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ABSTRACT

Objectives: 1. To plot the trajectory of humoral and cellular immune responses to the primary (two-
dose) COVID-19 mRNA series and the third/booster dose in B-cell-depleted multiple sclerosis (MS)
patients up to 2 years post-vaccination; 2. to identify predictors of immune responses to vaccination;
and 3. to assess the impact of intercurrent COVID-19 infections on SARS CoV-2-specific immunity.
Methods: 60 Ocrelizumab-treated MS patients were enrolled from NYU (New York) and University of
Colorado (Anschutz) MS Centers. Samples were collected pre-vaccination, and then 4, 12, 24, and 48
weeks post-primary series, and 4, 12, 24, and 48 weeks post-booster. Binding anti-Spike antibody
responses were assessed with multiplex bead-based immunoassay (MBI) and electrochemiluminescence
(Elecsys®, Roche Diagnostics), and neutralizing antibody responses with live-virus immunofluorescence-
based microneutralization assay. Spike-specific cellular responses were assessed with IFNy/IL-2 ELISpot
(Invitrogen) and, in a subset, by sequencing complementary determining regions (CDR)-3 within T-cell
receptors (Adaptive Biotechnologies). A linear mixed effect model was used to compare antibody and

cytokine levels across time points. Multivariate analyses identified predictors of immune responses.

Results: The primary vaccination induced an 11-208-fold increase in binding and neutralizing antibody
levels and a 3-4-fold increase in IFNY/IL-2 responses, followed by a modest decline in antibody but not
cytokine responses. Booster dose induced a further 3-5-fold increase in binding antibodies and 4-5-fold
increase in IFNY/IL-2, which were maintained for up to 1 year. Infections had a variable impact on

immunity.

Interpretation: Humoral and cellular benefits of COVID-19 vaccination in B-cell-depleted MS patients

were sustained for up to 2 years when booster doses were administered.
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INTRODUCTION

SARS CoV-2-specific immunity, which develops as a result of viral exposures and vaccinations, lowers the
risk and severity of subsequent COVID-19 infections.”” However, immunocompromised individuals who
have only a partial immune response to exogenous antigens are not fully immunoprotected after the
relevant antigenic exposures.’ Thus, multiple sclerosis (MS) patients whose humoral immunity has been
depressed with therapeutic B-cell depletion have a higher incidence of COVID-19 infections*” and
COVID-19-related hospitalizations® after they have been vaccinated compared to non-B-cell-depleted,
vaccinated MS patients.’ At the same time, B-cell-depleted patients do benefit from vaccinations, as
evidenced by their many-fold lower COVID-19 hospitalization rates following vaccination relative to the

pre-vaccination epoch.'®*

To better understand the magnitude and durability of COVID-19 vaccine-induced immunity in
patients treated with ocrelizumab, a B-cell depleting monoclonal therapy, we designed a prospective
study—VIOLA (‘Vaccine-generated Immunity in Ocrelizumab-treated Patients: Longitudinal
Assessments’, NCT04843774). The study assessed humoral and cellular immune responses to the
primary (two-dose) COVID-19 mRNA vaccine series and to the third (booster) dose at multiple pre-

specified time points up to 2 years from the initial vaccination.

The study period coincided with the emergence of the highly contagious Omicron variant, providing
us with a unique opportunity to explore the impact of COVID-19 infections on SARS-CoV-2-specific

immunity in vaccinated, ocrelizumab-treated patients.

METHODS

Inclusion and exclusion criteria
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The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of the NYU Grossman School of Medicine
(New York). VIOLA was a prospective, two-center study of immunity against SARS-CoV-2 in MS patients
receiving ocrelizumab (OCR) at the time of COVID-19 vaccination. All patients received neurologic care
at the NYU MS Comprehensive Care Center in New York City (NYU) or the Rocky Mountain MS Center at
the University of Colorado Anschutz Medical Center (UC-AMC). OCR infusions and COVID-19 vaccination

were administered per standard of care.

The inclusion criteria were: clinician-diagnosed MS by the revised criteria;'* age 18 - 65 years; intent
to undergo vaccination with mRNA COVID-19 vaccines (Pfizer-BioNTech/Comirnaty or
Moderna/Spikevax) while on OCR; Expanded Disability Status Scale (EDSS) score <6.5; ability to provide
written informed consent. Patients with prior COVID-19 were eligible. Baseline ‘SARS-CoV-2-infected’
status was determined based on a documented positive SARS CoV-2 polymerase chain reaction (PCR) or

elevated anti-Spike antibody titer pre-vaccination, as previously described.™

The exclusion criteria were: prior vaccination for COVID-19; pregnancy, or planned pregnancy;
breastfeeding; MS relapse within 3 months of study entry; known active infection; infection requiring
hospitalization within 4 weeks of study entry; history of cancer, excluding localized skin cancers;
immunodeficiency; concomitant disease requiring systemic corticosteroids or immunosuppressants;
organ failure; active psychotic iliness; active alcohol or drug abuse; immunosuppressives other than
OCR; intravenous immunoglobulin or plasmapheresis within 3 months of study entry; prior
alemtuzumab, cyclophosphamide, mitoxantrone, azathioprine, mycophenolate mofetil, cyclosporine,
methotrexate, total body irradiation, or bone marrow transplantation; treatment with non-OCR anti-
CD20 depleting agent within 6 months; severe hypogammaglobulinemia (IgG serum level was <300

mg/dL), lymphopenia (<750/mm?®), or neutropenia (<1000/mm?).

