medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.02.22269653; this version posted February 3, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

N 0O R W N R

O o

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

26
27
28
29
30
31

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

SARS-CoV-2 Omicron variant, lineage BA.1, is associated with lower viral load in
nasopharyngeal samples compared to Delta variant.
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Abstract (74/75)

High viral load in upper respiratory tract specimens observed for Delta cases may contributed
to its increased infectivity compared to the Alpha variant. Herein, we showed that the RT-
PCR Ct values in Health Care Workers sampled within five days after symptom onset were
significantly higher for Omicron cases than Delta cases (+2.84 Ct, p=0.008). This result
comfort the studies showing that the increased transmissibility of Omicron is related to other

mechanisms than higher virus excretion.
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41 At the end of 2020, the first SARS-CoV-2 variants of concern (VOC), named Alpha, was
42  detected and became the main variant just afew months after (1,2). Then, Delta variant firstly
43 detected in March 2021 rapidly spread worldwide and became the major variant during the
44  second part of 2021. These VOCs demonstrated increased infectivity that was related to better
45  affinity for ACE2 cellular receptor and higher viral load in respiratory tract samples (3-7).

46  During the last trimester of 2021, a new variant named Omicron, emerged and was
47 immediately classified as a VOC due to the large number of mutations found in the spike
48  protein, including several mutations known to be associated with higher transmissibility
49  and/or immune escape (8,9). The Omicron variant is the most contagious form of SARS-CoV -
50 2 known so far and became dominant worldwide in a few weeks (10). However, it is not yet
51  documented if its enhanced infectivity is also related to a higher viral load as reported for
52  other variants(5,6).

53  Sample collection and virological testing

54  To determine if the Omicron variant’s spread is related to higher viral loads compared to
55  Delta variant, we collected nasopharyngeal swabs from screening center dedicated to health
56  care workers and family at the University Hospital of Lyon, France. Data from samples taken
57  between 12/1/2021 and 12/31/2021 were collected, a period with circulation of Delta variant
58 and emergence of Omicron variants in Lyon, France (Figure 1A). The French national
59  strategy includes screening test specific for SARS-CoV-2, positive samples are then tested by
60 RT-PCR targeting some mutations (E484K, L452R and K417N) and by whole genome
61  sequencing. SARS-CoV-2 detection was performed using the cobas® 6800 SARS-CoV-2
62  assay (Roche, Switzerland). Cycle threshold (Ct) for the RdRp target was used as a proxy to
63 evaluate SARS-CoV-2 viral load. Mutations screening were performed using TagMan SARS-
64  CoV-2 Mutation Panel (Thermofisher, USA) and whole genome sequencing with COVIDSeq
65 assay (lllumina, USA). All statistical analyses were conducted using GraphPad Prism®
66  (version 8.0.2). Mean Ct difference between groups was assessed using the Student’s T test or
67 Mann-Whitney test, as appropriate. Categorical variables were compared using the Chi-square
68  test or Fisher's exact test.

69  Ct-valuesaccording to day post-symptom onset and age

70  Patients infected with Omicron variant had a lower viral load (higher Ct value) compared to
71  patients infected with Delta variant (22.7 for Delta vs 24.4 for Omicron, p=0.006) (Figure

72 2A). This observation was only confirmed for patients with symptoms appearing less than 5
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73 days before sampling (21.7 for Delta vs 23.8 for Omicron, p=0.008). Moreover, the largest
74  difference was found in patients with symptom onset under 1 day, with viral load ailmost 1
75  logio lower with Omicron variant compared to Delta variant (21.3 for Delta vs 24.2 for
76 Omicron, p = 0.035) (Figure 2A and Supplementary 1). Significant viral load differences were
77 found only for patients over 40 years old (20.9 for Delta vs 23.6 for Omicron, p=0.006)
78  (Supplementary 1, Figure 2B) with higher viral load found in patients infected by Delta

79  variant.
80 Ct-valuesaccording to vaccination status

81 In order to limit misinterpretation related to the vaccination status, we classified patients into
82 five categories according to French vaccination strategy: not vaccinated, partially vaccinated
83 (1 doseor 1 infection), completely vaccinated (2 doses or 1 dose and 1 infection), boosted (3
84 doses or 2 doses and 1 infection) or unknown (data not available). Regarding patients
85 completely vaccinated, Omicron variant was characterized by a lower viral load compared to
86  patientsinfected by the Delta variant (21.7 for Delta vs 24.3 for Omicron, p=0.01). In boosted
87  patients the inverse trend was observed with a higher viral load during Omicron variant
88 infection (25.49 for Delta vs 23.69 for Omicron p=0.09) (Figure 2C). Of note, the proportion
89  of third dose (boosted) was higher at the end of December compared to the beginning of
90 December (26.3% week 48 vs 61.7% week 52, Figure 1B).

91  Discussion

92  For the previous Alpha and Delta VOCs higher transmission rates have been related to higher
93 vira loads (5-7). In contrast, our results showed a higher Ct value (+2.84), reflecting lower
94 vira load (-0.85 logso), for patients infected by Omicron, compared to patients infected by
95 Dedltavariant. Thisisin agreement with a recent study reporting patients follow-up after Delta
96 and Omicron infection showing a peak vira load at a Ct value of 23.3 for Omicron and 20.5
97 for Delta (11). In another study, Puhach et al, reported a low correlation between RNA
98 genome copies and infectious virus shedding evaluated by viral culture (12). Regarding
99  Omicron, they showed a trend to lower viral load compared to Delta (RNA genome copies
100 and infectious virus titers) that was not significant probably due to low patients number in the
101  Omicron group (n=18) (12). These data combined with ours could suggest that higher
102  infectiousness of Omicron may not be related to an increased viral load as reported for
103  previous variants. Complete mechanisms driving the higher transmissibility of Omicron

104 variant are still unknown. Infectiousness could be multifactorial and related to background
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105  immunity, respiratory symptoms (cough, sneeze), duration of viral excretion, age and viral

106  parameters such as new viral entry mechanism (11,13,14).

