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Abstract (n=250)

Background. Organ transplant recipients are at high risk of vira infections but show lower
humoral vaccine responsiveness than immunocompetent individuals. HLA evolutionary
divergence (HED) quantifies the sequence differences between homologous HLA alleles and
reflects the breadth of the immunopeptidome presented to T lymphocytes.

M ethods: We retrospectively investigated the impact of HED on humoral response to SARS-
CoV-2 mRNA vaccine in 310 liver transplant recipients (undetectable anti-spike 1gG titers
considered as no response, <250 BAU/mL as moderate response, >250 BAU/mL as strong
response) and to Hepatitis B virus (HBV) vaccine in 424 liver transplant candidates (anti-HBs
IgG <10 mIU/mL considered as no response, 10-100 mlU/mL as moderate reponse, >100
mlU/mL as strong response). HED between aligned allele pairs at HLA-A, -B, -DRB1 and-
DQB1 loci were measured as a continuous metric using the Grantham distance. The impact of
HED on vaccine responses was analyzed through ordinal logistic regression and inverse

probability weighting approach based on generalised propensity scores.

Findings: For both vaccines, HED at the DQB1 locus, but not at other loci, was significantly
higher in responders than in others, independent of covariates associated to the response (age,
time since transplant, hemoglobin levels, combined graft, immunosuppression with steroids or

mycophenolate for SARS-CoV -2 vaccine; age, gender, and liver disease for HBV vaccine).

I nterpretation: DQB1 HED is acritical determinant of humoral response to vaccinesin liver
transplant recipients. This metric could guide the design of future vaccines as it predicts the
magnitude of the repertoire of vaccine-derived peptides presented to CD4 helper T cells.

Funding: Institut National de la Sante et de |a Recherche Medicale (INSERM)
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Introduction

Solid organ transplant recipients are at high risk of viral infections due to therapeutic
immunosuppression. Therefore, pre-transplantation vaccination is strongly encouraged for
vaccine-preventable diseases such as hepatitis B. Due to significantly increased morbidity and
mortality from SARS-CoV-2 infection compared to the general population, organ transplant
recipients were also rapidly prioritized in SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccination programs.
However, these patients develop significantly impaired humoral responses compared to
immunocompetent individuals* %3 °.

Host-intrinsic factors such as age, gender, comorbidities, and genetics, particularly HLA
polymorphisms, have been associated with vaccine responsiveness ®. HLA class 1 and class 2
molecules bind and present antigenic peptides (including vaccine-derived peptides) to CD8
and CD4 T lymphocytes, respectively, subsequently initiating the specific immune response.
Thus, variations in the efficacy of the vaccine response may be related to the repertoire of
HLA-bound peptides, called immunopeptidome.

At each HLA locus, the polymorphism is mostly concentrated in the exons encoding the
peptide-binding groove of the corresponding HLA molecule. The divergent allele advantage
hypothesis predicts that the more diverse the peptide-binding grooves of the 2 aleles of a
given HLA gene, the wider the immunopeptidome presented by the corresponding HLA
molecules, thereby increasing the probability of eliciting a broader immune response .
Notably, HED emerged as a strong determinant of clinical outcomes in cancer patients treated
with immune checkpoint inhibitors & ° 10 1 12 13 14 15" gjthough discrepant findings were
reported in independent patient cohort *°. HED was also associated with overall survival in
hematopoietic stem cell transplantation recipients and in patients with idiopathic bone marrow

failure 1’ 1819

Studying alarge cohort of liver transplant recipients with long-term follow-up and systematic
liver biopsies, we recently demonstrated that a high class | HED of the donor is a strong and
independent driver of alograft rejection, while HED of the recipient has no impact on the
transplant outcome ?°. Overall, these results demonstrate the relevance of HED as a predictor
of the efficacy/strength of T cell responses in various settings. We hypothesized that HED
could similarly impact the immunological response to vaccines. Taking advantage of

systematic SARS-Cov2 and HBV vaccination programs in a cohort of liver transplant
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patients, we investigated the potential link between HED and the quality of humoral responses

to these two vaccines.
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Patients and methods

The liver transplant recipient cohort, consisting of 909 adults and 113 children who received a
liver transplant between January 2004 and January 2018 at Paul Brousse hospital or between
2010 and 2018 at Necker-Enfants Malades hospital, respectively, was recently described .
HLA typing data were available in all patients. Immunosuppression consisted mainly of
tacrolimus, tapered corticosteroids, and mycophenolate. In the event of kidney- or heart-
combined transplantation, the immunosuppressive regimen used anti-thymoglobulins, higher
doses of immunosuppressive drugs and a mai ntenance with corticosteroids.

