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Summary
Chronic inflammatory demyelinating polyneuropathy (CIDP) is the most common, heterogeneous, immune-mediated neu-
ropathy, characterized by predominant demyelination of motor and sensory nerves. CIDP follows a relapsing–remitting or 
a progressive course and causes substantial disability. The pathogenesis of CIDP involves a complex interplay of multiple 
aberrant immune responses, creating a pro-inflammatory environment, subsequently inflicting damage on the myelin sheath. 
Though the exact triggers are unclear, diverse immune mechanisms encompassing cellular and humoral pathways are 
implicated. The complement system appears to play a role in promoting macrophage-mediated demyelination. Complement 
deposition in sural nerve biopsies, as well as signs of increased complement activation in serum and CSF of patients with 
CIDP, suggest complement involvement in CIDP pathogenesis. Here, we present a comprehensive overview of the preclini-
cal and clinical evidence supporting the potential role of the complement system in CIDP. This understanding furnishes a 
strong rationale for targeting the complement system to develop new therapies that could serve the unmet needs of patients 
affected by CIDP, particularly in those refractory to standard therapies.

Keywords  CIDP · Peripheral neuropathy · Demyelination · Pathogenesis · Complement system · Complement inhibition

Introduction

Chronic inflammatory demyelinating polyneuropathy 
(CIDP; sometimes referred to as chronic inflammatory  
demyelinating polyradiculoneuropathy) is the most com-
mon and heterogeneous, immune-mediated peripheral 
neuropathy, typically characterized by predominant 
demyelination of motor and sensory nerves. CIDP mani-
fests typically as an insidious onset of weakness, hypo- or 
areflexia, numbness, paresthesia, and sensory ataxia with 
a progressive or relapsing–remitting pattern [1–3]. The 
“typical” CIDP phenotype, characterized by symmetric and 
predominantly motor manifestations, is observed in about 
50% patients [4]. “Atypical” CIDP, currently redefined as 
“CIDP variants,” comprises several well-characterized 
entities (multifocal, focal, distal, motor, or sensory CIDP) 
[3]. CIDP is closely related to Guillain-Barré Syndrome 
(GBS), another immune-mediated peripheral neuropathy 
that has an acute onset [5]. The estimated prevalence of 
CIDP varies between 0.8 and 10.3 cases per 100,000 peo-
ple worldwide [6].
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The current standard treatments for CIDP include intrave-
nous immunoglobulins (IVIg), corticosteroids, and plasma 
exchange [4]. However, the response to these treatments 
remains partial/transient or requires long-term therapy [5]. 
CIDP is associated with substantial disability and loss of 
productivity [6]. An epidemiological study, conducted in 
the UK based on 2008 data, found that 32% of patients with 
CIDP were unable to walk independently [7]. The signifi-
cant physical and psychological effects of CIDP markedly 
impact the patients’ quality of life [6]. According to a US 
nationwide survey in 475 patients with CIDP, 47% had to 
stop working due to the disease, and 20% had missed time 
from work/school due to symptoms [8]. Furthermore, studies 
have reported premature retirement in 14–28% of patients 
with CIDP [6].

A diverse and complex interplay of different immuno-
pathological mechanisms, involving cellular, humoral and 
complement pathways, culminates in a highly variable pat-
tern of peripheral nerve damage in different clinical variants 
of CIDP. Humoral factors and macrophage-mediated demy-
elination appear to play a crucial role in CIDP [9]; how-
ever, the triggers for these aberrant immune responses are 
not clearly understood [1, 9]. In some patients, macrophage 
infiltration in the myelinated fibers occurs around the nodes 
of Ranvier, while in other patients, the internodal region 
appears to be involved [2]. Deposition of antibody or com-
plement at peripheral nerve components that distinguish the 
nodal regions may act as a trigger for macrophage-induced 
demyelination in certain subsets of patients [9].

In particular, the complement system appears to play an 
important role in CIDP pathogenesis. Studies have shown 
deposition of complement components, such as C3d and 
C9 neoantigen, as well as complement-fixing IgG and IgM 
on the myelin sheath in patients with CIDP [10]. Increased 
serum and cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) levels of C5a and the 
soluble terminal complement complex C5b-C9 have also 
been documented in patients with CIDP [11].

Most of the review articles discussing CIDP pathophysi-
ology are focused on macrophage infiltration and demyeli-
nation and examined the role of autoantibodies directed to 
peripheral nerve components. However, there are no reviews 
centered on the role of the complement system in the patho-
genesis of CIDP. Considering the current emergence and 
success of complement-targeted therapies in other autoim-
mune disorders, it is important to critically assess the role of 
the complement system and the suitability of complement-
targeted therapeutics in CIDP patients.

Pathophysiology of CIDP

Cellular and humoral components, including the comple-
ment system, are variably involved in peripheral nerve 
damage in CIDP (Fig. 1). However, the trigger(s) for the 
autoimmune response and the target antigen(s) involved 
remain elusive in most patients [12]. Histopathological 
changes in CIDP include breakdown of the blood–nerve 
barrier (BNB), segmental demyelination near the nodes of 

Fig. 1   Role of complement in CIDP pathogenesis
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Ranvier, interstitial edema, and endoneurial inflammatory 
cell infiltration, including lymphocytes and macrophages 
and varying degrees of admixed axonal damage [1].

Cellular Mechanisms

The involvement of cell-mediated immune mechanisms 
in CIDP is substantiated by evidence of T cell activation, 
the passage of activated T cells through the BNB, and the 
expression of pro-inflammatory cytokines [1]. Convention-
ally, macrophage and T-cell infiltration in the peripheral 
nerves and nerve roots and the subsequent segmental demy-
elination are believed to be the key cellular changes involved 
in CIDP pathogenesis [13].

Increased permeability of the BNB is the primary pre-
cursor for nerve inflammation and damage. While the exact 
mechanisms remain unknown, adhesion of activated T cells 
and upregulation of activation biomarkers and proinflam-
matory cytokines facilitate the enhanced permeability of the 
BNB, thus allowing transfer of macrophages and soluble 
factors, such as antibodies and  complement including the 
C5b-9 membrane attack complex (MAC), to cross the BNB 
and exert nerve damage [12]. Furthermore, the severity and 
patterns of BNB damage correlate with CIDP phenotypes. 
Patients with typical clinical presentation of CIDP seem to 
have more severe BNB damage, compared with the other   
phenotypes, e.g., patients with typical CIDP have a  
prominent reduction in serum claudin-5 levels, a known 
paracellular permeability regulator [14]. In addition, there is 
a reduction in transendothelial electrical resistance (TEER) 
in peripheral nerve microvascular endothelial cells. These 
findings correlate with clinical and electrophysiological 
severity [14].

