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Abstract

Objective: To determine the impact of M S disease-modifying therapies (DM Ts) on the development of
cellular and humoral immunity to SARS-CoV-2 infection.

M ethods: M S patients aged 18-60 were evaluated for anti-nucleocapsid and anti-Spike RBD antibody with
€l ectro-chemiluminescence immunoassay; antibody responsesto Spike protein, RBD, N-terminal domain
with multiepitope bead-based immunoassays (M BI); live virus immunofluorescence-based
microneutralization assay; T-cell responsesto SARS-CoV-2 Spike using TruCulture ELISA; and IL-2 and
IFNy ELISpot assays. Assay results were compared by DMT class. Spearman correlation and multivariate

analyses were performed to examine associations between immunologic responses and infection severity.

Results: Between 1/6/2021 and 7/21/2021, 389 M S patients were recruited (mean age 40.3 years; 74%
female; 62% non-White). Most common DM Ts were ocrelizumab (OCR) - 40%; natalizumab - 17%,
Sphingosine 1-phosphate receptor (S1P) modulators -12%; and 15% untreated. 177 patients (46%) had
laboratory evidence of SARS-CoV -2 infection; 130 had symptomatic infection, 47 - asymptomatic.
Antibody responses were markedly attenuated in OCR compared to other groups (p<0.0001). T-cell
responses (IFNy) were decreased in S1P (p=0.03), increased in natalizumab (p<0.001), and similar in other
DMTs, including OCR. Cellular and humoral responses were moderately correlated in both OCR (r=0.45,
p=0.0002) and non-OCR (r=0.64, p<0.0001). Immune responses did not differ by race/ethnicity. COVID-19
clinical course was mostly non-severe and similar across DM Ts; 7% (9/130) were hospitalized.

Interpretation: DMTs had differential effects on humora and cellular immune responses to SARS-CoV-2
infection. Immune responses did not correlate with COVID-19 clinical severity in thisrelatively young and
non-disabled group of M S patients.
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Introduction

Multiple Sclerosis (MS) is treated with disease-modifying therapies (DMTs), some of which may impair
immune responses to the pandemic SARS-CoV -2 infection. The commonly used anti-CD20 therapies
(aCD20) are associated with reduced antibody titers following SARS-CoV-2 infection and vaccination'™°,
likely due to depletion of peripheral B cells that would otherwise be available for recruitment into germinal
centers for antigen-mediated activation and clonal expansion. T-cell compartment is relatively unaffected
by aCD20 as only a small subset of CD20-bearing CD3+ lymphocytes are removed by aCD20." 2 Overall,

T-cells counts and functional responses remain intact, **

and, accordingly, Spike protein-specific T-cell
responses to COV ID-19 vaccination in aCD20-treated patients are robust."" > T-cell responses following
natural infection in aCD20-treated patients have received | ess attention, but are an active area of
investigation.”># Thereis very limited data on immune responses to SARS-CoV -2 infection under other
commonly used DMTs, such as sphingosine-1-phosphate receptor modulators (S1P), which interfere with
T-cell egress from lymphoid tissue, and fumarates, which induce mild-moderate lymphopenia.® % %
Understanding the impact of DMTs on the immune response to SARS-CoV-2 infection is critical for
counseling M S patients about COVID-19 risks and determining whether a patient who experienced
COVID-19 on aparticular DMT islikely to derive asimilar degree of protective immunity as untreated

individuas. %%

To address the knowledge gaps, we designed a prospective study with the goals of: 1. determining the
impact of ocrelizumab (OCR) and other DMTs on the devel opment of cellular and humoral immune
memory to SARS-CoV -2 natural infection; 2. characterizing the relationship between humoral and cellular
post-infection immune responses in patients with and without peripheral B-cell depletion; 3. investigating
the relationship between the clinical severity of COVID-19 and immune responses to SARS-CoV-2in MS
patients with different DM Ts. We recruited alarge, ethnically-diverse group of M S patients from the NYU
MS Care Center in New York City, New Y ork, one of the epicenters of the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020-
21,2 % and comprehensively characterized humoral and cellular responses to SARS-CoV-2 using several
complementary antibody and T-cell SARS-CoV-2 - specific assays. A notable strength of our study is the
inclusion of alarge number of non-White patients - over 60% of all patients, which allowed usto

investigate immune responses to SARS-CoV-2 in M S patients from underrepresented racial/ethnic groups.

M ethods
Sudy population

Patients seen for routine visits at the NY U Multiple Sclerosis Comprehensive Care Center in New Y ork
City (New York) were invited to participate if they had clinician-diagnosed M S (revised 2017 McDonad
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criteria);* were treated with an FDA-approved DMT for MS, or were on no treatment; were aged 18 to 60;
had Expanded Disability Status Scale (EDSS) score of O (normal) to 7 (wheelchair-bound). Exclusion
criteriawere: concurrent immunosuppressive therapy; active systemic cancer; primary or acquired
immunodeficiency (unrelated to DMT); active drug or acohol abuse; aCD20 therapy other than OCR,;
uncontrolled diabetes mellitus; end-organ failure (cardiac, pulmonary, renal, hepatic); systemic lupus
erythematosus or other systemic autoimmune disease. Patients were also excluded if they received high-
dose oral or parenteral corticosteroids, intravenous immunoglobulin (IVIG), plasmapheresis (PLEX), or
convalescent plasma or polyclonal antibody treatments for COV1D-19 within three months of sample
collection; or if they had COVID-19 symptom onset or tested positive by SARS-CoV-2 rea -time PCR
within two weeks of sample collection. At the time of sample collection all patients were unvaccinated for
COVID-19.

