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Abstract

Acute myeloid leukemia (AML) is characterized by malignant myeloid precursors that span a cellular
hierarchy from dedifferentiated leukemic stem cells to mature blasts. While the diagnostic and prognostic
importance of AML blast maturation is increasingly recognized, personalized therapies are currently not
tailored to a patients individual makeup of this cellular hierarchy. In this study, we use multiplexed image-
based ex vivo drug screening (pharmacoscopy) to systematically quantify the drug sensitivity across the
cellular hierarchy of AML patients. We analyzed 174 prospective and longitudinal patient samples from
44 newly diagnosed AML patients, which indicated that differences in the AML hierarchy significantly
identified poor responses to first-line therapy, outperforming European LeukemiaNet (ELN) criteria.
Critically, drug response profiling across the AML hierarchy of each patient improved the accuracy of
predicting patient response to first-line therapy (AUC 0.91), and revealed alternative individualized
treatment options targeting the complete AML hierarchy of non-responding patients. We confirmed these
findings in an independent cohort of 26 relapsed/refractory AML patients, for whom pan-hierarchy
response profiling improved response predictions post hoc. Overall, our results quantify the clinical
importance of therapeutically targeting the complete cellular hierarchy of newly diagnosed AML, and
identify multiplexed image-based ex vivo drug screening to enable quantification and targeting of the AML
maturation hierarchy for improved personalized treatment.
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Introduction

Acute myeloid leukemia (AML) is a heterogeneous hematologic malignancy, in which complex
combinations of chromosomal aberrations and somatic mutations lead to the rapid clonal expansion of
immature myeloid cells ¥3. AML is characterized by the presence of a cellular hierarchy comprising
multiple malignant cellular phenotypes reflecting varying levels of differentiation: Leukemias comprised

47 whereas leukemias

of more mature blasts correlate with better prognosis and responses to treatment
with minimal maturation are afflicted with lower overall survival 41,

AML treatment remains challenging due to drug resistance and relapse, which are often caused
by the persistence of the most immature AML population, the leukemic stem cells (LSCs). Traditional AML
treatment regimes struggle to eliminate LSCs and an incomplete eradication of these highly treatment-
resistant cells can contribute to increased disease complexity, further complicating subsequent
therapeutic efforts 213, Despite the inherent heterogeneity of AML, most patients receive similar
standard-of-care treatments, since only a small proportion of AML patients have targetable mutations
that can be treated with small molecules *. This contributes to inconsistent treatment outcomes and
varying overall survival rates 4. This underscores the need for personalized treatment approaches that
target both LSCs and the leukemic bulk, while taking into account the distinct genetic and phenotypic
variations present in each patient's disease. By tailoring therapy to these characteristics, clinicians may be
able to achieve long-term remission, improve treatment success and ultimately enhance patient survival
15

In recent years, there has been a growing interest in identifying and targeting molecular
vulnerabilities unique to individual AML patients. Genomic testing uses recurrent genetic patterns to
stratify AML patients into subgroups characterized by distinct clinical outcomes . However, genomic
testing as performed in clinical routine often falls short, in part due to its inability to quantify the
intratumoral heterogeneity related to blast differentiation Y. Ex vivo drug response profiling, also called
functional precision medicine, complements such genomic associations by providing a direct functional
characterization of the patient’s disease. Pioneering studies have already shown the clinical applicability

of these functional assays to guide treatment selection %

. For example, we have developed
pharmacoscopy, a high-throughput ex vivo drug sensitivity screening platform with single-cell resolution,
which showed promising potential to guide treatment selection leading to improved overall survival in
AML patients 8192325 Few studies have started to address the intra-patient functional heterogeneity of
diverse AML populations in response to ex vivo drug perturbations 222’. However, it still remains uncertain
if, and to what extent, drug testing across the cellular AML hierarchy improves clinical response

predictions and functional precision medicine for AML.
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Results

Multiplexed imaging and deep-learning of AML cell heterogeneity

To assess the functional impact of AML cell maturation heterogeneity on response to first line therapy
(347, cytarabine plus daunorubicin), we collected a total of 174 samples from 44 newly diagnosed AML
patients (Figure 1A, Table 1 and Table S1). Specifically, we prospectively collected bone marrow (BM) and
peripheral blood samples at three different time points per patient: Prior to first-line induction
chemotherapy, after hematopoietic recovery of the first and second induction cycle (Figure 1A & B). All
samples were processed directly on the same day of biopsy and stained after 24 hours of incubation with
drugs and control compounds. The patient cohort spanned a diverse set of WHO subclassifications (Table
1) and underlying molecular entities (Table S2). The median age of the study population was 57 years and
the sex distribution was 64% male vs. 36% female. According to ELN 2022 risk categories 2, 20% of the
patients were classified as favorable, 36% intermediate and 43% adverse. 77% of the patients achieved a
complete remission after the second induction cycle of which 41% still had detectable minimal residual
disease (Table 1 & Figure S1A).

To characterize different functionally divergent AML subpopulations and associated non-
malignant immune populations, we adapted our recently developed high-content multiplexed
immunofluorescence approach %. This new workflow enables the simultaneous integration of high-
throughput drug screening with multiplexed single-cell phenotyping and associated molecular
measurements in a single round of staining and imaging. To identify differentiation stages of AML blasts,
we stained for the surface markers CD34, CD117 (c-kit) and CD33 (Figure 1C). CD34 is known to be
expressed on undifferentiated AML blasts, including leukemic stem cells. CD117 is expressed on less
differentiated AML blasts at different stages of early lineage commitment, while CD33 is present on more
mature cells. As myeloid differentiation occurs, CD33 expression levels typically increase, while CD34 and
CD117 expression decreases %31, In our multiplexed workflow, we additionally stained for CD3 to capture
the T-cell population, furthermore allowing us to probe the inflammatory state via morphological T-cell

2932 3nd to assess off-target drug effects (Figure 1C).

profiling

We employed deep learning to identify putative AML cells and classify their maturation-
associated marker profile. Specifically, we used a convolutional neural network with an adapted ResNet
architecture (Figure S2A), as has been previously used in this context with high accuracy %, to classify
each cell into six mutually exclusive and marker-defined cell populations: Putative AML cell classes
included CD34+ single-positive cells (referred to as AML class HO), CD34+ double-positive cells expressing
CD33+ and/or CD117+ (AML class H1), CD34- and CD117+ cells optionally expressing CD33+ (AML class
H2), and CD33+ single-positive cells (AML class H3). We furthermore classified CD3+ T-cells, and cells
negative for all stained markers (Negs) (Figure 1D).

The Convolutional neural network (CNN) was trained and tested across 60,000 manually curated
example images from across patients, samples, and timepoints, and achieved a classification accuracy of
96.7% in a ten-fold cross validation setting (Figure 1E & S2B, dataset available at:
https://doi.org/10.3929/ethz-b-000680077 ). T-cells were additionally evaluated for distinct polarization
and activation-associated phenotypes, as previously established (Figure S2C & 1D) 232734, We further
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applied a ‘clean-up’ CNN analyzing DAPI and brightfield phenotypes, which was used to filter out dead
cells, cell debris, segmentation errors, and other artifacts (Figure S2D). After clean-up, remaining cells
showed limited levels of apoptosis in validation experiments (Figure S2E). We also included non-
multiplexed control stains on each plate, allowing us to evaluate false-positive class assignments. This
revealed no signs of systematic misclassification (Figure S2F) and highlighted the excellent technical
reproducibility within control wells and across drug conditions (average correlation between replicates:
0.99) (Figure S3 A & B). Lastly, we analyzed the robustness of the approach by screening samples from
three independent patients with both a 24- and 48-hour drug incubation. The longer incubation only
showed minor impacts on baseline population abundances and associated drug screening results (Figure
S3C).

To validate our image-based deep learning workflow, we compared the results with sample-
matched flow cytometry performed as part of the clinical routine. Population comparisons were possible
for 27 samples at diagnosis with matched CD34, CD117, and CD33 staining. We employed two
complementary flow cytometry gating strategies: one replicating the CNN-matched marker-based
populations on all cells, and the other analyzing marker expression specifically within the commonly used
CD45dim blast populations (Figure S4A). At diagnosis, the vast majority of CD34, CD117, or CD33
expressing cells were part of the CD45dim blast gate (90%, 95%, and 92%, respectively), and only 3% of
CD45dim blasts were not captured by these markers (Figure S4B). Furthermore, we observed high
correlations between the cell population abundances quantified by our image-based approach and flow
cytometry across the 27 patient samples (average Pearson correlation:0.61; Figure S4C & D). Thus, our
image-based approach accurately captured the majority of AML cells present in these samples at
diagnosis.

In summary, through combining single-cell microscopy of AML patient samples with multiplexed
immunofluorescence and cell-based CNNs, we have developed an efficient method able to robustly and
rapidly profile cellular phenotypes in high-throughput imaging of AML biopsies.

Phenotypic profiling quantifies the AML cell hierarchy across patients

We next analyzed the heterogeneity in hierarchical profiles and clinical associations across the
patient cohort. We observed a high level of heterogeneity in the AML cell-type composition of AML
patient biopsies (Figure 2A): CD34 expressing populations (HO + H1) showed an inverse correlation with
CD33 (H3) (Figure S5A). CD34 expression (all CD34+) was associated with fewer myeloid marker-positive
cells but more with marker-negative cells, whereas CD33 (H3) expression was strongly linked to the overall
abundance of blasts (Figure S5A). To investigate the differential contributions of sampling time, tissue
type, patient age and sex to population heterogeneity and marker expression variations, we conducted
an analysis of variance (ANOVA) (Figure S5B). As expected, general subpopulation composition was mainly
influenced by the sampling stage during first-line induction therapy, reflecting the response to treatment.
Sampling bone marrow or peripheral blood showed no systematic influence on the cancer subpopulation
composition, with only T-cell and marker-negative cells significantly differing between tissues. While
patient sex did not influence population composition, age was associated significantly with tumor burden,
with older patients having more AML cells relative to T-cells and marker negative cells, consistent with
their known poorer prognosis (Figure S5B).
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Van Galen et al. recently identified gene expression patterns for six distinct cell types in AML along
their maturation axis using single-cell sequencing. This included hematopoietic stem cell (HSC)-like,
progenitor-like, granulocyte-monocyte progenitor (GMP)-like, promonocyte-like, monocyte-like and
conventional dendritic cell (cDC)-like types 3% To transcriptionally characterize our image-based AML
maturation stages, we performed bulk RNA sequencing on 103 matched samples (Figure S6A-D), and
correlated cell type scores, derived from the gene sets previously published 3!, for each sample with the
image-based sample composition (Figure 2B). Globally, the bulk transcriptome at diagnosis reflected the
abundance of different maturation states: as anticipated, the fraction of CD34-expressing populations (HO
and H1) demonstrated the strongest correlation with the HSC and progenitor-like cell signatures. With the
loss of CD34 expression, the population loses its transcriptional HSC association, and with decreased
CD117 expression, the progenitor stage as well. The CD33+ H3 population was primarily associated with
GMP, pro-mono and monocyte-like cell type associations (Figure 2B). Furthermore, we correlated the
image-based subpopulation abundances with a previously reported transcriptional AML stemness
signature, the LSC17 score 1. Again, CD34 single-positive cells (HO) exhibited a mild but significant positive
correlation with the LSC17 stemness score, followed by the H1 population, while CD34-negative
populations (H2 & H3) showed no significant association (Figure S6E). Thus, the image- and marker-based
strategy classified AML maturation stages in line with previously reported transcriptional maturation
signatures.

We next sought to investigate therapeutic resistance to drugs by investigating the known
relationship between Tumor necrosis factor alpha (TNF-a) and the maintenance thus chemoresistance of
LSCs 3>. We therefore treated cells from three AML patients at diagnosis with increasing concentrations
of TNF-a in vitro, and analyzed results by image-based profiling (Figure S7A). Following 48 hours of
treatment, we observed a significant increase in the CD34+ (HO) abundance (Figure S7A) and a decrease
in CD117CD33 (H2) cells. While prolonged ex-vivo exposure to cytarabine resulted in a significant
reduction of the CD34+ population, the presence of high levels of TNF-a substantially increased their
chemoresistance (Figure S7B), supporting the notion that CD34+ cells represent a stem cell-like population
with the TNF-a pathway as a potential target in AML management.

Our combined findings therefore confirm that the identified populations represent distinct stages
of AML blast differentiation. The most immature, stem cell-like HO population is marked by CD34 single-
positive cells, followed by the H1 population. The more differentiated H2 cells precede the most mature
H3 CD33+ single-positive cells, illustrating a clear progression in AML blast maturation in our population
definition (Figure 2B).

AML cell maturation and sample composition predicts clinical outcome

LSCs hold significant prognostic importance due to their unique properties which render them
resistant to standard treatments 6. We therefore investigated whether our image-based AML maturation
profiling could stratify the clinical outcomes across the cohort. Utilizing principal component analysis of
patient sample composition, we observed that patients were clustered according to their response to
first-line treatment (Figure 2C). In line with previous reports, AML blast maturation was a strong clinical
predictor of treatment response, progression-free survival and overall survival, whereby high abundance
of CD34 expressing cells prior to treatment strongly predicted poor treatment response (Figure 2D-E and
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Figure S8A-C) ®&1%35 Fyrthermore, a high fraction of HO stem cells in blood at diagnosis was a significant
stratifier of progression free and overall survival, notably better than the ELN risk score within this cohort
(Figure 2E and Figure S8D). For patients who achieved complete remission (CR) after the first round of
treatment, we observed a significant relative reduction of cells with immature phenotypes. On the other
hand, persistent immature cell phenotypes were observed in patients experiencing treatment failure to
the first induction chemotherapy (Figure S9A). At the end of the second cycle, we noted an increase in H3
cells, in patients who achieved CR compared to patients which did not respond, likely indicating a recovery
of the healthy hematopoietic environment (Figure S9B). Finally, we aimed to determine whether our
findings could be replicated using standard diagnostic flow cytometry. While the correlation between the
HO population and our readout was modest (Figure S4C & D), the relative abundance of this population
within all marker-positive groups prior to treatment initiation remained a significant predictor of first-line
treatment response when assessed by flow cytometry (Figure S10).

Using a recently developed tool to profile T cell activation via morphological polarization %°, we
investigated whether additional AML clinical parameters could be predicted. An interesting side-
observation was that T-cell morphology appeared predictive of several AML relevant clinical parameters.
Onset of neutropenic enterocolitis (NE), a critical complication that is associated with higher mortality,
was associated with the inflammatory morphological signature of T-cells. Although patients which
developed NE showed an overall higher amount of T-cells prior to treatment initiation, we observed that
those T-cells showed a significantly lower inflammatory morphological signature compared to patients
who did not develop NE (Figure S11A). Furthermore, in patients with remaining minimal residual disease
(MRD), we observed a significant increase in the inflammatory T-cell subset compared to pre-treatment
levels (Figure S11B). This persisted even after hematopoietic recovery following the second induction
cycle, distinguishing MRD+ patients from those who achieved a CR (Figure S11C).

