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Abstract 

In light of the continuous transmission and evolution of SARS-CoV-2 coupled with a significant 

decline in clinical testing, there is a pressing need for scalable, cost-effective, long-term, passive 

surveillance tools to effectively monitor viral variants circulating in the population. Wastewater 

genomic surveillance of SARS-CoV-2 has arrived as an alternative to clinical genomic 

surveillance, allowing to continuously monitor the prevalence of viral lineages in communities of 

various size at a fraction of the time, cost, and logistic effort and serving as an early warning 

system for emerging variants, critical for developed communities and especially for underserved 

ones. Importantly, lineage prevalence estimates obtained with this approach aren’t distorted by 

biases related to clinical testing accessibility and participation. However, the relative performance 

of bioinformatics methods used to measure relative lineage abundances from wastewater 

sequencing data is unknown, preventing both the research community and public health 

authorities from making informed decisions regarding computational tool selection. Here, we 

perform comprehensive benchmarking of 18 bioinformatics methods for estimating the relative 

abundance of SARS-CoV-2 (sub)lineages in wastewater by using data from 36 in vitro mixtures 

of synthetic lineage and sublineage genomes. In addition, we use simulated data from 78 mixtures 

of lineages and sublineages co-occurring in the clinical setting with proportions mirroring their 

prevalence ratios observed in real data. Importantly, we investigate how the accuracy of the 

evaluated methods is impacted by the sequencing technology used, the associated error rate, the 

read length, read depth, but also by the exposure of the synthetic RNA mixtures to wastewater, 

with the goal of capturing the effects induced by the wastewater matrix, including RNA 

fragmentation and degradation.  

 

Introduction 

As the SARS-CoV-2 virus continues to spread and mutate, while the rates of COVID-19 clinical 

testing have plummeted,1 there is a pressing need for scalable, cost-effective, sensitive, and long-

term passive surveillance tools enabling continuous monitoring of the viral variants circulating in 

the population. Wastewater genomic surveillance (WWGS) of SARS-CoV-2 has demonstrated 

repeatedly its efficacy in tracking lineage prevalence dynamics in numerous countries 

worldwide,2–6 including those with limited resources.7,8 In contrast to clinical genomic surveillance, 

SARS-CoV-2 WWGS enables instant access to comprehensive and continuous data from 

population cross-sections of any size at a fraction of the cost. In addition, it captures asymptomatic 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?FM9z28
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?Bml784
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?OvDwYe


 

 

 

 

cases and is free from biases associated with clinical testing accessibility and individual 

compliance or participation, therefore providing more accurate estimates of lineage prevalence 

within communities.9–12 Furthermore, it promises to detect novel cryptic variants, including those 

resistant to naturally acquired or vaccine-induced immunity, those rarely observed in clinical 

samples, and those from unsampled infected individuals.13,14 Most importantly, it enables 

detection of emerging viral variants earlier than clinical monitoring,15–17 and consequently, WWGS 

can act as an early warning system of critical importance for public health officials and 

policymakers, providing them with advanced notice to prepare for potential outbreaks,7,18 guiding 

the deployment of extensive response mechanisms, such as mass testing,19 and ensuring 

effective resource allocation to manage and contain the spread of the virus. Given all these, 

WWGS promises to become an indispensable public health tool able to elucidate the geospatial 

distribution of viral lineages and outbreak clusters within communities as well as lineage 

prevalence, including prevalence time trends. 

Despite the enormous potential of WWGS, the quality of the sequencing data obtained from 

wastewater samples poses significant challenges for its bioinformatics analysis, being impacted 

by the low viral loads, the heavy degradation and fragmentation of viral RNA,15 a rich background 

of contaminating nucleic acids belonging to other species, as well as the highly variable chemistry 

and physics of wastewater, including the pH, temperature and mixing intensity. Moreover, 

different PCR-inhibitory compounds from wastewater networks20–22 can interfere with enzymes 

from library preparation and amplification steps, which can lead to nonuniform sequencing depth 

and incomplete genome coverage. Additionally, sampling and laboratory methods can also impact 

the quality of sequencing data. These include the sampling strategy,23–27 sample preservatives 

and storage conditions,28,29 as well as the methods used for viral concentration,30,31 RNA 

extraction,31–33 and sequencing library preparation.34 Finally, the quality of the sequencing data 

can be also affected by the choice of the sequencing technology, including the specific platform, 

read length, library preparation kit, and amplicon panels.35 Importantly, it has not been explored 

enough how varying laboratory methods and commercially available kits but also the complex 

and variable properties of wastewater samples impact the accuracy and reliability of subsequent 

bioinformatics analysis. 

In response to the pandemic, numerous methods were developed for relative abundance 

estimation of SARS-CoV-2 lineages. Some of these, including methods such as Freyja,15 

VaQuERo,7 LCS,36 PiGx,37 and Alcov38 are based on deconvolution algorithms, which are applied 

to a list of mutation frequencies obtained by aligning the reads to a reference. In a sample with 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?wd6DDT
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?bvYW07
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?nCru7h
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?0gIKHl
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?rfobtI
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?DUAmR3
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?7Sqm1w
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?yrKwRW
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?CZDBlf
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?BfaTTo
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?nJf1ha
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?yuqdIl
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?eDeo32
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?GaS5PU
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?UtEK96
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?LAvxGY
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?i9Qnr2
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?U1ZCO6
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?8tzjJW
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?SIVp9n


 

 

 

 

several viral lineages, the expected fraction of mutated reads at any given locus is equal to the 

sum of the relative abundances of lineages carrying this particular mutation. A constrained 

regression method is then applied to estimate the relative contribution of a reference set of 

lineages to the observed distribution of mutation frequencies. Another group of methods which 

was developed for lineage quantification employs classification algorithms – these are methods 

such as COJAC39 or the VLQ pipeline40 (based on Kallisto41). It also includes methods using the 

Expectation-Maximization algorithm to obtain maximum likelihood estimates of the proportions of 

various haplotypes present in the sample42. These classification algorithms assign each read 

either deterministically or probabilistically to individual reference lineages according to the 

signature mutations they share and then aggregate the read counts by lineage to estimate their 

total abundance.  

Some bioinformatics tools, such as Salmon43 and Kallisto,41 which were either used or considered 

for relative abundance estimation of SARS-CoV-2 lineages in wastewater, were originally 

designed for transcript quantification using RNA-Seq rather than for wastewater sequencing data 

analysis, and therefore, it remains largely unknown how well they can handle the genomic 

complexity and technical specifics characterizing the latter. While the authors of the VLQ 

pipeline40 for SARS-CoV-2 lineage abundance estimation used Kallisto as their quantification 

engine, the accuracy of the latter was only briefly compared to other popular transcriptomics tools, 

namely Salmon,43 RSEM,44 and IsoEM245 by using simulated data. In another study,46 the authors 

used simulated and empirical data to compare the performance of only five methods for SARS-

CoV-2 lineage abundance estimation based on both classification and deconvolution approaches, 

which only covers a handful of the existing tools and pipelines used for this purpose. 