All patients were interviewed by atrained research coordinator with a structured instrument. Patients were
queried about each of COVID-19 symptoms listed in CDC clinical case definition® and any COVID-19
exposures from February 2020 to the time of enrollment; commercial SARS-CoV-2 test results (PCR or
Antibody) prior to enrollment; COVID-19 treatments and vaccinations, M S treatment at the time of
enrollment and infection (where applicable). Electronic medical records were reviewed for COVID-19 and
MS-relevant information. COVID-19 history at enrollment was classified as 'Laboratory-supported COVID
infection at enrollment' if the patient met CDC clinical definition for COVID-19 and had positive
commercial SARS-CoV-2 PCR or antibody test at any time prior to enrollment. If the patient met the CDC
clinical case definition for COVID-19 but did not have commercial laboratory confirmation at the time of
enrollment, their status was designated as 'Suspected COVID-19 infection on enroliment.' Patients without
clinical symptoms to suggest prior COVID-19 were classified as 'Non-suspected' for COVID-19 infection.
Patients' final SARS CoV-2 infection status (previously infected vs. non-infected) was determined based on
laboratory evidence of infection prior to enrollment or serologic tests conducted during the study as

described in the next section.

Serological analyses
Patients serologic status was assessed using three different methods:

1. Electro-chemiluminescence immunoassay using the Elecsys® platform (Roche Diagnostics), measuring
antibodies to Nucleocapsid (N) (qualitative) and Receptor Binding Domain (RBD) of Spike (S) protein
(quantitative). All samples were processed and measured by a specialized laboratory according to the

manufacturers' instructions. Values>1.0 U/mL wereinterpreted as 'positive’ for anti-N SARS-CoV -2
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antibodies. For anti-Spike Abs, values of > 0.4 U/mL were considered 'positive', and those below the lower
limit of quantification of the assay (<0.4 U/mL) were considered 'negative' and set to 0.4 U/mL, as per the
manufacturer's recommendations *2. The levels of antibodies were expressed in U/mL, which are considered
equivalent to Binding Antibody Units (BAU)/mL (Elecsys S Units = 0.972 x BAU), as defined by thefirst
World Health Organization (WHO) International Standard for anti-SARS-CoV -2 immunoglobulin (NIBSC
code 20/136).%

2. NYU proprietary custom Multiepitope Bead-based Immunoassay (MBI), which measures antibody
responses to three recombinant proteins (Wuhan variant total Spike, RBD and the S amino-terminal domain
(NTD); Sino Biological cat no. 40590-V08B, 40592-V 08B, 40591-V49H-B, respectively), using control
analytes of Human serum albumin (HSA), tetanus toxoid and anti-human 1gG (Jackson Immunoresearch
Inc.) coupled to commercia paramagnetic beads (MagPix, Luminex), as adapted from the manufacturer's
instructions as previously described.* * Positivity of individual MBI was set as the 3SD above the mean of
pre-pandemic healthy adult controls. Assay reactivity was aso confirmed with non-autoimmune serum
from individuals with PCR-documented prior COVID-19 infection (samples provided by the NYU COVID-
19 Bio Repository). MBI datafor S, RBD, and NTD for healthy control and COVID-19 patient specimens
and respective positivity cut-offs are shown in the Supplemental Figure 1. Serologic confirmation of prior
SARS-CoV-2 infection ('"MBI seropositive’) was defined conservatively as two or more independent S,

RBD, and NTD positive assay results.

3. SARS-CoV-2 vira neutralization activity of plasmawas measured in an immunofluorescence-based
assay that detects the neutralization of infectious virus (SARS-CoV-2 isolate USA-WA1/2020 (NR-52281,
GenBank accession no. MT233526) in cultured Vero E6 cells (African Green Monkey Kidney; ATCC
#CRL-1586) as described in detail in *. All SARS-CoV -2 infection assays were performed in the BSL3
facility of NYU Grossman School of Medicine (New York, NY).

Assays of SARS-CoV-2- specific T-cell response

T-cell responses to SARS-CoV -2 Spike protein were assessed in whole blood samples with TruCulture®
stimulation system (Myriad RBM) according to the manufacturer's instructions. Whole blood samples were
incubated for 48 hours at 37° C. Collected supernatants were analyzed with IFNy and IL-2 ELISA assay for
measuring cytokine production following manufacturer's protocol (Fisher Scientific, Cat # ENEHIFNG and
50-112-5363, respectively). The response for the TruCulture system was conservatively defined as positive
if both IFNy and IL-2 assays were at the level of >1 pg/ml.
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Cellular responses to SARS-CoV -2 were al so characterized by quantification of IFNy and IL-2 producing
cells by ELISpot for a subset of patients to corroborate results obtained with the TruCulture system. Briefly,
peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) were in vitro stimulated with 1 pg/peptide/ml SARS-CoV -2
peptide pooal, consisting of Spike, N, and M proteins15-mer peptide PepTivator libraries (Miltenyi Biotec)
for 48 hours. The number of activated T-cells were detected with ImmunoSpot IFNy and 1L-2 kits (Cellular
Technology Limited, Cat # hIFNgp-2M/10 and hiL2p-2M/10) according to the manufacturer's instructions,
and spots were counted using aCTL S6 EM2 ELISpot reader (Immunospot). Positive results were
confirmed by repeated EL|Spot assays. The results were expressed as spot-forming units (s.f.u.) per 10°
PBMCs. Responses were considered positive if the results were at |east three times the mean of the negative
control wells and >25(sf.u. per 10° PBMCs. Human CEF (CMV, Epstein-Barr virus, Influenzavirus)
peptide pooal (3615-1) (MabTech) and 1 1pg/mL phytohemagglutinin-L (PHA-L) (Sigma Aldrich) were
used as positive controls. The negative control contained PBMC, and the corresponding cell culture

medium was used to determine the background signal .

Satistical analyses

All patients were included in the analyses. Descriptive summaries of the results from the immunoassays
were reported for continuous and categorical variables. Results that have heavily skewed distributions were
normalized by log transformation. For continuous variables, mean, standard deviation (SD), median, and
range were reported. For categorical variables, counts and percentage of patients with positive results were
summarized. Correlation analyses were performed using the Spearman correlation. Comparisons of
endpoints were performed between patients on the various DM Ts and untreated patients (no DMT).
Multivariate anal yses were performed to account for possible confounding characteristics, including the

patients COVID-19 clinical severity and M S treatments. Missing data were not imputed.

The study was approved by the NY U Grossman School of Medicine IRB.

