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Abstract

Liver fibrosis (LF) is a common pathological outcome of various chronic liver diseases, with its prev-
alence increasing annually. Currently, there are no effective therapeutic strategies. Recent stud-
ies suggest that elevated uric acid (UA) levels may be a significant contributing factor to liver fi-
brosis, particularly in metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease (MASLD, formerly
known as NAFLD). UA is implicated in the pathogenesis and progression of liver fibrosis through
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multiple mechanisms. This review summarizes recent advances in understanding the role of UA
in MASLD-related liver fibrosis, aiming to provide new insights for clinical prevention and treat-
ment.
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1. 518

JH A1 A A 22 T 1t FFE 5 1R 3 (R B R2 (1], FLARRAE 2 48 P 450 4 S U 22 IR 448 i (Hepatic stellate
cell, HSC)iF 1k, #5340 g b FE 5 (Extracellular matrixc, ECM) IR, 8 IR 25 ) RN Th B A= 22
[2]. AT AL R 5 AH 5% g 5 1 9% (metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease, MASLD, LLRGHR
4 NAFLD) A BR N i %R 32.4%, e FAF 4RI E 2 E R 2 —[3]. JFEF4EALB B2 MASLD Tl 1)
PO TERER, AR TI, Attt — Pt ROV R e, BTN, FFEEL 3 A IS
TS A 54%, (Rt S IAT AT 4iAb 170 &8 50 S 2 [4) . JEEER, Mo Z (IEHE#27R, UA K5 MASLD
LT et 2 IR A7 AE BB Rk . A B AELA UA 5 MASLD 4P 4tk 2 IR &, #81F UA £ MASLD T
PR R R TN G R S, NIGIR MASLD FFETF4E(L 025 &8 B AL HT 10 VR T S0

AW FC I IS 3 G0 B SCRRAS 28 DAPR IS JR IR 5 AR U T 6 B 5 A 2 T 7 1 3 (MAS LD) JH- £ 4 A 11 G Bk
St g, MRAE D E M (CNKI. H7¥¥E. PubMed & Web of Science 25 ¥ [ itk AT . #6217 [
58 “JKIR(Uric acid)”  “ AR Th RERRATAH SR D5 £ P (MASLD/NAFLD) 7 “ AR D e FaehS AH 5C i i 12k A
22 (MASH/NASH) " “ BT £ 44k (liver/hepatic fibrosis) ” =M% CoME & JE I, 008 7] A KA e RAE (T -
¥ R 2 IfURE (Hyperuricemia) . AT (Liver Stiffness Measurement)&). %M A K I8 #HE HAFH @ R 3,
4. “(uric acid OR hyperuricemia) AND (MASLD OR NAFLD OR NASH) AND (liver fibrosis OR hepatic
fibrosis)” o # MR E T HERRM . JOCOCHR, FHRACIANIRIFETE . IR FL S 45008 RIS, i
I IB AR OGS I 225 SCER DA ek 2R, A ORSRIUE B A T 1k

2. IRERHVRIB R EMFIER
2.1. FRERHYS RS HEM

JRIZ (uric acid, UA)SEER 7EFFAE AR B I 28720 AR YIRS ORI £ B W 2 i — R F iR )
REER  BEIRAZNE S AN TS )& BOFIAZ R 4 T BR( N TR s — 2 8 B E E B WIZ H R 7
MER(IMETE) e UA BIA R BAERFE R AT, B E S 4 i 2 il AR B 3= 5 UA 2Bk, HIhEBIRS
BRI M UA /KT . BEME04 484k BiE(Xanthine oxidase, XOD)fE N UA A i 0B, #A A= UA
AU B TENE A T T Ak R I 45 2 2H 4308 A SR IE 0 /N 25 ), TR gE R, AT RES
B OUA FERNIRR . UA ARSI B IE(70%) F71E (30%) EAT At . UA Hric iR B2 UA RIS,
B WS L N L R 4R ) URATL. GLUTO 25 UA #5285 (A UA ERIS 70k, IiEHE UA
it ABCG2. GLUTY % UA #i2E AN T. UABKIZBEARATRESE UA HEIEA L.
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2.2. REERIRITIRE

