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Abstract 31 

Objective 32 

 The new emerging Omicron strain of severe acute respiratory syndrome 33 

coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) is currently spreading worldwide. We aimed to analyze the 34 

genomic evolution of the shifting Omicron virus subtypes.  35 

Methods 36 

 The study included 1,297 individuals diagnosed as SARS-CoV-2 positive by PCR 37 

test or antigen quantification test from September 2021 to March 2022. Samples were 38 

analyzed by whole genome sequencing analysis (n=489) or TaqMan assay (n=808). 39 

Results 40 

 After the outbreak of the SARS-CoV-2 Delta strain, the Omicron strain spread 41 

rapidly in Yamanashi, Japan. BA.1.1 was the predominant sublineage of the Omicron strain 42 

from January to mid-February 2022, but the number of cases of sublineage BA.2 began to 43 

increase after mid-February, and this sublineage was shown to have replaced BA.1.1 by the 44 

end of March 2022. We observed higher viral and antigen levels of sublineage BA.2 than of 45 

sublineage BA.1.1 in nasopharyngeal swab samples. However, no difference in viral load by 46 

patient age was apparent between sublineages BA.1.1 and BA.2.  47 

Conclusions 48 

 A transition from sublineage BA.1.1 to sublineage BA.2 was clearly observed over 49 

approximately one month. Omicron sublineage BA.2 was found to be more transmissible 50 

owing to its higher viral load regardless of patient age. 51 
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Introduction 53 

 Since the discovery of severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 54 

(SARS-CoV-2) at the end of 2019, large numbers of infections and deaths have been 55 

reported. The Omicron (B.1.1.529) strain of SARS-CoV-2 was first identified in South Africa, 56 

and infection with Omicron has been confirmed in 169 countries to date [1, 2]. World Health 57 

Organization designated the Omicron strain as a variant of concern at the end of November 58 

2021 [1]. Now several Omicron strain sublineages, such as BA.1, BA.1.1, BA.2, and BA.3, 59 

have been described. 60 

The Omicron strain has multiple spike protein mutations compared with other 61 

variants of concern, such as the Alpha and Delta strains [2]. Consequently, there is concern 62 

that serum antibody activity against the Omicron strain in vaccinated or convalescent 63 

persons will be weaker than that against previous SARS-CoV-2 strains [3, 4]. In addition, for 64 

some antibody therapies, the level of neutralizing activity was shown to differ between 65 

Omicron sublineages BA.1 and BA.2 [5, 6]. Omicron strains are considered to be highly 66 

transmissible but have a relatively lower critical illness risk [7-10]. In many countries, 67 

Omicron strains are rapidly increasing in prevalence and affecting medical and social 68 

activities. Because the characteristics of infectivity and treatment response differ among 69 

Omicron sublineages, it is important to understand the evolutionary process in real time. 70 

 In this study, we conducted whole genome sequencing analyses and TaqMan 71 

assays of SARS-CoV-2 on nasopharyngeal swab samples collected from 1,297 patients in 72 

Japan from September 2021 to March 2022 to investigate the evolution of SARS-CoV-2 73 

strains. 74 

 75 

Methods 76 

SARS-CoV-2 diagnostic testing 77 

Multiple molecular diagnostic testing platforms, including COVID-19 reverse 78 

transcription-PCR performed in accordance with the protocol developed by the National 79 

Institute of Infectious Diseases in Japan [11], the FilmArray Respiratory Panel 2.1 test 80 

performed with the FilmArray Torch system (bioMérieux, Marcy-l'Etoile, France) [12], the 81 

Xpert Xpress SARS-CoV-2 test performed with Cepheid GeneXpert (Cepheid, Sunnyvale, 82 

CA, USA) [13], and the Lumipulse antigen test performed with the LUMIPULSE G600II 83 

system (Fujirebio, Inc., Tokyo, Japan) were used for this study [14, 15]. All tests were 84 

conducted on material obtained from nasopharyngeal swabs immersed in viral transport 85 

media (Copan, Murrieta, CA, USA). 86 

 87 

Quantitative reverse transcription-PCR (RT-qPCR) 88 
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To detect SARS-CoV-2, we performed one-step RT-qPCR amplifying the 89 

nucleocapsid (N) gene of SARS-CoV-2, as we described previously [16]. The human 90 

ribonuclease P protein subunit p30 (RPP30) gene was used as the internal positive control 91 

