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Abstract 

The development of the use of DNA aptamers for clinical applications to detect human diseases 

is at the forefront of research. Synthetic DNA aptamers are easy to generate, inexpensive, highly 
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specific and have been postulated to replace antibodies for research and clinical use. Despite the 

considerable amount of published work on the use of DNA aptamers for research use, to date 

they have not been exploited for clinical diagnostics.  SARS-CoV-2 virus is a pandemic causing 

a global disruptive event preventing people from travel, work and leisure activities resulting in a 

major health crisis, hospital overloads and a high death rate. The detection of SARS-CoV-2 virus 

in communities is therefore very important, especially for returning normality of life.  The current 

gold standard for detection of SARS-CoV-2 virus is RT-PCR, a technique that is relatively 

expensive and most importantly with a slow turnaround time between sample procurement and 

result . This paper describes the development of a rapid, accurate, low-cost, facile to use assay 

for the detection of the SARS-CoV-2 spike protein in saliva.  The assay exploits a simple system 

based on the use of a gold nanoparticle-aptamer complex, that can be easily produced and 

distributed, facilitating its deployment to the point-of-need, potentially reaching millions of 

individuals in resource-limited settings. The proposed colorimetric diagnostic test kit uses a 

SARS-CoV-2 DNA aptamer adsorbed on gold nanoparticles and salt-induced aggregation to 

detect the presence of SARS-CoV-2 Spike protein in saliva samples indicated by a color change 

of the gold absorbance spectrum that can be quantified by a spectrophotometer, linked to a mobile 

phone for data processing and analysis. The assay parameters were optimized and then tested in 

a field calibration clinical test in Indonesia.  At a research level, a limit of detection of ca. 1.25 

nM to synthetic spike protein (S1) was observed and a method to test human saliva samples 

developed.  The DNA aptamer was specific to SARS-CoV-2, with minor cross-reactivity 

observed with MERS and SARS-CoV-1, but negligible cross-reactivity seen with common cold 

coronaviruses.  A calibration clinical test of patients in Indonesia demonstrated a classification 

resulting in a > 97% sensitivity and a > 97% specificity compared with saliva RT-PCR test for 

SARS-CoV-2. Furthermore, the data indicates that anatomical location and sample type (swab 

vs saliva) can affect RT-PCR results. In conclusion, we have developed the use of a robust and 
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reproducible  aptamer-gold nanoparticle assay for clinical diagnostic use based on a colorimetric 

system that is cheap, simple, rapid, sensitive and can be employed for large scale testing of human 

populations for SARS-CoV-2 virus. 
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SARS-CoV-2, virus, Spike protein; DNA aptamer; gold nanoparticles; colorimetric assay, test 

kit, diagnostic, clinical use. 

 

Introduction 

In late December 2019, a cluster of cases of pneumonia were reported in Wuhan, China, and a 

novel coronavirus was identified as the cause of the infection [1]. In January 2020 the genetic 

sequence of the virus was shared and the virus was named SARS-CoV-2 (Severe Acute 

Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2). Likewise, the infection caused by this novel coronavirus 

was called COVID-19. On March 2020, the World Health Organization (WHO) announced 

COVID-19 outbreak as pandemic [2]. To date more than 300 million cases have been reported 

and the global death toll currently continues past 5 million [3]. 

 

SARS-CoV-2 is an enveloped RNA virus with a person-to-person transmission [4], that can 

cause a variety of symptoms such as fever, cough, sputum, myalgia, fatigue or diarrhea [5], as 

well as neurological symptoms [6]. Furthermore, the clinical course can differ from a mild 

disease to a severe pneumonia with acute respiratory distress syndrome [5]. The accurate 

detection of SARS-CoV-2 through respiratory sampling is critical for the prevention of further 

transmission and the timely initiation of treatment for COVID-19 [7]. The reported detection rate 

is different depending on the collection method and it is known that the naso-oropharyngeal 
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detection rate varies from 25% to > 70% [8] and the saliva rate can range from 48% to > 90% 

[9].  

 

Currently, the gold standard test to identify the virus is the quantitative Polymerase Chain 

Reaction (qPCR) on respiratory specimens collected mainly with a naso-oropharyngeal swab. 

