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Abstract	45 
	46 
Background:	Patients	with	end-stage	kidney	disease	receiving	in-center	hemodialysis	are	at	high	47 
risk	of	exposed	to,	and	dying	from,	SARS-CoV-2.		As	impairments	in	both	humoral	and	cellular	48 
immunity	are	common	in	this	population,	their	response	to	vaccination	against	SARS-CoV-2	is	49 
uncertain.	50 
	51 
Methods:		We	have	followed	in-center	hemodialysis	patients	in	the	Réseau	Rénal	Québécois	52 
since	March	2020	with	serial	PCRs	for	COVID-19	and	clinical	outcomes.		Plasma	samples	were	53 
taken	from	58	patients	from	one	center	before,	and	4	weeks	after,	vaccination	with	one	dose	of	54 
the	BNT162b2	mRNA	vaccine.		Anti-RBD	(region	binding	domain	of	the	SARS-CoV-2	Spike	55 
protein)	IgG	levels	were	measured	using	ELISA	and	compared	to	levels	in	32	health	care	worker	56 
(HCW)	controls,	as	well	as	levels	in	convalescent	plasma	taken	from	12	hemodialysis	patients	4-57 
12	weeks	after	COVID-19	infection.		Patients	were	stratified	based	on	evidence	of	previous	58 
infection	with	COVID-19	(positive	PCR	or	antiRBD	detectable	at	baseline).			59 
	60 
Results:		Compared	with	health-care	workers,	hemodialysis	patients	without	prior	COVID-19		61 
exhibited	significantly	lower	anti-RBD	IgG	levels	4	weeks	after	vaccination	(p=0.0007).	Anti-RBD	62 
IgG	was	non-detectable	in	1/16	(6%)	of	HCWs,	and	25/46	(54%)	of	dialysis	patients	(p=0.0008).		63 
In	dialysis	patients	previously	infected	with	COVID-19,	mean	anti-RBD	levels	were	significantly	64 
lower	than	their	HCW	controls	(p=0.0031),	but	not	signficantly	different	than	those	in	65 
convalescent	plasma	of	recently	infected	dialysis	patients	(p=NS).		No	patients	reported	any	66 
symptoms	7	days	after	vaccination	on	a	standardized	questionnaire.			67 
	68 
Conclusion:		The	BNT162b2	vaccine	was	well-tolerated	in	hemodialysis	patients,	but	failed	to	69 
elicit	a	humoral	immune	response	in	>50%	patients	by	4	weeks.	Whether	these	patients	develop	70 
antibodies	or	T-cell	responses	after	prolonged	observation	requires	further	study.	Until	then,	we	71 
recommend	that	rigorous	infection	prevention	and	control	measures	in	the	dialysis	unit	and	72 
outside	of	it	be	continued	to	prevent	SARS-CoV-2	infection	in	this	susceptible	population.		73 
	74 
	75 
	76 
	 	77 
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Introduction	78 
	79 
Patients	with	end-stage	kidney	disease	receiving	hemodialysis	are	uniquely	vulnerable	during	80 
the	COVID-19	pandemic.	Self-isolation	to	avoid	viral	exposure	is	impossible,	as	most	patients	81 
must	leave	their	homes	3	times	weekly	to	receive	their	life-saving	treatments,	often	in	shared	82 
spaces	for	prolonged	periods.	Once	infected,	risk	of	death	is	as	high	as	25%1.	Some	centers	have	83 
thus	prioritized	hemodialysis	patients	for	vaccination.		84 
	85 
To	facilitate	wider	vaccine	distribution	during	current	shortages2,	some	jurisdictions	including	86 
Canada	have	opted	to	delay	the	recommended	3-week	second	dose	of	the	BNT162b2	vaccine	to	87 
16	weeks3.		Whether	the	reported	clinical	efficacy	of	>80%	after	a	single	dose4	holds	true	for	88 
dialysis	patients	is	unknown,	as	they	were	not	enrolled	in	this	trial4,	and	many	have	impaired	89 
humoral	and	cellular	immune	responses5.		90 
	91 
We	sought	to	determine	if	short-term	antibody	response	is	comparable	between	dialysis	92 
patients	and	health-care	workers	(HCWs)	vaccinated	with	a	single	dose	of	the	BNT162b2	mRNA	93 
vaccine,	and	how	this	compares	to	dialysis	patients	naturally	infected	with	SARS-CoV-2.		94 
	95 
Methods	96 
	97 
We	obtained	plasma	samples	before,	and	3-4	weeks	after	single	dose	vaccination	with	98 
BNT162b2,	from	58	patients	undergoing	hemodialysis,	and	32	HCWs,	in	Montreal,	Canada.	99 
Convalescent	plasma	was	obtained	from	12	hemodialysis	patients	4-12	weeks	after	PCR-100 
confirmed	SARS-CoV-2	infection.	All	58	dialysis	patients	completed	a	symptoms	questionnaire	7	101 
days	after	vaccination.	This	study	was	approved	by	the	local	research	ethics	board	and	patients	102 
