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Abstract  

The significantly greater infectivity of the SARS-CoV-2 Delta variants of concern (VOC) is hypothesized   
to be driven by key mutations that result in increased transmissibility, viral load and/or evasion of host 
immune response. We surveyed the mutational profiles of Delta VOC genomes between September 2020 
and mid-August 2021 and identified a previously unreported mutation pattern at amino acid position 142 
in the N-terminal domain (NTD) of the spike protein which demonstrated multiple rounds of mutation 
from G142 to D142 and back. This pattern of frequent back mutations was observed at multiple time 
points and across Delta VOC sub-lineages. The etiology for these recurrent mutations is unclear but raises 
the possibility of host-directed editing of the SARS-CoV-2 genome. Within Delta VOC this mutation is 
associated with higher viral load, further enhanced in the presence of another NTD mutation (T95I) 
which was also frequently observed in these cases.  Protein modeling of both mutations predicts 
alterations of the surface topography of the NTD by G142D, specifically disturbance of the ‘super site’ 
epitope that binds NTD-directed neutralizing antibodies (NAbs).  The appearance of frequent and 
repeated G142D followed by D142G back mutations is previously unreported in SARS-CoV-2 and may 
represent viral adaptation to evolving host immunity characterized by increasing frequency of spike NAbs, 
from both prior infection and vaccine-based immunity. The emergence of alterations of the NTD in and 
around the main NAb epitope is a concerning development in the ongoing evolution of SARS-CoV-2 
which may contribute to increased infectivity, immune evasion and ‘breakthrough infections’ 
characteristic of Delta VOC.  Future vaccine and therapy development may benefit by recognizing the 
emergence of these novel spike NTD mutations and considering their impact on antibody recognition, 
viral neutralization, infectivity, replication, and viral load.  
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Introduction 

The Delta variant of concern (VOC) quickly overtook other VOCs (Alpha, Beta, Gamma, Epsilon, 
Lota) and by late August 2021 accounted for over 98% of new COVID-19 cases in the United 
States (https://covid.cdc.gov/covid-data-tracker/#variant-proportions). SARS-CoV-2 viral loads 
are significantly higher in both vaccinated and unvaccinated individuals infected by Delta VOC 
(1). At least in part this appears to be driven by increased infectivity due to the furin cleavage 
enhancing P681R mutation (2). Other potential mechanisms have been proposed, including reduced 
immune recognition resulting from diminished neutralizing antibody binding to spike protein epitopes, 
particularly in the receptor binding domain (RBD) of the spike protein (3).  

The evolution of the SARS-CoV includes key mutations in SARS-CoV-2 proteins that interact with host 
immune system (4). Viral evolution and genomic diversity have also been shaped by vaccination efforts 
worldwide (5). Host immune response to SARS-CoV-2 infection is primarily characterized by antibodies 
directed against the spike protein, specifically the N-terminal domain (NTD) and the receptor-binding 
domain (RBD), with the latter being the focus of mRNA vaccines (6, 7). Novel mutations and new 
patterns of mutational evolution in the NTD and RBD domains of the spike protein may represent an 
evolutionary response in the context of both previous infection and worldwide vaccination efforts.    

Based on analysis of available Delta VOC genomes reported from September 2020 to mid-August 2021 
we identified a spike NTD mutation (G142D) in multiple major sub-lineages of Delta VOC across 
different ancestral mutation profiles that demonstrated an unusual pattern of frequent back mutations that 
frequently occurred in concert with a novel NTD mutation (T95I).  The G142D mutation was associated 
with higher viral loads, and this effect was significantly increased by the co-occurrence of T95I.   

Materials and methods 

Ethics approval. Study design conducted at Children’s Hospital Los Angeles was approved by 
the Institutional Review Board under IRB CHLA-16-00429. 
 
SARS-CoV-2 whole genome sequencing. Whole genome sequencing of COVID-19 samples 
previously confirmed at Children’s Hospital Los Angeles to be positive for SARS-CoV-2 by 
reverse transcription-polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) was performed as previously 
described (8).  
 