(Integrated DNA Technologies, Coralville, IA, USA) [16]. 92 

The RT-qPCR assays were performed on a StepOnePlus Real-Time PCR System 93 

(Thermo Fisher Scientific) with the following cycling conditions: reverse transcription at 94 

50 °C for 5 min, inactivation of reverse transcription at 95 °C for 20 s, and denature, 95 

annealing and extension at 45 cycles of 95 °C for 3 s, 60 °C for 30 s. The threshold was set 96 

at 0.2. In accordance with the national protocol (version 2.9.1) [11], samples were assessed 97 

as positive if a visible amplification plot was observed and as negative if no amplification 98 

was observed. 99 

 100 

SARS-CoV-2 genome analysis 101 

Whole genome sequencing analysis was conducted in accordance with a 102 

previously described method on 489 nasopharyngeal swabs collected from patients with 103 

coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) from September 2021 to March 2022. In brief, 104 

SARS-CoV-2 genomic RNA was reverse-transcribed into cDNA and amplified using the Ion 105 

AmpliSeq SARS-CoV-2 Research Panel or Ion AmpliSeq SARS-CoV-2 Insight Research 106 

Assay (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) on the Ion Torrent Genexus System in 107 

accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions [17-19]. Sequencing reads were processed, 108 

and their quality was assessed using Genexus Software with SARS-CoV-2 plugins. The 109 

sequencing reads were then mapped and aligned using the torrent mapping alignment 110 

program. After initial mapping, a variant call was performed using the Torrent Variant Caller. 111 

The COVID19AnnotateSnpEff plugin was used to annotate the variants. Assembly was 112 

performed using the Iterative Refinement Meta-Assembler [20]. 113 

The viral clade and lineage classifications were conducted using Nextstrain [21] 114 

and Phylogenetic Assignment of Named Global Outbreak Lineages (PANGOLIN) [22]. 115 

Sequence data were deposited in the Global Initiative on Sharing Avian Influenza Data 116 

(GISAID) EpiCoV database [23]. 117 

 118 

TaqMan assay 119 

We used the pre-designed TaqMan SARS-CoV-2 Mutation Panel for detecting 120 

SARS-CoV-2 spike Δ69–70, G339D, L452R, and/or Q493R (Thermo Fisher Scientific) using 121 

808 SARS-CoV-2-positive samples (in submission). The TaqMan MGB probe for the 122 

wild-type allele was labelled with VIC dye, and the probe for the variant allele was labelled 123 

with FAM dye. This TaqMan probe system detected both wild-type and variant sequences of 124 
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SARS-CoV-2. TaqPath 1-Step RT-qPCR Master Mix CG was used as master mix. Real-time 125 

PCR was conducted on a Step-One Plus Real Time PCR System (Thermo Fisher 126 

Scientific). 127 

 128 

Results 129 

Transition of SARS-CoV-2 strain prevalence 130 

To determine the viral lineage of SARS-CoV-2, we performed whole genome 131 

sequencing analyses or TaqMan assays using SARS-CoV-2-positive samples (n = 1,297) 132 

collected consecutively in Yamanashi, Japan from September 2021 to March 2022 (Figure 133 

1A). During this period, we identified Delta strain (n = 159) and Omicron strain (n = 1,139). 134 

After the first case of Omicron was identified in January 2022, Omicron rapidly replaced 135 

Delta as the prevalent strain of SARS-CoV-2 (Figure 1A). 136 

 137 

Changes in Omicron sublineages 138 

The whole genome sequencing data were analyzed using PANGOLIN (version 139 

3.1.20), and BA.1 (n = 5), BA.1.1 (n = 992), and BA.2 (n = 142) were identified as 140 

sublineages of Omicron (Figure 1B). Sublineage BA.1.1 was the dominant sublineage of 141 

