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22  Abstract

24  Background

25  The current increase in the spread of (SARS-CoV-2) critically needs a multitarget
26  diagnostic assays to promote analytical sensitivity to facilitate the public health
27  actions.

29  Objective

30 The aim of this study was to develop a new primer-probe set targeting N gene of
31 SARS-CoV-2 to improve the sensitivity for detection of COVID-19 ( Corona Virus
32 Disease 2019 ) in multiplex rRT-PCR (Reversetranscript Realtime PCR) and ddPCR
33  (Droplet Digital PCR).

35 Results
36  We designed primers/probes set N(LZU3) targeting the N gene of 2019-nCov and

37 norPrRMEH. It sensitivity.in, both, IRTRGR and daPGR . When the. AUanti iy of, lemplate Was ..
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38 105 copies/reaction, the mean Ct value of N(LZU3) was 32.563, the detection rate
39  was 91.7%. If the quantity of template was 52.5 copies/reaction, the mean Ct value of
40  N(LZU3) was 33.835, and the detection rate was 83.3%, which were similar with that
41  of N(CDC) and N(USA). The calculated lower limit of detection (LOD) of the new
42 primer-probe set N(LZU3) used in rRT-PCR was 118 copies/reaction. We also did
43  one-step ddPCR for detection the same serial dilution of RNA template. It shows good
44  linearity for primer/probe sets N(LZU3). The calculated lower limit of detection
45 (LOD) of N(LZU3) was 22.4 copies/reaction, which was 1.12 copies/ul.

46

47  Conclusion

48  The novel primer-probe set(LZU3) targeting N gene of SARS-CoV-2 could be both
49  used in rRT-PCR and ddPCR with better sensitivity, furthermore, ddPCR method had
50 higer sensitivity than rRT-PCR, hence it could significantly improve SARS-CoV-2
51  detection efficiency in low virus load and asymptomatic infection.

52

53 1. Introduction

54

55  Coronaviruses (CoVs) are one of the largest class of RNA associated viruses that are
56  responsible for infectious disorders in human beings and mammals, the word
57  Coronavirus derived from Latin the meaning is crown. Coronaviruses belong from the
58  Coronaviriade family that has a positive-sense single-stranded RNA genome. It
59  comprises a sizeable genome range between 26 to 32 Kkilobases; they have a
60 club-shaped structure under electron microscopy. According to the distinctive
61 genomic sequences, the Coronavirinae subfamily is divided into four leading
62  subgroups: Alpha, Beta, Gamma, and Delta, coronavirusest: . Previously, almost six
63 human pathogenic coronaviruses were identified. The Novel Coronavirus
64 SARS-CoV-2 is highly pathogenic that is caused by severe acute respiratory
65 syndrome coronavirus 2 (COVID-19). The genome sequences have revealed that
66  SARS-CoV-2 is closely related to SARS-CoV, it showed more than 80% similarity
67  with the genomes of other bat derived coronavirusest: 2.

68

69 In the interest of people's health in January 2020, the WHO announced the pandemic
70  of COVID-19 a Public Health Emergency of International Concern and counseled the
71 countries with poor health systems®!. According to the COVID-19 situational report
72 209, by 16 August 2020, coronavirus disease has spread globally in 216 countries or
73 territories with 21 294 845 confirmed cases and 761 779  confirmed deaths!®.

