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31 ABSTRACT

32  Background: Administration of plasma therapy may contribute to viral control and survival
33 of COVID-19 patients receiving B-cell depleting agents that hinder the endogenous humoral
34  response. However, little is known on the impact of anti-CD20 pre-exposition and the use of
35 different sources of plasma (convalescent versus vaccinated) on the kinetics of SARS-CoV-2-

36  specific antibodies and viral evolution after plasma therapy.

37 Methods: Eligible COVID-19 patients (n = 36), half of them after anti-CD20 targeted
38 therapy, were treated with thergpeutic plasma from convalescent (n = 17) or mRNA-
39 vaccinated (n = 19) donors. Each plasma-transfused patient was thoroughly monitored over

40 timeby anti-S 1gG quantification and whole-genome SARS-CoV -2 sequencing.

41 Results: The mgority of anti-CD20 pre-exposed patients (15/18) showed progressive
42  declines of anti-S protein 1gG titers following plasma therapy, indicating that they mostly
43 relied on the passive transfer of anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies. Such antibody kinetics
44 correlated with prolonged infection before virus clearance, contrasting with the endogenous
45  humoral response predominantly present in patients who had not received B-cell depleting
46  agents (15/18). No relevant differences were observed between patients treated with plasma
47  from convalescent and/or vaccinated donors. Finally, 4/30 genotyped patients showed
48 increased intra-host viral evolution and 3/30 included 1 to 4 spike mutations, potentially

49  associated to immune escape.

50 Conclusions: Convalescent and/or vaccinated plasmatherapy may provide anti-SARS-CoV-2
51 antibodies and clinical benefit to B-cell depleted COVID-19 patients. Only a limited number
52 of patients acquired viral mutations prior to clinica recovery, yet our study further
53  emphasizes the need for long-term surveillance for intra-host variant evolution, to guide best

54  therapeutic strategies.
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55 INTRODUCTION

56  Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) disproportionaly affects immunocompromised
57 patients, in the context of their underlying disease, high prevalence of comorbidities, and/or
58 related treatment (1). Hematological malignancies and solid tumors have been consistently
59 associated with increased risk of COVID-19 complications and death (2-5). Repeated
60 administration of anti-CD20 monoclonal antibody (e.g. rituximab), an effective treatment for
61 B-cell cancers or inflammatory autoimmune diseases, which leads to B-cell lymphopenia and
62 hypogammaglobulinemia, is also marked by a more severe COVID-19 course (6-8) and
63 impaired anti-SARS-CoV -2 antibody response, elicited by infection or vaccination (9, 10).

64 Neutralizing antibodies represent an important correlate of recovery following SARS-CoV-2
65 infection (11). Consequently, convalescent plasma therapy (CP), obtained from donors who
66 have recovered from COVID-19 and containing anti-SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing antibodies,
67  has been under massive investigation as reported in large randomized controlled trials (12-
68 18). In immunocompetent COVID-19 patients with high-risk factors for severe disease
69  progression, treatment with CP has shown clinical benefit when given early (within 72 hours
70  after the onset of symptoms) and with high titers of neutralizing antibodies (12, 13). Similar
71  observations were made when REGN-COV2, a neutralizing monoclonal antibody (mAb)
72  cocktail was administrated early in the disease course and in seronegative individuals (19).
73 Mot of these trials, however, failed to demonstrate a therapeutic benefit of CP, once COVID-
74 19 patients were hospitalized with an already-established severe pneumonia (14-18).

75 The usefulness of plasma therapy is more substantial in immunodeficient patients. There is
76 growing evidence from cohort studies and case-series, that CP therapy in frail
77  immunosuppressed individuals, unable to mount effective anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibody
78  responses, reduces vira load and improves clinical symptoms, even when given late after
79 initia diagnosis (20-25). Accordingly, these findings suggest that the administration of
80 plasma with high neutralizing antibody titers is a safe and effective treatment for
81 immunosuppressed patients (3, 26, 27).

82 Patients with immunosuppression are also at specific risk for a protracted infection with
83 SARS-CoV-2 (28). In an initial report, Aydillo et al. showed no major changes in the
84  consensus sequences of the origina virus strain from serial sample genomes of 11
85 immunosuppressed patients, including patients treated with CP (29). However, accumulation
86 of SARS-CoV-2 mutations have been documented in sporadic case-reports of long-term

87 infected immunocompromised hosts (30-34). While this phenomenon does not seem to be


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.24.22274200
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.24.22274200; this version posted April 26, 2022. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

V200422

88 very common (26, 35), prolonged vira replication in the context of an inadequate immune

89 response may facilitate the emergence of divergent escape variants (28).

