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Running title: coordinated early immune responses in mild COVID-19 patients 31 

Abstract  32 

While immunopathology has been widely studied in severe COVID-19 patients, 33 

immunoprotective factors in non-hospitalized patients have remained largely elusive. We 34 

systematically analyzed 484 peripheral immune cell signatures, various serological 35 

parameters and TCR repertoire in a longitudinal cohort of 63 mild and 15 hospitalized 36 

patients versus 14 asymptomatic and 26 control individuals. Within three days following 37 

PCR diagnosis, we observed coordinated responses of CD4 and CD8 T cells, various 38 

antigen presenting cells and antibody-secreting cells in mild, but not hospitalized COVID-19 39 

patients. This early-stage SARS-CoV-2-specific response was predominantly characterized 40 

by substantially expanded clonotypes of CD4 and less of CD8 T cells. The early-stage 41 

responses of T cells and dendritic cells were highly predictive for later seroconversion and 42 

protective antibody levels after three weeks in mild non-hospitalized, but not in hospitalized 43 
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patients. Our systemic analysis provides the first full picture and early-stage trajectory of 44 

highly coordinated immune responses in mild COVID-19 patients. 45 

Keywords 46 

COVID-19; non-hospitalized; Systems Immunology; Immunology. 47 

Introduction 48 

 49 

The current pandemic of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) caused by severe acute 50 

respiratory syndrome corona virus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) has widely affected human health and 51 

socioeconomic layers in societies worldwide. Although vaccines, a key factor in fighting against 52 

COVID-19, have been rapidly developed and vaccination rollout has been successfully 53 

implemented in many countries1, a full understanding of the complexity of immune responses 54 

leading to different clinical outcomes of natural SARS-CoV-2 infection still remains incomplete. The 55 

immunopathology underlying severe COVID-19 has been thoroughly studied over the last 18 56 

months, including antibody responses, cellular immune subsets, cytokines and chemokines that 57 

were linked to characteristics and outcome of the disease2-6. However, with few exceptions7, 58 

relatively little is known about the details of the immune response in mild and asymptomatic 59 

COVID-19 patients. 60 

 61 

Using profiling analyses of immune cell subsets, several studies have identified crucial alterations 62 

in severe COVID-19 patients as compared to hospitalized patients with moderate disease, 63 

convalescent and healthy controls. These studies, which mainly utilized flow cytometry or single-64 

cell mRNA sequencing for deep immune cell analysis, have demonstrated a wide spectrum of 65 

abnormal immune responses to SARS-CoV-24,8-10. However, asymptomatic and/or mild COVID-19 66 

patients have only rarely been included in these studies to draw conclusions. Thus, it remains 67 

elusive whether certain immune alterations observed in severe COVID-19 patients also occur in 68 

SARS-CoV-2 PCR-positive non-hospitalized patients with asymptomatic or mild disease. It is also 69 

unclear, whether early protective immune signatures are identifiable in asymptomatic or mild non-70 

hospitalized patients, and how such immune signatures might compare to more severe 71 
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hospitalized COVID-19 patients and healthy subjects. Overall, the connection between the 72 

orchestration of the early immune responses after natural infection with SARS-CoV-2 and the 73 

resulting COVID-19 disease severity remains to be fully understood. 74 

 75 

Several studies have included asymptomatic and mild COVID-19 patients in cross-sectional 76 

analyses. For example, antibody responses and several cytokines/chemokines have been 77 

analyzed in asymptomatic versus symptomatic subjects11. Also, SARS-CoV-2-specific and 78 

functional memory T cells have been detected in recovered asymptomatic and mild COVID-19 79 

patients12 or in recovered patients with undefined disease severity13. Such cross-sectional studies 80 

were critical to identify dysregulated immune factors that contribute to severe COVID-19. However, 81 

the isolated analysis of specific cellular immune subsets or of cytokines and antibody responses 82 

alone will only allow for a partial understanding of the coordination of the early immune response 83 

and trajectories following natural infection with SARS-CoV-2. Furthermore, due to different kinetics 84 

of immune responses among various patient groups, only a head-to-head comparison in a 85 

longitudinal, prospective study design can guarantee the comparability of observations between 86 

different study groups. This was only partially addressed in a recent longitudinal COVID-19 project, 87 

where the dynamic responses of various immune cells were investigated in asymptomatic, mild 88 

and hospitalized COVID-19 patients7. A comprehensive picture still remains incomplete because 89 

relevant observations and conclusions were based on various aggregated cohorts that were 90 

sampled at different time points, thus suffering from heterogeneous disease severity classification 91 

criteria, which were not strictly aligned. 92 

 93 

In our longitudinal cohort characterized by a parallel and prospective study design, we sought to 94 

address the open questions regarding the kinetics, the differentiation, the quality and the evolution 95 

of early immune responses in mild versus asymptomatic and hospitalized COVID-19 patients 96 

following recent infection with SARS-CoV-2. To this end, we simultaneously analyzed 484 immune 97 

subsets and combinations of 36 lineage and functional markers in three flow cytometry panels, 24 98 
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serological cytokine/chemokine markers, serological antibody titers to SARS-CoV-2 Spike (S),  S-99 

receptor binding domain (RBD), S-N-terminal domain (NTD) and Nucleocapsid (N),  angiotensin-100 

converting enzyme 2 (ACE2) binding inhibition to S and S-RBD as surrogate for antibody 101 

neutralization capacity, and T-cell receptor beta (TCRb) repertoire sequencing in a longitudinal 102 

analysis with 220 samples. Key findings of our integrated analysis of all immune parameters 103 

suggested a highly-coordinated early-stage immune response including both innate and adaptive 104 

immune cells in mild non-hospitalized COVID-19 patients only. These early cellular response 105 

profiles were strongly correlated with a sufficient protective antibody production three weeks later. 106 

Both CD4+ and CD8+ T cell responses were mounted already very early after SARS-CoV-2 107 

infection and showed an unexpected predominance of CD4+ SARS-CoV-2-specific TCRb 108 

clonotypes. Such a comprehensive, simultaneous and integrated analysis of various immune 109 

features in a longitudinal cohort using a systems-immunology strategy as we and others 110 

suggested14,15 helps to draw an unprecedented full picture of immune responses among mild non-111 

hospitalized COVID-19 patients. 112 

 113 

Results 114 

Serological and whole blood count analysis distinguishing hospitalized from 115 

mild and asymptomatic COVID-19 patients 116 

 117 
We established the longitudinal Predi-COVID cohort16 in Luxembourg during the first wave of the 118 

current pandemic with the aim to gain a deep and systematic understanding of the early antiviral 119 

immune response across the full spectrum of COVID-19 disease phenotypes (Fig. 1a). All patients 120 

received a diagnosis of COVID-19 confirmed by the SARS-CoV-2 PCR test through the national 121 

healthcare system and were then included into Predi-COVID with a delay of maximum 3 days after 122 

clinical PCR diagnosis. According to available clinical metadata, patients were stratified into 123 

asymptomatic (n=14), mild to moderate (n=63; referred to as “mild” patient group in Fig. 1a and 124 

thereafter), and hospitalized (n=15) subgroups for further analyses. All patients (n=92) were 125 

sampled on the day of inclusion (defined as “day 1”) and three weeks after inclusion (“day 21”).  126 

The group of mild COVID-19 patients also contained 11 patients with self-reported shortness-of-127 
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breath symptoms that could not be confirmed by a physician and therefore could not be classified 128 

as moderate patients following the NIH guideline. We also included control individuals (n=26) from 129 

patients’ households, who were sampled on day 1 and day 14. While the age range was not 130 

different for asymptomatic and mild patients as compared to household controls (Supplementary 131 

Table 1, Fig. 1b), hospitalized patients were older than mild patients (median, ~57 vs. ~38 years of 132 

age) and controls (Fig. 1b). The BMI was not different among any of the analyzed groups 133 

(Supplementary Table 1). In general, more males were included in each of the patient subgroups 134 

(between 57% and 69%), while only around 30% of household controls were male participants 135 

(Supplementary Table 1). No comorbidity information was available for hospitalized patients and 136 

household controls. For the other patient groups, the prevalence of comorbidities (asthma, chronic 137 

hematologic disease, obesity and uncomplicated diabetes) was higher among mild than among 138 

asymptomatic patients (5% to ~8% among mild vs. none among asymptomatic patients) 139 

(Supplementary Table 1). 140 

 141 

A whole blood count analysis was used to further characterize COVID-19 patients on day 1. We 142 

found no significant difference between asymptomatic and mild patients in any of the tested 17 143 

general blood count parameters (Supplementary Table 1, Supplementary Fig. 1). However, 144 

hospitalized patients showed a remarkable difference compared to mild or asymptomatic patients 145 

as demonstrated in the principal component analysis (PCA) plot based on the analysis of whole-146 

blood-count parameters (Supplementary Fig. 1a). In line with the reports by others17, the 147 

frequency of lymphocytes was substantially decreased in hospitalized patients compared to the 148 

two other patient groups (Supplementary Fig. 1b), while CRP was significantly elevated in 149 

hospitalized patients only (Supplementary Fig. 1c). Furthermore, hospitalized patients showed an 150 

increased number of white blood cells (WBC) (Supplementary Fig. 1d). This shift was mainly 151 

reflected by an increase in the number and frequency of both monocytes and granulocytes 152 

(Supplementary Fig.1e-h). Both the red blood cell count and the hematocrit were modestly but 153 

significantly decreased, accompanied by a slightly higher number of platelets in hospitalized 154 
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patients (Supplementary Fig. 1i-j). Although significantly enhanced, the number of platelets was 155 

still within the normal range in most of the hospitalized patients (Supplementary Fig.1j). 156 

