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ABSTRACT 
 

 
Background: We developed urinary cell mRNA profiling for the noninvasive diagnosis of acute 

T cell mediated rejection (TCMR) and BK virus nephropathy (BKVN), two significant post-

transplant complications. Our profiling protocol for the multicenter Clinical Trial of 

Transplantation-04 (CTOT-04) study consisted of centrifugation of urine to prepare cell pellets, 

washes, addition of an RNA preservative, storage at -800 C and shipment in cold containers to 

our Gene Expression Monitoring Core for total RNA isolation and quantification of mRNA 

copies in RT-qPCR assays. To simplify profiling, we developed a filter-based protocol (ZFBP) 

that eliminated the need for centrifugation, RNA preservative, storage at -800 C, and shipment in 

cold containers for mRNA profiling; furthermore, kidney allograft recipients could be trained to 

perform the filtration of urine at home using the filter and post the urinary cell lysate containing 

the total RNA at ambient temperature to our Core for profiling. We have now refined ZFBP and 

investigated the diagnostic performance characteristics of a protocol designated as Weill Cornell 

Hybrid Protocol (WCHP). 

Methods:  Total RNA was isolated from kidney allograft biopsy matched urines from kidney 

allograft recipients using a filter-based protocol complemented by a silica-membrane based 

cartridge for mRNA enrichment (WCHP). Absolute copy numbers of CD3ε mRNA, CXCL10 

mRNA and 18S ribosomal RNA, components of the CTOT-04 three gene TCMR diagnostic 

signature, and urinary cell BKV VP 1 mRNA copy number were measured using RT-qPCR 

assays.  Mann-Whitney test, Fischer exact test and receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve 

analysis were used for data analyses.  
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Results: Urinary cell three gene TCMR diagnostic signature in urines processed using the 

WCHP discriminated kidney allograft recipients with TCMR (n=12 biopsies from 11 patients) 

from those without TCMR (n=29 biopsies from 29 patients). The median (25th and 75th) score of 

the CTOT-04 three gene TCMR diagnostic signature was -0.448 (-1.664, 0.204) in the TCMR 

group and -2.542 (-3.267, -1.365) in the No Rejection biopsy group (P=0.0005, Mann-Whitney 

test). ROC curve analysis discriminated TCMR group from the No Rejection group and the area 

under the ROC curve (AUROC) was 0.84 (95% Confidence Intervals [CI], 0.69 to 0.98)  

(P<0.001), and TCMR was diagnosed with a sensitivity of 67% (95% CI,  35 to 89) at a 

specificity of 86% (95% CI, 67 to 95) using the CTOT-04 validated cutpoint of -1.213 

(P=0.0016, Fischer exact test). BKV VP1 mRNA copy number in urines processed using the 

WCHP discriminated patients with BKVN (n=7) from those without BKVN (n=29) and the 

AUROC was 1.0 (95% CI, 1.00 to 1.00) (P<0.0001) and BKVN was diagnosed with a sensitivity 

of 86% (95% CI, 42 to 99) at a specificity of 100% (95% CI, 85 to 100) with the previously 

validated cutpoint of 6.5 x 108 BKV-VP1 mRNA copies per microgram of total RNA (P<0.0001, 

Fischer exact test).  

Conclusion: Urine from kidney allograft recipients processed using the WCHP predicted TCMR 

and BKVN. WCHP represents not only a significant advance towards portability of urinary cell 

mRNA profiling but also improved patient management by minimizing their visits for urine 

collection.  
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1. Introduction 
 
    
    Kidney transplantation is the treatment of choice for patients with end stage kidney disease 

(Wolfe et.al., 1999; Hart et al., 2020). The realization of the full benefits of transplantation 

however is undermined by immune rejection of the kidney allograft, and acute T cell mediated 

rejection (TCMR) is the most frequent type of immune rejection (Suthanthiran et al., 1994; 

Rampersad et al., 2022). Infection is another threat for the continued functioning of the 

transplanted kidney, and BK virus nephropathy (BKVN) has emerged as a serious and frequent 

post-transplant complication (Bohl et al., 2007; Hirsch et al., 2013).  

 

    Percutaneous needle core biopsy of the kidney allograft is the standard-of-care for the 

diagnosis of both TCMR and BKVN, but the invasive biopsy procedure is associated with 

multiple complications including bleeding, graft loss and even death, albeit in rare circumstances 

(Morgan et al., 2016; Redfield et al., 2016; Plattner et al., 2018). The well documented inter-

observer variability in the reading of the allograft biopsy is another valid concern (Furness et al., 

2001; Veronese et al., 2005). Also, the immune response is dynamic, and it is neither safe nor 

practical to perform repeated biopsies to capture the kinetics of the anti-allograft repertory. 

     

    To facilitate safer interrogation of kidney allograft status, we developed and refined urinary 

cell mRNA profiling for the noninvasive diagnosis of TCMR (Li et al., 2001; Muthukumar et al., 

2003; Ding et al., 2003; Dadhania et al., 2003; Tatapudi et al., 2004; Muthukumar et al., 2005; 

Afaneh et al., 2010; Anglicheau et al., 2012). Our single center study led to a multicenter 

Clinical Trial of Transplantation-04 (CTOT-04) study of 485 kidney allograft recipients in which 
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we profiled 4300 urine specimens and discovered and validated a parsimonious urinary cell three 

gene TCMR diagnostic signature of T cell CD3ε mRNA, mRNA for the proinflammatory 

chemokine IP10 (CXCL10) and 18S ribosomal RNA (rRNA), a member of the transcriptional 

machinery (Suthanthiran et al., 2013).  