In summary, our high-content, image-based profiling of the AML cellular hierarchy effectively
stratifies patients based on clinical outcomes including treatment response, neutropenic enterocolitis,
progression-free survival, and overall survival. Importantly, CD34 single positive HO abundance could
serve as an accessible diagnostic marker for chemoresistance to cytarabine and anthracycline-based first-
line induction treatment.

AML drug response profiles are mainly determined by the degree of maturation

To gain deeper insights into intra-patient drug response heterogeneity in relation to AML
maturation stages, we screened a set of 80 unique drugs and selected drug combinations (Figure 3A &
Supplementary Table 3). This drug panel includes not only common first-line AML treatments but also a
variety of FDA-approved blood cancer drugs, such as tyrosine kinase and immune checkpoint inhibitors.
To quantify chemo sensitivities across the cellular maturation hierarchy, we calculated relative blast
fractions (RBFs) as previously described and clinically validated %2326 for all four AML cell maturation
classes within a sample. Here, positive scores indicate a higher chemosensitivity of this population
compared to others, whilst negative scores denote relative ex vivo chemoresistance. Clustering the
complete profiles revealed substantial drug response heterogeneity among cancer subpopulations and
patient samples (Figure 3A), with the drug response of an AML blast population being strongly influenced
by its maturation stage (Figure B). Notably, within-sample drug response differences following the degree
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of maturation strongly outweighed between-sample drug response differences (Figure 3). Furthermore,
different drugs were strongly clustered by mode-of-action and class, demonstrating a high degree of
technical robustness of this dataset and enabling mode-of-action investigation of less well characterized
drugs (Figure 3A & B).

To estimate a drug's general effectiveness against different blast populations, we calculated the
fraction of patient samples displaying a significant on-target effect across all samples for each population
(Figure S12A&B). While the more mature H1, H2 and H3 populations exhibited high sensitivities to
common first-line treatments across the majority of samples, such as anthracyclines, anti-metabolites, or
selected protein kinase inhibitors, stem cell-like HO cells generally displayed ex-vivo chemoresistance,
including to first-line treatments cytarabine and daunorubicin (Figure 3C & S12A&B). We thus probed the
dataset for drugs specifically targeting the CD34 LSC-like cells. The only compounds with limited general
activity against the CD34 population were Plerixafor (relative chemosensitive in 21% of HO populations)
and dexamethasone (relative chemosensitive in 24% of HO populations) . Dexamethasone (Dex) is a
synthetic corticosteroid medication with potent immunosuppressive properties, and is often used in
supportive care during AML treatment. Intriguingly, both treatments have been shown to exhibit activity
against CXCR4 3773, a chemokine critical for the maintenance of leukemia cells within the bone marrow.
Although we did not identify a universally effective treatment against the HO stem cell compartment, we
found at least one drug per patient that the HO population was sensitive to ex vivo (defined by an absolute
reduction of the population) for the majority (65%) of patients.

We further investigated the differential impact of patient age, sampling time point, and sampling
location (tissue) on drug response for each population by ANOVA (Figure S13A). Elderly patients, who are
known to have a lower tolerability to first-line induction chemotherapy, showed a significantly reduced
ex vivo response to nucleoside analogs cytarabine, cladribine, clofarabine, and fludarabine (Figure
S13B&C). In contrast, the immunomodulator pomalidomide demonstrated improved on-target scores in
elderly patients, potentially providing a better-tolerated treatment regimen for this demographic (Figure
S13B). However, both pomalidomide and lenalidomide exhibited significant compartment-dependent
differences, with weakened responses against cells from bone marrow compared to blood (Figure S13D
&E). In contrast, gilteritinib showed stronger on-target responses in bone marrow samples, possibly
indicating a higher sensitivity to FLT3 inhibition in this tissue context (Figure S13D).

Lastly, we evaluated to what degree drugs activated T-cells ex vivo. Venetoclax was recently
shown to directly activate T-cells and enhance T-cell-mediated antileukemic activity “°. Consistently, in
our screen, venetoclax also emerged as one of the top activators of T-cell activity but surprisingly
midostaurin and kinase inhibitors alvocidib and crenolanib emerged as very potent activators of T-cell
activity, revealing a potential new anticancer mechanism of these drugs (Figure S13F).

In summary, we systematically analyzed the drug response heterogeneity and sensitivity profiles
of various AML maturation stages, revealing maturation to be an extremely strong determinant of drug
sensitivity. This high dimensional dataset, featuring differential population, time and tissue resolution will
be made accessible to the community.
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Predictive power of pharmacoscopy for clinical response in newly diagnosed AML
and identification of personalized treatments

We next evaluated the power of pharmacoscopy-based drug testing to predict clinical response of newly
diagnosed AML patients to their first line treatment. To account for the vast heterogeneity observed
across donors, we developed a 'mean maturation score' (MMS), which is calculated as the average
response of each AML subpopulation as well as the all marker positive class and the total cell number
readout (Figure 4A & S14A). Drug responses were included into the MMS only for AML subpopulations
that were present in at least 0.5% of all nucleated cells in a sample in control conditions. The MMS score
also considers the unwanted reduction of the T-cell population, thereby penalizing off-target cytotoxicity.

As an example, Patient AMLO08 demonstrated significant on-target ex vivo effects for a broad panel of
antineoplastic agents, including first-line treatments cytarabine and daunorubicin (Figure 4B left).
Subsequent treatment with the standard '7+3' regimen led to a complete remission for this patient. In
contrast, Patient AMLO15 showed strong off-target effects for both agents ex vivo, and subsequently no
clinical response to the chemotherapy combination of cytarabine and daunorubicin (Figure 4B, right).
However, ex vivo drug testing identified sensitivity to both the protein translation inhibitor omacetaxine
and immune checkpoint inhibition, suggesting an alternative personalized treatment regimen might have
yielded better clinical outcomes for this patient. To evaluate the predictive power of pharmacoscopy in
our whole AML cohort, we integrated the MMS drug responses for each individual chemotherapy
treatment a patient received (on average 3.8 drugs per patient) (Figure 4C). We next related the response
to the first induction round with the average integrated MMS response across both patient bone marrow
and blood samples at diagnosis. The integrated drug sensitivity score successfully distinguished non-
responders from responders with an area under the ROC curve of 0.91 (Figure 4C&D, S13A), highlighting
the predictive power of our ex vivo functional drug testing platform. Furthermore, systematic comparison
of the AUCs for different drug response readouts showed that considering the cellular AML hierarchy is
the most accurate pharmacoscopy-based response prediction for this cohort, while bulk cell death
performed barely above random (Figure 4E). Interestingly, we observed that the predictive accuracy of
our readout improved when we also considered the drug responses of the marker-negative population as
a target, indicating the presence of potential malignant cells or other cancer-associated cells within that
class (Figure 4E).

In light of the accurate predictions of first-line treatment response, we were interested in
determining if we could identify alternative treatments that might have been effective for non-responding
patients (n=13; NR to 1st cycle). While cytarabine had a minimal MMS for these patients, we could
additionally identify on-target treatments for every non-responding patient. Here, the most effective
individual agents identified in our screen demonstrated significantly higher on-target MMS values than
cytarabine (Figure S14B). These individual compounds varied considerably between patients, and included
omacetaxine, panobinostat, ipilimumab, a combination of cytarabine and fludarabine, and alvocidib
(Figure S14C). Furthermore, we ranked the drugs based on their effectiveness per patient at diagnosis to
identify treatments that consistently ranked highly across the entire cohort (Figure S14D). In this analysis,
alvocidib emerged as a top-performing drug with favorable ex vivo drug scores. Alvocidib is a CDK9 kinase
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inhibitor #* and currently in clinical trials with initial promising results and could provide an additional
complementary candidate for more effective first-line treatments #2. Also Omacetaxine, cladribine,
clofarabine, crenolanib, venetoclax, and azacytidine demonstrated promising ex vivo drug rankings across
the donor cohort (Figure S14D). Interestingly, Venetoclax is already in use in combination with other
agents, such as the hypomethylating agent azacitidine, which led to improved response rates compared
to previous regimens ***. In conclusion, our study showcases the potential of pharmacoscopy in
predicting treatment response in AML patients, allowing for more personalized approaches to therapy.
By taking into account the targeted reduction of the entire AML cellular hierarchy, our method accurately
distinguishes between responders and non-responders in a prospective observational setting. The
identification of alternative treatments that might have been effective for non-responding patients
highlights the potential for optimizing treatment strategies for AML patients, ultimately improving clinical
outcomes. With agents such as alvocidib and venetoclax demonstrating promising results, there is
potential for developing more effective first-line treatment options for AML patients in the future.

Improving response prediction and treatment selection in resistant/relapsed AML

Lastly, we aimed to validate our findings in a relapsed/refractory (r/r) AML setting. We recently
established that pharmacoscopy can be employed for therapy selection in rr-AML patients with no
registered treatment options and demonstrated clinical benefit in heavily pretreated and frail patients 2.
We now evaluated whether we could retrospectively improve response predictions for this rr-AML cohort
in a post hoc analysis. Most patient samples were analyzed by pharmacoscopy utilizing a CD33, CD34 &
CD3 antibody staining panel and we therefore attempted to define relevant AML hierarchy populations
based on combinations of the different blast markers used. Similar to the drug response calculation in the
newly diagnosed AML cohort, we then calculated the average response scores across all present
populations.

In this analysis a relative reduction of marker-positive cancer cells across all subsequently received
treatments showed promising but not statistically significant trends. On the other hand, the integrated
mean maturation score (MMS) significantly stratified patients achieving complete remission from those
with progressive disease (Figure S15A). In contrary to newly diagnosed AML, we realized that in this r/r
AML cohort, very small populations were less meaningful, and the most optimal separation was achieved
by taking into account only more abundant AML subpopulations as well as the all marker-positive cell drug
responses and the total cell number drug responses (Figure S15B). These findings highlight the importance
of considering functionally different populations also in an r/r AML setting, as it has a significant impact
on response predictions. In light of our findings, we highlight the case of patient P31 who received a
pharmacoscopy-guided treatment with Cladribine, Cytarabine, and Venetoclax, and achieved a complete
remission. Although cytarabine and cladribine induced a reduction in the overall cancer marker-positive
population, including the CD33-expressing population, they did not effectively target the CD34
population. In contrast, venetoclax demonstrated strong ex vivo results against this specific population,
emphasizing the importance of subpopulation resolution in personalized treatment selection (Figure
S15C).
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Discussion

Although the diagnostic significance of AML blast maturation is becoming increasingly apparent, it is not
yet considered in personalized treatment recommendations. In this study, we developed a high-
dimensional single-cell drug testing platform as a new tool to screen and investigate differential
chemoresistance of functionally diverse AML populations within patient samples. In line with recent
research 2%, we demonstrated that the AML cell differentiation spectrum, specifically leukemic stem cell-
like HO, influences patient progression and drug sensitivity. While LSCs are typically defined as CD34+ and
CD38- cells, a marker combination we did not assess, our findings demonstrated that our HO CD34+
CD117- CD33- population definition exhibits gene expression signatures and functional behavior similar
as those described for leukemic stem cells. Our results are thus in line with previous literature regarding
the negative prognostic significance of leukemic stem cells and the CD34 marker. Consequently, we
propose the abundance of the CD34 single-positive population as an accessible diagnostic marker for
chemoresistance to cytarabine and anthracycline treatment, which can also be detected using standard
diagnostic flow cytometry.

These results highlighted the efficacy of our screening technology in simultaneously evaluating drug
effects on functionally distinct and clinically meaningful populations. This allows us to achieve several
objectives: First, our platform offers a unique tool for high-dimensional characterization of drug effects in
AML. Common drug testing tools either assess drug effects on AML cell lines (distant from patients) or
examine drug impacts in a bulk fashion on all cells. In contrast, our technology offers a deeper insight into
the mode of action of tested compounds, including their potential to target small but relevant populations
or activate healthy immune cells. For instance, our screen revealed partial activity of dexamethasone
against LSCs, an effect which would be hidden by bulk measurements. Additionally, we demonstrated that
common AML treatments like midostaurin have previously unknown effects on the T-cell compartment,
revealing new anti-cancer mechanisms.

Second, by integrating the response of AML in different maturation stages our technology improves
response predictions and allows for better treatment recommendations. These findings underscore the
importance of considering maturation stages in newly diagnosed AML for personalized therapeutic
strategies and optimal patient outcomes, highlighting the need for increased attention in future studies
and personalized treatment plan development for AML patients. We also observed the positive impact of
assessing functionally distinct populations in an independent relapsed AML cohort. Here, however,
addressing very small populations diminished prediction accuracies, in contrast to newly diagnosed AML,
where even small populations favored positive prediction accuracies. This discrepancy could be explained
by a strong clonal evolution induced by multiple treatment rounds experienced by relapsed AML patients
which could disrupt maturation hierarchies. Nevertheless, drug response prediction improved when
considering more than one functionally diverse population, supporting the concept. To evaluate this,
future studies could monitor patients over time to determine whether the maturation spectrum changes
and how this relates to functional responses across patients.

Lastly, our technology enables the recommendation of personalized treatment plans for each patient.
Alvocidib emerged as the most generally effective treatment. Alvocidib is currently in clinical trials with
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initial promising results, and future results in larger cohorts will determine if it serves as a more general
first-line treatment option than cytarabine or anthracyclines.

Despite the prospective character of this non-interventional study, limitations include the relatively small
patient cohort, which may not capture the full spectrum of AML heterogeneity, encompassing various
maturation patterns. The small cohort resulted in a limited number of non-responders after the second
induction cycle, restricting robust statistical analysis and focusing our attention primarily on samples at
diagnosis and after response to cycle 1. Future studies with larger cohorts would enable associations
between specific mutations, chromosomal aberrations, and single-cell drug response patterns, providing
valuable insights.

In conclusion, our high-dimensional single-cell drug testing platform offers a promising approach to
address the challenges of AML heterogeneity and optimize personalized treatment strategies. Our
findings underscore the need for greater attention to maturation stages in the development of
personalized treatment plans for AML patients, with the goal of improving patient care and outcomes.
Further research involving larger patient cohorts and longitudinal tracking of maturation spectrum
changes would provide additional insights and refine our understanding of AML blast maturation's role in
personalized medicine.

Methods

Study design and participants

For this prospective, non-interventional, single-center study, samples and clinical data were collected
from patients with newly diagnosed acute myeloid leukemias undergoing intensive induction
chemotherapy. The samples were taken at three timepoints: prior to induction, after regeneration of the
first chemotherapy cycle and after hematopoietic recovery following the two cycles. Patients were eligible
for inclusion if newly diagnosed or with relapsed AML who have not been given systemic chemotherapy
within the past 12 months prior to inclusion; the patient was over 18 years of age; the patient was
receiving intensive induction chemotherapy; the patient was able and willing to provide written informed
consent and to comply with the study protocol procedures. The recruitment of patients occurred through
the project leader or the team of treating physicians of the Department of Medical Oncology and
Hematology of the University Hospital Zurich (USZ) during daily clinical practice, when patients were
hospitalized for diagnostic leukemia work-up and initiation of induction chemotherapy. Inclusion of
patients strictly occurred before the start of induction chemotherapy. Clinical responses were measured
by the remission state in the bone marrow sampled after regeneration of the hematopoietic system
(about 28 days after start of chemotherapy). Here, blast persistence resulting from bone marrow cytology
and histology were used as indication of treatment response. If patients displayed persistent blasts in the
bone marrow at the prior aplasia control (a bone marrow puncture about 14-16 days after start of
chemotherapy), a second induction cycle was induced without waiting for hematological recovery,
resulting in no response data. Furthermore, the lack of response data in other incidences is a result of
patients dropping out of or discontinuing in this study. The research project was carried out in accordance
with the research plan and with principles enunciated in the current version of the Declaration of Helsinki
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(DoH), the Principles of Good Clinical Practice (GCP), the Swiss Law and Swiss regulatory authority’s
requirements as applicable. Ethical approval was granted by the Ethics Committee of the Kanton Zurich
(CEC Zurich, BASEC-Nr: 2018-01547).