In this study, we perform a comprehensive benchmark for measuring the accuracy of 

bioinformatics methods used for relative abundance estimation of SARS-CoV-2 (sub)lineages in 

wastewater samples. In particular, we will benchmark 18 bioinformatics methods, which include 

methods specifically designed for wastewater sequencing data analysis as well as transcriptomics 

tools repurposed for this task (Table 1).41,43 We will systematically evaluate and compare the 

accuracy of these computational methods in estimating relative lineage abundances and how it 

is impacted by the design of the sequencing experiment, in particular by the sequencing 

technology used, the error rate, read length, and read depth, but also by different periods of 

exposure of the viral RNA to the wastewater matrix, and therefore also by the extent of RNA 

degradation and fragmentation. To achieve this, we will use a series of real and simulated 

datasets. In particular, we used synthetic RNA genomes to generate 16 in vitro mixtures 

containing combinations of SARS-CoV-2 lineages and sublineages according to standard ratios, 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?KlI5jw
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?YB4CEr
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?yroTY5
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?bN7AG7
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ZLuyfp
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?TKzFQR
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?59BgLU
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?DL6L1v
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?yBRaxy
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?DvKqJk
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?Xhs6rH
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?6XodPp


 

 

 

 

which were sequenced directly using the Ion Torrent technology. Our simulated datasets are 

based on 78 complex in silico mixtures of lineages and sublineages co-occurring in the clinical 

setting with proportions mirroring the prevalence ratios observed in the real data. Importantly, a 

subset of these in silico mixtures will be used for in vitro generation of 20 real mixtures with roughly 

the same lineage composition and proportions by using synthetic RNA genomes. These mixtures 

will be sequenced directly but also incubated with wastewater for different periods followed by 

RNA extraction and Illumina sequencing. The results of this benchmark are meant to guide the 

selection of the most accurate and robust quantification tools that can be used for estimation of 

lineage prevalence in the population, including for early-on detection of known circulating and 

emerging lineages. We also hope that this collection of real and simulated wastewater sequencing 

datasets obtained for the combination of variables listed above will serve as an informative 

resource and a reference for the research community and the public health authorities. 

 

 

Methods 

Generation of realistic in silico mixtures of lineages and sublineages 

To generate realistic mixtures that would mirror the prevalence ratios of viral (sub)lineages 

observed during the pandemic, we used weekly count data for co-occurring SARS-CoV-2 

lineages and sublineages reported for the United States between January 2020 and December 

2022 from the Global Initiative on Sharing All Influenza Data (GISAID) database.47 Only 

(sub)lineages with a weekly case count greater than 10 were included in our analysis. A total of 

11 co-occurring lineages were detected during this period: B.1.1.7, B.1.351, B.1.617.2, B.1.429, 

B.1.525, P.1, B.1.526, B.1.617.1, C.37, P.3, and P.2, as well as a total of 11 co-occurring omicron 

and delta sublineages and their parent lineages: AY.23, BQ.1, BA.4, BA.2.12.1, XBB.1.5, 

BA.2.75, AY.27, BA.2, XBB, BA.1, BA.5, and B.1.617.2. Reported weekly counts were normalized 

to percentages and the latter were used to generate a total of 42 time-ordered mixtures for the 

corresponding group of lineages and 36 for the group of delta and omicron sublineages and their 

parent lineages (Supplementary Tables 1 and 2, respectively). Each individual mixture represents 

the actual frequencies witnessed during a particular week of the above-mentioned period 

(Supplementary Fig. 1 and 2, respectively). A key characteristic of these mixtures is the high 

proportion of small relative abundance values (Supplementary Fig. 2a and b), with non-null values 

smaller than 1% representing around 47% of the values for the group of lineages (min=0.001%) 

and around 18% for the group of sublineages (min=0.007%). 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?Jz8Dq6


 

 

 

 

Generation of in vitro mixtures of lineages and sublineages 

To create realistic in vitro mixtures with roughly the same quantitative composition as our in silico 

samples, we picked subsets of 10 mixtures from the series of lineage and sublineage mixes 

described above. The approximate composition of these mixtures will be recreated in vitro by 

using synthetic lineage and sublineage genomes acquired from Twist Biosciences. Each of these 

synthetic genomes marketed as virus controls consists of six non-overlapping 5kb fragments of 

ssRNA, which are claimed to provide over 99.9% coverage of the SARS-CoV-2 genome. Given 

that not all of the naturally co-occurring (sub)lineages from our in silico mixtures had a synthetic 

genome equivalent in the offer of the respective company, a few adjustments had to be made. In 

particular, 4 lineages from the group of 11 naturally cooccurring lineages, namely B.1.525, C37, 

P.2, and P.3 were excluded, with their corresponding percentages being distributed to the 

remaining lineages in each mixture, while preserving the null values (Supplementary Table 4). 

Similarly, in the group of naturally cooccurring sublineages, the following 5 didn’t have a synthetic 

equivalent: AY23, AY27, BA.2.75, XBB, and XBB.1.5. The latter three were excluded and their 

values were distributed to the remaining sublineages in each mixture, except to those with null 

abundances. At the same time, sublineages AY.23 and AY.27 were substituted by AY.1 and AY.2, 

respectively, with their corresponding relative abundances left unaltered (Supplementary Table 

5). The genome references corresponding to the synthetic lineages and sublineages used to 

produce the mixtures are listed in Supplementary Table 6. 

Next, the real mixtures will be pipetted using the synthetic RNA controls described above, which 

come in volumes of 100 μL each and at a concentration of approximately one million copies per 

microliter. These will be diluted in RN-ase free water and a corresponding amount of each control 

will be used for each mixture (Supplementary Tables 4 and 5). The obtained “clean” mixtures will 

be reverse transcribed and sequenced according to the procedure described below. 

Furthermore, in order to assess the effects induced by the wastewater matrix on the performance 

of the benchmarked bioinformatics methods, known concentrations of the same “clean” mixtures 

will be added to a SARS-CoV-2-negative wastewater sample collected before the pandemic and 

stored in a frozen state. These mixtures will be incubated for different periods of time, followed by 

RNA extraction and sequencing, as described further below.  

In addition to the realistic mixtures described above, a subset of the synthetic RNA genomes plus 

the wild type SARS-CoV-2 genome (Wuhan-Hu-1 A.1) were used to generate a series of 16 in 

vitro mixtures representing simple standard ratios of lineages and/or sublineages, where each 

(sub)lineage has a relative abundance of either 25% or 50% (Supplementary Table 7). These 



 

 

 

 

mixtures were not incubated with wastewater and were instead sequenced directly using the Ion 

Torrent technology as described below. 

 

Simulating reads from the in silico viral mixtures 

The reference genomes of the viral lineages and sublineages required for simulating the 

sequencing reads were downloaded from GISAID (Supplementary Table 3). These reference 

sequences and the mixture compositions described earlier will be used to simulate sequencing 

reads according to three strategies in order of increasing complexity of the data: (a) error-free 

reads (dataset 1); (b) reads with sequencing platform-specific errors (dataset 2), and (c) reads 

with sequencing errors that also mimic RNA fragmentation and degradation, in order to account 

for wastewater sample specifics (dataset 3). To ensure a comprehensive benchmarking analysis, 

the reads with sequencing errors and simulated RNA degradation (dataset 3) will be used in 

combination with different read depth and read length.  

