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Abstract

Background: Provision of tuberculosis preventive treatment (TPT) to individuals with
Mycobacterium tuberculosis (M.tb) infection (TBI) is a key strategy to reduce the global
tuberculosis burden. Tuberculosis risk is significantly higher after recent compared to remote
TBI. We aimed to define a blood-based biomarker, measured with a simple flow cytometry
assay, to stratify different stages of TBI to infer risk of disease.

Methods: Healthy adolescents were serially tested with QuantiFERON-TB Gold (QFT) to
define recent (QFT conversion <6 months) and remote (persistent QFT+ for >1 year) TBI.
M.tb-specific T cells were defined as [FN-g+TNF+CD3+ cells upon CFP-10/ESAT-6 or M.tb
lysate stimulation. AHLA-DR median fluorescence intensity (MFI) was defined as the
difference in HLA-DR expression between M.tb-specific and total T cells. Biomarker
performance was assessed by blinded prediction in untouched test cohorts with recent versus
remote TBI or tuberculosis disease, and unblinded analysis of asymptomatic adolescents with
TBI who remained healthy (non-progressors) or who progressed to microbiologically-
confirmed disease (progressors).

Findings: In the test cohorts, frequencies of M.tb-specific T cells differentiated between QFT-
(n=25) and QFT+ (n=47) individuals [area under the ROC curve (AUCROC): 0.94; 95%CI:
0.87-1.00]. AHLA-DR MFT significantly discriminated between recent (n=20) and remote
(n=22) TBI (AUCROC 0.91; 95%CI: 0.83-1.00); remote TBI and newly diagnosed
tuberculosis (n=19; AUCROC 0.99; 95%CI: 0.96-1.00); and between tuberculosis progressors
(n=22) and non-progressors (n=34; AUCROC 0.75, 95%CI: 0.63-0.87).

Interpretation: The AHLA-DR MFI biomarker can identify individuals with recent TBI and
those with disease progression, allowing targeted provision of TPT to those at highest risk of

tuberculosis.
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Introduction

Tuberculosis is an ongoing global threat causing an estimated ten million incident cases and
approximately 1.5 million deaths in 2018 (1), and is the leading cause of death due to a single
infectious agent. A key strategy to alleviate the global burden of tuberculosis, promoted by the
World Health Organisation, is to provide tuberculosis preventive therapy (TPT) to individuals
with Mycobacterium tuberculosis (M.tb) infection (TBI), who are at risk of disease progression
(2). Current diagnostic tests can identify persons with tuberculosis (sputum-based
microbiological tests) and those with TBI [tuberculin skin test (TST) or [FN-y release assays
(IGRAs)]. However, these tests cannot distinguish who, among those with asymptomatic TBI
are at high risk of progressing to active disease and should receive TPT.

In countries with low tuberculosis burden (<100 cases/1 million people per year) and/or high
income, TPT is standard of care for persons with clinical and epidemiological risk factors or
diagnosis of TBI, and reduces the risk of tuberculosis (3, 4). On the other hand, in many
countries where M.tb is endemic more than 50% of adults may have TBI (5), making provision
of TPT infeasible and unaffordable, especially without knowledge of exposure history.
Provision of TPT to all M.tb-infected individuals is also not universally practiced because risk
of reinfection after treatment completion is high in high transmission settings (6, 7).
Furthermore, given the small proportion of M.tb infected individuals who are actually at risk
of tuberculosis progression, provision of TPT to all those infected exposes many individuals to
unnecessary side-effects.

The highest risk of tuberculosis progression occurs within the first 1-2 years after primary
infection (8-10). By contrast, established, remote infection is associated with a much lower risk
of tuberculosis (8, 9). In fact, remote TBI has been associated with “protective immunity”
against disease progression (11, 12), and there is evidence that many individuals with remote
M.tb exposure may actually have cleared M.tb (13). A blood-based biomarker that could
distinguish between recent and remote infection would therefore allow targeted TPT to those
with recent infection and could potentially transform the clinical management of tuberculosis,
regardless of setting (14). Unfortunately, current diagnostic tests for TBI measure
immunological sensitization to M.tb and cannot distinguish between recent and remote TBI.
Improving tools for detecting TBI and testing for progression to tuberculosis is a key priority
in the Global Plan to end TB (15).

M.tb-specific T cell features such as activation (16-19), differentiation (20, 21) and

polyfunctional profiles (22, 23) have shown promising diagnostic applications to distinguish
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TBI from tuberculosis, and to monitor treatment response. The underlying hypothesis is that
all these biomarkers reflect M.tb antigen load, which is higher during tuberculosis compared
to controlled TBI, and that tuberculosis treatment effectively reduces M.tb load. We postulated
that recent TBI is associated with a high initial M.tb load that is ultimately controlled by
immune responses in those with remote infection, who do not progress to primary disease. We
also postulated that progression from TBI to disease is associated with a gradual increase in
M.tb load (24). This is supported by our previous study in progressors, which showed increased
inflammation and activation of bulk CD4 T cells prior to clinical onset (25). In line with this
principle, Halliday and colleagues discovered that proportions of M.tb-specific TNF+IFN-y-
IL-2- CD4 T cells with an effector (Terr) phenotype distinguished between recent and remote
TBI (26).

