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There is always a lack of effective treatment for highly active refractory generalized myasthenia gravis (GMG). Recently, telitacicept combined with efgartigimod significantly reduces circulating B cells, plasma cells, and immunoglobulin G, which brings promising therapeutic strategies. We report a case of a 37-year-old female patient with refractory GMG, whose condition got significant improvement and control with this latest treatment after multiple unsuccessful therapies of immunosuppressants. The new combination deserves further attention in the therapeutic application of myasthenia gravis.
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1 Introduction

Myasthenia gravis (MG) is a rare autoimmune neuromuscular junction disorder characterized by autoantibody-mediated and complement-involved mechanisms (1, 2). In addition to the most common acetylcholine receptor antibodies (AChR-Ab), studies have progressively identified muscle-specific tyrosine kinase antibodies (MuSK-Ab), lipoprotein receptor–related protein 4 antibodies, ryanodine receptor antibodies (RyR-Ab), titin antibodies, and other pathogenic antibodies (2). Although conventional treatments based on acetylcholinesterase inhibitors, corticosteroids, and immunosuppressants are usually effective, patients continue to experience recurrent exacerbations and other safety concerns related to long-term immunosuppressants (3). Therefore, it is an urgent issue to search for safe and effective emerging therapies.

The 2023 Germany’s guideline (4) for MG has proposed a new concept about highly active GMG (including “refractory” MG), which can be defined that moderate/high Myasthenia Gravis Foundation of America (MGFA) status (≥MGFA IIb) and/or at least two recurrent severe exacerbations/myasthenic crises with the need for therapeutic intervention. Neonatal Fc receptor modulators (currently efgartigimod) are recommended for AChR-Ab–positive status. As the FcRn inhibitor, efgartigimod blocks immunoglobulin G (IgG) binding to FcRn, resulting in IgG degradation (5). In addition, as an inhibitor for the activity of BLyS (B lymphocyte stimulator) and APRIL (a proliferation-inducing ligand), telitacicept was originally designed to diseases such as systemic lupus erythematosus (6) and rheumatoid arthritis (7). However, according to its mechanism that achieves multistage inhibition of B-cell maturation and differentiation (8), it can be a potential efficacy treatment for patients with MG.

We herein report a young female patient with highly active refractory GMG after multiple unsuccessful therapies of immunosuppressants (adequate quantity and course), who was positive for AChR-Ab (early onset) and RyR-Ab and acquired recurrent intravenous immunoglobulin (IVIg) and plasma exchange (PLEX) after recurrent myasthenic crises. With telitacicept combined with efgartigimod, this patient’s condition got significant improvement and control.




2 Case description

A 37-year-old female patient was diagnosed with MG in 2011 when she was first admitted to our hospital with clinical presentation of fluctuating ptosis, diplopia, upper and lower limb weakness, dyspnea, dysphagia, and dysarthria. Serology was positive for AChR-Ab (>20 nmol/L, reference value < 0.45 nmol/L) and RyR-Ab by enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay. Low-frequency repetitive nerve stimulation showed an abnormal amplitude decrease, and neostigmine test showed a positive result. Autoimmune-related antibodies, including antinuclear antibodies, anti-Sjögren's-syndrome-related antigen A (SSA) antibodies, and anti-SSB antibodies, all tested negative. By the way, she has no thymic pathology. Her clinical manifestation was well controlled by pyridostigmine (180 mg/day) in the early years. Since 2018, she had frequent exacerbations or myasthenic crises and required hospitalization for a pulmonary infection. In February 2022, she was hospitalized again with dyspnea due to pregnancy. Fortunately, she delivered a healthy baby. Throughout the multiple crises, IVIg, PLEX, and high-dose steroid treatment were indispensable, with endotracheal intubation to assist ventilation and a gastric tube, even a gastrostomy, to assist food and drug intake. Multiple immunosuppressants such as tacrolimus, rituximab (RTX), azathioprine (AZA), mycophenolate mofetil (MMF), and cyclosporine A (CsA) did not significantly improve symptoms. Consistent high doses of prednisone and pyridostigmine result in various complications such as hyperprolactinemia, hyperglycemia, hyperlipidemia, myelosuppression, lower limb venous thrombosis, and anal fistula. Since late June 2023, when she started receiving subcutaneous injections of telitacicept (160 mg/week), her symptoms of dyspnea and dysphagia have improved well, and her limb weakness is better than before. Her QMG (quantitative myasthenia gravis) and ADL (activity of daily living scale) scores have also decreased significantly to date (February 2024). Meanwhile, to further reduce the amount of prednisone, we combined it with efgartigimod (10 mg/kg, 800 mg/week) in January 2024. The details of the treatment regimens and drug doses are shown in Figure 1.




