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Abstract

The circumsporozoite protein (CSP) is the main surface antigen of malaria sporozoites and a prime
vaccine target. Responses induced by the CSP-based RTS,S vaccine towards the polymorphic C-terminal
region of P.falciparum-CSP raise concerns that vaccines using single alleles may have lower efficacy
against genotypic variants. We characterized the extent of C-terminal cross-reactivity of antibodies
induced by RTS,S (based on the 3D7 dlele) with variants representing seven circulating field isolates
through anovel HTS-multiplex assay for screening closely related peptides. Reactivity to variants showed
approximately 30-fold reduction in recognition relative to 3D7. The degree of reduced cross-reactivity,
ranging from 21 to 69-fold, directly correlated with the number of polymorphisms between variants and
3D7. Surprisingly, protection assessed by challenge with 3D7 parasites was strongly associated with
higher C-terminal antibody breadth suggesting that C-terminal specific avidity or fine-specificity may
play arolein RTS,S/AS01s-mediated protection and that breadth of C-terminal CSP-specific antibody

responses may be a marker of protection.
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Abbreviations

AS Adjuvant system (GSK nomenclature)
CHMI Controlled human malaria infection
CspP Circumsporozoite protein

ECLIA Electro-chemiluminescence

MLS Mean luminescence signal

MSD Mesoscale Diagnostics

NK Natural killer cells

RTS,S Scientific name of malaria vaccine indicating the vaccine components
Th R Helper T region

TSR Thrombospondin repeat
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Introduction

Most malaria parasite antigens exhibit extensive population-level diversity, resulting from
millennia of selection pressure to escape naturally acquired immunity [1]. The Circumsporozoite Protein
(CSP) isthe main surface antigen on the infecting sporozoite and has been targeted by a variety of pre-
erythrocytic vaccines. The leading Plasmodium fal ciparum CSP-based vaccine is RTS,S/AS01: which
received a positive scientific opinion (under Article 58) from the European Medical Agency in 2015, and
is currently subject to pilot implementation in three African countries with high malaria endemicity [2, 3].
A study conducted in Malawi that focused on T cell epitopes characterized the naturally occurring
variation in CSP and found evidence that naturally-acquired immunity provides sel ective pressure on the
CSP C-terminus [4]. Further evidence of such immune pressure was provided by sequencing the CSP C-
terminus polymorphisms of P. falciparum infecting unprotected RTS,S/AS01e-vaccinated children (ages
5-17 months). The genetic diversity of parasitesin vaccinated subjects demonstrated that vaccination
leads to improved protection against 3D7-matched parasites [5]. This implies vaccine efficacy could be
partially dependent on matching the C-term alele(s) to those prevalent among parasites in the geographic
region of vaccine deployment.

Polymorphism in the CSP C-terminus presumably reflects a balance between immunity driven
selection and constraints to preserve protein function. The C-terminus of CSP is crucial for invading
hepatocytes and, therefore, for successful infection of the liver and establishment of the disease [6]. Field
datafrom aPhase 11 trial in African children and infants has demonstrated the importance of C-terminal
responsesin RTS,S/AS01e-mediated protection [7]. This study also identified polymorphisms within the
C-terminus of the CSP that are associated with vaccine efficacy. The variant sequences associated with
protection identified in clinical field samples [5] represent the foundation for the present study.

Previous studies have not found a consistent association between immune responses to the CSP
C-terminus and vaccine efficacy. Antibodies targeting the C-terminus have been associated with

phagocytic activity, but the phagocytic opsonization index was found to be negatively correlated with
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76  protectioninaphase 2 RTS,Stria [8]. A recent systems serology study extended protective correl ates to

77  NK cdl activity and other Fc-mediated activities[9]. A recent study of B-cell responsesin malaria-naive

78  adults who were vaccinated with live sporozoites identified only 2 out of 215 antibodies that were specific

79  tothe C-terminus from subjects who were protected from subsequent challenge infections, and these

80  antibodies did not exhibit neutralizing characteristics in vitro or confer protection in mice challenged with

81  PfCSP transgenic Plasmodium berghei parasites [10]. However, anaysis of 1gG in plasma/serum from

82  subjectsinthe RTS,S/AS01e phase 3 trial found protection to be significantly correlated with 1gG avidity

83  tothe CSP C-terminus, suggesting this region plays an important but complex role in vaccine-induced

84  protection [7, 11].

