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ABSTRACT  

BACKGROUND. SARS-CoV-2 causes COVID-19 through direct lysis of infected lung epithelial 

cells, which releases damage-associated molecular patterns (DAMPs) and induces a pro-

inflammatory cytokine milieu causing systemic inflammation. Anti-viral and anti-inflammatory 

agents have shown limited therapeutic efficacy. Soluble CD24 (CD24Fc) can dampen the broad 

inflammatory response induced by DAMPs, and a recent randomized phase III trial evaluating 

impact of CD24Fc in patients with severe COVID-19 has shown encouraging clinical efficacy. 

 

METHODS. We studied peripheral blood samples obtained from 22 patients enrolled in the SAC-

COVID trial (NCT04317040), which were collected before and at multiple time points after 

treatment with CD24Fc or placebo. We performed high dimensional spectral flow cytometry 

analysis and measured cytokine levels to discern the immunological impact of CD24Fc treatment 

on patients with COVID-19.  

 

RESULTS. Patient characteristics from the CD24Fc vs. placebo groups were clinically matched 

allowing us to compare results without apparent confounding factors. Using high-content spectral 

flow cytometry, we found systemic hyper-activation of multiple cellular compartments in the 

placebo group, including CD8+ T cells, CD4+ T cells, and CD56+ NK cells in patients with untreated 

COVID-19. By contrast, CD24Fc-treated patient samples demonstrated blunted systemic 

inflammation, with a return to homeostasis in both NK and T cells within days. A single dose of 

CD24Fc significantly attenuated systemic IL-10 and IL-15 cytokines, and diminished the 

coexpression and networking among inflammatory cytokines associated with COVID-19. 

 

CONCLUSIONS. Our clinical and immunological data supports further development of CD24Fc 

as a novel therapeutic against severe COVID-19.    
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INTRODUCTION 

The pathogenesis of SARS-CoV-2 is a multistep process starting with the infection of ACE2-

expressing lung epithelial cells1. Following infection, unconstrained viral replication leads to cell 

lysis and the release of DAMPs. Recognition of these molecules by neighboring cells produces a 

pro-inflammatory milieu through the release of cytokines (such as IL-6 and IL-10), which recruit 

and activate monocytes, macrophages, and T cells2. In severe COVID-19, this pro-inflammatory 

feedback loop results in a persistent and harmful response that leads to structural damage of the 

lung. The resulting cytokine storm can lead to acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) and 

multi-organ failure3. While DAMPs can drive systemic inflammation in various settings, whether it 

occurs in COVID-19 remains unknown.  

 

Interim results from the Solidarity trial (NCT04315948) indicate that several repurposed 

interventions do not significantly alter COVID-19 morbidity and mortality4. Other approaches, 

including cytokines and convalescent plasma, have also been largely ineffective5,6. The anti-

inflammatory glucocorticoid dexamethasone is the only intervention shown to reduce mortality in 

patients with critical-to-severe COVID-197. Thus, effective therapies are needed for these patients. 

  

CD24Fc treatment attenuates inflammation associated with viral infections, autoimmunity, and 

graft-versus-host diseases8-10. In this study, we compared blood samples from COVID-19 patients 

enrolled in the SAC-COVID trial following CD24Fc or placebo. We examined dynamic changes of 

peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) and systemic cytokine and chemokine levels. We 

demonstrated that CD24Fc reversed the inflammatory hallmarks associated with severe COVID-

19, including cytokine storm and immune activation. 

 

METHODS 

PATIENTS AND TRIAL PROCEDURE. This study included samples from patients enrolled in 
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NCT04317040 at The Ohio State University Wexner Medical Center (patient details described in 

Table S1). Patients eligible for this trial were hospitalized with COVID-19, requiring supplemental 

oxygen but not mechanical ventilation, with a prior positive SARS-CoV-2 PCR test. Consented 

and enrolled patients were randomized in a double-blinded fashion to receive either CD24Fc 

antibody (480 mg IV infusion) or placebo control (IV saline). Peripheral blood samples were 

collected from patients before (day 1, D1) and after (D2, D4, D8, D15, and D29) treatment. The 

Western Institutional Review Board approved trial and protocol. The study was monitored by a 

contract research organization; safety reports were submitted to an independent Data and Safety 

Monitoring Board. This trial was conducted in compliance with the protocol, International 

Conference on Harmonization Good Clinical Practice, and all applicable regulatory requirements. 

