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Abstract

Acute and chronic coronary syndromes (ACS and CCS) are leading causes of mortality.
Inflammation is considered to be a key pathogenic driver, but immune states in humans and
their clinical implications remain poorly understood. We hypothesized that Multi-Omic blood
analysis combined with Multi-Omic Factor Analysis (MOFA) might uncover hidden sources of
variance providing pathophysiological insights linked to clinical needs. Here, we compile a
single cell longitudinal dataset of the circulating immune states in ACS & CCS (13x103 clinical
& Multi-Omic variables, n=117 subjects, n=838 analyzed samples) from two independent
cohorts. Using MOFA, we identify multilayered factors, characterized by distinct classical
monocyte and CD4* & CD8" T cell states that explain a large proportion of inter-patient
variance. Three factors either reflect disease course or predict outcome in coronary
syndromes. The diagnostic performance of these factors reaches beyond established
biomarkers highlighting the potential use of MOFA as a novel tool for multilayered patient risk

stratification.
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Introduction

Myocardial ischemia is a major driver of mortality and morbidity worldwide?. This is caused by
atherosclerosis in coronary arteries, which is clinically subdivided into stable chronic coronary
syndromes (CCS) and acute coronary syndromes (ACS). Myocardial infarction (Ml), the most
severe form of ACS, is initiated by an acute disruption of blood flow to the myocardium due to
plague rupture in preexisting CCS?2. Local and systemic immune responses are a main driver
of atherosclerosis and contribute to thrombosis as well as myocardial remodeling after acute
myocardial ischemia®“. However, despite extensive basic and translational research in the
past decades, the immunological signatures in these disease entities in humans remain
incompletely understood.

Single cell sequencing allows for characterizing immune signatures in an unbiased way with
unprecedented resolution. In basic research it has been used to profile immune cells in
atherosclerotic plaques® and at sites of MI®. In addition, single cell genomics is increasingly
taken up in clinical applications’. Its potential for diagnostics has been shown for systemic
lupus®, while the prediction of survival® and of treatment response have been demonstrated
for immuno-therapy of different cancers®12,

Systems biology and systems medicine approaches assessing different types of biomolecules
simultaneously in multiple disease relevant tissues and cell types hold the potential to capture
disease processes in their entirety’®. Multi-Omics approaches are increasingly taken up in
cardiovascular research* and have led to the identification of predictive biomarkers for the
stability of atherosclerotic plaques®*®. Analysis of such Multi-Omics data is challenging due to
the heterogeneity of data types and the large number of variables measured in relatively small
numbers of samples. Multi-Omics factor analysis (MOFA) is an unsupervised approach for
exploratory data analysis across multiple data types that enables the identification of the major
axes of variation composed of multiple molecular features and to link these with the underlying
molecular processes?®. In contrast to analyzing the predictive potential of single variables, this

data driven dimensionality reduction allows for testing single, integrative factors for their
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potential in diagnosis and prognosis, while retaining the wealth of information contained in the

Multi-Omic dataset.

Together single cell and Multi-Omics systems-biological approaches have the potential to
reveal the circulating immune response to ACS and CCS, which has not yet been
characterized comprehensively in humans. This could provide mechanistic insights as a basis
to develop new treatment strategies and provide non-invasive blood-based integrative
biomarker signatures for the prediction of treatment outcome of ACS and for the non-invasive
diagnosis of CCS.

We hypothesized that the concept of applying MOFA on patient blood samples might allow us
to connect the immune signature of CCS and ACS to the diagnosis of coronary artery disease
and to prediction of myocardial function after MI. Utilizing a multi-center, prospective, Multi-
Omics strategy, we here characterize the circulating immune signatures and their time course
in human coronary syndromes using single cell transcriptomics and patient level Multi-Omics
in a clinically well-defined patient cohort with minimal co-morbidities. Most importantly, using
the MOFA approach, we distil concise immune signatures with clinical and mechanistic
implications. These immune signatures describe the disease course and are predictive for
treatment outcome. Downstream analysis of the contributions of individual molecular features
to each immune signature identified underlying molecular and cell-cell communication
pathways. In summary, by linking our Multi-Omics study with MOFA, we unravel the clinical
potential of immune signatures for diagnosis of coronary artery disease in CCS and prediction

of the functional outcome after ACS in two independent, prospective cohorts.
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Results

Multi-Omic characterization of the immune profile in acute coronary syndrome

We analyzed the human immune response to myocardial ischemia in a cohort of patients who
presented at the cardiology department of the University Hospital, Ludwig-Maximilians-
University (LMU) Munich (Munich cohort).

ACS patients all had a ST-elevation myocardial infarction (STEMI) and were only included in
the absence of major comorbidities, cardiogenic shock or signs of infection at the time of
inclusion (see inclusion and exclusion criteria in methods (Suppl. Table 1)). This cohort was
sampled longitudinally to allow a high-resolution characterization of the systemic immune
response to STEMI. We aimed to capture all major phases of the immune response during
myocardial infarction®#at four sampling timepoints in the Munich cohort (TPM): TP1M was the
periinterventional timepoint, where sampling was performed during acute presentation at the
catheter laboratory for immediate revascularization. TP2M was chosen to pick up the
reperfusion injury, and sampling was performed 14 (+ 8) h after re-opening of the culprit
vessel. Samples at TP3M were collected 60 (+ 12) h after the acute event as an intermediate
timepoint. TP4M represented the normalization of creatine kinase (CK) values and the
beginning of inflammation resolution and healing (prior to discharge, about 6.5 (x1.5) d after
the acute event).

The Munich control cohort, without acute coronary ischemia, further allowed comparison
between diagnostically secured CCS and CCS rule-out (non-CCS) patients. Samples from
patients who presented with suspected coronary artery disease (CAD) were collected at
timepoint TPOM before they underwent invasive or computed-tomography based coronary
angiography and were subsequently classified as CCS or non-CCS (i.e., no evidence of CAD)
(Suppl. Table 1).

Additionally, we validated the key immune signatures of our analysis in a second dataset from
a cohort of ACS patients presenting at the University Medical Center Groningen (UMCG)
(Groningen cohort). In the second independent dataset, the Groningen cohort!’, sampling

timepoints (TPG) for ACS were chosen in a similar manner: first admission to the catheter unit
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(TP1G), 24h after catheterization (TP2G), the last timepoint again represented the time when
cardiac biomarkers had normalized, and the myocardial repair had been initiated (TP3G). In
the Groningen cohort samples from this timepoint were collected 6-8 weeks after first
admission.

In the Groningen control cohort healthy samples from the LifeLines DEEP?’ cohort were
included at a single timepoint TPOG. The detailed analysis and cohort description of the
Groningen cohort are further described in the corresponding manuscript!’ (Suppl. Table 2).
Overall, we enrolled a combined total of 117 individual subjects and n=838 samples from
clinical blood tests (n=125), scRNA Sequencing (scRNA-seq) (total: n=224 samples, derived
from M: n=121; G: n=103), flow cytometry (n=122), cytokine multiplex-assay (n=127 samples),
plasma proteomics (n=119), and neutrophil prime-Sequencing (prime-seq'®) (n=121) (Fig.

la,b, Suppl. Table 3,4).

We first focused on patients with ACS and a classical acute symptom onset, instant
recanalization and no infectious complications during their disease course within the hospital
(sterile ACS) and compared them to CCS patients (see Methods: Ethics & patient cohort).
The analysis of laboratory values (CK, CK-MB isoenzyme, and Troponin T) confirmed the
classical course of acute myocardial ischemia. In addition, transient elevations in C-Reactive
Protein (CRP) and increased circulating leukocyte counts characterized a systemic immune
response in Ml (Fig.1c, Suppl. Fig. 1a). Flow cytometry-based phenotyping (n=122 samples)
revealed no major quantitative changes in classical circulating leukocyte subsets in ACS
compared to the CCS cohort (Suppl. Fig. 1b,c). To allow for a more refined resolution of
leukocyte subsets, we made use of SCRNA Sequencing (SCRNA-seq).

Single-cell RNA sequencing revealed all major peripheral blood mononuclear immune cells
(PBMCs) and rare populations such as plasma blasts, progenitor cells and circulating
megakaryocytes® (Fig. 1d, Suppl. Fig. 2a,b). We identified multiple previously described?
activated, resting and regulatory CD4* T cell clusters. Compared to flow cytometry, the higher

resolution of scRNA-seg-defined immune cell subsets revealed shifts in the composition of
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immune cell subsets across the disease course of Ml (Fig. 1d-e, Suppl. Fig. 2a-c). Longitudinal
analysis of centered log ratio (CLR) transformed cell type abundance identified marked shifts
in the monocyte and T cell compartment during MI. CD14"9" FCGR3A°" VCANMa" ||_1B"o"
classical monocyte clusters 4 and 6 abundances increased early during acute infarction.
Simultaneously, cluster 0 CD4* act 1 (CCR7°" SOCS1M") T cell as well as cluster 2 CD4* act
2 (CCR7"sh SOCS1MM T cell abundance dropped during the disease course. In line, CD8* T
cell cluster 1 showed altered abundance across the immune response to ACS (Fig. 1e, Suppl.
Fig. 2c). Overall, ACS is characterized by major, distinct changes in classical monocyte and

T cell subsets compared to CCS.

Multi-variate integration and factor analysis extract comprehensive immune signatures

that explain inter-patient variance

To unlock the full potential and to identify overarching immune signatures of our Multi-Omic
dataset from the Munich cohort, we integrated and harmonized data across the different types
of data. We applied data type specific pre-processing (pseudo-bulk aggregation, library size
normalization, log transformation, sample quantile normalization, filtering) and overall feature-
gquantile normalization (see methods). This resulted in 13,282 variable Multi-Omics and clinical
features in the integrated dataset (Suppl. Fig. 3a). The complexity of the data, comprising
different omics datasets, clinical variables and disease entities, made the analysis of the
dataset with standard methods challenging and impractical. Therefore, we hypothesized that
integrative factor analysis could exploit inter-patient variability to discover distinct immune
signatures (i.e. multicellular programmes??) potentially allowing deduction of mechanistic and
clinically relevant insights. Multi-Omic Factor analysis (MOFA) enables the identification of
major axes of variance in a complex dataset and hence we used it to identify functionally
relevant, coordinated immune responses!® that are not necessarily captured by individual
features alone. MOFA moreover allows data integration across multiple data types (views).
Here, views represent: (1) cell-type specific gene expression profiles in each of the circulating

immune cell-type clusters identified in the single-cell RNA sequencing of PBMCs and (2)
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prime-seq*® data of neutrophils, (3) circulating proteins as determined by plasma proteomics
or (4) cytokine analysis as well as (5) clinical laboratory markers. The cell type-specific gene
expression profiles for the cell-type clusters in scRNA-seq data were defined by calculating
the mean expression across all cells per individual and cell-type cluster. Hence, MOFA
extracts shared as well as view-specific combinations of features that describe variation of the
circulating immune response from single-cell and -patient level data (Fig. 1a).

We trained MOFA with 20 factors balancing the tradeoff between a high fraction of explained
variance and interpretable factors. The analysis of the percentage of variance explained by
each factor in each view showed that the inferred factors capture patterns that are shared
across different views (Fig. 1f). Further, we analyzed the factor values at sample-level to
identify whether MOFA factors capture patterns that distinguish the different disease entities
and timepoints (Suppl. Fig. 3b). MOFA revealed several factors with diagnostic and

mechanistic implications as further described in the subsequent paragraphs.

A distinct integrative Factor represents the superordinate immune signature during

myocardial infarction

MOFA identified factors that capture clinically relevant patterns: Factor 2 captured a large
extent of inter-patient variance across the different views and explained most inter-patient
variance in the clinical view (Fig. 2a, Suppl. Table 5). We first focused on patients with ACS
and a classical acute symptom onset, instant recanalization and no infectious complications
during their disease course within the hospital in comparison to stable CCS patients without
an acute event. Factor 2 correlated with the development and resolution of myocardial
ischemia reflected in the time course of clinical markers of myocardial damage and accurately
discriminated chronic from acute coronary syndromes (Fig.1c, 2b). We therefore termed
Factor 2 Integrative ACS. Next, we sought to replicate the temporal pattern of the immune
response captured by Integrative ACS in the scRNA-seq data of the independent Groningen
cohort, which was measured at comparable timepoints (Fig. 1a). After matching the cell type

annotations of the two cohorts (Suppl. Fig. 4) and applying the same pre-processing and
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normalization approach in the Groningen cohort we computed Integrative ACS by applying
the feature factor weights identified in the Munich cohort on cell type specific expression data
in the Groningen cohort (see methods, Suppl. Fig. 5,6). Integrative ACS in the Groningen
cohort indeed showed the same pattern across time (Fig. 2c) as Integrative ACS from the
Munich cohort (Fig. 2b).

Furthermore, we asked which specific views and single variables show strongest associations
with Integrative ACS. Indeed, clinical markers of myocardial damage (Troponin T, CK and CK-
MB) had high factor weights on Integrative ACS (Suppl. Table 6). However, the factor weight
of the clinical variables was lower than that of many other Multi-Omics variables. Clinical
markers were also not within the top 1% of variables with highest weights on Factor 2 (Fig.
2a, Suppl. Fig. 7). In addition, the temporal pattern of Integrative ACS could be reproduced
after re-running MOFA factor analysis without any clinical variables (Suppl. Fig. 8, 9a,b),
confirming that even though the factor captures a high amount of variance within the clinical
markers and resembles the pattern of those, other Multi-Omic views are important to define
Integrative ACS. We next asked what defines Integrative ACS to gain more profound insights
into the nature of the immune response to myocardial ischemia.

We therefore focused on the molecular features contributing the highest factor weights to
Integrative ACS. CD4* act 1 (CCR7°" SOCS1Md") cluster 0 T cell and CD4"act 2
(CCR7M" SOCS1M9") T cell cluster 2, as well as CD8* T-cell cluster 1 and IL1B"9" FCN21"9"
CD14"9"monocyte cluster 4 had the largest relative amount of highly weighted features across
views (Fig. 2a). Expression of EIF3E and HINT1 in CD4+ act 1 (CCR7"" SOCS1"9") T-cells
(Cluster 0) were among the highest-ranking features (Fig. 2d, Suppl. Table 6). In line, EIF3E
is required for robust T-cell activation. Depending on CD28 coreceptor signaling, EIF3E
regulates a burst in T-cell receptor signaling??. HINT1 complexed with HSP70 has been shown
to hold strong immunomodulatory functions in NK cells?, HMGB1 across CD4* and CD8" T-
cells similarly held a high factor weight in Integrative ACS (Fig. 2d, Suppl. Fig. 7a). HMGB1
promotes expansion and activation of T-cells and is a central alarmin for lymphoid cell fate

and function?*. As indicated by the strong association with the factor, the normalized
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expression of these genes showed a comparable development as Integrative ACS across the
disease course (Fig. 2d,e).

Interestingly, T cell and monocyte clusters 0, 1 and 4, which contribute most features that
constitute Integrative ACS, also showed significant alterations in circulating frequencies
across disease evolution (Fig. 1e). CD4* act 1 (CCR7"" SOCS1M") T cells (cluster 0) were

defined as activated CD4" T cells as described before°. Monocyte cluster 4 showed an IL13""

CD14 " classical, pro-inflammatory phenotype (Fig. 1d, Suppl. Fig. 2a-b).

Hence, Integrative ACS forms a novel multilayered marker which largely explains inter-patient
variance and defines the coordinative immune response to myocardial ischemia. Integrative
ACS reflects the longitudinal pattern of myocardial ischemia and integrates clinical markers of

myocardial damage with comprehensive Multi-Omic information.