85 We recently adapted an electro-chemiluminescence based (ECLIA) multiplex platform to test

86  serological responsesto closely related antigens without cross reactivity due to antigenic similarity and

87  competition. Moreover, the assay platform has avery high sensitivity with exceptionally low inter- and

88 intrarassay variability (manuscript submitted). It enables monitoring the reactivity of either vaccine-

89  induced anti-CSP antibodies or naturally acquired antibodies induced to the currently known C-terminal

90 variantsof the CSP.

91 The objective of the current study was to determine whether the breadth of the humoral immune

92  responseto CSP C-terminus variants can predict vaccine efficacy and protection. Pre-immune vs. immune

93  serafroman RTS,S Phase llaclinical trial assessing protective efficacy in U.S. adults [12] were tested for

94  reactivity against peptides representing CSP-variants identified in the above-mentioned field study [5]. In

95 this study, volunteers received RTS,S formulated with AS01g or AS02,, and no difference in serological

96  responses was observed between the different formulations, consistent with pre-clinical studies[13]. The

97  resultsindicate that protected individual s react against a wider range of peptides, i.e. breadth of response

98  tovariant peptides, compared to individuals who are not protected following controlled human malaria

99 infection (CHMI). These results can be used to guide the refinement of the design of CSP-based malaria
100  vaccinesto develop avaccine with increased breadth of reactivity to C-terminal variants, which may be a

101  correlate of protection in RTS,S vaccinated subjects.
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102 Materias and Methods

103  Peptides

104 Eight biotinylated PFCSP C-terminal peptides were produced by CS Bio (Menlo Park, CA) and
105  provided by PATH (CSP aa 283-375). Sequences are listed in Table 1. Thisregion of the CSP C-terminus
106  spansmost of the non-repeat region of the RTS,S vaccine construct (CSP aa 272-389) and harbors many
107  highly polymorphic amino acid positions presumably selected by naturally acquired immune responses,
108  and for which a subset were observed to be associated with allele-specific vaccine protection in a previous

109  study [5].

110  Antibodies

111 Pre-immune and day of challenge sera (two weeks post third immunization from a previously
112 conducted clinical trial (NCT00075049) [12] in which study participants vaccinated with RTS,S

113 adjuvanted in ASO1g or AS02, (n =15 protected subjects, n =11 non-protected subjects) were tested for
114  reactivity against C-terminal peptides. Preliminary experiments did not show differences between the two
115  vaccine cohortsin their reactivity to the variant peptides. The serum sample use was reviewed by the

116  WRAIR Human Subjects Protection Branch which determined that the research does not involve human
117  subjects (NHSR protocol WRAIR#2142) as the samples used were de-identified and no link between

118  samples and subjects exists. A human CSP-immune serum pool (CSP-AV) and commercial human AB

119  pooled serum were used as positive and negative assay controls respectively.

120  Mesoscale Diagnostics

121 The experiments were conducted using the U-PLEX assay platform (Mesoscale Discovery

122 (MSD) Inc, Gaithersburg, MD) as previously reported [14]. In brief, individual biotinylated peptides were
123 incubated with the proprietary U-PLEX MSD linkers designed to bind to respective spots on 10-spot

124 MSD multi-array 96 plates. U-PLEX linker-coupled peptides were combined into a cocktail containing all

125  eight peptides (i.e., H12, H13, H18, H234, H3, H50, Pf16-MV I, Pf16-H1; 300 nM of each pre-linked
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126 peptide). Plates were coated overnight at 4°C and washed three times with 1x Wash Buffer (MSD).

