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Abstract: Nonalcoholic steatohepatitis (NASH) is the leading chronic liver disease worldwide. NASH is
commonly associated with metabolic risk factors, including obesity, hypertension, and diabetes. Hepatic glucose
and lipid metabolism disorder, bile acid toxicity, oxidative stress, inflammation, fibrosis, intestinal dysbacteriosis,
and susceptibility gene variation are involved in the pathogenesis of NASH. Drug development for NASH has been
slow, this article focuses on the clinical research and development of several promising NASH drugs and their
mechanisms, such as drugs targeting gut-liver axis, improving metabolism, inhibiting inflammation and fibrosis.
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Figure 1 NASH treatment drugs currently in phase II and phase III development and relevant mechanisms. NASH treatment drugs can be

divided into four major categories: drugs targeting gut-liver axis such as FXR agonist, FGF variant and GLP-1 agonist; drugs improving
metabolism such as THR/ agonist, PPAR agonist, ACC inhibitor, FASN inhibitor, SCD1 inhibitor, DGAT?2 inhibitor and SGLT1/2 inhibitor;
anti-inflammatory drugs such as caspase inhibitor, Gal-3 inhibitor and CCR2/5 inhibitor; anti-fibrotic drugs such as LOXL2 inhibitor and ASK1
inhibitor. NASH: Nonalcoholic steatohepatitis; FXR: Farnesoid X receptor; FGF: Fibroblast growth factor; OCA: Obeticholic acid; GLP-1:
Glucagon-like peptide 1; THR: Thyroid hormone receptors; PPAR: Peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor; ACC: Acetyl CoA carboxylase;
FASN: Fatty acid synthase; SCD: Stearoyl-CoA desaturase; DGAT2: Diacylglycerol O-acyltransferase 2; SGLT: Sodium-dependent glucose

transporters; CCR: CC-chemokine receptor; Gal: Galectin; LOXL2: Ly

syl oxidase-like 2; ASK1: Apoptosis signal-regulating kinase 1
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NASH A& AL T R 56 (86 10E 6 i PR i3 i BY)
A2 A 22 B AR U NASH JH IR (RUBERFEAR
2, NN SEE Kb IR 2D B %), AR 4E A AN AL Y
A 4E T > 1 %, NASH A H AL . X AR
NASH #H 56 40 19 1 PR 56, 475 8 13 LA PR 45 JR
ML ST, (H S5 R GE 2 TV PR X5
HIEVRTA R —, W4 00E > 1%, NASH A
WAL Ak, S8 AR A 2 B EE L
FOVFAE I AR G0 7 A 2 56 0E B B e 25 it ks B A
T BN A hR EVHE AR R I IR . Tof)
AEbs E Y, S5 PE R R AR A OC B 1R A T &
EiFR N L AR AN NN XA AR -G SN DR B
g B KU R A B Tl (homeostatic model
assessment of insulin resistance, HOMA-IR). [l i %5; 5
JH JEE 288 SRE /453 493 FH 5% 1 A7 TR 280 R 2 B2 %% 72 I (alanine
aminotransferase, ALT). K [ 14 R IR AL FLN (aspartate
aminotransferase, AST). 41l i /2% 4 18 (cytokeratin 18,
CK18) Jr Bt%%; 5Pt I 4 4 A AH o< A I 4 4 A DU
R 3G 3 AT 4T 4E 4L (enhanced liver fibrosis, ELF)
X~ NAFLD £F 4 4L 17 7 (NAFLD fibrosis score, NFS)+
TIT Y A Ji2 J5L N 3 5T K (procollagen type 111 N-terminal
propeptide, Pro-C3). £f 4k {t, -4 45 % (fibrosis-4 index,
FIB-4).AST 5 il /M i1% (platelet count, PLT) LLAE $5
# (AST/PLT ratio index, APRI) %,

B2, 5T HERFIE AL NASH G R VR, -3 & 06
HERT BT K FH G BB R AR IR R R4 A 12 R MR R
AR PR I RIS B B, 2R I 2R 2 B AR A [
I 7 IR 15 LAVPAl X L] 22 B AR A S 2 51k IR
gh )R 2 R — 5. XN TE L NASH B 25 &, L
g GRS, = 22 R OICaNdR bR AR 7 84 R
2 $EmEBA-FFE A S
2.1 EFeEE X 3K (farnesoid X receptor, FXR) HE5

FXR 72 1% 52 14 1 52 1t 1) B D3 22—, 78 i U R /)
Jiop v v FE R0, HOR AR A& 9 IR R (bile acid, BA).
FXR 7E 15 JHVH B8 & B W 02 IF I 1 26 2 5 i
JR R SR G A DG R R R DG E Y. FXR L
)77 AT 38 ik fip 20 R E I R 7 TR A P eSO IR AR
L JIE, FXR B0 5 7T 5 5T U/ 5 08 = SR AR Ak A
(small heterodimer partner, Shp)~ it 41 g %[5 -¥- 4 (hepa-
tocyte nuclear factor 4, Hnf4) 5 3& KA B4, 00 AT
JERE B2 A R G 24 2 2R PASO KR 7 W5k A i
1 (cytochrome P450 family 7 subfamily A member 1,
Cyp7al) 555K B 235, 00 BV R & U, I L%
{8 7 B A H yi = B8 (triglyceride, TG) & i i i fiff
fig Bt 4 B a 2% M0 A1 EF 1 (stearoyl-CoA desaturase 1,

