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Case Report

Management of Double-Seropositive Anti-Glomerular
Basement Membrane and Anti-Neutrophil Cytoplasmic
Antibodies with 100% Crescentic Glomerulonephritis and
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Abstract: Nephrotic range proteinuria in the setting of dual-positive anti-glomerular basement
membrane (AGBM) and anti-neutrophil cytoplasmic antibodies (ANCAs) is rare. Furthermore, using
rituximab as a primary immunosuppressant along with steroids and plasmapheresis has not been
widely studied. We present a case of dual AGBM and ANCA with nephrotic range proteinuria in a
young female, where rituximab was used as a primary immunosuppressant with partial recovery.
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1. Introduction and Background

Anti-glomerular basement membrane (anti-GBM) disease is a rare rheumatologic
glomerulonephritis that is often characterized by progression to rapidly progressive glomeru-
lonephritis (RPGN). Anti-GBM disease occurs in a bimodal age distribution with the first
peak between the ages of 15 and 30 years old and a second peak occurring after age 60.
Most reported cases are of Caucasian and Asian ancestry [1-3].

Anti-GBM is a potentially fatal vasculitis that involves antibodies targeted against
the vasculature of alveolar and glomerular basement membranes. As many as 20-40% of
patients presenting with anti-GBM are found to have “double-positive” serologies with
both anti-GBM antibodies and anti-neutrophil cytoplasmic antibodies (ANCAs), with
myeloperoxidase anti-neutrophil cytoplasmic antibodies (MPO-ANCA) specificity being
more commonly associated [1-3]. Rutgers et al. reports the incidence of double-positive
serology with both anti-GBM antibodies and ANCAs to be 0.6 per 1 million population [4]
annually, while De Zoysa et al. cited an incidence of 0.47 cases per 1 million population
annually [5]. While one antibody may be detected before the other, both ANCAs and
anti-GBM antibodies may appear concomitantly [6].

As high as 40-60% of anti-GBM cases will have concurrent lung hemorrhage with
similar occurrence in both double- or single-positive anti-GBM disease. Additionally,
patients with double-positive antibodies often had extrarenal manifestations, including
non-hemorrhagic lower respiratory tract disease, otorhinolaryngological involvement,
musculoskeletal symptoms, cutaneous features, neurological, gastrointestinal, and ocular
symptoms [1]. Some patients may also present with isolated renal disease [3].

Anti-GBM disease is caused by circulating antibodies produced by B cells, which direct
against an antigen intrinsic to the glomerular basement membrane. The principal target
for the anti-GBM antibodies is the NC1 domain of the alpha-3 chain of type IV collagen
(alpha-3(IV) chain), which is one of six genetically distinct gene products found in basement
membrane collagen. The expression of the alpha-3 chain is highest in the glomerular and
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alveolar basement membranes, lower in the renal tubular basement membranes, and mildly
detectable in the choroid plexus, testis, cochlea, and retina, while absent in the small
intestine, skin, and placenta [3,7].

In anti-GBM disease, the pathogenic antibodies are usually of the IgG class, predom-
inantly with IgG1 and IgG3 subclasses, although rare cases of IgA- and IgG4-mediated
disease have been described. The production of these autoantibodies is thought to be in
response to an external inciting factor in genetically susceptible individuals. Anti-GBM
disease has a strong HLA-gene association. Patients who inherit HLA-DR2 haplotype with
DRB1*1501 and DRB1*0401 alleles appear to have higher risks of developing disease [8].
Several environmental triggers have been reported, including cigarette smoking, hydrocar-
bon inhalation, and pulmonary infections. The thought was that localized inflammation
may disrupt the basement membrane and allow access to pathogenic autoantibodies [3,7].
Alemtuzumab, an anti-CD52 monoclonal antibody used in the treatment of relapsing multi-
ple sclerosis, was identified as a trigger for anti-GBM disease from loss of T cell regulation.

An association between prior kidney injury, such as anti-neutrophil cytoplasmic anti-
body (ANCA)-associated glomerulonephritis, has been reported, although its mechanism
is unclear. Prior study has shown that patients with anti-GBM disease had detectable
ANCA prior to the development of anti-GBM antibodies, leading to the clinical manifesta-
tions [9]. This suggests that ANCA-associated vasculitis may act as a trigger for anti-GBM
disease [7,9].