 

    In view of the clinical significance of BKVN, we also designed oligonucleotide sense and 

antisense primers and TaqMan probe for the absolute quantification of BKV VP1 mRNA copy 

number in the RT-qPCR assay for the noninvasive diagnosis of BKVN (Ding et al., 2002) and 

validated using an independent cohort of kidney allograft recipients that BKV VP1 mRNA copy 

number threshold of 6.5x108 or greater per microgram of total RNA is diagnostic of BKVN in an 

independent cohort of kidney allograft recipients (Dadhania et al., 2010).  

    

     In the multicenter CTOT-04 study, urine samples were centrifuged to prepare urinary cell 

pellets at each participating academic transplant center. Centrifugation of the urine sample and 

the associated steps to prepare urinary cell pellets required technical expertise and laboratory 

equipment including different types of centrifuges and the urinary cell pellets were stored at -800 

C and shipped to our Gene Expression Monitoring (GEM) Core in specialized cold containers. 

Centrifugation of urine samples was also the protocol in our studies of BKVN. To reduce the 

complexities in the initial steps of urine processing, we recently developed a Zymo ZRC GFTM 

filter-based protocol (ZFBP) that eliminated the need for centrifugation, the RNA preservative, 

storage at -80 0C, and shipment of specimen on dry ice to our GEM Core. Furthermore, the 

kidney graft recipients could be trained to perform the initial filtration step at home and ship the 
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urinary cell lysate containing the total RNA at ambient temperature to our GEM Core for 

downstream urinary cell mRNA profiling (Snopkowski et al., 2021).  

 

     In the current investigation, we retained the advantages of the ZFBP but modified the 

procedure to enrich for mRNA in the total RNA isolated from the urine sample. We 

accomplished mRNA enrichment by incorporating a spin column from the Qiagen RNeasy Mini 

Kit (Cat.No.74104) to isolate total RNA instead of using the Zymo-SpinTM IC column included 

in the ZR Urine RNA isolation Kit (Cat. No. RI038). The silica-membrane based spin column 

from the RNeasy mini kit excludes RNA molecules shorter than 200 nucleotides and enriches for 

mRNA (RNeasy Mini Handbook 2019) whereas all RNA molecules greater than 17 nucleotides 

are eluted using the Zymo-SpinTM IC column, an advantage for profiling small RNAs such as 

miRNAs. Our modified hybrid procedure, designated as Weill Cornell Hybrid Protocol (WCHP), 

was used in this investigation to isolate total RNA in the urinary cell lysates collected using the 

Zymo ZRC GFTM filter. Our objectives were to determine whether noninvasive diagnosis of 

TCMR with performance characteristics observed in the CTOT-04 study is feasible using the 

WCHP, and whether noninvasive diagnosis of BKVN with performance characteristics observed 

in the BKVN validation study is feasible using the WCHP.  

 
 

 
 

 
2. Materials and methods 
 
2.1 Study cohorts and biospecimens  
 
    Sterile urine cups were used to collect approximately 50 mL of urine from 45 unique kidney 

allograft recipients at the time of percutaneous needle core biopsies (biopsy-matched urine 
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samples) of the kidney allograft. The biopsies were stained with hematoxylin and eosin, and 

periodic acid-Schiff and classified by Weill Cornell nephropathologists using the Banff kidney 

allograft biopsy classification schema (Loupy et al., 2017). PAb416 mouse monoclonal antibody 

(mAb) directed at the simian virus (SV) 40 large T antigen and cross reactive with the BKV 

large T antigen (Mann et al., 1984) is the mAb used by our center pathologists to detect intragraft 

presence of BK virus in clinical samples, and the biopsies included in the current study were 

stained with PAb416 mAb and classified as BKVN on the basis of positive intragraft staining for 

SV40/BKV large T antigen and histological features consistent with BKVN (Drachenberg et al., 

2004). All biopsy classification were made by the nephropathologists masked to urinary cell 

gene expression patterns. 

   

    Kidney allograft recipients signed written informed consent for participation under one of the 

following protocols: IRB Protocol# 9402002786 “Use of PCR to Evaluate Renal Allograft 

Status”, IRB Protocol#0710009490 “Evaluation of Subclinical Renal Allograft Damage” and/or 

the IRB Protocol # 1207012730 “Development of Gene Expression Monitoring Bio-Bank to 

Study Non-Invasive Biomarkers that Diagnose and Anticipate Post-Transplant Complications.” 

All protocols were approved by the Weill Cornell Medicine Institutional Review Board. The 

research study was conducted as per the ethical principles outlined in the Declaration of Helsinki 

(Puri et al., 2009).  

 

2.2.  Isolation of RNA from urine specimens 

     We isolated total RNA from urine specimens using the novel WCHP. The WCHP protocol 

differed from the previously described Zymo filter based protocol (Gomez-Alamillo et al., 2010; 
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Bradley et al., 2019; Snopkowski et al., 2021) in that the total RNA in the urinary cell lysates 

collected after the urine is pushed through the ZRC GFTM filter is isolated using the RNeasy Mini 

Kit (Qiagen, Cat. No. 74104) and not with the RI038 ZR Urine RNA Isolation Kit (ZYMO, Cat. 

No. R1038). In the CTOT-04 study, PureLink Micro-to-Midi total RNA purification system (Cat. 

No. 12183018, Invitrogen) was used to isolate total RNA from the urine. A side-by-side 

comparison of the RNeasy Mini Kit and PureLink RNA Mini Kit showed that both kits yield 

high-quality RNA as determined by spectrophotometry, agarose gel, and 2100 Bioanalyzer, and 

had similar quantities of residual DNA (Invitogen). We measured total RNA yield (absorbance at 

A260) and its purity (ratio of A260/A280) using the Nanodrop One Spectrophotometer 

(ThermoFisher Scientific). 