 157 

As expected, on day 1 we did not observe a significant increase in IgG antibody levels to SARS 158 

CoV-2 S, CoV-2 RBD, CoV-2 NTD and CoV-2 N in the groups of asymptomatic and mild patients 159 

compared to controls (Fig. 1c-f). In contrast, while only 48% and 43% of the mild patients showed 160 

slightly increased IgG levels, 93% and 75% of the hospitalized patients already displayed 161 

significantly enhanced IgG titers to CoV-2 S and N antigens respectively. Three weeks later, we 162 

observed a significant increase in IgG levels to all four antigens also in the mild patient group 163 

compared to household controls together with a further enhancement of IgG antibody levels in 164 

hospitalized patients. The positivity rate for IgG antibodies to CoV-2 S, CoV-2 RBD, CoV-2 NTD 165 

and CoV-2 N reached up to 89% among mild and 100% among hospitalized patients at day 21. 166 

Asymptomatic patients had a lower positivity rate for IgG against CoV-2 S/S-RBD (67%) and CoV-167 

2 N (75%) than mild patients at day 21 (Fig. 1c-e). IgG antibodies against CoV-2 NTD were in 168 

general much lower in asymptomatic and mild patients, only reaching very high levels of 100% 169 

positivity in the hospitalized group at day 21 (Fig. 1f). Next, we tested the functional capacity of the 170 

induced antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 in a surrogate virus neutralization assay. The assay 171 

analyzes the capacity of antibodies to inhibit the binding of labelled recombinant ACE2, the human 172 

receptor for SARS-CoV-2, to CoV-2 S or CoV-2 RBD in a multiplex high-throughput format. In line 173 

with the serology findings on day 1 (Fig. 1c, d), hospitalized patients already showed blocking 174 

antibodies that interfered with ACE2 binding to CoV-2 S or CoV-2 RBD at this early stage (Fig. 1g, 175 

h). On day 21, also mild patients had developed a significant inhibitory serologic capacity to block 176 

ACE2 binding to CoV-2 S or CoV-2 RBD relative to household controls. Such an increase in ACE2 177 

blocking was not seen in the asymptomatic group (Fig. 1g, h), which was also lower in IgG titers 178 

against CoV-2 S or CoV-2 RBD (Fig. 1c, d). In line with this notion and as reported by others18, 179 

IgG antibody titers against both CoV-2 S and CoV-2 RBD, were highly correlated (spearman 180 
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r=0.89 and 0.82 for CoV-2 S and RBD, respectively) with the inhibitory capacity of sera across all 181 

patient categories of COVID-19 severity (Fig. 1i, j). 182 

Early-stage highly-coordinated innate and adaptive immune responses in 183 

mild COVID-19  184 

 185 

As shown above, clinical and routine laboratory data as well as in depth serologic profiling of 186 

SARS-CoV-2-specific antibody responses already distinguished hospitalized COVID-19 patients 187 

from mild or asymptomatic patients and control individuals. However, these profiling analyses are 188 

not sufficient to further differentiate non-hospitalized clinical phenotypes of COVID-19. Thus, we 189 

aimed to explore the full complexity of innate and adaptive cellular immune signatures that 190 

orchestrate the early response to SARS-CoV-2 infection across the full spectrum of COVID-19 191 

disease phenotypes. We systematically investigated 484 cellular immune subsets or combinations 192 

of various lineage and functional markers by three different staining panels using 18-color flow 193 

cytometry (for general gating strategy, see Supplementary Fig. 2; for cellular markers analyzed, 194 

refer to Supplementary Table 2) on day 1 and at the follow-up visit (day 14 for controls or day 21 195 

for patients). When compared with household controls, asymptomatic patients displayed no 196 

obvious change in all the analyzed 484 immune profiles at day 1 (Supplementary Fig. 3a). 197 

Interestingly, at day 21, ICOS+ CD8 T cells were the only significantly changed immune subset with 198 

a decrease in the frequency among CD8 T cells from asymptomatic patients (Supplementary Fig. 199 

3b, c). Although primarily known for its critical role in CD4 T cell and lymph node germinal center 200 

formation, studies in ICOS-deficient patients have also indicated a role for ICOS in CD8 effector 201 

functions during primary antiviral immunity19,20. 202 

 203 

We next used PCA to show that deep immune profiling was only able to partition hospitalized 204 

patients at day 1 from all other groups investigated, but not mild COVID-19 patients from any 205 

household control (day 1 and day 14) (Fig. 2a). Then we asked whether specific immune subsets 206 

were differentially present in mild COVID-19 patients compared to age-matched household 207 

controls at day 1 (Fig. 2b). We observed differences in the frequency of several CD8 T cells 208 
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subsets, such as Ki67+, CD38+, and HLADR+CD38+, representing proliferating, activated and 209 

antigen-specific responsive CD8 T cells respectively that were significantly enhanced in mild 210 

COVID-19 patients (Fig. 2c-e). The profile included an increase of both Tbet-dependent 211 

(Tbet+Ki67+) and -independent (Eomes+Ki67+) responsive CD8 T cells (Fig. 2f-h). Also the fraction 212 

of proliferating CD4 T cells, especially, Th1-responsive (Tbet+Ki67+) CD4 T cells was already 213 

enhanced early on in mild patients on day 1 (Fig. 2i, j, Supplementary Fig. 4a). In parallel, the 214 

frequency of antigen presenting cells (APCs) and antibody secreting cells, such as mature 215 

dendritic cells (HLADR+CD38highDCs) and short-lived plasmablasts (CD27+CD38high), was 216 

increased in mild patients  (Fig. 2k, l, m, Supplementary Fig. 4b, 4c). Notably, using the unique 217 

power of our longitudinal cohort design and the simultaneous comprehensive analysis of both 218 

cellular immune subsets and serological responses, allowed the successful prediction of anti-219 

SARS-CoV-2 antibody responses at day 21. The frequency of activated CD38+ CD8 T cells and of 220 

mature DCs measured at day 1 was highly predictive for the degree of the serological titers of anti-221 

SARS-CoV-2 N IgG at day 21 among asymptomatic and mild patients (Fig. 2n, o). On the 222 

contrary, it is noteworthy that neither the frequency of CD38+ cells among CD8 T cells nor of 223 

mature DCs at day 1 was significantly correlated to the even higher titers of SARS-CoV-2 N IgG 224 

(Fig. 2l, m) in the group of hospitalized COVID-19 patients at day 21 (Fig. 2p, q). This finding 225 

indicates that the progression and deterioration of COVID-19 is averted only in the presence of a 226 

highly coordinated interplay of early cellular innate and adaptive immune responses, which are 227 

strongly correlated to the subsequent production of protective antibody titers against SARS-CoV-2. 228 

 229 

Now switching to day 21 after inclusion, we followed the evolution of the early cellular immune 230 

response. On day 21, mild COVID-19 patients were characterized by an enhanced cytotoxic CD8 231 

T cell (GZMB+) response, especially of terminally differentiated responsive CD8 T cells (CD45RO-232 

Ki67+) (Supplementary Fig. 5a-c). CD4 T cells also showed similar changes after three weeks. 233 

The frequencies of CD4 T cells expressing CD57 and GZMB as well as of CD45RO and CD57 234 

double-positive CD4 T cells were also significantly enhanced in mild patients compared to 235 
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household controls (Supplementary Fig. 5d-f). Notably, the frequency of GZMB+ CD4 cytotoxic T 236 

cells showed a trend to be elevated (p=0.053, Kruskal-Wallis test including multiple-group 237 

correction) already on day 1 (Supplementary Fig. 5e). The CD57 expressing CD4 T cells 238 

detected on day 21 appeared to be mainly cytotoxic effector cells since the percentage of 239 

GZMB+CD57+ cells was also significantly enhanced among CD4 T cells (Supplementary Fig. 5g). 240 

Although CD57 is regarded and known as a T-cell senescence marker, CD57+ T cells, similar to 241 

PD-1+ T cells21, were apparently still functional during the acute phase of COVID-19, thus likely 242 

contributing to a sufficient control of the infection in the mild patient group. 243 

Early-stage impaired innate immunity in hospitalized, but not mild patients 244 

 245 

In the analyses presented hitherto, we parsed primarily early immune signatures in mild COVID-19 246 

patients in relation to household controls on day 1 and day 21. Yet, the analysis of early cellular 247 

responses and later antibody responses showed a positive correlation only in mild and 248 

asymptomatic, but not in hospitalized patients (Fig. 2n-q). This finding prompted us to further 249 

analyze this aspect. Thus, we asked whether any additional early immune signatures observed in 250 

mild patients were significantly different from hospitalized patients and determined the immune 251 

signatures that were significantly upregulated or downregulated in mild versus hospitalized COVID-252 

19 patients on day 1 (Fig. 3a). As shown in the volcano plot analyses, major differences were 253 

present primarily among innate immune cells, such as monocytes, dendritic cells (DC) and natural 254 

killer (NK) cells, and to a lesser extent also among B and T cells. Compared with hospitalized 255 

patients, mild COVID-19 patients showed a much higher frequency (~40% in mild patients vs. 256 

~10% in hospitalized patients) of non-classical monocytes (ncMono, HLADR+CD38-)22. The non-257 

classical monocytes were not only higher in frequency among the mild patients, but expressed also 258 

higher levels of critical functional markers, such as CD86/CD80 double-positivity (Fig 3b-d), PD-L1 259 

and CD13 (Supplementary Fig. 4d, Supplementary Fig.6a, b). Similar to monocytes, the 260 

frequency of antigen-presenting cells (APC) such as plasmacytoid DC (pDC) and myeloid DC 261 