Macrophages are involved throughout the pathogenic pro-
cess in autoimmune neuropathies and play an instrumental 
role in CIDP pathophysiology [15]. They are the dominant 
infiltrating cell population and cluster around endoneurial 
vessels [16]. Complement deposition is one of the facets 
of macrophage-mediated damage to neural tissue [17]. The 
presence of an array of complement receptors (CRs), includ-
ing CR1, CR4, C3a anaphylatoxin receptor (C3aR), C5aR1, 
and C5aR2 [17] on the macrophages, may help facilitate 
myelin sheath damage and phagocytosis by these cells. Inci-
dentally, the C3 receptor is also expressed by other immune 
cells, e.g., natural killer (NK) cells, monocytes, granulocytes 
[18], and neutrophils. Overall, this interconnection of dif-
ferent elements of the immune system further cements the 
role of the complement system in CIDP pathogenesis [19].

Sural nerve biopsies from CIDP patients also show signs 
of T cell infiltration [20]. Increased levels of T helper 17 
(TH17) cells and expression of retinoic-acid-receptor-related  
orphan nuclear receptor gamma (RORγt) have been reported 
in the peripheral blood and CSF of patients with active  

CIDP, compared to those with remitting disease [21]. 
Additionally, patients with typical CIDP exhibit infiltrat-
ing CD8+ T cells with monoclonal and oligoclonal restric-
tions in sural nerve biopsies and peripheral blood [22, 23],  
indicating an antigen-driven response and perturbations of 
the T cell repertoire. Importantly, the myelinating Schwann 
cells in sural nerve biopsies from CIDP patients, but not 
the control nerves, express the co-stimulatory molecule 
BB-1 and possess the phenotypic markers of antigen-
presenting cells [24]. Because their ligands CTLA-4 and 
CD28 are also overexpressed on the endoneurial T cells in 
the proximity to BB1-positive Schwann cells, the Schwann 
cells in CIDP patients have the capacity to function as 
professional antigen-presenting cells, possibly presenting  
endogenous or phagocytosed myelin antigens to T cells [24,  
25].

The presence of cytokines may have implications in dam-
aging the BNB and setting up a chemo-attractive environ-
ment for immune cell recruitment and subsequent neural 
insult [26]. Higher circulating levels of chemokines [27] and 
cytokines [28, 29] were reported in CIDP patients, which 
may increase BNB permeability and facilitate lymphoid cell 
infiltration. Elevated local expression of cytokines was also 
noted. Tumor necrosis factor-alpha (TNF-α), interferon-
gamma (IFN-γ), and interleukin-2 (IL-2) were also observed 
within macrophages and T cells in sural nerve biopsies from 
CIDP patients.

Although direct evidence for a myelin antigen-specific 
auto-reactive T-cell population is currently lacking [30], a 
combined role of T cells and macrophages is very likely to 
be crucial in CIDP pathogenesis. Activated macrophages 
damaging the myelin sheath may lead to the release of other  
target molecules with subsequent broadening of autoan-
tigenic epitopes, a process termed epitope spreading 
that creates an inflammatory cascade enhancing further the 
inflammatory milieus [30]. An interrelated and complex 
involvement of various immune components, including 
macrophages, T cells, activated antigen-presenting cells, 
cytokines, and the complement system, are proposed to be 
collectively involved in CIDP pathogenesis [31].

The involvement of T cells in CIDP pathogenesis is well 
established; however, the use of T cell-based therapies/
inhibitors has not, to date, been shown to be efficacious in 
the management of CIDP. Fingolimod, a first in class sphin-
gosine 1-phosphate receptor modulator that reduces the cir-
culating naïve T- and B-cell population, has shown efficacy 
in multiple sclerosis. However, in the FORCIDP study, fin-
golimod did not demonstrate clinical benefit in CIDP, and 
the study was terminated prematurely for futility [32]. There 
are multiple reasons, including patient selection and study 
design, that may have affected the results, and more evidence  
will be required to rule out utility of T cell-based thera-
pies in CIDP management. In addition, controlled trials 
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with methotrexate, azathioprine, and interferons  have also 
been unsuccessful in CIDP [33–35]. Anti B-cell therapies and  
therapies that target the neonatal Fc receptor (FcRn) can  
offer  promising  treatment options in CIDP, but further  
discussion around them is beyond the scope of this paper.

Humoral Mechanisms

While myelin phagocytosis by macrophages is instrumental 
in CIDP pathogenesis, the triggers underlying this process 
are not clearly understood. It is postulated that deposition of 
autoantibodies specific to peripheral nerve antigens may be 
involved, via recognition of the immunoglobulin fragment 
crystallizable (Fc) portion or activation of the complement 
system [13].

The response to plasma exchange therapy indicates the 
important role of circulating factors in  CIDP pathogenesis 
[12]; however, no specific target antigens have been identi-
fied in most  patients [20, 31, 36]. Several studies attempted 
to elucidate the role of major myelin proteins, which are 
known to evoke experimental autoimmune neuritis (EAN), 
as the target antigens for autoantibodies in CIDP, but the 
results were not definitive [12]. Sera from only a minor 
proportion of CIDP patients demonstrated an antibody 
response to myelin protein zero (P0), myelin protein 2 (P2), 
and peripheral myelin protein (PMP)-22, although IgG anti-
bodies were significantly higher in patients with CIDP than 
in controls [37]. Antibodies to acidic glycolipids were also 
more frequently seen in CIDP patients [5, 38, 39]. However, 
in the majority of these patients, no pathogenic antibodies 
are identified.

Antibodies targeting nodes of Ranvier structures have 
recently been identified [40–42]. Antibodies against the 
paranodal protein contactin-1 (CNTN1) were identified in a 
subset of CIDP patients [43]. Antibodies to Caspr1 were also 
detected in CIDP patients but not in healthy controls and in 
patients with other neuropathies [44]. Further, antibodies to 
Caspr1/CNTN1 complex were also recognized in a subset of 
CIDP patients with similar serological and clinical manifes-
tations [45]. Antibodies against neurofascin-155 (NF-155), a 
glial counterpart of CNTN1, were demonstrated in another 
subset of CIDP patients [46]. It is noteworthy that almost 
all the antibodies to these paranodal antigens were IgG4, an 
IgG subclass that is non-complement fixing [47]. This may 
partially explain the lack of treatment response to IVIg treat-
ment in this small subset of CIDP patients who carry these 
antibodies [46, 47]. Nonetheless, some variants of these neu-
ropathies harbor IgG1-3 subclass of antibodies with ability 
to fix complement and could potentially be candidates to 
complement inhibition [48–51]. A systematic screening of 
antibodies revealed a diverse antibody repertoire in CIDP 
patients, including those against NF-155 (4.6%), CNTN1 
(6.2%), Caspr1/CNTN1 complex (1.5%), P2 (1.6%), and 

anti-ganglioside antibodies (18.6%). In the great majority 
of CIDP, patients target antigens of an antibody response 
remain still elusive [5, 39, 52, 53]. Such a diverse antibody 
profile further strengthens the heterogeneity in CIDP patho-
genic mechanisms [20, 31, 40].