2.3. Reverse transcription of total RNA to complementary cDNA 

    Total RNA was reverse transcribed to cDNA using the TaqMan reverse transcription kit 

(Applied Biosystems, Cat. No. N808-0234). Total RNA, at a concentration of 1.0 μg in 100 μl 

volume, was reverse transcribed and the reverse transcription reaction contained 1x TaqMan 

reverse transcription buffer, 500 μM each of 4 dNTPs, 2.5 μM of Random Hexamer, 0.4 Unit/μl 

of RNase inhibitor, 1.25 Unit/μl of MultiScribe Reverse Transcriptase and 5.5 mM of 

Magnesium Chloride. The RT mixture was incubated at 25 oC for 10 min, 48 oC for 30 min, and 

95 oC for 5 min.  

2.4. Design of Gene Specific Oligonucleotide Primers and TaqMan Probes  

    We designed gene specific oligonucleotide primers and TaqMan (hydrolysis) fluorogenic 

probes for the absolute quantification CD3ε mRNA, CXCL10 mRNA, TGFβ1 mRNA and 18S 
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rRNA in RT-qPCR assays. We have developed and reported the sequence and location in the 

genome of the gene specific oligonucleotide primers and of TaqMan probes for the 

quantification of CXCL10 mRNA, TGFβ1 mRNA and 18S rRNA in RT-qPCR assays 

(Suthanthiran et al., 2013). For the absolute quantification of CD3ε mRNA, we used the 

previously reported gene specific oligonucleotide primers in combination with an improved 

design of the TaqMan probe. In the current study, major groove binding protein (MGB) replaced 

TAMRA and the following probe we designed was used for the quantification of CD3ε mRNA:  

5’ FAM TCTGGAACCACAGTAATA MGB 3’. The replacement of TAMRA dye in the 

TaqMan reporter with MGB eliminates the background fluorescence of the quencher TAMRA 

and allows for the design of a shorter probe with increased specificity for the gene of interest. 

2.5. Measurement of absolute copy number of mRNAs in RT-qPCR assays 

    We developed preamplification enhanced real time quantitative polymerase chain reaction 

(RT-qPCR) assay to compensate for low RNA yield from urinary cells (Muthukumar et al., 

2005; Abuhelaiqa et al., 2021). In the preamplification step, the cDNA was pre-amplified with 

gene specific primer pairs in a final reaction volume of 10.0 μl in a 0.2 ml PCR tube and each 

sample contained 3.0 μl cDNA, 5.0μl Platinum® Multiplex PCR Master Mix,  1.68 μl primer mix 

(50 μM sense and 50 μM antisense primer per gene) and 0.32 μl water to a final volume of 10 μl. 

We used Platinum Multiplex PCR Master mix in the current study for multiplexing 20 amplicons 

and the flexibility it offered in terms of PCR product size. Following vortexing, the PCR 

amplification was set up in a Veriti thermal cycler (Applied Biosystems) and the PCR profile 

consisted of an initial hold at 95 oC for 2 min, 11 cycles of denaturing at 95 oC for 30 seconds, 

primer annealing at 60 oC for 90 seconds and extension at 72 oC for 1 min., and final extension 
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at 72 oC for 10 min and final hold at 4 oC.  The PCR profile used in the current study enabled 

amplification of 20 different mRNAs with a near perfect amplification efficiency. At the end of 

11 cycles of amplification, we diluted the PCR amplicons by adding 290 μl of TE buffer to the 

10 µl PCR reaction.  For quantification of mRNAs, the RT-qPCR assay was performed on the 

Applied Biosystems QuantStudio™ 6 Real-Time PCR system (ThermoFisher) using 2.5 μl of 

diluted PCR amplicons in a final reaction volume of 20 μl. In the CTOT-04 study, mRNAs were 

quantified using the Applied Biosystems 7500 Fast or 7900 HT Real Time PCR system 

(Suthanthiran et al., 2013). A platform comparison study by the PCR system manufacturer found 

equivalency among these three instruments with a 2-fold difference being detected with a 99.9% 

confidence with any one of the three PCR systems. 

  

    We calculated absolute copy numbers of mRNAs using our previously described Bak standard 

curve for absolute quantification in RT-qPCR assays (Suthanthiran et al., 2013). We established 

the Bak standard curve with 6 log10 concentrations of Bak amplicon (starting copy number 2.5 x 

106) as the template and PCR amplification with Bak specific primer pair and detection using 

Bak specific TaqMan probe. The amplification efficiencies of Bak and CD3ε, CXCL10, TGFβ1 

and 18S rRNA were greater than 90% in the RT-qPCR assays. Thus, there was minimal bias due 

to different amplification efficiencies of the target genes and the Bak amplicon.  

2.6. Data analysis.   

    Mean, median and the 25th percentile and the 75th percentile values were calculated for 

continuous variables. Non-normally distributed data were analyzed using non-parametric tests. 

Absolute copy number for each mRNA was analyzed before and after normalization with 18S 
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rRNA copies (x10-6) and with and without log10-transformation.  Area under the receiver 

operating characteristic curve (AUROC) was used to analyze the diagnostic (discriminating) 

ability of mRNA copy numbers.  The CTOT-04 three gene diagnostic score was calculated using 

the previously reported logistic regression equation: −6.1487+0.8534 log10 (CD3ε/18S)+0.6376 

log10 (CXCL10/18S)+1.6464 log10 (18S) (Suthanthiran et al., 2013). In this equation, −6.1487 is 

the intercept, and 0.8534, 0.6376, and 1.6464 are the slopes (coefficients), respectively, for the 

log10 (CD3ε/18S), log10 (CXCL10/18S), and log10 (18S) values in the best-fitting logistic-

regression model. The units of measurement in the RT-qPCR assays for CD3ε mRNA and 

CXCL10 mRNA are copy number per microgram of total RNA, and the units for 18S rRNA are 

number of copies (×10-6) per microgram of total RNA. Our previously validated TCMR 

diagnostic cut point of -1.213 for the CTOT-04 three gene diagnostic score (Suthanthiran et al., 

2013) was used to calculate the sensitivity and specificity for predicting TCMR in the current 

study. Our previously validated cut point of 6.5x108 BKVN VP1 mRNA copy number per 

microgram of total RNA (Dadhania et al., 2010) was used to calculate sensitivity and specificity 

for predicting BKVN in the current study. 

