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Abstract

The prevalence of NAFLD was approximately 25% wordwide, which has been the major cause of
cirrhosis and liver cancer. Its subtype, non-alcoholic steatohepatitis (NASH) can progress to ad-
vanced liver fibrosis, cirrhosis, hepatocellular carcinoma, and increase the liver-related diseases’
incidence and mortality. Therefore, early identification of non-alcoholic steatohepatitis is the key
issue for NAFLD patients. Histopathological sampling is the gold standard for the diagnosis of liver
injury, but it is an invasive operation, with high operational risk, high cost, poor acceptability
ways. As a result, it cannot be used widely and non-invasive evaluation was attracted more and
more attention. In this review, we summarize non-invasive assessment methods, hoping to apply
these non-invasive tools to clinical practice.
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1. Bl

BB RGP i 7 V£ F9% (Non-Alcoholic Fatty Liver Disease) e i Ui 75 HT P i F& HEAR BT S 2000 — Rl ,
NAFLD # A ERE . I ZARGT. 2 BUBE R (Type 2 Diabetes, T2DM)ZEACE ARG, TiX L6 & Ik
R IS8T NAFLD fl NASH Bl R4k, EEESE)LEP - FA78Em. Wik, Ex01008,
R (Sh BERENS ) FH 5 1 fig I I 52995 (Metabolic-Associated Fatty Liver Disease, MAFLD) #{i\ N2 — M4
T BB 1], B I RERE R0 R R IS N, NAFLD (8 2R 2 K [2] [3]. 2019 4,
Younossi ZM Z5[4]fIF 55 &R, 423k T2DM ' NAFLD ) 85 % =ik 55.5%. NASH #Ji %K 37.3%. F|
2023 4, T2DM H NAFLD [ R O ETHE 65.04%. NASH HBI5% A 31.5%, T2DM £ NAFLD [f]
T 35.54% HUPLIA S AR PR £ 4E AL (F2-F4) [5]. Ajmera V 25[61HIRTIENE . BEWT BT 7T tH 7R, 2T2DM
ST NAFLD. B BT A0 R0 B0 R 83 R 20 TN 65% 14%H11 6% 0 68 E5/HEBE Rl A N (1) 423k NAFLD
IR RLIN 50.7%, HFVEBIRZ(59%) B & T 2otk (47.5%) (7], BERMIAEREt 238 /58 NAFLD
A B R ™ B FR (8]0 WFFL N, NAFLD & 36 EME—— AN R B RR Sl K B M, & R e |
JIELJHE B JR 0 B0 LA 90 — B, L — P A BRI PR, SEMRAG A FRZ) 25% I NBEERE[9] [10] [11],

NAFLD 85 8% A N2 —FhJehER 5T 58wl 38 B0, & ] 4 A SR 4 4 Jig 7 - (Non-Alcoholic Fatty
Liver, NAFL) 1A ¥ 14 fig 17 4 BT % (Non-Alcoholic Steatohepatitis, NASH). #R1fli, NASH f&ZH 2V P 3%
DUNRRITARYE . AN SRE . B, AEBOS R AT SE A AR 4E1L, TR M AT 4R FERELL . HF4E e,
NAFLD HUEH L4 il A i s AR I . AT . AR R EZRA[9] [12]. 7F NAFL B 4 4%
RIERAFELL, (HAE NASH B35 A I 20% M i 22 R ONRFRELL[13], Noureddin M &5 1454 32 E AR
IRFFEREL, H 2004 4245 2016 4F, FE[E BRI Lo NASH B#H R MR 78 114%F 80%. iIT
SESR,  NATRIBLA AL T B FIWT T e ZL N ulife AR, (ALt #fiE NAFLD F1 NASH #2414

il
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WG T iR iR B ORE S, BIHATALE, AGURELA T RS W RO < ehrrE” . SRS
NERNMBRAE, AERIENRR . MRS ER . BERZIEZE . AR WAL, TSR
MG RIRT S5 RIVEFLRA 257, SBUEIRRR: -H IR T SOR BT SRR ZE(12] [15]. [AIUE, XA
WAT PR, AERIBRIE . BRbr. (RS RIARMR AL D772k IR05) NAFLD & —fF 2R EE A, DUEPHY
PRSI FT i ik e, T TS ACRE o A RS T LA B T IS AR S AT PR I 7 R8T T i 4

