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 2 

Abstract 32 

Patients with chronic lymphocytic leukemia (CLL) treated with B-cell pathway inhibitors 33 

and anti-CD20 antibodies exhibit low humoral response rate (RR) following SARS-CoV-34 

2 vaccination. To investigate the relationship between the initial transcriptional response 35 

to vaccination with ensuing B and T cell immune responses, we performed a 36 

comprehensive immune transcriptome analysis flanked by antibody and T cell assays in 37 

peripheral blood prospectively collected from 15 CLL/SLL patients vaccinated with 38 

heterologous BNT162b2/ChAdOx1 with follow up at a single institution. The two-dose 39 

antibody RR was 40% increasing to 53% after booster. Patients on BTKi, venetoclax ± 40 

anti-CD20 antibody within 12 months of vaccination responded less well than those under 41 

BTKi alone. The two-dose T cell RR was 80% increasing to 93% after booster. 42 

Transcriptome studies revealed that seven patients showed interferon-mediated signaling 43 

activation within 2 days and one at 7 days after vaccination. Increasing counts of COVID-44 

19 specific IGHV genes correlated with B-cell reconstitution and improved humoral RR. 45 

T cell responses in CLL patients appeared after vaccination regardless of treatment 46 

status. A higher humoral RR was associated with BTKi treatment and B-cell 47 

reconstitution. Boosting was particularly effective when intrinsic immune status was 48 

improved by CLL-treatment. 49 

 50 

Introduction 51 

Patients with chronic lymphocytic leukemia (CLL) are considered high-risk for severe 52 

COVID-19 infection, mainly due to their complex underlying immunodeficiency and 53 

inadequate immune response to infections.1-3 They not only suffer from immune 54 

dysregulation by the disease itself, but their immune system is further disrupted by 55 

treatment-related effects.4-6 Patients, who are heavily pre-treated with 56 

chemoimmunotherapy, exposed to anti-CD20 antibody or treated actively with B-cell 57 

pathway inhibitors, experience suboptimal antibody response to COVID-19 vaccination 58 

compared to CLL treatment-naïve.7-13 Robust data on immunogenicity of 2-dose 59 

homologous or heterologous BNT162b2/ChAdOx1 vaccine schedules in leukemia 60 

patients have demonstrated an enhanced humoral and/or cellular immune response.14,15 61 

Heterologous vaccine schedules also enhance humoral response in individuals without 62 
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hematological disease.16,17  The European Medicines Agency (EMA) and the European 63 

Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC) discussed potential benefits of 64 

heterologous regimens in 2021.18  65 

While CLL patients who received their last treatment within 12 months preceding 66 

standard vaccination program demonstrate low response rates, vaccine response rates 67 

increase in seronegative, actively treated patients following boosting.14,19 In addition, 68 

potential protection against COVID-19 infection provided by T cells, even in the absence 69 

of a humoral response, is of particular clinical interest.20,21 T cell activation with release 70 

of IFN- by SARS-CoV-2 is associated with mild disease and viral clearance.21,22 T cell 71 

mediated immune responses are reported in patients with lymphoid malignancies in the 72 

absence of a humoral response.23 However, in a mixed group of cancer patients, they 73 

were documented more commonly in combination with a humoral response.24   74 

Early responses to vaccination are elevated levels of interferons and other 75 

cytokines, which activate the JAK/STAT signaling pathway and induce expression of 76 

immediate and innate response genes. We have used RNA-seq of peripheral immune 77 

cells to identify the innate immune response of healthy individuals receiving the standard 78 

homologous BNT162b225 or a heterologous ChAdOx1/BNT162b217 regimen. Specific 79 

genetic pathways are differentially activated within the first two days after vaccination and 80 

more prominently in the heterologous cohort. However, there are no reports in the 81 

literature on the immune transcriptomic response in CLL patients receiving COVID-19 82 

vaccines.  83 

The utility of heterologous vaccination regimens for improving immune response 84 

in immune compromised patients continues to be deliberated.26,27 To add to this important 85 

discussion, here we provide a comprehensive transcriptome analysis of peripheral 86 

immune cells from CLL patients who received heterologous ChAdOx1/BNT162b2 87 

vaccination and monitored their innate and humoral immune response until four months 88 

