representative
background population. Number of Single Nucleotide Variants (SNVs) per site between all
the sequences collected from persistent infections (purple) and random pairs from
individuals with only a single sequence within the ONS-CIS (blue) as a function of the
number of days between each pair. For each major lineage, a pool of sequences from
individuals with only one sequence within the ONS-CIS was sub-sampled and 500 random
pairs generated for every 20 additional days between samples. For some major lineages
where there were fewer than 500 pairs available beyond a certain time point, all possible
random pairs within that 20-day period are used. Solid line and shaded area show the
median and interquartile range, respectively, for random pairs over time. Note that the line
and shaded area in each graph does not represent the rate of evolution but can be deemed
as a measure of lineage diversity as a function of time difference between samples.
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Supplementary Figure 6: Pairwise differences between sequences from individuals
with two or more sequences. (Left column) Number of single nucleotide polymorphisms
(SNPs) between pairs of sequences from each individual with two or more sequences. Pairs
include all possible combinations of sequences from the same individual. Vertical dashed
line shows the lowest number of SNPs per base for pairs with different major lineages. Any
pair with at least one unidentified lineage with a SNP per base smaller than the dashed line
is selected as a candidate pair from a persistent infection. Pairs with different major lineages
are coloured based on their number of SNPs per base into three groups: (i) pairs with one
BA.1 and one BA.2 or BA.4 or BA.5 sequence (orange); (ii) pairs with one BA.2 and one
BA.4 or BA.5 sequence (blue); and (iii) pairs with one Omicron (including all BA.x lineages)
and one Delta (B.1.617.2), Alpha (B.1.1.7), or B.1.177 sequence (green). (Right column)
Proportion of sequences with different number overlapping base pairs. Those with at least
one unidentified lineage have a lower number of overlapping base pairs relative to pairs with
identifiable lineage (i.e. pairs with identical or different major lineage) mainly due to having
lower coverage.
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