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Abstract

To improve COVID-19 therapy, it is essential to understand the mechanisms driving critical illness.
The complement system is an essential part of innate host defense that can also contribute to injury.
All complement pathways have been implicated in COVID-19 pathogenesis, however the upstream
drivers and downstream consequences on tissue injury remain ill-defined. Here, we demonstrate
that complement activation is mediated by the alternative pathway and we provide a comprehensive
atlas of the alterations in complement around the time of respiratory deterioration. Proteome and
single-cell sequencing mapping across cell types and tissues reveals a division of labor between lung
epithelial, stromal and myeloid cells in the production of complement, in addition to liver-derived
factors. Upstream, IL-6 drives complement responses, linking complement dysregulation to approved
COVID-19 therapies. In an exploratory proteomic study, C5 inhibition improves epithelial damage and
markers of disease severity. Collectively, these results identify complement dysregulation as a key

druggable feature of COVID-19.
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Introduction

Respiratory diseases have an enormous impact on human health. Numerous emerging pathogens
exploit the lungs as a portal of entry to cause infection and enable transmission, as exemplified by
the 2002 Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS) outbreak, the 2012 Middle East Respiratory
Syndrome (MERS) outbreak and the Coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic, that all cause
severe lung injury®. To improve therapies, it is essential to understand the mechanisms driving critical

illness.

Initially, COVID-19 is characterized by a poor antiviral response, which is caused by both host and
viral factors®. Uncontrolled viral replication leads to an excessive inflammatory response in the lungs,
which impairs gas exchange and damages the microcirculation. Beyond supportive measures,
treatment in the hyperinflammatory phase of COVID-19 consists of corticosteroids’, interleukin 6 (IL-
6) and Janus kinase® (JAK) inhibitors. Despite the benefit of these therapies, elderly and
immunocompromised persons remain at risk for serious complications, even in the context of
vaccination and less virulent variants®. Thus, more effective treatments could improve outcome and

prevent long-term sequalae.

The complement cascade is an indispensable and multifunctional arm of the innate immune
system”®. It contributes to pathogen recognition and phagocytotic clearance, recruits and activates
immune cells, and induces direct cell lysis via the membrane attack complex (C5b-9, MAC)”.
Complement responses can be initiated via three pathways (Fig. 1a). The classical and lectin
pathways are triggered by immune complexes and pathogen recognition molecules respectively,
leading to cleavage of C4 and C2. The spontaneous hydrolysis of C3 triggers further activation of
native C3 to set off the alternative pathway. All modes of complement activation converge on the
proteolysis of C3 and C5, generating the potent pro-inflammatory peptides C3a and C5a, while C5b

initiates MAC formation.

To prevent inappropriate immune activation and collateral damage to tissues, complement
responses are tightly controlled under homeostatic conditions. The key importance of complement
and its regulation is best illustrated by genetic complement deficiencies®'®, which lead to
immunodeficiency, auto-immunity, endothelial damage and/or kidney injury. In addition to these
inborn disorders, dysregulation of the complement system has been reported across a spectrum of

infectious diseases, including those caused by emerging coronaviruses'®.

All three complement arms were shown to be activated in COVID-19"* however their relative
contributions remain ill-defined. While complement was initially described as a liver-derived cascade,

recent studies have demonstrated unexpected cell- and tissue-specific production and functions for
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the complement system . Whether these novel roles for the complement components are also

at play in COVID-19, is still poorly understood. A number of randomized trials explored the effects of

targeting various components of the complement cascade®>*

. Despite the encouraging results of
some of these trials, a comprehensive analysis of the immunological consequences of the

complement activation and its therapeutic targeting remain lacking.

In this study, we combined proteomics, single cell transcriptomics and immuno-assays to
construct a COVID-19 Complement Atlas. We display the profound complement dysregulation, which
correlates to disease severity and is best explained by alternative pathway activation. Using various
single cell datasets, we map complement gene expression across tissues and cell types. Our results
reveal a division of labor between locally sourced complement factors derived from pulmonary
stromal, epithelial and myeloid cells, in addition to liver-derived factors. Comparing clinical samples
before and after therapeutic IL-6 blockade, we identify IL-6 as a crucial upstream regulator of
complement production and activity. Finally, we highlight the improved severity signature in the
proteome of COVID-19 patients after treatment with zilucoplan, a C5 inhibitor. Taken together, our
integrated COVID-19 Complement Atlas establishes how complement dysregulation contributes to

the pathogenesis of COVID-19.
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Results

Complement activation is an intricate process resulting in the generation of cleaved C3, C5 and
subsequent assembly of the MAC. To investigate whether complement dysregulation is involved in
the pathogenesis of COVID-19, we measured activated complement components in the plasma of
COVID-19 patients that participated in the COV-AID or SARPAC clinical trials>>*® (Suppl. Table 1 and
2). Both multicenter clinical trials enrolled hospitalized COVID-19 patients with hypoxia in the course
of 2020 (hypoxia was defined as a PaO,/FiO; below 350; see Methods). Patients on mechanical
ventilation or with high serum concentrations of inflammatory markers were not eligible for SARPAC;
patients with high concentrations of inflammatory serum markers were included in COV-AID,
providing they were not on mechanical ventilation longer than 24h at randomization. In this analysis,
we found that the plasma concentration of C3a, C5a and soluble MAC (sC5b-9) was profoundly
elevated in COVID-19 patients, compared to age-matched healthy controls (Fig. 1b). We also
compared patients with or without a critical disease course, defined as the need for mechanical
ventilation or death at any time. In comparison to non-critical patients, critical patients had
additional increases of C3a and C5a, while this did not reach significance for sC5b-9. These results
indicate ongoing complement activation at the time of respiratory deterioration in COVID-19, in line

with previous reports'****%,

We wondered if the increased complement activity would also correlate with established
hallmarks of COVID-19%". Indeed, C-reactive protein (CRP), ferritin and D-dimer concentration at day
1 correlated with activation of the terminal complement pathway, especially C3a (Suppl. Fig. 1a).
Higher C3a and sC5b-9 were correlated with worse oxygenation at trial inclusion (Suppl. Fig. 1b). We
additionally measured biomarkers, including sC5b-9, during the disease course of the patients in the
ZILUCOV clinical trial, which included hypoxic and hyperinflammatory patients with the same clinical
profile as COV-AID, to evaluate anti-C5 therapy in COVID-19 (see Methods)*. sC5b-9 correlated with

established biomarkers of disease severity® ™

, such as the soluble receptor for advanced glycation
end products (SRAGE), granulocyte-colony stimulating factor (G-CSF), interleukin 10 (IL-10), C-X-C
motif chemokine ligand 10 (CXCL10) and interleukin 8 (IL-8 or CXCL8) (Fig. 1c). In fact, sC5b-9
hierarchically clustered with primary inflammatory cytokines such as tumor necrosis factor alpha
(TNFa), interferon gamma (IFNy) and interleukin 6 (IL-6). These correlated markers were clearly

elevated in non-survivors versus survivors (Suppl. Fig. 1c), suggesting a central role for complement

in inflammation induced by COVID-19.

Next, we investigated if complement activation persisted in the disease course. Regardless of

treatment allocation in the SARPAC and COV-AID trials, levels of C3a and C5a remained higher in the
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critically ill participants at day 6, compared to the non-critically ill patients (Fig. 1d). These activated
complement factors were also notably increased at day 6 in the patients who would eventually pass
away (Suppl. Fig. 1d). While cleaved complement components correlated well with disease severity,
the levels of native complement proteins did not predict disease severity (Suppl. Fig. 1e-f). Together,

these data indicate that complement activation is a key sustained feature of COVID-19.