Secd 1) 1 1 H i 19t 5% 7% 1 2 (diacylgycerol acyltrans-
ferase, Dgat2) Fl Lipin 1 [)Z&3%, MM 98020 B AN R0 IR
R =R & . £l FXR IS & AT EiHEE
HE DR R 2T 4 4 i AR K PR T 15/19 (fibroblast growth
factor 15/19, Fgf15/FGF19) [f]3 15, FGF15/19 w] 43 i
L, 28 ML 30325 JHE 10 i [R5 w4t RV BR 1R 5 1, AN
T 96/ i T I o R A

FXR MBI AT 53 NG, — K2 B A IRV ER 451
HI4L &%), T Intercept Pharmaceuticals Bff /& 1) B D1 H
2 (obeticholic acid, OCA); ¥ — & N H A HT IR 45
) B A [ B2 2540 & 9, U tropifexor . cilofexor. TERN-
101.EDP-305 fil MET-409 %), OCA{E&45# 5K
SRIRYT R A AL AL, B SIN T — > CEE L A, LB
FARME VTR H AT 3 55 Y FXR 3 208 . 2016 4E5 H,
5 [ FDA 7 26 {1 I ide vtk 5o B 798 97 B R MERR v 1
B/ 9%, IX Ll T % 2 4k R B Intercept A I 25 32247
FXR 2 s ST . OCA 7E Il R B AIF 72 vh v] ek 25 92D
JIE R A B N i K B R 1) 5 B, DT 25 ek
T8 TG KA [ B R M. OCA S A EREE — Mgk AT
I PR Y NASH VR T 259, T He BTl DR 20 A A .
7£ REGENERATE Iifi K I 1 fF 52 ofr, ¥6 97 18 A~ I,
OCA & 2H 1 23% () &SI 1 A 4E s > 1 4
H NASH Ak, 1 22 A AU 12% B 85X —
bR (P=0.000 )",y 97 RCRR L. {H OCA & 5 3l
R R R R, O R BOIC IR A A
(low-density lipoprotein, LDL-C) FF = Al 5y % £ Hg & 1
JE[E B (high-density lipoprotein, HDL-C) B#AIk, % &l
& OCA I& ] 5 50 s 28 2 I D e Ak, X Rl OR IR
il s AR . 2020 4F 6 F, FDA A2 OCA HIR 7L
i A T VA KUK, 8 28 3t dE A TR 77 NASH 3l
I £T4Ek . 2023 4F 6 H, FDA FRRHEL | OCA H
TVRYT NASH 5 2 (1 JFF- A 40 T 28 440 00 37 25 /i iE, 42
H 75 2 58 K B U7 1 i R R, DAAIE B 22 4 1
A R ME, Intercept [ #4847 B IS IE T NASH #1245 0F K
FRIE B BRI

H T PR EE OCA HIAN BN & BAT IH TR 25 7 3
Oy, H AT LE B R Al R FXR B3 713 5 OCA 45
KA, AN BAT R [ B 2 54, Ay B REAE DR BRI R Al
FE T FAERA R B, $EEEY) (Terns Pharmaceuticals)
'] TERN-101 J& — Fft 58 2 i) A JE VR FXR #3771, 1la
1 PR B0 2 7% TERN-101 3877 AT & 25 PR (K ALT
1E T1 (cT1) 5t PRI 18] F0 8% 3 9% e 8 - ot 13 52 g i 70
¥ (MRI-PDFF), X} LDL-C M FL B 8 4, H 2t 2 3
By & FE A1 HDL-C B#AIC, Y697 AH A R A v i /v
FEU FDA 4% 7 TERN-101 3577 NASH 3 B ) $R



HRIFELLAE: AR PR 0T BT 9896 9T 29I R AT A ik fee - 3531 -

I I P AR N E . EDP-305 th % 387338 FDA Pk
BIE RGN E, AL EDP-305 3K JEHLH L OCA H 47
M7 3L, W2 T BURFES A R )3, Enanta 24 7] $2 {2
1k 7 72 J& ) ARGON-2 #f 5, ¥ 1M T KBk &6 97 7
ZM, Metacrine 2 &) ) MET-409 7597 20 &K AN B X M
J7 AR IR I L, BT & kA kI H
FIBF &, Gilead Sciences B & ] cilofexor i 2 Jik /1>
NASH £ 35 (1) Ik i 17 248 P B 2B 4k Fa b A if 37 AE
TR KE, T AR 2048 I £F 4 46 AT 2 P; Bayer #F & 1
tropifexor tH 7 & 3 o 3% NASH o} £F 4k 1k 4 21 A%
6P, cilofexor & tropifexor 1 Ay #2455 77 NASH Y 75
HEAR, IR e AR T

J¥7 18 FXR BUE J5 ] 15 5] i AR i 1) 3 18 7= AR
FGF19, FGF19 e % il i 197 2 s b S 2E, 38 5 g iy
PR AL ABE IR & Rk, TR IRV R & AR AR A .
FGF19 2% ftl # NGM282 (aldafermin) 1 NIDDK i
NGM AWl 25 5 7 G AR TF A, o] 35 BRI g 195 2
B oG I D g, H I TIb R IR R AR Bk 3 32 ZEIm R 4
R RS R R 2R,