We used GraphPad Prism 9 (Version 9.4.1 for Mac) statistical software package for data 

analysis.  

 

3. Results 

3.1. Kidney allograft study cohorts and biopsy findings        
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    Table 1 is a summary of the characteristics of the kidney allograft recipients profiled to 

determine the diagnostic performance characteristics of WCHP. Donor information is also 

included in Table 1.  

    Photomicrographs of kidney allograft biopsies stained with hematoxylin and eosin (left panel), 

with PAS (middle panel) and stained for BKV large T antigen using the PAb416 mouse mAb 

(right panel) are shown in Fig. 1. A representative No Rejection (NR) biopsy negative for 

histologic hallmarks of TCMR, AMR and negative for intragraft SV40/BKV large T antigen is 

shown in Fig. 1a.  A representative TCMR biopsy with tubulitis (t) and interstitial infiltration (i) 

but negative for BKV large T antigen is shown in Fig. 1b. An illustrative kidney allograft biopsy 

positive for intragraft SV40/BKV large T antigen, tubular cytopathy and also for graft 

inflammation is shown in Fig. 1c.   

    The Banff kidney allograft biopsy classification schema applies a semiquantitative scoring 

system of 0, 1, 2 or 3 for scoring acute and chronic histological lesions within the kidney 

allograft. Fig. 2 is a heatmap of the histological lesions using the Banff semiquantitative scale for 

kidney allograft biopsy findings. All No Rejection biopsies (N1 to N29) did not meet the Banff 

criteria for TCMR or AMR, but two biopsies (N18 and N24) met the criteria for Borderline 

changes based on Banff scores of t1 and i1. All 29 No Rejection biopsies were negative for 

intragraft SV40/BKV large T antigen and 28 of 29 biopsies were negative for intragraft 

deposition of complement 4 split product d (C4d neg), and the remaining one biopsy (N14) 

stained weakly positive (<25%) for C4d. The median and interquartile range (IQR) time from 

transplantation to No Rejection biopsy was 387 (1642) days, and, as expected, several of the No 
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Rejection biopsies showed chronic vascular (cv) changes, tubular atrophy (ct), and/or interstitial 

fibrosis (ci).  

    All TCMR biopsies (A1 to A12) met Banff criteria for TCMR with tubulitis score of 2 or 

greater and interstitial infiltration score of 2 or greater, and a histologic hallmark of AMR, 

intragraft C4d, was negative in each instance. The median and IQR time from transplantation to 

TCMR biopsy was 286 (971) days and, as expected, displayed cv, ct, and/or ci. As shown, 2 of 

the 12 TCMR biopsies (A8 and A11) were positive for SV40/BKV large T antigen, and these 2 

biopsies are included in the TCMR group and in the BKVN group. 

    All biopsies classified as BKVN biopsies (B1 to B7) were positive for intragraft SV40/BKV 

large T antigen and all were negative for C4d. BKVN is often associated with intragraft 

inflammation and chronic changes, and this is reflected in the high acute and chronic scores in 

the BKVN biopsies. The concurrence of intragraft inflammation with BKVN is reflected in 

BKVN classification schema with BKVN A representing BKVN without any inflammation, 

BKVN B with inflammation and BKVN C with fibrosis (Drachenberg et al., 2004). The 

Heatmap also shows polyoma virus associated cytopathic (PVCy) (Nickeleit et al., 2020). A 

score of 0 was observed in all biopsies that were negative for SV40/BKV large T antigen 

staining by immunohistochemistry. 

3.2. Noninvasive diagnosis of TCMR using the WCHP 

         We used the WCHP to isolate total RNA from the biopsy matched urine samples from the 

kidney allograft recipients and the yield and the high purity of the total RNA isolated with this 

protocol are shown in Table 1.  We measured absolute copy numbers of mRNAs in the total 
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RNA isolated from biopsy matched urine samples from the kidney allograft recipients. Violin 

plots portraying the distribution of absolute copy numbers of mRNAs in the urine samples 

matched to TCMR biopsies or No Rejection biopsies are shown in Fig. 3. In accord with the 

CTOT-04 study findings, absolute copy numbers of CD3ε mRNA, CXCL10 mRNA, TGFβ1 

mRNA and 18S rRNA were higher in the TCMR group than the No Rejection group. The 

median (25th percentile and 75th percentile) CD3ε mRNA copy number was 3530 (487, 6178) per 

microgram of total RNA in the 12 urines matched to 12 TCMR biopsies and 191 copies (31, 743) 

per microgram of total RNA in the 29 urines matched to the 29 No Rejection biopsies (Fig. 3A, 

P=0.0004, Mann Whitney test). CXCL10 mRNA copy number was 3395 (322, 5460) copies in 

the TCMR group and 151 (70, 973) in the No Rejection biopsy group (Fig. 3B, P=0.001). TGFβ1 

mRNA copy number was 13200 (7855, 35025) copies in the TCMR biopsy group and 4710 

(476, 16900) in the No Rejection biopsy group (Fig. 3C, P=0.02). 18S rRNA copy number was 

1.73x109 (1.15x109, 8.57x109) in the TCMR biopsy group and 8.01x108 (2.97x108, 3.32x109) in 

the No Rejection biopsy group (Fig. 3D, P=0.04)  

    The CTOT-04 three gene diagnostic signature score was higher in the TCMR biopsy group 

than in the No Rejection biopsy group; the median score was -0.448 (-1.664, 0.204) in the 

TCMR biopsy group and -2.542 (-3.267, -1.365) in the No Rejection biopsy group (Fig. 4A, 

P=0.0005). 