The study was performed in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. Authorizations were
given by the Local ethic committee (CPP bicetre N° CO 16-006) and the national commission
for information technology and freedom (CNIL N° 1856085).

SARS-Cov2 vaccine cohort

Between January and September 2021, 655 of the 909 liver transplant recipients (adults only)
were included in the BNT162b2 mRNA vaccine program. At that time, a SARS-CoV-2
guantitative serological assay targeting the spike protein was planned 4 weeks after the
second dose. A third dose was preferentially given to those who did not respond to the two
injections, followed by a new serological assay 4 weeks later. Of the 655 vaccinated patients,
310 who had serology available 4 to 6 weeks after at least two injections were considered in
this study, including 124 who received 2 doses and 186 who received 3 doses. Of the 186
patients who received 3 doses, 104 (56%) had no response after the second dose and therefore
had a third injection. Patients with documented pre-vaccinal SARS-Cov2 infection or positive
serology, or anticancer chemotherapy, were excluded. Flow chart is shown in Supplemental
Figure 1A.

Response to SARS-CoV-2 vaccine was defined according to quantitative serological assays.
The introduction of the WHO first International Standard for anti-SARS-CoV-2
immunoglobulin (NIBSC code 20/136) in December 2020 has allowed defining conversion
factors (cf) from the arbitrary units (AU) of each manufacturer to Binding Antibody Units
(BAU= cf x AU) to assist in comparing assays with the same protein specificity. Serological
tests used in this study were the Elecsys Anti-SARS-CoV-2 S assay (Roche Diagnostics) and
the SARS-CoV-2 IgG |1 Quant assay (Abbott Diagnostics), both targeting the RBD domain of
the S1 subunit, and the LIAISON SARS-CoV-2 Trimeric S 1gG assay (Diasorin) targeting the
full Spike protein, with results reported in BAU/mL.
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We adapted the correlates of protection of Feng et al., indicating that 80% protection against
symptomatic infection was achieved with 264 (95% CI: 108, 806) BAU/mL measured 4
weeks after full vaccination ?*. Therefore, an undetectable anti-S titer 4 weeks post-
vaccination was considered as no response, detectable anti-S <250 BAU/ml as moderate
response and > 250 BAU/mL as strong response. The 250 BAU threshold was used as it was
the upper limit of linearity of the widely used Roche anti-S assay.

HBYV vaccine cohort

Before transplantation, 546 HBSAg- and HBc-negative patients received anti-HBV
vaccination by ENGERIX (GSK) or GENHEVAC (Sanofi) during their transplant waiting
time, with an accelerated vaccinal schedule (3 doses 1 month apart). Among them, 424
patients (including 78 children) who were fully vaccinated and had anti-HBs titration at 3to 4
months after the third dose, were included in the present study. Flow Chart is given in
Supplemental Figure 1B. HBV vaccine response was defined by anti-HBs titers as follows:
<10 mlU/mL, no response, > 10 but <100 mlU/mL, moderate response, and >100 miU/mL,
strong response.
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HLA data

HLA-A, -B, -DRB1 and -DQB1 typing at second field (four-digit) resolution was performed
in all recipients and donors as reported 2. The respective protein sequences of the peptide-
binding groove (exons 2 and 3 for HLA class |, and exon 2 for HLA class 11) were extracted
from the IMGT/HLA database %*. For each of the 4 HLA genes, the sequence divergence
between 2 adleles (HED) was computed for al possible combinations of allele pairs
encountered in the cohort. The calculation of HED between aligned allele pairs of a given
locus was measured as a continuous metric using the Grantham distance , which takes into
account the differences in the composition, polarity and volume of between two amino acids.
By definition, HED is null in case of homozygosity. Importantly, HED data was not available
in medical records and therefore did not influence any decisions regarding vaccination
schedules.