Results
1 Demographic and clinical characteristics of the patients

From January 6, 2021, to July 21, 2021, 389 non-vaccinated M S patients were recruited. Demographic and
clinical characteristics, DMT use, COVID-19-relevant comorbidities of the patients are shown in Table 1.
The patients were relatively young (mean age: 40.3+10.8 years, range 18-60), non-disabled (68% fully
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ambulatory), and otherwise healthy (68% without any COV1D19-relevant comorbidities). Sex ratio (74%
female) and race/ethnic composition (62% non-White) of the patients are representative of our clinic
population.® 'COVID history at enrollment' was classified as 'laboratory-supported COVID at enrollment'
in 101 patients (26% of al patients), 'suspected COVID at enrollment’ (symptoms only) in 76 patients
(20%), and * COVID non-suspected’ in 212 patients (54%). These three subgroups had similar demographic

and clinical M S characteristics (data not shown).

2. SARS-CoV-2 Antibody Testing

All patients underwent serologic testing by Elecsys assay for antibodies to N and the S RBD, and by MBI
for whole S protein and the SRBD and NTD components of Spike. There was a strong correl ation between
the individual assays for the whole Spike and Spike components by MBI (r=0.77-0.82, p<0.0001), and
between anti-RBD antibody levels by MBI and by Elecsys (r=0.69, p<0.0001). SARS-CoV -2 antibody
responses did not differ by race/ethnicity (White v. Black v. Hispanics v. Other) with either Elecsys or MBI
assay systems (Supplemental Table 1).

The sensitivity and specificity of two antibody assays are summarized in Table 2. The patients with
'laboratory-supported COVID at enrollment' are shown in the first column. Despite the more stringent
definition of seropositivity for MBI (>2 of 3 independent antibody assays with >3SD above pre-pandemic
means) than Elecsys (either one of the two antibodies positive), MBI had greater sensitivity for antibody
detection in patients with laboratory-confirmed COVID-19 on enrollment: 92% for MBI v. 81% for

Elecsys. Eight patients were considered fal se-negative by MBI, as they had alab-confirmed infection before
enrollment by commercial tests but were negative by MBI; al eight patients were on OCR at the time of

infection.

The second column of Table 2 presents the prevalence of SARS-CoV -2-specific antibodies in patients with
'suspected COVID on enrollment' (symptoms only) and the third column — in non-suspected cases. In the
'suspected COVID at enrollment’ group, MBI identified 29 out of 76 as 'MBI-seropositive' (>2 of 3
independent antibody assays with >3SD above pre-pandemic mean levels) and in the non-suspected group,
MBI identified 47 out of 212 as MBI-seropositive. Thus, there was atotal of 76 patients from 'suspected'
and 'non-suspected' subsets who had strong serol ogic evidence of SARS-CoV-2 infection. Of these patients,
half (n=38) were also positive by Elecsys. In contrast, Elecsys identified only a single case that was
negative by MBI. Overall, MBI's greater sensitivity for antibody detection proved useful in the study of
immune responses to chronol ogically remote SARS-CoV -2 infections, especially in immunosuppressed

individuals.

10
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3. Defining the subset of patients with prior SARS-CoV-2 infection

In addition to the 101 patients with lab-supported COVID-19 on enrollment, we identified 76 patients who
did not have laboratory testing for SARS CoV-2 prior to enrollment, but tested positive on at least 2 out of 3
independent antibody levels on MBI and were thus considered to have had SARS-CoV -2 infection. Thus,
the total number of patients with test-supported SARS-CoV -2 infection in our group was 177, or 46% of all
patients.

The relationship between COVID-19 status at enrollment and the final SARS-CoV-2 infection statusis
shown in the Sankey diagram in Figure 1. Patients with prior SARS-CoV -2 infection included 130
symptomatic cases and 47 asymptomatic cases. The asymptomatic cases constituted 27% of al SARS-CoV -
2 infected patients and had similar demographic and M S-related characteristics as the symptomatic cases
(data not shown). The majority of patients with asymptomatic prior infection, in addition to testing positive
on 2 or more serologies by MBI, had additional collateral evidence of past infection: 23/47 (49%) tested
seropositive on one or both Elecsys antibody assays; 8/47 (17%) had positive COVID-specific T-cell
responses (see Section 6); and 10/47 (21%) reported a history of close exposure to COVID-19 infected

individuals at home or work, or were essential personnel with ahigh risk of exposure.

4. Timing of infection and clinical outcomes in patients with prior SARS-CoV -2 infection stratified by
DMT

Mean time from symptomatic infection to blood collection was 34.5 £19.0 weeks (range: 4.3—70.4 weeks).
The calendar time distribution of symptomatic infectionsin shown in Supplemental Figure 2. The bimodal
distribution matches the epidemiology of the spread of COVID-19 in NY C.*" All infections occurred before
the spread of Delta and Omicron variants. Among the 130 symptomatic COVID-19 patients, 54 (42%) had
respiratory symptoms (shortness of breath or difficulty breathing), 9 (7%) required hospitalization, and 2
were subsequently admitted to the Intensive Care Unit. The hospitalized patients (n=9) were, on average
51.2 years old and 7/9 (78%) had COVID-19-relevant comorbidities, while non-hospitalized patients were
on average 39.3 years old and only 31% had comorbidities. The two patients admitted to ICU, both in their
40s, were aman with no comorbidities on dimethyl fumarate at the time of infection and awoman with

three comorbidities (obesity, cardiovascular disease, and prior cancer) on S1P at the time of infection.

Demographic, clinical, and COVID-19 characteristics - number of symptoms, presence of respiratory
symptoms, symptom duration, hospitalization rates - stratified by DMT class are shown in Table 3. The

11
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percentage of asymptomatic patients and COVID-19 clinical characteristics were comparabl e across most
DMTs. However, time from infection to sample collection was much shorter for OCR (26.7 +18.4 weeks)
than al other patients (39.2 £17.9 weeks).

5. Humoral responses among patients with prior SARS-CoV-2 infections stratified by DMT

Among patients with prior SARS-CoV -2 infection, the seropositivity rate by MBI was 100% for all DMTs
except for OCR, for which the seropositivity rate was 89%. Seropositivity rates by Elecsys for non-OCR
DMTs and the no-treatment group ranged from 83% to 100%, while for OCR it was only 36%.