 

LABORATORY ASSAYS. Immune profiling and cytokine/chemokine assays were performed at 

The Ohio State University, and per manufacturer’s instructions as applicable11,12. We developed 

multiple high dimensional spectral flow cytometry panels to study the dynamic changes of CD8+, 

CD4+, and CD56+ immune cell subsets (Table S2). See Supplementary Appendix for details. 

 

BIOINFORMATICS AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS. Bioinformatic analyses were performed as 

previously described13-21. Flow cytometry data were preprocessed using the OMIQ software, 

visualized using the Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) algorithm, and 

analyzed using a multivariate t-mixture model13. Immune cell activation score was constructed by 

aggregating pre-selected activation markers14,15 using a principal component analysis (PCA) 

applied to the flow cytometry data of HD and baseline COVID-19 patients. Cytokine score was 

constructed using a weighted sum approach and validated using PCA and autoencoder 

approaches16. Network-level analysis of cytokine data was implemented by constructing a 

correlation network between cytokines and evaluating the network structure and importance of 

each node in the network based on an eigenvector centrality (EC) score20. Group comparisons 
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were evaluated using independent sample t-test or Kruskal-Wallis test for continuous variables, 

and Chi-squared test for categorical variables. Longitudinal analyses were implemented using 

generalized linear mixed models (GLMMs). 

 

RESULTS 

POPULATION DYNAMICS OF IMMUNE CELLS. We utilized a high dimensional spectral flow 

cytometry panel with an extensive array of immune population markers (Table S2) to analyze the 

systemic effects of SARS-CoV-2 and CD24Fc treatment on PBMCs. Using an unbiased clustering 

approach based on a multivariate t-mixture model13, we identified 12 distinct clusters that we 

visualized in two dimensions using the UMAP algorithm (Fig 1A). Using clustered heatmap 

analysis, we correlated expression intensity with clusters to annotate B cells (clusters 1, 6, 8), 

CD8+ T cells (clusters 7, 11, 12), CD4+ T cells (clusters 2, 3), γδ T cells (cluster 4), NK cells 

(cluster 10), and myeloid cells (clusters 5, 9) (Fig 1B). Comparing systemic immune population 

dynamics (Fig 1C-D), we found significant increases in plasma B cells (cluster 6), NK cells (cluster 

10), and terminally differentiated CD8+ T cells (cluster 12) in baseline (D1) COVID-19 patients vs. 

healthy donors (HD). Conversely, we found that HD samples were enriched for naïve CD8+ T cells 

(cluster 11) and a subset of myeloid cells (cluster 5). These initial findings were consistent with 

established immunopathology of SARS-CoV-2 infection and the important role the adaptive 

immune system plays in viral pathogen response22-25, and thus validated our experimental 

approach.  

 

We next used UMAP contour plots to investigate the effects of CD24Fc treatment on immune 

population dynamics over time (Fig 1E-F). From baseline to D8, the CD24Fc group displayed a 

sharp and steady decline of plasma B cells (cluster 6), which coordinated with a proportional 

increase in mature B cells (cluster 8). The placebo group showed relatively stable cell proportions 

for these populations over the same time frame.  
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CD24Fc SUPPRESSES T CELL ACTIVATION. We developed a 25-marker flow cytometry panel 

to examine the intricacies associated with effector cell (NK and CD4+/CD8+ T cell) activation and 

differentiation in response to SARS-CoV-2 infection and CD24Fc treatment (Table S2). Using our 

unbiased clustering approach, we identified eight distinct clusters within CD8+ T cells from COVID-

19 and HD samples (Fig 2A-C). At baseline, COVID-19 samples showed enriched frequency of 

clusters 4, 5, 7, and 8, which express markers of activation; HD samples were skewed towards 

cluster 1, which exhibits naive phenotype (Fig. 2D-E). To analyze the impact of CD24Fc on CD8+ 

T cell activation, we generated UMAP contour plots for each treatment group (Fig 2F), and 

analyzed changes to cluster proportions over time (Fig 2G). CD24Fc treatment correlated with a 

modest increase in cluster 1 frequency over time, whereas placebo-treated patients showed 

marked decline. Conversely, the proportion of cluster 8 cells (a population whose expression 

pattern is suggestive of highly activated CD8+ T cells) were stagnant in CD24Fc-treated patients, 

compared to the marked increase seen in placebo group (Fig 2G).   