Activation of the complement system by autoanti-
bodies may contribute to various mechanisms inflicting 
damage to the myelin sheath. One is to facilitate mac-
rophage-mediated myelin phagocytosis,  [13], an obser-
vation that has been described in  a patient with antibod-
ies against the sialosylneolactotetraosylceramide (LM1) 
glycolipid [54].

The efficacy of plasma exchange in CIDP further sub-
stantiates the role of circulating factors, and potentially that 
of the complement system, in the disease pathogenesis [12]. 
A study using sera obtained from patients with CIDP who 
responded to plasma exchange showed binding of IgG and 
C3d in 4 of 12 patients [55]. However, complement involve-
ment in certain subgroups of CIDP patients, including those 
with non-complement fixing antibodies, is not yet certain 
[31, 56].

Role of the Complement Pathway in CIDP

The complement system is an integral part of innate immune 
defense and plays an important physiological role in tissue 
remodeling [56]. The products of complement activation act 
as a link between the innate and the adaptive immune sys-
tems, by acting directly on receptors expressed on T cells, 
B cells, and macrophages or by modulating dendritic cell 
functions.

Complement activation occurs through three different 
pathways: classical (C1q), lectin (mannose-binding lectins 
or ficolin), and alternative (C3 autoactivation or properdin), 
which converge at C3, the most abundant complement pro-
tein found in the blood [56]. Subsequently, the effector pro-
teins C3a, C3b, and C5a and the membrane attack complex 
(MAC, C5b-9) are generated for target cell lysis [56, 57].

Complement is a complex system, and disruption of its 
delicate regulation triggers several autoimmune neurological 
disorders [56]. The role of the complement system in vari-
ous neuropathies and neurodegenerative diseases, including 
Guillain–Barré syndrome (GBS), has been well documented. 
GBS is an inflammatory demyelinating polyneuropathy 
which, due to significantly overlap in electrophysiologi-
cal, histological, and clinical features, is considered to be 
an acute clinical counterpart of CIDP. However, CIDP and 
GBS differ in triggers, time course, and response to corticos-
teroid treatment [20]. In acute inflammatory demyelinating 
neuropathy (AIDP), the predominant phenotype of GBS, 
an autopsy study showed complement activation and MAC 
deposition on Schwann cell membranes [58]. In the animal 
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model of experimental autoimmune neuritis, deposition of 
MAC preceded demyelination [59]. Moreover, C3 depletion 
has been shown to reduce demyelination and inflammation 
in experimental allergic neuritis [60, 61]. In acute motor 
axonal neuropathy (AMAN), another phenotype of GBS, 
Campylobacter jejuni infection-induced autoantibodies have 
been found to activate complement and MAC deposition at 
the nodes of Ranvier [62].

These data suggest that complement-mediated processes 
in peripheral neuropathies are important mediators in their 
pathobiology. Hence, the therapeutic approach of targeting 
the complement system seems to be viable [31, 63]. In addi-
tion, success with complement inhibition with eculizumab 
in Myasthenia gravis, an autoimmune neuromuscular condi-
tion, [64, 65] encourages exploring this pathway as a poten-
tial treatment target in other autoimmune conditions. In the 
following sections, we review the preclinical and clinical 
evidence regarding the role of complement in CIDP.

Preclinical Evidence of Complement 
Involvement in CIDP

Complement plays a role in various autoimmune neuropa-
thies, but much of this data comes from studies on various 
animal models of peripheral nerve inflammation [15]. The 
EAN rat model is a widely accepted model for GBS, but 
some of the inflammatory mechanisms modeled in EAN 
are also shared with CIDP [55]. This model has been used 
extensively since it replicates pathological hallmarks such as 
macrophage-mediated stripping and phagocytosis of com-
pact myelin lamellae, which are observed in CIDP [66]. In 
this model, cobra venom factor (CVF), which is known to 
deplete C3, was found to reduce EAN severity, possibly 
by blocking antigen–antibody complex-induced activation 
of complement [60]. Depletion of complement with CVF 
reduced clinical scores, demyelination, and inflammation 
[61, 67]. The role of complement in autoimmune neuropa-
thies was further validated by administration of soluble CR1, 
a natural complement inhibitor that binds and promotes 
degradation of C3b and C4b, resulting in suppression of 
clinical signs of disease in rats with EAN [68]. Additional 
evidence strengthening complement activation in CIDP 
includes blockade of nerve conduction with administration 
of patient-derived pathogenic IgG with C3 reactivity [55] 
and demyelination and conduction blockade due to intraneu-
ral administration of patient-derived anti-P0 IgG antibodies 
[69].

Evidence is also available on the role of complement in 
other animal studies of peripheral neuropathies. In a mice 
model of AMAN, inhibition of C1q (with an anti-C1q 
antibody) resulted in attenuation of complement cascade 
activation and complement deposition, as demonstrated by 

absence of C3c staining or C5b-9 components at the nerve 
terminals. There was also evidence of reduced immune cell 
recruitment and reduced axonal injury [70].

A novel “Human-in-a-chip” in  vitro model, using a  
microelectrode array with directed axonal outgrowth over 
the electrodes, was recently developed. A human CIDP 
model was created by treatment of Schwann cell and moto-
neuron cultures with CIDP patient-derived serum, which 
triggered classical complement pathway activation and, sub-
sequently, the deposition of C3b and C5b-9. Furthermore, 
treatment with a test monoclonal antibody inhibitor of C1s, 
TNT005, resulted in abrogation of complement deposition 
and rescued the electrophysiological deficits [71].

Clinical Evidence of Complement Involvement 
in CIDP

Complement involvement in CIDP pathogenesis is also sub-
stantiated by several lines of histopathological, serological 
and clinical evidence.

Genetic Data

The study of CIDP-related genetic factors remains limited 
due to the rarity of the disease and heterogeneity in the 
CIDP phenotypes [72]. Cases of CIDP variants have been 
described in infants that do not meet the diagnostic criteria 
but nevertheless respond to immunomodulatory therapy. A 
case series described such CIDP-like illness in five infants 
with inherited chronic hemolysis. Although these patients 
did not have typical CIDP, the relapsing nature of their dis-
ease, demyelination, and improvement in upper limb mus-
cle strength with immunomodulatory treatment mimicked 
CIDP. Treatments with IVIg, corticosteroids, rituximab, 
and cyclosporine, while failing to prevent relapses, short-
ened their duration and lessened their severity. Homozy-
gosity mapping, followed by exome sequencing, revealed 
a homozygous missense mutation, p.Cys89Tyr, in CD59 
(protectin) in all of these patients. Further analysis in four 
of five patients (one deceased) revealed that there was a lack 
of CD59 expression on red blood cell (RBC) membranes, 
monocytes, and lymphocytes. CD59 normally protects host 
cells from complement MAC-mediated injury by binding to 
C8 and C9 and preventing pore formation in the nerve cell 
membrane. C59 deficiency has been associated with demy-
elination via MAC activation, and MAC is known to play a 
vital role in demyelination in early-onset CIDP [73]. Four 
pediatric patients with recurrent demyelinating neuropathy 
featuring conduction block and p.Cys89Tyr missense muta-
tion in the CD59 gene, unresponsive to IVIg and steroids, 
had a dramatic improvement of the neuropathy after eculi-
zumab, a monoclonal antibody preventing activation of C5 
and subsequently assembly of the MAC [74]. Overall, the 

1 3

L. A. Querol et al.868



CD59 loss of function mutations in case series of patients 
with CIDP-like phenotype, along with the response to com-
plement inhibition, suggests a direct link between com-
pliment activation and acquired chronic peripheral nerve 
demyelination.