Three distinct pathways, defined as classical, lectin, and alternative pathways, can initiate the
complement cascade. To investigate which of these is predominant in COVID-19, we measured
upstream complement factors. Concentration of C4a was not raised in COVID-19 patients compared
to age-matched healthy controls at both day 1 and day 6, suggesting little activity of the classical and
lectin pathway (Fig. 1le-f). C1 inhibitor activity markedly increased in COVID-19, potentially reducing
classical and lectin activation in COVID-19, and COVID-19 specific antibodies were also low in most
patients at trial enrollment, despite already high complement activity (Suppl. Fig. 1g). In contrast, the
Bb fragment of complement factor B (Bb) was greatly elevated in the plasma of participants of COV-
AID and SARPAC at both time points, indicative of increased alternative pathway activity (Fig. le-f,
Suppl. Fig. 1d). Similar to C3a and C5a, Bb was higher in critically ill patients than in non-critical
patients at both time points. When terminal pathway activation was read out, either as the
concentration of plasma C3a, C5a or sC5b9, cleaved factor B was a better predictor for activity than
C4a (Fig. 1g), identifying alternative pathway activation as the main amplifier of complement in

COVID-19.

The complement system is a proteolytic cascade, and its activity can be suppressed due to
excessive complement factor consumption. To study functional complement activity, we selected
serum samples of patients in three clinical trials which received glucocorticoid therapy® (Suppl. Table
3). Compared to age-matched healthy controls, the complement activity of all three pathways did
not decrease in COVID-19 patients at trial inclusion, and there was no correlation between the
functional pathway activities (Suppl. Fig. 2a-b). However, functional alternative pathway was lower in
non-surviving versus surviving COVID-19 patients (Fig. 2a-b), consistent with most alternative

pathway consumption in the most critically ill patients.

To thoroughly map complement proteins in serum of COVID-19 patients, we made use of the
Olink Explore 3000 technology, a proximity extension assay with next-generation sequencing read-
out of 2921 proteins on the serum of COVID-19 patients (for method validation and patient selection,
see Methods, Suppl. Fig. 2c-d and Suppl. Table 4). At baseline, various complement proteins were
upregulated in these participants of the ZILUCQV trial, including the complement cascade-initiating
proteins C1QA, C1S, pentraxin 3 (PTX3), ficolin 1 (FCN1) and complement factor B (CFB) (Fig. 2c and

Suppl. Fig. 2e). Complement factor properdin (CFP), which stabilizes the alternative pathway C3 and
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C5 convertases, was reduced in COVID-19 patients. This decrease likely corresponds with properdin
consumption during complement activation, being the major rate-limiting complement factor in
serum for the alternative pathway (Suppl. Fig. 2f), and its consumption during COVID-19. Similarly, C2
and mannose binding lectin 2 (MBL2) were the main determinants for the functional classical and
lectin pathway activities (Suppl. Fig. 2f). The levels of total C2, C3, C5, C7 and C9 were higher in
COVID-19 (Fig. 2d). With the exception of the complement receptor 1 (CR1), regulatory proteins such
as C1 inhibitor, C1Q and C4 binding proteins (C1QBP, C4BPB) and complement factor | (CFl) were
also elevated in COVID-19 (Fig. 2e and Suppl. Fig. 2g-h). For these measurements, which likely detect
both native as well as activated proteins, we found no differences between patients with or without
a critical disease course, which was in contrast to levels of activated complement components (Fig.
1a,d). Thus increased synthesis of complement factors seems to compensate for its consumption

during COVID-19.

While serum complement is mostly considered liver-derived, lung and diverse other cell types

have recently been described as important sources of complement’?"2%44

. To identify putative
local sources of complement in healthy and COVID patients, we broadly mapped complement gene
expression. Since COVID-19 is characterized by respiratory failure, we sourced a single-nucleus RNA
sequencing lung atlas which contains samples from COVID-19 autopsies as well as healthy lung
biopsies® (Fig. 3a-b, Suppl. Fig. 3a). We further focused on the alveolar space and queried broncho-
alveolar lavage (BAL) cells in a CITE-sequencing experiment which our lab reported previously® (Fig.
3c-d, Suppl. Fig. 3b). To study cells in circulation, we analyzed single-cell RNA sequencing of fresh
blood*, which also includes neutrophils, often being absent from other datasets (Fig. 3e-f, Suppl. Fig.
3c). While the liver is an important source of complement, only one single-nucleus RNA sequencing
dataset of COVID-19 liver samples has been published, which does not contain control samples®. To
enable comparisons with non-infected patients, we merged this dataset with a liver atlas which we
published in 2022 (Fig. 3g, Suppl. Fig. 3d-e). Collectively, these datasets form a resource for
complement expression across tissues and cell types at a single-cell resolution, pointing out that
complement factors are widely generated beyond the liver. This production throughout the human
body, likely allowing different tissues to respond according to their specific needs, highlights the

evolutionary conservation of complement not only across species®, but also across organs.

This atlas enabled us to identify patterns in the cell-type specific production of complement
components, and understand the driving forces behind the alternative pathway dysregulation in
COVID-19. These datasets showed that for the alternative pathway, mainly fibroblasts and alveolar
type 2 cells (AT2s) expressed C3, CFB and complement factor D (CFD) (Fig. 4a-c). Lung macrophages

and neutrophils also produced CFD, while there was only little production of properdin (CFP) in the
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lung (Fig. 4c, Suppl. Fig. 4a-c). Instead, properdin was predominantly derived from myeloid cells in
circulation (Fig. 4d-e). Similar to the alternative pathway, classical factors were expressed by various
cell types in the lung. C1QA, C1QB and C1QC were produced by macrophages (Fig. 4f), whereas C1R
and C1S was made by stromal cells in the liver and lung (Suppl. Fig. 4d), suggesting cross-lineage
collaboration for the assembly of C1 complement complex. C2 mainly originated from macrophages
and epithelial cells in the lung (Fig. 4f), while we curiously could not find C4A/B expression in any of
the datasets (Fig. 3). Monocytes and endothelial cells in liver and lung produced lectin pathway-
activating ficolins, while mannose-binding lectins (MBL) and MBL-associated serine proteases (MASP)
predominantly stemmed from hepatocytes (Fig. 3g). For all three pathways, these data highlight the
local generation of complement, through a division of labor between stromal, epithelial and myeloid

cells.

For the terminal factors, we observed little C5 expression in the lungs (Fig. 4c, Suppl. Fig. 4c),
while there was strongly expression in the liver (Fig. 4g), suggesting mostly extrapulmonary sources
for C5. Locally, C6 was produced by ciliated cells, (Suppl. Fig. 4e), and C7 by fibroblasts and smooth
muscle cells (Fig. 4f and Suppl. Fig. 4d). Hepatocytes produced C6, C8 and C9, while liver stellate cells
expressed C7 (Fig. 3). In terms of regulators of the alternative and terminal pathways, CFl was locally
expressed by fibroblasts, neuronal cells and epithelium. Complement factor H (CFH) was expressed
by fibroblasts and smooth muscle cells, complement receptor 1 (CR1, CD35) by myeloid or B cells and
membrane cofactor protein (MCP, CD46) by multiple cell types. Decay-accelerating factor (DAF,
CD55) and MAC inhibitory protein (CD59) were also produced by various cell types. Surprisingly,
C5AR1 was expressed on ciliated cells, in addition to its well-known expression on neutrophils and
macrophages (Suppl. Fig. 2f-h). In general, the distribution of complement genes was similar in
COVID-19 and non-infected controls. Only for complement factor H-related protein 2 (CFHR2) and
CFl, there was decreased hepatic expression in COVID-19 patients (Fig. 4g), although these proteins
were not reduced in serum of hospitalized COVID-19 patients (Fig. 2e, Suppl. Fig. 2h). This suggests
that the observed increases in serum complement proteins are not caused by changes in RNA
expression, but could be due to post-translational changes and/or increased numbers of complement
producing cells upon SARS-CoV-2 infection. Differences in timing between blood collection (around
time of respiratory deterioration) and liver and lung sampling (post-mortem) might also contribute to
these findings.

COVID-19 is characterized by profound changes in myeloid compartment with a loss of alveolar

35,47-49

macrophages . This is accompanied by a massive influx of complement receptor-expressing

14,35,49

myeloid cells into the alveolar space which upregulated complement gene signature (Suppl. Fig.

