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Abstract
For the first several years of the pandemic, SARS-CoV-2 genomic surveillance relied almost entirely on 

residual diagnostic specimens from nucleic acid amplification-based tests (NAATs). The use of NAATs 

waned after the end of the Stafford Act Emergency Declaration for COVID-19 in the US. To continue 

to monitor the spread and evolution of SARS-CoV-2, we partnered with local- and state-level public 

health agencies and the Dane County Public Library System to obtain SARS-CoV-2 genome sequence 

from freely available community rapid antigen tests (RATs). From August 15, 2023 to February 29, 2024 

we received 227 tests through this system, from which we generated 127 sequences with >10x depth 

of coverage for ≥90% of the SARS-CoV-2 genome. Our results demonstrate that collecting and se-

quencing from RATs in partnership with trusted community stakeholders is a practical, useful approach 

for sustaining genomic surveillance for SARS-CoV-2. 
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Introduction
Genomic surveillance, or using genomic sequencing to track a pathogen’s evolution through time and 

space, is a powerful tool that can inform public health responses to disease outbreaks (1). During the 

COVID-19 pandemic, genomic surveillance data were used to identify variants of concern, investigate 

patterns of transmission, and develop effective vaccines. For example, routine genomic surveillance 

enabled early detection of the BA.2.86 SARS-CoV-2 variant of concern in Denmark in August 2023 

(2). BA.2.86 and its sub-lineages, which include JN.1, make up the majority of reported SARS-CoV-2 

sequences in the United States according to the CDC’s COVID Data Tracker as of this writing in July 

2024 (3). Early identification and characterization allowed investigators to assess protective immunity 

afforded by vaccines against this new variant (4) and establish global monitoring.

Genomic surveillance requires a large, representative set of samples from which to obtain sequences. 

Throughout the pandemic, nucleic acid amplification tests (NAATs) have been the gold standard for 

detecting SARS-CoV-2 infection (5). Many laboratories developed workflows to conduct genomic sur-

veillance by sequencing residual nasal swab samples collected for NAAT testing. After the termination 

of the Stafford Act Emergency Declaration for COVID-19 in the US on May 11, 2023, many facilities 

stopped offering NAATs for routine COVID-19 diagnosis. During the year of 2020, the average number 

of NAATs performed each week was ~587,975, which decreased to a weekly average of ~96,215 tests 

during the year of 2023 (3). Subsequently, the major source of samples for genomic surveillance was 

greatly diminished. 

The CDC now recommends at-home COVID-19 rapid antigen tests (RATs) as an alternative for those 

without access to NAATs (6). RATs are cheaper than NAATs, provide results faster, and do not require 

trained personnel to perform them (7). RATs usually require the user to swab the insides of both nos-

trils, place the swab into an inactivation buffer and drop the buffer onto a lateral flow test. The inac-

tivation buffer disrupts the virus membrane, exposing the nucleocapsid protein. As the liquid moves 

up the strip, immune complexes containing labeled antibodies conjugated with the nucleocapsid bind 

to a test line of antibodies if virus is present (8). As of this writing in July 2024, there are 38 different 

over-the-counter antigen test products authorized by the FDA in the US (9). RATs have high specificity, 

but have been critiqued for their lower sensitivity compared to NAATs – Smith-Jeffcoat et al. found that 
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RATs had a sensitivity of 47% compared to NAATs (10). Another significant limitation of RATs is that 

users of these tests are not required to report results to any public health agency (11).

Recognizing the gap in surveillance, multiple groups have investigated the potential for RATs to serve 

as a source material for SARS-CoV-2 sequencing to complement genomic surveillance efforts. Several 

methods have been developed to extract SARS-CoV-2 viral nucleic acid from antigen tests (12–16). 

These studies extracted SARS-CoV-2 viral RNA (vRNA) from different parts of a RAT: some have used 

the testing strip (12,15–17), some have used the swab (14,15), and others have used the inactiva-

tion buffer (18). All of these substrates contain enough genetic material to support viral sequencing 

to varying degrees. Many of these studies have demonstrated that it is possible to obtain genomes 

assigned as specific lineages (12,15,16), allowing for circulating lineages to be tracked. One study 

suggested that RATs are comparable to NAATs in their performance in qPCR and sequencing (19), and 

thus should be effective sample alternatives for genomic surveillance. Some of these studies began by 

using known concentrations of SARS-CoV-2 vRNA to spike a RAT and demonstrate the efficiency of 

recovering vRNA from these tests (12,16,17). Others collected real patient samples from hospitals (12) 

or from study volunteers (15) to demonstrate these methods could work in real-world conditions. One 

study demonstrated the real-world use of these tests for genomic surveillance by sequencing off of 

positive RATs collected in Sicily, Italy as a part of routine clinical practice to track the spread of vari-

ants over a period of six months (18).