provided	written	informed	consent.	103 
	104 
IgG	antibodies	against	the	receptor	binding	domain	(RBD)	of	SARS-CoV-2	Spike	glycoprotein	105 
were	assessed	in	plasma	samples	using	an	enzyme-linked	immunosorbent	assay	(ELISA)6,7.		106 
Bovine	serum	albumin	and	CR3022	monoclonal	antibody	(mAb)	against	SARS-CoV-2	S	107 
glycoprotein	were	used	as	negative	and	positive	controls,	respectively.	Anti-RBD	IgG	levels	were	108 
reported	as	relative	light	units	(RLU)	normalized	to	CR3022	mAb.	Seropositive	threshold	was	109 
established	as	mean	RLU	from	COVID-19	negative	plasma	obtained	from	10	volunteers	pre-110 
pandemic	plus	3	standard	deviations	of	this	mean6,7.	We	have	previously	shown	excellent	111 
reliability	of	this	assay	in	detecting	anti-RBD	IgG	levels	in	a	cross-sectional	cohort	of	infected	112 
individuals6.	113 
	114 
Groups	were	stratified	by	past	COVID-19	infection	(positive	PCR	to	SARS-CoV-2	or	positive	anti-115 
RBD	before	vaccination),	and	mean	RLUs	compared	using	student’s	t-test.	Two-sided	p-values	of	116 
<0.01	were	considered	significant,	adjusted	for	multiple	comparisons.	117 
	118 
	119 
	120 
	121 
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Results	122 
	123 
Dialysis	patients	were	considerably	older	than	HCWs,	with	more	comorbidities	(Table	1).	No	124 
dialysis	patient	reported	symptoms	or	adverse	events	within	7	days	of	vaccination.		125 
	126 
Dialysis	patients	without	prior	COVID-19	exhibited	significantly	lower	anti-RBD	IgG	levels	4	127 
weeks	after	vaccination,	compared	to	HCWs	at	3	weeks	(figure	1,	panel	A).	Twenty-five	of	46	128 
(54%)	dialysis	patients	had	no	detectable	anti-RBD	IgG,	compared	to	1/16	(6%)	HCWs	129 
(p=0.0008).	In	those	with	detectable	levels,	mean	RLU	was	still	significantly	lower	in	dialysis	130 
patients	than	in	HCWs	(14.7±11.1	vs.	44.8±31.8	RLU,	p=0.0046).		131 
	132 
Dialysis	patients	with	remote	COVID-19	infection	developed	anti-RBD	IgG	levels	after	133 
vaccination	that	were	significantly	lower	than	those	of	HCW	controls	(Figure	1,	panel	B),	but	not	134 
signficantly	different	than	those	in	convalescent	plasma	of	recently	infected	dialysis	patients	135 
(Figure	1,	panel	C).	136 
	137 
Discussion		138 
	139 
In	a	randomized	trial,	the	BNT162b2	vaccine	was	clinically	>80%	effective	after	3	weeks4.	While	140 
antibody	levels	that	confer	immunity	are	not	known,	our	group	has	shown	that	all	but	one	of	141 
our	HCWs	developed	anti-RBD	IgG	within	3	weeks	of	a	single	dose	of	this	vaccine,	which	142 
correlated	with	Fc	mediated	effector	functions	and	cellular	responses,	but	not	viral	143 
neutralization8.	In	contrast,	COVID-19	naïve	patients	receiving	hemodialysis	showed	lower	anti-144 
RBD	IgG	levels	at	4	weeks,	with	>50%	having	no	detectable	levels.		The	mean	antibody	response	145 
was	better	after	vaccination	in	dialysis	patients	previously	infected	with	COVID-19,	with	anti-146 
RBD	IgG	levels	similar	to	those	from	convalescent	plasma,	although	still	blunted	compared	to	147 
controls.			148 
	149 
We	cannot	rule	out	that	vaccinated	dialysis	patients	with	undetectable	anti-RBD	IgG	may	have	150 
developed	protective	cellular	immune	responses,	but	in	other	studies,	neutralization,	Fc	151 
function,	and	SARS-CoV-2	specific	T	cell	responses	have	only	been	observed	in	individuals	who	152 
elicited	RBD-specific	antibodies8,9.		153 
	154 
It	is	reassuring	that	the	BNT162b2	vaccine	was	well-tolerated	in	dialysis	patients,	but	its	efficacy	155 
remains	uncertain.	Whether	anti-RBD	IgG	increase	to	control	levels	and/or	cellular	immune	156 
responses	develop	after	more	prolonged	observation	require	further	study.		In	the	meantime,	157 
continuation	of	rigorous	infection	prevention	and	control	measures	in	the	dialysis	unit10	and	158 
outside	of	it	is	paramount	to	prevent	SARS-CoV-2	infection	and	its	adverse	outcomes	in	this	159 
susceptible	population.		160 
	161 
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	209 
	210 
	211 
Table	1:		Baseline	Characteristics	212 