Pharmacoscopy

Bone marrow aspirate or peripheral blood tubes were provided by the team of treating physicians of the
Department of Medical Oncology and Hematology of the University Hospital Zurich. To isolate MNCs, the
samples were diluted in PBS (Gibco) + 2 mM EDTA (Sigma-Aldrich) and were purified using a Lymphoprep
density gradient (STEMCELL Technologies) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. The resulting
MNCs at the interface were collected, washed once with PBS+EDTA and resuspended in RPMI 1640 +
GlutaMax medium (Gibco) supplemented with 10 % human serum (Chemie Brunschwig). The single-cell
suspension of immune cells were seeded (2*10* cell/well with 50 pl/well) in CellCarrier 384 Ultra, clear-
bottom, tissue-culture-treated plates (PerkinElmer) containing antineoplastic agents (see Supplementary
Table 3) and incubated overnight (24 h at 37 °C and 5 % CO,). Cell number and viability was determined
by use of a Countess Il Cell Counter (Thermo Fisher).

For all the patients, the drug screen library included 80 single drugs and drug combinations with
two to six technical replicates in total (see Supplementary Table 3). The assay was stopped by fixing and
permeabilizing the cells with 20 ul/well of a solution containing 0.5 % (w/v) Formaldehyde (Sigma-Aldrich),
0.05 % (v/v) Triton X-100 (Sigma-Aldrich), 10 mM Sodium(meta)periodate (Sigma-Aldrich) and 75 mM L-
Lysine monohydrochloride (Sigma-Aldrich). After 20 minutes incubation at room temperature (RT), the
fixative-containing media was aspirated by use of a HydroSpeed plate washer (Tecan). The cells were then
blocked (50 pl/well) with PBS supplemented with 5 % fetal bovine serum (FBS, Gibco) and photobleached
for4 hto 24 h (at 4 °C) to reduce background fluorescence by illuminating the fixed cells with conventional
white light LED panels.

Multiplexed immunostaining and imaging

All fluorescent primary antibodies used to identify the target blast population were used at a dilution of
1:300 in PBS and included CD3, CD117, CD33, CD34 (see Supplementary Table 4). For nuclear detection,
all antibody cocktails contained 2 pug/mL DAPI (4',6-Diamidino-2-Phenylindole, Biolegend). Before the
immunofluorescence staining, the blocking solution was removed, 20 pl/well of the antibody cocktail
added and the imaging plate was incubated for 1 h in the dark (at RT). Thereafter, the staining solution
was removed and PBS was added (70 pL/well). Each plate contained both multiplexed and staining control
wells, the latter of which, located at each of the corners of the plate, had a reduced number of antibodies
to serve the evaluation of antibody functionality and generation of the CNN-training data (see below). The
384-well plates were imaged by use of a PerkinElmer Opera Phenix High-Content automated spinning-
disk confocal microscope. At 20x magnification with 5x5 non-overlapping images, covering the whole well
surface, each well of the plate was imaged. The images were taken respectively from the brightfield (650-
760 nm), DAPI/Nuclear signal (435-480 nm), GFP/FITC/Green signal (500-550 nm), PE/Orange signal (570-
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630 nm) and APC/Red signal (650-760 nm) channels. For further analysis, the raw .tiff images from the
microscope were used.

Casp3 experiment

To examine cell viability on the grounds of apoptosis, additionally isolated peripheral blood mononuclear
cells (PBMCs) from three samples were used (see Figure S2E). For a full description on the workflow for
this experiment see paragraph “Pharmacoscopy” above. Immunostaining and imaging were performed as
described above (paragraph “Multiplexed immunostaining and imaging”). Here, the staining panel for two
of the samples (AML046 blood T1 and AMLO51 blood T1) included CD117, CD33, Cleaved Caspase 3 and
CD34, while the other (AML0O44 blood T1) was stained with CD38, CD34 and Cleaved Caspase 3 (see
Supplementary Table 3). Cells were identified by maximum correlation thresholding on the DAPI channel
as described below in more detail.

TNF-a experiment

A treatment with TNF-a (Peprotech) and cytarabine (Sigma-Aldrich) was used for the induction and
suppression of the CD34 single positive phenotype (HO). This experiment was performed on previously
isolated (for a full description on the workflow see paragraph “Pharmacoscopy” above) PBMCs of three
AML patients at diagnosis that were frozen as cell suspension with 10 % dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) upon
isolation and stored at -80 °C. After thawing the samples, approximately 10*10° cells were recovered,
washed with RPMI 1640 + GlutaMax medium (Gibco) supplemented with 10 % human serum (Chemie
Brunschwig), seeded (2*10* cells/well with 50 ul/well) in duplicate in CellCarrier 384 Ultra, clear-bottom,
tissue-culture-treated plates (PerkinElmer) and incubated for 48 h at 37 °C and 5 % CO,. Cell number and
viability was determined by use of a Countess Il Cell Counter (Thermo Fisher). The 384-well plates
contained an increasing concentration of TNF-a (1 ng, 10 ng, 100 ng), cytarabine in 10 uM concentration
and a combination (TNF-a in 100 ng; cytarabine in 10 uM) of such, each in two technical replicates
(resulting in four technical replicates per sample per condition). As control for TNF-a treatment, PBS was
used, while DMSO acted as control for the cytarabine treatment. Following incubation, the plates were
fixed, blocked, stained and imaged as described in detail above (see paragraphs “Pharmacoscopy” and
“Multiplexed immunostaining and imaging”).

RNA sequencing

For RNA sequencing, approximately 2*107 cells were washed with PBS+EDTA prior to resuspension and a
10 minute incubation (at RT) in 1 x RBC lysis buffer (Biolegend). The resulting RBC-free immune cells were
then washed once in PBS+EDTA prior to being split in two technical replicates. The cells of the two
replicates were each resuspended in 350 ul TRIzol reagent (Invitrogen) and then frozen (at -80 °C) until
further processing. RNA extraction was performed with a Quick-RNA MiniPrep Kit by Zymo according to
the manufacturer's instructions. RNA sequencing was performed by the Functional Genomics Center
Zurich (FGCZ). In brief, cDNA libraries were obtained as described here: #. Illumina library was obtained
via tagmentation using lllumina Nextera Kit. All samples were sequenced in a single run on a NovaSeq6000
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(single read, 100bp, depth 20 Mio reads per sample). lllumina adapters, sequences of poor quality as well
as polyA and polyT sequences were removed from the raw reads using TrimGalore v.0.6.0 with cutadapt
v.2.0 prior to alignment. Reads were then aligned to the human reference genome GRCh38, v93 (Ensembl)
using STAR v. 2.5.3a. Read per genes were counted with featureCounts v1.5.0. Gene counts below a
threshold of 20 raw counts were filtered and raw counts were normalized (DESeq2 #¢). Only transcripts
annotated as ‘protein coding’ or ‘long non-coding RNA’ were considered in the subsequent analysis. In
total 108 samples were sequenced (of which three samples are batch controls). Samples with more than
5% of counts assigned to hemoglobin and no detectable blasts were excluded (n=6).

Cell detection and single cell feature extraction

CellProfiler v2 47 was used for single-cell image analysis. Single cell detection and nuclear segmentation
was performed by maximum correlation thresholding on the DAPI channel. To extract cytoplasmic
measurement, cellular outlines were estimated by a circular expansion of 8 pixels around the nucleus. To
measure the local intensity background around each single cell, a second larger expansion of 30 pixels was
performed. Standard CellProfiler raw fluorescent intensities were extracted, logio transformed and
normalized towards the local cellular background as described in Vladimer et. al., %,

CNN dataset generation and normalization

The curated dataset used for the 6 class cancer CNN was generated as described in °. In brief, 48x48 pixel
wide single cell subimages were generated across all five measured channels. Single cell images were then
manually curated for their respective class using custom Matlab scripts and included cells from all
patients, both tissues and three timepoints. In total a dataset of 62318 hand selected images were
generated. All intensity values as input for the 6-class Resnet were logio transformed.

The T-cell morphology CNN dataset was generated in the same manner, creating a total of 3545 (20078
all) Tacr cells and 10596 (65918 all) Tcon cells.

Convolutional neural network (CNN) architecture, training and data augmentation

A 6-class 71-layer deep convolutional neural network with an adapted ResNet architecture (Figure S2A) #°
was implemented using MATLAB’s Neural Network Toolbox of Version R2021a. 48x48 pixel and 5 channel
input images were used. The complete training and test dataset contained a total of 60000 cells with
10000 cells per class. To evaluate CNN performance the full dataset was randomly split into a training set
and a test set (Test data with 10% of data; 1000 cells per class). The 6-class CNN was trained using
randomly initialized weights and biases and the adaptive learning rate optimization ‘ADAM’. The network
was trained for 20 epochs with an initial learning rate of 0.001 which was dropped every 5 epochs with a
factor of 0.1. Furthermore, a mini batch size of 512 images and L2 regularization with 0.001 was applied.
To further strengthen generalization, input images were augmented in each iteration. Here, images were
randomly rotated in 45-degree steps with an additional possibility to be also flipped vertically or
horizontally.
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T-cell polarization

The T-cell morphology CNN was trained to classify fixed and permeabilized human T-cells as Tp or Tocells
via DAPI, Brightfield and CD3 48x48 pixel (14.4um x 14.4um) single cell crops. The training set comprised
3301 (16777 all) Te and 9805 (56113 all) To cells, derived from primary human samples. Testing was
performed on 244 (1363 all) Tr and 791 (4638 all) To cells (approximately 10% of the training set). The
network employed a 39-layer CNN based on an adapted ResNet architecture. Training was performed
using the same parameters as described for the 6-class network. The network was trained five times to
assess training robustness, and the most accurate network was selected for downstream analysis. These
CNNs were used to classify individual T-cell crops into their output classes.

The fraction of Te cells was normalized towards the absolute fraction of T-cells to represent the relative
polarization of T-cells.

Quality control and cellular cleanup

For quality control, we applied a custom small ‘Cleanup CNN’, which evaluated each individual cell for
correct segmentation, contaminants or artifacts. Also here an adapted ResNet architecture was used
(Figure S2A). The cleanup CNN was trained for 30 epochs, with a minibatch size of 512 images utilizing
adaptive learning rate optimization ‘ADAM’. The training was started with an initial learning rate of 0.001
which was dropped every 5 epochs with a factor of 0.1. L2 regularization of 0.001 was employed. The
hand-curated training and validation dataset (10% of the data) consisted of 60000 individual, 48x48 pixel
and 2 channel (DAPI and brightfield) images. During training images were randomly rotated by 45-degrees
and mirrored vertically or horizontally per iteration. In all CNN classifications, 48x18 pixel sub-images
around each nuclei-center were generated. Cells closer than 25 pixels to the border of an image were
excluded from all classifications.

Drug response analysis & response prediction

Relative blast fractions (RBFs) were calculated as the fraction of cells of population X (identified by the
CNN) after drug treatment divided by the average fraction of population X cells measured in control wells.
Antibody-based treatments were normalized towards their respective isotype control whereas all other
drugs were normalized towards DMSO. For calculation of ex vivo drug responses, all RBF values per sample
were averaged over technical replicates, and subsequently zero-centered (1-RBF). Thus, a positive score
represents a relative reduction of that population (on-target effect). If a drug eradicates all cells of this
population without reducing other populations, the RBF score will be equal to 1. A RBF negative score
indicates relative ex vivo chemoresistance of that population and killing all non-target cells, the score goes
to negative infinity however values will be capped at -1. If a drug destroys both target and non-target cell
populations at an equal proportion or has no effect on either population, the score becomes 0.

Mean maturation scores were calculated by averaging the RBF values of all present target cell populations.
A cell population was defined as being present in a sample if it had a fraction higher than 0.005.

Page 15 of 27


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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-ND 4.0 International license .

Specifically, RBF values of the HO, H1, H2, H3, Negs, All marker+, T-cell and the total cell number reduction
were taken into account. To punish the reduction of the healthy T-cell population, T-cell RBF were sign
changed before averaging (hence reducing the T-cell population will negatively affect the score). The
rationale behind this score is to screen for compounds which specifically kill all the malignant target cell
populations, irrespective of their relative abundances while largely sparing healthy non-target cells,
because even small malignant populations can negatively affect treatment outcome. A positive score
favors drugs which relatively reduce all target populations whereas a negative score indicates incomplete
target populations reduction.

Statistical analysis and visualizations

Statistical analysis and visualization of data was performed using RStudio (v4.1.0) and Matlab R2021a. If
not stated otherwise, all p-values were calculated based on wilcoxon rank sum test. The distribution of
overall and event-free survival in the different subgroups was estimated using the Kaplan-Meier method
and p-values for the survival analysis were calculated with the Gehan-Breslow-Wilcoxon Test.

Data availability statement

CNN training and test datasets are available at: https://doi.org/10.3929/ethz-b-000680077. RNA-seq
measurements used in the study are available at the GEO repository at:

https://www.ncbhi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/query/acc.cgi?acc=GSE272681. The ex vivo response data will be

made available upon request. Additional data generated in this study are not publicly available due to
information that could compromise patient privacy or consent but are available upon reasonable
request from the corresponding author.

Figure legends
Main figures

Figure 1.

A, Circos plot overview of the newly diagnosed AML prospective patient cohort (174 samples from 44
patients). Concentric circles from outermost to innermost show the disease subtype, the ELN risk
classification, the tissue type of each sample, patient sex, time point of sampling, clinical patient response
after the first and second induction cycle, if a sample was sequenced and patient age at sampling. See
Table 1 and Supplementary Table 1&2 for more cohort information. B, Workflow integrating ex vivo drug
sensitivity screening (pharmacoscopy) with multiplexed single cell phenotyping, clinical data and direct
molecular associations. Patient blood and bone marrow samples of newly diagnosed acute myeloid
leukemia (AML) patients are taken over three time points and mononuclear cells are isolated and purified.
Cells are seeded in 384-well plates, containing an indication-specific drug library. After 24h incubation,
cells are fixed and stained with a multiplexed antibody panel and imaged by automated confocal
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microscopy. A deep learning pipeline consisting of several convolutional neural network (CNNs), classify
each cell into debris, 4 cancer populations, T-cells or negative stained cells. T-cells get additionally
evaluated for polarized or round morphologies indicating their activation status. Finally, ex vivo drug
response prediction and a multi-omics analysis are calculated to identify optimal treatment options and
clinically relevant subpopulations. C, Example image of multiplexed staining immunofluorescence on a
AML sample at diagnosis. Green: CD3, CD117; Orange: CD34; Red: CD117, CD33; Blue: DAPI. Imaged at
20x resolution. D, Representative example images of curated cells for AML blast populations (CD34+ and
CD33+ single positive cells (HO and H3), combinations of CD33+/-CD117+ (H2) or CD33+CD34+ +/- CD117
(H1) marker positive cells, activated T-cells (Tp) and conventional T-cells (To) as well as cells negative for
all stained markers (Negs). The size of crops is 48x48 pixels (14.4x14.4um). E, Confusion matrix of CNN
performance across 1000 test cells per class.