1 R R I JiE (Hyperuricemia, HUA) & —F LIS UA 7KV 55 FH s AR IE AR TR B, s WibrvE
NEEENTCE BRI bk, AR H s B UA KF #3420 pmol/L [5]. KEWFFARY, 1 UA
KT 420 pmol/L B, IR R BF 45 A S90S 100 R IR S 2 o 3K — R 5 i PRREIR AR I RE 1) K
IR, LG 2 LI TR 51 E R SR HUA PR — R BRI R AL, AT
T35 o AT S IR 3 IS ST AT N ZE o RO B Rl 2R AR A e SR A, SR I A R R
EIHARE, K4 21%MRENGIZHTH BH HUA. R EENEEFEZR, SRR 2014 F1) 13.3%
THE 2017 4B 17.7%, 2IHIZE ETHHI#E6].

2.3. IREEEMF1ER

231 ANk - REUNEER

UA BF B E PSR, REERCTHIH B B8 3 1444 (Reactive Oxygen Species, ROS) 5| itz 44
e, Hd— M E P AL RE /1R UA. UA B R 7 R A B 7, BRP AR EE s 1. A
H R A AR, AT FE LB A S IO AR B %5 [6]. SRTT, 24 UA ZK-Fd i ml e 3 bt A B
2, EBLEMMEM . H UA TS NADPH %({LAF 4 (NADPH oxidase 4, NOX4) )R IEFIEAL, X
fe—MZ 5L ROS HKHERE, NOX4 TEIL/EHAL BAR AR FEONE ROS £, SIEAMBII[7]
[FIF, m UA B SHIZI T4 &R 2 #H9% KT 2 (Nuclear factor-erythroid 2 related factor 2, Nrf2) i 58 4L 18
B, E— BN E A N8]

2.3.2. RRAEH

UA I A C &R 278 /HIEsE, BEAERRF7C R, NLRP3 (NOD-, LRR-, and pyrin domain-containing
3, NLRP3) 4 /IMATE S UA SN B A4 b Rk #E EZ/ER . NLRP3 RAE/MA—FhZ AR &4, R
RN AN A ERE S [9]. EE A, UA BEEBEE NLRP3 &AE/IMA, NLRP3 &R/ MAEES 5 55
IL-18 F1 1L-18 S B R AU IR T~ R R,  IXEeH 15 54 B0E B IE 40 e N 1Y) TGF-p/Smad @ #%, 155
S E 53 TGF-B &5, (A B /NG b R A B2 73 A U AT 4R 20, 3 - Jse D5 A 1 S5 A PR A/
RN B BT Pk D, BRI RAF A B INE SR AE SO NREEAL, AR B IR SE R, 45 T RE[10]

3. & UA 5§ MASLD FFA4LRIRITIREMRR

UA 7KF-5 MASLD 835 BT 4446 S35 A5G, FEAS R 3 DR EE IR 7 45 SRR I — Bk . — 10
EFR E BT ORI 7, 4NN T 226 4 NAFLD &9f 2 UBE /R (Type 2 diabetes mellitus, T2DM) i
B IR FF IR I A 1 4% (FibroScan) WAk P AE FE AN AR 28 . WFFE 45 R oR, FERTEF4efbi i, UA
KB E R T RN B HRRE logistic [\ 53 Hr #27 5% UA /K5 A 2 5L 1E A 2
(OR 1.34, P < 0.004) [11]. — X7 & EHEAT B WTIR B 70 R, JRAUN T 14495 A @ HEfRR ARE, HRYE UA
KT NEESY A 4 4L, {8 I ITET 44 4 (K] F-(Fibrosis-4, FIB-4)$5 BP0 BT 27 44k ; logistic [a] 7 B,
FE MASLD B, UA 7K i e 4 B8 2R 4R A0 ) XU S5 e (TG ZEL B S 3 o, HG o 55 1 U2 389 0 125% (OR
2.25; 95% Cl: 1.21~4.19; P = 0.013), “PE#/0 89% (OR 1.89; 95% ClI: 1.09~3.27; P = 0.022) [12].

