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Abstract 

The majority of variation in outcome following severe traumatic brain injury (TBI) remains 

unexplained by currently recognised prognostic factors, suggesting a contribution from 

unaccounted variables. One key candidate variable is neuroinflammation, including the 

generation of autoantibodies against brain specific antigens which have been described in 

some individuals following TBI. Here we hypothesised that autoantibody responses 

following TBI would differ between individuals, and would explain a proportion of outcome 

variance. 

We developed a custom protein microarray to characterise the generation of autoantibodies to 

both central nervous system and systemic antigens in the acute-phase of TBI (within ten days 

of injury), and to determine their late (6-12 months) and long-term (6-13 years) persistence.  

We identified two distinct patterns of response. The first was a broad response to the majority 

of antigens tested, predominantly IgM-mediated in the acute-phase, then IgG-dominant at late 

and long-term time-points.  The second was of dominant responses to certain antigens, most 

frequently myelin-associated glycopeptide (MAG), which persisted for several months post-

TBI but then subsequently resolved.  

Exploratory analyses suggested that patients with a greater acute IgM response experienced 

worse outcomes than predicted. Furthermore, late persistence of anti-MAG IgM 

autoantibodies correlated with serum neurofilament light concentrations, suggesting an 

association with ongoing neurodegeneration over the first year post-injury.   

Our results show that autoantibody production occurs in some individuals following TBI, can 

persist for many years, and may affect patient outcome. The complexity of responses mean 

that conventional approaches based on measuring responses to single antigenic targets may 

be misleading.  

 

Keywords: Traumatic brain injury; autoantibodies; secondary injury; neurodegeneration; 

neuroinflammation 
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Abbreviations 

BBB  Blood-brain barrier 

CLDN5 Claudin 5 

CNS  Central nervous system  

COL5a2 Collagen type 5 alpha 2 chain 

DAMP  Danger-associated molecular pattern 

GFAP  Glial fibrillary acidic protein 

GOS  Glasgow Outcome Score  

GOSE  Glasgow Outcome Score Extended 

Ig  Immunoglobulin 

MAC  Membrane attack complex 

MAG  Myelin-associated glycopeptide  

MBP  Myelin basic protein 

MFI  Median fluorescence intensity 

NfL  Neurofilament light  

SCI  Spinal cord injury 

SELE  E-selectin 

TBI  Traumatic brain injury 

TJP-1  Tight junction protein 1 
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Introduction  

Traumatic brain injury (TBI) is the leading cause of death and disability in young adults in 

the developed world (Jennett, 1996). Despite significant advances in knowledge there are few 

reliable early prognostic markers, and there is marked heterogeneity in outcome between 

individuals with seemingly similar initial primary injuries. Indeed, the best established 

prognostic models in TBI (such as the CRASH and IMPACT models), explain less than 40% 

of outcome variance (Lingsma et al., 2010).  Secondary injury, the process where (amongst 

others) metabolic and inflammatory consequences of TBI cause additional neurological 

injury, is likely to contribute significantly to this heterogeneity, and is potentially 

therapeutically modifiable (Werner and Engelhard, 2007). Furthermore, TBI is now 

increasingly believed to trigger a chronic neurodegenerative process in a subset of patients 

(Ruff et al., 1991; Millis et al., 2001; Sander et al., 2001; Hammond et al., 2004; Himanen et 

al., 2006; Whitnall, 2006; Greenberg et al., 2008; Till et al., 2008; Kumar et al., 2009; 

Newcombe et al., 2016). 

 

The mechanisms underlying early secondary injury and late neurodegeneration are 

incompletely understood, but neuroinflammation has been implicated in both processes, and 

represents a potential therapeutic target. Most work to date has focussed on innate immunity 

and microglial activation, which may persist decades after injury. The intensity of the late 

microglial response, in particular, appears to correlate with late functional outcome and white 

matter damage (Ramlackhansingh et al., 2011; Johnson et al., 2013; Scott et al., 2015). 

However to-date, therapeutic modulation of these systems has not had any clinical impact 

(Maas et al., 2006; Scott et al., 2018). 

 

In addition to local innate immune activation, TBI disrupts both brain tissue and the blood-

brain barrier (BBB), releasing brain antigens into the systemic circulation, and into the cervical 

lymph nodes via glymphatic and meningeal lymphatic systems (Plog et al., 2015; Absinta et 

al., 2017), generating both humoral and cellular adaptive autoimmune responses, which may 

be detrimental (Cox et al., 2006; Marchi et al., 2013; Zhang et al., 2014). The phenomenon of 

destructive autoimmunity triggered by central nervous system (CNS) injury is well established, 

with notable examples including sympathetic ophthalmia, and NMDAr encephalitis following 

herpes simplex encephalitis (Jr et al., 2017; Gelfand, 2018). As far back as the 1960s, studies 

of small patient cohorts have described autoantibodies to individual brain antigens following 
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TBI (Shamreĭ, 1969; Škoda et al., 2006; Sorokina et al., 2009; Ngankam et al., 2011; Marchi 

et al., 2013; Zhang et al., 2014). Given the plethora of different brain antigens released after 

TBI, it is unlikely that measuring a single autoantibody captures the true extent of autoimmune 

response.  Indeed, although the cognate antigens have been poorly characterised, past studies 

show that autoantibodies to multiple CNS targets are likely to be produced following TBI 

(Zhang et al., 2014).  

 

Although the biological relevance is unclear in TBI, similar autoantibodies have demonstrated 

pathogenic potential in experimental spinal cord injury (SCI). Injection of sera from mice with 

SCI into the hippocampi of uninjured mice induced glial activation with prominent neuron loss, 

whereas sera from B-cell knockout mice had no such effect. Furthermore, these mice developed 

ectopic meningeal lymphoid follicles, resembling those seen in patients with multiple sclerosis 

(MS), providing mechanistic insights into how traumatic adaptive immune activation could 

cause ongoing CNS injury, even after the BBB had been reconstituted after injury (Ankeny et 

al., 2006).   

 

We hypothesised that the release of brain antigens into the systemic circulation and cervical 

lymph nodes following injury, in the context of a heightened danger-associated molecular 

pattern (DAMP) milieu, would lead to the generation of autoantibodies against brain proteins. 

Given the multitude of different brain proteins released, we expected to see autoantibodies 

generated against a variety of different antigens. To explore the role of autoantibody production 

in TBI outcome, we developed a CNS human protein microarray, with brain and non-brain 

antigens, to screen for the development of autoantibodies after moderate to severe TBI, both in 

the acute phase and at two late time-points. We hypothesised that autoantibodies would develop 

in the acute phase of TBI, but may persist long-term in some individuals. We lastly 

hypothesised that these autoantibodies would be pathogenic, and that consequently their 

presence in the acute phase would associate with worse functional outcome at 6-12 months 

post-TBI, and their persistence in the longer term would associate with biomarkers of ongoing 

neurodegeneration.  

 

 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 27, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.24.20161786doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.24.20161786
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Materials and methods 

Study populations 

All samples and data were derived from historical observational studies, other than the “Long-

term” cohort and healthy controls who were recruited contemporaneously. Sample size was 

dictated by the availability of samples, and therefore no a priori power calculation was 

performed. No data was removed from the analysis; all data is displayed in the figures and 

tables.  

 

Written consent for all patients was obtained from legal representatives prior to enrolment in 

the acute phase, and further written consent for ongoing use of data and study participation 

were obtained from the patients at follow up. The studies described were approved either by 

the Cambridgeshire local research ethics committee (REC 97/290 and 13/EE/0119), or regional 

ethical board in Stockholm (#2005/1526/31/2). 

 

Healthy controls were recruited through the University of Cambridge (REC 97/290) and 

Cambridge Biomedical Research Centre (REC 11/33/0007), and all provided written consent. 

A further bank of 28 “positive control” samples from patients with autoimmune thyroid 

disease, type 1 diabetes, multiple sclerosis or autoimmune encephalitis provided by Sanja 

Ugrinovic (Department of Immunology, Addenbrookes Hospital, UK) and Patrick Waters 

(Nuffield Department of Clinical Neurosciences, University of Oxford, UK) which were used 

in the early development of the protein microarray contributed normative data.  