127  Serum samples were diluted 1:5,000 with assay diluent (diluent 2, MSD) and incubated for 1 hour at RT
128  on shaker. Plates were washed and incubated with goat-anti-human 1gG (H+L) secondary antibody

129  conjugated to Sulfotag (MSD, 1 pg/ml final concentration) in diluent 3 for 1 hour at RT on shaker. Plates
130  werewashed and 2x Read Buffer T (MSD) was added prior to reading the platesin the Meso Quickplex
131 SQ120 per the manufacturer’ sinstructions. Data were reported as mean luminescence signa (MLS).

132

133 B cell epitope predictions

134 Sequences of the variant and 3D7 C-terminus were used as the input for the sequence-based

135  linear B cell epitope predictions using BepiPred [15]. The crystal structure deposited in the Protein Data
136  Bank (PD ID code 3VDJ) [16] was used for predicting conformational epitopes in the 3D7 sequence with
137  the Discotope method [17]. The tools were accessed through the Immune Epitope Database

138 (www.iedb.org)[18].

139
140  Statistics
141 Univariate analysis between protected and unprotected subjects was performed to determine the

142  correlation between MSD intensity (reactivity) to the various peptides and protection. Prior to any t-test,
143 wecarried out a Shapiro-Wilkstest to determine if the to-be-compared data points were normally

144  distributed. If both were normally distributed (p < 0.05 by the Shapiro-Wilks test), we applied a Student’s
145  t-test; if either distribution was not normally distributed, we applied the Wilcoxon signed-rank test.

146

147  To express the breadth of the immune response, first the relative response of individual serato the

148  different variant peptides was calculated (Px = ML S to peptide y/MLS to 3D7 allele) and then the median
149  response across al tested variant peptides was calculated (breadth = median (Psp7, Pu1, Praz, Pri2, Phso,

150  Pyas, Pris, Phzss). Binomial logistics regression was performed to estimate the probability of protection
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151  based on antibody breadth. Correlations and correlation matrices were calculated and plotted using R
152  software. R script and data are available upon request.

153

154  Dataavailability

155  All analysis scripts used in this study were written in R and are available freely for download at https://
156  github.com/BHSAl/immstat. Experimental data and protocols are made available upon request to

157  corresponding author.

158
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159  Results

160  Design of C-terminal CSP variant peptides

161  Seven C-terminal peptides were selected from a database of naturally occurring CSP segquences observed
162  inthe RTS,SYAS01g phase 11 ancillary genotyping study [5]. Each peptide contains varying degrees of
163  similarity to the 3D7 vaccine construct at polymorphic amino acid positions, including those observed in
164  thePhaselll ancillary genotyping study to contribute to differential vaccine efficacy [5]. Previous studies
165  of CSP have highlighted three regions hypothesized to serve as T-cell epitopes [19] and/or B-cell epitopes
166  [20, 21]: DV10 (positions 293-302), Th2R (positions 311-327) and Th3R (positions 352-363). Figure 1
167  aignsthe seven peptide constructs along the 3D7 sequence (peptide MV I-Pf16) and indicates highly

168  polymorphic positions within the DV 10, Th2R, and Th3R epitope regions. The magnitude of

169  polymorphism observed in the phase Il ancillary genotyping study [5] is represented by potentially

170  balanced polymorphisms, indicating positions where the major alleleis present with afrequency < 80%,
171  and whether or not aposition was a‘sieve site’ (associated with differential vaccine efficacy) [5]. Three
172 of thefour positions with the highest sequence entropy occur in Th2R, specifically 318E, 321N, and

173 322K, aong with one position (352N) in Th3R (not shown). The H18 peptide has the smallest Hamming
174  distanceto 3D7, with five mismatching amino acid positions; H50 is the most distant from 3D7 with 10

175 mismatches.

