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Abstract

Immune homeostasis is essential to protect mucosal airway surfaces from unnecessary
and damaging inflammation against inhaled harmless environmental antigens, such as
allergens. However, in allergic individuals this protective homeostatic response seems to
be absent. Innate cells that are part of the mononuclear phagocytic system (MPS) play an
important role in these processes. Most of our knowledge on allergic immune responses
comes from animal models or from peripheral blood immune responses in humans.
Information on tissue-specific responses in humans is scarce, however allergen-specific
immune responses are initiated locally and this information is therefore crucial for the
development of novel therapies. In this study we performed mass-cytometry proteomics
and single cell RNA sequencing on immune cells from nasal biopsies of allergic rhinitis
subjects and non-allergic controls, before and three days after repeated nasal challenge
with House Dust Mite allergen. Following challenge, patients displayed a clinical nasal
response together with enhanced eosinophilia, a cardinal feature of allergic inflammation.
Although clinically silent, we observed a distinct, local, innate immune response to allergen
in non-allergic individuals, characterized by infiltration of HLA-DRlew CD14* monocytes
expressing anti-microbial genes (S100A8, S100A9, S100A12) as well as transcriptional
activation in cDC2, including several inhibitory/tolerogenic genes (NR4A1, IL411, ANXAZ2,
TIMP1). The innate response in allergic individuals indicated an inflammatory role for
infiltrating HLA-DRh CD14* monocytes, CD16* monocytes, and CD1A* cDC2 (ALOX15,
CD1A, CCL17), in the development/maintenance of an allergic response. Future therapies
should address those innate MPS populations, either enhancing or reducing their activity
for the treatment of inflammatory airway disease.
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Introduction

The (upper) airways form an intriguing organ, constantly exposed to potentially dangerous
pathogens and harmless air-borne particles. Their mucosal surfaces consist of delicate soft tissue,
vulnerable for inflammation-induced tissue damage. Therefore, it is of paramount importance to
guard homeostasis by innate immune cells: driving anti-microbial responses to potential intruders
and anti-inflammatory/regulatory responses to prevent unnecessary tissue damage. Allergic airway
diseases, such as allergic rhinitis or allergic asthma, are typical examples of diseases where local
immune homeostasis is disturbed.

Innate cells comprising the Mononuclear Phagocytic System (MPS) are key players in linking
innate and adaptive immunity, as well as maintaining homeostasis and tissue integrity’2. These
include macrophages (MF), various subsets of monocytes (classical, intermediate and non-
classical) and dendritic cells (DC); namely CD141+ ¢cDC1, CD1c* cDC2 and pDCs. Each cell type
exhibits specific functions within the system to achieve these goals. MF are highly efficient
phagocytes, clearing cellular debris and pathogens, and have the ability to induce inflammatory or
anti-inflammatory responses34. Monocytes continuously enter the tissue from the circulation® and
are involved in pathogen clearance, as well as wound healing. Monocytes can give rise to
inflammatory monocyte-derived DC (mo-DC)é and MF, depending on the environment and phase
of inflammation?. In contrast, DC are effective antigen presenters, activate naive T cells and
support their development into e.g. Th1 or Th17 cells in response to intracellular microorganisms
or extracellular bacteria and fungi, respectivelys.

Exposure to essentially harmless and airborne environmental substances (including allergens) do
not normally result in inflammatory responses. In the gut, this is achieved by induction of tolerance
through molecules such as retinoid acid, TGFB and IL-10, with subsequent induction of regulatory
T cells®. Here, these molecules are promoted by low dose exposure to TLR ligands, specific
microbial metabolites, or vitamin derivatives'0. Local monocytes and MF can produce large
quantities of anti-inflammatory cytokines such as IL-10, affecting many cell types in the tissue
promoting immune regulation and homeostasis!'-13. However, in allergic patients, Th2 cells, IgE-
producing B cells and innate lymphoid cells (ILC)2 are induced in response to environmental
antigens, such as allergens.

Much of our knowledge on these immune cells in humans has been derived from peripheral blood
studies. Peripheral blood cells are usually easily accessible and in abundance or can be used as
precursors to generate larger numbers, such as for mo-DC. In mucosal tissue, immune cells may
differ from their peripheral blood counterparts due to the influence of the tissue environment and
the proximity to foreign compounds, commensals, or pathogens. Nasal biopsies can provide
valuable information on upper airway responses; however, this has been hampered by limited cell
numbers obtained and technical limitations in immuno-profiling. Novel single cell analysis
platforms, such as mass-cytometry and single-cell RNA sequencing, are finally providing key
solutions to such roadblocks, vastly increasing the volume of data that can be obtained from
relatively few cells. The recent technological advances have contributed to our understanding of
epithelial and immune cell composition in the airways in both health and disease states'4.15,
however these tools have not yet been applied to monitor airway cellular responses following
environmental challenges, such as allergens.

To this end, we chose to study cellular responses in the context of allergic rhinitis, which affects the
upper airways in response to allergens in patients but not in non-allergic individuals. We performed
extensive, single cell proteome and transcriptome profiling of immune cells in nasal tissue of both
allergic rhinitis and non-allergic subjects, before and after House Dust Mite (HDM) challenge, to
identify the tissue cellular components of both non-allergic and allergic cellular responses to HDM.
Our findings not only identify key players in airway inflammation but also elucidates a
comprehensive blueprint of a ‘non-allergic’ response to allergens by MPS cells, which can be used
to identify novel components capable of modulating the immune system for an appropriate
response to allergens.
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Results

Immune cell composition in nasal tissue.

Biopsies were obtained from non-allergic and allergic rhinitis subjects (Table 1) before and after
three days of repeated HDM challenge (Figure 1A). Proteomic and transcriptomic profiles of the
CDA45+ live cells were measured by mass-cytometry and single cell RNA-sequencing, respectively.
In the first level of clustering of the proteomic data, 752,348 cells from 53 samples were divided
into 13 lineages (Figure 1B, S1) and identified as CD8* T cells, CD8* MAIT cells, CD8- T cells
(including CD4+* T cells), TCRyd cells, B cells, ILCs including NK cells, neutrophils, eosinophils,
basophils, mast cells, monocytes, MF/DC, and an unidentified group of cells lacking clear cell
lineage markers. In the following round of clustering, subpopulations of each lineage were
generated. The transcriptomic data consisted of 46,238 cells from 75 samples, from which 26 cell
clusters were generated (Figure 1C, S2). Major lineages including CD4+ and CD8* T cells, B cells,
NK cells, monocytes, DC and mast cells were identified based on established markers and
enrichment analysis, corresponding with the populations detected in the mass-cytometry data
(Table S81). Granulocyte populations, including neutrophils, eosinophils and basophils were not
identified in the transcriptomic data. The process of cryopreservation of samples prior to scCRNA-
sequencing will have contributed to the loss of these cells. In addition, neutrophils and eosinophils
contain high levels of RNAses, which can inhibit the reaction during cell capture and result in
insufficient usable sequence reads. Difficulty in cell capture of neutrophils with the 10X Genomics
Chromium platform has been acknowledged previously (10xgenomics.com).

Allergic rhinitis subjects display a type 2 phenotype.