90 A key issue of CP therapy relates to the wide heterogeneity of neutralizing antibody titers
91 found within CP units from recovered individuals (36). The rapid decay of circulating
92  antibody titers within 2 to 3 months after viral infection (37) strongly limits the window of
93  opportunity to collect high-dose anti-SARS-CoV-2 IgG titers from convalescent donor
94 plasma (38). For instance, the supply of CP from one center revealed that high titer
95 collections, as defined by the US Food and drug Administration (FDA), accounted for only
96 about 20% of plasma donations (39). In turn, SARS-CoV-2 antibody responses induced after
97 the second dose of MRNA vaccines are found to be similar to or even higher than the average
98 values from convalescent serum samples (40, 41). Moreover, planning plasmapheresis from
99 individuas who have scheduled their vaccination date is logistically easier than from
100 COVID-19 recovered donors. Assuming that the main criteria of plasma efficacy is to provide
101 the highest antiviral antibody titers, this argument supports the use of plasma from non-
102 COVID-19 heathy adults who had recently received the second dose of an mMRNA-based

103 vaccine.

104  Here, we describe the long-term outcomes of 36 patients with acquired immunodeficiencies
105 (32/36; 89%) or high-risk factors (4/36; 11%) after treatment with convalescent plasma (CP, n
106 = 17) or vaccinated plasma (VP, n = 19), between November 2020 and July 2021. Half of the
107 patients (18/36) had received or were still under anti-CD20 therapy (e.g. rituximab,
108  obinutuzumab). The aims of this study were to determine (i) the feasibility of using different
109  sources of plasma (CP versus VP), (ii) the impact of anti-CD20 pre-exposition on anti-SARS-
110  CoV-2-specific antibody kinetics and (iii) the rate of viral evolution and immune escape after
111 plasma therapy in immunosuppressed patients. Therefore, each patient was thoroughly
112  monitored over time by anti-S IgG quantification and whole-genome SARS-CoV-2
113  sequencing.
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114 ETHICSSTATEMENT

115 The study protocol was reviewed and approved by the Medica Board Committee of the
116 Lausanne University Hospital (Lausanne, Switzerland) and the Cantonal Ethics Committee
117  for Clinical Research (CER-VD; Lausanne, Switzerland). Each patient or alegally authorized
118  representative provided informed consent prior to plasma transfusion and for the retrospective
119 data collection. Each donor gave written consent for plasma donation and collection of sera,

120  according to regulations of the Swiss Blood Transfusion Services.
121

122 METHODOLOGY

123  Study design

124 All patients described in this case series were treated with either CP (n = 17) or VP (n = 19)
125 between November 27, 2020 and July 28, 2021 under an experimental therapy protocol
126 available as compassionate use only, according to the Swiss Federal Law on Therapeutic
127  Products (LPTh). Eligible patients (>18 years of age) had a PCR-confirmed diagnosis of
128 SARS-CoV-2 infection, a documented onco-hematological diagnostic (n = 22) or an
129  autoimmune disease (n = 5) and/or a solid organ transplant (n = 5) and/or active solid tumor
130 malignancy (n = 3) and were hospitalized with mild to severe COVID-19 according to the
131 WHO classification. We included 4 additional non-immunocompromised patients with high-
132  risk factors for severe COVID-19 and nosocomial infection < 72h post symptoms or diagnosis
133  (12). Patientsincluded in this analysis were alive on day 7 after plasma transfusion.

134  Plasma collection and preparation

135 Convalescent plasma was collected from 32 male donors (CP), who had fully recovered for at
136 least 28 days after COVID-19 onset and presented an anti-S protein-specific 1gG response,
137 ranging from 29.4-135.6 ratio, with an average ratio of 79 using an in-house developed
138 Luminex assay (42), correlating to neutralizing titers (43, 44). Due to the difficulties to obtain
139  high-titer plasma from convalescent donors, we collected from March, 1%, 2021 onwards,
140  plasmafrom 24 non-COVID-19 male donors (VP), who had received their second dose of an
141 mRNA-based vaccine (Moderna or Pfizer) and exhibited an anti-S protein 1gG response
142  ranging from 73.3-143.7.6 ratio, with an average ratio of 118 by Luminex. Since June 2021,
143  we harvested plasma from convalescent male donors, boosted with an mRNA-based vaccine
144  (Moderna or Pfizer) after COVID-19 infection (CP/VP). In addition, anti-S 1gG titers was
145 assessed in each donation by ELISA from Eurolmmun (CP, [ranging from 1.34-10 S/CO,
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146  average ratio of 5] ; VP and CP/VP >8 S/CO). All plasma donors (18-65 years old) were
147  eligible for blood donation according to the requirements of the Blood Transfusion Services,
148 Swiss Red Cross. After apheresis collection, the leukocyte-depleted plasma was treated for
149  pathogen-inactivation (Intercept blood system, Cerus Corporation) and standard testing
150 according to the current regulations in Switzerland (Blood Transfusion Services CRS and
151  Swiss Federal Act on Medical Products). The plasma was further separated into three units
152  (200+/-20 ml each) within 24 hours and kept frozen at -25°C. Plasma recipients were
153 transfused either with four units of ABO-compatible CP (from >2 different donors), given on
154  two consecutive days or with two units of ABO-compatible VP or CP/VP (from 2 different
155  donors whenever possible), given on the same day. Each unit was administrated over a 45-