Studies demonstrated that without treatment for double- or single-positive anti-GBM
disease, patient and renal prognosis are both incredibly poor [10]. Established treatment
recommendations include plasmapheresis, to rapidly remove pathogenic autoantibody;,
along with immunosuppression with cyclophosphamide and glucocorticoids, to inhibit
further autoantibody production and to mitigate end-organ inflammation [10].

While this treatment regimen has demonstrated vastly improved long-term patient
and renal survival, introduction of high-dose gonadotoxic agents like cyclophosphamide
presents a challenging dilemma especially in young, previously healthy patients. Such
therapeutic decisions are further complicated by the potential use of many other immuno-
suppressive or immunomodulatory agents that have not yet been proven to be efficacious
in double- or single-positive anti-GBM.

One such agent is rituximab, a monoclonal antibody that targets CD20-positive B
cells. Its mechanism involves direct induction of apoptosis and antibody- and complement-
mediated cytotoxicity. Rituximab has been shown to effectively deplete autoantibodies
and induce remission in a variety of glomerular diseases, including ANCA-associated
glomerulonephritis [11].

While rituximab has been successful in the management of refractory anti-GBM
disease, it has not yet been sufficiently explored as a primary immunosuppressant in
double-positive anti-GBM disease [7,12,13].

We present a case of a previously healthy 18-year-old female who presented with RPGN
with double-seropositive anti-GBM and p-ANCA with 100% crescentic glomerulonephritis
on renal biopsy and nephrotic range proteinuria who demonstrated improved renal function
following treatment with plasmapheresis, prednisone, and high-dose rituximab.

2. Case Presentation

An 18-year-old female with no significant past medical history presented to an outside
hospital with complaints of feeling fatigued for a month followed by generalized abdominal
pain and constipation for one week prior to presentation. A month earlier, the patient
was treated with amoxicillin for streptococcal pharyngitis. The patient was a high school
competitive soccer athlete. Social history revealed no smoking history or illicit substance
use and no family history of autoimmune disease or kidney disease.

The patient was found to have non-oliguric acute kidney injury (AKI), hyperkalemia,
and metabolic acidosis. Creatinine at presentation was 6.05 mg/dL with an eGFR of
10 mL/min and potassium of 5.0 mmol/L. A urinalysis was significant for red-brown urine
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with too-numerous-to-count red blood cells and proteinuria. Urine microscopy revealed
dysmorphic red blood cells and red blood cell casts. The patient denied any changes to
her urine color prior to hospitalization. Extensive laboratory, physical exam, and imaging
workup demonstrated no pulmonary, skin, or GI involvement.

The Birmingham vasculitis activity score (BVAS) version 3 was used to evaluate each
organ system [14]. The patient’s scores were as follows: General 0, Cutaneous 0, Mucous
membranes/eyes 0, ENT 0, Chest 0, Cardiovascular 0, Abdominal 0, Renal 12 (new onset
of proteinuria, hematuria, creatinine > 5.65 mg/dL, and 30% rise in serum creatinine), and
Nervous system 0. The patient’s total score was 12.

Other laboratory workup was significant for positive anti-GBM and ANCA serologies
as well as normal complement (C3 and C4), IgA, creatinine kinase, and liver enzymes
(Table 1). Kidney biopsy showed 32 glomeruli. Light microscopy revealed diffuse crescentic
glomerulonephritis with 100% mostly cellular with few fibrous crescents and moderate
interstitial fibrosis (Figure 1). On immunofluorescence, glomeruli showed linear glomerular
basement membrane staining for IgG (+3), kappa (+3), and lambda (+3), with the presence
of mesangial and incomplete linear glomerular basement membrane staining for C3 (+2).
Electron microscopy revealed severe epithelial foot process effacement with no evidence of
an immune complex deposition (Figure 2).
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Figure 1. Light microscopy shows cellular crescent formation. Presence of diffuse interstitial edema
with mixed interstitial inflammatory infiltrate (Magnification X 400).

