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Pathogenic Role of Fatty Liver in Metabolic Syndrome: Literature Review

Tomoko NAKAGAMI', Yasuko UCHIGATA' and Taro WASADA®
!Department of Medicine III, Tokyo Women's Medical University School of Medicine
*Totsuka Royal Clinic

Metabolic syndrome (MetS) is believed to be caused by visceral fat accumulation (VFA), but no definitive
causal relationship has been demonstrated. Recent studies have shown that fatty liver (FL), highly coexistable
with VFA, strongly associates with MetS independently of VFA. The Framingham Heart Study revealed that
the presence of FL is associated with MetS independently of visceral fat and increased fat is merely one of induc-
ing factors for fatty liver. FL occurs when the sum of triglyceride synthesis by the supply of free fatty acid (FFA)
and de novo synthesis of triglycerides exceeds the sum of combustion and very-low-density lipoprotein-
triglyceride secretion. FL is considered to result from insulin resistance due to VFA, since insulin resistance can
cause excessive FFA supply. Even without insulin resistance, however, FL may occur with high-fat diet. A group
of liver-generated proteins (hepatokines) have been shown to play a role in the mechanism in which FL induces
insulin resistance, with the hypothesis being increasingly supported that FL lies at the root of MetS. Despite the
difficulty of assessing VFA and FL separately, improved methodologies have increasingly highlighted the signifi-

cance of FL. Prospective studies will elucidate a possible causal relationship between FL and MetS.

Key Words: fatty liver, insulin resistance, visceral fat, hepatokine
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DOEETEAY R vy 7y Fu—24A (MetS) O
BB EE L, MAOBKEREELZHWTEOF
BExHEATE 2 2P CTITbhTwa,. L LERIIC
AbE, MetS OBWEREITEBSHFELE—M2
R Z L, BRIIC MetS L2WT 2 C L OEHFE
MbnTwbZ i, MetSORZFIIE, FA
DEELLWICBEORFICOH S L H 1T, REE
Wb LI BbND. P, MetS OFHEFZHEE
HEEE) DDOTIERVDS, KRIEBSOREEIHARE
o Twiw, Thbh, MetS DIRERA (patho-
genesis) WRZZEIZEBHI N TR W LITHR
ZLTWBEHICEbNRS.

A H, WEE IR © ¥ (visceral adiposity :

VA) &, EFRMERFRES (IDF) B X THbEIZH
75 MetS ZHiEEOLHEBIIBITONTEY,

MetS OEBFRE L N TW5B. VA 1T MetS DR
HF3ebbitmE BERE SELHEM
MeaZ&iTmz, BXILNBIEMRE,?SIX
EEERRREE (FFA) 213 LOSEDOT T4 RA 4 ¥
DELEFWERENEL, ENBMREN L CEEF
JBIZ RS 5 &) "FIRIREE A S h T & 7z,

L2l “PIlRIRER %2 X#F9 2 BEZERIZE O
TWiW™ 5%, VA & MetS & O BERIZMEKR
association DIHEH B DO TIZ %L, WMEDMIZH
e R MR (causal relationship) I EE & T W
BVWOTHL, —HT, VA &L KEROB VIO IE
PFERA VAL EMIEZL T, »DOVA KD HHEL
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MetS EHBIT 5 L V) HRVER S OO H 5.
AT, ZOFEORIRBPMELID LiF, MetS
DEBIFRBIZIRIF (FL) 255 % &\ ) VI o
THT, ThITOREEZERLTAHLW.

1. [REEART (FL) (SAEREEEAETE (VA) &3
LT MetS EEBET 2| 25T 28K

1) The Framingham Heart Study®

Z OWF3ELE, Framingham Heart Study @ I 5k —
NP L, BEOTIVFATA A CT 2# Y, FFig
Wi (LFAT), ME#EZTHeR; (ASCF), Mg (VF)
% BVl L4572 2589 4 (F34E KD 51 %, BMI27.6kg/
m’, L 51%) 55 7% B KBE L BTRETH 5. &
OWFRIEHHHHDOD L IGBRENLHRTIE R W
EVH) ZEDOERITIKE N