Levels of anti-Spike antibodies by Elecsys (Figure 2A) and MBI (Figure 2B) were approximately 10-fold
lower in OCR patients with prior SARS-CoV-2 compared to untreated patients with prior infection. S1P
patients had significantly lower antibody levels than the untreated patients as measured by Elecsys, but the
difference was not statistically significant with the MBI assay. For OCR-treated patients with a history of
COVID-19, there was a non-significant trend for increased anti-SARS-CoV -2 Ab titers on MBI assay with
longer time from the last OCR infusion prior to infection and infection onset (r=0.285, p=0.064).

Samples were available to measure functional neutralizing antibody (Nabs) titersin 77 patients with prior
SARS CoV-2 infection. Nab levels showed a strong correlation with anti-RBD antibody levels detected by
MBI assay (r=0.71, p<0.001), yet 21% of patients with high levels of binding antibodies did not have
detectable functional Nabs. Compared to untreated patients, Nab titers were marginally lower in OCR-
treated (p=0.055), and higher in Natalizumab-treated patients (p=0.01) (Figure 2C).

For each patient with symptomatic COVID-19 after OCR infusion, we plotted in Figure 3 the timeline of
the last OCR infusion before infection (start of the gray bar); COVID-19 symptom onset (end of the grey
bar); OCR infusion following infection if any (blue circle); and time of sampling (green rhomboid);
alongside their respective Nab and anti-Spike MBI levels and TruCulture IFNy responses. Of note, 23/27
(85%) patients who had an infection within six months after OCR infusion had low or undetectable (ID50
<100) Nab titers.

Multivariate analyses of all SARS-CoV -2 infected patients showed that treatment with OCR and the
absence of hypertension predicted lower Elecsys antibody (the biological significance of the latter
correlation is unknown). In symptomatic COVID-19 patients, treatment with OCR and longer infection-to-
collection time correlated with lower MBI levels. In the subset of previously SARS-CoV-2 infected patients
who were tested for Nabs, only OCR treatment at the time of infection was a predictor of lower Nabs titers,
though the number of available samples for non-OCR DM Tswas limited, e.g., only 5 samplesfor S1P.
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6. Cdlular responsesto SARS-CoV-2 antigensin patients with prior SARS CoV-2 infection and in
SARS-CoV -2 seronegative patients

We performed in-vitro T-cell stimulation studies on 159 of the 177 patients with prior SARS-CoV -2
infection (as defined in Section 3) using the TruCulture assay. Samples were not available or failed quality
assurance check for 18 previously infected patients. Positive T-cell responses (above-zero values for both
IFNy and IL-2) were observed in 62/159 (39%) of all patients with prior infection. In the subset of patients
for whom IFNy responses were tested by both TruCulture and ELISpot tested (including one patient with
missing TruCulture value), concordant positive rate was 59.6% (i.e. 53/89 samples tested positive for IFNy
on both TruCulture and ELISpot); concordant negative rate was 15.7% (14/89 samples tested negative on
both assays); and discordant rate 24.7% (22/89 were positive for IFNy on TruCulture and negative on
ELISpot, or vice versa). In the subset with both TruCulture and EL1Spot |L-2 responses tested, concordant
positive rate 36.9% (31/84 were positive for IL-2 on both assays); concordant negative rate 33.3% (28/84);
and discordant rate between TruCulture and ELISPot was 29.8% (25/84 samples). Cellular responses did
not differ by race/ethnicity by either TruCultre or ELI1Spot (Supplemental Table).

We also performed in vitro T-cell stimulation studies on 130 MBI-seronegative patients who did not meet
our criteriafor infection. TruCulture reactivity was observed in 14/130 (11%) of the MBI-seronegative
patients. None of these 14 patients were seropositive by Elecsys assay, nor by MBI Spike or RBD, but 9/14
(65%) were seropositive by NTD (non-receptor binding domain of Spike) by MBI and 2/4 (50%) had
positive ELISpot results.

7. SARS-CoV-2 specific cellular responses in patients with prior COVID-19 infection stratified by
DMT

OCR group had similar TruCulture IFNy responses compared to the untreated reference group, while S1P
showed depressed responses (p=0.0285) and Natalizumab had elevated responses (p=0.0002) (Figure 4A).
IL-2 responses by TruCulture were a so elevated with Natalizumab (p<0.0001), but were similar for all
other DMTSs, including OCR (Figure 4B). T-cell responses assessed by ELISpot are presented in Figure 4C
for IFNy and Figure 4D for IL-2. Only Natalizumab-treated patients had marginally elevated IL-2 responses
(p=0.048), while S1P had marginally depressed IL-2 responses by ELISpot.
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In patients with prior SARS-CoV -2 infection, there was no trend for decreasing cellular responses
(TruCulture IFNYy) with increasing time from infection neither in the entire cohort nor in OCR subset (data

not shown). The multivariate analyses did not identify any predictors of TruCulture responses.

In SARS-CoV -2 infected patients, anti-Spike antibody by MBI and cellular IFNy responses by TruCulture
showed a moderate degree of correlation overall (r=0.53, p<0.0001), and in both OCR (r=0.45, p=0.0002)
(Figure 5A) and non-OCR (r=0.64, p<0.0001) (Figure 5B) subsets.

8. Relationship between COVID-19 infection symptoms and immune responses to SARS-CoV-2in
patients on OCR and other DMTs

In amultivariate model to predict MBI Spike levels based on DMT status and COVID-19 clinical variables
(symptom duration, symptom number, and presence/absence of respiratory symptoms), only OCR treatment
was a predictor for lower MBI Spike values. In a multivariate model to predict T-cell responses with
TruCulture assay, longer COVID-19 symptom duration was associated with lower T-cell responses, but this
relationship was driven by few outliers with long COVID' and was not present if patients with symptoms
that persisted for >1 month were excluded. In the nine hospitalized patients, the mean anti-SARS-CoV -2
antibody values and T-cell responses were similar to the non-hospitalized group, except for TruCulture

IFNY responses that were higher in the hospitalized patients (data not shown).
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Discussion