Demonstrating that sequencing SARS-CoV-2 genomes from positive RATs is technically possible was 

an important step, but for RAT-based sequencing to be practical for widespread genomic surveil-

lance, there needs to be a comprehensive workflow for obtaining SARS-CoV-2- positive RATs from 

the community, since these “at-home” tests are typically discarded as soon as the results are read. 

We hypothesized that people would be willing to redirect SARS-CoV-2-positive RATs for genomic 

surveillance if the process was sufficiently simple. To test this hypothesis, we created a mechanism 

for individuals to anonymously submit positive RATs. We partnered with community organizations 

in Dane County, Wisconsin that were providing free RATs to bundle research packets along with the 

tests, which community members could use to submit positive tests through the United States Postal 

Service (USPS). We developed an efficient, robust method to extract SARS-CoV-2 RNA from RATs and 

generated SARS-CoV-2 sequences.
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Materials and Methods
Ethics statement
The University of Wisconsin IRB determined that this human research was exempt because partici-

pants were anonymous and self-identified. A secure database was created to store limited metadata 

including the date and location as a census block group for each test. The census block group is a 

geographical unit used by the US Census Bureau, usually containing between 250 and 550 housing 

units.

Collection of Rapid Antigen Tests
In Wisconsin, the Dane County Public Library System and Public Health Madison Dane County 

(PHMDC) distributed free RATs to the public. Tests were provided by the Wisconsin Department 

of Health Services, which received RATs from the US national stockpile. There are 29 libraries and 

branches in the Dane County Library System. We asked libraries in diverse parts of Madison and Dane 

County to participate in our program to collect RATs. Four of these libraries are in Madison and five are 

in more rural areas of Dane County (Figure 1). We also partnered with PHMDC, which distributed RATs 

at two walk-in sites.

To enable the public to send positive tests obtained from these locations to our lab, we designed a 

packet of materials to attach to each RAT kit (Figure 2). This packet included a bubble mailer with 

a business reply mail shipping label, a zip-lock bag with a unique barcode inside which was placed 

inside the mailer, and an instructional flyer affixed to the outside. The flyer had instructions in both 

English and Spanish, describing the study and providing instructions to participate. Users of USPS 

business reply mail are only charged for items that are returned, rather than for all self-addressed pre-

paid envelopes printed. This dramatically reduced the cost of providing postage prepaid envelopes for 

the study.

We designed a secure website and database using Node JS to collect the date and location at the 

time a user submits their information to the website, assuming that this is a reasonable proxy for RAT 

assay date and location. When participants scanned randomly generated unique QR codes includ-

ed in the research packets, the barcode associated with the QR code, the date of the scan, and the 

location, which was converted to a census block group, were populated into a MySQL database on 
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a secure server. Users can translate website content into dozens of languages using an embedded 

Google Translate pull-down menu. 

Participants were then asked to place their test inside the provided zip-lock bag, seal the zip-lock 

bag, place it in a postage prepaid business-reply mailer, and drop the sealed envelope at any post 

office mailbox. The inactivation buffer in a RAT inactivates the SARS-CoV-2 virus, rendering the tests 

non-biohazardous and therefore safe to send through the USPS (20).

When tests arrived at the lab, we scanned the QR code into our database to record the date re-

ceived and then stored each RAT at -80°C until processing. The majority of RATs we received were 

BinaxNOWTM COVID-19 Antigen Self Tests (Abbott, https://www.abbott.com) or iHealth COVID-19 

Antigen Rapid Tests (iHealth Labs Inc., https://ihealthlabs.com), but there were a few samples of other 

brands.