 

While tracking cluster proportions over time provides an unbiased global view of the data, these 

statistically-distinct cell clusters may not always correspond perfectly to biologically-distinct cell 

types. Therefore, we augmented the unbiased clustering analysis with a semi-supervised 

approach to define an unbiased CD8+ T cell activation score. Known markers of T cell activation 

(T-bet, Ki-67, CD69, TOX, and GZMB) were significantly increased in baseline COVID-19 patients 

compared to HD (Fig 2H), supporting our hypothesis that SARS-CoV-2 infection increases 

peripheral T cell activation. To create a unified cell-level activation score, we used PCA to 

implement dimension reduction of the cell-by-activation marker expression data for all baseline 

COVID-19 and HD cells. The first principal component (PC1) loadings of each activation marker 

were used as coefficients in a linear model for defining the activation score (Table S3). Thus, 

while we manually selected key T cell activation markers, we determined the relative contribution 
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of each activation marker to the final activation score in an unbiased and data-adaptive manner, 

yielding a semi-supervised approach. We observed positive PC1 loadings and positive average 

log-fold changes for each activation marker, confirming that higher activation scores reflect higher 

T cell activation (Table S3). Distributions of activation scores across cell clusters also confirmed 

that more highly activated cell subsets feature higher activation scores (Fig 2I).  

 

To characterize the effect of CD24Fc treatment on global CD8+ T cell activation, we adopted a 

GLMM of the activation scores over time. While CD8+ T cell activation scores at baseline were not 

statistically different between groups, the predicted mean activation scores indicate significantly 

different trajectories between placebo and CD24Fc groups over time (Fig 2J). Thus, we conclude 

that CD24Fc treatment significantly reduced CD8+ T cell activation compared to placebo. CD4+ T 

cell activation also plays an important role in immune response to SARS-CoV-2 infection, so we 

applied the analysis strategy presented above to this population22. To comprehensively 

understand the role of CD4+ T cells and FOXP3+ Tregs, we analyzed total CD4+ T cells including 

FOXP3+ subset (Fig S1), and then FOXP3+ Tregs exclusively (Fig S2). Both analyses showed 

hyperactivated subsets and overall activation score decreased by CD24Fc treatment.  

 

CD24Fc REDUCES NK CELL ACTIVATION. The increased number of NK cells in samples from 

patients with COVID-19 (Fig 1C-D, cluster 10) implies they play an important role in SARS-CoV-

2 infection. We investigated the activation status of NK cells using our unbiased clustering and 

visualization approach, and identified 12 statistically-distinct NK cell clusters, which we visualized 

on heatmaps and UMAPs (Fig 3A-C). Cluster 5, the most highly represented cluster in HD 

samples, displayed an expression pattern suggestive of a less activated population. Samples 

from COVID-19 patients revealed significant reduction in cluster 5 and expansion of clusters 4, 6, 

8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 (Fig 3D-E).  
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To understand the role of CD24Fc treatment on NK cell population dynamics, we generated 

UMAP contour plots to visualize temporal and treatment-based changes (Fig 3F), and quantified 

these differences (Fig 3G). Clusters 1 and 2, which show mild activation, were increased by 

CD24Fc, while cluster 11, which expresses multiple activation markers, was decreased. To 

visualize activation, known NK cell activation markers (TOX, GZMB, KLRG1, Ki-67, and LAG3) 

were assessed (Fig 3H) and plotted per cluster (Fig 3I). Using a GLMM of activation scores over 

time, we found that while baseline values for NK cell activation were not statistically different, the 

mean activation scores were significantly different between placebo and CD24Fc groups 

throughout the study duration (Fig 3J). Thus, CD24Fc treatment rapidly reduced NK cell activation 

status, and the impact was sustained throughout the study period. 