2. WIGERE

2.1. BHRERTEERDSH
(Magnetic Resonance Imaging Proton Density Fat Fraction, MRS-PDFF)

T T 07 R G & AT IS Wi B M &S, & A TR A . MRI 12BN E A2
YERIARR N T, E TR AR 5 03 2 R SRR A 1 72 7 B e = IR & s 0, AT Fh
EFRN . AEARANNERAZ TV, MRI-DFF BA s (M2 Wi, o2 — T DALERG . 20l e &
SRR & BRI TRbR, TTEAME, EAX NAFLD f1 NASH HFlg s tE o ivGe /1, HEAEE T1
s~ T2 ORGSR 2 402305 5 T P RN 55 R it iU 1R 22 e MU RE 77, FF T T8 8
FIVEAE NASH - HAIG AR I6 (16 T7 %R 16] [17]. Bien Van Tran Z5[18]%F#8 7 IT 5 45 £(Ultrasound He-
patorenal Index, US-HRI)FI MRI-PDFF 7 /I i 12 W o ) OBV ARR S PR 3047 08 B o0 i, SRR,
US-HRI. MRI-PDFF UM AR T BN 50%. 91.7%F1 100%. 88.9%, ZH N AHI R E(ICCs) 75l
0.7 F10.85, #&7% MRI-PDFF £ Wi TR Ag B 25 4 bk US-HRI B A 5. Garteiser P Z5[19]IWF X KB, 1E
BB T AR A AT %E NAFLD RS IEREE#E T, CAP XFARRIA /02 1 4. 2 2. 3 2% NASH 1%
# TAERFE H 28 T 4 (Area under Receiver Operating Characteristics Curve, AUROC)%> % 0.83, 0.79, 0.73
HT0.69, W INF 3 B A5 o0] 8 38 4T 44K ) AUROC A 0.8, MRI-PDFF 5t fig A5 7348 1 %2 2. 3 4% % NASH
ff) AUROC 4355 0.97+ 0.95. 0.92 i1 0.84, #27~ MRI-PDFF 7£12 Wi NAFLD. 73 2% i i A2 P A HERS: NASH
75 L T 2 98 3 $(Controlled Attenuation Parameter, CAP) (98% vs 79%, P < 0.001). J=T &AL 5, #Hek
22 BT 7T LL MRI-PDFF J£7il, #5255 JE K6 NAFLD 520 [20] [21]. Ajmera V 2£[6]1# F§ MRI-PDFF
XF T2DM JF FEAT T A A I, >50 25 1) T2DM i35 AL W 21 A A/ R A 19 XS 757 - Middleton MS £5[22]
B H N T2 W) LE NAFLD A3, MAI-PDFF Xt )L & (24125 8 028 1 2 2 i o3 2R Fiml, A& 4
SUERRI AR Ak, WA A BRI W HER M . X T AR AR N TR PRI e R 25901697 S B
PErR[23], —WiX NAFLD KR %+ {8 ] MRI-PDFF 3577 R 150 (0 25 2500 M v R [24], AT
MRI-PFDD TG S35 (IR IV T F<30%), A [ S (R G D7 T B>30%%) ) 58 25 50 0] BE HY L4H 2352 L
% S NASH HIBH R T 5, RETE NASH F I AR5 ] Fl MRI-PDFF X697 s N3k T 6
BRI . Tianyi Xia 55255 H G /REENLAL o204 0 22 B2 DR XU 7 73 55 7 7226 MRI-PDFF 72 75 7] LA
B R0 1 R 993 TBH (104 R0 T LR AT ER Y, W Fe4h R T P RE A A R B LA 2 AT o, 38t 225 (R i
T MRI PDFF T 5 A& M8 (OR 4.5, P < 0.001). RS ATH%(OR 1.9, P < 0.001). AF£F4E{L(OR 3.6,
P =0.002). ATfiE{L(OR 3.8, P<0.001). NASH (OR 7.7, P <0.001). NAFLD (OR 4.4, P < 0.001)[] )X\ %1%
A Ko AT S, DR J0N0 (1) w5 5 5 i A (o REL T B s 2 RO R AN B L (FR AR08, 25.1%~46.3%)
5 JFfIF MRI PDEF fFFET 440 AFAEAL, . JFFREAL AT NAFLD R AR P <0.05), WRE IS S &+ T
Jita AT fE X AR BRGSO A 2. LA ESE RN, R s a R ek b a R &, AF
I MRI-PDFF F+ 5 () N AT e 22 AT HAth - E 03 1) MRI-PDFF G785 52 2, 2 B IFF IR R D7 2 A Dy R
R b AH DGR 195 14 95 (MA SLD) () = B FG R 3R L H AT REAE MASLD [ Ji& 9yl ist A% v (1) f 6. 5341
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RIEA H RN A T 000 2 83 AR A R 45 R Th[26], & 75 m] DAFE LTI NAFLD FH2f4Efe
JEfiti B HEAT NAFLD AHSCHT 4R (0 T (B A A Tk — 20 B2, oy A MG ek s AR . SR,
PAT A BT ZIIN— DRI AR, EFAEBOAFL T AT, RSt —NZ R — TR 1
BOR, FrUABEAS TERTIZ B .