 

Procedures 

Sample collection and storage 

Serum samples were collected at up to four different time-points: 1) “Acute” – within 72 hours 

of injury (before an adaptive immune response should have occurred), 2) “Subacute – 7-10 

days post-injury, 3) “Late” – 6-12 months post-injury, and 4) “Long-term” – 6-13 years post-

injury. The samples were aliquoted, labelled with pseudoanonymised identifiers, and frozen 

immediately at -70oC. Samples from the Validation cohort were shipped on dry ice with 

temperature monitoring to the University of Cambridge.  
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Demographic, clinical, and outcome information 

Demographic information and IMPACT score variables (age, post-resuscitation GCS motor 

score, pupil reactivity, occurrence of hypoxia or hypotension, Marshall CT classification 

(Marshall et al., 1992), presence of subarachnoid or epidural haemorrhage on CT, blood 

glucose and haemoglobin concentration (Steyerberg et al., 2008)) were recorded by the 

research team at the time of admission. Overall and extracranial injuries were characterised 

using the Injury Severity Scale (Baker et al., 1974). Glasgow Outcome Score Extended (Jennett 

and Bond, 1975) was recorded for the Discovery cohort at between 6 and 9 months post-TBI, 

and Glasgow Outcome Score (Teasdale et al., 1998) was recorded at 9-13 months post-TBI, as 

per the respective original protocols for both of these studies. 

 

Autoantibody screening 

Autoantibody screening was undertaken using a custom protein microarray based on the 

HuProtTM (version 2.0) platform (Jeong et al., 2012). The custom microarray was devised in 

collaboration with Cambridge Protein Arrays Ltd. (Cambridge, UK) and CDI laboratories 

(Puerto Rico) to detect autoantibodies to a broad selection of CNS, BBB and systemic antigens. 

The custom microarrays consisted of a glass microscope slide with a thin SuperEpoxy coating, 

printed with quadruplicate spots of recombinant yeast-expressed whole proteins, each fused 

with GST (glutathione-S-transferase). The array included 79 targets: 52 brain related, 5 blood-

brain-barrier related, and 22 non-brain related (full antigen list detailed in Supplementary 

Table 1). Each slide accommodated up to 12 individual serum samples; samples taken at 

different time-points (Acute, Subacute and Late) from the same patient were apposed on the 

same slide. The Long-term (6-13 years post-injury) cohort were run in a separate batch 

alongside healthy controls. In brief, the slides were blocked in 2% BSA/ 0.1% PBS-Tween 

overnight at 4oC, washed, and then incubated with 200μl of 1:1000 diluted serum at room 

temperature for 2 hours. The slides were washed again, incubated at room temperature for 2 

hours with fluorophore-conjugated goat anti-human IgM-μ chain-Alexa488 (Invitrogen, 

Carslbad, CA, USA, cat. No. A21215) and goat anti-human IgG-Fc-DyLight550 (Invitrogen 

cat. No. SA5-10135) secondary antibodies, washed, and then scanned using a Tecan LS400 

scanner and GenePix Pro v4 software, with the output being median fluorescence value of the 

quadruplicate spots for each protein. In order to characterise the reproducibility of the protein 

microarry, repeat assays were undertaken, both for IgM and IgG responses, in a set of four 

samples from the Discovery cohort, chosen to reflect the range of autoantibody responses 

observed. For IgM, the reproducibility of both Subacute polyreactive and antigen specific 
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responses was tested (see results and Supplementary Fig. 1&2).  For IgG, there were no 

significant Subacute polyreactive response, and the reproducibility testing focused on the 

antigen-specific responses. 

 

Immunoglobulin fraction isolation 

To determine whether the microarray results represented true autoantibody responses or non-

specific binding related to the acute phase response (Güven et al., 2014), the results from serum 

were compared with purified immunoglobulin fractionated from the same sample. Isolation of 

both the IgM and IgG fraction of serum was achieved using Kappa and Lambda magnetic beads 

(PureProteomeTM). Serum was diluted with PBS (25 µl to a volume of 100 µl) and incubated 

with 300 µl bead slurry (prepared according to the manufacturer’s instruction) for 60 minutes 

at room temperature with continuous end-over-end rotation. The beads were separated using a 

magnetic rack, and the immunodepleted serum removed. The immunoglobulin fraction was 

eluted from the beads using three washes with 150 µl 1M Glycine HCl, and the resultant eluent 

was neutralised with 45 µl 1M Tris HCl.  Estimation of IgG recovery in the eluent was 

estimated by NanoDropTM to be approximately 50%, and thus the eluent was diluted to the 

equivalent of 1 in 500 before being run as standard on the protein microarray, so as to ensure 

that the immunoglobulin concentration closely approximated that of 1 in 1000 serum. 

 

Pre-incubation of serum with cognate antigen 

To assess the antigen-specificity of the autoantibodies detected, two serum samples with 

different autoantibody specificities (anti-MAG IgG and anti-GFAP IgM respectively) were 

pre-incubated with the corresponding cognate antigen. Serum from each patient was treated in 

three different ways. Firstly a technical replicate was performed using serum but with no 

antigen added in order to confirm the original result.  Secondly, 200 µl serum was incubated 

for two hours at room temperature in the presence of excess antigen (5 mcg of MAG or GFAP 

as appropriate), and lastly 200mcl serum was incubated in the same manner but in the presence 

of 2.5mcg of both MAG and GFAP to assess the effect of total protein added versus specific 

cognate antigen. The samples were then diluted to 1 in 1000 (taking into account the volume 

of solvent from the added protein) and run as standard on the protein microarray.  

 

Total immunoglobulin quantification 

Total IgG and IgM were measured using the standard clinical assay at Addenbrookes Hospital, 

UK. 
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Neurofilament light and glial fibrillary acidic protein quantification 

To determine whether the amount of acute antigen released influenced the induction of 

autoantibody responses, we examined the relationship between acute serum GFAP 

concentration (defined as the mean serum GFAP concentration over the first 3 days post-injury) 

and subsequent Subacute anti-GFAP autoantibody level. GFAP is rapidly emerging as the most 

prominent protein biomarker in TBI (Bazarian et al., 2018; Steyerberg et al., 2019; Thelin et 

al., 2019; Yue et al., 2019), and has been suggested to be the dominant autoantigen following 

TBI in past reports (Zhang et al., 2014).  

 

To assess for ongoing neurodegeneration, serum concentrations of NfL and GFAP were 

quantified as markers of active brain injury. 

 

Acute GFAP concentrations in the Discovery cohort were measured by Randox Laboratories 

Ltd (Crumlin, County Antrim, BT29 4QY, United Kingdom), using a sandwich 

chemiluminescent immunoassay (Evidence InvestigatorTM Cerebral Custom Array IV). Serum 

samples were transported on dry ice. 

 

For quantification of NfL and GFAP concentrations in the Validation, Late and Long-term 

cohorts, serum samples were shipped on dry ice to the Clinical Neurochemistry Laboratory, 

Sahlgrenska University Hospital where the analyses were performed using commercially 

available kits (NF-Light Advantage and GFAP Discovery kit, respectively) on the Single 

molecule array (Simoa) platform, according to instructions from the manufacturer (Quanterix, 

Billerica, MA, USA) 

 

Statistical analysis 

Descriptive data are presented using median and interquartile range (for continuous variables) 

or number and percentage (for categorical variables). Between group differences were 

calculated using Mann-Whitney U tests for unpaired continuous variables and Wilcoxon 

Matched-Pairs Signed Rank tests for paired continuous variables; complete statistics for all 

comparisons are tabulated in Supplementary Table 2. The association between two 

continuous variables was assessed using linear regression. Categorical data were compared 

using chi-squared analysis. Variance of groups was compared using an F-test. Temporal 
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profiles of paired samples were assessed using Friedman with post-hoc Dunn tests. All p-values 

stated are unadjusted and two-tailed. The Benjamini-Hochberg procedure, with a false 

discovery rate set to 10%, was used to account for multiple comparisons where appropriate, 

and p-values which remained <0.05% after correction are highlighted.  

 

Outcome prediction  

The risk of poor outcome was calculated for the acute cohorts using the IMPACT prognostic 

calculator Core+CT+Lab model (http://www.tbi-impact.org/?p=impact/calc). Where 

individual covariate data were not available (n = 2% of values; all relating to laboratory results), 

a value was imputed by using the median value of all patients in that cohort. To assess whether 

autoantibody responses were related to outcome, we used a sliding dichotomy approach 

(Murray et al., 2005) to group patients according to whether their outcome was “worse than 

expected” or “better than / as expected” compared with the predictions made by the IMPACT 

Calculator (Supplementary Fig. 3). 

 

Protein microarray  

For each serum sample, the image data were first analysed to extract median fluorescence 

values of all pixels within each spot. The median fluorescence value of the four quadruplicate 

spots of each antigen was calculated and used as the value for that antigen in subsequent 

analysis. Fluorescence values for each antigen were then normalised by dividing by the median 

value of all antigens for that patient in order to account for any global differences in 

fluorescence across all antigens that might occur because of technical or biological factors 

affecting binding affinity.  