156  minute period, without any adverse event.
157  Virusdetection by qRT-PCR

158 The SARS-CoV-2 RNA was detected in various clinical specimens by real-time PCR using
159 the different platforms available in our diagnostic laboratory, namely a fully automated
160 molecular diagnostic platform MDx platform, the Xpert platform (Cepheid, Ca, USA), the
161  cobas 6800 platform and the cobas Liat platform (Roche Basel, CH), as described in (45, 46).
162  All obtained Ct values were converted to viral loads based on plasmids positive controls, as
163  reportedin (46).

164  Anti-S-protein specific 1gG titers by Luminex assay

165 Serafrom individuals at the time of plasma donations (CP versus VP) and sera from patients
166 at different time-points after plasma transfusion were collected and characterized for anti-
167  spike protein (S1) I1gG titers using an in-house developed Luminex assay and performed as
168 previously described (42). MFI signal of each donor serum or plasma patient sample was

169 divided by the mean signal for the negative control samplesyielding a MFI ratio (42).
170 SARS-CoV-2 whole genome sequencing

171 RNA from clinical samples (nasopharyngea or mouth swabs) were extracted using
172  MagnaPure (Roche, Switzerland) and processed with the CleanPlex SARS-CoV-2 pand as
173  previously described (47). Briefly, the CleanPlex SARS-CoV-2 protocol generates 343
174  amplicons ranging from 116 to 196 bp (median, 149 bp), distributed into two pools. All
175 samples were sequenced using 150-bp paired-end protocol on a MiSeq (Illumina, USA).
176 Reads were processed using GENCOV (https:/github.com/metagenlab/GENCOV), a
177  modified version of CoVpipe
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178  (https:/gitlab.com/RKIBiocinformaticsPipelines/ncov_minipipe). Variant caling was

179  performed with Freebayes (parameters. —min-alternate-fraction 0.1 —min-coverage 10 —min-
180 alternate-count 9) (48). Positions covered by less than 10 reads were set to N (unknown) if
181 they were not identified as part of a short deletion by Freebayes. Only variants supported by
182 at least 70% of mapped reads were considered to build consensus genomes. The consensus
183  sequence was generated with bcftools (49), was checked using our in-house quality control
184  (50) and assigned to SARS-CoV-2 lineages with pangolin (51).

185 Intra-host mutation rate and phylogenetic analyses

186 Single nucleotide variants and indels supported by more than 10% of the reads were
187  compared between sequenced SARS-CoV-2 genomes of each patient. The mutation rate was
188 calculated as the total number of variants supported by >10% of reads present in one or
189  multiple sequenced genomes and absent from the other sequenced genome(s). In addition, the
190 rate of mutations reaching fixation was calculated as the total number of variants supported by
191 >=70% of the reads in the last sequenced sample and absent (or supported by <70% of the
192 reads) from the first sequenced genome divided by the time interval (in days) between the
193 first and the last sample. Phylogenies were built using Nextstrain and the ncov workflow
194  (https://github.com/nextstrain/ncov, (52)) including publicly available genomes sequenced in
195  Switzerland (GISAID database version 2022-01-21;
196  https://www.eurosurveillance.org/content/10.2807/1560-

197  7917.ES.2017.22.13.30494crawler=true). Sequencing reads were submitted to the
198 International Nucleotide Sequence Database Collaboration (INSDC), whereas consensus
199 genome sequences were submitted to GISAID and onto the Swiss Pathogen Surveillance
200 Plateform.



https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.24.22274200
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.24.22274200; this version posted April 26, 2022. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