An access for renal replacement therapy (RRT) was placed and the patient was
transferred to our institution for initiation of plasmapheresis and hemodialysis. On our
initial exam, her vitals were within normal limits and the physical exam demonstrated
no abnormalities.
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Table 1. Laboratory data during and post-admission.
Day 20 2 Weeks Post- 3 Weeks Post-
Day1 Day 5 Day9 Day 13 (Discharge Day)  Discharge Discharge
Serum creatinine (mg/dL) 6.05 7.0 4.6 4.0 2.7 3.1 24
BUN (mg/dL) 47 59 55 63 56 74 58
K (mmol/L) 5.0 5.6 39 45 5.1 46 39
EGFR (mL/min) 10 8 13 16 25 22 29
Anti-GBM (AI) (normal < 1.0) >8.0 32 0.7 14 1.3
ANCA Proteinase 3 (AI) <02 <02 (normal) <02 (normal)
(normal)
ANCA, MPO (AI) 6.9 0.3 <0.2 (normal)
Urine protein/creatinine ratio 12.87 4.25 7.1
C3,C4 Negative
IgA WNL

L

Rituximab Days 5 and 19

Figure 2. Electron microscopy shows severe epithelial foot process effacement. No evidence of an
immune complex deposition observed (x6000).

3. Management

After consideration of current data and the risks of both rituximab and cyclophos-
phamide therapies, our team reached a shared decision with the patient and her family to
pursue immunosuppressive therapy with only glucocorticoids and rituximab as well as
plasmapheresis, foregoing inclusion of the standard cyclophosphamide treatment because
of its potential gonad toxicity in a young female

Glucocorticoids were administered for three days at a dose of 1.0 g methylpred-
nisolone followed by 1 mg/kg/day of oral prednisone through the end of hospitalization.
On discharge, the patient was prescribed an 18-week prednisone taper according to the
International Society of Nephrology’s (ISN) 2021 Guidelines along with the appropriate
antibacterial and proton pump inhibitor prophylaxis treatments.
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Daily plasmapheresis was performed for a total of 14 days, starting on hospital day 3,
with the goal of continuing until anti-GBM antibodies were no longer detectable in serum.
The prescribed treatment was 4 L exchange for 5% human albumin solution. Fresh frozen
plasma of 1000 mL was added every 3 days of plasmapheresis to prevent risk of bleeding
when fibrinogen level was below 100 mg/dL.

Rituximab was administered twice, each as a 1000 mg dose spaced 14 days apart (on
hospital days 5 and 19), with plasmapheresis held for 48 h after each dose of rituximab to
decrease washout.

The need for RRT was assessed daily and the patient did require hemodialysis twice,
on hospital days 5 and 7.

4. Adverse Treatment Effects

The only adverse effects the patient experienced as of this paper’s writing included
recurrent allergic reactions during plasmapheresis, leukocytosis, difficulty sleeping, and
agitation with increasing steroid doses. The allergic reactions presented as an itchy facial
rash soon after initiation of plasmapheresis sessions through an internal jugular line. Ad-
ministration of IV diphenhydramine was sufficient to control these reactions each time.
Additionally, she presented with persistent leukocytosis following initiation of plasma-
pheresis and these allergic reactions. After a negative infectious workup, it was presumed
that this predominantly neutrophilic leukocytosis was likely due to the combinatorial
effects of high glucocorticoid doses and reactive leukocytosis from plasmapheresis reac-
tions. This was supported by a steady decline in leukocyte count following cessation
of plasmapheresis.

5. Discussion and Conclusions

Anti-GBM and double-positive anti-GBM and ANCA glomerulonephritis are rare but
potentially fatal autoimmune diseases. Diagnosis of double-positive anti-GBM and ANCA
is based on combined analysis of symptoms, serology, and kidney biopsy findings.

Symptomatology is similar in double-positive and single-positive anti-GBM disease,
including similar rates of pulmonary involvement and progression to RPGN between the
two groups [1,7,15]. While initial renal biopsy often demonstrates higher crescent burden in
patients with double-positive disease, overall survival between double- and single-positive
anti-GBM cases remains similar [1].