VIOLA visit schedule
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All participants provided a blood sample within 26 weeks of the first vaccine dose and then 4 (+/- 7
days), 12 (+/- 14 days), 24 and 48 (+/- 28 days) weeks following the second vaccine dose. After VIOLA
began, the CDC issued an advisory encouraging ‘booster’ (third dose) vaccination for
immunocompromised individuals,** and this recommendation was relayed to all VIOLA participants.
Participants who opted for the booster dose (the ‘booster arm’) were invited to submit blood samples 4,
12, 24 and 48 weeks post-booster (with the same allowed time windows for sampling as above). Thus,
participants were followed for up to 1 year after primary vaccination if they opted for no booster and up

to 2 years if they opted for a booster.

At each study visit, a trained research coordinator interviewed patients using a structured
instrument that elicited COVID-19 symptom history (per CDC clinical case definition) and information on
any SARS-CoV-2 PCR and Antibody results/dates; COVID-19 treatments such as poly/monoclonal
therapies; COVID-19-related and unrelated hospitalizations; MS relapses; adverse events related to OCR;
new medications, procedures, and medical diagnoses. Electronic medical records were reviewed at each
visit for relevant medical information. Study data were collected and managed using REDCap electronic

data capture tool (https://www.project-redcap.org/) hosted at NYU Langone.
Assessment of antibody responses to SARS CoV-2 vaccination and infection

Patients' serologic responses to Spike protein were assessed by three different assays as previously
described."® Patients were tested at each time point for binding anti-Spike (Wuhan-strain) antibody
levels using an Electrochemiluminescence immunoassay (Elecsys® platform, Roche Diagnostics GmbH,
Mannheim, Germany) and a validated NYU proprietary custom Multi-epitope Bead-based Immunoassay
(MBI)." Live virus neutralization antibody activity (nAbs) against both Wuhan and Omicron SARS-CoV-2
strains were assessed using an immunofluorescence-based assay'® at baseline and 4-week post-primary

vaccine and post-booster samples in all patients, and a subset of samples for the later time points.
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Samples collected after mono-/polyclonal antibody therapy for COVID-19 were excluded from antibody

analyses.

Although VIOLA did not enroll healthy controls, samples collected 4 weeks after primary vaccination
from 9 healthy, uninfected individuals were procured from the NYU Vaccine Center. The antibody levels

in these subjects were measured using MBI and Wuhan/Omicron nAbs assays for reference.
Assessment of cellular responses to COVID-19 vaccination and infection

T-cell responses to SARS-CoV-2 Spike protein were assessed in all patients and all time points with
interferon-gamma (IFNY) and IL-2 ELISpot (Invitrogen)."> IFNy and IL-2 ELISpot values were calculated as
spot-forming units (SFU) per 1 million cells. Additionally, for a subset of patients with available samples
before and after booster or Omicron infection, antigen-specific T-cell immunity was assessed using
Adaptive Immunosequencing T-MAP COVID (Adaptive Biotechnologies, Seattle, WA). This technology
involves sequencing of the complementary determining regions (CDR)-3 within T-cell receptors (TCRs).

T-cell responses specific to SARS CoV-2 were quantitated with COVID v3 classifier score.*”*®

Statistical analyses

Descriptive summaries of the results from the immunoassays were reported for continuous and
categorical variables. Results that have heavily skewed distributions were normalized by log
transformation. For continuous variables, mean, standard deviation (SD), median, and range were
reported. For categorical variables, counts and percentages of patients with positive results were
summarized. Correlation analyses were performed using Spearman correlation. Since the number of
samples from each participant varied, a linear mixed effect model was used to compare antibody and
cytokine levels between time points, where the comparison of 1% and 3™ time points was adjusted for

time from vaccination to blood collection. We also carried out multivariate analyses to identify
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predictors of antibody and cellular responses 4 weeks after the primary vaccine series and 4 weeks after

booster. The predictor variables are listed in the Results section.

For samples with immunosequencing data, peripheral T-cell repertoires were classified as ‘positive’
or ‘negative’ for detection of covid-specific T-cells using Adaptive’s COVID v3 classifier as described.*’*®
In addition, the classifier reports a quantitative score that measures the magnitude of T-cell responses

as a distance from pre-pandemic control populations. All statistical analyses of COVID v3 scores used

nonparametric tests, including paired Wilcoxon signed rank and Spearman correlations.