M T FXR B B Z AV 2= Ui Re, 2T FXR 51
NASH /67 iV AR Rt D& 4R, 1IX — R4
H Ak e B, (H 7 AR R R SR AN R B PR i) HEAE
I R R, 25 52 B3 ) FXR B30 77 OCA (1) E Tl
U P OCE 52 FDA B 46, 1 45 R AR Ak 5 1) JH At 50 3k
FXR 3030 70 FH A 77 A2 B I 97 38 & BEAR A R
N, e RS B U M BRE R YT . BFFE N LIEAESS )
U X B 25 ) I 4R B B B IR T 7 &, LA R A
22 BREMMAERMIK 1 Z4F (glucagon-like peptidel
receptor, GLP-1R) (515

GLP-1 3 2 i 1] figg #1485 i 7 1 L 40 B 0 6, o
L B iE ORI S 4 218 GLP-1IR 45 &, il K — &
GRS, P8 R B 2% 5« B HE S 2R L B AR
BEAC U 2035 55, GLP-1R J2& B JR 3 470 35k 11 ol 24 3 A0
GLP-1R 7£ JH I H 5 0 B AH O BRAIC, AN T Bk i 2 1)
%45 % B, GLP-1R ¥ 3h 7 v] DL ok 2 Fh g 45 o 38
NASH 5 ) B2 23 22 kg AR, 32 S ) 2 ok 4 A
L BRARPE A ML 2T 2 R G 7 1 SO e B 3R U
k) B Ok g A A8 MR RD 2 RERY . H AT 2 A GLP-1R B3]
AL HEN NASH e R 56 i 725

F LR AL (semaglutide) #& Novo Nordisk 2 & fiff
KK GLP-1R BB 711, HI 11697 A 2 ROBE JR 9w e
JETRE, TR H AT 75 £ I R ok A8 SR 4% 32 097 2020 4F 10
H 30 H, FDA 2 T JLi6 )7 NASH 1 R B PEIT 1L B 4%
FEVR YT NASH FIAC L VE B 4L 2 2 | semaglutide BE 2

IO TR TG 0 2 A O SR R I I 48 A, (H I
KB EUEF 4. Novo Nordisk A 7 &7 H H 5
3l semaglutide FH T JF JH- A5 44 14 NASH 1) 11T ] [ fr 2
WL I RS . (A3 — 2172, semaglutide 5 FXR ¥
) 7 cilofexor J £, Bt 4l i A ¥2 1L 1§ (acetyl-CoA carbo-
xylase, ACC) 111l 7] firsocostat ¢ Fi (1) TT P 26 ik 31 1
TG, T A RGP R R (liraglu-
tide) At % 038 NASH &35 1 1T E 41 21 %%, 75 2 % lira-
glutide ¥4 J7 19 B 3 v, 39% [ R 3 7E 48 N IA #)
NASH 2 fift, 145 % 2 R AR T I B EHILE T 9%. 28
M, 2% B 5, 2235 I B 5 22 BRI 2H O i 35 7%
5, #&75 liraglutide 1 25 &b 0] 5855 9 2 A K,

B AR UCHE fUMN 22 48 T VA AE#E 9] GLP-1R 22
Gb, 36 BE )R I BE 2 2 4 (glucagon receptor,
GCGR) [ 7 %] B MOBME B 5 2= 2 Ik 2 4K (glucose-
dependent insulinotropic peptide receptor, GIP) /- § K
{55 M. 202346 H, Merck A #] A4F T H GLP-1R/
GCGR X 5 # 5l 7 efinopegdutide ¥4 77 NAFLD (1] Ila
A AR5 45 3, #H % T GLP-1R $8) 7ll, efinopegdu-
tide B A HCK 1 ML - 38 0, PR AIC A6 35 I U I 1D 7K T
[ % 8 N B 2 . Eli Lilly 24 & [ tirzepatide /& — Ff
GLP-1R/GIPR XU H a5, 42— B9 Ja 70 i, 5k
FH 22 B ) B8 2 AR B, Bl tirzepatide 26 JH 1) # 5
NASH #l 2 [f] ALT 1 Pro-C3 % 4 ¥ b & ¥ B & 4
iKY, b4k, 2023 4F 6 J, 25 83 Ji 36 (B BE IR % 2 2
Ai 1 Eli Lilly 24 & ] GLP-1R/GCGR/GIPR = = #5171l
retatrutide 7& I B AT NAFLD v8 97 1 (1 11 HA 1 PR X 56 %
i, 52 BRI AR LG, BTA 7 & 1) retatrutide 697 ) 2. 3
DR/ BT I A 195 7K SF- B2 NASH A 54 ¥ ks B4 (K-18 Al
Pro-C3).