Extraction of Nucleic Acids
Originally, we attempted to isolate nucleic acids from RATs using the protocol described by Martin et al 

(12). We optimized this protocol as described below:

Tests were stored at -80°C until we processed them in batches. They were thawed and opened to 

retrieve the testing strip, and swab, if included, with sterile disposable forceps. Instead of cutting the 

strip into three pieces, the whole strip was placed into a clean 5 mL Sarstedt freezer tube (Sarstedt, 

https://www.sarstedt.com/en).  

Instead of adding 800 μL of Buffer AVL from the QIAmp Viral RNA mini kit (QIAGEN, https://www.

qiagen.com/us) we added  800 μL of Viral Transport Medium (VTM, Rocky Mountain Biologicals, 

LLC, https://rmbio.com) to the 5 mL tube, which was incubated at room temperature for ten minutes 

on a Hulamixer (ThermoFisher Scientific, https://www.thermofisher.com). 500 μL were transferred 

to a clean 1.5 mL tube, and 5 μL of Dynabeads Wastewater Virus Enrichment Beads (ThermoFisher 

Scientific) were added to each sample. Subsequently, we followed the manufacturer’s protocol for 

the MagMAX™ Wastewater Ultra Nucleic Acid Isolation Kit with Virus Enrichment (ThermoFisher 

Scientific). Samples were isolated on a Kingfisher Apex instrument (ThermoFisher Scientific) following 

the manufacturer’s protocol (MagMAX_Wastewater_DUO96.bdz).
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Following isolation, the samples were treated with TurboTM DNase (ThermoFisher Scientific) accord-

ing to the manufacturer’s protocol. Instead of proceeding with a phenol/chloroform extraction, the 

samples were processed using the RNA Clean and Concentrator-5 kit (Zymo Research, https://

www.zymoresearch.com) following the manufacturer’s protocol and skipping the in-column DNase I 

Treatment.

RT-qPCR
We assumed that all RATs with a positive test line had enough vRNA to be sequenceable, so we did 

not test every sample with RT-qPCR. Later, we selected a random subset of 76 samples to be quan-

tified by RT-qPCR to investigate trends between the Ct and sequencing quality. We quantified SARS-

CoV-2 vRNA using the CDC N1 Taqman assay (21). To confirm successful isolation of viral nucleic 

acid, each sample was tested for the presence of human ribonuclease P nucleic acid. Only samples 

which tested positive for ribonuclease P were included in the analysis. A negative control was gen-

erated using the same VTM used on our other samples and processed following the same protocols. 

These were also run with the qPCR assay, and had no detectable amplification. The primers and probe 

for this assay are commercially available from Integrated DNA Technologies (IDT, https://www.idtdna.

com). The assay was run on a LightCycler 96 instrument (Roche, https://www.roche.com) using the 

Taqman Fast Virus 1-step Master Mix enzyme (ThermoFisher Scientific). 

RT-PCR and Sequencing
We performed amplicon-based SARS-CoV-2 sequencing on the isolated vRNA. Sample libraries were 

prepared using the QIAseq DIRECT SARS-CoV-2 Kit with Booster and Enhancer (QIAGEN) according 

to the manufacturer’s instructions. Samples were normalized to 4 nM and pooled together. The pool 

was diluted to a final concentration of 8 pM, which was then run using 2x150 Miseq Reagent Kits v2 

(Illumina, https://www.illumina.com) on a MiSeq instrument (Illumina). 

Sequencing Analysis
Raw sequencing reads were quality-checked, aligned to the Wuhan-1 SARS-CoV-2 reference, and 

variant-called, using the open-source viralrecon pipeline from the nf-core project (22–24). Details for 

how we ran viralrecon, alongside the custom R scripts we used to generate figures, are available in our 

Library-Rapid-Antigen-Test-Manuscript Github repository.
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Statistical Analysis
The status of samples (pass or fail) was compared to both Ct and the length of transit time, using an 

unpaired two-tailed t-test (Prism v10.1.0). The significance cutoff was p < 0.05.

The mean and standard deviation of the number of tests received each month was calculated using 

Microsoft Excel v16.78.

We compared our data to the Wisconsin State Lab of Hygiene’s (WSLH) SARS-CoV-2 Wastewater 

Genomic Dashboard (25) by recording the two most prevalent lineage groups detected by WSLH in 

the state of Wisconsin for each two week period between August 28th, 2023 to February 25th, 2024. 