Based on these observations, a hypothesis that de novo 
CD59 mutations may be present in patients with sporadic 
CIDP was tested. A study performed direct sequencing of 
all coding exons of CD59 in 35 adult patients with sporadic 
CIDP. However, the p.Cys89Tyr mutation was not identified 
in any of the patients. Only one variant, a heterozygous gua-
nine to adenine substitution (c.18G > A), was noted but was 
not shown to have any deleterious effect [72]. Considering 
the small sample size, these findings cannot completely rule 
out CD59 mutation in some rare cases of CIDP, and larger 
studies are required to arrive at a definitive conclusion.

Complement Deposition in Nerves

Evidence of complement involvement  is supported by 
the demonstration of complement deposition in sural  
nerve biopsies from CIDP patients. In an early study, sural 
nerve biopsy specimens from seven patients with chronic 
relapsing demyelinating polyneuropathy showed deposition 
of IgM in intraneural blood vessels in all patients and depo-
sition of C3 in six of the seven patients. Deposits of IgM, 
but not of C3, were also noted on the Schwann cell plas-
malemma of even non-demyelinated nerve fibers in CIDP 
patients (Fig. 2A). However, no such deposition was noted 
in control patients. These complement-fixing immunoglobu-
lin deposits in intact appearing nerve fibers may contribute 
to nerve injury by inducing vascular permeability changes, 
thereby increasing BNB permeability, and enhance the 
access of antibodies to nerve fibers [10]. In another study, 
sural nerve biopsies on specimens from 100 patients with 
neuropathy or motor neuron disease were conducted to ana-
lyze both C3d and C3c complement components. Among 4 
of the 100 patients who had chronic relapsing polyneuropa-
thy, C3d deposition was noted on the surface of some myelin 
sheaths in 2 patients [75]. The presence of C3d as a part of 

the immune complex on myelin sheaths suggests a role of 
the complement system in the development of neuropathy.

A recent case report of a patient with CIDP demonstrated 
presence of a circulating IgG antibody to LM1, but not to 
NF-155, CNTN-1, GM1, and GD1b. An immunohistochemi-
cal analysis revealed deposition of C9 neoepitope, a compo-
nent of MAC, on the compact myelin sheath. Macrophage 
infiltration was evident with the presence of several CD68-
positive cells in each fascicle. Furthermore, deposition of 
complement was noted at the internodes, which comprise 
the majority of the length of myelinated fibers. This case 
highlights the role of complement-dependent cytotoxicity 
in the pathogenesis of CIDP with anti-LM1 antibodies [54].

Complement Pathway Activation in Serum/CSF

Apart from complement deposition on the myelin sheath, 
complement components have also been identified in serum 
and CSF samples from patients with CIDP. A study com-
pared serum and CSF levels of C5a and terminal comple-
ment complex (TCC) in 21 newly diagnosed, treatment-
naïve CIDP patients, with that of 29 control patients with 
noninflammatory neurological diseases. CIDP patients had 
significantly higher mean serum and CSF levels of C5a and 
TCC than control patients [11]. This is also supported by 
the finding of a stable IgG band in the CSF of CIDP patients 
suggesting of persistent antigenic stimulation (Fig. 2B) [76, 
77]. Results also indicated a systemic rather than local CSF 
activation of the complement system in CIDP [11].

Complement components also appear to correlate with 
CIDP disease activity. In CIDP patients, systemic terminal 
complement activation was associated with residual disease 
severity after 4 weeks of IVIg treatment. In 80% of these 
patients, inflammatory neuropathy cause and treatment 
(INCAT) disability scores were reduced after IVIg treatment 
for 4 weeks. CIDP patients with higher disability at the time 
of diagnosis tended to have higher serum C5a and soluble 
TCC levels; these levels reduced and significantly correlated 
with the reduction in INCAT scores at the week 4 follow-up 
visit after initiation of IVIg treatment. Larger studies are 

Fig. 2   Complement deposition in sural nerve biopsy from CIDP patient (A) and agarose gel electrophoresis patterns of CSF in a patient with 
chronic relapsing biopsy (B). A: Reproduced from Dalakas MC and Engel WK [10]; B: Reproduced from Dalakas et al [76]
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warranted to examine terminal complement activation as a 
potential surrogate marker for clinical disease activity, pro-
gression, and response to immunomodulatory therapies in 
patients with major phenotypic variants of CIDP [11].

Complement Involvement in GBS

As noted previously, both GBS and CIDP exhibit similar 
patterns of macrophage-mediated demyelination originating  
from similar, pathogenic mechanisms [10, 20, 31] like 
CIDP, the understanding of immunopathogenesis in GBS 
is derived from limited pathological data and acute EAN 
models [13]. Hence, evidence of complement involvement 
in GBS indirectly strengthens the role of the complement 
system in CIDP.

Complement involvement has been implicated among 
one of the diverse mechanisms of GBS pathogenesis and 
is validated by adequate clinical evidence. The presence of 
C3d was reported on the Schwann cell plasma membrane 
in myelinated fibers, but not in unmyelinated fibers, in 
autopsy studies of three GBS patients. Immunocytochem-
istry revealed that in many nerve fibers, there was a rim of 
C3d and C5b-9 along the outer surface of the Schwann cells. 
Further analysis of such C3d-positive fibers revealed mild 
vesicular changes in the outermost myelin lamellae [78]. 
Increased serum TCC levels in GBS patients have been 
reported to decline with clinical improvement, becoming 
undetectable a month after symptom onset. Membrane-
bound TCC was also found deposited on the abaxonal 
Schwann cell surface in a GBS patient [79]. Immunohisto-
chemistry of sural nerve biopsies from five AIDP (a form of 
GBS) patients demonstrated C3d or C9 neoepitope deposi-
tion in the endoneurium [80]. Similarly, elevated CSF levels 
of C3a and C5a have been reported in GBS patients [81]. 
These findings indicate complement cascade activation due 
to binding of specific antibodies to the abaxonal Schwann 
cell surface in GBS [78].