In an ethnically-diverse group of 389 M S patients from the NYU MS Care Center in New Y ork City, 46%
had laboratory evidence of prior SARS-CoV -2 infection. This prevaenceis higher than what would be
expected for our area based on the NY C Department of Health seropreval ence study from July 2021 (the
end of our study period),? possibly due to over-representation in our Center of patients from Brooklyn,
Queens, and Bronx neighborhoods with a very high incidence of prior SARS-CoV-2 infections (40-50%);
use of highly sensitive multiplex bead-based immunoassays to measure seropreval ence; and the presumed
greater motivation to participate in the study on the part of patients with suspected or known prior COVID-
19. We confirmed COVID-19 diagnosisin 38% of patients with a history of COV1D-19-like ilIness, but no
commercial laboratory confirmation prior to enrollment, which is aimost identical to the rate of SARS CoV -
2 seropositivity among undocumented cases in a popul ation-based study from New Y ork City.® The rate of
asymptomatic infection in our patients - 27% - is lower than 33% rate in two large European studies, but
higher than the 16% among World Trade Center respondersin New Y ork City area.® Our results suggest
that asymptomatic SARS CoV -2 infections are not uncommon among M S patients and occur at a rate

comparabl e to the general population.

The high prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 infection in our M S patients alowed us to investigate how the
immune memory to SARS-CoV -2 varies depending on DMT status at the time of infection. Patients who
devel oped the infection while on OCR had an approximately 10-fold decrease in anti-SARS-CoV -2 binding
antibody levels compared to the untreated group even though the time from infection to sample collection
was, on average, 13 weeks shorter for OCR patients than al others. In multivariate analyses, OCR treatment
was the single most important predictor of lower binding Ab levels. Functionally important neutralizing
antibodies (Nabs) were a so depressed with OCR compared to the untreated group, and 85% of patients who

had an infection within six months of OCR infusion generated no or very low levels of Nabs.

On the other hand, anti-viral cellular responses, assessed via the TruCulture assay and by ELISpot (for a
subset of patients) were present at asimilar rate in OCR and untreated patients. T cell responses were
largely independent of time from the last OCR infusion prior to infection, unlike humoral responses that
tended to be weaker with shorter infusion-to-infection time. The uncoupling of antibody and T-cell
responses in peripherally B-cell depleted patients, recently reported by others as well, %% may be due to
the relative sparing of B-cellsin secondary lymphoid organs, where T cell activation occurs, or to the fact
that antigen-presenting function of memory B-cell is not essentia for generating appropriate T-cell
responses following COVID-19 infection or vaccination. Robust T-cell response has been associated with

0-42

less severe disease’®*? and may in part explain 'clinical-serologic dissociation' in our mostly young and
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nondisabled patients: the similarity in COVID-19 severity across DM Ts, despite markedly lower antibody
responses with OCR compared to other DMTSs.

Taken together, our data suggests that previously infected or vaccinated patients on aCD20 are less likely to
be protected against ‘ breakthrough’ infection than others, a prediction born out by a recent popul ation-based
study from UK,* but are probably still protected against COVD progression due to intact T cell
immunity.® % Memory T cells that contribute to protection against severe disease by eliminating
infected cellsand limiting vira replication may explain, at least in part, why vaccines prevent
hospitalizations and death even against variants that exhibit limited neutralization by vaccine-induced
humoral immunity.*®*’ Indeed, T cells responses to Beta and Omicron variants have been documented
following the third dose of mMRNA vaccines even in aCD20-treated patients.*

Patients who experienced SARS-CoV -2 infection while on S1P receptor modulators tended to have
depressed humoral and, to alarger extent, cellular immune responses than untreated patients. This may be a
conseguence of peripheral lymphopenia, disruption of immune cell traffic to and from the germinal center,
or the impact of the drug on the downstream signaling pathwaysinvolved in cytokine production. T-cell
responses in S1P-treated patients are also reduced following COV1D-19 vaccination.™ *** In another
example of clinical-immunologic dissociation, COVID-19 outcomes were not worse in patients on S1P in
our group or other large series.” *° A possible explanation is that S1P modulators may help protect against
immune system hyperactivation — ‘cytokine storm' - and stabilize pulmonary epithelium,> thereby

preventing more severe disease.

Natalizumab-treated patients antibody and cellular responses were on par, or better, than in untreated
patients, possibly as a consequence of elevated T- and B-cell lymphocyte counts in the peripheral
circulation with this therapy.® In patients treated with fumarates, both humoral or cellular responses were
intact despite the lower peripheral lymphocyte counts with these drugs.® In contrast to a prior study,® we
did not observe impairment in immune responses in IFNp-treated patients, in line with the observation from
large cohorts that COV ID-19 outcomes are actually better in IFNp —treated patients than with other DM Ts.?
In patients on glatiramer and teriflunomide, immune responses were intact though firm conclusions cannot
be made given the relatively small number of infectionsin each of these DMT classes (<11 patients per

DMT groups).

Several strengths of our study deserve mention. First, the large number of studied patients and high SARS-
CoV-2 seropositive rate allowed for statistically meaningful comparisons of immunologic outcomes for the
different DM Ts.2° Secondly, our population largely reflects the diversity of New Y ork City, with 29% of

patients self-identifying as African-Americans and 27% - as Hispanics. (Asians were relatively

16


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.10.22268752
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.10.22268752; this version posted January 10, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