Distinct Interleukin signatures in monocytes and T cells characterize Integrative ACS

To allow for a more systematic understanding of characteristic immune signatures in
Integrative ACS beyond the weight of individual features, we next sought to aggregate factor
weights on the level of pathways. Across all our data views several immune system pathways
of the REACTOME?® and KEGG?® database were enriched (Suppl. Table 7,8), including the
Interleukin-6, -10, -12 & -27 signaling pathways which were mostly driven by high positive
factor weights of genes of the CD4* T cell and monocyte clusters as well as by some of the
measured circulating cytokines (IL6, IL10, CXCL8) (Fig. 3a,b, Suppl. Fig. 9¢,10). The
enrichment of the IL6 cytokine signaling pathway was driven by high factor weights of IL6ST,
STAT3 and JAK1 and SOCS3 in cluster 2 and 5 CD4* T cells and cluster 4 monocytes (Fig.
3b-d, Suppl. Fig. 11). In line, the circulating plasma cytokine IL6 itself also showed a
considerable factor weight (Fig. 3¢, Suppl. Table 6). Hence, the systemic immune response
in ACS is dominated by a complex immune signature, characterized by an altered interleukin

signaling in distinct monocyte and T cell clusters.
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Analysis of intercellular cross-talk unravels T cell-driven monocyte changes in ACS

Broad changes in cytokine profiles across different cell types in ACS may be coordinated by
cell-cell communication. We therefore focused on identifying the underlying ligand-receptor
pairs between immune cells and the downstream targets of cell surface receptors. For this we
made use of the prior knowledge about potential ligand-receptor-target interactions provided
by the NicheNet model?’. To unravel cell-cell communication specific to Integrative ACS, we
selected only features with the highest factor weights to define candidate target genes in the
respective cell-types. We investigated ligands from other cell types, cytokines and proteins
that show at the same time a high regulatory potential (given by the NicheNet model) and
correlation of expression levels across samples with those target genes. Among the circulating
cytokine features, this ligand-target analysis identified levels of circulating IL6, which also had
a high factor weight on Integrative ACS, to associate with expression levels of Proto-oncogene
serine/threonine-protein kinase Pim-1 in CD14"9" cluster 4 monocytes (Fig. 4a-e). High IL6
levels correlated negatively with monocyte CD74 expression, involved in antigen
presentation®, but were accompanied by increased VCAN expression in CD14"" cluster 7
monocytes (Fig. 4b-e). Summarized on a cellular level, most of the ligands whose expression
showed high correlations with target genes with top factor weights of Integrative ACS were
expressed in T-cell clusters. Vice versa, monocytes but also CD4* and CD8* T cells were the
key receiver cells with expression levels of the largest number of targets correlating with T
cell-derived ligands (Fig. 4a,b). The damage associated molecular pattern (DAMP) HMGB1,
which also showed a high weight on Integrative ACS, was involved in a plethora of correlated
ligand-target pairs. In detail, expression levels of the ligand HMGBL1 in resting as well as
activated CD4* T cell clusters 0, 2, 5 CD4* and cluster 1 CD8" T cells resulted in high
correlations with expression levels of the largest number of top-ranking target genes on
Integrative ACS (Fig. 4a-c, Fig. 2d). HMGB1 was related to the reduction of proteasome

activity within the receiver cell: expression of HMGBL1 in Cluster 1 CD8* T cells and cluster O
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CDA4*T cells showed a negative correlation with expression of UBC in cluster 0, 1 and 2 CD4*
T cells, suggesting a reduced ubiquitination potential®® (Fig. 4c-e, Fig. 2d). Ubiquitination in T
cells is strongly linked to fine-tuning many immune responses, particularly positive or negative
regulation of T cell activation®°. Similarly, expression of HMGB1 in activated cluster 0 and
cluster 2 CD4* T cells correlated negatively with expression of Proteasome activator complex
subunit 2 (PSME2) in cluster 4, 6, 7 CD14"9" monocytes, emphasizing HMGB1-mediated
inhibitory influences on proteasome activity (Fig. 4c-e, Fig. 2d). Besides that, TGFB1
expression in cluster 1 CD8* T cells positively correlated with expression of ODCL1 in cluster
4 CD14"9" monocytes, known to inhibit inflammatory macrophage programs and macrophage
apoptosis®, and therewith possible explaining the increased numbers of circulating cluster 4
monocytes during the disease course of ACS. ODC1 in these monocytes was downregulated
early during ACS — however increased over time, suggesting an unleashed inflammatory
monocyte state in early ACS and a gradual reduction of monocytic activation at later timepoints
(Fig. 4 b-d). Hence, the communication between T cells and monocytes dominates the

inflammatory response in ACS and is driven by the cytokine IL-6 and the alarmin HMGBL1.

Factor analysis distinquishes clinical ACS outcomes and predicts post-event

development of cardiac dysfunction

We next hypothesized that differences in the time from symptom onset to presentation (i.e.,
time of myocardial ischemia) as well as different clinical courses of myocardial infarction (i.e.,
extent of myocardial damage) might be reflected in and influenced by variable immune
responses in ACS. Therefore, we focused on ACS patients with different disease course:
either with a symptom onset more than 24h ago (ACS with delayed recanalization after vessel
occlusion), or patients who had experienced infectious complications (ACS acquiring hospital
infection) and compared these to patients with uncomplicated ACS disease course with recent
symptom onset (sterile ACS). Indeed, patients with an ACS with delayed recanalization after
vessel occlusion and therefore a longer ischemia time showed a much stronger Integrative

ACS response after recanalization than patients with direct presentation (Fig. 5a). In contrast,
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lower levels of cardiac biomarkers were observed in TP1M and TP2M in delayed coronary
recanalization due to late patient presentation (Fig. 5b). Patients with an ACS that developed
an infective complication during hospitalization showed increased Integrative ACS Factor
values compared to patients without infective complications (Fig. 5a,c). Also, classical
differential multiplex cytokine analyses revealed distinct differences in different clinical courses
of ACS with Platelet-derived growth factor AB/BB levels being particularly elevated in patients
with delayed recanalization and eminently low levels of circulating Interleukin-5 in patients with
delayed recanalization or in ACS patients acquiring hospital infections (Suppl. Fig. 12,13a).
Mechanistic and translational studies during the last decades suggested a possible impact of
different immune states on a favorable or detrimental development of myocardial healing and

myocardial function®32, We therefore asked whether integrative MOFA factors might allow

prediction of the extent of myocardial recovery at early sampling time points. This could serve
to identify patients at risk for the development of ischemic heart failure and possibly trigger
early initiation of heart failure treatment, more extensive revascularization, or prolonged
monitoring on the ICU. To define patients with favorable or adverse developments of cardiac
function, we measured baseline left ventricular ejection fraction (EF) during the acute phase
of myocardial infarction in the intensive care unit and again before discharge by
echocardiography and divided patients into two groups. Patients who showed a drop in left
ventricular ejection fraction across the disease course were considered to have an adverse
development of cardiac function (poor outcome) in contrast to a favorable development (good
outcome) (Fig. 5d). We hypothesized that these variable disease courses might be associated
and/or influenced by different immune signatures, either supporting cardiac healing or leading
to detrimental inflammation causing adverse cardiac remodeling. We asked whether the
MOFA factors could predict an adverse development of cardiac function. Therefore, we
enrolled patients with ACS with acute symptom onset and compared a favorable outcome
(improved or stable ejection fraction across the hospitalized disease course) with a non-

favorable outcome (worsened ejection fraction across the hospitalized disease course). Factor
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4 had particularly low levels already at the time of hospital admission in patients with a poor
outcome compared to patients with improved cardiac function (Fig. 5e). In contrast, clinical
laboratory markers of myocardial damage showed a non-significant trend towards increased
CK levels across the disease course. However, no difference was observable at early
timepoints, where predictive markers are needed (Fig. 5f,g). This stresses the utility of novel
integrative factors for outcome prediction and emphasizes the relevance of the altered immune
signature in early myocardial damage for the functional cardiac outcome. We evaluated the
potential of Factor 4 values estimated at TP1M to predict good vs. poor outcome using the
area under the curve (AUC) of the receiver operating characteristic curve (ROC). Prediction
with Factor 4 outperformed the prediction based on established clinical markers at TP1M (Fig.
5g) even when taking into account the complete time course of those markers (Suppl. Fig.
13b, Suppl. Table 9). Due to the unsupervised training of the model, Factor 4 was estimated
independently of outcome. Additionally, no information about the trajectory of specific patients
(coupling of timepoints) was used during model estimation. Thus, these results are indicative
of the potential translational value of Factor 4. We termed this Factor 4 Integrative ACS
Outcome.

To corroborate the predictive value of the top-ranking features included in Integrative ACS
Outcome already at the earliest timepoint, independent of their subsequent changes in
expression at later timepoints, we trained a penalized logistic regression model that predicts
outcome from these features at TP1M on the Munich cohort. We then applied this model to
predict the outcome for the patients of the Groningen replication cohort at TP1G with available
outcome data (see methods). Comparison of the predicted and observed outcomes resulted
in ROC AUC of 0.83 on the replication cohort (Fig. 5h, Suppl. Table 9), thus demonstrating
the ability of the model to generalize beyond the Munich cohort and differentiating good and
poor outcome patients already at an early stage.

Next, we investigated which features mainly define this protective integrative factor. We
assumed, that features with high positive factor weights on Integrative ACS Outcome define

rather protective immune features, whereas features with high negative factor weights define
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rather detrimental immune features (Suppl. Fig.14). Interestingly, a high number of features
indicating a distinct NK cell phenotype showed high negative weights on Factor 4 (Fig. 5i,)).
This signature correlating with a negative development of cardiac function at later timepoints
was characterized by NK cell activation and cytotoxicity as shown by high factor weights of
TXNIP34, PRF1%®, LITAF®, GZMB, FYN®, CST7% and CD53%* expression (Fig. 5j, Suppl.
Fig. 14a). Also, anti-angiogenic mediators such as CXCL9 and CXCL10% or TNFS10
(TRAIL)* derived from the multiplex cytokine view had high negative factor weights on
Integrative ACS Outcome (Fig. 5j, Suppl. Fig. 14-16). On the other hand, the plasma
proteomics view revealed that circulating anti-trypsin enzymes of the SERPIN family
(SERPINA1, SERPINA2, SERPINA3), known to protect cells from granzyme-mediated
cytotoxicity*?, showed high positive factor weights on Integrative ACS Outcome and hence
associate with a more protective immune state. Interestingly, the degree of inflammation per
se was not necessarily associated with an adverse outcome since circulating proinflammatory
proteins such as CRP, SAA1, SAA2 and C9 showed high positive weights on the protective
factor Integrative ACS Outcome (Fig. 5j).

Besides the analysis of high-ranking features characterizing Integrative ACS Outcome, we
investigated their normalized expression values at TP1M and subsequent timepoints
distinguishing good and poor outcome samples (Suppl. Fig. 17) focusing on their potential to
differentiate outcome already at an early stage (TP1M). We observed differential expression
of CD53, GZMB and TXNIP in NK cells between good and poor outcome groups at TP1M
(Fig. 5k). We further evaluated whether these selected features at TP1M predict the outcome
of those patients. A logistic regression model including only these features yielded a ROC
AUC value of 0.79 (Fig. 5I, Suppl. Table 9) on the Munich cohort as training dataset. To
evaluate its generalizability to other datasets, we applied it to the Groningen validation cohort,
yielding a ROC AUC of 0.91 (Fig. 5, Suppl. Table 9). In line with that we also find differential
expression of those features between good and poor outcome at TP1G within the Groningen

cohort (Fig. 5k). This highlights the potential of identifying a small subset of predictive features
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among top-ranking Integrative Outcome features that might serve as targeted clinical markers

for outcome prediction without the need of collecting a Multi-Omics dataset.

Integrative CCS robustly identifies the presence of coronary artery disease

Next, we tested whether MOFA factors can identify CCS patients with established CAD from
patients with a CAD rule-out (non-CCS), which would provide a non-invasive diagnostic
approach. The samples of patients with suspected coronary artery disease were sampled in
a prospective manner without prior information on coronary artery status. The different groups
(CCS, non-CCS) showed comparable cardiovascular risk factors and baseline characteristics
(compare Suppl. Table 1). Factor 1 showed high positive values in patients with chronic
coronary syndromes (Fig. 6a). In contrast, patients with healthy coronaries but also patients
with acute coronary syndromes showed lower and mainly negative values of Factor 1 (Fig.
6a). We hence termed this factor Integrative CCS. In detail, 94% of patients with CAD showed
an Integrative CCS value above 0, whereas 91% of patients with exclusion of CAD showed
an Integrative CCS value below 0. Patients with coronary artery sclerosis (evidence of
atherosclerosis with vessel narrowing <50%) showed intermediate values of Integrative CCS
(Fig. 6a). We evaluated the potential of the Integrative CCS value to predict CCS patients
against patients without CCS. When also including patients with non-occlusive coronary
sclerosis in the non-CCS group, Integrative CCS outperformed the established “SCORE2"4
CVD risk score (ROC AUC 0.84 vs 0.63). Considering only patients without CCS or patients
with established CCS (hence excluding coronary sclerosis), Integrative CCS again
outperformed “SCORE2” (ROC AUC 0.99 vs 0.80, Fig. 6b, Suppl. Table 10)*.

As the factor was identified in an unsupervised setting, without explicitly modeling the coronary
artery status, this result indicates that integrative omics-based factors like Integrative CCS
might potentially be clinically useful. The concept of MOFA analyses might provide a valuable
tool to identify non-invasive diagnostic biomarkers for prospective validation in a large-scale

independent clinical cohort of CCS patients.
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Furthermore, we again analyzed which features dominate Integrative CCS. The factor was
defined by many features of CD4* and CD8" T cells and captured mainly variance of those
views (Fig. 6¢). Expression of modulators of T cell antigen recognition, signal transduction and

T cell activation such as CD3E, ICAM3 and TRAC>"*? in activated cluster 0 CD4* T cells had

a high positive weight on Integrative CCS. In line, expression of PRDX2, known to be

upregulated upon T cell receptor stimulation®*, and CORO1A, JUNB as well as CD37,

54-56

regulating T cell survival and homeostasis>* ", showed strong positive associations with

Integrative CCS (Fig. 6d, Suppl. Fig. 18a,19a). In summary Integrative CCS was defined by a
dysregulated activation pattern of the monocyte and T cell compartment (described in detail

in the supplementary notes).

Discussion

The systemic immune sighatures associated with acute and chronic coronary syndromes
remain incompletely understood, but are highly relevant for atherosclerosis, thrombosis, and
myocardial remodeling. In particular, insights from Multi-Omics studies in patients might
provide leads for developing new strategies for accessible biomarker signatures for diagnosis
and prognosis in ACS and CCS.

Indeed, simultaneous Multi-Omics and single cell profiling in combination with unsupervised
MOFA allowed us to obtain an unbiased description of the systemic immune signatures of
coronary syndromes. Integrative ACS captured the time course of the immune response to
ACS robustly across two independent cohorts. It was mainly defined by CD4*, CD8" T cell and
monocyte derived features, emphasizing the importance of these immune cells for the
response to ischemic myocardial damage. EIF3E, pivotal for CD4* T cell signaling?, as well
as T cell HMGB1 were strongly associated with Integrative ACS. Multiple T cell derived ligands
correlated with expression of downstream targets in monocytes. In line, several previous

approaches focusing on whole blood or distinct immune cell subsets have provided essential
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insights into systemic mechanisms that possibly drive atheroprogression or plaque rupture in
coronary syndromes, unravelling a particular importance of CD4* T cells phenotypes*’.
Moreover, in the OPTICO-ACS study, flow-cytometric analysis of local blood taken from the
coronary arteries from patients with ACS by either plaque erosion or plaque rupture
emphasized an important role for T cell-derived cytotoxic effector molecules in plaque-erosion
ACS*.

Although all MOFA factors were estimated in an unsupervised manner, without using explicit
information on outcome nor on the trajectories of specific patients, Integrative ACS Outcome
predicted a favorable or poor treatment outcome of STEMI patients already at the time of
hospital admission. This finding enabled the training of a supervised model that could then be
applied in a second independent cohort, demonstrating the robustness and generalizability of
the diagnostic performance of the identified integrative, multilayered biomarkers. Comparison
to classical clinical laboratory markers (CK, CK-MB, Troponin T) showed that Integrative ACS
Outcome outperformed established markers at early timepoints. Integrative ACS Outcome
was defined by high-ranking features in NK cells such as TXNIP3*, GZMB®*® and CD53%. This
could indicate NK cell cytotoxicity as a possible predictive marker of adverse outcome after
myocardial infarction. Indeed, previous studies on lymphocyte-mediated cytotoxicity showed
a deleterious role on post-ischemic cardiac remodeling*®. Moreover, NK cells directly affect
atherosclerosis and the regulation of pulmonary vascular permeability after myocardial
infarction in experimental models*®*.

Integrative CCS, again estimated in an unsupervised way, differentiated patients with CCS
from patients without CAD, outperforming the established “SCORE2"#* CVD risk score.
Integrative CCS should be considered a promising candidate integrative biomarker requiring
independent replication in the future, as performed with Integrative ACS or Integrative ACS
Outcome. High ranking features contributing to Integrative CCS indicated a dysfunctional T
cell phenotype, possibly induced by a disrupted CD16"9" monocyte-NAMPT-T cell signaling
axis. NAMPT signaling has been associated with inflammatory monocyte/macrophage states

and higher circulating NAMPT levels have been identified in ACS patients®2,
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Our study holds multiple important implications for clinical, basic and translational
cardiovascular research. First, we provide proof-of-concept that single cell Multi-Omic profiling
of the circulating immune signature, paired with MOFA analyses allow prediction of disease
state, phenotype, and outcome of remote, non-accessible injury sites. By reducing the very
large number of potential predictors, in our case >13,000 variables of diverse datasets,
including proteomics, single-cell transcriptomics and clinical data points to few factors, we
identify overarching signatures of clinical significance. This implies that (1) integration and
factor-based analysis of complex datasets can add crucial understanding of (cardiovascular)
disease, and (2) Multi-Omic liquid biopsies without access to the tissue site of injury — in this
case the infarcted cardiac muscle — with subsequent MOFA analysis offer a strategy for non-
invasive diagnostics as well as disease course prediction also for non-accessible tissues.

In patients with chronic lymphatic leukemia, bulk RNA-seq with MOFA analysis identified a
molecular signature predictive for treatment outcome that was mechanistically linked to the
proliferation of tumor cells®3. In this case, the blood-based data directly assessed the diseased
tissue itself. Here, we demonstrate that this approach can be transferred to identify circulating
biomarker signatures for risk stratification in solid organ disease by using routine blood
drawings, and therefore elucidates novel tools for the concept of ‘liquid biopsies’ from
circulating blood.

From a pathophysiological perspective, our data highlight that distinct, systemic immune
states associate with coronary syndromes. In acute MI, these states follow distinct trajectories
over the disease course from ischemia to reperfusion and healing/scar formation. Crucially, a
specific signature also associates with favorable outcome — i.e. improvement of cardiac
function. This underscores the possible importance of the identified axes to drive myocardial
healing as well as targeting of pathological scar formation and supports the concept of
therapeutic immune modulation to limit cardiac damage.