4h-i). To study how these incoming myeloid cells participate in complement production, we used a
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previously published® Slingshot trajectory analysis™ (Fig. 4h). In this analysis, FCN1* monocytes
differentiated in RSAD2" interferon-stimulated (IFN*) monocytes (trajectory 1 to 2), via CHI3L1"
transitional monocytes into FOLR2" interstitial macrophages (IMs, trajectory 1 to 5 to 3) or into

FABP4" alveolar macrophages (AMs, trajectory 1 to 5 to 4)**

. Within these trajectories, expression
of FCN1 and the anaphylatoxin receptors C3AR1 and C5AR1 decreased in IMs and AMs, while this did
not occur in IFN* monocytes® (Fig. 4i-k). Both IMs and AMs produced C1q components, and the
increased C1q serum levels might reflect ongoing macrophages proliferation in COVID-19°%. Within
macrophages, we observed a further specialization in the production of complement factors, as C2

was mainly expressed by IMs and CFD by AMs. Again, these data emphasize the specialization in the

production of complement, even within cell types of a single differentiated lineage.

We next studied mechanisms behind the increase in complement in COVID-19 (Fig. 2 and Suppl.
Fig. 2). For this purpose, we searched for upstream ligands linked to complement genes as
downstream targets in the NicheNet database®. This yielded predicted ligands which could drive
complement expression across tissues (Fig. 5a, Suppl. Fig. 5a). We then plotted the protein levels of
these putative ligands in healthy controls and COVID-19 patients (Fig. 5b). From this analysis, IFNy, IL-
6 and IL-10 might affect complement expression and also correlated both with COVID-19 status and
severity. To further investigate whether any of these cytokines could control clinically relevant
complement activation, we checked for correlations between activated complement components
and cytokines at day 1 of COV-AID and SARPAC. While IFNy and IL-10 correlated better with C5a, IL-6
was the only cytokine to correlate with all activated terminal complement components (Fig. 5¢ and
Suppl. Fig. 5¢c-d). Consistent with the large and persistent increase in serum IL-6 in COVID-19 (Suppl.
Fig. 1c, Fig. 5b), we found that various lung cell types involved in complement production exhibited
an upregulated gene signature reflective of IL-6 activity, which can signal both via the IL-6 receptor
(IL6R) or the IL-6 cytokine family signal transducer (IL6ST) (Fig. 5d-e). These cells included dendritic
cells, fibroblasts and to a lesser degree macrophages and smooth muscle cells. These results suggest
a role for sustained IL-6 signalling affecting complement dysregulation in COVID-19 patients with

critical disease outcomes.

To find a causal link between increased IL-6 and the complement system, we investigated
whether anti-IL-6 drugs affected complement concentration and activity. Participants of the COV-AID
trial who received either anti-IL-6 receptor (tocilizumab) or anti-IL-6 (siltuximab) had significantly
lower levels of Bb, C3, C3a, C4 and sC5b-9 at 5 days after IL-6 blockade, compared to patients who
did not receive anti-IL-6 drugs (Fig. 5f, Suppl. Fig. 5g). In contrast, daily recombinant interleukin 1
receptor antagonist (anakinra) did not affect complement levels in the same cohort of COV-AID

36
I

patients, in contrast (Suppl. Fig. 5h-i). Due to the factorial design of the COV-AID trial™, both the anti-
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IL-6 and anti-IL-1 comparisons contain patients with the other intervention. To mitigate a potential
interaction between both interventions, we validated these findings in a distinct cohort comprised of
control patients from ZILUCOV and anti-IL-6(R) treated patients from COV-AID who did not receive
anakinra (Suppl. Table 3). In accordance, classical and alternative pathway activity decreased
significantly following anti-IL-6(R) therapy, while the level of functional lectin pathway did not drop
significantly (Fig. 5f). Together, these data identify IL-6 as a key druggable regulator of complement

responses in COVID-19.

Finally, we aimed to understanding the consequences of complement inhibition in COVID-19. In
the ZILUCOV trial, daily administration of the C5 inhibitor zilucoplan did not significantly improve
oxygenation at day 6 or 15, the primary endpoint (p = 0.12)*". However, a Bayesian analysis indicated
that participants treated with C5 inhibition had an > 89% chance of an improved oxygenation
compared to untreated patients, and an > 91% chance of better survival®. In addition, complement
inhibition lowered serum IL-8 levels*, a granulocyte-attracting chemokine, which was also noted in
an independent cohort treated with a C5a blocking antibody™. Despite these observations, the scope
of biological responses affected by complement blockade in COVID-19 remains unexplored. For this
purpose, we studied the evolution of the serum proteome between day 1 and 6 in a cohort of
matched anti-C5 treated and untreated patients from the ZILUCOV trial, using the Olink Explore 3000
platform (see Methods, Suppl. Fig. 2d, Suppl. Table 4). No adjustments for multiplicity in the
comparison between the anti-C5 and untreated arms were made, due to the exploratory nature of

the analyses.

We first examined how the serum proteome differed at trial inclusion between patients with a
critical and a non-critical disease course. Patients who required invasive mechanical ventilation or
died during the trial had elevated levels of inflammatory mediators and of proteins typically

385536 Next, when comparing the

expressed by epithelial cells (Fig. 6a), expanding on previous reports
evolution between day 1 and 6 in control versus anti-C5 treated COVID-19 patients, several proteins
changed differentially (Fig. 6b, Suppl. Fig. 6a) while both arms displayed decreases in pro-
inflammatory and anti-viral signaling over time (Suppl. Fig. 6b). Many of the proteins with a
differential evolution between both trial arms strongly correlated with critical illness (Fig. 6c),
suggesting that complement inhibition could affect disease processes which correlate with COVID-19
severity. We validated the association of these proteins with disease severity in a separate cohort,
which made use of the Olink 1500 platform>® (Suppl. Fig. 6¢-d). In a paired analysis, we also observed
a strong enrichment of severity-associated proteins which decreased significantly under the anti-C5

therapy but not in the control arm (Fig. 6d). Consistent with the profound decrease in sC5b-9 upon

zilucoplan administration®, terminal complement components C7 and C8B levels in serum increased


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.25.23287712
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.25.23287712; this version posted March 27, 2023. 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

due to decreased consumption (Fig. 6e-f), but upstream complement activators were not affected
(Suppl. Fig. 6e). Additional proteins which decreased under C5 blockade but not in untreated patients
included markers of epithelial damage (AGR2, CAPS, SFTPA2) and inflammatory mediators (IL-6, IL-8,
IL-15) (Fig. 6e-f), which have been used in previous trials as biomarkers of severe acute respiratory

57,58

distress syndrome (ARDS)”"”°. Numerous nucleotide-binding proteins which are normally found only
at low levels in serum (FUS, GADD45GIP1, JUN, SSB, ZHX2) declined more in anti-C5 treated patients
(Fig. 6e-f), suggesting decreased spill of intracellular proteins into the extracellular space in a
complement-dependent manner. Pathway analysis also pointed towards decreased damage and a
reduced pro-inflammatory signaling upon treatment with anti-C5 therapy (Fig. 6g, Suppl. Fig. 6f).

Together, these exploratory data suggest that complement C5 blockade around the time of

respiratory deterioration reduce epithelial damage in COVID-19.
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Discussion

Despite vaccination, less virulent variants and evidence-based treatments, COVID-19 continues to
be an important cause of disability, especially for people with weakened immune responses®. Thus,
there remains an important need for interventions which benefit hospitalized patients. In addition,
treatments are also urgently needed for other forms of acute respiratory distress syndromes, for
which no disease-modifying therapies currently exist™.

12-15

Early on in the pandemic, dysregulated complement responses were linked to COVID-19""", and

several randomized clinical trials were initiated® ™%, Similarly, complement overactivation has been

. . . - . 52,60,61
implicated in other forms of acute lung injury and sepsis as well>~

. Despite some promising
clinical results in COVID-19, especially for C5a blockade® and to a lesser degree for C5 blockade®,
many questions remain on complement dysregulation in virus-induced acute lung injury. We show
how excessive alternative pathway activation around the time of respiratory deterioration is
coordinated by IL-6 signalling. This complement activation requires a complex collaboration between
liver-derived and locally produced factors. Dysregulated complement responses contribute to

epithelial damage and this seems to be improved upon C5 blockade, highlighting the therapeutic

potential of complement inhibition.

