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ABSTRACT

Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) is characterized by a high heterogeneity of clinical

presentation and outcomes. This is also true for patients undergoing maintenance hemodialysis

(HD), who, due to specific clinical factors and immune status, represent a distinct subgroup of

COVID-19 patients.

Starting from this observation in this research letter we tested and validated in two cohorts of HD

patients with COVID-19 (derivation and validation cohort, respectively) an innovative model which

combines linear mixed effect modeling and cluster analysis on longitudinal.

This study aimed to describe a methodology allowing patient stratification from simple and widely

available data.

Our results could be interesting not only to improve COVID-19 management but also to support the

application of longitudinal cluster analysis strategy in other clinical settings.
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The heterogeneity of clinical presentation and outcomes is a common feature of Coronavirus
disease 2019 (COVID-19)!. This is also true for maintenance hemodialysis (HD) patients, who
represent a distinct subgroup of COVID-19 patients®>. Taking advantage of these peculiarities, we
investigated the presence of different COVID-19 subtypes in this population using an innovative
model which combines linear mixed effect modelling and cluster analysis.
We explored the potentiality of this approach studying patients affected by COVID-19 during the
first pandemic waves of 2020, to evaluate the natural history of the infection without the
interference of external confounding factors, such as vaccinations and antivirals.
The study was performed according to the Declaration of Helsinki and was approved by the local
Ethics Committee (N. Registro CER Liguria: 135/2020). All participants provided written informed
consent before enrollment.
The derivation cohort (DC) was constituted by 17 HD patients (66.7+12.3 years 8 males) with
diagnosis of COVID-19 during the second pandemic wave of 2020 (October-December). We
collected clinical data, general laboratory, and cytokine determinations, and cytofluorimetric
analysis of activation and maturation of CD4+ and CD8+ lymphocyte subpopulations
(Supplementary Table 1)*. Disease presentation severity was scored as 0 (asymptomatic patients), 1
(mildly symptomatic), or 2 (full symptomatic) (see Supplementary Methods). Data were collected at
diagnosis and days 7-14-21-28, with each subject having at least two time-points acquisition for
each biomarker. Overall, we collected 51 longitudinal observations over 4 time-points on 17
subjects. First, we compared the baseline values of COVID-19 HD, with a sex-age matched control
group of 6 HD patients (70.0+9.4 years, 3 males) tested negative for COVID-19 (Supplementary
Table 2) and selected the 10 most significant different variables between the two groups and for
which at least 90% of COVID-19 HD patients had a baseline acquisition. These variables included:
C-reactive protein (CRP), white blood cell, neutrophil and lymphocyte counts, albumin, ferritin

serum levels, and IL-1p, IL-8, IL-6, and TNF-a circulating levels.
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Then, we used a linear mixed effect model (LME)>® on the longitudinal data of all 17 patients of the
DC. For each COVID-19 HD patient and each of the 10 features, we obtained a set of two fixed and
two random effects (one each for slope and intercept of the LME), which described the biomarker
progressions on the overall dataset (fixed effect) and the subject-wise variations (random effects)
(Supplementary Figure 1). For both slope and intercept, for each subject, we used the fixed and the
random effects as the input of a k-means clustering analysis to identify potential different clusters of
COVID-19 HD patients’. We set the number of clusters to 3, following a silhouette analysis with
Dice distance.
Clustering analysis on the LME parameters returned two well-balanced (7 vs 9 patients) clusters
(cluster I and cluster 2, Figure 1A) and one cluster consisting of 1 subject, who was excluded from
further analysis. The centroid profiles of clusters 1 and 2 (Figure 1B) showed a significant
difference in the value of lymphocyte count (p=0.012). The comparison between the two clusters
showed that within cluster 1, there were more female patients (p=0.01) presenting significantly
higher lymphocyte count (clusterl 1.1+0.5 vs cluster2 0.4+0.2 x10°/L, p=0.012) and lower lactate
dehydrogenase (LDH), CRP (clusterl 22.2+16.3 vs cluster2 72.6+44.1 mg/dL, p=0.017), and
CDS8+T memory stem cells (cluster! 0.6+0.4 vs cluster? 2.3+1.7%, p=0.038), as a possible result of
a milder inflammatory and immune response activation (Supplementary Table 3).

