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SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccination exposes progressive adaptive immune dysfunction in

patients with chronic lymphocytic leukemia

Kai Qin,"® Kazuhito Honjo,"® Scott Sherrill-Mix,%° Weimin Liu,?° Regina Stoltz,2° Allisa K.
Oman,’ Lucinda A. Hall,® Ran Li," Sarah Sterrett," Ellen R. Frederick," Jeffrey R. Lancaster,’
Mayur Narkhede,"* Amitkumar Mehta,"* Foluso J. Ogunsile,’ Rima B. Patel,’ Thomas J. Ketas,®
Victor M Cruz Portillo®, Albert Cupo®, Benjamin M. Larimer,®* Anju Bansal,"* Paul A.
Goepfert,'*6 Beatrice H. Hahn,?” and Randall S. Davis'4681%"

'Department of Medicine, University of Alabama at Birmingham, Birmingham, AL 35294, USA
2Department of Medicine, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA 19104, USA
3Department of Radiology, University of Alabama at Birmingham, Birmingham, AL 35294, USA

“O’Neal Comprehensive Cancer Center, University of Alabama at Birmingham, Birmingham, AL
35294, USA

*Department of Microbiology and Immunology, Weill Medical College of Cornell University, New
York, NY 10065, USA

%Department of Microbiology, University of Alabama at Birmingham, Birmingham, AL 35294,
USA

"Department of Microbiology, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA 19104, USA

8Department of Biochemistry & Molecular Genetics, University of Alabama at Birmingham,
Birmingham, AL 35294, USA

“These authors contributed equally
“Lead Contact

*Correspondence: rsdavis@uab.edu (R.S.D.)

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


mailto:rsdavis@uab.edu
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.19.22283645
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.19.22283645; this version posted December 20, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

SUMMARY

Chronic lymphocytic leukemia (CLL) patients have lower seroconversion rates and antibody
titers following SARS-CoV-2 vaccination, but the reasons for this diminished response are
poorly understood. Here, we studied humoral and cellular responses in 95 CLL patients and 30
healthy controls after two BNT162b2 or mMRNA-2173 mRNA immunizations. We found that 42%
of CLL vaccinees developed SARS-CoV-2-specific binding and neutralizing antibodies (NAbs),
while 32% had no response. Interestingly, 26% were seropositive, but had no detectable NAbs,
suggesting the maintenance of pre-existing endemic human coronavirus-specific antibodies that
cross-react with the S2 domain of the SARS-CoV-2 spike. These individuals had more
advanced disease. In treatment-naive CLL patients, mMRNA-2173 induced 12-fold higher NAb
titers and 1.7-fold higher response rates than BNT162b2. These data reveal a graded loss of
immune function, with pre-existing memory being preserved longer than the capacity to respond

to new antigens, and identify mRNA-2173 as a superior vaccine for CLL patients.
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INTRODUCTION

Chronic lymphocytic leukemia (CLL) is the most prevalent leukemia in Western countries
and mainly affects the elderly, with a median age at diagnosis of 70 years." Because the natural
progression of this B cell malignancy as well as its treatments weaken adaptive and innate
immunity, infections are a leading cause of death.? Most patients are followed with a ‘watch and
wait’ strategy for years until they meet criteria for therapy.® However, vaccine responses even in
treatment-naive patients are impaired*® and many require intravenous immunoglobulin (IVIg)
infusions to mitigate infections.® The mechanisms responsible for the loss of immune function

are still poorly understood.

Since their emergence hundreds of years ago,'® four human coronaviruses (HCoV-
229E, HCoV-NL63, HCoV-HKU1, and HCoV-OC43), which cause mild seasonal upper
respiratory infections,' have become endemic. However, more recently there have been
zoonotic outbreaks of three pathogenic HCoVs, including severe acute respiratory syndrome-
coronavirus (SARS)-CoV, Middle East Respiratory Syndrome (MERS)-CoV, and most recently
SARS-CoV-2. The coronavirus disease of 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic caused by SARS-CoV-2
has resulted in the deaths of over 6 million people globally and over 1 million in the United
States.'? Severe illness and mortality are especially high in older individuals with comorbidities
and compromised immunity."® * Hence, the SARS-CoV-2 pandemic has posed a particularly
difficult challenge for CLL patients, which is underscored by two international studies that
demonstrated COVID-19 fatality rates of ~27-38%.'5 '® Although mortality rates have decreased
with mitigation strategies and the evolution of less pathogenic variants,'” preventing SARS-CoV-

2 infection in these individuals remains a high priority.

SARS-CoV-2 enters human respiratory epithelial cells following the binding of the viral
spike (S) glycoprotein receptor binding domain (RBD), located within the S1 subunit, with the

host angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2) receptor.'® '® Thus, neutralizing antibodies
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(NAbs) that disrupt RBD/ACE2 binding and viral entry represent a key defense. NAbs represent
an important correlate of immune protection, as evidenced by the beneficial effects of
convalescent plasma (CP) and recombinant NAbs in patients who are unable to mount an
adequate antiviral response.?*-?2 In addition, NAbs prevent symptomatic SARS-CoV-2 infection

in immunocompetent hosts.?

Multiple reports indicate diminished immune responses in CLL patients following COVID-
19 mRNA vaccination,?*2?¢ but the reasons for this decreased reactivity even in treatment-naive
patients remain largely unknown. Here we studied humoral and cellular immune responses in a
clinically well-characterized cohort of SARS-CoV-2 infection-naive CLL patients and healthy
controls following two immunizations with the Pfizer-BioNTech (BNT162b2) or Moderna (mRNA-
2173) mRNA vaccines. Consistent with previous reports, we show that both cellular and
humoral vaccine-induced responses are reduced in CLL patients. Moreover, vaccinees
exhibited a wide variety of antibody responses, ranging from only moderately diminished binding
and NAD titers to a complete absence of detectable antibodies. One group of vaccinees was of
particular interest since they failed to develop SARS-CoV-2 specific NAbs, but had high-titer
binding antibodies that preferentially reacted with the S2 subunit of the SARS-CoV-2 spike.
Since these individuals also exhibited high-titer seroreactivity to endemic HCoVs, their anti-
HCoV antibodies likely cross-reacted with conserved regions of the SARS-CoV-2 spike. Thus,
SARS-CoV-2 vaccination exposed a graded decline in immune function, with a subset of CLL
patients still being able to maintain, and possibly boost, pre-existing immune responses, while

having lost the ability to respond to new antigens.

RESULTS

Study participants
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We recruited 95 patients diagnosed with CLL according to IWCLL criteria® and 30 healthy
controls with no prior SARS-CoV-2 infection as determined by a lack of nucleocapsid
antibodies. All participants received two doses of either the Pfizer BNT162b2 or the Moderna
mRNA-2173 vaccine, both of which encode the SARS-CoV-2 Wuhan 1 spike protein. Clinical
characteristics of the enrolled CLL patients and healthy controls are provided in Tables 1 and
S1. The median age of the CLL patients was 72 years (IQR, 64-77) and 47 were male. Forty-
five of the patients (47%) were treatment-naive, whereas 50 (53%) had prior therapy, including
34 who were actively treated (i.e., anti-CD20 therapy, Bruton’s tyrosine kinase [BTK] inhibition).
Seven individuals were refractory to therapy and relapsed, and nine were off-therapy in clinical
remission. Sixty-one patients (64%) received 30 pug of the Pfizer BNT162b2 vaccine, while 34
(36%) were immunized with 100 pg of the Moderna mRNA-2173 vaccine according to FDA
guidelines. The median time period from the second immunization to testing was 38 days (IQR,

26-83) for CLL donors and 35 days (IQR, 28-56.5) for healthy controls.

Binding and neutralizing antibody responses in CLL patients correlate with disease

status

Plasma samples from all CLL vaccinees and healthy controls were tested for SARS-CoV-2 anti-
spike and RBD binding antibodies by ELISA as described.?> 2’ While all control subjects
generated both anti-S and RBD IgG following immunization, response rates were significantly
reduced in CLL patients, with only 65 (68%) developing anti-S and 51 (54%) developing RBD
antibodies (Tables S2 and S3). CLL vaccinees also had 23-fold lower anti-S and 30-fold lower
RBD half-maximal effective concentrations (ECso) compared to healthy controls (Figures 1A and
1B). Even when comparing only CLL patients who mounted a humoral response (i.e., CLL
responders), we found median IgG anti-S and RBD ECs values that were 7.2-fold and 6.4-fold

lower than those of healthy controls, respectively (Tables S2 and S3).
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We next explored whether there was an association between seroreactivity and disease
history. As expected, treatment-naive patients had higher response rates and anti-S Ab titers
(median 2,733) compared to vaccinees on active CLL therapy (median <100) (Figure 1C). All
CLL patients who were in clinical remission (CR) mounted anti-S responses and had
significantly higher IgG titers (median 2,740) compared to those on treatment. RBD response
rates and Ab titers were also higher for individuals who were treatment-naive or in clinical
remission compared to actively treated patients, and vaccinees who were refractory to therapy
or relapsed (R/R) had generally lower anti-S and RBD responses (Figures 1C and 1D).
Although most individuals who were treatment-naive or in clinical remission had anti-S and RBD
IgG binding antibodies, their titers were significantly lower compared to controls (Figures 1A-
1D).

We next analyzed plasma samples for neutralizing activity against the SARS-CoV-2
D614G?® and B.1.617.2 (also known as delta)®:*° variants using an HIV-1-based pseudovirus
assay.®' Consistent with the ELISA findings, neutralizing responses in CLL patients were overall
reduced. While NAbs against the D614G and delta variants were found in 97% and 93% of
healthy controls, respectively, NAb response rates in CLL patients were significantly lower at
42% (40/95) and 38% (35/93) (Tables S2 and S3). An assay that measured Ab-mediated
inhibition of the ACE2/RBD (Wuhan strain) interaction,?? yielded very similar results, detecting
blockade in all controls, but in only 30% (28/95) of CLL patients (Tables S2 and S3). Median
NADb titers were also significantly lower in CLL patients than healthy controls, with half-maximal
inhibitory dilutions (IDso) for D614G being >23-fold (464 vs < 20; Figure 1E) and Delta being
>17-fold (346 vs < 20; Figure 1F) lower, respectively. Similarly, ACE2/RBD inhibition was lower
in CLL patients (Figure 1G). Finally, neutralizing responses in CLL patients reflected their
disease and treatment status. Response rates, NAb titers, and ACE2/RBD blockade were all
significantly higher in individuals who were treatment-naive or in clinical remission compared to
individuals on active treatment or in relapse (Figures 1H-1J). These data confirm and extend
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earlier findings,?* 2% 32 showing impaired humoral responses not only in treated but also in

treatment-naive CLL patients.