Following the first nasal allergen challenge a symptom score was recorded to monitor the allergic
response. Symptoms contributing to the score calculation included sneezing, itchy eyes, nasal
congestion, and rhinorrhea. All allergic rhinitis subjects responded positively to HDM challenge,
with a group average summed symptom score of 18 (range 9-28)6. All non-allergic subjects had
symptom scores below 5, considered to be the threshold for a positive response to the allergen
(Table 1). In allergic subjects, immunological indications of a type 2 phenotype were found (Figure
S3). Higher levels of the high affinity IgE receptor FCER1A were detected in particular on mast
cells of allergic subjects compared to non-allergic subjects (Figure S3A). Furthermore, pro-
inflammatory, TH2A CD4+* T cells'” were detected in allergic subjects only (Figure S$3B), and in
response to allergen challenge, an influx of eosinophils and neutrophils was observed in allergic
subjects only (Figure S3C). Finally, allergic subjects had a higher percentage of ILC2 compared to
non-allergic subjects after allergen challenge (Figure S3D).

Composition of mononuclear phagocytic system (MPS) in nasal tissue.

As MPS cells play a dominant role in bridging innate and adaptive immunity, resulting in either
tolerance or inflammation, we further explored the phenotype and response of the different MPS
clusters to allergen challenge in both groups. In the single-cell transcriptomic data, MPS cells were
distinguished from other immune cell populations based on expression of signature markers LYZ,
CST3, AIF1, LST1, and HLA-DRA. Top differentially expressed genes of the individual MPS
clusters were then identified (Figure 2A, S4, Table S2), and each cluster was annotated based on
the expression of established markers (Figure S5) and Enrichr gene set enrichment analysis with
the Human Gene Atlas and ARCHS4 Tissues databases (Figure 2B). To further support cluster
annotation, average gene expression of each cluster was calculated and plotted along with cell
signature profiles of MPS cells from previous transcriptomic studies (Figure 2C). The profiles
chosen were derived from (single cell) RNA sequencing studies of peripheral blood and tissue DC,
MF and monocytes's18-22, Cluster 4, 13 and 23 display a transcript profile consistent with
monocytes. Cluster 4 corresponds primarily with CD14+ monocytes, cluster 13 with CD16*
monocytes and cluster 23 with monocytes with a cytotoxic profile, previously described by Villani et
al.’8, along with CD3 expression (Figure 2A, 2C, Table S2) which may be evidence of doublet
forming. These cells (cluster 4, 13 and 23) clustered separately from DC (cluster 5, 15 and 22) and
expressed established monocyte markers S100A8, S100A9, FCN1 and MNDA. Cluster 18 could
be identified as a macrophage population expressing APOC1, APOE and MRC1, along with
components of both M1 and M2 transcript profiles (Figure 2C), previously described in alveolar
MF20, We further identified CLEC4C+ pDC (cluster 15), CLEC9A+* cDC1 (cluster 22) and
CLEC10A*, CD1C+ cDC2 (cluster 5) populations. Cluster 5 gene expression profile correlated with
that of several distinct cell types including cDC2, Langerhans cells and ‘AS' DC'823 (Figure 2A,
Table S2).
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In the mass-spectrometry proteomic data, MPS cells were identified at the first level of clustering
as separate lineages of HLA-DR* cells (Figure 3A) expressing MPS cell markers such as CD11c,
CD14, CD141 or CD123 (pDC), and lacking B cell marker CD19 (Figure 1B). The next level of
clustering resulted in a total of 23 MPS cell subpopulations. Based on the markers expressed,
populations of CD14+ monocytes, CD16* monocytes, CD34+ progenitor cells, CD206* MF, CD141+
cDC1s, FCER1A+* ¢cDC2s and CD123* pDCs could be identified (Figure 3B). Overall, the
populations identified in the proteomic data corresponded well with the major populations identified
in the transcriptomic measurements, i.e. CD14* monocytes, CD16* monocytes, pDC, cDC1, MF
and multiple cDC2 clusters (Figure 3C).

Recruitment of different monocyte populations in response to allergen challenge.

In response to allergen challenge, we observed an increase in the percentage of CD14+
monocytes in both non-allergic and allergic subjects. This was confirmed in both proteomic (Figure
4A, clusters P4, P5, P10) and transcriptomic data (Figure 4B, cluster T4). In allergic subjects the
percentage of an immature monocyte population, expressing intermediate levels of HLA-DR and
low levels of CD34, increased upon allergen provocation (cluster P4; Figure 3B). In non-allergic
individuals, an increase in two other immature cell populations was observed, one of which (cluster
P5) displayed a progenitor monocyte phenotype, expressing low levels of HLA-DR and
intermediate levels of CD34, but lacking pan markers CD11c and CD14 (Figure 3B). The other
immature population (cluster P10) lacked HLA-DR and expressed low levels of CD11¢ and CD14
(Figure 3B). It should be noted that, while it did not reach significance threshold, a small increase
in these populations was also detected in allergic subjects (p<0.1; Figure 4A). These changes are
in line with the increase in percentage of CD14* monocytes in both cohorts measured from the
transcriptomic data (Figure 4B).

Further clustering of the CD14* monocytes in the transcriptomic data (cluster T4) revealed five
sub-clusters (Figure 4C, Table S3). The sub-clusters can be divided into HLA-DRANh and HLA-
DRAlow monocytes (Figure 4D and 4E). Similar to the proteomic data, the frequency of cells in the
HLA-DRIlow sub-clusters (0,2,3) and HLA-DR"M sub-clusters (1,4) increased in allergic subjects,
whereas only the frequency of cells in the HLA-DRAlw sub-clusters (0,2,3) increased in non-
allergic subjects after challenge (Figure 4F). Due to low cell numbers, we were unable to
determine which of the individual sub-clusters increased in frequency. However, the proportions of
each sub-cluster within the CD14+ monocytes suggest that in non-allergic subjects after challenge
sub-cluster 2 and 3 make up a larger portion of the CD14* monocytes compared to before
challenge, resulting in relatively fewer HLA-DRN monocytes (sub-cluster 1,4) (Figure 4G). This is
also represented by a decrease in ISG15 and IFITM3 gene expression, which are among the top
gene markers of sub-cluster 1 and 4, in CD14* monocytes of non-allergic subjects (Table S4). In
allergic subjects primarily the proportion of cluster 0 of the HLA-DR°v monocytes increased after
challenge. Further analysis with larger cell numbers are needed to confirm these findings (Figure
4F).

Sub-cluster 1 and 4 express higher levels of HLA-related and IFN-related genes compared to the
other monocyte clusters, corresponding with antigen presentation, cell activation and differentiation
and response to stimulus processes (Figure S6), suggesting a pro-inflammatory role. Within these
clusters FCGR3A expressing cells are also present, which may represent CD14+CD16+
monocytes (Figure 4H). In addition, sub-cluster 4 expressed genes related to cell adhesion,
migration, proliferation, regulation of ERK1/2 cascade and Th2 cytokine signaling (Figure S6,
Table S3) along with genes consistent with a MF transcript profile (MRC1, APOC1) in a portion of
cells. Sub-cluster 0, 2 and 3 express lower levels of HLA-DR, but higher levels of anti-microbial
response genes S100A8 and S100A9 (Figure 4l). However, S100A9 has also been associated
with an immunoregulatory function in Mo-MF involving ROS and possibly IL-10 production24. Sub-
cluster 2 expressed the lowest levels of HLA-DRA along with the highest levels of S100AS8,
S100A9 and S100A12 compared to all other monocyte sub-clusters (Figure 4D, 4l). This gene
profile is comparable to that of myeloid-derived suppressor cells25, which play a role in
immunosuppression in cancer and chronic inflammatory conditions26-28, but have also been
detected in peripheral blood of non-allergic individuals at low frequencies29. Sub-cluster 3 is
distinguished by gene expression related to RNA translation (RLP36A, RABPC1, EIF3E, EIF3M,
ZFP36L2; Figure S6 and Table S3), while cells of sub-cluster 0, which is the primary CD14+,
HLA-DRIlow sub-cluster to increase in allergic individuals, express higher levels of CRIP1 (cysteine-
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rich intestinal protein). CRIP1 is highly expressed in immune cells and belongs to a family of LIM
domain proteins20. Interestingly, overexpression of CRIP1 in transgenic mice resulted in a cytokine
pattern favouring Th2 cytokines, suggesting a ‘pro-allergic’ role for this protein in T cell
differentiation31.32,

In addition to CD14* monocytes, a significant increase in the frequency of CD16* monocytes was
observed in the allergic subjects only after allergen provocation. This was observed in both the
proteomic (Figure 5A) and transcriptomic (Figure 5B) data sets. Combined, these results show an
increase in frequency of HLA-DRlow CD14+ monocytes with an anti-microbial/regulatory signature
in both subject groups but in particular in non-allergic subjects in response to allergen challenge,
and an additional increase in HLA-DRh CD14+ monocytes and CD16* monocytes in allergic
subjects only, favouring an antigen presenting role.