V200422

201 RESULTS
202 Characteristics of patientstreated with convalescent or vaccinated plasma

203 Seventeen patients (6 female/ll male) with acquired immunodeficiencies due to
204  hematological malignancy (88%) or autoimmune disease (12%) were treated with
205 convalescent plasma (CP) from November 27, 2020 to March 17, 2021 (Supp. Table 1).
206  Among them, 12 (71%) had received or still were under anti-CD20 therapy. As the Swiss
207  vaccination campaign started in early 2021, it became possible to collect plasma from SARS-
208 CoV-2 vaccinated regular blood donors without a previous history of SARS-CoV-2 infection.
209  Consequently, vaccinated plasma (VP) was administrated to 19 patients (9 female/10 male)
210  with hematological cancer (37%) or non-hematological disease (42%; autoimmune disease,
211  organ transplant or solid tumor) or with high-risk factors for severe COVID-19 progression
212 (21%), from March 09, 2021 to June 22, 2021 (Supp. Table 1). Patients treated with VP were
213  predominantly infected by the alpha variant B.1.1.7, the variant of concern spreading rapidly
214 in Switzerland at that time (from January to June 2021), in contrast to CP treated patients
215 ([CP, 2/17 ] versus [VP, 14/19], p = 0.0002, Mann-Whitney test) (Fig. 1A). Finally, fewer VP
216  recipients had or were receiving an anti-CD20 antibody treatment (6/19; 32%) and were
217  treated with corticosteroids, remdesivir and/or tocilizumab (47% versus 76%) (Supp. Table
218 1).

219 The maority of patients included in this study had a negative SARS-CoV -2 anti-IgG serology
220 (29/36; 81%) and were not vaccinated (32/36; 89%) (Fig. 1A). Most patients had B cell
221  lymphopenia and hypogammaglobulinemia (total 1gG) at presentation, both of which were
222 more profound in CP than in VP patients (Fig. 1B). At the time of treatment, 11/17 (65%) CP
223 and 8/19 (42%) VP patients needed oxygen supplementation. Among them, 18 patients
224 required high-flow nasal cannula or non-invasive positive pressure ventilation and one patient
225  was intubated on mechanical ventilation support. The median time from diagnosis to plasma
226 treatment was 31 days [1-57 days range] for patients recelving CP treatment. This was
227  reduced to 4 days [1-170 days range] in the cohort of VP, thanks to the systematic diagnostic
228  screening established for every newly-hospitalized patient during the 3" COVID-19 wave
229 (Fig. 1B). One patient had a transient increase in oxygen requirement of unlikely imputability
230 to plasmatransfusion, otherwise no transfusion-related adverse events were documented (data
231 not shown). Since we investigated the durable effect of plasma transfusion on the serological
232 and vira evolution of each treated patient, only those patients alive at day 7 after plasma

233  transfusion were included in this study (i.e. 3 patients were censored).
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234  Anti-CD20 pre-exposition is associated with anti-S 1gG titer decay following plasma
235 therapy

236  B-cell depleting treatment such as anti-CD20 targeted therapies represents an important risk
237  factor for severe forms of COVID-19 (8), which may be related to the failure to mount an
238  efficient endogenous anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibody response. To address this hypothesis, we
239  assessed the anti-S 1gG titers of each patient treated either with CP or VP at serial time-points
240  following plasma transfusion. While the antibody levels varied greatly between donors of
241  convalescent plasma, these titers were more homogeneous and in general higher in
242 individuals donating plasma after the 2™ mRNA-based vaccine injection than in unvaccinated
243  convalescent subjects (Fig. 1C-F, left panels; donor). This translated into higher levels of
244  anti-S 1gG antibodies in patients receiving VP (Fig. 1C, middle panel), as compared to those
245  transfused with CP (Fig. 1D, middle panel) ([CP, median, ratio of 17] versus [VP, median,
246  ratio of 52], p <0.0001, Mann-Whitney test).

247  Convalescent and vaccinated plasma recipients were further classified according to their
248  antibody kinetic pattern following transfusion. One-half (18/36) of the patients presented a
249  progressive decline in anti-S 1gG levels, with a longer time-to-reach negative titers for VP
250 (median, 42 days [15-72]) than for CP (median, 25 days [6-58]; p = 0.046, Mann-Whitney
251 test) (Fig. 1C and D, right panels). Six of these patients (3 CP and 3 VP), who required
252 additional plasma transfusions due to insufficient clinical and microbiological responses,
253 exhibited an anti-S I1gG antibody decline after each treatment. Interestingly, 15 of the 18
254  patients showing a decline in anti-S 1gG levels, had been exposed to an anti-CD20 therapy
255  (10/10 CP patients and 5/8 VP patients). In contrast, the other patients (18/36) showed a
256  progressive increase in anti-S 1gG titers following plasma transfusion (Fig. 1E and F), and
257  among whom only 3 had received an anti-CD20 treatment (CD20 pre-exposure; [Ab decline,
258 15/18 ] versus [Ab increase, 3/18], p = 0.0002, Mann-Whitney test). Together, our data
259 indicate that anti-CD20 pre-exposition is associated to a progressive decay in anti-S 1gG titers
260  following plasmatherapy (CP or VP).