(mDC) was significantly higher in mild patients versus hospitalized ones (Fig. 3a, d-f). It is 262 
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noteworthy that the frequency of ncMono and mDC (Fig.3b, f) was also slightly lower in mild 263 

patients versus household controls, indicating a disease severity-related effect and further 264 

supporting the involvement of both cell types in early protective immune responses of COVID-19. 265 

Although mature DC were higher in both mild and hospitalized patients (Fig. 2l), the frequency of 266 

CD86-CD80+ functional cells (Fig. 3g, h) and of CD13+ cells (Supplementary Fig. 6c) among total 267 

DC was decreased in hospitalized patients only, thus indicating a reduction in phagocytic and 268 

antigen-presenting capacity of individual DC23. These findings signify one of the advantages of our 269 

study, where we analyzed not only lineage, but also functional markers, thus allowing a better 270 

comprehension and interpretation of seemingly conflicting results. In line with the notion of reduced 271 

APC functions, the downstream events of APC activating responses, the frequency of activated 272 

CD4 T cells (CD27+ICOS+) and the ICOS MFI among CD8 T cells were decreased only in 273 

hospitalized, but not mild patients (Supplementary Fig. 6d, e). Furthermore, the frequency of NK 274 

cells was also significantly decreased only in hospitalized, but not in mild patients relative to 275 

household controls (Fig 3i, j). In line with the overall compromised innate immune cell profile, 276 

critical senescence and exhaustion markers such as KLRG1 and PD-1 were enhanced among 277 

several subsets of NK cells in hospitalized patients only (Fig. 3k, Supplementary Fig. 4e, 278 

Supplementary Fig. 6f, g). 279 

 280 

In contrast to the compromised innate immune cell compartment, the expression levels of CD86 281 

and of PD-L1 among class-switched memory B cells were substantially enhanced in hospitalized 282 

COVID-19 patients versus both household controls and mild patients at day 1 (Supplementary 283 

Fig. 6h,i). Considering these results together with the high SARS-CoV-2-specific IgG levels, the 284 

ACE2 blocking capacity of patient serum and the high frequency of plasmablasts, we concluded 285 

that antibody-secreting cells were not impaired in both mild and hospitalized patients at the very 286 

early stage (on day 1), thus leading to a robust antibody response in both patient groups after 287 

three weeks. 288 

 289 
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We next sought to understand whether the impaired innate immune cell response in hospitalized 290 

patients was paralleled by early deviated CD8 T cell profiles. Although the intensity (MFI) of ICOS 291 

on CD8 T cells was decreased (Supplementary Fig. 6e), the frequency of ICOS+ CD8 T cells was 292 

unchanged (Supplementary Fig. 3c) and the frequency of CD40L+ and PD-1+GZMB+ cells among 293 

CD8 T cells was even significantly enhanced in hospitalized patients on day 1 (Supplementary 294 

Fig. 6j, k). Furthermore, since the frequency of CD8 T cells expressing other key functional 295 

markers, such as Ki67 and CD38, as well as the frequency of CD8 T cells co-expressing HLA-DR 296 

and CD38, Tbet and Ki67, as well as Eomes and Ki67 was not decreased in hospitalized patients 297 

(Fig. 2c-g), the functional antiviral capacity of CD8 T cells was most likely equally robust in 298 

hospitalized and mild COVID-19 patients. Overall, these data indicate that the major deficiencies 299 

observed in hospitalized COVID-19 patients on day 1 were impaired innate immune cells and APC 300 

functions rather than adaptive T- and B-cell functions. 301 

 302 

The differences in cellular immune signatures described above between mild and hospitalized 303 

patients were only significant on day 1, but not after three weeks on day 21. This indicates that 304 

various immunological signatures, which are reduced in hospitalized patients on day 1, are unique 305 

to the mild clinical phenotype of COVID-19 and may thus be crucial protective factors at an early 306 

stage of the disease. 307 

Early-stage temporary and reversible elevation of IP10 and IFNb in mild 308 

COVID-19 patients 309 

 310 
To gain further insight into the coordinated early immune response of COVID-19, we analyzed 24 311 

different cytokines, chemokines and growth factors on both day 1 and day 21 in sera of all patient 312 

and control groups. Interestingly, at day 1, we observed increased levels of interferon gamma-313 

inducible protein 10 (IP10/CXCL10) in hospitalized patients and in the mild patient group (Fig. 4a, 314 

b). Unexpectedly, a similar regulation was found for the type I-interferon IFNb, which was 315 

previously reported to be undetectable in severe COVID-19 patients at around 10 days after 316 

symptom onset24. Both hospitalized and mild patients showed a significant increase of IFNb 317 
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compared to controls at day 1 (Fig. 4c). While the levels of IP10 and IFNb showed only a 318 

temporary and reversible increase among mild patients, declining to normal levels at day 21, this 319 

was not the case in hospitalized patients, where both IP10 and IFNb levels remained elevated after 320 

three weeks (Fig. 4c). These results point to a crucial and dynamic role of IP10 and IFNb, which is 321 

tightly regulated during the early stage of protective immune responses in COVID-19 patients. This 322 

notion is also supported by the fact that levels of IP10 and IFNb were significantly correlated with 323 

the frequency of mature DCs among all the analyzed patients at day 1 of the Predi-COVID study 324 

(Fig. 4d, e). On day 21, none of the 24 circulating immune analytes showed a significant change in 325 

the mild patient group versus household controls at day 14 (Supplementary Fig. 7a). We also 326 

could not observe any significant change in the tested cytokine/chemokine levels among 327 

asymptomatic patients, neither on day 1 nor on day 21 (Supplementary Fig. 7b, c). The increase 328 

of IP10 in mild and hospitalized COVID-19 patients appears to be independent of IFNg, which was 329 

only elevated in the hospitalized patient group (Fig. 4c, f, g) and remained significantly higher in 330 

hospitalized patients, but still within the normal range for most of the patients (Fig. 4g). Overall, the 331 

IP10 and IFNb signature in mild COVID-19 patients was characterized by early dynamic changes 332 

with a strong increase at day 1 and a contraction to normal levels at day 21, while the levels in 333 

hospitalized patients remained high. 334 

 335 

With regard to other circulating immune factors, we found a significant increase in plasma levels of 336 

eosinophil chemotactic protein (eotaxin-1/CCL11), vascular endothelial growth factor A (VEGFA), 337 

IL-6 and IL-10 only in hospitalized patients at day 1 (Fig. 4h-k). The enhanced levels of IL6 and 338 

the regulatory cytokine IL10 in hospitalized versus mild patients on day 1 were still mostly seen 339 

within the normal range (Fig. 4j, k). The increased level of IL10 was in line with an increased 340 

percentage of FOXP3+ Tregs in both mild and hospitalized patients at day 1 (Fig. 4l). In 341 

conclusion, on day 21 after inclusion into the study, most of the analyzed cytokines/chemokines 342 

that were elevated early in mild patients had returned to normal levels and waned in hospitalized 343 

patients. Only IFNg, IFNb and IP10/CXCL10 remained higher in hospitalized patients than mild 344 
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patients and controls on day 21 (Supplementary Fig. 7d). The only exception was the Th2 345 

cytokine IL5, which was not different on day 1, but modestly increased in mild patients at day 21, 346 

while hospitalized patients exhibited very low IL5 levels at this point (Supplementary Fig. 7e). 347 

 348 

Early-stage dominant expansion of CD4+ SARS-CoV-2-specific T cells in mild 349 

patients 350 

 351 

To identify the T-cell response on a broader scale, we performed TCRb sequencing analysis 352 

among 45 mild patients versus 8 asymptomatic subjects and 21 household controls on days 1 and 353 

21. Aging has a strong impact on the TCR repertoire25. As expected, sample clonality, the inverted 354 

normalized diversity index, was significantly correlated with the age of all analyzed subjects (Fig. 355 

5a). Since a decrease in TCR diversity was previously associated with aging and impaired 356 

immunity against influenza virus infection and other diseases26,27, we sought to compare the TCR 357 

diversity between different groups. The productive clonality of the sequenced TCRb repertoire was 358 

increased in mild patients at day 21 versus household controls (Fig. 5b). At day 21, only the usage 359 

of one specific V gene (TCRBV06-07) was significantly underrepresented in mild patients 360 

compared to household controls (Fig. 5c). Notably, the SARS-CoV-2-specific T-cell clonotypes 361 

were substantially expanded (~6 times higher than in household controls) among mild patients 362 

already at day 1, as reflected by clonal breadth and depth 28, and maintained at day 21 (Fig. 5d, 363 

e). These results indicate a key functional role of early-responsive SARS-CoV-2-specific T cells in 364 

mild COVID-19 patients. Completely unexpected, mainly CD4 SARS-CoV-2-specific T cells were 365 

expanded among mild patients at day 1, with an average frequency of CD4 SARS-CoV-2-specific 366 

TCR clonotypes that was six times higher than that of CD8 T cells among mild patients (Fig. 5f-h). 367 

This finding was in line with a trend for increased frequency of GZMB+ cells among CD4 Tconv 368 

cells, but not among CD8 T cells in mild patients versus controls on day 1 (Supplementary Fig. 369 

5a, e). At day 21, CD4 SARS-CoV-2 specific TCR clonotypes continued to dominate over CD8 370 

clonotypes to a similar extent in mild patients (Fig. 5g, h). The expansion of CD4 or CD8 SARS-371 

CoV-2-specific T cells was highly correlated with the frequency of responsive ICOS+Ki67+ cells 372 
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among total CD4 T cells or total CD8 T cells in both asymptomatic and mild patient groups at day 1 373 