In this study, we hypothesised that recent TBI and progression to tuberculosis are associated
with higher levels of M.tb-specific T cell activation compared to remote TBI when risk of
disease progression is low. We aimed to develop a simplified assay that could stratify, for the
first time, the entire spectrum of M.tb from acquisition of infection to clinical disease and
through treatment response, and that is amenable to clinical translation and further large-scale

clinical validation.

Methods

Study Design

We designed a retrospective study in adolescents and adults to compare immune responses
between recent and remote TBI, TBI and tuberculosis disease, as well as between tuberculosis

progressors and non-progressors using cryopreserved peripheral blood mononuclear cells

(PBMC).

Participants
Adolescent and adult participants were enrolled in observational studies approved by the
University of Cape Town Human Research Ethics Committee (protocol references: 045/2005,

088/2008, 102/2017).
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Adolescents

Different groups of adolescents were selected (Figure 1) from a large epidemiological study
conducted in the greater Worcester area, Western Cape, South Africa, from July 2005 through
February 2009 (10). Healthy 12-18 years old participants were enrolled at high schools; those
pregnant or lactating, and those who reported acute or chronic medical conditions resulting in
hospitalization within 6 months prior to enrolment were excluded. HIV testing was allowed
only in participants diagnosed with tuberculosis during follow-up, and those who were HIV-
positive were excluded from this study. Adolescent and parents or legal guardians provided
written, informed assent and consent, respectively. QuantiFERON-TB Gold In-Tube (QFT;
Cellestis) testing was performed to measure TBI and PBMC were collected at enrolment and
at 6-monthly intervals during a 2-year follow-up in a subset of the cohort. Participants with
tuberculosis symptoms or household contact with a tuberculosis patient were investigated for
disease throughout follow-up.

Definition of recent and remote TBI

Recent TBI was defined in healthy participants by two negative QFT tests (IFN-g<0.35 IU/mL;
assay performed and interpreted according to the manufacturer’s specifications) followed by
two positive QFT tests (IFN-g>0.35 IU/mL) 6 months apart over 1.5 years. Remote TBI was
defined in healthy participants by 4 consecutive QFT positive tests 6 months apart over 1.5
years. Here we included results from the first QFT- and the first QFT+ visit (1 year apart) for
participants with recent TBI, and the third or fourth QFT+ visit for participants with remote
TBI. Adolescents selected based on PBMC availability were split into a training cohort and a
blinded test cohort (Figure 1A, Supplementary Table 1).

Definition of progressors and non-progressors

Adolescents with TBI, defined by a positive QFT test and/or a positive TST (induration
>10mm; 0.1 mL dose of purified protein derivative RT-23, 2-TU, Statens Serum Institut), who
developed microbiologically-confirmed, intrathoracic tuberculosis during the 2-year follow-up
were included as progressors, while those who remained healthy were included as non-
progressors (Figure 1C). Individuals included here were a sub-group of adolescents studied to
identify a transcriptomic blood signature for tuberculosis risk, selected based on sample
availability (25, 27). Tuberculosis was diagnosed by either two sputum samples positive on
smear microscopy for acid-fast bacilli or one sputum sample positive for M.tb by liquid culture

(27). Only samples collected before tuberculosis diagnosis were analysed.
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Adults

Patients above 18 years old with recently diagnosed tuberculosis (positive XpertMTB/RIF,
Cepheid), who provided written informed consent were recruited from the greater Worcester
area clinics, Western Cape, South Africa, from January through August 2015. All adults with
HIV-infection, anaemia (Haemoglobin <8.0d/dL), body mass index <17, with signs of other
chronic illnesses that were not consistent with tuberculosis and those who had already started

tuberculosis treatment were excluded from the study.

PBMC stimulation and staining protocols

Cryopreserved PBMC were thawed and stimulated with peptide pools spanning full length
CFP-10/ESAT-6, antigens used in the QFT assay, for 18 hours (tuberculosis, recent and remote
TBI groups) or M.tb lysate (H37Rv) for 12 hours (progressors and non-progressors). Cells were
stained and analysed by flow cytometry (Supplementary Tables 2, 3, and 4). M.tb-specific cells
were defined by cytokine expression, detected either by intra-cellular cytokine staining (ICS;
tuberculosis, recent and remote TBI groups) or gene expression from sorted, single
CD69+CD137+ and/or CD69+CD154+ cells (progressors and non-progressors). Detailed

information is provided in the Supplementary Methods.

Data Analysis

Responder definition

We identified responders as individuals with relative counts of IFN-y+TNF+ CD3+ T cells in
the antigen-stimulated condition that were significantly higher (p<0.01 by Fisher’s Exact test)
than the unstimulated condition, and had a fold change of antigen-specific T cell frequencies

of >3.