Differences in the balance between effector and anti-inflammatory cDC2 in allergic and non-
allergic subjects

In both the proteomic and transcriptomic data, multiple cell types within the original cDC2 cluster
were identified. In the proteomic data cDC2 clusters (1,8,11/23) could be distinguished from
CD14+/CD206+ DC (16,12, 23), CD5+ CD123+ DC (17) and CD163+ CD14+ CD16+
macrophages (9) (Figure 3B). In the transcriptomic data, additional clustering of this population
(cluster T5) resulted in seven distinct clusters (Figure 6A) which, to an extent, could be aligned
with recently identified cell types (Figure 6B, 6C) and some of the proteomic cDC2 clusters
(Figure 6D, S6), and further characterised by genes for cell phenotype and function from the top
differentially expressed genes of each cluster (Figure 6E, 6F). The majority of the cDC2 sub-
clusters (cluster 0-3 and 6) could be identified as cDC2 cells based on their expression of CD1C,
FCER1A and/or CLEC10A, with two additional clusters (cluster 4 and 5) that lacked these markers
(Figure 6B, 6C).

Recently, extensive analysis of cDC2 phenotypes in tissue in both humans and mice by Brown et
al.33 resulted in the identification of effector/inflammatory c¢cDC2 termed cDC2B and anti-
inflammatory cDC2 termed cDC2A. Compared to cDC2B, cDC2A lack expression of CLEC10A,
PSAP, NPC2 and CEBP transcription factors, express lower levels of CD1c and FCER1A and
higher levels of RUNX3, LTB, AREG, IDO1, CD300a, IL22RA2 and CLEC4A. In culture, cDC2A
stimulated with TLR7 ligands showed reduced production of pro-inflammatory cytokines IL-6 and
TNFa compared to cDC2B. Furthermore, murine cDC2A had reduced ability to polarize naive T
cells toward IFNy or IL-17A production compared to their cDC2B counterparts, while both subsets
exhibited a similar capacity to support Foxp3+ T cell differentiation. cDC2A are not present in
peripheral blood but are enriched in mucosal areas indicating that they may be dependent on
microbiota-derived signals33. We found sub-cluster 2 and 6 to contain cells that express markers
corresponding with a cDC2A profile, based primarily on CD1C, CCR6, LTB, RUNX3, IL22RA2 and
a lack of or reduced expression of CLEC10A, PSAP and CD86 (Figure 6B, 6C). However, it
should be noted that some of the cDC2A markers defined by Brown et al.33 were absent in these
clusters, including CLEC4A, AREG and NR4A3 which may be due to differences in the source of
cells (airways versus spleen), or due to effects of cell handling. Sub-cluster 6 additionally
expressed genes consistent with Gene Ontology terms related to mitosis (Figure S7), representing
a ‘mitotic cDC2A’" subset, which was also described by Brown et al.33 The remaining cDC2
populations, sub-clusters 0, 1 and 3, expressed cDC2B markers (CLEC10A, CD1C, FCER1A), but
each expressed a distinct profile (Figure 6E, 6F). Sub-cluster 1 contained cells expressing a
monocyte-like profile FCN1, SELL, S100A8, S100A9, which corresponded to mo-DC or the
recently described inflammatory DC3 population by Villani et al. 783435, In contrast, sub-cluster 3
expressed higher levels of the regulatory/inhibitory genes FCER1A, FTL, FCGR2B, RGS27.36-39
and VSIG44041 along with MAPkinase signaling pathway genes (FOS, FOSB, JUN, JUNB, DUSP1)
(Figure 6E, Table S5), which may represent the ‘non-inflammatory' FCGR2B cDC2 described by
Villani et al.'8, but are also related to cellular stress response (Figure S7). Sub-cluster 0 was
distinguished by its expression of effector DC markers (NMES1 IFITM3, NPC2)3342 and
expressed higher levels of genes related to cell activation, defence response and antigen
processing and presentation compared to the other sub-clusters (Figure S7, Table S5). Sub-
cluster 0 also contained cells expressing CD1A, which is similar to cluster 11 and 23 in the
proteomic data (Figure 3B, $6). In the lung, CD1a* “pulmonary DC” have been described as
potent T cell stimulators24344, We found a higher percentage of this cDC2 cluster in allergic
subjects compared to non-allergic subjects at baseline, detected in both the proteomic and
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transcriptomic data (Figure 6G, 6H, 6l). In contrast, the percentage of cluster 8 in the proteomic
data, containing FceRIl'ov, CCR6* HLA-DRlew cells similar to cells within the anti-inflammatory
cDC2A sub-cluster 2 and 6 of the transcriptomic data, is higher in non-allergic subjects compared
to allergic subjects (Figure 6J). These findings indicate the presence of multiple, distinct cDC2
populations and dominance of effector (CD1a*) cDC2 cells in allergic subjects, while more
regulatory subtypes seem to be overrepresented within the non-allergic individuals. Interestingly,
following challenge, a decrease was detected in the percentage of CD1a* cDC2 and CD14+ DC in
allergic subjects in the proteomic data, which might be due to migration of these cells (Figure 6K).

Differential gene expression analysis of all cDC2 cells (cluster TS of MPS cells), between before
and after challenge show upregulation of ALOX15, CD1B and CD1E in allergic subjects but not
non-allergic subjects (Figure 6L, 6M, Table S4). Cells predominantly expressing these genes
belonged to CD1a* cells (sub-cluster 0) within the cDC2 cells. ALOX15 is induced by Th2 cytokines
IL-4 and IL-13, therefore the upregulation of this gene suggests local IL-4/IL-13 release in
response to allergen challenge in the allergic subjects. CD1 genes belong to the lipid antigen
presentation pathway and are associated with DC maturation. Upregulation of these genes can
point at an increased capacity to present antigens to T cells following allergen encounter. CKB is
primarily expressed in non-classical monocytes and might indicate the differentiation of these cells
into (mo-)DC45, following infiltration into the nasal tissue. Further analysis of ALOX15 expressing
cells, revealed these cells expressed higher levels of CD1 (CD1A, CD1B, CD1D, CD1E), and
additional IL-4 or STAT6 inducible genes (CCL17, LIPA, FABP5, DNASE1L3, SPINT2) compared
to ALOX15 negative cells of cluster TS (Figure 6N).

