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Abstract:  

Human saliva contains a plethora of proteins whose presence and concentration can be monitored for diagnosis and 

progression of disease. Saliva has been extensively probed for the diagnosis of several systemic and infectious diseases 

because of the ease with which it can be collected. However, amylase, the most abundant protein found in saliva can obscure 

the detection of low-abundance proteins by MALDI-ToF MS (matrix-assisted laser desorption/ionization-time of flight 

mass spectrometry) and diminish the diagnostic utility of this specimen type. In the present study, we used a device to 

deplete salivary amylase from water-gargle samples through affinity adsorption. After depletion, profiling of the saliva 

proteome was performed by MALDI-ToF MS on gargle samples from subjects whose COVID-19 (coronavirus disease 

2019) status was confirmed by NP (nasopharyngeal) swab RT-qPCR (reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction). 

Amylase depletion led to the enhancement of signal intensities of various peaks as well as the detection of previously 

unobserved peaks in the MALDI-ToF spectra. The overall specificity and sensitivity after amylase depletion was 100% and 

85.17% respectively for detecting COVID-19. Our simple, rapid and inexpensive technique to deplete salivary amylase can 

be used to unmask spectral diversity in saliva by MALDI-ToF MS, reveal low-abundant proteins and aid in the establishment 

of novel biomarkers for diseases.  
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dithiothreitol; HSA, human serum albumin; IDPH, Illinois Department of Public Health; IgA, immunoglobulin A; LC-MS, 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 17, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.11.23288361doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.11.23288361
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Page 2 of 23 
 

liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry; MALDI-ToF MS, matrix-assisted laser desorption/ionization-time of flight 

mass spectrometry; NP, nasopharyngeal; RNA, ribonucleic acid; ROC, receiver operating characteristic; RT-qPCR, reverse 

transcriptase quantitative polymerase chain reaction; S protein, spike protein; SARS-CoV-2, severe acute respiratory 

syndrome coronavirus 2; SDS-PAGE, sodium dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis.   

 

 

 

Introduction 

Saliva is a complex biological fluid consisting of a mixture of major and minor salivary gland secretions, nasal and bronchial 

secretions, plasma filtrates, host cells and bacteria. The fluid is slightly acidic and contains various organic (proteins, 

hormones, nucleic acids, fatty acids) and inorganic (Na+, K+, Cl–, Ca2
+, HCO3

–, H2PO4
–, I–, Mg2

+ and NH4
+) 

components.[1],[2],[3],[4] 

Described as a “mirror of the body,” saliva reflects the physiological and pathological states of the body. Saliva has been 

used for screening[5],[6] diagnosis [7],[8] prognosis and monitoring[9],[10] of numerous human diseases. Collecting saliva 

is fast, non-invasive and can be done by the subjects themselves. Saliva does not need any transport medium and requires 

minimal processing before testing compared to other specimen types.[11],[12] Major advancements in the field of salivary 

diagnostics include RNA-sequencing, point-of-care technologies, liquid biopsies and protein profiling.[13] 

Proteomic analysis of saliva has led to the discovery of ~3000 proteins, including mucins, proline-rich proteins, histatins, 

statherins, cystatins, interleukins, amylase, albumin and immunoglobulins (among others).[3],[14] A number of these 

proteins are currently being pursued as biomarkers for oral diseases[15],[16], various cancers[17],[18] Srojen’s 

syndrome[19], and even autism[20]. Saliva has been used to detect viruses such as hepatitis B virus[21], human 

immunodeficiency virus[22], dengue[23] and, more recently, severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus type-2 (SARS-

CoV-2)[1],[4],[24]. Several studies have demonstrated higher efficiencies of SARS-CoV-2 detection in saliva compared to 

nasopharyngeal swabs, owing to the fact that the receptor used for SARS-COV-2 viral entry, angiotensin-converting 

enzyme-2 (ACE-2), is abundantly expressed in the oral epithelial cells.[25],[26],[27] Some studies have shown that SARS-

CoV-2 can be detected 1-5 days earlier in saliva samples when compared to nasopharyngeal swabs.[28] 