Statistical Analysis

Standard descriptive statistics were used to summarize baseline demographic, clinical and
biological characteristics. For both vaccinations, the outcome was the vaccina response
defined as an ordinal categorial variable: no response, moderate response and strong response.
Ordered logistic regression was used for the univariable and multivariable analysis of
covariates (MASS package). The threshold of significance was p-value < 0.05).

HEDs are non-gaussian continuous metrics . To estimate the causal effect of HED as
exposure on the vaccine response, we used the generalized propensity score (GPS) estimated
via generalized boosted model (GBM). GBM estimates the inverse propensity score for the
exposure using a flexible estimation method taking into account all covariates. GBM
estimation involves an iterative process with multiple regression trees to capture relationships
between the exposure and the covariates without over-fitting the data . For continuous
exposures, average absolute Pearson correlation (AAC) between the exposure and each
confounder was used to summarize balance performance at each iteration of the GBM fit,
with the optimal iteration chosen as the one that minimizes the average or maximum AAC.
An AAC with a cut-off value of 0.1 means that confounding effect of covariates is small %

Finally, analysis of vaccine response as an ordinal outcome variable and exposure variable
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(HED) was done with a generalized linear model (GLM) using weights estimated by the
GBM (Survey package).

For handling missing values, we applied the missing indicator method consisting of i) adding
a missing data category for categorical covariates, and ii) setting the missing data to zero and
adding supplementary binary covariates in the propensity score indicating for each continuous
covariates whether the value is missing or not. When we had less than ten missing values on a

covariate, we excluded the individuals to avoid convergence issues.

Associations of HLA phenotypic or allelic frequencies with the vaccine response were

evaluated using atwo-sided Fisher’s exact test with the Bonferroni correction.

All analyses were performed with R 4.0 #* using the “ MASS’, "survey”, “publish”,
“ggplot2”, “twangContinuous”, “survey”,” cobalt” and “Ggally” packages.
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Results

SARS-CoV-2 vaccine response

Table 1 shows the characteristics of the 310 liver transplant recipients who received 2 or 3
doses of the BNT162b2 mRNA vaccine, according to the spike-specific antibody response
defined by quantitative serological assays. Importantly, at the time of this study, the third dose
was not yet systematic and was preferentially given to patients who had not responded to two
doses. Altogether, 148 patients (47.5%) developed a strong response, 86 (27.5%) a moderate

response, and 76 (25%) had no response. No serious adverse event was observed.

In univariable analysis with response as an ordinal dependent variable, higher age, a short
duration of transplantation, a combined kidney graft, past alcoholism, high creatinine levels,
low hemoglobin levels and immunosuppression using mycophenolate or steroids were
associated with a lower response. As expected, the proportion of non-responders was high in
patients who received 3 injections (63/186 patients, 34%), most of them having received the
third dose because they had no response after the second. We observed a significant
association of the DQB1 HED with vaccine response (median value, 13.5 in strong
responders, 10.3 in moderate responders and 9.1 in non-responders, p= 0.0055). As shown in
Figure 1A, DQB1 HED was higher in responders than in non-responders but had no
significant impact on the magnitude (moderate or strong) of the response. DQB1
homozygosity was more frequent in case of low response, but neither HED nor homozygosity
at other HLA loci had any significant effect (Table 1). As expected, donor HEDs had no
effect (data not shown).

In multivariable ordinal logistic analysis including all the covariates which were significant in
the univariate analysis except DQB1 homozygosity, the vaccine response was associated with
DQB1 HED (odd ratio (OR)= 1.068, p= 0.0003), age, time since transplant, hemoglobin
levels, steroids and mycophenolate (Table 2). A similar effect of the DQB1 HED was
observed when analyzing separately the 186 patients who received three doses of vaccine (p=
0.0076) and the 124 patients who received only two doses (p= 0.0045) (Table 2). Similar
results were observed when considering DQB1 homozygosity instead of DQB1 HED
(Supplemental Table 1). However, the effect of DQB1 HED remained significant when the 50
DQB1 homozygous patients were excluded (Supplemental Table 2)
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Lastly, to precise the effect of HED as a continuous exposure, we used the generalized
propensity score (GPS) estimated via the generalized boosted model (GBM), which is not
sensitive to correlated covariates, thus alowing DQB1 homozygosity to be included as well.
DQB1 HED was significantly associated with the vaccine response, independent of all other
covariates (p = 0.021) (Supplemental Table 3).