 

Both raw (non-normalised) and normalised values were then converted into Z-scores based on 

respective normal distributions generated from data for each antigen from 269 samples (all 

samples from the Discovery and Validation cohorts, healthy controls and “positive” controls); 

the top and bottom 2% of values for each antigen were excluded to remove artefactual outliers 

or strong positive results so that the interpretation of Z-scores approximates those of a Gaussian 

distribution. This broad selection of subjects included both “well” and critically ill participants 

to ensure it would include variation attributable to non-specific binding resulting from acute 

phase reactants (Güven et al., 2014).  While this approach may have reduced sensitivity to 

detection of antibody responses, we accepted this as a price for the increased specificity that 

resulted. A representative distribution of Z-scores within all samples assayed is displayed in 
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Supplementary Fig. 4. For the initial screen, a positive autoantibody result was defined by a 

threshold of Z≥3. An increase of Z≥1 between paired samples, providing the second sample 

showed a Z >3, was used to define the development of a new autoantibody.    

 

Analyses were performed using Graphpad Prism (version 8.1.0; Graphpad Software) and SPSS 

(version 25; IBM SPSS). 

 

Data availability 

All data used in this study are available upon request from the corresponding author. 

 

Results 

Study Populations and measurements 

Banked samples of serum collected at up to two time-points during the first week of admission 

(“Acute”: 0-3 days post-TBI, and “Subacute”: 7-10 days post-TBI) from two retrospective 

cohorts of patients with moderate to severe TBI, recruited from two separate centres, were 

studied sequentially as Discovery and Validation cohorts. The Discovery cohort (n=25) was 

recruited from patients admitted to the Neurosciences Critical Care Unit, Addenbrookes 

Hospital, UK between January 2012 and August 2013, and the Validation cohort (n=66) was 

recruited from patients admitted to the Neurointensive Care Unit, Karolinska University 

Hospital, Sweden between January 2007 and October 2012. The demographic details of both 

acute cohorts are summarised in Table 1. The Validation cohort were older (p=0.001), more 

likely to have a mass lesion (p=0.001) and traumatic subarachnoid haemorrhage (p=0.001), but 

had lower overall trauma severity (based on the injury severity scale (ISS); p=0.0003). They 

had a poorer predicted outcome based on the IMPACT variables (p<0.0001), but Glasgow 

Outcome Score (GOS) at follow up was not different (p=0.125). The Validation cohort was 

followed up at a median of 12 months post-injury compared with 7 months for the Discovery 

group.  

 

A subset of the Discovery cohort (n=20) provided serum samples 6-12 months post-injury, 

forming a third “Late” cohort. A fourth “Long-term” cohort (n=34, 13 of whom had contributed 

to the Discovery cohort, and six of whom had samples at all four time-points) provided new 

serum samples 6 to 13 years post-TBI.  

 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 27, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.24.20161786doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.24.20161786
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Healthy controls (n=45) were recruited through the University of Cambridge and Cambridge 

Biomedical Research Centre (demographic comparisons with relevant cohorts shown in 

Supplementary Table 3). 

 

A polyantigenic IgM response of variable magnitude is seen 7 days post-TBI in most 

individuals from the Discovery cohort 

In the 20 patients in the Discovery cohort with paired Acute (day 0-3 post-TBI) and Subacute 

(day 7 post-TBI) samples, an upregulation in IgM antibodies to most antigens was seen in a 

group-wise comparison between the Acute and Subacute (p<0.0001) time-points, as was a 

similar but smaller increase in IgG (p=0.035) (Fig. 1A; Supplementary Table 2). The spread 

of the median Z-score of all IgM responses to antigens for each patient was greater for the 

Subacute than the Acute cohort (F=0.409, p=0.004; Fig. 1C), suggesting that the later response 

varied more between individuals. Minimal inter-individual variation was seen in IgG response 

(F=1.16, p=0.75; Fig. 1D).  Repeat assays in a set of four samples, spanning the range of broad 

polyantigenic IgM responses seen, showed good reproducibility, with identical rank order for 

fluorescence.  The Subacute IgG responses showed little variation between patients, and 

therefore comparison of rank orders was not appropriate. Non-specific binding mediated by 

other factors such as acute phase reactants (e.g. CRP) was excluded by demonstrating that 

purified immunoglobulin (Ig) from sera showed the same results as unfractionated sera 

(Supplementary Fig. 1A). There was no relationship between the IgG binding in serum and 

purified Ig fraction, in keeping with the negligible inter-individual variation seen 

(Supplementary Fig. 1B).  

 

Total serum IgM concentration, measured using a standard clinical assay, was increased in 

half of patients (Supplementary Fig. 1C), and correlated with the median IgM Z-score 

derived from the protein microarray (R2=0.62, p<0.001) (Fig. 1E). Serum IgG 

concentrations, conversely, were reduced, with 13/25 (52%) of patients’ values below normal 

reference levels (Supplementary Fig. 1D). Unlike IgM, there was minimal spread between 

patients, suggesting that reduction in IgG was a more homogenous phenomenon. There was 

no relationship between total serum IgG and mean IgG Z-score on the protein microarray 

(Supplementary Fig. 1E). 
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Dominant responses to specific antigens are seen in the majority of individuals from 

the Discovery Cohort 

To identify whether there were any dominant autoantibody responses to specific antigens that 

stood apart from the global upregulation, the data were normalised (see methods) and antigen 

responses with high Z-scores identified. 

 

Five of 20 patients in the Discovery cohort (25%) developed new IgM autoantibodies and 13/20 

(65%) patients developed new IgG autoantibodies between the Acute and Subacute sampling 

points (Fig. 2A). These findings were verified using the purified Ig fraction (Supplementary 

Fig. 2A) and the antigen-specificity of these responses demonstrated by the attenuation of the 

response when serum was pre-incubated with the antigen of interest (Supplementary Fig. 2B). 

 

At the Subacute time point, antigens with high IgG responses were almost ten times more likely 

to also have an IgM response compared to antigens with a low IgG response (5/16 [31%] vs. 

25/568 [4.4%], OR 9.87, p=0.0001). In contrast, at the early time point, there was no such 

relationship (1/11) [9%] vs 20/538 [2.6%], OR=2.52, p = 0.37). 

 

The Discovery cohort results are replicated in the larger Validation cohort from a 

different centre 

The findings from the Discovery cohort were tested in the Validation cohort. The increase in 

polyantigenic IgM and IgG seen between the Acute and Subacute samples were replicated 

(p<0.001 and p=0.003, respectively; Supplementary Table 2). The development of dominant 

IgM and IgG responses to specific antigens, after normalisation, were seen in 42/66 (64%) and 

37/66 (56%) patients respectively. 

 

Subacute autoantibody responses are associated with functional outcome at 6-12 

months post-injury in the Discovery cohort 

The data from the Discovery and Validation cohorts were pooled to investigate whether the 

autoantibody responses correlated with clinical or demographic parameters. Young age was 

associated with a high polyantigenic IgM response (R2=0.19, p<0.0001), but none of the 

following parameters correlated with either IgM or IgG responses: Sex, Glasgow Coma Scale 

Motor Score, Injury Severity Score and IMPACT score. The older age of the Validation cohort 
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meant that there were fewer patients with a high magnitude of polyantigenic IgM response 

(Supplementary Table 2). 

 

Given the notable variation in autoantibody responses between individuals, we sought to 

investigate whether these responses associated with outcome. Patients were dichotomised by 

outcome depending on whether their actual functional outcome at 6-12 months was as good 

as/better than predicted by the IMPACT prognostic model, or worse (see Materials and 

Methods and Supplementary Fig. 3A), and the autoantibody profiles were compared 

between groups. In the 25 patients from the Discovery cohort, those with an outcome worse 

than predicted had a higher median IgM Z-score than those whose outcome was as good as, 

or better than expected (p=0.01) (Fig. 3A; Supplementary Table 2), and indeed the median 

IgM Z-score provided moderate discriminatory power to differentiate the two groups (AUC 

0.776, p=0.019; Fig. 3B).  There was no difference between groups in the number of 

dominant IgM or IgG antibodies to specific antigens (p=0.70).  

The same approach was used in the Validation cohort, although the granularity was less as 

only GOS had been collected (Supplementary Fig. 3B), and the outcome data had been 

gathered at a median of twelve months rather than seven. In this cohort, no relationship 

between any autoantibody profile and outcome was demonstrable (median IgM Z p=0.15; 

number of normalised IgM antibodies Z>3 p=0.67; number of normalised IgG antibodies Z>3 

p=0.33) (Supplementary Table 2).  

 

Dominant responses occurred most frequently to certain antigens  

The median normalised data for all patients with paired Acute and Subacute samples from both 

Discovery and Validation cohorts were assessed for the most frequent autoantibodies. 