(Fig. 5i, j). These data highlight a crucial role of early-expanding SARS-CoV-2-specific T cells, 374 

especially of the CD4+ phenotype, for subsequent coordinated antiviral immune responses. Thus, 375 

our findings are not only in line with, but add significantly novel aspects to earlier studies that 376 

identified SARS-CoV-2-spectific T cells early after diagnosis, but without correlating their findings 377 

to a severity stratification of COVID-19 patients nor performing further sub-analysis of CD4 and 378 

CD8 T cells29. 379 

Discussion 380 

 381 

In May 2020, a mass PCR screening program was implemented on a population-wide level in 382 

Luxembourg30, which allowed us to get unique access to PCR-positive asymptomatic and mild 383 

non-hospitalized COVID-19 patients and to prospectively recruit them into the longitudinal Predi-384 

COVID study that was initiated simultaneously16. This empowered us to analyze a comprehensive 385 

picture of distinct early-stage protective immune signatures in mild COVID-19 patients versus 386 

hospitalized patients, asymptomatic individuals and healthy controls during the first waves of the 387 

pandemic. We evaluated more than 500 cellular and soluble markers of the immune response in 388 

the peripheral blood of all study participants twice in the early time window after infection. 389 

Furthermore, we performed systematic TCRbeta variable chain sequencing at the identical time 390 

points in our cohort. Thus, our work provides an important resource based on the unique 391 

opportunity to fully explore and understand all essential facets of the early-stage and dynamic 392 

immunological changes following recent SARS-CoV-2 infection in mild COVID-19 patients, using 393 

an unbiased and prospective approach. 394 

 395 

So far, the immune response in COVID-19 patients has only been investigated in a few longitudinal 396 

cohort studies17,31-34. These studies concentrated on different time windows and they usually put 397 

their major focus on one or two selected immunological aspects, which makes it challenging to 398 

directly compare them with our results. In line with another recent longitudinal study from the UK7, 399 

we also observed enhanced early-stage CD8 T cells and plasmablast responses in mild COVID-19 400 
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patients. In contrast to that published work, our current study now provides not only information on 401 

the number and frequency of a wide spectrum of immune subsets in peripheral blood, but also on 402 

the functionality of individual immune cell types. We found both early-stage Tbet-dependent and -403 

independent CD8 T cell responses among mild COVID-19 patients. Distinct from the UK cohort7, 404 

we observed robust early-stage responses of CD4 T cells with a profoundly enhanced frequency of 405 

type-I-IFN-dependent Tbet+Ki67+ CD4 T cells. As additional unique result of our study, mature DC 406 

expressing all key functional markers were strongly enhanced early on in mild but not hospitalized 407 

patients. The notion that early coordinated DC and CD4/CD8 T cell responses have indeed a 408 

functional role in SARS-CoV-2-specific immunity was further supported by the correlation between 409 

mature DC and CD38+CD8 T cells at early stage (day 1) with antibody responses three weeks later 410 

(day 21). Consistent with the observed early-stage CD4 and CD8 T cell responses, we found a 411 

substantial expansion of SARS-CoV-2-specific T-cell clonotypes, predominantly of CD4 T cells, in 412 

mild COVID-19 patients already at day 1. Since we observed enhanced DC and coordinated CD4 413 

and CD8 T cell responses very early on among mild COVID-19 patients, at most three days after 414 

PCR diagnosis, the concept of bystander CD8 T cell responses7 might need to be adapted. Our 415 

findings suggest that appropriate and highly coordinated early-stage DC and antigen-specific T cell 416 

responses are crucial for guiding the development of a protective adaptive immune response at 417 

later stage, which is key for a long-term favorable outcome in non-hospitalized mild COVID-19 418 

patients. 419 

 420 

Another important observation that is very much in line with the coordinated early-stage DC and 421 

antigen-specific CD4 and CD8  T cell responses was the strong early induction of the type-I 422 

interferon IFNb in both mild and hospitalized COVID-19 patients. However, in contrast to 423 

hospitalized patients, the early rise of IFNb levels in mild patients was followed by a decrease to 424 

normal levels three weeks later. Such a contraction of IFNb was not seen in hospitalized patients, 425 

where the levels remained high three weeks later, thus indicating a possible dysregulation in more 426 

severe COVID-19 phenotypes. Indeed, previous studies had demonstrated impaired type-I 427 
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interferon responses in severe COVID-19 patients24,35,36. Our current results on early induction and 428 

contraction of IFNb levels in mild COVID-19 patients were further confirmed by a strong correlation 429 

between the frequency of mature DC, one of the main producers of type-I interferon37, and the 430 

circulating IFNb levels on day 1. Our data suggest a protective role of the type-I interferon IFNb 431 

that may be crucial during the very early stage of COVID-19 after recent exposure to SARS-CoV-2. 432 

The results of an early time-dependent induction of IFNb in our study are in line with studies on 433 

genetic and autoimmune defects in the type-I IFN pathway that were correlated to severe COVID-434 

1924,35,36. These findings have prompted to propose early and transient intervention with 435 

recombinant type-I IFN such as IFNb as a treatment option in severe COVID-19 patients38. Parallel 436 

to IFNb, we observed substantially enhanced early IP10/CXCL10 levels without other signs of 437 

systemic inflammation in mild patients. After three weeks, IP10 levels had declined to the normal 438 

range in mild, but not in hospitalized COVID-19 patients, thus indicating that a temporary early-439 

stage enhancement of IP10 may be beneficial in mild COVID-19. IP10, previously known to 440 

exclusively bind to CXCR3, has recently been identified as a high-affinity agonist for the anti-441 

inflammatory atypical chemokine scavenger receptor ACKR2/D639,40. Thus, during the coordinated 442 

early anti-SARS-CoV-2 immune response in mild patients, IP10 might play a role in limiting and 443 

resolving inflammatory responses. The longer-lasting high levels of IP10 are not unique to severe 444 

COVID-19, but occur also in other infectious diseases41, including SARS, where high levels of IP10 445 

were maintained for at least two weeks42. Our observations are also in line with previously reported 446 

enhanced IP10 levels in symptomatic versus asymptomatic patients during the acute phase of 447 

COVID-1911 and sustained levels in hospitalized patients43. 448 

 449 

Notably on day 1, hospitalized COVID-19 patients showed significantly increased levels of vascular 450 

endothelial growth factor A (VEGFA), known to be critical in acute lung injury44, and of eosinophil 451 

chemotactic protein (eotaxin-1/CCL11). Enhanced VEGFA mRNA expression has previously also 452 

been demonstrated in the bronchial alveolar lavage fluid of two COVID-19 patients45. Furthermore, 453 

a significant elevation of VEGFA and eotaxin-1 among both mild and severe COVID-19 patients 454 
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relative to controls, although without significant difference between the two groups, was reported in 455 

a small scale pilot study46 and anti-VEGF medication has been investigated to treat COVID-19 in a 456 

phase-II clinical trial47. Our findings strongly suggest that VEGFA and eotaxin-1 are indeed 457 

differentially regulated during the early phase of the immune response in hospitalized, i.e., more 458 

severe COVID-19 patients. 459 

 460 

Another crucial observation of our study was an early-stage signature of reduced frequency and 461 

functional impairment of innate immune cells, such as non-classical monocytes (ncMono), DC 462 

(pDC and mDC) and NK cells, in hospitalized COVID-19 patients only. Both the frequency of 463 

ncMono and the expression of their key functional markers, such as CD80, CD86, PD-L1 and 464 

CD13, were significantly reduced in hospitalized patients. Notably, although the frequency of 465 

mature DC was induced early on in both mild and hospitalized patients, their functional subsets, 466 

such as CD86-CD80+ cells among total DC, were substantially reduced only in the hospitalized 467 

patients. In addition, similar findings were also made in hospitalized patients regarding the reduced 468 

frequency of several NK cell subsets, paralleled by a substantial enhancement in the expression of 469 

the inhibitory and terminal differentiation marker KLRG1 on NK cells. Thus, our data of impaired 470 

innate immune cell signatures in hospitalized, but not mild COVID-19 patients confirm previous 471 

findings of impaired innate immunity in severe or critically ill COVID-19 patients48,49. Furthermore, 472 

our results are in line with the decreased frequency of pDC in hospitalized patients versus control 473 

subjects, which was revealed through a longitudinal single-cell RNA sequencing analysis34. 474 

However, none of the previous studies has addressed the differences in early-stage innate 475 

immune cell responses between non-hospitalized (i.e., asymptomatic and mild patients) and 476 

hospitalized COVID-19 patients. Here, in contrast to the coordinated response in mild patients, our 477 

data revealed major innate immune cell dysregulations and impairment exclusively in hospitalized 478 

patients. 479 

 480 
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With few exceptions7, much less was known so far about protective anti-SARS-CoV-2 immune 481 

responses in non-hospitalized mild COVID-19 patients. Our current work now provides a first 482 

resource that systematically describes the evolving trajectory of highly coordinated early-stage 483 

protective immune responses in mild COVID-19 patients. Based on a sufficiently-powered sample 484 

size (63 mild participants) and on the prospective longitudinal nature of our study, we discovered 485 

the frequency of CD38+ among CD8 T cells and of mature DCs at an early disease stage 486 

(maximum three days post-PCR diagnosis) to be highly robust and even better predictors of 487 

ensuing humoral responses at three weeks than early plasmablast responses, pointing to a critical 488 

role of DC activation in coordinating very early antigen-specific T cell and later antibody responses. 489 