A recent study undertook a systemic review of reported cases with double-seropositive
ANCA and anti-GBM. They identified 90 articles in different languages involving patients
with double-seropositive ANCA and anti-GBM (n = 538). While >90% of the patients had
AKI, almost half of them had alveolar hemorrhage. Prognosis was poor in these patients,
with overall and renal survival of 64.8% and 38.7%, respectively [6]. Rituximab was used as
initial therapy in only 1.6% of their population who were treated with immunosuppressant
drugs. Other initial therapies used included cyclophosphamide, which was used in 98.8%,
while 4.5% received mycophenolate mofetil, azathioprine, cyclosporin, or other immuno-
suppressant drugs. Only 61.7% of patients received maintenance therapy. Azathioprine
was the drug used the most, with 69% of patients maintained on it, with only 1.7% receiving
rituximab for maintenance [6].

A Chinese study analyzed data from patients with double-seropositive patients
(n = 20) and compared the clinical features and prognosis with patients with MPO-ANCA-
associated vasculitis (n = 109) and patients with anti-GBM disease (1 = 23). They demon-
strated that double-seropositive patients were older than the other two groups. While
serum creatinine was higher in the double-seropositive group than the MPO-ANCA group,
it was noted to be lower as compared with the anti-GBM group. No significant difference
was noted in the renal and overall survival between the double-seropositive patients and pa-
tients with anti-GBM, while patients with MPO-ANCA-associated vasculitis demonstrated
a better renal and overall survival compared to the double-seropositive group [16].
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Despite such disease severity, there exists little research on treatment for patients
in whom the risk profile of cyclophosphamide, the standard immunosuppressive agent,
is not an acceptable option. Combination therapy for anti-GBM treatment has been ex-
plored with options including cyclophosphamide and mycophenolate mofetil as well as
cyclophosphamide and rituximab [7].

It has been accepted that rituximab could be an alternative to cyclophosphamide
for ANCA-associated vasculitis. A recent study in patients with single-positive ANCA
demonstrated that rituximab treatment is non-inferior to cyclophosphamide-azathioprine
treatment in ANCA vasculitis [17]. Upon further review of double-positive ANCA and
anti-GBM cases, none have reported the use of rituximab as a primary induction therapy.
All cases include glucocorticoids, plasmapheresis, and cyclophosphamide with or without
rituximab as an “add-on” therapy [18-21].

To our knowledge, this is the first case report that shows that patients with double-
positive anti-GBM and ANCA may be able to achieve sustainable renal outcome while
avoiding the high risk of gonadotoxic side effects from cyclophosphamide.

In their 2021 guidelines [10], the ISN asserted that “A study is needed to compare
rituximab to cyclophosphamide, both combined with prednisone plus plasmapheresis
for induction of remission.” The guidelines specified scenarios where the use of ritux-
imab is preferred to cyclophosphamide, as in children, adolescents, and pre-menopausal
women. They further reported on the success of the use of rituximab in patients with
incomplete response to the standard management of anti-GBM glomerular disease. The
rarity and severity of double-positive anti-GBM and ANCA disease does not lend itself
to the organization of a randomized control trial to study this question. As such, case
studies such as the one presented here continue to be imperative drivers in the evolution of
anti-GBM treatments.

Another anomalous aspect of this case lies in our patient’s nephrotic range proteinuria.
Traditionally, anti-GBM and ANCA vasculitis present with hematuria and sub-nephrotic
range proteinuria [22,23]. However, our patient presented with nephrotic range proteinuria,
which improved partially following management with steroids and rituximab.

Though rare, a few other case reports have described nephrotic range proteinuria in
the setting of anti-GBM disease. Still, with negative testing for membranous nephropathy,
focal segmental glomerulonephritis, and no history of NSAID use, the explanation for such
a degree of proteinuria remains unclear [22,24-27].

Nephrotic range proteinuria has been reported in a larger subset of patients with
atypical anti-GBM disease, which is defined as renal biopsies consistent with anti-GBM
disease without circulating IgG anti-GBM antibodies [26]. Typically, these patients have
more indolent disease. The higher incidence of nephrotic range proteinuria in these patients
is thought to result from more chronic renal damage and a subsequent higher degree of
podocyte injury [26]. A case report has shown an association between double-seropositive
ANCA-anti GBM and membranous nephropathy [28], thus accounting for the presence of
nephrotic range proteinuria.