261 Patients with progressive decline in anti-S 1gG titers following plasma therapy had

262  prolonged SARS-CoV-2 infection before complete virus clearance

263 At thetime of plasmatransfusion, patients presented a range from mild to severe COVID-19,
264  according to the WHO classification (CP, mean score at 5, [2 to 9], with 1 mechanically
265 ventilated patient; VP, mean score at 5, [2 to 6]). Three additional patients required
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266  mechanical ventilation support upon plasma treatment (2 CP; 1 VP). Clinical improvement in
267 COVID-19 symptoms within a follow-up period of 30 days [13-30 days] after plasma
268 transfusion was reported for 34 of the 36 patients (Fig. 2A). Specifically, low WHO scores,
269  between 0 to 1, were attributed for 12/17 (71%) CP patients and 15/19 (79%) VP patients.
270  Moreover, a favorable trend was generally observed for patients who presented an
271  endogenous serological response, compared to those with anti-S 1gG antibody declines (Fig.
272  2A). Two patients died from SARS-CoV-2-related complications (1 CP; 1 VP) and 5 (2 CP; 3

273  VP) from their primary-evolutive malignancy.

274 Alongside, we observed a gradual decline in SARS-CoV-2 RNA levels from nasopharyngeal
275  swabs, with quantitative values ranging below 10E3 copies/ml in 11 (73%) out of 15 CP
276  patients and 13 (72%) of 18 VP patients (Fig. 2B and C). Three patients (2 CP, 1 VP) had
277  undetectable viral loads at DO of plasma transfusion, but still presented clinical and/or
278 radiological signs of active COVID-19. The time-to-negativity was shorter in patients treated
279  with CP or VP, presenting an endogenous anti-SARS-CoV 2 response (median, 26 days [13-
280  39]), compared to those with progressive anti-S IgG decline (median 38 days, [4-49], p =
281 0.0032, Mann-Whitney test). Three patients were treated twice, sequentialy, either with the
282  same type of plasma or with the other type (CP to VP), allowing for complete viral clearance
283 (Fig. 2B and C, see arrows). Finally, three additional patients (CP-9, VP-9, VP-18), who
284  exhibited persistent SARS-CoV-2 shedding, received repeated transfusions (between 2 to 4-
285  times), including plasma from COVID-19 recovered donors boosted by an mRNA vaccine
286 (Fig. 2D), leading to the full undetectable SARS-CoV-2 RNA in nasopharyngeal swabs (Fig.
287  2E). Callectively, prolonged SARS-CoV-2 infection was generally observed in the subgroup
288  of patients displaying a progressive decline in anti-S 1gG titers following plasma therapy,
289 including the six patients, receiving serial plasma transfusions. With the exception of three
290 patients (VP-7, VP-9 and VP-11), al were pre-treated with anti-CD20.

291 Only a minority of patients, unable to mount an endogenous humoral response,

292  presented significant viral evolution following plasma therapy

293 To investigate whether persistent SARS-CoV-2 infection was associated with intra-host
294  mutation rate following plasma treatment (Fig. 3), SARS-CoV-2 genome sequencing was
295 performed on 139 serial respiratory samples from 30 patients, pre- and post-plasma treatment,
296 withastudied interval of up to 182 days (CP, n = 14, [4-182 days]; VP, n = 16, [9-109 days]).
297  Twenty-six out of 30 patients showed one or more intra-host mutations in the vira

298  subpopulations (>10% reads) a any time-point (Fig. 3A), some of which reached fixation

10
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299  (>70% reads) over time, supporting the constant within-host virus evolution. Large variations
300 were observed in the number of mutations. Four patients (CP-1, CP-13, VP-3 and VP-4)
301 retained identical viruses over 8 to 22 days, while three others (CP-9, VP-9 and VP-18), who
302 were dl unable to mount an endogenous humoral response, presented 26 to 65 mutations,
303 including 20 to 50 that reached fixation for at least one sampletime (Fig. 3A, Supp. Table 2).
304  Phylogenetic analyses with the most closely-related published genomes from Switzerland
305  supported the monophyletic origin of each strain documented in patients CP-9, VP-9 and VP-
306 18, hence excluding secondary infections with other circulating strains (Supp. Fig. 1). Further
307  supporting the persistence of the original virus, CP-9 was infected by B.1.177 until mid-July
308 2021 and VP-18 by B.1.160 until August 2021, while both variants had disappeared from
309  Switzerland in March 2021, being replaced by B.1.1.7 (alpha variant).