However, it has some limitations as a screening tool, including the (i) need for trained personnel; 

(ii) requirement for typically laboratory-based equipment; (iii) long delay between sample 

procurement and assay result; and (iv) prohibitive expense as a screening tool for frequent use. 

We propose the use of a DNA aptamer-gold nanoparticle assay that detects the SARS-CoV-2 

spike protein for a point-of-care (PoC) diagnostic system that is cheap, fast and specific as a 

solution for repeat screening of large populations for COVID-19. The proposed kit exploits the 

use of previously published aptamers for the SARS-CoV-2 spike proteins [10], using a well-

established technique where the spectroscopic properties of gold nanoparticles [11,12] as they 

transition from disaggregated to aggregated states, can be used as a signal transduction 

mechanism for aptamer-based colorimetric [13] or lateral flow assays (LFA) [14]. Aptamers have 

been widely exploited as molecular recognition elements [15] in clinical diagnostics at a research 

level, as exemplified by the detection of the human epidermal growth factor receptor 2 for 

detection of cancer [16] dopamine in urine for Alzheimer’s disease [17], enteroviral nucleic acid 

sequences [18], platelet-derived growth factor-BB [19], as well as kanamycin [20].  

 

qPCR is the gold standard for positive diagnosis of COVID-19, but this technique can even detect 

RNA even after the resolution of symptoms and the infectious phase of the virus, and a cycle 

threshold (CT) of 35 cycles is used for a positive diagnosis that is indicative of the ability of the 

virus to infect cells [21]. The CT value has been used to predict the clinical course and mortality 
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[22], suggesting a correlation between low CT values and poorer prognostics and higher mortality 

[22-24].  

 

 

Methods 

Synthesis and characterization of gold nanoparticles  

Gold Nanoparticles (AuNP) were made as previously published [25], based on the reduction of 

gold (III) chloride with sodium citrate. For the characterization of the AuNP, visible spectroscopy 

spectra were acquired on a Cary 100 Bio UV-Vis spectrometer (Varian) 

 

AuNP aptamer assay for synthetic S1 protein detection 

To obtain the AuNP-aptamer complex, AuNP and the aptamer were incubated for 30 min at room 

temperature at the optimal concentrations obtained in a checkerboard assay, where the 

concentrations of aptamer and NaCl were optimised.  Serial dilutions of SARS-CoV-2 spike 

protein were then added to the complex, followed by addition of the optimized concentration of 

NaCl. The spectra of the samples were recorded (300 – 700 nm) and the ratio of the absorbance 

of the aggregated particles (A640 nm) to the dispersed particles (A520 nm) was plotted against 

the concentration of the SARS-CoV-2 spike protein (S1). The limits of detection (LOD) were 

calculated, after interpolation in the calibration curve, as the absorbance of the blank plus three 

times the standard deviation of the blank (Ablank + 3 SDblank).  

 

Realtime RT-PCR for detection of SARS-CoV-2 

Nasopharyngeal swab samples of the participants were lysed and RNA was extracted using a 

GeneRotex 96 and used to detect the presence of the SARS-CoV-2 virus using the PCR kit, 

Tianlong. Saliva samples were collected for RT-PCR according to instructions for the BioSaliva 
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kit (Biofarma) or QuickSpit (Nalagenetics) where both require fasting from food and drink for at 

least 30 minutes. The RT-PCR was carried out according to manufacturer’s instructions using a 

Genteir 96E RT-PCR machine. The two target genes were ORF1ab, RdRp with ribonuclease P 

protein subunit P30 (RPP30) as the internal control (IC). The cutoff was at a Ct value of 32.  

Thus, all samples yielding results below or at a Ct value of 32 was considered a positive PCR 

result. 

 

Abbott Panbio rapid antigen test for detection of SARS CoV-2 

Abbott Panbio rapid antigen tests were purchased and processed according to the manufacturer’s 

instructions. Briefly, all reagents were allowed to equilibrate at room temperature for 15 minutes, 

swabs were taken: swirled 5 times in both nostrils, the nasal mucous then added to buffer solution 

for 30 seconds, 5 drops added to the lateral flow assay and the test visually read after 15-20 

minutes.  