Progressor and non-progressors transcriptomic analysis

TCRoap sequences were amplified using a panel of TCRaf} primers and further amplified in a
nested PCR before sequencing on a MiSeq (Illumina) instrument, as described previously (28,
29). Expression of 20 mRNA transcripts was detected within each sorted T cell, as described
previously (28, 29). Co-expression of IFNG+TNF+ was defined by 5 or more IFNG and TNF
reads per cell. Only samples with 10 or more IFNG and TNF co-expressing cells were analysed

for HLA-DR expression (see below).
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T cell activation biomarker definition

In the training and progressor cohorts, we explored different calculations to define the T cell
activation biomarker: HLA-DR+ T cells as a percentage of total IFN-y+TNF+ T cells, HLA-
DR median fluorescent intensity (MFI) ratio (Equation 1) and Delta (A) HLA-DR MFI
(Equation 2, Figure 2D).

HLADR MFI on IFNy+TNF+CD3+cells
HLADR MFI on total CD3+cells

Equation 1: HLA — DR MFI Ratio =

Equation 2: AHLADR MFI = (HLADR MFI on IFN-y+TNF+ CD3+ cells) — (HLADR MFI
on total CD3+ cells)

Statistical analysis

Statistical analyses were performed using R and GraphPad Prism v7. We applied Wilcoxon
signed-rank and Mann-Whitney U tests for paired and un-paired analyses, respectively. We
considered p values <0.025 as significant, after correcting for multiple comparisons using the
Bonferroni method when comparing 3 groups. Functional and activation features identified as
significantly different between TBI states were tested for their diagnostic potential using

receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve analysis performed using the pROC package in

R (version 1.15.3; https://web.expasy.org/pROC/; 30). Biomarker selection was performed in
the training cohort, and tested in a blinded fashion in the test cohort. We selected the AHLA-
DR MFTI threshold for the test cohort based on the best sensitivity between TBI and
tuberculosis. This threshold was then applied to compare the performance of the biomarker

between recent and remote TBI.

Results

To identify potential biomarkers of recent TBI, we first evaluated a training cohort of
adolescents with recent (n=30) and remote (n=30) TBI (Figure 1A, Supplementary Table 1),
and compared T cell polyfunctional, memory and activation profiles between the two TBI
states. Out of all the immune features we measured, T cell activation was the best candidate
biomarker that distinguished between remote and recent TBI (Mpande et al., manuscript in
preparation). With a simplified assay, we then tested the T cell activation biomarker in a

blinded test cohort of adolescents with recent (n=25) and remote (n=25) TBI, and adults with
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tuberculosis disease (n=25) (Figure 1A-B). The T cell activation biomarker was also evaluated
with a different method in a cohort of adolescent progressors and non-progressors (Figure 1C).
In the training cohort, we measured expression of HLA-DR, IFN-y and TNF in live CD3+ T
cells upon PBMC stimulation with CFP-10/ESAT-6 (Figure 2A, Supplementary Figures 1A
and 2A). IFN-y levels measured by QFT and flow cytometry were strongly correlated
(Supplementary Figure 2B). Activation was measured on cytokine-producing T cells as HLA-
DR MFI, thus contribution of non-specific signal from the unstimulated control cannot be
subtracted. We defined antigen-specific T cells as IFN-y+TNF+CD3+ cells, based on previous
observations that activation measured on CFP-10/ESAT-6-specific IFN-y+TNF+ could yield
better diagnostic accuracy than IFN-y+ T cells (19). The IFN-y+TNF+ subset was also
associated with lower responses than IFN-y+ CD3 T cells in unstimulated controls
(Supplementary Figure 2A).

Acquisition of TBI (i.e. QFT conversion) was associated with an increase of CFP-10/ESAT-6-
specific IFN-y+TNF+ and IFN-y+ CD3 T cells, which were detectable at comparable
frequencies in recent and remote TBI (Figure 2B, Supplementary Figure 2B). Similar to the
QFT assay, frequencies of CFP-10/ESAT-6-specific IFN-y+TNF+ CD3 T cells allowed
discrimination between pre-TBI (i.e. QFT-) and recent TBI (i.e. QFT+) with an area under the
ROC curve (AUCROC) of 0.89 [95% confidence interval (CI): 0.79-0.99], but not recent and
remote TBI (AUCROC 0.54, 95% CI: 0.38-0.70, Figure 2C). Results for IFN-y+ CD3 T cells
were similar (Supplementary Figure 3C-D).