     ROC curve analysis of the CTOT-04 three gene diagnostic signature score in urines processed 

using the WCHP discriminated patients with TCMR biopsies from those with No Rejection 

biopsies with an AUROC of 0. 84 (95% Confidence Intervals [CI], 0.69 to 0.98) (P<0.001) (Fig. 

4B).  With the previously identified CTOT-04 cutpoint of -1.213 for optimizing sensitivity and 
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specificity (Suthanthiran et al., 2013), the sensitivity for diagnosing TCMR in the current study 

was 67% (95% CI, 35 to 89) and the specificity was 86% (95% CI, 67 to 95) (Table 2, P=0.0016, 

Fischer exact test).  

     

    Statistical analysis of the AUROC (P>0.05, Wilcoxon test), sensitivity (P=0.44, Fisher’s exact 

test to compare proportions) and specificity (P=0.33, Fisher’s exact test to compare proportions) 

observed in the current WCHP-based current study and the earlier CTOT-04 study showed no 

significant differences in any of the assessed diagnostic parameters between the two studies.   

3.4. Noninvasive diagnosis of BKVN using the WCHP 

    Demographics of the kidney allograft recipients diagnosed with BKVN biopsies are also 

summarized in Table 1. We measured, using RT-qPCR assays, the absolute copy number of 

urinary cell BKV VP1 mRNA in urines matched to kidney allograft biopsies diagnosed as 

BKVN and in urines matched to kidney allograft biopsies diagnosed as No Rejection biopsies 

and negative for intragraft SV40/BKV large T antigen.  We also measured absolute copy number 

of 18S rRNA copy number in these biopsy matched urine samples.  

    As expected from our earlier studies (Ding et al., 2002; Dadhania et al., 2010), urinary cell 

BKV VP1 mRNA copy number in the urines matched to kidney allograft biopsies diagnosed as 

BKVN was significantly higher than in the urines matched to No Rejection biopsies. The median 

(25th percentile, 75th percentile) BKV VP1 mRNA copy number was 1.67 x1010 (1.75 x109, 4.81 

x1010) per microgram of total RNA in the 7 urines matched to 7 BKVN biopsies and 0 (0, 585) 

per microgram of total RNA in the urines 29 matched to the 29 No Rejection biopsies (Fig. 5a, 

P<0.0001, Mann Whitney test). Activated cells express higher level of 18S rRNA compared to 
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resting cells (Roge et al., 2007). Urinary cell level of 18S rRNA was higher in the BKVN group 

than in the No Rejection group; the median (25th percentile, 75th percentile) 18S rRNA copy 

number was 6.90x109 (3.75 x109, 9.47 x109) per microgram of total RNA in 7 urines matched to 

the 7 BKVN biopsies and 8.01 x108 in the 29 urines matched to the 29 No Rejection biopsies 

(P=0.001, Mann Whitney test). 

    ROC curve analysis of the BKV VP1 mRNA copy numbers in urines processed using the 

WCHP perfectly discriminated patients with BKVN biopsies from those with No Rejection with 

an AUROC of 1.000 (95% CI, 1.000 to 1.000, P<0.0001) (Fig. 5b). In our earlier urinary cell 

BKV VP1 mRNA copy number validation study, the Youden cutpoint value that maximized 

sensitivity and specificity for the noninvasive diagnosis of BKVN was 6.5 x 108 BKV VP1 

mRNA copies per microgram of total RNA isolated from urinary cells (Dadhania et al., 2010). In 

the current study, the sensitivity was 86% (95% CI, 42 to 99) and the specificity was 100% (95% 

CI, 85 to 100) with the validated cutpoint of 6.5 x 108 BKV VP1 mRNA copies per microgram 

of total RNA (Table 3, P<0.0001, Fischer exact test).  

 

    Statistical analysis of the AUROC (P>0.05, Wilcoxon test), sensitivity (P=0.33, Fisher’s exact 

test to compare proportions) and specificity (P=0.36, Fisher’s exact test to compare proportions) 

observed in the current WCHP based current investigation and our earlier BKVN validation 

study showed no significant differences in any of the assessed diagnostic parameters between the 

two studies.   

 

4. DISCUSSION 
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    We recently developed the ZFBP to eliminate centrifugation of the urine sample to prepare 

urinary cell pellet as well as to obviate the need for an RNA preservative, refrigeration at -80°C 

and shipment in cold containers to a gene expression profiling laboratory for urinary cell mRNA 

profiling (Snopkowski et al., 2021). A distinct advantage of the ZFBP is that the kidney allograft 

recipients could be trained to perform the initial urine processing steps at home and post the 

urinary cell lysate containing RNA to a gene expression profiling laboratory at ambient 

temperature. In the current investigation, we retained the advantages of the ZFBP but modified 

the procedure to enrich for mRNAs in the total RNA isolated from the urine sample. Results 

summarized in this report demonstrate that noninvasive diagnosis of TCMR with performance 

characteristics observed in the CTOT-04 study is feasible using the WCHP, and noninvasive 

diagnosis of BKVN with performance characteristics observed in the BKVN validation study is 

feasible using the WCHP.  