ST, GLP-1R B0 7I7E NASH LR YT Hh i
1 H S I8 77, AE G R 07 A 2 198 5 2 U IR
AR T TR A 2, HLAE S B ek 110 R A
HHAZ 2RI — B H . N 2 BB FR 7 &
5 L BLAR P T 28 < JET 2T S A S A A A FD DR
i, T fE N 5L 2 I G 9 B2, GLP-1R B3l 5 nJ
FH T 28 8 3 1 RO AR A TR T, B R R R
AiET7 3, TR EE R R S, G Nk B B
3 HERHHLAGYES
3.1 B BRI ZE Z 1 (thyroid hormone receptors,
THR) #E57

THR {445 THRo 1 THRS, ELARIX 4 Fb S Mg AR 75 K
Z R L R A RIA, (H THRS & 75 FFE 3R 08 1) 32 22
& 2, T THRa ££ O R % i I8, BT &
EAFHL WA, f 20— BHAES D HRKAEE
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THRAE B VERIAG A YD, T30 97 A, (7)) 4
PO E B B R R B THRA R 45 & HUIR IR
RT3 T4, B — NS E A, AR5 454 2
DNA ) FFIR i 8 3= Wi B2 7¢ /F (thyroid hormone
response element, TRE) >R 4% A& & A8 L 5 )5 A 1 45
A HE A Y ik . THRP 8 3h 751 ml DL i 28 H0 4k 3
AE, (kAR 7 B2 S A A0 A B A, AT 980D JHE I IR o 4
L A2 E TR RN [ AR, IR I S AH s
P ARE VAL SEIB, 980/0 fe 2 4  i, FRAIC 2F 4E A0 AR
KEAMA RS, K, THRA B 3h 7 2 % 7% £ F
JH WA 388 2% >R Y6 97 NASH HI3# 77

Resmetirom /& Madrigal Pharmaceuticals fJf % [\ —
FETE “first-in-class” THRS [ IR & 5 P i sh 71, 618
M P U AR S 1 5 B, P T 0 0 R K 5 R 3
resmetirom FJ ¥ 3% P I NASH £ 35 (19 B W AR 15 AH % &
T, 2022 4F 12 H 19 H, Madrigal Pharmaceuticals
‘H A, resmetirom YA J7 NASH [ 1T # I PR 32k 46
MAESTRO-NASH 1A £ 32 B2 i (AR 4L > 12
H NASH A% Ab) F1 56 8 I 22 2% 55 (LDL-C M2 NASH
bR V)R E RC), 24 Hit 2 R i, 2023 4
4 H, FDA #¢ 7 resmetirom ¥& 97 £ T £F 4E 44 1) NASH f%
N8 W RBAETTIENE ; 2023 £ 9 H, FDA £ % res-
metirom [T 245 B i (NDA) 398 A\ 56 5 1, H TR
ITAEA A 4E 10 NASH N -

A, A 1R 2 AW A T35 97 NASH 1) THRS
W 725 %), 1IN Metabasis/Viking [ VK2809 . # 4L
24 (Ascletis) ] ASC41 1 ¥ 52 £ 9 ) TERN-501 %5 .
VK28095 2 — ¥ 1) 1 B A4 2540, 76 I IR R A
(¥ CYP3A4 il U1 Wt J5 B TBOE VE AL &, T 3901 PR i
96 45 R os AR 7 W FE g 68 /0, H AT 2 #E A b S
Fi. ASCAL 2 — KR MMtk 257, 5
resmetirom AH ., ASC41 55 THRB Z Kk 45 &35 f 1
5, 7E DI I R 58 o BAS R o 2508, AN i A 58
() — T2 11 A i PR 0 36 Ab 48 IRDIR 2%, BN T Viiking [1)
VRin X% . TERN-501 7F DUET Ila #1870 o B 45 2L
PR BN R D A R IR R T R EMIRE R
2.

THRP 3 5 14 W 2 7] a8 i 4% i 7 A L ke &% =
BRURRAE L 9 RE AN AT YA 55 2 MVE PR 3 1E H, £E 11
PRARGS 3R A3 7 AR 45 R, IRl THRP 1% £ 1L 33 77
T 308 57 4k R S P B0 O, %o 8 0 I S B T s
AN RSO RS 3R, R 250 A W] EAE NASH IR YT H
RGP RW . /£ —LHFMT, Rl e ANASH 5
THR Ty §8 2% 1 # S i, THRS 348 4 4 s 751 ml Fl T A
PEALIRTT -

32 E R YEE R 18 7E ¥ B 5E 3 K (peroxisome
proliferator-activated receptor, PPAR) & Eh5

PPAR 2 1 78 B AU 98 RE A AF AE A0 1 — 1A% 32
R, WA HE . fp (8L 6) Fly. PPARa = (E T IE %
15, VR 5 RCAT 4E A1 R AR K R 21 (fibroblast growth
factor 21, FGF21) 73 ¥h G 5 & B 584k i I B W Wiz i
1R S 1 MBI B FE I 2R ) (very low-density
lipoprotein, VLDL) % H 4 — & 51 i 20, PPARS = %
Feak T B B8 LG 7 2H 2355, U 4% T i 1R AR A A 32 R
By R BUBAE; PPARy 7E IR T A2 b s 308, R Z L
A G P TR I FR AT SR I 4 P o3 AR