Analysis of T cell activation in CFP-10/ESAT-6-stimulated samples was restricted to samples
that passed our responder criteria (see methods). AHLA-DR MFI (Figure 2E), proportions of
HLA-DR+ IFN-y+TNF+ CD3+ T cells (Supplementary Figure 3A) and HLA-DR MFI ratio
(Supplementary Figure 3B) were significantly higher in recent TBI compared remote TBI. All
biomarkers yielded promising discriminatory potential with AUCROCs of 0.91 (95% CI: 0.81-
1.00) for AHLA-DR MFI (Figure 2F), 0.93 (95% CI: 0.84-1.00) for % HLA-DR and 0.91 (95%
CI: 0.80-1.00) for HLA-DR MFI ratio (Supplementary Figure 3D). We also evaluated the only
previously published candidate biomarker for recent TBI, namely proportions of TNF only-
expressing effector (CD45RA-CCR7-) CD4+ T cells (26), and found similar levels in recent
and remote TBI, with poor diagnostic performance (AUCROC of 0.61; 95% CI: 0.42-0.80;
Supplementary Figure 3C-D). We selected AHLA-DR MFT for blinded confirmation in the test
cohort because it does not require selection of a discrete HLA-DR-positive cell subset using a

threshold or “gate”, thus reducing operator bias, and also avoids the issue of negative MFI
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values that can result from flow cytometric compensation, which would affect calculation of
the ratio-based biomarker.

Next, we evaluated performance of the AHLA-DR MFI biomarker to distinguish between
recent and remote TBI, and between TBI and tuberculosis in the test cohorts. We developed a
simplified version of the PBMC-ICS assay and an algorithm to provide a framework for
interpreting test results and determine potential TBI states (Table 1). TBI was defined as a
positive CFP-10/ESAT-6-specific IFN-y+TNF+ CD3+ T cell response. In those with TBI,
individuals were then classified into recent TBI, remote TBI or those with tuberculosis based
on their AHLA-DR MFI.

CFP-10/ESAT-6-specific IFN-y+TNF+ CD3+ T cells induced by recent TBI in the test cohorts
were detected at similar frequencies to those with remote TBI or with tuberculosis (Figure 3A).
Importantly, we were able to discriminate M.tb-uninfected (QFT-) individuals from those with
recent or remote TBI (QFT+) with an AUCROC of 0.94 (95% CI: 0.87-1.00; Figure 3B),
suggesting that this simple flow cytometry-based assay yields equivalent diagnostic
information to QFT.

AHLA-DR MFI was significantly higher in recent TBI compared to remote TBI (Figure 3C),
and in tuberculosis patients compared to individuals with TBI (Figure 3C). Using a AHLA-DR
MFI cut-off of 750, we were able to discriminate between recent and remote TBI with a
specificity, sensitivity and AUCROC of 90%, 85% and 0.91 (95% CI: 0.83-1.00), respectively.
We also observed excellent discrimination between remote TBI and tuberculosis, with high
specificity (91%), sensitivity (100%) and AUCROC (0.99, 95% CI: 0.96-1.00). AHLA-DR
MFTI could not accurately discriminate between recent TBI and tuberculosis (AUC=0.67, 95%
CI: 0.50-0.84; Figure 3C-D). Supplementary Table 6 summarises the outcomes of the
diagnostic algorithm described in Table 1 when applied to the test cohort.

Our group previously reported a 6-gene blood transcriptomic signature, RISK6, that can
identify individuals with TBI who are at risk of progressing to tuberculosis (31). We therefore
tested the ability of the AHLA-DR MFI biomarker to distinguish between progressors (n=34)
and non-progressors (n=34) in a longitudinal cohort of healthy, TBI adolescents (Figure 1C).
Levels of AHLA-DR MFI were significantly higher in progressors up to 2 years before
tuberculosis diagnosis compared to non-progressors (AUCROC of 0.75; 95% CI: 0.63-0.87,
Figure 4). These results were consistent with the performance of RISK6 and suggest that the
AHLA-DR MFI biomarker may also be useful to identify individuals at risk of disease

progression.
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Discussion

We describe a simple biomarker, AHLA-DR MFI, that measures M.tb-specific T cell
frequencies and their activation levels, and can distinguish M.tb uninfected individuals from
those with TBI, and among the latter can identify those with recent TBI, disease progression
and active tuberculosis. This is a significant advance over current M.tb immunodiagnostics
(TST and IGRA), which measure immune responses and are unable to distinguish between TBI
and tuberculosis, between recent and remote TBI or between TBI and tuberculosis progressors.
Consistent with this limitation, we demonstrated that measuring M.tb-specific T cell functions
by flow cytometry can distinguish between IGRA- and IGRA+ individuals, but not between
TBI and tuberculosis, nor recent and remote TBI. Since individuals with recent TBI and high
risk for disease progression would benefit from targeted TPT, this biomarker offers an
opportunity to identify a group of asymptomatic individuals at particularly high risk of
tuberculosis, while those with remote TBI would derive less benefit from TPT. This is of
particular importance in high incidence settings, where a large proportion of the population is
already M.tb infected and identification of individuals at high risk of TB progression is
challenging. Our findings build on previous studies that have shown that measurement of M.tb-
specific T cell activation by flow cytometry has promising diagnostic potential to distinguish
TBI from tuberculosis disease, regardless of HIV status, as well as to monitor treatment
response (16-19).