Illumina reads will be generated using the short-read simulation tool ART v2.5.8,48 which uses 

empirical read quality profiles summarized from large real sequencing data. The list of ART 

parameters relevant for our study and their interpretation is provided in Supplementary Table 8. 

To generate paired-end sequencing data with read length of 150 bp, mean library fragment size 

of 300 bp (sd=10bp), and quality profiles corresponding to the HiSeq 2500 sequencing system 

(dataset 2), the following command will be used: art_illumina -ss HS25 -ef -sam -i 

/path/to/genome/sequence/fasta/file -p -c nr_of_reads_to_generate -l 150 -m 300 -s 10 -ir 0.0001 

-o output/path. The inclusion of the -ef parameter in the ART command above will generate reads 

with ideal quality scores and no sequencing errors from identical genomic positions (dataset 1). 

The parameter -c will be used to indicate the number of read counts to be generated for each 

lineage and sublineage of each sample according to the ground truth relative abundance values 

listed in Supplementary Tables 1 and 2 and the total read count per sample. The latter was 

calculated to ensure a total read count of over one million reads.  

The ART command above will be run to produce a SAM file containing a true alignment for each 

lineage present in the sample. SAM files will be merged with samtools v1.1349 and the reads will 

be extracted to FASTQ files using Picard v3.1.050. The reads in the FASTQ files will be aligned to 

the wild-type SARS-CoV-2 reference with the RefSeq accession NC_045512.2 (GenBank 

accession MN908947.3) using the BWA51 v0.7.17 aligner with default parameters. The resulting 

SAM files will be also converted to BAM files with samtools using default parameters. For dataset 

1, FASTQ, SAM, and BAM files will be created similarly. 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?5lrPvI
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?4ovtYx
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?NOMUsZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?xkQ7gz


 

 

 

 

To simulate sequencing data with read lengths of 36, 50, 75, 100, 150, and 250 bp, the same 

ART command will be used, but with parameter -l set to the listed values and parameter -ss set 

to the sequencing platform ID corresponding to each read length, as indicated by the ART manual. 

To generate data with read depth values of 10, 100, 250, 1,000, the c parameter will be modified 

accordingly compared to the values used for datasets 1 to 3. Furthermore, to assess the impact 

of targeted versus whole-genome sequencing on lineage quantification accuracy, data with a read 

depth of 10,000 will be generated from the corresponding region of the SARS-CoV-2 genome. 

 

RNA extraction and sequencing of the in vitro mixtures 

The synthetic RNA mixtures containing standard lineage ratios (Supplementary Table 7) were 

reverse transcribed using SuperScript™ VILO™ Master Mix (Thermofisher Scientific). Library 

preparation was carried out by using the Ion AmpliSeq SARS-CoV-2 Research Panel 

(Thermofisher Scientific), which includes 237 primer pairs and results in amplicons of 125-275 bp 

in length, ensuring near-complete coverage of the SARS-CoV-2 genome. Eight libraries were 

multiplexed per sequencing run and sequenced on an Ion S5 sequencer using an Ion Torrent 530 

chip (Thermofisher Scientific). Multiple sequencing runs were performed to ensure a minimum of 

one million mapped reads per sample. Both library preparation and sequencing were performed 

according to the manufacturer’s instructions. 

The in vitro samples with lineage composition similar to the corresponding in silico samples, 

represented by both the “clean” RNA mixtures and the RNA extracted from wastewater-incubated 

mixtures will be sequenced using the Illumina technology. 

 

Choice and installation of lineage quantification methods  

We reviewed the scientific literature, including both published journals and preprint studies, for 

bioinformatics tools and pipelines capable of estimating the abundances of SARS-Cov-2 

(sub)lineages from wastewater sequencing data. This includes the four transcriptomics tools 

mentioned earlier: Kallisto, Salmon, RSEM, and IsoEM2. We also browsed the web for 

implemented computational tools that do not appear in publications. Importantly, our list 

comprises computational methods that take different types of input, including mapped or 

unmapped sequencing reads, VCF files, or lists of mutations and their corresponding frequencies. 

We specifically ignored variant callers and tools that yield a list of alleles and their corresponding 

frequencies as output since obtaining lineage relative abundances using the latter requires 

additional algorithmic steps. Our final list contains a total of 18 tools (Table 1). These will be 

installed by closely following the accompanying documentation and recommendations issued by 



 

 

 

 

the authors. Successful installation will be confirmed by running the embedded examples where 

available and inspecting the output.  

 

Preprocessing of sequencing data 

Sequencing data will be pre-processed as follows: primer trimming will be accomplished with 

cutadapt52 (v4.2), Trimmomatic53, or a similar program and read alignment to the wild type 

reference genome will be done with minimap254 (v2.24), BWA51 (v0.17), BWA-MEM255 (v2.3), or 

similar, depending on the recommendations of the authors of the tool or pipeline. Where author 

recommendations are missing, we will use the same software in order to avoid introducing 

variation at this step.  For tools requiring primer trimming, we will supply the appropriate *.fasta 

or *.bed files with primers. FastQC56 (v0.12.1) will be used to examine the quality of the raw reads, 

and the alignments will be visually inspected using IGV57 (v2.16). For simulated reads, 

preprocessing steps such as primer trimming are not necessary, since the reads are generated 

without primers or adapters. 

 

Running the quantification methods 

All tools and pipelines will be run with default parameters, with the exceptions listed below. In 

particular, given that our primary goal is measuring the quantification accuracy of SARS-CoV-2 

(sub)lineages, the exact set of (sub)lineages present in our samples is assumed to be known. 

Consequently, for tools that allow this, we will restrict the set of lineages to be searched for and 

quantified to the lists used to create our in silico and in vitro datasets. Also, considering the high 

proportion of low relative abundance values in both our simulated and real sequencing data (Fig. 

2), we will run the tools in maximum sensitivity mode, which means that the cutoff values of the 

parameters that can prevent the detection of the lowest lineage abundances in our samples will 

be adapted correspondingly. All the tools and pipelines assessed in this study are open-source 

and can be accessed via link.  

The tools in our list which were originally developed for use with transcriptomics data and were 

repurposed here for viral lineage quantification, namely Kallisto, Salmon, RSEM, and IsoEM2, will 

be given as input the genome sequences of the predefined set of (sub)lineages present in the 

corresponding dataset in place of the sequences of transcripts normally expected by these 

programs. For tools and pipelines which require a genome reference sequence as input, the wild-

type NC_045512.2 reference will be used.  Sequencing data input will be provided either as raw 

FASTQ files or preprocessed BAM or SAM files, depending on the requirements of each tool. For 

tools that require BAM or SAM files as input, we will preprocess the raw FASTQ reads by trimming 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?U5GiJF
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?fpnuCA
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?xoazf8
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?G6gD3Z
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?fhq2Bq
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?6t0yFT
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?9iXee7


 

 

 

 

the corresponding primers and aligning the reads to the NC_045512.2 wild-type reference. Any 

special input files required by the tools will be provided as necessary. For those computational 

methods that take a different input, including VCF files or lists of mutations detected in a sample 

and their corresponding frequencies, these input files will be generated from the sequencing data 

using the same tool(s) and procedure to avoid introducing variation at this step.  