Figure 2

A, Deep learning-assisted phenotyping of all samples. Heatmap shows the mean population fractions
across DMSO treated wells per sample. HO, H1, H2, H3, all CD34+ population fractions were normalized
towards the absolute AML abundance. Samples are annotated with additional clinical annotations, as
presented in the legend. B, Correlation of population abundance at diagnosis and AML cell type scores.
AML cell types scores were calculated as defined by Van Galen et al. 3! and correlated to absolute
population abundances for each sequenced sample. C, Principal component analysis of population
fractions of all samples shown in A colored by clinical response to the first induction round. Shapes
indicate response to the second induction round. D, Population abundance in relation to treatment
outcome. Violin plots display the distributions of different population fractions measured before clinical
treatment response (first or second round). CR=complete remission. MRD=minimal residual disease.
NR=non responder. Samples with no response were excluded from analysis. Like in A, AML population
fractions were normalized towards the absolute AML abundance. E, Blood CD34 single positive abundance
(HO) at diagnosis-based stratification of progression-free (PFS) and overall survival (OS) (n=42 patients)
plotted as Kaplan-Meier survival curves. Two patients were excluded because no sample at diagnosis was
available. HO high population is defined as an absolute fraction higher than 0.083. P Value asterisks are
defined as following: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<103,

Figure 3

A, Overview of the pan-maturation drug screen. Individual data points represent relative blast fraction
scores (1-RBF) of a sample specific population per single drug. Low abundant populations (fraction below
0.05) were excluded. Values were standardized (z-scored) within each treatment (n=80). Columns of the
heatmap were grouped into five individual clusters (C1-C5) and the donut plots show the proportion of
populations within each group. B, t-Distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-SNE) visualization of all
drug responses shown in A per individual tested treatment. C, Principal component analysis of AML
population drug responses of all samples colored either by population ID or drug response to cytarabine,
daunorubicin or plerixafor.

Figure 4
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A, Cytarabine response at diagnosis. Top: Heatmap shows cytarabine response (1-RBF) for all samples at
diagnosis split by population. Responses for low abundant populations (fraction below 0.05) are plotted
in gray and crossed out. Columns of heatmap are sorted by the average response calculated across all
populations, referred to as the mean maturation score (MMS), for more details see methods. Bottom:
Sample MMS scores plotted as matching bar graphs. B, MMS all screened drugs for two selected patients,
with corresponding patient numbers, clinical outcome, timepoint and screened tissue. Bar graphs show
drugs ranked by the MMS. C, Violin plot shows the integrated MMS at diagnosis stratified by treatment
response (n=34). Integrated MMS score was calculated by summing all MMS scores for every individual
chemotherapy a patient was treated with. If multiple tissues (blood and bone marrow) were measured
per patient, the average score across both samples was calculated per patient. Measurements were taken
before a patient was treated. Patients without T1 samples (n=2), clinical response annotation (n=5) or
patients which received drugs not in the screening panel (n=3) were excluded from this analysis.
CR=complete remission. MRD=minimal residual disease. NR=non responder. D, Receiver operating
characteristic (ROC) curve plot based on the integrated AUC values from responding and non-responding
patients shown in A. The ROC curve shows the trade-off between sensitivity and specificity for the optimal
MMS cutoff stratifying responders from non-responders. The area under the curve (AUC) is 0.91. E,
Comparison of AUC rankings for different drug response readouts. AUC values were calculated based on
ROC curves generated from different integrated drug response measurements of responding and non-
responding patients. The AUC values ranged from 0.5 to 0.92, with the highest AUC value indicating the
most accurate drug response readout in distinguishing between responding and non-responding patients.

Supplementary figure legends
Figure S1

A, Progression to first line treatment responses over time. Flow diagram shows the clinical response to
the first and the subsequent second induction chemotherapy for each patient (n=44). CR=complete
remission. MRD=minimal residual disease. NR=non responder. N/A no response available.

Figure S2.

A, Schematic of the adapted ResNet architecture utilized in this study. B, Confusion matrix of the 6-class
CNN performance across 1000 test cells per class. CNN was trained and tested 10 times with a random
set of test cells (10% of dataset). Left shows the network with the best training & test performance which
was used in this study. Right shows the average accuracies for all 10 runs. C, Confusion matrix of the T-
cell morphology network across 3000 test cells per class. CNN was trained and tested 5 times. Left shows
the network with the best training & test performance which was used in this study. Right shows the
average accuracies for all 5 runs. D, Left: Confusion matrix of cleanup CNN. CNN was tested on 6000 cells
per class (10% of data). Right: Representative example images of curated cells for cell and non-cellular
object. The size of image crops is 48x48 pixels (14.4x14.4um). E, Percentage of apoptotic cells after
cleanup. Bar Graph shows the average percentage of Casp3+ positive cells after cleanup by the ‘Cleanup
CNN’ across a full drug plate for three individual patients. F, False-positive classification of the 6-class CNN
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on non-multiplexed test cells. Each datapoint in the boxplot diagram represents one sample (n=174). False
positive score is calculated as 1-(fraction of misclassified cells per control per sample).

Figure S3.

A, Technical reproducibility per sample. The pairwise correlation of mean population fractions across all
technical replicates per sample per control is calculated. All calculated correlations are depicted as
boxplots. B, Technical reproducibility per drug. The average pairwise correlation of mean population
fractions per individual drug in each sample is calculated. Boxplots depict correlations for all 174 samples.
C, Correlation of 24h treatment vs 48h treatment across all population drug responses for three individual
patients at diagnosis. For all boxplots the black dot indicates the median. Bottom and top edges of the
black box indicate the 25th and 75th percentiles, respectively. The whiskers extend to the most extreme
data points not considered outliers whereas the outliers are plotted in red.

Figure S4.

A, Gating strategy for matching population definitions by flow cytometry. 27 samples at diagnosis with
matched CD34, CD117, and CD33 staining were analyzed. B, Upper: Violin plots showing fraction of CD117,
CD33 and CD34 marker positive cells which fall within the CD45dim (blast) gate. Lower: Violin plot showing
the fraction of CD117-CD33-CD34- triple negative cells which fall within the CD45dim (blast) gate.
Measurements were conducted by flow cytometry at diagnosis. C, Pearson correlation of populations
abundances measured at diagnosis measured by either flow cytometry or Imaging/Pharmacoscopy. D,
Scatter plot correlating population abundances measured by either flow cytometry or imaging. The blue
line represents a linear model fit, with p-value and Rsq value from the linear regression indicated. P Value
asterisks are defined as following: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<103,

Figure S5.

A, Correlation of population abundances at baseline. Mean population fractions were pearson correlated
across all samples (n=174). All shown fractions were obtained from DMSO treated control wells. B,
Heatmap overview of individual influences on population composition. Significance of influence was
calculated by analysis of variance based on population abundances shown in Figure 2A. P-values were
logio transformed and multiplied by the sign of change. For all calculations HO, H1, H2, H3, all CD34+
population fractions were normalized towards the absolute AML abundance. P-value asterisks are defined
as following: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<103.

Figure S6.

A, Top: Bar graphs indicated the sum of transcript counts after DESeq2 normalization 6. Color indicates
the sequencing batch. n=108 samples. Bottom: Bar graphs indicated the percent of transcript count
assigned to hemoglobin. Samples above a threshold of 5% of hemoglobin (and with a lower gene count
than 14000 or a lower minimal count than = 10°) were excluded from analysis (total of 4 samples). B,
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Scatter plot of selected normalized transcript expression values per sample against the fraction of all
marker positive AML cells. Color by tissue origin of sample. C, Principal component analysis of normalized
transcript values of all samples colored by the fraction of marker positive AML cells. Shapes indicate batch.
D, Principal component analysis of normalized and corrected transcript values of all samples colored by
tissue origin of sample. Transcript values were corrected for the fraction of all marker positive AML cells.
Shapes indicate time point. E, Scatter plot of the LSC17 stemness score calculated per sample against AML
population fraction of each sample. Blue line indicates the fit of a linear model. P-value and Rsq of the
linear regression are shown. All marker positive AML cells are defined to be either CD33, CD34 or CD117
positive. BM = bone marrow.

Figure S7.

Induction and suppression of the HO phenotype with TNF-a and cytarabine treatment. Plotted are the log;
fold changes of the HO fraction across three individual AML patients at diagnosis compared to control
treatments. A, Increasing concentrations of TNF-a treatment for 48h. Values were normalized against a
PBS control. B, Combinations of cytarabine (10um) and TNF-a (100ng) against matching controls. P-values
were calculated based on a two-tailed Student's t-test.

Figure S8.

A, Population abundance in relation to treatment outcome. Violin plot displaying the distribution of
different population fractions measured before clinical treatment response (first or second round). B,
Violin plot displaying the distribution of different absolute population fractions measured before clinical
treatment response (first or second round). C, Violin plot displaying the distribution of different
population fractions measured at diagnosis. Population fractions were normalized towards the absolute
AML abundance. D, ELN Risk score stratification (n=42 patients) plotted as Kaplan-Meier survival curves.
Samples with no response were excluded from analysis. CR=complete remission. MRD=minimal residual
disease. NR=non responder.

Figure S9.

A, Population composition over time. Box plot displaying the fraction of different population abundances
measured before and after the first round of treatment stratified by patient response. Grey lines connect
matching samples from the same patient and tissue. AML populations were normalized towards the
absolute AML abundance. B, Violin plot displaying the distribution of different population fractions
measured at timepoint 3 (after second cycle). CR=complete remission. MRD=minimal residual disease.
NR=non responder. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<1073,

Figure S10.

A, Population composition at diagnosis measured by flow cytometry. 27 samples at diagnosis with
matched CD34, CD117, and CD33 staining were analyzed. Violin plot displaying the distribution of different

Page 20 of 27


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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-ND 4.0 International license .

AML population abundances. AML populations were normalized towards the absolute AML abundance.
CR=complete remission. MRD=minimal residual disease. NR=non responder.

Figure S11.

A, T-cell population abundance stratified by the emergence of neutropenic enterocolitis. Violin plot
displaying the distribution of the absolute T-cell fraction measured at T1 & T3.B, T-cell population
composition over time. Box plot displaying the fraction of different population abundances measured
before and after the first round of treatment stratified by patient response. Grey lines connect matching
samples from the same patient and tissue. C, Violin plot displaying the distribution of T-cell population
fractions measured at timepoint 3 (after second cycle). CR=complete remission. MRD=minimal residual
disease. NR=non responder. Tr were normalized towards the absolute T-cell abundance.

Figure S12. Drug response heterogeneity in relation to AML maturation stage. Heatmaps display the
fraction of samples with a significant reduction in the target population in a given treatment. A, Fraction
of significant relative abundance changes within the population (1-RBF) B, Fraction of significant absolute
abundance changes within the population (fold change). N=80 treatments.

Figure S13.

A, Heatmap overview of individual influences on drug responses stratified by population. Significance of
influence was calculated by analysis of variance (ANOVA). P-values were logio transformed and multiplied
by the sign of change. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<103. B, Identification of the Top 10 drugs exhibiting the
most pronounced age-dependent responses. Age-dependent response is quantified as the summed p-
values (directed -log10(p)) of age scores calculated in A, across various cell populations, including HO-H3
stages, negative controls (Negs), all blast cells, and all CD34+ progenitor cells. Positive values indicate
responses with higher on-target scores with increased age. C, Scatter plot of the H3 population response
to cytarabine 10uM in relation to patient age stratified by tissue. Only samples at diagnosis were
considered. Line indicates the fit of a linear model. p value and Rsq of the linear regression are shown per
tissue. D, Identification of the Top 10 drugs exhibiting the most pronounced tissue-dependent responses.
Tissue-dependent response is quantified as the summed p-values (directed -log10(p)) of scores calculated
in A, across various cell populations, including HO-H3 stages, negative controls (Negs), all blast cells, and
all CD34+ progenitor cells. Positive values indicate responses with higher on-target scores in bone marrow
samples. E, Scatter plot of the H3 population response to pomalidomide (10uM) in relation to patient age
stratified by tissue. Only samples at diagnosis were considered. Line indicates the fit of a linear model. P-
value and Rsq of the linear regression are shown per tissue. F, Quantification of drug-induced T-cell
activation. The ranked bar plot presents the average log2 fold changes of the Tr population calculated
across all samples per drug. Only positive scores are shown.

Figure S14.

A, Stratification of responders and non-responders to first line treatment by mean maturation scores with
varying factions thresholds. Mean maturation scores were calculated by averaging the RBF values of all
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present target cell populations. A cell population was defined as being present in a sample if it had a
fraction higher than the specified threshold (x-axis). Negs were including the neg as a target population
(see methods). Left y axis (blue): Area under curve of the ROC curve for the optimal MMS cutoff at a given
fraction threshold stratifying responders from non-responders. Right y axis (red) average number of
populations included in the MMS across all samples with a given fraction threshold. B, Stratification of
MMS Scores at diagnosis by the ex vivo response to cytarabine and the single treatment with the highest
MMS score per sample. Violin plot illustrates the distribution of MMS scores measured at the point of
diagnosis, categorized according to the patients' clinical response to first line treatment. Measurements
were taken before a patient was treated. Patients without clinical response annotation were excluded
from this analysis. CR=complete remission. MRD=minimal residual disease. NR=non responder. C, Best
scoring treatments in non-responding patients at diagnosis. D, General drug performance at diagnosis.
Scatter plot showing the median drug rank across patients vs the average MMS score. Drugs were ranked
by their average MMS within each patient (with 1 being the rank of best performing drug in a given
sample). If multiple tissues (blood and bone marrow) were measured per patient, the average MMS score
across both samples was calculated first.

Figure S15.

A, DARTT-1 post-hoc analysis. Violin plot shows the integrated ex vivo RBF and MMS scores stratified by
the clinical treatment response. Integrated MMS score was calculated by summing all MMS scores for
every individual chemotherapy a patient was treated with. Measurements were taken before a patient
was treated. CR=complete remission. PD=progressive disease. PR: Partial response. SD: Stable disease. B,
Stratification of patient samples achieved a complete remission (CR) or faced a progressive disease (PD)
treatment by MMS with varying fractions thresholds. Mean maturation scores were calculated by
averaging the RBF values of all present target cell populations. A cell population was defined as being
present in a sample if it had a fraction higher than the specified threshold (x-axis). Negs were including
the neg as a target population (see methods). Left y axis (blue): Area under curve of the ROC curve for the
optimal MMS cutoff at a given fraction threshold stratifying responders from non-responders. Right y axis
(red) average number of populations included in the MMS across all samples with a given fraction
threshold. C, Example screening results of DART 1 patient 31. Heatmap is ranked by MMS score.