4. B UA BB MASLD BF&F4E{L Ry AT sERLEY
4.1 BREFERNSERTY
JiE 5 Z P (Insulin resistance, 1R)-5 i Il 25 1 X FFAF 4E A0 R 28 R R B e (e E T . ZERFI A,
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i UA I H IRS/AKE B8 305 5B B0E NLRP3 K JE/IMAD S ROS/AMPK/mTOR i #4545 7 X
P IR [13]0 UbLA B S 2= 0Py, BEARWISZ P, (3t S I B & AR A IE 2. UA ]
PAELRZ SRR AR T HERR . Xie S8 N[1A1E /A A AhSCISIESE, = UA A REIEE ROSIINK/AP-1 {5 5 i %
FESIFIE M HER . & UA @324 ROS %5 c-JunN K3 B4 (c-Jun n-terminal kinase, INK) ¥, &4k
() INK T LA g Jofi 5 R0 25 11 -1 (Activator protein-1, AP-1)#4 5 Rl 1 () 547 c-Jun ERRIL, MR
HALFEYE, SIERIRNIRR & G Z A A BRAUES 1 LRI, F SATIENE I HERL.

4.2. SN

AL 2 (3 AR BP0 2 RE A0 B AN R U, 2 AR 4k R X OB BK 3 R 2R [15] . Nrf2 72 1
15 2 Pl A SO TR ek (R A s DR, W0 R I FE UA 01 Nirf2 $ia 4k iB % . Sun X %5 A[16]
I UA GEEXS IR RO ULAIAE, 25 R R ILEIREE UA FERF Nrf2 BRI RS I RIA 3 N, KR
TiE ) SR B P AU B DR P 3R 52 B 5 2 ) 0|, e 43 B ROS R R AN M 4584k . Nrf2 Ft e fb i s 71
JHF I 3 sk 00 1) 288 SR A B2 AR 4B M A R R ORI AE A, i@ B 2 23], AT RE 2 33 MASLD K A4E[17].
kelch £ ECH <& H 1 (Kelch-1ike ECH-associated protein 1, Keapl)5 Nrf2 £54&, £l Nrf2 fI3RIE
Mohs A [18]5¢ N\ Jcifid 40 NEMO H: Rk U R 1A 4E B . B i — iz 5
A Keapl ZE[FIR SR /N BRARAE s SRAFXGR /DBl S5 R K IN, Keapl BRI 35 Bl T Nrf2 (LR
ik, FEHBI R 1AM NEMO J B8] RR R /N B 0 Jie SRR A0 A2 R 4 v A

4.3. NLRP3 ZfE/|M&

NLRP3 # M/ MEFE MASLD #EfE R HEEAEH, AT AMRAET: . RO RS 4Eql, i
MASLD #J£[19]. Xu Z 5§ A [20]3# 1 34 S50 K I, 5 UA AT LGS NLRP3 2 iE /)M /Caspase-1/GSDMD
A G P4k o 125256 8 1% /N BRUEEAT 78 7 1K £ (Western Diet, WD)MEFR, &5 SR Bl WD /RIS UA
KPP A HWEH NLRP3. Caspase-1. GSDMD-N K #&GEK 1 IL-18. 1L-18 [FJFRIAHO0T R 4H 35 B W3 i,
HIFAN UA KT ST AR Y GSDMD-N ik S A a0 R S EAE G JE— 25 {4 Fi Sl e e 21 o)
il UA A2 R DL R ik 356 DR ol B AR R S PR R o /N BRUFF AT A UA B5I2 R (1 GLUTO BLRRAIR UA JKF, $50] &
Z 0 NLRP3/Caspase-1/GSDMD & B3 14, kb S80E R R8I0 IE IR 4 4E A0 2