For the bioinformatics methods assessed in this study that require user-sourced mutation 

constellation files or lists of mutations for each lineage or sublineage to be quantified, we will 

create these using the same rules according to which other constellations used by this tool were 

created. 

 

Evaluation of the accuracy and performance of the quantification methods 

For each tool and dataset, the custom output files containing the relative abundance estimates 

will be parsed into the standard csv format identical to the format of the tables with ground truth 

values (Supplementary Tables 1, 2, 4, and 5). Where needed, non-standard lineage quantification 

output, including transcripts per million or absolute counts of lineage-specific markers, will be 

converted to percentages. Lineages not called despite being present in our samples (false 

negatives) will be assigned null values. Absolute errors (L1) will be computed by subtracting the 

ground truth relative abundance value from each corresponding value of the resulting table, and 

the obtained difference will be divided by the corresponding ground truth value to obtain relative 

errors. Additionally, for each tool and dataset, the mean absolute error (MAE) will be computed 

as the mean of the moduli of all absolute errors. The difference in accuracy of the benchmarked 

tools will then be assessed by directly comparing the MAE values obtained from the same dataset 

as well as the distributions of absolute and relative errors. The quantification method with the 

lowest MAEs across most datasets tested will be considered the most accurate. 

For any given tool, MAEs or per-sample L1 errors will be also compared across different datasets 

to assess the impact of different tested conditions on its accuracy. In particular, MAE values will 

be compared between the datasets: a) with and without sequencing errors; b) with and without 

simulated RNA degradation; c) with different read lengths; d) with different read depths; e) with 

and without exposure to wastewater. 

 

Estimating performance 

To assess the performance of the computational methods, we will record the CPU time and 

RAM usage metrics for each of the tools by running these on 10 samples of the in vitro dataset 

and computing averages across samples.  



 

 

 

 

Data availability 

All simulated sequencing reads and the raw data obtained from sequencing the in vitro mixtures 

will be uploaded to the Sequence Read Archive and the corresponding accession number will 

be included in the manuscript. All data required to produce the figures and perform the analysis 

described in this paper will be also made freely available. 

 

Code availability 

We commit to share all code used for simulating the sequencing datasets, all code and special 

input files used to run the computational methods benchmarked in this study, and all code used 

to analyze the data and to generate the figures. The code will be made public under the 

Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) license. 



 

 

 

 

References 

1. Data on testing for COVID-19 by week and country. 

https://www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/publications-data/covid-19-testing (2023). 

2. Ahmed, W. et al. First confirmed detection of SARS-CoV-2 in untreated wastewater in 

Australia: A proof of concept for the wastewater surveillance of COVID-19 in the community. 

Sci. Total Environ. 728, 138764 (2020). 

3. Medema, G., Heijnen, L., Elsinga, G., Italiaander, R. & Brouwer, A. Presence of SARS-

Coronavirus-2 RNA in Sewage and Correlation with Reported COVID-19 Prevalence in the 

Early Stage of the Epidemic in The Netherlands. Environ. Sci. Technol. Lett. 7, 511–516 

(2020). 

4. Wu, F. et al. SARS-CoV-2 Titers in Wastewater Are Higher than Expected from Clinically 

Confirmed Cases. mSystems 5, e00614-20 (2020). 

5. Wurtzer, S. et al. Evaluation of lockdown effect on SARS-CoV-2 dynamics through viral 

genome quantification in waste water, Greater Paris, France, 5 March to 23 April 2020. 

Eurosurveillance 25, 2000776 (2020). 

6. Nemudryi, A. et al. Temporal Detection and Phylogenetic Assessment of SARS-CoV-2 in 

Municipal Wastewater. Cell Rep. Med. 1, (2020). 

7. Amman, F. et al. Viral variant-resolved wastewater surveillance of SARS-CoV-2 at national 

scale. Nat. Biotechnol. 40, 1814–1822 (2022). 

8. Shrestha, S. et al. Wastewater-Based Epidemiology for Cost-Effective Mass Surveillance of 

COVID-19 in Low- and Middle-Income Countries: Challenges and Opportunities. Water 13, 

2897 (2021). 

9. Supply Shortages Impacting COVID-19 and Non-COVID Testing. ASM.org 

https://asm.org:443/Articles/2020/September/Clinical-Microbiology-Supply-Shortage-Collecti-

1. 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN


 

 

 

 

10. Byambasuren, O. et al. Estimating the extent of asymptomatic COVID-19 and its 

potential for community transmission: Systematic review and meta-analysis. J. Assoc. Med. 

Microbiol. Infect. Dis. Can. 5, 223–234 (2020). 

11. Oran, D. P. & Topol, E. J. Prevalence of Asymptomatic SARS-CoV-2 Infection. Ann. 

Intern. Med. 173, 362–367 (2020). 

12. Poletti, P. et al. Association of Age With Likelihood of Developing Symptoms and Critical 

Disease Among Close Contacts Exposed to Patients With Confirmed SARS-CoV-2 Infection 

in Italy. JAMA Netw. Open 4, e211085 (2021). 

13. Smyth, D. S. et al. Tracking cryptic SARS-CoV-2 lineages detected in NYC wastewater. 

Nat. Commun. 13, 635 (2022). 

14. Shafer, M. M. et al. Tracing the origin of SARS-CoV-2 Omicron-like spike sequences 

detected in wastewater. 2022.10.28.22281553 Preprint at 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.10.28.22281553 (2023). 

15. Karthikeyan, S. et al. Wastewater sequencing reveals early cryptic SARS-CoV-2 variant 

transmission. Nature 609, 101–108 (2022). 

16. Peccia, J. et al. Measurement of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in wastewater tracks community 

infection dynamics. Nat. Biotechnol. 38, 1164–1167 (2020). 

17. Randazzo, W. et al. SARS-CoV-2 RNA in wastewater anticipated COVID-19 occurrence 

in a low prevalence area. Water Res. 181, 115942 (2020). 

18. Furuse, Y. Genomic sequencing effort for SARS-CoV-2 by country during the pandemic. 

Int. J. Infect. Dis. 103, 305–307 (2021). 

19. Brown, M. et al. Wastewater Monitoring of SARS-CoV-2 Variants in England: 

Demonstration Case Study for Bristol (Dec 2020 - March 2021) Summary for SAGE 

08/04/21. (2021). doi:10.13140/RG.2.2.27215.00162. 

20. Ahmed, W. et al. Minimizing errors in RT-PCR detection and quantification of SARS-

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN


 

 

 

 

CoV-2 RNA for wastewater surveillance. Sci. Total Environ. 805, 149877 (2022). 

21. Schrader, C., Schielke, A., Ellerbroek, L. & Johne, R. PCR inhibitors – occurrence, 

properties and removal. J. Appl. Microbiol. 113, 1014–1026 (2012). 

