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T 44 S AR ) g A5 A O i 7 1% JH 95 (metabolic
dysfunction - associated steatotic liver disease,
MASLD) , NASH B 44 Sy A3 2 B B A5 AH G 15 4
it % (metabolic dysfunction - associated steato-
hepatitis, MASH) , Ho 4 i S A7 A — Fh a2 ol
It AR JRURS: PR 25 HLJC TP RS 5 AU L 19 i i P
JF™M, MASLD 42K 3 25% ~ 30%, LN
JH S AE ST A AR T Y B 2 J A

MASLD 5 1% iff £ & 1iF F1 2 598 JR 55 (type 2
diabetes mellitus, T2DM) .y X 5 , 3 [] 4 fini ) Bk
B Ao XA 50 2 1 O R 2 A e e 1)
g AU MASH IR 2 s BB 5728 P R E 2T 44k
oA, ] RO s e, 2 4
O 2% BRARRAE , foff B — B 2 W 0 L S 3 4 T B
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Wi o MASHIRYT 245 W) (1 B 3t 25 800+ 4F 18] 1 ek
DLBI e AR R sk R e A 2 A I R g v
# . HLAR 3% [ FDA 1 2024 1 2025 4F £ 43 il 4t v
Fii 32 B ¥ (resmetirom) il 7] 32 #% & ik (semaglu-
tide ) FH T B 2 8 B 241 4k Ak (F2-F3 1) iy AE T
h Ak MASH B 1R Y7 B 7 kA TR
AT A JE I R oK o

I, A SC25 3k MASLD/MASH R SURALE T
THE 5 SR 9T 25 W) W B 98 e, B 7 i MASLD/
MASH J& Y7 2590k $2 412 2% (1511) .

1 54 < B i i AT s K E Bs #L )

1980 4EMF 5 LIl T 25—~ NASH i (7l , & 3K i%
FECE IR bR AR A7 76 BH I IR AR BRI i I 52 1Y)
SNE A HLIRE, 2017 4F 7 K Hi X NAFLD TAE4H
YR 105 52 Sk < P8V A= RR D5 A8 M, DL RS A7
7 PR B PR TN BT 5% | 24 W fif P A% 1 o e

=4V

S5 S SO HE A I S AR A A B A R R AR A

PNPLA3EH
(ASO)

HSD17B13%H

(siRNA)

g

hMSCs

BRI

' ’
. =32 3:13:13 MASLD

THR-B, GLP-1, PPAR-y,

HHRIRST

/ (b SRt SRR )

RO S BT 5 8 IR AR DT X &
NAFLD i FL. 5 . MASLD/MASH i % 5 Ll
W B AR ZE AL AR R L SR S 4 Z2 o i A
AR, DIRAT o B R R D RS &, kAT &
W [ 908 N7 5 80N S B i bR TR
WM« kAT, B AT R 2 Em T E T M-
L e Rl
1.1 “TXRITH"5“SEITH"Fi

1998 4F-“ YRAT o " HIE 1 AR 1 VR R Iy s
PEBEHD 3% B IA N MASLD 19 & 4243l 2 Bk,
S — AT MRS S5 R R AR 5 B AR AE N &
AR B 9 0 SBE 51 H i = B A s 22 i A1k )
FHANFE A2 3 /0 | S SO0 N H- I = g 55 R
e MASLD; 55 — AT il - bR D BEZX AL kS 4k
73, 5 A P A AR 49 L 9 0 PR e i B bR A e
WAL HESh A AR 07 | JRE | 2T 24 10 450 B AR )
MASH % EE, ik 55 ZHEHi & MASLD 1) 3£ ZLRFAE
BN RS R G515, S HR S R 2R
Yy-2 FE3K A I B Y 045 A 8 1 1c(sterol

“HA

THR-Bi 371

(REED)

-

MASH

GLP-1R#k 37

(RIERBEK)

SCD1, FASN, DGAT2,
SGLT2, FGF21, A3AR,
AMPK, pan-PDE, GR

Eﬂ'ﬁﬁﬁﬂi%iﬁﬂ%ﬁ%iﬁﬂmﬁa

v

RS

(v

UNGIE S L) S yA
TR R % B 254

|

1 KB ThREFERS4E BB AR ME AT R /MR 5T Th REBE RS 4B X AR A ME AT 28 (MASLD/MASH )38 77 20 M1 A SR AR L i) R8RSR B . THR-B:
FUR IR B2 1K ; GLP-1R : Ji i 1A R AE K 1 524 ; hMSCs : A H) 708 55 141 s HSD17B13: 17R-F2 5535 [ B iid &/l 13 ; PNPLAS : Patatin £
BRI R4S F 3k 35 ASO : J X SEM AT R s PPAR-y « it A AL 1) B A S 5 W 38005 52 4 y ; SCD1 - i RS BEAili e A 5100 TN 1 s FASN : i 1 R A J il 5
DGAT2: [k 3L H M B IL % o il 25 SGLT2 - 8- 4 W P R %12 5 111 2 FGF21 : 4T 4 4 i A K 7~ 21 ; ABAR : AB i 11 32 14 ; AMPK : AMP-

T AL EE 1R s pan-PDE : 1Z DR —BR S GR M FUMGR Z 7K.
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regulatory element-binding protein 1c, SREBP1c) |-
A A el A T3 DA Sk BN, AT 500 0 5 TR 1) A
B 0 55 X AR S A AT 4 P £ 2R A1 JR R
L3t , S B A INE B Ui 25 IR 7 R 1, n gl
JE W 78V o T 3 I S B S AR 5 R AR S A
T2 REUBITRA Y & R R R, TR
KAk CYP27A1 AL JIE [ AR5 4 (25R ) 26- 4
JIEL [ P 1 3-8 -6 55 05 - (25R ) 26-R 71 4l g AL AR
2, AR S EUF A EE e I N o 2R BN TR
0574 P 15) MASLD 3 Ji S (it 1 397 Ao A B, B0 e o 1)
JHF 40 R B2 2% A A 5 (AU B SR AR BT )V 5
— AT s ET A th 2Rk CYP27A1 fiEfL ™ AE
R BE M T s P AR R S 5 — AT

MASLD/MASH % L 4 52 2 i JBE s b — I
FI 2200, O AT B a2 E AT
YRR I o ZE B IR TG & A R R IR
F JBR & 2R ST R AL R 3 2 K BRI ZR 3K 3l , 1T 2 6 I
AL 5 AR AL I R SR RE S
I BRI A 3R A 22 AL L () 4, G e AL AR
SN H PR T SR A s B0 455, ) 4 Bl e
o E R T AR B ST AR IE , S E T AN LB
fili % 52 75 1F1 FCFF i ( Klebsiella pneumoniae) 1] H.
FEARTEIFNR W A8, #E— 2D RS T il i S AE AR
9 I 2 s i i EE AR T, Patatin FER IR S 45 14
1§ 3 (patatin - like phospholipase domain containing
3, Patatin PNPLA3) . 17p- ¥2 3 2 [ i Jid & 13
(hydroxysteroid-17-3 dehydrogenase 13, HSD17B13) .
5 15 6 8 % B 1 2 (transmembrane 6 superfamily
member 2, TM6SF2) | 54k & O- ik 3L 17 £ fifg 45 44
1§ 7 (membrane -bound O-acyltransferase domain-
containing 7, MBOAT7-TMC4) J% 4 7 Wik i 4 5
[H 7 (glucokinase regulator, GCKR) % 3£ K 1) 2 75
P C IR S5 1 105 T 1) S B R ™ i R B 2 DD AH
RN B R L H AT AR ) — R
o P B 5 AN A S I AR AR A R TR LA K
NOD #: 3 1A %% % & pyrin 45 ¥4 3% 2 11 3 (NOD-like
receptor family pyrin domain containing, NLRP3) %
SiE /NSO | e [R]AG) B AR 8E 14 A E T PR A5, o e AT
0 A48 A, £ T R R A0 L T Ak 5 T 2T 4 Ak A e .
e Ab WA T2 ERT T (Helicobacter pylori) &4y 42
JE 228 3ok B T A o m] s 5 o A AR TR
MRPEN A S 5 R ZHEITE g, gE— 8 m
TR B
1.2 FF-BadhEaEL U