Clinical predictors of humoral immune responses in vaccinated CLL patients

To search for predictors of humoral responses following immunization, we analyzed the
demographics and disease characteristics of CLL vaccinees. By univariate analysis we
compared 18 clinical variables with binding (anti-S and RBD IgG) and neutralizing (D614G,
Delta, and ACE2/RBD blockade) antibody responses, measured as binary parameters (Tables
1, S1, and S4). Examining the four CLL groups (treatment-naive, active therapy, clinical
remission, and refractory/relapsed), disease status itself was significantly associated with
responsivity (Table S4A). Clinical determinants that correlated with higher IgG titers and
neutralizing activity included early Rai stage disease, low serum B2-microglobulin (2.4 mg/L)
levels, lack of prior CLL therapy, vaccination = 12 months following anti-CD20 therapy, and no
requirement for IVIg therapy. Since D614G and Delta NADb titers were largely equivalent, to
determine clinical risk factors associated with a failure to mount anti-S IgG and/or NAb
responses, we performed a multivariate analysis using only the D614G NAb data (Table S4B).
As expected, active therapy was a significant adverse predictor of both anti-S binding (OR, 62;
95% Cl, 3.6-3500) and D614G NAbs (OR, 40; 95% CI, 1.2-2500), whereas being refractory to
therapy (OR, 7.7; 95% CI, 1.1-64) and requiring prophylactic IVIg therapy (OR, 5.2; 95% CI, 1.3-
29) were both associated with poor humoral responses. Unexpectedly, BNT162b2 vaccination
was also a negative predictor of D614G NAbs (OR, 5.8; 95% ClI, 1.6-27), suggesting vaccine-

specific differences in neutralizing antibody elicitation.
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Vaccinated CLL patients have reduced CD4* but relatively preserved CD8" T cell

functions

To investigate the impact of vaccination on cell-mediated immunity, we examined peripheral
blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) from a subset of vaccinated CLL patients (n=36) and healthy
controls (n=21) for which sufficient samples were available (Table S5). The frequencies of
circulating total CD3*, CD4", and CD8"* T cells as well as naive and memory subsets were
determined by multi-color flow cytometry analysis with CD45RA and CCR7 immunophenotyping
(Figure S1 and Table S5A). As expected, total CD3* T cell frequencies were significantly higher
in controls than CLL vaccinees (Figure S1A). Immunophenotypic analysis showed skewing of
the CLL T cell compartment, with lower total CD4* and higher CD8" T cell numbers, resulting in
lower CD4:CD8 ratios compared to controls (Figures S1B-S1D). Among T cell subsets, CLL
vaccinees had relatively lower frequencies of naive CD4" and CD8* T cells (Figures S1E and
S1F). In contrast, CLL effector memory CD8", but not CD4", T cell frequencies were higher.
However, central memory and terminally differentiated effector memory RA T cells did not differ
between the groups. These results confirmed previous findings,**3¢ indicating lower naive CD4*
and CD8* T cell populations as well as higher effector memory CD8* T cells in CLL vaccinees

compared to healthy controls.

To examine antigen-specific function, we determined activation-induced marker (AIM)
expression for CD4*, circulating T follicular helper cell (cTfh), and CD8* T cells following S and
N peptide pool (Wuhan strain) stimulation. For both CD4* T and cTfh cells, antigen specificity
was quantified by the frequency of PD-L1 and OX40 co-expressing cells, while the
CD69"CD137* population was used to identify CD8" T cells (Figure S2A; Tables S5B and S5C).
Although all subjects lacked nucleocapsid (N) antigen seroreactivity, AIM T cell responses
against N peptides were detected in the CD8" T cells of one healthy control and the CD4* T

cells of three CLL patients, likely representing responses to prior endemic HCoV infections
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(Table S5B).%": 38 In contrast, overall responses against S peptides were found in 91% of
controls, but only 33% of CLL patients (Table S5C). S-restricted responder rates for CLL
vaccinees were also significantly lower for each of the three T cell subsets analyzed (Figure
2A). Moreover, the median frequencies of S reactive AIM responding cells among the three T
cell subsets were significantly reduced in CLL vaccinees compared to healthy controls (Figure
2B). These findings demonstrate lower antigen-specific responses by different T cell subsets in

CLL patients following SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccination.

We next tested CD4* and CD8* T cell function by quantifying cytokine and effector
molecule production by intra-cellular staining (ICS). To exclude potential effects of prior HCoV
infections, only healthy controls (n=15) and CLL (n=7) samples with positive S and negative N
peptide responses were analyzed. ICS positivity was defined by a T cell response to at least
one of five parameters: IFNy, IL-2, TNFa, CD107a plus granzyme B, or CD107a plus perforin
(Figure S2B). S-restricted CD4" T cell responses were significantly higher in controls compared
to CLL vaccinees (Figure 2C and Table S5D), with most pronounced differences observed for
IFNy (Figure 2D). By combinatorial polyfunctionality analysis,*® a higher score for CD4* T cells
indicated more robust effector function for this subset in healthy controls compared to CLL
vaccinees (Figure 2E). In contrast, the responder rate and single or polyfunctionality quantitation
for CD8* T cells was comparable between the cohorts, although CLL vaccinees showed a trend
toward lower IFNy production. The difference between CD4* and CD8* T cell function was
generally consistent between the AIM and ICS analyses. Univariate analyses to define potential
clinical correlates with these T cell studies failed to identify significant associations, likely
reflecting the low response frequencies and testing of a subset of the total cohort. Overall, these
data indicate reduced S-restricted CD4* T cell effector functions, but relatively preserved CD8" T

cell functions in CLL vaccinees.
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Vaccinees who lack SARS-CoV-2 NAbs maintain antibodies to endemic coronaviruses

An analysis of the serologic data in Figure 1 showed that 32% of all CLL patients failed to
seroconvert or develop D614G NAbs following vaccination (S'NAb-), while 42% developed both
anti-S binding antibodies and NAbs (S*NAb*) (Figure 3A). Unexpectedly, 26% of CLL vaccinees
had anti-S binding antibodies, but lacked detectable NAbs (S*NAb). This was not due to IVIg
treatment, since among the 25 1VIg treated CLL patients 14 were S'NAb- and 6 were S*NAb'.
Instead, the data suggested that some CLL patients had selectively lost their ability to generate
NAbs despite exhibiting anti-S reactivity. To examine this unusual phenotype, we compared S
and RBD binding antibody titers in S"TNAb* and S*NAb" CLL patients. Median IgG titers against
these two antigens were 3 to 4-fold lower for S'NAb* CLL patients compared to healthy controls,
but were even more diminished for individuals with S*NAb" status, i.e., 23-fold and 35-fold,

respectively (Figures 3B and 3C).

One potential explanation for the S*'NAb" serologic phenotype was the presence of
cross-reactive antibodies from prior HCoV infections. To investigate this possibility, we tested all
S*NAb- CLL patients (n=25) and a subset of the healthy controls (n=15) for IgG binding to
recombinant spike proteins of six HCoVs: SARS-CoV, MERS-CoV, HCoV-HKU1, HCoV-OC43,
HCoV-NL63, and HCoV-229E. We found that IgG ECs titers against the SARS-CoV spike,
which shares ~75% ectodomain sequence identity with SARS-CoV-2,'8 1° were significantly
lower for S'NAb™ CLL patients than controls, and a similar trend was observed for the more
distantly related MERS-CoV spike. However, no such differences were found for the other
HCoV spike proteins, against which high-titer antibodies were detected in both CLL vaccinees
and heathy controls (Figure 3D). Thus, while S"NAb"vaccinees were unable to produce SARS-
CoV-2 specific NAbs, they maintained high-titer HCoV-specific antibodies that cross-reacted

with the spike proteins of SARS-CoV and MERS-CoV.
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To further dissect the S*NAb™ serotype, we analyzed available samples from S*NAb- CLL
vaccinees (n=19) and healthy controls (n=15) for IgG binding against the SARS-CoV-2 S1 and
S2 subunits by ELISA. CLL ECsp titers against these two S proteins were again significantly
lower compared to controls; however, this difference was much more pronounced for S1 (52-
fold) than S2 (1.7-fold) (Figures 3E and 3F, Table S2). Moreover, a paired donor analysis of S1
and S2-IgG ECso titers revealed that S'NAb  CLL vaccinees had higher S2 titers than the
controls who had elevated S1 titers (Figure 3G). This S2 bias remained significant even when
median differences in S2-S1 titers were subtracted. Taken together, these data suggest that
S*NAb" vaccinees were able to maintain, and possibly even boost, pre-existing HCoV antibodies
that cross-reacted with conserved epitopes in the S2 subunit of SARS-CoV-2. Unfortunately, the

latter possibility could not be tested since pre-vaccination samples were not available.

The mRNA-1273 vaccine elicits superior NAb responses in treatment-naive CLL patients

A multivariate analysis identified significantly higher D614G NAb response rates in CLL patients
vaccinated with mRNA-2173 (53%, 18/34) compared to those vaccinated with BNT162b2 (36%,
22/61), despite very similar treatment and clinical states (Fisher’s exact test, p = 0.73) (Figure
4A, Table S4B). To examine the reason for this difference, we compared NAb |Ds titers in all
patients by vaccine type. Remarkably, both the median D614G and Delta IDso NAD titers of
mMRNA-2173 immunized CLL patients were significantly higher than those of CLL vaccinees who
received BNT162b2 (Figures 4B and S3A). Because a large number of patients was unable to
mount a humoral response because of CLL-directed immunosuppressive therapy (Figure 4B,
red samples), we next focused on treatment-naive BNT162b2 (n=30) and mRNA-2173 (n=15)
CLL vaccinees. Again, these two groups did not differ in parameters of clinical progression,
including Rai stages, absolute lymphocyte counts (ALC), serum 2M levels, and IVIg
prophylaxis requirements (Figure 4C). Although only 28 of 45 treatment-naive CLL vaccinees
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developed D614G NAbs, the response rates were significantly higher for mRNA-2173 (13/15,
87%) than for BNT162b2 (15/30, 50%) recipients (Figure 4D). Accordingly, mRNA-2173
vaccinees had 6.5-fold higher odds (95% ClI, 1.3-31.7) of NAb development than BNT162b2
recipients. Similar results were obtained for the Delta variant, where 11 of 15 (73%) mRNA-
2173 vaccinees mounted detectable NAbs compared to 13 of 30 (43%) BNT162b2 recipients,
although these differences did not reach significance (Figure S3B). Finally, both D614G and
Delta NAD titers were significantly higher in mRNA-2173 compared to BNT162b2 recipients
(Figures 4E and S3C), despite very similar clinical characteristics (Figure 4C). Thus, the inferior
NADb responses in CLL patients immunized with BNT162b2 were a consequence of the vaccine

type and not differences in disease progression.

That fact that there were comparable numbers of D614G NAb* (n=15) and NAb™ (n=15)
individuals who received the BNT162b2 vaccine provided an opportunity to examine reasons for
these differences. The average time from the second vaccination to sample collection did not
differ between the NAb* and NAb-groups (64.7 vs 67.3 days). However, comparisons of clinical
parameters indicated a trend toward more advanced disease in NAb- CLL vaccinees, with higher
Rai stage, increased serum p2M levels, and IVIg requirements that were absent in NAb* CLL
vaccinees (Figure 4F). These disease characteristics also correlated with poor D614G NAb
responses when the entire CLL cohort was analyzed (Table S4A). Among treatment-naive
BNT162b2 vaccinees, elevated serum 2M was associated with a 3.5-fold higher risk of failing
to mount a D614G NAb response (95% ClI, 1.8-7.2, p = 0.003). Due to limited sample numbers,
Rai stages II-IV and IVIg therapy alone were not predictive, but when considered in
combination, their presence predicted a 2.7-fold higher risk of failing to develop NAbs (95% Cl,
1.4-4.7, p = 0.02). Similar results were obtained when NAD titers to the Delta variant were
compared, with elevated serum B2M conferring a 2.6-fold higher risk (95% Cl, 1.4-4.8, p = 0.02)

and the combination of Rai stages II-IV and IVIg therapy conferring a 2.4-fold higher risk (95%
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Cl, 1.5-4.3, p=0.004) of impaired NAb responses (Figure S3D). These findings indicate that CLL
vaccinees who are unable to develop NAb responses possess features of advanced clinical

disease.

Treatment-naive CLL vaccinees who are unable to mount NAb responses have lower

CD4* T cells

Interactions between CD4* T and B cells are critical for germinal center reactions.*® ! Because
these lymphocyte subsets decline as a function of both age and CLL disease,? 4> 3 we
compared T cell frequencies in age-matched healthy controls (n=7) as well as treatment-naive
SARS-CoV-2 vaccinees who did (S*NAb*, n=11) versus did not (S'NAb-, n=9) mount a
neutralizing antibody response. As observed for the overall CLL cohort (Figure S1), total CD3* T
cells were significantly reduced in S'fNAb* and S*NAb- patients relative to controls (Figure 5A).
However, S"NAb" vaccinees had significantly lower numbers of total CD4" T cells and a trend
toward higher CD8" frequencies, as reflected by lower CD4:CD8 ratios (Figures 5B-5D). Similar
trends were evident for naive and memory CD4* and CD8* subsets. Compared to controls,
naive CD4* T cells were significantly lower in S'TNAb", but not S'NAb* patients, while there was
a coincident rise in effector memory CD8* T cells in the former group (Figures 5E and 5F).
These data indicate an association between lower naive CD4* T cell numbers and the inability

of treatment-naive CLL patients to generate NAb responses.