RESULTS

Demographic and clinical characteristics of the VIOLA cohort

The cohort comprised 60 MS patients, 39 from NYU and 21 from the University of Colorado Anschutz
Medical Center (CU-AMC). On average, each patient contributed samples at 6 time points (range: 2 — 8
samples per patient). The flowchart of VIOLA in Figure 1 specifies the number of participants
contributing blood samples at each time point. The enrollment period extended from January 2021 to

November 2021. The last sample was collected in April 2023.

Table 1 presents the demographic and clinical characteristics of the VIOLA cohort, as well as of NYU
and CU-AMC subgroups. NYU and CU-AMC patients were similar with regard to all the demographic and
clinical characteristics, except that more participants identified as non-White at NYU (76.9%) compared
to CU-AMC (14.3%, p<0.001), a reflection of the different race/ethnic compositions of Centers’
catchment areas. 33 participants (55% of the VIOLA cohort) opted for booster during the study period.
Demographic and clinical features of patients who received the booster were similar to those who did

not (Table S1).
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COVID-19 infections among VIOLA participants

At the pre-vaccination baseline, 27 participants (45%) were classified as ‘previously SARS-CoV-2 infected’
based on positive PCR or elevated Spike antibodies (as defined in 19, Following vaccination, 36 patients
(60%) experienced PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infections during the study period; two participants were
infected twice with SARS-CoV-2. Half of the infections occurred after the second dose but before the
booster (mean [SD] of 18.8 [11.9] weeks, range: 2.6 — 48.4 weeks, after the second dose), and half of the
infections occurred after the booster (mean [SD] of 18.6 [12.7] weeks, range 1.0 - 47.3 weeks). Of the
SARS-CoV-2 infections during the study period, 86% occurred within 3 months of the emergence of the
Omicron variant (December 2021-March 2022). Figure 2 provides timelines on OCR infusions,

vaccinations, and infections for each participant, with the first dose of the vaccine as ‘time zero’.

Twelve patients infected during the study received mono/polyclonal anti-Spike antibody
infusions/injections and were excluded from subsequent antibody analyses. Eight participants received
COVID-19-specific antivirals. Three participants were hospitalized for COVID-19 during the study. One
hospitalized patient underwent bronchoscopy, and another a lung biopsy, revealing SARS-CoV-2 virus in
the lung parenchyma. No participant was intubated, admitted to the intensive care unit (ICU), suffered

from stroke, heart attack, kidney failure, or died.

The trajectory of anti-Spike binding antibody levels following primary vaccination

Primary vaccination induced an 11.1-fold increase in anti-Spike binding antibody levels as measured by
MBI (p<0.001) (Figure 3A1) and a 207.5-fold increase by Elecsys (p<0.001) (Figure 3B1) at the 4-week
time point. The antibody increases were significant in the subset of the previously SARS-CoV-2-infected
as well as among the non-infected participants. The mixed effect model of antibody levels over 12
months following primary vaccination yielded a modest but significant decay (p=0.025 for MBI and

p<0.001 for Elecsys). Despite the decay, the antibody levels remained significantly elevated relative to
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the pre-vaccine baseline for all time points up to 48 weeks (p<0.001 for all time points by MBI and

p<0.05 for all time points by Elecsys).

For patients who experienced PCR-confirmed SARS-CoV-2 infection between the second dose and
booster and did not receive poly/monoclonal therapy for COVID-19, we calculated the change in anti-
Spike antibody levels in the last available pre-infection sample and the first available post-infection
sample. No significant change in binding antibody levels was observed with either MBI (p=0.377) or
Elecsys (p=0.846) in the 14 infected patients (mean time from infection to post-infection sample

collection: 8.5 weeks, range 2 - 17 weeks).

Anti-SARS CoV-2 neutralizing antibody responses following primary vaccination

Neutralizing antibodies (nAbs) to the Wuhan ancestral SARS-CoV-2 strain were tested at baseline and 4
weeks post-vaccination in all but one patient and a subset of patients at other time points (Figure 3C1).
Primary COVID-19 vaccine series induced a 15.7-fold increase in Wuhan nAbs (p<0.001). The increase
was observed among the previously infected subset as well as non-infected participants. Among the 8
patients for whom Wuhan nAbs were measured at week 48 post-vaccination as well as week 4, the

antibody levels declined significantly between these two time points (p=0.029).

The highly infectious Omicron variant of SARS CoV-2 was first reported in the US on December 1,
2021, and, within weeks, it accounted for nearly all COVID-19 infections in the community
(https://gisaid.org/hcov19-variants/). The first-generation mRNA vaccine was not designed for Omicron

and offered reduced protection against this variant,>**

which may explain why no post-vaccination
increase in Omicron nAbs was observed in VIOLA (p=0.41; Figure 3D1). The correlation coefficients
between Omicron nAbs and binding antibody levels were 0.31, p=0.013 for MBI and 0.47, p<0.001 for

Omicron, which was numerically lower than between Wuhan nAbs and binding antibody levels (0.6,

p<0.001 for MBI and 0.81 p<0.001 for Elecsys). Of the 8 patients with available samples at week 48, five
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of whom were infected with Omicron, nAbs to Omicron were 12-fold higher at week 48 relative to week

4, but this difference was not significant (p=0.114) (Figure 3D1).