However, this study has limitations: The study is hypothesis generating but the power was not
comparable to a clinical trial aiming to probe the predictive value of novel diagnostic markers

for clinical use. An adequately powered, large-scale clinical trial is indispensable to evaluate
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the ultimate diagnostic performance of Multi-Omics factor analysis and to probe translation
into standardized clinical settings. The methods used in this manuscript are highly cost-
intensive, but selected candidate biomarkers such as expression of few genes in NK cells that
are highly predictive of treatment outcome, could be assayed in a targeted way for such larger
clinical cohorts. Finally, the hypotheses about the molecular underpinnings generated in these
analyses require further mechanistic follow up studies.

In summary, this Multi-Omics study of coronary syndromes identifies systemic immune
signatures representing multicellular gene programs that capture the time course of the
immune response to ACS and enables early prediction of treatment outcome, which is of high
clinical importance. Analysis of the components of the immune signatures reveal the
underlying molecular and cell-cell communication pathways. These novel integrative analysis
strategies set the stage for the identification of circulating multilayered immune-cell signatures
that can be utilized as highly predictive stratification tools for diseased, but non-accessible
tissues, using blood samples and subsequent MOFA analysis to outperform single-molecule

biomarker approaches and clinically established laboratory tests.
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Supplementary notes

T cell function is the key driver of inter-patient variance in Integrative CCS

Integrative CCS was defined by many features of CD4* and CD8* T cells and captured mainly
variance of those views (Fig. 6¢). Expression of modulators of T cell antigen recognition, signal
transduction and T cell activation such as CD3E, ICAM3 and TRAC®>*** in activated cluster 0
CD4* T cells had a high positive weight on Integrative CCS. In line, expression of PRDX2,
known to be upregulated upon T cell receptor stimulation®®, and CORO1A, JUNB as well as
CD37, regulating T cell survival and homeostasis®’*°, showed strong positive associations

with Integrative CCS (Fig. 6d, Suppl. Fig. 18a, 19a). FOSB expression in activated cluster O

CD4* T cells, cluster 1 CD8* T cells and cluster 3 NK cells had a negative weight on Integrative

CCS (Fig. 6d,_Suppl. Fig. 18a,19a, Suppl. Table 6). We further explored ligand-target

correlations within Integrative CCS by again exploiting the ‘NicheNet' database?’ with ligands
showing the highest weights on Integrative CCS (Suppl. Fig. 19b-e). Interestingly, ICAM3
expression in cluster 0 CD4* T cells, cluster 1 CD8* T cells and cluster 4 CD14"9" monocytes
was among the top 10 ligands with the highest weights on the factor (Suppl. Fig. 19b,c).
Simultaneously, expression of the ligands CALM1 and CALMZ2 in similar clusters, involved in
intracellular calcium homeostasis, showed high negative factor weights on Integrative CCS
(Fig. Suppl. Fig. 19b,c)). PTMA (encoding Thymosin alpha-1) is highly expressed by T cells
and has been shown to hold broad disease-protective effects®®-%2, ICAM3 or CALM1 from
cluster 11 and 0 CD4* T cells negatively correlated with PTMA expression in cluster 1 CD8* T
cells ( Suppl. Fig. 19d,f,g). Moreover, CALM1 in multiple CD4* T cell as well as B cell and
monocyte clusters was accompanied with increased PTMA expression in cluster 1 CD8* T
cells (Suppl. Fig. 19d,f,g. In summary Integrative CCS can be characterized by a negative
regulation of PTMA in CD8* T cells by multiple cell types.

However, what sustains CD4* T cell phenotype in Integrative CCS? NAMPT (encoding

Nicotinamide phosphoribosyltransferase) in cluster 9 and 12 CD16"9" monocytes showed a
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strong negative correlation with JUNB expression in CD4* T cell clusters (Suppl. Fig. 19g).
Expression of NAMPT in Cluster 9 and 12 also showed strong negative associations with
Integrative CCS (Suppl. Fig. 19b, Suppl. Table 6). This ascribes unleashed CD4* T cell JUNB
levels in Integrative CCS to a reduced NAMPT expression in CD16"9" monocytes (Suppl. Fig.
19e-g, Suppl. Fig. ). NAMPT has been described to be a key regulator of monocyte
differentiation®® particularly during inflammatory states® and has been described to be
increased in patients with ACS as well as in M1 inflammatory macrophages®?. Ultimately, lower
levels of NAMPT signaling trigger a dysfunctional T cell phenotype®. Multiplex cytokine
analyses also revealed distinct differences between CCS and non-CCS patients, including
GM-CSF, EGF, LIF, CCL4, IL-10 and IL-25 (Suppl. Fig. 20,21). In summary, integrative factor
analysis suggests a dysregulated monocyte and T cell activation pattern in patients with CAD

to define the disease compared to patients without CAD.
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Methods

Munich Cohort: Ethics & patient cohort

Informed consent was obtained from the patients in accordance with the Declaration of
Helsinki and with the approval of the Ethics Committee of the Ludwig Maximilian University of
Munich (No.: 19-274). We collected blood from n=62 patients employing repetitive serial
sampling and separately analysed the different immune cell constituents. For blood collection
we used heparin-anticoagulated blood (i.e. Sarstedt AG & Co. KG, cat# 02.1065.001). A total
of n=125 whole blood test, n=122 PBMC samples, n=246 plasma samples and n=121 PMNs
samples were used for analyses.
In the acute coronary syndrome (ACS) group, patients with ST segment elevation myocardial
infarction (STEMI) were included and blood was analysed longitudinally. Blood sampling was
done periinterventionally (TPM1) — during catheterization to avoid time loss, 14 (+ 8) h after
intervention (TPM2), 60 (£ 12) h after acute event (TPM3) and before discharge, about 5-8 d
after acute event (TPM4). A further subdivision was made into patients without direct
reperfusion within 24h after symptom onset (delayed myocardial reperfusion, n=4) and
patients with direct reperfusion within 24h due to coronary intervention (acute myocardial
infarction, n=24). A subgroup of patients with evidence of infection in laboratory testing who
were treated with antibiotics in the clinical setting defined a subgroup with hospital acquired
infection (n=5) which was differentiated from the sterile group with STEMI without hospital
acquired infections (n=19). The latter was used for comparison with the chronic coronary
syndrome group (CCS). Patients were also subdivided based on clinical outcome. For this
purpose, the ejection fraction (EF) measurement was determined according to Simpson's
method in echocardiography. A comparison was made between the findings on admission
and during the hospital stay or before discharge (AEF). Based on these, a classification was
made according to positive (good outcome) and negative (poor outcome) AEF in acute setting.
The chronic cardiac event group included patients with an initial diagnosis of chronic coronary

syndrome based on a cardiac catheterisation (lumen reduction of >50%) or coronary CT scan
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(>75 percentile) (CCS, TPOM n=16). Coronary healthy patients, with a catheter or CT based
rule out of CAD, were included as a comparison group for the chronic coronary syndrome
group (non-CCS, TPOM n=18). Coronary sclerosis was defined as coronary irregularities
without significant lumen obstruction (<50%). The cardiovascular risk of CCS and non-CCS
patients was calculated by using SCORE2°6. The following parameters were used: Age, total

cholesterol, HDL, systolic blood pressure, smoking history and gender.

Exclusion criteria for the Munich cohort were cardiogenic shock, age >85 and <30 years,
severe systemic diseases (chronic liver disease, active haemato-oncologic diseases, active
cancer, autoimmune diseases, acute inflammatory event with a CRP >2 mg/dl or fever at
admission) and the use of immunosuppressants at inclusion. For the CCS cohort, patients

with significant elevation of Troponin T levels were also excluded.

Clinical blood tests

The clinical blood tests were performed as part of the treatment during hospitalisation. We
involved the following clinical biomarkers and blood cells: CK, CK-MB, Troponin T, CRP,
Leukocytes and Neutrophils. The statistical analysis and the graphical illustration were

performed with Prism 9.

Cytokine und Chemokine assays

For the isolation of plasma, 2x 1 ml whole blood was centrifuged at 2000 x g (rcf) for 20 min
at 4°C (Centrifuge 5424 R, Eppendorf AG). Afterwards, the supernatant was carefully removed

and pooled in a common Eppendorf reaction vessel for cryoasservation at -80°C.

For detection and quantitation of cytokines and chemoaokines, samples were sent on dry ice to

EveTechnologies® to perform a Human Cytokine/Chemokine 71-Plex Discovery Assay®
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Array (HD71). Within the assay the following biomarkers were determined: 6CKine, BCA-1,
CTACK, EGF, ENA-78, Eotaxin, Eotaxin-2, Eotaxin-3, FGF-2, Flt3L, Fractalkine, G-CSF, GM-
CSF, GROaq, 1-309, IFNa2, IFNy, IL-1q, IL-1B, IL-1RA, IL-2, IL-3, IL-4, IL-5, IL-6, IL-7, IL-8, IL-
9, IL-10, IL-12p40, IL-12p70, IL-13, IL-15, IL-16, IL-17A, IL-17E/IL-25, IL-17F, IL-18, IL-20, IL-
21,1L-22, IL-23, IL-27, IL-28, IL-33, IP-10, LIF, MCP-1, MCP-2, MCP-3, MCP-4, M-CSF, MDC,
MIG, MIP-1a, MIP-13, MIP-16, PDGF-AA, PDGF-AB/BB, RANTES, sCD40L, SCF, SDF-

1a+B, TARC, TGFa, TNFa, TNFB, TPO, TRAIL, TSLP, VEGF-A.

The statistical analysis and the graphical illustration were performed with Prism 9.

Plasma proteome analysis

The isolation and storage of the plasma was mentioned above. The plasma vials were slowly
thawed at +4°C and mixed at a ratio of 1:5 with a proteomic buffer (2% SDS (Thermo Scientific,
cat#J22638.AE), 2.5 mM DTT (Invitrogen, cat#P2325) in 50 mM Tris (Invitrogen,
cat#AM9820)). Afterwards the samples were immediately boiled at 95°C for 10 minutes and
cryoconserved at -80°C.
Plasma samples were prepared by SDS-lysis, automated SP3 cleanup and tryptic digest
essentially as described®” %8, Samples were measured on an orbitrap Exploris 480 instrument
(Thermo Fisher Scientific) in label-free data-independent acquisition (DIA) mode whilst
separating peptides on a 44 min gradient on a nanoEASY 1200 system (Thermo Fisher
Scientific) coupled to the mass spectrometer. Raw files were analysed in Spectronaut 14
(Biognosys®®) against a spectral library that was generated from 52 fractions measured in the
same manner as described®”. An FDR cutoff of 0.01 was applied and spectra were searched
against a human Uniprot database from 2018 including isoforms. For data filtering, the option
Qvalue percentile with a fraction of 0.2 was used and global normalisation by median was
applied. Further downstream analysis was performed in R. Normalised intensities were filtered

for at least 80% valid values per row and column, remaining missing values were median-
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centred and imputed using a randomised Gaussian distribution with a downshift of 1.8. For
significance calling, the limma package was consulted to calculate moderated t statistics°.

Nominal p-values were corrected using the Benjamini-Hochberg method.

Isolation of polymorphonuclear neutrophils (PMNs)

Initially, 400l of whole blood was added to a tube and 20ul each of the Isolation Cocktail and
RapidSpheres (EasySep Direct Human Neutrophil Isolation kit, STEMCELL Technologies
Inc., cat#19666) were added. After 5 min incubation at RT, the reagent was filled up to 4ml
with PBS (Dulbecco’s Phophate Buffered Saline (1x), ThermoFisher Scientific, cat#14190-
094) + 1mM EDTA (Ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid, Sigma-Aldrich Chemie GmbH,
cat#03690). Subsequently, the tube was placed in a magnet (EasySepMagnet, STEMCELL
Technologies Inc.) for 5 min. Then, without being removed from the magnet, the contents of
the tube were transferred to a new tube in a continuous motion. After adding 20l
RapidSpheres again, the incubation steps were repeated without adding PBS + 1mM EDTA.
After decanting again, the new tube was placed in the magnet for 5 min without addition of
RapidSpheres. The newly decanted tube was centrifuged at 320 x g for 7 min at 4°C
(Centrifuge 5810 R, Eppendorf AG). The pellet was then resuspended in 100ul PBS. 10pl of
the suspension was used to adjust the concentration to 5 million cells/ml. For this, the dead
cells were stained with trypan blue (Sigma-Aldrich Chemie GmbH, cat#T8.154) and the
concentration was calculated using a Neubauer counting chamber (LO-Laboroptik Ltd,
Lancing). For cryoasservation at -80°C, cell suspension was added to RLT plus buffer (Qiagen
GmBH, cat#1053393) containing 1% 2-mercapathoethanol (Sigma-Aldrich Chemie GmbH,

cat#M3148) at a ratio of 1:10.
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prime-seq

For the analysis of the transcriptome of PMNSs, prime-seq, an early barcoding bulk RNA-seq
method, was used. Samples were pre-treated with proteinase K (Life Technologies,
cat#AM2548) followed by isolation with cleanup beads (Sigma-Aldrich,
cat#GE65152105050250) (ratio 2:1 beads per sample). DNase | (Thermo Fisher,
cat#EN0521) was used to digest the cells to make the transcriptome accessible for the
process of reserve transcription. This was done by adding 30 units of Maxima H enzyme
(Thermo Fisher, cat#EPQ753) and 1x Maxima H buffer (Thermo Fisher, cat#EP0753), 1 mM
dNTPs (Thermo Fisher, cat¥# R0186), 1 uM template-switching oligo (IDT) and 1 uM barcoded
oligo-dT primers (IDT) and incubating for 90 minutes at 42°C (reaction volume: 10ul). After
pooling of all samples, they were purified in a 1:1 ratio with cleanup beads. For elimination of
the leftover primers, exonuclease | (NEB, cat#M0293L) was added (Incubation setup: 37°C
for 20 min, then 80°C for 10 min), followed by another purification with cleanup beads. The
synthesis of the second strand of cDNA was prepared by adding 1X KAPA HS Ready Mix
(Roche, cat#07958935001) and 0.6 uM SINGV6 primer (IDT) (reaction volume: 50uL). For
amplification, subsequent PCR cycles were performed: Start: 98 °C for 3 min; 15 cycles: 98
°Cfor 15 s, 65 °C for 30 s, 72 °C for 4 min; End: 72 °C for 10 min. To re-purify the sample,
cleanup beads were added at a ratio of 0.8:1 beads per sample and dissolved out in 10 pL
DNase/RNase-free distilled water (ThermoFisher, cat#10977-049). Quantification and size
selection of the purified cDNA was then performed using the Quant-iT PicoGreen dsDNA
Assay Kit (ThermoFisher, cat#P7581) and the High-Sensitivity DNA Kit (Agilent, cat#5067-
4627). For library preparation a fivefold lower reaction volume of the NEBNext Ultra Il FS
Library Preparation Kit (NEB, cat#E6177S) than recommended by the manufacturer was
used. Fragmentation of cDNA was performed using the enzyme mix and the reaction buffer
(reaction volumes 6pl) and ligation was performed using Ligation Enhancer, Ligation Master

Mix and a custom prime-seq adapter (1.5 pM, IDT) (reaction volume: 12.7 pL). SPRI-select
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beads (Beckman Coulter, cat#B23317) were then used for a double size selection (ratio of 0.5
and 0.7). For amplification, Q5 Master Mix (M0544L, NEB), 1 pL i7 Index Primer (Sigma-
Aldrich) and 1pL i5 Index Primer (IDT) were used followed by PCR (start: 98 °C for 30 s; 13
cycles: 98 °C for 10 s, 65 °C for 75 s, 65 °C for 5 min; end: 65 °C for 4 min). After successful
size selection with SPRI-select beads and a quality check, the libraries were sequenced by

using a NextSeq (llumina).

The sequencing reads were processed using zUMIls pipeline using the Gencode human
release version (https://www.gencodegenes.org/human/release_35.html). Only barcodes
matching the expected samples were considered and exported as count matrices, both raw
counts and library-size normalized ones. First, the data was checked using fastqc (version
0.11.8™). Regions on the 3’ end of the fragment reading into the poly-A tail were removed by
Cutadapt (version 1.1272). The zUMs pipeline (version 2.9.4d)" was applied, filtering the data,
with a phred threshold of 20 for 4 bases the UMI and BC, mapping the reads to the human
genome with the Gencode annotation (v35) using STAR (version 2.7.3a), reads were counted

using RSubread (version 1.32.4) 7475,

PBMC isolation

For isolation of peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs), 8 ml of whole blood was
transferred to a BD Vacutainer® CPTTM (Becton, Dickinson and Company, cat#362780),
swivelled twice and centrifuged at 1650 x g for 20 min at room temperature (RT) (Centrifuge
5810 R, Eppendorf AG). After swivelling twice, the supernatant was transferred into a 15 ml
tube and a further centrifugation step with 350 x g for 7 min at 4°C was performed. The
resulting cell pellet was resuspended in 4 ml freezing medium and alligouted. The freezing
medium consisted of 45% RPMI (VLE-RPMI 1640, Bio&SELL GmbH, cat#BS.52551528.5)
with 1% glutamine (GibcoTM L-Glutamine (200 mM), Thermo Fisher Scientific, cat#

BS.K0283), 45% FBS (FBS SUPERIOR stabil®, Bio&SELL GmbH, cat#FBS.S0615) and 10%
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DMSO (Dimethyl sulphoxide, Sigma-Aldrich Chemie GmbH, cat#D2438). For cryoasservation,
samples were slowly frozen in a Mr. Frosty freezing container (Thermo Fisher Scientific,

cat#5100-0036) at -80°C for 24h and then transferred to -80°C freezers.