Xu et al. reported on nephrotic range proteinuria in patients with ANCA-associated
vasculitis. They compared the renal biopsies of the patients with nephrotic range protein-
uria (n = 20) and compared them with renal biopsies of patients without nephrotic range
proteinuria (n = 112). They showed that patients with ANCA-associated vasculitis and
nephrotic range have more prevalent crescentic glomerulonephritis, higher incidence of
AKI, and worse prognosis compared to those without nephrotic range proteinuria [29].

While our patient clearly does not fit into the category of atypical anti-GBM and the
renal biopsy did not show any evidence to suggest membranous nephropathy;, it could be
proposed that, in a similar fashion, her proteinuria resulted from the degree of podocyte
injury shown on electron microscopy [22,24-27]. Her baseline health and high fitness
level may have allowed her to maintain daily function for longer after the advent of anti-
GBM antibodies, leading to a presentation with higher degree of podocyte and glomerular
capillary wall injury and mimicking more chronic or indolent atypical disease courses.
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Our case study is certainly not sufficient evidence that rituximab is an equivalent
primary immunosuppressive treatment in double-positive anti-GBM and ANCA disease
as compared to standard cyclophosphamide treatment. Still, our patient’s unequivocally
positive renal response supports our position that rituximab may be a suitable treatment
option for patients in whom the risk profile of cyclophosphamide appears unreasonably
burdensome. Our treatment elicited a positive response, as the patient was discharged
without hemodialysis dependence with a reduction in proteinuria on follow-up. However,
her longitudinal prognosis remains uncertain. Long-term follow-up and continued renal
monitoring will remain necessary to further understand the efficacy of treatment.

In summary, we present a rare case of a young female with dual-seropositive ANCA
and anti-GBM with nephrotic range proteinuria, who had partial response to therapy with
steroids, plasmapheresis, and rituximab. Both the presence of nephrotic range proteinuria
in this rare entity of ANCA and anti-GBM disease and the management with rituximab
with positive renal response, though partial, make this case worth reporting.

Author Contributions: All authors have contributed to conceptualization, methodology and writing
of the manuscript. Reviewingh, editing and supervision by EM.A.-R. All authors have read and
agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: The research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Ethical review and approval were waived for this study due
to the manuscript being case report/review of literature. Patient un-identified and has consented.

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from the subject involved in the study.
Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

McAdoo, S.P; Tanna, A.; Hruskova, Z.; Holm, L.; Weiner, M.; Arulkumaran, N.; Kang, A.; Satrapova, V.; Levy, ].; Ohlsson, S.; et al.
Patients double-seropositive for ANCA and anti-GBM antibodies have varied renal survival, frequency of relapse, and outcomes
compared to single-seropositive patients. Kidney Int. 2017, 92, 693-702. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Williamson, S.R.; Phillips, C.L.; Andreoli, S.P.; Nailescu, C. A 25-year experience with pediatric anti-glomerular basement
membrane disease. Pediatr. Nephrol. 2011, 26, 85-91. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Helander, L.; Hanna, M.; Annen, K. Pediatric double positive anti-glomerular basement membrane antibody and anti-neutrophil
cytoplasmic antibody glomerulonephritis—A case report with review of literature. J. Clin. Apher. 2021, 36, 505-510. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Rutgers, A.; Slot, M.; van Paassen, P.; van Breda Vriesman, P.; Heeringa, P,; Tervaert, ] W.C. Coexistence of anti-glomerular
basement membrane antibodies and myeloperoxidase-ANCAs in crescentic glomerulonephritis. Am. J. Kidney Dis. 2005, 46,
253-262. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

DE Zoysa, J.; Taylor, D.; Thein, H.; Yehia, M. Incidence and features of dual anti-GBM-positive and ANCA-positive patients.
Nephrology 2011, 16, 725-729. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Philip, R.; Dumont, A.; Martin Silva, N.; de Boysson, H.; Aouba, A.; Deshayes, S. ANCA and anti-glomerular basement membrane
double-positive patients: A systematic review of the literature. Autoimmun. Rev. 2021, 20, 102885. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
McAdoo, S.P; Pusey, C.D. Anti-Glomerular Basement Membrane Disease. Clin. J. Am. Soc. Nephrol. 2017, 12, 1162-1172.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Yang, R.; Cui, Z.; Zhao, ].; Zhao, M.-H. The role of HLA-DRB1 alleles on susceptibility of Chinese patients with anti-GBM disease.
Clin. Immunol. 2009, 133, 245-250. [CrossRef]