2.2. FFREBRESEME R IRIAR (Fibroscan)

W R PR A AT DA AR AT e, HR A A PR, BEE A A TR iR A,
Fibroscan 045 fT i & | &:(The Liver Stiffness Measurement, LSM)F14% #1582 % (Controlled Attenua-
tion Parameter, CAP), ¥Jn[ Ak, &5 TUEdE A 4Eb AR i AR Y AR R AR & [27]. CAP /AR5
TENFAE A R 22RO R AR 2, FHORVEAL AR D7 JFF ™ L FR L, g i 20 B o5 LU bR 3 i
T FEFERRE . 11%~33%- 34%~66%- >67%7 MIAAEKR L. A E FENR DI . LSM Bl & HIZE 1.5
kpa~75 kpa Z[f], JHAEASE L v DU F2 B OB IR ) A e AL RR B, A 4EfL AR {H FO. F1. F2. F3.
F4 iR IEH . REAY4E. BEA 410, e WA 450 A1 FFRE4L . Fibroscan Lemoine M Z£[20] %
F MRI-PDFF Al CAP XI5 NAFLD X&) HIV 8#E#HATIHE KI: LA MRI-PDFF £ 82%, CAP X2
b e 2 R R IR AR M B A R UHERAPE(AUC 0.86, 95% CI0.82~0.90). Seki K Z5[28]%F 171 44 V46
UESE N NAFLD (1) 5555 B A Fibroscan AT FFAE FEAS 25 & 0, LSM 5 27 444 73 B 2 3 #H C(P < 0.001), LSM
Xf>1 WIAI>3 HALF 410 K] AUROC 435 0.85 A1 0.91, #)7F AST/ALT EtAE . APRI.FIB-4 5% f1 NAFLD
YA TT s AR4EAGSIA 1 FO>HH 3 s AR I FHE 73 708 7.2 kPa (BUEME 78.5%, Fr 51 78.3%)F1 10.0 kPa
(BUBAE 89.5%, Hi5t1E 87.6%): LSM (=10 kPa)Fl IV BUZJH (>6.0 ng/ml) & 1697 Xof B A LT 444 4 S Pk
N 97.6%. Arun J Sanyal %£[29]7E Fibroscan A2 54l 1, BXE RN Agile PR (B &PER . FRE. HiR
JIRAS . AST/ALT fH)Z NAFLD 3 O 5 Bsh A7 7E, 45K, Fibroscan BE MLE =4
Al DUA B TR E e TR BT NAFLD 538 i Ak 5355 B v iR, 08 112 NBEXT VAR 1
TR BRI, LSM BREF4EILAL, EZFNJRE. FEMARRA-TRFRISM, 1 CAP {EFRZ RIS, &
SRR E Fe BRI [27] [28].

23. RtBERESE

5zl 42 il I B 54 P il 4% (Vibration-Controlled Transient Elastography, VCTE). i 58 14: % (Point
Shear Wave Elastography, pSWE) 2-Dimensional Shear Wave Elastography, pSWE). —4f#y% e %
(2-Dimensional Shear Wave Elastography, 2DSWE). B} B{% 7 R (Transient Elastography, TE). #34fR5H
£ Hif% (Magnetic Resonance Elastography, MRE) I 34k 545 (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MRI)H U4
P HAEN NAFLD B LA . Jiang W 253011 Meta 73T on: 0T R ELF4Eb . B4R 4E40. T
fiift, pSWE (40N 9 Tihff 52, 982 44 3 AUC 7334 0.86 (95% C1 0.83~0.89), 0.94 (95% C10.91~0.95)
F10.95 (95% C1 0.93~0.97). TE (44N 11 Tilk5E. 1753 4 B#) AUC 43514 0.85 (95% CI 0.82~0.88)-
0.92 (95% CI 0.89)F1 0.94 (95% CI 0.93~0.97), #2E7~ pSWE # TE 1] LLX} NAFLD J& JH-4F AL 34T 451 7
W, U R BA L SR04 U N BUR . Selvaraj EA Z5[31] (AN T 82 Tl 7t 14,609 4 7) Meta 45
MriZzn: fE2WIH B4 L 3%+, VCTE. MRE. pSWE. 2DSWE ] sAUC 4374 0.83. 0.91. 0.86
A1 0.75; fEL W IRLT4Efb i) 2, VCTE. MRE. pSWE. 2DSWE ] sAUC %354 0.85. 0.92. 0.89.
0.72; {EZWIAFRE{LES, VCTE. MRE. pSWE. 2DSWE [#] sAUC 4515 0.89. 0.90. 0.90. 0.88; MRE
21 NASH 1] AUC y 0.83. IXUEFE bR I HALF 4L AN A0 BA v 3252 s Wik i ik . SRT,  Hh Tk
Z R IANS I A AP e e A BB, TR R RN TOVEAS B 78 70 VAL, AROR 7R 2 BB 7T Al vk
R, DA G S TR