following third vaccination in combination with detailed discussion of disease-status, 89 

treatment regimens, and response to COVID-19 infection during follow-up. 90 

 91 

Methods 92 

Ethical approval  93 
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Ethical approval (#20-225) to conduct this analysis was granted by the institutional review 94 

board of the Ludwig-Maximilian University (LMU), Munich as the responsible ethics 95 

committee. Written informed consent was obtained from the study participants. 96 

 97 

Study population, study design and recruitment 98 

From June 2021 through July 2021, 15 patients diagnosed with CLL/SLL between 2003 99 

and 2021 were recruited in a single institution (Department of Hematology and Infectious 100 

Diseases, Munich Clinic, Munich Schwabing, Germany), per recommendation of booster 101 

vaccination by the Standing Committee on Vaccination (STIKO) at the Robert Koch 102 

Institute in Germany. After providing written informed consent for data collection, five 103 

seronegative patients received a third (3-dose) after standard 2-dose homologous 104 

vaccination of BNT162b2 or ChAdOx1. All were heavily pretreated (103, 104) or recently 105 

treated with anti-CD20 mAbs (105, 106) or a BTK inhibitor (107). In addition, ten patients 106 

(2-dose) with different CLL disease and treatment status (201 to 213), half of whom were 107 

seropositive after prime dose of ChAdOx1, received a second homologous or 108 

heterologous dose. At the time of vaccination 14 of 15 patients did not have a history of 109 

COVID-19 infection. Between October 2021 and December 2021, all ten patients of 2-110 

dose received a third BNT162b2 dose. Antibody response and incidence and outcome of 111 

COVID-19 infections were recorded per routine CLL management. Four patients had a 112 

breakthrough COVID-19 infection with Omicron variant around six months after the third 113 

vaccination, all with mild symptoms. One patient received antiviral treatment with 114 

molnupiravir. Patient #209 had an undiagnosed infection in January 2020, confirmed by 115 

anti-SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid IgG antibodies in follow-up. 116 

 117 

Stimulation of lymphocytes and detection of IFN- 118 

For lymphocyte stimulation studies, heparinized blood samples were transported within 119 

four hours of collection to the laboratory. 1mL sample was then transferred to three 120 

QuantiFERON (QFN) ® SARS-CoV-2 (Qiagen) SARS-CoV-2 blood collection tubes 121 

(Sars-CoV-2 specific antigens AGI, AGII, AGIII). After 24 hours of stimulation, plasma 122 

from the stimulated samples was used for the detection Interferon gamma (IFN-). 123 
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Detection was carried using the QuantiFERON ® ELISA Human IFN- (Qiagen). Detected 124 

IFN- level >0.1 IU/ml is evaluated as positive response.   125 

 126 

SARS-CoV-2 antibody ELISA 127 

End-point binding IgG levels to the S1 domain of the spike protein of SARS-CoV-2 were 128 

measured using the semi-quantitative Anti-SARS-CoV-2 ELISA IgG (EUROIMMUN, 129 

Lübeck), according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Positive responses included both 130 

IgG ratio ≥ 1.1 and borderline values IgG ≥ 0.8 to <1.0. Negative responses were IgG 131 

ratio < 0.8. In addition, Quantitative Anti-SARS-CoV-2 ELISA IgG measurement (Atellica 132 

IM SARS-CoV-2 IgG, Siemens) was performed with positive response >= 21.8 Binding 133 

Antibody Unit/ml (BAU/ml) and negative < 21.8 BAU/ml.   134 

 135 

Virus Neutralization Test  136 

SARS-CoV-2 (strain MUC IMB-1, clade B1) neutralizing antibody titers were determined 137 

as previously described28, including positive and negative controls. Heat-inactivated 138 

serum samples in duplicates, including positive and negative control samples, were 139 

serially diluted in 96-well tissue culture plates starting at 1:5 to a maximum of 1:640. Virus 140 

stocks (50 TCID/50 μl) were prepared and stored at -80 ◦C until further use. Virus was 141 

pre-incubated (1 h, 37 ◦C) with diluted serum samples before Vero E6 cells (1×104 cells/50 142 

