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Abstract

Background: Clinicians often face with therapeutic challenges during the treatment of children with steroid-
resistant nephrotic syndrome (SRNS). The management of SRNS is primarily aimed at decreasing proteinuria and
inducing remission. Mycophenolate mofetil (MMF) in combination with steroids is known to have some efficacy in the
management of SRNS. The aim of this study is to evaluate the outcome of MMF/DEX therapy regimen.

Material and methods: We reported a prospectively longitudinal clinical series of patients with SRNS, all of
whom have been treated with Mycophenolate mofetil and oral dexamethasone (DEX). We enrolled 29 children who
were previously treated with steroid and cyclophosphamide at Ege University, Children’s Hospital. Treatment with
MMF/DEX was administered for up to 52 weeks. These children were followed for a period of 2 years. Complete
remission was defined as negative or trace proteinuria on urinalysis with a serum albumin level of >2.5 g/dl. On the
other hand, partial remission was defined as a serum albumin level of >2.5 g/dl, but developing persistent proteinuria
at non-nephrotic levels.

Results: Following the course of MMF/DEX, 68.9% (20/29) of children achieved a complete remission and 33.4%
(1/29) remained at partial remission. After 24 months of follow- up, 55.1% (16/29) of children on MMF/DEX reached
a complete remission and 13.7% (4/29) remained at partial remission.

Conclusion: MMF/DEX can be an effective and safe maintenance therapy among children with SRNS.
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Introduction
The nephrotic syndrome is caused by renal diseases that increase the

permeability across the glomerular filtration barrier. It is characterized
by four clinical features. Nephrotic range proteinuria and
hypoalbuminemia are used diagnostically. Edema and hyperlipidemia
may not be observed in all patients. Resistance to steroid therapy is
defined by the absence of remission after one month of daily
prednisone therapy at a dose of 2 mg/kg per day. Almost 80% of
children with nephrotic syndrome respond to steroids. Approximately
20% are unresponsive to a standard regimen of oral corticosteroids [1].
The underlying renal histology in these patients is usually focal
segmental glomerulosclerosis (FSGS) [2].

Various treatment regimens have been used in patients with steroid-
resistant nephrotic syndrome, such as a treatment with calcineurin
inhibitors, cyclophosphamide and high-dose intravenous
corticosteroids [3]. Several protocols have been used in these patients
and variable results have been obtained [4]. The optimal therapy of
patients with steroid-resistant nephrotic syndrome is controversial [5].
Many agents have been assessed, including methylprednisolone,
cyclophosphamide, mycophenolate mofetil (MMF), calcineurin
inhibitors, and rituximab, but not in randomized trials [6,7].

MMF is an immunosuppressant drug. MMF is the inhibitor of
inosine monophosphate dehydrogenase, an enzyme required for
purine synthesis pathway. MMF strongly inhibits both T- and B-
lymphocyte proliferation. MMF may reduce urine protein excretion in
steroid-resistant patients. It may have a better side effect profile
compared to the other agents [8,9]. We reported our experience with
29 patients with idiopathic steroid-resistant nephrotic syndrome, who
were treated with Mycophenolate mofetil and oral dexamethasone.
Nowadays, a number of therapeutic options are available. We used
MMF/DEX therapy regimen as a third-line treatment of children with
steroid-resistant NS.

Patients and Methods
We prospectively studied all patients aged 1-11 years, with initial

steroid and cyclophosphamide-resistant nephrotic syndrome who
presented to the Pediatric Nephrology Services of our hospital. We
enrolled 29 children treated with Mycophenolate mofetil and oral
dexamethasone and followed-up at Ege University, Children’s Hospital
between September 2011 and May 2014. Children with idiopathic
nephrotic syndrome who were previously treated steroid and
cyclophosphamide were included in the study. Inclusion criteria were:
(1) being aged 1 to 11 years without hypertension, gross hematuria, or
extra renal symptoms and normal complement levels (2) having
idiopathic nephrotic syndrome, (3) no response to a standard regimen
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of oral corticosteroids (4) no response to oral cyclophosphamide, (5)
eGFR >60 mL/min per 1.73 m2, and (5) either minimal change disease
(MCD) or focal segmental glomerulosclerosis (FSGS) on renal
histopathology. Exclusion criteria were: congenital nephrotic
syndrome, secondary causes of nephrotic syndrome (known etiology;
e.g., lupus erythematosus, immunoglobulin A nephropathy,
amyloidosis; known chronic infection, such as tuberculosis, HIV,
hepatitis B or C; and known malignancy). Patients who had received a
previous therapy with steroid and cyclophosphamide were treated
within 30 days of enrollment.