Phylogenetic and structural analysis. Phylogenetic analysis was conducted using the 
NextStrain phylogenetic pipeline (version 3.0.1) (https://nextstrain.org/). Genbank NC_045512 
sequence was included as SARS-CoV-2 reference genome to root the tree. Structure prediction 
of the hypothetical Delta spike protein with signature mutations was done by: 1) Adding the 
Delta spike signatures 
(T19R/T95I/G142D/E156G/F157del/R158del/L452R/T478K/D614G/P681R/D950N);  into the 
fasta sequence from NC_045512.2 (reference genome) and 7C2L, S protein of SARS-CoV-2 in 
complex bound with antibody 4A8 (https://www.rcsb.org/structure/7C2L): 2) Predicted protein 
structure was derived using the Phyre2 web portal (normal mode) (9) and one-to-one threading 
matching using known structures: 6VSB (10), 7L2E (11), 7DK3 (12) and 7C2L (13); and 3) 
Alignment and superimposition of predicted structures was performed using ChimeraX 
Matchmaker (14): 6VSB, 7L2E, 7C2L and 7DK3. 
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SARS-CoV-2 sequence and variant analysis, and emerging variant monitoring. Full-length 
SARS-CoV-2 sequences are annotated, curated, and monitored using a suite of bioinformatics 
tools, CHLA-CARD, as previously described (15-17). Statistical analysis and visualization were 
conducted with R (r-project/org).  
 
Results 
 
Delta VOC whole genome sequence evolutionary and phylogenetic analysis reveals recurrent 
G142D and T95I mutations  

We analyzed SARS-CoV-2 genomes from Delta (B.1.617.2, AY.1, AY.2, AY.3-AY.12) and 
Kappa (B.1.617.1) VOC collected between September 2020 and August 17, 2021. Whole-
genome viral sequences were obtained 1) locally by the Center for Personalized Medicine (CPM) 
and the Clinical Virology Laboratory, Departmental of Pathology & Laboratory Medicine at the 
Children’s Hospital Los Angeles, and 2) from GISAID with contributing laboratories worldwide 
(18, 19). All GISAID Delta VOC genomes from September 2020 to March 2021 were included. 
Beginning in April 2021 at least 2000 Delta VOC genomes were subsampled from the GISAID 
database as its expansion accelerated. The merged primary dataset consisted of 15,119 SARS-
CoV-2 genomes from Delta (B.1.617.2, AY.1, AY.2, AY.3~AY.12) and Kappa (B.1.617.1) 
VOCs, 12,513 of 15,119 genomes passed all the Nexstrain pipeline quality filtering and were 
included in the final phylogenetic analysis.  

Initially and through April 2021, Delta VOCs demonstrated fewer spike protein mutations per 
genome than other non-Delta lineage VOCs.  Beginning in May 2021, Delta VOCs established a 
stable level of 9.66-10.12 missense spike protein mutations per genome (Supplemental Figure 1; 
Supplemental Table 1).  This generally falls with the range of spike missense mutations of non-
Delta VOCs (Alpha 10.56, Beta 9.62, Gamma 12.40 in July 2021), and is greater than that 
observed in non-VOC lineages (7.61 in July 2021). However, Delta VOCs demonstrated a faster 
rate of increase in mutations per genome for genes S, ORF7a, and ORF7b, as shown in 
Supplemental Figure 1. The estimated evolutionary rate by phylogenetic analysis was 26.616 in 
Delta VOC, compared with 24.906 in the mixed dataset of North America, which consisted of 
39.9% Delta VOC, (https://nextstrain.org/ncov/gisaid/north-america?l=clock, 2021-09-01), and 
20.815 on 2021-02-25 when Delta VOC was not sampled yet.  

We analyzed the distribution and evolutionary pattern of all protein-changing mutations with 
greater than 2% prevalence in Delta VOC. Our analysis identified Spike G142D (Figure 1A) and 
T95I (Figure 1B) mutations which were both recurrent and present in multiple well-separated 
branches or sub-lineages within the Delta VOC lineage, with prevalence rates of 55.4% and 
40.1%, respectively.  

G142D demonstrates frequent back mutations 

Strikingly, G142D was present across almost all major Delta sub-lineages, separated from each 
other on the phylogenetic tree by one or more coding and non-coding mutations (Figure 1A). It 
appears that G142D was introduced into a Delta VOC major branch in late September 2020, and 
then again on other smaller major branches beginning in November 2020 (Figure 1A).  
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Back mutation to D142G was identified in multiple branches at various time points, between 
early January and early July, 2021 (Figure 1A). This phenomenon was not observed for other 
spike protein mutations including T95I (Figure 1B).  In one representative example, following 
the back mutation to D142G, the virus then underwent two additional protein-changing 
mutations (N1074S and ORD1b:P244S) and three synonymous mutations 
(C5239T/ORF1ab:Y1658=, A26927G/M:E135=, C13019T/ORF1ab:L4252=), and then mutated 
back to G142D (Figure 2). 