μl) were added. After 72 h (37 ◦C), supernatants were discarded and wells were fixed 143 

(13% formalin/PBS) and stained (crystal violet, 0.1%). The neutralizing antibody titer 144 

corresponded to the reciprocal of the highest serum dilution showing complete inhibition 145 

cytopathic effect (CPE). 146 

 147 

Flow Cytometry  148 

Cells were stained with fluorochrome-labeled antibodies to manufacturer information 149 

(Staining 1: CD19 PE-Cy7 and CD5 APC; Staining 2: CD3 FITC, CD4 APC-Cy7, CD8 150 

Amcyan, PD1 PE-Cy7, CD25 PE, CD62L APC; staining 3: CD11c PE, CD14 APC-Cy7, 151 

HLA-DR PE-Cy7, CD56 PerCP710, all Biolegend). To block free Fc receptors human Fc 152 

Receptor Binding Inhibitor Polyclonal Antibody (eBioscience) were added 10 min prior to 153 

labeled antibodies. Dead cells were excluded by DAPI (1 µg/ml) (Sigma Aldrich) staining. 154 

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

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 21, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.21.22280205doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.21.22280205


 6 

Flow cytometric analysis was performed using a FACS Canto II cytometer (BD 155 

Bioscience). Data was analyzed with the FlowJoTM software version 10.7.1 (BD 156 

Bioscience). 157 

 158 

Extraction of the buffy coat and purification of RNA 159 

Peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) were isolated from whole blood by density 160 

gradient centrifugation using Ficoll-Paque (GE Healthcare, Chicago, IL, USA). CD19+ B-161 

cells were depleted by magnetic-activated cell sorting (MACS) using human CD19 162 

MicroBeads (Miltenyi, Bergisch-Gladbach, Germany) if CLL cell population exceeded 163 

10% of viable lymphocytes, as determined by flow cytometry, prior to RNA extraction. 164 

3x10e6 PBMC (with or without CD19 depletion) were collected, washed with PBS and 165 

resuspended in 200ul Homo-TG buffer (Maxwell® 16 LEV simplyRNA Purification Kit, 166 

Promega) and stored at -80°C. RNA was extracted on the Maxwell® 16 Instrument 167 

according to manufacturer’s protocol and stored at -80°C for further processing. 168 

 169 

mRNA sequencing (mRNA-seq) and data analysis 170 

Bulk RNA-seq was performed on three million PBMCs obtained prior to the second 171 

vaccination (2-dose cohort) and third vaccination (3-dose cohort) and at days 1/2 (D1/2), 172 

7 (D7) and week 4-5 (W4-5) after the vaccination. RNA-seq was conducted on a total of 173 

XX samples with an average sequencing depth of at least 200 million reads per sample. 174 

The Poly-A containing mRNA was purified by poly-T oligo hybridization from 1 mg of total 175 

RNA and cDNA was synthesized using SuperScript III (Invitrogen). Libraries for 176 

sequencing were prepared according to the manufacturer’s instructions with TruSeq 177 

Stranded mRNA Library Prep Kit (Illumina, RS-20020595) and paired-end sequencing 178 

was done with a NovaSeq 6000 instrument (Illumina) yielding 200-350 million reads per 179 

sample. The raw data were subjected to QC analyses using the FastQC tool (version 180 

0.11.9) (https://www.bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/projects/fastqc/). mRNA-seq read 181 

quality control was done using Trimmomatic29 (version 0.36) and STAR RNA-seq30 182 

(version STAR 2.5.4a) using 150 bp paired-end mode was used to align the reads (hg19). 183 

HTSeq31 (version 0.9.1) was to retrieve the raw counts and subsequently, Bioconductor 184 

package DESeq232 in R (https://www.R-project.org/) was used to normalize the counts 185 
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across samples and perform differential expression gene analysis. Additionally, the 186 

RUVSeq33 package was applied to remove confounding factors. The data were pre-187 

filtered keeping only genes with at least ten reads in total. The visualization was done 188 

using dplyr (https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=dplyr) and ggplot2.34 The genes with 189 

log2 fold change >1 or <-1 and adjusted p-value (pAdj) <0.05 corrected for multiple testing 190 

using the Benjamini-Hochberg method were considered significant and then conducted 191 

gene enrichment analysis (GSEA, https://www.gsea-msigdb.org/gsea/msigdb). For T- or 192 