Nephrotic syndrome was defined by the presence of
hypoalbuminemia (<2.5 g/dl), proteinuria (>40 mg/m2/h or protein/
creatinine ratio >2 g/g ), with or without edema [10]. We initiated the
practical application of steroid therapy when the diagnosis of
idiopathic NS was established. We started the treatment with 2 mg/kg
(maximum dose of 60 mg/day) of prednisolone daily for 4 weeks
followed by alternate-day prednisone of 2 mg/kg (maximum dose of 60
mg/day), and then continued with a dose of 1.5 mg/kg alternate-day
for 4 months with tapering off the dose. Patients were considered to be
SRNS when they did not respond to the treatment with 2 mg/kg
prednisolone for 4 weeks daily [11]. It is our practice to perform renal
biopsy in all patients with nephrotic syndrome with initial steroid
resistance. Within our practical application, we administered an oral
cyclophosphamide treatment to the patients unresponsive to steroid
therapy. We gave 3 mg/kg/day dose of cyclophosphamide for 10 weeks.
Afterwards, we started MMF/DEX therapy regimen.

Complete remission was defined as negative or trace proteinuria <4
mg/m2/h (by the dipstick method or a urinary protein/creatinine ratio
of ≤ 0.20 mg/mg) on urinalysis for 3 consecutive days and a serum
albumin level of >2.5 g/dl. Partial remission was defined as a serum
albumin level of >2.5 g/dl, but developing persistent proteinuria at
non-nephrotic levels (<40 mg/m2/h). The state of remission included
both complete remission and partial remission. Steroid resistant was
described as failing to achieve remission following 4-week prednisone
2 mg/kg/day. Relapse of nephrotic syndrome was defined as increased
proteinuria and a serum albumin level of ≤ 2.5 g/dl. The parents were
instructed to test the urine protein regularly. Blood levels of urea,
creatinine, albumin, cholesterol, and 24-h urine protein, weight and
height were recorded every 3 months. EGFR was estimated at baseline
and then every 3 months by using the modified Schwartz formula [12].

We administered MMF/DEX therapy regimen, dosage of MMF
(25-36 mg/kg per day, maximum 2 g/d), was given in two equal daily
doses, and DEX (0.9 mg/kg per dose, maximum 40 mg) was given on
two consecutive days at the start of weeks 1-8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20, 22,
24, 26, 30, 34, 38, 42, 46, and 50. MMF and DEX dose adjustments
were made in 30% decrements for pre-specified toxicities. Treatment
with MMF/DEX was given for up to 52 weeks. We followed by 3-
month intervals or whenever necessary. Laboratory studies included
the total serum cholesterol, serum triglycerides, renal function, blood
count, serum total protein and albumin, and 24-h proteinuria.

FSGS was defined as segmental hyalinosis and sclerosis of one or
more glomeruli on light microscopy, and immunofluorescence
demonstrating segmental deposition of IgM and C3 in capillary loops
[13]. Renal tissue was classified into histologic subgroups as previously
described [14].

Written informed consent was obtained from each parent of the
children. They were also informed on the side effects of the

medication. The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board
of our institute.

Statistical Analysis
Results were presented as the mean ± standard deviation.

Categorical variables were analyzed using Chi- square test. To test the
association among the variables, we used the paired samples T test. A P
value less than 0.05 was considered statistically significant. All
statistical analyses were performed with SPSS software version 20.0
(SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA).

Results
A total of 29 patients were included in this study. There were 23

male (76%) and 6 (20%) female patients. The mean age at the time of
the diagnosis of NS was 4.79 ± 3.79 years (age range, 1 to 11 years). The
mean duration of the disease before initiation of MMF/DEX
administration was 6.24 years (range: 3-12.0 years). All patients
underwent biopsy soon after the diagnosis of SRNS. Of these, 22 had
focal segmental glomerular sclerosis (73.3%) and 7 had minimal
change nephropathy (26.7%). All patients were treated with steroid (2
mg/kg/day for 4 weeks, at a maximum dose of 60 mg/day) and
cyclophosphamide (3 mg/kg/day for 10 weeks) medications previous
to the study period. The demographic characteristics at the time of the
first admission are shown in Table 1.