Olson, S.W.; Arbogast, C.B.; Baker, T.P.; Owshalimpur, D.; Oliver, D.K.; Abbott, K.C.; Yuan, C.M. Asymptomatic autoantibodies
associate with future anti-glomerular basement membrane disease. J. Am. Soc. Nephrol. 2011, 22, 1946-1952. [CrossRef]

Kidney Disease: Improving Global Outcomes (KDIGO) Glomerular Diseases Work Group. KDIGO 2021 Clinical Practice
Guideline for the Management of Glomerular Diseases. Kidney Int. 2021, 100, S1-S276. [CrossRef]

Jain, R.; Dgheim, H.; Bomback, A.S. Rituximab for Anti-Glomerular Basement Membrane Disease. Kidney Int. Rep. 2018, 4,
614-618. [CrossRef]

Geetha, D.; Specks, U.; Stone, J.H.; Merkel, P.A_; Seo, P,; Spiera, R.; Langford, C.A.; Hoffman, G.S.; Kallenberg, C.G.; Clair, EW.S,;
et al. Rituximab versus cyclophosphamide for ANCA-associated vasculitis with renal involvement. J. Am. Soc. Nephrol. 2015, 26,
976-985. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.kint.2017.03.014
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28506760
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00467-010-1663-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20963446
https://doi.org/10.1002/jca.21886
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33629780
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.ajkd.2005.05.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16112043
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1797.2011.01484.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21649794
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autrev.2021.102885
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34242834
https://doi.org/10.2215/CJN.01380217
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28515156
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clim.2009.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1681/ASN.2010090928
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.kint.2021.05.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ekir.2018.12.002
https://doi.org/10.1681/ASN.2014010046

Biomedicines 2024, 12, 906 80f8

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Touzot, M.; Poisson, J.; Faguer, S.; Ribes, D.; Cohen, P.; Geffray, L.; Anguel, N.; Francois, H.; Karras, A.; Cacoub, P; et al. Rituximab
in anti-GBM disease: A retrospective study of 8 patients. J. Autoimmun. 2015, 60, 74-79. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Mukhtyar, C.; Lee, R.; Brown, D.; Carruthers, D.; Dasgupta, B.; Dubey, S.; Flossmann, O.; Hall, C.; Hollywood, J.; Jayne, D.; et al.
Modification and validation of the Birmingham Vasculitis Activity Score (version 3). Ann. Rheum. Dis. 2009, 68, 1827-1832.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Prendecki, M.; Pusey, C. Plasma exchange in anti-glomerular basement membrane disease. La Presse Médicale 2019, 48 Pt 2,
328-337. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hu, X; Shen, C.; Meng, T.; Ooi, ].D.; Eggenhuizen, PJ.; Zhou, Y.-O.; Luo, H.; Chen, ].-B.; Lin, W.; Gong, Y.; et al. Clinical features
and prognosis of MPO-ANCA and anti-GBM double-seropositive patients. Front. Immunol. 2022, 13, 991469. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Walsh, M.; Merkel, P.A.; Peh, C.-A.; Szpirt, W.M.; Puéchal, X.; Fujimoto, S.; Hawley, C.M.; Khalidi, N.; FloSmann, O.; Wald,
R.; et al. Plasma Exchange and Glucocorticoids in Severe ANCA-Associated Vasculitis. N. Engl. ]. Med. 2020, 382, 622-631.
[CrossRef]

Bell, S.; Lattanzio, N.; Abdelal, Q.; Teklie, Y.; Alkayali, T.; Wiese-Rometsch, W.; Sastry, A. A Rare Case of Double Antibody-
Positive Rapidly Progressive Glomerulonephritis: A Therapeutic Challenge. |. Investig. Med. High Impact Case Rep. 2021, 9,
232470962110131. [CrossRef]