 

CD24Fc ATTENUATES SYSTEMIC CYTOKINE RESPONSE. To examine the effect of CD24Fc 

on cytokine response to SARS-CoV-2 infection, we compared plasma cytokine concentrations 

from HD and COVID-19 patients treated with CD24Fc or placebo. We used multiplex ELISA and 

Luminex analysis platforms testing 37 cytokines in total. Fifteen out of 37 tested cytokines were 

significantly elevated during SARS-CoV-2 infection (Fig 4A, Fig S3A). These included cytokines 

associated with type 1 (IL-12p40, CXCL9, IL-15) and type 3 (IL-1a, IL-1b, RANTES) immunity, 

and chemokine MCP-1 (CCL2) that recruits monocytes and T cells to the sites of inflammation. 

Only three out of 37 cytokines were significantly downregulated in COVID-19 patients (Fig S3A).  

 

We next studied the impact of CD24Fc on cytokine expression in patients with COVID-19. As 

shown in Fig 4B, substantial reduction of cytokines (GM-CSF, IL-5, IL-7, IL-10) and chemokines 

(MIG, MIP-1α, MIP-1β) was observed within 24 hours of CD24Fc. At 1 week after treatment, most 

of the cytokines and chemokines tested are reduced by 10-fold or more. The majority of them are 

selectively reduced in the CD24Fc-treated patients including cytokines critically involved in 

COVID-19 pathogenesis, such as IL-6 and GM-CSF. Analysis of cytokine scores calculated by 
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integrating expression of all markers tested by multiplex ELISA platform using weighted sum 

approach demonstrated significant decrease in CD24Fc-treated groups compare to placebo (Fig 

4C). This finding was independently confirmed using Autoencoder16 and PCA (Fig S3D).  

 

To better understand this modulation, we studied correlations between individual cytokines across 

groups. Correlation matrices (Fig 4F) showed that only a few groups of cytokines were co-

expressed by HD. The numbers of co-regulated cytokines dramatically increased in baseline 

COVID-19 samples indicating activation of coordinated cytokine response. Remarkably, samples 

from CD24Fc-treated patients (pooled over time) showed a decline in cytokine correlations 

compared to baseline or placebo treatment. Similarly, cytokine network plots connecting cytokines 

with moderate and strong associations (Pearson correlation r>0.417) showed lower overall 

interconnectedness in CD24Fc group as compared to baseline or placebo treatment (Fig 4G). 

The overall cytokine network correlations and connectivity in CD24Fc-treated patients were 

significantly different from baseline or placebo treatment (Fig 4H-I).  

 

To understand the relevance of decreased correlation and connectivity of the cytokine network in 

CD24Fc-treated patients to disease severity and therapeutic effect, we performed a similar 

analysis using a previously published dataset of cytokine expression in serum from patients with 

COVID-19 who were either treated in the intensive care unit (ICU patients) or did not require ICU 

treatment (non-ICU patients)26. Notably, we found that inter-cytokine correlation and connectivity 

was lower in non-ICU patients than ICU patients (Fig S4). These data suggest that increased 

blood cytokine network correlation and connectivity are associated with increased COVID-19 

disease severity and ICU treatment, while mild disease (without the need for ICU treatment) is 

characterized by lower correlation and connectivity. Therefore, decreased correlation and 

connectivity of the cytokine network in CD24Fc-treated patients are likely evidence of therapeutic 

efficacy.  
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To identify factors that may play an important role in response to CD24Fc, we calculated centrality 

scores20 for individual cytokines based on their connectivity and correlations within the global 

cytokine network (Table S4). The variances of the centrality scores of 30 cytokines were lower in 

baseline and placebo-treated COVID-19 patients compared to HD and CD24Fc-treated COVID-

19 patients (Fig 4J). These data indicate that distinct cytokines are highly heterogeneous in terms 

of their interconnectedness with other cytokines (centrality) in healthy individuals. Upon SARS-

CoV-2 infection, cytokine centralities become more uniform and subsequent CD24Fc treatment 

abrogates this effect (Fig 4J). Centrality scores for individual markers are shown in Table S4. 

 

DISCUSSION 

The severe COVID-19 patients studied herein demonstrated accelerated clinical recovery 

following CD24Fc treatment compared to placebo. CD24Fc was generally well-tolerated, reduced 

disease progression, and shortened hospital length of stay (results under review in Welker J et al. 