FACS and scRNA-seq preparation

For scRNA-seq analysis of the frozen PBMCs, an adapted thawing protocol of 10X was used
(Fresh Frozen Human Peripheral Blood Mononuclear Cells for Single Cell RNA Sequencing, Document
Number CG00039 Rev E, 10x Genomics, (2023, May 2nd);
https://assets.ctfassets.net/an68im79xiti/7 1r5PbRPB1LeqRkuPItBzr/64cfaa099d0a7fd41f79a
4aecd643926/CG00039 _Demonstrated_Protocol FreshFrozenHumanPBMCs_ReVE.pdf.

Samples were thawed at 37°C for 3 min. This was followed by stepwise dilution (5x 1:1) with
dropwise addition of complete growth medium. The complete growth medium consistit (10%
FBS + 90% RPMI). The sample was then filtered using a 50 um strainer and centrifuged at
3009 for 5 min at RT.
Supernatant was removed to the last millilitre and the cell pellet was resuspended in it by using
a wide bore pipet. After slowly adding another 9 ml of complete growth medium, the sample
was split into two. A further centrifugation step at 300 rcf for 5 min at 4°C was performed.
One half of the sample was used for further processing for scSeq analysis. The cell pellet was
resuspended in 100ul Fc block (BD Pharmingen, cat#564200) (1:50) and incubated on ice for
10 min. To label the cells, TotalSegB™ anti-human hashtag antibodies (1:500) (BioLegend)
were added to the sample and then incubated at 4°C for 30 min. To maximize the
performance, TotalSegB™ anti-human hashtag antibodies were pre-centrifuged at 140009 at
4°C for 10 min. Following this, the sample was washed 3 times by adding 5ml of FACS buffer
(PBS with 0.5% BSA (Albumin Fraktion V, Carl Roth GmbH & Co. KG, cat#8076.4)) and
centrifugation at 250g for 10 min at 4°C each time. After the last centrifugation step, the cell

pellet was resuspended in 0.04% BSA in PBS and the concentration was adjusted to 200
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cells/ul using a Neubauer counting chamber. Lastly, marked samples were pooled.
The other half of the sample was used to prepare the FACS analysis. The sample was
incubated with 200l Fc block (1:50) at 4°C for 10 min. Staining of the cells was done by a 20
min incubation with an antibody mastermix (1:400). After centrifugation at 300g for 7 min at
4°C, the cell pellet was resupended in 300ul FACS buffer. The dead cells were stained
immediately before flow cytometry with LSRFortessa Flow Cytometer (BD Biosciences). The
flow cytometry data were analysed with FlowJo (BD). The statistical analysis and the graphical

illustration were performed with Prism 9.

Antibody panel

Color Antigen Company Cat. #
BV650 CD45 Biol.egend 304044
FITC CD14 BioLegend 557153
PE CD16 BioLegend 302008
PERCP-

Cy5.5 cb8 Biol.egend 344710
APC-Cy7 CD19 Biol.egend 363010
BV 605 HLA-DR BioLegend 307640
BV786 CD123 BioLegend 306032
BV510 CD3 Biolegend 317332
BV 711 CD56 BioLegend 362542
AF 700 CD34 BioLegend 343622
Bv421 CD4 BioLegend 357424
SytoxRed | Dead gell stain | Invitrogen. $34859

ScRNA Library preparation.

For single cell sequencing, libraries were prepared using the Chromium Next GEM Single Cell
3' Reagent Kit v3.1 (CG000206 Rev D) from the 10X Genomics® protocol. Barcode-based

multiplexing with TotalSegB™ anti-human hashtag antibodies was performed to reduce
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artefacts associated with batch variation.
According to the manufacturer's instructions, the Gel Beads-in-emulsion (GEMs) were first
prepared to obtain cDNA with reserve transcription. After purification of the cDNA, an
amplification and size selection were performed.
After final quantification and quality control, the gene expression and cell surface libraries were

constructed for sequencing, which was performed by using an lllumina NovaSeq.

Bioinformatics analysis of the scRNA-seq dataset

Pre-processing

SC Data Preparation (cellranger)

After sequencing, the FASTQ files for the gene and cell surface libraries were processed using
the cellranger count pipeline (chemistry: Single Cell 3’ v3; pipeline version: 3.1.0). Each
sample was mapped to the human reference genome (GRCh38; version: 3.1.0). The library
and reference files were created according to the 10X Genomics instructions and example

files for Antibody Capture with TotalSeq™-B (https://support.10xgenomics.com/single-cell-

gene-expression/software/pipelines/latest/using/feature-bc-analysis#feature-ref (17" Jan

2023)).

The pipeline quantifies each feature (genes + antibodies) in each cell and generated quality
control summaries and feature barcode matrices for each of the 14 libraries (Suppl. Table 3).
For further analysis we took the ‘filtered_feature_bc_matrix.h5’ of each library and split it up
into two separate anndata objects: one containing the gene expression and one the antibody

capture counts.

Demultiplexing and Doublet Identification

For the demultiplexing of the data we take the antibody capture counts anndata objects of

each library convert them to Seurat objects, normalize the counts with ‘CLR’ (centered log-


https://support.10xgenomics.com/single-cell-gene-expression/software/pipelines/latest/using/feature-bc-analysis#feature-ref
https://support.10xgenomics.com/single-cell-gene-expression/software/pipelines/latest/using/feature-bc-analysis#feature-ref
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ration transformation) and apply the ‘HTODemux’ function of the Seurat package (version:
4.1.1) as described in the vignette with the default 0.99 quantile threshold in order to classify
the cells as positive or negative for each HTO (hashtag oligo). Cells that have been classified

as positive for more than one HTO have been annotated as doublets.

Cell quality control and filtering (QC)

In a next step, we transferred the cell annotation results from the demultiplexing to the gene
expression anndata files and applied some cell quality control criteria and filtering based on
the gene expression counts to remove low quality cells. These steps were done for each library
separately.
In a first basic filtering step we kept only cells that have counts on at least 200 genes and
genes that have counts in at least 3 cells. Furthermore, we combined the percentage of
mitochondrial gene counts (pct_counts_mt), number of genes by counts (n_genes_by_counts)
and total counts (total_counts) criteria to filter out further cells. We only kept cells that have:

e n_genes_by counts <5000 N total_counts < 20000

e n_genes_by counts > 500 N pct_counts mt< 15
Subsequently the data was normalized (10.000 counts per cell) and log transformed (log1p)
using the scanpy toolkit’® 1.8.1 in Python v.3.9.6. Furthermore, we excluded mitochondrial and

ribosomal genes as they were not of interest for the analysis.

Data Integration, Clustering and Cell-Type Annotation

In order to get a joint embedding of the complete dataset and correct for potential batch effects
between the libraries we took the processed data from the QC and applied the Scanorama
method (scanorama.correct_scanpy) as explained in the package description using 2000
highly variable genes, batch-size parameter of 2000 and default parameters. This returned a
Scanorama corrected count-matrix and a joint-embedding which we then use as input for the

computation of a neighbourhood graph (scanpy.pp.neighbors, n_neighbors = 10, n_pcs = 50)
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and the subsequent clustering of the cells using the Leiden algorithm (scanpy.tl.leiden; default
parameters).

We found 18 different clusters which we annotated manually by looking at the expression
patterns of PBMC marker genes selected based on literature research and calculating
differentially expressed genes (DEGS) between the clusters using a Wilcoxon rank sum test
with Bonferroni-Hochberg adjustment as implemented in the scanpy framework
(scanpy.tl.rank_genes_groups). With this strategy we could annotate all 18 clusters to all

common major peripheral blood mononuclear immune cell-types (Suppl. Fig. 2a,b).

Data Analysis

Compositional Analysis

In order to investigate compositional changes of the cell-type clusters between the different
patient groups and timepoints we determined the percentage of cells that have been assigned
to the different cell-type clusters for each patient and timepoint separately (for each patient
and timepoint: amount of cells belonging to the cluster/ total amount of cells) and adjust them
with centered log-ratio (CLR) transformation. Adjusted values were then analyzed using the
Ordinary One-Way ANOVA with correction for multiple comparisons by Dunnett's test
(*p=<0.05, **p<0.01). The statistical analysis and the graphical illustration were performed with

Prism 9.

Multi-Omics Data Integration (MOFA)
Data Harmonization and Model Training

Data Harmonization and Integration

For the integrated and combined analysis of all the different data sources (single-cell data,
cytokines, neutrophils, proteomics and clinical data) we applied several pre-processing and

normalization steps separately on the features of the different types of data to make them


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

comparable and adjust the distributions.

ScRNA-seq Data
We applied the pseudo-bulk approach to summarize single-cell data on the level of celltype
(cluster) specific gene expression per sample because all other omics data was measured on
the bulk-level. To this end, we calculated for each of the identified 18 cell-type clusters for
each sample (= patient and timepoint) the mean counts across all cells. Afterwards we
adjusted the gene counts of each sample in each cluster with a scaling factor so that each
sample has the same amount of counts across all genes to account for technical differences
in sequencing depth between the samples.
In order to ensure that we only consider reliably expressed genes we applied additional
filtering steps on the genes and clusters:
We excluded clusters 14-18, which had only very low numbers of cells per patient and
timepoint (mostly less than 10 cells).
We filtered out genes based on the total number and percentage of cells that expressed those
genes in the corresponding cluster keeping only genes that fulfill one of the criteria below:

e percentage of cells expressing gene > 50 N total number of cells expressing gene >

1200
e percentage of cells expressing gene > 40 N total number of cells expressing gene >
3000

The thresholds were chosen considering that gene should be detectable in a high number of
cells and in several samples but at the same time a considerable number of genes for each
cluster should be kept.
After filtering we log transform the count values and apply quantile normalization as further
normalization steps to align the distributions of gene expression levels between the samples.
This results in 11.831 features (which correspond to genes) across all the different clusters

(ranging from 315 for cluster 13 and 2159 for cluster 4) which we used as input for the different
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cell-type cluster dimensions from the single-cell data for the MOFA analysis (Suppl. Fig. 3a).

Cytokines

In order to prepare the cytokine data for integration with the other datasets we set ‘OOR’
values to 0 and log transform the values to adjust the distributions after adding a pseudocount
of 1 to all values. Furthermore, we exclude cytokines which have valid measured values in
less than 20% of the samples. In total this results in 65 different cytokines which have been

used as input features for the integrated analysis (Suppl. Fig. 3a).

Neutrophils

As input features from the neutrophil dimension, we take the umi exon counts from the prime-
seq and apply the processing steps below to align the reads with the single-cell sequencing
data, adjust for potential technical effects and strictly remove samples and genes with low
quality reads.

In a first step we adjusted the gene names and map them from ‘ENSEMBL’ gene-ids to
‘SYMBOL'’ gene-ids. Then we filtered out ribosomal and mitochondrial genes as we also
excluded them in the single-cell pre-processing and are not relevant for the analysis.
Furthermore, we excluded genes that are not expressed in at least 80% of the samples and
removed samples that do not have reads in at least 90% of the remaining genes. In a next
step we adjusted for differences in sequencing depth between the samples and normalized
the counts with a scaling factor so that the sum of reads for each sample are the same. Then
we logarithmized the resulting counts. Finally, we decided to keep only highly variable genes,
so we removed all genes which variance lies below the 25% quantile of the variance
distribution. This resulted in a total of 892 genes measured on 92 samples which are
considered as input features for the neutrophil dimension. As for the single-cell data we

applied quantile normalization to the counts in a final normalization step (Suppl. Fig. 3a).
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Proteomics

For proteomics, we used the same pre-processing and normalization steps as in the described
in the previous Plasma Proteome analysis and took the resulting normalized and median-
centered intensities measured for 490 different proteins as input features of this dimension

(Suppl. Fig. 3a).

Clinical Data

As input features of the clinical data dimension, we used the measured CK, CRP, CK-MB and

Troponin values and log transformed then (Suppl. Fig. 3a).

Model Training

After these individual pre-processing steps, we had in total 13.382 features across the 18
different dimensions (cell-type cluster 1-14, neutrophils, cytokines, proteomics and clinical
data) and applied feature-wise quantile normalization onto the quantiles of the standard
normal distribution for all data types. Then we train the MOFA model using the R/Bioconductor
package MOFAZ2 (version: 1.2.2) with maxiter parameter 50.000 to ensure convergence and
20 factors and the remaining default parameters. The number of estimated factors was chosen
to balance the trade-off between explained variance and low number of factors after various
tests with different parameters (Suppl. Fig. 3a).

To evaluate the effect of the clinical features we train a second MOFA model excluding the 4
clinical features with in total 13.378 features and compare the resulting factor values and

feature weights to the original model.

Downstream Analyses

Gene sent enrichment analysis (Pathways)

On the feature weight matrix resulting from our trained MOFA model we conduct pathway
enrichment analysis for the first 5 inferred factors of the MOFA model using the gene set

annotations from the REACTOME? and KEGG'’ databases. We test all pathways belonging
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to the ‘Immune System’ category in REACTOME (n=191) and pathways that are classified as
‘Immune system’ or ‘Signal transduction’ pathways in KEGG (n=52).

To test the enrichment of the pathways across all our data input dimensions we generate an
extended pathway gene annotation set for those pathways in which a feature (consisting of
data dimension and gene/protein code) is considered to belong to the pathway if the
gene/protein code maps to the genes annotated to the pathway. To map the gene/protein
codes to the gene-set annotations in KEGG and REACTOME we use the bitr function from
the clusterProfiler package (version 4.0.5) to convert them to ENTREZID.

We remove all the pathways for which we have included less than 20% of the total amount of
genes annotated to the pathway in our feature set and run the enrichment analysis using the
‘run_enrichment’ method implemented in the R/Bioconductor package MOFA2 (version: 1.2.2)
with set.statistic parameter ‘rank.sum’ and default parameters otherwise. We run the
enrichment separately for features with only positive or negative weights and jointly across all
features.

Pathways with an adjusted p-value < 0.05 (Benjamini-Hochberg adjustment) have been

considered to be significantly enriched.

Cell-cell communication

To analyze the potential axes of cell-cell communication between different cell-types we use
the prior knowledge about potential ligand-receptor-target interactions of the NicheNet?
resource collected in the nichenetr package (version: 1.1.0) and load the provided ligand-
receptor network and ligand-target matrix’. Based on the classifications in those networks we
identify ligands, receptors and potential targets among the 13.382 features included in our
integrated dataset resulting from the ‘Data Harmonization and Integration step’. We calculated
spearman correlation between all identified ligand-target pairs within this dataset.

For the further analysis of the calculated ligand-target correlations in combination with the

corresponding regulatory potential score we only consider ligand-target pairs:
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¢ between ligand and targets of different cell-types (e.g., between monocytes and T

cells) and different views (e.g., between cytokines and the different cell-type clusters).

e where we have reliably measured a receptor in the target cell-type-cluster to which the

ligand might potentially bind to as specified by ligand-receptor network provided by the

NicheNet?’ resource in order to affect the target gene (in case the target belongs to

one of the cell-type cluster views from the scRNA-seq data). We consider a receptor
gene to be reliably measured in case it fulfills one of the thresholds below:

o percentage of cells expressing receptor gene in cell-type cluster > 30 N total
amount of cells expressing receptor gene in cell-type cluster > 600

o percentage of cells expressing receptor gene in cell-type cluster > 10 N total

amount of cells expressing receptor gene in cell-type cluster > 1200
Subsequently we focus on pairs with high correlation and regulatory potential scores where

the target gene has a high feature weight on the analyzed MOFA factor.

Predictions

To evaluate the prediction potential of our MOFA factors to distinguish our different patient
groups we calculate ROC curves contrasting the prediction power of the inferred factors to
established clinical markers.

For Factor 4 predictions we only consider factor values from samples measured at TP1 that
could be classified to have a ‘good’ or ‘poor’ outcome. We compare the prediction potential of
the factor values to the value of the clinical markers (CK, Troponin, CRP) for those samples
at TP1. For the benchmarking against the prediction power across the complete time-course
of the clinical values we take the maximum and mean values of those markers across all
measured timepoints. In both cases we scale the clinical values as well as the factor values
to be in a range between 0 and 1 (<& ) and use them as input for the ROC
curve calculation giving the probability of a sample being classified as ‘good’ vs. ‘poor’

outcome.
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For Factor 1 predictions we only consider factor values from samples classified as ‘CCS’ or
‘non-CCS’ and contrast those to the prediction power of calculated ‘SCORE2“3. for those
samples. As for Factor 4 we scale these values to be in a range between 0 and 1 and use
them as input for the ROC curve calculation giving the probability of a sample being classified

as ‘CCS’ vs. ‘non-CCS’ sample.