Thus, the immune signatures identified in our study bear the potential to be extrapolated to predict 490 

protective immune responses in vaccinated people early on. In fact, our discoveries are in line with 491 

a recent report showing that mRNA vaccination induces rapid abundant antigen-specific CD4 T-cell 492 

responses in SARS-CoV-2 naïve participants following the first dose50, which phenocopies our 493 

findings in mild COVID-19 patients, thus indicating that the discoveries of our study will have a 494 

more general impact for understanding and further dissecting SARS-CoV-2-specific immunity. In 495 

our cohort, we were unable to observe a clear protective immune signature in the peripheral blood 496 

of PCR-positive asymptomatic individuals throughout all cellular and humoral immune analyses. 497 

Although the sample size was relatively small in our asymptomatic category, the most likely 498 

explanation for this result is a more prominent role of a tissue-resident rather than a systemic 499 

immune response, where anti-viral immunity mainly occurs locally through pre-activated innate 500 

immune stimulation in epithelial cells of the upper airways, as recently shown in a pediatric cohort51. 501 
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Figure 1. Cohort description and SARS-CoV-2 serological analysis of different 645 

groups.  646 

A, Sample numbers, longitudinal sampling scheme and experimental overview of different COVID-647 
19 patient subgroups and household controls.  AS, asymptomatic; HC, household controls.  648 
B, Scatter dot plots of age from each individual of different participant groups. 649 
C, D, E, F, SARS-CoV-2 spike-specific (C) or RBD-specific (D) or N-specific (E) or NTD-specific 650 
(F) IgG titers at day 1 inclusion for each group, or day 21 post inclusion of different patient 651 
subgroups or day 14 post inclusion of the household control group. The statistical test between 652 
non-hospitalized groups was based on the signals (AU). Only the positive percentages, rather than 653 
the signals of hospitalized samples were directly compared with that of other groups because 654 
different lots of abs were used (for the positive threshold calculation, refer to Methods). Neg, 655 
negative calibration sera from 2019 before the pandemic; Severe, positive sera from severe 656 
patients of another cohort of the local hospital (see Methods). 657 
G, H, Percentage inhibition by anti-SARS-CoV-2 Spike (G) or RBD (H) antibodies using a MSD 658 
pseudo-neutralization assay. The sera were diluted 50x before the measurement. 659 
I, J, Correlation between antibody titers and percentage inhibition of S (I) or RBD (J) antigens in all 660 
the COVID-19 patient samples. Spearman correlation was used for the analysis. 661 
Data represent individual values; Mean± standard deviation (S.D.); P-value in Figure B-H was 662 
determined by the Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple 663 
comparisons test. ns, not significant, *p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. 664 
 665 
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Figure 2. Early-stage coordinated responses of CD4, CD8, mature DC and 667 

Plasmablasts in mild COVID-19 patients. 668 

 669 
A, PCA plots of the samples from different patient groups at day 1 of inclusion and the house hold 670 
controls at day 1 and day 14 post inclusion. The analysis was based on 484 immunological 671 
features/subsets analyzed by multi-panel and multi-color flow cytometry. 672 
B, Volcano plots of different immune features in patients with mild symptoms vs. household 673 
controls at day1 of inclusion. The selected list of significantly increased or decreased subsets 674 
(p<=0.05 and change fold >=2) were marked in red or green, respectively. Tconv, FOXP3-CD4 675 
conventional T cells. 676 
C, D, E, F, G, Frequency of Ki67+ (C), CD38+ (D), HLA-DR+CD38+ (E), Tbet+Ki67+ (F), 677 
EOMES+Ki67+ (G) among CD8 T cells from different groups at different time points. AS, 678 
asymptomatic; HC, household controls; D1/D14/D21, day 1/day 14/day 21. 679 
H, K, Representative flow cytometry plots of the expression of Tbet and Ki67 (H) or the expression 680 
of CD38 and HLA-DR (K) on CD8 T cells from either household controls, mild or hospitalized 681 
patients at day 1 of inclusion. 682 
I, J, Frequency of Ki67+ (I) and Tbet+Ki67+ (J) among CD4 T cells. 683 
L, Frequency of HLA-DR+CD38high mature Dendritic cells (DC) among CD3-CD19-CD14- cells. 684 
M, Frequency of CD27highCD38high plasmablasts among CD3-CD19+IgD- B cells. 685 
N, P, Correlation between the frequency of CD38+ among CD8 at day 1 and anti-SARS-CoV-2N-686 
specific IgG titers at day 21 following inclusion from asymptomatic and mild patients (N) or from 687 
hospitalized patients (P). Spearman correlation was used for the analysis. 688 
O, Q, Correlation between the frequency of mature dendritic cells among CD3-CD19-CD14- cells at 689 
day 1 and anti-SARS-CoV-2N-specific IgG titers at day 21 following inclusion from asymptomatic 690 
and mild patients (O) or from hospitalized patients (Q). 691 
Data represent individual values; Mean± standard deviation (S.D.); P-value in Fig. C-G, I-M was 692 
determined by the Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple 693 
comparisons test. ns or unlabeled, not significant, *p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. 694 
 695 
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 696 

Figure 3. Impaired early-stage responses of non-classical monocytes, DC and 697 

NK cells distinguishing hospitalized COVID-19 patients from mild patients. 698 

 699 
A, Volcano plot showing the comparison of the frequency of different immune subsets in mild 700 
versus hospitalized patients at day 1. The selected list of significant increased or decreased 701 
subsets (p<=0.05 and change fold >=2) were marked in red or green, respectively. AS, 702 
asymptomatic; HC, household controls; D1/D14/D21, day 1/day 14/day 21. 703 
B, Proportions of HLA-DR+CD38- non-classical monocytes (ncMono) among CD3-CD19-CD14- 704 
cells. 705 
C, E, F, Frequency of cells expressing CD86+CD80+ among ncMono (C) or pDC (E) or mDC (F) 706 
among total DCs. 707 
D, G, Representative flow-cytometry plots of the expression of HLA-DR and CD38 (D) or the 708 
expression of CD11c and CD123 (G) from different groups. 709 
H, Frequency of CD86-CD80+ cells among DCs. 710 
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J, K, Frequency of NK5 among CD3- cells (J) or of KLRG1 among NK1 (K). 711 
I, Representative flow-cytometry plots of the expression of CD56 and CD16. Gating strategy to 712 
define six subsets of NK cells. Enlarged number from 1 to 6 represents various NK subsets. 713 
Data represent individual values; Mean± standard deviation (S.D.); P-value was determined by the 714 
Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple comparisons test. ns 715 
or unlabeled, not significant, *p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. 716 
 717 

 718 
 719 
 720 
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Figure 4. Early-stage transient cytokine responses in mild COVID-19 patients. 721 

A, Volcano plot showing the serological cytokine/chemokine responses in mild patients relative to 722 
household controls (HC) at day 1 of inclusion. Significantly increased or decreased 723 
cytokines/chemokines/growth factors (p<=0.05 and change fold >=2) were marked in red or green, 724 
respectively. The gray dot represents the analytes showing a significant change but displaying 725 
values lower than the reported normal physiological levels even in control groups. 726 
B, C, Scatter dot plots of serological levels of IP10 (B) and INFb (C) of different groups at day 1 or 727 
day 14 or day 21 following inclusion. AS, asymptomatic; HC, household controls; D1/D14/D21, day 728 
1/day 14/day 21. 729 
D, E, Correlation between the frequency of mature DC and IP10 (D) or IFNb (E) at day 1 of 730 
inclusion. R, Pearson correlation coefficient. Different groups were marked by different indicated 731 
colours. 732 
F, Volcano plot showing the responses of serological cytokines/chemokines of mild patients versus 733 
hospitalized patients at day 1 of inclusion. 734 
G, H, I, J, K, Scatter dot plots of IFNg (G), Eotaxin1 (H), VEGF A (I), IL-6 (J) and IL-10 (K) of 735 
different participant groups. 736 
L, Frequency of FOXP3+ Treg cells among CD4 T cells. 737 
Data represent individual values; Mean± standard deviation (S.D.); P-value was determined by the 738 
Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple comparisons test. ns 739 
or unlabeled, not significant, *p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. Gray shading indicates the 740 
reported normal range for different cytokines/chemokines. 741 
 742 
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 743 

Figure 5. Early-stage expansion of SARS-CoV-2-specific TCR clonotypes in 744 

mild COVID-19 patients. 745 

A, Correlation between sample clonality and age of corresponding participants of the samples 746 
(n=144) from all the groups. r, Spearman correlation coefficient. 747 
B, Productive clonality (inverted normalized diversity index) of different groups. Different groups 748 
were marked by different indicated colours. AS, asymptomatic; HC, household controls; 749 
D1/D14/D21, day 1/day 14/day 21. 750 
C, The usage frequency of the TCRbeta V06-07 gene among different groups. 751 
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D, E, Clonal breadth (D): Relative frequency of SARS-CoV-2-specific T cell clonotypes among 752 
unique productive rearrangements; Clonal Depth (E), expansion extent of SARS-CoV-2-specific T 753 
cell clonotypes. 754 
F, Clonal breadth of CD4 and CD8 SARS-CoV-2-specific TCR clonotypes among each individual 755 
participant from different groups. The values from every individual participant were linked through 756 
lines. The two D1 hospitalized patients were posited between Mild D1 and HC D14 (the gap 757 
between the dashed lines), but not labelled. 758 
G, H, Clonal breadth of CD4 (G) or CD8 (H) SARS-CoV-2-specific TCR clonotypes among 759 
different groups.  760 
I, J, Correlation between SARS-CoV-2-specific TCR clonal breadth and percentages of 761 
ICOS+Ki67+ among CD4 T cells (I) or among CD8 T cells (J) in asymptomatic and mild patients at 762 
day 1. Correlation coefficient was based on Spearman correlation. P-value was from the two-tailed 763 
test. 764 
Data represent individual values; Mean± standard deviation (S.D.); P-value from the Fig. B-E, G-H 765 
was determined by the Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple 766 
comparisons test. ns or unlabeled, not significant, *p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. 767 