Contributions

Conceptualization: Y.S., M.S., S.S., M.G.M.., A.M.S.M., B.S. Methodology: Y.S., Y.F., T.M.B. Software: Y.S,,
R.W. Validation: Y.S., Y.F. Formal analysis: Y.S., Y.F., R.W., B.D.H. Investigation: Y.S., Y.F. Resources:
T.M.B., M.R., A.K.K,, T.P.,, M.S. Data Curation: Y.S,, Y.F., T.M.B., B.D.H. Writing - Original Draft: Y.S., Y.F.,
B.S. Writing - Review & Editing: Y.S,, Y.F,, T.M.B., R.W.,, B.D.H., M.G.M,, S.S., A.M.S.M,, B.S. Visualization:
Y.S. Supervision: Y.S., S.S., M.S., M.G.M,, B.S. Project administration: Y.S., AM.S.M., M.G.M,, S.S., B.S.
Funding acquisition: S.S., M.G.M., AM.S.M., M.S,, B.S.

Page 22 of 27


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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-ND 4.0 International license .

Acknowledgments

We thank the anonymous patients for their contributions to this study. We also acknowledge the support
of Tim Heinemann, Melanie Clerc, Luca Truscello, and all members of the Snijder laboratory for their
discussions and additional experimental assistance.

Funding

This study was supported by the Personalized Health and Related Technologies (PHRT) grant of the ETH
domain (PHRT - 521) to SS, and ETHZ and D-BIOL, and IMSB funding to B.S.

References

1. Tyner, J. W. et al. Functional genomic landscape of acute myeloid leukaemia. Nature 562, 526-531
(2018).

2. Papaemmanuil, E. et al. Genomic Classification and Prognosis in Acute Myeloid Leukemia. N. Engl. J.
Med. 374, 2209-2221 (2016).

3. Kantarjian, H. et al. Acute myeloid leukemia: current progress and future directions. Blood Cancer J.
11, 41 (2021).

4. Bennett, J. M. et al. Proposals for the classification of the acute leukaemias. French-American-
British (FAB) co-operative group. Br. J. Haematol. 33, 451-458 (1976).

5. Walter, R. B. et al. Significance of FAB subclassification of ‘acute myeloid leukemia, NOS’ in the
2008 WHO classification: analysis of 5848 newly diagnosed patients. Blood 121, 2424-2431 (2013).

6. van Rhenen, A. et al. High stem cell frequency in acute myeloid leukemia at diagnosis predicts high
minimal residual disease and poor survival. Clin. Cancer Res. 11, 6520-6527 (2005).

7. Bottomly, D. et al. Integrative analysis of drug response and clinical outcome in acute myeloid
leukemia. Cancer Cell 40, 850—-864.e9 (2022).

8. Elsayed, A. H. et al. A six-gene leukemic stem cell score identifies high risk pediatric acute myeloid

leukemia. Leukemia 34, 735-745 (2020).

Page 23 of 27


http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6E8bQ
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6E8bQ
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6E8bQ
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6E8bQ
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6E8bQ
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6E8bQ
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6E8bQ
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6E8bQ
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yCnm2
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yCnm2
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yCnm2
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yCnm2
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yCnm2
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yCnm2
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yCnm2
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yCnm2
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/sGIFh
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/sGIFh
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/sGIFh
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/sGIFh
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/sGIFh
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/sGIFh
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/sGIFh
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/sGIFh
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/gvo67
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/gvo67
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/gvo67
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/gvo67
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/gvo67
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/gvo67
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/gvo67
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/gvo67
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/FbQNc
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/FbQNc
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/FbQNc
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/FbQNc
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/FbQNc
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/FbQNc
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/FbQNc
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/FbQNc
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/m8wDl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/m8wDl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/m8wDl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/m8wDl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/m8wDl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/m8wDl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/m8wDl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/m8wDl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/p5RRH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/p5RRH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/p5RRH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/p5RRH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/p5RRH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/p5RRH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/p5RRH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/p5RRH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/IJA1o
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/IJA1o
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/IJA1o
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/IJA1o
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/IJA1o
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/IJA1o
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/IJA1o
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/IJA1o
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

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

Wang, Y.-H. et al. A 4-gene leukemic stem cell score can independently predict the prognosis of
myelodysplastic syndrome patients. Blood Adv 4, 644—654 (2020).

Gentles, A. J., Plevritis, S. K., Majeti, R. & Alizadeh, A. A. Association of a leukemic stem cell gene
expression signature with clinical outcomes in acute myeloid leukemia. JAMA 304, 27062715
(2010).

Ng, S. W. K. et al. A 17-gene stemness score for rapid determination of risk in acute leukaemia.
Nature 540, 433-437 (2016).

Ho, T.-C. et al. Evolution of acute myelogenous leukemia stem cell properties after treatment and
progression. Blood 128, 1671-1678 (2016).

Morita, K. et al. Clonal evolution of acute myeloid leukemia revealed by high-throughput single-cell
genomics. Nat. Commun. 11, 5327 (2020).

Shallis, R. M., Wang, R., Davidoff, A., Ma, X. & Zeidan, A. M. Epidemiology of acute myeloid
leukemia: Recent progress and enduring challenges. Blood Rev. 36, 70-87 (2019).

Pollyea, D. A. & Jordan, C. T. Therapeutic targeting of acute myeloid leukemia stem cells. Blood 129,
1627-1635 (2017).

Burd, A. et al. Precision medicine treatment in acute myeloid leukemia using prospective genomic
profiling: feasibility and preliminary efficacy of the Beat AML Master Trial. Nat. Med. 26, 1852—-1858
(2020).

Marusyk, A., Almendro, V. & Polyak, K. Intra-tumour heterogeneity: a looking glass for cancer? Nat.
Rev. Cancer 12, 323-334 (2012).

Snijder, B. et al. Image-based ex-vivo drug screening for patients with aggressive haematological
malignancies: interim results from a single-arm, open-label, pilot study. Lancet Haematol 4, e595—
€606 (2017).

Heinemann, T. et al. Deep Morphology Learning Enhances Ex Vivo Drug Profiling-Based Precision

Page 24 of 27


http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5XqLW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5XqLW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5XqLW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5XqLW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5XqLW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5XqLW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5XqLW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5XqLW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T7l5S
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T7l5S
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T7l5S
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T7l5S
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T7l5S
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T7l5S
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T7l5S
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7hsuR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7hsuR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7hsuR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7hsuR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7hsuR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7hsuR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7hsuR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7hsuR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4YNhq
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4YNhq
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4YNhq
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4YNhq
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4YNhq
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4YNhq
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4YNhq
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4YNhq
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6ZiG7
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6ZiG7
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6ZiG7
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6ZiG7
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6ZiG7
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6ZiG7
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6ZiG7
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/6ZiG7
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/fYiCS
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/fYiCS
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/fYiCS
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/fYiCS
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/fYiCS
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/fYiCS
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/dVzbT
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/dVzbT
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/dVzbT
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/dVzbT
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/dVzbT
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/dVzbT
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/mGDhn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/mGDhn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/mGDhn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/mGDhn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/mGDhn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/mGDhn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/mGDhn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/mGDhn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/mGDhn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/RS5wP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/RS5wP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/RS5wP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/RS5wP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/RS5wP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/RS5wP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/rnnSN
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/rnnSN
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/rnnSN
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/rnnSN
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/rnnSN
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/rnnSN
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/rnnSN
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/rnnSN
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/rnnSN
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/K1RMx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/K1RMx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/K1RMx
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

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

Medicine. Blood Cancer Discov 3, 502-515 (2022).

Malani, D. et al. Implementing a Functional Precision Medicine Tumor Board for Acute Myeloid
Leukemia. Cancer Discov. 12, 388—401 (2022).

Kropivsek, K. et al. Ex vivo drug response heterogeneity reveals personalized therapeutic strategies
for patients with multiple myeloma. Nat Cancer 4, 734-753 (2023).

Kuusanmaki, H. et al. Ex vivo venetoclax sensitivity testing predicts treatment response in acute
myeloid leukemia. Haematologica 108, 1768—1781 (2023).

Schmid, J. A. et al. Efficacy and feasibility of pharmacoscopy-guided treatment for acute myeloid
leukemia patients who have exhausted all registered therapeutic options. Haematologica 109, 617—-
621 (2024).

Liebers, N. et al. Ex vivo drug response profiling for response and outcome prediction in
hematologic malignancies: the prospective non-interventional SMARTTrial. Nat Cancer 4, 1648-1659
(2023).

Pemovska, T. et al. Individualized systems medicine strategy to tailor treatments for patients with
chemorefractory acute myeloid leukemia. Cancer Discov. 3, 1416-1429 (2013).

Kornauth, C. et al. Functional Precision Medicine Provides Clinical Benefit in Advanced Aggressive
Hematological Cancers and Identifies Exceptional Responders. Cancer Discov. 12, 372-387 (2022).
Kuusanmaki, H. et al. Phenotype-based drug screening reveals association between venetoclax
response and differentiation stage in acute myeloid leukemia. Haematologica 105, 708—720 (2020).
Dohner, H. et al. Diagnosis and management of AML in adults: 2022 recommendations from an
international expert panel on behalf of the ELN. Blood 140, 1345-1377 (2022).

Severin, Y. et al. Multiplexed high-throughput immune cell imaging reveals molecular health-
associated phenotypes. Sci Adv 8, eabn5631 (2022).

Vergez, F. et al. Phenotypically-defined stages of leukemia arrest predict main driver mutations

Page 25 of 27


http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/K1RMx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/K1RMx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/K1RMx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/K1RMx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/K1RMx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/Xvlc5
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/Xvlc5
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/Xvlc5
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/Xvlc5
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/Xvlc5
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/Xvlc5
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/Xvlc5
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/Xvlc5
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/OG0vR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/OG0vR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/OG0vR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/OG0vR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/OG0vR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/OG0vR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/OG0vR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/OG0vR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ad4hR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ad4hR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ad4hR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ad4hR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ad4hR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ad4hR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ad4hR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ad4hR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/YT6mU
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/YT6mU
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/YT6mU
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/YT6mU
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/YT6mU
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/YT6mU
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/YT6mU
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/YT6mU
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/YT6mU
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/AZmQR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/AZmQR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/AZmQR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/AZmQR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/AZmQR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/AZmQR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/AZmQR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/AZmQR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/AZmQR
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/9Pary
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/9Pary
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/9Pary
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/9Pary
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/9Pary
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/9Pary
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/9Pary
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/9Pary
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/MhU2j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/MhU2j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/MhU2j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/MhU2j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/MhU2j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/MhU2j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/MhU2j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/MhU2j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/KqoYl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/KqoYl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/KqoYl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/KqoYl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/KqoYl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/KqoYl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/KqoYl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/KqoYl
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/f6pdz
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/f6pdz
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/f6pdz
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/f6pdz
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/f6pdz
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/f6pdz
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/f6pdz
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/f6pdz
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/JiFFx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/JiFFx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/JiFFx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/JiFFx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/JiFFx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/JiFFx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/JiFFx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/JiFFx
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/I0nlI
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/I0nlI
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/I0nlI
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

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

subgroups, and outcome in acute myeloid leukemia. Blood Cancer J. 12, 117 (2022).

van Galen, P. et al. Single-Cell RNA-Seq Reveals AML Hierarchies Relevant to Disease Progression
and Immunity. Cell 176, 1265-1281.e24 (2019).

Shilts, J. et al. A physical wiring diagram for the human immune system. Nature 608, 397-404
(2022).

Meister, H. et al. Multifunctional mMRNA-Based CAR T Cells Display Promising Antitumor Activity
Against Glioblastoma. Clin. Cancer Res. 28, 4747-4756 (2022).

Hale, B. D. et al. Cellular architecture shapes the naive T cell response. Science 384, eadh8697
(2024).

Zhou, X. et al. Transmembrane TNF-a preferentially expressed by leukemia stem cells and blasts is a
potent target for antibody therapy. Blood 126, 1433-1442 (2015).

Stelmach, P. & Trumpp, A. Leukemic stem cells and therapy resistance in acute myeloid leukemia.
Haematologica 108, 353—-366 (2023).

Steinberg, M. & Silva, M. Plerixafor: A chemokine receptor-4 antagonist for mobilization of
hematopoietic stem cells for transplantation after high-dose chemotherapy for non-Hodgkin’s
lymphoma or multiple myeloma. Clin. Ther. 32, 821-843 (2010).

Felszeghy, K., Banisadr, G., Rostene, W., Nyakas, C. & Haour, F. Dexamethasone downregulates
chemokine receptor CXCR4 and exerts neuroprotection against hypoxia/ischemia-induced brain
injury in neonatal rats. Neuroimmunomodulation 11, 404—-413 (2004).

Ghosh, M. C. et al. Dexamethasone augments CXCR4-mediated signaling in resting human T cells
via the activation of the Src kinase Lck. Blood 113, 575-584 (2009).

Lee, J. B. et al. Venetoclax enhances T cell-mediated antileukemic activity by increasing ROS
production. Blood 138, 234-245 (2021).

Zeidner, J. F. & Karp, J. E. Clinical activity of alvocidib (flavopiridol) in acute myeloid leukemia. Leuk.

Page 26 of 27


http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/I0nlI
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/I0nlI
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/I0nlI
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/I0nlI
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/I0nlI
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/371mi
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/371mi
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/371mi
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/371mi
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/371mi
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/371mi
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/371mi
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/371mi
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3zAR1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3zAR1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3zAR1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3zAR1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3zAR1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3zAR1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3zAR1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3zAR1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yZWw1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yZWw1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yZWw1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yZWw1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yZWw1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yZWw1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yZWw1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/yZWw1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/M4uii
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/M4uii
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/M4uii
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/M4uii
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/M4uii
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/M4uii
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/M4uii
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/M4uii
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T5AKP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T5AKP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T5AKP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T5AKP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T5AKP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T5AKP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T5AKP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/T5AKP
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/eD2Fn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/eD2Fn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/eD2Fn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/eD2Fn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/eD2Fn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/eD2Fn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/npdoD
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/npdoD
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/npdoD
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/npdoD
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/npdoD
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/npdoD
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/npdoD
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ZqGpH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ZqGpH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ZqGpH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ZqGpH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ZqGpH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ZqGpH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/ZqGpH
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3nQdW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3nQdW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3nQdW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3nQdW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3nQdW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3nQdW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3nQdW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/3nQdW
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/H4bbV
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/H4bbV
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/H4bbV
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/H4bbV
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/H4bbV
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/H4bbV
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/H4bbV
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/H4bbV
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/C5Kgw
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/C5Kgw
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

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

Res. 39, 1312-1318 (2015).

Zeidner, J. F. et al. Phase | Study of Alvocidib Followed by 7+3 (Cytarabine + Daunorubicin) in Newly
Diagnosed Acute Myeloid Leukemia. Clin. Cancer Res. 27, 60—69 (2021).