IVA337 (lanifibranor) A& Inventiva A & FF & #) —
iz PPAR 3l 7], 1£ — % 7l 5 V5 [ W BE 0 3 A
PPAR 2 14 V.28, ) [A] o5 35 g & 2R H B 22 Mg o AR ¥t
1Ib A1 PR 1836 45 B fi 75, lanifibranor & 35 [&1% 1 AB B7
A5 R 4T i AL P 4, NASH 2503 H 1 4 4k 6 % b5,
FDA {0 [K] }.#% ¥ lanifibranor ¥ 77 NASH (1)« 8§ 14 7
VEFRS, H A R 058 1E AE 22 A [ SR L X T &
o A= ) 2 [ 8 2 |] 1E K KIS 5 Inventiva 25 25 )
W, FRVFAE A A il 3 A RS L AK lanifibranor. 2023
7 H, 1IE KK 5 lanifibranor [/ [E 58 j 4 J5) CDE i#
A HIE IR [F R AN RN AR T, B bR %
FHOC T BRI PR 58 B4 2 A [ S 3 4, lanifibranor
F2 B8 — AN E NI PR T A NASH FUIRZ5# . IR
PICE A= P 1 75 % B A B (chiglitazar sodium) tH /& —
FZ PPAR 507, 35 NMPA L e FH T e £ o0 & 32
Mz 5, s BN 2 B8 RS 8 2 1) AR ), R 3 e
07 NASH 193 77, F IS (EFE AT . BEAP, Genlfit
it K 1 PPAR o/ XX R 184 51 771) elafibranor 11T #7115 PR i 56
BORAE, %A LB NASH i H 4F AL A E AL iR
57 H AR b 1k . Zydus Cadila B % [) PPARa/y %2 14
W57 saroglitazar + 2020 4 3 7 # E1FE 24 & 3L = ik
#EH TR 97 NASH, {H i M iE % oK 8 1 3% [ FDA 1)
k.

PPAR 1) 3 B2 H AT FHAAI A 9 7 Dy fie, AT &
H IR R B — 2 RSN 76 NASH 6 97 6 W 2 1
FH, T PPAR ¥z 382 751 LA — Ffr $5 i A5 2% 1 5 X8 1) By
A 3 M PPAR W2, IR H R &M I7 AR . ik,
PPAR iZ ¥ 81 77l /& & Sk L 1] PPAR YA J7 NASH B &
Tl 22—« T NASH 82 i B A4 5 05 s w] g A 1R
K75, HAHEIR YT SRS vT RE 2 25 A TR 1N, B0 46 25 M B
EIRIT AN 77 N TR AT BE R T Tl
3.3 FGF21 {4

FGF21 72 Ik 73 36 (%) i JUE B8], 3 28 B8 - | JHF A
Gy, o JE BE RO SRR T B &, T AR T4 &
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H A4, FGF21 ik %2 3| PPAR ¥z, ¥ il it H
ZAK FGFR1 K35 D8 . FGF21 & 14 75 % %5 5 A0 I8
AR B 5 2R UM L BE R ARSI B A A, T
I AL 0 1] c-TNK A NF-xB 15 5 38 4% & 15§t 2 1E ;™
PR PE FGF21 (120 32 M AT, 897 2590 — Mt @l 4k
S AG A B DR AR S SRS I R K R

Akero 22 | ] FGF21 T4 AKR-001 (efruxifermin)
Wk e itk HLWg 7180k, HATFDA R T HH T
NASH 697 [ PR 18 18 %2 4% . Efruxifermin 2 £ T A
A% BRI G1 I8 Fe B BL 5 FGF21 @il & 1 K 2%
FGF21 244, b RARFGF21 HI- R AT K, 2R A
JIEE RN 2022 £ 9 H 13 H, Akero A 7] B A7 efruxi-
fermin 7F 1Ib ¥l HARMONY #f 78 HH 3R 15 1 AR b B ¥,
28 1 50 mg 7| & 1Y) efruxifermin 7F §5 %5 24 J& P 121 3
TR AL AT e AR, B
efruxifermin iif 52 V£ B 4, &5 ILAIAS B F 42 1 9k
2 2% E WpiE FE, iR 5T efruxifermin 77 TJE 2. 2R
MM, 2023 4 10 H, Akero A Afi efruxifermin ¥4 7 4442 P
JHHE 40 NASH £ 55 (1) IIb S B 78 Hh 0 40 17 45 SRR IE T
W, 28 36 I, IR I UGB T AR 4R A o ) 3 2
R ARG G 2 S AT TE A f AR 4L
AR N A A IR 2 ) R T B T W 42 B v
S L B e, ARRR I — 0 8% 96 JH 1)K A EK
5. Ak, BMS-986036 (pegbelfermin) & % 2, Wik
) FGF21 25 el Y, {8 1 11b 39 s 7K ik %6 (FALCONI1
FFALCON2) &5 2R A N &, Bristol Myers Squibb &
245 11 1 %t pegbelfermin T &

FGF21 25U 1E NG T NASH [ 259, A
AR 70 2 R A5 7 B A 45 S 100 A, RERS BB B AR
JIF 25 4 Ak, o4 21 5 o 38 a0 S 2 B AT A AT B 1
NASH 259 5 o8 3 1, 9 H R 7 7 AR R
T HFE, 38 W] B XS 4 5 AR AR AR AR AR S e, 3K %
NASH B EH I NEE . AL FGF21 KU y7 R M
JHRE A NASH i 25 1) 250 S 8 oA 08 BT, 2 $ DL o
R, I B~ B iE A A B, 575 Zidk—
S HIE TR LK 7 R e A Ve 25T B RAL,
DA K5 Fo AR IT s A R
3.4 ELEATREAE B AR B B

JHIIE TG BIKIR A MK A % (de novo lipogenesis,
DNL) F1 3-8 /2 H i (glyceraldehyde 3-phosphate, G3P)
# 4%, DNL Y2 G A, Bk A& YRR 7 R
R AT 72 2 2R 4 A, SCD1L IR TR & Al (fatty
acid synthetase, FASN), ACC.DGAT? /& DNL i 2 #
() 0% B g, L 3R 0k 32 B 4% 2 fk PPAR. FXR % 1) 1
P H B H] DNL JC 8RR LAy b BT P TG HERUZ

YBIF I NASH [ B E 0% 2 — .