We separated our passing RAT sequences into two week periods by their test scan date with the 

assumption that the barcode was scanned on the date the test was taken. We determined Pango lin-

eages for our RATs by running the consensus sequences through Nextclade v3.5.0 (26). We compared 

the lineages detected through our RAT program to the two most prevalent lineage groups reported by 

WSLH to determine how frequently our program detected the two most prevalent lineage groups.
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Results
Test Collection
Between August 15th, 2023, and February 29th, 2024, we supplied nine Dane County libraries and two 

public health clinics with approximately 7,775 research packets to attach to the RATs distributed to 

patrons. We received 223 packets, which amounts to a return rate of ~2.9%. Some of these packets 

contained multiple tests, resulting in a total of 227 tests. The return rates varied by month (Table 1), but 

the mean number received each month was 32 ± 10. 

Some tests came in without their barcode, causing us to lose the associated metadata. There were 

also tests that arrived with a barcode which had not been scanned by the participant. Of the 223 

research packets received, 170 were properly associated with time and location metadata. For those 

that did not have metadata, we used the date received as a proxy for the time of the test, but we were 

unable to assign a location to the test. Of the received tests for which we have location data, one was 

scanned in Sauk County, Wisconsin and the rest were scanned in Dane County, Wisconsin (Figure 1).  

Sequencing Quality
We attempted to sequence SARS-CoV-2 from all 227 RATs. We considered a sequence with genome 

coverage ≥ 90% at a depth of coverage > 10x to be a “passing” sequence. 127 of the 227 RAT-

derived sequences passed: a success rate of 56%.  

Of the 76 samples we tested with RT-qPCR, 15 had no detectable amplification of the N1 target se-

quence. We obtained passing sequences for samples with Cts up to 35.4. The mean Ct for samples 

that passed was 31.8 and the mean Ct for those that failed was 35.3 (Figure 3A). There was a signifi-

cant difference in Ct between these two groups (unpaired t-test, two-tailed p < 0.0001, df = 59).  

There was variability in the transit time, i.e., the amount of time between when the tests were scanned 

by the participant and when we received them in the lab, ranging from one day to twenty days. We 

investigated whether transit time affected whether a sequence passed. Only samples with a partic-

ipant-scanned date were included in this analysis. Figure 3B illustrates the spread of transit times 

compared to the tests that passed or failed. The mean transit time for the samples that passed was 

6.6 days, compared to 6.3 days for samples that failed. These two means are not statistically different 
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(unpaired two tailed t-test, p = 0.58). These results suggest that the amount of time samples sat at un-

controlled temperatures did not have a significant impact on RNA sequencing quality within the range 

of the time in transit investigated in this study.

Tracking SARS-CoV-2 Lineages:
We used Nextclade v3.5.0 (26) to obtain the Pango lineage of each sample that passed. The variation 

in frequencies of the SARS-CoV-2 lineages of our samples over each week can be seen in Figure 4. 

From August to November 2023, the majority of lineages were assigned to the XBB.1* parent and 

XBB.2* parent lineages. Beginning in December 2023, we observed a shift to the lineage JN.1*, which 

made up the majority of our RAT sequences in January and February 2024.

We compared the lineages observed in our passing RAT sequences to the WSLH’s SARS-CoV-2 

Wastewater Genomic Dashboard (25) to see how well our program picked up the most frequently 

detected lineages in wastewater around the state of Wisconsin (Table 2). During 12 of the 13 two-week 

reporting periods on WSLH’s Genomic Dashboard we detected the dominant circulating lineage in our 

RATs. We detected the second most prevalent lineage in the WSLH’s Genomic Dashboard during 7 

of the 13 reporting periods. The concordance between our results and WSLH’s wastewater program 

gave us confidence that our sequences accurately reflected circulating lineages in the community. Our 

program was also able to detect lineages earlier than other existing genomic surveillance programs 

that rely on individual tests in the state of Wisconsin. Our RAT sequences account for six of the earli-

est documented cases of a lineage in Wisconsin in Genbank and GISAID as of April 18, 2024:  JN.1.1, 

JN.1.2, XDD, XDA, XDP, and XDE (Table 3), highlighting the ability of this program to fill in gaps of 

detection and to augment other methods of genomic surveillance. 
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Discussion
Genomic surveillance has been very effective in tracking SARS-CoV-2 evolution throughout the 

COVID-19 pandemic, guiding vaccine formulation and identifying variants of concern early on (27). 