“Therapeutic Efficacy and Safety of CD24Fc in Hospitalised Patients with COVID-19,” submitted 

to Lancet). Given the proposed mechanism of action and pathophysiology of SARS-CoV-2, we 

hypothesized that CD24Fc reduced the hyperactive systemic immune responses in infected 

patients leading to accelerated return to homeostasis. Using deep immune profiling of longitudinal 

samples combined with sophisticated bioinformatic analysis, we uncovered the effects of CD24Fc 

on the systemic host immune response. Overall, we found that CD24Fc treatment blunted 

immune cell activation across several compartments and facilitated return to a more normal 

phenotype following SARS-CoV-2 infection. 

 

Comparing baseline COVID-19 patients with HD allowed us to identify the immune cell 

populations driving pathogenesis. As expected, we saw a significant increase in activated CD8+ 

T and NK cells in SARS-CoV-2-infected patients. We augmented the unbiased clustering analysis 
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with a semi-supervised approach to define an unbiased activation score. CD24Fc-treated patients 

demonstrated significant reduction in activation score over time for both CD8+ T and NK cells 

compared to placebo-treated patients.  

 

The changes in population dynamics between HD and COVID-19 patients are intriguing and offer 

two separate interpretations. CD24Fc may preferentially block the differentiation of mature B cells 

into effector plasma cells, resulting in relatively fewer plasma B cells (cluster 6) and more mature 

B cells (cluster 8). Alternatively, CD24Fc treatment may reduce the systemic burden of SARS-

CoV-2 infection, which would limit the number of plasma cells due to accelerated recovery. As 

previously shown, higher neutralizing antibodies can reflect severity of disease27. In either 

scenario, the correlation between decreased circulating plasma cells in CD24Fc-treated patient 

samples suggests significant immuno-modulatory roles in this treatment.  

 

Aberrant and rapid increase in a broad-spectrum of pro-inflammatory cytokines, known as a 

cytokine storm, plays a central role in pathogenesis of ARDS and other severe complications of 

SARS-CoV-2 infection28. Unlike the cytokine storm associated with immunotherapy, which can be 

effectively treated by antibodies targeting IL-6R, treating COVID-19 with the same antibodies has 

shown limited success. Our longitudinal analysis revealed a broad-spectrum up-regulation of 

systemic cytokines in patients with severe COVID-19. More importantly, CD24Fc treatment cause 

rapid and sustained reduction of most of the 30 cytokines/chemokines tested. Among them are 

known COVID-19 therapeutic targets such as IL-6 and GM-CSF. This broad effect may explain 

the significant therapeutic efficacy of CD24Fc in treating hospitalized COVID-19 patients. 

 

In addition to the two therapeutic targets, we also identified two cytokines that were significantly 

downregulated after CD24Fc treatment: IL-10 and IL-15. Both are linked with COVID-19 severity, 

increased intensive care admission, and/or COVID-19-associated death29-31. Although generally 
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associated with immunosuppressive functions, IL-10 can also stimulate NK and CD8+ T cells and 

induce B cell proliferation and antibody production32. IL-15 promotes activation and expansion of 

NK and CD8+ T cells33,34. Thus, CD24Fc may blunt NK and CD8+ T cell activation by suppressing 

IL-10 and IL-15 production. Since IL-15 also promotes activation and recruitment of neutrophils 

to site of inflammation, CD24Fc may suppress COVID-19-associated neutrophil activation and/or 

neutrophilia35. Furthermore, CD24Fc may limit viral replication by suppressing IL-10 production, 

which has been shown to enhance viral replication of HIV, HCV and HBV36. 

 

Furthermore, unlike HD, COVID-19 patients displayed strong positive correlations between 

inflammatory cytokines, consistent with broad misfiring of host immune responses25,26,37. Notably, 

CD24Fc treatment reduced systemic cytokine levels and diminished correlations and connectivity 

in SARS-CoV-2-infected individuals, thus reshaping the systemic cytokine network towards a less 

tightly co-regulated state characteristic of homeostasis. Based on analysis of the global cytokine 

landscape, we conclude that CD24Fc mitigates the exacerbated host systemic inflammatory 

responses to SARS-CoV-2. This conclusion was corroborated by the decrease of cytokine 

correlation and connectivity in patients with mild COVID-19 infections as compared to patients 

with severe disease that required an ICU treatment. A detailed investigation of individual 

inflammatory markers revealed potential mechanisms of COVID-19 severity reduction by CD24Fc.  