176  Reactivity of RTS,S-immune serato variant C-terminal CSP peptides

177  Serafrom RTS,S-vaccinated subjects were tested using an ECLIA-based multiplex platform (MSD) for
178  reactivity against C-terminal CSP variants that represent prevalent parasite strains across Africa. As

179  expected, we found reactivity to the 3D7 peptide higher than the variant peptidesin all cases (Figure 2A,
180  Supplementary Figure 1). We observed on average, reactivity to the CSP variants showed a 30-fold

181  reduction in signal intensity relative to 3D7, ranging from as low as 21-fold reduction to as high as 69-
182  fold reduction across the seven variants. Additionally, there was a relationship between the degree of

183  reduction in signa relative to 3D7 and the Hamming distance between that peptide and 3D7. H234 and
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184  HA18, for example, were matching or highly similar to 3D7 at one epitope and showed a 21-fold and 25-
185  fold reduction in signal, respectively, while H50, which was the most divergent sequence from 3D7 had a
186  69-fold reduction. Interestingly, the two peptides with the weakest cross-reactivity, H13 and H50, aso
187  display the greatest divergence from the five critical sieve site residuesidentified by Neafsey et al [5].

188 Both H13 and H50 contain K317E, P354S, D356N, A361E mutations, possibly impacting linear and/or
189  conformational epitopes.

190

191 Stratifying the results based on protective status revealed (Supplementary Figure 2 and Figure
192  2B): 1) magnitude of the response to the 3D7 peptide did not discern between protected and non-protected
193  individuals; (2) magnitude of the response to several peptides (H18, H12, H3, and H1) was significantly
194  higher in protected individuals than non-protected individuals (p < 0.05 for H18, H12, and H3; p < 0.01
195  for H1). We also observed that this difference in protection status was mainly found in peptides with more
196  modest differences from 3D7 — for example responses to H50 (Hamming distance of 10 from 3D7)

197  showed no significant difference with respect to protection status, while responses to H18 (Hamming

198  distance of 4) did. Overall among the peptides for which reactivity showed significant differences

199  between protected and non-protected individuals, protected individuals showed approximately a 2-fold

200  higher signal than non-protected individuals (Figure 2B).

201 Breadth of CSP antibody response and protection

202 We sought to quantify the breadth of the antibody response in terms of its reactivity across all
203  CSPvariantsin this study and assess its relationship to protection. We defined antibody breadth of a
204  given sample as the median response across al the seven CSP variant peptides relative to its response to
205  the3D7 peptide. We compared this measure of antibody breadth by protection status (Figure 3A) and
206  found that protected individuals had significantly higher breadth in their antibody responses than non-
207  protected individuals (p < 0.01). We compared the antibody breadth relative to the antibody response to

208  3D7 to determineif the magnitude of the 3D7 response played arole in determining antibody breadth, but

10
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209  found no correlation between the two measures (Figure 3B). To further explore the association between
210  breadth of antibody response to C-terminal peptides and protection, subjects were binned by antibody

211  response breadth into three bins of equal width (Figure 3C). A binomial logistic regression to estimate the
212 probability of protection from antibody breadth revealed that breadth is associated with the outcome

213 (p=0.062), suggesting that the greater the breath of a subject’s antibody response, the more likely a

214  subject isto be protected. The model suggests that a subject with low antibody response breadth (100-fold
215  reduction in median signal between 3D7 and the CSP variants) has a 28% chance of protection while a
216  subject with high antibody response breadth (10-fold reduction in median signal between 3D7 and the

217  CSPvariants) has a 84% chance of protection.

218 Given that the overall breadth shows an association with protection, we sought to determine

219  whether reactivity of the serum to pairs of peptides could provide additional insight. Using a correlation
220  analysis, we identified peptides that show high correlation (i.e. subjects that show a high response to one
221  peptide also show a high response to another or vice versa), suggesting that the antibodies in that sample
222  arebinding to epitopesin a cross-reactive manner between the two peptides. Conversely, peptides that
223 show low correlation (i.e. a subject shows a high response to one peptide but alow response to another)
224 suggeststhat antibodies in that sample are binding to epitopes in an allele-specific manner. Cross-

225  reactivity in the antibody response can arise from two factors: 1) binding of antibodies to conserved

226  epitopes and 2) binding of antibodiesto conserved positions of otherwise largely polymorphic epitopes.

