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Background: Many kidney allografts fail due to the occurrence of antibody-mediated
rejection (ABMR), related to donor-specific anti-HLA antibodies (HLA-DSA). However, the
histology of ABMR can also be observed in patients without HLA-DSA. While some non-
HLA antibodies have been related to the histology of ABMR, it is not well known to what
extent they contribute to kidney allograft injury. Here we aimed to investigate the role of
82 different non-HLA antibodies in the occurrence of histology of ABMR after
kidney transplantation.

Methods:We included all patients who underwent kidney transplantation between 2004-
2013 in a single center and had biobanked serum. Pre- and post-transplant sera (n=2870)
were retrospectively tested for the presence of 82 different non-HLA antibodies using a
prototype bead assay on Luminex (Immucor, Inc). A ratio was calculated between the
measured MFI value and the cut-off MFI defined by the vendor for each non-HLA target.

Results: 874 patients had available pretransplant sera and were included in this analysis.
Of them, 133 (15.2%) received a repeat kidney allograft, and 100 (11.4%) had
pretransplant HLA-DSA. In total, 204 (23.3%) patients developed histology of ABMR
after kidney transplantation. In 79 patients (38.7%) the histology of ABMR was explained
by pretransplant or de novo HLA-DSA. The multivariable Cox analysis revealed that only
the broadly non-HLA sensitized (number of positive non-HLA antibodies) patients and
those with the highest total strength of the non-HLA antibodies (total ratios of the positive
non-HLA antibodies) were independently associated with increased rates of histology of
ABMR after transplantation. Additionally, independent associations were found for
antibodies against TUBB (HR=2.40; 95% CI 1.37 – 4.21, p=0.002), Collagen III
(HR=1.67; 95% CI 1.08 – 2.58, p=0.02), VCL (HR=2.04; 95% CI 1.12 – 3.71, p=0.02)
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and STAT6 (HR=1.47; 95% CI 1.01 – 2.15, p=0.04). The overall posttransplant non-HLA
autoreactivity was not associated with increased rates of ABMRh.

Conclusions: This study shows that patients highly and broadly sensitized against non-
HLA targets are associated with an increased risk of ABMR histology after kidney
transplantations in the absence of HLA-DSA. Also, some pretransplant non‐HLA
autoantibodies are individually associated with increased rates of ABMR histology.
However, whether these associations are clinically relevant and represent causality,
warrants further studies.
Keywords: non-HLA antibodies, autoimmunity, kidney transplantation, graft outcome, rejection, graft failure,
histology, transplant glomerulopathy
INTRODUCTION

Many kidney allografts fail due to the occurrence of antibody-
mediated rejection (ABMR) and donor-specific anti-HLA
antibodies (HLA-DSA) (1). But the histology of ABMR, the first
two Banff criteria for ABMR, and transplant glomerulopathy, the
hallmark lesion of chronic form of ABMR, can be observed in the
absence of circulating HLA-DSA (2–6). Consequently, the role of
antibody responses against non-HLA targets in mediating ABMR
has become a central focus in kidney transplantation in the latest
years (7). While the number of publications linking non-HLA
antibodies to the development of ABMR histology (ABMRh) is
growing, it is still unclear how these non-HLA antibodies
contribute to kidney allograft damage and graft failure.
Currently, there is inadequate consensus for routine testing of
any non-HLA antibody for diagnosing ABMR (8–12), although
there is growing literature on the role of anti-angiotensin receptor
II type 1 antibodies as risk factor for ABMR and graft failure and
for potential future clinical implementation (13, 14).

In the last decade, several autoantibodies against non-HLA
targets have been implicated in kidney allograft rejection, such as
angiotensin II type 1 receptor (AT1R), endothelin-1 type A
receptor (ETAR), agrin, myosin, perlecan, vimentin and
tubulin (8, 15). The number of published articles on this topic
and antibodies against novel non-HLA targets, like most recently
ARHGDIB, is continuously increasing (16–18). The most
extensively studied target is AT1R (19), and several studies
have linked anti-AT1R antibodies to poor allograft outcomes
in kidney transplantation (20). However, controversy exists over
its clinical relevance as its presence is not always linked to kidney
graft rejection or graft failure and final conclusions are hampered
by the case-control study design and selection bias in most
studies (21, 22). Moreover, recently it has become apparent
that interplay between HLA-DSA antibody and other non-
HLA antibody responses likely exist. It has been shown that in
patients with HLA-DSA, the concomitant presence of antibodies,
anti-AT1R or anti-ARHGDIB, portends inferior kidney graft
outcome suggesting a synergistic effect of these antibodies on
allograft injury (18, 20). While certain studies have indicated that
the anti-AT1R antibodies can induce allograft injury
independently of HLA-DSA, this was not replicated in all
studies (20, 23). Therefore, the real effect solely of anti-AT1R
org 2
or other antibodies on kidney allograft damage, in the absence of
HLA-DSA, remains largely unknown.

Additional complexity in understanding the clinical relevance
of the non-HLA immunity in solid-organ transplantation was
raised by studies showing that non-HLA genetic mismatches
between the donor and recipient and the alloimmune
responses against these targets are a significant predictor of
kidney allograft outcome (24–26). Reindl-Schwaighofer et al.
found that non-HLA genetic mismatches in the immune-
accessible transmembrane proteins can develop donor-specific
alloantibodies and lead to graft failure (25). Similarly, Steers et al.
have shown that the genomic mismatches at LIMS1 locus may
lead to allosensitization in hypoxia-induced conditions and
kidney graft rejection (26). These findings question the
relevance of the non-HLA autoimmunity, and suggest that the
clinically relevant non-HLA antibodies in kidney transplantation
may be alloimmune.

Here, we sought to assess the clinical relevance of non-HLA
antibodies in a large cohort of well-characterized kidney transplant
patients and examine their relation to histopathology findings and
long-term graft survival. To avoid selection bias, we tested all
available pre- and post-transplant serum samples of our single-
center cohort for the presence of a large panel of non-
HLA antibodies.
MATERIALS AND METHODS

Study Design and Study Population
Weconducteda retrospective observational cohort studyofall adult
patients who underwent single kidney transplantation at the
University Hospitals Leuven between March 1, 2004, and Feb 6,
2013 (N=1000), and who had available pre- or post-transplant
biobanked serum samples (N=934) (Figure 1). All transplantations
were performed with compatible T and B-cell complement-
dependent cytotoxicity tests and with ABO blood groups
compatibility. Clinical data were collected prospectively and
systematically stored in electronic formats. In the vast majority of
patients, tacrolimus, mycophenolic acid, and corticosteroids were
administered as a basic immunosuppressive regimen, with extra
induction treatment in higher-risk individuals. No desensitization
therapies for HLA antibodies were used. The Ethics Committee of
February 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 809059

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Senev et al. Non-HLA Antibodies and Kidney Transplantation
the University Hospitals Leuven approved this retrospective
study (S60562).