Predictors of antibody responses 4 weeks after primary vaccination

The multivariate model of antibody responses included sex, age, BMI, duration of OCR therapy, OCR
infusion-to-vaccination time, pre-vaccine COVID-19 infection status, vaccine type, Center (NYU vs. CU-
AMC) and race/ethnicity (white v. non-white). Non-White race/ethnicity predicted higher binding
antibody responses on both assays (p<0.001 for MBI and Elecsys), while longer duration on OCR
predicted lower antibody responses by MBI (p=0.007), Wuhan (p=0.026), and Omicron (p=0.036) nAbs,
but not by Elecsys. Prior infection predicted less antibody increase by MBI (p=0.046) but not by the

other assays.

Nearly all VIOLA participants were vaccinated within 6 months of infusion (mean [SD] of 15.6 [6.4]
weeks, Figure 2), which may explain why the OCR infusion-to-vaccination interval did not correlate with
the magnitude of antibody responses at week 4 post-vaccine. Vaccine type was not a predictor of
antibody responses, but the statistical power of this analysis is limited due to the fact that only 15% of

patients were vaccinated with Moderna/Spikevax.

The trajectory of anti-Spike antibody levels following the booster dose

The mean period [SD] between the second and booster doses was 28 [10.3] weeks (Figure 1) among the
33 patients in the booster arm. Four weeks after the booster, a 3.2-fold increase (p<0.001) was detected
by MBI (Figure 3A2) and a 5.1-fold increase (p=0.002) by Elecsys (Figure 3B2). The increases were
significant in the subset of patients with prior infection. The mixed effect model showed no decay over
the 48 weeks following booster on either MBI (p=0.23) or Elecsys (p=0.39) assays, and anti-Spike levels

remained significantly higher at all post-booster time points relative to the pre-booster time point (p <
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0.001 for MBI (Figure 3A2) and p<0.05 for Elecsys (Figure 3B2). The booster did not induce a significant

increase in Wuhan (Figure 3C2) or Omicron NAbs (Figure 3D2).

Among the 15 patients who were infected following the booster and were not treated with COVID-
19 poly/monoclonals, binding antibody and Wuhan neutralizing levels did not increase following the
infection (MBI, p=0.201; Elecsys, p=0.838, Wuhan nAbs, p=0.5), while nAbs to Omicron increased
significantly 2.3-fold (p=0.016). The mean period between pre- and post-infection samples among these

15 patients was 9.9 weeks (range 1.9 - 26.6 weeks).

Predictors of 4-week antibody response to the booster dose

A multivariate model of antibody responses included the same set of predictor variables as for the post-
primary vaccine model along with two additional variables: time from second to booster dose and
antibody level change from baseline to 4-week post-primary vaccine. The significant predictors of
stronger post-booster antibody responses were younger age (p=0.03) and shorter time from last OCR to
vaccination (p=0.05) for MBI; shorter duration on OCR (p=0.01) for Elecsys; NYU study center (p=0.01),
Pfizer vaccine type (p<0.001) and not having COVID before booster (p<0.001) for Wuhan NAbs; and

lower BMI (p=0.002) and shorter time from the second vaccine to booster (p<0.001) for Omicron NAbs.

Binding and neutralizing antibody responses to COVID-19 vaccine in healthy subjects from NYU Langone

Vaccine Center

In 9 healthy subjects (age 38 + 9.7 years, 55% female) with no history of COVID-19 and negative
nucleocapsid antibody prior to vaccination, binding antibody titers measured by MBI at 4 weeks post-
vaccine were 4.42 +/- 0.13 (log-transformed). For comparison, among the 32 uninfected VIOLA
participants, levels by MBI at the same time point were 2.87 +/- 0.93. Only 3/32 (9%) VIOLA participants
were within two standard deviations of the mean for the healthy subjects. These results are comparable

with the French report in which 9% of B-cell repleted MS patients reached the minimum threshold of
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antibody considered as ‘adequate protection’ by local health authorities.”” Neutralizing antibodly titers
against Wuhan in healthy subjects were 3.13 +/- 0.41. Among uninfected VIOLA participants, Wuhan
nAbs were 1.42 +/-0.71. Only 4/32 (12.5%) VIOLA participants were within two standard deviations of

the mean for the healthy controls.
The trajectory of Spike-specific cellular responses following the primary vaccination

Mean ELISPot-IFNy values at week 4 post-vaccination increased 3.0-fold relative to baseline (p < 0.001)
and remained unchanged at consecutive time points up to week 48 (Figure 4A1). A similar pattern was
observed for ELISPot IL-2: a 3.7-fold increase from baseline to week 4 (p<0.001) and nonsignificant
changes for the consecutive time points (Figure 4B1). The subset of patients with prior COVID-19 also
had an increase in both IFNy and IL-2 responses following vaccination. The mixed effect model showed
no decay of IFNY (p=0.86) or IL-2 (p=0.48) responses over 12 months, and both IFNy (p<0.003 for all time
points) and IL-2 (p<0.002 for all time points, except for week 48, p=0.079) remained significantly
elevated relative to the pre-vaccine baseline. Our multivariate model did not identify any predictors of

cellular immune response to vaccination.