Supplementary Figures: 768 

 769 
 770 

Supplementary Figure 1. Whole-blood-count analysis of asymptomatic, mild 771 

and hospitalized patients at day 1 of inclusion. 772 

A, PCA plots of the samples from different patient groups at day 1 of inclusion based on 17 whole-773 
blood-count parameters. AS, asymptomatic; HC, household controls; D1, day 1. 774 
B, E, G, the percentages of Lymphocytes (LYM, B), monocytes (Mon, E) and granulocytes (GRA, 775 
G). 776 
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C, CRP (C-reactive protein) levels from different patient groups at day 1 of inclusion. 777 
D, F, H, I, J, Number of white blood cells (WBC, D), monocytes (Mon, F), granulocytes (GRA, H), 778 
red blood cells (RBC, I) and platelets (PLT, J) per ul (mm3). 779 
K, the hematocrit levels (%) from different patients groups at day 1 of inclusion. 780 
Data represent individual values; Mean± standard deviation (S.D.); P-value was determined by the 781 
Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple comparisons test. ns 782 
or unlabeled, not significant, *p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. Gray shading indicates the 783 
reported normal range for those different laboratory parameters. 784 
 785 

 786 

 787 

Supplementary Figure 2. General gating strategy to identify different immune 788 

subsets analysed in our study. 789 

A, Lymphocyte gating strategy (not including B cells). Treg, FOXP3+CD4 T cells; Tconv, FOXP3-790 
CD4 T cells; NK, natural killer cells. 791 
B, Gating strategy to identify B cells, (non-)class-switched memory B cells, naïve B cells T cells, 792 
monocytes, DC, mDC, pDC, mature DC and plasmablasts. ncMono, non-classical monocytes; DC, 793 
Dendritic cells. 794 
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Due to limited space, the functional markers or their combinations among each subset were not 795 
displayed here. It is also worthy to note that we used three different panels to perform a deep 796 
immunophenotyping analysis by flow cytometry. For some markers, different fluorochromes were 797 
used in different panels. 798 
 799 
 800 

 801 

Supplementary Figure 3. Comprehensive comparison of immune responses 802 

between asymptomatic patients and household controls. 803 

A, B, Volcano plots showing the immune responses in asymptomatic patients at day 1 (A) or day 804 
21 (B) following inclusion. Significant increased or decreased subsets (p<=0.05 and change fold 805 
>=2) were marked in red or green, respectively. The gray dot represents the subset not showing a 806 
significant change after applying the Dunn’s multiple comparison test. 807 
C, Frequency of ICOS+ cells among CD8 T cells of different participant groups. AS, asymptomatic; 808 
HC, household controls; D1/D14/D21, day 1/day 14/day 21. 809 
Data represent individual values; Mean± standard deviation (S.D.); P-value was determined by the 810 
Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple comparisons test. ns 811 
or unlabeled, not significant, *p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. 812 
 813 
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Supplementary Figure 4. Extended representative flow cytometry plots in 815 

comparison of different groups at day 1 of inclusion. 816 

A, Representative flow-cytometry plots of the expression of Ki67 and Tbet among CD4 T cells from 817 
different participant groups. HC, household controls; D1, day 1. 818 
B, C, Representative flow-cytometry plots of the expression of CD38 and HLA-DR showing mature 819 
DC (B) or the expression of CD38 and CD27 showing plasmablasts (C) from different participant 820 
groups. 821 
D, Representative flow-cytometry plots of the expression CD86 and CD80 among non-classical 822 
monocytes (ncMono) from different groups. 823 
E, Representative flow-cytometry plots of the expression KLRG1 and CD56 among NK3 from 824 
different groups. 825 
 826 

 827 
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Supplementary Figure 5. Comprehensive peripheral immune profiling of mild 828 

patients at day 21 following inclusion. 829 

A, Volcano plot showing responses of different immune subsets in mild patients at day 21 following 830 
inclusion relative to household controls (HC) at day 14 following inclusion. Significant increased or 831 
decreased subsets (p<=0.05 and change fold >=2) were marked in red or green, respectively. The 832 
gray dot represents the subset not showing a significant change after applying the Dunn’s multiple 833 
comparison test. 834 
B, GZMB MFI among CD8 T cells from different groups. AS, asymptomatic; HC, household 835 
controls; D1/D14/D21, day 1/day 14/day 21. 836 
C, Frequency of CD45RO-Ki67+ among CD8 T cells from different groups. 837 
D, E, F, G, Frequency of  CD57+ (D), GZMB+ (E), CD45RO+CD57+ (F) or CD57+GZMB+ (G) among 838 
CD4 Tconv cells from different groups.  839 
Data represent individual values; Mean± standard deviation (S.D.); P-value was determined by the 840 
Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple comparisons test. ns 841 
or unlabeled, not significant, *p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. 842 
 843 

 . CC-BY 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 preprintthis version posted September 2, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.31.21262713doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.31.21262713
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Page 37 of 48 
 

 844 

 . CC-BY 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 preprintthis version posted September 2, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.31.21262713doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.08.31.21262713
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Page 38 of 48 
 

Supplementary Figure 6. Extended analysis of early-stage immune features 845 

characterizing mild patents from hospitalized ones.  846 

 847 
A, B, Frequency of cells expressing PD-L1 (A) or CD13 (B) among ncMono from different 848 
participant groups. AS, asymptomatic; HC, household controls; D1/D14/D21, day 1/day 14/day 21. 849 
C, Frequency of CD13+ among HLA-DR+CD38+ DCs. 850 
D, E, Frequency of CD27+ICOS+ among CD4 cells (D) or ICOS MFI (E) among CD8 T cells. 851 
F, G, Frequency of KLRG1+ cells among NK3 (F) or frequency of PD-1+ cells among NK5 (G). 852 
H, I, CD86 MFI (H) or the frequency of PD-L1+ cells (I) among class-switched memory B cells. 853 
J, K, Frequency of CD40L+ cells (J) or frequency of PD-1+GZMB+ cells (K) among CD8 T cells. 854 
Data represent individual values; Mean± standard deviation (S.D.); P-value was determined by the 855 
Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple comparisons test. ns 856 
or unlabeled, not significant, *p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. 857 
 858 
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 859 

Supplementary Figure 7. Extended comparison of serological 860 

cytokine/chemokine responses between different patient groups at day 1 or 861 

day 21 following inclusion. 862 

A, Volcano plot showing cytokine/chemokine responses of mild patients at day 21 versus 863 
household controls (HC) at day 14 following inclusion. 864 
B, Volcano plot showing cytokine/chemokine responses of asymptomatic patients versus 865 
household controls (HC) at day 1 of inclusion. 866 
C, Volcano plot showing cytokine/chemokine responses of asymptomatic (AS) patients at day 21 867 
versus household controls (HC) at day 14 following inclusion. 868 
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D, Volcano plot showing cytokine/chemokine responses of mild patients versus hospitalized 869 
patients at day 21 of inclusion. The gray dot represents the analytes showing a significant change 870 
but displaying values lower than the reported normal physiological levels even in control groups. 871 
E, Scatter dot plots of serological levels of IL-5 of different participant groups in the cohort. Gray 872 
shading indicates the reported normal range for IL-5.  873 
AS, asymptomatic; HC, household controls; D1/D14/D21, day 1/day 14/day 21. 874 
Data represent individual values; Mean± standard deviation (S.D.); P-value was determined by the 875 
Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple comparisons test. ns 876 
or unlabeled, not significant, *p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. 877 
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Materials and Methods: 917 

 918 

Cohort design 919 

Predi-COVID is a prospective longitudinal cohort study composed of individuals older than 18 920 

years of age with a positive PCR test for SARS-CoV-2 in Luxembourg. Blood samples were 921 

collected by a nurse at the latest 3 days post clinical PCR diagnosis (baseline, as day 1) at home 922 

for asymptomatic and mild participants.  For hospitalized patients, except for two of them (sampled 923 

5 or 6 days post hospital arrival), the remaining 13 patients were all sampled at the latest 3 days 924 

after hospitalization. A follow-up visit was organized 3 weeks (day 21) later. 925 

 926 

The Predi-COVID-H sub-study is a prospective longitudinal cohort study composed of household 927 

members of a Predi-COVID participant as controls. Biological samples were collected at the same 928 

time as for the Predi-COVID participant sharing the house (baseline, as day 1) and 2 weeks later, 929 

at day 14. More details on the study design have been described 16. 930 

Blood sampling and PBMC isolation 931 

Samples were collected from confirmed SARS-COV-2 positive patients and household controls by 932 

trained nurses from the LIH-CIEC. Blood samples were collected in CAT, K2EDTA and CPT (all 933 

from BD, Erembodegem, Belgium) by the standard phlebotomy procedure. Blood samples were 934 

transported daily to centralized processing laboratory (IBBL) at ambient temperature. 935 

 936 

CAT tubes were centrifuged for 10 min at 2000 x g room temperature (RT). Serum upper layer was 937 

sterile aliquoted and stored at -80 °C. Prior to centrifugation, 200 µl from the K2EDTA was 938 

transferred into 0.5 ml microcentrifuge tube for complete blood count  (CBC) on ABX Micros 939 