High-Resolution HLA Genotyping
of the Cohort
Using Next-Generation Sequencing (NGS) technology, the
recipients (N=926) and donors (N=926) in this cohort with
available DNA samples were retrospectively genotyped at second
field high-resolution HLA level for 11 HLA loci: HLA-A, -B, -C,
-DRB1, -DRB3, -DRB4, -DRB5, -DQA1, -DQB1, -DPA1, and
-DPB1. We used two HLA genotyping approaches: the MIA
FORA NGS FLEX 11 HLA Typing Kit (Immucor Inc., Norcross,
GA, USA) on the MiSeq sequencing instrument (Illumina Inc.,
San Diego, CA 92121, USA) and the HLA genotyping approach
of Histogenetics (Ossining, NY, USA) on the HiSeq sequencing
system (Illumina Inc.). We have described this retyping strategy
in detail previously (27). The remaining donors without
sufficient DNA samples for complete genotyping of all 11 HLA
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 3
loci, were retrospectively genotyped at second field high-
resolution HLA level only for the locus or loci needed for
assessment of the presence of HLA-DSA in the corresponding
recipients using the MIA FORA NGS FLEX 11 HLA Typing Kit.

Anti-HLA Antibody Detection and
Identification of Circulating
Anti-HLA Antibodies
For all recipients, the LIFECODES LifeScreen Deluxe kit
(Immucor) was used to screen the recipients for anti-HLA
antibodies both before and after transplantation. Antibody
identification was done with the LIFECODES Single Antigen
Bead kits (Immucor) on the day of transplantation, 3 months
post-transplant, and then yearly after transplantation when there
was a positive or suspected false-negative screening result (for
instance in patients with historic, pretransplant or previously
positive sample, retransplant patients, patients with rejection
episodes, samples with high background etc.). Consequently, at
FIGURE 1 | Flow chart for patient enrollment and study design. Of the 934 kidney transplant patients included in this study, 874 patients had a pretransplant serum
sample and 876 patients had at least one post-transplant serum sample available for non-HLA testing.
February 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 809059
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least one sample of each patient was tasted using the Single
Antigen Bead kit. To avoid the prozone effect, we systematically
utilized ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA). We considered
background-corrected median fluorescence intensity values ≥
500 to indicate a possible presence of antibodies with donor-
specificity (HLA-DSA). More details on the final assignment of
HLA-DSA in this cohort were described recently (28).

Detection of Non-HLA Antibodies
The pre- and post-transplant serum samples were retrospectively
tested for the presence of 82 different non-HLA antibodies using a
prototype bead assay under development by Immucor. All the tests
were performed by Immucor according to the manufacturer’s
instructions and the raw data were collected using a Luminex 200
instrument. Briefly, 10 µL serum is mixed with 40 µL bead mix and
incubated for 30minutes are room temperature.Unbound serum is
then removed and phycoerythrin conjugated anti-human IgG is
added for detection. All the tests were run in one large batch in one
laboratory performed by one experienced technologist using the
same lot to minimize the intra- and inter-laboratory variability. A
ratio was calculated between the measured MFI value and the cut-
offMFIdefinedby thevendor for eachnon-HLAtarget.Toestablish
the cutoff, 100 sera from non-transfused males were used. Because
some of the sera were suspected to have autoantibody, the highest
15% MFI for each antigen were removed and the averages for the
remaining values were calculated. The cutoff for each antigen was
independently set at 3-times the average for the given antigen. The
82 non-HLA antigens included in the panel, along with the MFI
cutoffs, are listed in Table S1. Antibodies were assigned as positive
for a given target if the calculated ratio was ≥1. For each patient, the
broadnessofnon-HLAsensitizationwas calculatedbysummingthe
number of targetswith ratio≥1. The strength of non-HLAantibody
sensitization (total positive ratio)was calculated by summarizing all
ratios with a value ≥1.

Kidney Allograft Biopsies, Histologic Grading
and Treatment of Rejection Episodes
We included all protocol and indication renal allograft biopsies
performed during post-transplant follow-up in this cohort until
September 1, 2019. Indication biopsies were performed at time of
graft dysfunction (eGFR, proteinuria and their evolution), as
evaluated by the attending physician. Protocol biopsies were
defined as prescheduled biopsies at time of stable graft function
and performed at 3, 12, 24, 36 or 48 and 60 months after transplant
(27). All biopsies were reviewed and retrospectively rescored by one
pathologist (EL). The individual histological lesion scores were
semi-quantitatively assessed according to the most recent Banff
2019 consensus (29). Borderline changes for acute TCMR were
diagnosed as foci of tubulitis (t>0) with minor interstitial
inflammation (i1) or moderate-severe interstitial inflammation (i2
or i3) with mild (t1) tubulitis, also in concordance with the Banff
2019 consensus. We did not separately consider chronic active
TCMR. Typically, acute TCMR was treated with high-dose steroids,
both on indication and protocol biopsies, with subsequent second-
line therapy using ATG in steroid-resistant cases. Borderline
changes were often treated when diagnosed at the time of graft
dysfunction (indication biopsies), but not in protocol biopsies in the
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 4
context of stable graft function. For the biopsies that met the first
two Banff 2019 criteria for ABMRh, we used the term histologic
picture of ABMR (ABMRh), as described previously (3). Patients
with ABMRh who were HLA-DSA negative but were C4d positive
were classified as “full” ABMR according to Banff 2019 criteria.
Only a limited number of cases with ABMR received specific
therapy, as reported previously, due to the retrospective rescoring
of the biopsies and by the lack of access to efficacious therapies.