Omicron from January to mid-February 2022; however, the incidence of sublineage BA.2 142 

increased from mid-February 2022 onward, with this sublineage becoming dominant by the 143 

end of March (Figure 1B and 1C). The average frequency for the seven-day period from 144 

March 8 to March 14 was 62.2% (51/82) for sublineage BA.1.1 and 37.8% (31/82) for 145 

sublineage BA.2, whereas from March 15 to March 21 it was 29.3% (27/92) for sublineage 146 

BA.1.1 and 70.7% (65/92) for sublineage BA.2. These results indicate an extremely rapid 147 

replacement of sublineage BA.1.1 by sublineage BA.2 and a higher transmissibility of 148 

sublineage BA.2 compared with sublineage BA.1.1. 149 

 150 

Viral load of Omicron sublineages 151 

To investigate the underlying factors for the high transmissibility of Omicron 152 

sublineage BA.2, we performed an RT-qPCR analysis of the viral load in the 153 

nasopharyngeal swabs collected from patients infected with sublineage BA.1.1 (n = 748) or 154 

sublineage BA.2 (n = 118). The median viral load (log10 copies/mL) was 5.7 (range: 0.2–7.9) 155 

for sublineage BA.1.1 versus 6.4 (range: 0.3–8.2) for sublineage BA.2 (Figure 2A). The 156 

median Ct value for sublineage BA.1.1 was 19 (range: 11–38) versus 17 (range: 10–38) for 157 

sublineage BA.2 (Figure 2B). There are significant differences in the viral load between 158 

cases of sublineage BA.1.1 and sublineage BA.2 (Figure 2A, p = 4.8×10−4, Student’s t-test）159 

and Ct value (Figure 2B, p = 1.6×10−3, Student’s t-test). 160 
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 Of the 866 samples, 827 were tested for SARS-CoV-2 antigen, and the percentage 161 

of samples with high antigen levels was examined. The percentage of specimens with 162 

antigen levels of >5000 pg/mL was 57.3% (386/711) for sublineage BA.1.1 and 69% 163 

(80/116) for sublineage BA.2, indicating that sublineage BA.2 had higher antigen levels (p = 164 

0.004, chi-squared test). However, the median age of infected patients was not significantly 165 

different between these sublineages (35 years [range: 0–101 years] for BA.1.1 vs. 34.5 166 

years [range: 0–90 years] for BA.2; p = 0.1, Student’s t-test) (Figure 2C). These results 167 

indicate that the viral load in nasopharyngeal swabs is higher for sublineage BA.2 than for 168 

sublineage BA.1.1 and that sublineage BA.2 is more contagious. 169 

 We next examined whether the viral load varied with patient age. There was no 170 

apparent correlation between patient age and viral load or Ct value for either sublineage 171 

BA.1.1 or BA.2 (Figure 3D and 3E). The Pearson’s correlation coefficients for sublineage 172 

BA.1.1 were r = −0.0075 (p = 0.84) for patient age and viral load and r = 0.0070 (p = 0.85) 173 

for patient age and Ct value, and those for sublineage BA.2 were r = −0.032 (p = 0.73) for 174 

patient age and viral load and r = 0.034 (p = 0.71) for patient age and Ct value (Figures 2D 175 

and 2E). These results indicate that the viral load remained fairly high in Omicron-infected 176 

patients regardless of their age.  177 

 178 

Discussion 179 

This study indicates that after the expansion of the SARS-CoV-2 Delta strain, a 180 

rapid spread of the Omicron strain occurred. Sublineage BA.1 was very minor in Japan 181 

when Omicron was first discovered. First, sublineage BA.1.1 expanded dominantly and was 182 

then gradually replaced by sublineage BA.2. The results of the present study show that the 183 

amount of viral load in the nasopharyngeal swab was higher for sublineage BA.2 than for 184 

sublineage BA.1.1. These epidemiological and viral characteristic results indicate that 185 