Figure 1 | Previous therapeutic strategies and the dose of prednisone and pyridostigmine. Each time point represents a MC, which used rapid treatment of IVIg, PLEX, and high-dose steroid (before June 2023). Abbreviations: MC, myasthenic crises; RTX, rituximab; MMF, mycophenolate mofetil; CsA, cyclosporine A; AZA, azathioprine; IVIg, intravenous immunoglobulin; PLEX, plasma exchange. Details: The dose of pyridostigmine was 60 mg ter in die (tid) during 2011 to 2018 and increased to 60 mg quater in die (qid) until June 2023. The prednisone’s dosage was 25 mg qd in August 2018 and declined to 10 mg quaque die (qd) when combining tacrolimus (1.5 mg bid) in September 2019. In February 2020, the patient found an intrauterine pregnancy of 7+ weeks and chose to continue the pregnancy. She discontinued tacrolimus, and the dose of prednisone was increased to 60 mg qd. In July 2020, a segment cesarean section was performed, whose procedure was successful, resulting a live infant. Following discharge, the patient was prescribed tacrolimus of 1 mg bid and prednisone of 70 mg qd. In January 2021, the patient received rituximab treatments on three occasions with doses of 0.1 g d1 and 0.5 g d2 initially, followed by 0.1 g d1 in subsequent two treatments. The prednisone dose was reduced to 40 mg qd after the first treatment and further decreased, respectively, to 30 mg qd and 25 mg qd in September 2021 and January 2022. MMF (1 g bid) was added in September 2022 but discontinued after 18 days. CsA (25 mg bid) was added in November 2022 but, later, discontinued after 14 days. AZA (50 mg qd) was added in March 2023 but discontinued in April 2023 when the fourth rituximab treatment was administered (0.1 g d1). In June 2023, the patient was prescribed telitacicept (160 mg quaque semana (qw)) and added efgartigimod (800 mg qw) in January 2024.






3 Treatment outcome and follow-up

The QMG and ADL scores have decreased significantly because the patient was injected with telitacicept for 4 weeks (decrease in QMG and ADL scores by 8 and 12 points, respectively), especially with regard to upper and lower limb weakness, dyspnea, and dysphagia. After 8 weeks of injections, prednisone was reduced to 15 mg/day (dose reduction of 10 mg/day), and pyridostigmine was reduced to 120 mg/day (dose reduction of 120 mg/day). The patient now attends the hospital weekly for regular telitacicept doses. In order to further reduce the dose of prednisone and pyridostigmine for less side effects, we combined it with efgartigimod in January 2024. By February 2024, she had received 31 regular injections of telitacicept (160 mg qw) and four regular injections of efgartigimod (800 mg qw), with a remarkable clinical improvement (QMG and ADL decreased to 10 and 1 points from baseline, respectively), and the doses of prednisone and pyridostigmine were reduced to 10 mg/day and 60 mg/day, respectively (Figure 2). During treatment with telitacicept and/or efgartigimod, symptoms were well controlled, and no exacerbation/myasthenic crisis occurred. In addition, serum B-cell, lymphocyte, and immunoglobulin levels showed a decreasing trend (Figure 3). With the combination of efgartigimod, the presentation of ptosis was well improved. However, the patient complained of hyperphagia after injection of efgartigimod and a slight swelling at the subcutaneous injection site, which disappeared in 1–2 days. In addition, hepatorenal function was within normal limits, and there were no infections or other adverse reactions.




Figure 2 | Evolution of clinical severity after injecting telitacicept. (A) Changes in MGFA-QMG, MG-ADL, and MGC. (B) Changes in levels of dose of prednisone and pyridostigmine. Abbreviations: QMG, quantitative myasthenia gravis score; MG-ADL, myasthenia gravis-specific activities of daily living scale; MGC, myasthenia gravis composite; W0, the week before the first injection of telitacicept (June 2024).






Figure 3 | Changes in serum marker during follow-up. (A) Changes in immunoglobulin. (B) Changes in lymphocyte. The red point means the time of combination. IgG, immunoglobulin G.