4.4. MBRMIRLH

P45 19 B3 (Endoplasmic Reticulum Stress, ERS)JE HF4F4ELIHFIE 2 —. ERS it 3 Z EERK AT &
FEANMNIBER(IRELa. PERK. ATF6)E SRR SN MM, A0 SO 2 5 R 7B, (e 3 AT 4r i e
o EMEAHALAD HSC vk, BEf 38U 2 4ef kA2 [21]. WHFEREE, UA W] DAk FF48 R ERS. B
Je4 ¥ N 400 (Human Hepatocellular carcinomas, HepG2) & T UA PRI R 15 9% 48 /NN 5 #EAT I &
K UA LT ERS #rE% GRP78/94. p-PERK. p-elF-2a fll ATF6 [f13ik, J£iFS XBP-1 8742, R
PN BT ) S A 5 R S [22]

45. BHEEMER

M TE B SRR 5 18 e B Th RERRAG . 1Bt JORE . AR AR AR LA S AE AR P ) AR AL B A 5K
XA AR AR AR D Re, 38 ] R - A2t MASLD 3 g [23]. WHITIESE, HUA 2
PEHE K B BB S AE MR O AT i BRI T RE 52401, Zhou X 25 N [24] 557 1 JRIER S8 A i3 TR R B oK B
TIDIBERNE I HUA, 85 R R, 53530 K BRAH G, HUA K RIS 00 1, W BB 1], Q1 Escherichia-
Shigella. Enterococcus LufilFt i, A aE, Wi/ T B L Butyricicoccaceae UCG-009 #8/0; H H HUA
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K o 0 56 2 R 1 B SRR M R EIE PR
5. iATT R
5.1. BRI SALERHDHI

T A S L0 T A1) 77 (Xanthine Oxidase Inhibitors, XOIs)/& 777 HUA FIfE 483 4 28259 L AF R R L
HACFE 2459 51 "= % (Allopurinol) AT I A7 &) 4th (Febuxostat) £ 1657 UA RIREINF, 5o H et FF 27 44k 1
[25]. Sari DCR % A\[261#47% T UA /NSRS, S5 EIR, UA 2B E/NR IS UA AT REfa bn i 2Tt
i, Sirius ZERL R G B AL SR R HSC Ui IR IR L 34 0, H UA ALBE 14 REE UA 3 7 RN
SRR, A R TR B, N BRI UA KPR S R B, HSC 3 A AR SR T AR A B 2 2>
(7% 1). Kakimoto M &5 A [27158 5 4 FH A w4t oot SRR MRS/ BROEEAT 100, 0 70 R I ARAT =) A B35 Bk T
/NERLIE UA 7KF-(0.98 vs 0.54 mg/dl), H/NEE NAFLD iES1F(NAS $E70) 2 BRIK, AT 4URF
PEORIFAF A TAR D, FEAN R R B (R 1),

5.2. ¥ - AIEFEILFEER 2 #HI5

BN - A B EEZ 2R 1 2 #0157 (Sodium-Glucose Cotransporter-2 Inhibitors, SGLT-2i)2 — Fli g 4 [
2y, eIE I T N LR AN AN - A IR IS B T 2 ThRk, Vb AT B AN RS T ) SR A
T 38 0 R H () & B . Meta 204 27, SGLT-2i AMYAE T2DM 3 REAT L&A UA 7K, T H.
fE9E T2DM R EoR B B UA BUR[28]. RN, ZI0F5THE7R SGLT-2i wJ LASCE: AT A i i HE
AL YEAL . F—TETREPERENL BBF e, % 103 4 T2DM HEFENL S J9AFA% 51 15 20 A0 — F ST,
FAE R 1T AR S e R Wi A 1ML /N LU AR 46 25 (AST to Platelet Ratio Index, APRD) AN FFF4EAL . F 54
FEIR, PR TT AL E AT AR 48 2L & APRI (¥ e #0452 35 00 T — HORUIAR[29] (% 1)