To prevent inflammation and tissue damage in steady state, the complement cascade is tightly
controlled by numerous proteins which limit its activation. In addition to these complement
regulators, our results suggest an additional mechanism of checks and balances for its activation.
While many complement factors are produced in the liver, we found that diverse cell types across
tissues contribute to the generation of complement. This task separation between liver, myeloid,
stromal and epithelial cells could serve as a brake on excessive complement production and
subsequent activation by a single player. Given the importance of complement in host protection, as
illustrated by various complement deficiencies®'®, it also guarantees continuous complement
production even in case of cell-specific disturbances. This specialization within the lung mirrors the
zonation of the liver®®, which influences hepatic complement production®. In combination with the
2921-plex proteomics, these data form an atlas of complement in healthy controls and COVID-19

patients, which might inform future studies.

In COVID-19, the complement system plays opposing roles. Early in the infection, adequate innate
immune responses, including complement activation, contribute to a rapid return to homeostasis. To
circumvent timely immune recognition, the SARS-CoV-2 virus employs multiple mechanisms, which
include the disruption of epigenetic regulation®® and inhibition of complement®® by its ORF8 protein.

Later in the disease course, defective viral clearance induces excessive lung inflammation, which is
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promoted by complement activation®>. We found the alternative pathway to be particularly
overactive in COVID-19 patients around the onset of respiratory failure, with consumption of CFP and
large increases in Bb levels, predicting the levels of activated terminal components. At this time, the
initial triggers of alternative pathway activation in COVID-19 still remain unclear. Its activation could
be due to excess C3b generation in the presence of viral components® or result from overwhelmed
complement regulatory mechanisms in the context of widespread tissue damage. Although classical

and lectin pathway activation can be perpetuated via the alternative pathway, initial triggering by

18,22 17,24

immune complexes or direct lectin binding seems less likely given the unaltered levels of C4a

around the time of respiratory failure.

Activation of the alternative pathway can amplify inflammation and tissue injury through multiple
mechanisms. C3a and C5a promote key features of COVID-19, including myeloid cell recruitment and

25,26

activation®?, cytokine production’, T cell cytotoxicity”*°, neutrophil extracellular trap formation and

coagulopathy®>**

. Moreover, complement-driven myeloid migration into the alveolar space might
induce a feed forward loop via myeloid derived IL-8, a chemokine which decreases upon inhibition of
both C5°* and C5a>. Surprisingly, C5a might signal to ciliated cells and hepatocytes as well, which
express C5AR1. Beyond anaphylatoxins, membrane attack complex formation can contribute to
tissue damage through cell lysis as well as neutrophil recruitment®. The effectivity of C5a inhibition

in COVID-19! suggests that lung injury is primarily mediated by C5a however, with might co-signal
via C5AR2 given the ineffectivity of CSAR1 blockade™.

Consistent with in silico predictions and transcriptomic signatures, we establish IL-6 as a crucial
mediator of complement production and activity in COVID-19. These results are consistent with the
established role of IL-6 in the coordination of acute-phase responses®, which is known to induce
increases in complement levels. This observation also links the complement system to other
approved therapies for COVID-19, such as JAK> and IL-6 inhibitors’, suggesting that these therapies
might alleviate tissue damage in part via their effects on the IL-6-complement axis. Compared to C5
inhibition, anti-IL-6 has a much slower impact on complement activity though*®, and combining these
therapies might have synergistic effects. Complement blockade might also ameliorate other forms of

61,69 . .
>” and large increases of IL-6 in non-

lung injury and sepsis, given available (pre)clinical evidence
COVID-19 pneumonia and sepsis’®. Taken together, these results point to complement activation as a

key druggable feature of COVID-19.

While this study expands our understanding of up- and downstream processes involving
alternative pathway dysregulation system in COVID-19, it also has limitations. All samples were
collected during 2020, prior to vaccination and novel SARS-CoV-2 variants, which might alter

complement responses. The small sample size and large number of proteins measured in the
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proximity extension assay led us to report P values uncorrected for multiple testing in comparison
between anti-C5 and control patients. Thus, this analysis should be regarded as exploratory,
hypothesis generating and requiring independent confirmation. Finally, our proteomic analysis on
serum instead of plasma does not provide insight in the coagulation cascade, which is closely

intertwined with complement and dysregulated during COVID-19 as well*®

. Ideally, future proteomic
studies in ARDS should incorporate broncho-alveolar lavage and/or lung samples, since tissue-
specific disturbances could be overlooked in serum or plasma. We were not able to analyze patient
samples from non-COVID-19 respiratory failure or sepsis, but given the lack of disease-modifying
therapies, it is of importance to investigate if the IL-6-complement axis also mediates lung injury in

these forms of ARDS.
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Figure Legends

Figure 1: Complement activation via the alternative pathway correlates to disease severity.

a, Schematic representation of the complement system. The classical and lectin pathways are
colored in green, the alternative in yellow, the terminal in blue. The complement regulators are

represented in black and the main complement receptors in purple. Created with BioRender.com.

b, d, e, f, Plasma levels of activated complement components at day 1 (b, e) and day 6 (d, f) in COVID-
19 patients or age-matched healthy controls. Critical iliness is defined as the need for invasive
mechanical ventilation or death at any time during the trial follow-up. The P values are calculated
using Kruskal-Wallis tests, with post-hoc pairwise Benjamini-Hochberg corrected Wilcoxon rank sum
tests. C1INHact: functional activity of C1 inhibitor. Healthy, n = 15; day 1 non-critical, n = 76; day 1

critical, n = 17; day 6 non-critical, n = 72; day 6 critical, n = 16.

¢, Correlation matrix of hierarchically clustered biomarkers, measured in serum of COVID-19 patients
(ZILUCOV trial participants at day 1, 6 and 15 or hospital discharge). Correlations are calculated by
two-sided Spearman’s rank tests for pairwise complete observations, adjusted for multiple testing by
the Benjamini-Hochberg procedure and indicated by *, P < .05; **, P < .01; ***, P < .001. The circle

area and color represent the Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient.

g, Linear correlations for Bb (left) and C4a (right) in relation to the terminal complement components
C3a, C5a and soluble C5b-9. The data points are colored according to the disease severity.

Correlation coefficient and P values are determined by a two-sided Spearman’s rank test.

Supplementary Figure 1: Complement activation via the alternative pathway correlates to disease

severity.

a, b, Linear correlations for the terminal complement components C3a, C5a and soluble MAC in
relation to C-reactive protein (CRP), ferritin, D-dimers (a) and the partial pressure of arterial oxygen
divided by the fraction of inspired oxygen (PF ratio) (b) at trial inclusion in COVID-19 patients
(samples at inclusion of the SARPAC and COV-AID trials). Observations are colored by severity
classification. Correlation coefficient and p-values are determined by a two-sided Spearman’s rank

test.

¢, Serum levels of soluble receptor for advanced glycation end products (SRAGE), interleukin 6 (IL-6),
tumor necrosis factor (TNF), C-X-C motif chemokine ligand 10 (CXCL10), interleukin 8 (IL-8 or CXCL8),

granulocyte colony-stimulating factor (G-CSF) and interleukin 10 (IL-10) in healthy controls or COVID-
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19 patients (ZILUCOV participants at trial inclusion), further subdivided as COVID-19 survivors and

non-survivors.

d, Levels of activated complement components at day 6 in COVID-19 survivors and non-survivors, in

addition to healthy controls. C1INHact: functional activity of C1 inhibitor.

e, f, Plasma levels of C3, C4 and C1 inhibitor at day 1 (e) and 6 (f). P values in panels c-f are
determined by Kruskal-Wallis tests, with post-hoc pairwise Benjamini-Hochberg corrected Wilcoxon

tests.

g, Evolution of SARS-CoV-2 specific antibodies over time in comparison to the evolution of

complement factors in plasma. NCP: Nucleocapsid.

Figure 2: Complement activities and proteomics reveal consumption of alternative pathway factors

in COVID-19.

a, Schematic of the assay to quantify the activity of each complement pathway. Created with

BioRender.com.

b, Violin plots of the activity for each complement pathway in COVID-19 patients (at trial inclusion) or
age-matched controls. P values are determined by Kruskal-Wallis tests and follow-up pairwise
Benjamini-Hochberg-corrected Wilcoxon rank sum tests. Activity levels are measured as optical

densities (0.D.) and normalized for the positive control.