Autoantibodies were seen to 51 different antigens in total, with 44 different targets for IgM 

autoantibodies, and 31 for IgG. Of these, 24/51 (47%) antigens induced both IgM and IgG 

responses. The 15 most common targets for each isotype are displayed in Fig 2B. The most 

frequently seen overall targets were MAG, COL5a2, CLDN5, GFAP and SELE. Of note, the 

autoantibodies did not solely target CNS antigens. While CNS targets comprised most of the 

15 most commonly seen autoantibodies (9/15 IgM, 7/15 IgG), autoantibodies to BBB antigens 

(TJP1, CLDN5 and SELE), were also common (3/15 for both IgM and IgG, potentially the 

most common autoantibody group proportionately given the comparatively few BBB targets 
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on the protein microarray [5 BBB targets compared with 52 CNS and 20 systemic]). There 

were also autoantibodies to systemic antigens (3/15 IgM, 5/15 IgG); for instance we commonly 

observed responses against COL5a2, a ubiquitous collagen, autoantibodies against which are 

recognised in respiratory disease and implicated in rejection of lung transplants (Iwata et al., 

2008; Tiriveedhi et al., 2013). In the Discovery group (where trauma computerised tomography 

series reports were available), the Subacute IgG response to COL5a2 was higher in patients 

with lung contusions than those without (p=0.04, Supplementary Table 2).   

Our use of a reference distribution that included patient data, and the use of a threshold of 

Z>3 represented a very stringent basis for detecting autoantibody responses.  Consequently, 

to assess whether the use of this process was hiding a broader group effect, the Z-scores for 

the five most frequently seen autoantibodies were compared between Acute and Subacute 

samples for every patient. 4/5 IgM responses (against COL5a2, GFAP, SELE and MAG) and 

1/5 IgG responses (against MAG) showed a group difference (Fig. 2C&D, Supplementary 

Table 4A-D). Even when high results (Z>3) were removed, the differences in IgM responses 

to COL5a2 and MAG, and the IgG response to MAG, remained significant. These analyses 

suggest that thresholding at a specific Z-score may have underestimated the proportion 

producing autoantibodies to (at least) these proteins.  

To assess the relationship between acute protein release and subsequent autoantibody response, 

the acute serum GFAP concentration was compared with Subacute GFAP autoantibody 

responses. Given that serum GFAP concentration for the Discovery and Validation cohorts had 

been measured using different platforms, the cohorts were analysed separately. A significant 

relationship was seen between GFAP levels and anti-GFAP IgG Z-scores in the Discovery 

cohort (Spearman rho 0.58; p=0.008). These findings were not replicated in the Validation 

cohort however (Spearman rho 0.19; p=0.12). 

 

Polyantigenic autoantibody responses persist for several years post-injury 

A subset of 20 patients from the Discovery cohort provided samples at a Late time-point (6-12 

months post-TBI, Supplementary Table 3).  Late polyantigenic responses (as measured by 

non-normalized Z-scores) were significantly higher for both IgM and IgG than controls (p 

<0.0001 for both; Supplementary Table 2), and than Acute levels in a within-subject 

comparison (p<0.0002 for IgM and p<0.0001 for IgG, respectively; Fig. 4A, Supplementary 

Table 2).  
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A more complete temporal analysis of data from Acute, Subacute, and Late samples revealed 

an intriguing difference between the pattern of IgM and IgG responses.  IgM reactivity peaked 

at the Subacute time-point before falling towards (but not back to) baseline, whereas IgG 

reactivity was maximal at the Late time-point (p<0.0001 for all comparisons except Acute vs. 

Subacute IgG where p=0.058; Fig. 4B).  

  

A further Long-Term cohort who had sustained a moderate to severe TBI between 6 and 13 

years previously (n=34, of whom 13 had contributed to the Discovery cohort) were screened 

for autoantibodies, and showed persistent polyantigenic IgM and (particularly) IgG responses 

compared to healthy controls (p=0.0002 and p<0.0001 for IgM and IgG, respectively; Fig. 4C, 

Supplementary Table 2). As this cohort was processed separately to the Discovery cohort, 

the non-normalised data could not be directly compared with matching samples due to the risk 

of batch effects. The 28 age and sex-matched healthy controls used in this analysis were 

therefore recruited separately.   

 

Dominant autoantibody responses to specific antigens persist for at least a year post-

TBI but have waned by 6-13 years post-injury  

To determine whether there was a persistence of dominant autoantibody responses to specific 

antigens, the five most frequently detected autoantibodies seen during the acute-phase were 

assessed in the Late samples after normalisation.  There was indeed a persistence of IgG against 

MAG and SELE, but also interestingly an IgM to MAG (Fig. 5A&B; Supplementary Tables 

5&6).  

 

To assess whether Late IgG autoantibodies were the result of Subacute class-switching, the 

data from the 11 patients with samples taken at Acute, Subacute and Late time-points were 

analysed for temporal relationships.  Those antigens where a Late IgG Z>3 was seen were more 

likely to have a corresponding Subacute IgM of Z>2 (this lower threshold again used to capture 

more subtle responses) than those antigens where Late IgG Z<3 (7/27 [26%] vs. 58/919 [6%], 

OR 5.2, p<0.0001). There was no such relationship seen between Late IgG and Acute IgM 

(1/27 [4%] vs. 38/919 [4%], OR= 0.89, p=0.91, suggesting that the Late IgG are indeed related 

to Subacute IgM production. 
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Persistence of these antibodies was not seen in the Long-term samples however (p>0.05 for all 

comparisons with controls at this time-point; Supplementary Table 2), suggesting that these 

dominant responses had waned over the years between the Late and Long-term samples (Fig. 

5C). 

 

Markers of neurodegeneration are seen in a subset of patients years after TBI, and 

differ depending on autoantibody profile 

 

In order to investigate the relationship between the persistence of autoantibodies and 

progressive neurodegeneration following TBI, serum concentrations of NfL and GFAP were 

measured and compared with the median non-normalised IgG and IgM Z-score of each patient 

(representing the polyantigenic response) and the top four most frequently seen dominant 

responses to specific CNS antigens detected following normalisation. 

 

Both NfL and GFAP concentrations were significantly higher at a group-level in the Late TBI 

(6-12 months post-injury) cohort than healthy controls (NfL p<0.0001; GFAP p=0.05; Fig. 6A; 

Supplementary Table 2), and there was an association between the concentrations of the two 

proteins (R2=0.3, p=0.002); Fig. 6B). Although the effective half-life of NfL in the serum has 

not been fully delineated (but believed to be in the region of a few weeks), the effective half-

life of GFAP is between 24-48 hours (Thelin et al., 2017), and thus the presence of raised 

GFAP levels, whilst less marked, is highly suggestive of an active injury process, rather than 

slow clearing of protein released at the time of injury. Whilst at the Long-term (6-13 year) 

time-point there was no significant group difference in serum GFAP or NfL concentration 

between TBI patients and healthy controls (GFAP p=0.11, NfL p=0.4; Fig. 6C, 

Supplementary Table 2), a larger proportion of TBI patients had neural injury biomarkers 

above the control normal range (defined as values within 2 standard deviations of the control 

population mean) (GFAP 7 [20%] vs. 1 [0.25%], p=0.01; NfL 7 [20%] vs. 2 [0.5%], p=0.046), 

suggesting that at least a subset of patients experience ongoing neurodegeneration, in keeping 

with previous studies (Ruff et al., 1991; Millis et al., 2001; Sander et al., 2001; Whitnall, 2006; 

Till et al., 2008; Newcombe et al., 2016). 

 

As NfL appeared to be the more sensitive of the two biomarkers to discriminate from healthy 

controls, the Late autoantibody profiles were regressed against serum NfL concentrations. 
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Although no association survived adjustment for multiple comparisons, two hypotheses were 

generated by this analysis: 1) high anti-MAG IgM reactivity associates with high NfL, and 2) 

polyantigenic IgG associates with low NfL (Fig. 6D). The polyantigenic IgG association was 

not present in the Long-term cohort; there was again a suggestion that high anti-MAG IgM 

weakly correlated with high NfL (R2=0.15, p=0.029), but this relationship was largely driven 

by a single individual.  

 

Discussion 

In this study, we identified the presence of two discrete autoantibody responses following TBI. 

The first is a “polyantigenic” increase in IgM (and less prominently IgG) responses against 

many antigens, commencing within the first week of TBI; the second comprises clear dominant 

responses to a small number of neural antigens, of which MAG was the most common, but also 

to blood-brain-barrier antigens (TJP1, CLDN5) and systemic antigens (such as COL5a2). The 

temporal profile of these responses largely recapitulated a typical primary adaptive immune 

response, with early IgM and later IgG production. The Late (6-12 months) and Long-term (up 

to 13 years) persistence of widespread IgM autoantibody responses, however, is more in 

keeping with an alteration in “natural antibody” repertoire, which are (by their nature) low-

affinity polyreactive species (Palma et al., 2018).  