G142D and T95I are associated with higher viral loads within Delta VOC 

Using PCR cycle threshold (Ct) values for 27,971 samples and other metadata obtained from 
NCBI (Bioproject Accession PRJNA731152, SARS-CoV-2 Genome sequencing and assembly – 
FULGENT, https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/bioproject/731152, data accessed September 8, 2021) 
the G142D mutation was linked to lower PCR cycle threshold (Ct) values in Delta VOC 
genomes. Among all Delta VOC isolates, the Ct values were significantly lower in G142D 
isolates than in the wild type (20.1±3.92 vs 23.3±3.80) (Table 1). The effect of G142D on the Ct 
values was evident across all Delta sub-lineages (Table 2). This effect was further enhanced by 
the T95I mutation which was also associated with lower Ct values across multiple sub-lineages 
within the Delta VOC (Table 3). Combined, G142D and T95I were associated with additional 
reduction in Ct values (18.9±3.31 vs 20.1±3.92) and a cumulative increase in viral load (G142D: 
p= 6.57e-1191 and T95I: p= 9.13e-109 by t-test).  These Ct value change patterns were 
consistent over time (June through August) and across age and gender groups (data not shown). 
Using a theoretical two-fold increase per Ct cycle, these likely contribute significantly to 
increased Delta VOC viral loads, as much as a 9.2-fold increase for G142D alone, and up to a 
21.1-fold increase when combined with T95I. 

G142D and T95I likely alter NTD surface topography in the antibody binding region 

 
Phyre predicted secondary structure shows that G142D plus T95I are associated with the 
potential conversion of a β-strand to α-helix structure around aa159-167 and aa183-190.  The 
Delta’s major NTD region 3-D structural difference is around aa150-158, close to the G142D 
and E156G+157_158del. This change in surface topography extends up and into the N3-N5 loop 
antibody binding ‘super site’. The combination G142D and T95I with other Delta VOC 
alterations, including aa157_158del and substitutions of E156G, is predicted to alter the original 
4-8 (7L2E) and 4A48 (7C2L) antibody binding epitope, diminishing antibody binding to this 
region. Among them, new antibody facing residues are likely exposed by this change in 
conformation, including TYR145, LYS150, SER151, TRP152 ASP176, GLU178, which are 
predicted to diminish binding by repelling antibody binding. Thus, the G142D and T95I 
mutations are predicted to alter the surface topography of the NTD, including the antibody 
binding “super site” formed by the N3 and N5 loop structures (Figure 3). Within Delta, the 
G142D further caused TRP152 position to shift outwards to the antibody 41-8 side by 10.786 Å 
than Delta without G142D, and by 13.457Å than non-Delta template 7L2E (Figure 3). 
Missense3D predicted a 186 Å^3 enlargement of the pocket at T95I, yet T95I is not changing the 
topology as significantly as G142D which is not surprising for a buried residue.  In the absence 
of both mutations, the β-strand is conserved (Supplemental Figure 2). Interestingly, if only 
T95I is absent, the native β-strand is predicted to be converted to a disorganized coil around 
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aa159-165, but the aa183-190 region remains α-helical. All predictions based on these NTD 
mutations had the prominent protrusion of a loop structure in the furin cleavage site around 
aa681-685, associated with the P681R mutation, thus retaining the enhanced protease cleavage of 
S1 from S2 associated with this mutation (data not shown). 