 

In conclusion, the data presented here offer unique immunological insights that underscore the 

clinical findings of the SAC-COVID trial. These results strongly support further investigation of 

CD24Fc for various inflammatory conditions including COVID-19. Our unique cytokine centrality 

analysis and cellular activation index also warrants further study as a prognostic tool for guiding 

therapy in COVID-19 and other systemic inflammatory conditions.  
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Figure 1. Population dynamics of peripheral blood mononuclear cells from healthy donors 

vs. patients with COVID-19 treated with placebo or CD24Fc. A total of 1,306,473 PBMCs from 

HD (n=17) and COVID-19 patients (n=22) were clustered using an unbiased multivariate t-mixture 

model, which identified 12 sub-clusters that reflect statistically distinct cell states. Visualization of 

the relative similarity of each cell and cell cluster on the two-dimensional UMAP space with a 10% 

downsampling (Panel A). Cluster-by-marker heatmap characterizing the expression patterns of 

individual clusters (Panel B). UMAP dot plots (Panel C) and cluster frequencies (Panel D) of HD 

vs. baseline COVID-19 patient samples (cluster 5, p=0.03; cluster 6, p=0.001; cluster 10, p<0.001; 

cluster 11, p<0.001). Contour plots representing the density of cells throughout regions of the 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 23, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.18.21262258doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.18.21262258
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


UMAP space from COVID-19 patients D2, D4, and D8 after CD24Fc vs. placebo treatment (Panel 

E, white arrows indicate visual changes between CD24Fc vs. placebo contour plots). Selected 

cluster population dynamics as fold change over baseline for each group over time (Panel F) (D2: 

placebo n=12, CD24Fc n=10; D4: placebo n=11, CD24Fc n=9; D8: placebo n=4, CD24Fc n=3). 

The p-value was calculated using the Kenward-Roger method. *, p<0.05; **, p<0.01; ***, p<0.001. 
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Figure 2. Subcluster analysis of peripheral blood CD8+ T cells in COVID-19 patients: 

activation following SARS-CoV2 infection is dampened by CD24Fc treatment. A total of 

1,466,822 CD8+ cells from HD (n=17) and COVID-19 (n=22) patients were clustered using an 

unbiased multivariate t-mixture model, which identified 8 CD8+ sub-clusters that reflect statistically 

distinct CD8+ T cell activation states. The relative similarity of each cell and cell cluster on the 

two-dimensional UMAP space were visualized with a 10% downsampling (Panel A). Using 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted August 23, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.18.21262258doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.18.21262258
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


median expression of flow cytometry markers, a cluster-by-marker heatmap was generated to 

characterize the subsets (Panel B) and visualize individual marker expression patterns on the 

UMAP space (Panel C). To understand the effect of SARS-CoV2 infection on cell population 

dynamics, a comparison was made with UMAP dot plots (Panel D) and cluster frequencies (Panel 

E) of HD vs. baseline COVID-19 patient samples (cluster 1, p<0.001; cluster 4, p<0.001; cluster 

5, p<0.001; cluster 7, p<0.001; cluster 8, p<0.001). The samples from COVID-19 patients 2, 4, 

and 8 days after CD24Fc vs. placebo treatment were displayed using contour plots to represent 

the density of cells throughout regions of the UMAP space (Panel F, white arrows indicate visual 

changes between CD24Fc vs. placebo contour plots). The cluster population dynamics as fold 

change over baseline in each treatment group was shown (Panel G; sample distribution described 

in Fig 1F legend). To better characterize the activation status of CD8 T cells, a subset of markers 

(T-bet, Ki-67, CD69, TOX, GZMB) was linearly transformed to create a univariate cell-level 

activation score (Panel H), where highly activated cell clusters (such as cluster 8) had highest 

activation scores (Panel I). A GLMM was then to fit to the longitudinal cell-level activation scores 

to assess the effect of CD24Fc treatment on activation scores over time (Panel J). The p-value 

was calculated using the Kenward-Roger method. ***, p<0.001. 
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Figure 3. Subcluster analysis of peripheral blood NK cells in COVID-19 patients: activation 

of following SARS-CoV2 infection is dampened by CD24Fc treatment. CD56+ cells 

(n=783,623) from HD (n=17) and COVID-19 (n=22) patients were clustered using an unbiased 

multivariate t-mixture model, which identified 12 sub-clusters that reflect statistically distinct 