Gershon, A. et al. Early Real-World First-Line Treatment With Venetoclax Plus HMAs Versus HMA
Monotherapy Among Patients With AML in a Predominately US Community Setting. Clin.
Lymphoma Myeloma Leuk. 23, e222—e231 (2023).

DiNardo, C. D. et al. Azacitidine and Venetoclax in Previously Untreated Acute Myeloid Leukemia.
N. Engl. J. Med. 383, 617-629 (2020).

Picelli, S. et al. Tn5 transposase and tagmentation procedures for massively scaled sequencing
projects. Genome Res. 24, 2033-2040 (2014).

Love, M. ., Huber, W. & Anders, S. Moderated estimation of fold change and dispersion for RNA-
seq data with DESeq2. Genome Biol. 15, 550 (2014).

Carpenter, A. E. et al. CellProfiler: image analysis software for identifying and quantifying cell
phenotypes. Genome Biol. 7, R100 (2006).

Vladimer, G. |. et al. Global survey of the immunomodulatory potential of common drugs. Nat.
Chem. Biol. 13, 681-690 (2017).

He, K., Zhang, X., Ren, S. & Sun, J. Deep Residual Learning for Image Recognition. in 2016 IEEE

Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) 770-778 (2016).

Page 27 of 27


http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/C5Kgw
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/C5Kgw
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/C5Kgw
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/C5Kgw
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TA9FB
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TA9FB
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TA9FB
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TA9FB
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TA9FB
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TA9FB
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TA9FB
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TA9FB
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5QR6t
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5QR6t
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5QR6t
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5QR6t
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5QR6t
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5QR6t
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5QR6t
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5QR6t
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/5QR6t
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4mijn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4mijn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4mijn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4mijn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4mijn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4mijn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4mijn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/4mijn
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/EyDl1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/EyDl1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/EyDl1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/EyDl1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/EyDl1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/EyDl1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/EyDl1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/EyDl1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7WfmO
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7WfmO
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7WfmO
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7WfmO
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7WfmO
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/7WfmO
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TKDp1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TKDp1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TKDp1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TKDp1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TKDp1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TKDp1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TKDp1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/TKDp1
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/oMS0j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/oMS0j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/oMS0j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/oMS0j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/oMS0j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/oMS0j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/oMS0j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/oMS0j
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/XaYSs
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/XaYSs
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/XaYSs
http://paperpile.com/b/kzFpR8/XaYSs
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure 1

(which was not certified by peer,

thoremice™ 3o W oup

[nfer license .

o
niedRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/lO.gl@&dﬁﬁZAO?.ZAWHEMggsted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint

Wga{s the
m (gsa/‘é able under'a CC-BY-ND:4,
L 2

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

& ) - -
# 0 T NN '.;?':~ o,
o’ g <2 gm N ¥,
o g RET e L v () “
o f“‘ e gy, Yy, N N
“ P\ ... " .
' ”‘“‘ P&e ~‘-- ..:"‘:‘0 ‘\‘ “‘
2 4 O AN $
1/ 298/ O
’Q Disease type \’Q 0‘ |}
s i. Il AML with recurrent genetic abnormalities N ‘Q‘ \“ |}
4 AML, NOS LY
i .. 4 = AML with myelodysplasia-related changes “‘ . \
Myeloid sarcoma L
& » Therapy-related myeloid neoplasms ““‘“““‘\“
N \s G 8
L Timepoints  ELN 2022 ‘\‘“‘= L ‘ ‘|
n M I favorable | mal
= g B2 intermediate = = it
' 3 1 adverse E = u 1 E | |
| BB BN ]
E ] l‘ Age Response C1 Response C2 i E = ; =
- ms B cr B cr L ]
-4 CR with MRD CR with MRD iF RN
“‘ 45 nan nan "..H... :.
“““ I B NR B NR I'.......... }
L\ ol
199 15 &
“ “ "“‘\\ iax Tissue Type Sequenced i i l
A N female M bicod
““0" male bone marrow B ;gs .Q’.' " ,'
% % %, 4 &
RN s 4
s o * 4
AN OSSN
NN AN - L
’Q N ’% L/ "". Ssang gm ““‘ o” g
~$~ » ."'.. "'lll . ““‘ s’
N :...ll llll“‘ o o ',O’
V. ey iy @
M o o ¥
L g
L J ~ .:--- - 4‘ ‘¢¢
B v
gy mn
B
AML Patient cohort (n=174 samples) Pharmacoscopy Deep learning-assisted phenotyping Phenotypic profiling & drug predictions

Peripheral blood ~—1st Sampling

myeloid populations (n=5) Bulk population

)

2 « HO (CD34+,CD33-,CD117-) H 5 o
2 | Induction chemotherapy 1 . * H1(CD34+,CD33+-,CD117+) | &5 ©O° & ©
= |"Regeneration n =100 conditions multiplexed staining « H2 (CD117+,CD33+-,CD34-) £60 x co® o
o ) n =60 unique drugs .CD33 * H3 (CD33+,CD34-,CD117-) ] )
= |—2nd Sampling .CD117 « Negative < “Maturation
o
2 ] «CD34

y £ | Induction chemotherapy 2 [ntegfativelmeasureMents .CD3 healthy T-cell subtypes (n=2)
o
)

Regeneration

Bone marrow’
—3rd Sampling

« Clinical data

« RNA sequencing of MNCs

* CD3+

* Morphology

- conventional (T,)
- activated (T,)

|

e,
Likelihood of clinical response

3
Q
s
&
8
&

C Multiplexed staining in AML D Example images of cell classes E
All blast Negs 0% 100%
CNN accuracy |
dololojolomm || L | IR [T
B -+ <«
H1 T-cells

.~ HE-:ame

V. -~ E=1
-AEENE SEHENE -pEn-mn

&

a 1111

Blue: DAPI (Nucleus)
Green: CD3,CD117
Orange: CD34

Red: CD117,CD33

TO...

r<- CRAENEAD
MmO
T I

ox[oz]oe o BB

Negs

Mean accuracy

©
©

o~

T I 9

2
=y

ves [

T-cells


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure 2

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
Awhich 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 availahle tngeraf&E-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

ELNtisk Sample type
I B N I N B SN I IEEI DO N B IEE risk I favorable blood
I T . Il . ] (1__ NN N a Himmm 1 ITreatment response C1 : : b
‘Il B I 1IN EE NIl E N O O NEE ] EEEENEE I BN OINI B B Gen intermediate one marrow
HE Il I TNl Er i A Sl I Il m Tl Nl NI s BN BN 1§ Age ) [ adverse Gender
Sam e type
[ R B ] L B PR R TR B (R ] Il S NI mEEIE - Tlmeppo'l:ze Treatment Resp. T1 m
CR with MRD i
I I CR Time point
a nan
2 1
5 m * 1 1 Teels e B
=1
ki 1 1 mn T, Age s
>
2 | v ik Negs nm
o Ho 20 70
allCD34+ 1 08 06 04 02 0
I H3 [ ol I
fraction

All blast (cancer populations are normalized)

Samples (n=174)

B D o e E

Overall survival

0.0049

Correlation of population fraction & cell type score 1.00 005 0014

1.00
% 0o 0032 . ; >
[ | e |Ho - 2075 T 5 075
T 06 = ) 2
| | 5 f “5050 4 £ 050 ‘ — Holow
203 20.25 = ' == HO high
=1 . = > '
I v e 2 ¥ g ' s 025 ! p<0.0001
<00 * 0.00 o a :
s CR CR+MRD  NR CR CR+MRD  NR 0.00 '
B | = . - 0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400
H2 H3 05 (days)
* * Negs 00020,00057 HO=high 6 4 3 1 0 0 0 o0
1] : = — Ho=low 34 32 31 25 13 6 4 0
T-cells £09 1 0.9
> . * 2 | ' el Number at risk
L ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 9 pearson correlation u'—ov 0.6 1 . o6
= = = = = = o
v 52 2 g M 5 | :
A L2 = < s a = 03 203
T £ S _ . : .
§ ¢ £ ¢ ” 07 0 07 £ t g Progression free survival
g g 8 00 o0 1.00
& CR  CR+MRD  NR CR  CR+MRD  NR 2
3 075
Treatment response C1 all CD34 + All blast 8
10 oR _0.00093 ]
. x (rilalr:mth MRD 00058 5 050 ] — HO low
c + * o NR = . © H —_ i
g g09 : g ! HO high
Sos e i ° £025)  p=000064
g = s a :
£ Treatment response C2 506 £ 06 0.00 y
a o CR P c 3 0 200 400 600 8001000 1200 1400
=00 A CRwith MRD 203 = 03 PFS (days)
~ m nan 19
4 +NR goo Ho=high6 2 2 1 0 0o 0 ©
X 0.0 -
-0. CR  CR+MRD NR CR  CR+MRD NR HO=low 34 31 28 22 11 6 4 0

-05 00 0.5 10 15 Number at risk

PC1,50.52% variation


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure 3

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright hotdee foR&his preprint
Awhich was not certified by peer review) is the a;%hor/funder, ho ha%%ranted medRxiv a license to display the prgﬂlt i%rpetuity.
Patient populations —— It is made availdBRTHHEFY ECBBY NN 6 thfernational license . 20

O 00T 1 S —— 1] (0011F 0 1000 O W 00 OO OO 0 OO 000 R B
T T r 1 . 7

A el R P S ‘ i i T bivim "|'|0‘y""|
AT 7 PR | i ek ‘ ‘ i e
o ik B (BRER b  e AT =
AR e LA e | ‘ eyl i , bl

i

=80)

Drugs (n:

Cluster population compostion Legend populations Legend drug classes 0{%\

HO [ Teells Anthracyclines BET protein inh. Other antineoplastic
H1 All Blast IAntimetabolites IDH inh. Immunotherapy

a ] a ca cs H2 all D34+ B AntimetabolitesComb. [ Protein kinase inhi. Immunosuppressants
H3 ITp MixedCombination Histone Deacetylase inh. imulati
Negs TCN

Drug response clustering

B

Population . Cytarabine 10uM Daunorubicine 0.1uM Plerixafor
PopulationID
® HO

tSNE2
PC2,9.64% variation

=

&
0 5 70 PCl <
PC1,39.11% variation -


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure 4

edRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
hich was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
relative dgﬁﬁlmgqgeg[y&gﬁm%m}g%g(B%Y-ND 4.0 International license . eament Resp. 1.
I DN BN B e oo B
- _ResponseC1 CR with MRD
1 HO BInR

H1

Sample type
H2
H3 [ | k;lood
A" blaStS one marrow
Negs
0.8
Teells |
TCN T
H 0L
. 03 S5 -
mean maturation score (MMS) €3 |
[r——— ——— 00 B2 -0.8
£ g
o
3% %
samples at diagnosis
B C1 response C1 response
AMLO08, male, ELN adverse Picr AMLO15, male, ELN adverse PInR
03 0.2
#1: alvocidib #1: omacetaxine mepesuccinate
0251 #2: venetoclax 0.15¢ #2:ipilimumab01
021 #3: panobinostat 01k #3: nivolumab10
- #4: pracinostat #4: ipilimumab10
0.15F #5: volasertib 0.05 #5: pinometostat
w
§ oak dexamethasone Tum, é‘ o
005 cytarabine Tum; 0.05
[ S SES.SN___———-L L -0.1 .
cytarabine 10um! ! daunorubicin
-0.05 . 4 -0.15 ‘cytarabine 10um 4
daunorubicin® 02 !dexamethasone Tum
-0.1 dexamethasone 10um ¢ 1 ™ ldexamethason e10um 1
20,15 b ] =025 b
MMS for all recieved drugs Area under curve CRall vs NR
C ora drug D roc:cralivsnr E
o1 1
0.0006 5
10 o8 h QO
0.00027 z X
T 1 8 o
g AUC: 0.91
=
0
v 05 0 1
§ False positive rate
el
2
i Treatment response C1 -
o E = < i=4 = @ =
] ] - S
€00 ® xR s 5 5 £ £ & &
= CR with MRD < o S I 3 = s
7N ® MR € 3T B S I 2 3
= @ s & w gy
= = 2 = £
[ < = [%)
-0.5 2 g §
) 3 =
o

CR CR with MRD NR
Response (C1)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S1
medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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.
A It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

Progression to first-line treatments over time

1. cycle 2. cycle
CR

(27.2%) CR

B, (45.5%)
CR VN
with MRD A |

(31.8%) ” R
A < with MRD

114% (31.8%)
NR N/A

(29.5%) (18.2%)



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S2

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768,; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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.

A Itis madeB\vallabIe under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 Internatiopal ligense -
A48x48x5 CNN with best accuracy mean crossvalidation accuracies
) (k=10,n=1000/class)
Image input
% 100% % 100%
3x3 conv, 64 48x48x64 CNN accuracy — CNN accuracy —

Bz

o Tl oo "

T N |

e - - DI ;
24x24x64

S -2 [0 B o [oo| o | - I
S z S o
3x3 conv, 64 5 . 8 5 Ho 8
——] o 3 g 3 g
ReLU g & g & g
_'S -} c Negs c
3x3 conv, 64 2= 3 2
b &< s T-cells =
Zzs v v
S o = 96.7 96.4
2o z ¢
g8 .
S =
5 3 Ground truth Ground truth
= -
— o
~
3x3 conv, 64 T C T-cell morphology
—  —
<%
Rell 53 T-cell CNN with best accuracy mean crossvalidation accuracies
M N\— | _ —
3x3 conv, 64 ] E (k=5,n=3000/class)
— 0% 100% 0% 100%
CNN accuracy CNN accuracy
- T, %8 1.9 > oT, >
3x3 conv, 64*X -8 g -8 g
ez, 3 2 3 2
1x1 conv, 64*X &’ g &’ g
RelU stride 2 T, 2 98.1 S T, s
— —
3x3 convy, 64*X = =
= =
Ground truth 98 Ground truth 96.8
3x3 cony, 64*X D
[ N— | Clean-up CNN
ReLU
0% 100%
3x3 conv, 64*X CNN accuracy
Cell NotCell
3x3x512 -
M \— | E g 7
Global pool = ]
_\_p’— e N % m H . n
s ]
fully connect NotCell 4.3 95.5 b
1xIxt#classes s
- BHE EY
3 3 |
Class output v Y 95.6
5]
1x1x#classes Ground truth &

False positive estimation

w
AE 10 T T T 1
= ] ==
2
g 8+ b 5 0.98
E | g
@ 6F ] £ 096
+ @
[ 4r 4 Q 094
B 1 o)
8 g
s 2l 1 = 092
€ “
g ]
o . . . 0.9
a0
™ ~
’747( ’747( ’747( ] ~
G %, <, o =
77/0 Gp 7,0 [a)]
e e S 0


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S3

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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-ND 4.0 International license .

mean correlation of the 6 class population fractions between replicated wells per experiment/sample, total mean correlation: 0.99

¢'¢°(¢¢¢°¢¢¢CO°¢7¢,¢¢¢,€c€c¢°¢¢¢.’¢,¢¢.’¢o¢,¢¢¢(CC(OQQ«'Q

IccecceeceeecccoNten:

©

rcccc«acccc

7

LCCcCececccecceeccccccccececcececececceececcecceoscelcecccecco Icco?