DISCUSSION

CLL is a slowly advancing B cell lymphoproliferative disorder that ultimately impairs the ability to
mount an effective immune response to new infections. Here, we compared the immunogenicity

of BNT162b2 and mRNA-2173 SARS-CoV-2 vaccines in a clinically well-characterized cohort of
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CLL patients and discovered a previously unappreciated progressive loss of adaptive immune
functions in treatment-naive CLL patients (Figure 6). By examining both binding and neutralizing
antibody responses, we found a subset of vaccinees that was still able to mount de novo
responses to SARS-CoV-2 antigens, albeit at titers lower than healthy controls (S*NAb*, light
green). A second group of CLL vaccinees was unable to generate SARS-CoV-2 neutralizing
antibodies (S*NAb, yellow), but had spike binding antibodies which primarily reacted with
epitopes in the SARS-CoV-2 S2 subunit. Although these could be vaccine-induced SARS-CoV-
2 directed antibodies, it is more likely that they represent recall responses of pre-existing anti-
HCoV antibodies that cross-react with conserved S2 epitopes. The latter possibility is
reminiscent of the concept of antigenic imprinting or original antigenic sin,* which refers to the
preferential reactivation of cross-reactive memory B cells from an initial antigenic exposure,
rather than the initiation of de novo responses when encountering a new related antigen. The
fact that S"NAb"vaccinees had more advanced disease with lower naive CD4" and higher CD8*
effector memory T cells is consistent with this interpretation. The third group of CLL vaccinees
had no detectable SARS-CoV-2 antibodies (S'NAb, light red), indicating an inability to mount de
novo as well as recall responses. Most of these individuals required IVIg prophylaxis,
demonstrating they were the most immune compromised. Thus, SARS-CoV-2 vaccination
exposed a progressive loss of immune functions in CLL patients, with pre-existing memory

being preserved longer than the capacity to respond to new antigens (Figure 6).

Although we cannot exclude that S'NAb- CLL patients mounted some de novo
responses, the absence of detectable neutralizing antibodies indicates that these individuals
lacked key immune elements required for the induction of germinal center B cell responses and
antibody affinity maturation. This disparate humoral response was accompanied by diminished
frequencies and altered functions of T cells that were more biased towards a CD8* response.

Nonetheless, S"NAb- CLL vaccinees maintained HCoV-specific antibodies at levels comparable
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to healthy controls. Thus, SARS-CoV-2 vaccination in the context of a partially compromised
immune system may favor reactivation of pre-existing memory over the stimulation of naive B
cells, similar to what has been observed for responses to influenza following vaccination in the
elderly.*® Given the essential contributions of naive B and CD4* T cells to de novo responses,
their decline over the CLL disease course is expected to worsen the capacity for engaging
neoantigens. Germinal center-based functions would be increasingly diminished and the
potential for generating new responses would eventually be lost. Our study thus suggests that
vaccination against SARS-CoV-2 or other neoantigens could be used as a tool to assess the
status of this decline and to gain greater insight into the underlying mechanisms contributing to
the immune impairment.

Recent studies have shown that CLL patients benefit from adjuvanted zoster vaccines,
including individuals on BTK inhibition, but that hepatitis B immunization elicited poor or no
responses in both treatment-naive and BTK inhibitor treated patients.? The effectiveness of
pneumococcal and influenza immunization is also low in treatment-naive CLL patients, but has
been observed to improve with higher dosing, adjuvant-conjugation, and earlier administration
following diagnosis.® " 4° These results suggest that CLL patients with a reduced ability to mount
de novo responses may benefit from more rationally designed vaccine regimens. Indeed, about
a quarter of CLL patients who failed to respond to two SARS-CoV-2 mRNA immunizations,
subsequently seroconverted following a third immunization.*®4” Thus, CLL patients should be
considered candidates for alternative vaccination strategies. For example, the high-dose flu
vaccine, which is tailored for the elderly, may elicit stronger and broader responses in CLL
patients with partially impaired adaptive immunity. Similarly, a COVID vaccine that includes
more than one variant may improve de novo responses. Clinical trials that formally test these

possibilities should be of high priority.
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For treatment-naive patients who lack humoral responses (S"NAb") or those on B cell
targeted therapies that inhibit seroconversion or NAb generation, passive immunotherapies and
antivirals will continue to be important. More than 25% of CLL patients require 1VIg® and recent
studies confirm the presence of NAbs in US preparations.*® Prophylactic administration of
recombinant NAbs have also proved beneficial in the immunocompromised.*® However, it is
difficult for these treatments to keep up with the pace of viral diversification and resistance to
antivirals will likely also occur.%® Given the benefits of polyclonal convalescent plasma,?? a
cocktail of prophylactic recombinant NAbs engineered for breadth and durability will thus be a

critical advance for this patient population.

A key finding in our study was the demonstration of superior neutralizing antibody
responses in CLL patients who received the mRNA-2173 vaccine. This observation is consistent
with previous findings of improved seroconversion rates and T cell activity in COVID vaccine
studies of other hematologic malignancies, including CLL,?> 4"-5! as well as
immunocompromised patients with non-malignant conditions such as solid organ transplant or
rheumatologic disorders.®? The higher neutralizing response rates and titers in mMRNA-2173
vaccinees may be due to the mRNA dose, which is ~3.3-fold higher compared to BNT162b2.5%
5 Indeed, in the elderly, a 100 ng mRNA-1273 dose elicited higher binding and neutralizing
antibody titers than a 25 pg dose.> However, the two vaccines also differ in other properties,
including their formulation.%¢ Regardless of the reasons, the fact that the mRNA-2173 vaccine
elicited higher NAD titers in a larger fraction of CLL patients suggests that this vaccine may

confer greater protection from SARS-CoV-2 in this vulnerable population.

In summary, our study of SARS-CoV-2 vaccine-induced humoral and cellular responses
in CLL patients provides a more nuanced picture of their inherent immune dysfunction, with pre-
existing immunity being preserved longer than the capacity to mount de novo responses.

Moreover, higher NADb titers and response rates identify mMRNA-2173 as a potentially superior
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vaccine in CLL patients. Future studies should consider the utility of vaccination to assess the
extent of disease-induced immune dysfunction in CLL patients and to gain greater insight into

the underlying mechanisms.
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FIGURE LEGENDS

Figure 1. Serologic and neutralizing responses in SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccinated CLL

patients and healthy controls (HC).

(A and B) Comparison of SARS-CoV-2 vaccine-elicited spike (A) and RBD (B) ELISA IgG
antibody titers in HC (n=30) and CLL (n=95) patients expressed as half-maximal effective

concentrations (ECso).

(C and D) SARS-CoV-2 vaccine-elicited spike (C) and RBD (D) ELISA IgG antibody titers
stratified by CLL disease status: treatment-naive (Naive) (n=45), on-therapy (On Tx) (n=34), off-

therapy in clinical remission (CR) (n=9), and off therapy and relapsed or refractory (R/R) (n=7).

(E-G) Comparison of SARS-CoV-2 vaccine-elicited neutralizing antibody titers for HC (n=30)
and CLL patients against (E) D614G (CLL; n=95) and (F) delta (CLL; n=93) spike variants
expressed as the reciprocal half-maximal inhibitory dilution (IDso) as determined in an HIV-
based pseudovirus neutralization assay or by (G) ACE2/RBD (Wuhan) binding inhibition (CLL;

n=95) at a 1:25 dilution.

(H-J) SARS-CoV-2 vaccine elicited NAD titers for D614G (H) and delta (I) S variants and

ACEZ2/RBD binding frequencies (J) stratified by CLL disease status.

Bars indicate the median with 95% CI. Dotted black lines indicate assay sensitivity cutoffs (ECso
values of <100 by ELISA, IDso values of <20 in the neutralization assay, and >90% ACE2

binding in the RBD-inhibition assay).

P values were determined by the Mann-Whitney test (A-B, E-G) or Dunn's test of multiple

comparisons following a Kruskal-Wallis test (C-D, H-J).
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Figure 2. Impaired S peptide-restricted T cell subset responses and CD4* effector

function, but retained CD8* T cell reactivity in CLL vaccinees.

(A) Comparisons of S-specific T cell AIM response rates among CD4", cTfth, and CD8* T cell

subpopulations in SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccinated HC and CLL patients.

(B) Quantitative comparisons of S-specific T cell AIM response frequencies for CD4", cTfh, and

CD8" T cells in SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccinated HC and CLL patients.

(C) ICS response rates of S-specific CD4* and CD8* T cells from HC and CLL donors.
Responders were defined as individuals with reactivity against at least one of five effector

features (see text) upon peptide stimulation.

(D) Quantitative comparisons of IFNy production by CD4" and CD8"* T cells.

(E) Comparisons of CD4" and CD8"* T cell effector responses calculated using combinatorial

polyfunctionality analysis.*°
Bars indicate the (A and C) mean or (B, D-E) median with 95% CI.

P values were determined by Fisher’s exact test (A and C) or the Mann-Whitney test (B, D-E).

Figure 3. SARS-CoV-2 S-reactive CLL vaccinees lacking NAbs have pre-existing cross-

reactivity with endemic HCoVs and the S2 subunit preferentially.

(A) Pie chart illustrating the distribution of SARS-CoV-2 S-specific seroreactivity and NAb

generation (D614G), which define three different serologic profiles among all CLL patients.

(B and C) Comparisons of IgG ECs titers against SARS-CoV-2 (Wuhan) full-length S (B) or
RBD (C) for all HC (n=30) versus S*NAb* (n=40) and S*NAb(n=25) patients defined by the

detection of endpoint titer Ab reactivity quantitated by ELISA.

20


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.19.22283645
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.19.22283645; this version posted December 20, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

(D) Comparisons of IgG ECsp titers against the S (S1+S2) proteins of two pathogenic and four
endemic HCoVs measured by ELISA from SARS-CoV-2 vaccinated HC (n=15) and CLL S*NAb-

(n=25) samples.

(E and F) Comparisons of IgG ECsy titers against SARS-CoV-2 S1 (E) or S2 (F) domains in

vaccinated HC (n=15, from D) versus S'NAb (n=19) CLL donors.

(G) Paired comparisons of log-transformed S1 versus S2 ECs titers for the HC and S*NAb-CLL

donors analyzed in (E and F).

Bars indicate the median (B-F) with 95% CI. Dotted black lines indicate assay sensitivity cutoffs,
specifically, ECso values of <100. P values were determined by Dunn's test of multiple
comparisons following a Kruskal-Wallis test (B and C), the Mann-Whitney test (D-F), and with a

two-tailed paired or unpaired t-test for differences within and between cohorts (G).

Figure 4. NAD titers are higher in treatment-naive mRNA-2173 CLL vaccinees, but

impaired in patients with features of clinical progression.

(A) BNT162b2 (n=61) and mRNA-2173 (n=34) CLL vaccinees stratified by treatment-naive
(Naive), active treatment (On Tx), clinical remission (CR), or relapsed/refractory (R/R) disease

status.

(B) Comparison of IDsp neutralizing titers against the SARS-CoV-2 D614G variant for CLL
patients classified by disease status (color coded as in A) and BNT162b2 or mRNA-2173

vaccine type.