   

    In the CTOT-04 study, the parsimonious three gene diagnostic signature of 18S rRNA 

normalized CD3ε mRNA, 18s rRNA normalized CXCL10 mRNA, and 18S rRNA discriminated 

kidney allograft recipients with TCMR biopsies from those without TCMR biopsies and the 

AUROC was 0.85 (95% CI, 0.78 to 0.91) (Suthanthiran et al., 2013). The diagnostic cutpoint in 

the CTOT-04 study that maximized sensitivity and specificity was -1.213, and TCMR was 

predicted with a sensitivity of 79% (95% CI, 67 to 91) and a specificity of 78% (95% CI, 71 to 

84). In the current study in which centrifugation was not used to sediment urinary cells and the 

urinary cell lysate was prepared using ZFBP and the total RNA was isolated from the lysate 

using RNeasy Mini Kit, the three gene TCMR diagnostic signature score, computed using the 

CTOT-04 logistic regression equation, discriminated kidney allograft recipients with TCMR 
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biopsies from those without TCMR biopsies and an AUROC of 0.83 (95% CI, 0.69 to 0.98) and 

TCMR was predicted with a sensitivity of 67% (95% CI,  35 to 89) and a specificity of 86% 

(95% CI, 67 to 95) using the CTOT-04 diagnostic threshold of -1.213. As reported in the results 

section, the TCMR diagnostic parameters - AUROC, sensitivity and specificity- were not 

different between the current WCHP-based study and the multicenter CTOT-04 study.   

     

    In our single center noninvasive diagnosis of BKVN validation study in which centrifugation 

was used to sediment the urine cell pellet and total RNA was isolated from the urinary cell lysate 

(Dadhania et al., 2010), ROC curve analysis yielded an AUROC of 0.99 (95% CI, 0.99 to 1.00, 

P<0.0001) and BKVN was diagnosed with a sensitivity of 100% (95% CI, 75.8 to 100) and a 

specificity of 97% (95% CI, 91 to 99). In the current study in which centrifugation was not used 

to sediment urinary cells and the urinary cell lysate was prepared using ZFBP and the total RNA 

was isolated from the lysate using the RNeasy Mini Kit, BKV VP1 mRNA copy number 

discriminated patients with BKVN biopsies from those with No Rejection with an AUROC of 

1.000 (95% CI, 1.000 to 1.000, P<0.0001).   In the current investigation, sensitivity was 86% 

(95% CI, 42 to 99) and the specificity was 100% (95% CI, 85 to 100) with the previously 

validated cutpoint of 6.5x108 BKV VP1 mRNA copies per microgram of total RNA. As reported 

in the results section, the BKVN diagnostic parameters - AUROC, sensitivity and specificity- 

were not different between the current WCHP based study and our earlier BKVN validation 

study.     

 

    In the current investigation, we modified the ZFBP by the inclusion of a silica-membrane 

cartridge for mRNA enrichment and demonstrate noninvasive diagnosis of TCMR with 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 17, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.15.22279980doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.15.22279980


performance characteristics similar to the CTOT-04 study, and noninvasive diagnosis of BKVN 

with performance characteristics similar to our BKVN validation study. Our development of 

WCHP for urinary cell mRNA profiling of kidney allograft recipients represent a significant 

advance towards not only portability of urinary cell mRNA profiling but also improved patient 

management by minimizing their visits to a laboratory, ambulatory clinic, or a hospital for the 

collection of urine, an excellent surrogate biospecimen for the invasively obtained kidney 

allograft biopsy (Verma et al., 2020).     
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Fig. 1. Representative kidney allograft biopsies classified as No Rejection biopsy, TCMR 

biopsy or BKVN biopsy.   Photomicrographs of kidney allograft biopsies stained with 

hematoxylin and eosin (left panel), with PAS (middle panel) (magnification 400x) and 

immunohistochemistry (IHC) for SV40/BKV large T antigen using the PAb416 mouse mAb 

(right panel). A. A representative No Rejection biopsy (NR) negative for histologic hallmarks of 

TCMR, AMR and IHC negative for SV40/ BKV large T antigen. B. A representative TCMR 

biopsy with tubulitis (yellow arrows) and interstitial infiltration (green arrows) but negative for 

SV40/BKV large T antigen. C. An illustrative BKVN kidney allograft biopsy with viral 

cytopathic changes in the tubules (yellow arrows) and IHC positive for intranuclear SV40/BKV 

large T antigen.  The instructive BKVN biopsy also shows the concurrent presence of intragraft 

inflammation often present in biopsies diagnosed as BKVN. 
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Fig. 2. Heatmap of the histological lesions in kidney allograft biopsies scored using the 

Banff semi-quantitative scale for kidney allograft biopsy findings. Banff acute scores are 

shown for tubulitis (t), interstitial inflammation (i), glomerulitis (g), peritubular capillary 

inflammation (ptc), and vascular inflammation (v). Banff chronic scores for interstitial fibrosis 

(ci), tubular atrophy (ct), chronic glomerulopathy (cg), chronic vascular lesions (cv), arteriolar 

hyaline thickening (ah), total interstitial inflammation (ti) and peritubular capillary inflammation 

(cptc) are also shown for each biopsy. IHC for SV40/BKV large T antigen (SV40) and intragraft 

deposition of complement factor 4d (C4d) are also included in the heatmap along with polyoma 

virus cytopathic score (PVCy) (Nickeleit et al., 2020).  All No Rejection biopsies (N1 to N29) 

did not meet the Banff criteria for TCMR or AMR, but two biopsies (N18 and N24) met the 

criteria for Borderline changes based on Banff scores of t1 and i1. All 29 No Rejection biopsies 

were negative (neg) for intragraft SV40/BKV large T antigen and 28 of 29 biopsies were also 

negative for C4d and one biopsy (N14) had minimal (<25%) C4d deposit.  The No Rejection 

biopsies also showed concurrent chronic changes. All TCMR biopsies (A1 to A12) met Banff 

criteria for TCMR with tubulitis score of 2 or greater and interstitial infiltration score of 2 or 

greater, and were all negative C4d, a histologic hallmark of AMR. The TCMR biopsies also 

showed concurrent chronic changes. Two of the TCMR biopsies (A8 and A11) were positive 

(pos) for SV40/BKV large T antigen and these biopsies are also included in the BKVN group. 