€(°°¢,¢.

c(
mean correlation of the 6 class population fractions between replicated wells per drug across all samples, total mean correlation: 0.99

| | |
9. 8. 7. 6.
0 O O 0

uoie[a1I0d uosread

L
(=]

Sample ID

|

| | | |
(2] e ~ [{e} [Te)
o @ o < S
IS} IS} IS} IS} IS}
suonoely Uoie|a1109

0.94 —

UIXOIESOA
1EISOULIOA

qJase|on
qifapowsia
XB[00}9UIA
pioeoloidien

uiounan

1€1S0paso]

ueoajodoy
SnuwijolISWwa}
qiunnpue)

qiuniuns

qiuajelos

Joxaulles
aulgeloedes
quunijoxni

qiuntezinb

T24ynd

1elsouroesd
apiwopirewod
Joyexuajd
1ejsolewould
qewnzijoiqwad

sqd

Jejsoulqoued
qiporoogred
mﬂm:_uo:memEmE_XMHQOGEO
qewn|oAlu

qisalgijow
auoJuexoNw
OTuLNEISOPIW
Tuunesopiw
apiwopieus)
QIUBPISOA
j01u0d9dAjos|
qewnuidi
uipnuesepl
Tunignep
ToumIgnIep!
eaINAXoIp, _w_
2956.82)4S

qibapse|b

qiuniayib
oTauIqerepny
Tauigerepny
zouinselbjy
Snuwijo1ana
qluapiseus
uioignioxop

ostp
OTuOSBYIaWEXIP
TuoseyIBWEXaP
auigeloap
uioigniepluldigniounep
uiigniepiuoseyawexapuidigniounep
Tuigniounep
TourIigniounep
quuiesep
uine)soplwauIgeeIfo
aulgesepnyaulgelelfo
zooTwnselbjyauiqeseifo
uosey}aLexapaulgeleIfo
uoseyaWwexapudiqniounepaulqeseikd
uIgniounepaulgereIfd
0TauIgeleIfo
Taulgereifo
qiuejouaid
aulgerelfoauIqere)ol
aulgelrejod
auigesrelfoaulqupelo
oTeuIqUpe)d
TauIqUpejd

qisaiqeulq

qiuesereq

aulpnioeze

qewnjane

€8c6re
pIxouplussie
qIpIooAre

qiuasie

Correlation analysis of baseline fractions and
drug responses in 24h vs 48h treatments (n

=3).

a
S}

@« ™~
=] =]
uolje|a.10d> uosiead

I
°
S}

n
o

RBF across
all conditions

Baseline fractions


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S4

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint

Awhich was not certified by peer

review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is mad&NATEN (thtfdr PRTeEIYeND A0 IRteaadMal license .

1o CD45dim N
24.7% H1
s ey
~
g
Single Cells 93,2% 3 R
P g n o0
. o
[v]
—>
FS-A " ‘con7-eco
) A
7] [E— wd H1 AC o
= = CD117 AC - ] o] H3 H2
€ CD33AC € 21.9% € a & ] 367%:| 782%
3 17.9% 3 3 Joges g L
S S =] S= 4-AC  CD34all AC Py o
B % 21.6% o | O ]
CD33-PC7 CD34-APC CD117-ECD CD117-ECD
N
<o ] CD33CD45dim < CD117CD45dim Q CD117- CD33- CD34- < o] CD34CD45dim
& 89.6% & 98.5% py CD45dim 1.17% & 97.3%
%] m %]
o] ] o ]
O
CD45-KO CD117-ECD CD45-KO
Fraction of marker positive cells which are blasts All cells CD45dim blasts Others

1.00
£ , H
= 0.96 0.92 £0.90
2075
[a)]
3 i
=t
Is}
£0.50"
S
= I
g
=025 E
cD117 (D33 CD34

Marker positive cells

Fraction of marker negative cells which are blasts

HO 08

06 2

©

H1 04 g

02 3

0 v

allCD34 S

02 @

04 3

H3 06 &
-08

H2

Negs

Teells

I [ |
CD4SDim|i|. Bm

coasH | 1] . . [ |

CD45- . . .

- CD34- . .

04 All blasts
£
5 S} u oy oy + o~ ,
3 03 < < < < 5 E =
< =] + ) o a ja)
a I 5 T T S o
o] = ~
5 02 S s S
5 median: mean: 0.031 ® 5 O¢
T 01 (=t
g =%
- aya)
0.0 (o]
Marker negative cells
(CD117- CD34- CD33-)
D HO H1 H2 H3 all CD34+ all blasts
s Rsq=-0.03, p=0.44 Rsq=0.53,p=0.0019 6 Rsq =0.76, p = 2.8e—-05 Rsq=0.72, p = 7.9e-05 Rsq=0.57,p=0.0011 Rsq=0.55, p=0.0015
7 0.5 c 08 . 08" C

z

0.4

5 o 0.4 06-

278 0.4 .-

g 0.0]F = 02

0.2

Eo2 : ]
I I I I -0.1-, . . . 0.01 I I I I 0.00{%"* | | | | | | 1 oo0- | | |
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.0 02 04 06 0.0 02 04 06 08 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 0.0 02 04 06 08 0.25 050 0.75
Flow cytometry (AC) Flow cytometry (AC) Flow cytometry (AC) Flow cytometry (AC) Flow cytometry (AC) Flow cytometry (AC)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S5

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
Awhich was not certified by peer review) is the authorffdinder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available er a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

N Analysis of variance -log, (p) * sign of change
H1 T Ho ~6.06 898
H1
- Hl - ®
0 H- " o
w @ |
Negs . - §
K] * . Negs
Teells - S o
E 8 . Teells
Il blast . - =
All blas < 3 * All blast
a
all CD34+ . .. - - 2 - all CD34+
L. ¢ 2 3 43
-1 -08 06 -04 -02 0 02 04 06 08 1 < g8 g 23
pearson correlation [T~ %_ )
E o ¢
E v £
wv


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S6

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768,; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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.

A It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license . batch
1 2 3
Total counts per well
1e+08;
i)
=
=]
= 1le+054
S
[
le+024
LJSLJLUSL UL L LU UL U I O O DN O O O I )
Percent of counts assigned to hemoglobin
£ 257
8
S 204
£
s 154
+« 104
c .
8 5 threshold exclusion
2 |
o o4 | N S R S —
T L 0 I 1 B 0 L0 0 LTI 0 0 0 0 0 LT A L LI S L B RO AL B 0L 0
MO PARYY IR (N At DI BEUDEND o Ao
§w§w§ww§mw§ww§w r/) w ) ISNSSVY) NNV NS w2(/)(/122(/1w§w§§mm§wwww§www§w§§ww§wmgmgmgmmﬁmgﬁmmm

¥b¥b ¥& ¥h ¥H¥b¥hll le :ﬁ?

BOBSS =N

000y

e R R RS AR (N RR AR PG VN A MRS AR R R

B e e e et it
<< <<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<EEEE55((<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<§§§§§§§§§<<<
sample type
E3 BM
Blood
e CD3D CD34 CD33 CD117
® 12 16 13
S
x -
v . o
E 10 12 » .
g * olota s doie s
£ Py e A .. o _
g . 31;—~—_7f_1—-—_1——__~ ‘hgr—_—fq—_'_-:—-_*_-_
2 8 »
o 9 6
I3 4
o 6 8
0.00 0.25 050 0.75 0.00 025 050 0.75 0.00 025 050 0.75 0.00 025 050 0.75
fraction marker positive myeloid fraction marker positive myeloid fraction marker positive myeloid fraction marker positive myeloid
fraction
of all blasts 401 sample type
A
100 o075 BM
‘A g A Blood
® ) 0.50 o 4
oA 49 A 025 Ad 3 time point
50 L 1
= adt 2 A ° = 0] [ X
S ° A [ batch X
by ° () u m ] A3
%) o, )
= 0 L] ° e 2 N
~ 0. A3 S
[¢] ‘ g
o ]
A ° -40
-50 A (J
y XY
-100 -807
-100 -50 0 50 100 150 _50 _25 0 50
PC 1[19.98%)] PC 1 [24.96%)]
HO H1 H2 H3
Rsq = 0.13, p = 0.00018 Rsq = 0.06, p = 0.0086 Rsq = -0.0054, p = 0.49 Rsq = 0.0062, p = 0.21
0.2 . 0.2 K 0.2
o 03 o o - ol e
§ 0.0 §)0.0- § 0.0 § 0.0
[J
~ ~0.2 ~ —0.21 P ~ —0.21
3 -0.31 9 3 . B
3 2—0.4 1 3 -041e © 3 -0.4 1
-0.649 r r r -0.61% r r r -0.619 -0.619 r r r r
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.0 O 1 0 2 0 3 0. 4 0 5 00 02 04 06 08

fraction fraction fraction fraction


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S7

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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.

A It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .
HO fold change H1 fold change H2 fold change H3 fold change
) . ey
= o 0.8 e 0.3
% 15 R B
—— -0.2 0.2 e
g 1 5 0.4 ) e
— ° | -0.4] e o 0.1
3 0s Of ===, . = .
= S ° 0.6] ° ° o ° "
S OF —eee ) 0.4 —— 0] | i
05 . 08 R 0.8 ° 01
I 2 2 2 s 2 2 2 g g2 g2 g s 2 2 2
€ - S 8 E - S 8 g - S S < - Ei 8
S 3 S = 8 = 8 3
TNFa TNFa TNFa TNFa
HO fold change H1 fold change H2 fold change H3 fold change
A Of —eoe— oo
—_— —_— ek *kk *
—~ A ° of —eeo— * ——
% 2 — e S Of —eee— | o o ot 5 x
= o ) o
o o
S 1 o o 2l | 1]
= —ee ¢ -2 —— —
L | — -
S, 0 —eee— 5 g
g o 4 o o
T = N . 2
o
Cytarabine O X X [¢] o X X [¢] o X X [¢] o X X o

TNFa O [e] X X o [e] X X o [e] X X (0] [¢] X X


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S8
A

medRxiv repri?ﬁgaoi: https://doi.ong/lO.1101755'54.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(wWHich Was ndt certified by peer reyiew) is the agthor/funder,who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
7 1t Is made available underra CGC-BY-ND 4.0 Intefnational license .

£ 06 s
s 2 050 5
g & s 02
=03 0.25 E o1
00 000 "R Cr+mRD  NR O R CR+MRD NR
CR CR+MRD NR +
B Absolut fraction of blast populations
H2 H1 H3 HO all CD34+
075 0.6 — 0.8 S 1.00 m"—l
] ; . . . 0.022 : 0.006
s . ’ 04 . 0.75 0.6 S 0.75
g% t ’ . 0.50 0.4 : 050 :
I . - . 4 . !
£025 . ; 02 ¢ 0.25 02 . 025 1 :
000 —&— & N 00 —&— - 0.00 0.0 - H & 0.00 —&— -
CR CR+MRD NR CR CR+MRD NR CR  CR+MRD NR CR CR+MRD NR CR CR+MRD NR
C Blast fraction at diagnosis only (T1)
H2 H1 H3 HO all CD34+
# 100 0014 0041 00024 —0.003 12 0.0075 —0.0003
s 09 075 t ! 0.9 0.9 09 :
5 06 z 0.50 ! 0.6 06 0.6 ¢
2 03 4 0.25 0.3 0.3 é . 0.3
& 00 === A oo s 0.0 00 b 0.0 C
CR  CR+MRD NR CR CR+MRD NR CR CR+MRD NR CR CR+MRD NR CR CR+MRD NR
All blast Negs T-cells T,
09 0.8 1 1.00 ?‘j 0.4
c 0.6 0.75 : K oos |
o e Yo
£ o0s 0.4 0.50 c 0.2 |
£ 03 02 é 0.25 é S g 6
: g 01 7
0.0 0.0 0.00 o
CR  CR+MRD NR CR  CR+MRD NR CR  CR+MRD NR h CR CR+MRD NR
Progression free survival Overall survival
1.001 j 1.00
z b= 2
3 0.75 3 0.75
© ©
8 i
& 050 5050
.g — favourable .g — favourable
5 025 _ intermediate 5 025 _ intermediate
3 p=061 — adverse @ p=0.93 — adverse
0.00 0.00
0 200 400 600 800100012001400 0 200 400 600 800100012001400
PFS (days) OS (days)
Number at risk Number at risk

adverse 17 15 14 12 7 5 3
favorable 9 7 7 6 4 1 1
intermediate 16 16 14 9 3 1 1

adverse 17 14 12 10 6 5 3
favorable 9 7 6 5 3 1 1
intermediate 16 14 13 9 3 1 1

coo
coo


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S9

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
hich was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

®BM It is madeCaveilebl®nnder B@C-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

@ Blood H2 H1 H3
_g 1 = R _g T e g 1} 225 N
3 H : 208 ° . R ¢
a . | a ht . a * 1
2 : : Zosf 4 : 2 4 :
505F * s Eoal b + | Eos ! E
. . o Y | o .
o . © ] . i -
IS + §o2 I 8 ﬂ |
] . Eb ] i m + ] P A
JPLE B Eo Eo s

T T2 T 12 T T2 M 12 T 12 T 12 T T2 T T2 T T2
CR CR+MRD NR CR CR+MRD NR R CR+MRD NR
HO Negs Teells
1 ey ! +

i
‘

i
[?

g e
.
ZCITNE R

0.5

—— 4

X

fraction of marker positive

R CTY
fractio
o o
> o
e p et e

4 oo o
fraction
o o o o
N > (o)) ee]
e I
o
SIRS TR
—ee—— o4
_e4
DRI SERE
S ICT !

0 %= 0 0 [
T2 T T2 T T2 T T2 T T2 T T2 T T2
CR CR +MRD NR C CR +MRD NR C CR +MRD NR
All blast all CD34+ T,
I + é) 1 &— —— * o ?
o8t i ¢ T 3 A t m 0.6
‘ 2 i 3
c e = . . v
£06 N ; E ! -%o . Vi | S04 T .
© E I3 ) °
o4 H E £ s
0.2 5 * + 2 0.2 Ei;l
| H ks g H = 1
ot + £ o0 & 4 ole 3 :
T T2 T T2 T T2 T T2 T T2 T T2 T1 T2 T T2 T T2
CR CR+MRD NR CR CR +MRD NR CR CR+MRD NR
B normalized fractions at T3, reponse to cycle 2
H2 H1 H3
12 0018
0004 000g2 _ 0018
06 : 03
{ 0.9 ]
04 02 ‘ ?
06 '
0.2 . W 0.1 g 03
00 = 00 $ L 00
CR CRwithMRD NR CR  CRwithMRD NR CR  CRwithMRD NR
HO Negs Teells
12
1.00
0.9 0.9 ,
c 075
S
8 08 050 06 I
00 0.00 0.0
CR CRwithMRD NR CR  CRwithMRD NR CR  CRwithMRD NR
All blast all CD34+ T,
1.00 12 12 0.0016
0.75 09 ‘ 0.9
050 06 ‘ 06
0.25 03 ! 03
“ L]
0.00 0.0 A =

CR CRwith MRD  NR CR CRwithMRD  NR CR CRwith MRD  NR


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S10

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
Awhich 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-ND 4.0 International license .