Overall, more genes were upregulated in cDC2 cells of non-allergic subjects compared to allergic
subjects in response to allergen. These genes were related to the GO term ‘regulated exocytosis’,
and individual genes related to cytoskeleton/membrane remodeling, cell metabolism, cell survival
and mediator secretion. Furthermore several genes were shown to have anti-inflammatory or
regulatory functions, or to be expressed in tolerogenic DC (NR4A1, IL411, FTH1, ANXAZ2,
TIMP1)46-52) and several of these genes have also been shown to be up-regulated in response to
LPS48,53-55,

CCR7+ DC and Pre-DC identified in the nasal cDC2 compartment

Within the cDC2 cells, a small sub-cluster (106 cells) was identified as a mature DC population
(sub-cluster 5; Figure S7, Table S5), expressing CCR7, CD83 and LAMP3, but did not correspond
with any particular DC subset based on known markers. CCR7 serves as a homing receptor for
cells migrating towards the lymph nodes and is upregulated upon maturation. However, genes
related to a regulatory function (SAMSM1, IL411, RELB, IDO1, IL7R) with potential for Treg
induction were also among the top markers for this subset (Figure 6E, 6F). In homeostatic
conditions, these cells have been shown to induce self-antigen-specific regulatory T cells to
maintain peripheral tolerance. In cancer, this regulatory function has been shown to be exploited
by tumor cells to facilitate tumor evasion%. An equivalent CCR7+ DC cluster in the proteome
dataset was not detected (Figure 3B), which might be explained by differences between transcript
and protein levels. Indeed, a similar discrepancy has been observed in mono-mac-1 cells, where
upregulation of CCR7 mRNA did not result in increased protein expression?’. IL7R (CD127) also
served as a distinguishing marker for CCR7+ DC in the transcript data and was detected on a small
portion of cluster P23 in the proteomic data, and might point at the same population (Figure S8).
To our knowledge this is the first report of this population being present in the upper airways and,
due to its unique profile, it may provide a potential target for modulation of the immune response.
Sub-cluster 4 was identified as the recently described AS-DC or pre-DC1823, based on AXL, DAB2,
PPP1R14A and LILRA4 expression (Figure 6B, 6C). This cluster aligned with cluster P17 in the
proteomic data, positioned between pDCs and cDC2 populations and expressing CD123, CD5 and
CD11c (Figure 3B, S6, 6D). Pre-DC are potent T cell stimulators and have been found to infiltrate
the airways within 8 hours in response to LPS inhalation®8, however the percentage of this cell
population within all mononuclear cells did not differ between groups or in response to allergen
challenge in this study.

MF gene upregulation in response to allergen challenge in non-allergic subjects.

In response to allergen challenge in non-allergic subjects, a higher percentage of MF (cluster T18)
expressed Major Vault Protein (MVP) along with SRGN and LIMS1 (Table S4). MVP interacts with
TRAF®6, inhibiting its activity and subsequent NF-kB signalling, thereby suppressing macrophage
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inflammation. This has been shown to be a negative regulator of obesity and atherosclerosis by
suppressing inflammation in mice%?, and down regulation of TLR4/TRAF6/NF-kB pathway through

other means has been shown to attenuate murine allergic rhinitisé0. NF-kB is a transcription factor
required for the induction of inflammatory genes, including TNFa, IL-1B, IL-6 and IL-12 in MF,

which can contribute to the development of allergic airway inflammation®!.
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Discussion

Mucosal surfaces in the upper airways are constantly challenged by pathogens and foreign
particles but should maintain immune homeostasis to protect against unnecessary and chronic
inflammation. We here performed a comprehensive single cell proteome and transcriptome
analysis on nasal tissue biopsies following controlled allergen challenge in allergic and non-allergic
individuals to obtain deeper insights into these processes and the role of innate immune cells.

To our knowledge this is the largest number of subjects in one single cell RNA sequencing dataset
to date, providing a comprehensive overview of innate immune cells present in nasal tissue in both
non-allergic and allergic subjects. Within the CD14* monocyte population we identified five sub-
clusters, which could be grouped into HLA-DRM and HLA-DR'ew populations, which was also
detected in the proteomic data. In non-allergic individuals, only HLA-DRlw CD14+ monocytes
significantly increased in frequency in the nasal tissue in response to allergen, whereas in allergic
subjects the frequency of HLA-DRh CD14* monocytes and CD16* monocytes also significantly
increased. Furthermore, one of the HLA-DR°w CD14+ monocyte clusters we identified to increase
in non-allergic subjects, expressed a gene profile similar to that of myeloid-derived suppressor
cells, consisting of high levels of anti-microbial S100A8/9/12 genes®S. These cells have been
shown to accumulate in cancer and suppress T cell responses, however their precise role in
asthma or allergy is not clear. The striking combination of anti-microbial and regulatory genes can
also be found in mo-MF: here, expression of S100A9 induced an immunoregulatory function
involving ROS and possibly IL-10 production24. This MF phenotype can also be enhanced through
stimulation with butyrate®2, a short chain fatty acid (SCFA) produced by gut microbiota. Butyrate
has immunoregulatory effects and induces tolerance to microbial communities in the gut, but it is
also found systemically and can act distally in the (upper) airways influencing local immune
cellsé364, Depending on the composition of the airway microbiota, SCFA can be increasingly
metabolized limiting their bioavailability®s. Although we did not determine the nasal microbiota
composition, differences between allergic and non-allergic individuals have been demonstrated in
other studies (reviewed in%6). It is tempting to suggest that those — and/or the bioavailability of
microbial metabolites - may have influenced the immune status of local monocyte populations in
our study participants.

In contrast to HLA-DRow monocytes, CD14*CD16- and CD14*CD16* monocytes expressing high
levels of HLA-DR are considered pro-inflammatory, and their recruitment has been implicated in
various inflammatory diseases®7.68. CD16* CD14- monocytes have been termed patrolling
monocytes and are recruited to areas of inflammation to assist in tissue repair. However, CD16*
monocytes have been shown to differentiate into mo-DCs, with migratory abilities®® that produce
TNFa45 or induce higher levels of IL-4 production from CD4 T cells compared to CD16-
monocytest-71, In allergic disease, this may perpetuate the Th2 type response.

In the cDC2 compartment we found an effector (CD1a*) cDC2 subpopulation to dominate in
allergic subjects at baseline, and these cells in particular were found to respond to allergen
challenge in allergic individuals. This population is one of the cDC2B clusters we identified, which
has been defined as pro-inflammatory by Brown et al. Furthermore, previous studies of the nasal
mucosa have found elevated numbers of mature CD1a+ DC in allergic rhinitis compared to non-
allergic individuals?273. |In contrast, in non-allergic individuals the cDC2 subpopulations are more
balanced, including a previously described anti-inflammatory cDC2A population and FCGR2B*
cDC2 cells'®33. cDC2A have been described as anti-inflammatory T-bet+ cDC2, induced by IFNy
however, a recent study of migratory CD11b+ DC in mice revealed upregulation of T-bet, in
response to TNFa,, which was induced through HDM and LPS stimulation. This, in turn, promoted
T-bet expression in T cells and prevented a Th2 response from being mounted towards the
allergen’. Further investigation of the population we have identified would be required to ascertain
how they respond to stimuli, however either an anti-inflammatory or Th1 response would be
beneficial in preventing or reducing a Th2 response towards allergens. Interestingly, the cDC2A
and cDC2B cells, as they have been described, do not arise from distinct progenitor cells and likely
acquire their specific transcriptional profiles through environmental cues33. In this case, variations
in microbiota composition in the airways may influence cDC2 differentiation and, ultimately, the
balance between the different cDC2 subtypes.
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FCGR2B cDC2 represent a separate cluster that is distinguished by higher expression of several
anti-inflammatory/regulatory markers (FCER1A, FCGR2B, FTL, VSIG4). This population also
expressed higher levels of MAPkinase signalling pathway genes (FOS, JUN) which may indicate
cellular proliferation, differentiation or survival in response to inflammatory cytokines or stress. Up-
regulation of these genes, however, may also have been induced in response to collagenase
treatment of the tissue biopsies’s. The precise function of these cells is not clear; however their
expression profile indicates that they may have a regulatory role, which may be relevant during
inflammation. Furthermore, Villani et al.'® made the distinction between ‘non-inflammatory'
FCGR2B* DC2 and ‘inflammatory' FCGR2B- CD163* CD36* DC3.