To assess the impact of infection on cellular responses, we compared ELISpot IFNy and IL-2 values
pre- and post-infection in 14 patients who became infected between the second and booster vaccine
doses. Among these patients, IFNy values significantly increased 3.8-fold from pre- to post-infection

time points (p=0.002), while IL-2 levels increased, non-significantly, 11.6-fold (p=0.127).

The trajectory of Spike-specific cellular responses following booster

Booster induced a 4.6-fold increase (p<0.001) in IFNy secreting cells on ELISpot assay (Figure 4A2) and a
3.7-fold increase (p=0.003) in IL-2-secreting cells (Figure 4B2) at week 4. The cellular responses
remained significantly elevated above the pre-booster for all but one time point (p<0.001 for week 4,

p<0.001 for week 12, p=0.027 for week 24 and p=0.003 for week 48 for IFNy and p=0.003 for week 4,
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p<0.001 for week 12, p=0.086 for week 24 and p=0.003 for week 48 for IL-2). In a multivariate model of
cellular responses at 4 weeks post-booster that included the same predictor variables as for post-
booster antibody responses, SARS-CoV-2-infected status before booster predicted lower IFNY response

(p=0.025). No predictors were identified for IL-2.

Among the 15 eligible patients who were SARS-CoV-2-infected following booster vaccination,
ELISpot-IFNy value decreased 2-fold from pre- to post-infection time points (p=0.053), while IL-2

decreased 3.3-fold (p=0.033).

Immunosequencing of T-cell receptors before and after booster and Omicron infection

For TCR immunosequencing analyses, we selected 33 samples from 16 patients who have had either
booster, Omicron or both. These samples yielded a total of 635,535 T-cells (range: 49,944-1,719,812);
426,955 unique T-cells (range: 40,489-857,569); with productive Simpson Clonality (a measure of the
clone frequency distribution) of 0.031 (range: 0.003-0.139). These values were all within range of the
general population (Adaptive; data on file). Nine patients contributed pre- and post-booster samples, 6
patients pre- and post-infection samples, and 1 patient — both. The timeline of vaccinations, infections,

and OCR infusions relative to sample collection times for the 16 patients is shown in Figure S1.

The total number of T-cells, the number of productive T-cell rearrangements, and the COVID v3
classifier scores in vaccinated VIOLA participants who had Omicron and 20 vaccinated reference healthy
controls who had Omicron from the Adaptive database did not differ with regard to any T-cell response

characteristics, despite the younger age of the healthy subjects (Figure 5).

COVID v3 scores of VIOLA participants did not correlate with their age, duration on OCR, time from
OCR infusion to sample collection or time from vaccination, nor with levels of cellular (IFNyand IL-2
ELISpot) or humoral (anti-Spike levels by MBI) immunity, with the exceptions of a trend for lower COVID

v3 scores with longer time from vaccine in pre-booster/pre-Omicron samples and a trend for higher
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COVID v3 score and ELISpot-IFNY levels in post-booster/post-Omicron samples (r=0.55, p = 0.023, Figure
6). COVID v3 scores in VIOLA participants before and after Omicron infection (n=7) and before and after

booster (n=10) were unchanged (Figure 7).

DISCUSSION

Primary mRNA COVID-19 vaccination series induced a highly significant increase in anti-Spike binding
and Wuhan neutralizing antibody levels in both infected and uninfected VIOLA participants (Fig. 3A1,
3B1). Even so, the antibody levels in our patients were much lower than in the reference healthy
subjects, and a minority of VIOLA participants did not develop any post-vaccine antibody responses, in

line with prior studies.*******’

Binding and neutralizing antibody levels decayed over time but remained
elevated above the pre-vaccine level up to 12 months following the primary vaccine. This is similar to
what has been observed for the general population: anti-Spike antibody responses peak around 21-28

days after the second vaccine dose and then decline,”® presumably due to a decline in short-lived

29
plasmablasts.

The literature is conflicted with regard to the efficacy of boosters in B-cell depleted patients: some

931 and others do not.*** In VIOLA, the booster induced a

report an increase in antibody levels,
significant 3-5-fold rise in binding antibodies but no significant rise in nAbs against the Wuhan strain.
The lack of nAbs increase after booster is consistent with one prior study using live virus assay in which
“neutralizing activity against tested SARS-CoV-2 variants remained low or undetectable” after third or

fourth booster doses in aCD20-treated MS patients.”> An important novel finding of our study is that

binding antibody levels remain stably elevated for up to 12 months after booster.