JHF - Y 2 g 35 O 5 ) TR L A

PE AT 5 ST B X ) 42 3 B - Bl ZE L 2 1Y
0 2« W 3 A A A 5 1 e B D B IR, 3 i
- I A 38, A5 e sl i JHF g M A8 1 B ¢
SiE SN, A2 A 0 2 9 1 OB - Bk s " HILTfl . W
AR N ORFF A G &R 40T LT
s B AT 20 TR 2E A, A T Bl e g AR B
i, U HUE A B MR R G o B i At
I T TR K P 5 M 3 ) LA 2 D0 i )
BTN SE N A D= e A S 77 R B =R S SN A
S35 EIE . - R T e Ok R, G0 g 18 pE R R L
SN AT A A e YRR i 4E , AE MASLD
KRR B EEAER . RN AR
S (A 38 g I ) R0 R RRE STy (26 o B ) AL [ ) 1l -
B, BHAE 7 18 N 2590 3 ARG 20 . S B R
WRFEEAFAERT, W BB 2 B Wil 7, B 38 8 B i
BRI, E— 2 BN IR W . AR
Z W] 5TE K AR 2P S A A BN E
A W5 B DE 2 3 (Kupffer) 4085000 . BFIIE IR
B EY R G 3 g AR 5, A BUIR I
JHIE R, HeAh , I 38 R 2 LA 2338 2 52 e IR 7 1R
TG | O Rl A 45 0 A28 (8] 22 on = AR A 4
TR HESIR WP I A
1.3 BERREN S FHLH

MASLD/MASH fy i U1 & i HLl 1 A BT . A
IS o I 2 4 Pl e T Hh =B 8, JF B iR
I ARV AT ORI e 32 5 40, 3 3R B 22 A T o ] Bsf
B TAS M RAE F LLBK 3l MASLD i J 0, g i
TR 1) 7 A R IF FE T BE J2 B 7 728 7 3ok 78 v i DG B
JHE I A i R 105 R 32 222K B TR 07 20 208 D5 3 i
Mk g 15 4 1% (de novo lipogenesis, DNL) , 763 i3
I Y8 A% B A A e b, BB 5 R 2 AR 2 R AR T %
AV, BRI R o B ik B IE . AR5 R,
T APRE RO 5 Y i 1D TR & MASLD S8 25 ATk A
5 w3 N R A R R A RS S A
it v SR B B R AL , SR )5 N DNL, Jf K 5t TH FE T
JE A ATP, 51 20 M 07 33 s e I RIE X476 24 B
I 1 79 &7 05 e BUAR R B b B ke T fl g s PR e e
% [ (fatty acid transport protein, FATP) . 7+ kit
J5 36 (cluster of differentiation 36, CD36) fil i T
JHT 410 Jia Ji55 114 /N 55 26 11 (caveolin, CAV) A 11 g i
fi #5321, FATP H A 6 F 7 A, H H FATP2 Al
FATPS fA1E T HFIE , m I 2 b 20 2x sk /1N Bl
X} i 5 T ) $ B 20 FATP 5 R 5% A i o 7
iF 5 g 15 2 4% 4 7 1 (fatty acid-binding protein,
FABP) 4% {5 iz % 2 2o ki A | 9 o2 I sl 240 i % , R4 7
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Je B2 B-AA AL H Il =R A R 45 L PR R A L B
53 FATP B A I B i A 6 105 1 | P i T 1R
R AL A R TBEHE GG , A B-S AL s H Il =R &
WA, A B s IE FATP5 B mRNA 7K
5 MASLD J B4 8A (G 45 SRR AR T LT 44 ) 5
AR G, R W] MASH i J& 1] 5] FATPS 45 (1 H il
= HR AR E R TR 5 v i CD36 K AR
TR B $8 RN B N e 1z, 0T 32 2ot S8 AR W A S 58 )
T 32 1K y (peroxisome proliferator-activated recep-
tor gamma, PPAR-y ) . Z2%¢ X Z AR I X 32 AR 3
e, I e kB S O s D5 AR Y BRUE
CD36 1Y) mRNA FIH [ i gk 14 M1 5 5 4, 5 T4
S 22 3 R L, B ke L B D5 28 M A7 38 1 R
CD36 ik /K- T [l if #2820 Ak om 1E 3 B
CD36 FR ik (W R T JFF 4t A S5 , {575 JH A 1y A8 v £ 2
1 CD36 A1 H BUAE T 20 i v 551202

CAV G Bl TR Jitiz i FAR T2 1L, CAV iy 24
A CAV-1 1 CAV-2, BITE AR I 28 Ve 28 5 R i 1
S R E R R R IE . AR A D2 (monoun-
saturated fatty acid, MUFA) 15 35 AR AT 40 L 2 )
B & CAV I i 4 i 2 14 58 fE I W1 & £, #fE DU
CAV X a1 ¥ B B 11 192 #1455 T 200 B %) #7300 A A2
HEER®E, 55 B, CAV-1 5 il S {d R
/INERT MASLD /) BRI %) 56 PR 2 5 135 11 R B Jed 22
5,2 H CAV-1 AT 175 MASLD /s U 56 A 11
HRER, MR TR T 4 M A= 47 2 e 2, Ko B
20 o 5N E A S 0 OGS S A By . PR, A
JL A R LA R AR S Y AT BL B R Wl
HMIEERR D7 R AT DNL™T, A, 76 Rg 17 A5 W 19 7 5
A7 D7 T A A T s TR B SREBP1c
Fax K AL A W) 50 T 1 45 & 5 H (carbohydrate
response element binding protein, ChREBP) ifi
it bR R 7 A R DR O % Ao DR s 7 O
2 WA 0 AR D7 A= R TR1 R 2R, H 0 3R B 2o B DNL
AJ e 2 4T 0 I P H il = 5 P 1 o s MASLD ()
KRB,

2 KB XRE TR 6 7T R R #t
k)

U5 P JFF 90 38 7 180 % SR Wt o i /U I JEE A U7
DURR P R % Z AT B A ] A B, HR T
B A 195 07 AU 00 A B S 28R SR 2
Jrifi e AT 7 AT B R R LD R A S
R B L DA B ATY 5 TR 58 UE 52 1 IR £ b S8 511

2545 B C 7 S5 e R A S Y, R AR 2T 15
I B 12 475 2 2% fi MASLD (1) 8 5 F B, Ifs PRAJF
8 R, 3 AN O X WG 2 B IR R
MASLD F8 5 (R 17 15 2 G2 A, b g R £ A A
B R RE T, 25 i MUFA
FIVHEL R G 7 R L 18] B 0 P AR 1 5 B AR B K AL
Wy LEAT R B ke B AT g 5 R BRI AR S 7K 192
1 38 A Az s RE I I IE H I =R BRAIRR A&
i e i VTN S R e A /KO-, 0038 SR RE (2 it
e BpARIHE, e PR E T AN R PR OR B
RS PEIRITHE I , Q259 Pk B M P 55 45 P T e
259 5 A I AR SE G B B T o5 A4 BN L I AR
FIIMLRR 5 £8P P AR S5 5 T 3 ok BEL DA T 4
N 53 W0 S LT RE B N AR IR AR A 2%
fife JF N W0 7 1 RN 2F 4 AL B2 . X F R R A
MASLD FAE JrEAE A9 8 2, Do 8 - ARt 02 —FiiR T
J73. AT RS A 2 EAE MASH B Ji 2 2K 1Y
HEGRIT T

FEZ5IG YT 5 1, R B J B MASH 1R
25 (R PEE A PRE, FCRIR 2 B 32 & (thyroid
hormone receptor-beta, THR-PB) i 51 7] & H i
MASH &7 i 5¢ B A5, B BE B s THR-B
/IR IR AV 1 I N NV [0 ol v I E U | L
2024 4F- i 9% [ FDAJILE [T i B LB 0, 5 —
A AR/ NG 5 1 e Bt THR-B B8, 2
IR E R MASH BT 25 . MAESTRO-MASH i
55 (MASH Z w0 (BEHL OBUE | 28 5506t B8 39911
PRI ) W7 : ] 80 H1100 mg # 5 25 8 B 1697
120 HJE % F2 8 F3 21 4k 4k i) MASH /& # 3
S 25.9% F1129.9% 1) f8 34 S MASH 22 fif: (A8 1
GRIFN A 9.7% ) 5 M 76 FFEF AL k35 Jy 1, 5
24.2% H125.9% 1) 84 T 27 e fb ki 20 — A
BL (AR 2 N 14.2%) %,

2025 4F- 3¢ [E] FDA it 7 Se 46 & Ik TR 7
EREE AN MASHIE A B H , 25N T
MASH 3 7 JiE 1) fi = 14 25 A K 1 (glucagon-like
peptide-1, GLP-1) Z A& 2 . I PRAFFE s , 7
EHE K 2.4 mgHEE 1K IGITF 72 8 ,62.9% B F
MASH 2% fift H I £F 4 fb JC % 4k (22 B 41
34.1%) ,36.8% T 4T 4k Ak iie 5 H G W5 I 46 oA
TE (2L R 22.4% )19, Ah, Bk AL TFHF %
By B i MASH i 15 25 ) = 243 4 A2 5] - 50 1) -
LN & A 70 L 2 o D (SN =GB | =
BFOGTIE P A i S5 20 R m] SEAS 45K
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3 RiEXAEHERTRERRIRIEAY

Tt R 6 O T, S A 2 WiRYT AN
AN JE LAk 3% MASLD/MASH I 48 [ B K T 55 91 2 9
K. T MASLD/MASH 20 K % £ H & s AL
A2 7%, P — 2 M DL T 2 Uk A R B
fiE o PR, 38 D75 20 e HAT BT L AR e A i 25
Y. BATHE TR RIBL] A S, 9 AR
¥ RAE/IE AR TR B 5 S
3.1 &=