Statistical Analysis
Descriptive statistics are reported using frequencies and
percentages for categorical variables and using means and
standard deviations or medians and interquartile ranges for
continuous variables. The Wilcoxon test was used for the
comparison of medians between the different groups. We used
univariable and multivariable Poisson regression analysis to
estimate the relationships between different patient factors and
the presence of pretransplant non-HLA antibodies. Cox
proportional hazards models were applied to quantify the hazard
ratios for the occurrence of the individual histologic lesions and
phenotypes according to the strength and the broadness of
pretransplant non-HLA antibodies. In these survival analyses, the
patients were censored at the time of the last biopsy. To address
confounding factors, we adjusted allmultivariablemodels forHLA-
A, -B, -DR, -DQ antigen mismatches, repeat transplantation,
deceased donation, recipient sex, the recipient and donor age, and
induction therapy. The pretransplant non-HLA antibodies were
included linearly or as quartiles in the Cox models. Sensitivity
analyses were performed in the pretransplant HLA-DSA negative
patients; for these survival analyses, the patients were additionally
censored at the time of de novo HLA-DSA occurrence. The
univariable Cox regression analysis was also used to investigate
possible individual non-HLA antibody predictors for ABMRh or
graft failure. All non-HLA antibodies with a p-value of≤ 0.10 in the
univariable analysis were included in a multivariable Cox model.
The stepwise selection method was used to select the final
independent predictors. Spearman’s correlation coefficient was
used to measure the strength of the relationship between the
pretransplant non-HLA antibodies and pretransplant gamma
globulin values. We defined graft failure as the loss of kidney
transplant function (return to dialysis or re-transplantation). In
case of death of the recipient with a functioning graft, graft failure
was censored at the time of death. We administratively censored
patientswhodidnot experience graft failure andwere still in follow-
up on September 1, 2019, at the time of data extraction. All p values
less than 0.05 were considered to be statistically significant.
Statistical analyses were performed using SAS (v9.4; SAS Institute
Cary, NC, USA) and graphs were produced using GraphPad Prism
software (v9.4; GraphPad Software, San Diego, California, USA).
RESULTS

Study Population and Non-HLA
Antibody Testing
934 single kidney transplantations were included in this
retrospective cohort study. The main demographics and
February 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 809059
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clinical characteristics of this study population are shown in
Table 1. Most of the patients received deceased kidney allograft
877 (93.9%), and 141 (15.1%) patients received a repeat kidney
allograft. 247 (26.4%) patients had pretransplant anti-HLA
antibodies, of which 108 (43.7%) had specificity against the
HLA antigens of the transplanted graft (HLA-DSA). The
median follow‐up time was 8.1 (IQR 5.3-10.7) years.

In total, 2870 serum samples (874 pretransplant; 1996
posttransplant in 876 transplants) of the study cohort were
available and tested for the presence of 82 different non-HLA
antibodies. Of the total 934 patients included, 60 patients did not
have pre-transplant serum and 58 patients did not have post-
transplant serum available for non-HLA antibody testing.

Pretransplant Non-HLA Antibodies and
Post-Transplant Histology
Figure 2 depicts the distribution of the total number of positive
non-HLA antibodies per patient, which represents the broadness
of non-HLA immunity, and of the total ratios of the positive non-
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 5
HLA antibodies representing the strength of the non-HLA
antibodies. Interestingly, of 874 patients with available
pretransplant samples, 863 (98.7%) patients showed at least one
target with raw MFI above the threshold MFI per antigen
predetermined by the vendor. The distribution of the raw MFI
values and the ratios above the cut-off for each non-HLA antigen
are shown in Figure S1. In Pearson correlation analysis, some
antibodies were positively correlated with each other; however, the
ratios of the non-HLA antibodies were not correlated with the
total ratio of pre-transplant HLA-DSA antibodies (Figure S2).

Next, we performed univariable and multivariable Poisson
regression analyses for estimating possible independent
predictors for the broadness and the strength of the non-HLA
antibody profile (Table 2). The multivariable analysis showed only
an increased Rate Ratio (RR) of hemodialysis with the broadness
(RR=1.18, 95%CI 1.03 – 1.37, p=0.02) and the strength (RR=1.21,
95%CI 1.05 – 1.41, p=0.01) of the non-HLA antibody response.
TABLE 1 | Baseline characteristics and follow-up of the study population
(n=934).

Cohort characteristics Total (n=934)

Recipient demographics
Sex (male), n (%) 571 (61.1)
Age (years), mean ± SD 53.5 ± 13.2
Repeat transplantation, n (%) 141 (15.1)
Body mass index (kg/m2), mean ± SD 25.4 ± 4.5
Caucasian ethnicity, n (%) 918 (98.3)
Cause of end stage renal disease
Immune-mediated kidney diseases (IgA nephropathy, FSGS
etc.), n (%)

251 (26.9)

Cystic kidney disease 176 (18.8)
Tubulointerstitial disease (TID) 147 (15.7)
Chronic kidney disease (CKD) 93 (10.0)
Diabetic nephropathy 86 (9.2)
Vascular disease 64 (6.9)
Hereditary kidney disease 32 (3.4)
Other disease 85 (9.1)
Donor demographics
Sex (male), n (%) 498 (53.3)
Age (years), mean ± SD 47.6 ± 14.9
Living donor, n (%) 57 (6.1)
Donation after brain death, n (%) 724 (77.5)
Donation after cardiac death, n (%) 153 (16.4)
Cold ischaemia time (h), mean ± SD 14.2 ± 5.7
Transplant characteristics
HLA-ABDRDQ antigen mismatches (0–8), mean ± SD 3.4 ± 1.6
Pretransplant total gamma globulins (g/L), mean ± SD 11.0 ± 3.1
Pretransplant anti-HLA antibodies, n (%) 247 (26.4)
Pretransplant donor-specific HLA antibodies, n (%) 108 (11.6)
MFI pretransplant donor-specific HLA antibodies, median
(IQR)

3125 (1345-6468)

Induction therapy, n (%) 389 (41.6)
Immunosuppression regimen: TAC-MPA-CS, n (%) 800 (85.7)
De novo donor-specific HLA antibodies, n (%) 46 (4.9)
MFI de novo donor-specific HLA antibodies, median (IQR) 2326 (1363-6449)
Median follow-up time post-transplant (years, IQR) 8.1 (5.3 – 10.7)
TAC, tacrolimus; MPA, mycophenolic acid; CS, corticosteroids; SD, standard deviation;
IQR, interquartile range; MFI, median fluorescence intensity; FSGS, focal segmental
glomerulosclerosis;
A