74

75 The COVID-19 affected individuals can be symptomatic or asymptomatic, in the
76  symptomatic host's clinical manifestations are visible, but there is a lack of clinical
77 signs in asymptomatic hosts™ ®. However the early recognition of SARS-CoV-2 is
78  difficult because its general manifestations are similar to other atypical pneumonia,
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79  the capability to verify or clear the suspected client during the worldwide epidemic
80  scenarios is crucial especially when the clinical signs are hard to differentiate!™.
81
82 At present, there are several tools and tests are suggested by health care authorities for
83  the diagnosis of COVID-19, but previous studies mentioned that molecular diagnosis
84 is a standard and most effective technique to examine rapidly human pathogenic
85  viruses than the CT scan and serological approachest®*2. Moreover, coronaviruses are
86  challenging to cultivate in cell culture and isolation of the pathogenic viruses demand
87  safety level 3 proficiency, which is not accessible in most public health institutions,
88  because of limitations, polymerase chain reaction (PCR) remains the most beneficial
89 laboratory diagnostic test for COVID-19 globally™® 41,
90
91 SARS-CoV-2 genome structure was published to promote molecular diagnostic tests,
92  which assist to develop specific sets of primers and probes to detect SARS-CoV-2*°!,
93  The first assay was released on Jan 23 to target RNA-dependent RNA polymerase
94  (RdRp), envelope (E), and nucleocapsid (N) genes of SARS-CoV-21*41,
95
96 In the current situation several real-time RT-PCR and reverse transcription-PCR
97 (RT-PCR) assays have been evaluated by using different primers and probes to
98 examine SARS-CoV-2 with safety to decrease the possibility of false laboratory
99  diagnosist™* &7,
100
101 Although Some specific primers and probes have been formulated to target (ORF) 1ab,
102  envelop (E) and nucleocapsid (N) gene, but the main issue in the diagnosis of
103 COVID-19 is to increase the detection sensitivity and specificity of SARS-CoV-2l* 18
104 1
105
106 Previous reports showed that sensitivity of SARS-CoV-2 identification depends on the
107  limit of detection (LOD) of designed primers and kit reagents. The RdRP and E genes
108 had notable analytical sensitivity for detection whereas the N gene showed low
109 analytical sensitivity™ 2% The WHO advised to detect at least two different targets
110  from the SARS-CoV-2 genome to diminish the possibility of false results!®!.
111
112 In the present study, we designed the set of primers and probes N(LZU3) targeting N
113 gene of SARS-CoV-2 ( LZU3 ) to developed the quantitative reverse
114  transcriptase-polymerase chain reaction (rRT-PCR) and droplet digital polymerase
115  reaction (ddPCR) for the detection and screening of SARS-CoV-2.
116
117
118 2. Materials and methods
119
120 2.1 SARS-CoV-2 In Vitro Transcribed RNA Reference Material
121
122 We used SARS-CoV-2 In Vitro Transcribed RNA Reference Material as the template
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123 in rRT-PCR and ddPCR. This material was purchased from National Institute of
124 Metrology of China (Beijing, China). This reference material was obtained by in vitro
125  transcription of key characteristic genes of SARS-CoV-2, including the nucleoprotein
126 N gene (full length), the envelope protein E gene (full length), and the open reading
127  framelab (ORFlab) gene fragment (genomic position: 13201-15600, GenBank

128  N0.NC_045512). In the material, the copy number of ORF1ab gene was about 9.00¢

129  10° copies/pl, and the copy number of N gene was about  7.00x10° copies/pl.

130 2.2 Primers and probes

131 Two genes of SARS-CoV-2 were used in rRT-PCR and ddPCR: an open reading
132  framelab (ORF1lab) gene and nucleoprotein N gene. For targeting ORF1ab gene, we
133 used the primers and probes used in previous research®. For targeting N gene, we
134  used 5 sets of primers/probes, N(CDC) and N(USA) were referred from previous
135  research (Laboratory testing for 2019-nCoV in humans) whereas N(LZU1), N(LZU2)
136 and N(LZU3) were designed by ourselves. The sequences are described in Table 1.
137 Primers and probes were purchased from The Beijing Genomics Institute (Beijing,

138  China).
139
140 Tablel Primers and probes used in rRT-PCR and ddPCR
Name Sequence(5°-3)
ORF1ab(F) CCCTGTGGGTTTTACACTTAA
ORF1ab(R) ACGATTGTGCATCAGCTGA
HEX-CCGTCTGCGGTATGTGGAAAGGTTATGG-
ORF1ab(Probe)
BHQ1
N ( CDC) (F) GGGGAACTTCTCCTGCTAGAAT
CAGACATTTTGCTCTCAAGCTG
N ( CDC) (R)

FAM-TTGCTGCTGCTTGACAGATT-BHQ1
N ( CDC ) (Probe) Q

GACCCCAAAATCAGCGAAAT
N (USA) (F)

TCTGGTTACTGCCAGTTGAATCTG
N (USA) (R)