 

Participants for Calibration test in patients 

Work flow: Following patient information and consent to participate in the study, the patient is 

asked to fast from food and drink for at least 30 minutes.  During the fasting period,  

nasopharyngeal and oropharyngeal (NPOP) swabs were taken.  The NPOP samples are stored 

under 2-8°C until there were the minimum 16 samples required for RT-PCR.   

Both NPOP and saliva PCR are carried out for fresh samples while frozen saliva samples would 

have had NPOP-PCR done previously (in August to October 2021) and will only be tested by 

saliva PCR in addition to AptameX. 

After the NPOP swab, a second nasopharyngeal swab is taken and a rapid antigen test performed.  
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When the patient has fasted for at least 30 minutes, the first saliva sample is collected according 

to the protocol of either QuickSpit or BioSaliva.  Once the saliva sample is ready, the processed 

saliva sample is stored under 2-8°C until the PCR is carried out. 

A second saliva sample is then collected according to the AptameX sampling protocol.  The 

AptameX protocol does not require fasting. Nevertheless, it is interesting to note that where 

AptameX followed a fasting period, all saliva samples were clear and colorless, as required for 

the AptameX analysis. 

Calibration tests used: AptameXTM saliva sample specimens were subjected to simultaneous 

testing. Simultaneous testing of AptameXTM kit on saliva, RT-PCR on same saliva and 

nasopharyngeal swab and rapid antigen test on nasopharyngeal swab sample was performed.  All 

four tests were conducted within a 12-hour period to ensure the COVID status of a patient is 

consistent across all the tests: 

1) NP/OP PCR (nasopharyngeal and oropharyngeal swab PCR) 

2) Rapid Antigen Test (Abbott PanBio, nasopharyngeal swab sample) 

3) Saliva PCR (BioSaliva or QuickSpit). 

4) AptameX (saliva sample) 

Patient Sample Specimens: Negative samples were obtained from people who have no 

symptoms and are in good health. They provided samples needed to run the 4 tests. Positive 

samples were obtained from frozen, COVID-positive saliva samples collected with RT-PCR 

status from nasopharyngeal swab recorded (CT score recorded). The sample specimens were from 

symptomatic and asymptomatic subjects who were recruited from those who have had a PCR 

test with a Public Health Facility for contact tracing and agreed to AptameXTM saliva collection.  

Final tests applied: The four tests described above (numbered 1 to 4) were applied to 31 fresh 

negative samples and two tests (numbered 3 and 4) applied to 30 frozen positive saliva samples 

with NP/OP RT-PCR covid status previous established. 
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Algorithm and statistics 

The descriptive statistics including the frequencies, percentages with 95% confidence intervals, 

cross-tabulations, measures of sensitivity, specificity, positive and negative predictive values 

were calculated using the MS Excel and R software tool (R version 4.0.4 and R-Studio Version 

1.4.1106).   Data was acquired using a Metertech SP-880 Spectrophotometer, connected by 

Bluetooth using Capacitor v0.6.1 to an in-house developed application in Node.JS v12.19.0 and 

stored using a Postgres Database v12.7.  

Negative Control in data analysis: Each result set was processed by first subtracting against a 

standardized negative control, and then secondly given the curve’s characteristics against a learnt 

secondary negative control, leaving a residual curve.  This is then measured, and a score assigned.  

A result above the score is characterized as negative, and a score below is characterized as 

positive. 

 

Results 

The AptameXTM test kit 

First, we developed a colorimetric assay using gold nanoparticles complexed with a DNA 

aptamer raised against the RBD region of the S1 region of the SARS-CoV-2 virus (Figure 1). 

Using a UV-VIS spectrophometer, saliva samples from patients or synthetic S1 protein is added 

to the gold nanoparticle-aptamer complex, where the presence of the S1 protein results in a 

quantifiable small shift in color from the red to blue spectrum (Figure 1A). The chemistry is 

based on the aggregation of gold nanoparticles as a result of the S1 viral protein induced 

displacement of the DNA aptamer  (Figure 1B), with the aggregation being enhanced by the 

addition of NaCl (Figure 1B).  
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Figure 1: The AptameXTM test kit 