B

FIGURE 2 | Distribution of patients by the number of positive pretransplant
non-HLA antibodies. (A) The broadness of non-HLA antibody profile (number
of positive non-HLA antibodies per patient). (B) The strength of non-HLA
antibody profile (total ratios of the positive non-HLA antibodies per patient).
46 patients with ratios between 101 and 224 were not plotted on the graph.
February 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 809059

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Senev et al. Non-HLA Antibodies and Kidney Transplantation
Repeat transplantation showed decreased RR with the broadness
and the strength of the non-HLA antibody profile. Time on
dialysis (RR=1.10 per 1000 days, 95%CI 1.03 – 1.18, p=0.006)
and patient age (RR=1.06 per 10 years, 95%CI 1.01 – 1.11, p=0.02)
showed independent association only with the strength of the total
non-HLA antibody response.

Next, we investigated the associations between the broadness
(Table S2) and the strength (Table S3) of the pretransplant non-
HLA antibody sensitization and the post-transplant development
of histopathologic lesions and phenotypes. The multivariable
analysis showed only independent associations of the broadness
(HR=1.14 per positivity of 10 antibodies; 95%CI 1.03-1.27;
p=0.01) and the strength (HR=1.05 per positivity of 10 ratios for
antibodies; 95%CI 1.01-1.09; p=0.009) of the pretransplant non-
HLA antibody profile and development of ABMRh (n=204) after
kidney transplantation. No associations were found with other
Banff phenotypes and the individual Banff lesions (Tables S2, S3).

Pretransplant Non-HLA Antibodies and
Posttransplant Allograft Histology in
Absence of HLA-DSA
Of the total 204 (23.3%) patients who developed ABMRh after
kidney transplantation (with a median of 84 (7 - 365) days post-
transplant), in 79 patients (38.2%) ABMRh was explained by the
presence of pretransplant or de novo HLA-DSA. To investigate
the possible contribution only of non-HLA immunity to the
occurrence of histopathological lesions and phenotypes, we
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 6
restricted the Cox analyses to patients without pretransplant
HLA-DSA and additionally censored them at the time of de novo
HLA-DSA occurrence. Of 774 pretransplant HLA-DSA negative
kidney transplant recipients with available biopsy follow-up, 125
(15.2%) developed ABMRh; 29 of them had ABMR in the
absence of HLA-DSA but were C4d positive (ABMR according
to Banff 2019); and 218 (28.2%) developed TCMR.

The Cox analysis showed independent associations between
the broadness of the pretransplant non-HLA antibodies and the
risk of developing ABMR Banff 2019 in absence of HLA-DSA
(HR=1.30 per 10 antibodies; 95%CI 1.04-1.63; p=0.02), ABMRh

(HR=1.21 per 10 antibodies; 95%CI 1.08-1.36; p=0.001) and
microvascular inflammation Banff score ≥2 (HR=1.13 per 10
antibodies; 95%CI 1.01-1.26; p=0.04) (Table 3). Of the analyses
with the individual Banff lesions, only glomerulitis Banff score > 1
associated independently with increased broadness of non-HLA
antibodies (HR=1.19 per 10 antibodies; 95%CI 1.02-1.13; p=0.03).

Subsequent Cox analysis with the strength of the non-HLA
antibodies, confirmed the independent association between the
pretransplant non-HLA antibodies and the risk rates of
developing ABMR 2019 in absence of HLA-DSA (HR=1.09 per
10; 95%CI 1.02-1.18; p=0.04) and ABMRh (HR=1.06 per 10; 95%
CI 1.02-1.11; p=0.005) after kidney transplantation (Table S4).

Next, we investigated how the different levels of non-HLA
antibody profiles associate with the risk of developing ABMRh.
For this, we stratified our cohort in quartiles (Q) according to the
different degrees of the broadness (Q1 = 0-3, Q2 = 4-7, Q3 = 8-14
and Q4 = 15-63) and the strength (Q1 = 0.0 – 9.7, Q2 = 9.8 – 19.5,
Q3 = 19.6 – 39.5 and Q4 = 39.8 – 223.6) of the non-HLA antibodies
(Table S5). Compared to Q1 patients, this analysis showed that
only the patients with the highest level of non-HLA antibodies, Q4
for broadness (HR=2.36; 95%CI 1.36-4.09; p=0.002) and Q4 for
strength (HR=2.54; 95%CI 1.51-4.27; p=0.0005), associated
independently with an increased rate for developing ABMRh

(Figure 3). Although total serum gamma globulins, measured by
electrophoresis in g/L, showed a correlation with the broadness
(r=0.38) and the strength (0.37) of non-HLA antibodies (Figure 4),
the pretransplant total gamma globulins level did not associate with
the development of ABMRh in the univariable analysis (HR=1.03
per 1, 95% CI 0.97 - 1.08, p=0.38) (Table S5).

Further, we investigated the associations between the
individual pretransplant non-HLA antibodies and the rates of
developing ABMRh after kidney transplantation (Figure 5 and
Table S6). The univariable analysis suggested antibodies against
24 non‐HLA antigenic targets to be associated with the ABMRh

(p ≤ 0.10); these were included in a multivariable Cox model with
stepwise selection. In the final model adjusted for other clinical
covariates, only four antibody targets, TUBB (HR=2.40; 95% CI
1.37 – 4.21, p=0.002), Collagen III (HR=1.67; 95% CI 1.08 – 2.58,
p=0.02), VCL (HR=2.04; 95% CI 1.12 – 3.71, p=0.02) and STAT6
(HR=1.47; 95% CI 1.01 – 2.15, p=0.04) were identified as
independent risk factors of ABMRh (Table S6).

Pretransplant Non-HLA Antibodies
and Allograft Failure
By univariable Cox regression analysis, the presence of
pretransplant non-HLA antibodies, assessed by the broadness
TABLE 2 | Multivariable Poisson regression analysis for estimating the
relationships between different patient factors and the presence of pretransplant
non-HLA antibodies (N=874).