 

The polyantigenic IgM response was less prominent with increasing age, in keeping with the 

known effect of ageing on both B-1 (polyreactive IgM) and B-2 (antigen-specific) responses 

(Sasaki et al., 2011; Rodriguez-Zhurbenko et al., 2019). In younger patients (where they were 

most prominent), this response appeared to account for a proportion of the variance between 

actual clinical outcome and the outcome predicted by the IMPACT variables, and did not seem 

to be a surrogate of other clinical markers such as injury severity score. 

 

An association between autoantibody production and late functional outcome was also 

suggested by the observation that protein biomarkers of ongoing neural injury were persistently 

elevated at a group level at 6-12 months after injury, at which time-point their levels correlated 

with levels of anti-MAG IgM autoantibodies.  While the protein biomarker levels were less 

consistent 6-13 years post-TBI (with no significant elevation compared to controls at the group 

level), they remained elevated in a subset of patients, and again correlated positively with the 

presence of anti-MAG IgM autoantibodies. The primacy of MAG as an autoantigen at late 
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time-points is particularly interesting given that white matter tract degeneration is a key 

phenomenon driving late post-traumatic neurodegeneration (Sullivan et al., 2013; Scott et al., 

2015; Newcombe et al., 2016). Intriguingly, NfL levels at 6-12 months correlated inversely 

with levels of polyantigenic IgG autoantibodies, which would be in keeping with the putative 

role of these antibodies as homeostatic agents playing an active role against ongoing 

detrimental processes driving neurodegeneration (Palma et al., 2018); indeed natural IgG 

antibodies have been shown to block the neurotoxic effect of amyloid-beta in mouse models 

of Alzheimer’s disease (Dodel et al., 2011).  

 

We explored the contribution of antigen exposure as a potential driver of autoantibody 

production.  A recent study revealed that GFAP and NfL serum levels measured the first week 

following TBI, together with a panel of other commonly used protein biomarkers of brain 

injury, revealed the strongest association to long-term outcome (Thelin et al., 2019). In our 

study, acute levels of GFAP (measured as a biomarker of brain injury) were related to 

subsequent levels of cognate autoantibodies in one cohort of patients, but this was not 

replicable.  It is possible that the level of antigen exposure in the acute phase is a necessary 

(but not sufficient) modulator of autoantibody production, but further work is needed to address 

this issue. In any case, clear separation of the influence on the autoantibody response would 

require a larger sample of patients, since higher protein levels may not just represent a higher 

acute antigen exposure, but also indicate a more severe injury, which may in turn generate a 

more robust host response. 

 

These results raise important questions regarding the mechanisms, range, and impact of 

autoantibody production following TBI. While it might be hypothesised that the dominant 

responses to specific antigens result from self-antigen release in the context of upregulated 

DAMP signals in a vaccination-type manner, the biology of the ongoing polyantigenic 

responses is less clear. The concept of “naturally-occurring” autoantibodies, which are thought 

to play a homeostatic role including the clearance of apoptotic cell debris (Grönwall et al., 

2012; Palma et al., 2018), is well recognised although poorly understood, and resonates with 

our findings. The classical description of these autoantibodies is of low-affinity polyreactive 

IgM species which are produced by B1 cells following T-independent  activation (Grönwall et 

al., 2012).  The existence of natural IgG autoantibodies has also been mooted, but the literature 

is even more sparse (Panda et al., 2013). That such a response might occur acutely in response 
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to massive cell injury is easy to appreciate, but the ongoing alteration of this system years after 

the injury is surprising, and its implications as yet unknown.  

 

The finding of dominant autoantibodies against multiple antigens developing in single 

individuals after TBI is in keeping with previous western blot experiments (Zhang et al., 2014), 

but the most frequent target seen differs (MAG vs. GFAP). This difference may perhaps simply 

be explained by the relative capabilities of the two assays to detect a particular autoantibody, 

but the effect of the polyantigenic autoantibody responses may be a complicating factor that 

might be detected by the platforms in different manners. Indeed, the prominence of the 

polyantigenic autoantibody response has significant implications on the further study of this 

field. Any autoantibody assay (such as ELISA or cell-based assay) is likely to be significantly 

affected by this response, and thus might falsely report an antigen-specific response. However, 

although a protein microarray approach allows for detection of the polyantigenic response, the 

sensitivity of protein microarrays for any given autoantibody may inherently be lower than an 

assay honed for the detection of a specific autoantibody.  The two approaches are therefore 

complementary and needed for future studies 

 

There are clear challenges in dissecting this complex humoral immune response, which 

comprises both acute and late phases, involves IgM and IgG isotypes that do not always map 

to expected timelines, and consists of both polyantigenic upregulation and dominant responses 

to specific antigens (the latter of which involves several neural and non-neural antigens). The 

polyantigenic IgM upregulation appears to be more easily delineated than dominant responses 

to specific antigens, and could feasibly be approximated by measuring total serum IgM 

concentration. If the association with worse outcome is borne out in larger studies, this simple 

test could represent a useful prognostic biomarker, and perhaps a marker for stratifying patients 

for immunomodulatory studies.  

 

The additional explanatory power of acute polyantigenic IgM responses in predicting outcome, 

and the association between anti-MAG IgM and NfL levels months to years after injury, raises 

the possibility that autoantibodies may be pathogenic.  However, direct causality is difficult to 

confirm, and persistent autoantibody production could also reflect an epiphenomenon caused 

by ongoing antigen exposure due to neurodegeneration from another mechanism (such as 

ongoing amyloid or tau-induced neurotoxicity(Johnson et al., 2012)).  Indeed, these 

autoantibody responses may even represent an active beneficial response to such ongoing 
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injury.  For example, MAG may exert an inhibitory effect on axonal regeneration in adults 

(McKerracher et al., 1994; Mukhopadhyay et al., 1994), and  rats treated with recombinant 

anti-MAG monoclonal IgG post-TBI appear to have better outcomes than those treated with 

mouse IgG (Thompson et al., 2006)). 

 

If the autoantibody production is indeed pathogenic, there are several potential routes for such 

pathogenesis. Firstly, the very presence of large numbers of circulating or deposited immune-

complexes can cause tissue injury (Chauhan, 2017). Regarding direct effects, antibodies exert 

their destructive capabilities through two main mechanisms: complement dependent 

cytotoxicity and antibody-dependent cellular cytotoxicity (ADCC; the opsonisation and 

engagement of effector cells). In addition, they can interfere with receptor functioning by 

blocking ligand-receptor interactions. The levels of intrathecal Membrane Attack Complex 

(MAC; the key terminal effector of the classical complement pathway) are markedly higher in 

patients following TBI.  Further, a subset of patients display a second peak of intrathecal MAC 

generation one week after the injury, temporally consistent with the consequence of adaptive 

immune responses (Stahel et al., 2001). Inhibition of the MAC in mice subjected to TBI 

reduces subsequent secondary neuron loss and promotes neurological recovery (Fluiter et al., 

2014). While there are no data addressing the effect of TBI-induced autoantibodies on immune 

cell activation, the related condition of spinal cord injury provides evidence that ADCC is a 

key driver of secondary injury (Ankeny et al., 2009). Given the well-established occurrence of 

microglial activation following TBI (both acutely and persisting for years post-injury), the 

interaction between antibody-antigen complexes and the Fcγ receptor on microglia, could 

represent a bridge between adaptive immune responses and ongoing innate activation (Winter 

et al., 2016). 

 

Therapeutic interventions might be targeted to either prevent the development of 

autoantibodies early in the disease course with agents such as B-cell activating factor (BAFF)/a 

proliferation inducing ligand (APRIL) inhibitors or anti-CD20 monoclonal antibodies 

(Dekaban and Thawer, 2009), or to modulate the long-term persistence of these antibodies with 

similar medications once the acute phase has passed. Alternatively, if serum or CSF 

autoantibody levels can identify a subset of patients at risk of complement-mediated injury, 

they may be used to select patient subsets for targeted trials of complement inhibitors such as 

eculizumab (Roselli et al., 2018).  
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Further work in this area must focus on two broad questions: 1) what are the implications of 

autoantibody responses after TBI (elucidated by large observational as well as interventional 

studies), and 2) what is the underlying biology behind these responses (and hence how can they 

be best modulated)? Given the heterogeneity of disease and confounding prognostic factors in 

TBI, large cohorts with detailed clinical information would be necessary to confirm any 

association between autoantibody status and subsequent outcome, and even then, causality 

could not be assumed. Transfer of the immunoglobulin fraction from injured animals into either 

uninjured animals or those prior to experimental TBI would help elucidate the role, although 

even this would not be able to pick apart the relative effect of the two different responses. 