4 Patient perspective

As a young woman with recurrent dyspnea and dysphagia who was diagnosed with MG 13 years ago, the previous multiple ineffective immunosuppressive therapies have greatly increased her anxiety, with invasive therapies such as PLEX and endotracheal intubation. Then, the stress of pregnancy and the complications of prolonged high-dose corticosteroids came. Fortunately, with the introduction of telitacicept and efgartigimod, her clinical presentation improved dramatically in terms of breathing and swallowing, and the dosage of steroids was gradually reduced. In the meantime, we have obtained individual informed consent and satisfaction with this combination therapy.




5 Discussion



5.1 Selection and deactivation of tacrolimus

Although the guideline and related research support that glucocorticosteroids and AZA are the basic immunotherapeutic agents for the treatment of mild/moderate to highly active GMG (4), AZA has a relatively slow therapeutic effect and side effects such as myelosuppression and liver injury. Therefore, we choose tacrolimus, which is faster than AZA, to combine with prednisolone. Compared with cyclosporine, tacrolimus is given in lower doses and has a lower nephrotoxic potential, although both are calcineurin inhibitors. It is suitable for patients who are unable to tolerate the side effects of prednisolone or other immunosuppressants to choose tacrolimus, especially patients with MG positive for RyR-Ab. It has been reported that intervention with calcineurin inhibitors is beneficial for early achievement of minimal manifestations (9). When she was diagnosed at 7 weeks of gestation in February 2020, with an urgent request to continue the pregnancy, we had to discontinue this inhibitor given the teratogenic potential of tacrolimus. Given the lack of clear guidelines or expert consensus on the treatment of MG during pregnancy, traditional therapies such as IVIg and PLEX are still being chosen. Fortunately, the patient had a smooth pregnancy and delivered a healthy baby by cesarean section. It has been found that the mothers who received immunotherapy during pregnancy, especially early and regular IVIG and/or PLEX, would have less severe complications and higher survival rate of offspring (10). Our case seems to confirm this point as well.




5.2 Choose of rituximab

RTX, a chimeric monoclonal antibody directed against the B-cell membrane marker CD20, acts through the mechanisms of complement- and antibody-dependent cytotoxicity (11, 12). Our therapy regimen with RTX was in regulation every 6 months (0.1 g D1 and 0.5 g D2) from January 2021, during which the B cells were kept at a low level. In addition, the dose of prednisone was reduced from 40 mg/day to 25 mg/day. However, the efficacy was not really significant, and the clinical symptoms still worsened repeatedly and recurrently. It has been reviewed that, despite initial responsiveness to RTX, many patients experience relapse during the reconstitution of B cells. This relapse can occur due to the re-encounter of antigens by RTX-resistant B cells or the reactivation of autoimmune responses by newly generated B cells during the process of B-cell repopulation (13). In exploring the reasons for the poor efficacy of RTX in this case, we contribute the following opinions. Firstly, as a B-cell depleting agent that directly targets CD20, RTX shows inadequate clearance of plasma cells, especially those long-lived plasma cells that continue to secrete antibodies that are located in the bone marrow or at sites of inflammation (14). Secondly, germinal center/memory B cells counteract the depletion of RTX by persistently producing pathogenic short-lived plasma cells, which are also involved in the pathogenesis of neurological autoimmune diseases. In addition, a study showed that the effects of RTX treatment were significantly better in patients with MuSK-MG than in those with AChR-MG (15).




5.3 Temporary attempt with MMF, CsA, and AZA

MMF selectively inhibits the proliferation of T and B lymphocytes by inhibiting enzymes involved in purine biosynthesis (16). In this case, the patient developed severe gastric reflux symptoms within half a month of taking MMF, and the drug was immediately discontinued in view of the patient’s gastrostomy status and the fear that the refluxed material would block the airway, causing respiratory distress or aspiration pneumonia. Compared to tacrolimus, CsA has a higher nephrotoxic potential and several other side effects such as hypertension, myalgia, and influenza-like symptoms (17). Unfortunately, the woman developed severe drug-induced liver injury with renal insufficiency and had to stop taking cyclosporin after 10 days. AZA is an effective therapeutic drug for all subtypes of MG that interferes with DNA synthesis by inhibiting the synthesis of purine nucleotides in rapidly proliferating T and B cells (16). After taking AZA for 1 month, the patient developed severe myelosuppression and a lung infection, so the drug was stopped immediately.