Predictors RR 95% CI p-value

Univariable analysis
Risk rates for the broadness of the
non-HLA antibodies
Time on dialysis (per 1000 days) 1.05 0.99 – 1.13 0.11
Type of dialysis (hemodialysis vs. other) 1.18 1.02 – 1.36 0.03
Repeat transplantation 0.69 0.58 – 0.82 <0.0001
Recipient age (10 years) 1.06 1.01 – 1.11 0.02
Recipient sex (male) 1.16 1.03 – 1.31 0.02
Risk rates for the strength of the
non-HLA antibodies
Time on dialysis (per 1000 days) 1.08 1.01 – 1.16 0.03
Type of dialysis (hemodialysis vs. other) 1.22 1.05 – 1.41 0.009
Repeat transplantation 0.74 0.63 – 0.89 0.0009
Recipient age (10 years) 1.06 1.01 – 1.11 0.01
Recipient sex (male) 1.12 0.99 – 1.28 0.07
Multivariable analysis
Risk rates for the broadness of the
non-HLA antibodies
Type of dialysis (hemodialysis) 1.18 1.03 – 1.37 0.02
Repeated transplantation 0.71 0.59 – 0.84 <0.0001
Recipient age (10 years) 1.04 0.99 – 1.09 0.13
Recipient sex (male) 1.12 0.99 – 1.27 0.08
Risk rates for the strength of the
non-HLA antibodies
Type of dialysis (hemodialysis) 1.21 1.05 – 1.41 0.01
Time on dialysis (per 1000 days) 1.10 1.03 – 1.18 0.006
Repeated transplantation 0.73 0.62 – 0.88 0.0006
Recipient age (10 years) 1.06 1.01 – 1.11 0.02
RR, Rate Ratio.
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and the strength, was not associated with graft failure rates (Table
S7), also not when confined to the HLA-DSA negative patients
(N=774) (Table 4). The analysis with the individual pretransplant
non-HLA antibodies and stepwise selection approach suggested
independent association of antibodies against IYD (HR=2.80; 95%
CI 1.08 – 2.14, p=0.009) and NPHS1 (HR=0.27; 95% CI 0.08 –
0.89, p=0.03) with graft failure (Table S8). However, when the
suggested antibodies were entered together with the clinical
covariates, none of the antibodies was independently associated
with graft failure in the final Cox model.

Posttransplant Non-HLA Antibodies and
Histology of Antibody-Mediated Rejection
Finally, we investigated non-HLA antibody reactivity in 1996
post-transplant sera of 876 patients. Figure 6 depicts the
complete kinetics of non-HLA antibodies per individual non-
HLA target. There was a global decrease in non-HLA antibody
reactivity after kidney transplantation, with the lowest reactivity
at 3 months. This reactivity increased again in the samples at 1-
year and 5-year samples, but below the pretransplant levels.
Paired t tests between the different time points confirmed these
kinetics (Figure S3).

By comparing the total post-transplant non-HLA antibody
reactivity between patients with and without ABMRh, the
TABLE 3 | Univariable and multivariable Cox proportional hazards analysis for histologic lesions and phenotypes, according to the broadness of pretransplant non-HLA
antibodies in the absence of HLA-DSA (N=774).

Predictor: Broadness of pretransplant non-HLA antibodies (per 10 antibodies increment)
Histologic outcome of the model Univariable analysis Multivariable analysis

HR 95%CI p-value HR 95%CI p-value

Histologic phenotypes (events)
ABMRh (125) 1.23 1.10 – 1.37 0.0004 1.21 1.08 – 1.36 0.001
ABMR 2019 (29) 1.29 1.03 – 1.61 0.03 1.30 1.04 – 1.63 0.02
TCMR (218) 1.01 0.91 – 1.12 0.87 1.00 0.89 – 1.11 0.92
TCMR and borderline (330) 1.04 0.95 – 1.13 0.39 1.02 0.94 – 1.11 0.64
Microvascular inflammation score ≥2 (148) 1.15 1.03 – 1.28 0.01 1.13 1.01 – 1.26 0.04
IFTA score 2 (425) 1.02 0.94 – 1.11 0.64 1.02 0.94 – 1.11 0.64
Individual lesions (events)
Glomerulitis (g) score> 0 (203) 1.09 0.99 – 1.21 0.08 1.07 0.96 – 1.18 0.23
Glomerulitis (g) score> 1 (70) 1.24 1.07 – 1.44 0.005 1.19 1.02 – 1.39 0.03
Peritubular capillaritis (ptc) score> 0 (214) 1.03 0.93 – 1.14 0.61 1.02 0.92 – 1.13 0.73
Peritubular capillaritis (ptc) score> 1 (95) 1.09 0.94 – 1.26 0.25 1.08 0.93 – 1.25 0.31
Endarteritis (v) score> 0 (139) 1.07 0.94 – 1.21 0.31 1.04 0.92 – 1.18 0.54
Endarteritis (v) score> 1 (20) 1.15 0.85 – 1.54 0.37 1.11 0.82 – 1.50 0.49
c4d score> 0 (262) 1.04 0.95 – 1.14 0.46 1.03 0.94 – 1.13 0.51
c4d score> 1 (50) 1.19 0.99 – 1.43 0.06 1.19 0.98 – 1.43 0.07
Interstitial inflammation (i) score> 0 (317) 1.02 0.94 – 1.11 0.67 1.00 0.92 – 1.10 0.96
Interstitial inflammation (i) score> 1 (184) 1.04 0.93 – 1.16 0.54 1.02 0.91 – 1.14 0.75
Tubulitis (t) score> 0 (531) 1.01 0.94 – 1.08 0.86 0.98 0.91 – 1.05 0.56
Tubulitis (t) score> 1 (262) 1.05 0.96 – 1.15 0.27 1.02 0.93 – 1.12 0.72
Chronic allograft glomerulopathy (cg) score>0 (70) 0.88 0.70 – 1.10 0.24 0.83 0.66 – 1.06 0.14
Chronic allograft glomerulopathy (cg) score>1 (25) 0.89 0.62 – 1.28 0.53 0.86 0.59 – 1.27 0.46
Arteriolar hyalinosis (ah) score> 1 (253) 1.02 0.92 – 1.12 0.74 1.00 0.91 – 1.11 0.94
Interstitial fibrosis (ci) score> 1 (361) 1.01 0.93 – 1.10 0.76 1.01 0.93 – 1.10 0.77
Tubular atrophy (ct) score> 1 (296) 0.99 0.91 – 1.09 0.89 1.00 0.91 – 1.10 0.94
Vascular intimal thickening (cv) score> 1 (350) 1.02 0.94 – 1.11 0.69 1.00 0.92 – 1.09 0.93
Mesangial matrix expansion (mm) score> 0 (183) 1.07 0.96 – 1.20 0.21 1.03 0.92 – 1.16 0.58
F
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All multivariable Cox models were adjusted for anti-HLA antibodies, HLA-A, -B-DR, -DQ antigen mismatches, repeated transplantation, deceased donation, recipient sex, recipient and
donor age and induction therapy.
C4d, complement 4d deposition.
FIGURE 3 | Multivariable Cox regression analysis of the occurrence of ABMRh