5.3. GLP-1 WEE 52540

AR, B R KEL-1 (Glucagon-like peptide-1, GLP-1) XU s 5 77 78 47 4E Ak V4 7 AT B A5
T RO RE, XIS [ AR R TN E AR G2 A, AR T I EI U E R, R SGE I
e T C R B3 Hardk E 2 43R4 -1 GLP-1 XUHE 5 25 M) GIPIGLP-1 X2 A5
FIE JRIRE (Tirzepatide) A & GCG/GLP-1 B2 443850 77 3341 B2 ik (Masdotide) . — I 1A 48 J (I BE LS
I B AR RS (GLORY-1) R, LK 6mg JGIT 48 G, JRITHEE UA KPEIRL TR 36.70
umol/L, Tfij 22 B FIZH [ ifT Tt 7.91 umol/L; [FIRS, 7SR Ak A 7 7 2 (LFC) > 10% 1 %% o B g i .40
IO R K IE T e 3 I R R R 9 43 B (MRI-PDFF) I 52 [T i 15 5 5 (LFC) P41 P& 1% 80.2%,
76%11) 52 i3 SR DT AT 58 4 TH IR (LFC < 5%) [30] (# 1).

5.4. %M URATL HPHIF

JRIR #5128 A 1 (Urate Anion Transporter 1, URATL) &4 T B s sty /N b Bz 40 B IO 1 ) — Fh o
1 UA B2 . ERT0E B/ NERIES R 4 90%F UA i FHRE A MG EFF, MMm4ERAm UA 1
AT o PRI R S A BT RN F B2 AR R E URATL #0550, (B b T HIB e T8 1 XU, 7
— B A I A2 B PR . WFFCR I, SARRERE URATL JIHIFIANE, mak it URATL H0H] 5 o] [H i
Heat UA AT, B8 5 S0 P A 0 HEAH . Tanaka 25 A [31]3 i #4928 w5 A5 1 & (HFD)ME 7 /N BB AR , 3
fd1 I g B URATL #1)771) Dotinurad 3#EAT 11, 45 52 /< I Dotinurad 2. 35842 T /N BRI IR i AR 28
FHFAE T NAS PP (3% 1), Dotinurad 1 IR 2 & 8 H it @ e E i, I EAE 2300 8 ik
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BEPE URATL 15704 T s AR A A B B

5.5. GLUT9 P&

\\\\\\\

BERIK T W v /N b B A A R ST S s Hl SLC2A9 JE [K 2 h, 47 57 145 4 £ UAFR 25 [32].

HATIEFEME GLUTO #iili IEAL THH R Br Bt g2 (Apigenin) & i 7T & I AT 1F 9 —F R SR GLUTO 4
Hil7[33] Hsu MC & Nilid & 7 s IR IR & (HFD)PRFR /N R A, IR H DR S8 & T1, JhRRsk 12 14,
ZER R TR BeE ERE Racl B A KIE, JREOE B MR - ZORIAGEES, M S0 I AR PR 2R iR

B FHLPU34] (3 1)

Table 1. Advances in the treatment of liver fibrosis with MASLD
%< 1. MASLD RF&r4EbiaTT it R

“n e PRk BB LEFIN =y FERIU R R4
SR M SHRSPS/Dmer
K BRI L B (HIFC) T £ 1 1) MR S5 R TR ﬂﬁﬁi@’%?
%, BRI T 109 FREK DL MER S ST (AR o™ o o