5.4 A new attempt with telitacicept

The main role of B cells in the body’s immune response involves complement activation, antigen presentation, antibody secretion, and cytokine release. Activated B cells can differentiate into plasma cells, which can further differentiate into short-lived plasma cells and long-lived plasma cells, thereby secreting a large amount of antibodies in a short period, leading to the recurrence of autoimmune diseases.

The BLyS and APRIL are critical factors in maintaining the B-cell pool and humoral immunity, and both play different roles during B-cell maturation and differentiation. BLyS inhibits the development and maturation of immature B cells and regulates their differentiation into mature B cells. APRIL affects the secretion of autoantibodies by autoreactive plasma cells by inhibiting the differentiation of mature B cells into plasma cells. Blocking both BLyS and APRIL can directly contribute to the reduction of plasma cells (18). Therefore, the B-cell targeted drug by blocking the maturation of plasma cells is a new approach in autoimmune diseases. Mono inhibition of BLyS or APRIL has little effect on plasma cell depletion (19). For example, belimumab, which interferes with the binding of BAFF to BCR, thereby inhibiting B-cell differentiation and preventing antibody production, showed a poor outcome in its phase 2 clinical trial (20, 21).

Telitacicept is a novel recombinant fusion protein of the ligand-binding domain of the TACI receptor and the Fc component of human IgG. By competitive inhibition of calmodulin cyclin ligand interaction factor (TACI) to neutralize BAFF and APRIL activity, it achieves multistage inhibition of B-cell and plasma cell maturation and differentiation (8). Meanwhile, due to the presence of TACI receptors on the surface of T cells, telitacicept also inhibits T-cell activation (8). In its phase 2 clinical trial, we find that telitacicept has good clinical efficacy and favorable safety in patients with GMG. Telitacicept has been shown to be a way to improve B-cell depletion and improve the safety and efficacy of RTX (22). Telitacicept targets BLyS/APRIL to inhibit the maturation and differentiation of B cells and plasma cells in multiple stages, thereby further suppressing the secretion of autoantibodies such as IgG. Therefore, compared to FcRn antagonists (e.g., efgartigimod) that directly act on IgG levels in the serum, telitacicept takes longer to take effect. The reasons for choosing telitacicept as a new attempt in June 2023, which takes effect relatively slower than efgartigimod, are as follows: 1. The half-life of IgG antibodies is approximately 16–24 days, meaning the maintenance period after clearing serum IgG with efgartigimod is short. Telitacicept targets inhibition from the upstream of the immune mechanism, resulting in a relatively longer maintenance period compared to efgartigimod. 2. During the last critical admission period in April 2023, the patient underwent rapid therapy of PLEX in the ICU. Considering that PLEX also works by clearing antibodies, complement, cytokines, and other substances in the plasma, similar to the mechanism of action of efgartigimod, telitacicept was chosen after this exacerbation. 3. At that time, efgartigimod has not yet been included in medical insurance coverage. Considering the patient’s 13-year illness history and comprehensive economic considerations, we have chosen telitacicept as the first choice for a new attempt.

In our case report, the woman experienced significant improvement after approximately 16 weeks of telitacicept (QMG and ADL scores decreased to 12 and 2 points, respectively) (Figure 2). In addition, serum levels of B cells, lymphocytes, and immunoglobulins showed a decreasing trend, demonstrating the efficacy of telitacicept (Figure 3). Finally, no infections or other adverse events were observed during the entire follow-up period, demonstrating the tolerability and safety of telitacicept, which are as important as efficacy from the patient’s perspective. Following the recent administration of RTX in early April 2023, which can result in peripheral B-cell depletion lasting approximately 6 months, the efficacy of RTX may persist until early October (around week15). Consequently, the potential role of RTX cannot be entirely discounted in the initial phase of telitacicept treatment. Further rigorous randomized controlled clinical trials are necessary to confirm the efficacy and safety of telitacicept.