The immunological hypothesis that underpins our observations is that T cell activation reflects
M.tb antigen load in vivo, and that these levels peak during primary infection and then drop in
most people with remote infection, due to control of bacterial replication. However, in people
who progress towards active tuberculosis, M.tb antigen load rises again to reach high levels in
those with clinical tuberculosis. Our measurements of T cell activation during the different
stages of TBI provide evidence that supports this hypothesis. Further, our findings suggest that
remote TBI is associated with low and stable levels of M.tb-specific T cell activation,
consistent with control or perhaps even clearance of M.tb. This supports the hypothesis that
tuberculosis has a short incubation period (<2 years) and that M.tb-specific T cell responses
detected with IGRAs in most individuals with remote TBI represent immunological memory,
and not ongoing M.tb replication (13). Therefore, our biomarker has utility to distinguish the
majority of individuals with remote TBI and low risk of tuberculosis progression, who would
be spared TPT, from the minority who harbour replicating M.tb, are at high risk of progression,

and would benefit from further clinical investigation and TPT.

10
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The strengths of our study include unique and well-characterized clinical cohorts, blinded
verification of our findings in a test cohort and translation of biological observations made with
complex technology to a simple test that can be used for further validation.

Limitations of our study include the small and retrospective case-control study design, and that
all adolescent participants were selected from the same epidemiological study (10). We were
thus unable to formally validate our AHLA-DR MFI biomarker because the test, training and
progressor cohorts were not completely independent. The control group of newly diagnosed
tuberculosis included adults aged 21-42 years, therefore we cannot exclude age-related
differences. Further, experimental protocols used to detect T cell activation were different
between cohorts. While the consistency of results points towards robustness of the biomarker,
this experimental setup prevented us from defining a positivity cut-off in the training cohort,
and formally validating it in the test cohorts. Additionally, samples from the progressor cohort
were stimulated with M.tb lysate, which contains antigens cross-reactive with other
mycobacteria, and included sorting of reactive cells prior to measurement of [FN-y and TNF
expression. These factors could have contributed to lower discriminatory power between
progressors and non-progressors.

The candidate biomarker proposed by Halliday and colleagues (TNF only-expressing Tkrr
cells; 26) did not discriminate between recent and remote TBI in our study. Compared to the
original biomarker description, we used a different flow cytometry panel that lacked CD127,
and therefore the cell subset definition was not identical.

Finally, experimental protocols described here were performed on cryopreserved PBMC, a
sample type that may not be ideal for clinical purposes, but was the only one available for this
retrospective study. Although this is not a point-of-care assay, we have shown that it can be
adapted to a whole blood assay (such as QFT) with a simple 4-colour flow cytometry panel as
readout (19), using basic technology that is widespread even in resource limited settings and is
suitable for automated analysis. It will be necessary to validate this simplified assay in large
field studies to estimate its true performance characteristics. Preferred performance
characteristics of a test that can differentiate between recent and remote TBI are currently not
defined and would need to be developed to provide benchmarks for test performance. A
validation is currently underway in a prospective paediatric cohort of house-hold contacts of
tuberculosis patients .

In summary, we describe a blood-based T cell biomarker, AHLA-DR MFI , measured with a

simple flow cytometry assay, that can be used to identify individuals with recent TBI and those
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with tuberculosis progression, as well as clinical disease. Upon further validation, the AHLA-
DR MFI biomarker has the potential to stratify individuals along the M.tb spectrum and could
be considered as a rule-in test, to identify individuals at high risk of tuberculosis for further
evaluation. If interpreted in association with clinical features and microbiological tests, this
biomarker could identify individuals with tuberculosis who would benefit from standard
treatment, those at high risk who should receive TPT, and those who would not currently

benefit from TPT but may be re-tested in future.
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Figure 1: Study Consort. Adolescent participants were selected based on PBMC sample availability from a larger epidemiological study, the
Adolescent Cohort Study (10). (A) Inclusions and exclusions for the recent and remote TBI training and test cohorts. (B) Adults with tuberculosis
diagnosis sampled cross-sectionally (31). (C) Reasons for inclusion and exclusion of participants as progressors and non-progressors cohort. QFT