Replication in validation cohort (Groningen dataset)

To validate our approach and findings we used an independent second dataset including n=24
patients measured across three different timepoints (TP1G: at the heart catheterisation,
TP2G: 24 hours after admission, TP3G: after 6-8 weeks) and a control group (TPOG, n=31)
contained within the Groningen study?'’. 7°8%81t1: at the heart catheterisation, TP2Gt2: 24 hours
after admission, TP3Gt3: after 6-8 weeks) and a control group (TPOG, n=31) generated within
the Groningen study?’. The Groningen study was part of the CardioLines biobank 7. From all
patients informed consent was obtained. As a control group age and sex-matched participants
from the the LifeLines®8.: at the heart catheterisation, TP2Gt2: 24 hours after admission, t3:
after 6-8 weeks) and a control group (n=31) generated within the Groningen study?’. The
Groningen study was part of the CardioLines biobank’. From all patients informed consent
was obtained. As a control group age and sex-matched participants from the LifeLines'’.
Further specifications of the dataset and the processing can be found within the corresponding
manuscript!’. The data in the Groningen study!’ was measured with two different chemistries:
v2 10x chemistry and v3 10x chemistry which showed strong technical differences in gene
expression profiles between the samples that were prepared with different chemistries.
Therefore, a separate processing of both datasets was necessary. In our replication we
focused on samples measured with the v2 10X chemistry as this cohort included a higher
number of samples (v2: n=55; v3: n=21). The V3 10X chemistry cohort did not include a
sufficient number of samples which could be divided into poor or good outcome groups and
would have therefore been underpowered. Classification into good and poor outcome groups

in the Groningen cohort was performed similarly as in the Munich cohort. Based on the AEF
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from echocardiography results (during the hospital stay and follow up), a classification was
made according to positive (good outcome, n=7) and negative or stable (poor outcome, n=5)
values.

For the replication, in a first step, we evaluated the alignment of the different strategies for
cell-type annotations that were applied in the two different studies. Subsequently we
harmonized annotations between both datasets and developed strategies to replicate findings
on the MOFA factors that were presented within the current study. MOFA Factor 1 (Integrative
CCS) could not be evaluated in the Groningen cohort as this dataset did not include the

differentiation of the control group into ‘CCS’ and ‘non-CCS’ patients.

Alignment of cell-type annotations

In the Groningen study cell-type annotation was done using the automated Azimuth method
(for more details see manuscript!’). As our data was processed and annotated in a different
way in a first step, we compared clusters and annotations resulting from our study to the
Groningen study. For this we run the pre-processing and automated annotation strategy as
described in the Groningen study!’ on our data and compared the resulting annotations of the
single cells to the annotations resulting from our initial clustering and manual annotation
strategy (Suppl. Fig. 4).In the Groningen study cell-type annotation was done using the
automated Azimuth method (for more details see manuscript'’82). As our data was processed
and annotated in a different way in a first step, we compared clusters and annotations resulting
from our study to the Groningen study. For this we run the pre-processing and automated
annotation strategy as described in the Groningen study'’ [insert reference] on our data and
compared the resulting annotations of the single cells to the annotations resulting from our
initial clustering and manual annotation strategy (Suppl. Fig. 4). The results from this
comparison are outlined in Supplementary Fig. 4. In general, our clustering and the automated
azimuth annotation resulted for some cell-types in more granular (e.g. B cell cluster 10 would
be distributed across ‘B naive', ‘B memory’ and ‘B intermediate’ azimuth annotations) or more

aggregated annotations (e.g. CD14"9" monocyte clusters 4, 6 and 7 would all be aggregated
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as CD14"9" monocytes) but on a more aggregated level annotations aligned well except for
some T cell clusters (namely cluster 1 CD8* T cells, cluster 11 CD4*T cells and cluster 5 CD4*

T cells).

Replication of MOFA analysis with harmonized cell-type annotations

To evaluate the effect of the different granularity levels of annotation on the MOFA factor
results in a subsequent step we run the same MOFA analysis as outlined above on the Munich
data this time using instead of our manually annotated cell-type clusters the annotations
resulting from the pre-processing and automated azimuth annotation as described in the
Groningen manuscript (Suppl. Fig. 5a). We evaluated whether the resulting factors were able
to capture the same patterns as found with our original strategy and whether factor and feature
weights of the newly inferred factors and the factors presented in the manuscript aligned well
by correlating them (Suppl. Fig. 5b, 6a,b). Overall, we could also reproduce the patterns
presented previously with the alternative annotations (Suppl. Fig. 5b) and the inferred factor
and feature weights of the presented factors were highly correlated (|cor| > 0.8) (Suppl. Fig.
6a,b).

In order to map the different input features based on the different cell-type annotation levels

we mapped features as given in the table below:

Munich approach: clusters and | Groningen approach: automated azimuth

annotations

CD14"9" monocytes clusters (cluster 4, 6, 7) | CD14 Mono

B cells (cluster 8, 10) B cell (aggregating ‘B naive', ‘B memory’, ‘B
intermediate’)

CD16"9" monocytes (cluster 9, 12) CD16 Mono

CD4* T cells (cluster 0, 2) CD4ATCM

Dendritic cells (cluster 13) cdC2

NK cells (cluster 3) NK

CD4* T cells (cluster 5, 11) /

CD8* T cells (cluster 1) /

As an example: the weight of a specific gene from cluster 4 CD14"9" monocytes (e.g. HMGB1)
would then be matched to the same gene (e.g. HMGB1) of the aggregated CD14 Mono

dimension given by the automated azimuth annotation.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Features from cluster 1, 5 and cluster 11 were not mapped due to the low alignment between

the clusters and corresponding unique azimuth annotations.

Processing of Groningen scRNA seq data
In the next step we applied the pre-processing steps as described within the SCRNA-seq Data
paragraph for the MOFA analysis also on the Groningen scRNA-seq dataset resulting in
normalized pseudobulk-aggregated features per annotated azimuth cell-type in the Groningen
data.
As the expression values of the genes where notably lower in the Groningen dataset we made
some minor adjustments to the requirements with regards to the percentage of cells
expressing a gene and the total amount of cells expressing a gene to get a comparable set of
features as in our data:
e percentage of cells expressing gene > 30 N total amount of cells expressing gene >
1000
e percentage of cells expressing gene > 20 N total amount of cells expressing gene >
2500
After applying these pre-processing steps on the Groningen data, we had in total 6.353

features across the 13 different dimensions (azimuth cell-types 1-13).

Factor 2 (time pattern replication)

To replicate the Factor 2 on the Groningen dataset in a first step we mapped input features
from the Munich dataset to the Groningen dataset as outlined in the table above and kept only
features available in both datasets after the pre-processing (therefore cytokine, clinical,
proteomics and neutrophil features as well as some genes from the scRNA-seq dataset not
within both datasets were removed). We used the resulting feature-weight matrix from the
Munich azimuth MOFA estimation (WMY) and calculated the right inverse to then apply it on
the normalized input data (Y©R) from the Groningen cohort to infer the corresponding sample

factor matrix (Z®R) for the Groningen cohort as shown below. The pattern across timepoints of
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the resulting sample factor matrix (Z6R) was then compared to the pattern given within the
Munich dataset.
ZGR — YGR . (WMU )—1 with: (WMU) -1 WT(WWT )—1

(GR = Groningen cohort, MU = Munich cohort)

Factor 4 (prediction replication)

For Factor 4 the main goal of our replication was to evaluate the potential of top-ranking
features on Factor 4 to predict the outcome already at an early stage (TP1). As Factor 4 is
derived based on the pattern across all four timepoints measured in our data and top-ranking
Factor 4 features are not only characterized by the variation at TP1 between ‘good’ and ‘poor’
outcome samples but also by the variation across the different timepoints we chose to add
another step to our analysis to identify those features within the top-ranking features that have
high prediction potential only looking at their TP1 values. For this we chose to select the
intersection of the top 280 features of the Integrative ACS Outcome Factor (corresponding to
roughly 20% of the total amount of features) based on the MOFA model estimated with our
manual annotation strategy and the MOFA model with the automated azimuth annotation.
Subsequently, we trained a lasso model (logistic regression) with cross validation using the
cv.glmnet function of the R package gimnet (version: 4.1.7; alpha=1; family = ‘binomial’; other:
default parameters) taking as input only the value of those features at TP1M and predicting
the outcome of the samples.

Then we applied this trained model on the same set of features with their values at TP1G on
the Groningen dataset considering this dataset our holdout test dataset and evaluated
prediction performance for those samples calculating AUC values.

Additionally, to evaluating the broad selected top-ranking feature set of Factor 4 in this way
we also evaluated the prediction potential of features that we highlighted in the paper (namely

NK cell features CD74, TXNIP, GZMB) based on potential biological mechanisms and trained


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

a logistic regression model for these features on the Munich data which we then applied to the

Groningen cohort.

Echocardiographic assessment of LV function

Echocardiographic assessment of left ventricular ejection fraction (LVEF) as a proxy for
systolic function was performed according to current guidelines. In brief, B-mode
echocardiography was performed by cardiac intensive care unit (C-ICU) fellows and, following
discharge from the ICU, by cardiology residents. LVEF was then measured using the biplane
summation-of-disks method in apical four chamber (A4CH) and apical two chamber (A2CH)
views by an experienced cardiology fellow that was unaware of patient outcomes at the time

of measurement.

Figure alignment, data and code availability

Figures were aligned by Adobe lllustrator.

All mapped data will be made available from the German Human Genome Archive (GHGA)
and the European Genome-Phenome Archive (accession number pending).

All code will be made available on github at https://github.com/heiniglab/stemi_mofa
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Figure Legends:
Fig.1 Study overview and longitudinal clinical and cellular characteristics of patients

with myocardial ischemia

(a) Study design: In the Munich cohort, blood was analyzed longitudinally (TP1-4M) from
patients with ACS as well as from patients with CCS and non-CCS (single sampling timepoint
TPOM). A joint Multi-Omic dataset was created by using the following methods: clinical blood
test (n=125), scRNA-seq (n=121), flow-cytometry (n=122), plasma proteomics (n=119),
cytokine assay (n=127) and prime-seq (n=121). Samples were defined as independent Omic
measures involving individual patients at different timepoints. This was followed by data
integration, MOFA model estimation and subsequent downstream analysis such as factor
analysis, pathways, cell-cell communication and prediction. In total, samples from n=62
patients were included in the Munich data cohort. Findings from the Munich data cohort were
evaluated in the Groningen data (V2) as an independent validation cohort which measured
blood from subjects (n=55) longitudinally (TP1-3G) as well as from a patient control group
(TPOG). Samples were defined as independent Omic measures involving different timepoints
or subjects. (b) Coronary catheterization with reperfusion of the occluded left circumflex artery
(LCX) by stent implantation. (c) Clinical blood test. Individual timepoints of sterile ACS (TP1-
4M) compared to CCS patients (TPOM). CK (ACS: TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=17,
TP4M=12; CCS: TPOM n=13); CK-MB (ACS: TP1M n=16, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M=6;
CCS: TPOM n=4); Troponin (ACS: TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M=10; CCS:
TPOM n=13); Leukocytes (ACS: TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=17, TP4M n=12; CCS:
TPOM n=15). Parametric distributed data were analyzed using the Ordinary One-Way ANOVA
with correction for multiple comparisons by Dunnett's test; non-parametric distributed data
were analyzed using the Kruskal-Wallis test with correction for multiple comparisons by Dunn's
test. *p=<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. lllustration of the mean value with SEM. (d) UMAP of
scRNA-seq data from PBMCs showing cells of identified and annotated cell type clusters used

for subsequent analyses (n=148.275). (e) Analysis of centered log ratio (CLR) transformed
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cell type abundance based on scRNA-seq dataset. Individual timepoints of sterile ACS (TP1M
n=16, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M n=11) compared to CCS patients (TPOM n=16).
Parametric distributed data were analyzed using the Ordinary One-Way ANOVA with
correction for multiple comparisons by Dunnett's test; non-parametric distributed data were
analyzed using the Kruskal-Walllis test with correction for multiple comparisons by Dunn's test.
*p<0.05, **p=<0.01. In case only the column factor was significant, graphs are marked with a
vertical bar on top. lllustration as a Box-Whiskers plot (minimum to maximum). (f) Variance
decomposition showing the percentage of explained variance per view and factor of the MOFA
model with 20 factors. Heatmap shows for each view the percentage of the variance of that
view that is explained by the respective factor. Barplot (right) shows the total percentage of

explained variance by all 20 factors.

Fig. 2 Integrative ACS defines the condensed immune signature of longitudinal

myocardial infarction

(a) Overview of Integrative ACS (Factor 2): Heatmap shows for each view the percentage of
the variance of that view that is explained by the factor. The barplots show the total amount
(left) and the relative amount — in respect to the number of view specific features - (right) of
features among the top 1% of highest-ranking features that influence the factor. (b) Integrative
ACS (Factor 2). Comparison of the factor values of each timepoint of sterile ACS (TP1M n=17,
TP2M n=19, TP3M n=17, TP4M n=12) with CCS patients (TPOM n=16) and non-CCS patients
(TPOM n=18). Parametric distributed data were analyzed using the Ordinary One-Way
ANOVA with correction for multiple comparisons by Dunnett's test. *p<0.05, **p<0.01,
***p<0.001. lllustration of the mean value with SEM. (c) Replication of Integrative ACS in
Groningen cohort. Comparison of the factor values of each timepoint of ACS patients (TP1-
3G n=24) with control group (TPOG n=31) estimated based on top features of Integrative ACS.
Non-parametric distributed data were analyzed using the Kruskal-Wallis test with correction

for multiple comparisons by Dunn's test. *p<0.05, **p<0.01. lllustration of the mean value with
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SEM. (d) Integrative ACS (Factor 2). Normalized expression values of top 0.5% features for
CD4* T cell Cluster 0 for sterile ACS (TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=17, TP4M n=12) and
CCS (TPOM n=16) patients in longitudinal comparison (heatmap) and weight of the features
(barplot). (+ positive factor weight; - negative factor weight). (e) Normalized gene expression
values of selected features for sterile ACS (TP1M n=16, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M
n=11) and CCS (TPOM n=16) patients in longitudinal comparison. (+ positive factor weight; -

negative factor weight).

Fig. 3 Integrative ACS is characterized by distinct interleukin signatures in monocytes

and T cells

(a) Positively enriched REACTOME immune system pathways on Integrative ACS (Factor 2)
across all data dimensions for which at least 50% of genes have been included within the
feature set. FDR-adjusted p-value <0.05. (b) Factor weights of genes (top 25%) on Integrative
ACS (Factor 2) belonging to enriched Interleukin pathways averaged across all dimensions
and shown per dimension below. (c) Normalized gene expression values of genes belonging
to Interleukin-6 signaling pathway for sterile ACS (Cluster 0,2,5: TP1M n=16, TP2M n=19,
TP3M n=16, TP4M=11; Cytokines: TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M=11) and
CCS (TPOM n=16) patients in longitudinal comparison of CD4* T cell clusters (cluster 0, 2 and
5) and Cytokine dimension. (+ positive factor weight). (d) Normalized gene expression values
of genes belonging to Interleukin-6 signaling pathway for sterile ACS (TP1M n=16, TP2M
n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M n=11) and CCS (TPOM n=16) patients in longitudinal comparison of

CD14"3" monocytes clusters (cluster 4 and 7).

Fig. 4 T cell mediated monocytic changes during ACS as unraveled by analysis of

intercellular regulatory potential
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(a) Spearman correlations (|cor| 20.4) between ligand and target genes across all samples
(n=128). Target genes selected as top 1% of features with positive feature weight on
Integrative ACS. Ligands selected based on minimum regulatory potential score of 0.0012 for
those targets according to the NicheNet Model (corresponding to 97% quantile of regulatory
potential score). (b) Spearman correlations (|cor| 20.4) between ligand and target genes
across all samples (n=128). Target genes selected as top 1% of features with negative feature
weight on Integrative ACS. Ligands selected based on minimum regulatory potential score of
0.0012 on those targets according to the NicheNet Model (corresponding to 97% quantile of
regulatory potential score). (c) Spearman correlation scores of selected examples of circoplot
(Fig. 4a,b). (d) Normalized gene expression values of selected features for sterile ACS (TP1M
n=16, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M n=11) and CCS (TPOM n=16) patients in longitudinal
comparison. (e) Factor weights of the top 15 ligands with the highest factor weight on

Integrative ACS (Factor 2).