22. Scott, G., Evens, N., Porter, J. & Walker, D. I. The Inhibition and Variability of Two 

Different RT-qPCR Assays Used for Quantifying SARS-CoV-2 RNA in Wastewater. Food 

Environ. Virol. 15, 71–81 (2023). 

23. Kmush, B. L. et al. Comparability of 24-hour composite and grab samples for detection 

of SARS-2-CoV RNA in wastewater. FEMS Microbes 3, xtac017 (2022). 

24. Bertels, X. et al. Factors influencing SARS-CoV-2 RNA concentrations in wastewater up 

to the sampling stage: A systematic review. Sci. Total Environ. 820, 153290 (2022). 

25. Li, L. et al. Detecting SARS-CoV-2 variants in wastewater and their correlation with 

circulating variants in the communities. Sci. Rep. 12, 16141 (2022). 

26. Rubio-Acero, R. et al. Spatially resolved qualified sewage spot sampling to track SARS-

CoV-2 dynamics in Munich - One year of experience. Sci. Total Environ. 797, 149031 (2021). 

27. Pérez-Cataluña, A. et al. Spatial and temporal distribution of SARS-CoV-2 diversity 

circulating in wastewater. Water Res. 211, 118007 (2022). 

28. Beattie, R. E., Blackwood, A. D., Clerkin, T., Dinga, C. & Noble, R. T. Evaluating the 

impact of sample storage, handling, and technical ability on the decay and recovery of SARS-

CoV-2 in wastewater. PLOS ONE 17, e0270659 (2022). 

29. Tavazzi, S. et al. Short-term stability of wastewater samples for storage and shipment in 

the context of the EU Sewage Sentinel System for SARS-CoV-2. J. Environ. Chem. Eng. 11, 

109623 (2023). 

30. Barril, P. A. et al. Evaluation of viral concentration methods for SARS-CoV-2 recovery 

from wastewaters. Sci. Total Environ. 756, 144105 (2021). 

31. Zheng, X. et al. Comparison of virus concentration methods and RNA extraction 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN


 

 

 

 

methods for SARS-CoV-2 wastewater surveillance. Sci. Total Environ. 824, 153687 (2022). 

32. Peinado, B., Martínez-García, L., Martínez, F., Nozal, L. & Sánchez, M. B. Improved 

methods for the detection and quantification of SARS-CoV-2 RNA in wastewater. Sci. Rep. 

12, 7201 (2022). 

33. Lucansky, V. et al. Comparison of the methods for isolation and detection of SARS-CoV-

2 RNA in municipal wastewater. Front. Public Health 11, (2023). 

34. Feng, S. et al. Intensity of sample processing methods impacts wastewater SARS-CoV-

2 whole genome amplicon sequencing outcomes. Sci. Total Environ. 876, 162572 (2023). 

35. Carbo, E. C. et al. A comparison of five Illumina, Ion Torrent, and nanopore sequencing 

technology-based approaches for whole genome sequencing of SARS-CoV-2. Eur. J. Clin. 

Microbiol. Infect. Dis. 42, 701–713 (2023). 

36. Valieris, R. et al. A mixture model for determining SARS-Cov-2 variant composition in 

pooled samples. Bioinformatics 38, 1809–1815 (2022). 

37. Schumann, V.-F. et al. SARS-CoV-2 infection dynamics revealed by wastewater 

sequencing analysis and deconvolution. Sci. Total Environ. 853, 158931 (2022). 

38. Ellmen, I. et al. Alcov: Estimating Variant of Concern Abundance from SARS-CoV-2 

Wastewater Sequencing Data. 2021.06.03.21258306 Preprint at 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.03.21258306 (2021). 

39. Jahn, K. et al. Early detection and surveillance of SARS-CoV-2 genomic variants in 

wastewater using COJAC. Nat. Microbiol. 7, 1151–1160 (2022). 

40. Baaijens, J. A. et al. Lineage abundance estimation for SARS-CoV-2 in wastewater 

using transcriptome quantification techniques. Genome Biol. 23, 236 (2022). 

41. Bray, N. L., Pimentel, H., Melsted, P. & Pachter, L. Near-optimal probabilistic RNA-seq 

quantification. Nat. Biotechnol. 34, 525–527 (2016). 

42. Pipes, L., Chen, Z., Afanaseva, S. & Nielsen, R. Estimating the relative proportions of 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN


 

 

 

 

SARS-CoV-2 haplotypes from wastewater samples. Cell Rep. Methods 2, 100313 (2022). 

43. Patro, R., Duggal, G., Love, M. I., Irizarry, R. A. & Kingsford, C. Salmon provides fast 

and bias-aware quantification of transcript expression. Nat. Methods 14, 417–419 (2017). 

44. Li, B. & Dewey, C. N. RSEM: accurate transcript quantification from RNA-Seq data with 

or without a reference genome. BMC Bioinformatics 12, 323 (2011). 

45. Mandric, I. et al. Fast bootstrapping-based estimation of confidence intervals of 

expression levels and differential expression from RNA-Seq data. Bioinforma. Oxf. Engl. 33, 

3302–3304 (2017). 

46. Kayikcioglu, T. et al. Performance of methods for SARS-CoV-2 variant detection and 

abundance estimation within mixed population samples. PeerJ 11, e14596 (2023). 

47. Shu, Y. & McCauley, J. GISAID: Global initiative on sharing all influenza data – from 

vision to reality. Eurosurveillance 22, 30494 (2017). 

48. Huang, W., Li, L., Myers, J. R. & Marth, G. T. ART: a next-generation sequencing read 

simulator. Bioinformatics 28, 593–594 (2012). 

49. Danecek, P. et al. Twelve years of SAMtools and BCFtools. GigaScience 10, giab008 

(2021). 

50. Picard toolkit. Broad Inst. GitHub Repos. (2019). 

51. Li, H. & Durbin, R. Fast and accurate short read alignment with Burrows–Wheeler 

transform. Bioinformatics 25, 1754–1760 (2009). 

52. Martin, M. Cutadapt removes adapter sequences from high-throughput sequencing 

reads. EMBnet.journal 17, 10–12 (2011). 

53. Trimmomatic: a flexible trimmer for Illumina sequence data | Bioinformatics | Oxford 

Academic. https://academic.oup.com/bioinformatics/article/30/15/2114/2390096. 

54. Minimap2: pairwise alignment for nucleotide sequences | Bioinformatics | Oxford 

Academic. https://academic.oup.com/bioinformatics/article/34/18/3094/4994778. 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN


 

 

 

 

55. Efficient Architecture-Aware Acceleration of BWA-MEM for Multicore Systems | IEEE 

Conference Publication | IEEE Xplore. https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8820962. 

56. Babraham Bioinformatics - FastQC A Quality Control tool for High Throughput Sequence 

Data. https://www.bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/projects/fastqc/. 

57. Integrative genomics viewer | Nature Biotechnology. 

https://www.nature.com/articles/nbt.1754. 

58. Valieris, R. et al. A mixture model for determining SARS-Cov-2 variant composition in 

pooled samples. Bioinforma. Oxf. Engl. 38, 1809–1815 (2022). 