= QuantiFERON-TB Gold; TST = tuberculin skin test.
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Figure 2. Recent TBI is associated with higher T cell activation than remote TBI. (A)
Representative flow cytometry plots depicting IFN-y, TNF and HLA-DR expression in CD3+
T cells. IFN-y+TNF+ and total CD3+ T cells are depicted by black and pseudocolour dots,
respectively. (B) Frequencies of background subtracted CFP-10/ESAT-6-specific IFN-
y+TNF+ CD3+ T cells detected before (pre-TBI, blue, n=25) and after (recent TBI, red, n=27)
infection, and during remote TBI (black, n=26) in the training cohort. (C) Area under the
receiving operating characteristic curve (AUCROC) showing performance of CFP-10/ESAT-
6-specific IFN-y+TNF+ CD3+ T cells to discriminate between pre-TBI and recent TBI, and
between recent and remote TBI. (D) Representative flow cytometry histogram overlay of HLA-
DR expression levels by IFN-y+TNF+ CD3+ T cells (black) and total CD4 T cells (blue), and
how AHLA-DR MFI is calculated. (E) AHLA-DR MEFI in recent (n=22) and remote (n=26)
TBI responders in the training cohort. (F) Performance of AHLA-DR MFTI to discriminate
between recent and remote TBI. P-values were calculated using the Wilcoxon-signed rank for
paired (pre-TBI versus recent TBI) or Mann-Whitney U test for unpaired (recent versus remote
TBI) comparisons. Where appropriate we corrected for multiple comparison as described in
the methods. P-values highlighted in bold and red are considered significant. Shaded areas in
AUCROC plots depict 95% confidence intervals. Values less than 0.0001 were set to 0.0001
to allow display on a logarithmic scale.
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Table 1: Interpretation of the T cell activation biomarker test results.

M.tb-specific Response Definition Requn d °r Recent TBI or tuberculosis “definition”
Definition
IFN-
y+TNF+ T
it IFN-y+TNF+ IFN-y+TNF+T| ooy o
ESAT- T cells cells MFI
6/CFP-10 vs PHA Vs [{NS Interpretation | ESAT-6/CFP- (IFN-y+TNF+) Interpretation
(Fisher’s 10 over UNS
UNS B (i) - (total T cells)
(Fisher’s
Exact)
- (<750) Remote-TBI
=3 fold Recent-TBI or
< + (> .
p<0.01 Any TBI (=>750) tuberculosis
<3 fold
p>0.01 p <0.01 TBI
p>0.01 p>0.01 Indeterminate

UNS, unstimulated control
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Figure 3: T cell biomarkers can distinguish between recent and remote TBI, as well as
between TBI and tuberculosis. (A) Frequencies of background subtracted CFP-10/ESAT-6-
specific IFN-y+TNF+ CD3+ T cells detected before (pre-TBI, blue, n=25) and after (recent
TBI, red, n=23) TBI, during remote TBI (black open symbols, n=24), and in tuberculosis
patients (ATB, black half-filled symbols, n=22) in the test cohort. (B) ROC curve analysis
illustrating the performance of CFP-10/ESAT-6-specific IFN-y+TNF+ CD3+ T cells to
distinguish between samples taken before TBI (pre-TBI) and those taken after TBI (recent or
remote TBI combined). (C) AHLA-DR MFT in responders with recent TBI (n=20), remote TBI
(n=22) or tuberculosis (ATB, n=19). (D) ROC curve analysis depicting the performance of
AHLA-DR MFI to discriminate between recent and remote TBI, between recent TBI and
tuberculosis (ATB) and between remote TBI and tuberculosis . P-values were calculated using
the Wilcoxon-signed rank for paired (pre-TBI versus recent TBI) or the Mann-Whitney U test
for unpaired (all other) comparisons. Where appropriate we corrected for multiple comparisons
as described in the methods. P-values highlighted in bold and red are considered significant.
Shaded areas in AUCROC plots depict 95% confidence intervals. Values less than 0.0001 were
set to 0.0001 to allow display on a logarithmic scale.
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Figure 4: Mycobacteria-specific T cells in tuberculosis progressors are more activated than
those in non-progressors. (A) AHLA-DR MFI on Mtb lysate-responsive T cells co-expressing
IFNG and TNF mRNA transcripts in non-progressors (n=58 longitudinal data points from 34
participants) and progressors [in samples collected >1 year before tuberculosis diagnosis (> 1
Year, n=26 longitudinal data points from 19 participants) or in samples collected within 1 year
of tuberculosis diagnosis (< 1 Year, n=29 longitudinal data points from 22 participants)]. P-
values were computed by Mann—Whitney U test and were corrected for 2 comparisons as
described in the methods. (B) ROC curve (AUC) depicting the performance of AHLA-DR MFI

to discriminate between non-progressors and progressors in samples collected >1 year before
tuberculosis or within 1 year of tuberculosis diagnosis.
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Supplementary methods

PBMC stimulation and staining protocols

Recent and remote TBI Protocol

Stimulation: Cells were thawed, rested for 4 hours and stimulated in R10 media (RPMI, 10% Fetal
Bovine Serum, 1% L-glutamine and 1% penicillin-streptomycin) containing anti-CD107a (training
cohort only) with either no antigen (unstimulated), CFP-10/ESAT-6 peptide pool (15 mer peptides
overlapping by ten amino-acids, 1pg/mL, GenScript Biotechnology), Staphylococcal enterotoxin B
(SEB, 1ug/mL, Sigma Aldricht, training cohort) or phytohemagglutinin (5pg/mL, Remel, test cohort).
Cells were incubated for 3 hours at 37°C with 5% CO,, after which brefeldin A (BFA, Spug/mL, Sigma
Aldrich) and monensin (2.5ug/mL, Sigma Aldrich) were added and incubated for a further 15 hours
(training cohort). BFA was added at the onset of the 18 hour stimulation in the test cohort.