227

228 For protected subjects, we found that all peptides showed high correlation with each other (p<
229  0.05, Pearson correlation), suggesting that for these subjects, the antibody response appears to be cross-
230  reactive across al eight peptides (Figure 4A). By contrast, for non-protected subjects we observed weak
231  correlation between responses to 3D7 and the other CSP variants and a moderate correlation between al
232 non-3D7 CSP variants, suggesting that their responses are largely allele-specific for 3D7. In both

233 protected and non-protected subjects, the correl ation between responses to all non-3D7 variants may

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.15.20232033

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.15.20232033; this version posted November 16, 2020. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available
for use under a CCO license.

234 reflect binding to conserved epitope positions. For protected vaccinees, this correlation extends to 3D7 as
235  well, indicating in these subjects, RTS,S elicited responses that predominantly target conserved epitope
236  positions. By contrast, for non-protected vaccinees, the lack of correlation between 3D7 and the other
237  variants suggeststhat for these subjects, RTS,S-elicited responses target pol ymorphic epitope positions

238  that are uniqueto 3D7 and exhibit high (albeit non-protective) 3D7 allele specificity.

239

240 Supplementary Figure 3 shows representative cases for peptides H3 and H13 to illustrate this
241  effect. In acomparison of responsesto 3D7 and H3 across protected and non-protected subjects

242 (Supplementary Figure 3A), protected subjects show a strong correlation (R* = 0.57, p < 0.01) while non-
243 protected subjects do not (R® = 0.14). Likewise, in a comparison of responses between 3D7 and H13

244  (Supplementary Figure 3B), protected subjects also show astrong correlation (R* = 0.60, p < 0.01), while
245  non-protected subjects do not (R? = 0.13). By contrast, in a comparison between responses between two
246 non-3D7 alleles, H3 and H13 (Supplementary Figure 3C), protected subjects show avery high correlation
247  (R?*=0.96, p < 10"®) and non-protected subjects show a correlation aswell (R? = 0.65, p < 0.05). One

248  interpretation for these resultsis 1) the correlation between the non-3D7 alleles and 3D7 in protected

249  subjects suggests a significant portion of the RTS,S-induced response in these subjects is cross-reactive
250  and 2) the correlation between responses to non-3D7 alleles suggests that cross-reactive portion of the

251  RTS,S-induced responseis broadly cross-reactive across non-3D7 alleles.
252

253 Next, the correlation analysis was stratified based on the overall ELISA titer to the 3D7 C-

254  terminus (i.e., high titer vs. low titer in both, protected and non-protected groups) (Figure 4B and 4C).
255  The stratification based on antibody titer and protection status revealed that antibody titers are not

256  responsible for the distinct antibody reactivities against C-terminal variant peptides. Furthermore, we see
257  didtinct differences between high-titer and low-titer non-protected subjects. For low-titers, thereisahigh
258  correlation across all the peptides, suggesting that responses in these subjects are targeting conserved

12
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259  epitope positions across these peptides. However, non-protected subjects with high C-term titers show a
260  strikingly different pattern with a negative correlation between 3D7 and the non-3D7 aleles. This

261  indicates for these subjects a stronger 3D7 response corresponded to a weaker non-3D7 response,

262  suggesting non-protected subjects with high C-term titers are characterized by strong antibody responses

263  towards 3D7-specific epitopes.

264

265  Epitope prediction and structural modeling

266 Given the potential role of fine specificity in determining antibody breadth and its association
267  with protection, we sought to characterize the antibody epitopes on the CSP C-terminal region. We

268  carried out sequence- and structure-based epitope prediction (Figure 5A). The C-terminal region of CSP
269  consists of adisordered linker region that connects the C-terminal region with the NANP repeat region
270  and an ordered thrombospondin-like repeat domain unique to CSP termed the a-thrombospondin repest
271  (TSR) domain. We carried out linear epitope prediction on the linker region using the BepiPred algorithm
272 [15] and found amajor epitope region from positions 284-311. This region includes the DV 10 epitope
273 and has been previously reported to be an epitope recognized by sera from individuals immunized with

274  irradiated sporozoites as well as by sera from children living in malariaendemic areas[20].