Discussion 

Through comprehensive phylogenetic analysis, mutation profiling, and public database mining, 
we identified a recurrent and frequently repeated back mutation at spike protein G142 in the 
NTD region of the spike protein. The repeated gain, loss, and regain of this mutation at the same 
position across multiple sub-lineages has not to our knowledge been reported in SARS-CoV-2 or 
other coronaviruses. The basis for this change is unclear but the mutational pattern is inconsistent with 
the previously observed fidelity rate of SARS-CoV-2 polymerase, which is enhanced by nsp14 ExoN 
proofreading (20).  However, it seems likely that random RNA polymerase errors changes are not the 
only driver of changes in the SARS-CoV-2 genome.  Mutational surveys of published SARS-CoV-2 
genomes reveal overrepresentations of nucleotide changes bearing the signature of RNA editing: 
adenosine-to-inosine (A-G) changes from ADAR deaminases and cytosine-to-uracil (C-U) 
changes from APOBEC deaminases (21-24). The role of APOBEC and ADAR proteins in host 
innate immunity and their viral directed activities raises the possibility of host immunity 
contributing to the intra-host heterogeneity observed in the SARS-CoV-2 genome (22, 24-26).  
Indeed, this has been proposed as the underlying mechanism for the D614G mutation (27). Whether the 
observed frequent mutation and back mutation events at position 142 reported here are due to 
RNA editing is of interest and requires analysis beyond the scope of this study. 

Delta VOC cases with spike NTD mutation G142D demonstrated increased viral loads, an effect 
that was further enhanced in the presence of the second NTD mutation (T95I) this study.  
Precisely how these changes lead to higher viral loads and perhaps contribute to increased 
transmission in the Delta VOC remains to be fully elucidated.  However, our results suggest that 
reduced NAb binding to the NTD is one potential mechanism that deserves further investigation. 
The G142D mutation is located in close proximity to the alterations of E156G and DEL157-158 
reported in all Delta VOC that is part of the N3 loop of the NTD ‘super site’ epitope recognized 
by NTD-directed NAbs and associated with reduced viral neutralization (28-32). Despite the 
well-known challenges of in-silico protein structure e prediction on the spike protein (e.g., pre- 
and post-fusion conformation, the impact of D614G and P681R mutations on furin cleavage 
structure, and native spike conformation vs various mutated spike protein and their effect on 
antibody binding to different NTD or RBD epitopes) all of our structural predictions modelled 
against different templates (native, NTD- or RBD antibody-bound) consistently predicted that 
G142D and T95I mutations contribute to significant changes in the NTD secondary structure, 
including the potential conversion of β-strand to α-helix around aa159-167 and 183-190 regions, 
hydrogen-bond changes due to altered residue charge at G142D, an enlarged pocket at T95I, and 
overall three dimensional NTD surface topography that is unfavorable to NAb binding in the 
presence of other Delta VOC signature mutations. It is of interest that the most recently 
identified VOC (Mu variant, B.1.621) differs from previous VOCs primarily by additional 
mutations immediately adjacent to the G142D reported here (i.e., Y144T, Y145S, 146N), further 
implicating this region of the NTD as important to immune escape from NTD directed Nabs. (33) 
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The increased frequency of Spike mutations, especially in the NTD, in the recently emergent 
Delta and Mu VOCs has not been observed in previous VOCs. Additional sequence data 
collection and analysis will be required to determine if this is an example of host-cell induced 
RNA editing or other mechanism that results in rapid generation of multiple variants, from which 
those that are biologically more ‘fit’ can emerge and re-emerge (21-23). Whatever the underlying 
mechanism, this change raises important questions about the evolutionary trajectory of SARS-
CoV-2 with potentially significant clinical implications for reinfections and vaccine 
breakthrough infections which have become hallmarks of the Delta VOC. The combination of 
diminished immune recognition in both the RBD and NTD, here linked to a recurring mutation at 
G142D, in concert with a T95I mutation, raises the question of whether the observed mutations 
of the Delta VOC may at least in part reflect evolutionary adaptation to the growing percentage 
of the population immune to prior variants, whether by previous infection or vaccinations that 
primarily target the spike RBD, as this pandemic continues.  If so, increased vigilance will be 
required to detect emergence of new NTD region mutations that may confer even greater 
immune evasion, replication, and transmission advantages to future Delta sub-lineages and 
SARS-CoV-2 VOCs yet to emerge.  
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Figure 1. Phylogenetic analysis of the Delta and Kappa VOC genomes. Panel A. Delta VOC
branches are colored by the amino acid at Spike protein position 142, Glycine (G) - light blue
and Aspartic Acid (D) - yellow; Panel B.  Delta VOC branches are colored by the amino acid at
Spike protein position 95, Threonine (T) - light blue and Isoleucine (I) - yellow. 
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Figure 2. Zoomed in view of a branch of the phylogenetic tree in Figure 1.  
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Figure 3. Superimposed 7L2E and Delta mutant spike protein structure at the NTD region
predicts altered surface topography unfavorable to NAb binding. De novo predicted NTD
structure of Delta mutant with both G142D and T95I: residues in red, residue labels in yellow
boxes; Delta mutant without G142D or T95I: residues in green and residue labels in light blue
boxes. 7L2E: spike residues in orange, residue labels in purple boxes and the solvent excluded
surface (SES) in blue. TRP152 residue in the De novo predicted structure of the Delta variant
with both G142D and T95I clashes with 7L2E antibody, which is colored in red with and without
(inset) the solvent excluded surface (SES) shown in light pink bubble).  
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Table 1. Genotypes and Ct values of Delta VOC isolates collected by Fulgent Inc. (NCBI 
Bioproject PRJNA731152, SARS-CoV-2 Genome sequencing and assembly - FULGENT) 