Sequencing from residual NAAT nasal swabs was the basis of a robust national genomic surveillance 

program. Currently most individuals use RATs to test for COVID-19 instead of NAATs. Testing results of 

RATs are usually not reported to public health organizations and most tests are discarded, restricting 

their use as a source of samples for genomic surveillance. We saw an opportunity to evaluate the fea-

sibility of using RATs for genomic surveillance by creating a system for their collection and developing 

a method of sequencing the nucleic acids present.

Our findings demonstrate that collecting and sequencing SARS-CoV-2 from RATs is a tractable way to 

conduct genomic surveillance. Data collected by PHMDC from August 12, 2023 to February 24, 2024 

from a subset of labs conducting NAATs suggests that the percent test positivity for COVID-19 in Dane 

County averaged 12.3% during this period and ranged from 7.8% to 16% (28). If we assume that aver-

age test positivity during our program was 12.3% in Dane County, we received about a quarter of all 

positive tests from patrons who had received our research packets, given our return rate of the pack-

ets was 2.9%. We believe this is a reasonable return rate because we are relying on sick individuals to 

voluntarily mail their tests to us without any direct benefit to themselves. 

The method of sequencing we developed yielded strong coverage of SARS-CoV-2 extracted from 

RATs. We obtained sequences that passed our quality threshold for samples with Cts up to 35.4. 

These results support the findings of other studies (12,15,19), which show that sequencing from RATs 

can be done reliably. Our study demonstrated that sequencing is possible from real-world RATs col-

lected voluntarily from people in surrounding communities.

The transit time during which RATs sat in uncontrolled conditions had a negligible impact on overall 

sequencing success, suggesting that transportation through the mail is a viable method for the col-

lection of RATs, even in Wisconsin’s challenging winter climate. Other studies have demonstrated that 

extraction of nucleic acids is possible from RATs stored at room temperature (RT) for long periods of 

time (13,15); one study generated 75.2% genome coverage from a RAT stored at RT for 3 months. We 
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obtained a sequence with >10x coverage for ≥90% of the SARS-CoV-2 genome from a RAT that sat at 

uncontrolled temperatures for at least 17 days.

Our RAT genomic surveillance program showed good concordance with the WSLH’s SARS-CoV-2 

Wastewater Genomic Dashboard (25), which is based on sequencing results from wastewater collect-

ed around the state of Wisconsin, giving us confidence in the accuracy of our surveillance sequencing. 

Moreover, our program found early examples of newly emerging lineages in our community, suggest-

ing that this program filled in gaps of surveillance in the community. We found both nascent and rare 

lineages, such as JN.1 and XDE, respectively. The latter has only been documented 22 times in North 

America according to CoV-Spectrum (29). Therefore, we believe that our program for collecting and 

sequencing from positive RATs is an important addition to wastewater and NAAT-based approaches to 

genomic surveillance.

An important limitation of our study is the reliance on self-reported data, which is less precise than 

clinical specimen metadata. The metadata depends on the participant’s QR code scan to approximate 

the date and location of the test, which was used instead of the actual test date in order to maximize 

participant privacy by minimizing identifiability. Participants might scan their QR code days or weeks 

after taking the test, reducing date accuracy, though we speculate that this is unlikely.

Another limitation is that 54 of the 223 envelopes arrived unscanned, resulting in no associated meta-

data. These challenges are inherent when working with community participants unfamiliar with the 

study protocol. We updated the instructions provided to participants to address issues as they arose, 

but it is not possible to ensure all participants read the instructions carefully.

Our program could be scalable given the right conditions: sufficient funding, strong community en-

gagement and trust, and a source of RATs to attach to the packets, as uptake might be slower without 

the incentive of free RATs. With a return rate of 2.9%, our material cost per successfully returned RAT 

packet was about $36, not including sequencing costs, which could scale well with proper funding. In 

designing our study, we leveraged an existing, robust system for providing free RATs to the commu-

nity, which allowed us to efficiently implement this program. Building off of similar existing systems 

could allow for efficient replication of this program and may help to increase community engagement 

and trust. The creation of packets is a time-consuming process, which could limit the overall scalabil-
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ity of this process. A potential drawback of a program like this for public health purposes is the slow-

er turnaround for sequencing results. The time each of our RATs spent in transit varied greatly, with 

samples being received up to 20 days after participant scan, meaning that the results may not be as 

actionable for public health. 