5.5 The combination with efgartigimod

Due to enhancements in the medical insurance system, efgartigimod was officially incorporated into medical coverage in January 2024. To further reduce the amount of prednisone and even reduce the amount of pyridostigmine, we considered combining it with efgartigimod. In the pivotal phase 3 ADAPT trial of efgartigimod, efgartigimod was shown to improve muscle function and strength in all muscle groups, leading to the observed efficacy in participants with GMG (5). Research has shown that efgartigimod may serve as a potentially effective option for myasthenic crisis (23). The IgG antibody has a half-life of approximately 16–24 days. FcRn plays a direct role in the recycling and upkeep of IgG levels in the serum, leading to a faster onset of action. Figure 3 illustrates a noticeable decrease in IgG levels and lymphocyte count especially following the administration of efgartigimod (highlighted by the red data point). Following the second administration of efgartigimod at week 28, we observed a halving of IgG levels compared to week 26 (Figure 3), with this decline persisting after the third injection. While a slight upward trend was noted at week 30, the IgG levels remained lower than those at week 26. Our patient’s blurred vision improved significantly after the combination of efgartigimod (QMG and ADL scores decreased to 10 and 1 points, respectively). Compared to PLEX, FcRn inhibitors are less invasive, more specific (particularly the removal of IgG), and independent (no effect on other therapeutic drug levels) (24). During acute phases, utilizing efgartigimod for its direct impact on IgG to rapidly take effect, inducing symptom relief, and then transitioning to telitacicept for sustained B-cell modulation may be a new combined approach.





6 Conclusion

Considering the pathogenesis of MG and the mechanism of telitacicept, despite its slower onset of action, it is reasonable to anticipate a promising future for telitacicept in MG treatment. Moreover, our research suggests that the combination of telitacicept with the faster-acting efgartigimod could represent an effective and safe therapeutic approach for highly active refractory MG. However, the sequencing of these two targeted agents and the treatment cost require careful consideration. Efgartigimod has a rapid onset of action and can more specifically remove IgG compared to PLEX, without affecting the levels of other therapeutic drugs, but its maintenance period is short. Telitacicept has a slower onset of action but a longer duration of effect. Considering the differences in the mechanisms of action of the two drugs mentioned above, we recommend prioritizing efgartigimod during the acute exacerbation phase, followed by maintenance therapy with telitacicept. During non-acute phases, telitacicept may be preferred initially, with the option to add efgartigimod if the treatment response is inadequate. The advantages and disadvantages of sequentially using telitacicept followed by FcRn versus FcRn followed by telitacicept are currently unclear due to the insufficient clinical data. Further large-scale studies are required to validate these approaches.





Data availability statement

The original contributions presented in the study are included in the article/supplementary material. Further inquiries can be directed to the corresponding authors.





Ethics statement

The studies involving humans were approved by Ethics Committee of The First Affiliated Hospital of Guangzhou University of Chinese Medicine. The studies were conducted in accordance with the local legislation and institutional requirements. The participants provided their written informed consent to participate in this study. Written informed consent was obtained from the individual(s) for the publication of any potentially identifiable images or data included in this article.





Author contributions

CZ: Writing – original draft, Writing – review & editing, Investigation. YL: Writing – review & editing, Data curation, Investigation. QK: Writing – review & editing, Data curation, Investigation. HL: Writing – review & editing, Data curation, Investigation. QJ: Supervision, Writing – review & editing. XY: Supervision, Writing – review & editing.





Funding

The author(s) declare that no financial support was received for the research, authorship, and/or publication of this article.





Conflict of interest

The 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.





References

1. Huijbers, MG, Marx, A, Plomp, JJ, Le Panse, R, and Phillips, WD. Advances in the understanding of disease mechanisms of autoimmune neuromuscular junction disorders. Lancet Neurol 2022. (2022) 21:163–75. doi: 10.1016/S1474-4422(21)00357-4

2. Punga, AR, Maddison, P, Heckmann, JM, Guptill, JT, and Evoli, A. Epidemiology, diagnostics, and biomarkers of autoimmune neuromuscular junction disorders. Lancet Neurol 2022. (2022) 21:176–88. doi: 10.1016/S1474-4422(21)00297-0

3. Evoli, A, and Damato, V. Conventional and emerging treatments and controversies in myasthenia gravis. Expert Rev Neurother. 2023. (2023) 23:445–56. doi: 10.1080/14737175.2023.2207739

4. Wiendl, H, Abicht, A, Chan, A, Della Marina, A, Hagenacker, T, Hekmat, K, et al. Guideline for the management of myasthenic syndromes. Ther Adv Neurol Disord. (2023) 16:1–31. doi: 10.1177/17562864231213240