59. Pechlivanis, N. et al. Detecting SARS-CoV-2 lineages and mutational load in municipal 

wastewater and a use-case in the metropolitan area of Thessaloniki, Greece. Sci. Rep. 12, 

2659 (2022). 

60. Korobeynikov, A. wastewaterSPAdes: SARS-CoV-2 strain deconvolution using SPAdes 

toolkit. 2022.12.08.519672 Preprint at https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.08.519672 (2022). 

61. Dreifuss, D., Topolsky, I., Baykal, P. I. & Beerenwinkel, N. Tracking SARS-CoV-2 

genomic variants in wastewater sequencing data with LolliPop. 2022.11.02.22281825 

Preprint at https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.02.22281825 (2022). 

62. Posada-Céspedes, S. et al. V-pipe: a computational pipeline for assessing viral genetic 

diversity from high-throughput data. Bioinformatics 37, 1673–1680 (2021). 

63. Ewels, P. A. et al. The nf-core framework for community-curated bioinformatics 

pipelines. Nat. Biotechnol. 38, 276–278 (2020). 

64. Sapoval, N. et al. Enabling accurate and early detection of recently emerged SARS-

CoV-2 variants of concern in wastewater. Nat. Commun. 14, 2834 (2023). 

65. Gafurov, A. et al. VirPool: model-based estimation of SARS-CoV-2 variant proportions in 

wastewater samples. BMC Bioinformatics 23, 551 (2022). 

66. Aßmann, E. et al. Impact of reference design on estimating SARS-CoV-2 lineage 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN


 

 

 

 

abundances from wastewater sequencing data. 2023.06.02.543047 Preprint at 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.02.543047 (2023). 

  

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ns6pYN


 

 

 

 

Table 1 | The list of benchmarked bioinformatics methods for measuring lineage relative 

abundances 

Bioinformatics 
tool or pipeline 

Citation Web page 

Kallisto Bray et al., 201641 https://github.com/pachterlab/kallisto 

VLQ 
(VLQ-nf) 

Baaijens et al., 202140 
(Aßmann et al., 202366) 

https://github.com/baymlab/wastewater_analysis 
(https://github.com/rki-mf1/VLQ-nf) 

Salmon Patro et al., 201743 https://salmon.readthedocs.io 

Alcov Ellmen et al., 202138 https://github.com/Ellmen/alcov 

Freyja Karthikeyan et al., 202215 https://github.com/andersen-lab/Freyja/blob/main 

Gromstole NA https://github.com/PoonLab/gromstole 

LCS Valieris et al., 202258  https://github.com/rvalieris/LCS 

Lineagespot Pechlivanis et al., 202259 https://github.com/BiodataAnalysisGroup/lineages
pot 

unnamed Pipes et al., 202242 https://github.com/lpipes/SARS_CoV_2_wastewat
er_surveillance 

RSEM Li et al., 201144 https://github.com/deweylab/RSEM 

IsoEM2 Mandric et al., 201745 https://github.com/mandricigor/isoem2 

VaQuERo Amman et al., 20227 https://github.com/fabou-uobaf/VaQuERo 

PiGx Schumann et al., 202237 https://github.com/BIMSBbioinfo/pigx_sars-cov-2 

wastewaterSPAd
es 

Korobeynikov et al., 
202260 

https://github.com/ablab/spades 

CovMix NA https://github.com/chrisquince/covmix 

V-pipe  
(Lollipop) 

Posada-Céspedes et al., 
202162  
(Dreifuss et al., 202261) 

https://github.com/cbg-ethz/V-pipe 
(https://github.com/cbg-ethz/LolliPop) 

Aquascope (C-
WAP successor) 

Ewels et al., 202063 https://github.com/CDCgov/aquascope 

VirPool Gafurov et al., 202265 https://github.com/fmfi-compbio/virpool 
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Supplementary information 
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Supplementary Fig. 1 | Line plots of the relative abundance values for the group of 

lineages (A) and the group of sublineages and their parent lineages (B) as seen in the 

time-ordered mixtures used to generate the simulated datasets.
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Supplementary Fig. 2 | The distribution of the non-null relative abundance values in the 

mixtures of lineages (A) or the sublineages and their parent lineages (B) used to generate 

the simulated datasets. Cumulative percentages are calculated based on all RA values, 

including null values, which represent around 24% and 52% of the total nr. of data points for 

lineages and sublineages, respectively.



 

 

 

 

Supplementary Table 1 | The composition (in %) of the in silico mixtures of lineages 