 
 

G142D Spike_T95I 
Delta VOC 
Lineage Isolates Ct value mean 

Yes Yes Yes 3895 18.9±3.31 
Yes No Yes 22499 20.1±3.92 

No Yes Yes 
13** (small 
sample size ) 

22.0±4.04** (small 
sample size ) 

No No Yes 836 23.3±3.80 
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Table 2: Ct values by S:G142 genotype and Pangolin lineage 

Group Genotype Lineage # of Cases 
Mean Ct 

Value 

Ct Standard 

Deviation 

1 G142D AY.1 123 19.059 3.712 

2 G142D AY.10 18 25.567 2.278 

3 G142= AY.12 32 22.55 3.68 

4 G142D AY.12 43 19.535 3.995 

5 G142= AY.13 14 23.729 2.929 

6 G142D AY.13 250 19.672 3.972 

7 G142= AY.14 17 21.853 2.974 

8 G142D AY.14 679 19.286 3.708 

9 G142= AY.15 21 22.324 4.501 

10 G142D AY.15 2 17.9 0.849 

11 G142D AY.16 16 23.812 3.621 

12 G142D AY.18 1 16.8 NA 

13 G142= AY.2 2 25 3.677 

14 G142D AY.2 356 19.71 3.436 

15 G142= AY.20 31 23.555 3.361 

16 G142D AY.20 997 19.435 3.842 

17 G142D AY.21 1 22.7 NA 

18 G142D AY.23 22 20.309 4.435 

19 G142= AY.24 54 23.107 4.384 

20 G142D AY.24 12 21.567 5.411 

21 G142= AY.25 50 23.51 3.188 

22 G142D AY.25 2386 19.424 3.917 

23 G142= AY.3 33 23.061 3.874 

24 G142D AY.3 1209 20.059 3.724 

25 G142= AY.3.1 2 27.2 1.697 

26 G142D AY.3.1 82 19.698 4.192 

27 G142= AY.4 431 23.251 3.903 

28 G142D AY.4 140 19.446 4.223 

29 G142= AY.5 2 24.4 0.849 

30 G142D AY.5 49 18.927 3.587 

31 G142= AY.6 2 21.85 6.859 

32 G142D AY.6 3 19.733 1.986 

33 G142= AY.7.1 15 23.013 2.945 

34 G142= AY.7.2 1 24.2 NA 

35 G142D AY.9 8 17.5 3.325 

36 G142= B.1.617.2 143 23.934 3.823 

37 G142D B.1.617.2 20724 19.74 4.058 
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Table 3: Ct values by S:T95 genotype and Pangolin lineage 