Staining (Supplementary Table 2 and 3): Cells were treated with PBS 2% EDTA, washed and stained
with anti-CCR7 and anti-CXCR3 for 30 minutes at 37°C (training cohort only). Staining for viability
and surface markers was performed for 30 minutes at room temperature. Cells were washed, fixed and
permeabilised (CytoFix/CytoPerm, BD Biosciences) prior to intra-cellular staining of functional
markers for 30 minutes at room temperature. Cells were washed and fixed (PBS 1%
paraformaldehyde) prior to acquisition on a LSRII flow cytometer (BD Biosciences; Supplementary

Figure 1A).

Progressor and Non-progressor Protocol

Cryopreserved PBMC from progressors and non-progressors were thawed, rested for 6 hours, and
stimulated in R10 for 12 hours with M.tb lysate (final concentration 10pug/mL, BEI Resources: NR-
14822) in the presence of anti-CD49d antibody (final concentration 1pug/mL), and anti-CD154-PE
(final concentration 10pL/mL). Following stimulation cells were washed and stained with
LIVE/DEAD Fixable Aqua Stain for 30 minutes at 4°C. Next, cells were washed and stained with
antibodies (Supplementary Table 4) for 60 minutes at room temperature. Activated (i.e.
CD69+CD137+ and/or CD69+CD154+) single T cells were index-sorted (BD FACS Aria-II;
Supplementary Figure 1B) into 96 well plates containing One-Step RT-PCR buffer (Qiagen) and a
panel of primers specific for 20 mRNA transcripts (Supplementary Table 5). Transcript-specific
amplification was performed and further amplified in a nested PCR before sequencing on a MiSeq

(Illumina) instrument (1,2).



Biomarker Definition

Candidate biomarker

Halliday and colleagues showed that the proportion of TNF+IL-2-IFN-y- CD4 T cells with an effector
memory phenotype (Tg), defined as CD45RA-CCR7-CDI127-, detected by flow cytometry after
stimulation with M.tb purified protein derivative, could distinguish recent from remote TBI (3). Since
we did not include CD127 in our flow cytometry panel, we defined TNF+IL-2-IFN-y- Tg memory
CDA4 T cells as CD45RA-CCR7-. We considered those individuals with frequencies of antigen-specific
CDA4 T cells expressing any combination of Th1 cytokines (IFN-y=TNF=£IL-2+) that were significantly
higher [false discovery rate <0.01, calculated by MIMOSA in R, version 1.21.0;
https://github.com/RGLab/MIMOSA (4); and at least 3 fold increase] than background as responders.

Non-responders were excluded from the analysis.
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Supplementary Figure 1: Gating strategy used to identify M.tb-responsive T cells. Gating strategies used for training and test cohorts were
similar. We first gated on total cells based on consistency of fluorescence over acquisition time (time gate), followed by exclusion of cell doublets
(singlet gate), dead cells and antibody aggregates. We then gated on total lymphocytes, excluded CD3- cells that expressed high levels of HLA-
DR, which we assumed were B cells, and then gated on total CD3+ cells. Functional markers (IFN-y and TNF) and activation marker HLA-DR
were then selected among total CD3+ cells as indicated in Figure 2A. (B) Gating strategy used to identify M.tb-responsive T cells following
stimulation with Mtb lysate in the progressor and non-progressor cohort. Live, Mtb-responsive aff T cells were defined as CD69+ cells co-
expressing CD154 and/or CD137. M.tb-responsive T cells were index sorted into 96-well plates for single cell gene expression profiling.
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Supplementary Figure 2: Functional CD3 T cell responses cannot distinguish between recent
and remote TBIL (A) Frequencies of unstimulated (open circles, n=78) and CFP-10/ESAT-6-
stimulated (black circles, n=78) IFN-y+ and IFN-y+TNF+ CD3+ T cells detected across all samples in
the training cohort. (B) Frequencies of IFN-y+ (circles) and IFN-y+TNF+ (squares) CD3+ T cells
detected in all individuals from the training cohort (n=78) by PBMC-ICS were compared to IFN-y
levels (IU/mL) measured by QFT in fresh whole blood. Dotted line at 0.351U/mL represents the QFT
cut-off. r represents the Spearman’s correlation coefficient. (C) Frequencies of background subtracted
CFP-10/ESAT-6-specific IFN-y+ CD3+ T cells detected before (pre-TBI, blue, n=25) and after TBI
(recent TBI, red, n=27) and during remote TBI (n=26, black). (C) ROC curve (AUC) depicting the
performance of CFP-10/ESAT-6-specific IFN-y+ CD3 T cells to discriminate between pre-TBI and
recent TBI and between recent and remote TBI. P-values were calculated using the Wilcoxon-signed
rank test for paired and the Mann-Whitney U test for unpaired comparisons. Where appropriate, p-
values were corrected for multiple comparison as described in the methods. P-values highlighted in
bold and red were considered significant. Shaded areas depict 95% confidence intervals. Values less
than 0.0001 were set to 0.0001 to allow display on a logarithmic scale.
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Supplementary Figure 3: T cell activation but not TNF only TEFF CD4+ T cells can distinguish
between recent and remote TBI. Graphs depict (A) HLA-DR+ as a proportion of IFN-y+TNF+
CD3+ T cells and (B) HLA-DR MFI ratio in recent (n=22) and remote (n=26) TBI. (C) depicts TE
(CD45RA-CCRT7-) cells as a proportion of TNF+ IFN-y- IL-2- (TNF only) CD4+ T cells in adolescents
with recent (n=18) and remote (n=22) TBI. (D) ROC curve with 95% CI depicting the performance of
each biomarker illustrated in A-C to discriminate between pre-TBI and recent TBI and between recent
and remote TBI