In response to challenge in non-allergic individuals, genes are upregulated in cDC2 that relate to
regulation of exocytosis, along with several genes that have been associated with or are markers
of regulatory or anti-inflammatory functions. This indicates that there is indeed an immune
response to allergen challenge in non-allergic subjects, but interestingly the cDC2 response seems
to also include an immunoregulatory element. As this subset is relatively new, more research
needs to be established to get more insight in its functional capacities and its potential to prevent
or reduce allergic immune responses.

Similar to our findings, a previous study of experimentally induced airway inflammation with grass
and tree pollen showed a rapid influx of CD14+ HLA-DR* monocytes in the nasal tissue of allergic
rhinitis subjects. This was detectable at 3 days and as early as 12 hours after allergen challenge’s,
followed by recruitment of Th2 cells and eosinophils. Transcriptome analysis of CD45*HLA-DR*
cells within nasal biopsies after an 8-day allergen challenge revealed upregulation of genes
regulated by IL-4 and or IL-13, including ALOX15, CD1A and CD1B. The origin of these transcripts
(monocytes, cDC or pDC) could not be identified in the study due to low cell numbers, however we
have now determined these transcripts to be derived from CD1A* cDC2 cells (within sub-cluster O
of cDC2 cells) expressing CCL17 and other IL-4 inducible genes. Furthermore, our data shows this
expression profile to be present in resident cDC2, prior to an increase in the frequency of dendritic
cells in the airways, which several studies have shown to occur after 7-8 days of repeated
challenge’8-78. The origin of the accumulating DCs after pro-longed, repeated allergen challenge in
other studies is not clear, however whether these cells are recruited from the bone marrow or are
derived from previously infiltrated monocytes®.

In contrast to our findings, an increase in monocytes of non-allergic subjects in response to pollen
allergen challenge was not detected by Gracia et al.’6 However, this may be due to the
composition and the type of the allergen extract used. In our study, controlled allergen challenge
was performed with a total HDM extract from which endotoxin was not depleted, representing the
allergen composition encountered in non-experimental, everyday settings. LPS inhalation has
been shown to induce neutrophil, CD14** CD16- monocyte and CD1c* DC recruitment to the
airways in non-allergic individuals. Additionally, upon LPS challenge, monocytes expressed lower
levels of antigen presenting genes, higher levels of LPS-response genes (e.g. IL1A, IL1B), and
retained S100A8/9 and SELL expression in comparison to steady state, which would be similar to
infiltrating HLA-DRlew monocytes. LPS inhalation also induced IL1B expression in recruited CD1c*
DC, which we observed in DCs of non-allergic individuals after allergen challenge®8. Furthermore,
severe systemic inflammation, as observed in sepsis patients, is linked to a decreased expression
of HLA-DR in monocytes80-82, |t is noteworthy that more rural environmental conditions with
increased microbial exposure, such as living on family dairy farms, was associated with
decreased HLA-DR expression on circulating monocytes compared to the non-farmer community.
Expression of both innate defense and immunoregulatory genes were increased in children raised
on farms, an environment associated with protection against the development of allergic airway
inflammation®3. Supporting this, endotoxin exposure (in farm dust) in mice also offers comparable
protection83-85. This suggests that regular microbial exposure, linked to protection for the
development of allergic disease, may contribute to maintenance of mucosal homeostasis through
priming of local innate immune cells. Although these findings may partially explain the changes, we
observed in non-allergic individuals following HDM challenge, the question remains why nasal
endotoxin exposure (in the allergen extract) did not induce a similar immune response in allergic
subjects. A recent paper suggests that this might be related to a modified innate response as a
consequence of epigenetic programming called ‘trained innate immunity’86.

Despite the large number of subjects included in this transcriptomic data, there are specific
limitations to this part of the study. The cell numbers obtained varied per sample and for a portion
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of the samples was too low to contribute to smaller (sub)clusters, including MF, which made it
difficult to identify changes or differentially expressed genes between groups or conditions in these
populations. The transcriptomic data was derived from cells which had been released from tissue
through enzyme digestion and then cryopreserved, before being thawed and FACS sorted. This
allowed for all cells to be captured in only five carefully assigned batches, however, background
signal or noise may have increased due to cell handling, which possibly led to the loss of detection
of subtle changes in differentially expressed genes. Finally, although we were able to align our cell
types with those described in previous studies and thereby extrapolate as to the functional
properties of those cell types, further functional analysis of the cells is required to definitively
identify their role in tolerance and allergic disease and how this can be targeted in novel treatments
of individuals with aero-allergens.

Collectively, our data indicates a distinct, local, innate immune response to allergen in non-allergic
individuals, characterized by infiltration of HLA-DRlew CD14* monocytes and transcriptional
activation of ¢cDC2, including upregulation of tolerogenic genes. The response in allergic
individuals indicates a role for infiltrating HLA-DRh CD14+* monocytes, CD16* monocytes, and
ALOX15 upregulation in CD1A+ cDC2, in the development of maintenance of an allergic response.
Future therapies should be tailored towards those innate populations, either enhancing or reducing
their activity for the treatment of allergic airway disease.
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Methods

Study design and sample collection

Adult subjects sensitized to house dust mite (HDM) who fulfilled the ARIA criteriad” for moderate to
severe persistent allergic rhinitis and non-allergic subjects, without sensitization to inhalant
allergens, and without clinical features of allergic rhinitis were included in the study. Allergic
subjects had a history of perennial rhinitis symptoms with or without conjunctivitis, and were skin
prick test positive to HDM extract (Der. Pteronyssinus, ALK-Abello, Denmark) (skin wheal area =
0.4 HEP, corresponding with the internationally accepted wheal diameter of = 3 mm). Non-allergic
subjects had no history of allergic rhinitis and were SPT negative to HDM, birch pollen, grass
pollen, cat and dog or other animals with which they were in daily contact with. Exclusion criteria
consisted of pregnancy, nasal polyps and anatomical or other disorders of the nose. In total 30
allergic subjects with and 27 non-allergic subjects were recruited (Table 1).

Nasal Allergen Provocation

Nasal allergen provocations with HDM extract (ALK-Abello) were performed according to the
protocol shown in Figure 1A, as described previously®8-9., Provocations were performed once a
day on three consecutive days. Nasal corticosteroids and antihistamines were withdrawn 3 weeks
and 3 days respectively before the provocation. Provocations were performed in the absence of
total nasal obstruction or infection as assessed by rhinoscopy. The nasal provocation on the first
day was performed with 3 increasing doses of allergen extract (100,1000,10000 BU/ml) into both
nostrils at 10-minute intervals after sham challenge with PBS containing human serum albumin
0.03% and benzalkonium chloride 0.05%. (ALK Abelld). The nasal response was assessed with a
score system according to Lebel'6. The second and third challenge into one nostril were performed
with PBS and HDM 10000 BU/ml only. PBS and the allergen extract were sprayed into the nostrils
with a nasal pump spray delivering a fixed dose of 0.125 ml solution. Nasal provocations were
performed out of pollen season between September 2017 and February 2018.