275 We used the crystal structure of the o-TSR domain [16] of CSP for structure-based epitope

276 prediction using the DiscoTope agorithm [17]. The a gorithm identified two epitope regions — residues
277  311-331 and residues 342-367. These conformational epitopes correspond to the polymorphic Th2R and
278  Th3R, respectively. The epitope containing the Th2R region (AA311-331) has been previously described
279  asaB cell epitope in humans, rodents, and nonhuman primates providing some validation of these

280  predictions[22, 23]. We mapped the epitope regions onto the structure of the CSP C-terminal region

281  (Figure5B). The Th2R and Th3R polymorphic regions map onto the two unique aspects of the CSP

282  o~TSR domain —the a-helix inregion 111 and the CSP ‘flap’, respectively. The a-TSR domain itself is
283  highly conserved. Overall, based on the structural modeling there appear to be three overlapping epitope

13
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284  regions— the polymorphic a-helix region (containing Th2R), the polymorphic CSP-flap (containing

285 Th3R), and the conserved ‘back-face’ of the a-TSR domain.

286 Given the potential role of conserved epitopes or epitope positions in determining antibody

287  breadth, our structural modeling suggests that the major conserved epitope region lies along the back-face
288  of the a-TSR domain, while polymorphic epitopes are primarily found on the ‘front-face’, along the o-
289  helix of Region 11l and the CSP-flap that make up the Th2R and Th3R polymorphic regions, respectively.
290  Our results suggest that, responses in non-protected subjects with high C-term titers may be mostly

291  focused on these polymorphic epitopes.

292
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293  Discussion

294 While antibody responses to the CSP central repeats are known critical mediators of

295  RTS,S/AS01¢ vaccine efficacy, thisisthe first report revealing the rel ationship between breadth of

296  antibody responses to different CSP C-term variants and protection from P.falciparum infection following
297  RTS,Simmunization. There are several potentia strategies to improve the RTS,SYAS01g vaccine efficacy
298  and extend the durability of protection. First, efficacy could be boosted by broadening the immune

299  responsesto the C-terminus of CSP, which is known to be crucial for the function of the parasite and may
300  contributeto increased vaccine efficacy. CSP can assume two different conformations: the non-adhesive
301  conformation during migration of the parasite to the target tissue (i.e., salivary gland in the mosquito and
302  liver in the mammalian host) and the adhesive form when preparing for invasion [6, 24]. When assuming
303 the non-adhesive conformation, the N-terminus of the CSP folds over the C-terminus thus shielding it
304  from potential immune attacks (such as antibodies or complement [25]). Most epitopes of the C-terminus
305 areonly accessible for antibody binding when the CSP assumes its adhesive conformation [24].

306  Analyzing the differences between these two forms of CSP reveals the importance of the C-terminus for
307 invasion, asthe N-terminus of the CSP will protect this region during the sporozoite’ s journey to its target
308  tissue. Reports investigating the relationship between the epitope specificity of C-terminal monoclonal
309  antibodies (mAbs) and their functional activity have shown that mAbs binding to the a-TSR have limited
310  functional activity, likely because most epitopes are masked by the N-terminus (non-adhesive

311  conformation) unless the parasite prepares for host cell invasion [10, 26]. In contrast, al tested mAbs

312 binding to repeat and C-terminus have been shown to be invasion-inhibitory, while mAbs binding only to
313  thea-TSR have limited functionality [26]. Selective immune pressure may be responsible for the

314  increased frequencies of polymorphismsin the C-terminus, which is a balancing act between immune
315  escape and maintaining functionality. The present study provides an insight into the breadth of C-terminal
316  antibody specificitiesinduced by RTS,S, given the tested samples were from malaria-naive RTS,S