B-cell receptor repertoire sequencing analysis, trimmed fastq files from bulk RNA-seq 193 

were aligned against human V, D and J gene sequences using the default settings with 194 

MiXCR.35,36 CDR3 sequence and the rearranged BCR/TCR genes were identified. 195 

 196 

Statistical analysis 197 

Differential expression gene (DEG) identification used Bioconductor package DESeq2 in 198 

R. P-values were calculated using a paired, two-side Wilcoxon test and adjusted p-value 199 

(pAdj) corrected using the Benjamini–Hochberg method. Genes with log2 fold change >1 200 

or <-1, pAdj <0.05 and without 0 value from all sample were considered significant. For 201 

significance of each GSEA category, significantly regulated gene sets were evaluated 202 

with the Kolmogorov-Smirnov statistic. A value of *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p 203 

< 0.0001 was considered statistically significant. 204 

 205 

Data Sharing Statement 206 

The RNA-seq data from this study were deposited under the accession GSE201642 in 207 

the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO). RNA-seq data of healthy heterologous vaccinated 208 

individuals were obtained under GSE201535. 209 

 210 

Results  211 

Patient characteristics 212 

Patient characteristics are shown in Table 1, Figure 1A and Supplementary Table 1. At 213 

the time of the vaccination, two patients (13%) had treatment-naïve CLL. Seven (47%) 214 

were on treatment without remission (2 frontline, 4 relapse) or with remission (1 relapse). 215 

Six (40%) were off therapy, including four in clinical complete or partial remission (2 216 
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frontline, 2 relapse) and two on relapse in need of treatment (1 frontline, 1 relapse). Of 217 

the treated patients, four received venetoclax monotherapy and three ibrutinib 218 

monotherapy. Eleven of 15 patients were previously on anti-CD20 monoclonal antibodies 219 

with/without chemotherapy, either more than 12 months (7 patients) or within 12 months 220 

(4 patients) prior to vaccination. Unfavorable prognostic CLL parameters included M 221 

>3.5 mg/l (2/15), complex karyotype (2/15), trisomy 12 (1/15), unmutated IGHV gene 222 

status (13/15), presence of TP53/del(17p) and/or del(11q) (6/15). Median IgG level was 223 

619 mg/dl (range 159-1141), IgM level of 45 mg/dl (range <5-179) and IgA level of 98 224 

mg/dl (range 12-210). Median ALC (absolute lymphocyte count) was 5.9/l (range 3.3-225 

46.7).  226 

 227 

Antibody response  228 

We analyzed anti-spike IgG antibody levels, neutralizing antibody levels and immune 229 

transcriptomes (RNA-seq) on peripheral immune cells prior to the vaccination (referred to 230 

as Day (D) 0 (D0), on days 2 (D2), 7 (D7) and 14 (D14) and weeks 4-5 (W4-5) post 231 

vaccination (Figure 1B). Circulating antibody levels were most closely correlated with 232 

treatment history.9,37 After 2-dose vaccination, anti-spike (S) IgG was detected in 6/15 233 

(40%) patients, including 2/6 (33%) off-therapy (#210, 212); 2/2 (100%) treatment-naïve 234 

(#211, 213); 1/4 (25%) on active venetoclax (#203); 0/3 (0%) on ibrutinib; 1/4 (25%) on 235 

anti-CD20 of less than 12 months (#209) (Figures. 2A and 3A; Supplementary Table 2).  236 