A major hurdle in proteomic analyses of saliva, however, is the presence of high-abundance proteins that can mask the 

presence of target proteins expressed at a lower level. Salivary α-amylases, albumin and immunoglobulins alone make up 

to 75% of the total saliva proteome. Consequently, it is crucial to deplete these high-abundance proteins (or conversely, to 

enrich low-abundance proteins) to improve detection sensitivity.[1],[3],[29] For instance, non-analyte, high-abundance 

proteins can cause significant ion suppression for low-abundant biomarkers in mass spectrometric techniques. Particularly, 

in a complex biological matrix, the ionization efficiencies are highly influenced by the abundance, molecular weight and 

chemistry of the proteins.[30]   
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Salivary α-amylase is the most abundant of these proteins and is an enzyme that catalyzes the hydrolysis of 1,4-glucosidic 

linkages in starch and other polysaccharides. It exists in two proteoforms: non-glycosylated (~56 kDa) and glycosylated 

(~59 kDa).[31],[32],[33] Several techniques are currently utilized for α-amylase depletion including a syringe-based potato 

starch device[34], gel filtration[35], affinity chromatography by lectin ConA[31], co-precipitation and paper-based 

chips[36]. Deutsch et al. designed and patented an amylase depleting device to separate salivary α-amylase from the whole 

saliva by affinity adsorption to potato starch.[34] The authors demonstrated a six-fold amylase reduction as compared to the 

total amylase in the saliva, and 97% reduced amylase activity after using this device. [34] Xiao et al. and Crosara et al. 

validated the functionality and practicality of this device via SDS-PAGE and western blotting. In the study, several identified 

proteins, which could serve as potential biomarkers, were unequivocally detected after amylase removal including 

desmoplakin, short palate lung and nasal epithelium carcinoma-associated protein 2, mucin-7 and several immunoglobulins’ 

isoforms.[37], [2] 

In our previous study, we demonstrated the utility of matrix-assisted laser desorption-ionization time of flight mass 

spectrometry (MALDI-ToF MS) to distinguish COVID-19 (coronavirus disease 2019) positive and negative individuals. 

[38] One hurdle in the analysis of the protein profiles was the dominant signal of salivary amylase resulting in ion 

suppression of other proteins. We hypothesize that depletion of salivary α-amylase from gargle samples before MALDI-

ToF analysis would unmask and improve the detection of low-abundance proteins that are otherwise difficult to visualize. 

The simple removal of amylase coupled with the sensitivity of MALDI-ToF could open avenues for the discovery of new 

protein biomarkers in saliva-based diagnostics. Taking this into account, we combined methods to remove amylase by 

affinity adsorption with potato starch and salivary protein profiling using MALDI-ToF MS. We also optimized sample 

preparation involving the viral disruption buffer. In our previous study, we used LBSD-X buffer by MAPSciences (Bedford, 

UK) as a viral disruption buffer for gargle samples to test for COVID-19. However, LBSD-X buffer is not readily available, 

and the exact composition of this buffer remains unknown. Hence, the viral disruption buffer reported by Dollman et al. 

was used in this study. The buffer has already been used in methods for the detection of SARS-CoV-2 and influenza viruses 

such as H1N1 and H3N2.[39],[40],[41] Overall, we aimed to develop a simple, rapid and inexpensive technique to deplete 

salivary amylase and to detect COVID-19 by performing MALDI-ToF protein profiling.  

 

Materials and Method 

Ethical and Biosafety statement 

The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board and Institutional Biosafety Committee of Northern Illinois 

University (approved on August 12, 2020, and revised on July 12, 2021, and August 11, 2022). Informed consent was 

obtained from the volunteers who participated in the study. The collected information was strictly limited to demographics, 

COVID-19 vaccination status, symptoms, and RT-qPCR results. Sample handling and processing were conducted under a 

Class II Biosafety Cabinet. All methods were performed in accordance with the relevant guidelines and regulations. 
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Sample collection 

Samples were collected at drive-thru testing sites conducted by the Illinois Department of Public Health (IDPH) at Aurora 

and Rockford, Illinois between June 2021 and July 2022. At these sites, an NP swab was collected and analyzed by RT-

qPCR to detect SARS-CoV-2 at an IDPH laboratory. RT-qPCR results were reported as Detected, Not detected, or 

Inconclusive. Individuals who consented to participate in the research study were asked to provide a water gargle sample at 

the same time as the NP swab sample collection. Subjects were asked to gargle 10 mL of bottled spring water for 30 s, 

which was then collected in a 50 mL conical centrifuge tube. The samples were stored at −20 °C until processing and 

analysis. A total of 107 gargle samples were collected to ensure that a substantial pool of COVID-19 positive samples was 

included. For the current analysis, gargles from 14 COVID-19 positive and negative subjects were analyzed retrospectively 

by MALDI-TOF MS after amylase depletion. 