Rajah, ET.; Alhabobi, A.; Aloudah, N.M.; Osman, A.; Elhassan, E.A. Splenic Infarcts and Pulmonary Renal Syndrome in a Young
Patient with Double-Positive Anti-GBM and ANCA-Associated Vasculitis. Saudi J. Kidney Dis. Transplant. 2021, 32, 240-244.
[CrossRef]

Uto, K.; Yanagi, S.; Tsubouchi, H.; Matsumoto, N.; Nakazato, M. Successful treatment of steroid-refractory double-positive ANCA
and anti-GBM disease with a combination of plasma exchange and immunosuppression: A case report and literature review.
Respir. Med. Case Rep. 2018, 25, 242-246. [CrossRef]

Pacheco, M; Silva, ].E; Silva, C.; Soares, N.; Almeida, J. Double-Positive Anti-GBM and ANCA-MPO Vasculitis Presenting with
Crescentic Glomerulonephritis. Cureus 2021, 13, €14806. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Nasr, R.; Balasubramanian, P.; Desiderio, L.; Abdelattif, M. A Rare Case of Nephrotic-Range Proteinuria in Antineutrophil
Cytoplasmic Antibodies (ANCA)-Associated Vasculitis. Cureus 2022, 14, €24889. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Greco, A.; Rizzo, M.L; De Virgilio, A.; Gallo, A.; Fusconi, M.; Pagliuca, G.; Martellucci, S.; Turchetta, R.; Longo, L.; De Vincentiis,
M. Goodpasture’s syndrome: A clinical update. Autoimmun. Rev. 2015, 14, 246-253. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Okafor, C.C.; Balogun, R.A ; Bourne, D.T.; Alhussain, T.O.; Abdel-Rahman, E.M. An unusual case of anti-glomerular basement
membrane disease presenting with nephrotic syndrome. Int. Urol. Nephrol. 2011, 43, 1249-1253. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Mami, I.; Ghzel, E.; Abida, R.; Hlaoui, F; Jebali, H.; Rais, L.; Beji, S.; Hamida, F.B.; Fatma, L.B.; Zouaghi, K. Anti-glomerular
basement membrane disease with intense nephrotic syndrome: A new case report. Pan Afr. Med. |. 2021, 39, 243.

Bharati, J.; Yang, Y.; Sharma, P; Jhaveri, K.D. Atypical Anti-Glomerular Basement Membrane Disease. Kidney Int. Rep. 2023, §,
1151-1161. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhong, Z.; Tan, J.; Tang, Y.; Li, Z.; Qin, W. Goodpasture syndrome manifesting as nephrotic-range proteinuria with anti-glomerular
basement membrane antibody seronegativity: A case report. Medicine 2020, 99, €22341. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Meisels, L.S.; Stillman, L.E.; Kuhlik, A.B. Anti-glomerular basement membrane disease and dual positivity for antineutrophil
cytoplasmic antibody in a patient with membranous nephropathy. Am. J. Kidney Dis. 1998, 32, 646-648. [CrossRef]

Xu, P-C,; Chen, T.; Gao, S; Hu, S.-Y,; Wei, L.; Yan, T.-K. Clinical and pathologic characteristics of pauci-immune anti-
myeloperoxidase antibody associated glomerulonephritis with nephrotic range proteinuria. Ren. Fail. 2018, 40, 554-560.
[CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaut.2015.04.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25953709
https://doi.org/10.1136/ard.2008.101279
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19054820
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lpm.2019.03.017
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31703956
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2022.991469
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36389826
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1803537
https://doi.org/10.1177/23247096211013193
https://doi.org/10.4103/1319-2442.318532
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rmcr.2018.09.016
https://doi.org/10.7759/cureus.14806
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34094762
https://doi.org/10.7759/cureus.24889
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35572457
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autrev.2014.11.006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25462583
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11255-010-9862-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21086042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ekir.2023.03.010
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37284681
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000022341
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32991448
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-6386(98)70030-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/0886022X.2018.1487865

	Introduction and Background 
	Case Presentation 
	Management 
	Adverse Treatment Effects 
	Discussion and Conclusions 
	References