FAM-ACCCCGCATTACGTTTGGTGGACC-BHQ1
N ( USA ) (Probe)
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N (LZU1) (F) CGCGATCAAAACAACGTCG

AGGTCTTCCTTGCCATGTTGAG
N (LZU1) (R)

N (LZU1) (Probe) HEX-ACTGCGTCTTGGTTCACCGCTCTC-BHQ1

N (LZU2) (F) CTCAACATGGCAAGGAAGACCT

GGTCATCTGGACTGCTATTGGTG
N (LZU2) (R)

N (LZU2) (Probe) FAM-CCTCGAGGACAAGGCGTTCCAAT-BHQ1
N (LZU3) (F) AATGCTGCAATCGTGCTACAA

N (LZU3) (R) TGATGAGGAACGAGAAGAGGC

N (LZU3) (Probe) FAM-AGGCTTCTACGCAGAAGGGAGCA-BHQ1

141

142 2.3 Multiplex rRT-PCR

143  An Applied Biosystems StepOnePlus™ Real-Time PCR Systems (Applied
144  Biosystems, USA) was used for rRT-PCR. HI Script 11 U™ One Step rRT-PCR Probe
145  Kit (Vazyme Biotech Co., Ltd, Nanjing, China) were used for rRT-PCR. Each 30 uL
146  reaction mixture contained 15 pL of 2x One-Step U™ Mix, 1.5uL One-Step U*
147  Enzyme Mix, 0.6uL 50xROX Reference Dye 1, 0.6uL. Gene Specific Primer Forward
148  (10uM),0.6ul. of Gene Specific Primer Reverse (10uM), 0.3ul. Tagman Probe
149  (10uM), and 3 pL of total nucleic acid. The final concentrations of primers and probes
150  were 0.2 uM and 0.1 uM, respectively. The standard cycling procedure was as follows:
151  reverse transcription at 55°C for 15 min; polymerase activation at 95°C for 30 secs;
152  and 45 cycles of PCR at 95°C for 10 secs and 60°C for 30 secs (signal acquisition).
153  The filter combinations were 465-510 (FAM) and 540-580 (VIC). The Cq values were
154  determined by the automated Fit Points method.

155

156 2.4 Droplet Digital PCR

157  For droplet digital PCR, we used the QX200 Droplet Digital PCR System and the
158  One-Step RT-ddPCR Advanced Kit for Probes (Bio-Rad). First, we prepared the
159  mixture of reaction, each 20 uL reaction mixture contained 5 pulL 1x supermix, 2 uL
160  Reverse Transcriptase (final concentration is 20U/uL), 1uL 300 mM DTT (final
161  concentration is 15 mM), 1.8ulL Gene Specific Primer Forward (10uM), 1.8uL of
162  Gene Specific Primer Reverse (10uM), 0.5uL. Tagman Probe (10uM), and 3 pL of
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163  total nucleic acid. The final concentrations of primers and probes were 900 nM and
164 250 nM, respectively. Secondly, twenty microliters of each reaction mix were
165  converted into droplets with the QX200 droplet generator (Bio-Rad). Thirdly, the
166  droplet-partitioned samples were then carefully transferred to a 96-well plate, sealed
167 and cycled in a T100 Thermal Cycler (Bio-Rad) under the following cycling
168  procedure: 50 °C for 60 min (Reverse Transcription), 95 °C for 10 min (Enzyme
169  activation), followed by 40 cycles of 94 C for 30 s (denaturation) and 55 °C for 1 min
170  (annealing), then 98 C for 10 min (enzyme deactivation), 4 -C for 30 min (droplet
171  stabilization), and infinite 4-degree hold. Finally, after amplification, the cycled plate
172 was then transferred and read in the FAM and HEX channels using the QX200 reader
173  (Bio-Rad). The absolute copy numbers values were determined by the manual
174  threshold line.

175

176 2.5 Data statistical analysis

177  Analysis of the ddPCR data was performed with Quanta Soft analysis software
178 v.1.7.4.0917 (Bio-Rad) that accompanied the droplet reader to calculate the
179  concentration of the target DNA sequences, along with their Poisson-based 95 %
180  confidence intervals. The concentration reported by QuantaSoft equals to the copies
181  of the template per microliter of the final 1x ddPCR reaction, which was also used in
182  all the results. In addition, plots of linear regression were conducted with GraphPad
183  Prism 7.00, and probit analysis for lower limit of detection (LLoD) was conducted
184  with StatsDirect software v3.2.9. The LLoD were defined as the lowest concentration
185  at which 95 % of positive samples were detected.