3.4.1 SCD1HEIF  SCDI1 2K A0 fig Wi (n i g
PR AR RS % Ak B S V0L 0 S O 82 (a3t 78R ARSI il
1) 1Y BR 3 B aramchol /& Galmed H & 8 & 19— 2K
1 AR 37 284 i J T L8 1 T 47", 3 Jok 400 ] FFF 4 i R
EIEAI M SCD1 3Rk A3 AE A : 75 T 40 i w461
SCD1 fig 5 Jak /b 5 A1 A g i R 110 45 i, i 33 R [ e
W 3z, Jb I A T HE RS, 35 N GSH/GSSG L%,
D B 2 Ak S 38 7E BT T 41 i R, #] SCD1 & &
0 PPARy 1R =M IR, AT BH b R 5 B B R AR
Aramchol ¥8 7 NASH [ TIb 15} 51 45 3 {2 7R, aramchol
A G B AR T R IR 7 20, I B R 1) 22 4 PRI i
ZPEET, 202341 A 4 H, Galmed & Afi aramchol H T
Y697 NASH [ I 3] ARMOR B 78 JEUbR 25 8 4038 31 3
R, B R, fE40T 48 VAT )5, aramchol i 3
B0 NASH 8 4P AR 5, 1238 PR AR 22 TR 451
155 FFRE AL 5 £F e AL A bR ST

3.4.2 FASNHIHIF] FASNZA7 T SCD1 b HE T
R4 g . AL 25l FASN #1111l 5] TVB-2640 (ASC40)
A1 FF P9 DNL, B B4l 208 F£F 4E (bl % . 1la
I PR 56 25 R TR, ASC40 A] DA AR i ) 7 3R
= o NASH &2 108 A5 AW | 98 RE A 41 4 A6,
202143 H 23 H, #cAL 25k & A7 #7185 A R, ASC40 3k
1335 [E FDA Pt i 2%, F - NASH & BE -

343 ACCHI#IF ACC 2 47F FASN _F i i fig i
iR & B, ACC A 2 AN/, ACC A7 T 41 B i,
ACC2 O T ERi A, B3 Ak 7= AR I T I 4 G A
F DNL, J& 3 7= 4 W) o] #0141 fig i 1% 48 AL B S Bl CPT 1
(TG PE o DRI, 240 W5 1 S0 28 () ) R o4 i, ORI B A1
DNL M i 98/ JFF A i 25 &, 5 [F) B 38005 T G3P i
A28, 0T RR T T i FEL i R M T P B E, 3 e i
G3P &1 & W TG, i1t VLDL 43 i B AT 41, Wi 5 31
I g T TR BAR B2 ACC2 P25 CPT 01,
JiE i R S AL 3 0, B2 i T DNL (401, 5 PPAR«
(T AAR KT 2, TR 0kt T 7 T A 18 F g 5 AN 2
DAHKTH G3P IR 427 R I I R I s 384 o TR itk 4 4f
JFF 1 G T3 65 A8 6 1 24 W AT R . 25 4 25 RS DNL A
G3P A& AE W AEH, A1 TG & i 5 — b % Bt i
DGAT? i il 5 Bk FH e fift e ACC #1157 1A BB
BF 5 ACC N i g 107 TR & i FASN 47 76 35 AL 1 i)
8, A JE PPARG L AR, (R Ik FASN 75 B JUE 1)
B 1T e 2 DR A I iy 1 421 A0 A ) g 15 U S B 7K
P, AE A R U SCDT A 2 th i) @B, H 1,
A F i PR B B B ACC 0 #1 7 A firsocostat Al
PF-05221304 (clesacostat). Wl A flf i& , firsocostat 55
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cilofexor X semaglutide B¢ F 11997 200 & 2 4 M 4% 0 o
Clesacostat B& A il T IE ACC LABFK NASH 55 i
JI¥ DNL, 15 B 25 11 PR 56 45 97 O, I H & 7
AR IMAERY . Pfizer V% 1L clesacostat {E N B 25767
(1 <R 56, 7E e 2 R, Pfizer BF & ) DGAT2 01 il 711
ervogastat t A NASH & 2k H # B, H % 1] ervogastat
Al clesacostat [k & ¥ 7. Ervogastat/clesacostat 41 &
I 7 AR I R 38 45 RO Ia IR K K B
(NCT03248882 .NCT03776175) 45 A, 15 H 3R 1EE
T NASH & JF 2 4E A0 ) P I8 T B3 4%
3.4.4 DGAT2##IF DGAT2 & # 1L TG & i 5
— B IR BERESY. PF-06865571 (ervogastat) J& Pfizer
W& (96 77 NASH () DGAT2 #l i 5 . DGAT?2 11 1 71
A BHL 1k 5 197 8 i 77 4 TG, MK ACC #1171 5 £
7 = g I AERY, U A BT i&, ervogastat 1 ACC 1 41 551
clesacostat Bk & 167 H A R I 1) 22 4 1 FI 52 14