AKFETIEIVEB X CASCF X BE—BEME T
%L, EIMWEHD»S 125cm EEF TEHN—F 5
BHEDATAZBINVEFERE L THEEB SR
LFAT EIF®D 3 2 Fr & B 2 % FF DF¥ computed
tomograph (CT) fED (FF/B) %KD, L1LT
% RFFL)FEY & L&A, FLEAT A8
HLZWEIZH LT, UTOMENEKRE (OR) 258
BIZED» o 72 (p<0001). T 2bbIEEKIE 298
(95% EHEX M : 212-421), 4 ¥ A Y&Putk (IR)
12 616 (490-7.76), MetS i% 522 (415-657), i
FE1 273 (216-344), ZRBRMMESME (IFG) X 2.95
(232-375) CHo7z. F72, IR, POkERAMmE,
3 5% B 1 £, high density lipoprotein cholesterol
(HDL)2 VAFH—), TF4RRZF v HTRT
HETHo72(p<0001). #L T, VF 2 &L EiE
¥ (BMI, BESAIREPE, ASCF) CTHRE#D, UM
BIOHERBMEXBRVWTZOBBRIZRBAERT
Holz. $hbH FL OFTEEHNBIET OB & &
M UC IR M - JTRERER MetS EHETH I &
ERLI-Z LA EHENS DI, LFAT &5
AR D o 72 DIX VE TH o 7278, WHE OFHE
BB (r) 1% 034 & IBWETVBLRICH Y, VAIZFL
FIEDHEERD—FITAE e SN2 L ThoTz.

2) The AGES-Reykjavik Study”

Z @ A A 1 Framingham Heart Study (2 %k <K
HEFE T, FHERMI O RE MR D 2495 DM
Rz s LTwa. CT EE,»S VF, LFAT 2%
NZERHAIZEL, MetSIZBWTVF L LFAT D ED
OAEELZRMYCH 50 ERET 570, WiEHO
1-HE#{RZE (1SD) D& MetS & @ OR %, W%t
T4 O BMI TRkl L THE L7z,

ZDOFER, VF @ MetS 1219 5% OR & BMI 4%
{BBIONTET L7z, —J, LFAT @ MetS |2
W95 ORIEBMIDEWHETEL ok, Thbb
LFAT & VF MBI LC MetS & BIE T 5
A%, ZFOBRIZBMIIC X o TBHish, VE AL
D VEET MetS & OBEEDRETT 5 DIZH L,
LFAT Tidaf BRI BET MetS & o BE D
WHT L5200, LFEVARENEFNE RS T2
A=A L TMetSOFIEIC B Z 70 L Him S N/

3) Seppild-Lindroos, Yki-Jarvinen 5 D&Y

ZOREONGII 0O RFEEME (30~55
%) Ta 5. Proton (*H) magnetic resonance spec-
troscopy (PMRS) Ti#ll%E L 72 LFAT @ F9tfE 12
Lo THRABAIZBLFATH (105£20%) & 1K
LFAT# (17+02%) @28 4T s s,
ASCF & VA i3, MRI % v CHEME L4/5 D8R A
5FTF 8cm O#HiFi% 16 254 A LT, BRELT
HEIN.

WA DR, BMI, W/H I, RIEDGE, B2 1 ARES,
VA (3075+340 vs 3,208 =261cm®x 107%) B X U'Fg kK
BFEHERE (VOmax) ICEIZFED LN ah o7z L
L, BLFAT BCIIZBERIIES Y2 v (4%
3vs 32+4pmol/l, p=0016), CPR (0.78=0.09 vs
047 =0.06nmol/I, p=0009), HPEREREF (14+02vs
0.9+0.09mmol/l, p=0.027), ALT (39+4vs27+3
U/, p=0.035), +-GTP (41 £5 vs 20+ 2U/1, p=0.001)
BWIFNLEETHY, HDL 2L A5a— ) (14+
0.08 vs 1.6 £0.09mmol/l, p=0042)1EKMETH - 7-.
FTELTBRBEOA VR VBT R
DAZRE (RA) IZHETHETH 2P, 1R
VX BAPHEREE (EGP) O#HIZRIEE LFAT #T
&< (20+12 vs 51 £8mg/m? min, p<005),
IRVPHLPTHo7. EHIWXAVYAY VIZES
FFA o#pfild & LFAT #ECTlEs LTz (212+13
vs 299+ 33umol/I, p<0.02). 2N & DFEFRIE, LFAT
BOENVA LITEBRICITIR 212 o 0mER
HHFEBETLIIEZRTHIDOTH o7,

4) Tiikkainen, Yki-Jarvinen & O &Y

HIRMERBOBEREL A L, BO7 FyEAamR
B (OGTT) THERBEIE W & 2R LG 27
£ (20~50 %, BMI28~35kg/m?) % X}
HIZ L72Hf% T, LFAT, ASCF, VF O#llE ik
Seppéli-Lindroos 5¥ & Rk TH 5. £F DA ¥ XY
YREMIEEA YA VIEEIES T 0 TR TRD 7.