£ MASLD & A= & Ji gy it 2 - A S 8" #%
O R, TR 55 R A 7 A A R 9 A G 1Y
SR IR
3.1.1 PPAR

PPAR J&: % I 2% 22 18 S 10 1) g 177 TR At Bz i
T, 2 5% R IR A B RAE 55 100
e PPAR A o B Aly 3FhiV AL, ol A 3= BAFAE
T JF I - 42 1 B 54 R -, 38 AT BRI
AL H 3 =B KSR, PPAR-B A S 5 IR I iz
Ak, S 50 0 @A A UY B IS Ak R R B
4. PPAR-y fER T b i 1 R ik , 2 58 5
YL oAb R B AT ZOR R R R R A R
KBS LM, PPAR-y s # B R %
P2 R NS DI RE , 5 e 240 ) 1019 B 3R Bk
PEBO BFSY R 1, 25- 5 YA 2 D3 @ ik 4R
% D % {& (vitamin D receptor, VDR)-PPAR-y {55
T A MY A AR Ak DT s/ B AR i

BIRFL 2, 23k MASLD g i 28k , 78 MASLD iR 7

BV TR R S

$i Je 2% i (Lanifibranor) /E  — & 10 ik 2
PPAR a7, HATZESETT I NASH I IRAF 5T, 1
7E 1l b B3 NASH B 55 1, )€ £ 14 1 200 1800 mg
243 A 49% F139% 1 8 4 S MASH 2 i H 41
Ak TC AL LR 40 22% ) |, [ B 48% Fl1 34%
BE AL 2= A 0E 1B B H MASH T %L (4
BRI N 29%), v %31 4L (Saroglitazar ) j&—
Pl RN E PPARo/y i 87, 28 PPAR-a i 5
A, Rl HA v 4 PPAR-y S8 706 4 . % 10 T fifi
BLXT B s PR32 56 19 Meta 23 A1 8755, 10 B 4% 41 4L
4 mg 4l BT AT I 2 B AR A AT FUTFRE B, 9k
# MAFLD 1, MASH i & i A8 A (i i 7 26 1%
AN AR ) 1% 25 & 76 BLEE H TR -4k MASH 36
Jri, Ak, PPAR -y i 3h 5 i #% 51 Fil (piogli-
tazone) X MASH A %4 , (H H A 5z [R T PPAR-y
KA BN . PXLOG5 14 Sy 4 1) i ) J e

Xof B S G R, X5F MASH 117 3545 ik Ak 47 i AL 4B1 (5
W0 T PPAR-y = AE R EIVER , B BTG AR 56
7.5 mg PXLO65 3% 40% MASH f 2% 1 AT 27 4k 1k
BB LR N 17%)
3.1.2 % B2 X Z{k(farnesoid X receptor, FXR)

FXR J&—FhIH BR800 B A% 5% S5 7, 78 JIF T
PRV o FXRER T E MR G %, i85
BT T 2 R 9 SN, A IR K i i
fiy AV B v R DGR S, FXR BB o] 43R
AR AT A ) FXR B8 AR IR B A7 A 110 285 i e
FXR 3037 | AE 85 4K FXR 38 sh 70 F1 H Al FXR i sh
. INT-787 J&—Ffgr BUIH TR FXR #4307, 7] sk
D JRAE FNEF AE AR 84 1 IR /B oG A ek
WP DIRE, AR R TF R A AR 1Y 2R [ B FXR 3 s 1
ARV i (fexaramine ) s PCIE 2 (Tropifexor) , E
TR T G SRR A8 AR A €0 B 7 7 BRI R IR 4 9 S
47 BLPC AR R AE — T X MASH (B 1 BidL £ b
O BUE R IR Y I a/b B AR5 v, AT
S\ 2R AR T g 105 2 RN 45 TR e KT
R0 380 751 A0 PR R RS, R (5 1R FXR gl 1
N4 4k 45 (cilofexor) (GS-9674) 7E 4T % MASH %
() 24 JEIOUE e bR 0T BRI v, a5 25 s D e i
FERR T &t GE R DT AR R T AL R e,
3.1.3 THR

FH PR I 0 2R A U b 412 3 i J5i i 0 R ALk LA
e DN, 2 il R e 5 28 Soatt il b 542 5 0
[i1] 9 15 P FAT/CD36 F11 FABP fit) 36 ik , 112 k7
5 0 T R S A JHF 440 B I st 8 45 40 At PN B D i
B, VP H i A LR R RN 2 5 B AR, HUIR AR
3R 34 A R Y A A S R T SREBP1c i
JIE X 52 4A& .ChREBP #il PPAR-y #ik5, THRf%
THR-o fil THR-B 2 # 7 # , THR-B = %40 4ii T )i
JUE , 76 B 5T AR ik A v OGS AR L RT3 0 R AR
% A B A A ke 0 PR AR O R 4 i D TR AR
AT W S AR 9% B 56 35 B VR i £ PE THR-B
S C B 9% B FDA LA R T MASHARYT , ol il s
AR LU B B R BRI £F 4R Ak, B R iR T
MASH () 3¢ B 3% $£5°°7, 75 — 3K THR-B # 3 7
HSK31679 (i 365 & 115 A= 4 ) vl 3 o 40 546 2 bl
BeAb ok R 5 i 18 A B A LAk B 5 742 1 L i
1 26 B o 28 Ok e 5 U 1T B2 HSKB1679 37T 1)
T A 25 ) S TS A A A
3.2 gAML iEEs

J i AR 5 A S 1% Tl 7 A4 5 JHF O O TR R s o
FE U AE R, LT R K i & MASLD & A4 FiLR Ji
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PG . AEAEBRAETS , S WS B A R LB
(acetyl-coa carboxylase, ACC) Fl I i iz & 1% i
(fatty acid synthase, FASN) % 3t [ {i it T JJF (1)
DNL, 1 AMP-7% {2 1 % i (AMP-activated pro-
tein kinase, AMPK) Fl1 [A] 75 fis £ iE] i 3L 4% A% g 1A
(carnitine palmitoyltransferase 1A, CPT1A) ] &=
SRR IR E A, AL T3P . 7R EDIR
BT,k HF SREBP1c #i#iG , % M ACC .
FASN J2 i Jiig ik % /s A 25160 F1 g 1 (stearoyl-CoA
desaturase-1, SCD1) & & Wi i 2 3k ; — Ik H il
Tt 5L %% 7% W (diacylglycerol acyltransferase, DGAT)
IS 9 =T ) SR 2 21 % 5 [A]FBR T 1R B- AR A 72
2 B a3 A AR A T SO I Rl B OK 5 HEAR
ok B A BE JBT 5 | J AEAR I IR PR S5 X 7 98, 2 T A
HEE 0 [HE A T LR A0 M 7 Ak, 9 Bl DA HL 4l
PR 105 5 1) B J0 PR I 9 FRF£F bk Jg . 26X
S G BR  1Y A% 0 A, E R Bt MASLD/MASH 2
P A BT AERE A
3.21 SCD

SCD1 & HWEAR 5 A= A SRR R BT 48 Ak )
PR 3 ity , fE L0 D7 PR 5% Ak MUFAJE BCH ¥l = g A
JIEL [ BETRCY, SCD1 3 ik 5 S Jr 228 il =
ARG I/ B R PR R, DA SR T B R4 i AN
WA RS X AR H SR b B A T
12 i) 2% B W (aramchol ) J&— 7l SCD1 #43
R0, AT g kO S ) B VR 98 RN 2F 4 Ak I
g I AR i HLAE —T00 6T X MASH & rBEAL |
XU V2R R 1 bl R v, Sk ] =2 B e
400 1600 mg i35 1 83 RUAR NI TEAT R MEF4Efk
H g 4b + WA KB B2, A939572 & 7 — Fhik
e SCDA il , & BB FE S i SCDA fl i 1
FEAM NS 195 152 2 MUFA B9 25400 R0 2, 3 1] ol
Wi SCDA HYALIEFE T A8 HE, E6646 & —
ok 0 SCD1 #l il 71) , 713 ik SCD1-ATF3 {5453
% 300 2 ) B 7 A B A A RN RIE R 5 B 5 T L&
fie . 35 I = A i B /N BRI i T A8 4 L JHE B AR
SRS R,
3.2.2 ACC

DNL 1% B2 3 A0 B 2 2 ok 4 1l A % £k R TR Tk
T A Y RS A ACC 1L, ACC A 2 f
W HY : ACC1 I ACC2, ‘& AT THMJ I INE i g B R 11 45
BN AL 38 1 S AN A e AR e AR A
R FEOCHEAE S, i 5R R T, ACC il 551 T i A2
T AR 2R A B P B AR A, ik 2 P 4 T 44
UL ) ST R S T 2T AR AR, AE AR I TR 750 A i