Nasal biopsies

Biopsies were taken twice: once before the allergen provocations from one nostril and once one
day after the third allergen provocation from the other nostril. Three 2mm?2 biopsy samples were
taken from the inferior turbinate. Beforehand, the nasal mucosa was anaesthetized by inserting 3
pieces of cotton wool on the mucosa soaked in 5% cocaine hydrochloride that was inserted onto
the mucosa. 15 Minutes were allowed for the local anaesthetic to take effect. Following this, biopsy
samples were taken using a specially developed Gerritsma biopsy forceps (Phoenix Surgical
Instruments Ltd, Hertfordshire, UK). Haemostasis was achieved by packing the nose with cotton
wool balls soaked in 0.5mL of 1:1000 adrenalin. These were removed after 15 minutes and the
nose was then examined for sites of bleeding, if present, areas were cauterised with a bipolar
electrocoagulation (Erbe Surgical Systems, Marietta, Georgia, USA). The patient was observed for
a further 15 minutes and cauterisation was performed again if necessary.

Ethical Statement

All subjects gave written informed consent and research was conducted in compliance with all
relevant ethical regulations. Ethical approval was given by Erasmus Medical Centre Ethics
Committee in Rotterdam (MEC2016-560).

Nasal biopsy digestion

At each visit, before and after allergen challenge, three individual nasal biopsies were taken and
stored in 5mL of cold 10% FCS IMDM for no longer than 1 hour. The biopsies were then finely cut
using a sterile scalpel and digested in 10% FCS IMDM with Liberase TL (125 pg/mL, Sigma-
Aldrich, MO, USA) and DNAse | (100 pg/mL, Sigma-Aldrich) overnight at 4°C. After digestion, an
equal volume of FCS was added and the suspension was vortexed for 30 seconds. The biopsies
were then pressed through a 100um filter, rinsed thoroughly with IMDM and filtered over a 70um
filter. Cells were spun down for 10 minutes at 400 x g followed by red blood cell lysis with an
osmotic lysis buffer (eBioscience). Cells were then resuspended in RPMI 1640 and counted. From
each sample, 1x105 cells were removed and cryopreserved, as described in the PBMC isolation
section, for single cell RNA sequencing at a later date. The remaining cells were spun down for 10
minutes at 400 x g and resuspended in staining buffer (Fluidigm, CA, USA) for mass cytometry
staining with metal-conjugated antibodies.
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Mass Cytometry Measurements and Analysis

Antibody-metal conjugates (Table S$1) were purchased from Fluidigm or conjugated using 100 ug
of purified antibody and the Maxpar X8 Antibody Labelling kit (Fluidigm). Conjugated antibodies
were stored at 4°C in Antibody Stabilizer PBS (Candor Bioscience, GmbH, Wangen, Germany). All
antibodies were titrated prior to use. Cells were stained with metal conjugated antibodies for mass
cytometry according to the Maxpar Surface Staining protocol V2. Briefly, cells were stained with 1
MM intercalator Rh-103 (Fluidigm) for 15 minutes, washed and incubated for 10 minutes with
TruStain FcX-receptor block (Biolegend) prior to a 45-minute incubation period with the antibody
cocktail (Table S1). Cells were washed twice with staining buffer and incubated for one hour with 1
mL of 1000x diluted 125 yM Cell-ID intercalator-Ir191/1r193 (Fluidigm) to stain DNA for cell
identification. Cells were then washed three times with staining buffer and twice with deionized
H20. Finally, EQ Four Element Calibration Beads were added for normalization and cells were
acquired on a Helios 2 mass cytometer (DVS Sciences). In addition to the metals included in the
panel, channels to detect intercalators (103Rh, 193IR, 193IR), calibration beads (140Ce, 151Eu,
153Eu, 165Ho and 175Lu) and contamination (133Cs, 138Ba, 206Pb) were included during
measuring. After data acquisition, the files were normalized with the reference EQ passport
P13H2302 and where applicable concatenated. The median biopsy yield measure by mass-
cytometry was 6,76 x 104 cells (IQR: 2,46 x 104 to 9,72 x 104) per sample, of which 80,6% (median)
were stromal cells. Viable, single CD45+ cells were pre-gated according to previously a described
gating strategy®' (Figure S9) and exported as new FCS files with Flowjo V10 for Mac (FlowJo LLC,
Ashland, OR, USA). Data was transformed with hyperbolic arcsinh using a cofactor of 5 and
distinct cell clusters were identified with Hierarchical Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (HSNE) in
Cytosplore (https://www.cytosplore.org/) (Figure S1). Clustering was performed in two levels, once
to determine the lineages present and another on the identified lineages. The second level of
clustering on the MPS lineage was performed without the FceRI marker, as inclusion of this marker
lead to additional clusters solely based on FceRI expression, which differed significantly between
the non-allergic and allergic cohort (Figure S3A). The original MPS cluster 11 could be further split
into two populations (cluster 11 and 23) which differed in CD206 expression (Figure 3B).
Cytosplore output was analysed with the ‘Cytofast’ package (rdrr.io/github/KoenAStam/cytofast)92
in RStudio (Rstudio, Inc., Boston, MA, USA, www.rstudio.com), to produce heatmaps, scatterplots
of subset abundance and histograms of the median signal intensity distribution of markers. Cell
numbers were normalized to the total number of CD45+ cells or mononuclear cells (CD45+ cells
with granulocyte numbers removed, in order to compare to findings from the transcriptomic data)
for each subject to correct for varying biopsy vyields.

Normalized frequencies were then compared between non-allergic and allergic subjects, and
between before and after allergen challenge for each of the lineages and subpopulations. Two-
tailed, nonparametric statistical tests were used throughout the study. The Mann-Whitney was
used to compare subset abundance between groups. The Wilcoxon test was applied to compare
pre-and post challenge samples. Correcting for multiple testing was not performed. P values <0.05
were considered statistically significant.

Single cell RNA sequencing

Cryopreserved cells from digested nasal biopsies were thawed in pre-warmed 10% FCS RPMI
1640 and spun down at 300 x g for 10 minutes. Cells were resuspended in Cell Staining Buffer
(Biolegend) containing TruStain FcX-receptor block (Biolegend) and incubated for 10 minutes on
ice. TotalSeq cell hashing antibodies were then added following manufacturers recommendations,
along with anti-CD45-APC (HI30, Biolegend). After a 15 minute incubation period on ice, the cells

were washed with staining buffer and spun down at 300 x g for 10 minutes at 4°C. Supernatant
was removed, cells were resuspended in staining buffer, and all samples were combined before
adding 7AAD for exclusion of dead cells. Live, single CD45+ cells were sorted on a FACSArialll
(BD Biosciences) into eppendorfs containing 0,04% BSA PBS. Cells were delivered to the Leiden
Genome Technology Centre for single cell sequencing on the 10X Genomics Chromium system. A
maximum of 30000 cells, from 15 barcoded samples, were encapsulated in each individual run, for
a total of 5 runs (Figure S10). Cells were loaded according to the standard protocol of the
Chromium single cell 3’ kit at a maximum concentration of 1000 cells/pl. Sequencing was
performed on two lanes of an Illlumina Hiseq 4000 to obtain coverage of at least 30000 reads/cell.
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Transcriptomic data mapping cells to subjects

Each barcode log-counts distribution over all cells of a single run followed a bimodal shape with
well separable peaks. The high-count peak was interpreted as the signal for a particular barcoded
donor. For each sample a two-component gaussian mixture model was fitted and a cell was
assigned to a donor when it was at least 3 times more likely to be explained by the donor’s high-
count peak than by the donor’s noise low-count peak (Figure S11). The majority of the cells were
assigned to a single donor only (Figure S12). Cells that could not be assigned to a single donor
were excluded from further analyses.