B WGPRAT 3w RER MU AR, Rl JL25 /N, TR 48 ) M 1 Y R R gﬁﬁ szI/Xq‘F?ﬁ%

(Allopurinol) 5t 12 fil. BOXIMRAL REMEAL f4ln=5  mRNA Fk, JED o é’g\@%(ﬁu
(UA). JRER + HIMEESF izl DAL ARSI (o oe s
(UAL). 5" (50 mg/kg)ifiid [ K. K o
R4 T TRVTELR
SR M SHRSPS/Dmcer iETﬁEL@7%£§HIE}F£
KB MR IR e iH [F 5 (HFC) Hyﬂﬂ‘j%gi W RZHEAEMN
_ o R IR T 10%RK LU S . AU UUMIE - - YR 1051 SIC)
A WRED o i s, Bk 12 S Lo P B NASTRS BN 4 oy
(Febuxostat) BT F. ¥ HEC X HE41. HEC + s FALN=5 WA N SR T 2 - e T
2 : Ishak ZF4EfLorl, F L
FE. HFC+ HWE + dEAn =l iJ%ﬂH%E}E/MCP-lfu{NF- kB
(1.0 mg/kg/ K, REREES). .
a [t mRNA Fit,

P TR B T R E A A
(ipraglifiozin) BUBEYE. 2l TR, B S A3 N = DR E 25 0E B phf Rt
@% _9%%#}; FUXTIRBTFE(RCT), AIANHEHJY 103 (HH#5 5] FLI. HSI. NAFLD- T 4 25 4 by vt
Sebim g o MARBEIL A T2DM ERRIE/LAE, fF 74151 6], LFS T FF 52 38 (p < FLEEE Al AT AF
o - }& 5% B FOBUITER & P A% 51 — B XUIC4E 0.05); A 4efuda sl 4bnisizmg, Hit
(SGLT-2i) VTVRIT, 89T 24 . 52 ) APRI W3 T [ (p = 4402

0.010). FEHETIY
N R EEA A

IO -k e Ty ZHt, BENL. WE . ZEFIXT gio (4 mg 41 AL EERRYR T 48 B R #F SR
(Mazdutide) (111 1 HERIG . g b [ B — 203 g’ Ja, TENFRERENT WA 5 &G 55 & b v
(GLP-1/Ji% 1 ]SEHL%H"EE (BMI > 24) N, R Tttt Qﬂ‘ o Z’OZ”E SR, OB Rl X A
M TR (s mg ok 6 ma)ak s, 4 L") T AR & AR AL, St
R 7) W, FEs 48 A %5)' T gk OF i A1, 200 3 2 1A

FEHEWTIN
- X dothrural & 2 Wk &

e BRIt C57BL/6 /M e
(dothrural)  WPRHT  HFD Bk E(16-18 F) B SAE 564 ML, ;ﬁ;gjﬂg‘sﬁf%ﬁfg ﬁéiﬁiﬁ%
URATLI#tHE  BF5 A1 NAFLD. [ dothrural (50 4341 n = 16 Ol b riield

P molkgi ) A, F: 4 (ol TNFRUALT TR
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e
S
Pk Ut S
- e BVPVBREL EIRCEHFD)RIR L L e s b mrom g e JEAD: TR E
(Apigenin)  IKFRHD C57BL/6 /MNEL, 451 M o 14 FUNRR, A 490b 1 T2 A 437 B4 i B B B
(REEGLUTO it M PR =7 G REAAE TR o e
7) (20 mgkg), HF2k 12 4 ik, malfe oy VUREREL G
AR HARED-
6. ,E'sgﬁ

L5 L&, UA FE MASLD HFEF4EA I R A2 K e i vl e A% 8 E A T, HOK-P T 5 MASLD fF
LR RS I I 2 2 AH G . R H AT T MASLD 16 R 2590697 T-Br, ERERE mif) UA JK-FEk
VFAT DR — R LI T MASLD JFEF AL T-T5k S . AR KB LN 3 AT UA 330 MASLD JF4F
YEALROPE ML, il RS2 (4 SRR (10767 7 %%
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