CRP200 (Horiba, Japan). The K2EDTA tube was centrifuged for 20 min at 2000 x g, 4 °C. Plasma 940 

upper layer and buffy-coat were aliquoted and stored at -80 °C. The CPT tubes were centrifuged 941 

for 20 min at 1800 x g, RT. The collected PBMCs were washed twice in PBS and counted using a 942 

Cellometer (Nexcelom, UK). Fresh PBMCs were partly used for direct flow cytometry and partly 943 

cryopreserved in CryoStor CS10 (Biolife solutions, USA) by controlled-rate freezing using Mr. 944 

Forsty (Nalgene, USA), followed by a long-term storage in liquid nitrogen. 945 

Flow cytometry 946 

For each panel staining, 1x106 isolated fresh PBMCs, rather than frozen PBMCs, were used since 947 

cryopreservation affects several relevant markers52. The cells were resuspended in 50 ul of 948 

Brilliant stain buffer (BD, 563794) containing 2.5 ul of Fc blocking antibodies (BD, 564765) and 949 

incubated for 15 min. The suspension was then mixed with 50 ul of the respective 2x concentrated 950 

mastermix for the surface staining. The staining concentration and fluorochromes of the different 951 
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markers are specified in Supplementary Table 2. After 30 min of incubation in the dark at 4 °C, 952 

the cells were washed three times with FCM buffer (flow cytometry [FCM] staining buffer, Ca2+- 953 

and Mg2+-free PBS + 2% heat-inactivated FBS) (5 min, 300 x g). Following the final washing step, 954 

the stained PBMCs were fixed in 200 ul of 4% PFA (ThermoFisher Scientific, 28906) and 955 

incubated at RT for 30 min in the dark. After the PFA fixation, the PBMCs were washed once in 956 

FCM buffer (5 min, 400 x g) and resuspended in 200 ul fixation buffer from the True-Nuclear 957 

Transcription Factor Buffer Set (Biolegend, 424401). After 1 h of incubation in the dark at RT, the 958 

cells were centrifuged down (5 min, 400 x g) and resuspened in 200 ul FCM buffer and left at 4 °C 959 

overnight. 960 

In the next morning the cells were resuspended in permeabilisation buffer (Biolegend, 424401) 961 

containing 2.5 ul of Fc blocking antibodies (BD, 564765) and incubated for 15 min at RT. After the 962 

intracellular blocking step, the cells were resuspended in 100 ul permeabilisation buffer containing 963 

the antibodies for the intracellular staining (Supplementary Table 2). After 30 min of incubation at 964 

RT in the dark, the cells were washed 3 times with permeabilisation buffer (5 min, 400 x g) and 965 

resuspended in 100 ul FCM buffer to proceed to the acquisition on a BD LSRFortessaTM analyzer. 966 

To ensure a consistent acquisition of all the markers over the whole duration of the study, the 967 

application settings of the instrument were saved during the first acquisition and applied to all the 968 

following samples of the cohort. The data was analyzed using FlowJo v10.5.6. 969 

 970 

Determination of cytokine and chemokine levels by MSD assay 971 

24 cytokines, chemokines or growth factors (eotaxin-1, G-CSF, GM-CSF, IFN-α2a, IFN-β, IFN-γ, 972 

IL-1α, IL-1β, IL-4, IL-5, IL-6, IL-8, IL-10, IL12p70, IL-13, IL-33, IP10, MCP-1, MIP-1α, TARC, TNF-α, 973 

TNF-β, TSLP, VEGFA) were measured in patient sera using a multiplex assay (U-Plex Biomarker 974 

Group 1 (hu) assays from MSD Kit catalog Number K15067L-1). The samples were undiluted. The 975 

assay was performed according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Data were recorded and 976 

analyzed on a MESO QuickPlex SQ 120 instrument. 977 

 978 

Serological detection of IgG against SARS-CoV-2 by MSD assay 979 

V-Plex COVID-19 Coronavirus Panel1 serology kits from MSD (reference K15362U) were used to 980 

detect the presence of IgG antibodies to SARS-CoV-2-Spike (S), SARS-CoV-2 Nucleocapsid (N), 981 

SARS-CoV-2-S NTD (NTD) and SARS-CoV-2-S RBD (RBD) in diluted sera (1/500) according to 982 

the manufacturer’s instructions. The plate was read on an MSD instrument, which measures the 983 

light emitted from the MSD SULFO-TAG. To determine the cutoff values for positivity for SARS-984 

CoV-2, we measured 35 patients in another cohort from Central Hospital of Luxembourg (PCR 985 

positive and >15 days symptom onset) and negative sera before the pandemic from 2019 stored in 986 
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Luxembourg National Laboratory (LNS). The values of IgG for severe ones from that cohort as 987 

defined positive controls have already been displayed in Fig. 1. Of note, the hospitalized samples 988 

(both at day 1 and day 21 of inclusion) in this cohort were measured using lots of plates different 989 

from the other groups and the corresponding positive thresholds of those plates were calculated 990 

accordingly. To guarantee the comparability of positive percentages between the two batches, the 991 

choice of the cutoffs aimed for a similar sensitivity and specificity between the two batches of 992 

plates (the AUC analysis was done by GraphPad Prism 9.0). 993 

 994 

Determination of neutralization antibody capacity by MSD assay 995 

Multiplex assays for the detection of neutralizing antibodies against SARS-CoV-2 (SARS-CoV-2-996 

Spike and SARS-CoV-2 S RBD) were done on patient sera using the MSD COVID-19 ACE2 997 

Neutralization Kits from MSD (Panel 1 reference K15375U) according to the manufacturer’s 998 

instructions. The samples were diluted 50 times for the neutralization assay. Data were recorded 999 

on a MESO QuickPlex SQ 120 instrument, which measures the light emitted from the MSD 1000 

SULFO-TAG. Results were reported as percent inhibition calculated using the equation below. % 1001 

Inhibition was calculated using the following equation: (1- Average Sample ECL Signal/Average 1002 

ECL signal of calibrator ) *100. 1003 

 1004 

TCR repertoire analysis 1005 

 1006 

Immunosequencing of the CDR3 regions of human TCRβ chains was performed using the 1007 

ImmunoSEQ® Assay (Adaptive Biotechnologies, Seattle, WA). Extracted genomic DNA from ~5e6 1008 

cryopreserved PBMCs was amplified in a bias-controlled multiplex PCR, followed by high-1009 

throughput sequencing. Sequences were collapsed and filtered in order to identify and quantitate 1010 

the absolute abundance of each unique TCRβ CDR3 region for further analysis as previously 1011 

described53. 1012 

 1013 

Clonality was defined as 1- normalized Shannon’s Entropy and was calculated on productive 1014 

rearrangements. Clonality values approaching 0 indicate a very even distribution of frequencies, 1015 

whereas values approaching 1 indicate an increasingly asymmetric distribution in which a few 1016 

clones are present at high frequencies. Clonal breadth and depth of SARS-CoV2-associated TCRβ 1017 

sequences were calculated as previously described28, using a set of sequences described 1018 

elsewhere29. Briefly, breadth is calculated as the proportion of unique annotated SARS-CoV-2 1019 

specific rearrangements out of the total number of unique productive rearrangements, while depth 1020 

accounts for the extent of the expansion of those clonal lineages in the repertoire. 1021 

 1022 
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Ethics statements 1023 

 1024 
All collections were performed with approval from relevant ethic organizations. Informed consent 1025 

was obtained from each participant prior to collection. The blood sampling was performed by 1026 

nurses from Clinical and Epidemiological Investigation Centre (CIEC) of LIH. 1027 

Statistical analysis 1028 

 1029 

Both PCA and volcano plots were visualized using GraphPad Prism 9.0. Correlation analysis was 1030 

based on either Spearman or Pearson correlation as indicated in the corresponding figures. We 1031 

only displayed the top-ranked highly correlated results if the correlation coefficient was ranked in 1032 

the top positions among 484 correlations, calculated between antibody levels, cytokines or TCR 1033 

breadth and any of the 484 subsets. The corresponding P-values from correlation analysis were 1034 

based on a two-tailed analysis using GraphPad Prism 9.0. P-value from each scatter dot plots was 1035 

determined by the Kruskal-Wallis (nonparametric) test and corrected using the Dunn’s multiple 1036 

comparisons test from GraphPad Prism 9.0. In addition to each individual value, data from each 1037 

group were presented as mean± standard deviation (S.D.). ns or unlabeled, not significant, 1038 

*p<=0.05, **p<=0.01 and ***p<=0.001. 1039 
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Supplementary Tables 1066 

Supplementary Table 1. Demographics of our longitudinal COVID-19 cohort. 1067 

 1068 
Clinical 
characteristics 
of the cohort 

All 
patient
s, D1 

Asympto
matic, 
D1 

Mild, 
D1 

Hospit
alized, 
D1 

Househo
ld 
controls, 
D1 

All 
patient
s, D21 

Asymp
tomatic
, D21 

Mild, 
D21 

Househo
ld 
Controls
, D14 

median (IQR) 
Age (years) 44 (30-

53) 
44 (24.5-
55.5) 

38 
(28.5-
48) 

57 (49-
61) 

33.5 
(26-
40.75) 

40.5 
(30.8-
48.5) 

44 (29-
53) 

40 (31-
48) 

33.5 
(27-
42.25) 

BMI 25.7 
(23.5-
28.6) 

24.8 
(22.9-
26.6) 

25.8 
(23.5-
29.4) 

26.64 
(24.9-
29.1) 

 25.9 
(23.9-
27.9) 

24.8 
(22.3-
26.1) 

26.3 
(24.4-
28.7) 

 

concerned n (percentage among the given category) 
Male (%) 54 

(63.5%) 
9 
(69.2%) 