Neither primary vaccine nor booster raised Omicron nAbs levels, likely because the first-generation

vaccines were designed against the Wuhan strain and not against Omicron and because ocrelizumab
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markedly attenuates humoral responses. In healthy subjects, primary vaccination with the first-
generation vaccine was associated with a reduced nAb response to Omicron relative to Wuhan strain,>
while boosting with the newer-generation variant vaccine induces much higher nAbs against Omicron
compared to booster with the prototype vaccine.* The variant vaccines were FDA-approved in Sept
2023, and their impact on SARS-CoV-2 immunity in B-cell depleted population has not, to our

knowledge, been reported.

Non-White race/ethnicity was a predictor of higher binding antibody levels following the primary
vaccine series in all three assays. This finding is congruent with the emerging data on higher efficacy of
the COVID-19 vaccines in persons of African and South Asian descent as compared to whites>® and with
studies that document higher antibody responses to flu*” and rubella®® vaccines and faster B-cell
repletion’” in persons of African descent. Patients who were treated with OCR for longer periods tended
to have weaker antibody responses on all assays (except for Elecsys) in line with several prior

224041 | onger infusion-to-vaccination time did not correlate with better antibody responses in

studies.
VIOLA, likely because almost all VIOLA participants were vaccinated within 6 months of infusion (Table
1); in studies where the infusion-to-vaccination period was extended >6 months post-infusion, longer

period consistently predicted better antibody response.**

Regarding post-booster antibody responses,
the models yielded modest and variable predictors, with almost no overlap among the three antibody

assays. We could not corroborate the results of a prior study*” that the magnitude of antibody response

to the primary vaccine predicts the response to the booster.

Cellular responses to Spike protein following the primary series were significantly enhanced in both
previously infected and uninfected subsets (Fig. 4A1, 4B1). Unlike antibody levels, cellular responses
remained relatively stable up to one year following vaccination in VIOLA. This is consistent with studies
in the healthy population, where cellular immunity to COVID-19 vaccination and infection tends to be

more durable than antibody responses.*’ Robust longitudinal cellular immunity in B-cell-depleted MS
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patients is a consistent finding across multiple studies.”®*****’ Booster further raised cytokine responses
4-5-fold. This was a similar-fold increase as after the primary vaccine. In contrast, antibody increase
after booster was much less pronounced than after the primary series. The positive impact of booster

42,47,48 33 .
2" but not all™ prior

on cellular immunity of B-cell depleted patients has been reported in most,
studies. An important finding of VIOLA is that cellular immune responses to Spike protein in VIOLA

participants remained stably elevated up to one year after booster.

Immunosequencing of SARS CoV2-specific T-cell receptors (TCR)" in the subset of 16 participants
showed that B-cell depleted MS patients have comparable breadth and depth of Spike-specific T-cell
clone as vaccinated healthy subjects from the reference dataset (Fig. 5), in agreement with Algu et al.*
COVID v3 score in VIOLA did not correlate with the duration of OCR time since last OCR infusion, or
markers of functional cellular immunity, except for a positive correlation in post-booster/infection
samples with IFNY ELISpot. The overall lack of correlation may be due to the small sample size or to the

fact that the two tests probe largely non-overlapping aspects of T-cell immunity (functional responses v.

genetic rearrangements).

The highly contagious Omicron variant emerged several months after the start of VIOLA and
infected most participants of the study, enabling us to investigate immune responses to infection in
vaccinated, B-cell-depleted patients. Omicron-period infections did not raise binding or Wuhan
neutralizing antibody levels but did raise Omicron-specific neutralizing antibody levels (Fig. 3D1). It is
possible that binding antibody assays developed for the Wuhan Spike may not be effective for detecting
antibody responses to Omicron, which would explain why binding Ab levels in VIOLA increased after
booster but not after Omicron. Studies that fail to detect a rise in anti-Spike antibody levels following
Omicron infection should be interpreted cautiously in this context of assays used.** An increase in
cellular response after infection in patients who have had two vaccine doses would be expected, given

that ancestral T-cells efficiently cross-recognize the Omicron variant of SARS-CoV-2.”° It is less clear why
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cellular immunity appears to have declined after infections in patients with three vaccine doses. Perhaps
the decline reflects T-cell exhaustion, as reported in infected cancer patients who had three doses of
vaccine.” However, T-cell exhaustion was not corroborated in a recent report in which triple-vaccinated,
SARS-CoV-2-infected individuals had maximal frequency IFNy expression to Spike protein.>” Reassuringly,
VIOLA participants had stable COVID-19 v3 scores, following Omicron infection, as well as boosters (Fig.
7), and had relatively mild severity of infections: only 8% were hospitalized, and none had respiratory

failure.