 

Preparation of samples and controls 

i. Gargle samples: 

The gargle samples were thawed and transferred to a 30 mL disposable polypropylene beaker (Fisher Scientific, Waltham, 

MA). Samples were filtered through a 0.45 µm polyethersulfone membrane filter (Celltreat Scientific Products, Pepperell, 

MA), divided equally and transferred into two 50 mL tubes (approximately 5 mL of gargle samples in each tube).  

 

Amylase removal using potato starch: 

The filtered gargle sample from one tube was hand-pressed through an amylase depleting device, with modifications to a 

previously described apparatus.[34] The device comprised a 10 mL plastic syringe (Thermo scientific, Rockwood, TN) with 

a 0.45 µm syringe filter fixed at the tip (Figure 1). 
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Figure 1: An illustration of salivary amylase depleting device loaded with a gargle sample (Created with BioRender.com) 

 

The syringe was filled with a slurry of 2 g of potato starch (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO) in 20 mL of LC-MS grade H2O 

(OmniSolv, Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO). The slurry was hand-pressed through the setup to moisten the substrate and 

remove any water-soluble residues. To optimize the amount of water required to wash off all water-soluble starch residues, 

we passed 5 mL of LC-MS H2O (30 mL total) through the amylase depleting device and collected the respective filtrates. 

An iodine reagent (0.15 M I2 + 0.3 M KI;10 μL) was added to 1 mL of each filtrate and the absorbance was measured using 

a UV-Vis spectrometer (UV-2600, Shimadzu). Thereafter, 5 mL of the filtered gargle sample was hand-pressed and filtered 

through the slurry filled syringe column. The resultant 5 mL of eluent was collected in a new 50 mL tube (Figure 1). Next, 

5 mL of chilled acetone (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO) was added to precipitate proteins. Acetone was added directly to 

the other aliquot that did not go through amylase depletion. The samples were centrifuged in a Beckman Coulter Avanti J-

E series centrifuge with a JA-20 rotor at 16,000 × g for 30 min at 4°C. The supernatant was discarded, the rim of the tube 

patted dry, and the pellet resuspended in 50 μL of a viral disruption buffer reported by Dollman et al. consisting of 50 mM 

ammonium bicarbonate (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO), 10% acetonitrile (Oakwood Chemical, Estill, SC), 50 mM TCEP 

(Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO), and 5 mM octyl ß-D-glucopyranoside (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO) at pH 7.5. [39] The 

reconstituted pellets were vortexed for 30 s and incubated at room temperature for 15 min. 

 

ii. Standards and controls: 

A negative control, consisting of pooled human saliva (pre-COVID-19) collected before November 2019 (Lee Biosolutions, 

Maryland Heights, MO), was prepared by spiking 500 µL thawed stock into 10 mL of water. The control was filtered and 
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processed as a gargle sample and subjected to amylase depletion as described before. Two hundred pmol of human serum 

IgA, 200 pmol of human serum albumin and 2000 pmol of human amylase (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO) in LC-MS grade 

H2O were also passed through the amylase depleting device. The protein standards and their respective eluents were then 

lyophilized overnight and reconstituted in 10 µL of viral disruption buffer. A final concentration of 20 pmol, 20 pmol and 

200 pmol of IgA, HSA and amylase were spotted for MALDI-ToF analysis, respectively. 

 

Sample Spotting 

The sandwich method (1 µL matrix- 1 µL sample- 1 µL matrix) was employed for spotting the samples on the MALDI-MS 

target plate (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan). Sinapinic acid (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO) was used as the matrix with a 

concentration of 20 mg/mL in a 1:1 LC-MS grade H2O: Acetonitrile solution containing 0.1% trifluoroacetic acid (Sigma-

Aldrich, St. Louis, MO). The matrix was freshly prepared every seven days and stored at 4°C between analyses. 