Age at onset of the disease (years) 4.79 ± 3.79

Age at the beginning of MMF/DEX therapy (years) 9.93 ± 4.26

Duration of the disease (years) 6.24 ± 4.18

Gender

Male n (%) 23 (76%)

Female n (%) 6 (20%)

Weight (kg) 38.2 ± 23.1

Height (cm) 135.3 ± 25.4

Histology, n (%)

Minimal Change Nephropathy 7 (26.7%)

FSGS 22 (73.3%)

FSGS: focal segmental glomerulosclerosis, Data on age at onset, duration of
the disease and age at the beginning of MMF/DEX therapy are presented as the
mean ± standard deviation (SD), those on gender and renal histology are given
as the number (n), with the percentage in parenthesis

Table 1: Baseline characteristics of the patients.

There were no significant differences found in the average
proteinuria, eGFR, serum albumin, total serum cholesterol, serum
triglycerides and renal function levels of these patients at the
beginning and at the end of the treatment, or over a year after the
treatment. No serious side-effects were observed. Side effects were
usually moderate; thus, all patients tolerated the MMF/DEX therapy
regimen (Table 2).
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Before MMF/DEX treatment After MMF/DEX treatment p value

24-h urinary protein levels (mg/m2/h) 151.6 ± 185.8 28.07 ± 61.33 0.02

Serum albumin (mg/l) 1.98 ± 0.9 3.45 ± 1.18 0.55

Cholesterol (mg/dl) 297.4 ± 94.6 216 ± 59.8 0.3

eGFR (ml/min/1.73 m2) 202.6 ± 114.7 173.3 ± 94.6 0.21

Table 2: Patients’ Baseline Characteristics According to Outcome at 12 Months after the Course of MMF/DEX.

After the course of MMF/DEX, 68.9% (20/29) of children achieved a
complete remission and 3.4% (1/29) remained at partial remission.
After 24 months of follow-up, 55.1% (16/29) of children on MMF/DEX
achieved a complete remission and 13.7% (4/29) remained at partial
remission. The annualized relapse rate for patients with a treatment
course of MMF/DEX was 2.4 relapse/years at the end of the therapy.
After a follow up of two years, relapse rate was found 1.4 relapse/years
(Table 3).

Remission 12 months 24 months

Complete remission n (%) 20 (68.9%) 16

Partial remission n (%) (55.1%)

Median duration (month) complete remission
(range)

1 (3.4%) 4 (13.7%)

Relapse 8.3 (6-12) 18.2 (13-24)

Rate of relapse/years, median (range) 2.4 (0-5) 1.4 (0-3)

Table 3: Responses to MMF/DEX therapy.

A total of 20 children had a complete remission on MMF therapy.
Fourteen (63.6%) of 22 children with FSGS had a complete remission
on MMF/DEX therapy and six (85.7%) of 7 children with MCN also
achieved a complete remission on MMF therapy.

Discussion
Persistent heavy proteinuria is a risk factor for progression of

glomerular disease to chronic renal failure. However, it is unclear
whether therapy is aimed at reducing proteinuria in patients with
steroid resistant nephrotic syndrome. Nevertheless, remission of
proteinuria significantly reduces morbidity in these patients. Several
therapeutic strategies have been applied in steroid-resistant nephrotic
syndrome.

Several studies have reported that MMF is effective in steroid-
dependent nephrotic syndrome (SDNS) [15,16]. In this study, we
evaluated the therapeutic effects of MMF/DEX therapy regimen in
children with steroid and cyclophosphamide-resistant nephrotic
syndrome. We administered the MMF/DEX therapy regimen
recommended by Gibson et al. [17]. In our study, 29 patients were
followed for two years. We followed these patients for one year during
the MMF/DEX treatment and one year after the treatment. Our study
reveals a high rate of cumulative sustained remission among pediatric
patients with idiopathic SRNS treated with MMF/DEX therapy. 20 of
29 (68.9%) children responded completely at the end of the MMF/DEX
treatment. During 24 months of follow-up after the MMF/DEX
treatment, 16 of 29 (55.1%) children had a completely remission. One

study reported that six of seven patients had a complete remission and
one had a partial remission with the MMF treatment. MMF was
administered to all patients together with prednisolone [18]. Mello et
al. [19] studied 52 patients with idiopathic nephrotic syndrome (INS)
who were both steroid and cyclophosphamide-resistant. They
administered only MMF. They found that the rate of a complete
remission was 23% and partial remission was 35.5% in patients who
received the MMF treatment.