A. The AptameXTM test kit: containing pre-filled 10-mL red cap tube for saliva sample, cuvette 

pre-filled with the AptameXTM reagent consisting of gold nanoparticles coated with a DNA 

aptamer specific for SARS-CoV-2 virus protein. SARS-CoV-2 virus protein binding to the DNA 

aptamer causes a color change of the conjugate that can be quantified by a Metertech SP-880 

spectrophotometer. The result of the test kit is sent to a mobile phone using the Teman Sehat (TS: 

meaning “Health Buddy”) Mobile Phone Application. B. Schematic diagram of the assay 

concept, where DNA aptamers are adsorbed onto gold nanoparticles (AuNP).  The SARS-CoV-

2 spike protein binds to the adsorbed DNA aptamer, resulting in the aptamer being displaced 

from the Au-NP, resulting in AuNP aggregation and a shift in the visible absorption spectrum to 

longer wavelength, measured using a UV-VIS spectrophotometer. 

  

A. B. 
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Limit of detection using synthetic S1 protein and specificity of DNA Aptamer. 

The limit of detection and specificity of the AptameXTM system was then evaluated using 

synthetic proteins of SARS-CoV-2 and other coronaviruses (Figure 2). The data shows that the 

LOD is 1.25 nM and is highly specific for SARS-CoV-2 spike (S1) protein with a degree of 

cross-reactivity to the MERS spike protein (Figure 2B).  

 

Figure 2: Limit of detection using synthetic S1 protein and specificity of DNA Aptamer. 

A. Graph showing the limit of detection of 1.25 nM of synthetic S1 protein. B. Graph 

demonstrating specificity of the DNA Aptamer tested on various coronavirus family members. 

Note: MERS is slightly detected. 

 

Clinical calibration test on patient saliva 

Patient saliva samples were then tested. Results were obtained for 61 samples, 28 positive and 

30 negative.  3 positive samples were discarded due to either contamination of the sample (1 

sample), or a failure to sample sufficient quantities of saliva (2 samples). From the 58 samples, 

30 gave a negative RT-PCR result (Figure 3A).  Of the 28 RT-PCR positive individuals, 

AptameXTM classified 28 as positive (Figure 3A).  All negatives were found negative (Figure 

A. B. 
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3A).   The confusion matrix summarizing the results indicates no false negatives nor positives 

(Figure 3C).  The overall result of the ROC analysis found AUC of 0.9988:  > 97% sensitivity 

and a > 97% specificity (Figure 3B). 

 

 

Figure 3: Clinical calibration test on patient saliva 

A. Clustering analysis of positive and negative patient saliva test result from AptameXTM. B. ROC 

analysis comparing AptameXTM (saliva sample) and RT-PRCR (saliva sample) result. C. 

Confusion matrix, classifying positive and negative results. 
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Comparison of nasopharyngeal swab RTPCR vs Saliva RTPCR 

We then investigated if the type of sample and location taken from influences the RTPCR result. 

We compared saliva sample to standard Swab methods (Figure 4). The results show that from 

the 61 samples tested (Figure 4A) that differences occur in the RT-PCR result depending on the 

anatomical location and sample type (Figure 4B). From a total of 30 positive samples obtained 

using the Swab methodology only 23 were found positive by saliva sampling methods, 18 with 

a CT score above 25 and 5 samples with a CT below 25 (Figure 4B).  

 

 
Figure 4: Comparison of nasopharyngeal swab RT-PCR vs saliva RT-PCR. A. Pie graph 

showing the number of patient samples used in the analysis. B. Best graph showing the number 

of positive cases from either swab or saliva methods based on the CT score. NPOP: 

nasopharyngeal and oropharyngeal swab. The saliva PCR CT values were higher, with the range 

of possible reasons including storage of the samples at -20 oC for more than a month, which may 

have resulted in degradation of the viral RNA. 

  

A. B.
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Discussion 

Here we report the design and development of a test kit for the rapid detection of SARS-CoV-2 

in patient saliva samples using a DNA aptamer-gold nanoparticle colorimetric test system. At a 

research level, a limit of detection of 1.25 nM to synthetic spike protein (S1) was observed, with 

negligible cross-reactivity to the common cold coronaviruses and a small degree of cross-

reactivity with MERS.  A calibration clinical test of patients in Indonesia demonstrated a 

classification resulting in a > 97% sensitivity and a > 97% specificity compared with a saliva 

RT-PCR test for SARS-CoV2. 