 

Instrument parameters 

Shimadzu AXIMA Performance MALDI-ToF MS (Shimadzu Kratos Analytical, Manchester, UK) was used for MS 

acquisition. It was equipped with a nitrogen laser set at 337.1 nm with a pulse width of 3 ns and a maximum repetition rate 

of 60 Hz. The AXIMA Performance mass spectrometer was operated with Shimadzu Biotech Launchpad Software (version 

2.9.4) and was run in positive-ion linear detection mode. The laser power and repetition rate were set to 100 µJ/pulse and 

50 Hz, respectively. The spectra were acquired in the range of 2,000–200,00 m/z by summing 5000 spectra (250 profiles by 

20 shots). Pulse extraction was set to 50,000 m/z and the ion gate was set to blank values below 1500 m/z. Post-acquisition 

baseline subtraction and smoothing (Gaussian) were performed using Shimadzu Biotech Launchpad software.  

Instrument calibration 

The instrument was calibrated daily using the (M+H)+ and (M+2H)2+ peaks of ProteoMass Apomyoglobin MALDI-MS 

Standard (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MS), prepared at 100 pmol/µL in LC-MS grade H2O. The signal intensities of the 

calibrant were recorded throughout the entire analysis to track the inter-day instrument performance. Calibration was 

accepted if the mass deviation was less than 500 mDa. 

 

Data analysis 

Shimadzu Biotech Launchpad was used to export a text file for each gargle sample that was passed through the amylase 

depleting device, which included the spectrum of mass-to-charge values ranging from 2,000 m/z to 200,000 m/z alongside 

the respective ion count intensities. The area under the curve (AUC) was calculated as described in our previous study. In 

brief, the previously established biomarker ranges (11,140–11,160 m/z, 23,550–23,800 m/z, 27,900–29,400 m/z, 55,500–

59,000 m/z, 66,400–68,100 m/z, 78,600–80,500 m/z, 111,500–115,500 m/z) were presumably indicative of host immune 
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proteins or viral proteins. The intermittent values of these ranges indicated the presence of protein masses; hence ion counts 

in each subrange were coalesced together through the integration of points to calculate the AUC which produced features 

for each data sample. AUC values were computed by leveraging the composite Simpson’s rule for each spectral range.[38] 

The peak at 11,140–11,160 m/z was used as an internal control to verify whether a given gargle sample had been successfully 

collected and processed. The areas of 11,140–11,160 m/z and 78,600–80,500 m/z (the approximate theoretical m/z of the 

S1 fragment of the SARS-CoV-2 spike protein) peaks were calculated for all the samples that were passed through the 

amylase depleting device. Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve analysis was done to determine the sensitivities 

and specificities (Medcalc software, Belgium). The true positive rate (sensitivity) on the Y-axis was plotted against the false 

positive rate (100-specificity) on the X-axis for each of the observed AUCs for the peaks at 11,140–11,160 m/z and 78,600–

80,500 m/z.  

SDS-PAGE analysis 

To determine the efficiency of amylase depletion, the remaining reconstituted pellets were run on 8% Bis-Tris Plus 

acrylamide gels (Invitrogen, Waltham, MA) for 35 min at 150 V with MES SDS running buffer (Novex, Waltham, MA). 

Gargle samples (20 µL) before and after passing through the amylase depleting device and protein standards of amylase (14 

µg), HSA (2.5 µg) and IgA (3.5 µg) were analyzed on the gels under reducing conditions. The gels were stained using a 

0.1% w/v PhastGel Blue R (Amersham Biosciences, Uppsala Sweden) solution for 20 min, followed by de-staining with 

30% v/v methanol (ASC grade) and 10% v/v acetic acid (ACS grade) in Milli-Q water for 45 min. Protein bands were 

visualized to determine the efficiency of amylase depletion. 