CD56+ T cell activation states. The relative similarity of each cell and cell cluster on the two-

dimensional UMAP space were visualized with a 10% downsampling (Panel A). Using median 
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expression of flow cytometry markers, a cluster-by-marker heatmap were generated to 

characterize the subsets (Panel B) and visualize individual marker expression patterns on the 

UMAP space (Panel C). To understand the effect of SARS-CoV2 infection on NK cell population 

dynamics, a comparison was made with UMAP dot plots (Panel D) and cluster frequencies (Panel 

E) of HD vs. baseline COVID-19 patient samples. The day 2, 4, 8 samples from placebo and 

CD24Fc-treated patient groups were visualized using contour plots to represent the density of 

cells throughout regions of the UMAP space (Panel F, white arrows indicate visual changes 

between CD24Fc vs. placebo contour plots). The cluster population dynamics as fold change over 

baseline in each treatment group was shown (Panel G; sample distribution described in Fig 1 

legend). To better characterize the activation status of NK cells, a subset of markers (TOX, GZMB, 

KLRG1, Ki-67, LAG-3) was linearly transformed to create a univariate cell-level activation score 

(Panel H), where highly activated cell clusters (such as cluster 11) had highest activation scores 

(Panel I). A GLMM was then fit to the longitudinal cell-level activation scores to assess the effect 

of CD24Fc treatment on activation scores over time (Panel J). The p-value was calculated using 

the Kenward-Roger method. *, p<0.05; **, p<0.01; ***, p<0.001. 
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Figure 4. CD24Fc treatment downregulates systemic cytokine response in patients with 

COVID-19. The relative differences in plasma concentrations of cytokines/chemokines between 

HD (n=25) and COVID-19 patients (n=22) is shown. Values were log-transformed and evaluated 

using independent sample t-test. Only significantly up- and down-regulated markers are shown 

(Panel A). The heatmap analysis (Panel B) was used to visualize the relative levels of plasma 

cytokines/chemokines in placebo vs. CD24Fc-treated patients at indicated time points (Placebo: 

D1 n=12, D2 n=12, D4 n=11, D8 n=5; CD24Fc: D1 n=10, D2 n=10, D4 n=9, D8 n=3). To compare  

longitudinal patterns across groups, each cytokine had its group-specific baseline mean adjusted 

to match the overall mean at D1 and consequent time points are normalized accordingly, followed 

by scaling-by-row. The cytokine score was analyzed longitudinally using weighed sum approach 

(Panel C; p<0.001). Using log-10 transformation of cytokine concentrations (dots) and GLMM 

predicted fixed effects trends (lines), the changes in IL-10 (Panel D; p=0.05) and IL-15 (Panel E; 

p=0.002) levels in CD24Fc (red) and placebo (black) groups were revealed. Values and trend 

lines were centered at D1 mean. The p-value was calculated using the Kenward-Roger method. 

Using Pearson correlation matrices (Panel F; darker red indicates stronger correlation) and 

network maps (Panel G; weight of edge represents correlation coefficient), 30 plasma markers in 

HD (n=25), COVID-19 baseline (D1, n=22), placebo (pooled D2-D8, n=28), and CD24Fc-treated 

(pooled D2-D8, n=24) groups were visualized. Using these correlation coefficients, a density plot 

between 30 plasma cytokines (Panel H; D1 vs placebo, p=0.07; D1 vs CD24Fc, p<0.001; placebo 

vs CD24Fc, p<0.001) was constructed. Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was used to evaluate equality 

of densities between groups. Analysis of connectivity (Panel I) and centrality analysis of cytokine 

network (Panel J) display the cytokine expression relationships within each group. Network 

connectivity plots display highly correlated connections for each cytokine (i.e., node degree) and 

evaluated using paired t-test. Centrality analysis of cytokine network used eigenvector centrality 

score that considers global network connectivity and correlation coefficients between cytokines 

(HD vs D1, p<0.001; D1 vs placebo, p=0.08; D1 vs CD24Fc, p<0.001). Bartlett’s test was 
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performed to evaluate the significance of variance of centrality scores (HD vs D1, p=0.013; D1 vs 

placebo, p=0.17; D1 vs CD24Fc, p=0.008). Each dot in Panel I and J represents a cytokine. *, 

p<0.05; **, p<0.01; ***, p<0.001. 
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