107  The present study has several limitations as viral load was estimated by Ct without specific
108 quantification and normalization. Only BA.1 lineage were circulating in France during the
109  study period and results for other Omicron lineage such as BA.2 could differ. Our results were
110  also impacted by the vaccination strategy. Omicron viral load was lower for patients with
111 complete vaccination but the inverse trend was observed for boosted patients. This might be
112 related to a lower susceptibility to neutralizing antibodies for Omicron variant compared to
113  Delta variant. Boosted patients infected by Delta variant might be more protected than
114  patients infected by Omicron, which would explain the lower viral load in Delta group
115  (8,15,16). These results should be taken carefully as more patients with boosted vaccination
116  were observed in the Omicron infection group and counterwise more patients with complete
117  vaccination were observed in the Delta infection group (Table 1). This observation has to be
118  related to the National vaccination strategy, as French government announced a mandatory
119  third dose vaccination to health care workers during December. In addition, most of positive
120 samples for Delta variant were collected at the beginning of December. Omicron variant
121  began to be detected in France mid- December 2021 and overthrow Delta variant during the
122 last week of December (Figure 1A). A more in-depth study taking into account vaccination
123 status, time since the last injection and antibody levels will be necessary to better understand

124  theimpact of the immune response on the infection by different SARS-CoV -2 variants.

125  Finaly, lower viral load during Omicron infection might impact viral diagnosis. Even if rapid
126  antigenic testing are still able to detect Omicron, higher Ct values in Omicron cases may be
127  associated with an increased number of false negative results compared to Delta. This must
128 not preclude from using antigenic testing devices, but the interpretation may be cautious.
129  Moreover, patient monitoring using Ct values should be cautiously interpreted according to
130 each patient situation. Ct value could be a poor indicator of infectiousness, especialy in
131  presence of neutralizing antibodies. In the context of a largely vaccinated population, new

132  criteriamust be defined and new biomarkers have to be looked for.
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Sex
Women
Men
Index ratio
Age
20-30
31-40
41-50
> 51 years old
Symptoms
Asymptomatic
Day before or day of sampling
2 to 4 days before sampling
5 to 7 days before sampling
8 to 14 days before sampling
Vaccination status
Not vaccinated
Partial : 1 dose or 1 infection

Complete : 2 doses or 1 dose + 1 infection

Boosted : 3 doses or 2 doses + 1 infection

Unknown

Delta
(n=86)

65.1 % (56)
34.9% (30)
1.86

38.4% (33)
33.7% (29)
16.3% (14)
11.6% (10)

33.7% (29)

24.4% (21)

34.9% (30)
5.8% (5)
1.2% (1)

2.3% (2)

8.1% (7)

43% (37)
25.6% (22)
20.9% (18)

Omicron
(n=129)

62.8% (81)
37.2% (48)
1.68

45.8% (59)
24.0% (31)
18.6% (24)
11.6% (15)

26.3% (34)
28.7% (37)
28.7% (37)
12.4% (16)
3.9% (5)

5.4% (7)
6.9% (9)
24.0% (31)
41.9% (54)
21.7% (28)
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P-value

0.77

0.32

0.12

0.71
>0.99

0.28
0.53
0.37
0.16
0.4

0.32
0.79
0.004

0.02
>0.99

225
226

Table 1: Demographic data. P-value was calculated with Fischer test.
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Figure 1Aa: Proportion of sanmples positive for the Delta or Omicron variant on a weekly bass. Week 48 (Delta, n=31),
week 49 (Delta, n=16), week 50 (Delta, n=16); week 51 (Delta, n=18 ; Omicron, n=30), week 52 (Ddta, n= 8 ; Omicron,
n=99).

Figure 1B: Vaccination status of patients on a weekly basis. Patients not vaccinated, partially vaccinated, or with unknown
status were removed from this graph. Week 48 (complete, n= 14: boosted, n = 5), week 49 (complete, n =9 ; boosted, n =4),
week 50 (complete, n= 9 ; boosted, n =5), week 51 (complete, n = 8 ; boosted, n = 17), week 52 (complete, n = 31 ; boosted,
n= 50).
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246 Figure 2: RT-PCR Cycle threshold values for Delta or Omicron 2A: Cycle threshold of Delta or Omicron variant according
247 to symptoms. Global analysisincluded all samples (Delta, n=86, Omicron, n=129). Asymptomatic patients (Delta, n=29 and
248 Omicron, n=34), symptoms appearing less than 5 days prior sampling (Delta, n=51 and Omicron, n=74) and symptoms
249 appearing more than 5 days prior sampling (Delta, n=6 and Omicron, n=21). 2B: Cycle threshold of Omicron or Delta
250 variant by age. Ct was analysed for patients under 40 years old (Delta, n= 62 and Omicron, n=90) and patients over 40
251 years old (Delta, n=24 and Omicron, n=39). 2C: Cycle threshold of Delta or Omicron variant according to vaccination
252 status. Vaccination was considered complete when patient received 2 doses or 1 dose and 1 infection (Delta, n= 37 and
253

Omicron, n=31) and boosted when patients received 3 doses or 2 doses and 1 infection (Delta, n=22 and Omicron, n=54).
254 P-value was calculated with Sudent test. ns = not significant, * = <0.05, ** = <0.01.
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