 

Results: 

The starch bed selectively binds amylase: 

Before testing the amylase depleting device with gargle samples from subjects, we determined whether the procedure 

affected the detection of other proteins found in saliva. Individual protein standards that exist in high-abundance in saliva, 

including salivary amylase, HSA and IgA were tested. When standard amylase was passed through the device, the collected 

eluent showed a negligible signal at the theoretical m/z value of the parent peak confirming efficient removal of amylase 

(Figure 2). Moreover, as anticipated, when HSA and IgA were passed through this device, minimal to no binding/interaction 

was observed between the starch bed and these two proteins (Figures 3 and 4). The spectra from these experiments confirmed 

that the starch bed selectively binds amylase and results in negligible sample loss of other proteins. Next, we passed pre-

COVID-19 saliva, the negative control, through this device. The complete protein profile of the negative control before and 

after passing through the amylase depleting device has observable differences (Figure 5). For instance, the intensity of the 

peak at 56,216 m/z (approximately the theoretical molecular weight of salivary amylase) was considerably reduced after 

the sample was passed through the device whereas the peak around 66,000 m/z was enhanced. A low intensity peak between 

56,000-58,000 m/z was maintained in the eluent. Comparing Figures 2 and 4, this signal coincides with the heavy chain of 

salivary IgA, which would not be retained on the starch bed.  
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Figure 2: Standard amylase before and after passing through amylase depleting device. 

MALDI-ToF mass spectra of standard amylase in (—blue) and an overlay of the same sample after passing through the 

amylase depleting device (—red). No peak was observed at 56,000 m/z after passing through the device, confirming the 

binding between the starch bed and salivary amylase.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3: Standard HSA before and after passing through amylase depleting device. 

MALDI-ToF mass spectra of standard HAS in (—blue) and an overlay of the same sample after passing through the amylase 

depleting device (—red). The peaks at 66,995 m/z and 33,592 m/z which correspond to the single- and double- charged 

peaks of HSA, respectively, were observed with similar signal intensities before and after using the amylase depleting 

device.  
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Figure 4: Standard IgA before and after passing through amylase depleting device. 

MALDI-ToF mass spectra of a standard human serum IgA in (—blue) and an overlay of the same sample after passing 

through the amylase depleting device (—red). The peaks at 23,397 and 57,197 m/z which correspond to the light chain and 

heavy chain peaks of IgA respectively, can be observed with similar signal intensities before and after using the amylase 

depleting device. The peak at 46,428 m/z is the dimer of the IgA light chains.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5: COVID-19 negative control saliva before and after amylase depletion. 

MALDI-ToF mass spectra of pre-COVID-19 saliva in (—blue) and an overlay of the same sample after passing through the 

amylase depleting device(—red). The peak at 56,216 m/z which corresponds to the presence of amylase, was significantly 

reduced in the sample’s eluent. Interestingly, the peak at 66,867 m/z was significantly enhanced in the eluent. 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 17, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.11.23288361doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.11.23288361
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Page 10 of 23 
 

In order to further visualize the effects of passing gargle samples through the amylase depleting device, we performed an 

SDS-PAGE analysis. Figure 6 shows the positions of the bands for protein standards HSA, amylase and IgA. For IgA, two 

bands at ~55 kDa and ~25 kDa represent heavy and light chains respectively (Lane 4). Comparing the positions of these 

standard proteins, it can be distinctly observed that the band between 50-60 kDa in the gargle sample (Lane 5) decreased in 

intensity after passing through the amylase depleting device as seen in Lane 6. Furthermore, almost all the other bands were 

still observed in Lane 6. This coincides well with the corresponding MALDI-ToF spectra of the negative control, wherein 

the peak between 55,500–59,000 m/z significantly decreased in intensity upon passing the gargle samples through the 

amylase depleting device (Figure 5). As previously established, we observed that there is selective binding on the starch 

bed only w.r.t amylase, whereas all the other proteins showed a negligible loss in signal intensity on MALDI-ToF. Hence, 

we can conclude that the band getting depleted between 50-60 kDa in the SDS PAGE is corresponding to amylase. In Lane 

6, we could still observe the light chains of immunoglobulins along with various other bands indicating that the rest of the 

proteome is conserved. Certainly, there is some protein loss occurring overall in the gargle samples while using the amylase 

depleting device as we are including an additional step in our analysis. However, when analyzing the eluents on a sensitive 

instrument such as MALDI-ToF, we can still observe all the other proteins even after depleting amylase.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6: SDS-PAGE analysis of high-abundance proteins in human saliva and an example gargle sample stained with 

Coomassie-Brilliant-Blue under reducing conditions.  