The accumulating evidence regarding complement 
involvement in many autoimmune neuropathies has gener-
ated great interest and encouraged clinical research focused 
on complement-targeted therapies in several neurological 
disorders [56]. Complement inhibition with eculizumab, a 
humanized monoclonal antibody to C5, is currently being 
investigated in GBS and has demonstrated some clinical  
benefit in phase 2 studies.  In  one phase 2 study, the  
primary efficacy outcome (proportion of patients who reach 
functional grade ≤ 2) was not achieved,  but a clinical benefit  
was observed in secondary efficacy outcomes (proportion 
of patients who could run at week 24) [82]. The results of  
another phase 2 study were inconclusive considering the  
small sample size and severity of disease in enrolled patients 
[83]. A phase 3 study to evaluate the efficacy and safety of 
eculizumab in GBS (NCT04752566) is ongoing. Additional 

complement inhibitors that target different components of  
the pathway are in development [56] and will provide 
the opportunity to test the complement’s role in GBS and 
CIDP. Two classical pathway inhibitors are in clinical tri-
als for GBS and CIDP. For example, a phase 2/3 study for 
ANX005, a C1q inhibitor, in GBS is currently ongoing 
(NCT04701164), and a phase 2 study for an inhibitor of 
active C1s is also underway in CIDP (NCT04658472).

Discussion/Summary

CIDP is the most prevalent chronic autoimmune neuropathy 
and causes substantial disability [6, 20]. The pathogenesis 
of CIDP remains elusive, however, a complex interplay of 
multiple immunological pathways has been documented. 
The available literature on CIDP pathogenesis appears to 
be focused on macrophage-mediated demyelination and 
attempts to identify autoantibodies. However, a careful 
consideration of the observations on complement in vari-
ous studies highlights an intriguing role for complement in 
CIDP pathogenesis (Fig. 1).

A comprehensive review of studies aimed at elucidat-
ing the pathogenic mechanisms underlying CIDP reveals 
evidence of activation of complement both systemically 
and in peripheral nerve. Data from the EAN model-based 
preclinical studies has demonstrated reduced severity [60], 
demyelination, and inflammation [61, 67] with complement 
depletion. Passive transfer of the disease with pathogenic 
IgG with complement C3 reactivity from CIDP patients into 
rats, resulting in nerve conduction impairment and demyeli-
nation [55], and suppression of disease following adminis-
tration of sCR1 [68], indicates a pathogenetically relevant 
association of complement in CIDP patients. Furthermore, 
deposition of complement components on patients' nerves  
[10, 75], complement-fixing autoantibodies on the myelin 
sheath [54], and high systemic complement levels that cor-
related with disease severity [11] further underscore a role 
of complement in CIDP pathophysiology. Complement cap-
ture and inhibition are among the mechanisms of action of 
IVIg, the currently most effective and widely used therapy 
in CIDP [20, 31, 47]. Moreover, genetic mutation leading 
to deficiency of CD59, a complement regulator, resulting in 
CIDP-like illness in infants [73], provides further support-
ing evidence. Collectively, these data provide arguments to 
invoke complement as a key mediator of nerve dysfunction 
and damage in CIDP, at least in a subset of CIDP patients.

The standard of care (SOC) therapies in CIDP, though 
effective, have several limitations, such as variable treat-
ment response, side effects with chronic use, need for 
venous access, dependency on plasma donations (IVIg) 
leading to potentially limited availability, and high patient 
burden. Various clinical phenotypes of CIDP appear to 
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have similar but not identical, pathogenic causes, which 
may explain the variability in treatment response to the 
SOC therapies. There is, therefore, a substantial unmet 
need in CIDP treatment that requires the development of 
alternative therapies that reflect the various disease pheno-
types and thereby offers treatments targeted to individual 
patients.

The lack of efficacy of fingolimod, a T-cell-based therapy 
[32], has encouraged consideration of the complement sys-
tem and other potential immune mechanisms in CIDP [56]. 
With  its emergence of a likely important role  in CIDP, com-
plement has now become an attractive  therapeutic target.

Several complement inhibitors, each targeting a specific 
step in the complement pathway, are under development, 
and clinical studies are ongoing to explore their poten-
tial clinical benefits [56, 84]. Eculizumab, a humanized 
monoclonal antibody that inhibits C5, has shown clini-
cal benefits in generalized myasthenia gravis [23] and is 
currently being investigated in GBS (NCT04752566). A 
safety and efficacy study for ANX005, a C1q inhibitor, 
in GBS (NCT04701164) is also underway. Furthermore, 
an active C1s inhibitor, SAR445088, is currently being 
investigated in CIDP (NCT04658472).

Pre-clinical research in CIDP remains limited due to lack 
of disease-specific animal models. Conducting clinical trials 
is cumbersome due to difficulties in patient recruitment, dis-
ease heterogeneity, and the lack of objective biomarkers to 
characterize the disease and evaluate response to therapies. 
Hence, further clinical research in CIDP can benefit from the 
use of novel approaches in study design to overcome these 
challenges and ensure solid conclusions when testing new 
treatment options in this field.

In summary, considering the drawback of the current 
SOC therapies, the preclinical and clinical evidence sup-
porting the role of complement in CIDP pathogenesis, and 
the plausible success of early stage complement inhibitors in 
diseases other than CIDP, exploring the benefits of comple-
ment pathway inhibitors in CIDP is an attractive proposition.

Supplementary Information  The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s13311-​022-​01221-y.

Acknowledgements  The authors would like to thank Prof. Richard 
A. C. Hughes for his help in the conception and planning of this man-
uscript. The authors would like to thank Roopali Gandhi, PhD, and 
Svend S Geertsen, PhD, of Sanofi for their contributions in manuscript 
planning, review, and coordination. Medical writing support for this 
manuscript was provided by Amisha Ahuja and Mukul Rastogi, PhD, 
of Sanofi.

Required Author Forms  Disclosure forms provided by the authors are 
available with the online version of this article.

Author Contribution  All authors contributed to the ideation, design, or 
data interpretation of this work and have critically reviewed the article 

for important intellectual content. All the authors have approved the 
final version to be published and are accountable for accuracy and 
integrity of the data presented therein.

Funding  Editorial support was funded by Sanofi.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

	 1.	 Lewis RA, Muley SR. Chronic inflammatory demyelinating poly-
neuropathy: Etiology, clinical features, and diagnosis. In UpTo-
Date. 2004. Available at: https://​www.​uptod​ate.​com/​conte​nts/​
chron​ic-​infla​mmato​ry-​demye​linat​ing-​polyn​europ​athy-​etiol​ogy-​
clini​cal-​featu​res-​and-​diagn​osis. Accessed 14 Dec 2021.

	 2.	 Koike H, Nishi R, Ikeda S, et al. Ultrastructural mechanisms 
of macrophage-induced demyelination in CIDP. Neurology. 
2018;91:1051–60.

	 3.	 Van den Bergh PYK, van Doorn PA, Hadden RDM, et al. Euro-
pean Academy of Neurology/Peripheral Nerve Society guideline 
on diagnosis and treatment of chronic inflammatory demyelinating 
polyradiculoneuropathy: report of a joint task force-second revi-
sion. J Peripher Nerv Syst. 2021;26:242–68.