In a study conducted by Gargah et al. [20], six patients with SRNS
were treated with MMF combined with oral prednisolone at a dose of 1
mg/kg/day. Only 1 patient with MCD achieved a complete remission.
Li et al. [21] studied 24 children with steroid-resistant idiopathic
nephrotic syndrome. MMF was initiated at a dose of 25-30 mg/kg daily
for 6-12 months. After 6 months, 15 patients (62.5%) exhibited a
complete remission.

Mendizabal et al. [22] reported that in five patients with SRINS
whose renal histopathological pattern was FSGS, only one achieved a
complete remission and one reached a partial remission. A prospective
trial of NIH compared cyclosporine with low-dose alternate-day
prednisone to a combination of oral pulse dexamethasone and
mycophenolate mofetil [23]. Partial or complete remission was
achieved in 22 of 66 patients in the mycophenolate/dexamethasone
group and 33 of 72 cyclosporine-treated patients at 12 months.

Hogg et al. [24] reported a clinical trial of CsA versus
mycophenolate mofetil (MMF) and dexamethasone (DEX) in patients
with FSGS was published. They showed that 39 patients (54.2%) in the
CsA group and 26 patients (39.4%) in the MMF/DEX group achieved a
complete or partial remission after 6 months of therapy.

Here we report that 29 children with SRNS were treated with the
combination of MMF and dexamethasone. This report is the largest
single-center experience in SRNS children treated with MMF/DEX.
Results showed that 20 patients (68.9%) had a complete remission, and
one (3.4%) had a partial remission. This study had a higher rate of
complete remission in SRNS children treated with MMF than other
studies carried out. However, this may be related to the onset of the
treatment in our study. In the present study, we initiated this regimen
as a third-line therapy when we did not receive a response from
cyclophosphamide.

In conclusion, this study confirms the efficacy of MMF/DEX
therapy regimen in patients with steroid and cyclophosphamide-
resistant nephrotic syndrome and found that mycophenolate had a few
side effects on children. Mycophenolate showed a decreased relapse
rate each year. We recommend that cyclophosphamide treatment
should be started at first, if no response is obtained at the end of 10
weeks of this treatment, then MMF/DEX therapy regimen should be
administered as a third line treatment regimen to children with SRNS,
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as we have demonstrated that this regimen has a high rate of remission
and a low rate of relapse.

References
1. International Study of Kidney Disease in Children (1981) The primary

nephrotic syndrome in children. Identification of patients with minimal
change nephrotic syndrome from initial response to prednisone. J Pediatr
98: 561-564.

2. Halevy J, Hayslett JP (1986) Clinical features and course of focal
segmental glomerulosclerosis. In: Mitch WE, Brenner BM, Stein JH (eds)
The progressive nature of renal disease. Churchill Livingstone, New York,
pp: 188-201.

3. Ichikawa I, Fogo A (1996) Focal segmental glomerulosclerosis. Pediatr
Nephrol 10: 374-391.

4. Tune BM, Lieberman E, Mendoza SA (1996) Steroid-resistant nephrotic
focal segmental glomerulosclerosis: a treatable disease. Pediatr Nephrol
10: 772-778.

5. Braun N, Schmutzler F, Lange C, Perna A, Remuzzi G, et al. (2008)
Immunosuppressive treatment for focal segmental glomerulosclerosis in
adults. Cochrane Database Syst Rev.

6. Meyrier A (2009) An update on the treatment options for focal segmental
glomerulosclerosis. Expert Opin Pharmacother 10: 615-628.

7. Fernandez-Fresnedo G, Segarra A, Gonzalez E, Alexandru S, Delgado R,
et al. (2009) Rituximab treatment of adult patients with steroid-resistant
focal segmental glomerulosclerosis. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol 4:1317-1323.

8. Senthil Nayagam L, Ganguli A, Rathi M, Kohli HS, Gupta KL, et al.
(2008) Mycophenolate mofetil or standard therapy for membranous
nephropathy and focal segmental glomerulosclerosis: a pilot study.
Nephrol Dial Transplant 23: 1926-1930.

9. Cattran DC, Wang MM, Appel G, Matalon A, Briggs W (2004)
Mycophenolate mofetil in the treatment of focal segmental
glomerulosclerosis. Clin Nephrol 62: 405-411.