	213 

Variable	
Vaccinated,	COVID-19	naïve	 Vaccinated,	Prior	COVID-19	 Unvaccinateda	

HCWs	
[Group	H1,	N=16]	

DIALYSIS	
[Group	D1,	N=46]	

HCWs	
[Group	H2,	N=16]	

DIALYSIS	
[Group	D2,	N=12]	

DIALYSIS	
[Group	D3,	N=12]	

Age	(yrs)	
	

48	(10.1)	
[52,	21-59]	

74.4	(12.4)	
[77,	41-92]	

47	(12.8)	
[46,	23-65]	

80.3	(9.7)	
[84,	56-90]	

65.7	(16.3)	
[70.5,	35-88]	

Female	sex	(N,	%)	 81	 21	(46)	 50	 7	(58)	 50	
Long-term	Care	(N,	%)	 0	 2	(4)	 0	 2	(17)	 0	
Immunosuppressive	
medications	(N,	%)	 0	 5	(11)	 0	 1	(8)	 17	

Past	Kidney	Transplant	(N,	%)	 0	 0	 0	 0	 33	
Diabetes	(N,	%)	 0	 28	(61)	 0	 6	(50)	 58	
Days	since	COVID-19	
infectionb,	c	 n/a	 n/a	 249	(58.97)	

[266,	116-309]	
276	(30)	

[285,	192-292]	
51	(23)	

[59,	25-99]	
Days	since	vaccination	
	

22	(3.29)	
[21,	16-26]	

28	(1.5)	
[28,	26-31]	

20	(1.85)	
[21,	17-25]	