Lane 1: Standard protein ladder. Lane 2: HSA (2.5 μg), Lane 3: salivary amylase (14 μg), Lane 4: IgA (3.5 μg). Lane 5: 

gargle sample before passing through amylase depleting device Lane 6: same gargle sample after passing through the 

device (eluent).  
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The starch bed depletes amylase from saliva and unmasks other peaks: 

In gargles from subjects, we observed a substantial signal drop between 55,500–59,000 m/z in the MALDI-ToF profiles of 

COVID-19 positive samples after passage through the set-up (Figure 7). This suggests that the ions contributing to this peak 

are of amylase and are reduced in number upon employing the amylase depleting device. Moreover, the peak around 66,000 

m/z (along with several other peaks) was remarkably enhanced in these eluents, supporting the hypothesis that amylase 

depletion unmasked signals from multiple proteins in saliva.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 7: COVID-19 positive gargle sample before and after amylase depletion. 

MALDI-ToF mass spectra of a representative gargle sample from a COVID-19 positive donor (—red) and an overlay of 

the same sample passed through the amylase depleting device (—green).   

 

Next, we compared the eluents of COVID-19 positive and COVID-19 negative gargle samples (Figure 8). As predicted, 

COVID-19 positive profiles had numerous and higher intensity peaks compared to COVID-19 negative profiles, even after 

depleting amylase. Specifically, the presumed viral protein peaks at the previously established ranges of 66,400–68,100 and 

78,600–80,500 m/z were still significantly higher in COVID-19 positive compared to COVID-19 negative gargles 

suggesting that amylase depletion did not affect the ability to detect viral proteins in the spectra. SDS-PAGE analysis was 

also performed to compare the clinically confirmed COVID-19 positives and negative samples (Figure S1). The eluents of 
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both of these samples (Lane 3 and Lane 5) showed a reduction in band intensity at around 60kDa which is close to the 

theoretical weight of salivary amylase. Moreover, the rest of the proteome was protected and could be visible by CBB 

staining method.  
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Figure 8: COVID-19 positive and negative gargle sample after amylase depletion. 

Representative MALDI-ToF mass spectra of gargle samples from a COVID-19 positive donor eluent (—red) and COVID-

19 negative donor eluent (—green). Panel A is the full-range mass spectra of the samples. Panels B and C show specific 

ranges where differences in mass spectra are observed between COVID-19 positive eluent and COVID-19 negative eluent 

samples after amylase depletion. 

 

Sensitivity and specificity of SARS-COV-2 detection after amylase depletion: 

The sample files were normalized by dividing the signal intensities (from 2,000-200,00 m/z) by the peak intensity of the 

(M+H)+ peak of apomyoglobin which was used to calibrate the instrument daily. Next, the areas of the peaks in the 11,140–

11,160 m/z (quality control peak present in saliva irrespective of COVID-19 status) and 78,600-80,500 m/z (S1 spike protein 

of SARS-CoV-2) ranges were calculated by leveraging the composite Simpson’s rule for each spectral range as described 

in our previous study.[38] Simpson's rule is a numerical method for approximating the definite integral of a function which  

is based on approximating the AUC using quadratic polynomials. The formula for Simpson's rule involves dividing the 

interval of integration into an even number of subintervals and evaluating the function at the endpoints and midpoints of 

these subintervals. The approximate value of the integral is then given by a weighted sum of these function values.[42] ROC 

curve analysis was performed to determine the appropriate cut-off to call a sample COVID-19 positive vs negative. The 

disease prevalence for generating the ROC plot was assumed to be 10% based on the CDC’s COVID-19 data tracker. As 

expected, peaks in the 11,140–11,160 m/z range did not discriminate between COVID-19 negative and positive samples 

(AUC 0.77, threshold of 4.44). 

Peaks in the range of 78,600-80,500 m/z that represent the S1 spike protein of SARS-CoV-2 showed good discrimination 

between COVID-19 positive and negative specimens (AUC 0.893, threshold of 10.14) after amylase depletion. Using a 

threshold area of 10.14, the sensitivity and specificity of COVID-19 detection was 85.71% and 100% respectively (Figure 

9). 