Following three vaccination doses, 8/15 patients (53%) showed detectable anti-S 237 

antibodies (Figures 2A and 3A; Supplementary Table 2). Several interesting responses 238 

occurred after a three-dose heterologous regimen. Two naïve patients (#203, #209) that 239 

received frontline therapy with acalabrutinib shortly before or after their third BNT162b2 240 

dose retained seroconversion beyond 6 months post treatment. Patient #203 received 241 

frontline treatment with venetoclax monotherapy prior to first ChAdOx1 vaccination, 242 

showed a detectable anti-S IgG response at D14 post second ChAdOx1 dose that was 243 

lost at W4-5 but then restored after a third BNT162b2 dose. Patient #209, who had an 244 

undiagnosed COVID-19 infection prior to receiving first vaccination and stopped 245 

venetoclax+anti-CD20 treatment shortly before the second vaccination, showed an 246 

antibody response after first vaccination and retained detectable antibody levels through 247 
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subsequential vaccination even with ongoing B-cell depletion in the context of CLL 248 

remission. It is reported that SARS-CoV-2 infection leads to more robust and durable B 249 

and T cell immune responses than COVID-19 vaccination in CLL patients.38 Two patients 250 

on ibrutinib (#107, 205), who failed humoral response after two homologous ChAdOx1 251 

doses, seroconverted after the third heterologous BNT162b2 dose. Patient #107, who 252 

was in second relapse and on ibrutinib treatment for two years, showed a delayed 253 

seroconversion three months after a temporal pause of ibrutinib, while receiving a third 254 

heterologous BNT162b2 dose. Patient #205, who was on ibrutinib within 6 months, 255 

showed a delayed antibody response to the third heterologous BNT162b2 vaccination. 256 

Results were consistent with the notion that patients with adequate levels of serum 257 

immunoglobulins showed an increased antibody response after third vaccination, 258 

whereas those with very low serum levels of IgA, IgG and IgM, respectively, failed to 259 

seroconvert following vaccination (Supplementary Table 1). Overall, 7/15 of patients 260 

failed to mount a detectable humoral response even after 3-dose vaccination, irrespective 261 

of homologous or heterologous vaccination protocol. These patients were all heavily pre-262 

treated. Three were on current venetoclax treatment (#103, 104, 201), one presented with 263 

CLL relapse with therapy pending (#106), one on prolonged ibrutinib (#208), and two with 264 

anti-CD20 exposure less than 12 months before vaccination (#105, 206). Development 265 

of neutralizing antibodies was limited to the four patients showing a maximal antibody 266 

response following 2-dose vaccination that was not boosted by 3-dose vaccination (# 210, 267 

211, 212, 213) (Figure 2B; Supplementary Table 2).  268 

 269 

Cellular immune response  270 

Robust T cell responses were detected in 12/15 patients (80%) after 2-dose vaccination 271 

and 14/15 patients (90%) following 3-dose vaccination (Figure 2C; Supplementary Table 272 

3). T-cell response rate was independent of clinical characteristics, intrinsic immune and 273 

treatment status (Figure 3B). All seropositive patients (8/8) as well as 6/7 seronegative 274 

patients developed a T cell mediated IFN- response. The one seronegative patient 275 

(#104) without a T cell response even after a third heterologous vaccination was on 276 

current venetoclax treatment. One patient (#213), who started frontline therapy with 277 

acalabrutinib shortly before the third heterologous vaccination, lost T cell response. 278 
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Further analysis of cellular immune cell activation in all patients via flow cytometry 279 

revealed highly variable levels of activated and exhausted T cells, myeloid derived-280 

suppressor cells (MDSCs), and NK cells was performed but there was no correlation 281 

between these results and response rates detected by IFN- (Supplementary Table 4). 282 

 283 

Transcriptional immune response  284 

Next, we assessed the vaccine-induced innate immune response and transcriptional 285 

response in PBMCs isolated from 2- and 3-dose vaccination cohorts at days 0 (D0), 2 286 

(D2), 7 (D7) and week 4-5 (W4-5) following vaccination (Figure 1B). The sequencing 287 

depth of 200 million reads per sample permitted an in-depth analysis of early response 288 

immunes and germline alleles induced by the vaccine. Reference cohorts were healthy 289 

individuals receiving heterologous or homologous vaccinations.17 Samples were available 290 

for eight patients: 3-dose BNT-BNT-ChAd (#103, #104, #106), 2-dose ChAd-ChAd (#201, 291 

#208, #209), 2-dose ChAd-BNT (#206, #212). First, numbers of differentially expressed 292 

genes (DEGs) were measured to examine the immediate response upon vaccination 293 