Group Genotype Lineage # of Cases Mean Ct Value 

Ct Standard 

Deviation 

1 T95= AY.1 90 20.076 3.638 

2 T95I AY.1 33 16.288 2.213 

3 T95= AY.10 18 25.567 2.278 

4 T95= AY.12 65 21.006 4.036 

5 T95I AY.12 10 19.62 4.686 

6 T95= AY.13 264 19.887 4.023 

7 T95= AY.14 696 19.349 3.711 

8 T95= AY.15 21 22.238 4.508 

9 T95I AY.15 2 18.8 3.677 

10 T95= AY.16 16 23.812 3.621 

11 T95= AY.18 1 16.8 NA 

12 T95= AY.2 358 19.739 3.454 

13 T95= AY.20 187 23.325 3.798 

14 T95I AY.20 841 18.722 3.385 

15 T95= AY.21 1 22.7 NA 

16 T95= AY.23 21 20.019 4.326 

17 T95I AY.23 1 26.4 NA 

18 T95= AY.24 66 22.827 4.581 

19 T95= AY.25 2436 19.508 3.945 

20 T95= AY.3 1240 20.137 3.758 

21 T95I AY.3 2 21.2 4.384 

22 T95= AY.3.1 84 19.876 4.302 

23 T95= AY.4 460 23.172 3.955 

24 T95I AY.4 111 18.782 3.879 

25 T95= AY.5 51 19.141 3.677 

26 T95= AY.6 5 20.58 3.883 

27 T95= AY.7.1 14 23.257 2.895 

28 T95I AY.7.1 1 19.6 NA 

29 T95= AY.7.2 1 24.2 NA 

30 T95= AY.9 8 17.5 3.325 

31 T95= B.1.617.2 17811 19.966 4.129 

32 T95I B.1.617.2 3056 18.623 3.507 
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Supplemental Figure 1. Mutations per gene per genome in different lineages.  
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Supplemental Figure 2. Phyre predicted secondary structures of Delta core mutations 
through one to one threading onto 7L2E, 7C2L, 7YL2 as templates. The prediction is 3-state: 
either α-helix, β-strand or coil. Green helices represent α-helices, blue arrows indicate β-strands 
and faint lines indicate coil. The 'SS confidence' line indicates the confidence in the prediction, 
with red being high confidence and blue low confidence. 
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Supplemental Table 1. Number of Spike mutations per isolate in different VOC lineages 
and at different times.  

 

VOC Month Gene isolates mutations per 
isolate 

Delta 2021-08 S 21668 10.4114 
Delta 2021-07 S 249096 10.1198 
Delta 2021-06 S 140170 9.8148 
Delta 2021-05 S 39847 9.658 
Delta 2021-04 S 10400 8.1034 
Delta 2021-03 S 1050 6.7219 
Delta 2021-02 S 124 7.5887 
Delta 2021-01 S 48 8.6042 
Delta 2020-12 S 7 6.2857 
Delta 2020-11 S 12 6 
Other 2021-08 S 82 7.7561 
Other 2021-07 S 10626 7.6119 
Other 2021-06 S 14163 7.4971 
Other 2021-05 S 37528 6.7321 
Other 2021-04 S 85425 5.9108 
Other 2021-03 S 125776 4.2998 
Other 2021-02 S 133276 3.3231 
Other 2021-01 S 160002 2.6787 
Other 2020-12 S 111001 2.4095 
Other 2020-11 S 94373 2.2699 
Other 2020-10 S 66359 2.233 
Other 2019-12 S 4 3.75 
Alpha 2021-08 S 62 10.2903 
Alpha 2021-07 S 10427 10.5605 
Alpha 2021-06 S 60703 10.3833 
Alpha 2021-05 S 200545 10.3215 
Alpha 2021-04 S 284296 10.3764 
Alpha 2021-03 S 265577 10.2071 
Alpha 2021-02 S 123651 10.1423 
Alpha 2021-01 S 73826 10.1354 
Alpha 2020-12 S 18925 10.0928 
Alpha 2020-11 S 2342 10.0243 
Alpha 2020-10 S 92 9.587 
Beta 2021-08 S 3 14 
Beta 2021-07 S 898 9.618 
Beta 2021-06 S 2124 10.033 
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Beta 2021-05 S 4081 9.8741 
Beta 2021-04 S 7066 10.1803 
Beta 2021-03 S 9572 9.7468 
Beta 2021-02 S 4665 9.502 
Beta 2021-01 S 3356 9.1257 
Beta 2020-12 S 1676 8.8496 
Beta 2020-11 S 686 8.1254 
Beta 2020-10 S 285 6.2175 
Gamma 2021-08 S 35 13.2286 
Gamma 2021-07 S 4881 12.4011 
Gamma 2021-06 S 11502 12.2025 
Gamma 2021-05 S 17147 11.949 
Gamma 2021-04 S 20028 11.851 
Gamma 2021-03 S 8400 11.9045 
Gamma 2021-02 S 2061 12.0228 
Gamma 2021-01 S 556 12.0594 
Gamma 2020-12 S 147 9.9592 
Gamma 2020-11 S 7 11.1429 
Gamma 2020-10 S 8 17.125 
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