S, TR A OB R GIT NASH 3R B A
AT 55, SCD1 il 77 A7 R4 1) 22 4= 1t A 52 1%, ACC
0481 771 S FASN 40l 71 < 7 A= i A HUE B9 A R SN,
I PR b2 50 s S 88 S5CE AT 25 W T R I 2025 & ) 4,
HEAT BB 45 25 BCR U At )7 72 DLTH AN B OB R
IARIFE I, [R5 27850 5 e MR Z 57 A R OV
Y EEHERER
35 WM-BEERENFEREEA (sodium-dependent
glucose transporters, SGLT) 1/2 #1551

SGLT1 F1 SGLT2 #§ /& b Bz ] %) Bl #% 1 1) 2 Ay
Jii, £ B JU A 4 W A 2 R S b kS B AR D, IR T R
PR B B BRDY. SGLT2 # i 7 R 4% 51 1%
(canagliflozin) 7] B[ I R o7 HEAR, A 25 s RE
T2DM % 3£ NAFLD % (n=57) 4 SGLT2 Ml 7k k4
51§+ (dapagliflozin) (5 K 5 mg) #6797 24 Jil J5, Mi&
ALT.AST A W] & 235, &R th 6 97 NASH (17
73, AN i B 25 B R i AR T RIS AR I AR 56
4 FRERERBRAGELS

NASH KA, I A ot HEAR 25 51 62 4 i 453477,
O G 95 20 BRI A RE TR 1+, 28R 1 — 2 i Ja) 4 e
T SR, A ik I J5 A B B 20 0 A 5k S5 IO AR, AT 5 3
JH W 21 245 A0 B IR T 1, JHE I 289 A0 £ 24k 2 3 380)
I v e, B T S 3 R0 7 AR e A e ) R K ot
gk KBS o 2F- LM BE 4R 25 -3 (galectin-3, Gal-3) J& — Fh
B-EANEE A A EA, N FYMER R, 25 KA
JIL FR) AT A ANE AL, (2 2R 40 i A1 3 PR 3R M H 24 AL
I FEP7. Belapectin /& Galectin 2 &) #f il ff] — Ff Gal-3
IR, fe 9% 77 NASH JH- 6 4k £ 2 & ik fh 5k 1 &
A:B¥, NAVIGATE Iifi JR TIb/IIT #5645 1 & R,

belapectin /£ NASH 5| &2 (1) i 4k 8 & o7 2 2 4
R 4F .

# L A T 52 4K 2/5 (CC-chemokine receptor 2/5,
CCR2/5) F) 57 5 0 T 3 B30 50 A 40 M MY S e 40 i ¢
SEH AR, BRI B 41 i, S B0AF 4E
Cenicriviroc /& — Ff [T Il ) CCR2/5 X = 1 il 771, {5 H
TIT BRI PR 245 2R Ak 381 3 B2 i, I PR 58 4 2%
1B, Caspase & —JS 40 i P - W & B B A, a7
1 IL-181L-18 FH 1L-33 25 {2 % (R 7, o 2 0 T2 i &
JiE°", Emricasan f& — F1 4 caspase #1 il 7], {H I 11b 1]
i PR 58 45 R W, R 3K 296 97 NASH ) & %
ég ){_:—l: [62,63] R
5 IMAHENABGYES

46 M T {F 5 I W B 1 (apoptosis signal-
regulating kinase 1, ASK1) W] (& TNFa [¥] T i p38/
INK B, 52 T 4446, Selonsertib /& —
AKX ASK 75, {H P I selonsertib i 77 NASH 3
IR I IR 2 A A 2R 1) 22 A MR A RSOME | T e
ByARIR B R LT, ZIUH D& R s A A
¥ 2 (lysyl oxidase-like 2, LOXL2) i i f# b Jit Ji 0 28
AR BEAF 4E A= Bl . Simtuzumab J& — F 4 ) LOXL2 [
BV BEPUAR, P IEE Al simtuzumab 75 7 NASH 5 21
W £ A A0 838 1 1o AR5, fh Tk Z FRUH 097 20T
FERT LS,

B 1) R BT AU Y 245 ) 08 3E T NASH B BB
B, b IR P R D AR R, AT SiE 2% BB 1 NASH [7]
LT YRR IR R 5 T B[] RE S AT AEAG I 2 & T
i & B e A ) NASH, £ B8 & B S 18 )1 2F 4 A 530 i
Ak, XL ZGH) B T ek B0 P R R IR 42, 1R
M A NASH 18 % 5 BBk v, R IR 2452 31 1 ™
R 45 4 F D) e T, RTRE TR B AR IIR T T .
BRIk, NASH (1 530 Pl 21 2, 72 00 1 5L S B B
SR I 22 PR 45 Tt ] A 25T 7 )™ 5 1 e o
6 NNEERE