(Figure 4; Supplementary Figures 1-2). IFN- enrichment scores for DEGs at D2 were 294 

independent of antibody response. High levels were found both in patients with (#209, 295 

#212) and without (#201, #208) an antibody response (Figure 4A). Cell cycle pathway 296 

enrichment scores for DEGs were highest at D7, significantly higher both as compared to 297 

D2 (Figure 4B) and D0 (Figure 4C). Similarly, higher enrichment in cell cycle pathways 298 

also did not correlate with seroconversion (#106, #201, #208). Patient #104, the one 299 

patient without a T-cell response, showed relatively low enrichment for both IFN- 300 

enrichment scores at D2 and cell cycle pathway enrichment at D7.  Patient #206 had a 301 

higher IFN- score at D7 compared to D2, suggesting delayed immune response. This 302 

patient exhibited a T-cell response and experienced a mild COVID-19 infection during 303 

follow-up, but this was not associated with seroconversion. While the magnitude of 304 

activation varied, activation of interferon-induced genes (IFI27, ISG15, CXCL10, GBP1), 305 

JAK/STAT signaling genes including STAT1, antiviral pattern recognition receptors 306 

(DDX58, DHX58) and OAS family genes at D2 were qualitatively similar to healthy 307 

controls (Fig. 4D). Induction of IFI6 and IFIT genes were higher in CLL patients compared 308 

to healthy controls. While the transcriptome response varied greatly between individual 309 
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CLL patients and was independent of the clinical characteristics and treatment status, the 310 

vast majority of CLL patients regardless of antibody response exhibited an early 311 

transcriptome immune response presaging a later sustained T-cell mediated IFN- 312 

immune response.  313 

 314 

Immunoglobulin germline repertoire  315 

Finally, expression profiles of specific germline variable gene classes were interrogated. 316 

First, the range of immunoglobulin heavy chain variable (IGHV), light chain (IGKV, IGLV), 317 

and T cell receptor alpha/beta variable (TRAV, TRBV) gene usage in the CLL patients 318 

was assessed (Figures 5-6). Final clonotype numbers were more than four-fold lower at 319 

D0 and D7 as compared to vaccinated healthy controls (Figure 5A). A broad range of 320 

germlines in each patient was revealed by a deeper analysis of IGHV using 321 

complementarity determining regions (CDR)1 and CDR2 (Figure 5B). We observed 322 

IGHV3-74, IGHV3-30/IGHV3-33, IGHV1-18, IGHV3-23, IGHV3-21 and IGHV4-59 that are 323 

the basis of neutralizing antibodies identified in SARS-CoV-2 patients.39-42 In six patients 324 

these clones were specifically increased (#103, #104, #201, #203, #212, #213). Three 325 

antibody responsive patients, including treatment-naïve (#213), on venetoclax (#203), 326 

and off-therapy (#212), showed relatively higher numbers of IGHV clones. Because of 327 

transiently diminished B-cells upon active venetoclax treatment, patient #203 had more 328 

IGHV clones at D0 and D7 than W4-5 while other antibody responsive patients (#209, 329 

#210, #211) showed low and progressive numbers by recovered B cells. Notably, no B 330 

cell receptor (BCR) clones were detected in the antibody non-responder #206, likely due 331 

to completely depleted B cells by CLL treatment. Overall, results illustrate initially low 332 

levels of BCR in CLL patients lacking a humoral and neutralizing antibody response 333 

gradually increase upon B-cell reconstitution with effective CLL therapy. In contrast to 334 

BCR genes, activation of T Cell Receptor (TCR) genes (TRAV, TRBV) was readily 335 

detected (Figure 6A), consistent with preservation of T cell responses. Several TRAV and 336 

TRBV genes that are present in COVID-19 convalescent patients43,44 were induced in the 337 