310 Patients who presented progressive declines in anti-S 1gG titers after plasma therapy had
311 significantly higher mutation rates than those showing an endogenous anti-SARS-CoV2
312 response (Fig. 3B, Mann-Whitney U test; p = 0.015). Four patients (CP-2, CP-3, CP-8 and
313 VP-18), among which three had declining anti-S IgG titers, presented mutation rates over
314  twice the expected ~2 mutations per month (Fig. 3C) (53). CP-8 presented an exceptionally
315  high number of variants supported by 10-70% of the reads, many of whom reaching fixation
316 in subsequent samples and suggestive of the presence of a heterogeneous vira population
317  (Fig. 3E). Vira subpopulations tend to disappear at day 3 following VP treatment, but a very
318  high number of mutations supported by 10-70% of the reads were detected again a day 7.
319 VP-18 aso presented an intriguing pattern of mutation acquisition and alternation over time
320 (Fig. 3F). In this patient, two distinct mutation profiles were observed alternatively at
321 different time-points (day 61/67/77/91/102 and 83/109), also supported by phylogenetic
322  analyses (Supp. Fig. 1). In spite of this vira diversification, consecutive plasma transfusion
323 from different donors, including convalescent vaccine-boosted plasma (CP/V), led to SARS-
324  CoV-2infection control (Fig. 2E).

325 Only alimited number of spike mutations were globally observed during the follow-up (Fig.
326  3D) and were composed of amino-acid substitutions and several recurrent deletions within the
327 N-terminal domain of the spike protein (e.g. AL141-Y 144, AY 145, AA243-1L.244) (Supp.
328 Table 2), in line with previous studies (54). Five mutations (S373L, D405N, D427Y, L452R,
329 $494L) were included in the receptor-binding domain (RBD). Patients CP-9 and VP-9
330 acquired 1 and 2 spike mutations, respectively, at late time-points following plasma treatment
331 (Supp. Fig. 2 and 3). Patient VP-18 presented up to 18 spike mutations, among which 10
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332 appeared before plasma treatment (Supp Table 2, Supp. Fig. 3). Mutation L452R was
333 acquired on day 83, while AL141-Y 144, AY 145 and AA243-L.244 emerged before plasma
334 treatment (< day 64), yet all four play a potential role as immune escape mutations (54, 55).
335 Patient CP-5 developed 2 novel mutations, among which AY 145 likely contributes to immune
336 evasion (Supp. Fig. 2 and 3) (56). At that time, no second plasma treatment was given, due
337 to the transition to palliative care for her primary evolutive hematological malignancy.
338 Similarly, AL141-Y 144 deletion, associated to immune resistance after convalescent plasma
339 (54), appeared in another treated patient (CP-14) (Supp. Fig. 2 and 3). Overdl, our
340 observations indicate that only few immunosuppressed patients presented an accumulation of
341 many mutations over the course of the infection, some of which reached fixation. Patients
342  with progressive anti-S 1gG antibody declines following plasma therapy were at highest risk

343 for enhanced viral evolution.
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344 DISCUSSION

345 B-cell depleting strategies are broadly used for the treatment of B-cell lymphoid malignancies
346  or inflammatory auto-immune diseases. This study aimed at determining the impact of anti-
347 CD20 monoclona antibodies (e.g. rituximab, obinutuzumab) on the antibody kinetics and
348 viral evolution upon plasma therapy in hospitalized COVID-19 patients (n = 18/36), in
349 comparison to patients without B-cell depleting treatment (n = 18/36). Patients were
350 transfused with therapeutic plasma from convalescent (CP) or RNA vaccinated (VP) donors.
351 For each patient, a comprehensive longitudinal follow-up (ranging from day 13 up to day
352 209) combining anti-S protein IgG titer measurements and whole genome sequencing was
353 performed. Our study revealed that the majority (15/18) of patients pre-exposed to anti-CD20
354 therapies were unable to mount an effective intrinsic humoral response. Nevertheless, 86% of
355 these patients showed viral titer reduction presumably due to the passively transferred
356 neutraizing antibodies. Owing to an insufficient clinical and microbiological response, six of
357 them received additional plasma transfusions but still presented after each treatment,
358 progressive declines in their anti-S 1gG titer response. Conversely, a long-term rise in anti-S
359 1gG antibody titers was more frequently observed in non CD20-exposed patients (15/18), and
360 wasindicative of an ongoing endogenous response (Fig. 1). Overall, 34 of 36 (94%) patients
361 had an improved WHO clinical score within 30 days after plasma therapy and among them,
362 87% (27/31, excluding 3 patients with undetectable viral loads before plasma transfusion)
363 presented no SARS-CoV-2 RNA detection by PCR (Fig. 2). Our results confirm the efficacy
364 of plasma therapy in this setting and may further support the key role of donor plasma
365 selected for enhanced anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibody titers in correcting humoral deficiency and
366  improving clinical outcomes for patients with B-cell depleting immunotherapy, in line with

367  previous reports, (3, 57).