(C) Frequencies of four clinical features including Rai stage II-1V, absolute lymphocyte count
(ALC; >5 x 10%/L), serum beta 2 microglobulin (32M; > 2.4 mg/L), and IVIg prophylaxis therapy,

among treatment-naive CLL patients by BNT162b2 or mRNA-2173 vaccine type.
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(D) Response rates for the generation of D614G NAbs by vaccine type in treatment-naive CLL

patients.

(E) Comparison of IDs titers against D614G for treatment-naive CLL patients by vaccine type.

(F) Frequencies of four clinical features between treatment-naive BNT162b2 vaccinees stratified

by NAb* (n=15) or NAb" (n=15) serologic status.

Bars indicate the mean (D) or median with 95% CI (B and E). P values were calculated with

Fisher’s exact test (C-D, F) or the Mann-Whitney test (B and E).

Figure 5. Progressive alterations in naive CD4" and effector memory CD8* T cells

correlate with a loss of NAb responses in treatment-naive CLL vaccinees.

(A-F) PBMCs from vaccinated healthy controls = 65 years old (n=7) and treatment-naive CLL
donors with the S'NAb* (n=11) or S*NAb" (n=9) serologic profiles were stained to enumerate the
frequencies of total CD3* (A), CD4" (B), and CD8* (C) T cells and CD4:CDS8 ratios (D) as well as
CD4* (E) or CD8" (F) naive (N), central memory (CM), effector memory (EM) and effector

memory CD45RA* (EMRA) T cell subpopulations.

Bars indicate the median with 95% CI. P values were determined by Dunn's test of multiple

comparisons following a Kruskal-Wallis test.

Figure 6. Progressive loss of adaptive immunity in treatment-naive CLL patients. Humoral
and cellular immune responses following SARS-CoV-2 mRNA vaccination uncovered three
distinct serologic profiles in CLL patients compared to healthy controls that reflect a graded

decline in adaptive immune function.
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Table 1. Clinical and disease characteristics of healthy controls and CLL patients

Characteristic Healthy controls CLL
(n=30) (n=95)
Age in years, median (IQR) 62 (44-69.8) 72 (64-77)
Age 265y, n (%) 13 (43.3) 71(74.7)
Sex, male, n (%) 16 (53.3) 47 (49.5)
Rai Stage*, n (%)
0-1 - 46 (88.5)
-1V - 6 (11.5)
Disease/Treatment status, n (%)
Treatment-naive - 45 (47.4)
Active-therapy - 34 (35.8)
Off-therapy in remission - 9 (9.5
Off-therapy in relapse - 7(7.4)
Molecular and phenotypic biomarkers
IGHV, mutated, n (%) - 47175 (62.7)
CD38 (220%), n (%) - 23/90 (25.6)
FISH, n (%)
Normal - 10 (11.1)
del(13q) - 48 (53.3)
Trisomy 12 - 15 (16.7)
del(11q) - 10 (11.1)
del(17p) - 7(7.8)
IVig therapy, n (%) - 25 (26.3)
Laboratory parameters, median (IQR)
Absolute lymphocyte count, (10%/L) - 6.8 (1.9-21.4)
B2-microglobulin, mg/L - 2.2 (1.8-3.1)
IgM, mg/dL - 28 (19-62.5)
IgG, mg/dL - 713 (546.5-974)
IgA, mg/dL - 105 (63.8-162.8)

IGHV, immune globulin heavy chain variable gene; FISH, fluorescence in situ hybridization

*Determined for treatment-naive and patients off therapy in relapse
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METHODS AND MATERIALS
Human samples

Blood samples were collected following institutional review board (IRB) approval by the
University of Alabama at Birmingham (IRB #130821005 and 160125005) and written informed
consent was obtained from all participants who were adults over age 18 and recruited between
January and August 2021. Healthy controls (n=30) and CLL patients (n=95), who were
diagnosed according to the International Workshop on Chronic Lymphocytic Leukemia
guidelines,® were vaccinated in the community with the first and second doses of the
Pfizer/BioNTech (BNT162b2) or Moderna (mMRNA-1273) COVID-19 vaccines. Human peripheral
blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) and plasma samples were processed as previously
described.?? " Details of the vaccinated CLL and healthy adult cohorts are listed in Tables 1
and S1. Samples were anonymized and coded so that any patient/participant/sample identifiers
included were not known to anyone (e.g., hospital staff, patients or participants themselves)

outside the research group so cannot be used to identify individuals.

To confirm that healthy donors and CLL patients had not been recently infected with
SARS-CoV-2, blood samples were analyzed for the presence of nucleocapsid IgG antibodies in

a clinical diagnostic laboratory (Abbott).58

Clinical characteristics of CLL patients were extracted by retrospective analysis of the
electronic medical record and included demographics, disease and therapeutic history, Rai
stage, laboratory data of the complete blood count, serum beta 2 microglobulin (32M) and
immunoglobulin levels, immunoglobulin heavy chain variable gene (/IGHV) mutation status
(delineated by germline identity of 98%), CD38 expression (220%), and cytogenetics analysis

by fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH).*®
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SARS-CoV-2 S-protein and subunit ELISA

Plasma IgG binding antibodies to the entire SARS-CoV-2 spike (S) protein as well as receptor
binding domain (RBD), and S1 and S2 proteins, were detected by enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay (ELISA) using recombinantly expressed (Wuhan-Hu-1 S-protein and
RBD) and purchased (Wuhan-Hu-1 S1 and S2 proteins, ACROBIiosystems) proteins as
previously described.?”- 60 ¢ Briefly, Costar high binding flat-bottom 96-well plates were coated
with 300 ng per well of a pre-fusion stabilized (S-2P) S protein (residues 1-1138) (plasmid
kindly provided by Philip Brouwer and Rogier W. Sanders, Department of Medical Microbiology,
University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam, The Netherlands) or 400 ng of recombinantly expressed
RBD (residues 419-541), S1 (residues 16-685) or S2 protein (residues 686-1213 with F817P,
A892P, A899P, A942P, K986P and V987P substitutions for stabilization) in PBS overnight at
4°C and then incubated with blocking buffer (5% non-fat milk powder in PBS + 0.05% Tween
20) for 1 h at 37°C. Plasma samples were heat-inactivated at 56°C for 1 hour, 5-fold serially
diluted in blocking buffer and then added to the plates for 1 h at 37°C. After five washes with
PBS-T (PBS + 0.1% Tween 20), plates were incubated for 1 h at 37°C with horseradish
peroxidase (HRP)-conjugated goat-anti-human IgG detection antibodies diluted 1:5,000 in
blocking buffer. After five additional washes, 3, 3', 5, 5'-tetramethylbenzidine (TMB) substrate
was added for color development for 10 min before the reaction was stopped with an equal
volume of 1N H>SO4. Absorbance was read at 450 nm using a Synergy 4 spectrophotometer.
The average ODu4so value from three background control wells (no plasma) was subtracted from
the protein coated wells. In addition, the average ODa4so value (plus two standard deviations) of
28 pre-pandemic sera was subtracted from each plasma dilution. Midpoint (ECso) and endpoint
titers were determined as described.?? 2’ Briefly, midpoint (ECso) titers were calculated by a

nonlinear-regression fit of a 4-parameter sigmoid function to the corrected OD4so values and the
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logarithmic dilution factors (the lower plateau was set to 0; GraphPad Prism software). End-

point titers were read from the fitted curve at a corrected ODaso cutoff of 0.1.

SARS-CoV-2 pseudovirus neutralization assay

Plasma samples of vaccinees were tested for neutralizing responses against the SARS-CoV-2
variants D614G?® and B.1.617.2 (also termed Delta with mutations T19R, G142D, AE156,
AF157, R158G, L452R, T478K, D614G, P681R, and D950N compared to Wuhan-Hu-1),2% 3
using an HIV-1 based pseudovirus assay as previously described.?' Briefly, pseudovirus stocks
were generated by co-transfecting spike expression plasmids (encoding proteins with a 19
amino acid cytoplasmic tail deletion) with an HIV-1 nanoluciferase encoding reporter backbone
in HEK293T cells. Pseudovirus stocks were tittered to identify the appropriate infectious dose,
incubated with five-fold serial dilutions of vaccinee plasma and then used to infect 1.5 x 10*
293T clone 13 cells expressing ACE2. Two days post-infection, cells were washed with PBS,
lysed, and nanoluciferase activity was determined using a Nano-Glo® Luciferase Assay
System. Luciferase activity in wells with virus and no plasma were set to 100%, and the dilution
of plasma at which luminescence was reduced to 50% (Inhibitory Dose 50; IDso) was calculated
as an average of two technical replicates. Each vaccinee plasma was analyzed under
anonymized code on at least two occasions, with the geometric mean of all measurements

reported. Values below a titer of 1:20 were treated as 20 when averaging.

ACE2/RBD binding inhibition assay

Plasma samples were analyzed with an ACE2/receptor binding domain (RBD) binding inhibition
assay as previously described.?* %2 High-binding 96-well plates (Corning #3690) were coated

with 50 ul per well of recombinant RBD (Wuhan-Hu-1, RayBiotech) diluted at 1 pg/ml in PBS at
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4°C overnight. The following day, plates were washed 3 times with PBS + 0.1% Tween 20
(PBST), and wells were blocked with 100 pl per well of 3% non-fat dry milk in PBST by
incubation at room temperature for 1 h. After washing the blocked wells 3 times with PBST,
either 50 pl of plasma serially diluted in 1% non-fat dry milk in PBST, or 1% non-fat dry milk in
PBST alone as a no inhibition control, was added to wells, and incubated at room temperature
for 2 h. Heat-inactivated plasma samples (56°C for 30 min) were initially diluted at 1:25, then
serially diluted 2-fold for the assay to 1:400. After incubation, plates were washed 3 times with
PBST, then 50 pl of recombinant human ACE2 (RayBiotech) diluted at 0.1 pg/ml in PBST was
added to the wells. Plates were incubated at room temperature for 1 h, washed 4 times with
PBST, and 50 pl of biotinylated goat anti-human ACE2 (R&D) diluted at 0.1 pyg/ml in PBST was
added to the wells. Plates were incubated at room temperature for 1 h, washed 4 times with
PBST, and then 50 pl of HRP-conjugated streptavidin (Southern Biotech) (1:2,000 in PBST) was
added to the wells, and incubated at room temperature for 30 min. Plates were washed 5 times
with PBST, developed with 50 pl per well of 3,3',5,5'-tetramethylbenzidine TMB substrate
(Biolegend) at room temperature for 8 min, and the reaction was stopped by addition of 50 pl of
1N H2SO4. The OD was measured at 450 nm with a SPECTROstar omega (BMG Labtech)
microplate reader. ACE2 binding was expressed as a percentage of OD values relative to the
ODu4so value of a no inhibition control. Binding values of <90% at a 1:25 dilution of plasma were

used to calculate inhibitory activity. The upper limit of the assay was 100%.

Human Coronavirus (HCoV) spike protein ELISA

High-binding 96-well plates (Corning #3690) were coated at 4°C overnight with 50 pl per well of
the following recombinant Spike (S1+S2) proteins: SARS-CoV, MERS-CoV, HCoV-HKU1,
HCoV-0C43, HCoV-NL63, or HCoV-229E (all from Sino Biological) diluted at 2 ug/ml in PBS.

The following day, plates were washed 3 times with 0.1% Tween 20 in PBS (PBST). A blocking
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solution of 100 pl per well of 3% non-fat dry milk in PBST was added and incubated at room
temperature for 1 h before washing plates 3 times with PBST. Plasma samples were heat-
inactivated at 56°C for 30 min and initially diluted at 1:20, then serially diluted 5-fold in 1% non-
fat dry milk in PBST before adding 50 pl per well, and incubating at room temperature for 2 h.
Plates were then washed 4 times with PBST, and 50 ul per well of horseradish peroxidase
(HRP) conjugated goat anti-human IgG (Southern Biotech #2045-05) diluted at 1:6,000 in PBST
was added to the wells and incubated at room temperature for 1 h to measure Spike protein 1gG
Ab responses. Plates were washed 5 times with PBST, developed with 50 ul per well of HRP
substrate 3, 3', 5, 5' tetramethyl benzidine (TMB, Biolegend) at room temperature for 10 min.
The reaction was stopped by addition of 50 ul per well of 1N H.SO4. The optical density (OD)
was measured at 450 nm with an Epoch microplate spectrophotometer (BioTek). ODaso values
of blank wells, which were Spike protein-coated wells without plasma, were subtracted from
ODu4so values of sample wells, and ECso values were determined by a nonlinear-regression fit of

a 4-parameter sigmoid function with the corrected ODuso values and the dilution factors.