Omicron sublineage BA.2 is more transmissible than sublineage BA.1.1. 186 

Previous reports showed that sublineage BA.2 has a lower Ct value (i.e., higher 187 

viral load) compared with sublineages BA.1 and BA.1.1 [24-26]. The findings of the present 188 

study are consistent with those reports, and this difference could be one reason for the 189 

higher infectivity of sublineage BA.2. In Denmark, England, India, the Philippines, and South 190 

Africa, where Omicron strains were predominantly sublineage BA.1 in the early stages of the 191 

outbreak, sublineage BA.2 later became predominant [27]. Furthermore, reinfection with 192 

sublineage BA.2 after infection with sublineage BA.1 can occur, although it is rare [28]. 193 

Therefore, there is concern that the prevalence of the BA.2 sublineage may increase in the 194 

future. 195 

The relationship between age and SARS-CoV-2 viral load of other strains was 196 
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shown previously [29-33]; however, no data on Omicron sublineages were reported. 197 

Previous studies suggested that the SARS-CoV-2 viral load tends to be higher in young 198 

children than in adults, whereas other data suggest that the viral load does not vary by age 199 

group [29-33]. In this study, no obvious differences in viral load by age group were observed 200 

for either the Omicron BA.1.1 or BA.2 sublineages. In general, viral load peaks in the early 201 

phase of infection and then gradually declines; hence, the timing of sampling relative to the 202 

onset of symptoms is an important factor [34]. Because the time between onset and 203 

sampling was not taken into account in the present study, our data are limited by sampling 204 

bias. However, our data are derived from random sampling, therefore these results are 205 

expected to better reflect real-world conditions. Although a high incidence of household 206 

COVID-19 infections stemming from young children has been reported [35], our results 207 

indicate that the Omicron strain retains a fairly high viral load across age groups, which may 208 

contribute to the high infectivity of the Omicron strain and its accelerated spread. These data 209 

provide insights for determining appropriate COVID-19 prevention and control measures for 210 

homes, schools, workplaces, and facilities for the elderly during the spread of Omicron strain 211 

viruses. 212 

Recombinant variants may emerge in communities where SARS-CoV-2 strains 213 

with different genomic architecture are co-circulating [36]. Recently, a new hybrid strain 214 

(AY.4/BA.1 recombinant, EPI_ISL_10819657), which has the properties of both the Delta 215 

and Omicron strains, was reported in France [23]. This hybrid virus has been detected in 216 

several countries, including Belgium, Germany, Denmark, and the Netherlands. There is 217 

also evidence for co-infection and recombination events between Delta and Omicron strains 218 

in the same patient [37]. Recombinant viruses BA.1 and BA.2 (named XE) were also 219 

reported from the United Kingdom [38]. It is not yet fully understood whether these hybrids 220 

are highly infectious, pathogenic, or resistant to antibodies or therapy. Therefore, it is 221 

necessary to survey the hybrid viruses to see if there is likely to be an explosion of infections. 222 

Genomic epidemiological analysis of SARS-CoV-2 strains and variants should be continued 223 

to monitor future virus trends. 224 
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 365 

 366 

Figure 1. Changes in Omicron strain prevalence 367 

(A) SARS-CoV-2 strains identified from September 2021 to March 2022. Orange boxes 368 

indicate Delta strains, and blue boxes indicate Omicron strains. (B, C) Sublineage of 369 

Omicron strains detected from January 2022 to March 2022, indicated by BA.1 (pink), 370 

BA.1.1 (green), and BA.2 (blue). The number of samples detected per day (B) and the 371 

frequency of detection (C) are shown.  372 
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 373 

 374 

Figure 2. Viral load and age of infected patients for sublineages BA.1. and BA.2. 375 

(A, B) The viral load and Ct values in Omicron sublineages BA.1.1 (n = 748) and BA.2 (n = 376 

118) were analyzed by RT-qPCR. Box plots show the viral load (A) and Ct values (B) in 377 

BA.1.1 and BA.2. (C) Box plot shows the age of patients infected with sublineage BA.1.1 or 378 

BA.2. (D, E) Relationship between patient age and viral load (D) or Ct value (E). Pearson’s 379 

correlation coefficient (r) is noted in the figures. The gray background of the regression line 380 

indicates the 95% confidence interval. 381 
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