368 The effectiveness of CP is likely influenced by the quantity of neutralizing antibodies
369 (correlating to the titers of anti-S IgG antibodies) present at the time of donation (13, 58).
370 Initially, Libster and coworkers (12) reported a dose-dependent effect relative to the antibody
371 titers after transfusion, with reduced COVID-19 progression. In early 2021, initiation of the
372  Swiss vaccine campaign further enabled collecting non-COVID-19 donor plasma enriched
373  with high and homogenous anti-S protein IgG titers post-second mRNA vaccination (Fig. 1)
374  (i.e. with high neutralizing titers (40, 41)). In the meantime, two doses of mMRNA vaccines
375 were shown to remain highly effective against symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection and

376  severe outcomes with different variants of concern (59, 60). Moreover, a single immunization
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377  can boost the neutralizing titers up to 1000-fold in COVID-19-recovered donors (61). When
378 administrated to immunaosuppressed patients, comprising those who received an anti-CD20
379 pre-treatment, vaccinated plasma alowed the efficient transfer of anti-S IgG antibodies and
380 ledto clinical and viral load recovery comparable to CP therapy (Fig. 1 and 2). In addition,
381 three cases presenting persistent SARS-CoV-2 infection were efficiently treated with
382  convalescent vaccine-boosted plasma (Fig. 2). Collectively, our data show that vaccine-based
383 plasma may represent an alternative treatment alongside to convalescent plasma, in the
384 management of COVID-19 patients with B-cell lymphopenia. Besides, the use of plasma
385 from vaccine-boosted convalescent individuals or from vaccinated ones boosted by a
386 breakthrough infection likely broadens the spectrum of anti-SARS-CoV-2 humoral response,
387  especially against variants such as Omicron to which convalescent- or vaccinated-only donors

388  have not been exposed (61-63) and is currently the only source of plasma.

389  Only aminority of the 30 genotyped patients displayed an increased viral mutation rate (Fig.
390 3), most of whom were unable to mount an intrinsic antibody response to SARS-CoV-2.
391 Likewise, whole-genome sequencing showed the emergence of a limited number of spike
392 mutations (e.g. AL141-Y 144, AY 145 and L452R) potentially associated to immune escape, in
393 different patients (CP-14, CP-5 and VP-18, respectively) following plasma therapy (Fig. 3).
394  Patient VP-18 was exceptional as he presented many fixed mutations (20/52) after the initial
395 two months of infection, before plasma therapy. Moreover, the alternation of two mutation
396 patterns suggested the selection of undetected virus subpopulations at different time-points
397 possibly related to the serial plasma therapies administrated to this patient.

398 Thorough follow-up alowed identifying a few cases with prolonged viral shedding who
399 needed serial transfusion for a complete recovery. Our dataisin line with a systematic review
400 by Focosi et al. (54), reporting that convalescent plasma may be associated to a lower risk of
401 emergence of resistant variants, contrasting with the documented immune escape after
402  treatment with monoclonal Abs. This may in part be explained by the polyclonal nature of the
403 transfused anti-SARS-CoV-2 antibodies. Moreover, escape variants associated to plasma
404  therapy exhibited recurrent amino acid deletions in the NTD region as well as single amino
405 acid changes throughout the spike protein (Supp. Table 2). Consistently, only 5 of the 31
406 identified spike mutations affected the RBD region. In line with these observations, escape
407  from polyclonal plasmas likely involves larger antigenic structural changes than escape from

408 monoclonal Abs, targeting single epitopes (54). As comparable viral evolution patterns were
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409 found following transfusion with vaccine-based plasma, this also suggests that convalescent

410 and vaccinated plasma may share common mechanisms in antibody-mediated protection.

411  In summary, our case series extends on previous findings (3, 57), validating the concept that
412  immunosuppressed patients, particularly those who are pre-exposed to an anti-CD20
413 monoclonal antibody treatment, are unable to produce a potent anti-SARS-CoV-2 humoral
414 response and rely on the passive transfer of neutralizing antibodies. Such immunosuppressed
415 patients with a de novo SARS-CoV-2 infection should quickly be identified at the daily
416 clinical practice, since most of them require individualized clinical care and follow-up.
417 Moreover, B cell-depleted COVID-19 patients are at increased risk for long-term vira
418 replication, as compared to other vulnerable individuals who are still able to develop their
419 own endogenous antibody response. High mutation rate was only observed in few patients
420  with prolonged virus shedding. Yet, this observation emphasizes the need for long-term
421  surveillance for the emergence of new variants carrying mutations favoring escape to current
422  population immunity by regular SARS-CoV-2 viral load and genomic monitoring. Finally,
423  given the importance of the humora immune response for clinical recovery (11), plasma
424  therapy from convalescent vaccine-boosted donors remains a rational option, since it is
425 unexpensive and logistically easy to organize, and contains high titers of neutralizing
426  antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 associated to a broad antigenic spectrum (61-63).
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452 FIGURE LEGENDS