Flow cytometry-based T cell immunophenotyping, AIM, and ICS analyses

For immunophenotyping, cryopreserved PBMCs were thawed and washed with FACS wash
buffer (2% FBS in PBS). Cells were then stained with CCR7-PerCP5.5, incubated at 37°C for 20
min, and then stained with the following antibodies: CD3-Alexa780, CD4-BV711, CD8-FITC,
CD45RA-BV510, CD19-BUV563, and LIVE/DEAD-UV. After incubation at 4°C for 30 min, cells
were washed twice with FACS wash buffer (2% FBS in PBS) and fixed in a 4% formalin
solution. Events were collected on a BD FACSymphony A3 instrument within 24 h and analyzed

using FlowJo software (v10).
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For activation-induced marker staining (AIM), antigen-specific T cells were measured as
previously described.>” PBMCs were stimulated with SARS-CoV-2 N and S protein peptide
pools (BEI Resources) at an individual peptide concentration of 1 yg/ml in the presence of co-
stimulatory anti-CD28 and anti-CD49d antibodies (BD Pharmingen). Cell aliquots from each
sample were stimulated with equal amounts of dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSQ) as a negative control
and staphylococcal enterotoxin B (SEB) as a positive control. After incubation at 37°C for 18 h,
cells were washed and stained with the following antibodies: CD4-BV711, CD3-Alexa780, CD8-
FITC, CD19-BUV563, OX40-PECy7, PDL1-PE, CXCR5-BV421, PD1-BV785, CD137-BV650,
CD69-BUV737, and LIVE/DEAD-UV. Cells were then washed and fixed in 4% formalin. Events
were collected on a BD FACSymphony A3 instrument and analyzed using FlowJo software

(v10).

Intra-cellular staining (ICS) experiments were performed in parallel with the AIM analysis
as previously described.®” CD107a-FITC was added with the co-stimulatory antibody mix. Cells
were incubated for a total of 12 h in total. Staining was conducted in three steps: 1) Surface
marker staining for 30 min at 4°C with LIVE/DEAD-UV, CD3-Alexa780, CD4-BV711, CD8-V500,
CD14-PercpCy5.5, and CD19-BUV563; 2) Permeabilization with CytoFix/CytoPerm solution (BD

Biosciences) for 20 min at 4°C; and 3) ICS for 30 min at 4°C with IFNy-Alexa700, TNFa-PECy7,

IL2-APC, GranzymeB-V450, and Perforin-PE. Finally, cells were washed twice and fixed in 4%
formalin. Events were collected on a BD FACSymphony A3 instrument and analyzed using
FlowdJo software (v10). For both AIM and ICS, positive responses were determined by
comparison to an unstimulated control with a threshold above at least three times and higher
statistical significance by calculation of Chi-square analysis with Yates’ correction (p value <
0.05). Combinatorial polyfunctionality analysis (COMPASS) of antigen-specific T-cells was

calculated as previously described.®
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Statistical analysis

Data were analyzed in R v4.0.5 and GraphPad Prism version 9.0 software. Statistical details of
the experiments are provided in the respective figure legends and tables. Associations between
serological or cellular responses with dichotomous clinical data were analyzed using Fisher’s
exact test and with continuous clinical variables using the Mann-Whitney test. P values were
adjusted for multiple comparisons of serologic, cellular, and clinical data using the Benjamini—
Hochberg procedure for false discovery rate. For comparisons of more than two categories, P
values were determined by Dunn'’s test of multiple comparisons following a Kruskal-Wallis test.
Firth logistic regression was used to examine the association of serologic or cellular responses
with clinical variables. GraphPad Prism version 9.0 software was used to plot these analyses.

Significance was determined as p-value < 0.05 unless otherwise stated.
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Figure S1. CLL patients have altered total CD4* and CD8* T cell and subpopulation frequencies,
Related to Figures 2 & 5.

Immunophenotyping of PBMCs from vaccinated HC (n=21) and CLL (n=36) donors.

(A-D) Quantitative comparisons of total CD3* (A), CD4* (B), and CD8* (C) T cell frequencies and CD4:CD8
ratios (D).

(E-F) Representative flow cytometry plots and quantitative comparisons of naive (N), central memory (CM),
effector memory (EM) and effector memory CD45RA* (EMRA) CD4* (E) and CD8* (F) subpopulation
frequencies defined by the CCR7 and CD45RA surface markers in HC and CLL donors.

Bars indicate the median with 95% CI. P values were determined by the Mann-Whitney test.
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Figure S2. Flow cytometry gating strategies for measuring T cell responses from a CLL donor after S
peptide pool stimulation, Related to Figure 2.

(A) Gating strategy to examine activation-induced markers (AIM) by CD4*, cTfth, and CD8* T cells.

(B) Gating strategy to examine CD4* and CD8* T cell effector function by intra-cellular staining (ICS).
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Figure S3. NADb titers against the Delta variant are higher in total and treatment-naive mRNA-2173
CLL vaccinees, but lower in patients with clinical progression, Related to Figure 4.

(A) Comparison of IDg, neutralizing titers against the SARS-CoV-2 Delta variant for CLL patients classified
by BNT162b2 (n=60) or mRNA-2173 (n=33) vaccine type.

(B) Response rates for the generation of Delta NAbs by vaccine type in treatment-naive CLL patients.

(C) Comparison of Dy, titers against Delta for treatment-naive CLL patients by BNT162b2 (n=30) or mRNA-
2173 (n=15) vaccine type.

(D) Frequencies of four clinical features between treatment-naive BNT162b2 vaccinees stratified by Delta
NAb* (n=13) or NAb- (n=17) serologic status.

Bars indicate the median with 95% CI (A and C) or mean (B). P values were calculated with the Mann-
Whitney test (A and C) or Fisher’s exact test (B and D).
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0 1 0 0 1
1 1 2

0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 1 3
1 1 3

1 0 2

0 0 0 1 1
1 1 0 0 3
0 0 0 1 2
1 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 1 1
1 1 3

1 1 0 1 3
1 0 0 0 3
1 0 0 0 3
1 1 0 1 1
0 0 0 1 3
1 0 3

1 1 0 1 3
1 0 0 1 3
1 0 0 0 3
1 0 0 1 3
1 0 3

1 1 0 0 3
1 1 3

1 0 3

0 0 0 0 3
1 1 0 0 3
1 0 3

1 0 0 1 3
1 0 0 1 3
0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 1 3
1 0 0 0 3
0 0 0 0 2
1 1 0 1 2
1 0 0 1 2
0 1 0 1 3
1 1 3

1 1 0 1 2
1 1 0 1 3
0 1 0 1 3
1 0 0 1 3
0 0 0 1 3
1 0 0 0 3
1 0 0 0 3
0 0 0 1 3

“Combo indicates concomitant treatment with anti-CD20/BTKi unless otherwise specified in the Other Tx column

Values of "1" indicate the presence and "0" the absence of a variable. For values left blank, data are not applicable.

Abbreviations: R/R, relapsed refractory; ALC, absolute lymphocyte count; $2M, Beta 2 microglobulin; ND, no data; IGHV, immunoglobulin heavy chain variable region gene; MT, mutated; FISH, fluorescence in situ hybridization; WNL, within normal limits; Tx, treatment; BTKi, Bruton's

tyrosine kinase inhibitor; I, imatinib; P, prednisone; A, anti-CD20; V, venetoclax; C, cyclosporine; PI3Ki, Phosphoinositide 3-kinase inhibitor; L,

Vig,

Pfizer-BioNTech, BNT162b2; Moderna, mRNA-2173
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Binding antibodie’

RBD/ACE2

Neutralization

-.Lhis version posted December 20, 2022. The copyright holder for this

who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

-BY 4.0 International license .