186

187  3.Results

188

189 3.1 One-step rRT-PCR reagents and probe chemistries

190  Simplex rRT-PCR with different set of primers/probe was performed using a synthetic
191  standard RNA transcript with about 90000 copies/ul for ORFlab and 70000 copies/ul
192  for N gene as the rRT-PCR template. Each experiment was performed in duplicate.
193  We compared the amplification efficiency and the average Ct values for target
194  ORFlab, N(CDC), N(USA1), N(LZU1), N(LZU2) and N(LZU3). The average Ct
195 values and standard deviations (SD) were 23.293 (0.144), 24.113(1.059),
196  25.866(1.769), 23.682(0.399), 24.930(0.028), 25.919(0.039), respectively (data not
197  shown). These results showed that the Kit, the primers/probe set we designed, as well
198  as the amplification condition, are workable.

199

200 3.2 Limit-of-detection (LOD) of simplex one-step RT-PCR with different set of
201  primers/probes for target N gene

202 In order to investigate which primer/probe set has good amplification for the target
203 gene, the LOD was analyzed using serially diluted synthetic SARS-CoV-2 RNA
204  material (21000, 2100, 210, 105, 52.5, 21 and 2.1 copies/reaction for N gene). The Cq
205  values, detection rates, slope, Y-intercept, R?, efficiency, and LOD with 95% detection
206  probability are shown in Table 2. The standard curves for each primer/probe set were
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shown in figl. Comparing with the N(CDC) and N(USA1), N(LZU3) has the similar
Ct value and detection rate in the lower concentration of template, and the slope,
Y-intercept, R? of N(LZU3) were —3.228, 38.735, and 0.989, respectively (fig 2). The
calculated PCR efficiency by machine was 104.093. The detection rate was 100% up
to 105 copies/reaction. The calculated lower limit of detection (LOD) with 95%
detection probability was 118 copies/reaction, which is the almost same as that of N
(CDC) (121 copies/reaction) and N (USAL) (119 copies/reaction), suggesting that the
prime/probe for N(LZU3) might be another potential primer/probe testing method for
target gene N of SARS-CoV-2.

Table 2 Sensitivity of simplex rRT-PCR with different primer and probe sets for
N gene

Name | Copies | Ct: Mean | Detecte | Slope | Y-interce | R? Efficienc | LOD with
[reactio | £SD d/tested pt y 95%
n (%) detection
probability
ORF1 | 27000 |24.811+ 6/6(100 | -3.088 | 39.096 0.996 | 110.772 | 122
ab 0.641 %) Copies/rea
2700 29.135+ 6/6(100 ction
1.850 %)
270 31.493+ 12/12(1
0.579 00%)
135 32.059+ 12/12(1
0.779 00%)
67.5 33.262+1.234 | 14/18(7
7.8%)
27 34.473+1.401 | 12/18(7
2.2%)
2.7 36.788+1.467 | 10/18(5
5.5%)
N(CD | 21000 | 24.283+0.592 | 6/6(100 | -2.915 | 37.798 0.986 | 120.29 121
C) %) Copies/rea
2100 29.599+0.887 | 6/6(100 ction
%)
210 31.101+0.649 | 12/12(1
00%)
105 31.819+0.631 | 11/12(9
1.7%)
52.5 31.827+0.779 | 14/18(7
7.8%)
21 33.661+1.264 | 12/18(7
2.2%)