Understanding the biology further, particularly that of the concomitant lymphocyte processes 

would allow for the selective experimental targeting of individual processes. For example, an 

increase in B1 cells corresponding with polyantigenic responses would support the idea that 

these do indeed represent “natural” autoantibodies, and similarly B-cells could be challenged 

with an antigen highlighted by autoantibody screening to clarify antigen-specific responses; 

each response could then be targeted, and the impact on outcome assessed. 

 

Some limitations of this study should be noted. Firstly, the differences in demographics and 

outcome data available for the Discovery and Validation cohorts (i.e. different outcome scales 

used, and timing of follow-up) limit direct comparison, and risk a failure to replicate findings 

between the cohorts. This may be particularly relevant regarding the comparatively small 

number of young patients in the Validation cohort (and therefore the number with the greatest 

magnitude of polyantigenic IgM response) which reduced the power to investigate the 

association between the polyantigenic IgM response and clinical outcome in this cohort. With 

regards to the Late and Long-term cohorts, the principal limitation is the use of surrogate 

biomarkers for neurodegeneration, which, whilst now widely used in the field of 

neurodegeneration, have not so far been validated in post-TBI neurodegeneration. We did not 

have separate validation cohorts for the Late and Long-term time-points, and whilst the 

experimental design protected against batch effects at the point of the microarray assay, we 

cannot completely exclude effects arising from the initial processing and storage of serum, 

although this is unlikely to be systematically different between groups. Finally, the protein 

array platform may not present the target proteins in a natural conformation, and has lower 

sensitivity than other antibody detection techniques. However, as demonstrated by (i) use of 

purified immunoglobulin fractionated from sera and (ii) through pre-incubation with cognate 
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antigens, results obtained from the protein microarray were shown to be specific and 

reproducible.  

 

In conclusion, we have used protein microarray technology to screen for novel autoantibody 

production following TBI. This approach has elucidated two distinct patterns of response: 1) 

increase in polyantigenic IgM and IgG, the former of which peaks at day 7, but both of which 

persist for years post-injury, and 2) dominant autoantibody responses to specific antigens which 

follow a vaccination-like temporal profile, and persist for months but return to baseline years 

post-injury. Our data would suggest that the polyantigenic IgM response in the acute phase 

may be detrimental to clinical outcome, and that persistent anti-MAG IgM autoantibodies 

associate with surrogate markers of late neurodegeneration. 
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Table 1. Baseline Characteristics of Acute TBI Cohorts   

        
     

Characteristic Discovery Cohort 

(n=25) 

Validation Cohort  

(n=66) 

p-value 

 

         

Sex – Male  21 (84) 47 (71) 0.08 

Age –Years 28 (23-53) 57 (39-63) 0.001* 

GCS M score 4 (3-5) 4 (1-5) 0.61 

Pupil Reactivity     0.55 

  Neither react 1 (4) 7 (11)   

  One reacts 5 (20) 6 (9)  

  Both react 19 (76) 53 (80)    

Hypoxia 5 (20) 11 (17) 0.90 

Hypotension  6 (24) 2 (3) 0.008* 

Marshall CT Classification     <0.001* 

  DI I 2 (8) 0 (0)   

  DI II 17 (68) 14 (21)  

  DI III 0 (0) 11 (17)   

  DI IV 1 (4) 2 (3)  

  Mass Lesion 5 (20) 39 (59)   

tSAH on CT 14 (56) 57 (86) 0.001* 

Extradural haematoma on CT 7 (28) 6 (9) 0.08 

Glucose (mmol/L) -  7.6 (7.1-10) 7.8 (7.1-10) 0.3 

Hb (g/dL) - Median  7.8 (7.2-11.3) 13.3 (12.2-14.4) <0.001* 

IMPACT % risk poor outcome  22 (14-54) 52.5 (43-73.5) <0.001* 

Injury Severity Score 34 (25-43)  25 (18-30) <0.001* 

     

Patients with paired day 0-3 samples  20 (80) 66 (100)  

Months to follow-up 7 (6-9) 12 (9-13) <0.001* 

GOS at follow up  4 (3-5) 4 (3-4) 0.13 

        
Table 1. Baseline characteristics of the Discovery and Validation cohorts. GCS = Glasgow 

Coma Scale, DI = Diffuse injury, tSAH = traumatic subarachnoid haemorrhage., GOS = 

Glasgow Outcome Score. Categorical data are presented as Number (%), continuous 

variables as Median (IQR). * denotes p-values which remain significant following the 

Benjamini-Hochberg procedure.  
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Figure 1. (A) Marked increase in polyantigenic IgM and smaller increase in polyantigenic IgG is 

seen between the Acute and Subacute time points at a group-level in the 20 patients with paired 

serum from the Discovery cohort. Each datapoint refers to the median Z-score of an antigen across 

the cohort. (B) Heatmaps, where antigens Z>3 are highlighted, display the polyantigenic nature of 

IgM, and to a lesser degree, IgG, responses. (C&D) The median Z score of all antigens per patient 

captures the degree of inter-individual variation of IgM, and comparatively homogenous IgG, 

polyantigenic responses. (E) Total serum IgM concentration correlated with an individual’s 

median IgM Z-score derived from the protein microarray. Statistical tests for A: Wilcoxon 

Matched-Pairs Signed Rank test; C&D: F-test from one-way ANOVA E: Linear regression. 
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Summary of most frequent autoantibodies 
                        IgM    IgG  

Antigen 

% 

Patients Expression Antigen 

% 

Patients Expression 

MAG 12 CNS TJP1 8 
BBB 

MBP 10 CNS MAG 6 
CNS 

COL5A2 7 Systemic CLDN5 5 
BBB 

PNMA2 5 CNS ZNF397 5 
Systemic 

CEACAM5 4 Systemic COL5A2 4 
Systemic 

CLDN5 4 BBB GAD1 4 
CNS 

GFAP 4 CNS GFAP 4 
CNS 

KCNJ10 4 CNS GRIA3 4 
CNS 

SELE 4 BBB GRM4 4 
CNS 

GABRB3 3 CNS IFNA1 4 
Systemic 

GRIA3 3 CNS OMG 4 
CNS 

GRIN1 3 CNS SELE 4 
BBB 

GRINA 3 CNS TSHR 4 
Systemic 

IFNA1 3 Systemic ACE 3 
Systemic 

LAMC2 3 BBB MBP 3 
CNS 

Figure 2. (A) Heatmaps displaying dominant IgM and IgG autoantibodies to specific antigens 

newly detected at 7-10 days post-injury (defined as Z>3 with a Z increase of >1 from the paired 

Acute sample). Each row corresponds to an antigen, and each column to an individual patient.  (B) 

Top 15 most frequent autoantibodies for both IgM and IgG isotypes seen following TBI at the 

Subacute time point across both Discovery and Validation cohorts. “Expression” refers to the 

predominant site of expression. CNS = Central nervous system; BBB = Blood brain barrier 

(C&D) Comparison of whole group IgM and IgG Z score change between Acute and Subacute 

samples for the five most frequently seen autoantibodies. Statistical test: Wilcoxon Matched-Pairs 

Signed Rank test; * denotes comparisons which remain significant even after removal of all values 

where Z>3.  
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Figure 3. (A) Comparison of polyantigenic IgM response between the dichotomised prognostic 

groups in the Discovery cohort suggests that more marked responses are associated with an 

outcome worse than predicted by the IMPACT variables. Statistical test: Mann-Whitney U test. 

(B) ROC curve analysis displaying the ability of polyantigenic IgM response to differentiate 

between “Better than / as expected” vs. “Worse than expected” prognosis groups. 
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TBI samples: Wilcoxon Matched-Pairs Signed Rank test; for control vs. TBI: Mann-Whitney U 

test. 
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Figure 6.  (A) Late TBI patients have higher serum NfL and GFAP concentrations than healthy 

controls at a group level (hatched area = mean +/- 2 standard deviations) (B) Late serum NfL 

and GFAP concentrations covary (C) There is no difference at a group level between Long-

term TBI patients and healthy controls, but more TBI patients lie outside the normal range 

(hatched area = mean +/- 2 standard deviations). (D) Anti-MAG IgM weakly correlates with 

high serum NfL concentrations, whereas polyantigenic IgG antibodies correlate with low serum 

NfL concentrations. Statistical tests for A&C:Mann-Whitney U test; for B&D: Linear 

regression.  
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Supplementary Figure 2. (A) Polyantigenic IgM response is replicated both in a technical repeat 