 

The sensitivity of many antigen-based rapid diagnostic tests available in the market is comparable 

with RT-PCR at high viral loads (mean CT value <25) but exhibit low sensitivity for low viral 

load specimens (mean CT value >25). The trend is clear: as CT values increase, these rapid test 

kits lose sensitivity. An official geometric mean (GM) CT score of 28 could be considered an 

industry standard and the performance of all these currently available tests notably decrease from 

a CT value of 28 [26-29]. The rationale for the use of rapid antigen tests is to be able to detect the 

SARS-CoV-2 virus in patients with high viral loads in order to identify and isolate them when 

they are contagious and thereby curb the pandemic.  From a public health standpoint, in addition 

to accuracy, the other factor to consider with rapid tests is their frequent use. Even if all the cases 

can be correctly identified, there are still questions regarding the infectiousness such as degree 

and stage of disease, symptomology, and infection rates in the area of the patient concerned.  Any 

test should ideally capture those that are at either side of the infection curve -  those with early 

symptom on-set who will be infectious, and those in recovery who are still shedding virus [28-

29].  However, to date, the duration of infectiousness is not fully understood [29].   A single test 

gives an answer at a single point in time and cannot be the basis of re-opening businesses and in 
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controlling the pandemic, suggesting that testing should be frequent, carried out at least twice a 

week, in order to make these rapid tests effective in a pandemic [26-29], thus highlighting the 

critical requirement for a cheap, easy-to-use, rapid, robust assay, which can be facilely 

manufactured and deployed to all countries, independent of the local resource limitations. An 

important advantage of the AptameXTM assay is that it does not depend on components used in 

lateral flow based rapid antigen tests, such as membranes, conjugate pads, sample pads, plastic 

cassettes, which are now in huge demand, with the test simply requiring gold nanoparticles, DNA 

and NaCl, reagents which are widely available from a plethora of suppliers worldwide. 

 

The performance of antigen-based rapid diagnostic tests varies greatly with clinical sensitivities 

ranging from 23% - 71% and 2-5 orders of magnitude less sensitive than RT-PCR [26-29]. 

Current rapid tests have high sensitivities at CT values of 25 or lower, but at higher CT values 

particularly above 28, performance declines [26-29]. 

 

Optimal CT values should be lower than 25. A case in point: the example where Innova tests 

“identified only two-thirds of the cases with CT levels below 25” indicates that the laboratory 

which processed the samples performed at a level far from what should be required.  Their CT 

value of 25 would probably be equivalent to a CT of 30 or higher if another lab would have 

processed the same samples [26-29]. The key message is that a third of the cases that were missed 

were probably infectious. If rapid tests should perform consistently at CT values lower than 25, 

given the differences across laboratories, the CT cut-off be so that diagnostic performance can be 

guaranteed. Mak et al. Journal of Clinical Virology, compared three different antigen tests and 

defined a “high” viral load at mean CT value of 15.27-16.70 across the 3 commercially available 

rapid tests; “normal” at 23.21-24.77 and “low” at 31.83 [30].  Rapid tests then can be 

characterized across the three ranges of High, Normal and Low to understand its performance 
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through its sensitivity curve.  Thus, even if Ct values do not match across different laboratories, 

the trend will be apparent, and the test’s performance can be understood at either side of a given 

CT value.    

 

The different results between sampling methods or between testing laboratories could be caused 

by the quality of the RNA extracted from the sample, the anatomical location of sampling and/or 

type of sample (Figure 4). Viral load is considered equal or more in saliva compared to 

nasopharyngeal and oropharyngeal swab methods [27].  Because qPCR is a very sensitive 

method with an amplification step it suggests that RNA quality could be an important factor in 

determining if a patient is positive or negative for SARS-CoV-2 and to date is not part of quality 

control in the standard operating procedure for testing platforms. 

 

In conclusion, AptameXTM Covid-19 test kit we report that AptameXTM performs with a > 97% 

sensitivity and a > 97% specificity. A limit of detection of 1.25 nM to synthetic spike protein 

(S1) was observed and specific to SARS-CoV-2, with minor cross-reactivity observed with 

MERS and SARS-CoV-1, but negligible cross-reactivity seen with common cold coronaviruses.  

AptameXTM has a low-price point, and exhibits comparable or better sensitivity to existing rapid 

tests. AptameXTM aims to be the solution in frequent mass-testing and screening. 
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