2.1 36.973+1.746 | 10/18(5
5.5%)
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N(US | 21000 | 25.769+1.140 | 6/6(100 | -3.173 | 39.717 0.992 | 106.6 119
A) 7 %) Copies/rea
2100 29.025+1.135 | 6/6(100 ction
%)
210 32.023+0.442 | 12/12(1
00%)
105 34.124+1.238 | 11/12(9
1.7%)
52.5 34.497+0.725 | 15/18(8
3.3%)
21 35.818+2.793 | 12/18(7
2.2%)
2.1 37.394+2.315 | 11/18(6
1.1%)
N(LZ | 21000 | 30.551+0.996 | 6/6(100 | -2.984 | 43.678 0.679 | 116.332 | 185
Ul) %) Copies/rea
2100 33.575+2.213 | 6/6(100 ction
%)
210 35.013+£0.921 | 12/12(1
00%)
105 35.474+0.652 | 10/12(8
3.3%)
52.5 37.948+3.378 | 12/18(6
6.6%)
21 38.214+4.146 | 10/18(5
(negative) 5.5%)
2.1 39.738+1.766 | 10/18(5
(negative ) 5.5%)
N(LZ |21000 |28.260+£0.994 | 6/6(100 | -3.855 | 44.936 0.857 | 81.712 157
u2) %) Copies/rea
2100 32.345+1.314 | 6/6(100 ction
%)
210 35.4307+0.74 | 12/12(1
0 00%)
105 37.258 10/12(8
+0.740(negati | 3.3%)
ve)
52.5 38.594+4.146 | 12/18(6
(negative ) 6.6%)
21 39.152+3.275 | 4/18(22
(negative) .2%)
2.1 41.195+3(neg | 2/18(11
ative ) 1%)
N(LZ | 21000 | 24.530+0.354 | 6/6(100 | -3.228 | 38.735 0.989 | 104.093 | 118
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U3) %)
2100 | 27.676+0.429 | 6/6(100
%)
210 | 31.848+0.418 | 12/12(1
00%)
105 | 32.563+0.195 | 11/12(9
1.7%)
525 | 33.835:0.538 | 15/18(8
3.3%)
21 33.763%1.257 | 14/18(7
7.7%)
2.1 37.37£0.539 | 10/18(5
5.5%)

Copies/rea
ction

3.3 Detection of SARS-CoV-2 invitro transcribed RNA reference material with
ddPCR

In order to investigate the detection efficiency of ddPCR on SARS-CoV-2, serial
dilutions of a SARS-CoV-2 invitro transcribed RNA reference material (27000, 2700,
270, 135, 67.5, 27, 2.7 copies/reaction for ORF1ab gene and 21000, 2100, 210, 105,
52.5, 21, 2.1 copies/reaction for N gene) were tested with primers/probe sets ORF1lab,
N (CDC), N(USA) and N(LZU3), the sequence can be seen in table 1. The ddPCR
results were analyzed with Quanta software using a manual threshold to define the
positive and negative droplets, the total events are above 15000 for each sample (data
not shown), which make the statistics reasonable, and the positive and negative
droplets could be distinctively separated (fig 3).

Linear regression was analyzed according to the mean measured quantity for each
primer/probe sets. In figure 4, It shows good linearity for primer/probe sets ORF1ab,
N(CDC), N(USA) and N(LzZU3), (R2: 0.9917 ,0.9886, 0.9978 and 0.9863,
respectively). The reportable range of ddPCR is from 2.7copies/reaction to 27000
copies/reaction for ORF1ab and from 2.1copies/reaction to 21000 copies/reaction for
N primes/probe sets. According to statistics, the Lower limit of detection (LOD)
which was defined as the lowest concentration at which 95 % of positive samples
were detected for primer/probe sets ORFlab, N(CDC), N(USA) and N(LZU3) were
21.5 copies/reaction, 22.7 copies/reaction, 23.1 copies/reaction, and 22.4

copies/reaction, respectively, that are 1.075 copies/uL, 1.135 copies/pL, 1.155 copies/

ML, 1.12 copies/yL. In contrast, the LOD with 95% detection probability of rRT-PCR

is from 118 copies/reaction to 121 copies/reaction for both ORFlab and N
primes/probe sets (table 2). Therefore, the ddPCR is more sensitive for samples with a
low level quantity of samples.
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248

249  Discussion

250

251  We developed a new primer/probe set N (LZU3) for targeting N gene of SARS-CoV-2
252  for molecular diagnosis of COVID-19 in both rRT-PCR and ddPCR. The sensitivity
253  and specificity of rRT-PCR is affected by various factors, such as the nucleic acid
254  extraction method, the one-step rRT-PCR reagent, and the primer/probe sets.
255  Optimizing protocols are required before using this methodology in diagnostic
256 laboratories ™. There are more asymptomatic infection and mild symptomatic
257 infection in which the virus quantity might be very low, multiplex ddPCR might be
258  much more useful for detecting asymptomatic infection.