¢, d, e, The upstream complement activators (c), main complement proteins (d) and complement
regulatory proteins (e) in COVID-19 (ZILUCOV trial participants at the trial inclusion), measured by the
proximity extension assay. P values are calculated by a one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s Honest
Significant Difference method as post-hoc test. Protein levels in serum are plotted as Normalized

Protein eXpression (NPX) on a log2 scale.

Supplementary Figure 2: Complement activities and proteomics reveal consumption of alternative

pathway factors in COVID-19.

a, Violin plots displaying the complement activity for each pathway, for COVID-19 patients (at trial
day 1) or age-matched controls. P values are determined by a two-sided test. Complement activities

are quantified as optical densities (O.D.) and normalized for the positive assay control.

b, Correlations between the functional complement pathway activities, with coloring of the data

points according to the clinical outcome. A local regression fitting is overlaid with the scatterplot.
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¢, Validation of the proximity extension assay, depicting correlations between protein levels
measured by the proximity extension assay on the x-axis, and classic immune-assays on the y-axis.

The correlation and P values are determined by two-sided Spearman’s rank tests.

d, CONSORT flow diagram showing subject enrollment, allocation and inclusion in the proteomic

study.

e, g, h, Serum levels of upstream complement factors (e), complement receptors (g) and regulatory
proteins (h) in COVID-19 patients (ZILUCOV trial participants at the trial inclusion), further separated
according to disease severity. P values levels are calculated by one-way ANOVA tests with Tukey’s
Honest Significant Difference method as post-hoc test. Protein levels in serum are plotted as

Normalized Protein eXpression (NPX), which on alog2 scale.

f, Best correlations between the complement pathway activities and proteins in serum, as
determined by the proximity extension assay. Both day 1 and 6 samples of COVID-19 patients
(ZILUCOV participants in the control arm) were included, as well as healthy controls. The bars are
colored by the direction of Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient (blue: positive correlation; red:

inverse correlation).

Figure 3: An atlas of complement gene expression across tissues and cell types in COVID-19.

a, Complement gene expression across lung cell types in deceased COVID-19 patients, from the
single-nucleus RNA sequencing lung atlas by Melms et al., 2021%*. The dot size represents the
proportion of cells expressing complement genes, while the color scale represents the average

expression level.

b, Relative contribution of control versus COVID-19 samples to the total cell numbers in lung (panel
a). Each shade represents an individual patient, with control samples in grey and COVID-19 samples

inred.

¢, Gene expression of complement factors in the broncho-alveolar lavage (BAL) of COVID-19 patients,

from the a CITE-sequencing experiment which we have previously published®.
d, Relative cell proportions of control versus COVID-19 samples for each cell type in BAL (panel c).

e, Complement expression in fresh peripheral-blood mononuclear cells and whole blood of COVID-19

patients, in the single-cell RNA sequencing dataset by Schulte-Schrepping et al., 2020*.

f, Relative contribution of control versus COVID-19 samples to the total number of cells in blood

(panel e).
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g8, Expression of complement genes across major liver cell types in COVID-19 patients. The data are
derived from the Harmony-integrated’* dataset containing the single-nucleus RNA sequencing of
lethal liver samples by Delorey et al., 2021* and CITE- and single-nucleus sequencing data from an
atlas containing both lean and obese liver biopsies®®. Only single-nucleus sequencing data was

retained to quantify complement expression per cell type.

Supplementary Figure 3: An atlas of complement gene expression across tissues and cell types in

control samples.

a, b, ¢, Expression of complement genes across control samples in lung (panel a), broncho-alveolar
lavage (BAL) (panel b), fresh whole blood and peripheral-blood mononuclear cell (panel c¢). The dot
size represents the proportion of cells expressing complement genes, while the color represents the

average expression level.

d, The Harmony-integrated liver dataset with both COVID-19 liver autopsies® and control (healthy or
obese)* liver cells. Cell type annotation is displayed on top, single-nucleus sequencing data from
COVID-19 patients in the middle, and control samples with both single-nucleus and CITE-sequencing

data on the bottom.

e, Complement gene expression in single-nucleus sequenced liver samples of non-COVID-19 patients

in the merged dataset.

Figure 4: Complement production is divided between lung stroma, epithelium, myeloid cells and

liver cells.

a, Uniform manifold approximation and projection (UMAP) of the lung single-nucleus RNA

sequencing experiment, colored by cell type annotation.

b, ¢, Lung RNA expression of complement component 3 (C3) and complement factor B (CFB) (b),

complement factor D (CFD) and C5 (c), separated by COVID-19 status.
d, UMAP of blood single-cell RNA sequencing, and colored according to the cell type annotation.
e, Expression of complement factor properdin (CFP) in blood, split for control or COVID-19 patients.

f, g8, Gene expression of complement factors in macrophages and fibroblasts in broncho-alveolar
lavage (BAL) and lung (f) or in liver (g). Gene expression is represented as violin plots, split by COVID-

19 status. A proportional number of cells was plotted per condition and was overlaid as dots.
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h, Diffusion map and Slingshot trajectory analysis of monocytes and macrophages in BAL. Monocytes
differentiate in either interferon-stimulated (IFN+) monocytes (1 to 2), or via transitional (trans.)
monocytes into interstitial (1 to 5 to 3) and alveolar macrophages (1 to 5 to 4). The close-ups feature

the diffusion maps of either non-infected or COVID-19 patients.

i, j, k, Expression of complement genes across the diffusion components for the trajectories towards

interferon-stimulated monocytes (i), interstitial macrophages (j) or alveolar macrophages (k).

Supplementary Figure 4: Complement production is divided between lung stroma, epithelium,

myeloid cells and liver cells.

a, Uniform manifold approximation and projection (UMAP) of CITE-sequencing of broncho-alveolar

lavage (BAL) cells, which are colored by cell type annotation.

b, c, g, Gene expression in BAL of C3, complement factor D (CFD) (b), complement factor properdin

(CFP), C5 (c), and C5AR1 (g).

d, h, Expression of complement factors (d) and receptors (h) in lung or BAL, represented as violin

plots and split up for control and infected samples. A representative number of cells was overlaid.
e, f, C6, CFl (e) and C5AR1 (f) expression plotted on the lung single-nucleus sequencing data.

i, Gene set enrichment analysis in COVID-19 versus control patients of the Hallmark Complement
gene set (Molecular Signatures Database). The upper plot depicts enrichment analysis BAL

neutrophils, and the lower plot depicts monocytes in BAL.

Figure 5: Interleukin 6 coordinates complement in COVID-19.

a, The 25 ligands most likely to affect complement gene expression, with each ligand representing a
row, each complement gene a column, and coloring according to the regulatory potential as

predicted by the NicheNet ligand-target matrix™.

b, Average levels in serum of putative ligands at day 1 (left) or day 6 (right) in healthy controls and
COVID-19 patients, further divided according to disease severity. Protein levels are measured by

proximity extension assay and expressed as Normalized Protein eXpression (NPX). NA: not available.

¢, Correlations of interleukin 6 (IL-6) in relation to C3a, C5a and sC5b-9. The correlation coefficients

and P values are determined by two-sided Spearman’s rank tests.
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d, Expression of interleukin 6 receptor (IL6R) and interleukin 6 cytokine family signal transducer
(IL6ST) across cell types in lung autopsies of COVID-19 patients. The dot size represents the fraction

of cells expressing IL6R or IL6ST and the color represents the average scaled gene expression.

e, Upregulated ligand activities of interferons, interleukin 1 (IL-10/B), IL-6 and tumor necrosis factor

(TNF) per cell type in the lungs of COVID-19 compared to control samples.

f, The evolution of complement components in COVID-19 patients receiving IL-6 blockade (single
dose of tocilizumab or siltuximab) or those who did not, between day 1 (predose) and 6. The data are
plotted as averages with their 95% confidence interval. Both arms contain participants who received

IL-1 blockade, due to the factorial design of COV-AID.

g, Complement activity over time for each pathway, shown as averages with 95% confidence interval.
Pathway activity is plotted as optical density (0.D.), normalized for the assay positive control. Control
patients are COVID-19 patients from the ZILUCOV trial control arm, while the anti-IL-6 arm contains
concurrent COV-AID participants who received anti-IL-6 therapy only (tocilizumab or siltuximab),
without IL-1 blockade. P values for panels f and g are determined by a Wilcoxon rank sum test on the

change between day 1 and 6.