F rhiE F 40 ACC F1 ACC2, i 115 745 1 7 Jir 1445
B, Bk B 4 i b B o HE AR A1, ACC T
B2 e i o= N U K (T e R DR
ND-654 J& —Ff s AL (14 JHF I 5 v ACC il 741, 3
1A ACC W R AL A, 41 il /i DNL F1 HCC 1Y
g e i & I f S A4 i 1 (prolyl isomerase
NIMA-interacting 1, Pin1) J&— il fifi & it = #4 il , ]
it S ACCT A BEAEH , il ACCH Bz fk 7k
SE-, WA 30 4] AMPK/ACCA {5 5 38 8% i 7% |, 42 ik
MASLD % J& , #£ 7~ Pin1 7] fig J& MASLD [ # 559,
Clesacostat 1 j&—Fft ACC #ll il 1| , 2022 4 % 3k 2
[ FDA PRk 3 8 9 4% , TR 97 R4 4 e i
MASH &35, Hili R I IR Ee 25 R R :63% ~ 66%
B ST MASH 4R H24F 4k fb R 7, T
Clesacostat #ul {5 | & 1Ly Him —E e, 1
DGAT2 1 il 771 ¢ FH A AN BH I8 2l 36 0 Al s AR 22
U/ T ACC il ) B A R b B H IR =R 2
LY H H AR B A B4R T Clesacostat 5
Ervogastat 5 F (1 lif PRAFSY
3.2.3 FASN

FASN J2& DNL & 12 H1 () —Fh il , B i 2 2
FE A A RTINS LA A 00T 5 Ak R —Fh g
Me——FERTRT? . 24 FASN AL AR 1 i A i iR ot
BF 233 MASLD 72 < A% il R g 2 75 A 2R A
UG B E IR, i R R R i & T
JO7 3L AR R P A IR S RS A AR B
J IV, 3X & MASLD [5] MASH % 75 [ ¢ g ] 209,
E A, Ao e 2 L 42 0 T 400 B R P 5 e 4
NLRP3 % M /IMA , #E 30 I HIE 5 4 S 07 A 2T 4 Ak 2t
FEre7l - FASN il 7] TVB-2640 7E 41 % MASH i
Z 0 N alf K%, TVB-2640 25 #1150 mg 3%
FEAIG T SR 2F 4R AL A5 B AR I AR 20, WIS s,
JIFHE FASN Bt = g3t 1 2 B2 i % 4 3% 1k (melano-
cortin 4 receptor knockout mouse, Mc4r) % [A Ff
1 /1N B9 MASLD F1 T2DM, {H I o Bl 36 25 B 4K £
M 3%/ LAY MASLD 11 T2DM, 440 i T i FASN
J& MASLD #1 T2DM f RS FEIG IT A Mg, M2 408 I e i
R A 5] % MASLD #1 T2DM A fig A7 A [] () 5 0 77
Ak, FASN 4 5 %) STING jii f& BAT B 2 3 /e
FH AT sl A ML it 5 5 | 72 149 P53 473 /0 BRUA 8 RE 11 JoT
FLZe,
3.2.4 DGAT

H i = EEAE A A7 RE ) Bk UR A2
JfLrf R HE R R A AE T e AR S R
SR AR . AR H I =R A Y AL
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DGAT ¥ i i 1ok 56 g Ak 21 — /6 H- i LU Bl H-ih =
JiE™, A\ZA7EAE 27 DGAT W7 : DGAT1 #il DGAT2,
DGAT1 ey (kR M UGS T 10 B s IR 4ohs
TARSE 5 T & A AR AT, M DGATT 2 B IR AR ot
A, S B A BE N R E A R AR HE T 4 AL, A
(LN N AR E =2 ¥ TR S L (iR | IR R o 5
RN B T80, A X T DGAT1 H i 2 5/
FURR 5 2 2 v B 7 2 1% J BT £ %6 , DGAT2 3Rk T
HA IR S 1ER2 . DGAT2 AU 5t H il = ER Y
R G B, 38 AT P AR R T IR S i H il =
PEU, DGAT B2 23 Ml B 18 1 A6 A T e AP 448
T M I 00 T S B AR RS S, T DGAT2 S 2k el > H
=W A B R DNL, DT B AR B 7 AR RE,
DGATA A 55 i 475 3 AL T AH O 2 1 AR B AR IO
B4 in DGAT 3 M A 2 Hlh =BRSS5 68425, BiF
SR, o w45 DGAT2 5 fdi Ff DGAT2 11 71
HRIE N T P T e S T £ b 7 L AT BHL 1k
SREBP1c i , e 2/ fig 195 1R A H It =85 1k
3 DGAT2 1 il 370 35 97 Jig s P i 4 HE 17 5 #L
e, YT AEHIE , DGAT1 Ml DGAT2 il 57 Bk A3
7 T A 2K T A0 B AL 3 IR s HE AR, O BEL A5 B
DR P A2 27 4 AR g 422, DGAT2 7 551 Ervo-
gastat 7] ik B T H- v — 5 1) 20 28 5508 A7 00
TG 7 HE RO 8052 R HECY, TR AT X F2-F3 M 2F 4t 4k
MASH & & 1y Il 16 R g0 v, 5 4 ] DGAT2
HI 7] Ervogastat Ak 2l = L5, A ACC #1551
Clesacostat J& 2 /7] i (150 mg Ervogastat +5 mg
Clesacostat, 300 mg Ervogastat +10 mg Clesaco-
stat) ik F| T FEA g, 3 7L 4ELTEEE ,ACC
IR T B8 A H I =R 0T i DGAT240
il 700 A 105 fi R 9O, 55 8k, Ervogastat 1y L
5 e b B ) THR-B i 36577 Resmetirom H %,
i Ervogastat 5 Resmetirom B¢ & h FH 7] fig &
Ervogastat it PR HI 8 75 [7]
3.3 GLP-1&{k

Jok 14 7 25 W 23 0O JIE £ DN, 17 i 077 7R
A SE S S A R AR A R YRR R
HEHCIT , [R5 23R TC A R e 2 I U 45 MU 7 1,
SO 5 g I R 2 H v — R ) ok 1 AR BB T
i MASLD, ifii MASLD & Ji€ 3 43 3% fk 9 & 2% 41K
P, GLP-1 fE o 40 il B A e 22 ' HE == 1R
A B8 B B A DT B R R i GLP-1 42
PR LA S B PR U T 2519 . GLP-1 3 5 0
AT | P I R AR AL R T AR A |
oD U N NG D AR R RN AR RE K AR . SE ZE IR IR

(exenatide) J& B - i) GLP-1 2 1A ¥4 3h 7 , 76 O IR
R 2 MR TS T L I 4 X AR 1) R
T A B AEUAE T VA R D A A DG SR PR 3 ik DT
B3 MASLD. F 5% fi /5% 3 SE705 kil it 5 Wint/B-
R P15 538 #% (Wnt/B-catenin signaling path-
way, Wnt/B-catenin) , 4 5 P FE Ik FABP1 il JH-4f it
A F B 3k, AT D i 7 22 7 Hep G2 4 it 15
R i R BRSO GLP-1 32 438 3 5] B 7 6 ik
(dulaglutide ) £ % MASLD 4 31 T2DM £ & ¥ Ifs IR
IS5 R B R, B 11K 0.75 mg Fl =697 12
J& BRI BRI 218 1 A R 2 1
2 TR, HLB SV AR 7 A R I (A
FIE R RS, T GLP-1 A2 4438 2 7] /) 55 4 6 G i
miR-5120 i % 22 fift T i 105 22 1, B i b riv it
FHT F2-F3MATLT 4k MASH Ji B A7, iE
— PSR, A SEA% S KT T i T 9 ADAMTS
1 2(ADAMTS-like protein 2, ADAMTSL2) Fl 4
BEMEAL 5 1 (aminoacylase 1, ACY1) & 1%k . b
JEAHLEE I EE Il (antithrombin Il , SERPINCH) Fil %%
JE%E 1 F (apolipoprotein F, APOF )& FH#1k, L&
TR AT A A AH SCBE R 3R 3K DT I 9 iR B AR LR
SiE FI1EF 4 Ak 38 [, S0 ST T U R T L
MASH K HAF 24k, GLP-1 25814 Fl hir 4 ik (li-
raglutide ) 7] 3 if 381 #% % K+ EB (transcription
factor EB, TFEB) i 42 11 19 Wik - 17 il 145 3 o Ok 2% fit
TG 7 721 , DA T 76 MASLD #5584 v fig 33 1w e i
JoT B