Fig. 5 Factor analysis identifies distinct immune signatures in ACS subtypes

(a) Integrative ACS (Factor 2). Longitudinal comparison of factor values between ACS
subtypes (sterile ACS TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=17, TP4M n=12; ACS acquiring
hospital infection TP1M n=5, TP2M n=5, TP3M n=5, TP4M n=4; ACS with delayed
recanalization after vessel occlusion TP1M n=4, TP2M=2, TP3M n=2, TP4M n=2) (b)
Comparison between the early timepoints (TP1-2M) of ACS subtypes (sterile ACS, ACS
acquiring hospital infection and ACS with delayed recanalization after vessel occlusion). CK
(sterile ACS TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19; infectious ACS TP1M n=5, TP2M n=5; ACS with
delayed recanalization after vessel occlusion TP1M n=4, TP2M=2); CK-MB (sterile ACS TP1M
n=16, TP2M n=19; ACS acquiring hospital infection TP1M n=5, TP2M n=5; ACS with delayed
recanalization after vessel occlusion TP1M n=3, TP2M=1); Troponin (sterile ACS TP1M n=17,
TP2M n=19; ACS acquiring hospital infection ACS TP1M n=5, TP2M n=5; ACS with delayed

recanalization after vessel occlusion TP1M n=4, TP2M n=2). Dataset was analyzed using the
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Mixed-effects analysis with correction for multiple comparisons by Tukey's test. *p<0.05. (c)
Longitudinal comparison of CRP between sterile ACS and ACS acquiring hospital infection
patients (sterile ACS TP1M n=17, TP2M n=18, TP3M n=17, TP4M n=12; ACS acquiring
hospital infection TP1M n=5, TP2M n=5, TP3M n=5, TP4M n=4). The dataset was analyzed
using the Mixed-effects analysis with correction for multiple comparisons by Sidak's test.
*p<0.05. lllustration of the mean value with SEM. (d) Ejection fraction (EF) comparing good
(n=14) and poor (n=7) outcome during hospitalization. The parametric dataset was analyzed
using an unpaired t-test. *p<0.05, **p<0.01. lllustration of the mean value with SEM. (e)
Integrative ACS Outcome (Factor 4). Longitudinal comparison of factor values between good
and poor outcome patients (good outcome: TP1M n=13, TP2M n=14, TP3M n=14, TP4M=11,
poor outcome: TP1M n=6, TP2M n=7, TP3M n=7, TP4M n=4). The parametric dataset was
analyzed using an unpaired t-test. *p<0.05. lllustration of the mean value with SEM. (f)
Longitudinal comparison of CK between patients with good and poor outcome (good outcome:
TP1M n=13, TP2M n=14, TP3M n=14, TP4M=11,; poor outcome: TP1M n=6, TP2M n=7, TP3M
n=7, TP4M n=4). The dataset was analyzed using the Mixed-effects analysis with correction
for multiple comparisons by Sidak's test. *p<0.05, **p<0.01. lllustration of the mean value with
SEM. (g) ROC AUC. Comparison of the predictive power of Integrative ACS Outcome (Factor
4) (n=19) and nominalized CK levels (n=19), normalized CRP levels (n=16) and normalized
Troponin levels (n=19) collected at TP1M. (h) ROC AUC. Evaluation of prediction potential in
Groningen cohort. ROC curve of lasso model trained on top features of Integrative ACS
Outcome at TP1M and applied to Groningen cohort to predict the outcome (TP1G good
outcome: n=7; poor outcome n = 5) (i) Overview of Integrative ACS Outcome (Factor4):
Heatmap shows for each view the percentage of the variance of that view that is explained by
the factor. The barplots show the total amount (left) and the relative amount — in respect to the
number of view specific features - (right) of features among the top 1% of highest-ranking
features that influence the factor. (j) Factor values of top 1% features showing only features
belonging to NK cell cluster 3, Clinical, Plasma-Proteomics and Cytokine data dimension on

Integrative ACS Outcome (Factor 4). (k) Normalized gene expression values of selected top
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features from NK cells in Munich cohort and Groningen cohort comparing patients with good
(Munich: n=13, Groningen: n=7) and poor (Munich: n=4, Groningen: n=5) outcome at TP1. (l)
ROC AUC. Prediction results of logistic regression model trained on selected NK features
(CD53, GZMB, TXNIP) on the Munich dataset as training dataset and applied to the Groningen

dataset as holdout validation dataset.

Fig. 6 CCS patients can be robustly identified prior to invasive diagnostics using

Integrative CCS

(a) Integrative CCS (Factor 1). Comparison of factor values for patients with CCS (TPOM
n=16), coronary sclerosis (TPOM n=7) and healthy coronaries (TPOM n=11). Parametric
distributed data were analyzed using the Ordinary One-Way ANOVA with correction for
multiple comparisons by Tukey's test. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p=<0.001. lllustration of the mean
value with SEM. (b) ROC AUC. Comparison of the predictive power of Integrative CCS (Factor
1) (n=34) and SCORE2 (n=21) on the risk of a cardiovascular event. The dotted line shows
the ROC AUC of Integrative CCS (n=21) and SCORE2 (n=16) without including patients with
coronary sclerosis. (c) Overview of Integrative CCS (Factor 1): heatmap shows for each view
the percentage of the variance of that view that is explained by the factor and the barplots the
total amount (left) and relative amount — in respect to the number of view specific features -
(right) of features among the top 1% of highest-ranking features on the factor. (d) Factor
values of top 1% features showing only features belonging to CD4* T cells cluster 0 and 2 on

Integrative CCS Outcome (Factor 1).

Suppl. Fig. 1

(a) Clinical blood tests. Individual timepoints of sterile ACS (TPM1-4) compared to CCS
(TPOM). CRP (ACS: TP1M n=17, TP2M n=18, TP3M n=17, TP4M n=12; CCS: TPOM n=15);
Neutrophils (ACS: TP1M n=6, TP2M n=5, TP3M n=5, TP4M n=3; CCS: TPOM n=5).

Parametric distributed data were analyzed using the Ordinary One-Way ANOVA with
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correction for multiple comparisons by Dunnett's test; non-parametric distributed data were
analyzed using the Kruskal-Wallis test with correction for multiple comparisons by Dunn's test.
*p=<0.05, **p=<0.01, ***p=<0.001. lllustration of the mean value with SEM. (b) Gating strategy
used for flow-cytometric quantification of PBMCs in blood. (c) Analysis of the relative
proportion of phenotypically defined immune cells to CD45* leukocytes in PBMCs based on
flow cytometry. Individual timepoints of sterile ACS (TP1M n=24, TP2M n=25, TP3M n=23,
TP4M n=17) compared to CCS (TPOM n=16). Parametric distributed data were analyzed using
the Ordinary One-Way ANOVA with correction for multiple comparisons by Dunnett's test;
non-parametric distributed data were analyzed using the Kruskal-Wallis test with correction
for multiple comparisons by Dunn's test. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. lllustration of the mean

value with SEM.

Suppl. Fig. 2

(@) Normalized and log-transformed mean expression of differentially expressed genes
(bottom x-axis) shown across all clusters (y-axis). Differentially expressed genes calculated
using a Wilcoxon rank sum test with Bonferroni-Hochberg correction contrasting expression
of one cluster (top x-axis) to expression of the other clusters. (b) Scanorama transformed
mean expression of PBMC (left) and T cell marker (right) genes per cluster (y-axis) and
annotated cell-types (top x-axis). (c) Analysis of centered log ratio (CLR) transformed cell type
abundance based on scRNA-seq dataset. Individual timepoints of sterile ACS (TP1M n=16,
TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M n=11) compared to CCS patients (TPOM n=16). Parametric
distributed data were analyzed using the Ordinary One-Way ANOVA with correction for
multiple comparisons by Dunnett's test; non-parametric distributed data were analyzed using
the Kruskal-Wallis test with correction for multiple comparisons by Dunn's test. *p<0.05.

lllustration as a Box-Whiskers plot (minimum to maximum).
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Suppl. Fig. 3

(a) Overview data input MOFA: amount of features for each input data dimension (D), amount
of samples and missing data highlighted by grey colors (specifying missing data for a specific
dimension and sample). (b) Factor values of all samples (n=128) in longitudinal comparison

for all 20 MOFA factors.

Suppl. Fig. 4

(a) Comparison of the cell-type annotation strategies on Munich data: x-axis showing clusters
and assigned cell-types based on marker genes approach; y-axis showing automated cell-
type annotations using the Groningen Azimuth annotation pipeline. (b) Comparison of the cell-
type annotation strategies on Munich data as umap: left umap showing clusters and assigned
cell-types based on marker genes approach; right umap showing automated cell-type

annotations using the Groningen Azimuth annotation pipeline on the same umap.

Suppl. Fig. 5

(a) Overview data input MOFA with automated azimuth annotations: amount of features for
each input data dimension (D), amount of samples and missing data highlighted by grey colors
(specifying missing data for a specific dimension and sample). (b) Factor values of all samples
(n=128) in longitudinal comparison for all 20 MOFA factors estimated with azimuth

annotations.

Suppl. Fig. 6

(a) Pearson correlation between sample factor values inferred by two different MOFA

models: (1) model with manual cell-type cluster annotation (Suppl. Fig. 3) (y-axis) and (2)
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model with automated azimuth annotations (Suppl. Fig. 5) (x-axis). (b) Pearson correlation
between feature factor weights inferred by two different MOFA models; (1) model with
automated azimuth annotations (Suppl. Fig. 5) (y-axis) and (2) model with manual cell-type

cluster annotation (Suppl. Fig. 3).

Suppl. Fig. 7

(a) Integrative ACS (Factor 2). Normalized expression values of top 1% features for sterile
ACS (TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=17, TP4M n=12) and CCS (TPOM n=16) patients in
longitudinal comparison visualized within heatmap and weight of the features visualized as

barplot (+ positive factor weight; - negative factor weight).

Suppl. Fig. 8

(a) Pearson correlation between sample factor values inferred by two different MOFA
models: (1) model including clinical features (y-axis) and (2) model without clinical features
(x-axis). (b) Pearson correlation between feature factor weights inferred by two different
MOFA models; (1) model including clinical features (y-axis) and (2) model without clinical

features (x-axis) per factor.

Suppl. Fig. 9

(a) Comparison overlap of top 1% of features (D=132) between MOFA model inferred with
clinical variables as features and without clinical variables. (b) Factor values of all samples
(n=128) in longitudinal comparison for all 20 MOFA factors inferred by the MOFA model
trained without clinical features. (c) Circulating plasma cytokines are shown in comparison of
the individual timepoints of sterile ACS (TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M n=11)

with CCS (TPOM n=16). Parametric distributed data were analyzed using the Ordinary One-
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Way ANOVA with correction for multiple comparisons by Dunnett's test; non-parametric
distributed data were analyzed using the Kruskal-Wallis test with correction for multiple
comparisons by Dunn's test. *p<0.05. lllustration of the median with interquartile range. In

case only the column factor was significant, graphs are marked with a vertical bar on top.

Suppl. Fig. 10

(a) Circulating plasma cytokines are shown in comparison of the individual timepoints of sterile
ACS (TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M n=11) with CCS (TPOM n=16). Parametric
distributed data were analyzed using the Ordinary One-Way ANOVA with correction for
multiple comparisons by Dunnett's test; non-parametric distributed data were analyzed using
the Kruskal-Wallis test with correction for multiple comparisons by Dunn's test. *p<0.05,
**p=<0.01, ***p<0.001. Graphs in which the column factor was not significant but individual
timepoints in the multiple comparison were significant are marked in red. Illustration of the
median with interquartile range. In case only the column factor was significant, graphs are

marked with a vertical bar on top.

Suppl. Fig. 11

(a) The components of the cellular interleukin-6 cascade illustrated by REACTOME. The
coloring of the components is based on the average factor values of the genes belonging to

the pathway and the top 25% of genes on Integrative ACS. Adapted from URL:

https://reactome.org/content/detail/R-HSA-1059683

Suppl. Fig. 12
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(a) Circulating plasma cytokines are shown in comparison of the individual timepoints of ACS
subtypes (sterile ACS TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M n=11; ACS acquiring
hospital infection TP1M n=5, TP2M n=5, TP3M n=5, TP4M n=4; ACS with delayed
recanalization after vessel occlusion TP1M n=4, TP2M n=2, TP3M n=2, TP4M n=2). Dataset
was analyzed using the Mixed-effects analysis with correction for multiple comparisons by
Tukey's test. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Graphs in which the column factor was not
significant but individual timepoints in the multiple comparison were significant are marked in
red. lllustration of the median with interquartile range.ln case only the column factor was

significant, graphs are marked with a vertical bar on top.

Suppl. Fig. 13

(a) Circulating plasma cytokines are shown in comparison of the individual timepoints of ACS
subtypes (sterile ACS TP1M n=17, TP2M n=19, TP3M n=16, TP4M n=11; ACS acquiring
hospital infection TP1M n=5, TP2M n=5, TP3M n=5, TP4M n=4; ACS with delayed
recanalization after vessel occlusion TP1M n=4, TP2M n=2, TP3M n=2, TP4M n=2). Dataset
was analyzed using the Mixed-effects analysis with correction for multiple comparisons by
Tukey's test. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. Graphs in which the column factor was not
significant but individual timepoints in the multiple comparison were significant are marked in
red. lllustration of the median with interquartile range. (b) ROC AUC. Comparison of the
predictive power of Integrative ACS Outcome (Factor 4) (n=19) and mean and max CK levels
(n=19) and mean and max CRP troponin levels (n=19) based on the complete longitudinal

values.

Suppl. Fig. 14

(a) Integrative ACS Outcome (Factor 4) Normalized expression values of top 1% features in

longitudinal comparison visualized within heatmap and weight of the features visualized as
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barplot, all samples included (n=128). Divided by outcome; 'NA' in case no EF value has been
available for the ACS samples (n=7) and for CCS and non-CCS samples (+ positive factor

weight; - negative factor weight).

Suppl. Fig. 15

(a) Circulating plasma cytokines are shown in comparison of good and poor outcome (good
outcome: TP1M n=13, TP2M n=14, TP3M n=13, TP4M n=10; poor Outcome: TP1M n=6,
TP2M n=7, TP3M n=7, TP4M n=2). The dataset was analyzed using the Mixed-effects
analysis with correction for multiple comparisons by Sidak test. *p<0.05. Graphs in which the
column factor was not significant but individual timepoints in the multiple comparison were
significant are marked in red. In case only the column factor was significant, graphs are
marked with a vertical bar on top. lllustration of the median with interguartile range. lllustration

of the median with interquartile range.

Suppl. Fig. 16

(a) Circulating plasma cytokines are shown in comparison of good and poor outcome (good
outcome: TP1M n=13, TP2M n=14, TP3M n=13, TP4M=10; poor Outcome: TP1M n=6, TP2M
n=7, TP3M n=7, TP4M n=2). The dataset was analyzed using the Mixed-effects analysis with
correction for multiple comparisons by Sidak test. *p<0.05, **p<0.05. Graphs in which the
column factor was not significant but individual timepoints in the multiple comparison were
significant are marked in red. lllustration of the median with interquartile range. lllustration of
the median with interquartile range. In case only the column factor was significant, graphs are

marked with a vertical bar on top.
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Suppl. Fig.17

(a) Normalized expression values of selected top features of Integrative ACS Outcome (Factor

4) in longitudinal comparison for samples classified with good or poor outcome (

NK cells (cluster 3): good outcome: TP1M n=13, TP2M n=13, TP3M n=14, TP4M=11; poor

Outcome: TP1IM n=4, TP2M n=6, TP3M n=6, TP4M n=3

Cytokines: good outcome: TP1M n=13, TP2M n=14, TP3M n=13, TP4M=10; poor Outcome:

TP1M n=6, TP2M n=7, TP3M n=7, TP4M n=4

Plasma Proteomics: good outcome: TP1M n=10, TP2M n=13, TP3M n=13, TP4M=10; poor

Outcome: TP1M n=6, TP2M n=7, TP3M n=7, TP4M n=4).

Suppl. Fig. 18

(a) Integrative CCS (Factor 1). Normalized expression values of top 1% features in longitudinal
comparison visualized within heatmap and weight of the features visualized as barplot, all

samples included (n=128) (+ positive factor weight; - negative factor weight).

Suppl. Fig. 19

(a) Normalized expression values of selected top features of Integrative CCS (Factor 1) in
comparison for samples classified CCS (TPOM n=16) and non CCS (TPOM n=17). (b) Factor
weights of the top 10 ligands with the highest factor weight on Integrative CCS (Factor 1). (c)
Normalized gene expression values of selected top features comparing patients with CCS
(TPOM n=16) and non-CCS (TPOM n=17). (d) Spearman correlations (|cor| 20.4) between

ligand and target genes across all samples (n=128). Target genes selected as top 1% of
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features with negative feature weight on Integrative CCS (Factor 1). Ligands selected based
on minimum regulatory potential score of 0.0012 on those targets according to the NicheNet
Model (corresponding to 97% quantile of regulatory potential score). (e) Spearman
correlations (|cor| 20.4) between ligand and target genes across all samples (n=128). Target
genes selected as top 1% of features with positive feature weight on Integrative CCS (Factor
1). Ligands selected based on minimum regulatory potential score of 0.0012 on those targets
according to the NicheNet Model (corresponding to 97% quantile of regulatory potential score).
(f) Normalized expression values of selected top features of Integrative CCS (Factor 1) in
comparison for samples classified CCS (TPOM n=16) and non-CCS (TPOM n=17). (9)

Correlation score of selected examples of circoplots (d,e).

Suppl. Fig. 20

(a) Circulating plasma cytokines are shown in comparison of CCS (TPOM n=16) with non-CCS
(TPOM n=18) patients. Parametric data were analyzed using an unpaired t-test, non-
parametric data were tested using the Mann-Whitney test. *p<0.05, **p<0.01. lllustration of

the median with interquartile range.

Suppl. Fig. 21

(a) Circulating plasma cytokines are shown are shown in comparison of CCS (TPOM n=16)
with non-CCS (TPOM n=18) patients. Parametric data were analyzed using an unpaired t-test,
non-parametric data were tested using the Mann-Whitney test. *p<0.05. lllustration of the

median with interquartile range.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 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.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

References

1. Sanchis-Gomar, F., Perez-Quilis, C., Leischik, R. & Lucia, A. Epidemiology of
coronary heart disease and acute coronary syndrome. Annals of translational
medicine 4(2016).

2. Dalen, J.E., Alpert, J.S., Goldberg, R.J. & Weinstein, R.S. The epidemic of the 20(th)
century: coronary heart disease. Am J Med 127, 807-812 (2014).

3. Weil, B.R. & Neelamegham, S. Selectins and Immune Cells in Acute Myocardial
Infarction and Post-infarction Ventricular Remodeling: Pathophysiology and Novel
Treatments. Front Immunol 10, 300 (2019).

4. Prabhu, S.D. & Frangogiannis, N.G. The Biological Basis for Cardiac Repair After
Myocardial Infarction. Circulation Research 119, 91-112 (2016).

5. Fernandez, D.M., et al. Single-cell immune landscape of human atherosclerotic
plaques. Nature medicine 25, 1576-1588 (2019).