Supplementary Figure 5: Interleukin 6 coordinates complement in COVID-19.

a, b, Top 25 ligands with the highest predicted regulatory potential on the expression of complement

factors (a) or complement regulators (b), according to the NicheNet ligand-target matrix>>.

¢, d, Interleukin 10 (IL-10) (c) or interferon gamma (IFNy) (d) serum levels in correlation to the
activated complement components C3a, C5a and sC5b-9. The correlation coefficients and P values

are calculated by two-sided Spearman’s rank tests.

e, f, g, The evolution of complement components in COVID-19 patients who received anti-interleukin
6 (receptor) (e) or anti-interleukin 1 (f, g) versus control patients (in the COV-AID trial). Due to the
factorial design, both groups contain patients treated with anti-IL-1 (e) or anti-IL-6(R) (f, g). The P
values represent Wilcoxon testing performed on the change between day 1 and 6 of anti-IL-1 treated

versus untreated participants. C1INHact: functional activity of C1 inhibitor.

Figure 6: Complement inhibition improves the COVID-19 proteomic severity signature.

a, Proteins associated with critical illness at day 1, defined as the need for invasive mechanical

ventilation or death at any time during the trial. Proteins on the right are increased in patients with a
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critical COVID-19 disease course, while those on the left are decreased. The P values reflect two-
sided t-tests without adjustment for multiplicity. The data are expressed as the difference in

Normalized Protein eXpression (NPX) (which equals to a log, fold change).

b, Differences in the evolution of serum proteins between day 1 (predose) and day 6 of control
versus anti-C5 treated patients. Proteins in orange display a relative increase more in anti-C5 treated
patients compared to untreated patients, while proteins in blue have relative decrease under C5

inhibition. P values are determined by uncorrected two-sided t-tests.

¢, Proteins affected by anti-C5 therapy (panel b) projected on the critical iliness-associated volcano
plot (panel a). Orange proteins are relatively increased under C5 inhibition compared to untreated
patients, while blue proteins are downregulated in anti-C5 treated patients, relative to untreated

patients.

d, Paired analysis for anti-C5 and control arm, plotted on volcano plot with critically illness-associated
proteins. Proteins decreasing between day 1 and 6 in the anti-C5 arm only are labeled in blue, while
those decreasing over time in the control arm only are plotted in orange. Two proteins increase only
under anti-C5 (green) and no proteins increases in the control arm only. Two-sided t-tests with
Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment are used to compare day 1 with day 6 protein levels for the

untreated and the anti-C5 treated arm.

e, Heatmap with hierarchically clustered proteins per patient, colored for the change in NPX between

day 1 and 6.

f, Changes of terminal complement proteins (top), severity-associated markers (middle) and
nucleotide binding proteins (bottom) over time between anti-C5-treated or untreated patients. P

values are calculated for the difference in log; fold change over time with a two-tailed student t-test.

g, Ingenuity Pathway Analysis of anti-C5 versus control arm. Pathways upregulated between day 1
and 6 under C5 blockade have a negative Z score (left, colored in orange), while those downregulated

upon anti-C5 therapy have a positive Z score. P values are calculated with Fischer’s exact testing.

Supplementary Figure 6: Complement inhibition improves the COVID-19 proteomic severity

signature.

a, Changes in serum proteins between day 1 and 6 in anti-C5 versus control patients, expressed as
change in Normalized Protein eXpression (NPX). Proteins with a differential evolution, as determined
by t-test P values < 0.05 (without adjustment for multiple testing) are plotted in blue (relative

decrease in anti-C5 treated patients) or orange (relative increase under C5 inhibition).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.25.23287712
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.25.23287712; this version posted March 27, 2023. 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

b, Evolution of proteins between day 1 and 6 in all COVID-19 patients.

¢, Markers associated with severe disease (WHO ordinal clinical severity scale of 4-5, oxygen therapy
without invasive mechanical ventilation) versus critical illness (WHO ordinal clinical severity scale of
6-8, mechanical ventilation with or without additional support or death), from Byeon et al.”®. The P

values for b and c reflect by Benjamini-Hochberg corrected two-sided t-tests.

d, Proteins altered by anti-C5 therapy (from Fig. 6b), overlaid on the independent critical illness-
associated volcano plot from Byeon et al. (panel c). Blue proteins decrease in recipients of anti-C5
therapy, relative to untreated patients, while proteins in orange have a relative increase under C5

blockade.

e, Changes over time in complement components under anti-C5 or control, in addition to healthy
controls. P values reflect two-sided t-tests on the change between day 1 and 6 in control versus anti-

C5 treated patients.

f, Ingenuity Pathway Analysis of the protein changes in anti-C5 versus untreated COVID-19 patients.

Fischer’s exact testing was used to generate P values.

Supplementary Table 1: Randomized clinical trial methods.
Supplementary Table 2: Patient characteristics of the complement level measurement.
Supplementary Table 3: Patient characteristics of the complement activity assays.

Supplementary Table 4: Patient characteristics of the Olink proteomic platform.
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Methods

Trial participants, samples and clinical data

We conducted three randomized, open-label trials to test the efficacy and safety of various
interventions in hospitalized adult COVID-19 patients across multiple hospitals in Belgium in 2020. In
SARPAC™®, we tested recombinant human granulocyte-macrophage colony-stimulating factor (twice
daily rhu-GM-CSF, sargramostim via inhalation) to restore alveolar macrophage homeostasis in 81
COVID-19 patients with hypoxia and moderate inflammation (NCT04326920). In COV-AID*, we
tested anti-interleukin drugs in 342 patients with hypoxia and severe inflammation due to COVID-19
(NCT04330638). The trial had a 2x2 factorial design, patients were sequentially randomized to IL-1
blockade (once daily recombinant interleukin 1 receptor antagonist, anakinra 100 mg
subcutaneously) or no IL-1 blockade, and to IL-6 blockade (a single intravenous dose of either anti-IL-
6 receptor, tocilizumab 8 mg/kg or anti-IL-6, siltuximab 11 mg/kg) or no IL-6 blockade. In ZILUCOV,
we studied the effect of C5 inhibition (daily zilucoplan 32.4 mg subcutaneously) or control in 81
patients with hypoxia and severe inflammation (NCT04382755). All patients in ZILUCOV received
antibiotic prophylaxis against Neisseria meningitidis.

The full details on the in- and exclusion criteria, interventions and clinical outcomes of all three trials
can be found in the published manuscripts and their trial protocols and statistical analysis plans>*°.
In brief, all trials recruited patients with hypoxia (partial pressure of arterial oxygen divided by the
fraction of inspired oxygen or PF ratio less than 350) and a recently confirmed COVID-19 infection.
Enrollment in SARPAC was precluded if the ferritin level was above 2000 pg/L. COV-AID and ZILUCOV
inclusion required high inflammatory markers (a) single ferritin measurement > 2000 pg/L on high
flow oxygen or mechanical ventilation; (b) a ferritin concentration of > 1000 pg/L which had been
increasing over the previous 24 h; (c) lymphopenia < 800/mL with two of the following: an increasing
ferritin > 700 pg/L, an increasing lactate dehydrogenase > 300 1U/L, an increasing CRP > 70 mg/L, or
an increasing D-dimers > 1000 ng/mL. (d) If the patient had three of the previous criteria at hospital
admission with lymphopenia of less than 800/uL, there was no need to document an increase over
24 h. Immunosuppression for COVID-19 unrelated disorders or active co-infections were not

permitted in COV-AID or ZILUCOV.