259

260 We designed three primers/probes sets targeting the N gene of SARS-CoV-2.
261  According to linear regression statistic in rRT-PCR, when the quantity of template
262  was 105 copies/reaction, the detection rate for N(LZU1) and N(LZU2) were 83.3%,
263  while the detection rate for N(LZU3) was 91.7%, which was similar with that of
264  N(CDC) and N(USA) (91.7%) (table 2). Most importantly, if the quantity of template
265 was 52.5 copies/reaction, the mean Ct value of N(LZU3) was 33.835, however, the
266  mean Ct value of N(LZU1) and N(LZU2) were above 37, which would be assumed to
267  be negative (table 2). For another hand, when we use N(LZU3) in ddPCR, it also
268  showed good linearity with LOD at 22.4 copies/reaction. These result suggested that
269 N (LzZU3) might be another potential primer/probe set for detection of the
270  SARS-CoV-2. Since the N (LZU3) target the different fragment N gene from N(CDC)
271 and N(USA), these three primers/probe sets could be combine used in detection which
272 may ensure multiplex rRT-PCR methodology highly sensitive for detection of
273  SARS-CoV-2.

274

275

276  We also demonstrated that ddPCR had better sensitivity with lower LOD than
277  rRT-PCR. We chose different primer/probe sets N (CDC), N (USA) and N (LZU3) for
278  rRT-PCR, we found that the detection efficiency for low quantity of RNA template
279  (lower than 52.5 copies/reaction) were limited (lower than 85%). The LOD with 95%
280  detection probability for rRT-PCR was above 100 copies/reaction, which is 33.3
281  copies/ul. In this scenario we used one-step ddPCR to detect the same serial dilution
282  of RNA template. The LOD with 95% detection probability for ddPCR was about 20
283  copies/reaction, which is about 1 copy/ul, which was 5 times lower than rRT-PCR
284  These results confirmed that the ddPCR is more sensitive for low level quantity of
285  sample which is similar to previously reported results. > 221, Moreover, the Biorad
286 Company had investigated new kit (The Bio-Rad SARS-CoV-2 ddPCR Test) for
287  detecting 2019-nCoV_N1, 2019-nCoV_N2, and Human RPP30 genes using Droplet
288  Digital PCR. In the kit, the LoD for the samples extracted with the QlAamp Viral
289  RNA Mini kit was also 625 cp/mL for N1 and N2, which were similar to our results.
290

291  In order to improve the detection sensitivity and specificity of SARS-CoV-2, at least
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292  two pairs of primer/probe sets were recommended for multiplex rRT-PCR or ddPCR.
293  Our research demonstrated a pair of new primer/probe set for targeting N gene of
294  SARS-CoV-2, which would be provide a complementary for multiplex detection of
295 SARS-CoV-2.

296

297  Comparing with the suggested methods (rRT-gPCR. next generation sequencing
298  (NGS), and immunological detection of IgM and IgG) for detection of SARS-CoV-2,
299 ddPCR had several advantages. First of all, nucleic acid detecting is the most direct
300 way to demonstrate the presence of the virus. Secondly, ddPCR may be more proper
301 in which nucleic acid detection is the most direct way to demonstrate the presence of
302 the virus 4 it could achieve absolute quantification of SARS-CoV-2 without the
303  standard curve®. Thirdly, through detection within portioned droplets, ddPCR is
304 much more sensitive *® and accurate®® in portioned droplets detection, which is
305 might be a strong tool for the detection of very low viral load in mild symptomatic
306 and asymptomatic infection, it is also suitable for monitoring the change of the viral
307 load in the convalescent patients’®”). Fifthly, ddPCR has a good tolerance for PCR
308 inhibitory substances that might exist in the sample and reaction, therefore improve
309 the detecting efficiency®®. An additional advantage of ddPCR is that it can provide
310  high concordance between sites, runs and operatorst®® 2* 3 However, it is not
311 possible to compare Ct values on different runs or different machines. Thus, the
312  established digital PCR method in this study with primer/probe N(LZU3) could be a
313 powerful complementary method for detecting SARS-CoV-2.