27.5	(2.0)	
[27,	26-31]	 n/a	

aDefined	as	PCR	positive	test	in	dialysis	cohort,	and	onset	of	symptoms	in	HCW	cohort	214 
bFor	2/12	dialysis	patients,	time	of	infection	was	unknown	as	they	were	diagnosed	by	serology	only.		215 
cAt	the	time	of	writing,	all	patients	in	this	group	had	survived	216 
Data	are	presented	ad	mean	(SD),	[median,	range]	unless	otherwise	specified.	217 
	218 
	219 
Figure	Legend:	220 
	221 
Figure	1:	 	Anti-RBD	 IgG	 in	Dialysis	Patients	 and	Health	Care	Workers.	Each	bar	 represents	 a	222 
different	individual.	Post-vaccine	samples	were	taken	21	days	(range	16-26)	after	a	single	dose	223 
of	 BNT162b2	 mRNA	 vaccination	 in	 health-care	 workers,	 and	 after	 28	 days	 (range	 26-31)	 in	224 
dialysis	patients.	Anti-RBD	IgG	levels	were	measured	using	ELISA,	subtracting	the	signal	obtained	225 
with	 bovine	 serum	 albumin,	 and	 normalized	 to	 the	 signal	 obtained	with	 CR3022	monoclonal	226 
antibody	 to	 SARS-CoV-2	 in	 each	 plate.	 Dotted	 line	 represents	 the	 “positive	 threshold	 for	227 
detection”	of	anti-RBD	 IgG,	defined	as	 the	mean	RLU	plus	3	 standard	deviations	 from	plasma	228 
samples	obtained	from	ten	volunteers	before	the	pandemic.	RLU	=	relative	light	units.		A:		Anti-229 
RBD	 IgG	 in	COVID-19	naïve	vaccinated	dialysis	patients	 (n=46)	and	COVID-19	naïve	vaccinated	230 
health	 care	 workers	 (n=16)	 (D1	 vs.	 H1,	 7.9	 ±	 9.4	 vs.	 42	 ±	 32	 RLU	 p	 =	 0.0007).	 No	 antibody	231 
response	was	observed	in	1/16	(6%)	of	health-care	workers,	and	25/46	(54%)	of	dialysis	patients	232 
(p=0.0008).	B:	 	Vaccinated	dialysis	patients	 (n=12)	 and	vaccinated	health	 care	workers	 (n=16)	233 
each	with	 evidence	 of	 prior	 COVID-19	 infection	 (D2	 vs.	 H2,	 108	 ±	 90	 vs.	 196	 ±	 41	 RLU	 post-234 
vaccination;	 p	 =	 0.0031	 for	 delta	 RLU	 values,	 p=	 0.0063	 for	 post-vaccination	 RLU	 values).	 C:	235 
Convalescent	plasma	obtained	from	dialysis	patients	(n=12)	between	4-12	weeks	after	COVID-236 
19	infection	(D3	vs.	D1,	101	±	77	vs.	7.9	±	9.4	RLU,	p	=	0.0015);	D3	vs.	D2,	101	±	77	vs.	108	±	90,	237 
p=	0.8527).	238 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 1, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.30.21254652doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.03.30.21254652


	239 
	240 
	241 
	242 

1	

10	

100	

1000	

1	 2	 3	 4	 5	 6	 7	 8	 9	 10	 11	 12	

An
ti-
RB

D
	T
ot
al
	Ig

G
	

(R
LU

	n
or
m
al
iz
ed

	to
	C
R3

02
2	
m
Ab

)	

3	

6	

10	

Non-Vaccinated	Participants	with	COVID-19		

Weeks	after	
positive	PCR	

Dialysis	Patients	
(Group	D3)	

4	
	

8	
	

10-12	

1	

10	

100	

1000	

1	 2	 3	 4	 5	 6	 7	 8	 9	10	11	12	13	14	15	16	 1	 2	 3	 4	 5	 6	 7	 8	 9	10	11	12	13	14	15	16	17	18	19	20	21	22	23	24	25	26	27	28	29	30	31	32	33	34	35	36	37	38	39	40	41	42	43	44	45	46	

	A
nt
i-R

BD
	T
ot
al
	Ig

G
		

(R
LU

	n
or
m
al
iz
ed

	to
	C
R3

02
2	
m
Ab

)	

Post-Vaccine	

Health	Care	Workers		
(Group	H1)	

Dialysis	Patients		
(Group	D1)	

Vaccinated	Participants	without	Evidence	of	Prior	COVID-19	Infection	

1	

10	

100	

1000	

1	 2	 3	 4	 5	 6	 7	 8	 9	 10	11	12	13	14	15	16	 1	 2	 3	 4	 5	 6	 7	 8	 9	 10	11	12	

An
ti-
RB

D
	T
ot
al
	Ig

G
	

(R
LU

	n
or
m
al
iz
ed

	to
	C
R3

02
2	
m
Ab

)	

Post	Vaccine	

Pre-Vaccine	

Health	Care	Workers	
(Group	H2)	

Dialysis	Patients	
(Group	D2)	

Vaccinated	Participants	with	Prior	COVID-19	Infection	

A

p	<	0.001,	dialysis	patients	vs.	health	care	workers	

B
p	<	0.01,	dialysis	vs.	health-care	workers	

C


	RRQ Vaccine Rapid Study FINAL- 30 03 2021.pdf
	RRQ Vaccine Rapid Study FINAL- 30 03 2021.5.pdf