The sensitivity of SARS-CoV-2 detection after amylase depletion was somewhat lower than expected when compared to 

RT-PCR. It is quite possible that some of the positive samples we selected had low viral loads. IDPH reports positive cases 

as “detected” but does not report a Ct value to assess the level of the viral load. Further studies with a larger number of 

samples and comparison with Ct values of positive samples are necessary to estimate the realistic sensitivity of MALDI-

ToF method to detect SARS-COV-2. 
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Figure 9: ROC analysis of the biomarker ranges 11,140-11,160 m/z and 78,600-80,500 m/z after amylase depletion. In the 

plot, each point represents a MALDI-ToF specificity/sensitivity value at a cutoff AUC for each potential biomarker range, 

with the highest specificity/sensitivity and discriminating power having values near the top left of each plot. 

 

To assess how the amylase depletion process affected the sensitivity and specificity of our method, we analyzed the AUC 

values of the two peaks (11,140-11,160 m/z and 78,600-80,500 m/z) for the same set of samples before amylase depletion 

(Figure 10). There certainly was an improvement in the detection of COVID-19 after depleting amylase, as the specificity 

before amylase depletion was 57.12% whereas the sensitivity was still the same (85.71%). This again directs us towards the 

hypothesis that the signal intensity for the biomarkers of the disease (in this case 78,600-80,500 m/z) were being suppressed 

due to the abundance of amylase in the gargle samples. 
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Figure 10: ROC analysis of the biomarker ranges 11,140-11,160 m/z and 78,600-80,500 m/z before amylase depletion. In 

the plot, each point represents a MALDI-ToF specificity/sensitivity value at a cutoff AUC for each potential biomarker 

range, with the highest specificity/sensitivity and discriminating power having values near the top left of each plot. 

 

Discussion: 

A key issue in proteomic analysis of any specimen by MALDI-ToF MS is the presence of high-abundance proteins which, 

in terms of assay development, can significantly mask the detection of other low-abundance proteins. This poses a hurdle 

to biomarker discovery as these low-abundance proteins might be potential candidates for use in the diagnosis of diseases. 

While there are various studies to deplete high-abundance proteins from blood, there exists limited data concerning saliva 

samples. One of the high-abundance proteins in saliva is amylase. Herein, we adopted a simple, cost-effective yet efficient 

method to deplete salivary amylase in COVID-19 gargle samples before MALDI-ToF MS analysis.   

Deutsch et al. designed an amylase depleting device that included a 0.45 μm paper filter at the tip of the syringe.[34] In our 

initial efforts in preparing and utilizing this apparatus, we experienced difficulty while removing the plunger between starch 

activation and sample loading. Therefore, we replaced the paper filter with a 0.45 μm syringe filter (Figure 1), minimizing 

disturbances to the potato starch bed while releasing the plunger. We also passed increased amounts of water through the 

device before loading samples in order to remove water-soluble residues present within the potato starch that might 

contribute to the ion suppression of proteins or interfere with amylase adsorption (Figure 11). The presence of starch can be 

confirmed by the iodine reagent, which turns the sample deep blue in the presence of starch. It can be distinctly observed in 

Panel A of Figure 11 that starch was no longer present after passing 20 mL of water. This was also verified by the UV-Vis 

spectrometer shown in Figure 11 Panel B. Hence, 20 mL of water was passed through the amylase depleting device before 
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passing any gargle sample or standards/controls as it resulted in a significant decrease in water-soluble residues present in 

starch. These additional washing steps were crucial to prevent any ion suppression of proteins in the MALDI-ToF analysis 

due to the presence of water-soluble starch residues in the samples. Research concerning the types of starch used and the 

influence of its structure on the interaction with amylase is poorly understood. Furthermore, it is stated that the Michaelis-

Menten model cannot be applied to in-vitro studies of amylase action because of uncertainties in the structure of its substrate 

(starch), the possible presence of inhibitors and high enzymatic activity.[43],[44]  

Figure 11: Iodine test to determine the presence of starch after multiple water washes.  

The gradual color change in Panel A and the overall decrease in the absorbance in the UV-Vis spectra in Panel B confirmed 

the reduction in water-soluble starch residues present in starch. 