314

315 The only limitation of the assay is the lack of clinical samples which required
316  biosafety level 3 laboratory, however in future with the building of P3 facility, we will
317  continue our work on ddPCR detection of SARS-CoV-2.

318

319  Conclusion

320  We developed another potential primer/probe set targeting N gene for the detection of
321 SARS-CoV-2, it could be used in both rRT-PCR and ddPCR. It can be combined with
322  ORFlab, N(CDC) or N(USA) in multiplex rRT-PCR and ddPCR. By using these
323  primer/probe sets we have compared the analytical performance of rRT-PCR and
324  ddPCR, we found that ddPCR could significantly improve the sensitivity of detection,
325  which might be useful in detecting very low viral load in mild symptomatic and
326  asymptomatic infection of COVID-19. Furthermore, it is also suitable for monitoring
327  the change of the viral load in the convalescent patients.
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458  Figure 1. The standard curve of rRT-PCR using different primer/probe set target
459  ORFlab, N(CDC), N(USA), N(LZU1), N(LZU2), and N(LZU3). These maps were
460  auto generated after amplification and download in the machine software. The mean
461  Slope, Y-intercept, and R2 Efficiency for each primer/probe set were calculated in
462  table 2. Data are representative of three independent experiments with 3 replicates for
463  each copy.
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466  Figure2. Plot of results from a linearity experiment to compare reportable range of
467  rRT-PCR targeting for N of SARS-CoV-2 with different primer/probe set N(CDC),
468 N(USA) and N(LZU3). RNA template quantity values (converted to logl0) were
469  plotted on the X axis versus measured Ct values (converted to log10) on the Y axis
470 using EXCEL software. Data are representative of three independent experiments
471 with 3 replicates for each concentration.
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474  Figure 3. The ddPCR result (1D Amplitude) analyzed by QuantaSoft
475  \ersionl.7.4.0917. Serial dilution of RNA template was detected with different
476  primer/probe sets ORFlab, N (CDC), N (USA), and N (LZU3). Column Ato G means
477  serial dilutions of 27000, 2700, 270, 135, 67.5, 27, and 2.7 copies/reaction for
478  ORFlab, and 21000, 2100, 210, 105, 52.5, 21and 2.1 copies/reaction for ORFlab.
479  Colunm H is represented the negative control (NTC, no template). The dark dots are
480 represented the negative droplets, while the green and blue dots representative the
481  positives droplets in different channels with probe HEX or FAM. The pink line is the
482  manual multi well thresholding.
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485

486  Figure 4. Plot of results from a linearity experiment to determine reportable range of
487  ddPCR targeting for ORF1ab and N of SARS-CoV-2 using different primer/probe set.
488 RNA template quantity values (converted to log10) were plotted on the X axis versus
489  measured quantities (converted to log10) on the Y axis using EXCEL software. Data
490 are representative of three independent experiments with 3 replicates for each
491  concentration.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.03.20224972

Tablel Primers and probes used in rRT-PCR and ddPCR

Name Sequence(5°-3”)

ORF1ab(F) CCCTGTGGGTTTTACACTTAA

ORF1ab(R) ACGATTGTGCATCAGCTGA
HEX-CCGTCTGCGGTATGTGGAAAGGTTATGG-

ORF1ab(Probe)
BHQ1

N ( CDC) (F) GGGGAACTTCTCCTGCTAGAAT
CAGACATTTTGCTCTCAAGCTG

N (CDC) (R)

N ( CDC) (Probe)

FAM-TTGCTGCTGCTTGACAGATT-BHQ1

N ( USA) (F)

GACCCCAAAATCAGCGAAAT

N (USA) (R)

TCTGGTTACTGCCAGTTGAATCTG

N ( USA ) (Probe)

FAM-ACCCCGCATTACGTTTGGTGGACC-BHQ1

N (LZU1) (F)

CGCGATCAAAACAACGTCG

N (LZU1) (R)

AGGTCTTCCTTGCCATGTTGAG

N (LZU1) (Probe)