6. Kuppe, C., et al. Spatial multi-omic map of human myocardial infarction. Nature 608,
766-777 (2022).

7. Rood, J.E., Maartens, A., Hupalowska, A., Teichmann, S.A. & Regev, A. Impact of
the Human Cell Atlas on medicine. Nature medicine 28, 2486-2496 (2022).

8. Perez, R.K., et al. Single-cell RNA-seq reveals cell type-specific molecular and
genetic associations to lupus. Science 376, eabf1970 (2022).

9. Wang, R., et al. Single-cell dissection of intratumoral heterogeneity and lineage
diversity in metastatic gastric adenocarcinoma. Nature medicine 27, 141-151 (2021).

10. Luoma, A.M,, et al. Tissue-resident memory and circulating T cells are early
responders to pre-surgical cancer immunotherapy. Cell 185, 2918-2935.e2929
(2022).

11. Wu, T.D., et al. Peripheral T cell expansion predicts tumour infiltration and clinical
response. Nature 579, 274-278 (2020).

12. Wang, Y., et al. Multimodal single-cell and whole-genome sequencing of small,
frozen clinical specimens. Nat Genet 55, 19-25 (2023).

13. Hasin, Y., Seldin, M. & Lusis, A. Multi-omics approaches to disease. Genome Biol
18, 83 (2017).

14. Joshi, A., Rienks, M., Theofilatos, K. & Mayr, M. Systems biology in cardiovascular
disease: a multiomics approach. Nat Rev Cardiol 18, 313-330 (2021).

15. Langley, S.R., et al. Extracellular matrix proteomics identifies molecular signature of
symptomatic carotid plaques. J Clin Invest 127, 1546-1560 (2017).

16. Argelaguet, R., et al. Multi-Omics Factor Analysis-a framework for unsupervised
integration of multi-omics data sets. Mol Syst Biol 14, e8124 (2018).

17. van Blokland, 1.V., et al. Single-cell dissection of the immune response after acute
myocardial infarction. MedRxiv (2023).

18. Janjic, A., et al. Prime-seq, efficient and powerful bulk RNA sequencing. Genome
Biology 23, 88 (2022).

19. Bernardes, J.P., et al. Longitudinal Multi-omics Analyses Identify Responses of
Megakaryocytes, Erythroid Cells, and Plasmablasts as Hallmarks of Severe COVID-
19. Immunity 53, 1296-1314.e1299 (2020).

20. Szabo, P.A,, et al. Single-cell transcriptomics of human T cells reveals tissue and
activation signatures in health and disease. Nature Communications 10, 4706 (2019).

21. Jerby-Arnon, L. & Regev, A. DIALOGUE maps multicellular programs in tissue from
single-cell or spatial transcriptomics data. Nature Biotechnology 40, 1467-1477
(2022).

22. De Silva, D., et al. Robust T cell activation requires an elF3-driven burst in T cell
receptor translation. Elife 10(2021).

23. Galazka, G., et al. HINT1 peptide/Hsp70 complex induces NK-cell-dependent

immunoregulation in a model of autoimmune demyelination. Eur J Immunol 44, 3026-
3044 (2014).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 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.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Li, G, Liang, X. & Lotze, M.T. HMGBL1: The Central Cytokine for All Lymphoid Cells.
Front Immunol 4, 68 (2013).

Jassal, B., et al. The reactome pathway knowledgebase. Nucleic Acids Res 48,
D498-d503 (2020).

Kanehisa, M. The KEGG database. Novartis Found Symp 247, 91-101; discussion
101-103, 119-128, 244-152 (2002).

Browaeys, R., Saelens, W. & Saeys, Y. NicheNet: modeling intercellular
communication by linking ligands to target genes. Nature Methods 17, 159-162
(2020).

Schréder, B. The multifaceted roles of the invariant chain CD74 — More than just a
chaperone. Biochimica et Biophysica Acta (BBA) - Molecular Cell Research 1863,
1269-1281 (2016).

Bianchi, M., Crinelli, R., Arbore, V. & Magnani, M. Induction of ubiquitin C (UBC)
gene transcription is mediated by HSF1: role of proteotoxic and oxidative stress.
FEBS Open Bio 8, 1471-1485 (2018).

Gavali, S., Liu, J., Li, X. & Paolino, M. Ubiquitination in T-Cell Activation and
Checkpoint Inhibition: New Avenues for Targeted Cancer Immunotherapy. Int J Mol
Sci 22(2021).

Jiang, F., Gao, Y., Dong, C. & Xiong, S. ODC1 inhibits the inflammatory response
and ROS-induced apoptosis in macrophages. Biochem Biophys Res Commun 504,
734-741 (2018).

Swirski, F.K. & Nahrendorf, M. Leukocyte behavior in atherosclerosis, myocardial
infarction, and heart failure. Science 339, 161-166 (2013).

Swirski, F.K. & Nahrendorf, M. Cardioimmunology: the immune system in cardiac
homeostasis and disease. Nat Rev Immunol 18, 733-744 (2018).

Kim, D.O., et al. TXNIP Regulates Natural Killer Cell-Mediated Innate Immunity by
Inhibiting IFN-y Production during Bacterial Infection. Int J Mol Sci 21(2020).
Voskoboinik, 1., Whisstock, J.C. & Trapani, J.A. Perforin and granzymes: function,
dysfunction and human pathology. Nat Rev Immunol 15, 388-400 (2015).

Tang, X., Metzger, D., Leeman, S. & Amar, S. LPS-induced TNF-alpha factor
(LITAF)-deficient mice express reduced LPS-induced cytokine: Evidence for LITAF-
dependent LPS signaling pathways. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 103, 13777-13782
(2006).

Lowin-Kropf, B., Kunz, B., Schneider, P. & Held, W. A role for the src family kinase
Fyn in NK cell activation and the formation of the repertoire of Ly49 receptors. Eur J
Immunol 32, 773-782 (2002).

PeriSi¢ Nanut, M., Sabotic, J., évajger, U., Jewett, A. & Kos, J. Cystatin F Affects
Natural Killer Cell Cytotoxicity. Front Immunol 8, 1459 (2017).

Todros-Dawda, I., Kveberg, L., Vaage, J.T. & Inngjerdingen, M. The Tetraspanin
CD53 Modulates Responses from Activating NK Cell Receptors, Promoting LFA-1
Activation and Dampening NK Cell Effector Functions. PLOS ONE 9, €97844 (2014).
Darakhshan, S., Hassanshahi, G., Mofidifar, Z., Soltani, B. & Karimabad, M.N.
CXCL9/CXCL10 angiostasis CXC-chemokines in parallel with the CXCL12 as an
angiogenesis CXC-chemokine are variously expressed in pre-eclamptic-women and
their neonates. Pregnancy Hypertens 17, 36-42 (2019).

Cantarella, G., et al. TRAIL inhibits angiogenesis stimulated by VEGF expression in
human glioblastoma cells. Br J Cancer 94, 1428-1435 (2006).

Aslam, M.S., Aslam, M.S., Aslam, K.S., Igbal, A. & Yuan, L. Therapeutical
Significance of Serpina3n Subsequent Cerebral Ischemia via Cytotoxic Granzyme B
Inactivation. Biomed Res Int 2022, 1557010 (2022).

group, S.w. & collaboration, E.C.r. SCOREZ2 risk prediction algorithms: new models
to estimate 10-year risk of cardiovascular disease in Europe. European Heart Journal
42, 2439-2454 (2021).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 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.

44,

45,

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Saigusa, R., et al. Sex Differences in Coronary Artery Disease and Diabetes
Revealed by scRNA-Seq and CITE-Seq of Human CD4+ T Cells. International
Journal of Molecular Sciences 23, 9875 (2022).

McCaffrey, T.A., et al. RNA sequencing of blood in coronary artery disease:
involvement of regulatory T cell imbalance. BMC Medical Genomics 14, 216 (2021).
Leistner, D.M., et al. Differential immunological signature at the culprit site
distinguishes acute coronary syndrome with intact from acute coronary syndrome
with ruptured fibrous cap: results from the prospective translational OPTICO-ACS
study. Eur Heart J 41, 3549-3560 (2020).

Ruggio, A., et al. Correlation between CD4(+)CD28(null) T lymphocytes, regulatory T
cells and plaque rupture: An Optical Coherence Tomography study in Acute
Coronary Syndromes. Int J Cardiol 276, 289-292 (2019).

Santos-Zas, |., et al. Cytotoxic CD8(+) T cells promote granzyme B-dependent
adverse post-ischemic cardiac remodeling. Nat Commun 12, 1483 (2021).

Yan, X., et al. Lung natural killer cells play a major counter-regulatory role in
pulmonary vascular hyperpermeability after myocardial infarction. Circ Res 114, 637-
649 (2014).

Selathurai, A., et al. Natural killer (NK) cells augment atherosclerosis by cytotoxic-
dependent mechanisms. Cardiovasc Res 102, 128-137 (2014).

Zhang, C., et al. Nicotinamide Phosphate Transferase (NAMPT) Increases in Plasma
in Patients with Acute Coronary Syndromes, and Promotes Macrophages to M2
Polarization. Int Heart J 59, 1116-1122 (2018).

Halvorsen, B., et al. Increased expression of NAMPT in PBMC from patients with
acute coronary syndrome and in inflammatory M1 macrophages. Atherosclerosis
243, 204-210 (2015).

Lu, J., et al. Multi-omics reveals clinically relevant proliferative drive associated with
MTOR-MYC-OXPHOS activity in chronic lymphocytic leukemia. Nat Cancer 2, 853-
864 (2021).

Montoya, M.C., et al. Role of ICAM-3 in the initial interaction of T lymphocytes and
APCs. Nature Immunology 3, 159-168 (2002).

Szymczak-Workman, A.L., Jones, L.L., Guy, C.S., Vignali, D.A.A. & Kitainda, V.
Receptors | T-Cell Antigen Receptors. in Encyclopedia of Biological Chemistry IlI
(Third Edition) (ed. Jez, J.) 294-301 (Elsevier, Oxford, 2021).

Michalek, R.D., et al. Peroxiredoxin Il regulates effector and secondary memory
CD8+ T cell responses. J Virol 86, 13629-13641 (2012).

Mueller, P., et al. Regulation of T cell survival through coronin-1-mediated
generation of inositol-1,4,5-trisphosphate and calcium mobilization after T cell
receptor triggering. Nature Immunology 9, 424-431 (2008).

van Spriel, A.B., et al. A regulatory role for CD37 in T cell proliferation. J Immunol
172, 2953-2961 (2004).

Koizumi, S.1., et al. JunB regulates homeostasis and suppressive functions of effector
regulatory T cells. Nat Commun 9, 5344 (2018).

Ademoglu, E., Gokkusu, C. & Oz, B. Thymosin alpha-1: evidence for an
antiatherogenic effect. Ann Nutr Metab 42, 283-289 (1998).

Cannavo, A., et al. Prothymosin alpha protects cardiomyocytes against ischemia-
induced apoptosis via preservation of Akt activation. Apoptosis 18, 1252-1261
(2013).

Samara, P., loannou, K. & Tsitsilonis, O.E. Prothymosin Alpha and Immune
Responses: Are We Close to Potential Clinical Applications? Vitam Horm 102, 179-
207 (2016).

Audrito, V., et al. Extracellular nicotinamide phosphoribosyltransferase (NAMPT)
promotes M2 macrophage polarization in chronic lymphocytic leukemia. Blood 125,
111-123 (2015).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 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.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Travelli, C., Colombo, G., Mola, S., Genazzani, A.A. & Porta, C. NAMPT: A
pleiotropic modulator of monocytes and macrophages. Pharmacol Res 135, 25-36
(2018).

Wang, Y., et al. NAD+ supplement potentiates tumor-killing function by rescuing
defective TUB-mediated NAMPT transcription in tumor-infiltrated T cells. Cell Reports
36, 109516 (2021).

SCORE?Z2 risk prediction algorithms: new models to estimate 10-year risk of
cardiovascular disease in Europe. Eur Heart J 42, 2439-2454 (2021).

Pekayvaz, K., et al. Protective immune trajectories in early viral containment of non-
pneumonic SARS-CoV-2 infection. Nat Commun 13, 1018 (2022).

Hughes, C.S., et al. Ultrasensitive proteome analysis using paramagnetic bead
technology. Mol Syst Biol 10, 757 (2014).

Bruderer, R., et al. Extending the Limits of Quantitative Proteome Profiling with Data-
Independent Acquisition and Application to Acetaminophen-Treated Three-
Dimensional Liver Microtissues *<sup>[S]</sup>. Molecular & Cellular Proteomics
14, 1400-1410 (2015).

Ritchie, M.E., et al. limma powers differential expression analyses for RNA-
sequencing and microarray studies. Nucleic Acids Research 43, e47-e47 (2015).
Andrews, S. FastQC: A Quality Control Tool for High Throughput Sequence Data.
http://www.bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/projects/fastqc/ (2010).

Patzelt, J. & Langer, H.F. Platelets in angiogenesis. Current vascular pharmacology
10, 570-577 (2012).

Parekh, S., Ziegenhain, C., Vieth, B., Enard, W. & Hellmann, I. zUMIs - A fast and
flexible pipeline to process RNA sequencing data with UMIs. Gigascience 7(2018).
Liao, Y., Smyth, G.K. & Shi, W. The R package Rsubread is easier, faster, cheaper
and better for alignment and quantification of RNA sequencing reads. Nucleic acids
research 47, e47-e47 (2019).

Dobin, A., et al. STAR: ultrafast universal RNA-seq aligner. Bioinformatics 29, 15-21
(2013).

Wolf, F.A., Angerer, P. & Theis, F.J. SCANPY: large-scale single-cell gene
expression data analysis. Genome Biology 19, 15 (2018).

Kanehisa, M. The KEGG Database. in ‘In Silico’ Simulation of Biological Processes
91-103 (2002).

Browaeys, R., Saelens, Wouter, & Saeys, Yvan. Development, evaluation and
application of NicheNet: datasets [Data set]. . Zenodo. (2019).

van Blokland, I.V., Groot, H.E., Hendriks, T., Assa, S. & van der Harst, P. Sex
differences in leukocyte profile in ST-elevation myocardial infarction patients. Sci Rep
10, 6851 (2020).

Tigchelaar, E.F., et al. Cohort profile: LifeLines DEEP, a prospective, general
population cohort study in the northern Netherlands: study design and baseline
characteristics. BMJ Open 5, e006772 (2015).

Oelen, R., et al. Single-cell RNA-sequencing of peripheral blood mononuclear cells
reveals widespread, context-specific gene expression regulation upon pathogenic
exposure. Nat Commun 13, 3267 (2022).

Mitchell, C., et al. Guidelines for Performing a Comprehensive Transthoracic
Echocardiographic Examination in Adults: Recommendations from the American
Society of Echocardiography. J Am Soc Echocardiogr 32, 1-64 (2019).



http://www.bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/projects/fastqc/
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

medRxiv preprint doi: https:/doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint

Fig 1| StudWW%ﬁﬂqmﬁéFﬂﬁW

unich
n=62 subjects, =735 samples

ACS CcCs Non-CCS

n=28 n=16 n=18

mom

NS

STEMI oim Pom  TPam TPAM (Symptom onset ] reom

- I

—

Corol Coronary catheterization/
catheterization CT coronary anglography

Groningen cohort
n=55 subjects, n=103 samples

/\

ACS Control
n=24 n=31
-
STEMI TP1G TP2G TP3G /TPOG
4/ /L VAR —_—
T V4 g

Coronary

BEHE B ARASHIE MyloeardiasaBrige e

Multi-Omic Data Integration (MOFA)

Samples Factors 2
Clincial blood =
tests _—
n=125 o
e
Whole blood R
{ ) i— 4 Downstream
, o wee Analysis
. scRNA-seq o
n=121,n=103 7 7
Factor Analysis
.Di Samples
- 14 - -
PBMCs Flow cytometry ~ x £ | g8 Pathways
n=122 2 '” .E
H 5 p Cell-cell
Blood 4 P & e communication

™ o o k"
H‘ < Cytoklneassay Prediction

Total

n=117subjects, - : ' +!
n=838 samples Plasma -*:"3 - we
Proteomics -
n=119
— | |
o/ L
Prime-seq J
PMNs n=121
c CK CK-MB Leukocytes