HBV vaccine cohort

The characteristics of the 424 patients who received a full anti-HBV vaccination before
transplantation are shown in Table 3. As for the SARS-CoV-2 vaccine cohort, we analyzed
the vaccine response according to anti-HBs titers 3 months after the end of the vaccination:
127 patients (30%) were non-responders, 126 (30%) had a moderate response, and 171 (40%)

had a strong response. No serious adverse event was observed.

Using logistic univariate analysis with response as an ordinal dependent variable, higher age,
male gender, liver cancer at indication and higher BMI were associated with a lower HBV
vaccine response. Similar to SARS-CoV-2 vaccine response, DQB1 HED was also
significantly associated with HBV vaccine response (median value, 9.8 in non-responders,
11.5 in moderate responders, 13.7 in strong responders, p= 0.002). HED at other loci or
homozygosity had no impact on response (Table 3). In multivariable ordinal logistic analysis
taking the covariates which were significant in the univariate analysis, HBV vaccine response
was associated with DQB1 HED (OR= 1.053, p= 0.0003), age, gender, and liver cancer as
indication (Table 3). Using the generalized propensity score, we confirmed that DQB1 HED
was associated with vaccine response, independent of other covariates (p= 0.019)
(Supplemental Table 3).

Vaccine response and HLA allele frequencies

In the SARS-CoV-2 cohort and HBV cohort, 71 and 74 different HLA alleles, respectively,
were present in at least 5 patients. Phenotypic and alelic frequencies are shown in
Supplemental Table 4. No HLA allele was associated with vaccine response to SARS-CoV -2
or HBV.
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Discussion

The response to vaccination is complex, likely involving the interplay of multiple and
potentially confounding host factors. One mechanism associated with variations in vaccine
response is the polymorphism of HLA genes. The exceptional HLA polymorphism, which
was likely maintained by balancing selection under host-pathogen coevolution, mostly
corresponds to a strong sequence divergence between peptide binding domains of alleles at a
given HLA locus. The consequence is that more divergent allele pairs experience less overlap
in the repertoire of bound antigenic peptides, and therefore can present a broader range of
potential antigens for T cell recognition 2.

The clinical impact of HED has recently been highlighted in different immunopathological
contexts such as anti-tumor response and allogeneic response. Here, we highlight for the first
time the role of HED in a more physiological setting that is the response to vaccines. Taking
advantage of a cohort of liver transplant recipients in which we recently demonstrated the
impact of donor class 1 HED on allograft rejection, we analyzed humoral responses induced
by two different types of vaccine, the recent BNT162b2 mRNA-based SARS-Cov2 vaccine,
and the old recombinant HBV surface antigen-based vaccine. We show that patients who did
not develop significant antibody response following 2 or 3 doses of the BNT162b2 mRNA
vaccine carry HLA-DQB1 alleles with reduced sequence divergence between their peptide
binding domains, not explained by a higher frequency of homozygosity. Importantly, this
observation holds true for the HBV vaccine based on recombinant viral protein subunit.
Although the mechanisms by which these different vaccine strategies induce a protective
humoral response may be somewhat different, our results suggest that the more divergent the
patient’s DQB1 molecules, the more diverse the vaccine-derived peptides presented to CD4 T
helper cells, and the more efficient the B cell response and antibody production. Indeed, most
protective antibody response are dependent on CD4 T-cell help, as demonstrated in the
context of SARS-Cov2 infection by the correlation between spike-specific CD4 T cell
response and the magnitude of anti-spike 1gG titers™.