All trials were approved by the competent authorities, the appropriate Ethical Committees and
conducted in accordance with Good Clinical Practice guidelines and the Declaration of Helsinki. All
study subjects or their legal representatives provided oral and written consent for trial participation.
Serum, plasma and peripheral blood mononuclear cell samples were collected in all trial participants

on day 1 (before the first study dose, if applicable), on day 6 (before the 6™ dose of study, if
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applicable) and day 15 or at hospital discharge (whichever came first). Randomization, clinical data

collection and data cleaning were carried out in the webbased system REDCap.
Sample handling

Peripheral venous blood specimens were collected from healthy individuals and patients using
simultaneously obtained EDTA and serum tubes. EDTA blood was diluted 1:2 in HBSS (Thermo Fisher
Scientific; 24020117) and PBMCs isolated after gradient centrifugation over Ficoll-Paque (GE
Healthcare; 17-1440-02). Cell-free plasma was subsequently transferred from the supernatant,
aliquoted, and stored at -80°C. After two washings in cold HBSS, the yielded layer of PBMCs was
counted in a Neubauer plate with trypan blue exclusion of dead cells. PBMCs were aliquoted in 90%
FCS (Sigma-Aldrich; F7524) and 10% DMSO (Sigma-Aldrich; D2650). Vials were placed in a -80°C
freezer using controlled rate freezing in preparation for final storage at -150°C until further use.
Serum tubes were spun during 12 minutes at 2000g at 4°C, and cell-free serum was subsequently

aliquoted and stored at -80°C until analysis.
Complement factor measurement

Complement components Bb, C3a, C4a, C5a, and sC5b-9 were measured in cell-free plasma of
SARPAC and COVAID participants with a customizable enzyme immunoassay multiplex kit (MicroVue
Complement Multiplex; Quidel; A905s) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Data were
acquired on a Q-View Imager LS, using the Q-View Software 3.11. sC5b-9 levels in cell-free plasma of
ZILUCOV participants were assessed using the MicroVue sC5b-9 plus enzyme immunoassay kit
(AD29). Absorbance was measured with the Emax Precision Microplate Reader with SoftMax Pro
GxPv7.0.3 software. The plasma concentrations of C3, C4, and C1-INH were quantified by an
automated turbidimetric assay on the Optilite analyzer (The Binding Site Group Limited), and C1-INH

functional activity was measured using the Berichrom C1-Inhibitor assay (Siemens).
Biomarker quantification

Serum cytokines were quantified using single- or multiplex immunoassays by Meso Scale Discovery
(MSD). We measured IFN-y, IL-1B, IL-6, IL-8, IL-10, IL-12p70, TNF-a using the V-PLEX Proinflammatory
Panel 1 kit (1:2 dilution; K15049D), IP-10/CXCL10 by V-plex Chemokine Panel 1 (1:10; K151NVD), IL-
1RA by V-plex Cytokine Panel 2 (1:10; K151WTD), ICAM-1 by Vascular Injury Panel 2 (1:1000;
K151SUD), GM-CSF by S-plex (1:2; K151F35), and G-CSF (B21VG) and IL-18 (B21VJ) using U-plex (1:2;
K15227N). Data were acquired on a MESO QuickPlex SQ 120. Commercially available ELISA kits were
used for the detection of serum Ang-2 (Thermo Fisher Scientific; KHC1641), sRAGE (R&D Systems;
DRGO00), MUC-1 (Thermo Fisher Scientific; EHMUC1), vWF (Thermo Fisher Scientific, EHVWF), suPAR
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(suPARnostic Virogates; E001). Samples were diluted at 1:5 (SRAGE), 1:10 (Ang-2 and vWF), 1:50

(MUC-1), 1:8000 (vWF) and analyzed according to the manufacturer’s instructions.
SARS-CoV-2-specific antibody measurements

We quantified serum antibody levels directed against the SARS-CoV-2 spike 1 (S1) IgA (Euroimmun
2606-9601 A) and IgG (Euroimmun 2606-9601 G) and against the SARS-CoV-2 nucleocapsid (NCP) I1gG
(Euroimmun 2606-9601-2 G), according to the manufacturer’s protocol. Results were plotted as

relative optical density versus the assay calibrator.
Functional complement assay

The functional complement activity was measured on serum samples using the Wieslab Complement
system Screen kit (Weislab Diagnostic Services; COMPL300 RUO), according to manufacturer’s
protocol. Samples were diluted at 1:101, 1:101, and 1:18 for classical, lectin and alternative

complement pathway, respectively.
Sample size calculation and participant selection for proximity extension assay

The sample size calculation for proteomics was based on the preliminary observation of a 45%
reduction in IL-8 in the anti-C5 treated group™. 20 replicates were required to detect a difference of
0.60 (equivalent to a reduction of 45%) at a significance level of 0.05, with a power of 0.844 using an
F test. To select these samples, we first identified trial participants of the ZILUCOV with available
unthawed serum samples from day 1 and day 6 (or discharge, whatever came first). We excluded
patients with major protocol violations, such as missed doses within the first 5 days, or the absence
of arterial blood gas sampling on day 1 or day 6. This yielded a total of 19 patients (out of 24) in the
control arm and 49 patients (out of 54) in the anti-C5 arm. Although the randomization in clinical trial
prevented selection bias, we carried out propensity score matching to achieve maximal baseline
balance between control and intervention arm’>. The propensity score matching was carried out
using the R Matchlt v4.3.4 and optmatch v0.10.0 package. Optimal pair matching was used with a
ratio of 1.1 and without replacement. The covariates for matching were age, gender, ethnicity, body
mass index, history of diabetes mellitus, baseline ordinal scale, baseline SOFA score and baseline
Pa0,/FiO,. This led to adequately balanced arms in terms of propensity scores and included
covariates. The full flowchart and participant characteristics are shown in Suppl. Fig. 2d and

Supplementary Table 2.
Proximity extension assay

Serum proteins were measured in the selected trial participants using the Olink Explore 3072

platform. This contained eight 384-plex panels: inflammation I&Il, oncology I&Il, cardiometabolic 1&I!
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and neurology &Il with panel lot numbers: B14806, B14807, B14808, B14809, B20704, B20705,
B20706, B20707. Serum samples without previous thaw-freeze cycles of 8 healthy controls, 40 day 1
and 40 day 6 samples of ZILUCOV trial participants were plated in a randomized manner, refrozen
and shipped to the Erasmus MC Olink Core Facility (Rotterdam, the Netherlands) for analysis. In the
proximity extension assay, samples were incubated overnight with matched pairs of antibodies with
unique DNA oligonucleotides. Hybridized oligonucleotide tails, brought in proximity due to target
binding of both antibodies, were extended using a DNA polymerase. This was followed by a
polymerase chain reaction (PCR), the addition of sample indexes and a second PCR step. Pooled DNA
barcodes were purified and analyzed for quality control. Sequencing of the amplicons was performed

with a NovaSeq 6000 system.

Data quantification was performed according to the platform guidelines. Sequence counts were
quantified and normalized, yielding a Normalized Protein eXpression (NPX) unit, which is on a log2
scale. In total, 5 proteins were excluded for further analysis because of quality control reasons
(SMAD1, ARHGAP25, KNG1, TNFSF9, TOM1L2). All other proteins were analyzed. Three proteins were
normalized against the plate controls because of known bimodal distribution (TDGF1, FOLR3,
PNLIPRP2). All other detected proteins (2921) were intensity normalized, as the plate-specific mean
was subtracted from each sample on the respective plate. Specifically for the complement proteins,
this method likely detects both the native as well as the activated proteins (personal communication

by Olink).
Proteomics and biomarker analysis

In general, all data wrangling and analysis was performed in R v4.2.1 using the tidyverse packages
v1.3.2. The raw NPX results provided by Olink were extracted in a long format and integrated with
the clinical and biomarker data. For proteins quantified multiple times (across multiple Olink panels),
the average NPX was used for further analysis. The Olink data from Byeon et al.>® was downloaded

from: https://www.thelancet.com/journals/landig/article/P11IS2589-7500(22)00112-1/fulltext.

To contrast proteomic results between two groups, we made volcano plots. We calculated average
protein levels per group and subtracted these, yielding a log2(fold change) since Olink protein levels
are expressed on a log2 scale. Visualizations were made with the EnhancedVolcano v1.14.0 and/or

ggplot2 packages v3.4.0.

One complement sample was removed as outlier, with a sC5b-9 concentration of > 6.4 times the

interquartile range (IQR) above the third quartile (Q3).