(serum assayed again in a separate experiment) and in the purified immunoglobulin fraction  (B) 

no such replication is seen with IgG (C) Total serum IgM concentrations was above the normal 

range in 12/25 patients. Hatched area = normal range (D) Total serum IgG concentration was 

below the normal range in 13/25 patients. Hatched area = normal range (E) Median IgG Z score 

did not correlate with total serum IgG 
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Supplementary Figure 1. Schematic diagram displaying how patients from the Discovery cohort 

contributed to the Late and Long-term cohorts. Shaded boxes represent time-points where samples 

were taken from individuals. 
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Supplementary Figure 3.  (A) Graphs displaying replication of dominant responses to specific 

antigens both in a technical repeat (serum assayed again in a separate experiment) and in the 

purified immunoglobulin fraction (B) Graphs displaying the effect on MFI when serum was pre-

incubated with the cognate antigen. The sample positive for anti-MAG IgG antibodies showed a 

reduction in MFI when preincubated with MAG protein; the corresponding GFAP IgG MFI in the 

same sample did not reduce on pre-incubation reassuring against a sump effect from adding 

protein in general. The sample positive for anti-GFAP IgM showed a similar reduction in MFI 

when pre-incubated with GFAP protein; again, the corresponding MAG MFI did not reduce when 

pre-incubated with GFAP protein. 
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Supplementary Figure 4. Criteria used to dichotomise patients’ outcome into “worse than 

expected” and “as/better than expected” groups, according to their risk of poor outcome as judged 

by the IMPACT score variables for the (A) Discovery cohort and (B) Validation cohort  

B 

A 

Supplementary Figure 5. Histogram displaying the distribution of Z scores of IgG MAG MFI in 

all samples used to generate the reference distributions. 
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Supplementary Table 1. Custom Protein Microarray Protein List 

Gene Symbol  Protein Name Relevance 

  
 

  

Brain 

relevant (52) 

 
  

Amyloid beta 

42 

Amyloid Beta 42 Implicated in proteinopathies 

ANXA4 Annexin A4 Implicated in murine spinal cord injury 

APP Amyloid Precursor Protein Implicated in proteinopathies 

AQP4* Aquaporin-4 Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

CDH13 Cadherin 13 Negative regulator of neuronal growth 

CDR2 Cerebellar Degeneration Related Protein 2 (Yo; 

Purkinje) 

Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

CHRNA10 Cholinergic Receptor Nicotinic Alpha 10 

Subunit 

Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

CHRNA9 Cholinergic Receptor Nicotinic Alpha 9 Subunit Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

COL4A3BP Collagen Type IV Alpha 3 Binding Protein Integral for production of myelin 

DCN Decorin Protein protects against secondary injury 

in TBI 

DPYSL5 Dihydropyrimidinase-related protein 5 

(CRMP5) 

Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

DRD2 Dopamine receptor D2 Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

ELAVL4 (Embryonic Lethal, Abnormal Vision, 

Drosophila)-Like 4 (Hu) 

Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

GABBR1 Gamma-Aminobutyric Acid Type B Receptor 

Subunit 1 

Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

GABRA1 Gamma-Aminobutyric Acid Type A Receptor 

Alpha1 Subunit 

Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

GABRB3 Gamma-Aminobutyric Acid Type A Receptor 

Beta3 Subunit 

Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GAD1 Glutamate decarboxylase 1 (brain, 67kDa) Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

GAD2 Glutamate decarboxylase 2 (65, kDa) Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

GFAP Glial Fibrillary Acidic Protein Autoantibodies described after TBI 

GLRA1 Glycine Receptor Alpha 1 Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

GRIA2 Glutamate Ionotropic Receptor AMPA Type 

Subunit 2 

Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GRIA3 Glutamate Ionotropic Receptor AMPA Type 

Subunit 3 

Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GRIA4 Glutamate Ionotropic Receptor AMPA Type 

Subunit 4 

Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GRIN1 Glutamate Ionotropic Receptor NMDA Type 

Subunit 1 

Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

GRIN2A Glutamate Ionotropic Receptor NMDA Type 

Subunit 2A 

Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

GRIN3A Glutamate Ionotropic Receptor NMDA Type 

Subunit 3A 

Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GRIN3B Glutamate Ionotropic Receptor NMDA Type 

Subunit 3B 

Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GRINA Glutamate Ionotropic Receptor NMDA Type 

Subunit Associated Protein 1 

Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GRM1 Glutamate Metabotropic Receptor 1 Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 
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GRM2 Glutamate Metabotropic Receptor 2 Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GRM3 Glutamate Metabotropic Receptor 3 Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GRM4 Glutamate Metabotropic Receptor 4 Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GRM7 Glutamate Metabotropic Receptor 7 Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

GRM8 Glutamate Metabotropic Receptor 8 Key Neurotransmitter Receptor 

KCNJ10 Potassium Voltage-Gated Channel Subfamily J 

Member 10 (Kir4.1) 

Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

LGI1 Leucine-rich glioma inactivated 1 Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

MAG Myelin Associated Glycoprotein Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

MBP Myelin Basic Protein Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

MOG Myelin Oligodendrocyte Glycoprotein Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

NEFL Neurofilament Light Protein released in response to brain 

injury 

NOVA1 RNA-binding protein Nova-1 (Ri) Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

OMG Oligodendrocyte Myelin Glycoprotein Cell adhesion molecule for CNS 

myelination  

PNMA1 Paraneoplastic Ma Antigen 1 Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

PNMA2 Paraneoplastic Ma Antigen 2 Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

S100B S100 calcium-binding protein B Autoantibodies described after TBI 

SNCA alpha-synuclein Implicated in proteinopathies 

SSB Sjogren Syndrome Antigen B (La) Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

Tau* Tau - 441 Implicated in proteinopathies 

TPH1 Tryptophan Hydroxylase 1 Polymorphisms associated with 

neurocognitive disorders 

TROVE2 TROVE Domain Family Member 2 (Ssa/Ro) Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

TUBB3 Tubulin Beta 3 Autoantibodies described after TBI 

ZIC4 Zinc finger protein  Autoantibodies described in autoimmune 

neurological disease 

  
 

  

BBB 

Relevant (5) 

 
  

BSG Basigin  Blood brain barrier protein 

CLDN5 Claudin 5 Blood brain barrier protein 

LAMC2 Laminin Subunit Gamma 2 Blood brain barrier protein 

TJP1 Tight Junction Protein 1 Blood brain barrier protein 

SELE E-Selectin  Blood brain barrier protein 

  
 

  

Non-CNS / 

Control (22) 

 
  

ACE Angiotensin Converting Enzyme   

BSA Bovine Serum Albumin   

BSA-bio Bovine Serum Albumin - biotinylated    

CDH1 Cadherin 1   

CEACAM1 Carcinoembryonic Antigen Related Cell 

Adhesion Molecule 1 
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CEACAM5 Carcinoembryonic Antigen Related Cell 

Adhesion Molecule 5 

  

CENPB Centromere protein B   

CENPH Centromere Protein H   

COL1A1 Collagen, type I, alpha 1   

COL5A2 Collagen Type V Alpha 2 Chain   

DBT Dihydrolipoamide Branched Chain 

Transacylase E2 

  

DDC Dopa Decarboxylase   

DLAT Dihydrolipoamide S-Acetyltransferase   

IFNA1 Interferon Alpha 1   

KRT18 Keratin 18   

MPO Myeloperoxidase   

NUP210 Nucleoporin 210   

PRTN3 Proteinase 3   

TGM2 Tissue Transglutaminase   

TPO Thyroid Peroxidase 
 

TSHR Thyroid Stimulating Hormone Receptor   

ZNF397 Zinc Finger Protein 397   

 

Supplementary Table 1. Full list of antigens printed on custom central nervous system 

protein microarray  
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Supplementary Table 2. Statistics for All Group Comparisons 

Discovery 

Cohort Acute   Subacute       

Polyantigenic 

IgM -0.06 [-0.2- 0.13]   1.19 [0.7-1.80] p<0.0001       

Polyantigenic IgG -0.34 [-0.47—0.15] -0.26 [-0.42--0.09] p=0.035       

                      

Validation 

Cohort Acute   Subacute       

Polyantigenic 

IgM 0.14 [-0.44-0.28] 0.46 [-0.14-1.35] p<0.001       

Polyantigenic IgG -0.18 [-0.50-0.26] 0.03 [-0.37-0.50] p=0.003       

                      

Discovery 

Cohort 

Worse than 

Expected    As / Better than Expected       

Polyantigenic 

IgM 2.74 [1.89-5.64]   1.46 [0.41-2.72] p=0.01       

Ag Dominant IgM 1.5 [1-3]   2 [0.5-5] p=0.43       

Ag  Dominant 

IgG 1.5 [0-4.5]   1 [0-6.5] p=0.70       

                      

Validation 

Cohort 

Worse than 

Expected    As / Better than Expected       

Polyantigenic 

IgM 0.62 [-0.15-1.46] 0.21 [-0.36-1.17] p=0.15       

Ag  Dominant 

IgM 1 [0-2]   1 [1-2] p=0.67       

Ag  Dominant 

IgG 1 [0-2]   1 [1-2.25] p=0.33       

                      