CLL patients at between D0 and W4-5 (Figure 6B). 338 

 339 

Discussion 340 
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In this study, we demonstrate that CLL patients under active surveillance and those that 341 

are treatment-naïve exhibit a superior response to COVID-19 vaccination than patients 342 

on active treatment. While naïve or minimally treated patients showed an expanded 343 

humoral and cellular immune response, the heavily pretreated patients exhibited only T 344 

cell immune responses, even with repeated immune stimulation utilizing a heterologous 345 

vaccination regimen. The value of a third vaccination was most pronounced in patients 346 

who exhibited evidence of a recuperated immune system following effective CLL 347 

treatment. These results coincided with pattern of transcriptional expression of immune 348 

genes and BCR/TCR repertoire.   349 

Interrogation of the transcriptional response to vaccination utilizing RNA-seq 350 

highlighted that nearly all CLL patients demonstrated transcriptional activation of early 351 

innate immune response pathways, including interferon-JAK/STAT signaling,17,25 within 352 

two days, regardless of the antibody response. Interferon-mediated innate immune 353 

response serves as a biomarker and plays a critical role in the immune system to control 354 

viral replication combating SARS-CoV-2 infection.17,45,46  355 

Skewed IGHV usage, including the appearance of IGHV1-69, IGHV 4-34, and 356 

IGHV 3-21, was observed in the BCR repertoire of the CLL patients. Diverse IGHV usage 357 

occurs in COVID-19 patients and vaccinated individuals.17,25. In addition, the final number 358 

of clonotypic B cells detected was much lower in non-IgG responders and even in the 359 

seropositive CLL-patients were lower vaccinated healthy controls. The data is consistent 360 

with increased numbers of SARS-CoV-2 specific IGHV clones correlating with an 361 

improvement of humoral response rate and B-cell reconstitution.  362 

Hypogammaglobulinemia in CLL patients results from leukemic cells perturbating 363 

the interaction between T and B cells. Patients with low serum immunoglobulin levels 364 

typically show ineffective humoral responses after both primary and subsequent boosting 365 

doses.14,23,47 Half of patients with persistent immunodeficiency or B-cell depletion 366 

following initial vaccination remain seronegative after a booster dose.8,9,14,48 T cell 367 

immunity is essential for viral recognition and clearance and cellular responses can 368 

prevent initial infection and seroconversion.10,23,48 T cells are especially  critical in immune 369 

protection against SARS-CoV-2 in cancer patients, who undergo therapy with B cell 370 

depleting agents, such as anti-CD20 antibody.49,50 Here we report that CLL patients with 371 
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diminished numbers of functional CD19+ B cells, a key player in humoral response 372 

against SARS-CoV-2 virus, developed robust T cell immune responses to COVID-19 373 

vaccination.  374 

Importantly, we also found a BTKi or BCL2i treatment-dependent effect on the 375 

immune response to COVID-19 vaccine boosters. Vaccine effectiveness is moderated by 376 

the time between treatment completion and vaccination.8,51 Here, CLL patients treated for 377 

more than five years failed to seroconvert, while patients pretreated with the BTK 378 

inhibitors ibrutinib or acalabrutinib for two years or less seroconverted after 2-3 doses of 379 

a COVID-19 vaccine. Prolonged BTKi treatment predisposes patients towards an 380 

ineffective vaccine immune response because B-cell maturation relies on functional 381 

BTK.52 Increased serum IgA levels in BTKi-treated CLL patients appears to improve 382 

functional humoral immunity demonstrated by decreased infection susceptibility and 383 

hospitalization rates.2,52  384 

Protection from severe disease, hospitalization and death by COVID-19 385 

vaccination results from the combination of humoral immunity with a durable cellular 386 

immune memory response. In immunocompromised patients the timing of initial and 387 

booster vaccination should be carefully considered in reference to the underlying disease 388 

status. Remission-inducing therapy resulting in improved immune status and B-cell 389 

reconstitution improves adaptive immunity.12  390 

 391 

Limitations of the study 392 

There are several limitations to this study. The study was conducted on volunteers from 393 

a specific geographical area, Munich (Germany), total numbers of CLL patients were 394 

limited, and samples were not available from all patients for all vaccination timepoints for 395 

the RNA-seq studies.  396 
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Table 1. Characteristics of CLL study population. 562 

N 15 

Age (years), median (range) 69 (59-82) 

Gender  

Female 6 (40%) 

Male  9 (60%) 

Race  

Caucasian 15 (100%) 

COVID-19 vaccination  

BNT-BNT-ChAd 4 (27%) 

ChAd-BNT-BNT 2 (13%) 