317  vaccinees. The results also inform the potency of the vaccine in priming cross-reactive responses to other
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318  CSP C-terminal variants. Overall, we found that signal intensities corresponding to antibody titers were
319  ~20-to 70-fold lower in the vaccine-mismatch alleles compared to the vaccine-matched 3D7 allele. While
320  antibody responses clearly play acritica rolein RTS,S-mediated protection, it is not known what

321  consequences this reduction in reactivity in the C-terminal CSP response has for protection against

322  diverse P.falciparum strains found in malaria endemic regions.

323 As has been the case in previous RTS,S studies [7, 8], there was not a significant differencein
324  antibody titers to the C-terminal region of CSP between protected and non-protected subjects. However,
325 interestingly, we did find that serum antibodies from protected subjects had higher reactivity to several
326  CSPvariant peptides than non-protected subjects. Furthermore, using a measure of antibody breadth

327  based on the median response across all CSP C-terminal variants, protected subjects showed greater

328  breadth than non-protected subjects. Logistic regression revealed a possible quantitative rel ationship

329  between breadth and protection — subjects with only a~10-fold decrease in reactivity to the CSP variants
330 compared to 3D7 had a>80% chance of protection, while subjects that showed greater than 100-fold
331  decreasein reactivity to the CSP variants had only a 28% chance of protection. Thislink between

332  antibody breadth and protection is puzzling given that the subjects were exposed to a homol ogous

333  challenge, for which antibody breadth alone would play no obvious role in protection.

334 One possible explanation is that apparent breadth of the antibody response may be a proxy for
335  fine-specificity — or relative response to different CSP C-terminal epitopes. An antibody response that
336  predominantly targets conserved epitopes would be expected to show strong antibody breadth across al
337  CSPvariants, while an antibody response that primarily targets pol ymorphic epitopes would be expected
338  toshow allee-specific behavior, and correspondingly, weak breadth. Using correlation analysis between
339 theantibody reactivitiesto the CSP variant peptides, we showed that protected subjects had a strong

340  correlation across all the CSP variant peptides, suggesting their antibody responses were focused

341  primarily on conserved epitope positions. By contrast, non-protected subjects, and particularly non-

342  protected subjects with high CSP titers, show low or even negative correlation between their 3D7
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343  response and their response to the CSP variants, suggesting that in these subjects, RTS,Sis dliciting

344  responses predominantly towards polymorphic positions of the 3D7 CSP.

345 Using structural modeling of the a-TSR domain of the C-terminal region of CSP, we show that
346  the polymorphic epitope regions, Th2R and Th3R, are primarily found in the a-helix in Region 111 and the
347  ‘CSP-flap’ [16]. Interestingly, these structural features of the a-TSR region of CSP are uniqueto the P.
348  falciparum protein and not found in any other a-TSR or a-TSR-like domain structure [16], suggesting

349  possible functional significance or selective pressure. Epitope prediction in conjunction with structure
350  modeling shows that pol ymorphic epitopes of CSP C-term are primarily found on the same ‘front-face’ of
351  theprotein, near the linker region that connects the a-TSR domain to the NANP repeat region, while

352 conserved epitopes along the highly conserved a-TSR domain are primarily found on the opposite face, or
353  ‘back-face’. Given thisarrangement of conserved and polymorphic epitope positions along the CSP

354  structure, it is possible that antibody responses with differing degrees of cross-reactivity have different
355  fine-specificities with respect to which epitope regions they bind to.