10. Hamasaki Y, Yoshikawa N, Hattori S, Sasaki S, Iijima K et al. (2009)
Cyclosporine and steroid therapy in children with steroid-resistant
nephrotic syndrome. Pediatr Nephrol 24: 2177-2185.

11. Ishikura K, Matsumoto S, Sako M, Tsuruga K, Nakanishi K, et al. (2015)
Clinical practice guideline for pediatric idiopathic nephrotic syndrome
2013: medical therapy. Clin Exp Nephrol 19: 6-33.

12. Schwartz GJ, Muñoz A, Schneider MF, Mak RH, Kaskel F, et al. (2009)
New equations to estimate GFR in children with CKD. J Am Soc Nephrol
20: 629-637.

13. Habib R (1973) Focal glomerular sclerosis. Kidney Int 4: 355-361.
14. Churg J, Habib R, White RH (1970) Pathology of the nephrotic syndrome

in children: a report for the International Study of Kidney Disease in
Children. Lancet 760: 1299-1302.

15. Moudgil A, Bagga A, Jordan SC (2005) Mycophenolate mofetil therapy in
frequently relapsing steroid-dependent and steroidresistant nephrotic
syndrome of childhood: current status and future directions. Pediatr
Nephrol 20: 1376-1381.

16. Okada M, Sugimoto K, Yagi K, Yanagida H, Tabata N, et al. (2007)
Mycophenolate mofetil therapy for children with intractable nephrotic
syndrome. Pediatr Int 49: 933-937.

17. Gipson DS, Trachtman H, Kaskel FJ, Radeva MK, Gassman J, et al. (2010)
Clinical trials treating focal segmental glomerulosclerosis should measure
patient quality of life. Kidney Int 79: 678-685.

18. Day CJ, Cockwell P, Lipkin GW, Savage CO, Howie AJ, et al. (2002)
Mycophenolate mofetil in the treatment of resistant idiopathic nephrotic
syndrome. Nephrol Dial Transplant 17: 2011-2013.

19. de Mello VR, Rodrigues MT, Mastrocinque TH, Martins SP, de Andrade
OV, et al. (2010) Mycophenolate mofetil in children with steroid/
cyclophosphamide-resistant nephrotic syndrome. Pediatr Nephrol 25:
453-460.

20. Gargah TT, Lakhoua MR (2011) Mycophenolate mofetil in treatment of
childhood steroid-resistant nephrotic syndrome. J Nephrol 24: 203-207.

21. Li Z, Duan C, He J, Wu T, Xun M, et al. (2010) Mycophenolate mofetil
therapy for children with steroid-resistant nephrotic syndrome. Pediatr
Nephrol 25: 883-888.

22. Mendizabal S, Zamora I, Berbel O, Sanahuja MJ, Fuentes J, Simon J
(2005) Mycophenolate mofetil in steroid/cyclosporine-dependent/
resistant nephrotic syndrome. Pediatr Nephrol 20: 914-919.

23. Gipson DS, Trachtman H, Kaskel FJ, Greene TH, Radeva MK, et al.
(2011) Clinical trial of focal segmental glomerulosclerosis in children and
young adults. Kidney Int 80: 868-878.

24. Hogg RJ, Friedman A, Greene T, Radeva M, Budisavljevic MN, et al.
(2013) Renal function and proteinuria after successful
immunosuppressive therapies in patients with FSGS. Clin J Am Soc
Nephrol 8: 211-218.

 

Citation: Mir S, Conkar S, Sözeri B,Özdemir K, Bulut IK (2016) Treatment of Steroid and Cyclophosphamide-Resistant Nephrotic Syndrome with
Mycophenolate Mofetil and High Dose Dexamethasone (DEX). J Nephrol Ther 6: 257. doi:10.4172/2161-0959.1000257