Among the strengths of VIOLA is that samples were collected from each patient at multiple strictly
defined post-vaccine time points up to 2 years from the primary vaccination, allowing for rigorous
assessment of the longitudinal trajectory of post-primary and post-booster vaccine responses. The
collection of pre-vaccine blood samples enabled us to assess for serologic evidence of pre-existing
COVID-19 exposure and to measure the magnitude of changes induced by the vaccination. We carefully
monitored for any incident infections in order to disentangle the impact of vaccinations from that of
infections. The two-center design allowed enrollment from the East Coast and Midwest locales with
different race/ethnic compositions. Successful recruitment of under-represented minorities, who
comprised 65% of the VIOLA cohort, led to a novel observation of stronger antibody responses among
non-Whites. The diversity of immunoassays for measuring antibody and cellular responses allowed us to
cross-check our conclusions with multiple tests and ensure that the results were not artifacts of specific
methodology. Noteworthy as well is the use of live-virus neutralizing assays against Wuhan and Omicron
variants, which is labor-intensive and requires a Biosafety level 3 laboratory, but makes possible a more

granular analysis of antibody responses to different SARS-CoV-2 strains and vaccinations.

The main limitation of the study is the lack of longitudinal healthy controls. Instead, we analyzed
sera from healthy controls from the NYU Vaccine Center and also included immunosequencing data

from healthy subjects from the Adaptive dataset for reference. We also had to contend with missing
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data for participants who did not attend a scheduled study revisit or terminated the study early (Fig. 1).
Because only 55% of the VIOLA participants opted for boosters, the statistical power of the ‘booster
arm’ analyses was less than for primary series analyses. Lastly, although we assessed both humoral and
cellular responses using a variety of assays, not all aspects of vaccine-induced immunity were examined.
For example, we did not check for myeloid responses® or for Spike-specific memory B-cells, which are

challenging to detect in B-cell-depleted individuals.?

In conclusion, VIOLA demonstrates the serologic and cellular immune benefits of COVID-19 mRNA
vaccines in B-cell-depleted MS patients, including in those with prior infection. Our results reinforce the
importance of boosters, which induced serologic and cellular responses that were maintained up to 1-
year after booster dose. Thus, annual COVID-19 vaccine dosing may be adequate in B-cell-depleted
individuals, assuming that COVID-19 vaccines continue to be effective for the emergent SARS-CoV-2
variants. Future work should examine the immune impact of the new generation COVID-19 vaccines and

assess longer-term immune memory to SARS-CoV-2 variants in B-cell depleted population.
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FIGURE LEGENDS

Figure 1. Study design. Bw, between; OCR, ocrelizumab; PB, post booster; pts; patients; PV, post
vaccine; SOC, standard of care; wk, week.

n=number of blood samples available for analyses at each timepoint.
At least 2 weeks between last OCR and 1st vaccine.

®Vaccine anticipated within 4-6 weeks of baseline.

Figure 2. Timing of COVID-19 infections or vaccinations and ocrelizumab infusions in patients with MS
CU-AMC, University of Colorado Anschutz Medical Center; NYU, New York University; OCR, ocrelizumab.

Study participants numbers shown in purple (left-most column) indicate that the respective participant
was COVID-19-infected prior to vaccination, while those in orange were not infected prior to
vaccination. Times from the last OCR infusion to vaccination is shown as dotted lines. ‘Time zero’ refers
to the day of the first vaccine dose. Gray lines indicate the duration of participation. The darker gray

shade refers to CU-AMC patients and the lighter gray shade refers to NYU patients.

Figure 3. Post-vaccination (N=60) and post-booster (n=33) antibody responses as assessed by (A) MBI
anti-Spike, (B) Elecsys anti-SARS-CoV-2, (C) Wuhan strain-neutralizing and (D) Omicron-strain

neutralizing antibodies
PB, post booster; PV, post vaccine.

Tables under each figure provide antibody levels for each time point for all patients, as well as for
subsets of patients who were infected prior to the given time point (purple) and those who were not
infected (orange). P values compare log-10 transformed values of neighboring time points, determined

by paired t-tests.

Figure 4. Post-vaccination (N=60) and post-booster (n=33) T-cell responses as assessed by (A) IFNy and

(B) IL-2
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IFN, interferon; IL, interleukin; PB, post booster; PV, post vaccine.

Tables under each figure provide cytokine levels for each time point for all patients, as well as for
subsets of patients who were infected prior to the given time point (purple) and those who were not
infected (orange). P values compare log-10 transformed values of neighboring time points, determined

by paired t-tests.

Figure 5. T cell characteristics of vaccinated VIOLA patients who had Omicron infection versus

vaccinated reference healthy controls who had Omicron infection

P values were determined by Wilcoxon test.

Figure 6. COVID V3 score correlations with participant characteristics and immune responses
IFN, interferon; Ig, immunoglobulin; IL, interleukin; MBI, multi-epitope bead-based immunoassay.