DOI: 10.12677/ns.2023.126148 1066 BiRE:


https://doi.org/10.12677/ns.2023.126148

3. MEFRE
FIB-4 AR A FE 7 4 FFF 53 £ 248 £ 0P 55 (NFS) 2 R i o P 0 G B 0L R iy 2, 132 7 4

i e, (HAERN T NAFLD £R4EfL R AREF, R R AR EEATE R — BB B T 2 2
i AEMTRE H [32] [33] Brbs S s I BN LA A T Qe B Rr e P U R R

3.1. CK18

SRR 22 (1) 137 A Mo br B AT 78 P T2 1 NASH, {H 40 £ 28 11 (CK)-18 2124 N IEWF i) 72
bR E[34]. CK-18 Fr Bk B T A IE T 1) e K A §-3 (caspase 3 B = AE 1, ml i 9% 73 Hr
VRAE IS FPAGI . M30 BEEEE %0 2  BHR IS A caspase ZLAR 1T K18 Fr BOIFA I IE T, 32 g iy v AT
RIT—AFRE, 1 M65 BRI S e I ST I A 4TI AE T2 [34]. 2009 4, M Feldstein AE %F[35]#F 7t
KB, CK-18 A il NASH (AUROC 0.83, #BUEME 0.75. eI 0.81), R fwf 7 tBIGIE 17X —45
H[36] [37]. MATETE)LEFCFIER 10.7 £ 2.5 2N CK-18 SKiZWr NASH [38]: ZBFFILGIN 201
R E, MR RE R, NASH B CK18 /KF &3 = T9F NASH B [0 7159 322.1 U/l + 104.8 vs.
164.2 U/l +62), P <0.001]. FHEA A E NASH B BER CK18 7K # 7 m M AP < 0.001). Zhao C
SE[39RTHE R A BB WL R I, CK-18 HI g5 4 T2DM & NAFLD &35 AR QI AE ¢ . AT
RN, SXRAdERE AL, &IF NAFLD BRI & FK & IF NAFLD & 1) CK-18 /K FH#H
fm, HAIE NAFLD B8R & ) CK-18 /KPR &I NAFLD &5, CK-18 /KF5ZGIMEE. ¥
sl FEES R, BSERPUES. SIEERE. W=, S%EEES. KEEBEAKP
B APEASE, HTHM NAFLD i) AUROC A 0.857. ¥kt & 7R[40], CK-18 /K-Fi#, NASH j#
FRFE ™ 8, FRE 2018 MitdEraHt, XFT CK18 FF4LFt i) NAFLD &3, @7 st & D& &
1F1E NASH [41]. BHWFFE R, CK-18 F1 P MM AEBE T 1 R FFAE 3545 i - bR B[ 42] [43]. CK-18 7K
P, BRI 2O N AR, NASH Al REVEtROK, (HEANBEX 2 B gl g 28 £ Al NASH.