	 4.	 Ryan M, Ryan SJ. Chronic inflammatory demyelinating polyneu-
ropathy: considerations for diagnosis, management, and popula-
tion health. Am J Manag Care. 2018;24:S371–9.

	 5.	 Bunschoten C, Jacobs BC, Van den Bergh PYK, Cornblath DR, 
van Doorn PA. Progress in diagnosis and treatment of chronic 
inflammatory demyelinating polyradiculoneuropathy. Lancet Neu-
rol. 2019;18:784–94.

	 6.	 Querol L, Crabtree M, Herepath M, et al. Systematic literature 
review of burden of illness in chronic inflammatory demyelinating 
polyneuropathy (CIDP). J Neurol. 2021;268:3706–16.

	 7.	 Mahdi-Rogers M, Hughes RA. Epidemiology of chronic 
inflammatory neuropathies in southeast England. Eur J Neurol. 
2014;21:28–33.

	 8.	 Allen JA, Butler L, Levine TD, Bullinger AL, Koski CL. CIDP 
disease burden — results of a US nationwide patient survey - GBS/
CIDP Foundation International. 2019. Available at: https://​www.​
gbs-​cidp.​org/​cidp-​disea​se-​burden-​resul​ts-​of-a-​us-​natio​nwide-​ 
patie​nt-​survey. Accessed 14 Dec 2021.

	 9.	 Koike H, Katsuno M. Pathophysiology of chronic inflammatory 
demyelinating polyneuropathy: insights into classification and 
therapeutic strategy. Neurol Ther. 2020;9:213–27.

	10.	 Dalakas MC, Engel WK. Immunoglobulin and complement 
deposits in nerves of patients with chronic relapsing polyneu-
ropathy. Arch Neurol. 1980;37:637–40.

	11.	 Quast I, Keller CW, Hiepe F, Tackenberg B, Lunemann JD. Ter-
minal complement activation is increased and associated with 
disease severity in CIDP. Ann Clin Transl Neurol. 2016;3:730–5.

1 3

The Role of the Complement System in Chronic Inflammatory Demyelinating Polyneuropathy:… 871

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13311-022-01221-y
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/chronic-inflammatory-demyelinating-polyneuropathy-etiology-clinical-features-and-diagnosis
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/chronic-inflammatory-demyelinating-polyneuropathy-etiology-clinical-features-and-diagnosis
https://www.uptodate.com/contents/chronic-inflammatory-demyelinating-polyneuropathy-etiology-clinical-features-and-diagnosis
https://www.gbs-cidp.org/cidp-disease-burden-results-of-a-us-nationwide-patient-survey
https://www.gbs-cidp.org/cidp-disease-burden-results-of-a-us-nationwide-patient-survey
https://www.gbs-cidp.org/cidp-disease-burden-results-of-a-us-nationwide-patient-survey


	12.	 Mathey EK, Park SB, Hughes RA, et al. Chronic inflammatory 
demyelinating polyradiculoneuropathy: from pathology to pheno-
type. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry. 2015;86:973–85.

	13.	 Querol L, Lleixa C. Novel immunological and therapeutic insights 
in Guillain‑Barré syndrome and CIDP. Neurotherapeutics. 
2021;1–14.

	14.	 Shimizu F, Sawai S, Sano Y, et al. Severity and patterns of blood-
nerve barrier breakdown in patients with chronic inflammatory 
demyelinating polyradiculoneuropathy: correlations with clinical 
subtypes. PLoS One. 2014;9:e104205.

	15.	 Kiefer R, Kieseier BC, Stoll G, Hartung HP. The role of mac-
rophages in immune-mediated damage to the peripheral nervous 
system. Prog Neurobiol. 2001;64(2):109–27.

	16.	 Sommer C, Koch S, Lammens M, Gabreëls-Festen AA, Stoll 
G, Toyka KV. Macrophage clustering as a diagnostic marker 
in sural nerve biopsies of patients with CIDP. Neurology. 
2005;65(12):1924-9.

	17.	 Lubbers R, van Essen MF, van Kooten C. rouw LA. Production 
of complement components by cells of the immune system Clin 
Exp Immunol. 2017;188:183–94.

	18.	 Arnaut M. Structure and function of the leukocyte adhesion mol-
ecules CD11/CD18. Blood. 1990;75:1037–50.

	19.	 van Spriel AB, Leusen JHW, van Egmond M, et  al. Mac-1 
(CD11b/CD18) is essential for Fc receptor–mediated neutro-
philcytotoxicity and immunologic synapse formation. Blood. 
2001;97:2478–86.

	20.	 Dalakas MC. Medscape. Advances in the diagnosis, pathogenesis 
and treatment of CIDP. Nat Rev Neurol. 2011;7:507–17.

	21.	 Chi LJ, Xu WH, Zhang ZW, Huang HT, Zhang LM, Zhou J. 
Distribution of Th17 cells and Th1 cells in peripheral blood and 
cerebrospinal fluid in chronic inflammatory demyelinating poly-
radiculoneuropathy. J Peripher Nerv Syst. 2010;15:345–56.

	22.	 Mausberg AK, Dorok M, Stettner M, et  al. Recovery of the 
T-cell repertoire in CIDP by IV immunoglobulins. Neurology. 
2013;80:296–303.

	23.	 Albazli K, Kaminski HJ, Howard JF Jr. Complement inhibitor 
therapy for Myasthenia gravis. Front Immunol. 2020;11:917.

	24.	 Murata K, Dalakas MC. Expression of the costimulatory molecule 
BB-1, the ligands CTLA-4 and CD28, and their mRNA in inflam-
matory myopathies. Am J Pathol. 1999;155:453–60.

	25.	 Meyer Zu Hörste G, Hu W, Hartung HP, Lehmann HC, Kieseier 
BC. The immunocompetence of Schwann cells. Muscle Nerve. 
2008;37:3–13. 

	26.	 Mathey EK, Pollard JD, Armati PJ. NF alpha, IFN gamma and 
IL-2 mRNA expression in CIDP sural nerve biopsies. J Neurol 
Sci. 1999;163(1):47–52.

	27.	 Mahad DJ, Howell SJ, Woodroofe MN. Expression of chemokines 
in cerebrospinal fluid and serum of patients with chronic inflam-
matory demyelinating polyneuropathy. Neurol Neurosurg Psychia-
try. 2002;73:320–3.

	28.	 Maimone D, Annunziata P, Simone IL, Livrea P, Guazzi GC. 
Interleukin-6 levels in the cerebrospinal fluid and serum of 
patients with Guillain-Barré syndrome and chronic inflamma-
tory demyelinating polyradiculoneuropathy. J Neuroimmunol. 
1993;47:55–61.

	29.	 Hartung HP, Reiners K, Schmidt B, Stoll G, Toyka KV. Serum 
interleukin-2 concentrations in Guillain-Barré syndrome and 
chronic idiopathic demyelinating polyradiculoneuropathy: com-
parison with other neurological diseases of presumed immu-
nopathogenesis. Ann Neurol. 1991;30:48–53.