ChAd-ChAd-BNT 9 (60%) 

Disease status  

Naive 2 (13%) 

Frontline active 2 (13%) 

Relapse active 3 (20%) 

Relapse in need of treatment 2 (13%) 

In remission 5 (33%) 

Prior treatment (CT/CIT/IT)  

< 3 4 (27%) 

≥ 3 7 (47%) 

Current treatment  

BTK inhibitor 3 (20%) 

Bcl2 inhibitor 4 (27%) 

Off-therapy 6 (40%) 

W&W 2 (13%) 

IGHV status  

Mutated 2 (13%) 

Risk factors  

Trisomy 12 1 (7%) 

17p deletion/T53 mutation 5 (33%) 

11q deletion 2 (13%) 

Complex karyotype 2 (13%) 

High M2 2 (13%) 

Serum IgG level (mg/dl), median (range)  619 (159-1141) 

Serum IgM level (mg/dl), median (range) 45 (<5-179) 

Serum IgA level (mg/dl), median (range) 98 (10-210) 

B lymphocytes (%), median (range) 7.2 (0-84.6) 
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 563 

 564 

 565 

Figure 1. Study population and design. (A) CLL patient groups by treatment (naïve 566 

(n=2), treatment active (n=7), off-treatment (n=6)) and by drugs (BTKi (n=3), Bcl2i (n=4), 567 

anti-CD20 for less than 12 months (n=4), anti-CD20 for more than 12 months (n=2)). 568 

Mean distances between dose 1 and 2, and dose 2 and 3 were 82 and 132 days, 569 

respectively. (B) Blood samples were collected prior to the vaccination (D0) and at days 570 

2 (D2), 7 (D7) and 14 (D14) and weeks 4-5 (W4-5) post second and third vaccination as 571 

indicated by the colored circles.  572 
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 573 

 574 

Figure 2. Humoral and T cell immune responses following second dose and 575 

booster vaccination. (A) Plasma IgG antibody binding against the S1 domain of SARS-576 

CoV-2 spike in CLL patients. (B) Neutralizing antibody response to SARS-CoV-2 RBD 577 

(spike). (C) IFN- levels secreted from lymphocytes by stimulation of a SARS-CoV-2 578 

peptide cocktail.  579 
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 580 

Figure 3. Anti-spike mediated T cell response in CLL patients. (A) Seroconversion 581 

rate. (B) T cell response rate after 2-dose and 3-dose vaccines in patient subgroups 582 

based on clinical parameters and treatment status. Y-axis presents the proportions (%) of 583 

CLL patients. S, standard of active level, IgG: 552 mg/dl, IgM: 33 mg/dl, IgA: 69 mg/dl. 584 
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 585 

 586 

Figure 4. Immune transcriptomes following vaccination. (A-C) Interferon-regulated 587 

genes are induced upon vaccination. Genes expressed at significantly higher levels at 588 

days 2 and 7, as compared to day 0 were significantly enriched in Hallmark gene sets. X-589 

axis denotes statistical significance as measured by minus logarithm of FDR q-values. Y-590 

axis denotes ranked terms by q-values. (D) Heatmaps show log2 FC of IFN- response 591 

genes (top) and G2M target genes (bottom) significantly regulated between day0 and 592 

day2, day2 and day7, and day0 and day7.  593 
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  594 

Figure 5. SARS-CoV-2 B-cell memory. (A) Bar graphs were shown the number of 595 

clonotypes in each patient after the vaccination. (B) Pie charts for IGHV show the 596 

distribution of antibody sequences of individuals prior to the vaccination and after 7 days 597 

and 4~5 weeks. The number of sequences analyzed for individual are shown in the inner 598 

circle. Sizes of pie slices are proportional to the number of clonally related sequences. 599 

Persisting clones (same IGV genes) in both time points are shown as colored slices. 600 

White indicates sequences not overlapped between individuals.  601 
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 602 

Figure 6. SARS-CoV-2 T-cell memory. (A) Bar graphs were shown the number of 603 

clonotypes in each patient after the vaccination. (B) Box plots show the induction fold of 604 

variable (V) gene usage from TCR and TCR chain.  605 

 606 
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