Efinopegdutide (MK-6024) J& — il GLP-1 %%
1%/ w5 1A 25 22 44 (glucagon receptor, GCGR) XL
FIENH), © K155 [ FDA $ZT A0He 8 18 %A%
FiR97 MASH B4 . BUA 1 a 1 IR 1 56 5k 9%
(Efinopegdutide 10 mg/Jfl 5wl 35 # £ ik 1 mg/f
b 4, % 2234 97 24 J& ) &/ . Efinopegdutide
(72.7% ) TE AR ERR D5 25 5 5 T OL T ) 6 4% ik
(42.3%) , HZ2 A4, HET5AE T 1 b il R 5
BB 2 B K (survodutide ) J& 5 —Fh GLP-1
ZRIGCGR X HE # sl 7, £ X MASH i W AE A9 I
I IR 3 30 45 AR WoR , 5 &2 BN (18.2%) AH 1L,
83.0% 1) MASH i\ £ # #% 5 Survodutide 777 5
T T MASH 1 35 ks %2 B v 1 I
PRI B, &3k v | 5 [ R R A 5 i 1 9 12 s AL e
25 W) %M IN B o B R IR IR (tirzepatide) & —
b GLP-1/% 75 #4442 JiR & & £ K (glucose -
dependent insulinotropic polypeptide, GIP) XX =
TR, LEET 4 MASH 4 91 F2/F3 101 iT 2 44k
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BFBENL I B R b, 232 88 1 R T
BRI BK (5,10 #1115 mg) J497 52 i , MASH X
LR YEAL 3 WE U HE BT A T IR e sk D2M 1Y
MASH /&, H kb WG R B
3.4 HftFH#E R

A AR 4 4 A= 4 - 21 (fibroblast growth
factor 21, FGF21)2&{) %) Efimosfermin alfa(BOS-
580) F£ — I B AL XL 2 B 7% Bt PR s o,
X} MASH f1: F2-F3 B 2F 4k Ak £ 3%, 5 {4 1 vknT]
3 A0 T T A I T A, A AR SR K A5 7
o MASH 38 97 B9 W A8 J7 2% Efruxifermin
(AKR-001)1ER 55— R K3 FGF21 258, TR
7 MASH S H A 56 25 2 4k AR AL, 2 22401 8 ~
4. d, SRR R R RS, 7R B F2 3% F3 41 4k
LB MASH (5, 20 24 G I7 oCE T IF&F 4
I T MASH , J2& & 7E BEFL G R
Al %G MASH 5 [ B TR AL Y 2459 ; 3K 36 [ FDA #2
T BYET X MASH 38 L7 6 R o 38 3 0 A% A28 1 1
Ik, HErA T I AR5 B B . Pego-
zafermin (BIO89-100) 1 J& — Ff K 2L FGF21 25 1)
Y1, TR 97 MASH JU 2 A 4 v i B T 41 4k 4k
(F2/F3 1)) Fe AV BT R AL (F4 3 /3% . 14t
MASH & Ji i (14 1| b 1l PRI £ 6 7R : 27% B
27 4 Ak 35 s, i Rt 4k 7% . Pegozaf-
ermin EL 3K 35 [ FDA 2 7 () 2B PRI 7 1 e KR
7 iyveas , B ar e T I R 56
BB,

HSD17B13 7E i o A v e DGR T,
S IR AL 4 MASLD % J& | i H HSD17B13 7
MAFLD & & v &3k B, oo 2 — MR A
iR S . B AT, £ HSD17B13 # 25 JF & 1Y 24
Yy R 2L P F siRNAYT YL [H/Nr T HSD17B13 41l
il 70 BI-3231 S5t 78 T 5T MASLD/MASH 1) %
JIUETS 1 = Az R H B A o & W] 4 (montelu-
kast) £ — I B HLXCE | % et 3006 B R v,
UE S AE 5 25 PR AIE MASH fE 5 7 S i 4 T 0
I I 2 038 R E A AR S ORI £ A A 5
KOV 7R o 6 F R AT R AR — AT MASH 958
WG

72 Wi 2 — 5 ¥ (pan-phosphodiesterase, pan-
PDE) £ MASH 697 A, A% O AL ) 2 38 2 7]
it 400 ] 2 Fh PDE S &Y, 4 =5 40 Jd 9 cAMP F1 (&%)
cGMP K-, W T B[] 98 45 4R E 5 &1 4k fb i % .
pan - PDE # il 5 7] [a] i 411l #] PDE2. PDE1A.
PDE4B .PDE5A %5 2 AW R, 43515 M AS [R) {5 53

B, PR PUAF AR RGeS 2 R )RR, W
pan-PDE Il #1 3] ZSP1601 75 Il 11l A< i 56 v vl 3%
T MAFLD & & 19 T 2 6E AT 7 & & Fi 2 4
1k A3 iR ¥ 5% 1k (adenosine A3 receptor,
A3AR) & MASH [ 7E 48 5, AL 3229 Jehi &
545877, vl T A F kB (nuclear factor kappa-
B, NF-xB) {5 53 % , 175 3 4 AE 4H M I8 T R sl 2 JH
IEAE o anEFE M ASAR #3)1 5 Namodenoson 7
1 3011 AR 56 v 3 3] = B, ] 1) o A P R AT
VA 2 R e S i R A B IR e R W /K-, I st T 4%
i | e AT B I i R A EECOO AMPK B A R 2
MASH (4 ¥ 75 5 5, AMPK 385 %) HTD1801 (/)N 5E
el fE 2 AR IR R 6 ) 38 3 T AMPK A ] NLRP3
SAE VAR, RS I AR R R 2 R AR I ) R
SR . HTD1801 7& £ X} MASLD 4 71 T2DM & &
19 1 b T PR 5 v S 5 R AT B I 35 1, 228K
BB IRH T 5 MASH 41 2122 R5AF 2038 A1 56 1) 521
PRUERT I b, BEREPENE R B AR 2 AR T R —
FIELERE K MASH IR T , ansk T 11 b il IR
it B By B 9 Miricorilant AT B 33 [ I AT 5 B 15

A~E1.[108]
[==ER o

4 KA XA R RS T4

ORISR o 0 | o e R - P P Bl ORI E N2

WL (A AR RO B A AR BRI, LUEE B
A Z W HBUAR T, 5O o e 40 ML D) RE IR YT 7
oo BRGS0 G T AT AR R T P RN
B, 2017 436 [ FDA Stk 42k o it A& 90 2 K
T (chimeric antigen receptor T-cell, CAR-T) 4 Jify
J7Uk bRl R FLIESE AR R . P CAR-T
S HLTT AR MR SR YR T T B ), 22 Tl 5 4
BT BTGB T ek e, IF B e 21 H Aty
BIT S BT SR A LT VE S, T ALY o
PRI PERGE PP R G0 LN S S 5 16 97 I
TR RS . 2021 AT RS A AT AR IR YT I
A A L IR ) RGeS gl T Hils PR v H %
&, 48 T 20 AT ] T T RS M B A A G
BT S 45 22 ol DXL BT SOHFRE ARG 97, 8 IS A

(OEREREN S i i OIS R 7 N N1 e OO i 1
T4 B S S 5L PR [) 78 5T 41 i (mesenchymal stro-
mal cells, MSCs) %", MSCs & —2HA5 £ ] 5
A VR RE Y T 4 B, EL A ) S A A L i 2 20 A5 531k
M RE T, AT 4 Wh Al s PE A A N Ak I R AR
PRS0 i 20 2L A R A 1B 52, ik B e iy
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EH . 2T MSCs BAy iy 5 H LB RE T,
HoRIETZ A IR ¥ S AC BR[| TEIR YT
MASLD/MASH J7 i B A R KW 1 .
4.1 MSCsi&f7

MSCs 1E 2 1 4t 7 325 (4 U 240 i SR 5, 72
A 56 K A g L M e T B OCEEVE T . F
5% W, G i 41 225k 5 i MSCs (adipose-derived
MSCs, AD-MSCs) % ## it &t 3% JIT iy B F i it g ot
R, A B T MASLD (138 % , DT 2 4 JHE I O 4 4R
FHI 5 A 4 21k IR 19 MSCs (umbilical cord -
derived MSCs, UC-MSCs) 1] 2 3% MASLD Jf i %
db/db B4 R i /I BRI AR 25 5 Ak T REAE R
MASLD & Jf T2DM &4 i feiny 7 T B, WF5E
KW UC-MSCs 1 i} 3 2l 3% T2DM /Nl MASLD , 7]
fie -5 U 7 JH 2 2 I A i 2R R S R
iEAHJEME, UC-MSCs At e A R8I iR B 75
SN ERACE . MASH F£F4E 4k, , 12 4 FH 38 4 J2: i
b IR 2 5 2 R B B BT 1% QB R 3R 5K 5K
BT A W5 2R, UC-MSCs il i 15 T A
AJ 6% MASLD [ i 5 28 14 S e A LT 4EAl , iX — i
T 2 18 i3 AMPK-mTOR-TFEB {5 5 i #4415 i1,
B 5& MSCs(bone marrow-derived MSCs, BM-MSCs)
SR AR B B 38 28 B2 T R B A 1) R A 1T 2% £
R IF MASLD /)N B IR D 28 7 , X #35% MASLD
BAW M, ehh, fi= [ W AHCEE K] 5 (autopha-
gy-related gene 5, Atg5) ) MSCs 1] i 128 il i JH-4
Jits A4 K X7 (hepatocyte growth factor, HGF ) 73 i
H M3 MASLD, #271 Atgs 5 [H &1 ity MSCs I fiE
JE IR 97 MASLD /Y 87 3t £, I MSCs i/ J7
MASLD {EA53RAWTIE