To plot protein or biomarker levels, we overlayed boxplots or violin plots with the individual

datapoints in ggplot2. Evolutions over time were visualized as point-range plots, the 95% confidence
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intervals in these plots were calculated with the rstatix package v0.7.1. Scatterplots to investigate
correlations were created in ggpubr v0.5.0. Heatmaps were made with the ComplexHeatmap
package v2.12.1. Best correlations between single features and the whole dataframe were assessed
using the lares package v5.1.4. Correlation matrices were created in the corrplot package v0.92. For
visualization purposes, we used the packages viridis v0.6.2, ggthemes v4.2.4, ggrepel v0.9.3, scales

v1.2.1 and RColorBrewer v1.1.3.
Statistical testing

For the comparison of complement and cytokine levels or functional complement activities between
three groups, we calculated Kruskal-Wallis rank tests with post-hoc pairwise Benjamini-Hochberg
corrected Wilcoxon rank sum tests. To compare complement factor levels or activities between two
groups, we calculated two-sided Wilcoxon tests. We computed Spearman’s rank correlation
coefficients for correlations, and corrected these with the Benjamin-Hochberg method in the
correlation matrices. Differences in Olink complement levels (expressed as NPX values) were
evaluated with one-way ANOVA tests and follow-up Tukey’s honest significance difference tests. The
evolution of complement factors (difference between day 1 and 6) under IL-6/1L-1 inhibition versus
control were compared using two-sided Wilcoxon rank sum tests. All used statistical tests were two-

sided and all plotted estimate ranges represent 95% confidence levels.

To focus the Olink proteomic analysis on COVID-19 relevant proteins, we prefiltered on the proteins
which differed between healthy controls and COVID-19 patients at day 1. Given the log2-

>>% e assumed a normal distribution of the log2-

transformation and in line with previous literature
transformed proteomic data. Based on unadjusted t-test P values < 0.05, we excluded 1393 proteins
and retained 1529 for further analysis (Fig. 6a-d, Suppl. Fig. 6a-b). For the comparison of Olink
protein levels between control and anti-C5 groups, we determined two-sided student t-tests without
adjustment for multiplicity. The Olink protein changes over time were calculated by subtracting the
NPX values (which equals to a log, of the fold change) and we compared these changes for each
group with student t-tests, without adjustment for multiplicity. In the paired analysis, we compared
which proteins decreased or increased in one arm only. To this end, we calculated Benjamini-
Hochberg corrected student t-tests for day 1 versus day 6 protein levels in each group, and then

compared which proteins evolved differentially in each group. All statistical tests were carried out

with the R base stats package v4.2.1.
Single-cell sequencing data and analysis

All single-cell analysis was performed in R using Seurat v4.3.0” and tidyverse packages. The COVID-

19 lung single-nucleus RNA sequencing atlas by Melms et al.** was downloaded from:
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https://singlecell.broadinstitute.org/single_cell/study/SCP1219/columbia-university-nyp-covid-19-

lung-atlas.

The broncho-alveolar lavage cells came from our own CITE-sequencing dataset which we previously
published in combination with the SARPAC trial®®. These data are available online via:
https://www.single-cell.be/covid19/browser. We removed the non-SARS-CoV-2 infected patients and
grouped the interstitial lung disease (1) with the control (2) samples and used these as non-infected

controls.

Fresh blood, containing both whole and peripheral blood mononuclear cells from Schulte-Schrepping
et al.* were accessed via: https://beta.fastgenomics.org/datasets/detail-dataset-

ee4b1a0f339140ad82f861aea35076f1.

Cluster annotation for lung, broncho-alveolar lavage and blood were copied from their respective

publications>>***,

Single-nucleus RNA sequencing of COVID-19 liver samples published by Delorey et al.** were
retrieved via: https://singlecell.broadinstitute.org/single_cell/study/SCP1213/covid-19-liver-autopsy-
samples. We first removed nuclei assigned as doublets, cycling, dying or without differentially
expressed genes. We then combined this dataset with the human samples from our liver atlas, which
contained both CITE-seq and single-nucleus data, published as Guilliams et al.*® For dataset merging,
the raw data of both experiments were combined and normalized, the 2000 most variable genes
were scaled and 40 principle components were calculated. To integrate the COVID-19 and control
datasets, we ran Harmony according to the default settings with a maximum of 20 rounds of
clustering”. Based on the Elbow Plot, we tested several numbers of principle components and
created UMAPs based on 35 principle components. We clustered at a resolution of 0.8 and
performed the further analysis after down sampling to 47000 cells per condition, to speed up the

analysis. We manually reannotated the clusters and removed one additional cluster of doublets.

Gene expression plots per cell type were made using the Seurat DotPlot function, and further
customized with ggplot2 v3.4.0. Only complement genes with expression in at least 0.5% of the cells
were shown. For liver, we only plotted single-nucleus sequencing data. To visualize relative cell
proportions in the stacked bar charts, we first downsampled the datasets to ensure an identical total
cell number between the COVID-19 and control groups. We then plotted the relative contribution of
each individual sample to the total number of cells per cell type. The split violin plots were created by
extending the ggplot2 GeomViolin function as described under
https://stackoverflow.com/questions/35717353/split-violin-plot-with-ggplot2. To contrast the

number of cells in control versus COVID-19, we first downsampled each dataset to an equal number
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of cells per condition. Then, we plotted a fixed number of cells regardless of condition, revealing

relative differences in cell numbers between both groups.
Trajectory analysis

The diffusion map was created using the scanpy.tl.diffmap function of the Python Scanpy v1.5.1
package. Slingshot was applied on the first three diffusion components together the annotated
clusters using the slingshot v1.4.0 R package. The Monocyte cluster was used as the starting point of
the trajectory, as previously described®. The control and interstitial lung disease samples were
merged. The COVID-19 samples (8) were randomly downsampled to the same cell number as non-
infected samples. Samples from patients with bacterial infection were removed for the trajectory
analysis. Line plots were created by plotting the gene expression according to the DC coordinates
(DC1 was used for Fig. 4k, DC2 was used for Fig. 4i and 4j). Cells with outlier DC values were omitted
(for Fig. 4i DC2 > -0.0025 & DC2 < 0.0135; for Fig. 4j DC2 >-0.0045 & DC2 < 0.0100; for Fig. 4k DC1 > -
0.0050 & DC1 < 0.0125). The geom_smooth function of the ggplot2 R package was used to draw the

trend line, according to the default parameters.
Upstream ligand prediction and gene signature analysis

The identification of ligands which could affect the expression of genes of interest was based on the
NicheNet ligand-target data frame
(https://zenodo.org/record/7074291 /files/ligand_target _matrix_nsga2r_final.rds). This prior model
integrated multiple data sources to quantify the likelihood that a particular ligand affects the
expression of a particular target gene. We selected ligands which had the highest regulatory
potential on average across the genes of interest, and plotted these with their regulatory potential

per gene.

To determine the downstream signature induced by ligands of interest, NicheNet ligand activity
analysis was performed. In this analysis, ligands are ranked according to how strongly genes with
high regulatory potential of ligands are enriched in a gene set of interest compared to a background.
The gene set of interest was determined as the upregulated genes in COVID-19 versus healthy
controls for each cell type of interest; the background as all genes in NicheNet's ligand-target matrix.
To determine upregulated genes, muscat’, a state-of-the-art tool for differential state analysis in
multi-group/multi-sample datasets, was used using the following thresholds: P value < 0.05 and
logFC > 1. To compare ligand activity analyses between cell types, ligand activity values were z-score
scaled prior to visualizations. Ligand-target links were inferred and visualized as described in the

NicheNet software tutorials.

Gene set enrichment analysis and pathway analysis
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We performed gene set enrichment using the R clusterProfiler package v4.4.4”°. Genes in the
hallmark gene sets’® were retrieved via the msigdbr package v7.5.1. Differential gene of COVID-19
versus non-infected samples for specific cell types was calculated using the Seurat FindMarkers

function.

QIAGEN Ingenuity Pathway Analysis (v84978992) was used to infer up- or downregulated pathways
upon C5 blockade versus no C5 blockade. Proteins with an absolute log2 fold change of more than
0.25 were imported, with the user dataset (2894 mapped proteins, without prefiltering) as the
reference set. Pathway Z-scores and P values (Fisher’s exact tests) were reported as computed by the

software.
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