 Alpha Beta Delta Epsilon Eta Gamma Iota Kappa Lambda Theta Zeta 

 B.1.1.7 B.1.351 B.1.617.2 B.1.429 B.1.525 P.1 B.1.526 B.1.617.1 C37 P.3 P.2 

S1 0.901 0 0.128 98.132 0 0 0.450 0 0 0 0.386 

S2 3.225 0 0.444 91.657 0 0 2.780 0 0 0 1.890 

S3 8.211 0.182 0.669 86.678 0.121 0 3.102 0 0 0 1.034 

S4 5.664 0.129 0.284 89.730 0.078 0.360 2.224 0 0 0 1.526 

S5 5.454 0.122 0.531 90.357 0.265 0.102 2.226 0 0 0 0.939 

S6 9.690 0.169 0.120 84.001 0.338 0.072 3.528 0 0.024 0 2.054 

S7 12.816 0.394 0.037 78.701 0.319 0.037 6.173 0 0.075 0 1.444 

S8 13.509 0.305 0.051 78.666 0.368 0.089 6.042 0 0.051 0 0.915 

S9 20.555 0.462 0.060 68.716 0.207 0.146 7.891 0 0.036 0 1.924 

S10 28.074 0.752 0.014 60.096 0.184 0.170 8.875 0 0.156 0 1.675 

S11 39.221 0.848 0.066 46.540 0.613 0.379 10.767 0.011 0.100 0 1.450 

S12 43.730 0.879 0.017 42.697 0.469 0.896 10.081 0.025 0.093 0.008 1.101 

S13 52.638 0.966 0.041 30.400 0.575 1.274 12.986 0.041 0.233 0.006 0.836 

S14 59.192 0.986 0.060 23.009 0.551 1.942 13.444 0.090 0.125 0.005 0.595 

S15 63.386 0.962 0.076 16.452 0.511 3.007 15.055 0.056 0.132 0.004 0.354 

S16 68.156 0.941 0.126 11.588 0.443 4.464 13.626 0.097 0.203 0.003 0.349 

S17 71.272 0.984 0.205 8.356 0.430 5.516 12.728 0.171 0.191 0.011 0.132 

S18 71.693 0.935 0.491 6.260 0.365 6.729 12.998 0.193 0.238 0 0.092 

S19 72.674 0.830 1.133 4.876 0.385 7.625 11.917 0.192 0.328 0 0.037 

S20 73.363 0.914 1.560 3.653 0.350 9.314 10.406 0.117 0.280 0.003 0.031 

S21 73.655 0.907 2.258 2.952 0.285 10.116 9.386 0.086 0.325 0.011 0.014 

S22 72.514 0.733 3.193 2.273 0.176 11.428 9.279 0.038 0.343 0.014 0.004 

S23 70.802 0.851 5.351 1.491 0.157 12.237 8.661 0.018 0.422 0.006 0 

S24 66.962 0.536 10.030 1.309 0.114 13.353 7.226 0.017 0.430 0.008 0.008 

S25 58.024 0.331 19.942 0.741 0.199 13.704 6.691 0.011 0.331 0 0.022 

S26 49.989 0.220 32.039 0.490 0.110 12.037 4.652 0 0.460 0 0 

S27 39.350 0.120 46.363 0.290 0.040 10.328 3.085 0.010 0.410 0 0 

S28 24.301 0.050 64.570 0.192 0.033 8.595 1.819 0 0.419 0.017 0 

S29 15.025 0.062 77.618 0.062 0.013 5.887 1.099 0 0.229 0 0 

S30 7.749 0.028 88.004 0.028 0 3.407 0.532 0 0.247 0 0 

S31 3.907 0.014 93.662 0.008 0.002 2.032 0.211 0 0.160 0 0 

S32 1.931 0.014 96.704 0.013 0 1.166 0.076 0 0.093 0 0 

S33 1.051 0.001 98.147 0.006 0 0.697 0.043 0 0.052 0 0 

S34 0.480 0.002 98.651 0 0 0.490 0.321 0 0.053 0 0 

S35 0.254 0.001 99.457 0 0 0.246 0.014 0 0.025 0 0 

S36 0.142 0.001 99.533 0.119 0 0.162 0.014 0.001 0.023 0 0 

S37 0.065 0.001 99.811 0.002 0 0.110 0.002 0.001 0.004 0 0 

S38 0.050 0.001 99.894 0.001 0 0.042 0.002 0 0.006 0 0 

S39 0.029 0 99.935 0.001 0 0.028 0.002 0 0.002 0 0 

S40 0.054 0 99.780 0.119 0 0.039 0.005 0 0 0 0 

S41 0.005 0 99.984 0 0 0.010 0 0 0 0 0 

S42 0.008 0 99.976 0 0 0.015 0 0 0 0 0 



 

 

 

 

Supplementary Table 2 | The composition (in %) of the in silico mixtures of sublineages 

and their parent lineages 

 Delta 
21 I 

Omicr
on 22 E 

Omicro
n 22 A 

Omicr
on 22 
C 

Omicr
on 23 
A 

Delta 
21 A 

Omic
ron 
22 D 

Delta 
21 J 

Omicr
on 21 
L 

Omic
ron 
22 F 

Omicr
on 21 
K 

Omicr
on 22 
B 

 AY.2
3 

BQ.1 BA.4 BA.2.1
2.1 

XBB.1.
5 

B.1.6
17.2 

BA.2.
75 

AY.27 BA.2 XBB BA.1 BA.5 

s1 3.388 0 0 0 0 0.771 0 95.813 0 0 0.028 0 

s2 2.722 0 0 0 0 0.479 0 96.294 0 0 0.504 0 

s3 1.952 0 0 0 0 0.332 0 72.667 0 0 25.049 0 

s4 0.402 0 0 0 0 0.049 0 15.134 0.025 0 84.390 0 

s5 0.059 0 0 0.007 0 0.007 0 2.830 0.197 0 96.901 0 

s6 0.011 0 0 0.011 0 0 0 0.621 0.697 0 98.659 0 

s7 0.010 0 0 0.010 0 0 0 0.238 1.835 0 97.907 0 

s8 0 0 0 0.029 0 0 0 0.116 6.649 0 93.206 0 

s9 0 0 0 0.419 0 0 0 0 23.892 0 75.689 0 

s10 0 0 0 3.291 0 0 0 0.084 56.793 0 39.831 0 

s11 0 0 0 12.371 0 0 0 0 74.570 0 13.058 0 

s12 0 0 0.124 25.232 0 0 0 0 70.738 0 3.844 0.062 

s13 0 0 0.483 41.224 0 0 0 0 57.005 0 0.966 0.322 

s14 0 0 1.701 56.207 0 0 0 0 40.010 0 0.279 1.802 

s15 0 0 5.204 62.422 0 0 0 0 24.652 0 0.120 7.602 

s16 0 0 10.679 51.548 0 0 0 0 13.487 0 0.072 24.214 

s17 0 0 14.433 28.500 0 0 0.023 0 5.641 0 0.046 51.359 

s18 0 0 14.010 11.685 0 0 0.042 0 2.179 0 0.042 72.042 

s19 0 0 12.354 4.526 0 0 0.128 0 0.967 0 0.018 82.007 

s20 0 0 11.735 1.797 0 0 0.227 0 0.409 0 0.023 85.809 

s21 0 0.081 11.207 0.567 0 0 0.540 0 0.216 0 0 87.389 

s22 0 0.296 12.278 0.230 0 0 0.823 0 0.165 0 0.033 86.175 

s23 0 1.355 12.281 0.087 0 0 1.267 0 0.262 0.044 0 84.703 

s24 0 5.076 10.773 0.056 0 0 1.918 0 0.508 0.282 0 81.387 

s25 0 12.682 9.004 0.063 0 0 2.854 0 0.698 0.634 0 74.065 

s26 0 26.429 6.299 0 0.065 0 3.571 0 0.779 1.234 0.065 61.558 

s27 0 42.249 3.708 0 0.304 0 4.681 0 0.912 2.553 0 45.593 

s28 0 55.324 1.915 0 1.521 0 4.901 0 0.789 3.718 0 31.831 

s29 0 62.393 1.084 0 5.159 0 4.860 0 0.598 4.075 0 21.832 

s30 0 63.739 0.565 0 10.780 0 5.126 0 0.603 3.732 0.075 15.379 

s31 0 54.398 0.333 0 25.942 0 4.545 0 0.443 4.028 0.037 10.273 

s32 0 37.296 0.169 0 50.592 0 3.268 0 0.169 3.324 0 5.183 

s33 0 23.976 0.060 0 68.193 0 2.410 0 0.181 2.229 0 2.952 

s34 0 13.793 0 0 81.392 0 1.627 0 0.130 1.627 0 1.431 

s35 0 8.525 0 0 87.298 0 1.620 0 0.085 1.705 0 0.767 

s36 0 5.333 0 0 90.788 0 1.212 0 0 2.061 0 0.606 

 
  



 

 

 

 

Supplementary Table 3 | The genome references corresponding to the lineages and 

sublineages in the in silico mixtures 

Pango Lineage Identifier Alternative Name GISAID ID 

B.1.1.7 Alpha EPI_ISL_17160289 

B.1.351 Beta EPI_ISL_17138021 

B.1.617.2 (Suppl. Table 1) Delta EPI_ISL_17226754 

B.1.429 Epsilon EPI_ISL_17137934 

B.1.525 Eta EPI_ISL_12828399 

P.1 Gamma EPI_ISL_17117155 

B.1.526 Iota EPI_ISL_17160663 

B.1.617.1 Kappa EPI_ISL_9548730 

C37 Lambda EPI_ISL_3510626 

P.3 Theta EPI_ISL_2927545 

P.2 Zeta EPI_ISL_1391728 

AY.23 Delta 21 I EPI_ISL_11972471 

BQ.1 Omicron 22 E EPI_ISL_17253573 

BA.4 Omicron 22 A EPI_ISL_15112469 

BA.2.12.1 Omicron 22 C EPI_ISL_17342962 

XBB.1.5 Omicron 23 A EPI_ISL_17367918 

B.1.617.2 (Suppl. Table 2) Delta 21 A EPI_ISL_17369462 

BA.2.75 Omicron 22 D EPI_ISL_16252689 

AY.27 Delta 21 J EPI_ISL_17138148 

BA.2 Omicron 21 L EPI_ISL_17159713 

XBB Omicron 22 F EPI_ISL_16159016 

BA.1 Omicron 21 K EPI_ISL_13818479 

BA.5 Omicron 22 B EPI_ISL_17143753 

 