D Status Gender Spike RBD S1 . S2 D614G Delta
ECx ECx ECx it IEcnasigoavaildisle un
HC1 Healthy Male 3454 66220 1829 14885 2754 46347 1492 13180 54.2 237 17
HC2 Healthy Female 44369 >312500 15247 239875 24253 >312500 10506 100315 0.9 3114 651
HC3 Healthy Female 48276 >312500 20806 >312500 38100 >312500 14550 207896 17 3493 2711
HC4 Healthy Male 9754 94317 2396 23760 3473 64473 4366 74455 205 230 125
HC5 Healthy Male 5780 76936 2351 25047 4339 61521 2355 22565 19.9 897 319
HC6 Healthy Female 9103 132297 2390 25922 4722 84416 3407 61522 17.6 1220 1959
HC7 Healthy Female 23979 >312500 8471 103877 12452 135787 4468 69473 35 1263 1272
HC8 Healthy Male 2247 26478 230 11830 1119 15479 448 14123 48.6 83 <20
HC9 Healthy Female 108316 >312500 26151 >312500 54808 >312500 6334 132888 0.6 6398 2661
HC10 Healthy Female 10050 151027 2527 31974 4976 110597 448 13278 203 398 v
HC11 Healthy Male 13974 177209 3377 53091 4510 82832 3048 54050 18.5 1046 339
HC12 Healthy Female 15911 250229 2439 26567 5186 61195 2018 19229 287 423 147
HC13 Healthy Male 15433 266151 4678 112835 10706 130281 4662 76938 249 1437 511
HC14 Healthy Female 16199 262987 4069 86869 7589 107134 2802 46163 55 2156 1390
HC15 Healthy Female 34574 >312500 12719 201615 ND ND ND ND 1.9 471 479
HC16 Healthy Female 37503 >312500 16553 184510 ND ND ND ND 4.6 1045 1288
HC17 Healthy Female 18933 >312500 5864 91555 ND ND ND ND 22 427 353
HC18 Healthy Male 15276 225339 6343 87278 ND ND ND ND 8.7 691 533
HC20 Healthy Male 28325 >312500 9890 120823 ND ND ND ND 35 964 709
HC21 Healthy Male 37411 >312500 12777 160705 ND ND ND ND 4.6 1221 677
HC22 Healthy Male 9945 80034 3040 44720 ND ND ND ND 14.4 442 320
HC23 Healthy Female 8790 127507 2648 34505 ND ND ND ND 223 280 251
HC24 Healthy Male 46399 >312500 27919 >312500 ND ND ND ND 11.6 1528 1295
HC25 Healthy Male 15586 225216 5616 89684 ND ND ND ND 13.5 368 310
HC26 Healthy Male 2712 45027 791 15080 ND ND ND ND 61.8 42 39
HC27 Healthy Female 10379 94070 1439 17079 ND ND ND ND 523 114 7
HC28 Healthy Male 42858 >312500 3682 73382 8005 128500 11187 116170 3.4 457 514
HC29 Healthy Female 2230 27529 763 13108 ND ND ND ND 72 51 53
HC30 Healthy Male 4425 96677 1669 13452 ND ND ND ND 49 85 140
HC31 Healthy Male 1480 15125 402 7702 ND ND ND ND 64.5 <20 <20
CLLV1 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV2 Tx.naive Male 10814 116098 2886 38114 ND ND ND ND 49.8 308 595
CLLV3 On.Tx Female 438 13445 159 559 267 2115 228 6362 >90 <20 <20
CLLv4 Off. Tx.CR Female 2097 19504 433 10349 ND ND ND ND 59.9 59 91
CLLVS On.Tx Female <100 3461 <100 <100 <100 154 179 5001 >90 <20 <20
CLLVE On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV7 On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLv8 Tx.naive Female 37157 >312500 10300 142185 ND ND ND ND 11.5 2371 946
CLLV9 Off. Tx.CR Female 870 16255 247 5147 ND ND ND ND 82.8 38 41
CLLV10 Tx.naive Male 18335 262114 5265 75564 ND ND ND ND 1.1 840 419
CLLV11 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV12 Tx.naive Male <100 533 <100 323 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV13 On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV14 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV15 Tx.naive Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV16 On.Tx Male 352 6938 <100 <100 200 2552 395 11303 >90 <20 <20
CLLV17 On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV18 On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV19 Female 42825 >312500 15085 201882 ND ND ND ND 4.1 1857 490
CLLV20 Tx.naive Male 184 6770 <100 <100 143 4032 <100 <100 >90 <20 <20
CLLv21 Tx.naive Male 13018 164471 <100 <100 <100 <100 11869 161466 >90 <20 <20
CLLV22 Off.Txand.RIR  Male 2022 13899 <100 <100 <100 <100 6829 110325 >90 <20 <20
CLLv23 Tx.naive Female 3170 37209 608 12919 ND ND ND ND 85.7 29 26
CLLV24 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV25 On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV26 On.Tx Male 10869 148175 <100 <100 1986 12518 23339 >312500 >90 <20 <20
CLLv27 Tx.naive Female 166 6293 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND 53.2 314 896
CLLv28 Tx.naive Male 2942 51890 383 10082 ND ND ND ND 62.2 153 276
CLLV29 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV30 Tx.naive Male 2913 43861 1809 11362 ND ND ND ND 65.9 265 91
CLLV31 Off.Txand.R/R Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV32 Tx.naive Female 731 15965 123 1405 ND ND ND ND >90 22 21
CLLV33 Tx.naive Male 254 11569 253 1260 ND ND ND ND >90 21 <20
CLLV34 Tx.naive Female 790 15389 169 1206 142 5117 864 19779 >90 <20 <20
CLLV35 Female 342 9254 171 2378 ND ND ND ND >90 22 <20
CLLV36 Female 647 13147 198 4074 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV37 Male 31919 >312500 14039 188186 ND ND ND ND 4 2095 3145
CLLV38 Male 5424 89373 1770 20417 ND ND ND ND 40.5 273 665
CLLV39 . Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV40 Off.Txand.R/R Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV41 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLv42 On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV43 On.Tx Female 1302 21707 <100 <100 <100 1274 3491 58888 >90 <20 NA
CLLV44 Tx.naive Female 3175 46365 549 12788 ND ND ND ND >90 247 43
CLLv45 On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 NA
CLLV46 Tx.naive Male 662 12679 <100 <100 <100 1784 3018 45157 >90 <20 <20
CLLv47 Off. Tx.CR Female 19885 303589 3338 60781 ND ND ND ND 229 508 355
CLLv48 Tx.naive Female 258 4612 <100 1134 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV49 Off.Txand.RIR  Male 4335 80421 144 4204 ND ND ND ND >90 69 308
CLLVS0 On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLVS1 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLVS2 Tx.naive Female 3800 66371 1706 14991 ND ND ND ND 45.3 85 50
CLLVS3 Off. Tx.CR Male 2740 29793 708 16666 ND ND ND ND 58.7 65 156
CLLV54 Off.Txand.R/R Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLVS5 Tx.naive Male <100 1672 <100 <100 <100 <100 <100 1841 >90 <20 <20
CLLVS6 Tx.naive Male 2616 51938 1172 19650 ND ND ND ND 31.1 240 293
CLLVS7 Tx.naive Female 6062 141781 1185 16644 ND ND ND ND 40.8 407 123
CLLVS8 Tx.naive Female 4564 76566 228 7036 ND ND ND ND >90 24 21
CLLV59 Off.Txand.RIR  Male 305 11023 166 3255 ND ND ND ND 64 667 127
CLLV60 Tx.naive Male <100 100 <100 <100 <100 <100 <100 137 >90 <20 <20
CLLVE1 On.Tx Male <100 4297 <100 <100 <100 <100 360 13105 >90 <20 <20
CLLV62 Tx.naive Male 13804 179944 3920 67311 ND ND ND ND 14.6 1205 585
CLLV63 Tx.naive Male 28720 >312500 6708 89175 ND ND ND ND 15.2 1297 227
CLLVe4 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV65 Tx.naive Male 1795 17017 867 16804 ND ND ND ND >90 96 <20
CLLV66 On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV67 Off. Tx.CR Male 8617 105371 2917 40868 ND ND ND ND 15.4 247 322
CLLVE8 Tx.naive Male 1000 14080 118 1516 <100 1254 1990 12730 >90 <20 <20
CLLV69 Tx.naive Male 36581 >312500 7678 107963 ND ND ND ND 4.2 611 772
CLLV70 On.Tx Female 1676 22342 <100 386 146 3190 2059 14683 >90 <20 <20
CLLVT1 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV72 Off. Tx.CR Male 4584 115885 1999 18279 ND ND ND ND 32.9 195 498
CLLV73 On.Tx Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV74 On.Tx Male 188 8745 230 767 <100 2989 121 4230 >90 <20 <20
CLLV75 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV76 Tx.naive Female 2733 34931 744 15249 ND ND ND ND 87.4 61 <20
CLLV77 On.Tx Female 2128 26777 454 16099 ND ND ND ND >90 65 80
CLLV78 Tx.naive Male 2903 44698 281 451 427 798 2254 25803 >90 <20 <20
CLLV79 Tx.naive Female 3929 62799 212 654 210 6027 2898 43683 >90 <20 <20
CLLV80 Off.Txand.R/R Female 62608 >312500 16113 >312500 ND ND ND ND 73 2255 2604
CLLv81 On.Tx Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLv82 Tx.naive Female 1509 18125 209 1313 ND ND ND ND >90 41 <20
CLLv83 Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLv84 Female 22404 >312500 5557 76049 ND ND ND ND 33.7 548 374
CLLV85 Female 1384 17623 263 6252 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV86 Female 1791 10231 <100 <100 396 9514 3186 54983 >90 <20 <20
CLLv87 Male <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLv88 Tx.naive Female 555 11537 169 1723 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLv89 Off. Tx.CR Male 1861 16261 284 5827 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV90 Tx.naive Male 10348 92902 2163 15895 ND ND ND ND 30.8 101 182
CLLV91 i Female 1371 16682 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 30 21
CLLV92 Female <100 <100 <100 <100 ND ND ND ND >90 <20 <20
CLLV93 Female 3695 70113 1864 18575 ND ND ND ND 51.7 139 161
CLLV94 Male 5006 94551 1176 15881 ND ND ND ND >90 134 290
CLLV95 Tx.naive Female 564 14560 219 2901 ND ND ND ND >90 27 29

Assay sensitivity cut-off values for Spike and RBD were >100; for the D614G and Delta neutralization assays >20; and >90% for RBD/ACE2 binding.

: ECs, half.

relapsed refractory.

| effective cor

IDso, half-

titers; ND, no data; Tx, treatment; CR, clinical remission, R/R,
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Table S3. Serologic responses and univariate analyses for SARS-CoV-2 vaccinated healthy controls and CLL patients by disease status, Related to Figure 1.

A B.
Quantitation of serologic resp for healthy control and CLL Univariate lysis of resg rates and titers by serologic gory and CLL di: status
" " Naive vs. Off Tx  Naive vs. Off Tx On Tx vs. Off Tx  Off Tx CR vs. Off
HC Total CLL Tx naive On Tx Off Tx CR  Off Tx and R/IR Naive vs. On Tx CR and RIR On Tx vs. Off Tx CR and RIR Tx and RIR
Spike n 30 95 45 34 9 7 Spike Fisher's P value <0.0001 >0.9999 0.0139 <0.0001 0.1807 0.0625
EP Responders 30 65 43 9 9 4 ECso QOdds ratio 59.72 0.000 16.13 0.000 0.27 +infinity
Response rate (%) 100 68.4 95.6 26.5 100 57.1 95% Cl 12.08 to 269.4 0.000 to 11.08 2.422 t0 100.5 0.000 to 0.1973 0.06102 to 1.207 1.339 to +infinity
ECs Median 15355 662 2733 <100 2740 305 Dunn's P value <0.0001 >0.9999 >0.9999 0.0001 0.3552 0.6165
IQR 27245 3595 5137.5 0 12885 4235 RBD Fisher's P value <0.0001 0.1832 0.0745 <0.0001 0.082 0.0192
95% Cl of median ECso Odds ratio 26.25 0.000 4.667 0.000 0.1778 +infinity
Lower confidence limit 9754 188 1000 <100 870 100 95% Cl 7.086 to 77.69 0.000 to 1.834 1.066 to 20.22 0.000 to 0.09316 0.02802 to 0.9590  1.377 to +infinity
Upper confidence limit 23979 1791 3800 <100 19885 62608 Dunn's P value <0.0001 0.6814 0.5688 <0.0001 >0.9999 0.0759
RBD n 30 95 45 34 9 7 D614G Fisher's P value <0.0001 0.244 0.4205 <0.0001 0.0121 0.1058
EP Responders 30 51 35 4 9 3 Neut IDsg Odds ratio 54.35 0.206 2.196 0.004 0.0404 10.67
Response rate (%) 100 53.7 77.8 11.8 100 42.9 95% CI 7.844 t0 572.7 0.01763 to 1.327  0.5279 t0 9.407  0.0003463 to 0.07701  0.003069 to 0.3710  0.7953 to 143.0
ECso Median 3530 118 263 <100 708 <100 Dunn's P value <0.0001 >0.9999 >0.9999 0.0009 0.1699 >0.9999
IQR 8376 608 1690 0 2863 66 Delta Fisher's P value <0.0001 0.2728 0.6983 <0.0001 0.014 0.3024
95% Cl of median Neut IDsg Odds ratio 35.43 0.327 1.524 0.009 0.04301 4.667
Lower confidence limit 2396 100 169 <100 247 <100 95% CI 5.150 to 376.3 0.06427 to 1.493  0.3707 to 6.544  0.0008165 to 0.1287  0.003261 to 0.3953  0.5081 to 31.88
Upper confidence limit 6343 212 1172 <100 3338 16113 Dunn's P value 0.0006 0.4768 >0.9999 0.0003 0.2077 >0.9999
D614G n 30 95 45 34 9 7 ACE2/RBD Fisher's P value <0.0001 0.0721 0.6872 <0.0001 0.0256 0.1262
Neut IDs, Responders 29 40 28 1 8 3 binding (%) Odds ratio +infinity 0.2088 1.827 0.000 0.000 8.75
Response rate (%) 96.7 421 62.2 29 88.9 42.9 95% Cl 5.855 to +infinity 0.04142t0 0.9710 0.3181 to 9.849 0.000 to 0.05514 0.000 to 0.4059 0.9391 to 61.89
Median 463.9 <20 30.0 <20 65.1 <20 Dunn's P value <0.0001 0.2507 >0.9999 <0.0001 >0.9999 0.0954
IQR 995.8 81.5 249 0 347.8 647.4 Dichotomous variables were calculated by Fisher's exact test. P values for differences in medians were calculated by Dunn's multiple comparisons
95% Cl of median test.
Lower confidence limit ~ 367.8 <20 <20 <20 21.8 <20
Upper confidence limit ~ 1046.0 21.8 139.5 <20 508.4 2255
Delta n 30 93 45 32 9 7
Neut IDg, Responders 28 35 24 1 7 3
Response rate (%) 93.3 37.6 53.3 31 77.8 429
Median 345.9 <20 20.5 <20 156.4 <20
IQR 7131 105 262.8 0 396.1 287.7
95% CI of median
Lower confidence limit ~ 170.7 <20 <20 <20 <20 <20
Upper confidence limit 651.2 <20 123.4 <20 497.8 2604
ACE2/RBD n 30 95 45 34 9 7
binding (%) Responders 30 28 19 0 7 2
Response rate (%) 100 29.5 42.2 0 77.8 28.6
Median 16 >90 >90 >90 58.7 >90
IQR 294 34.4 57.0 0 69.3 36.0
95% Cl of median
Lower confidence limit 55 >90 62.2 >90 15.4 7.3
Upper confidence limit 22.3 >90 >90 >90 >90 >90

Abbreviations: EP - endpoint; ECs, half-maximal effective concentration; IDs, half-maximal neutralizing
titers; Tx, treatment; CR, clinical remission, R/R, relapsed refractory.
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Table S4. Clinical determinants of serologic and neutralizing responses in CLL vaccinees, Related to Figures 1 & 4.