39 
(63.9%) 

8 
(57.1%) 

7 
(30.4%) 

33 
(66%) 

8 
(72.7%) 

25 
(64.1%) 

7 (35%) 

Smoking (%) 14 
(18.7%) 

3 
(23.1%) 

11 
(18.1%) 

  9 (18%) 2 
(18.2%) 

7 (18%)  

Former smoker 
(%) 

16 
(21.4%) 

2 
(15.4%) 

14 
(23%) 

  12 
(24%) 

2 
(18.2%) 

10 
(25.7%)
  

 

Whole Blood Count parameters: median (IQR) 
WBC, white 
blood cell count 
(10E3/uL) 

5.25 
(3.9-
7.625) 

5.3 (4.4-
6.1) 

4.6 (3.5-
5.7) 

9.6 
(8.85-
11.05) 

     

#Lymphocyte, 
LYM (10E3/uL) 

1.65 
(1.2-
2.1) 

1.8 (1.4-
2.1) 

1.6 (1.2-
2.1) 

1.6 (1-
2.1) 

     

%Lymphocyte, 
LYM (%) 

34.05 
(25.575
-40.75) 

33 (29.8-
37.7) 

36.9 
(31-
43.9) 

16.8 
(10.95-
21.3) 

     

#Monocyte, 
MON (10E3/uL) 

0.3 
(0.2-
0.6) 

0.3 
(0.28-
0.43) 

0.2 (0.2-
0.4) 

1.2 (0.7-
2) 

     

%Monocyte, 
MON (%) 

7.3 
(6.4-
9.65) 

7.15 
(6.5-7.9) 

6.9 (5.8-
8.5) 

12.8 
(9.7-
17.1) 

     

#Granulocyte, 
GRA (10E3/uL) 

3.05 
(2.175-
4.6) 

3.35 
(2.5-3.8) 

2.6 (1.8-
3.8) 

7.2 
(6.25-
7.55) 

     

%Granulocyte, 
GRA (%) 

58.1 
(50.9-
65.2) 

59.7 
(52.1-63) 

54.7 
(48.7-
62.7) 

67.8 
(64.15-
77.05) 

     

Red Blood Cell, 
RBC (10E6/uL) 

5.265 
(4.865-
5.7125) 

5.41 
(5.0-5.7) 

5.31 
(5.1-5.9) 

4.73 
(4.335-
4.945) 

     

Hemoglobin, 
HGB (g/dl) 

15.5 
(14.1-
17.025) 

15.6 
(15.1-
17.4) 

15.8 
(14.7-
17) 

13.9 
(13.05-
14.85) 
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Hematocrit, HCT 
(%) 

48.25 
(44.05-
52.65) 

49.1 
(46.9-
54.4) 

48.8 
(45.6-
52.8) 

42.9 
(39.5-
45.7) 

     

Platelet, PLT 
(10E3/uL) 

175 
(144-
212) 

179.5 
(154.8-
209.3) 

167 
(130-
199) 

235 
(163-
286.5) 

     

Mean Cell 
Volume, MCV 
(um3) 

92 (89-
94) 

92.5 
(89.8-95) 

92 (89-
94) 

91 (90-
93) 

     

Mean Cell 
Hemoglobin, 
MCH (pg) 

29.35 
(28.5-
30.85) 

29.35 
(28.5-
30.3) 

28.9 
(28.5-
30.7) 

30.4 
(29.9-
31) 

     

Mean Cell 
Hemoglobin 
Concentration, 
MCHC (g/dL) 

32.1 
(31.6-
32.6) 

31.9 
(31.8-
32.4) 

32 
(31.4-
32.4) 

33.3 
(33-
33.5) 

     

Red Cell 
Distribution 
Width, RDW (%) 

14.35 
(14-
14.7) 

14.45 
(14.1-
14.6) 

14.4 
(14.1-
14.8) 

14.1 
(13.95-
14.55) 

     

Mean Platelet 
Volume, MPV 
(um3) 

8.4 (8-
8.8) 

8.35 
(8.1-9.0) 

8.4 (8-
8.7) 

8.3 (8-
8.6) 

     

C-reactive 
protein, CRP 
(mg/L) 

0.65 (0-
10.075) 

0 (0-
0.03) 

0.4 (0-
1.6) 

38 
(18.4-
58) 

     

Comorbidity: concerned n (the percentage among the given category)§ 
Hypertension 8(10.7

%) 
2(15.4%) 6(9.9%)   6(12%) 1(9.1%) 5 

(12.9%) 
NA* 

Chronic heart 
disease, including 
congenital heart 
disease (except 
hypertension) 

5(6.7%) 1(7.7%) 4(6.6%)   2 (4%) 1(9.1%) 1(2.6%) NA 

Chronic lung 
disease (except 
asthma) 

0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)   0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) NA 

Asthma (clinical 
diagnosis made) 

3 (4%) 0 (0%) 3 (5%)   0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) NA 

Chronic kidney 
disease 

0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)   0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) NA 

Renal failure 
requiring dialysis 

0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)   0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) NA 

Moderate or 
severe liver 
disease 

1(1.4%) 0 (0%) 1 (1.7%)   1 (2%) 0 (0%) 1(2.6%) NA 

Mild liver disease 1(1.4%) 1 (7.7%) 0 (0%)   1 (2%) 1 (9.1%) 0 (0%) NA 

Chronic 
neurological 
disorder 

1(1.4%) 0 (0%) 1 (1.7%)   0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) NA 

Cancer 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)   0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) NA 

Chronic 
hematologic 
disease 

3 (4%) 0 (0%) 3 (5%)   1 (2%) 0 (0%) 1(2.6%) NA 

HIV / AIDS 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)   0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) NA 

Obesity (clinical 
diagnosis made) 

4(5.4%) 0 (0%) 4 (6.6%)   4 (8%) 0 (0%) 4(10.3%
) 

NA 

Diabetes with 
associated 
complications 

0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)   0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) NA 

Uncomplicated 
diabetes 

5 
(6.7%) 

0 (0%) 5 (8.2%)   2 (4%) 0 (0%) 2(5.2%) NA 

Rheumatologic 
disease 

1 
(1.4%) 

0 (0%) 1 (1.7%)   1 (2%) 0 (0%) 1(2.6%) NA 
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Malnutrition 1(1.4%) 0 (0%) 1 (1.7%)   1 (2%) 0 (0%) 1(2.6%) NA 

Chronic 
obstructive 
pulmonary 
disease (COPD) 

1(1.4%) 0 (0%) 1 (1.7%)   0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) NA 

Other notable 
diseases or risk 
factors 

12(16%
) 

1 (7.7%) 11(18.1
%) 

  8 (16%) 0 (0%) 8(20.6%
) 

NA 

 1069 
§, the total number of patients only include asymptomatic and mild patients, but not hospitalized 1070 
patients. 1071 
*, NA or empty, no information available. 1072 
IQR: 25% percentile-75% percentile. 1073 
n, the number of participants in the given category. 1074 

Supplementary Table 2. List of antibodies used in this study. 1075 

Marker and 
Fluorochrome 

Supplier Reference Dilution 

Fc Block BD 564765 2.5ul/1M cells 

CD4 BUV395 BD 563550 1 :200 
CD8 BUV496 BD 612942 1 :200 
CD3 BUV737 BD 741822 1 :200 
CD56 BV510 BD 740171 1 :50 
Tim3 BV786 BD 742857 1 :50 
CD57 FITC BD 561906 1 :100 
CD16 BB700 BD 746199 1 :50 
GZMB PE (intracellular)§ BD 561142 1 :20 
CD45RO PE-CF594 BD 562299 1 :50 
CD38 BV510* BD 563251 1 :25 
CXCR5 BV711 BD 740737 1 :200 
HLA-DR BV786 BD 564041 1 :50 
Ki67 AF588 (intracellular) BD 561165 1 :50 
CD27 BB700 BD 566449 1 :50 
CD40L PE-Cy5 BD 555701 1 :50 
CD86 BUV395 BD 740305 1 :25 
IgD BUV 496 BD 741170 1 :200 
CD14 BUV737 BD 612763 1 :100 
CD123 BV421 BD 563362 1 :50 
CD3 BV510 BD 564713 1 :100 
CD40 BV605 BD 740410 1 :200 
CD13 BV711 BD 740772 1 :25 
PD-L1 BB515 BD 564554 1 :50 
CD19 BB700 BD 566411 1 :200 
CD38 PE BD 560981 1 :25 
CD11c PE-CF594 BD 562393 1 :50 
CD80 PE-CY7 BD 561135 1 :25 
CD27 APC BD 561786 1 :50 
ICOS (CD278) BV605 BioLegend 313538 1 :100 
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KLRG1 PE-Cy7 BioLegend 368614 1 :50 
FOXP3 APC (intracellular) BioLegend 320114 1 :20 
CCR7 (CD197) BV421 BioLegend 353208 1 :50 
CD45RA BV421 BioLegend 304130 1 :50 
PD-1 (CD279) BV605 BioLegend 329924 1 :50 
CD127 BV711 BioLegend 351328 1 :100 
T-bet PE (intracellular) BioLegend 644810 1 :50 
CD194 APC BioLegend 359408 1 :100 
Eomes PE-Cy7 
(intracellular) 

ThermoFischer Scientific 25-4877-42  1 :20 

True-Nuclear kit BioLegend 424401  

Ultracomp Comp Beads ThermoFischer Scientific 01-2222-42  

 1076 
§, intracellular, indicating an intracellular staining protocol was applied; otherwise, cell surface 1077 
staining. 1078 
*, different fluorochromes were used for some markers among different panels. 1079 
 1080 
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