LFAT 2B E 0P IAE (B 1 5%) T2



SiyAsE, BLFATHTIX98+15% (5~23%),
. LFAT TiX 32+03% (1.5~5%) THo7z. WAk
D4R, BifE, BMI, WC, ASCF, VF (1,698+
123 vs 1,506 = 150cm®) 3 X OFF#%8E (ALT, AST,
vCTP)ICEBE XA DN holz, L LILFA ~

21) ¥ (14%3 vs 10+ 1mU/I, p<0.05), CPR(1.00+
0.08 vs 0.77 £ 0.05nmol/1, p=0.02) & IR (1.93 =
02vs 1.11£0.1mmol/l, p<005)id® LFAT B TH
{, HDL 2L A5 —)V(1.1+0.1 vs 1.3+0.1mmol/
I, p<005)BEMETH o7, T2 5y Fhollik
WEEERERFEE (FFA) b B LFATH CTHEICEMT
H o7z (304+20 vs 243+ 17umol/l, p<005). &5H
WZ 24 B OFHME TR LFATHTEL, 250
AR VREEE ME FEBRCREZRLL
(32+04 vs 41+04mg/kg - min, p<0.05). ThbH
DRERDPS, WO RBFRONBERN VF 2L
WREE I LCIR EBE T 5 & L7z,

5) Nguyen-Duy, Ross & D&
WRE Ky 7 ZZEOHRT, by FIVEHE
T COADSER OB K FHIMED 85% LA EIZEL,
WRE, SIUE, BEREZEORBERIRL,
POBEMCTERE LB-I220-FH %
(524+61 7%, BMI274+37kg/m*) THb. IR
Bk, B CHBROPLEILLERETOR
BHETTE (40 R 54 2) D CTH»rHE B L7, LFAT
QLK 2 HOFE CT O HKRD 7.

ZORE, VFIE ASCF, LA S, 7V a—y
BREZWIE L2k, ZeERmbE, S48, HDL
alxyu—), #alLA5Fua—)/HDL I VAT

—VHEAEBELMHEEERL, HEDMEBEOE
LFAT THIEH D MR, HDLa VA 7u—)
BalLA5Fu—)N/HDL 2L A5Fua— VIt EBER
HB% /R L7z, ASCF 3RHEEEABVE SNDHEGE
WEERBIHTTRE L7222, wTihdAEOBR
BREBEShado7z. —F, LFAT X VF THIEL
728 ZERRFILRE, FPERRRE & BB LML R L7z,
INHDERMS, VF & LFAT 3 ZFNEMILL
T MetS OFRHFLBET S5, BHRHENIVAY A
7 TH AU FEHITRE I N

6) D’'Adamo b D EEY

g, BBI/ANE 43 % (CEM44E 136 %, BMI
35.6kg/m?) 2 BT, VF, ASCF B X U5 W N ARRE
(IMCL) %#F%cf% L, FHIEHE (HTG) DA
BpD 2BERELEETHS.

ZORE, WIHTGE (171+237%, n=23) &
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R IHTG # (111+0.34%, n=20) ZHNRT, 2K
BB L O 7B5gOGTT2 MDA » 2 v, ZEHEK
CPR, HOMA-IR i¥&E <L, 774 B4 27 F VIiH&EL,
4 Y2 MR WTIZATRERE AT, SRR
B0 AARDPEERTH o 72, RS EOIHFITEE
EERS Lo, MH FFA XA YA V9’8
B2 hboTRIETH 7. TbENERD
wimx, WERHRLHANEHEZ ML L T B
oA v A vIEFE B SRS THOEEE R
723 T EAIRENT.