	30.	 Schneider-Hohendorf T, Schwab N, Üçeyler N, Göbel K, Sommer  
C, Wiendl H. CD8+ T-cell immunity in chronic inflam-
matory demyelinating polyradiculoneuropathy. Neurology. 
2012;78:402–8.

	31.	 Dalakas MC. Pathogenesis of immune-mediated neuropathies. 
Biochim Biophys Acta. 2015;1852:658–66.

	32.	 Hughes R, Dalakas MC, Merkies I, et al. Oral fingolimod for 
chronic inflammatory demyelinating polyradiculoneuropathy 
(FORCIDP Trial): a double-blind, multicentre, randomised con-
trolled trial. Lancet Neurol. 2018;17:689–98.

	33.	 Hughes RAC, Gorson KC, Cros D, et al. Intramuscular interferon 
beta-1a in chronic inflammatory demyelinating polyradiculoneu-
ropathy. Neurology. 2010;74(8):651–7.

	34.	 RMC Trial Group. Randomized controlled trial of methotrex-
ate for chronic inflammatory demyelinating polyradiculoneu-
ropathy (RMC) trial: a pilot, multicentre study. Lancet Neurol. 
2009;8(2):158–64.

	35.	 Dyck PJ, O’Brien P, Swanson C, Low P, Daube J. Combined aza-
thioprine and prednisone in chronic inflammatory-demyelinating 
neuropathy. Neurology. 1985;35(8):1173–6.

	36.	 Querol L, Devaux J, Rojas-Garcia R, Illa I. Autoantibodies in 
chronic inflammatory neuropathies: diagnostic and therapeutic 
implications. Nat Rev Neurol. 2017;13:533–47.

	37.	 Sanvito L, Makowska A, Mahdi-Rogers M, et al. Humoral and 
cellular immune responses to myelin protein peptides in chronic 
inflammatory demyelinating polyradiculoneuropathy. J Neurol 
Neurosurg Psychiatry. 2009;80:333–8.

	38.	 Ilyas AA, Mithen FA, Dalakas MC, Chen ZW, Cook SD. Anti-
bodies to acidic glycolipids in Guillain-Barré syndrome and 
chronic inflammatory demyelinating polyneuropathy. J Neurol 
Sci. 1992;107:111–21.

	39.	 Kieseier BC, Mathey EK, Sommer C, Hartung HP. Immune-
mediated neuropathies. Nat Rev Dis Primers. 2018;4:31.

	40.	 Querol L, Siles AM, Alba-Rovira R, et al. Antibodies against 
peripheral nerve antigens in chronic inflammatory demyelinating 
polyradiculoneuropathy. Sci Rep. 2017;7:14411.

	41.	 Moritz CP, Tholance Y, Stoevesandt O, Ferraud K, Camdessanché  
J-P, Antoine J-C. CIDP Antibodies target junction proteins and 
identify patient subgroups. An Autoantigenomic Approach. 
2021;8:e944.

	42.	 van Doorn PA, Hadden RDM, Van den Bergh PYK. Elucidat-
ing autoimmune nodopathies and the CIDP spectrum. Brain. 
2021;144:1043–5.

	43.	 Querol L, Nogales-Gadea G, Rojas-Garcia R, et al. Antibodies to 
contactin-1 in chronic inflammatory demyelinating polyneuropa-
thy. Ann Neurol. 2013;73:370–80.

	44.	 Cortese A, Lombardi R, Briani C, et al. Antibodies to neurofascin, 
contactin-1, and contactin-associated protein 1 in CIDP: Clinical 
relevance of IgG isotype. Neurol Neuroimmunol Neuroinflamm. 
2019;7:e639.

	45.	 Pascual-Goñi E, Fehmi J, Lleixà C, et al. Antibodies to the Caspr1/
contactin-1 complex in chronic inflammatory demyelinating poly-
radiculoneuropathy. Brain. 2021;144:1183–96.

	46.	 Querol L, Nogales-Gadea G, Rojas-Garcia R, et al. Neurofascin 
IgG4 antibodies in CIDP associate with disabling tremor and poor 
response to IVIg. Neurology. 2014;82:879–86.

	47.	 Dalakas MC. IgG4-mediated neurologic autoimmunities: under-
standing the pathogenicity of IgG4, ineffectiveness of IVIg, and 
long-lasting benefits of anti-B Cell therapies. Neurol Neuroim-
munol Neuroinflamm. 2021;9:e1116.

	48.	 Stengel H, Vural A, Brunder AM, et al. Anti-pan-neurofascin 
IgG3 as a marker of fulminant autoimmune neuropathy. Neurol 
Neuroimmunol Neuroinflamm. 2019;6:e603.

	49.	 Doppler K, Schuster Y, Appeltshauser L, et al. Anti-CNTN1 IgG3 
induces acute conduction block and motor deficits in a passive 
transfer rat model. J Neuroinflammation. 2019;16:73.

	50.	 Fehmi J, Davies AJ, Walters J, et al. IgG1 pan-neurofascin antibod-
ies identify a severe yet treatable neuropathy with a high mortality. 
J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry. 2021;92:1089–95.

1 3

L. A. Querol et al.872



	51.	 Monfrini M, Donzelli E, Rodriguez-Menendez V, et al. Thera-
peutic potential of mesenchymal stem cells for the treatment of 
diabetic peripheral neuropathy. Exp Neurol. 2017;288:75–84.

	52.	 Querol L, Lleixà C. Novel immunological and therapeutic insights 
in Guillain-Barré syndrome and CIDP. Neurotherapeutics. 
2021;1–14.

	53.	 Liberatore G, De Lorenzo A, Giannotta C, et  al. Frequency 
and clinical correlates of anti-nerve antibodies in a large popu-
lation of CIDP patients included in the Italian database. Neu-
rol Sci. 2022.  ePub ahead of print.  https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10072-​021-​05811-0.

	54.	 Koike H, Ikeda S, Fukami Y, et al. Complement deposition and 
macrophage-induced demyelination in CIDP with anti-LM1 anti-
bodies. J Neurol Sci. 2020;408:116509.

	55.	 Yan WX, Taylor J, Andrias-Kauba S, Pollard JD. Passive transfer of 
demyelination by serum or IgG from chronic inflammatory demy-
elinating polyneuropathy patients. Ann Neurol. 2000;47:765–75.

	56.	 Dalakas MC, Alexopoulos H, Spaeth PJ. Complement in neuro-
logical disorders and emerging complement-targeted therapeutics. 
Nat Rev Neurol. 2020;16:601–17.

	57.	 Sarma JV, Ward PA. The complement system. Cell Tissue Res. 
2011;343(1):227–35.

	58.	 Hafer-Macko CE, Sheikh KA, Li CY, et al. Immune attack on 
the Schwann cell surface in acute inflammatory demyelinating 
polyneuropathy. Ann Neurol. 1996;39:625–35.