NASH ) 25 P F % T8I i 56 i PR 2 Wr R X 3 404
HYHHE M DL AL e PR 45 S L R i AL 5 2% 55 TR A
RS R 4TS SR 2 IR PR 112 NASH 1 & An vk, (B A7 15 41
AR Bt AL S8 R, AR A2 AR 2 TR R [ I R 0 oF
G 25997 Bk = M EM A . B #T %G NASH 304
WAL BE 0% 52 4 AR 30N 28 NASH % BEAFAIE, 75 28 g r 4t
TS5 5 ) NASH s )15 284 DL A= TH A5 480\ 28 NASH
)R A e, TRV ISR 98 458 FH JE Ak 60 39 12 M PR T A28,
W NPEAL I T E NASH JE 3% 5 AT E S o NASH
KIS 2 2 FF, IR e 3 I R & 9F 4 5 AR &R
L, AT A — B BRIE, H Rl 2 M AIa T
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TR OCHEN G K R, 58— HAMLsrsd
R, 2 88 S 25 K A1 /& NASH 4tk )
TR RTT ] . NASH J& — 28 5 it PEAR 58 50, 1l B
il K 2 5 NASH Il R 50 9 524X 48 25 R F i 2“3k
FEHEAL” 7 8, IZ RGN 187 2500 R RO ME 2, R 0, AETT
JE I PR AU I 82 12008 £ 2 HEAT SRS A ) 20 25, AT 5K
SRS HE AMERIRTT, AR SRR R
WET T iA, FXR ¥ 3h 57 OCA K THRp ¥ 2) 7) res-

metirom #& H 771677 NASH BT St 84 11259, HoAthadk g
BB 25 W38 B 45 FGF21 #7249 efruxifermin. PPAR
#3357 lanifibranor SCD1 1 #1| 7] aramchol /%2 GLP-1 %2
PR Eh 7] semaglutide 5 (F& 1)[15283033338404047.5867 )
R DK 245 ) 35 4 1) JH R AR A, T A A RE
2T 4L #E 5 (CCR. caspase« ASK1.LOXL2) #F 1T J
R E R M, IX AT g T AAIE B 2 40 i
405 FRE AL AL BA5 5 s B A S A, AL P Ak

Table 1 Promising drugs for NASH treatment (data from ClinicalTrials.gov and PubChem.ncbi)

Mechanism  Study Clinical
Drug name Structure Target . . Company Ref
of action phase trial (NCT) number
Obeticholic FXR Improve I NCT02548351; NCT01265498;  Intercept [15]
acid metabolism NCT02633956; NCT03439254
Resmetirom I A THR-f Improve I NCT05500222; NCT03900429;  Madrigal [33,34]
j\ I metabolism NCT04197479; NCT02912260 Pharmaceutical
| x
Lanifibranor N PPARa/y/6 Improve I NCT04849728; NCT05232071; Inventiva/Zheng [38]
\|©E\>_/_)L metabolism NCT03008070 Da Tian Qing
;,.J
Aramchol G £ SCD1 Improve I  NCT05874336; NCT02279524; Galmed [46,47]
Be3 metabolism NCT01094158 Pharmaceuticas
Semaglutide GLP-1 Improve III  NCTO03987074; NCT03987451;  Novo Nordisk [28]
metabolism NCT02970942; NCT04944992
Belapectin Gal-3 Inhibit I NCT04365868 Galectin [58]
inflammation Therapeutics
Efruxifermin - FGF21 Improve I NCT03976401; NCT05039450;  Akero [40]
metabolism NCT04767529
VK2809 O ) THRp Improve I NCT02927184; NCT04173065 Metabasis/Viking [35]
metabolism Therapeutics
ol
Saroglitazar .oj\/\@ PPARa/y  Improve I NCTO03863574; NCT03061721;  Zydus Cadila [67]
H metabolism NCT03639623
rNML s
Tirzepatide g GIP/GLP-1 Improve I NCT04166773 Lilly [30]

metabolism
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(1075 B A 7 0 S B T U, G S R R )
. FH I Sk, oo MR BT AR 3K LA R B AT
SRE HHTIR T NASH B 7 i 5w . [FIBF, NASH 19k
RS FFAMA S g iE FHE Bi S R R, W
T N A S R R ACAR TR R AR P i
% HEE H, Rl Y 0 R B FGF 19 K & Bk
e A 5534 4 5 ) A 2B B R R R R, FXR 3 h 71
F THR 320 750 B 47 1 R 36 445 5 1 J& B v e
5 HRERE B (FXR AN 8 a8z (. # #nT 11
JE7T B8 AR 5 i i 3 ThRE, (R A 1 B 0 R g 3
A Ko 1M FGF21 52 H I 73 WA 1 P51, -t mT [ s 4 F
T RE A0 i iy 2B 23, AT 2 35 D508 NASH A 0% FE 3R
Blo Rk, A R HE 7] iz 38 41 27, sk 3 ) A 4 i) A
T 4 2 K% R i 2H 23 S5 10 24 DI R AR AT RE R A LT AT 11
Tz

e Bk XURLL G 3 SO S B IR S D A
TUHERIR T ROCE B 22 55T S E O E R

FIZE S BT A 1R 375 A AELER 2 v 5 o
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