underrepresented in our Center, likely due to the lower prevalence of MSin this ethnic group.) In univariate
and multivariate analyses, race/ethnicity was not a predictor of clinical outcomes, nor of antibody or cellular
anti-SARS-CoV-2 responses in either OCR or non-OCR patients (Supplemental Table 1). Third, dueto the
epidemiology of COVID-19 spread in our area— with a highly destructive first wave in Spring of 2020
followed by alarge second wave in Fall-Winter 2020 — we were able to collect samples with awide range
of time-to-infection and investigate the durability of immune responses over the median interval of 43 week
from infection (interquartile range: 14-50 week). Fourth, we used a custom Multiepitope Bead-based
Immunoassay (MBI) specially designed to interrogate immune responses to SARS-CoV -2 antigens with
enhanced sensitivity. MBI wasinstrumental in identifying serologic evidence of infection in OCR-treated
patients with depressed antibody responses and asymptomatic infections, which were often missed with the
commercially available Elecsys test designed for high throughput in the clinical setting. Differencesin
seropositivity ratesin OCR patients with past infection (36% by Elecsys and 89% by MBI) emphasize the
importance of considering assay sensitivity and the clinical context when interpreting published
seroprevalence studies. The higher sensitivity of multiplex bead array over electro-chemiluminescence
immunoassay has been noted by others as well.”° Fifth, we assessed functional neutralizing responses with
live virus microneutralization assays in a subset of patients with binding antibodies to SARS-CoV-2.
Despite a high degree of correlation between binding (MBI 1gG Spike) and neutralizing antibody levels
(r=0.71), one in five patients with binding antibodies had low or undetectable neutralizing antibodies. This
finding callsinto question over-reliance on commercially available antibody binding assays as surrogates of
serologic immunoprotection. Sixth, we used atechnically simple, rapid test of cellular responsesto SARS-
CoV-2 —TruCulture assay — and showed its utility even in patients with suppressed humoral immunity.
Because TruCultureis arelatively new assay that has only been used in afew published studies, we
corroborated TruCulture results with a conventional but more technically demanding EL1Spot in a subset of
patients. The two tests were largely concordant, though slightly better for for IFNy responses — less than
25% of patients had discordant results by the two assays. Specificity of TruCulture merits further
investigation. We identified a group of 14 out of 130 (11%) patients who were positive on TruCulture, but
serologically negative by MBI. These TruCulture-positive, seronegative patients may represent false
positives (possibly due to cross-reaction with other coronaviruses), or true-positives, with absent antibody
titers during convalescence,* or 'aborted infection' in which antibody responses fail to develop in the first

place.>

Limitations of our study include the lack of SARS-CoV-2 PCR confirmation for all of our patients,
especially those infected during the first wave, in which 80% of patients were not PCR-confirmed.> Our
inclusion criteria, though intentionally broad, precluded older, systemically immunocompromised, severely
disabled patients from participation. Patients who were lost due to fatal COVID-19 infection could not be
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accounted for in our study. Our patients largely reflect the mild range within the spectrum of SARS-CoV -2,
as evidenced by the fact that only 7% of our symptomatic cases were hospitalized as compared to the
average hospitalization rate of 16% across M S studies *°. Our findings may not be generalizable to ol der

and more disabled patients, who account for the bulk of excess morbidity and mortality in MS.>

The main conclusion of our study is that relatively young and otherwise healthy M S patients generally had
favorable clinical course across DM Ts despite markedly impaired adaptive immune responses associated
with some of the DMTs (aCD20, S1P). To better understand the uncoupling of T-cell from antibody
responses in aCD20 treated patients and to identify predictors of immune response in patients on the
different DM Ts, we are conducting in-depth immunophenotyping and activati on-induced marker studies.

Race/ethnicity did not predict either clinical or immunologic outcomes.
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Figure Legends

Figure 1. COVID-19 history at enrollment (left panel) stratified by MBI serostatus (middle) and TruCulture
(right)

Legend: Sankey diagram illustrates proportions of patients with 'laboratory-supported COVID at
enrollment’, 'suspected COVID at enrollment’ and 'COV ID not suspected at enroll ment’ who tested positive
by MBI (middle panel) and proportion of MBI-positive and MBI-negative patients who tested positive on
Truculture (see section 6). 'Lab-supported COVID on enrollment' is defined as 'clinical symptoms
consistent with COVID-19 (CDC clinical case definition) and laboratory confirmation of SARS-CoV -2
prior to enrollment’. 'Suspected COVID on enrollment’ is defined as 'clinical symptoms consistent with
COVID-19 (CDC clinical case definition) but no laboratory confirmation of SARS-CoV-2 before
enrollment'. 'Not suspected on enrollment' is defined as not meeting CDC clinical case definition. ‘MBI
seropositive' is defined as >2/3 independent antibody assays >3SD over the mean pre-pandemic levels.

TruCulture positive' was defined as both IFNy and |L-2 assays were at the level of >1 pg/ml.

Figure 2: Elecsys (A), MBI (B) and Nabs levels (C) anti-Spike antibodiesby DMT

Legend: Symptomatic cases are shown in magenta and asymptomatic cases—in green. Neutralizing
antibody titers are shown as 10g10 of half-maximal inhibitory dilution (ID50). P-values <0.05 are shown in
bold. Abbreviations: Ab, antibody; DMT, disease-modifying therapy; GA, glatiramer acetate; 1D50, half-
maximal inhibitory dilution; 1gG, immunoglobulin; MBI, multiepitope bead-based immunoassay; Nabs,
neutralizing antibodies; OCR, ocrelizumab; S1P, sphingosine 1-phosphate receptor modulators.

Figure 3. Timeline for symptomatic COVID-19 patients who were infected following OCR infusion

Legend: Timeline from last OCR infusion before infection (time zero, start of the grey bar) to COVID-19
infection onset (end of the grey bar), subsequent OCR infusion before sample collection (blue circle) and
sample collection (green rhombus). Each line represents a patient timeline. Neutralizing Ab titers, binding
1gG anti-spike level by MBI and TruCulture IFNy are shown for each patient in the respective line.
Neutralizing antibody titers are shown as log10 of half-maximal inhibitory dilution (ID50).
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Figure 4: Induced T-cell activation in MS patients grouped by DMT based on IFNy and IL2 secretion in
TruCulture system (A and B) or evaluated by ELISpot (B and C).