5. Howard, JJ, Bril, V, Vu, T, Karam, C, Peric, S, Margania, T, et al. Safety, efficacy, and tolerability of efgartigimod in patients with generalised myasthenia gravis (adapt): a multicentre, randomised, placebo-controlled, phase 3 trial. Lancet Neurol. (2021) 20:526–36. doi: 10.1212/WNL.96.15_supplement.4520

6. Jin, H, and Chen, Z. Pos1149 comparison of the efficacy and safety of telitacicept versus belimumab in patients with systemic lupus erythematosus in real clinical practice: analyses with propensity score-based inverse probability of treatment weighting. Ann Rheum Dis. (2023) 82:905. doi: 10.1136/annrheumdis-2023-eular.4616

7. Yao, X, Ren, Y, Zhao, Q, Chen, X, Jiang, J, Liu, D, et al. Pharmacokinetics analysis based on target-mediated drug distribution for rc18, a novel blys/april fusion protein to treat systemic lupus erythematosus and rheumatoid arthritis. Eur J Pharm Sci. (2021) 159:105704. doi: 10.1016/j.ejps.2021.105704

8. Shi, F, Xue, R, Zhou, X, Shen, P, Wang, S, and Yang, Y. Telitacicept as a blys/april dual inhibitor for autoimmune disease. Immunopharmacol Immunotoxicol. 2021. (2021) 43:666–73. doi: 10.1080/08923973.2021.1973493

9. Uzawa, A, Suzuki, S, Kuwabara, S, Akamine, H, Onishi, Y, Yasuda, M, et al. Effectiveness of early cycles of fast-acting treatment in generalised myasthenia gravis. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry. (2023) 94:467–73. doi: 10.1136/jnnp-2022-330519

10. Allen, NM, Rahelly M, O, Eymard, B, Chouchane, M, Hahn, A, Kearns, G, et al. The emerging spectrum of fetal acetylcholine receptor antibody-related disorders (farad). Brain (London Engl 1878). (2023) 146:4233–46. doi: 10.1093/brain/awad153

11. Smith, MR. Rituximab (monoclonal anti-cd20 antibody): mechanisms of action and resistance. Oncogene. (2003) 22:7359–68. doi: 10.1038/sj.onc.1206939

12. Dalakas, MC. Immunotherapy in myasthenia gravis in the era of biologics. Nat Rev Neurol. (2019) 15:113–24. doi: 10.1038/s41582-018-0110-z

13. Fichtner, ML, Hoehn, KB, Ford, EE, Mane-Damas, M, Oh, S, Waters, P, et al. Reemergence of pathogenic, autoantibody-producing b cell clones in myasthenia gravis following b cell depletion therapy. Acta Neuropathol Commun. (2022) 10:154. doi: 10.1186/s40478-022-01454-0

14. Beecher, G, Putko, BN, Wagner, AN, and Siddiqi, ZA. Therapies directed against b-cells and downstream effectors in generalized autoimmune myasthenia gravis: current status. Drugs 2019. (2019) 79:353–64. doi: 10.1007/s40265-019-1065-0

15. Tandan, R, Hehir, MN, Waheed, W, and Howard, DB. Rituximab treatment of myasthenia gravis: a systematic review. Muscle Nerve. (2017) 56:185–96. doi: 10.1002/mus.v56.2

16. Lascano, AM, and Lalive, PH. Update in immunosuppressive therapy of myasthenia gravis. Autoimmun Rev. (2021) 20:102712. doi: 10.1016/j.autrev.2020.102712

17. Chen, X, Qiu, J, Gao, Z, Liu, B, Zhang, C, Yu, W, et al. Myasthenia gravis: molecular mechanisms and promising therapeutic strategies. Biochem Pharmacol. (2023) 218:115872. doi: 10.1016/j.bcp.2023.115872

18. Schweighoffer, E, and Tybulewicz, VL. Baff signaling in health and disease. Curr Opin Immunol. (2021) 71:124–31. doi: 10.1016/j.coi.2021.06.014

19. Cornelis, R, Chang, HD, and Radbruch, A. Keeping up with the stress of antibody production: baff and april maintain memory plasma cells. Curr Opin Immunol. (2021) 71:97–102. doi: 10.1016/j.coi.2021.06.012

20. Mantegazza, R, and Antozzi, C. When myasthenia gravis is deemed refractory: clinical signposts and treatment strategies. Ther Adv Neurol Disord. (2018) 11:475970702. doi: 10.1177/1756285617749134