2. [BERART (FL) (3MERAERAERE (VA) LHANX
158 < MetS EFBET 3| &XIFT DA

1) Stefan, Hiring & D&Y

EIGAERRDT 45 7% (18~69 %) D 314 B % W,
WARBERS, VF, SCF i MRI T, LFAT, IMCL i
PMRS Tl E 7872 TH 5. BMI 20 b EHEKRE
(BMI 25kg/m* Kiiii), #AKRE (25.0~299kg/m*) &
Al (30kg/m*LL E) @ 3BT, BWmETIZES
12 75g0GTT %47V, Matsuda 5D HEFEIZL D A
VA VIERZIREA BN 1/4 © “BH-IS BT & T
A7 3/4 @ “BEG-IREE DA 4 BT TR L7

ZOFER, VFBIZIEFREFICENBRES X
Ui 8 CREME (p<0.05) TH o724, BEiD 2
B ASEL IR CAREERAONE P o2,
M LT, HRARLHROEHE L “EH-ISH” <
1 PEE-TR B ISR THEEILS ol A VR
VR CIRE-IR B OIS BEE-IS
B CTHEICEL (174+09vs7.3+0.3, p<0.05),
EHAEBRLIZIZRAETH o7, REHRO IMT
13 IE B4R E 8 T &/ (051£0.02mm), "B #H-1S
B3 EM-IRE CHRNABCEBETH-
(054+0.02 vs 059+ 0.01lmm, p<0.05).

INOHDREREPD, IR Z{Eb % v IEH (metaboli-
cally benign obesity : MBO) OFAPHER I N
DY AT TIERERBICEEOZL W EHRSN
7o, EHICEERILIZ, 2OMBO DA Y A1) VK
ZWEPRD TV DI VE Tk { RSO
e wo2RIMEDRBERTHH Z LRSI
ZETHA.

2) Koska, Bunt 5 D&Y

T RE DS IE R R~ A V74 7~ 53 % (27 +
8%, WP 35+5%) ZXRIC, 3-[CHIZ va—x
BEEAZEHATAIIONI—R 25V THEICE-T
M i & FiEREA EGP (T &b bIF-IR) ZHMIEL,
BT HER & KBRS o8tk ¢ 2 2 n Ig B 2%
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Fig. 1 Insulin sensitivity of the liver (a), skeletal mus-
cle (b), and adipose tissue (c) in subjects matched on
visceral adipose tissue (VAT) volume with either a
normal or high intrahepatic triglyceride IHTG) con-
tent and subjects matched on IHTG content with
either a low or high VAT volume. AU, arbitrary
units. Values are the mean + SEM.

*Significant difference from the corresponding value
in the normal IHTG group, p<<0.05.

(AD) &gl ®E (IMCL) 23Rl L7z, 72
MRI C VF O%&f L, KT (=100) & (=0)
DOTIWGEERY 775 AL LTLFAT %2 &
E L7

ZOER, LFAT XM E, IR, MiH7 74 K
27F v, ADLZNENFEBEOMBE ZAR LA,
VF IZHF-IR, AD & IZHBE7, MIEE OAMHE L
72, LA LEEBHT T3 MAE & A& BEN D

SNADIE VE Tidz{, LFAT DA TH-o7. §
hbEMEDA ¥ A VR E —RIICEE R
ETHDIIHEBETH 572,

3) Fabbrini, Klein 5 ®HEY

JEEREIERE ICBWT, VEEFFR MY 7 )&
) F (IHTG) O &H 5 AEMT MetS OAHEF &
L VBHBT A2 RETT 572018, HRAFUT
D2BRFELL. bbb VFIRFA%TH S8
IHTG DR %28 L, IHTGXHZ%ETH 543 VF
WRLD2HTHDH. FHOER, H, BMIL &
PiRIEFETH o7z, HERELTREETA Y F—
T 2BBOEA VA VIERIEY 5 T
ErflAasby, W, BRG, EHE&OAL V2
) vEEEESHEL, %72 VLDL-TG DiF4W
BEHELL.

ZFOER, THTG 2~ v F 84724, VF OR%
5 2B (766+77 vs 1,946 £ 319cm®) TIIMLME, A
YAY Y, 8T F4RA2F Y, FFA, VLDL-TG,
BalL A5u—), LDL 2LV A5u—), HDL 2
AFua—)VB L OFBEEE, OV 7 — b EAE (B
Bhsrfg) SR L, B BEEE, oA R Uk
ZHICDEEZERREDLNEP 72, TR LT
VF #~ v F &84, & IHTG #(253£35%
FAEMES) ZIEH IHTG # (36+05%) 12, I
A AY YidE L (21+3vs12+1pU/ml, p<
001), 7 74 XA 7 F VKL (425032 vs
785+1.02ug/ml, p<001), £ ¥ A V) ¥V EEMIXIER
IHTG BT T 41%, TRIFMALTI3%, T
36% TNFNET (p<00l) T2 EIRENT:
(Fig.1).