As RATs become available for other viruses, this program could also be expanded to include genomic 

surveillance for these pathogens. The FDA has authorized at-home antigen tests for Influenza A and 

RSV in the US, and these tests could also be collected to conduct genomic surveillance on these 

viruses (30–32). Some studies have demonstrated the possibility of recovering various other respi-

ratory viruses from COVID-19 RATs, with varying levels of success across different viral taxa (10,14). 

Additionally, collecting both positive and negative RATs could help estimate the prevalence of respira-

tory viruses present in the community, thereby increasing the program's public health relevance.

Continuing to conduct genomic surveillance in a post-pandemic world is challenging. Fewer people 

are getting tested for COVID-19, even when experiencing COVID-like symptoms, making it increasing-

ly difficult to collect positive tests. Most individuals now use RATs for COVID-19 testing, making them 

an attractive sample source, but few systems exist to collect them from the community. We designed 

a system for the collection and sequencing of positive RATs that can effectively augment current 

genomic surveillance programs and inform public health about circulating SARS-CoV-2 strains in a 

community. 
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Table 1. Monthly rate of materials supplied to collect positive rapid antigen tests, posi-
tive tests received in our lab, and tests that passed our sequencing quality threshold

Month of collection program
Approximate no. of packets 
to collect RATs supplied to 
sites distributing RATs

No. of packets with positive 
tests received

No. of tests that passed 
sequencing quality threshold 
(>10x depth of coverage for 
≥90% of the SARS-CoV-2 
genome)

2023-08 100 13 5
2023-09 1470 33 14
2023-10 1390 37 18
2023-11 2405 33 21
2023-12 300 46 28
2024-01 1160 28 20
2024-02 950 33 21
Total over program 7,775 223 127
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Table 2. List of lineages of our rapid antigen test passing sequences that corresponded 
to the two most prevalent lineage groups in the wastewater signal in the state of Wis-
consin for each two week period reported by the WSLH

WSLH reporting 
period (start 2 
weeks)

Lineage group 
making up the 
first largest 
proportion of 
wastewater data 

Matching 
lineages in 
RATs

Lineage group 
making up the 
second largest 
proportion of 
wastewater data 

Matching 
lineages in 
RATs

Total RATs 
with passing 
sequence

Other lineages 
detected via RAT 
sequencing

08/28/2023 EG.5.1 EG.5.1.4 XBB.1.16 XBB.1.16.11 5 FL.1.5.1, XBB.2.3

09/11/2023 EG.5.1 EG.5.1.13 XBB.1.16 XBB.1.16 8

XBB.1.5.10, 
XBB.1.5, 
GE.1,HK.9, JF.1.1, 
HH.1

09/25/2023 EG.5.1 EG.5.1.4 XBB.1.16 XBB.1.16 4 GJ.1.2, FL.1.5.1

10/09/2023 EG.5.1 HV.1, HV.1.8 XBB.1.9 8 HK.29, JN.1.1, 
XBB.1.16.9

10/23/2023 EG.5.1 XBB.1.16 2 XCH.1, DV.7.1

11/06/2023 EG.5.1 EG.5.1.1, 
EG.5.1.6 XBB.1.16 6 FL.1.5.1, HK.13.2.1, 

HK.26

11/20/2023 EG.5.1
EG.5.1.1, 
EG.5.1.6, 
HV.1

XBB.1.16 XBB.1.16.6 10
HK.26, GK.1.1, 
JN.1.4.5, HK.3, 
JN.1

12/04/2023 EG.5.1 HV.1, HV.1.2, 
HV.1.6 BA.2.86 JN.1, JN.1.1, 

JN.1.38 14 XDA, XCV, GK.1.8

12/18/2023 BA.2.86
JN.1, JN.1.1, 
JN.1.4, 
JN.1.42

EG.5.1 EG.5.1, 
EG.5.1.8, HV.1 11 JG.3, GW.5.1.1, 

GK.1.6.1

01/01/2024 BA.2.86 JN.1, JN.1.39 EG.5.1 3

01/15/2024 BA.2.86

JN.1, 
JN.1.38, 
JN.1.4, 
JN.1.42

EG.5.1 HV.1 15 JG.3, XDD, XDP, 
JC.5.1, HK.3.2

01/29/2024 BA.2.86 JN.1, JN.1.1 EG.5.1 9
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02/12/2024 BA.2.86 JN.1, JN.1.42 XBB.2.3 4