All biopsies classified as BKVN (B1 to B7) were positive for intragraft SV40/BKV large T 

antigen and negative for C4d. The heatmap shows polyomavirus cytopathic (PVCy) score for 

each of the biopsies; a score of 0 (blue) is assigned when the biopsy shows no viral inclusion 

bodies and negative for IHC for SV40/BKV large T antigen.  
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Fig. 3. Absolute copy numbers of mRNAs per microgram of total RNA isolated from biopsy 

matched urine samples from kidney allograft recipients. Total RNA was isolated from urine 

samples using the WCHP and absolute copy numbers of mRNAs were quantified using the RT-

qPCR assays. Violin plots show minimum, 25th, 50th (median), 75th quartiles for CD3ε mRNA 

(A), CXCL10 mRNA (B), TGFβ1 mRNA (C), and 18S rRNA (D) in biopsy matched urine 

samples from unique kidney allograft recipients. The levels of CD3ε, CXCL10, TGFβ1 mRNAs, 
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and 18S rRNA were significantly higher in urine matched to TCMR biopsies (n=12 biopsy 

matched urine samples from 11 patients) compared to urine matched to No Rejection (NR) 

biopsies (N=29 biopsy matched urine samples from 29 patients). P values calculated using 

Mann-Whitney test. 
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Fig. 4. CTOT-04 three gene TCMR diagnostic signature score in total RNA isolated using 

the WCHP is diagnostic of TCMR. A.  Violin plots of the CTOT-04 three gene diagnostic 

signature score (calculated using logistic regression equation in Suthanthiran et al. 2013) in the 

total RNA isolated from biopsy matched urines using WCHP. The median (25th percentile, 75th  

percentile) score was -0.448 (-1.664, 0.204) in the TCMR biopsy group (n=12 biopsy matched 

urine samples from 11 patients) and -2.542 (-3.267, -1.365) in the No Rejection biopsy group 

(N=29 biopsy matched urine samples from 29 patients). (P=0.0005, Mann Whitney test). The 

line across the violin plots indicates the -1.213 diagnostic cutpoint from the CTOT-04 study 

(Suthanthiran et al., 2013). B. ROC curve analysis of the CTOT-04 three gene TCMR diagnostic 

signature score in urines processed using the WCHP discriminated patients with TCMR biopsies 

from those with No Rejection biopsies with an AUROC of 0.84 (95% Confidence Intervals [CI], 

0.69 to 0.98) (P<0.001).  An AUROC 1.0 is a perfect discriminator and 0.5 is no better than 

chance. 
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Fig. 5. BKV VP1 mRNA copy number in total RNA isolated using WCHP is diagnostic of 

BKVN. A. Violin plots of BKV VP1 mRNA copy numbers in total RNA isolated using WCHP.  

The median (25th percentile, 75th percentile) BKV VP1 mRNA copy number was 1.67x1010 

(1.75x109, 4.81x1010) per microgram of total RNA in the 7 urines matched to 7 BKVN biopsies 

and 0 (0, 585) per microgram of total RNA in the 29 urines matched to the 29 No Rejection 

biopsies (P<0.0001, Mann Whitney test).  B. ROC curve analysis of the BKV VP1 mRNA copy 

numbers in urines processed using the WCHP perfectly discriminated patients with BKVN 

biopsies from those with No Rejection with an AUROC of 1.000 (95% CI, 1.000 to 1.000, 

P<0.0001).   
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Table 1. Characteristics of kidney allograft recipient study cohorts 
Characteristics No Rejection 

Cohort 
TCMR  
Cohort 

BKVN  
Cohort 

Number of kidney allograft recipients a 29 11 7 
Number of urine samples a  29 12 7 
At the time of kidney transplantation 
 
Donor information 
Age (years), mean (SD) 
Female, n (%) 
 
Race 
   Black, n (%) 
   Other, n (%) 
   White, n (%) 
 
Deceased donor, n (%) 

 
45.2 (14.3) 
16 (57.1) 

 
 

4 (15.4) 
5 (19.2) 

17 (65.4) 
 

10 (34.5) 

 
46.5 (11.5) 

8 (66.7) 
 
 

1 (8.3) 
8 (66.7) 
3 (25.0) 

 
4 (33.3) 

 
50 (7.2) 
4 (57.1) 

 
 

1 (14.2) 
3 (42.9) 
3 (42.9) 

 
5 (71.4) 

Recipient information 
Age (years), mean (SD) 
Female, n (%) 
 
Race 
   Black, n (%) 
   Other, n (%) 
   White, n (%) 

 
48.8 (12.9) 
12 (41.4) 

 
 

7 (24.1) 
7 (24.1) 

15 (51.7) 

 
49 (16.3) 
5 (41.7) 

 
 

4 (33.3) 
5 (41.7) 
3 (25.0) 

 
52 (11.0) 
4 (57.1) 

 
 

3 (42.9) 
2 (28.6) 
2 (28.6) 

Pretransplant DSA b 

   Data available, n (%) 
   DSA positive, n (%)c 

      DSA against HLA Class I, n (%) 
      DSA against HLA Class II, n (%) 

 
26 (89.7) 
11 (42.3) 
9 (34.6) 
6 (23.1) 

 
11 (91.7) 
2 (18.2) 
1 (9.1) 

1 (89.1) 

 
7 (100) 
3 (42.9) 
3 (42.9) 

0 (0) 
Induction therapy 
   Antithymocyte globulin (ATG), n (%) 
   Basiliximab, n (%) 
   ATG+ Basiliximab, n (%) 

 
17 (63.0) 
4 (14.8) 
6 (22.2) 

 
9 (75.0) 
1 (8.3) 