- TBI TBI TBI TBI progressors
R SURACEIN (5 (14-16) 15(14-16) 15(14-16) 15 (14-16) 32 16 (15-17) 16 (14-17)
(IQR) (21-42)

Remote Recent Remote Recent Non-
B 30 25 25 25 39 39
Ethnicity: 26 29 23 23 14 36 37
Coloured

Supplementary Table 1: Demographics

aTB Progressors
Gender
) 21 19 12 9 3 14 28
Ethnicity:

Ethnicity:
Indian

Supplementary Table 2: Training Cohort Flow Cytometry Panel

Role Fluorochrome Clone Manufacturer | Cat. Number
CD3 BV650 UCHTI1 BD Biosciences 563852
CD4 Lineage BV785 OKT4 Biolegend 317442
CD8 BV711 RPA-T8 BD Biosciences 301044
CCR7 PE 150503 BD Biosciences 560765
T cell
CD45RA differentiation BV570 HI100 eBioscience 304132
HLA-DR Activation FITC 1243 BD Biosciences 307604
IFN-y Function Alexa Fluor 700 B27 BD Biosciences 557995
IL-2 APC Rat BD Biosciences 554567
TNF PE-Cy7 Mabl1 BD Biosciences 25734982
. e Near IR (APC- Life
Live/Dead Viability H7) N/A Technologies L34976

Markers highlighted in grey were not used for the purpose of the analysis reported.



Supplementary Table 3: Test Cohort Flow Cytometry Panel

Marker Clone Fluorochrome Clone Manufacturer | Cat. Number
CD3 Lineage Brilliant Blue 515 UCHTI1 BD 564465
HLA-DR Activation PE L243 BD 347401
IFN-y Function APC B27 BD 554702
TNF Function PE-Cy7 Mabl1 eBioscience 25734982
Live/Dead Viability Near IR (APC-H7) N/A Techl;lgi)gies L34976
Supplementary Table 4: TB-Progressor Cohort Flow Cytometry Panel
Marker Clone Fluorochrome Clone Manufacturer | Cat. Number
CD3 BV786 SK7 BD Biosciences 563800
CD4 Lineage BV605 RPA-T4 Biolegend 300556
CDS8 Alexa Fluor 700 RPA-T8 BD Biosciences 561453
TCRaf PE-Cy7 1P26 Biolegend 306720
CD69 . APC L78 BD Biosciences 340560
CD137 S?enctilgiﬁy BV711 4B4-1 BD Biosciences 740798
CD154 (CD40L) PE TRAP1 BD Biosciences 555700
HLA-DR Activation BV421 L243 Biolegend 307636
CD14 . BV510 MSE2 Biolegend 301842
CD19 Exclusion BV510 HIB19 Biolegend 302242
Live/Dead Viability BV510 N/A Invitrogen L34957

Markers highlighted in grey were not used for the purpose of the analysis reported.

Supplementary Table 5: mRNA transcripts targeted by single cell phenotyping primers

BCL6 GZMB IL13 1L4 RUNX3
EOMES IFNG IL174 PERF TBET
FOXP3 IL10 L2 RORC TGFB
GATA3 IL124 IL21 RUNXI TNF




Test interpretation

Pre-TBI
(n=25)

Supplementary Table 6: AHLA-DR MFI biomarker results

Recent-
TBI
(n=23)

Remote-
TBI
(n=24)

Indeterminate

M.tb infection
unlikely

M.tb infection likely

Responders (FE p <
0.01 & FC>3)

Remote Infection
likely

Recent Infection or
TB disease likely

% of
participants

(n)

% of
participants

(n)

% of
participants

(n)

% of participants

(n)

% of
responders (n)

% of
responders (n)

96% (24)

4% (1)

4% (1)

100% (1)

0

8.70% (2)
91.30%
(2D

86.96%
(20)

15% (3)

85% (17)

4.17% (1)

95.83%
(23)

91.67%
22
90.91%
(20)

9.09% (2)

4.54% (1)

95.45% (21)

86.36% (19)

0% (0)

100% (19)

FE = Fisher’s Exact test; FC = fold change stimulated over unstimulated