HO AC H1 AC H2 AC H3 AC all CD34+ AC
0.100 08
0.75 0.75 Wilcoxon, p =077 075
c 0075 : Wil oar 06 Wilcoxon, p =072 Ll ) Wilcoxon, p =025
i - ilcoxon, p = 0. ,p=0. ,p=0.
,% 0.050 Wilcoxon, p =0.22 0.50 P o4 0.50 0.50
2
< 0025 ﬁ 025 BN o2 025 D 025 — =
0.000 0.00 0.0 ‘5 “a- 0.00 0.00
CRall NR CRall NR CRall NR CRall NR CRall NR
HO H1 H2 H3 all CD34+
1.00 1.00 1.00
0.15 _ 075
. Wilcoxon, p=0.0094  0.75 - _ 0.75 Wilcoxon, p=092  0.75
_g 0.10 0.50 0.50 Wilcoxon, p = 0.67 0.50 0.50
8 005
E Y 0.25 Wilcoxon, p=038  0.25 0.25 0.25 Wilcoxon, p =0.25
NR

CRall NR CRall NR CRall NR CRall CRall NR


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S11

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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 Byailable under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International lig&nse .

Neutropenic enterocolitis Teells normalized fractions at T3,
reponse to cycle 2
=
S 050

+ s
[}
| 0.9
0.4 }
E 0.25 0.2 Eg @ 06 |
0.00 0.3

] + R

T T2 T T2 T T2 é A

no yes o L%
neutropenic enterocolitis 0.0

*

0.8 -
T-cells ’
|
3
|

Teells

0.03 0.6
0.75

fraction

RN TR

CR CR +MRD NR § CR  CR+MRD NR
g
TP - T
P
. Tp . . — 12 0.0016
@ 0038
g ©
£ 04 3 0.9
< 0.3 !
<] = 04 T .
5 02 5 4 : e
5 0.1 5
g S 02 ‘ 0.3
= no yes & EIE' EIﬂ
neutropenic enterocolitis Tl 2 -3 o0
p T T2 T T2 T T CR CR+MRD NR
CR CR+MRD NR


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S12

2
=}
=
5]
2 ¢
L s Ly a
5 & £
e 0T g S
c = SEw o @
= E_ 5 Sgg £
2 552 8% 38
w25 2 2 8%
N w Uy’ g9 a9l
gEE2 E_9ge 583
5558 c6rs8L g ok
STo9 € g2c8c £ 28
SEES 8058838
umm& SEcgs ccc
s =] 5 3 335
BEss L T ES2 EEE
FI<<32 s8&x6 EEE
]
[=%
9
©
[e]
he/ T
B g 3 5
BLB, o 2
c.O02.% s
o= 3 =
G- TZ I+ <

-

omacetaxine mepesuccinate
vorinostat

ne 1
nemidostaurin 10|10
ne

n
ne midostaurin 1|1
ne

st
cytarabine dexamethason 1|1
puh71.

pinometostat
mab 01

barasertib
ipilimumab 1
pembrolizumab01
avelumab 1

Itis madeﬂla“ier a CC-BY-ND 4.0 Internati

nivolumab 10
mbrolizumab 1

sapacitabine

decitabine
k2879552
retinoin

lasdegib.
asdegi
m:mmam:_c
sorafenib

fraction of signif. population
reduction per sample

(which was mot:certified b ymmse msmiemsuisithe-author/funder;whorhasgranted:me

meﬁxiv preprint doi: https://doi.orgéh@cLidbi2tR4,. 0aRdoR4 BLDA68; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint

0 02040608 1

Absolute population reduction (fold change)
W e OE O F N

B

H'EEN N TN BN EEEE N W Drug class

all CD34+
Negs

at9283
| sunitinib
cytarabinedexamethason1010
topotecan
clofarabine

omacetaxinemepesuccinate
crenolanib
orubicin01

cytarabinefludarabine1010
vorinostat
clofarabinecytarabinell
cytarabinefludarabinell
idarubicin01
hydroxyurea

inl

tosedostat

valproicacid
vismodegib
avelumab10
barasertib

ipilimumab01
pembrolizumab01
avelumab01

i
plel
pembrolizumabl
pembrolizumab10
nivolumab01

cytarabinemidostaurin11l
fludarabinel

sapa
azacitidine,

e
gsk2879552
enasidenib

| midostaurin10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S13

edRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
hich 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\E6:BY-ND 4.0 International license .

sign*log10(p)
92529 P
) Age *
Tissue (BM+) B = e E
Time = = o o B B = N | . Bl 5 | N 3 lofc -583
H3 222
Age M CH-H BE B EE | l
Tissue (BV+) T | ] B s | ||
Time -238
H2
Age
Tissue (BM+)
Time HE - B B u- B =2 | 2 - -a -l= B B B
H1
) Age
Tissue (BM+) .
Time | [ s FEe BE - - EE. EE HE [ | [ 314
HO
Age B B 275
Tissue (BM+)
Time | B | 5 B |- B 0= - B HEE B | -143
all CD34+ 17
Age | I | |
Tissue (BM+) B
Time B [ | [ | L [ B ] -1.95
Negs
) Age | B [ = | By | LA & -
Tissue (BM+) =
Time [ H L. E--BAEE | E B 3 | 268
TCN 2.08
. Age = ‘ = - N
Tissue (BM+) [ BERE i mame woeow o e P PP e o = o = -
Time = * o - B - R
Teells
T|ssue(BM+)... - SO B B Rk 5 - A 5 & BB - E
Time % mEmEaEe - B - =3 B o . - 5 E R - -5.03
TP
Ti (B,’\*/gf) | | = [+ E
Issue
Time [ I - EE -l | - EE & B | = BEER
2288552882322 82-2322-2-2:25¢52235% agss $E2255282555288 858 528285853288 E
§8EC SR 05208 S22 5 222555835 8E5228855% ESEfsEacgE R sl E B ERERE L
29ERESESSE Y5 S 5 2F858 a3 85E£2383°¢ 55885 SE32ESEYREESETESS 28 SoT-85888E8
% 3e3R5s35s55f5585585558:58%8288sEes 9838 2882322358852 5a%5¢ 298752555559 ¢8°¢
R EfCELORELPESEg gTEROTS 52872 EogES288d8c528c2 Es g E=® §>%
g &°% S 83 d8EB282 S SE < 22 SER E°E¢ 85853 o a 2
] S2 S¢ ESSETE = $%2 E £ £EEE 3
£323%8 8 8§ :  E%§
25 23 23% £ o 2
£ £ 9 cQeg £ Q- a
8% 93 BESEETE 5
5% §59 ERTERE ]
s £ 558350 2
S 3 R £
< §3% © 5
S
Age dependent drug effects Cytarabine 10uM response of H3 blasts at diagosis (T1) Tissue dependent drug effects
0.75
) == Blood RsqBlood'= 0,056, pBlood = 0,084
_ omacetaxinemepesuccinate & BM RsqBM = 0.084, eBM:(fy ° - pomalidomide
| - . 0.50 . ] ° .
cladribinecytarabine11 . . pinometostat
= . .
1 - clofarabinecytarabine1010 § \ ‘ . ipilimumab01
1 L L]
c .
1 cladribinecytarabine1010 .{l: 0.25 5 —_— ki h L . sorafenib
=
© L L]
cytarabinefludarabine1010 > \ i
- Yt % 5 o g e . vorinostat
- N
cladribine10 éo.oo .o | . . cladribinecytarabine1010
- cytarabine10 B . midostaurin1
°®
volasertib —0.24 " . midostaurin10
- pomalidomide . - gilteritinib
50 0.0 25 -0.5¢ -6 -4 -2 0 2 4
summed Iog10(p) of age (anova) higher on-target 30 40 50 60 70

E

score with
increased age

Pomalidomide response of H3 blasts at diagosis (T1)

average log2 fold change T,

higher on-target score
in bone marrow

summed -log10(p) of tissue (anova)

Drug induced T-cell activation

tissue hd
9= Blood RsqBlood = 0.19, pBlood = 0.004
0d e RsqBM =—0.056, pBM = 0.99
: .
g : : .
.
£ o o5
Eoo
g L3 e
s
w
s .
i . .
-0.2 5 .
.
L ]
. .
30 0 50 60 70

patient age at diagnosis

cytarabinemidostaurin1010 [
venetoclax R

=
=
o
EE
g
<}
>

cladribinecytarabine11 [
pembrolizumab1

cytarabinefludarabine1010

avelumab1

molibresib|

cytarabinefludarabine11|


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S14

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
Awhich was not certified by peer review) is the aughor/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
Mean maturation score with varying fraction thiSsipi@dle availabte under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

09 F 7 T T T T T T T T 8 0.6 1.1e-05
: % 0.00014 b
085ty . 758 o
£ S 2.2e-05
_ ! 2 % 03 o
Zo8f\! 7§ s
' 2 2
2 ' Y = E}
= 0.75| ) \ e 6.5 3 B g
g YA g H
U ' 4 . Q < 00- — — — I — — — — — — — — — — — — = — | - -
go7f 6 o g
8ol 5 .
< . ©
065} 552 o3
1 Theshold used h - e ) T
: o
L 5 R £ % R B
06 675,005 001 0015 0,02 0:025 0.03 0,035 0.04 0085 0.05 g, g, %, %,
Threshold on fraction “% % “% K3 “% K3
CR CR+MRD NR
C D General drug performance at diagnosis
Best scoring drugs in non responders at diagnosis 0.25
.omacetaxine
0.2
Galvocidib
0.15 cladribinecytarabine1010
idarubicin01
s alvocidib (n=1) venetoclax panobinostat
cytarabinefludarabine (n=1) 0.1 cladribinecytarabineT1q o Cytarabinefludarabine1010

s ipilimumab (n=1) crenolanib, cladribine10

.
- e
0.05- cladribine1® ‘\.-\(ytarabinem

L] ° °
arabinel =~ ® .
clofarabine. 'birabreggt ‘plhmumaﬁm ©® “daunorubicin01
0 IO * o
azacitidine | T )

[ panobinostat (n=3)
[ omacetaxine (n=6)

average MMS across donors

.
0 Svelumab1 ° .*V. ¢ .‘ ° ° o0 8 °
N cyrarabﬁledexamcthasom 1
avelumab10 cytarabinemidostaurin1010
-0.05, | | | . )

5 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60

median rank per donor
omacetaxinemepesuccinate


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

Figure S15

>
=
=}
=
9}
[oX
= Xe[20}9U3A
[0} SIWW ul uonendod # abesane S % Ew:_n_‘_nm_\w
o © N © 0w m Ny & sulqelefy
£ 3 e .%v repownen
- ° " &£ [l auigesepn|4
c < s < T
=
4
wl = FFFFE
b b= ht id i
o s 5
] © 5 o i i
£ g g S T
£
> o =
f=4 o m i
nlnar = b 5 ey
@ g £ - R F ueie
1Y) z K] i
. ° e
= v ~
© 5 S el
oy R
c c R
c = [*
85 :
=
=09 C
©c=Z 2 S , i
© d 2}eul|oj Wnd[e;
= e € n_:&cwmm PIE
= C n FT e
P c S e 1Zede
S S g Tl
s o ol 9X2.}9WID
S a = i _ VY UL
2c gEYstinagsee FELLLLR) H spiiopietuog
§ 3535838833533 AR o Shoieeeil
o C Qd/4d uoneiedas 50y

&

Screening results DARTT 1 patient 31, BM sample

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint

c n H
@ <t |
o |-
o0 H
8% mmzma]s
0
< VI FEFFT FEEF] [
oM a PR e o
m Q — - H
i~ e
T FET R
S5 H
— |- L]
m 2 £ | w:::go_ﬁmu_ms_
§5 S
_.Ol H m | moN 1337
5 [ aurizegiesoy,
- T i
> [ 1 giyaasejon
s — 0T+ [ piweydsoydoppAo
a = o | EQﬁE%W;M
] W L | H sopexior
o £l beihostni
o 8 8 8 3 H
)lnm e ° < < FEFT FF ol
W m SIW pajelbajul T R |
O = H
S H
[ O
= i - 5
1~ dididid | RIqUI
w W EFE [ q m_o_mw_.»
o — 2 FEL [ qiiedeig
F i [ jpnqlueio
z £ : o Brgamero
< i [ suigenader
|9X )00
b [ quu mmwm_m_
] [ spixow dluasiy
= [ giuneuo
m —T 1 Q O m:_xmuwumEO
[l je1s0unsel
H il O wmwwo& o_m_mn_ L
o [ [| suigesejo|y m
T H 2
° I =N
S a3 ] £
c [ e B P T H 2
» 5] e H g
| 5
W = £
trotttta 0 [
5 3 38 2.° izt 2
o
o 484 poresbal S 525555
< T <t=c=>
2 § gz
/A ) goo
I
<
&
a
o


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.07.24.24310768; this version posted July 24, 2024. 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-ND 4.0 International license .

Table 1
Patients % % sequenced Patients w
seq samples
At time of entry into study Age groups 0-20 1 2 100 1
21-40 9 20 89 8
41 - 60 23 52 87 20
61-80 11 25 64 7
Gender Male 28 64 75 21
Female 16 36 94 15
Over the time of study Vital status Alive 13 30 69 9
Dead 4 9 50 2
Unknown 27 61 93 25
Clinical Responses to Complete Remission (CR) 12 27 75 9
first induction CR with Minimal Residual Disease (MRD) 14 32 93 13
No Response 13 30 77 10
Unknown 5 11 80 4
Clinical Responses to Complete Remission (CR) 20 45 90 18
second induction CR with Minimal Residual Disease (MRD) 14 32 79 11
No Response 2 5 100 2
Unknown 8 18 63 5
ELN 2022 Favorable 9 20 78
Intermediate 16 36 88 14
Adverse 19 43 79 15
WHO classification Myeloid Sarcoma 3 7 33 1
AML not otherwise specified (NOS) 11 25 73
Therapy-related myeloid neoplasia 2 5 100 2
AML with recurrent genetic abnormalities 24 55 88 21
AML with myelodysplasia-related changes 4 9 100 4
Timepoint Timepoint 1 42 95 60 25
samples per patient Timepoint 3 29 66 72 21
Timepoint 5 33 75 67 22
Sample type per patient |Bone marrow samples 41 93 76 31
Blood samples a4 100 82 36
Samples % % sequenced Sequenced
samples
Samples per timepoint  [Timepoint 1 63 36 31 33
Bone marrow samples 21 12 9 10
Blood samples 42 24 21 23
Timepoint 2 52 30 33 36
Bone marrow samples 24 14 16 17
Blood samples 28 16 18 19
Timepoint 3 59 34 36 39
Bone marrow samples 28 16 17 18
Blood samples 31 18 19 21
Sample type Bone marrow samples 73 42 42 45
Blood samples 101 58 58 63
Total Patients 44 100 82 36
Samples 174 100 62 108
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