An intriguing question is the impact of divergence between peptide binding domains of
DQBL1 alleles, but not of DRB1 alleles. These two genes are located at adjacent loci in the
HLA class Il region and are in strong linkage disequilibrium, but DQB1 is much less
polymorphic, i.e. exhibits a smaller number of different aleles, than DRB1. Whether this

lower polymorphism can be compensated by a higher sequence divergence between DQB1
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alelesisunclear. Moreover, HLA class || molecules consist of an of3 heterodimer encoded by
the respective A and B genes at each locus, and both o and 3 chains contribute to the peptide
binding domain of the molecule. For the DR molecules, the DRA gene is not polymorphic
and therefore does not contribute to the overall divergence. Thisis probably different for DQ
molecules because the DQA1 gene itself is moderately polymorphic and could participate to
an additional layer of diversity in the peptide-binding groove. We were unable to verify this
hypothesis because DQA 1 genotyping is not routinely performed in the context of solid organ

transplantation.

Independent of the effect of the DQB1 HED, our study confirms the role of factors previously
associated with SARS-Cov2 vaccine response in liver transplant recipients, such as age, time
since transplant, mycophenolate treatment?’ , and identifies others not described, such as the
hemoglobin level. Data on HBV vaccine response in liver transplant candidates are scarce in
the literature. The role of age, gender and chronic liver disease has been reported®, but not that

of hepatocellular carcinoma which we observe.

This study has severa limitations. First, surrogate markers of vaccine-induced protection are
imperfect, and vaccine response is far more complex than measurable antibody titers. For
SARS-Cov2 vaccine, we quantified anti-spike humoral response using commercia serologic
tests rather than formal neutralization capacity, not available at this time. However, a strong
correlation between anti-S 1gG titer and neutralization capacity has been demonstrated,
including in organ transplant recipients 2 % * 3. Second, pre-vaccination SARS-Cov2
serology was only performed in one third of patients. However, the seroprevalence was very
low (7/202 patients, 3%) at this time of the pandemic. Last, we did not directly test the
hypothesis that reduced HED correlates with a less diverse repertoire of vaccine-derived
peptides presented by HLA-DQ molecules. Thus, future studies to investigate causa
relationships between these parameters are needed.

In conclusion, our study highlights HLA-DQ diversity as critical for vaccine responsiveness
in liver transplant recipients. The consistency of the results with the two vaccines suggests
that it is likely a broader mechanism also concerning immunocompetent individuals, although
this remains to be confirmed. These results could guide the design of improved vaccine
strategies most likely to €licit protective immunity, by predicting the magnitude of the

repertoire of vaccine-derived peptides bound to HLA-DQ molecules.
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Legends to figure

Figure 1.

Boxplots of HED for HLA-A, -B, DRB1 and -DQB1 according to no, moderate or strong
humoral response to SARS-CoV-2 (A, n= 310 patients) or HBV (B, n= 424 patients) vaccine.
Two-sided Mann-Whitney P values are shown.
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Table 1.

Univariate ordinal analysis of humoral response to SARS-CoV-2 vaccine

Variable Level absent (n=76) moderate (n=86) strong (n=148) Total (h=310) p-value

age median (IQR)  64.7 (10.1) 61.7 (13.2) 60.2 (16.5) 62.1(14.7) 0.0082

time since transplant  median (IQR) 5.1(6.2) 6.7 (8.3) 7.5(7.1) 6.5(7.3) 0.0010

gender male 55 (72.4) 55 (64.0) 110 (74.3) 220 (71.0) 0.4601
female 21(27.6) 31 (36.0) 38 (25.7) 90 (29.0)

3 injections yes 63 (82.9) 50 (58.1) 73 (49.3) 186 (60.0)  0.0001
no 13 (17.1) 36 (41.9) 75 (50.7) 124 (40.0)

retransplantation no 72 (94.7) 77 (89.5) 136 (91.9) 285(91.9) 0.6605
yes 4(5.3) 9(10.5) 12 (8.1) 25(8.1)

combined graft no 62 (81.6) 76 (88.4) 136 (91.9) 274 (88.4) 0.0274
yes 14 (18.4) 10 (11.6) 12 (8.1) 36 (11.6)

HIV no 74 (97.4) 84 (97.7) 146 (98.6) 304 (98.1) 0.7675
yes 2(2.6) 2(2.3) 2(1.4) 6(1.9)

HBV no 70(92.1) 81 (94.2) 135 (91.2) 286 (92.3) 0.7135
yes 6(7.9) 5(5.8) 13 (3.8) 24 (7.7)