21. Hewett, K, Sanders, DB, Grove, RA, Broderick, CL, Rudo, TJ, Bassiri, A, et al. Randomized study of adjunctive belimumab in participants with generalized myasthenia gravis. Neurology. (2018) 90:e1425–34. doi: 10.1212/WNL.0000000000005323

22. Chen, X, Zhao, Q, Hou, Y, Jiang, J, Zhong, W, Wang, W, et al. Pharmacokinetics, pharmacodynamics, short term efficacy and safety of rct-18, a novel blys/april fusion protein, in patients with rheumatoid arthritis. Br J Clin Pharmacol. (2016)82:41–52. doi: 10.1111/bcp.12908

23. Watanabe, K, Ohashi, S, Watanabe, T, Kakinuma, Y, and Kinno, R. Case report: recovery from refractory myasthenic crisis to minimal symptom expression after add-on treatment with efgartigimod. Front Neurol. (2024) 15:1321058. doi: 10.3389/fneur.2024.1321058

24. Mahmoud, SH, Buhler, J, Chu, E, Chen, SA, and Human, T. Drug dosing in patients undergoing therapeutic plasma exchange. Neurocrit Care. (2021) 34:301–11. doi: 10.1007/s12028-020-00989-1




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 this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2024 Zhang, Lin, Kuang, Li, Jiang and Yang. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative 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.


OEBPS/Images/fimmu-15-1400459-g001.jpg
Prednisone (mg)

Prednisone —&—

Pyridostigmine —— @-—-

Tacrolimus RTX MMF CsA AZA RTX Telitacicept Efgartigimod

65 — 1.5 mg bid  0.5mg bid 5mg bid 0.1g D1 | 0.1 D1 0.1g D1

B ‘“ i —240
| 180
—120
— 60
5 Pregnancy
0 "
LIS LR I USSR R W N 3P kb N Y g
m“\\ 1&%\% m%\g ,»Q\q QO mﬁm m%ﬁ‘ mg'b\ f»“m fb%q* “qn‘ ,LQ'» ,»Qq* ,»Qm '1‘“’1, ')Q’L ime

pyridostigmine (mg)





OEBPS/Images/fimmu-15-1400459-g002.jpg
Scores

B Pyridostigmine(mg)

add efgartigimod

o MGFA-QMG % Eredeisone(me)
-= MG-ADL 2401»\ 30
MGC 25 o
5 180 \ E
£ S 20 g
z N\ g
$ 120 A 15 =
: =
£ w0 v 2
5 &
0 2 4 6 8101214161820 2224 26 28 30 0 2 4 6 81012141618 20 22 24 26 28 30

Time(weeks) Time(weeks)





OEBPS/Images/fimmu.2024.1400459_cover.jpg
& frontiers | Frontiers in Immunology

Case report: A highly active refractory
myasthenia gravis with treatment of
telitacicept combined with efgartigimod





OEBPS/Images/logo.jpg
, frontiers | Frontiers in Immunology





OEBPS/Text/toc.xhtml


  

    Table of Contents



    

		Cover



      		

        Case report: A highly active refractory myasthenia gravis with treatment of telitacicept combined with efgartigimod

      

        		

          1 Introduction

        



        		

          2 Case description

        



        		

          3 Treatment outcome and follow-up

        



        		

          4 Patient perspective

        



        		

          5 Discussion

        

          		

            5.1 Selection and deactivation of tacrolimus

          



          		

            5.2 Choose of rituximab

          



          		

            5.3 Temporary attempt with MMF, CsA, and AZA

          



          		

            5.4 A new attempt with telitacicept

          



          		

            5.5 The combination with efgartigimod

          



        



        



        		

          6 Conclusion

        



        		

          Data availability statement

        



        		

          Ethics statement

        



        		

          Author contributions

        



        		

          Funding

        



        		

          Conflict of interest

        



        		

          References

        



      



      



    



  



OEBPS/Images/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OEBPS/Images/fimmu-15-1400459-g003.jpg
aG

DB BB NN O

- IgG (g/L) B

IgA (g/L) -# Absolute B-lymphocyte count
IgM (g/L)
[er— - - Becell (%) 1.0
add efgartigimod 0.9

0.8

n 0.7
0.6
05

04

B-cell (%)

0.3

S
[
IgA,IgM
Absolute B-lymphocyte count

0.2
01
0.0

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 "0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30
Time (weeks) Time (weeks)