MSCs T 9 UE S R R4 I e 32 B i v e 1)
1 AR IPLE] A TE R . B RGE , A &l
K PR B IR T 41 it (menstrual blood-derived
stem cells, MenSCs) # #i 7 = 5 Tk & 15 5 1Y
MASLD /) USRS v i 25 0 i SR i A 7 D et i o
R, E— 2 22 2148 75 (186 (ring finger protein
186, Rnf186) -2 5 MenSCs jA4 T MASLD (1) !
PN T, Rnf186 i i AMPK-mTOR 38 % I8 77 %
ZPHERINR BTAC T, Rnf186 Sk W E | 1 =gk &
55 14 /0N BRUIBR I 25 ST B T U 4 26 0 0 B o X
S HZE 2 HGF 86 2 o MenSCs 43I 1 G
K 7, BE B K AT IE b Rnf186 3 ik ; it = HGF Y
MenSCs 7E 7% il 1] MASLD /)y B TG 7 ol % 7 255
MR FT L 2. %W 5E ~ MenSCs 734 1) HGF i
i i Rnf186 &35 M 1l 72 MASLD & #5 £ 47 1

FHERAE 1797 25k |, If- 42718 MenSCs 1 Rnf186 1]
RE R NIRYT MASLD/ MASH (18T Br ol i 7,
A, MSCs ] LU izt 5 AL N | B 45704k A 4
FE A M | G AT AT AF AL AL 2 2F 4640 0 48
82,1 FLIG PR - MSCs i n] i 43 7 ME (extracel-
lular vesicles, EVs) iz ARSI 3520,
4.2 FHAKIER EVSIATT

Hh ik (exosomes, EXOs) & 4l fitl EVs 1) —
i, R IR SO0 A 2, N5 45 1 B . RNA . DNA 4%
A E VR, R AR W B AP IR H 4
Wh 5543 W UL K N 43w T At 1 H Ay 115 B, DA
FRA AR S TH BR A0 AR R LA R At 200 i 1) R 285
] 38 {5 4 # 2 Dy pet. ©F 52 & W], AD-MSCs
EXOs fit i & W52 A Wikid i, I 72 MASLD L1341
A AT B A R AR MASLD (] B ™
JH R B A Jre O 1 s S D e, i — LR s
AD-MSCs 41 4¢ it (ADMSC-EVs ) i i 1% 1 71 £F 4
119 miR-223-3p I J5 #1 il E2F 1 2k 422 MASLD
&, R 44 miR-223-3p () ADMSC-EVs 1 fig
i MASLD ¥ 7R 1R 97 1E #6127, UC-MSCs EXOs
i 1 miR-627-5p 1 il I Ji: AH OC 35 PR 2 18 18 1 i 4
Wl ARG BT A8, W8S 4 0, AT SE 28 MASLD i
2, UCMSC-EVs ¥ circ-Tulp4 iz i% 21| 41 i,
Ik RNA-Tubby #: 2 1 4 (circular RNA -Tubby -
like protein, circ-Tulp4) & JH- 2 i w41 il 5 o P A%
WERZ AR 1 Clo/B-7K fif g 45 #4 1ll£0 5% 25 19 6 (hetero-
geneous nuclear ribonucleoprotein C/o/B-hydro-
lase domain containing 6, HNRNPC/ABHDG6 ) i,
AT U /0 200 4 7 2% i MASLD 45 -1 IR s , A
T8 3o 1R YT 40 AR T ) MASLD & I pE PRI 1R T 2
HE T B R, Sy PR dkiE , MSC-EXOs ] i i
miR-24-3p #I 1] Kelch ¥ ECH 41 2% 11 1 (Kelch-
like ECH-associated protein, Keap-1)1{5 5 % &
FEFFIEAR B/ 29, MSC-EXOs i@ id T 8 NLRP3/
Caspase-1/GSDMD i [t i 3% MASLD 411 il i 41
JLAE T, 22 W8 PR il BF B8 71 40 B 1) MSC - EXOs
(pre-treated MSC-EXOs, pMSC-EXOs) 14 1 %
FIPE T, FEB 43 B B2 A T 3ok S Ak S A it 1
(peroxiredoxin-1, PRDX1) , i% 4% 4 3 ¥ pMSC -
EXOs X MASLD fyifiJ71"*), MSC-EXOs S
WK G W 3 0 IR o R 3R S 98, 44 v B
M2 S AL B 1 At A W i 4 LA S B AT S A 1 i, O
I/ 1 R I AR DG bR kR BE PR 3Rk, #7R MSC-EXOs
55 MRS i 36 A A A R X6 S I I AE &% MASLD/
MASH 75 I B A7 7% 1029,
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UCMSC-EXOs fig £ &4 ik 2> JH- 41 it H B 5t it
L, JF 0 = BB K B 175 T 0 R 7 AR 4, AL AT
FIE 2 38 2o 5 /85 I A AR 4 2R 1 R 1 (calcium/
calmodulin-dependent protein kinase 1, CaMK1)
AN ER R S IR S Y e i)
MASLD", MSC-EVs £ Z R T AT, i 1 15156
miR-31-5p AT 1 il J- W3 248 Jf 7™ A= 19 o/ INBR AT A6 A=
KN B3Rk, i BH AT MASLD i & 3 4 57 i1k
&5 5 28 i 45 el 2 B I BIL IR & L #2718 MSC-
EVs 1] i 1 I - i 4l )i X+ T2DM 4 3 MASLD Jf- %
JE", A, MSC 4% 4 15 5% 3k (MSC-conditioned
medium, MSC-CM) #IA K & % 55 70 W A+, fig &
BHLUHRE Z WA B YIRe . PRI, K EBER
£ 1) MSC-CM ] 8035 5 i TR B 5 1Y ¥ 23 AT 1)
% %) SR 7 728 1 14 30 0 1 2B, MSC-CM R
TP AT I BR TR MASLD B 1
B AR YT 7 B0, B2, MSC - EVs 7E I8 7
MASLD/MASH J5 It it it R 4FFip 5o,

5 Rt XEMIERINERBTEY

YT HE Z RN (I HSD17B13. PNPLAS,
TM6SF2.MBOAT7.GCKR % ) (/)75 5 e 22 5Pk
UESE 5 MASLD/MASH 1 & A= % Je 3 VIR 5% | i3
RGP 52 8 )2 T UG B e

HSD17B13 K 58 78 Je 53 (1) T fig i 2k AT
P02 1 S 2 i, DRl A ] HSD17B 133k [H 463k
Al BB &R 97 MASH (17 78 J7 75 . GSK4532990
(ARO-HSD) J2& — il SIRNA, & 7 1% £ 1 Hb 17T 2k T
4 g v HSD17B13 mRNA 3 i5 , M ifij A% #1178
HSD17B13 Ly Gk 2 A 1A i 22 21 1) JF OB 3500
Il R B 5% 7% , GSK4532990<200 mag i i 52 14 B
U, % W3R 97 MASH 2 4 {k 8 & nl % A% I IE
HSD17B13 mRNA Fil i [ 33k, [l i £ Bl 3 2 iR e
WK OF F % . GSK4532990 11 ok B K #E i)
HSD17B131) siRNA 254 , i i 9] HSD17B13 %
ik, B7 1 MASLD 3% 3 MASH DL AFET 4k,

B LAY 315 72 5 (rs738409) 5 5 PNPLAS
155 148 {3 7 52 2 TR B FF it 20 R A, J2 i g 1 A2
PE RAE EFLEAL AR AL KT T A G BE T A H i
# . AZD2693 j&—Fi il X PNPLA3 mRNA {1 i It
B R SCSERATIR . 76 | IR T 22 vk 3k 1 77 o
W5, AZD2693 % 4 P AT 57 M K4, ml AR
MASH 27 4i: fk. 5 # T I PNPLA3 mRNA 135 4 /K
S, I 1E PNPLAS 148M 25 16 45 o7 K2 [H] 4l & #5717 2

P ) AR e AP PP I i 7 5 2192

ULk, ION224 J&—Fh g Xf DGAT25E K 1) ik
B ] P R SCSERZ AT IR , TR AR AR B B . FE—
TiUEE X MASH B I 971 R K55 H, ION224 60,90
1120 mg i, B H 1 R TSR 51 85, B
TR ARUPE RAE /NI A ELAT A AR B 15 11 Ak, R
ION224 i i) [z XA S 4 il DGAT2 ] g & —Fh
B MASH JRT7 SR I 1) .