Then, we tested our clustering strategy in predicting clinical outcomes in a validation cohort (VC),
constituted by 30 HD patients (73.3+16.3 years, 16 males) affected by COVID-19 during the first
pandemic wave of 2020 (March-April). For each validation subject, we considered the baseline
value of 8 “risk-factor” variables, including sex, age, C-reactive protein, neutrophil, and
lymphocyte percentages, procalcitonin, LDH, clinical presentation severity. We used these variables
to compute the distances between each validation subject and the cluster centroids to assign each
patient to cluster 1 or 2, which were finally constituted by 16 and 14 subjects, respectively, who

resulted comparable for general characteristics. We noticed that within cluster 1, disease severity

presentation was significantly milder than that observed in cluster 2 (clinical score distribution
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cluster 1 vs cluster 2, p=0.018). Moreover, in cluster 1, one patient died (6.5%), and none required
high-flow oxygen therapy, whereas, in cluster 2, there were five deaths (35%) and four patients
(28%) requiring high-flow oxygen supply (p=0.07 and p=0.02, respectively). Finally, there were no
significant differences in the duration of the infection (Table 1). In this study, we found that
clustering analysis on longitudinal data via linear mixed effect modelling provided information
about the differentiation of baseline characteristics and overall disease progression in HD patients
with COVID-19 during the first pandemic waves of 2020. This methodology, through the initial
analysis of a complex dataset, allowed us to build a final predictive model based on the baseline
evaluation of simple clinical and laboratory parameters. Then, although limited by the small number
of subjects evaluated and being aware of the rapid evolution of COVID-19, we think our data may

support the application of this innovative technique to translate research findings into clinical

practice.

Data Availability Statement:
The data underlying this article are available in Harvard Dataverse, at

https://doi.org/10.7910/DVN/KDKR4V, (accessed on 16 July 2022).
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Table 1. Validation cohort of longitudinal cluster analysis performed in COVID-19 positive

HD patients: General characteristic and comparison between patients assigned to different

clusters
All patients Cluster 1 Cluster 2 p
Cluster 1 vs 2

N 30 16 14
Age, years 73.3+16.3 75.7+15.5 70.4£17.3 0.4
Sex, M/F 16/14 5(29) 3(50) 0.4
Dialysis vintage, months 36 (14-71) 43 (28-75) 27 (7-64) 0.1
WBC, x10°/L 6.5+£4.9 544+5.1 7.7£4.6 0.02
Lymphocytes, x10°/L 0.7+0.3 0.9+ 0.3 0.6+0.3 0.03
Neutrophils, x10°/L 5.0+4.3 3.6£3.9 6.6+ 4.4 0.01
Lymphocytes, (% WBC) 15.4+9.5 21.2+9.5 9.1+4.3 <0.0001
Neutrophils, (% WBC) 70.1£19.7 59.3+20.8 82.5+ 6.9 <0.0001
LDH, U/L 234.0+72.1 207.9+49.1 260.1+83.4 0.09
Procalcitonin, ng/ml 1.4 (0.6-4.6) 0.8 (0.4-1.6) 3.6 (1.2-9.5) 0.07
CRP, mg/L 14.7(4.0-39.0) 8.0 (2.8-20.1) 32.6 (12.1-50.1) 0.01
Clinical severity score >0, n (%) 26 (86) 13 (80) 14 (100) 0.04
Clinical severity score, n 0.018

-0 3 3 0

-1 20 12 8

-2 7 1 6
Outcomes
Death, n (%) 6 (20) 1(6.2) 5(35) 0.07
High-flow oxygen therapy, n (%) 4 (13) 0 4(28) 0.02
Duration of SARS-CoV-2 21 (13-28) 22 (14.5-35) 20 (11-31) 0.38

infection, days

Abbreviations: hemodialysis, HD; white blood cells, WBC; C-reactive protein, CRP; lactate dehydrogenase,

LDH
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Figure 1. Cluster analysis on longitudinal data performed on the Derivation Cohort.
Top panel (1A): result of cluster analysis. Bottom panel (1B): centroid profiles of clusters 1 and 2.

Abbreviations: white blood cell count, WBC; C-reactive protein, CRP; interleukin, IL; Tumor

necrosis factor-alfa, TNF-a; intercept, i; slope, s.
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