‘Pre’ corresponds to samples collected prior to booster or Omicron. ‘Post’ corresponds to samples
collected after booster or Omicron. ‘Pre’ and ‘post’ samples are analyzed separately. R and P values
were determined via Spearman correlation. Blue boxes indicate correlations that reached significance in

either pre- or post-booster/Omicron subsets of samples.

Figure 7. COVID V3 scores before and after” booster or Omicron strain infection
P values were determined via Wilcoxon test.

@12 weeks after booster and at the next collection after COVID-19 infection.
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Table 1. Demographics and clinical characteristics of the VIOLA cohort and of NYU and

CU-AMC subsets

All VIOLA NYU CU-AMC P
Characteristic
N=60 n=39 n=21 Value®
Age, years

Mean (SD) 38.6 (10.0) 37.0 (10.5) 41.5 (8.5)

Median (range) 37.0 (20.0-57.7) 34.6 (20.0-57.7) | 40.4 (28.0-55.2) oo
Female, n (%) 44 (73.3) 28 (71.8) 16 (76.2) 0.8
BMI, mean (SD), kg/m* 31.0 (9.0) 31.1(10.2) 30.8 (6.5) 0.9
Race and ethnicity, n (%)

African American/Black 16 (26.7) 14 (35.9) 2(9.5)

Hispanic/Latino 13 (21.7) 12 (30.8) 1(4.8)

<0.001
White 27 (45.0) 9(23.1) 18 (85.7)
Other 4(6.7) 4 (10.3) 0 (0)
MS subtype, n (%)

Relapsing-remitting 56 (93.3) 35 (89.7) 21 (100)

Primary progressive 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0)

Secondary progressive 3 (5.0) 3(7.7) 0(0) >

Primary relapsing 1(.7) 1(2.6) 0 (0)

EDSS score

Mean (SD) 2.4 (1.8) 2.3(1.8) 2.5(1.6)

Median (range) 2.0 (0-6.5) 2.5 (0-6.5) 2.0 (1.0-6.5) o0
Time since onset of MS symptoms,

429.8 (320.2) 412.6 (338.1) 461.9 (289.0) 0.6
mean (SD), weeks”
Duration of OCR treatment, mean 88.1 (58.6) 82.9 (57.9) 97.7 (60.3) 0.4
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(SD), weeks”
Time from last OCR infusion to 2"
19.0 (6.4) 19.8 (5.8) 17.4 (7.2) 0.2
vaccine dose, mean (SD), weeks
Number of COVID-relevant
comorbidities, n (%)°
0 23 (38.3) 15 (38.5) 8(38.1)
1 17 (28.3) 8 (20.5) 9 (42.9)
0.5
2 12 (20.0) 11 (28.2) 1(4.8)
23 8(13.3) 5(12.9) 3(14.3)
COVID-19 diagnosis prior to
27 (45.0) 21 (53.8) 6 (28.6) 0.1
vaccination, n (%)
Vaccination type, n (%)
Moderna 11 (18.3) 7(17.9) 4 (19.0)
1
Pfizer 49 (81.7) 32 (82.1) 17 (81.0)
Had COVID-19 after primary
19 (31.7) 12 (30.8) 7(33.3) 1
vaccination but before booster, n (%)
Received booster vaccination, n (%) 33 (55.0) 26 (66.7) 7 (33.3) 0.02
Booster vaccination type, n (%)°
Moderna 4(12.1) 4 (15.4) 0 (0)
0.6
Pfizer 29 (87.9) 22 (84.6) 7 (100)
Had COVID-19 after booster, n (%)° 19 (57.6) 16 (61.5) 3(42.9) 0.4

BMI, body mass index; EDSS, Expanded Disability Status Scale; MS, multiple sclerosis; NYU,

New York University; OCR, ocrelizumab; CU-AMC, University of Colorado Anschutz Medical

Center.
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P values compare subgroups recruited from NYU vs CU-AMC and were determined via two-
group t-test for continuous and quantitative variables, via Mann-Whitney U-test for ordinal

variables and via Fisher’s exact test for categorical variables.
®The reported durations ended at last OCR infusion before enrolling in the study.

¢CoVID-relevant comorbidities” included hypertension, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease,
cardiovascular disease, diabetes mellitus, sickle cell disease, chronic kidney disease, chronic

liver disease and (non-skin) cancer.

90nly assessed in n=33 patients who received boosters.
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23 18 18 28 10 16 16 19 21 18
0.9(0.75) 1.6(0.68) 1.4(0.78) 1.8(0.98) 1.3(0.84) 1.3(0.87) 2.1(0.68) 2.6(0.44) 1.7(0.85) 2.2(0.64)
28 29 19 12 0 15 13 10 5 2
0.4 (0.77) 1.4(0.96) 1.1(0.87) 1.3(0.89) - 1.3(0.92) 1.9(0.55) 2.5(0.53) 2.2(0.78) 0.8(1.13)

COVID Status
No infection
e Prior infection at baseline

A |nfected post-baseline
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Classifier Score (v3)
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