HCV no 66 (86.8) 75 (87.2) 127 (85.8) 268 (86.5) 0.9493
yes 10 (13.2) 11 (12.8) 21 (14.2) 42 (13.5)

Hepatocellular no 60 (78.9) 68 (79.1) 118 (79.7) 246 (79.4) 0.9877

carcinoma yes 16 (21.1) 18 (20.9) 30 (20.3) 64 (20.6)

Alcohol no 40 (52.6) 54 (62.8) 102 (68.9) 196 (63.2) 0.0567
yes 36 (47.4) 32 (37.2) 46 (31.1) 114 (36.8)

BMI median (IQR)  25.5 (3.8) 24.8 (6.9) 25.6 (6.1) 25.5(5.7) 0.2062

hypertension no 30(39.5) 40 (46.5) 71 (48.0) 141 (45.5) 0.2701
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yes 46 (60.5) 46 (53.5) 77 (52.0) 169 (54.5)
diabetes no 56 (73.7) 71 (82.6) 116 (78.4) 243 (78.4) 0.6251
yes 20 (26.3) 15 (17.4) 32 (21.6) 67 (21.6)
HLA
HED-A median (IQR) 7.4(7.9) 7.4(6.5) 7.8(5.8) 7.5(6.4) 0.0620
missing 0 2 7 9
A-homozygosity no 60 (78.9) 73 (86.9) 126 (89.4) 259 (86.0) 0.1037
yes 16 (21.1) 11 (13.1) 15 (10.6) 42 (14.0)
missing 0 2 7 9
HED-B median (IQR) 7.8 (4.3) 7.8(3.8) 7.8(3.8) 7.8(3.8) 0.3026
missing 6 3 7 16
B-homozygosity no 65 (92.9) 76 (91.6) 130 (92.2) 271(92.2) 0.9569
yes 5(7.1) 7 (8.4) 11 (7.8) 23(7.8)
missing 6 3 7 16
HED-DRB1 median (IQR) 11 (8) 11.3 (6.3) 11.1(6.6) 11.1(6.5) 0.4223
missing 1 0 2 3
DRB1-homozygosity  no 64 (85.3) 77 (89.5) 137 (93.8) 278 (90.6) 0.4133
yes 11 (14.7) 9(10.5) 9(6.2) 29 (9.4)
missing 1 0 2 3
Variable Level absent (n=76) moderate (n=86) strong (n=148) Total (h=310) p-value
HED-DQB1 median (IQR) 9.1(13) 10.3 (13.1) 13.5 (8.8) 10.4(12.6) 0.0055
DQB1 homozygosity yes 19 (25.0) 16 (18.6) 21 (14.2) 56 (18.1) 0.0497
no 57 (75.0) 70 (81.4) 127 (85.8) 254 (81.9)
HED class | median (IQR) 7.3 (3.6) 7.3(3.5) 7.7 (3.7) 75(3.6) 0.4821
missing 6 3 8 17

HED class II median (IQR) 9.8 (8.2) 11 (6.2) 11.1 (5.3) 10.7(6.5)  0.0293
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missing 1 0 2 3

donor HED-A median (IQR) 9.2 (4.9) 7.5 (4.4) 7.5 (4.9) 75(5.4) 0.5878
missing 26 24 23 73

donor HED-B median (IQR) 8(3.9) 8(3.2) 7.7 (3.6) 79(3.7) 0.3582
missing 26 24 23 73

donor HED-DRB1 median (IQR) 7.7 (4.1) 8.9 (4.3) 7.7 (4.2) 8(42)  0.6697
missing 26 24 23 73

donor HED-DQB1 median (IQR) 7.3 (4.6) 7.5(10.3) 7.7 (4.9) 7.7(6.6) 0.5220
missing 26 24 23 73