in the absence of HLA-DSA, according to different quartiles of the broadness
and strength of pretransplant non-HLA antibodies (N=774). Each multivariable
Cox model was adjusted for the presence of anti-HLA antibodies, HLA-A, -B,
-DR, -DQ antigen mismatches, repeated transplantation, deceased donation,
recipient sex, recipient and donor age, and induction therapy.
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medians of the broadness [4.0 (IQR=2.0-9.0) vs. 4.0 (IQR=2.0-
8.0), p=0.15] and the strength [11.6 (IQR=5.2-23.4) vs. 10.5
(IQR=4.6-19.7), p=0.75] were not significantly different between
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 8
the two groups (Table 5). When we compared the total post-
transplant non-HLA antibody reactivity at different time points
(at 3-month, 1-year, and 5-year) separately, we found no
significant difference between the two groups.
DISCUSSION

In a large cohort of 934 kidney transplant recipients, this study
shows that a high degree of pretransplant non-HLA autoantibody
burden is independently associated with increased rates of
developing ABMRh in the absence of HLA-DSA. However, the
overall posttransplant non-HLA autoreactivity was not associated
with increased rates of ABMRh, and no associations were observed
between the presence of non-HLA autoantibodies and transplant
glomerulopathy or graft failure.

ABMRh in the absence of HLA-DSA is a well-recognized
phenotype in kidney transplantation, and several studies have
suggested the involvement of non-HLA immunity in its
development (2, 30–32). However, the clinical role of non-HLA
antibody profiling for diagnosing ABMR is still not clear. The present
study is the first that implicates the broadness and the strength of the
pretransplant autoantibody response against a large panel of non-
HLA antigens, which represent a signature of autoreactive response,
in the occurrence of ABMRh. Furthermore, we found a weak positive
correlation between the pretransplant non-HLA autoantibody profile
and pretransplant total gamma globulins level; however, the latter did
not associate with the development of ABMRh. Therefore, this
finding supports the hypothesis that the autoimmune responses
target specific but larger range of non-HLA antigens.

We showed indeed that high levels of pretransplant non-HLA
autoantibodies are independently associated with HLA-DSA
FIGURE 4 | Correlations between the pretransplant non-HLA antibodies and total serum gamma globulins.
FIGURE 5 | Volcano plots for associations between the individual
pretransplant non-HLA antibodies and the occurrence of ABMRh in the
absence of HLA-DSA (N=774). The plot depicts the p-values and the Hazard
ratios of the univariable Cox regression analysis for antibodies against 78
different targets. For three non-HLA targets, IL-21, Actin and FN1, no
estimations were obtained from the Cox analysis due to the low number of
positive patients. In this analysis patients were censored at the time of the last
performed biopsy or at de novo HLA-DSA occurrence.
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TABLE 4 | Univariable and multivariable Cox proportional hazards analysis of death-censored graft failure, according to the presence of pretransplant non-HLA
antibodies in the absence of HLA-DSA (N=774).

Pretransplant non-HLA antibodies No. of patients No. of events HR 95% CI p-value

Univariable analysis
Broadness of non-HLA antibodies
Total positivity for non-HLA antibodies (per 10) 774 110 0.88 0.69 1.11
Quartiles for non-HLA abs positivity 774
Quartile 1 (0 - 3) 167 31 1 – –

Quartile 2 (4 - 7) 228 28 0.89 0.45 1.77
Quartile 3 (8 - 14) 174 24 0.84 0.41 1.73
Quartile 4 (15 - 63) 205 27 0.53 0.24 1.16
Strength of non-HLA antibodies
Total ratios of non-HLA antibodies (per 10) 774 110 0.98 0.92 – 1.04 0.47
Quartiles of non-HLA abs strength 774
Quartile 1 (0.0 – 9.7) 196 29 1 – –

Quartile 2 (9.8 – 19.5) 192 28 0.58 0.35 – 0.96 0.03
Quartile 3 (19.6 – 39.5) 191 29 0.70 0.41 – 1.19 0.19
Quartile 4 (39.8 – 223.6) 196 24 0.67 0.40 – 1.12 0.13
Multivariable analysis
Broadness of non-HLA antibodies
Model 1: Total positivity (per 10) 774 110 0.84 0.65 1.09
Model 2: Non-HLA antibodies positivity 774 110
Quartile 1 (0 - 3) 167 31 1 – –

Quartile 2 (4 - 7) 228 28 0.81 0.41 1.63
Quartile 3 (8 - 14) 174 24 0.73 0.35 1.53
Quartile 4 (15 - 63) 205 27 0.43 0.19 0.99
Strength of non-HLA antibodies
Model 3: Total ratios of non-HLA abs (per 10) 774 110 0.97 0.91 – 1.03 0.31
Model 4: Non-HLA antibody strength 774 110
Quartile 1 (0.0 – 9.7) 196 29 1 – –

Quartile 2 (9.8 – 19.5) 192 28 0.57 0.34 – 0.96 0.03
Quartile 3 (19.6 – 39.5) 191 29 0.65 0.65 – 1.11 0.11
Quartile 4 (39.8 – 223.6) 196 24 0.63 0.37 – 1.07 0.08
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org
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All multivariable Cox models were adjusted for anti-HLA antibodies, HLA-A,-B,-DR,-DQ antigen mismatches, repeated transplantation, deceased donation, recipient sex, recipient and
donor age and induction therapy.
FIGURE 6 | Kinetics of the non-HLA antibodies over time. The graph shows the percentage of positive patients at the day of transplantation (pretransplant), at 3
months, 1 year and 5 years after transplantation.
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negative ABMRh. This suggests direct involvement of
autoimmunity in developing this histologic phenotype
suggestive for ABMR. Additionally, the specific associations
with microvascular inflammation (Banff score >2) and
glomerulitis (Banff score >1), indicate that the autoantibodies
primarily target the glomeruli. Moreover, our data suggested that
the non-HLA antibodies could also explain cases of C4d positive
ABMRh, in the absence of HLA-DSA.