356 Although antibody responses to CSP have long been recognized as important for protection

357  against infection, the work reported here represents the first systematic study to dissect the association
358  between protection and fine specificity of antibody responses (i.e., potential epitopesin the C-terminus) to
359  thisregion as has been reported for CSP-repeat specific antibodies [27, 28]. Therole of C-terminal

360  antibodies has been debated in the literature, with some reports demonstrating the importance of C-

361  terminal antibodiesin protection [7, 29] while others have shown alack of functionality [10]. Our

362  findings suggest that the conserved TSR region of the C-terminus may contain key protective epitopes
363  that may be of great interest to vaccine design, especidly in light of the possibility that antigenic

364  mismatch dueto polymorphismsin the CSP C-terminal region may limit RTS,S vaccine efficacy [5, 30].
365  Finadly, our study suggests that the overall breadth of the antibody response across CSP C-terminal

366  variants may be amarker for protection in CSP-based vaccines.

367
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368 Figure Legends

369

370  Figure 1: CSP-variant peptide sequence alignment and distance from 3D7. A) Multiple sequence

371  alignment of the seven variant peptides, compared with 3D7, along the DV10, Th2R, and Th3R epitope
372 regions. Mismatched residues are shown in black. Hamming distance to 3D7 is shown for each peptide
373  variant along with information on differential cumulative vaccine efficacy and potential balanced

374  polymorphisms. B) ‘Seve site’ Hamming Distance and Total Hamming Distance of the CSP-variant

375  peptidesand 3D7.

376  Figure 2: Serumreactivity of RTS S-immune sera with 3D7 and seven variant CSP peptides. Dot plot
377  summarizes reactivity of 26 vaccinees to the eight C-terminal peptides (A). Data expressed as net

378  luminescence signal (signal of pre-immune sera subtracted; mean luminescence signal of CSP-negative
379  sera 357 + 120). Data were also stratified by protection status (blue for protected, red for non-protected)
380 and shown as a fold change relative to 3D7 (B). Peptides are ordered in increasing sieve Hamming

381  Distance, left to right, from 3D7. Peptides are ordered in increasing sieve-site Hamming Distance, left to

382  right, from 3D7. Statistical significance shown with asterisks (* p < 0.05; ** p< 0.01; *** p < 0.001).

383  Figure 3: Breadth of the response to C-terminal CSP peptides is associated with protection. A) The

384  breadth of the antibody response was expressed as median response across all tested variant peptides
385 relativeto 3D7. Data stratified into protected (blue) vs non-protected (red dots) (** p<0.01, Student’ s t-
386  test). B) Scatterplot showing breadth of antibody response compared to MSD intensity to 3D7; no

387  significant correlation was seen in protected or non-protected subjects. C) Logistic regression was

388  carried out with subjects binned into three bins based on relative breadth (circle size corresponds to

389  sample sizein bin; whiskersindicate 95% confidence interval). Estimated probability of protection based

390  on antibody breadth shown with 95% confidence interval in blue.
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391  Figure4. Antibody profile of protected vs. non-protected RTS Simmunized vaccinees to C-terminal

392  peptides. Correlation matrices indicate the relationship between the magnitudes of the antibody

393  responsesto the various C-terminal peptides. The color and size of the dots (scale below graphs) indicate
394  thedegree of correlation between the different CSP peptides (small to large indicating low to high

395  correlation). Correlation matrices stratified by protected status for all subjects (A), and separately

396  subjectswith high antibody titers (‘ high responders’) (B) and subjects with low antibody titers (‘low

397 responders’) (C). CSP-variant peptides are arranged based on clustering analysis to group peptides with

398  similar patterns of responses together.

399

400  Figure 5 Sequence alignment, domain map, and structure of the C-terminal region of CSP. A) Sequences
401  of CSP variants are aligned with 3D7 with polymor phisms highlighted in yellow and the DV10, Th2R and
402  Th3Rregionsbound in red. The domain map of CSP C-termis shown with the linker region (gray), a-
403  Region Il (magenta), CS-flap (cyan), and ¢-TSR domain (dark blue). B) The structure of the a-TSR

404  domain of CSP (PDB: 3VDJ) is shown in colors that correspond to the domain map, with polymorphic

405  siteshighlighted in red. Predicted epitope regions are shown in a ‘surface’ depiction on the structure.

406

407
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Figure 4
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Figure 5
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