2 (16.7) 

 
6 (85.7) 
1 (14.2) 

0 (0) 
At the time of index kidney allograft biopsy 
 
For-cause (clinically indicated) biopsy, n (%)  
 
Time from transplantation to kidney allograft 
biopsy, days, median (IQR) 
 
Serum creatinine, mg/dL, median (IQR) 

18 (62.1) 
 

387 (1642) 
 
 

1.72 (1.5) 
 

12 (100) 
 

286 (971) 
 
 

3.06 (1.6) 
 

7 (100) 
 

126 (111) 
 
 

2.00 (1.3) 

DSA associated with index allograft biopsy 
   Data available, n (%) 
   DSA positive, n (%) 
      DSA against HLA Class I, n 
      DSA against HLA Class II, n 

 
22 (75.9) 
11 (50) 
9 (40.9) 
6 (27.3) 

 
11 (91.7) 
4 (36.4) 
3 (27.3) 
3 (27.3) 

 
7 (100) 
1 (14.2) 
1 (14.2) 

0 (0) 
Total RNA isolated from urine using WCHP 
   Yield, median (μg) 
   Purity, median (A260/280) 

 
0.81 
1.95 

 
2.07 
1.98 

 
1.83 
1.97 
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aThe Table shows a total of 48 urine samples from 45 unique kidney transplant recipients since 

one patient with TCMR biopsy diagnosis provided 2 urine samples, and 2 urine samples were 

from two patients with biopsies showing TCMR and IHC positive for SV40/BKV large T 

antigen are included under both TCMR and BKVN cohorts. 

bDonor HLA Specific IgG Antibodies (DSA) detected in the kidney allograft recipient using 

LABScreen single antigen (LSA) class I assay (LS1A04) and the LSA class II assay (LS2A01), 

respectively (One Lambda).  

cDSA with mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) > 1000 was considered positive.  

dTotal RNA from biopsy matched urine samples were isolated using the WCHP and yield 

(absorbance at A260) and purity (ratio of A260 to A280) were measured using Nanodrop One 

Spectrophotometer. 
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Table 2. CTOT-04 Three-Gene Score in total RNA isolated using WCHP is diagnostic of 
TCMR 

 
 
 
CTOT-04 TCMR Diagnostic Signature 
Score Cutpointa  
 
 

 
Kidney Allograft Biopsyb 

 
 

TCMRc 
(N=12) 

 

 
No Rejectionc 

(N=29) 

 
> -1.213 
 

 
8 

 
4 

 
≤ -1.213 
 

 
4 

 
25 

 
Fisher exact test 

 

 
 

 
P=0.0016 

 
Sensitivity (95% confidence interval) 

 

 
67% (35% to 89%) a 

 

 
Specificity (95% confidence interval) 

 

  
86% (67% to 95%)a 

 
a CTOT-04 urinary cell three gene signature score -1.213 optimized sensitivity and specificity 

for diagnosing TCMR in the CTOT-04 study (Suthanthiran et al., 2013). In the current study, 

the logistic regression equation used in the CTOT-04 study was used to calculate the three gene 

TCMR diagnostic signature score in the 41 urine samples matched to 41 biopsies from 40 

patients and the -1.213 cutpoint that maximized sensitivity and specificity for diagnosing 

TCMR in the CTOT-04 study was used to classify urine samples and calculate sensitivity and 

specificity for predicting TCMR in the current study. 

b 40 kidney allograft recipients underwent 41 percutaneous needle core biopsies, and the 41 

biopsies were classified using the Banff classification schema (Loupy et al., 2017).  

c Each biopsy classified as TCMR met Banff category TCMR Grade 1or greater. Two of the 12 

TCMR biopsies were also positive for intragraft SV40/BKV large T antigen. The No Rejection 
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biopsies did not display histological features of TCMR or AMR and were all IHC negative for 

intragraft SV40/BKV large T antigen.  
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Table 3.  Noninvasive diagnosis of BKVN by measurement of urinary cell BKV VP1 mRNA 

copy number in total RNA isolated using WCHP 

 
BKV Nephropathy Cutpointa 
 

 
Kidney Allograft Biopsyb 

 
 

BKV Nephropathy c 
(N=7) 

 

 
No Rejectionc 

(N=29) 

 
>6.5×108 per microgram of total RNA 

 
6 

 
0 
 

 
≤6.5×108 per microgram of total RNA 
 

 
1 

 
29 

 
Fisher exact test 

 

 
 

 
P<0.0001 

 
Sensitivity (95% confidence interval) 

 

 
86% (42% to 99%)d 

 

 
Specificity (95% confidence interval) 

 

  
100% (85% to 100%)d 

 

a Absolute copy number of BKV VP1 mRNA copy number was quantified in urine matched 36 

kidney allograft biopsies. 6.5×108 BKV VP1 mRNA copies per microgram of total RNA isolated 

from urinary cells is the validated cutpoint for the noninvasive diagnosis of BKV nephropathy in 

our BKVN validation study (Dadhania et al., 2010). 

b Kidney allograft recipients underwent percutaneous needle core biopsies, and the 36 biopsies 

were tested for BK virus by immunostaining with the mouse monoclonal IgG2a antibody 

PAb416 reacting with both the SV40/BKV large T antigen.  

c Each biopsy was diagnosed as BKVN based on positive intragraft staining for SV40/BKVN 

large T antigen and histological features consistent with BKVN (Drachenberg et al., 2004). The 
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No Rejection biopsies did not show histological features of TCMR or AMR and were negative 

for intragraft SV40/BKV large T antigen.  

d Sensitivity and specificity were calculated in the current study using the previously validated 

cutpoint of 6.5×108 BKV VP1 mRNA copies per microgram of total RNA isolated from urinary 

cells (Dadhania et al., 2010).  
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