The barcode-based assignment was validated by investigating concordance between genotypes of
samples assigned to the same donor but sequenced in different runs. In the pileup of pooled,
aligned reads from all runs, genomic positions (SNPs) likely to differ between donors were
identified. At each such position and separately in each cell we generated the count of transcripts
with the reference base and count of transcripts with the alternative base(s). Cumulated positional
counts of cells were assigned to the same sample and sample genotypes were called.
Concordances were calculated for all sample pairs, and clear separation was observed for
concordances expected to belong to the same donor vs. different donors (Figure S13 and S14).
Positional counts of cells assigned to the same donor across multiple runs were cumulated and
genotypes of all donors were called. A genotype-based donor assignment was then performed, by
identifying the most likely genotype for each cell. Cells that were consistently assigned to the same
donor by barcode-based and genotype-based methods were selected for further analysis (Figure
$15).

Single cell RNA sequencing analysis

The five demultiplexed gene expression matrices were imported in R package Seurat v3, retaining
only genes expressed in at least three cells, and merged into a combined Seurat object. Cells with
less than 200 or more than 4000 UMI or more than 25% of mitochondrial RNAs were filtered out.
After filtering a total of 46238 cells were left for subsequent analysis. In order to identify shared
clusters of cells collected from different treatments (before and after challenge) and groups (patient
and control), the gene-barcode matrix was integrated according to the integration workflow93 using
SCT-transform to normalize and scale the gene-expression and reciprocal PCA (rPCA) instead of
CCA, for dimensionality reduction (with 30 principal components). SCT normalised data was then
used for further analysis of generated clusters.

Next, principle components analysis (PCA) and UMAP was performed and 30 PCs were used as
input for graph-based clustering (resolution = 0.5). In order to assign the resulting 26 clusters to a
cell type, differential gene expression was performed using the Wilcox test (FindAllMarkers
function, logfc.threshold = 0.25, only.pos = TRUE, min.diff.pct = 0.2, assay = "SCT"). Top 10 gene-
markers of each cluster were displayed with the DotPlot function. The number of cells per cluster in
each condition was also calculated and plotted using UMAP projection and ‘slit.by’ options in
Seurat.

Cluster 4, 5,13,15,18,22 and 23 showed a typical MPS-like signature and were subset from the
rest. To assign them more precisely to canonical MPS subgroups average gene expression of
each cluster was calculated and plotted with the pheatmap package, along with a collection of
canonical markers from the literature. To have an unbiased approach we also iterated the
FindAllMarkers function on this specific subgroup (FindAllMarkers function, logfc.threshold = 0.25,
min.diff.pct = 0.2, assay = “SCT") FindAllMarkers compares each cluster to all the others, so in
this case a more specific comparison to MPS only clusters will be performed. Top gene-markers
per cluster were generated, and sorted by fold change values in descending order. Dot plots and
heat maps (DoMultiBarHeatmap function, https://gitcrcm.marseille.inserm.fr/herault/
scHSC_herault/blob/ecf93aa2d914d0b3bd508d066¢ca887717d78b771/R_src/
DoMultipleBarHeatmap.R) were then generated from these lists with the Seurat R package.
Cluster 4 and 5 were shown to contain multiple sub-clusters and were therefore individually subset
and re-clustered: data was first re-scaled using the SCTtransform function and dimensionality
reduction and clustering (res=0.5) was performed as in the general workflow. Differentially
expressed genes between sub-clusters were then identified with the FindAllMarkers function
without a min.diff.pct threshold, to include genes that are expressed in multiple sub-clusters but at
different levels. ALOX15 positive cells (ALOX15 POS) within the cDC2 cell cluster (T5) were
subset from ALOX15 negative cells (ALOX15_NEG) with the WhichCells function and a metadata
field based on ALOX15 expression was added. Differentially expressed genes between the two
subsets were determined with the FindAllMarkers function.
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Each MPS cluster was analyzed to identify differentially expressed genes between conditions in
each cell type (cluster). A combined metadata field was added, containing the combination of the
cluster, the group (patient/control) and the treatment (before/after challenge) information. In this
way the FindMarkers function in Seurat allowed the identification of DEG genes between 2
different subgroups of the same cell type (e.g ‘control_Before_4’ and ‘control_After_4’ indicate a
comparison between the control group before and after challenge for cluster 4). The test used for
analysis between before and after challenge was the LR (linear regression method) that allowed
the inclusion of donor information as a latent variable, to correct for an uneven donor distribution in
some of the clusters between timepoints. For this analysis we used the RNA assay in the
FindMarkers function.

Gene Ontology Enrichment Analysis

Enrichr (amp.pharm.mssm.edul/lib/chea.jsp)®4 gene ontology enrichment analysis was performed
on the top 15 (as sorted by absolute log2 fold change) significantly differentially expressed genes
(adjusted p-value <0.05) of each major cluster within the MPS compartment (4, 5, 13, 15, 18, 22,
23) to determine the association with specific cell types, based on annotations in the Human Cell
Atlas and ARCHS4 tissue databases. The terms with the highest combined score (calculated by
multiplying the log of the p-value of the Fishers exact test by the z-score of the deviation from the
expected rank) were selected for visualization.

In order to phenotypelidentify the individual cell clusters generated by sub-clustering the cDC2
(cluster 5) and CD14* monocyte (cluster 4) populations, Gene Ontology (GO) enrichment analysis
of biological processes (BP) protein complex database (CORUM) and Reactome pathways was
performed with g:profiler®> on the top 40 (as sorted by absolute log2 fold change) significantly
differentially expressed genes (adjusted p-value <0.05) between sub-clusters. Genes were
analyzed as an unordered query using g:profiler's default g:SCS threshold based methods to
correct for multiple testing, and all annotated genes detected in the transcriptomic data as a
background set. Lists of enriched Gene Ontology categories were collapsed and simplified with
Revigo (http://revigo.irb.hr)% using the Homo sapiens set of GO terms. GO terms with
dispensability values less than or equal to 0.5 were then visualized in a dot plot (ggplot function,
RStudio version 4.0), depicting the negative adjusted Log10 p value and the gene ratio, which
equals the number of differentially expressed genes against the number of genes associated with
the GO term.

Statistical Analysis

Analysis of all cell frequency data was done with two-tailed, Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank
test, or Mann-Whitney test with a 95% confidence interval (Prism, GraphPad Software). p < 0.05
was considered significant: *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01;***p<0.001. Median and interquartile are range
shown in the bar graphs.
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CyTOF Cohort
Number of subjects
Female (%)

Median age (min-max)
Median SPT (HDM)

Median HDM-specific
serum IgE (CAPFEIA)

Median symptom score
scRNAseq Cohort
Number of subjects
Female (%)

Median age (min-max)
Median SPT (HDM)

Median HDM-specific
serum IgE (CAPFEIA)

Median symptom score

Cohort overlap
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Non-allergic

14 (1 WD)
64,3
23 (18-49)
Negative (<0.4)

Negative
(< 0,35 KU

Negative (<5)

61,1
25 (19-49)
Negative (<0.4)

Negative
(< 0,35 KU

Negative (<5)
12

perpetuity.

Allergic rhinitis

15 (4 WD)
46,7
26 (18-45)
1,01 (0,47-3,47)
12,7 (0,39- >100)

18 (11-28)

21
52,4
24 (18-45)
1,01 (0,46-2,48)
8,9 (0,39- >100)

18 (9-28)
12
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Figure Legends

Figure 1. Study set up, cell clustering and lineage identification

A. Schematic of study design and protocol for single cell transcriptomic and proteomic data
collection and analysis of nasal biopsy cells from allergic and non-allergic individuals.