Although our studies primarily suggested broad non-HLA
antibody responses in association with histological endpoints, we
tried to identify possible individual non-HLA autoantibody
associated with ABMRh. With the stepwise selection in a
multivariable Cox model, we did not find an association between
pretransplant anti-AT1R autoantibodies and the occurrence of
ABMRh. Still, we found four autoantibodies (against TUBB,
Collagen III, VCL and STAT6), to associate independently with
ABMRh in the absence of HLA-DSA. Although of potential
relevance, the exact significance of serum reactivity to a single
non-HLA autoantigen and the pathogenic potential still needs to be
elucidated. Our present study suggests that the total burden of the
pretransplant autoantibodies is more informative than the
individual response to a single non-HLA antigen.

It is noteworthy that only ten patients of our cohort did not
show elevated reactivity above the threshold MFI to any of the
non-HLA autoantibodies in the panel. Hemodialysis was
associated independently with the broadness and strength of the
non-HLA autoantibody profile. Almost all patients of our cohort
(98.7%) showed broad non-HLA autoantibody reactivity, and only
15.1% of them received a previous kidney transplant. This suggests
that the antibodies measured in the panel are primarily
autoimmune and potentially occurred during the patients’ end-
stage renal disease or chronic hemodialysis. Due to the extensive
cellular damage and cell death in kidneys with end-stage disease,
the patients’ immune system is exposed tomany non-HLA targets,
potentially resulting in the production of autoantibodies (33).
Finally, it needs to be mentioned that there is also a possibility
for some of these antibodies to react to multiple, distinct self and
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 10
exogenous antigenic structures, known as natural antibodies,
previously linked to poor kidney graft outcomes (34).

Although the autoantibodies associated with the risk of
ABMRh, they were not associated with the development of
transplant glomerulopathy or graft failure. Even more, only
pretransplant and not post-transplant antibodies associated with
ABMRh. This suggests that these autoantibodies are mainly
relevant in early posttransplant phenotypes and do not have a
long-lasting impact. As we published earlier, compared to ABMR
diagnosed with HLA-DSA positive cases, DSA-negative ABMRh is
more transient and associates with better graft survival (3, 35). The
non-HLA autoantibodies could potentially play a role in this
phenomenon. As we observed a clear lowering of the
autoimmune post-transplantation, it appears that the
maintenance immunosuppression is sufficient to reduce the level
of these autoantibodies, and likely is able to abolish the long-term
adverse effect of these autoantibodies on graft outcomes.

The present study has several strengths. We studied a large and
well-characterized kidney transplant cohort with longitudinally
collected patient serum samples. Using a newly developed
multiplex kit, we studied non-HLA antibody response against a
large panel of non-HLA antigen targets and changes of the
antibody response over time after kidney transplantation.
Finally, we integrated the non-HLA antibody data from our
cohort with complete histopathologic data. Nevertheless, there
are also several limitations to our study that should be considered.
First, the study’s generalizability is limited by its retrospective
single-center design. Second, for the diagnosis of ABMRh, we
relied on the diagnostic criteria of the latest Banff classification
from 2019; therefore, future updates of the diagnostic criteria for
ABMR could impact on the interpretation of our data. Third, we
lack data on medication adherence, which could impact kidney
graft outcomes; however, it is challenging to assess non-adherence
objectively in daily clinical practice. Another limitation is the lack
of well characterized clinical samples to assess the performance of
each antigen. The performance of each antigen was assessed, by
the manufacturer of the beads, using monoclonal antibodies.
TABLE 5 | Comparison of the medians of the strength and the broadness of posttransplant non-HLA antibody samples between patients with and without ABMRh.

Post-transplant non-HLA antibodies No ABMRh ABMRh p-value

Total post-transplant samples
(N = 1996) N=1766 N=230
Total broadness of non-HLA antibodies, median (q1-q3) 4.0 (2.0-9.0) 4.0 (2.0-8.0) 0.15
Total strength of non-HLA antibodies, median (q1-q3) 11.6 (5.2 – 23.4) 10.5 (4.6-19.7) 0.31
Patients at 3-month post-transplant
(N = 804) N=740 N=64
Broadness of non-HLA antibodies at 3-month, median (q1-q3) 3.0 (2.0-6.0) 2.0 (2.0-6.5) 0.37
Strength of non-HLA antibodies at 3-month, median (q1-q3) 9.1 (3.4-17.02) 8.0 (3.3-17.4) 0.75
Patients at 1-year post-transplant
(N = 751) N=691 N=60
Broadness of non-HLA antibodies at 1-year, median (q1-q3) 5.0 (3.0-12.0) 4.5 (2.0 -9.0) 0.13
Strength of non-HLA antibodies at 1-year, median (q1-q3) 14.1 (7.01 – 28.0) 13.4 (5.4-30.1) 0.53
Patients at 5-year post-transplant
(N = 287) N=280 N=7
Broadness of non-HLA antibodies at 5-year, median (q1-q3) 5.0 (3.0-12.0) 3.0 (1.0-5.0) 0.03
Strength of non-HLA antibodies at 5-year, median (q1-q3) 13.4 (6.8-28.0) 4.9 (2.8-13.7) 0.05
February 2022 | Volume 13 | Article
ABMRh, histology of antibody-mediated rejection.
The medians between the two groups were compared using the Wilcoxon test.
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However the specific performance characteristic of each
monoclonal antibody is unknown. It is therefore not possible to
evaluate whether the confirmation of the antigens is native,
denatured, or a mixture of both. However, the manufacturing
process is similar to what is used for the LIFECODES LSA class I,
which has been shown to have relatively low levels of denatured
antigen (36). In addition, much of the false positive reactivity
associated with HLA antibody tests relates to the trimeric state of
the HLA antigen – alpha chain, beta chain and peptide, where
different dimers or monomers may be found on the bead surface,
and reactivity may further be attenuated by the peptide present
(37). Many of the antigens identified in this study (STAT6, IYD,
NPHS1, TUBB, VCL) are recombinant monomers although
incorrect folding cannot be ruled out. While the lack of
correlation of any specific antigen with clinical outcome may
solely be a reflection of the assay performance of that particular
antigen, it is important to note that these products became
available only recently, and studies such as outlined herein are
critical to understanding the limitations and utility of these assays.
Finally, we lack an objective, standardized and clinically relevant
cut-off for determining positive results for the autoantibodies, as
even healthy individuals potentially have antibodies against some
targets. It is important to note that even though the HLA single
antigen products have been in use for over a decade, there are still
no standardized cutoffs (38). More work is needed on the
definition of the thresholds and on the potential relevance of
individual antibody levels.