3.2. FERAMMAE PIREHE R (NIS-4)

Harrison SA [9]%5 ) — WRTHEMERI 72, LASK F =207 A A MR A IR R, BT 20 By Ay
BEARSERY, R T — R T B AR AR RIS, iZAE A0S : miR-34a-5p. Alpha-2 ELERER FH(A2M).
YKL-40 [tBAR LT Bl 3 #F8E 1 (CHIBLD)JAIRE{L L2158 H (HbA L), #FRA NIS-4. 1% FURE AN
941 & BE Y NIRRHQ239 4 BEH)VFHA SN ERIAE 4L (RESOLVE-IT 24l 475 %4 H%#, Angers [A]iiZ
227 2B, MRERER, NIS4 Hiki AUROC 4 0.80 (95% CI 0.73~0.85), FHATE EXTER. M
i) A EE AR A (BMI) B 44 2 Bk BT 14T 18 %% . NIS4 7 RESOLVE-IT £ W41 (AUROC 0.83, 95% CI 0.79~0.86)
HI Angers BA%1(0.76, 0.69~0.82) 15 B4k . 7E-& IR UERAFIH, NIS4 fH < 0.36 MEE NI N LR G
NASH (HEBR), BUME N 81.5% (95% CI 76.9%~85.3%), $# 71 A 63% (57.8%~68%), FATETIIE N 77.9%
(72.52%~82.4%), 1M NIS4 fH KT 0.63 #%)yiEfE NASH (4ii6), 87.1% (83.1~90.3)FF 71, 50.7%
(45.3%~56.1%) B, BHTETINME A 79.2% (73.1%~84.2%). NIS4 J& — P () 3L - M 1012 W 773,
A AR e e DR 2 R BR ABLZE o 1 SR AR AL T — A . RO T HERR S NASH 757 7EIR RIS
BRI R F A F NIS4 A5 RJ R R R 3/ b 92 o 13 Feg IR S5 ) S5 8 A w0 B P VB S, AL A A 2 ) e S 75
FiE AR BN, HL AR A 5 20 700 g AT 00

3.3. EEBR AR (Visceral Adiposity Index, VAI)
HArE W MERH, mEkzxt VAL W VAL Z N WD T SE5E bR, BEMEZ NAFLD E#
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o LSRR &R, FARRG A vE S AR R A K. IR ZUhRelang . ARMLE A 1E. 2 BUHE R M
Ko HAFHARUT: VAI(F)=WC (cm)/(39.68 + 1.88 x BMI) x TG/1.03 x 1.31/HDL-C, VAI (%&)=WC
(cm)/(36.58 + 1.89 x BMI) x TG/0.81 x 1.52/HDL-C (WC: fE[]; BMI: 1 Fi$5%; HDL-C: M EREM).
Xu C & [44]1—BURTHETERT 7T, AN 4809 44 525 I BR RBE VI 4 48, B o 45 SR o : i PAF 4 4 NAFLD
B BEFUR N 13.9%. VAL 5 5 = DYDY A 805 56— AN D9 73 A7 30 L, NAFLD 9 XU L6 (95%
BAS XA, 95% CI)73: 514 1.42 (95% CI: 1.24~1.64). 1.73 (95% CI: 1.51~1.99)H1 2.13 (95% CI: 1.86~2.45).
Kaplan-Meier AEf7 50T 78, VAL KTE, NAFLD KAEFHE, EFEKRBMERR. EREH, VAI
JKFH& NAFLD (37 G R &R . Tang M Z5[45]10%) 2 BURE pRIp B E TR KB, VAI 5 MAFLD £
TEADG, AIReRZ 2 ZUBE IR 55 MAFLD 2 A 14845 . Ismaiel A [46])55%F 24 A S AR ERIRF 788
ANH 70519 N)BEAT Meta 23 M7 J5 .77 : NAFLD ll NASH 3% 2 8] VAL 5 B 8 411222 7(P < 0.01),
PRI T3 S RO BB 5 AR A IR PR I NAFLD # VAT Z [AtB A W B 4eit 2425 5. 451K, VAI
X NAFLD I NASH AR GF s F/E A, (H2 AR 1EAl NASH JG 4R 4EA0 )™ EfR A

KT NAFLD & R TGO VP AL CL 2 BUR T 58250k e o T AR (1 1 F AR A A 858 (R % = 7 FR 18
=S I G IR TR SROME . ZF4etb s . BV IME S Ehl. ST MRt rks il 732,
MRI-PDFF & s 7772, ARALSF- 503 & VP Al A E U7 i o B3 IR IRIRES . 6T NASH, %A i FEf
TR M PR IALBORS U T DA DX 43 NASH ARl g A8 14, (2 25T MRI i O Bon i 1R, FRA 10
Rrigk— BRI .

E&H

TH 20 P B G KR R - TG R EIUH ;. WHS%S: XZ2019ZRG-30(Z).
FlzzhsE=HH

KNAEF Y, AAAEATFF 28 0P R
SE ik
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