0,0507

TPO TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4 0 TPO TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4 TPO TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4 TPO TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4
ccs ACS ccs ACS ccs ACS ccs ACs
Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM)
d e
NK cells
CD4*T cells CD8*T cells CD4*T cells
Cluster 0 Cluster 1 Cluster 2
CDB8+ T cells CD14"%" Monocytes © 0 COR7™SOCSI™CD4" act 1 T cells £ * F, = F,
® 1 JUNMSh|L7R"" CCL5"h CD8* T cells g g g,
CD4+ Tcells _ + ® 2 CCR7"h SOCS1%h CD4* act 2 T cells £s, %’52 ‘s;, LE
® 3 GZMA""GZMB" NK cells g gs EI g,
® 4 IL1BMNsh FCN1%sh CD14Msh Monocytes £3, §§, g2
&0 S £ o
® 5 CCR7"h SOCS1¥rest CD4* T cells 5% 55 5%
" high high high g — 2 2 — T
/ DeGneqrétlc ¢ 6 IL1B VIM ? CD14 MonOCYtes E TPO TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4 E TPD TP1 TPZ TP3 TP4 g TPO TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4
7 FCN1"sh MNDAMs" CD14"9" Monocytes ————
~ ccs ACs ccs ACs ccs ACs
N ® 8 CD74"eh HLA-DRANe HLA-DPB1hah B cells Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM)
%) 9  AREG""AIF"ish SATo" CD16"s" Monocytes
o =B ~ CD16heh 10 CD74%" HLA-DRAMs" IGHM"" B cells CD14"s" Monocytes CD14"s" Monocytes CD14"s" Monocytes
~Megakaryocytes ", ~-7 M 1 TIGIT PMCH Treq cell Cluster 4 Cluster 6 Cluster 7
S yooytes! “, onocytes reg Cells oy
Othe\r\ Rl -~ 4 ‘/‘\ Plasma Blast 12 AREGMs"AIFhs"MS4A7"s" CD16"" Monocytes | g '—‘“ 8 * s s
rl ABLES By 13 HLA-DRA"" CD74"s Dendritic cells g ® g ° |_' g’
~ = / 14 JUNMsh |L7RMsh SYNE2Msh other cells é g’ é g’ £81
% 15 JCHAIN"h TCF4"" Plasma Blast gt’ e e [ gs’ LM
5 16 JCHAIN" IGHA1" Plasma Blast g §_§ ° £3
17 SOX4"sh CDK6"e" Progenitor cells §%51 5§51 E 5"
o 18 PPBP"s" PF4"sMegakarocytes P | P H
(=} TPO TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4 (=} TPO TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4 o TPU TP1 TPZ TPJ TPA
‘c_csj ACS Iccs‘ ' ACS ' lccs‘ ' ACS '
Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM)
Total percentage of
f ‘ Percentage variance in each data type (view) explained by each factor ‘ ‘ explained variance per view
Plasma-Proteomics [ |
NK cells (Cluster 3) I |
Neutrophils [ | |
CD16"e" Monocytes (Cluster 9) [ |
CD16"s" Monocytes (Cluster 12) [ |
Dendritic cells (Cluster 13)
Cytokines |
Ciinical values [ ] ]
= CD8' T cells (Cluster 1) [ ]
£ CD4* T cells (Cluster 5) ] 15
= CD4* T cells (Cluster 2) ]
Tregs cells (Cluster 11)
CD4* T cells (Cluster 0) | | 10
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 7)
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 6) ] 5
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 4) [ | I
B cells (Cluster 8) 1
B cells (Cluster 10) [ | (%)
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
TSgigesggscsttry 0 2 4 6
0 6 6 6660CG6 06 o
e 4 4o 4w e o4 ae w=w O O O O O OO O O OO
O O O O O O O O O *2 #2 &2 43 4 &3 43 a2 &3 4 42
S S FRAI IR ESE S
I i i i VT T S 1 1
Factor Explained Variance (%)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

View

Normalized Gene Expression

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint

Fig 2 | Multivaieite IRt ration sha tactor A alarersveaInssmireisnsv g sidfigherés iheleeiairpuaianea tétveen

patients in ACS

a

Fraction of variance in each
view explained by factor 2

Number of features with high

factor weights (influence) for factor 2

b

Plasma-Proteomics
NK cells (Cluster 3)
Neutrophils

FCGR3A"s" Monocytes (Cluster 9)
FCGR3A'"s" Monocytes (Cluster 12)

Dendritic cells (Cluster 13)
Cytokines

Clinical value

CD8* T cells (Cluster 1)

CD4* T cells (Cluster 5)

CD4* T cells (Cluster 2)

Treg cells (Cluster 11)

CD4* T cells (Cluster 0)
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 7)
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 6)
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 4)
B cells (Cluster 8)

B cells (Cluster 10)

Factor2

Top 1% of features

Top 1% of features

15

Factor value

10

Integrative ACS

Factol

Fk

c Integrative ACS

r2 Factor 2

Factor value

T T
TPO TPO TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4

TPO TP1TP2TP3

o P
o

Explained 0
Variance (%)

T
10 20 30 40 0o 1 2
Amount features Percentage of total features

3 4

Normalized Expression Values of top 0.5% features

Po
Timepoint (TPM)

—_
o <
Timepoint (TPG)

S

‘ TPOM

TP1M

TP2M

TP3M

|| TPam |

Factor Weight

uBe2s I
UBC
TUBB4B |
TuBaie M

oDC1
MARCKSL1
HIST1H4C
GOLGB1
EIF5
EIF4A3
EEF1A1
cD74

SUB1
SELENOF
IKZF1
HMGB1
HINT1
EIF3E
CELF2

- CD4* T cells (Cluster 0)

IIF

+ CD4*T cells
(Cluster 0)

- rD IJ. i
P J

.!'ll"ﬂ'

"

s

HJ
| |

Samples

Normalized Expression

ik

I
i Nl

I :
o
1"

B

values

1 (=] - N
-

1
N

-0.6

-0.3 0.0 03 0.6
Factor Weight

+ CD4*T cells (Cluster 0)

|

+ Treg cells (Cluster 11)

|

+ CD4*T cells (Cluster 2)

+ CD4*T cells (Cluster 5)

25 |

0.0 |

=2.5 ]

M

H

ﬂ

)

I

il

EIF3E HINT1

B ccs (TPom)

[l ACs (TP1M)

HMGB1

EIF3E

I ACS (TP2M)

HMGB1
Gene

HINT1

[] ACs (TP3M)

&

EIF3E

HINT1 HMGB1

ACS (TP4M)

EIF3E

HINT1 HMGB1


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint

Fig. 3 | |nteéWAﬁgtI@Eﬂﬁ?%ﬁgé@ﬁv)we@@%ﬂé%%%mmgﬁﬁ@fl%the preprint in perpetuity.

a
Regulation of TLR by endogenous ligand i
Regulation of IFNG signaling |
Regulation of actin dynamics for phagocytic cup formation i
Rap1 signalling i
Phosphorylation of CD3 and TCR zeta chains ]
> LRR FLII-interacting protein 1 (LRRFIP1) activates type | IFN production i 0-020
E Interleukin-6 signaling | 0.015
& | Interleukin-27 signaling i
Interleukin-12 signaling i 0.010
Interleukin-12 family signaling i
Interleukin—10 signaling J 0:008
Gene and protein expression by JAK= ignhaling after Interleukin-12 stimulation i
Advanced glycosylation endproduct receptor signalin Lorem ipsu J
T r T 1
pvalue S &8 R
S o oo
Coverage
Factor values of pathway genes (top 25% of features)
= 23
<< 1w iI-~9=-ga o I VR Y zo <N 2P o
Nddogorazargyxabbtgorgsaooekhat
a OO i o = a2 © 0= o (o)) o =
gooSoﬁu.mgg— 24 S 3 2009 ZIQanabhbFE
z* -
Int: in-6 si i 0.2
o erleuk!n 6 slg?nalnTg D
‘;" Interleukin-27 signaling
H . . .
: etesintospaing Mg E - - w
o 02
NK cells (Cluster 3) =
FCGR3A"s" Monocytes (Cluster 9) .
FCGR3A"<" Monocytes (Cluster 12) 0.50
Dendritic cells (Cluster 13)
Cytokines B 0.25
> CD8'* T cells (Cluster 1) H .
© CD4* T cells (Cluster 5)
S CD4* T cells (Cluster 2) . 0.00
Tregs cells (Cluster 11) - -
CD4* T cells (Cluster 0)
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 7) - - [ -028
CD14"s» Monocytes (Cluster 6) | ]
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 4) || [ [ | m
c
c + CD4*T cells (Cluster 0) ‘ ‘ + CD4*T cells (Cluster 2) + CD4*T cells (Cluster 5) ‘ ‘ +Cytokines ‘
o
24
(7]
g
22 |
i
2
o 0 |
(&)
T
N -2
®
E
o -4 |
z T T T
JAK1 STAT3 IL63T JAK1 STAT3 ILGST JAK1 STAT3 IL6
d + CD14"s" Monoc!
- high high ytes
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 7) + CD14"" Monocytes (Cluster 7) (Cluster 7)
4 - B ccs (TPom)

-2

- 22

JAK1 STAT3 IL6ST JAK1 SOCS3 STAT3 SOCs3

-4 |

Normalized Gene Expression
o
1


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

Normalized Gene Expression o

Factor Weight

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint

Fig. 4 | T celMutireepifierby e eRaiey) NG MG ARE uHFaVENSEDi BERIX of HIrcolPrEgUIRSHY DoAY

Top 1% positive features b Top 1% negative features
- s &
— 0P cc S 2 o
N o @ WIo=
o2 T 230 X YUY T T g8
Eg L -~ ’007;501”‘>V)LLB¢V\~®
ESg & S < 9885 2 2l 286 8
220 Q2 \’;\ ooi,«\o/./w S
] ] & a
N Q
S
\ USRS
P &
o \
R
‘ %\1\%"2\
e
7 / -
p SORL1 (3)
4% 8 "
N
NN
|
8 \‘ '.. :A’:’/IGB1
\ G
NN ) P2 ()
TGFB 4)
(g

® CD4* T cells (Cluster 0) °
® CD8* Tcells (Cluster 1) °
® CD4* T cells (Cluster 2) °

(2) 1@ONH

NK cells (Cluster 3)
CD14"" Monocytes (Cluster 4)
CD4* T cells (Cluster 5)

© CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 6)
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 7)
© Bcells (Cluster 8)

W R
N/
T
7% o S I
’ VST ¢ Tusemio g
~ §J J’:’oomﬂ%% <
T %5,‘5555,.&: )
gk Ss%

B cells (Cluster 10)
CD4* T cells (Cluster 11)

X
N
i

CD16" Monocytes (Cluster 9)

CD16"" Monocytes (Cluster 12)
Dendritic cells (Cluster 13)

@ Clinical values

® Cytokines
© Neutrophils
® Proteomics

evarty . 20] ... )
RPN 250 _ 2.5
Soonyle ~ cteal © 1.5 | g
PSS OPY) A o~ . =
. '.°.a"‘ . () % e +oW 1.0 (&}
N 2 N, = 1.0 2
s D 2.00 | R RO o
. . ° 0.5 S
cor = 0.47 1.75 | cor=-0.586 . cor = -0.54
0T T T T 1 0 r 1 1 7T - r T T
IL6 (Cytokine) IL6 (Cytokine) IL6 (Cytokine) N A ® oo™ — N
HMGB1 (1) HMGB1 (0) TGFB1 (1)
+ CD14"s" Monocytes + CD14"s" Monocytes| |- CD14"s" Monocytes - CD4* T cells - CD14"s" Monocytes | |- CD14"s Monocytes
(Cluster 4) (Cluster 7) (Cluster 7) (Cluster 0) (Cluster 7) (Cluster 4)
2 | 2 | 2 | 25 | 2 | 2
0 | ‘ 0 | ? 0 | ‘ 0.0 _ ‘ * 0 | 0
-2 | -2 | -2 | -2.5 | -2 -2
-4 T T -4 -
PIM1 VCAN CcD74 UBC PSME2 oDcCH1
M ccs(trom) [l ACS (TP1M) [l ACS (TP2M) [T] ACS (TP3M)  [[] ACS (TP4M)
. . *CD14"sh Monocytes
Top 15 ligands factor weight (Cluster 7)
CD4* T cells CD8* T cells + CD14"sh Monocytes CD14"sh Monocytes ;
CD4* T cells (Cluster 2 * Cytokines
(Cluster 0) (Cluster 1) cells (Cluster 2) (Cluster 4) (Cluster 6) v
0.50 |
0.00 |
-0.25
_0-50 L T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
- - - [a) © = [8) - © = = ©
o o 14 m o o =
3 ] 3 o a 3 3 = = & 2 = g S =
T T T n u (3 2 o 3 (3} = =

Ligand



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint

Flg 5 | Fadwmqﬂ@m'Wé?ﬂ'ga"ﬂﬁmmggggmmm?%ﬁmﬁM?n% to display the preprint in perpetuity.

a b c
Integrative ACS CK CK-MB Troponin CRP
Factor 2 * *
39 6000 1500 - 30 15 *
2 ~
Q
2 1 4000 - 10004 _ 204 . 10
c s s E 3
% 0 > . > < . £
2 2000 - 500 . 5
17 //\
2 T T T T 0- 0 T T T T
TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4 ™1 P2 TP1 TP2 TP1 TP2 TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4
Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM)
B sterieACS [ ] ACS acquiring hospital infection [l ACS with delayed recanalization after vessel occlusion
d g ROC good vs. poor: h ROC good vs. poor:
EF Integrative ACS Outcome CK training TP1M validation TP1G
Factor 4 1.00 | 1.00 | /
55 ** 1.0 4000 /J
50 5 0.5 ;»\ 3000 . 0.75 | . 0.75 |
E T $ o0 = ,:; .E-
45 ‘ 5 . 5 L0 £ 0.50 ] £ 0.50 |
i ¥ 505 1 3 g
a0 =0 10004 ? .25 | ? .25 |
35 T N 1.5 T T T T 0 T T T T 0.00 0.00 |
é\o .(35 TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4 TP1 TP2 TP3 TP4 T T T T T T T T T T
N & Timepoint (TPM) Timepoint (TPM) 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
S é\c\ False Positive Fraction False Positive Fraction
&
5 [ Good outcome ] Poor outcome
\\s“ — Integrative ACS Outcome (Factor 4) — Lasso on top-features of
<° Factor 4

— Normalized CK
— Normalized CRP
— Normalized Troponin

Fraction of variance in each Number of features with high

NK cells (M)

4

view explained by factor 4

factor weights (influence) factor 4

Plasma-Proteomics

NK cells (Cluster 3)

Neutrophils

FCGR3A"s" Monocytes (Cluster 9)
FCGR3A"s" Monocytes (Cluster 12)
Dendritic cells (Cluster 13)
Cytokines

Clinical values

CD8* T cells (Cluster 1)

CD4* T cells (Cluster 5)

CD4* T cells (Cluster 2)

Tregs cells (Cluster 11)

CD4* T cells (Cluster 0)

CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 7)
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 6)
CD14"sh Monocytes (Cluster 4)

B cells (Cluster 8)

B cells (Cluster 10)

View

J *Clinical values

Factor4 Top 1% of features Top 1% of features

%I

10.0

Normalized Gene Expression

10 20 30 0 5 1015202
Amount features Percentage of total feat

Explained 0
Variance (%)

Factor Values of top 1% features

5
ures

Normalized Gene Expression

Ml

NK cells (Cluster 3)

‘ ‘Cytokines‘ ‘

Plasma-Proteomics

]
S 0.5
g
l—o-o
g I I I
>
S -0.5 )
r— T 1T T T _ T T T T T T T T 7T T 1 T T T 1 1 T T T T T T T T T T 7T %
e WWIALINZOLALALL 292 YFCLLBR5S283E3 5
s EEFQQEMEE<<|‘£E¢Z 000 l\hwwwhvmaaoggv— n
62A00G L NJdg5daX O0OxXxL Nadddgwg888 555y
o 13) ] (O o F OXOZ 9899899958888 me9
:: ' (<] 8 o = n'ln'|°'|°'|n'|°'|°'|°| | I°'|<5°'|°'|
o o o oo N~ o™
on:fscs8::m§<<<2<<
OLwWwuwuw J049<Z2 -4
QNN FTZF g
le] cloco
w oW w
ngoon
Feature

2
0
-2

-t

CD53 GZMB TXNIP
[ Good outcome [ Poor outcome

\ - NK cells (G) \
2.5
00 || % @%
25

CD53 GZMB TXNIP
[] Good outcome [ Poor outcome

ROC good vs. poor:
selected NK cell features
1.00 |

° et
i o
A =]
1 1

0.00 |

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
False Positive Fraction

— GLM Training TP1M
— GLM Validation TP1G


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

Fig. 6 | CCS'putletts taindétebusty ideAtj

Factor value

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392; this version posted May 3, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint

Integrative CCS
Factor 1

Adkok

Sensititity

> .o o
& X 5
Qo‘\ &L
o N &
N Cxd >
(4 Q'
s) 5
) 2 &
A N &)
& L o
R < &P
&

Q

Factor Weight

Severity of coronary disease

rights reserved.
C
ROC curve
1.00
0.75
0.50
0.25
0.00
T T T T T
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
False Positive Fraction %
2
—— Integrative CCS (Factor1)

— — Integrative CCS (Factor1)
w/o coronary sclerosis

—— SCORE2

— — SCORE2
w/o coronary sclerosis

_ May 3, 2023. The copyright holder for this prep
SECBYIRE S appioste sy Integreriveot e preprintn perpelily

Fraction of variance in each
view explained by factor 1

Number of features with high
factor weights (influence) for factor 1

Factor1

Plasma-Proteomics

NK cells (Cluster 3)

Neutrophils

FCGR3A"s" Monocytes (Cluster 9)
FCGR3A"" Monocytes (Cluster 12)

Dendritic cells (Cl
Cytokines
Clinical values

CD8* T cells (Cluster 1)
CD4* T cells (Cluster 5)
CD4* T cells (Cluster 2)

Treg cells (Cluster

CD4* T cells (Cluster 0)

uster 13)

11)

CD14"s Monocytes (Cluster 7)

CD14"h Monocytes (Cluster 6)
CD14"s" Monocytes (Cluster 4)

B cells (Cluster 8)

B cells (Cluster 10)

Explained
Variance (%)

Factor Values of top 1% features

Top 1% of features

Top 1% of features

|

| [

|

I

L

. n

T T T T T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 2 4 6

Amount features

|

CD4*T cells (Cluster 0)

|

CD4*T cells (Cluster 2)

oo I 1TL T
0.0
A

-0.6

ZFAND5 1 =

125

75
50

25
%

Percentage of total features (%)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.02.23289392