Biology

Creatinin median (IQR) 105 (49.8) 96 (39.8) 88.5 (33) 92.5(42) 0.0722

Hemoglobin median (IQR) 13 (2.2) 13.2(2.5) 14 (2) 13.6(2.1) 0.0001

Leucocytes median (IQR) 5.7 (2.3) 5.4(1.8) 5.7 (2.1) 5.7(2.1) 0.6112

Bilirubine median (IQR) 9.5 (6.2) 9.1(5.9) 9.2(7) 9.1(6.2) 0.8134

ASAT median (IQR) 24 (13) 24 (13) 25.5 (11) 24.5(11) 0.4195

ALAT median (IQR) 21.5(14) 23 (16.5) 22 (14) 22(14.8) 0.8354

GGT median (IQR) 35 (42.2) 32 (36) 31(28.2) 32(34.8) 0.13757

Immunosuppression

Tacrolimus no 9(11.8) 10 (11.6) 17 (10.9) 35(11.3) 0.8196
ves 67 (88.2) 76 (88.4) 131 (89.1) 274 (88.7)

Ciclosporin no 70 (92.1) 79 (91.9) 138 (93.2) 287(92.6) 09118
yes 6(7.9) 7(8.1) 10 (6.8) 23 (7.4)

Mycophenolate no 21(27.6) 29 (33.7) 71 (48.0) 121 (39.0) 0.0015
yes 55 (72.4) 57 (66.3) 77 (52.0) 189 (61.0)

mTor inhibitor no 66 (86.8) 77 (89.5) 122 (82.4) 265 (85.5) 0.3071
yes 10 (13.2) 9(10.5) 26 (17.6) 45 (14.5)
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Steroids yes 19 (25.0) 17 (19.8) 18 (12.2) 54(17.4) 0.0133

ho 57 (75.0) 69 (80.2) 130 (87.8) 256 (82.6)
Table 2.
Multivariable Ordinal logistic regression of humoral response to SARS-CoV-2 vaccine
all patients, n =310 OR 25% 97.5% p value
HED DQB1 1.0689 1.0317 1.1084 0.0003
age 0.9794 0.9602 0.9981 0.0340
time since transplant 1.0699 1.0202 1.1237 0.0059
mycophenolate 0.4058 0.2458 0.6616 0.0003
steroids 0.5024 0.2654 0.9411 0.0325
hemoglobin 1.3447 1.1732 1.5498 0.0000
combined graft -0.7375 0.4 -1.8438 0.0652
3 injections 0.4795 0.2932 0.7792 0.0032
3 injections, n=186
HED DQB1 1.0650 1.0174 1.1164 0.0076

Age 0.9635 0.9360 0.9906 0.0098
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transplantation_delay 1.0611 1.0014 1.1260 0.0456
mycophenolate 0.2549 0.1273 0.4940 0.0001
steroids 0.4071 0.1622 0.9933 0.0505
hemoglobin 1.3287 1.1253 1.5835 0.0011
combined graft 0.5982 0.1984 1.7584 0.3516
2 injections, n=124

HED DQB1 1.0977 1.0308 1.1733 0.0045
age 0.9923 0.9646 1.0201 0.5832
time since transplant 1.1456 1.0408 1.2694 0.0070
mycophenolate 0.6221 0.2696 1.3933 0.2548
steroids 1.0493 0.3165 3.7693 0.9385
hemoglobin 1.4265 1.1151 1.8532 0.0058

combined graft 0.3821 0.1087 1.3395 0.1290
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Table 3.
Univariate ordina analysis of humoral response to HBV vaccine.

Variable Level absent (n=127) moderate (n=126) strong (n=171) Total (n=424) p-value
age median(IQR)  53(16.5) 48(36.5) 33(41) 46(37) <le-04
child no 116(91.3) 103(81.7) 127(74.3) 346(81.6)

yes 11(8.7) 23(18.3) 44(25.7) 78(18.4) 0.0008
gender male 93(73.2) 78(61.9) 95(55.6) 266(62.7) 0.0074

female 34(26.8) 48(38.1) 76(44.4) 158(37.3)
retransplantation no 119(93.7) 119(94.4) 155(90.6) 393(92.7)

yes 8(6.3) 7(5.6) 16(9.4) 31(7.3) 0.4023
meld median(IQR) 15.6(12) 14.2(15.2) 14.4(14) 15(13.9) 0.7288
BMI median(IQR)  24(8) 22.5(7) 21(7) 23(7.2) <le-04
HIV nho 123(96.9) 123(97.6) 169(98.8) 415(97.9)