A. Categorical univariate analysis

B. Multivariate analysis

Clinical Variable Spike (EP) |RBD (EP) (NZE:TSW) De':g::;e“t AgiE,f,’ff,ZD Clinical Variable Spike (EP) D614G (Neut IDs,)
Age 265 yo NS NS NS NS NS Pvalue | OR 95% CI Pvalue [ OR 95% ClI
Gender NS NS NS NS NS Age 2 65 yo 0.26 0.42 | 0.079-1.9 0.87 1.1 0.29-4.5
Disease status <0.0001 | <0.0001 < 0.0001 < 0.0001 < 0.0001 Male sex 0.65 14 0.36-5.6 0.69 1.3 0.37-4.4
Rai stage II-1V (no) NS 0.038 0.034 NS NS Rai stage II-1IV 0.63 1.8 0.14-18 0.24 3.5 0.46-56
IGHV mutation status (MT) 0.031 0.013 NS NS NS Unmutated IGHV 0.94 0.93 0.11-6 0.83 1.2 0.28-5.1
CD38 >20% NS NS NS NS NS On therapy 0.0028 62 3.6-3500 0.041 40 1.2-2500
FISH cytogenetics NS NS NS NS NS Off therapy and R/R 0.038 7.7 1.1-64 0.6 1.7 0.25-13
B2-microglobulin < 2.4 0.0015 0.023 < 0.0001 0.0094 0.013 Off therapy CR 0.54 3.7 | 0.018-250 0.81 0.71 | 0.034-17
Prior therapy (no) <0.0001 | <0.0001 | <0.0001 0.0030 0.013 ALC > 5,000, (10%L) 0.3 3.8 0.37-130 0.13 5.2 | 0.65-110
Anti CD20 = 12 months 0.0082 0.0011 0.0030 0.0075 0.018 IVIg prophylaxis therapy 0.018 5.2 1.3-29 0.052 4.4 0.99-25
BTK inhibitor therapy NS NS NS NS NS Pfizer vaccination 0.59 1.4 0.39-5.9 0.0056 | 5.8 1.6-27
ALC < 5,000, (10%L) 0.047 0.014 NS NS NS 2 months from vaccination 0.3 23 0.49-12 0.9 1.1 0.24-5
IVIg prophylaxis (no) 0.0011 0.019 0.010 0.052 NS >3 months from vaccination 0.51 0.59 0.11-2.8 0.91 1.1 0.25-5
19G = 650 mg/dL 0.010 0.0027 NS NS NS Firth logistic regression was used to examine the association of serological responses with
IgM = 40 mg/dL NS NS NS NS NS clinical variables.
IgA = 60 mg/dL NS 0.035 NS NS NS Abbreviations: R/R, relapsed refractory; CR, clinical remission.
Pfizer or Moderna vaccine NS NS NS NS NS
Months from vaccination NS 0.046 NS NS NS

Comparisons between variables were calculated by Fisher's exact test.

Assay sensitivity cut-off values for Spike and RBD were >100; for the D614G and Delta
neutralization assays >20; and >90% for RBD/ACE2 binding.

Correlates with significant p values are highlighted green.

Note disease status and months from vaccination encompass multiple catagories.

Abbreviations: EP, endpoint titer; Neut ID50, half-maximal neutralizing titer; NS, not significant;
IGHV, immunoglobulin heavy chain variable region gene; MT, mutated; FISH, fluorescence in
situ hybridization; BTK, Bruton's tyrosine kinase; ALC, absolute lymphocyte count; 1VIg,
intravenous immunoglobulin; Pfizer-BioNTech, BNT162b2; Moderna, mRNA-2173.



https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.12.19.22283645
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Table S5. Subset S pep AM responses, and effector functions in healthy control and CLL donor T cells, Related to Figures 2, 5, S1 & S2.
A B. c. D.
ot CDA4T cell frequencies. CD8 T cell frequen N-specific T cell subset S-specific T cell subset AIM responses. S-specific T cell subset effector functions of healthy control and CLL vaccinees
® tatws | Gondor |_cells | Total Naive and memory subsets Total Naive and memory subsets M responders AlMresponders Response. ICS T cell responder CD4 T colls 'CDB T colls
(TomQ1:  (naive)Q2: (Terma)Q3:  (Tem)Qd: (Tem)Q1:  (naive)2:  (Terma)Q3: (Tem)Qd:
CD1o- [ CD3+ | CDASRA- CDASRA+, CD4SRA+, CDASRA- | CD3+ | CD45RA-, CDASRA+, CDASRA¥, CDASRA- suM Positive | SUM Positive | SUM
CD3+ | CDa+ | GOR7+  CCR7+  CCR7-  GGR7- | CD8*| GCR7+  CCR7+  CCR7- CCR7- D |cpsletm|cos| m D co4 cth | cps | (s ) | coa | cth | cos D coa | cps | ) | () | iEny | ™NFa | 12 | G | Perforin| ers | iENy | TNFa | 12 | GzB | Perforin| prs

1] Hez Fealthy | Female | 80.7 | 802 309 498 24 169 | 7.1 10 270 38 28 Hez [ 0] 0] 0] 0 He2 1 1 1 1 3 | 05 | 213 | 028 He2 1 1 1 2 | 0.021 | 0.064 | 0.070 | 0.000 | 0.002 | 0.241 | 0.35 | 0.016 | 0.073 | 0.122 | 0.170 | 0.197
2| Hes Healthy vae | 741 | 701 249 365 6.16 325 | 103 8 30.1 215 404 Hes | o 0| 0| o HCs 1 0 0 1 1| 006 | 000 | o009 Hes 1 0 1 1 | 0031 | 0.065 | 0.069 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0233 | 0.080 [ 0.020 | 0.035 [ 0.019 | 0.000 | 0.157
3| Hes Healthy e | 778 [ 772 257 372 660 304 | 163 | 295 1.85 74 211 Hes | o] 0| 0| o HCs 1 1 1 1 3 | oss | 281 | 020 Hes 1 1 1 2 | 0007 | 0017 [ 0.119 | 0.001 [ 0.003 | 0.241 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.165 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.121
4| Heo Healthy | Female [ 821 | 913 366 466 296 138 | 402 | sa7 17.8 485 252 Hes | o 0| 0| o HCo 1 0 0 1 1| oos | 061 | o000 HCo 1 0 1 1 | 0oto | 0063 | 0021 | 0.002 | 0.002 | 0.176 | 0.090 | 0.000 | 0.000 [ 0.020 | 0.000 | 0.161
5| HC11 Healthy ale | 856 [ 7.7 231 609 233 136 | 769 | 901 234 215 46 et | ol o o o HC1 1 1 0 1 2 | o031 | 274 | 000 HC11 1 1 1 2 | 0019 | 0031 | 0032 [ 0.000 | 0.003 | 0.239 | 0230 | 0.119 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.036 | 0.182
6| HC13 | Healthy ale | 409 [ o290 304 365 404 201 | a3 | 32 14.8 566 254 Hets | o | o | of o HC13 0 0 0 0 o | o000 | o059 | 000 HC13

7| HCta | Heaty | Female | 803 [ 802 7.7 44.4 456 334 | 138 | 500 202 329 a8 Hets | ol o o o HC14 1 1 0 1 2 | 028 | 213 | 015 Hc1# | np | no | np | N | nD | No [ N0 | no | nD | w0 [ N0 | N | mD | ND [ N | N
8| He1s | Heahy | Female | 869 | 29 271 53.1 26 172 | 331 185 a7 668 271 Hets | o | o | o o HC15 1 1 1 1 3 | os0 | 435 | oo7 HC15 1 1 1 2 | 0011 | 0,050 | 0.101 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0272 | 0.140 | 0.036 | 0.123 | 0.005 | 0.013 | 0.234
o| Hete | Heahy | Female | 001 | 815 282 339 5.04 329 | 134 185 393 122 30 Hete | o | o | o o HC16 1 1 1 1 3 | 144 | 131 | 044 HC16 1 1 1 2 | 0015 | 0,086 | 0.120 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.250 | 0.156 | 0.087 | 0.123 | 0.004 | 0013 | 0.283
10 HC17 | Heathy | Female [ o0 [ 762 267 368 6.08 304 | 183 | 733 221 383 22 Herz | ol of o o HC17 1 1 1 1 3 | 046 | 057 | 020 HC17 1 1 1 2 | 009 | 0.162 | 0.090 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0237 | 0202 | 0.085 | 0.000 | 0.010 | 0.024 | 0.264
11| HCts | Healthy Male | 802 | 86 223 232 107 438 | 747 | 9se 26.1 189 45.1 Hes | ol o o o HC18 1 0 1 1 2 | o040 | 018 | 020 HC18 1 1 1 2 | 0102 | 0210 | 0190 [ 0.000 | 0.006 | 0.274 | 0.182 | 0.072 | 0.000 | 0.029 | 0.020 | 0.244
12| HC20 | Healthy Male | 767 | 821 277 3838 55 28 84 6.26 45.2 217 269 He2o | o | o | o o HC20 1 1 0 1 2 | 024 | 013 | 003 HC20 1 1 1 2 | 0263 | 0,032 | 0295 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0:342 | 0295 [ 0.000 | 0.381 | 0.003 | 0.008 | 0.242
13| HC21 Healthy Male | 765 | 77.4 268 416 82 234 | 727 138 319 9.45 449 Hezt | ol o o o He21 1 1 1 1 3 | 022 | 034 | os1 He21 1 1 1 2 | 0147 | 0.164 | 0.136 [ 0.000 | 0.001 | 0.308 | 0273 | 0.019 | 0.000 | 0.053 | 0.113 | 0.262
14| HC22 | Healthy Male | 803 | 5.1 235 465 667 233 | 197 | a6 287 146 240 wezz | ol o o o HC22 1 1 1 1 3 | 026 | 043 | o047 HC22 1 1 1 2 | 0.065 | 0.069 | 0.054 | 0.000 | 0.002 | 0.329 | 0.148 [ 0.030 | 0.061 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.187
15| HC23 | Healthy | Female [ 894 [ 723 254 398 7.94 268 | 212 | 966 272 17.9 453 Hezs | o | o | 1| 1 HC23 1 1 1 1 3 | 18 | 301 | o019 HC23
16| HC24 | Healthy Male | 787 | 668 304 506 236 166 | 228 | 769 53 4.56 347 He2e | o | o | o o HC24 1 1 0 1 2 | o3 | 054 | 011 HC24 1 1 1 2 | 0064 | 0.068 | 0079 [ 0.001 | 0.002 | 0360 | 0.069 [ 0.016 | 0.115 | 0.008 | 0.008 | 0242
17| He2s | Healthy Male | 804 | 53.1 223 247 542 a5 | 167 | 719 128 925 708 Hezs | o | o | o o HC25 1 1 0 1 2 | o8t | o0 | 009 HC25 1 1 1 2 | 0025 | 0.063 | 0.037 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.180 | 0116 | 0.007 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.233
18| Hez | Healthy vale | 609 | 825 10.7 424 .66 82 | 440 | 669 459 542 a2 Heze' | nD | ND | ND | ND HC26 1 1 0 1 2 | os2 | 138 | 000 neze' | N | nD | ND | N | nD | ND [ N0 | N0 | mD | nD [ N0 | N0 | mD | ND [ ND | ND
19| HC2s | Healthy mae | 791 [ 729 232 429 394 30 183 104 377 516 343 Hezs | o | 0| o[ o He2s o 1 0 1 1| 010 | 164 | 030 He28 1 1 1 2 | 0.000 | 0.006 | 0.138 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.172 [ 0.090 | 0.030 | 0.174 | 0.046 | 0.050 | 0.177
20| HC30 | Healthy male | 76 | 863 206 46.4 38 202 | 562 .7 107 363 59 He3o' | ND | ND | ND | ND HC30 0 1 1 1 2 | 028 | o078 | 014 Heao' | np | nD | nD | N | nD | ND [ No | N | nD | ND [ No | N | ND | ND [ N | ND
21|_Heat Healthy male | 846 | 406 172 267 112 440 | 865 | 995 184 326 39 Hear' | no | np | wo | np HC31 0 0 0 0 o | 014 041 | 001 HC31