B. HSNE plot of cell lineages identified in proteomic data and heatmap of markers used. MPS
cells, based on HLA-DR and CD11c or CD123, are indicated in the blue box within the HSNE
plot.

C. UMAP of cell lineages identified in proteomic data and dot plot representing the top two markers
of each cluster sorted by log fold change. MPS cells, expressing LYZ and/or CST3 together with
HLA-DR/CD74 are indicated in the blue box within the HSNE plot.

Figure 2. MPS cell cluster annotation in transcriptomic data.

A. UMAP of MPS clusters with accompanying heat map of top 10 marker genes sorted by log fold
change of each of the clusters within the MPS compartment.

B. Dot plot of Gene Ontology Enrichment analysis performed in Enrichr on the top 40 markers
obtained for each MPS cell cluster, showing the top combined score for each cluster. Human
cell atlas and ARCHS4 Tissue gene set libraries were used for enrichment analysis.

C. Heat map of average expression for each MPS cluster (identity listed below) of signature genes
(listed on the right) of known cell types (listed on the left).

Figure 3. MPS cell cluster annotation in proteomic data.

A. MPS cell location in HSNE plot and expression of relevant markers for major MPS cell type
identification.

B. Heat map of cell marker expression in proteomic data with identification of DC, monocyte and
macrophage populations.

C. Alignment of major MPS cell populations between proteomic and transcriptomic data sets.

Figure 4. Recruitment of different monocyte populations in response to allergen challenge.

A. Box plots of frequency of HLA-DRow (cluster P5 and P10) and HLA-DRh CD14+ monocytes
(cluster P4) in allergic (orange boxes) and non-allergic individuals (green boxes) before (BC)
and after allergen challenge (AC) in the proteomic data. * p < 0.05

B. Box plots of frequency of CD14+ monocytes (Cluster T4) in allergic (orange boxes) and non-
allergic individuals (green boxes) before (BC) and after allergen challenge (AC) in the
transcriptomic data. ** p < 0.01

C. UMAP of five sub-clusters generated from CD14+ monocytes, cluster T4 of the original
clusters. Total cell number and distinguishing marker per sub-cluster depicted in the plot.

D. Heat map of top 20 gene markers sorted by log fold change of the sub-clusters within the
CD14+ monocytes. Bars above heat map indicate composition of clusters based on group
(allergic in orange; non-allergic in green), allergen challenge (blue before challenge; red after
challenge) and donor. Colours of sub-clusters (identity) correspond with those depicted in
UMAP in Figure 4C.

E. Violin plot of HLA-DR expression by sub-cluster of CD14+ monocytes.

F. Box plots of frequency of HLA-DRow (sub-cluster 0, 2, 3) and HLA-DRh CD14+ monocytes (sub-
cluster 1, 4) in allergic (orange boxes) and non-allergic individuals (green boxes) before (BC)
and after allergen challenge (AC) in the transcriptomic data. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01

G. Composition of CD14+ monocytes by sub-cluster for non-allergic individuals (NA) and allergic
individuals (AR), before (BC) and after allergen challenge (AC). Colours of sub-clusters
correspond with those depicted in UMAP in Figure 4C.

H. UMAP of FCGR3A expression in sub-clusters of CD14+ monocytes.

I. Violin plot of S100A8, S100A9 and S100A12 expression by sub-cluster of CD14+ monocytes.

Figure 5. Recruitment of CD16+ monocyte populations in allergic individuals

A. Box plot of frequency of CD16+ monocytes (cluster P2) in allergic (orange boxes) and non-
allergic individuals (green boxes) before (BC) and after allergen challenge (AC) in the proteomic
data. * p < 0.05. Expression of CD16 depicted in HSNE, with cluster P2 indicated in the plot.

B. Boxplot of frequency of CD16+ monocytes (cluster T13) in allergic (orange boxes) and non-
allergic individuals (green boxes) before (BC) and after allergen challenge (AC) in the
transcriptomic data. * *p < 0.01. Gene expression of FCGR3A depicted in UMAP, with cluster
T13 indicated in the plot.
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Figure 6. Differences in the balance between effector and anti-inflammatory cDC2 in allergic

and non-allergic subjects

A. UMAP of seven sub-clusters generated from cDC2, cluster T5 of the original clusters. Total cell

number and distinguishing marker per sub-cluster depicted in the plot.
. UMAP of gene expression of established cell type markers.
. Dot plot of percentage of cells expressing marker genes of established cell types including
DC2A, DC2B, DC3, AS DC, mature DC, Langerin+ DC and CD1a+ DC.

. Alignment of cDC2 cell clusters with those identified in proteomic data.

. Dot plot representing the top ten markers of each cluster sorted by log fold change for each
cDC2 sub-cluster.
Heat map of top 20 gene markers sorted by log fold change of the sub-clusters within the cDC2
compartment. Bars above heat map indicate composition of clusters based on group (allergic in
orange; non-allergic in green), allergen challenge (blue before challenge; red after challenge)
and donor. Colours of sub-clusters (identity) correspond with those depicted in UMAP in Figure
6A.

G. Box plot of frequency of cDC2 clusters P11 and P23 of the proteomic data for in allergic (orange
boxes) and non-allergic individuals (green boxes) before allergen challenge. ** p < 0.01

H. Box plot of frequency of effector cDC2 (cluster T5, sub-cluster 0) of the transcriptomic data in
allergic (orange boxes) and non-allergic individuals (green boxes) before (BC) and after allergen
challenge (AC). ** p < 0.01

I. Composition of cDC2 by sub-cluster for non-allergic individuals (NA) and allergic individuals
(AR), before (BC) and after allergen challenge (AC). Colours of sub-clusters correspond with
those depicted in UMAP in Figure 6A.

J. Box plot of frequency of cDC2 clusters P8 of the proteomic data and box plot of frequency of
mitotic cDC2A (cluster T5, sub-cluster 6) of the transcriptomic data in allergic (orange boxes)
and non-allergic individuals (green boxes) before (BC) and after allergen challenge (AC). * p <
0.05, ** p < 0.01

K. Box plots of frequency of cDC2 sub-clusters (P11 and P16) in allergic (orange boxes) and non-
allergic individuals (green boxes) before (BC) and after allergen challenge (AC) in the proteomic
data. * p < 0.05, *p< 0.0

L. Dot plot of differentially expressed genes in cDC2 cells (Cluster T5) between before and after
allergen challenge for allergic (AR) and non-allergic (NA) individuals. Red represents up-
regulation of genes, blue represents down-regulation of genes. Colour intensity represent log
fold change (with 0.2 cut off). Size of dot represents the percentage of cells genes are
expressed in after allergen challenge.

M. Dot plot of differentially expressed genes in cDC2 cells (Cluster T5) between allergic (AR) and
non-allergic (NA) individuals, before (BC) and after allergen challenge (AC). Orange represents
gene expression higher in allergic individuals, green represents gene expression higher in non-
allergic individuals, colour intensity represent log fold change. Size of dot represents the
percentage of cells in which the genes are expressed.

N. Heat map of top 20 gene markers sorted by log fold change of ALOX15 expressing cells (green;
top bar) compared to ALOX15 negative cells (red; top bar) within the cDC2 compartment. Bars
above heat map further indicate composition of clusters based on group (allergic in orange;
non-allergic in green), allergen challenge (blue before challenge; red after challenge) and donor.
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Table 1. Cohort characteristics
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