In conclusion, this study indicates that highly and broadly
sensitized patients against non-HLA targets are at increased risk
of ABMRh after kidney transplantation, in the absence of HLA-
DSA. However, no association was found between the broadness
and the strength of pretransplant non-HLA autoantibodies and
the development of transplant glomerulopathy and graft failure.
These findings need to be validated. Whether the individual
associations found are clinically relevant and represent causality,
warrants further studies.
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Mazanowska O, Kamińska D, et al. The Impact of Non-HLA Antibodies
Directed Against Endothelin-1 Type A Receptors (ETAR) on Early Renal
Transplant Outcomes. Transplant Immunol (2014) 30:24–9. doi: 10.1016/
j.trim.2013.10.007

33. Bilalic S, Veitinger M, Ahrer KH, Gruber V, Zellner M, Brostjan C, et al.
Identification of Non-HLA Antigens Targeted by Alloreactive Antibodies in
Patients Undergoing Chronic Hemodialysis. J Proteome Res (2010) 9:1041–9.
doi: 10.1021/pr900930d

34. See SB, Aubert O, Loupy A, Veras Y, Lebreton X, Gao B, et al. Post-Transplant
Natural Antibodies Associate With Kidney Allograft Injury and Reduced
Long-Term Survival. J Am Soc Nephrol (2018) 29:1761–70. doi: 10.1681/
ASN.2017111157

35. Callemeyn J, Lerut E, de Loor H, Arijs I, Thaunat O, Koenig A, et al.
Transcriptional Changes in Kidney Allografts With Histology of Antibody-
Mediated Rejection Without Anti-HLA Donor-Specific Antibodies. J Am Soc
Nephrol (2020) 31:2168–83. doi: 10.1681/ASN.2020030306

36. Ravindranath MH, Jucaud V, Ferrone S. Monitoring Native HLA-I Trimer
Specific Antibodies in Luminex Multiplex Single Antigen Bead Assay:
Evaluation of Beadsets From Different Manufacturers. J Immunol Methods
(2017) 450:73–80. doi: 10.1016/j.jim.2017.07.016

37. Jucaud V, Ravindranath MH, Terasaki PI. Conformational Variants of the
Individual HLA-I Antigens on Luminex Single Antigen Beads Used in
Monitoring HLA Antibodies: Problems and Solutions. Transplantation
(2017) 101:764–77. doi: 10.1097/TP.0000000000001420

38. TamburAR,CampbellP,ChongAS, FengS, FordML,GebelH,et al. Sensitization
in Transplantation: Assessment of Risk (STAR) 2019 Working Group Meeting
Report. Am J Transplant (2020) 20:2652–68. doi: 10.1111/ajt.15937

Conflict of Interest: BR, JH, and CH are employees of Immucor Inc.

The remaining authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of
any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential
conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of
the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
February 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 809059

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.kint.2021.01.029
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.03002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trre.2016.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrneph.2016.88
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrneph.2016.88
https://doi.org/10.1097/TP.0000000000003797
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.kint.2021.11.029
https://doi.org/10.1111/tri.13546
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.kint.2021.04.044
https://doi.org/10.1093/ndt/gfab344
https://doi.org/10.1093/ndt/gfab344
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.kint.2016.03.019
https://doi.org/10.1681/ASN.2013121277
https://doi.org/10.1681/ASN.2013121277
https://doi.org/10.1111/ajt.15493
https://doi.org/10.1097/TP.0000000000003005
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa035717
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.kint.2019.01.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.kint.2019.01.030
https://doi.org/10.1111/tri.13009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humimm.2017.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humimm.2017.03.012
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2021.703457
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.01687
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32473-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32473-5
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1803731
https://doi.org/10.1681/ASN.2020010019
https://doi.org/10.1111/ajt.15938
https://doi.org/10.1111/ajt.15898
https://doi.org/10.1111/ajt.12397
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.transproceed.2004.12.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trim.2013.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trim.2013.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1021/pr900930d
https://doi.org/10.1681/ASN.2017111157
https://doi.org/10.1681/ASN.2017111157
https://doi.org/10.1681/ASN.2020030306
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jim.2017.07.016
https://doi.org/10.1097/TP.0000000000001420
https://doi.org/10.1111/ajt.15937
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles


Senev et al. Non-HLA Antibodies and Kidney Transplantation
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2022 Senev, Ray, Lerut, Hariharan, Heylen, Kuypers, Sprangers, Emonds
and Naesens. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org 13
Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other
forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are
credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with
accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which
does not comply with these terms.
February 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 809059

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/immunology#articles

	The Pre-Transplant Non-HLA Antibody Burden Associates With the Development of Histology of Antibody-Mediated Rejection After Kidney Transplantation
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Study Design and Study Population
	High-Resolution HLA Genotyping of the Cohort
	Anti-HLA Antibody Detection and Identification of Circulating Anti-HLA Antibodies
	Detection of Non-HLA Antibodies
	Kidney Allograft Biopsies, Histologic Grading and Treatment of Rejection Episodes
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Study Population and Non-HLA Antibody Testing
	Pretransplant Non-HLA Antibodies and Post-Transplant Histology
	Pretransplant Non-HLA Antibodies and Posttransplant Allograft Histology in Absence of HLA-DSA
	Pretransplant Non-HLA Antibodies and Allograft Failure
	Posttransplant Non-HLA Antibodies and Histology of Antibody-Mediated Rejection

	Discussion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary Material
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages false
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 1
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU (T&F settings for black and white printer PDFs 20081208)
  >>
  /ExportLayers /ExportVisibleLayers
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName ([High Resolution])
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