6 HIESRE

MASLD/MASH & ik — > 22 1 2 bR Rk
08 LR SRR AT AR R R R R AL A 2
E LR B AE R RE 2 DIAHOC . )4 MASLD e ¥
TR BRI AR (H B RE R S MASH, it 1iif
RN R INTRG . MASLD/MASH 167 04525 1%
J7 2R 8 B et fig A 3 o iR I 2 U
i f AL MPT e e e i 259 . Hoan, 4t A e X
MASLD/MASH iff i i Htt i T 2 Fp 254 . D Hi 3¢
B2 it 35 [ Madrigal Pharmaceuticals 23 ®)HF &
() —Fp it £EM: THR-B a7, 35 [E FDA T 2024 4F:
3 Atk IRy A A R A e A4 4k (F2-F3
1) #9 3E BT 6 1k MASH B¢ A % 5 B EMA B2 F
2025 4% 8 AL ifE 5 o [ i 0 E r ik il ok (B R
2026 -3 H ). @ wl FEA S K - J& % Novo
Nordisk 2~ F) Bl % ) —Ff GLP-1 32 /43 sh 711 , ¢ [
FDA . F 2025 4 8 H It i FH T4+ i = 5 8 T 41
Y4k (F2-F3 ) (1 3 -5 1k MASH R B 5 193R
J7 5 Kk % EMA T 2026 4 1 H 30 H # A 4 144t
#E; H E NMPA 12026 42 3 H 3 H 2 Z Bz H i It
YN SV T

It A, 2026 47 3 H g LR B 2 4 A BE & 1Y
HSK31679 i iE 28 NMPA 44 A (S VAT i Fih
&) U TFIARIY MASH B35 /BN ENE A 9A
G ST V1) THR-B BN 7, HSK31679 17 2 4E J&
SV ARAR L e 1A A MR AR ik 3 ey
ASMASH JaY7 2541 . [, = A B0k At
#E T T2DM AT 19 PPAR 4238 3 77 75 4% 1) 4th 4
(Chiglitazar) 1F 7€ #i & MASH JiT 21 4 4k 3% 17 iE , B
AT 1 3090 PRI 5 S R - 22 18 JAlIR YT 5 . MASH
SRR & 3 R I 27 AR AL AR DG A8 A 2 2
TR BRILZ AN, I 2 Fh MASH 53k 25 4)
7138 A ARS8 R s 7, £1 35 PPAR %
5 \GLP-1 Z 1k sh 7 \FGF21 254 . THR-B #
)  FASN 30 F1 DGAT2 ikl 145 . 5 ob, Jik
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#F1 MASLD/MASH &THIRLEZS M RIGR | /I i = EEHZEY
ESLYE S ESL B ML 4 55 I PARAE 37 S W22 B Bt E =N
fe2#ihy7 2% Resmetirom THR-B #3) 7 A F2-F3WIHTLT LML MASH  HIEifE -1l (3,34,56-57]
NS
HSK31679 THR-B i zh7 AT F2-F3 AT £F Ak i MASH Il 391lf PR [58,134]
LON:
Semaglutide GLP-1R J#shiH P F2-F3WIIFA4EfL i MASH L L1l [35,92-93]
NS
Efinopegdutide GLP-1#1GCG XUZIKMTF] 145 F2-F3WIFLF AL MASH Il b IR [95]
NS
Survodutide GLP-1#1GCG XU IAMBF]  fA7 F2-F3WIMFLT Ak iy MASH (Il 7R [96]
NS
Tirzepatide GLP-1/GIP X2 A3 s 1 A F2-F3HWIATFLF 44k i) MASH Il 331lf PR [97]
LN
Efruxifermin FGF21 2514 A F2-F3WIIFAF4EAk il MASH Il Bl 1R [100]
NS
Pegozafermin FGF21 2514 A F2-F3 I £F Ak i MASH Il W1l PR [101]
NS
Efimosfermin alfa ~ FGF21Z:{bl4 A F2-F3 T Lr4fb iy MASH |1 b 31 IR [98-99]
LYNGES
Saroglitazar PPAR-o/y X2 R 55 A F2-F3WIATLF 44k ity MASH I b 3911l IR (EP [43]
NS B e E)
Lanifibranor 17 PPAR 32 {4 7 P4 F2-F3WIAF£F A Ak i MASH Y1 IR [42]
INGES
Aramchol SCD1 i AT F2-F3 AT £F Ak i MASH Il 3931lf PR [62]
LON:E
ZSP1601 pan-PDE #1715 A F2-F3IFLF 41k ) MASH |l b 31 iR [105]
LN
Namodenoson A3AR 57 A F2-F3WIIF L7 4Efkig MASH 1l b 1l A [106]
NS
HTD1801 AMPK 3375 7] A F2-F3 AT £F Ak iy MASH Il b A1l IR [107]
43 ToDM i 3%
Miricorilant PR GRIETT R PEA F2-F3HWIATFLF 44k (1 MASH Il b 311lfi IR [108]
LN
VAT GSK4532990 HSD17B13 LA (siRNA) {14 F3-FA WIRF£F 44k i MASH 1l b HIlG IR [131]
NS
AZD2693 PNPLA3 %:[X (ASO) A F2-F3WIFLF Ak i MASH Il bWIlf IR [132]
NS
ION224 DGAT2 3K (ASO) A FA-F3 IR 44k i) MASH 1 #31lf PR [133]

L PNES

Resmetirom: %i 5545 % ; Semaglutide: F) JE4% - ik ; Survodutide : % 5 ik ; Tirzepatide : #/RIA K ; Efruxifermin: K& 4 J: B ; Saroglita-
zar: YPE A& 4L ; Lanifibranor: $i7J€ >%3# ; Aramchol ; i >% 555 ; Namodenoson : A5l ¥ s HTD1801 : /NEERK A& 2 S AH R £ s THR-B: HR
2 B M FGR21 N 4 Al AR K K F- 21, GC G : [ LB 3R ; PPAR-odly : o S AL W BB AA S 5 W) T A2 1K oy

BVA YTt & —Fh SR g , PNPLA3FI HSD17B13 5L
Jr& e b+ I o A R

H AT EE % MASLD/MASH B4 Y7 J7 22 i e 11
7 RUMRIRA B, A3 38 A Wl 2 43 I R 75 oK, 2
BE XA TR 9% B B AN [ BRI A PR IR 7 )
Rtk . MASLD/MASH By & ik HLHIIE 7 52 2%,
FACHEZE AL L E N 3 L A B i S I A 2 TGl
BACEUWER, BARAE S AT RV B iR T2
AT - EALFE LM, (1A X

MASLD/MASH Jiig 51 #8 82 K H 8 748 1y 8 U1 43 —F- B
A AR, MASLD/MASH [ 47 1t 5 5 & H:
2 2% 1 2 s ML BELAS: T AT 1 TR0 i 1% 22 e Il
IR¥G AR, 38 V175 ZE0F & HLA B Ll A 250 0 25
Y. 4% MASLD/MASH ()T i 5, A0 45 {5 A PR
TR T A 27 3 1) SR S R BT A 3R (1)
P AR A C#E 5 . @D PPARs . FXR . SREBP-1c,
ACC % g AR AH JCHE 15 ; @ GLP-1 42K . AMPK
AR A SR 5 (2) 28 E X f B R YT A
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@) NLRP3 % JiE/Mis ;@ CASP8 il FADD £ 1~ i
5K F . Toll B£ Z 1K 4 (Toll-like receptor 4, TLR4)
1, CCR2/CCR5 % iz i 41 i ; @ b E K I 7
a(transforming growth factor-a, TGF-o) . [ 4 fifs
% 6(interleukin-6, IL-6) .IL-1B \FGF <54 it [Al -+
H A (35530 B AH C S O AT 5 5
W 1 . TGF-B/SMAD i % . TLR4/NF-kB i J#% 55 4
it 5 £F e AL A SCHE A5 5 @ TREB 2R (AR SE i [H 755
F W5 5 2 R 1R ) BE AH DG HE 1 s B A T 2,
PRDX1 &5 & fL N i s A5 . A, i A 45 -7
% B B [5) % iz 2 1 2 (sodium-dependent glucose
transporters 2, SGLT2) il — Bk HE B 4 55505

FE XS g e B T AT THR-B AT GLP-1 4 55
CA M E TR 254 A0 e R0 s i B PRI R
vE— Ik PR¥GIE . L Efruxifermin , Pegozafermin
Fi1 Efimosfermin alfa AR 1K FGF21 254014,
J&7R T R A B PR 5%, JUHJ2 Efruxifermin £ 4
A FEBE AL B 50 7R T 4 MASH 53R 1)
JF B Ak 1 245 4 T 4 52 DG o T DA ) S A% IR AR
M GLP-1 Z k3 gh ), ol s Pk EIEHZ
AT B3 0% MASH B H 2T 4 Ak i ahRe MLk
# ) GLP -1 25 W) 0F & () £ 0RO T R R L
GLP-1 %Z{&/GCGR XL i#% 3 | Efinopegdutide £
R AV TR OE R 105 25 07 1 AR T W) A% 8 Ak, i
JRIA IR A B A 1 1 A EL = MASH 28 fif 5 5 iF
21 ik i EE YR A GLP-1/GIP XU i sh7 . 1Ak,
R P SRR 0 B A , B 22 B3 5 Resmetirom L
K Ervogastat 5 Resmetirom B FH A TEE X,