 

  



 

 

 

 

Supplementary Table 4 | The composition (in %) of the in vitro mixtures of lineages with 

proportions similar to those in the corresponding in silico mixtures 

Sample Alpha Beta Delta Epsilon Gamma Iota Kappa 

  B.1.1.7 B.1.351 B.1.617.2 B.1.429 P.1 B.1.526 B.1.617.1 

S1 0.998 0 0.225 98.229 0 0.547 0 

S2 8.443 0.414 0.901 86.910 0 3.334 0 

S3 71.382 1.094 0.315 8.466 5.626 12.838 0.281 

S4 73.459 1.010 1.656 3.749 9.410 10.502 0.213 

S5 72.591 0.810 3.270 2.350 11.505 9.356 0.115 

S6 50.085 0.316 32.135 0.586 12.133 4.748 0 

S7 3.935 0.042 93.690 0.036 2.060 0.239 0 

S8 0.260 0.007 99.463 0 0.252 0.020 0 

S9 0.067 0.003 99.813 0.002 0.112 0.002 0.003 

S10 0.008 0 99.977 0 0.015 0 0 

Mixtures S1 to S10 are adapted from mixtures S1, S3, S17, S20, S22, S26, S31, S35, S37, and 
S42, respectively from Supplementary Table 1 

 

Supplementary Table 5 | The composition (in %) of the in vitro mixtures of sublineages 

and their parent lineages with proportions similar to those in the corresponding in silico 

mixtures 

Sample  Delta Omicr

on 

Omicr

on 

Omicro

n 

Delta Delta Omicr

on 

Omicr

on 

Omicr

on 

 AY.1 BQ.1 BA.4 BA.2.12

.1 

B.1.617.

2 

AY.2 BA.2 BA.1 BA.5 

S1 3.388 0 0 0 0.771 95.813 0 0.028 0 

S2 0.402 0 0 0 0.049 15.134 0.025 84.390 0 

S3 0.010 0 0 0.010 0 0.238 1.835 97.907 0 

S4 0 0 0 3.291 0 0.084 56.793 39.831 0 

S5 0 0 0.483 41.224 0 0 57.005 0.966 0.322 

S6 0 0 10.679 51.548 0 0 13.487 0.072 24.214 

S7 0 0 11.781 1.842 0 0 0.455 0.068 85.854 

S8 0 0.189 11.315 0.675 0 0 0.324 0 87.497 

S9 0 1.617 12.544 0.350 0 0 0.524 0 84.965 

S10 0 13.380 9.702 0.761 0 0 1.395 0 74.762 

Mixtures S1 to S10 are adapted from mixtures S1, S4, S7, S10, S13, S16, S20, S21, S23, and 
S25, respectively from Supplementary Table 2 
 
  



 

 

 

 

Supplementary Table 6 | Genome references corresponding to the synthetic SARS-CoV-2 

RNA genomes used for the in vitro mixtures from Supplementary Tables 4 and 5 

Pango Lineage 

Designation 

Alternative name GISAID ID 

B.1.1.7 Alpha EPI_ISL_710528 

B.1.1.7 Alpha EPI_ISL_601443 

B.1.351 Beta EPI_ISL_678597 

P.1 Gamma EPI_ISL_792683 

B.1.617.1 Kappa EPI_ISL_1662307 

B.1.526 Iota EPI_ISL_1300881 

B.1.429 Epsilon EPI_ISL_672365 

B.1.617.2 Delta EPI_ISL_1544014 

AY.1 Delta AY.1 EPI_ISL_2695467 

AY.2 Delta AY.2 EPI_ISL_2693246 

BA.1 Omicron BA.1 EPI_ISL_6841980 

BA.2 Omicron BA.2 EPI_ISL_7190366 

BA.2 Omicron BA.2 EPI_ISL_7718520 

BA.2.12.1  - EPI_ISL_12248637.1 

BA.2.12.1  - EPI_ISL_12303256.1 

BA.4.1 Omicron BA.4 EPI_ISL_12516495 

BA.5.5 Omicron BA.5 EPI_ISL_12620611 

BA.4.1 Omicron BA.4 EPI_ISL_12454576 

BA.4.1 Omicron BA.4 EPI_ISL_12605687 

BQ.1  - EPI_ISL_14829147 

  



 

 

 

 

Supplementary Table 7 | The composition (in %) of the in vitro mixtures with standard 

lineage and sublineage ratios 

 original  alpha beta 

gam

ma delta delta 

delt

a iota 

omicr

on 

omicr

on 

Samp

le 

Wuhan-

Hu-1 A.1 B.1.1.7 

B.1.35

1 P.1 

B.1.6

17.2 AY.1 

AY.

2 

B.1.5

26 BA.1 BA.2 

S1 25 75 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

S2 25 50 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

S3 25 25 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 

S4 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 

S5 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 0 50 

S6 0 25 0 0 0 0 0 25 25 25 

S7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 50 

S8 25 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 25 25 

S9 0 0 0 0 0 50 50 0 0 0 

S10 0 0 0 0 50 25 25 0 0 0 

S11 0 0 0 0 0 25 25 0 50 0 

S12 0 0 0 0 0 25 25 0 25 25 

S13 0 0 0 0 0 25 25 0 25 25 

S14 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 25 25 

S15 0 0 0 0 0 25 25 0 25 25 

S16 0 25 0 0 25 0 0 0 25 25 

  



 

 

 

 

Supplementary Table 8 | ART tool parameters relevant for our simulation and their 

interpretation 

Parameter 
used 

Parameter interpretation (from the ART manual) 

-i filename or path of input DNA/RNA reference used as a simulation template 

-o prefix of output filename or path 

-sam generate SAM alignment file 

-ss name of Illumina sequencing system of the built-in profile used for simulation 

-ef generate the zero sequencing errors SAM file as well the regular one* 

-p paired-end read simulation 

-l length of reads to be simulated 

-c number of reads/read pairs to be generated per sequence/amplicon 

-m mean size of DNA/RNA fragments for paired-end simulations 

-s standard deviation of DNA/RNA fragment size for paired-end simulations 

-ir first-read insertion rate (default: 0.00009) 

-ir2 second-read insertion rate (default: 0.00015) 

-dr first-read deletion rate (default:  0.00011) 

-dr2 second-read deletion rate (default: 0.00023) 

*reads in the zero-error SAM file have the same alignment positions as those in the regular SAM 

file (true alignments) 

 

 