Legend: Symptomatic cases are shown in magenta and asymptomatic cases in green. P-values <0.05 are
shown in bold.: Abbreviations: DMT, disease-modifying therapy; GA, glatiramer acetate; NAT,
natalizumab; OCR, ocrelizumab; S1P, sphingosine 1-phosphate receptor modulators

Figure5: Correlation between TruCulture-lFNy with MBI spike among patients with COVID receiving
OCR (A) and receiving non OCR (B)

Supplemental Figure 1: MBI Spike, RBD and NTD in healthy, pre-pandemic controls ('Healthy") and
confirmed, non-MS COVID-19 cases ('COVID+)

Abbreviations: MBI, multiepitope bead-based immunoassay; NTD, N-terminal domain; RBD, receptor-

binding domain; S, Spike. MFI, mean fluorescence intensity (MFI)

Supplemental Figure 2: Distribution of COVID cases by calendar time

Legend: Distribution of COV1D-19 cases by calendar months reflects the biphasic distribution of casesin
our area (https://covidactnow.org/us/metro/new-york-city-newark-jersey-city ny-nj-pa/?s=25581470). First

COVID-19 cases were reported in our areain February 2020. No patientsin our group had COVID between
May 2021 and July 2021 (the last collection date).
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Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of patients with MS

All Patients
N=389
Age, years
Mean (SD) 40.3 (10.8)
Median (Q1, Q3) 40.0 (32.0, 49.0)
Female, n (%) 286 (73.5)
Race/ethnicity, n (%)
White 147 (37.8)
African American/ Black 111 (28.5)
Hispanic 106 (27.2)
Other 25 (6.4)
DMT at enrollment, n (%)
Ocrelizumab 154 (39.6)
Natalizumab 65 (16.7)
No DMT 58 (14.9)
S1P 48 (12.3)
Fumarates 34 (8.7)
Glatiramer acetate 11 (2.8)
Teriflunomide 10 (2.6)
Interferon 3 9 (2.3)
Ambulatory status, n (%)
Fully ambulatory 265 (68.1)
Impaired but no assistance 49 (12.6)
Assistance with cane 45 (11.6)
Assistance with walker 26 (6.7)
Non-ambulatory/wheelchair 4 (1.0)
Number of comorbidities*, n (%)
0 264 (67.9)
1 94 (24.2)
2 24 (6.2)
3 7(1.8)

Legend: S1P receptor modulators included Fingolimod (Gilenya), Siponimod (Mayzent),
Ozanimod (Zeposia); Fumarates include Dimethyl Fumarate (Tecfidera), diroximel fumarate
(Vumerity); Interferon  included Interferon beta-1a (Avonex, Rebif) and Interferon beta-1b
(Betaseron). *COVID-relevant comorbidities included: hypertension, chronic obstructive
pulmonary disease, cardiovascular disease, diabetes mellitus, obesity, sickle cell disease,
chronic kidney disease, chronic liver disease and (hon-skin) cancer. Abbreviations: DMT,

disease-modifying therapy; MS, multiple sclerosis; S1P, sphingosine 1-phosphate receptor
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modulators; SD —standard deviation Q1 (quartile 1) and Q3 (quartile 3) represent median of the

lower and upper half of the data.
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Table 2. Seropositivity rates by Elecsys and MBI stratified by COVID history on enroliment

Lab-supported COVID on Suspected COVID on Not suspected on
enroliment, n=101 enrollment, n=76 enroliment, n=212
Elecsys, n (%)
N 67°(67.0) 12 (15.8) 19 (9.0)
S 80 (79.2) 16 (21.1) 23 (10.8)
Seropositivity 82 (81.2) 16 (21.1) 23 (10.8)
MBI, n (%)
Spike 93 (92.1) 32 (42.1) 47 (22.2)
RBD 95 (94.1) 29 (38.2) 48 (22.6)
NTD 91 (90.1) 31 (40.8) 80" (38.5)
Seropositivity 93 (92.1) 29 (38.2) 47 (22.2)

Legend: 'Lab-supported COVID on enrollment' is defined as 'clinical symptoms consistent with COVID (CDC clinical case definition)
and laboratory confirmation of SARS CoV-2 prior to enrollment'’. 'Suspected COVID on enrollment' is defined as 'clinical symptoms
consistent with COVID (CDC clinical case definition) but no laboratory confirmation of SARS CoV-2 prior to enroliment'. 'Not
suspected on enrollment’ is defined as not meeting CDC clinical case definition. ‘Elecsys seropositivity’ is defined as ‘either N
(nucleocapsid) or S (spike) antibody positive’ as defined by manufacturer. ‘MBI seropositivity’ is defined more stringently as ‘22/3
independent antibody assays >3SD over the mean pre-pandemic levels'. Abbreviations: MBI, multiepitope bead-based
immunoassay; N, nucleocapsid; NTD, N-terminal domain; RBD, receptor-binding domain; S, spike.

% Denominator = 100.

b Denominator = 208.

* 3SUB2I| [euoeWIBIU| 0 AN-DN-AG-DD € Japun 3|qejiene apeuw si |

‘Aimadiad ui uudaid ayy Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e AIxgpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘lapunyioyine ayl si (mainal 1aad Ag paljilied 10U sem yaiym)
juudald siyy Joy Japjoy ybuAdos ay] zzoz ‘0T Arenuer paisod UOISIBA SIY] (25/89222 0T T0'2202/TOTT 0T/6.40°10p//:sdny :10p wiidaid Alxypaw


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.10.22268752
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Table 3. Clinical characteristics of MS patients with lab-confirmed COVID by DMT?#

g

OCR GA Interferon B | Fumarates S1P NAT No DMT All Patientsz

n=70 n=6 n=4 n=17 n=19 n=22 n=39 n=177 2

COVID symptoms, n =
(%) g
Symptomatic 49 (70.0) 5 (83.3) 2 (50.0) 17 (100.0) 12 (63.2) 17 (77.3) 28 (71.8) 130 (73.4) =
Asymptomatic 21 (30.0) 1(16.7) 2 (50.0) 0 7 (36.8) 5 (22.7) 11 (28.2) 47 (26.6)55

5

Age, years %;
Mean (SD) 37.9(9.7) | 40.0(13.0) | 49.0(7.4) | 42.2(10.7) | 43.0(9.2) | 36.8(11.4) | 41.9(12.6) | 39.9 (10.9§f§
Female, n (%) 53 (75.7) 4 (66.7) 2 (50.0) 10 (58.8) 16 (84.2) 15 (68.2) 25 (64.1) 125 (70.6% g
Race, n (%) ‘2%
ok

White 27 (38.6) 3 (50.0) 1 (25.0) 6 (35.3) 6 (31.6) 10 (45.5) 16 (41.0) 69 (39.0)25]
African Zg
American/Black 14 (20.0) 0 3 (75.0) 6 (35.3) 7 (36.8) 6 (27.3) 13 (33.3) 49 (27.7)'%5
Nt