1 [ eLva OnTx Mae | 811 | 614 104 505 154 257 | 116 799 555 725 17 CLvi [0 ] 0] 0] 0 LV 1 T T T 3 | 0135 | 2040 | 0401 oVt | 1 1 1 2 [ 0.000 | 0.021 | 0462 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.216 | 0.124 | 0.237 | 0.097 | 0.006 | 0.009 | 0.303
2| clvz | Txnaive mae | 7.79 | 21 454 262 15 27 114 139 21 359 20.1 civz [ o o 0| o cLLv2 o 0 0 0 o | 0000 | 0000 | 0.000 cLLv2

3| cLLve | OnTx | Female | 466 | 753 375 16 159 306 | 012 11.1 10.7 375 407 clve | o | o 0| o CLLV6 ) 0 0 0 o | 0010 | 0000 | 0.000 cLLV6

4| clLviz|  Txnaive e | 132 [ 677 377 183 432 307 | 281 288 157 392 564 civiz | o | o | o | o cLLvi2 1 0 0 1 1| 0360 | 003 | 002 | | civiz [ o 0 ) o | 0.000| 0040 | 0.041 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.132 [ 0.015 | 0.002 | 0.034 | 0.028 | 0.013 | 0.071
5| cLLvz1| Txnaive male | 336 | 685 19.1 255 154 a4 | 163 | 282 272 594 353 civar | o | o | o o cLLv21 o 0 0 0 o | 0000 | 0000 | 0000 | | crivar

6| CLLV23| Txnaive | Female | 991 | 856 404 329 248 23 | ot 16.1 1.4 269 456 civzs | o | o | o o cLLv23 o 0 0 0 o | 0030 | 0000 | 060 | | crivas

7| cLLvzr| Txnaive | Female | 151 | 681 16.2 509 762 253 | 282 | 208 1.7 665 19.7 civzr | o | o | o o cLLv27 o 0 0 0 o | 0015 | 0000 | 0008 | | criver

8| CLLV30| Txnaive e | 212 [ a8 196 443 7.8 29 837 126 106 326 556 civao | o | o | o | o CLLV30 o 0 0 0 o | 0000 | 0000 | 0000 | | crivso

9| CLLV31 | OfiTxand RR| Female | 7.78 | 452 19.7 33 400 728 | 448 29 1.45 522 434 civat | o | o | o o cLLvs1 o 0 0 0 o | 0000 | 0000 | 0000 | | crivst

10| CLLV33 |  Txnaive e | 379 | 424 387 317 667 23 378 191 06 7 265 civas | o | o | o o CLLV33 o 0 0 0 o | 0021 | 0000 | 0051 cLLv33

11| CLLV34|  Txnaive | Female | 195 | 76.1 307 589 8.08 553 | 111 135 181 267 579 civas | 1| o | o | 1 CLLV34 o 0 0 0 o | 0000 | 0000 | 00s0 | | crivas

12| CLLV35| OfiTxCR | Female | 427 [ 72 193 485 505 272 | 203 | 516 45 2.3 375 cvss | o | o | o o CLLV35 o 0 0 0 o | 0031 | 0000 | 00se| | crivss

13| CLLV36 nave | Female [ 33 | 635 516 215 4.0 28 | 183 | 213 10.7 581 562 civss | o | o | o o CLLV36 o 0 0 0 o | 0000 | 0000 | 0500 | | crivae

14| CLLV40 | Ofi Txand RR| Female | 088 | 518 208 145 11 537 | 388 | 629 1 2 707 civao | o | o | o | o CLLV40 o 0 0 0 o | 0000 | 0000 | 010 | | crivao

15| CLLV47 | OfiTxCR | Female | 553 | 743 213 952 027 500 | 212 18 68 16 592 civar | o | o | o | o CLLV47 o 0 0 0 o | 0000 | o140 | 0038 | | crivar

16| CLLV48 | Txnaive | Female | 16 | 755 14.9 542 7.8 23 215 | 204 233 10 856 civas | o | o | o o CLLv4s ) 0 0 0 o | ooet | 0sso | 0000 | | crivas

17| CLLV49 | Ofi TxandRR| Male | 245 | 645 419 333 388 508 | 256 19 108 254 546 civas | 1| o | o | 1 CLLv49 1 0 0 1 1| 050 [ 1230 | o180 [ | crivas

18| CLLVSO| ~ OnTx | Female | 636 | 545 17.2 155 6.11 612 | 378 38 346 2838 639 civso | o | o | o o CLLVS0 [} 0 0 0 o | 0000 | 0000 | 0000 | | crivso

19| CLLVS1 nTx ale | 801 | 881 129 331 179 362 | 585 | 504 253 271 425 cvst | o | o | o o CLLVS1 o 0 0 0 o | o038 | 020 | 0000 | | crivst

20| CLLVS4 | Oft TxandRR | Female | 4.04 | 761 19.1 701 251 833 62 861 2 265 39 cuvss | o | o | o o CLLVS4 ) 0 0 0 o | 0065 | 0000 | 0000 | | crivse

21 CLLVSS | Txnaive e | 378 [ 343 308 145 8.49 462 42 1.7 7.08 823 729 cuvss | o | o | o | o CLLVSS 1 1 0 1 2 | oss4 | 2600 [ 0070 [ | ciivss [ o 1 1 1| 0430 | 1.300 | 0400 [ 0.000 | 0.031 | 0.476 | 0.570 [ 0.440 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.046 | 0.198
22| CLLVS7| Txnave | Female [ 164 | 54 401 49 231 156 | 326 195 822 18.6 537 civsz | o | o | o o CLLVS7 [} 0 0 0 o | 0035 | 0240 [ 0000 | | crivsz

23| CLLVSB| Txnave | Female [ 890 | 75 227 469 105 108 | 151 8.42 532 306 7.81 cuvss | o | o | o o CLLVSS 1 1 1 1 3 | 0349 | 2170 | 03s2 | | ciivss [ o 0 ) o | 0.000| 0110 | 0.064 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.052 [ 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000
24| CLLVS9 | Off TxandRR| Male | 234 | 881 207 393 378 271 | 787 1.8 244 122 516 cvse | 1| o | o | 1 CLLVS9 1 0 0 1 1| oos2 | 0830 | 0os3| | cLivse

25| CLLV6O |  Txnaive male | 209 [ 514 29 16.1 657 a4 | 201 51 318 27 647 cveo | o | o | o | o CLLV6D o 0 0 0 o | 0000 | 0000 | 0050 | | criveo

26| CLLV61 nTx male | 48 | a5 206 217 135 82 | 147 14.6 821 14.9 623 cvet | o | o | o | o CLLV61 o 0 0 0 o | 0039 | 0110 | 0000 | | criver

27| CLLVe2 |  Txnaive mae | 124 | 796 21 333 063 36 125 1.6 541 366 463 civez | o | o | o o CLLV62 ) 0 0 0 o | 0430 | 0000 | 0042 | | crivez

28| CLLV64|  OnTx mae | 722 [ a7 268 33 48 354 | s21 54 673 12.8 75 cves | o | o | o o CLLV64 1 0 0 1 1| 0140 | 0000 | 0033 | | cLives [ o 0 ) o | 0.000 | 0033 | 0.000 | 0.050 | 0.150 | 0.000 [ 0.000 | 0.470 | 0.000 | 0.040 | 0.030 | 0.001
20| CLLV6S |  Txnaive male | 004 | ss2 216 573 285 18.3 X 485 767 495 379 ciives | o | o | o | o CLLV65 o 0 0 0 o | 0006 | 0060 [ 0.000 | | crives

30| CLLV69 |  Txnaive e | 334 [ 776 252 539 353 174 | 149 124 145 198 533 clves | o | o | o | o CLLV6Y 1 1 0 1 2 | 0720 [ 2240 | 0060 | | cuves* [ no | N | no [ no [ no | nD | No [ No | N0 | ND | ND [ ND [ ND | ND | ND | ND
31| civio|  onTx | Female [ 148 | 71 108 803 24 645 | 247 192 232 a7 332 civio | o | o | o | o cLLvio 0 0 0 0 o | 0040 | 2820 | 0000 | | cLivro

32| cLLvzs|  OnTx male | 532 | 480 14.6 136 10 617 | 421 654 1.68 14 78 clvis | o | o | o | o cLLVT5 ) 0 1 1 1 | 0o06e | 0.130 | 0oss | | clvrs| no | o | N [ N0 | N | ND [ ND | ND [ ND | N0 [ ND | No [ ND | ND | ND | ND
33| CLLV78|  Txnaive male | 113 [ s02 244 272 513 433 | 148 | 236 7.13 38.1 524 civis | o | o | o | o cLLV78 1 1 0 1 2 | 0456 | 1960 [ 0106 | | cuvze' [ no | N | ~o [ No [ N0 | nD | ND [ No | N0 | ND | ND [ ND [ ND | ND | ND | ND
34| CLLV8O | Off TxandRR | Female | 444 | 564 334 159 359 a1 | 399 | 584 107 206 724 civeo | o | o | o | o cLLv8o 0 0 0 0 o | 0030 | 000 | 0009 | | cLiveo

35| cLLve4| Txnave | Female [ 144 [ 619 368 169 555 408 | 317 | 82 379 269 611 civas | o | o | o | o CLLV84 1 1 0 1 2 | 0139 | 039 | 0000 [ | ciives [ o 1 1 1| 0002 | 0048 | 0.000 | 0.002 | 0.000 | 0.166 [ 0.047 | 0.004 | 0.000 | 0010 [ 0013 | 0.182
36| CLLV86 | Txnave | Female | 347 | 66 322 418 205 2 277 151 14 362 346 cives | 0l 0| o] o cLLvss 0 0 1 1 1 ool om0 o173 | | crives | 1 1 1 2 | 0019] 0120 | 0.050 | 0000 | 0.000 | 0.167 | 0.046 | 0.020 | 0.044 | 0.021 | 0.008 | 0.204

Values shown for T cell subpopulations indicate frequencies (%) as determined by flow cytometry analysis.

Abbreviations: Tx, treatment; CR, clinical remission, RIR, relapsed refractory.

“Material was not available to run the

assay on these samples.

Values of "1" indicate the presence and

*0" the absence of a response.

Abbreviations: N, nucleocapsid; ND, no
data.

Values of 1" indicate the presence and "0" the absence of a response.

Values shown for T cell subpopulation responses indicate frequencies (%) as determined by flow

cytometry analysis.
Abbreviation: S, spike.

“Material was not available to run the assay on these samples.

Values of

indicate the presence and

" the absence of a response. For values left blank data are not applicable.

Values shown for T cell subpopulation responses indicate frequencies (%) as determined by flow cytometry analysis.

Abbreviations: ICS, intracellular cytokine staining; PFS, polyfunctionality score calculated by COMPASS; ND, no data.
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