Col5a2 

Antibodies Lung Contusions   No Lung Contusions       

IgG   1.6 [1.14-2.02]   1.11 [1.00-1.17] p=0.04       

                      

                      

6-12 Months 

Post-injury 

6-12 Months Post-

TBI   Healthy Controls       

NfL(pg/ml) 31.1 [17.9-61.0]   6.8 [5.6-10.7] p<0.0001       

GFAP (pg/ml) 73.6 [52.3-123.2] 55 [38.3-79.4] p=0.05       

                    

    

6-12 Months Post-

TBI   Day 0 Post-TBI Healthy Controls 

Polyantigenic 

IgM 0.54 [0.27-0.95]   0.28 [0-0.52] p=0.0002 -0.27 [-0.56-0.45] p<0.0001 

Polyantigenic IgG -0.14 [-0.27—0.01] -0.33 [-0.45- -0.16] p<0.0001 -0.44 [-0.53--0.32] p<0.0001 

                      

6-13 Years Post-

injury 6-13 Years Post-TBI   Healthy Controls       

NfL (pg/ml) 
15.8 [8.24-23.8]   14.4 [10.3-17.9] p=0.4       

GFAP (pg/ml)  145 [110-250]   118 [97-181] p=0.11       

                      

Polyantigenic 

IgM -0.23 [-0.21- -0.31] -0.31 [-0.38- -0.3] p=0.0002       

Polyantigenic  

IgG -0.18 [-0.31- -0.11] -0.37 [-0.45- -0.28] p<0.0001       

                      

MAG IgG -0.35 [-0.69-0.17] -0.24 [-0.61-0.22] p=0.85       

SELE IgG -0.12 [-0.49-0.36] -0.23 [-0.53-0.46] p=0.83       

MAG IgM -0.26 [-0.58-0.25] -0.24 [-0.53-0.35 p=0.76       
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Autoantibody 

Target (IgG) 

Acute 

Median Z-

Score  (IQR) 

Subacute 

Median Z-

Score  (IQR) 

P-

value 

CLDN5 -0.24 
(-0.73-0.39) 

-0.19  
(-0.55-0.44) 

0.18 

COL5a2 -0.27  

(-0.73-0.18) 

-0.33  

(-0.80-0.25) 

0.71 

GFAP -0.36 

(-0.69-0.15) 

-0.15 

(-0.71-0.46) 

0.19 

MAG -0.16  
(-0.75-0.28) 

0.02 
(-0.53-0.62) 

0.001* 

SELE -0.29  

(-0.65-0.35) 

-0.28 

(-0.64-0.36) 

0.41 

Autoantibody 

Target (IgG) 

Acute 

Median Z-

Score  (IQR) 

Subacute 

Median Z-

Score  (IQR) 

P-value 

CLDN5 -0.19 

(-0.71-0.47) 

-0.16  

(-0.54-0.60) 

0.13 

COL5a2 -0.24  

(-0.73-0.20) 

-0.30  

(-0.79-0.48) 

0.40 

GFAP -0.33 
(-0.67-0.22) 

-0.12 
(-0.69-0.61) 

0.18 

MAG -0.14 

(-0.69-0.33 

-0.05 

(-0.52-0.77) 
0.0007* 

SELE -0.27 

(-0.65-0.43) 

-0.17 

(-0.63-0.61) 

0.1 

Autoantibody 

Target (IgM) 

Acute 

Median Z-

Score (IQR) 

Subacute 

Median Z-

Score (IQR) 

P-

value 

CLDN5 0.45 
(-0.14-1.24) 

0.30 
(-0.54-0.97) 

0.12 

COL5a2 0.07 

(-0.48-0.56) 

0.25 

(-0.40-1.00) 
0.005* 

GFAP -0.13 

(-0.78-0.72) 

-0.13 

(-0.73-1.25) 
0.04* 

MAG 0.05 
(-0.70-0.80) 

0.61 
(-0.13-1.22) 

0.004* 

SELE 0.26 

(-0.50-0.89) 

0.16 

(-0.59-1.10) 

0.22 

Autoantibody 

Target (IgM) 

Acute 

Median Z-

Score (IQR) 

Subacute 

Median Z-

Score (IQR) 

P-value 

CLDN5 0.45 
(-0.14-1.24) 

0.36 
(-0.51-1.06) 

0.36 

COL5a2 0.19 

(-0.44-0.59) 

0.33 

(-0.35-1.19) 
0.0007* 

GFAP -0.1 

(-0.77-0.77) 

-0.1 

(0.70-1.38) 
0.0168 

MAG 0.3 (-0.48-
0.93) 

0.6 (-0.38-
2.09) 

0.008* 

SELE 0.05 

(-0.69-0.83) 

0.65 

(-0.002-1.3) 
0.0018* 

Supplementary Table 3. Comparison of whole group Z score change between Acute and 

Subacute samples for the 5 most frequently seen autoantibodies (A&B), and again but with 

Z>3 results removed still showing differences between (C&D) * denotes p-values which 

remain significant following Benjamini-Hochberg correction.  

A 

B 

C 

D 

Supplementary Table 2. Values for statistics quoted in body of main text. “Polyantigenic” 

values refer to the median Z score per patient, “Ag (antigen) dominant” values refers to the 

number of dominant antibodies against specific antigens detected per patient. MAG/SELE 

values refer to the Z scores of the particular antigen-specific autoantibody. All values 

represent Median [IQR].  
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Supplementary Table 4. Characteristics of Chronic TBI and Control Cohorts 

            
Characteristic 

  

Late TBI 

Cohort (n=20) 

Control 

Group 1 

(n=17) 

p-value 

(a) 

Long-term 

TBI (n=34) 

Control 

Group 2 

(n=28) 

p-value 

(b) 

            
Sex - No. Male   18 (90) 6 (35) 0.001 23 (65) 20 (71) 0.79 

Age (Yr)   30 (25-55) 39 (28-42) 0.1 52 (31-65) 50 (38-57) 0.53 

Autoantibody 

Target (IgM) 

Healthy Control  Acute Late Healthy Control 

vs. Late p-value 

Early vs. Late 

post-TBI p-value 

CLDN5 -0.76 

(-1.40—0.08) 

-0.19 

(-1.12-0.53) 

-0.77 

(1.18-0.09) 

0.50 0.92 

COL5a2 -0.06 

(-0.87-0.69) 

-0.05 

(-0.97-0.28) 

-0.14 

(-0.86-0.92) 

0.92 0.96 

GFAP 0.28 

(-0.11-0.97) 

0.35 

(-0.26-0.90) 

0.71 

(-0.23-1.44) 

0.17 0.27 

MAG -0.29 

(-0.84-0.47) 

-0.26 

(-0.88-0.82) 

0.43 

(-0.4-1.63) 

0.03 0.008* 

SELE 0.06 

(-0.61-0.89) 

0.04 

(-0.23-0.74) 

0 

(-0.32-0.76) 

0.97 0.85 

Autoantibody 

Target (IgG) 

Healthy Control  Acute Late Healthy Control 

vs. Late p-value 

Early vs. Late 

post-TBI p-value 

CLDN5 -0.19 

(-0.5-0.23) 

-0.31 

(-0.92-0.29) 

0.00 

(-0.38-0.29) 

0.53 0.31 

COL5a2 -0.05 

(-0.42-1.27) 

-0.31 

(-0.72-0.14) 

-0.21 

(-0.61-0.33) 

0.15 0.73 

GFAP -0.22 

(-0.45-0.38) 

-0.35 

(-0.73-0.64) 

-0.21 

(-0.74-0.41) 

0.92 0.89 

MAG -0.68 

(-1.04- -0.12) 

-0.60 

(-0.98- -0.19) 

0.18  

(-0.29-0.97) 
0.003* 0.003* 

SELE -0.41  

(-0.67- -0.08) 

-0.52  

(-0.88- -0.34) 

0.58  

(-0.49-1.20) 
0.02* 0.003* 

Supplementary Table 4. Baseline characteristics of Late (6-12 month post-injury) and 

Long-term (6-13 years post-injury) groups and their respective healthy control groups. P-

value (a) refers to the comparison between the Late TBI cohort and Control Group 1, and p-

value (b) to the comparison between the Long-term TBI cohort and Control Group 2. 

Supplementary Table 5. Screening for the 5 most frequently seen autoantibodies in the acute 

phase reveals persistent IgM to MAG at a group level. * denotes p-values which remain 

significant following the Benjamini-Hochberg procedure. 

Supplementary Table 6. Screening for the 5 most frequently seen autoantibodies in the acute 

phase reveals persistent IgG to MAG and SELE at a group level. * denotes p-values which 

remain significant following the Benjamini-Hochberg procedure. 
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