*WSLH, Wisconsin State Lab of Hygiene 
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Table 3. Rapid antigen test samples that are the earliest recorded example of their re-
spective Pango lineage in the state of Wisconsin according to data submitted to GISAID 
and Genbank as of April 18, 2024

Genbank accession number Scanned date of test Pango lineage

PP761647 10/14/23 JN.1.1
PP747716 12/4/23 XDA
PP747739 12/21/23 JN.1.2
PP747779 12/22/23 XDE
PP747696 1/17/24 XDD
PP747750 1/24/24 XDP
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Figure 1. Map showing the locations of all Dane County libraries and Public Health Mad-
ison Dane County (PHMDC) clinics. The scale bar represents 10 miles. Dane County and 
Sauk County are labeled in the bottom left corner of the county boundaries. Nine of the Dane 
County libraries and two PHMDC sites were involved in handing out research packets along 
with SARS-CoV-2 rapid antigen tests to patrons, which allowed willing participants to send 
their positive tests to our laboratory to be sequenced. The nine libraries that were active in 
this program are shown as blue circles. The two PHMDC clinics that also distributed research 
packets with their rapid antigen tests are shown as red triangles. The gray circles depict the 
locations of other libraries in the Dane County Library System that were not involved in the 
program.
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Figure 2. Research packet description. An image of the packet that was attached to SARS-
CoV-2 rapid antigen test boxes, enabling participants to send their positive tests to the lab 
through the USPS. In the upper left is a folded flyer attached to an envelope. The flyer ex-
plains the goal of our study and how to participate in both English and Spanish. The upper 
right shows a zip-lock bag with a QR code placed inside, which participants scanned to doc-
ument the date and location of their test. The location of the scanned QR code was immedi-
ately converted to the census block group of the scan and stored in our secure database. The 
bottom shows a business-reply shipping label pasted onto the envelope, allowing participants 
to drop their sealed envelope at a post office drop box to be sent to our lab. 
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Figure 3. Amount of viral material correlated with our ability to sequence rapid anti-
gen test (RAT) samples, but time en route did not. A) A scatterplot comparing the Cycle 
Threshold (Ct) value obtained through quantitative PCR (qPCR) to the percent coverage of the 
SARS-CoV-2 genome at >10x depth of coverage obtained from each RAT sample. For a se-
quence to pass the sequencing quality threshold, a sequence must cover ≥90% of the SARS-
CoV-2 genome at >10x depth. Samples that passed this threshold are colored blue, and those 
that did not are colored red. The mean Ct for samples that passed was 31.78 and the mean 
Ct for those that failed was 35.34 (unpaired t-test, two-tailed p < 0.0001, df = 59). Samples 
with lower Cts were correlated with higher SARS-CoV-2 coverage. B) This scatterplot shows 

A

B
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the time (in days) between when the QR code was scanned by a participant and when our lab 
received the sample, referred to as the transit time. These tests are separated into those that 
passed the sequencing quality threshold (blue circles) as defined above and those that failed 
(red triangles). The horizontal black line is the median value for each group. The mean transit 
time for the samples that passed our sequencing quality metrics was 6.6 days and the mean 
transit time for samples that failed was 6.3 days. There was no significant difference between 
these groups (unpaired t-test, p = 0.58). 
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Figure 4. Rapid antigen test lineages determined for each week. This chart shows the 
proportion of SARS-CoV-2 lineages determined for passing  (≥90% of the SARS-CoV-2 ge-
nome at >10x depth) rapid antigen test (RAT) samples by week. The date used was the date 
the QR code was scanned by the participant. RATs that were not scanned were excluded from 
this analysis. From August to mid-November, the most common lineages in our samples fell 
under XBB.1.5*, XBB.1.9.2*, XBB.1.16*, and XBB.2.3. Beginning in early December, we began 
to see an increase in the number of samples belonging to the lineage JN.1*. This lineage dom-
inated RAT samples scanned in February 2024.
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Data Availability 
The sequencing data generated in this study are available in the Sequence Read Archive (SRA) under 

the BioProject PRJNA1096364. The accession numbers to the sequences used in these analyses are 

available in Supplementary Table 1.
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