Page 4 of 4

J Nephrol Ther, an open access journal
ISSN: 2161-0959

Volume 6 • Issue 4 • 1000257

http://www.jpeds.com/article/S0022-3476(81)80760-3/pdf
http://www.jpeds.com/article/S0022-3476(81)80760-3/pdf
http://www.jpeds.com/article/S0022-3476(81)80760-3/pdf
http://www.jpeds.com/article/S0022-3476(81)80760-3/pdf
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF00866790
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF00866790
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s004670050216
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s004670050216
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s004670050216
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/14651858.CD003233.pub2/abstract;jsessionid=40BB936C50F27AF97B8C0B0B38E61013.f01t01?systemMessage=Wiley+Online+Library+will+be+unavailable+on+Saturday+3rd+September+2016+at+08.30+BST%2F+03%3A30+EDT%2F+15%3A30+SGT+for+5+hours+and+Sunday+4th+September+at+10%3A00+BST%2F+05%3A00+EST%2F+17%3A00+SGT+for+1+hour++for+essential+maintenance.+Apologies+for+the+inconvenience
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/14651858.CD003233.pub2/abstract;jsessionid=40BB936C50F27AF97B8C0B0B38E61013.f01t01?systemMessage=Wiley+Online+Library+will+be+unavailable+on+Saturday+3rd+September+2016+at+08.30+BST%2F+03%3A30+EDT%2F+15%3A30+SGT+for+5+hours+and+Sunday+4th+September+at+10%3A00+BST%2F+05%3A00+EST%2F+17%3A00+SGT+for+1+hour++for+essential+maintenance.+Apologies+for+the+inconvenience
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/14651858.CD003233.pub2/abstract;jsessionid=40BB936C50F27AF97B8C0B0B38E61013.f01t01?systemMessage=Wiley+Online+Library+will+be+unavailable+on+Saturday+3rd+September+2016+at+08.30+BST%2F+03%3A30+EDT%2F+15%3A30+SGT+for+5+hours+and+Sunday+4th+September+at+10%3A00+BST%2F+05%3A00+EST%2F+17%3A00+SGT+for+1+hour++for+essential+maintenance.+Apologies+for+the+inconvenience
http://dx.doi.org/10.1517/14656560902754029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1517/14656560902754029
http://cjasn.asnjournals.org/content/4/8/1317.long
http://cjasn.asnjournals.org/content/4/8/1317.long
http://cjasn.asnjournals.org/content/4/8/1317.long
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ndt/gfm538
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ndt/gfm538
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ndt/gfm538
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ndt/gfm538
http://www.dustri.com/nc/article-response-page.html?artId=590&doi=10.5414%2FCNP62405
http://www.dustri.com/nc/article-response-page.html?artId=590&doi=10.5414%2FCNP62405
http://www.dustri.com/nc/article-response-page.html?artId=590&doi=10.5414%2FCNP62405
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-009-1264-0
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-009-1264-0
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-009-1264-0
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10157-014-1031-9
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10157-014-1031-9
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10157-014-1031-9
http://jasn.asnjournals.org/content/20/3/629.full
http://jasn.asnjournals.org/content/20/3/629.full
http://jasn.asnjournals.org/content/20/3/629.full
http://www.kidney-international.org/article/S0085-2538(15)31256-4/pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(70)91905-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(70)91905-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(70)91905-7
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-005-1964-z
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-005-1964-z
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-005-1964-z
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-005-1964-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-200X.2007.02487.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-200X.2007.02487.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-200X.2007.02487.x
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0085253815548552
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0085253815548552
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0085253815548552
http://ndt.oxfordjournals.org/content/17/11/2011.full.pdf
http://ndt.oxfordjournals.org/content/17/11/2011.full.pdf
http://ndt.oxfordjournals.org/content/17/11/2011.full.pdf
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-009-1356-x
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-009-1356-x
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-009-1356-x
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00467-009-1356-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00467-009-1375-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00467-009-1375-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00467-009-1375-7
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs00467-005-1877-x
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs00467-005-1877-x
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs00467-005-1877-x
http://www.kidney-international.org/article/S0085-2538(15)55138-7/abstract
http://www.kidney-international.org/article/S0085-2538(15)55138-7/abstract
http://www.kidney-international.org/article/S0085-2538(15)55138-7/abstract
https://www.scholars.northwestern.edu/en/publications/renal-function-and-proteinuria-after-successful-immunosuppressive
https://www.scholars.northwestern.edu/en/publications/renal-function-and-proteinuria-after-successful-immunosuppressive
https://www.scholars.northwestern.edu/en/publications/renal-function-and-proteinuria-after-successful-immunosuppressive
https://www.scholars.northwestern.edu/en/publications/renal-function-and-proteinuria-after-successful-immunosuppressive

	Contents
	Treatment of Steroid and Cyclophosphamide-Resistant Nephrotic Syndrome with Mycophenolate Mofetil and High Dose Dexamethasone (DEX)
	Abstract
	Keywords:
	Introduction
	Patients and Methods
	Statistical Analysis
	Results
	Discussion
	References