yes 4(3.1) 3(2.4) 2(1.2) 9(2.1) 0.4885
HCV no 113(89.0) 112(88.9) 161(94.2) 386(91.0)

yes 14(11.0) 14(11.1) 10(5.8) 38(9.0) 0.1820
alcohol no 101(79.5) 105(83.3) 153(89.5) 359(84.7)

yes 26(20.5) 21(16.7) 18(10.5) 65(15.3) 0.0550
hepatocellular
carcinoma no 90(70.9) 108(85.7) 153(89.5) 351(82.8)

yes 37(29.1) 18(14.3) 18(10.5) 73(17.2) <le-04
diabetes nho 101(87.1) 86(83.5) 115(90.6) 302(87.3)

yes 15(12.9) 17(16.5) 12(9.4) 44(12.7) 0.2782
autoimmune disease  no 112(88.2) 117(92.9) 156(91.2) 385(90.8)

yes 15(11.8) 9(7.1) 15(8.8) 39(9.2) 0.4247
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HLA
HED-A median(IQrR)  7.8(4.7) 7.5(5.7) 7.2(6.3) 7.5(5.7) 0.0932
missing 2
A-homozygosity no 114(89.8) 112(91.2) 148(86.5) 375(88.4)
yes 13(10.2) 13(10.8) 22(13.5) 47(11.6) 0.6047
missing 2
HED-B median(IQR)  7.1(0.0.13.6) 7.8(0.0.14.3) 7.7(0.0.15.6) 7.5(0.0.15.6)  0.1769
B- homozygosity no 118(92.9) 115(91.3) 159(93.0) 392(92.5)
yes 9(7.1) 11(8.7) 12(7.0) 32(7.5) 0.8352
HED-DQB1 median(IQR)  9.8(0.0.19.2) 11.5(0.0.19.2) 13.7(0.0.19.2) 10.5(0.0.19.2) 0.0023
DQB1-homozygosity  no 100(78.7) 102(81.0) 143(83.6) 345(81.4)
yes 27(21.3) 24(19.0) 28(16.4) 79(18.6) 0.5577
HED-DRB1 median(lQR)  10.2(0.0.18.9)  11.4(0.0.18.9) 10.6(0.0.18.9) 10.6(0.0.18.9) 0.3510
missing 3
Variable Level absent (n=127) moderate (n=126) strong (n=171) Total (n=424) p-value
DRB1-homozygosity  no 106(84.3) 112(88.9) 152(89.5) 369(87.7)
yes 20(15.7) 13(11.1) 18(10.5) 51(12.3) 0.3555
missing 3
HED class I median(IQR)  7.3(0.0.12.5) 7.6(0.0.12.2) 7.3(0.0.12.2) 7.4(0.0.12.5)  0.7145
missing 2
HED class II median(IQR)  7.1(0.0.13.2) 8.5(0.0.13.6) 8.7(0.0.13.6) 8(0.0.13.6) 0.0117
missing 3
Biology
Creatinin median(IQR)  75(40.767) 68(42.765) 68(31.937) 71(31.937) 0.6930
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Hemoglobin median(IQR)  11(1.9) 11.2(2) 11(2) 13.6(2) 0.1898
Leucocytes median(IQR) 4.6(2.4) 5.0(2.8) 4.7(2.6) 5.7(2.5) 0.5015
Bilirubin median(IQR)  29(4.567) 34(4.1.097) 29.5(3.681) 30(3.1.097)  0.1489
ASAT median(IQR)  46(7.370) 44(14.600) 64(0.5.505) 51(0.5.505)  0.1463
ALAT median(IQR)  32(5.219) 32(6.373) 43(0.6.088) 35(0.6.088)  0.1329

GGT median (IQR) 45 (40.2) 42 (29) 43 (30.2) 43 (31.3) 0.1759
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Table 4. Multivariable ordinal analysis of humoral response to HBV vaccine
OR 25% 97.5% p value
HED-DQB1 1.05 1.02 1.08 0.0003
Gender male 0.66 0.45 0.96 0.0334
Age 0.97 0.96 0.98 <10”

Hepatocellular carcinoma 0.56 0.33 0.94 0.0312
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Figure 1 A: Response to SARS-CoV-2 vaccine
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Figure 1 B: Response to HBV vaccine
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