AR T T ORE ML A9 25 A e e 3
A T X MASLD/MASH i 137 IE A0 87 25 fF %, #8
Pl ZEBIF 245 4 6 1 R 56 rh ik, 1 B4 %) MASLD/
MASH X Fil 2 4 &2 Z g BUERAE , B — 0 15 259097 7%
AAEME LA S B A T B o, PR By ik o 2 i 2
Pk A 25 8l nf FTE M . % CCR2/CCR5 #5471 71
5 FGF21 25 Bl 9 5k fE P 7] ok % MASH 12 21 2
b, 38R T 2SI R IR T AR 2R AR, AE— T
£ %} MASLD 4 3 T2DM 3 i BE ML I AR 56
TE £ Pk SGLT2 41 il 77 Tofogliflozin #1 i #%
PPAR-y )7 Pioglitazone & 1497 5 S 2447
AR LG, B AL I 20 2 (A AH I = R KRR,
JE R 2 1 OB R 3R RN A K 7 24 7 [ B
BB R EE N, FEALOUE 6 R R IR T
7~ , SGLT2 #1141 57 Ertugliflozin 1 PPAR-y i 3 7
Pioglitazone 43 51| 15 4k 4= % E 1k H1I6 97 MASLD &
JF T2DM &3 |, H 2GR Y7 B 4F 2l MASLDU e,

[T, 25 900K FH 3 v 22 g B 23R 7 Al el R 1A R
SN, U5 R E PPARa i 3) 77 Fenofibrate BXH ,
AR AR S A2 FXR #3071 Cilofexor 5 ACC #111 il
71 Firsocostat 5| & FH i = Ea T+ =0, teah, i &
£ X MASLD/MASH [ SUHE 55, 5% 22 511 157 245 49 2 fiff
H 22 F BEAL ] A9 BT i 4% . W FXR/HSD17B13
P75 #) (FXR 4 3h 77 -HSD17B13 11 i 571 ) 75 £ Fi
MASH #5278 rp & B 5 3 16 1 2 4k (EASE N
— PR H BT MASH 25 1R A #5504, GLP-1/GCG/
GIP = K& #% 3 77| Efocipegtrutide (HM15211) , 4t
X MASH i Ji i 76 I R T A | 3 R 5% v Gk oR
BETFRL, Harkh F IR B . Sz, AN
S 25 W I B A 0 BT & 2 50 05 25 ) e 4
MASLD/MASH J 1l H A7 5 21 R & X, T RE 24
J& MASLD/MASH Il ARG ST SO 2580 A& 19 77 17

i X MASLD/MASH £ 4 32 21 1) 52 255 B il
S BT PERAE , A 25903697 J7 R0 & A R 24
PIia T i S AN R0 S 25597 AR AN 2 DA
e MASLD M0 21 2 Ak 5 i LA b 700 By o 221
iE KA . KAV T 2 BRIG K1 MASLD FAFIAF 5% %
B - B T 2 4 AL ) BB AR &, JF H 5 T2DM %
YIMH G, & MASLD IIfii PR 45 J5y FAE T e i) = 220 57
T R RS E IR E D — R R A LB R S
B 32 I T OBUEE AR R BT 2R 9T L R AR R T
MASLD/MASH 4§ Jif 9% i/ 97 F 98 h & 52 K .
MSCs AU EA G I8 5 B R Rk FIIE i 41 21
A TRE BB R A0 AR A AR A
92 JEL PR I B 3R TR RE O, T H B MASLD/MASH
AT BV AE PR MSCs M HLA 4B il A0 42 0 75
PRSI AT B -5 T A AE T, REIER Bh P 5 T A
R MASH SR, O #2 5 20 i AH BAE
T T A FH A T 40 (04 12038 o 200 i R A Ifi
TR SRR B A i 45 ), MSCes il 1 HE [ 22 Fif
53l fig CELFE R AR AR L RAE A AR L 9 T )
7 S ANEF iR 5 ) SR T 8 2% MASLD/MASH it Ji
R

AT AFBF 58 W, MSCs 7 2k 3 AT 2 i Al [ fi%
MASLD % /™ 5 F2 B 7 T HAT W 2730, T
2T+ MSCs #4377 MASLD R 5, AF 57 3 BH i 1 14 4
T4k B (38 5% b 2 T B ) 5l MSCs 47 i Rl 2
T, AT S MSCs IRE™ . B4R MSCs mI 43k R 4%
Tl 40 g 2 R D B i S R A 208 B R P Y IR,
AR 28 P O PR AR 348 2 & G H L, H MSCs J H
EXOs 7£ MASLD i 97 Hh H A 1R K 1108 (B A 7
PR RN HE TR T 5 W LA e AT 1) J) PR AN 1
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SEPE . HAREE @ XA TR IR MSCs 157 550t
A7 4 TH H A3 A, e I LA AL R G 2 5 e e 4
WA EAELE] ;@ Jinas MSCs 3 85 Fl 18 12 5 B4R
HEAL , DU DRI 7 30 — SO E RN T SE 1 @) B LA
W B I R R AR Y 3, B2 i T i PR35 DA A A H:
SPROME e, B2, BZE 202643 [, i JC H 4%
£ X MASLD/ MASH 18 i AE (1) 41 L3697 25 9 itk A
B2l AR B B sl At BT . MSCs Y SR |
M 22 Ak DL R RGBT O 28 (A AR AT 2 3 K 4k
fi% , £1 XF MASLD A MSCs J7 15 38 75 B 2 1Y SE Al iff
FERNIG IRIAE . R, 4R 22 R A58 MSCs K Hi4h
BV VR FHHLH T4k MSCs (1 R IG Y7 7 %6, LA
M3 MASLD KAH SRS IR YT T b B,

25 LTk , MASLD/MASH 15 Jy 4> BR o 7™ 8 23
R () 0, TG 9 19 P R B T 2 IR 1) R
LY K IRYT 7 SRR EE F A PR, 3 AR R I R
TR T HA AR08 BRAIL AN S P RRAE , B —
A 55 25 A DA S IR 4 B SOAS TR 25 R
N A Z WS Y IR AWE R B E R, AT,
MSCs I H:A71 4= (1)) EXOs £ i MASLD/MASH [
ANGIT T Beali i ARG T #h se /R 1 R AF 0 F A5
EATS 5 B8 Z2 (ML I 2 R AT R0 E -

1E3E BUHR : 5K SCUE S TTRIRE S 1F s 3 R R AT ) £ 5% 50
TR A B 3 (11 AT 00 3 M R 8 SO 4 S

R 2500 52« T 15 3 7 1A SCIRAT Al A 2 o 2
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Mechanisms, targets, and therapeutic drugs related to metabolic
dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease:
the status quo and challenges

ZHANG Wenijie, YUAN Lili, WANG Yang, WU Yihang
(Institute of Drug Evaluation and Cellular Metrology, Department of Pharmacy, College of
Life Sciences, China Jiliang University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: Metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease (MASLD) and its progressive
condition-metabolic dysfunction-associated steatohepatitis (MASH)-are posing a significant challenge
to human health worldwide. This disease is characterized by high prevalence, natural progression, and
complex pathogenic mechanisms. In recent years, the incidence of MASLD has been increasing.
What’'s worse, its progression to end-stage liver disease can impact the patient’s prognosis. Despite
the two drugs (resmetirom and semaglutide) approved by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) for this indication, therapies currently available fail to meet real-world clinical needs, ameliorate
such symptoms as the advanced liver fibrosis in MASLD or to prevent the occurrence of major compli-
cations. In particular, the personalized treatments for the MASLD with different pathological characteris-
tics at different stages need to be made available. The heterogeneity and complex pathological process
involving intertwined multiple mechanisms of MASLD make single-target drugs ineffective for all related
cases, pointing to a pressing need to develop drugs with new mechanisms and new targets and to find
new intervention methods. This paper reviews the progress in the pathogenic mechanisms, intervention
targets, and therapeutic drugs (including chemotherapeutic drugs, cell therapy drugs and gene therapy
drugs) concerning MASLD/MASH in general and chemotherapeutic drugs and stem cell-based thera-
peutic drugs in particular. This review also analyzes the issues and challenges facing chemical drugs
and stem cells and their exosomes for treatment of MASLD/MASH, and asserts that the combination of
different single-target drugs or the development of multi-target drugs may be the priority of research on
MASLD/MASH. Mesenchymal stem cells and their exosomes show good prospects as a novel means
of intervention or a supplement to clinical treatment for MASLD/MASH. However, its heterogeneity, sta-
bility, long-term safety, and reliability of efficacy need to be verified.

Key words: steatotic liver disease; steatohepatitis; target; pathogenic mechanisms; drug therapy;
cell therapy; gene therapy
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