	59.	 Stoll G, Schmidt B, Jander S, Toyka KV, Hartung HP. Presence of 
the terminal complement complex (C5b–9) precedes myelin deg-
radation in immune-mediated demyelination of the rat peripheral 
nervous system. Ann Neurol. 1991;30:147–55.

	60.	 Feasby T, Gilbert J, Hahn A, Neilson M. Complement depletion 
suppresses Lewis rat experimental allergic neuritis. Brain Res. 
1987;419:97–103.

	61.	 Vriesendorp FJ, Flynn RE, Pappolla MA, Koski CL. Complement 
depletion affects demyelination and inflammation in experimental 
allergic neuritis. J Neuroimmunol. 1995;58(2):157–65.

	62.	 Susuki K, Rasband MN, Tohyama K, et al. Anti-GM1 antibodies 
cause complement-mediated disruption of sodium channel clusters 
in peripheral motor nerve fibers. J Neurosci. 2007;27:3956–67.

	63.	 Morgan BP, Harris C. Complement, a target for therapy in 
inflammatory and degenerative diseases. Nat Rev Drug Discov. 
2015;14:857–77.

	64.	 Howard JF Jr, Utsugisawa K, Benatar M, et al. Safety and efficacy 
of eculizumab in anti-acetylcholine receptor antibody-positive 
refractory generalised myasthenia gravis (REGAIN): a phase 3, 
randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled, multicentre study. 
Lancet Neurol. 2017;16:976–86.

	65.	 Muppidi S, Utsugisawa K, Benatar M, et al. Long-term safety and 
efficacy of eculizumab in generalized myasthenia gravis. Muscle 
Nerve. 2019;60:14–24.

	66.	 Prineas JW, McLeod JG. Chronic relapsing polyneuritis. J Neurol 
Sci. 1976;27(4):427–58.

	67.	 Vriesendorp FJ, Flynn RE, Malone MR, Pappolla MA. Systemic 
complement depletion reduces inflammation and demyelination in 
adoptive transfer experimental allergic neuritis. Acta Neuropathol. 
1998;95:297–301.

	68.	 Jung S, Toyka KV, Hartung HP. Soluble complement receptor 
type 1 inhibits experimental autoimmune neuritis in Lewis rats. 
Neurosci Lett. 1995;200:167–70.

	69.	 Yan WX, Archelos JJ, Hartung HP, Pollard JD. P0 protein is a 
target antigen in chronic inflammatory demyelinating polyradicu-
loneuropathy. Ann Neurol. 2001;50:286–92.

	70.	 McGonigal R, Cunningham ME, Yao D, et al. C1q-targeted inhi-
bition of the classical complement pathway prevents injury in 
a novel mouse model of acute motor axonal neuropathy. Acta 
Neuropathol Commun. 2016;4:23.

	71.	 Rumsey J, Lorance C, Jackson M, et al. CIDP patient serum trig-
gers complement activation and functional deficits in motoneurons 
blocked by anti-C1s therapeutic. J Peripheral Nervous System. 
2021;26:3.

	72.	 Duchateau L, Martin-Aguilar L, Lleixa C, et al. Absence of patho-
genic mutations in CD59 in chronic inflammatory demyelinating 
polyradiculoneuropathy. PLoS One. 2019;14:e0212647.

	73.	 Nevo Y, Ben-Zeev B, Tabib A, et al. CD59 deficiency is associ-
ated with chronic hemolysis and childhood relapsing immune-
mediated polyneuropathy. Blood. 2013;121:129–35.

	74.	 Mevorach D, Reiner I, Grau A, et al. Therapy with eculizumab 
for patients with CD59 p.Cys89Tyr mutation. Ann Neurol. 
2016;80:708–717.

	75.	 Hays AP, Lee S, Latov N. Immune reactive C3d on the surface of 
myelin sheaths in neuropathy. J Neuroimmunol. 1980;18:231–44.

	76.	 Dalakas MC, Houff SA, Engel WK, Madden DL, Sever JL. CSF 
“monoclonal” bands in chronic relapsing polyneuropathy. Neurol-
ogy. 1980;30:864–7.

	77.	 Ruiz M, Puthenparampil M, Campagnolo M, et al. Oligoclonal 
IgG bands in chronic inflammatory polyradiculoneuropathies. J 
Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry. 2021;92(9):969–74.

	78.	 Hafer-Macko C, Hsieh ST, Li CY, et al. Acute motor axonal neu-
ropathy: an antibody-mediated attack on axolemma. Ann Neurol. 
1996;40:635–44.

	79.	 Koski CL, Sanders ME, Swoveland PT, et al. Activation of ter-
minal components of complement in patients with Guillain-Barre 
syndrome and other demyelinating neuropathies. J Clin Invest. 
1987;80:1492–7.

	80.	 Koike H, Fukami Y, Nishi R, et al. Ultrastructural mechanisms of 
macrophage-induced demyelination in Guillain-Barre syndrome. 
J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry. 2020;91:650–9.

	81.	 Hartung HP, Schwenke C, Bitter-Seurmann D, Toyka K. Guillain-
Barré syndrome and CIDP. Immunology of Neuromuscular Dis-
ease. 1987;33–104.

	82.	 Misawa S, Kuwabara S, Sato Y, et al. Safety and efficacy of ecu-
lizumab in Guillain-Barré syndrome: a multicentre, double-blind, 
randomised phase 2 trial. Lancet Neurol. 2018;17:519–29.

	83.	 Davidson AI, Halstead SK, Goodfellow JA, et al. Inhibition of 
complement in Guillain-Barré syndrome: the ICA-GBS study. J 
Peripher Nerv Syst. 2017;22:4–12.

	84.	 Mastellos DC, Ricklin D, Lambris JD. Clinical promise of next-
generation complement therapeutics. Nat Rev Drug Discov. 
2019;18:707–29.

Publisher's Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

1 3

The Role of the Complement System in Chronic Inflammatory Demyelinating Polyneuropathy:… 873

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10072-021-05811-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10072-021-05811-0

	The Role of the Complement System in Chronic Inflammatory Demyelinating Polyneuropathy: Implications for Complement-Targeted Therapies.
	Let us know how access to this document benefits you
	Recommended Citation
	Authors

	The Role of the Complement System in Chronic Inflammatory Demyelinating Polyneuropathy: Implications for Complement-Targeted Therapies
	Summary
	Introduction
	Pathophysiology of CIDP
	Cellular Mechanisms
	Humoral Mechanisms

	Role of the Complement Pathway in CIDP
	Preclinical Evidence of Complement Involvement in CIDP
	Clinical Evidence of Complement Involvement in CIDP
	Genetic Data
	Complement Deposition in Nerves
	Complement Pathway Activation in SerumCSF
	Complement Involvement in GBS

	DiscussionSummary
	Acknowledgements 
	References