HEX-ACTGCGTCTTGGTTCACCGCTCTC-BHQ1

N (LZU2) (F)

CTCAACATGGCAAGGAAGACCT

N (LZU2) (R)

GGTCATCTGGACTGCTATTGGTG

N (LZU2) (Probe)

FAM-CCTCGAGGACAAGGCGTTCCAAT-BHQ1

N (LZU3) (F)

AATGCTGCAATCGTGCTACAA
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N (LZU3) (R) TGATGAGGAACGAGAAGAGGC

N (LZU3) (Probe) FAM-AGGCTTCTACGCAGAAGGGAGCA-BHQ1
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Table 2 Sensitivity of simplex rRT-PCR with different primer and probe sets for

N gene
Name | Copies | Ct: Mean | Detecte | Slope | Y-interce R? Efficienc | LOD with
/reactio | £SD d/tested pt y 95%
n (%) detection
probability
ORF1 | 27000 |24.811+ 6/6(100 | -3.088 | 39.096 0.996 | 110.772 | 122
ab 0.641 %) Copies/rea
2700 29.135+¢ 6/6(100 ction
1.850 %)
270 31.493+ 12/12(1
0.579 00%)
135 32.059+ 12/12(1
0.779 00%)
67.5 33.262+1.234 | 14/18(7
7.8%)
27 34.473£1.401 | 12/18(7
2.2%)
2.7 36.788+1.467 | 10/18(5
5.5%)
N(CD | 21000 |24.283+0.592 | 6/6(100 |-2.915 | 37.798 0.986 | 120.29 121
O %) Copies/rea
2100 29.599+0.887 | 6/6(100 ction
%)
210 31.101+£0.649 | 12/12(1
00%)
105 31.819+0.631 | 11/12(9
1.7%)
52.5 31.827+0.779 | 14/18(7
7.8%)
21 33.661£1.264 | 12/18(7
2.2%)
2.1 36.973£1.746 | 10/18(5
5.5%)
N(US | 21000 | 25.769+1.140 | 6/6(100 | -3.173 | 39.717 0.992 | 106.6 119
A) 7 %) Copies/rea
2100 29.025+1.135 | 6/6(100 ction
%)
210 32.023+0.442 | 12/12(1
00%)
105 34.124+1.238 | 11/12(9
1.7%)
52.5 34.497+0.725 | 15/18(8

3.3%)
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21 35.818+2.793 | 12/18(7
2.2%)
2.1 37.394+2.315 | 11/18(6
1.1%)
N(LZ | 21000 | 30.551£0.996 | 6/6(100 | -2.984 | 43.678 0.679 | 116.332 | 185
Ul) %) Copies/rea
2100 33.575+£2.213 | 6/6(100 ction
%)
210 35.013+0.921 | 12/12(1
00%)
105 35.474+0.652 | 10/12(8
3.3%)
52.5 37.948+3.378 | 12/18(6
6.6%)
21 38.214+4.146 | 10/18(5
(negative ) 5.5%)
2.1 39.738%1.766 | 10/18(5
(negative ) 5.5%)
N(LZ | 21000 | 28.260+0.994 | 6/6(100 | -3.855 | 44.936 0.857 | 81.712 157
U2) %) Copies/rea
2100 32.345+1.314 | 6/6(100 ction
%)
210 35.4307+0.74 | 12/12(1
0 00%)
105 37.258 10/12(8
+0.740(negati | 3.3%)
ve )
52.5 38.59444.146 | 12/18(6
(negative ) 6.6%)
21 39.152+3.275 | 4/18(22
(negative ) .2%)
2.1 41.195+£3(neg | 2/18(11
ative ) .1%)
N(LZ | 21000 |24.530+0.354 | 6/6(100 | -3.228 | 38.735 0.989 | 104.093 | 118
U3) %) Copies/rea
2100 27.676x£0.429 | 6/6(100 ction
%)
210 31.848+0.418 | 12/12(1
00%)
105 32.563+0.195 | 11/12(9
1.7%)
52.5 33.835+0.538 | 15/18(8
3.3%)
21 33.763%£1.257 | 14/18(7
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7.7%)

2.1

37.37+0.539

10/18(5
5.5%)
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