Hispanic 23 (32.9) 2 (33 3) 0 5 (29.4) 5 (26.3) 5 (22.7) 9 (23.1) 49 (27.7)28
Other 6 (8.6) 1(16.7) 0 0 1(5.3) 1 (4.5) 1 (2.6) 10 (5.6) 3 2
5%

Number of 2 |
comorbidities®, n (%) =3
0 53 (75.7) 5 (83.3) 2 (50.0) 8 (47.1) 13 (68.4) 15 (68.2) 22 (56.4) 118 (66.7% ‘gﬁ

1 15 (21.4) 1 (16.7) 2 (50.0) 6 (35.3) 5 (26.3) 4 (18.2) 13 (33.3) 46 (26.0) g

<

2 2 (2.9) 0 0 2 (11.8) 0 3 (13.6) 3(7.7) 10 (5.6) 3

3 0 0 0 1(5.9) 1(5.3) 0 1(2.6) 3(1.7) 8
Symptom count, n (%) g
0 (asymptomatic) 19 (27.1) 1(16.7) 2 (50.0) 0 7 (36.8) 5 (22.7) 9 (23.1) 43 (24.3) ?E,

g
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1-3 17 (24.3) 3 (50.0) 0 3 (17.6) 4 (21.1) 5 (22.7) 9 (23.1) 41 (23.2)
>3 34 (48.6) 2 (33.3) 2 (50.0) 14 (82.4) 8 (42.1) 12 (54.5) 21 (53.8) 93 (52.5)
Symptom duration,
weeks
. 1.9 0.7 16 2.0 1.4 1.4 2.6 2.0
Median (Q1, Q3) (1.0, 3.0) (0.6, 1.0) (1.0, 2.3) (1.1, 2.9) (1.0, 2.0) (1.0, 2.0) (1.0, 6.0) (1.0, 3.0)
Respiratory
symptoms. n (%) 16 (22.9) 1(16.7) 0 12 (70.6) 4 (21.1) 6 (27.3) 15 (38.5) 54 (30.5)
Hospitalization, n (%) 2 (2.9 1(16.7) 0 2 (11.8) 1(5.3) 1(4.5) 2(5.1) 9(5.1)

Legend: Lab-confirmed COVID is defined as Lab-supported COVID on enroliment and any MBI seropositive for SARS CoV2

(independent of COVID history at enrollment).

S1P receptor modulators included Fingolimod (Gilenya), Siponimod (Mayzent), Ozanimod (Zeposia); Fumarates include Dimethyl

Fumarate (Tecfidera), diroximel fumarate (Vumerity); Interferon B included Interferon beta-1a (Avonex, Rebif) and Interferon beta-1b

(Betaseron).

% For symptomatic COVID patients, we use DMT at the time of symptoms; for asymptomatic patients — DMT at the time of enrollment.
Comorbidities included: hypertension, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, cardiovascular disease, diabetes mellitus, obesity,
sickle cell disease, chronic kidney disease, chronic liver disease, and cancer (hon-skin cancers only).

® COVID-relevant comorbidities: hypertension, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, cardiovascular disease, diabetes mellitus,

obesity, sickle cell disease, chronic kidney disease, chronic liver disease and (non-skin) cancer.

Abbreviations: DMT, disease-modifying therapy; GA, glatiramer acetate; NAT, natalizumab; OCR, ocrelizumab; S1P, sphingosine 1-

phosphate receptor modulators.
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Figure 1.
Clinical status on Antibody status T-cell status
enroliment — —
89%
Non-suspected —
at enrollment 165 (78%) Ab Negative by | TruCulture
n=212 (54%) MBI n= 220 Negative
(57%) n=213 (74%)
47 (22%) S
11% -
Suspected =488%
COVID-19
infection on 47 (62%)
enroliment -
n=76 (20%) o o I ro
I 71%
8 (8%) Ab Positive by | L
Lab Confirmed MBI n=169 (43%) 49%
Covid at 93 (92%)
TruCulture
enroliment 51% Positive

n=101 (26%)

n= 76 (26%)

* 3SUB2I| [euoeWIBIU| 0 AN-DN-AG-DD € Japun 3|qejiene apeuw si |

‘Aimadiad ui uudaid ayy Aejdsip 01 asuadl| e AIxgpaw pajuelb sey oym ‘lapunyioyine ayl si (mainal 1aad Ag paljilied 10U sem yaiym)
juudald siyy Joy Japjoy ybuAdos ay] zzoz ‘0T Arenuer paisod UOISIBA SIY] (25/89222 0T T0'2202/TOTT 0T/6.40°10p//:sdny :10p wiidaid Alxypaw


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.10.22268752
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.10.2226875p; this version posted January 10, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certifiedddy peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
0 tis made available under a CGBY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .
S apir S
1l 4
Q
(92}
& o
« -
©
2 5
g s
1Y . . & E
: c S
S 5
<
A Z
2 8
NI =2 8
HEn
Q £
>
0 »
S L ]
@ <
S o 38
] -
Q =
(2]
- 3
o (04 >
= . <]
S TN AV o
mO_. 1o e ot * e e oS o (8]
T
=
) (m]
] [e)
=z
Yo} < [sp) al ~— o
aids 961 19N 6o
m
1]
3 S
: s b e
T z < =z
Qa Q
0 N
m A BT
g - " - 1) o - O
@ 0w = T »n T
Q m Q £
g 2 o 2
™ o N~
2 ® E 2 s £
s L. 53 & @ 5 2
;o £d 1 S
P ®
o L o
o =
®© b= <
™ £
0 =z E Z o
PSR IE L2 L s
i £ 3
= 7]
7]
S . 2 "
& N < 2 N N < 3
T © % 7 © s
Q o Q w
= = ~ S
o 3 < Q
3 X o = x O
= S I | 2 S g
\2 1
Q Q
= =
_ = =
L] . % -. [ ] D o ® 0 D
2 % o_.f oy o & » m
m N
u 0 < [} [s\ - o 0 < [<p] [qV] — o
WJ Beiq ayosoy sAsoo|g o 05dl-ay buizijesynaN 607
L < o


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.10.22268752
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Figure 3. 3
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Figure 4.
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