 

In previous studies, we used LBSD-X (MAPSciences Bedford, UK) buffer to lyse viral particles in saliva. However, supply 

chain issues have hampered the availability of this buffer. This motivated us to utilize a previously reported buffer for viral 

reconstitution.[39] We optimized the buffer by substituting 2 mM dithiothreitol with 50 mM TCEP and by substituting 

sonication followed by 2-hour incubation with a simple vortex and 15-minute incubation at room temperature. The buffer 

showed promising results as we observed peaks within the ranges established previously (11,140–11,160 m/z; 23,550–

23,800 m/z; 27,900–29,400 m/z; 55,500–59,000 m/z; 66,400–68,100 m/z; 78,600–80,500 m/z; and 111,500–115,500 m/z; 

Figure 12). Furthermore, and perhaps more importantly, we could still observe differences between COVID-19 positive and 

negative gargle samples (Figure 8).  
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Figure 12: Comparison between the LBSD-X buffer and the newly optimized viral disruption buffer 

MALDI-ToF mass spectra of a COVID-19 positive gargle treated with LBSD-X buffer (—red) and an overlay of the same 

sample treated with the new optimized buffer (—blue). Panel A is the full-range mass spectra of the same positive sample 

treated with both buffers. The optimized buffer showed peaks in the ranges that were established in our previous study. 

Panels B and C are specific ranges in mass spectra where the peaks obtained by both the buffers closely overlap with each 

other. 

 

After comparing peak areas between the eluents of COVID-19 positive and negative gargle samples, we found that the 

samples could be discriminated by the 78,600–80,500 m/z range which corresponds to the theoretical m/z of the S1 fragment 

of the spike protein of SARS-CoV-2. Additionally, we performed an ROC curve analysis to establish a cut-off for the peak 

area to assess diagnostic utility. A threshold of >10.14 units for 78,600–80,500 m/z range resulted in a specificity and 

sensitivity of 100% and 85.17% respectively for COVID-19 positivity.  

Even though five biomarkers were established in our previous study, we only chose to analyze samples based on the 78,600–

80,500 m/z range. The biomarkers in the range of 55,500–59,000 m/z and 27,900–29,400 m/z are the singly and double 

charged peaks of IgA Heavy chain+Amylase. These peaks seem to be depleted after using the amylase depleting device as 

the starch bed shows affinity toward the amylase. Moreover, as shown in Figures 2 and 4, when the standard IgA and 

amylase were passed individually on the amylase depleting device, we could see the selective binding only towards amylase 

and minimal difference in the intensities for IgA. Hence, when considering a gargle sample, it is important to note the 

presence of two proteins in the ranges of 55,500–59,000 m/z and 27,900–29,400 m/z amongst which only one protein 

(amylase) is getting depleted. Overall, there certainly is some protein loss while using this device. But irrespective of this 

loss, we could see the effects of amylase depletion on the intensities of other proteins. The S2 fragment of the Spike protein 

of SARS-CoV-2 (66,400–68,100 m/z) was not considered in this study because it overlaps with the albumin (~66,348 kDa) 

peak present in the host saliva. Nevertheless, some viral proteins are still retained after amylase depletion and have the 

potential to be used as biomarkers of disease processes in saliva.  

Several eluents of gargle samples from amylase-depleted samples showed the presence of additional peaks apart from our 

established biomarker ranges that were suppressed in non-depleted samples due to the ions from amylase. Further studies 

are needed to characterize these peaks and determine their utility in diseased and normal conditions.   

Finally, previous potato starch column studies were successful in depleting salivary amylase but were not applied towards 

clinical applications. For the first time, we report a potential application of this method for the diagnosis of COVID-19. 

Because amylase depletion unmasks peaks that were otherwise not visible, the quick and cost-efficient method can be 

employed to discover novel biomarkers for diseases by MALDI-ToF analysis of saliva. Our proof-of-concept study shows 

that other high abundance proteins can be potentially depleted in a similar manner to improve the diagnostic utility of saliva. 

Overall, this type of sample processing can result in improved sensitivities of protein analytes present in low abundance.  
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Conclusion: 

An inexpensive device to deplete salivary amylase from human gargle samples was employed to improve the protein profiles 

of COVID-19 positive and negative samples in saliva. The starch bed selectively captured salivary amylase whereas the rest 

of the proteome remained largely unaffected when passed through the amylase depleting device. Furthermore, this method 

resulted in enhanced MALDI-ToF signals of various other peaks which were suppressed by the presence of amylase. 

Overall, a sensitivity of 85% and specificity of 100% were achieved for a total of 28 gargle samples (14 COVID-19 positives 

and COVID-19 negatives samples) by ROC curve analysis. Biomarkers that are usually present in low abundance could 

plausibly be unmasked and detected by utilizing such a technique. 
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