453  Figure 1. Immune status-related information and serological response follow-up. (A)
454  Patient characteristics (age), SARS-CoV-2 vira loads (copieml), anti-SARS-CoV-2 S
455 protein 1gG antibody levels (ratio) before treatment with convalescent plasma (CP) or
456  vaccinated plasma (VP). Blue symbols represent patients infected by the alpha variant B.1.1.7.
457 (B) Absolute B cell counts (cell/mm?®), total 1gG antibody levels (g/l) and time-lapse from
458 diagnostic to treatment (days) before treatment with CP or VP. (C to F, left panels) Anti-
459 SARS-CoV-2 S protein IgG titers for each plasma donor post COVID-19 recovery (C, E) or
460  after the 2™ injection of an MRNA-based vaccine (D, F). (C to F, middle panels) Comparison
461  of anti-S IgG antibody titers before and after plasma treatment. The maximum reached value
462  for each patient is depicted. The p values are by Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed ranked test.
463 (C, D, right panels) Patients presenting anti-S 1gG antibody declines following plasma
464  treatment with CP (C) or VP (D). Of note, anti-S IgG decline kinetic is depicted after each
465  treatment, including those patients who received serial plasmatransfusion. (E, F, right panels)
466  Patients exhibiting anti-S IgG antibody increases following plasma treatment with CP (E) or
467 VP (F). (C to F, red panels). Proportion of patients (in percentage) pre-exposed to an anti-
468 CD20 antibody targeted treatment.

469

470  Figure 2. Clinical and viral load recovery in immunocompromised individuals after
471 plasma therapy. (A) Clinical status according to the WHO classification before and
472  following CP or VP treatment. Patients were further classified according to their anti-S 1gG
473  antibody kinetics (decline versus increase). (B, C) Over-time follow-up of SARS-CoV-2
474  RNA detection in nasopharyngea swabs (copies/ml) after treatment with CP (B) or VP (C).
475  Patients were classified according to their anti-S 1gG antibody kinetics (decline versus
476  increase). Three patients had undetectable viral loads at DO of plasma transfusion (2xneg CP,
477  1xneg VP). Arrows represent patients who received a second plasma treatment. One patient (*)
478  was sequentialy treated with CP and VP. Patients who died from SARS-CoV-2 related
479  complications (©) or from their primary-evolutive malignancy (1) are depicted. (D) Anti-S
480 1gG antibody decline kinetics following convalescent vaccine-boosted plasma treatment
481 (CP/IVP, n = 3)). (E) Sequential plasma treatments (CP and/or VP and CP/VP) of the 3
482  patients presenting a prolonged SARS-CoV-2 shedding. (A-E) CP, convalescent plasma; VP,
483  vaccinated plasma, CP/V P, convalescent vaccine-boosted plasma

484

17


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.24.22274200
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.24.22274200; this version posted April 26, 2022. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

V200422

485 Figure 3. Intra-host viral evolution in immunocompromised patients before and after
486 plasma therapy. (A) Number of mutations supported by at least 10% of the reads that differ
487  between sequenced genomes of the same patient. (B) Mutation rate calculated as the number
488  of mutations supported by at least 10% of the reads divided by the interval between the first
489  and the last sequenced sample (in days). (C) The rate of mutations reaching fixation (>70% of
490 the reads) between the first and last sequenced samples was compared to the theoretical
491 SARS-CoV-2 mutation rate of approximately 25 mutations per year. Patients with arate ratio
492 larger than one (horizontal red line) present more mutations than expected. (D) Number of
493  spike mutations supported by at least 70% of the reads. (A-D) Patients were classified
494  according to their anti-S 1gG antibody kinetics (decline versus increase). (E-F) Overview of
495  identified non-synonymous mutations as compared to the reference Wuhan Hu-1 reference
496 genome, before and/or after plasma therapy for patients CP-8 (E) and VP-18 (F). Cells
497 indicate the percentage of reads supporting each mutation (rows) in the different samples
498  (columns). Only variants supported by at least 10% of the reads are reported. For CP-8, the
499 sample from day 53 was sequenced twice to rule out a contamination during the sequencing
500 process. CP, convalescent plasma; VP, vaccinated plasma, CP-VP, convaescent vaccine-
501 boosted plasma.
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