¥ - VLDLTG OB WEIFIIHTG 2 < v F &
7236, VEFOEWILLZEREDONGEP 2720
Witl, VEZ2~vvyF&85E, BIHTGHE (232
umol/min) TIXIEH IHTG # (12+ Iumol/min) 1
g2 fEomEERLZ (p<0001) (Fig.2).

& 512 VLDL-TG OB OHK 27T 5 L
% THTG BECIZIEH THTG B2 X “non-systemic
fatty acids” (& L CTHHN TG O 52 X % gk
) 2> 5k B ER A Hr o 72 (58 £ 4 vs 28 £4%, p<
0001). $7%bH VLDL-TG (fid TG DiF & A LI
ZOHIZEING) ORI, EF& LUTETRER
5<% FFA XD DN TG 05> 5 £ 53ma8
KREWZELERTOIDOTHY, FLIZHED MFERE
BE I e CHBRARBFRUER & 0 b FL A& D
FRERBEEICHET S LARBRE N
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VF VF
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Matched on VF

Fig. 2 Very-low-density lipoprotein-triglyceride (VLDL-
TG) secretion rate in subjects matched on visceral
adipose tissue (VAT) volume with either a normal
or high intrahepatic triglyceride (IHTG) content and
in subjects matched on IHTG content with either
a low or high VAT volume. Values are the mean*
SEM.

*Significant difference from the corresponding value
in the normal IHTG group, p<0.001.

INSDORERIE, 4 YAV VENMEEDA YR
VIRZHIINIBIE Tid e L, HHBREOSEL
BRL, B4 YA VIE, K774 427 F 0
SE, B TG IER &L BET A LEZRLTWAS. £
7-4EWh, M, BMI %MEMiE, IHTG, VF, ASCF
RRIARE L, PR WA, BRIEOA A Vi
ZH 3B X O VLDL-TG RO FHE T2 L AL R
WCotd s, REOFEMPETFIL VF TIE%L<,
IHTG TH - 7-.

COBXANEH ENAHDIE, BREE TR D EEME
DEWHEREHF L POBETH L E V)
TH5. Tbb VFIEMRI 2w, BaETlE%
{758k (volume) & LTHlEL, THTG &IZ P (H)
MRS #HIVWTHIELTWAB A, ZFLTESICRET
AV —=FHRBEL 2HEBEDA VA ViREZHW
LHIEWMEES 5 v THEEMAGDLET, oA A
) VMR [6,62H,] Z V3 — A R LT EGP
DEFIRD S, oA v 2 VEEZHIL [22-°H.]
7%V 35— b @ Ra(lipolysis) * 5, RO Z I
Y AAREK (RA) »5FhZERGHHEL TSR
TH5b.

R LMEORRE LT, VFB LUIHTG %
Ry FEELBBET, HROBFIINA T AHHH
BHAREEASRS 2 L AR L TB 2 RITUTR b 2w,

—67—
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3. BER5RT (FL) DOFRREH4E (Pathogenesis)

P E FFA 2RI EE% TG IZ T A7 At
L, $725WbFoTVADT, TG DEALEHO
NG Y ADBRIMEL BN IRIERAET
5. $hb bR FREA~ AR M4 S L7z FFA
DODHFEIATFNMEIZE 5 TG EKITHE & FE TD de
novo AOFA, I b3 ¥ K1) 7THTOBILIREE L
VLDL-TG O3 % Lo 2R TH D L vz
5., SITRINHLOERIIOVWTATHE W

1) FFiE~® FFA Oft#E3m

Donnelly 5133k 7 v a2 — VBRI BF (NAFLD,
1 Hekifig& © % / — V8 20~30g DL T o i)
BEOIEN (12& AP TG) B L OMH 50 S
5 VLDL-TG OfaliEg (FA) 238 ZH 5 3K727,
ZOMKE T AV b — THERE TR L7,
9 % DEMTHEE L72 NAFLD % (4=10i%, 7
Va—VEBEE<20g/H) &, EMEFTO4L4HET
ORI ML —%—ZFkFEL, TG VLDL-
TGHOFA R FNERF AU NS5 T7 14—/
AANRZ b X Y —FETHH L7

FORER, D TG ?59.0+99% (XA @ FFA
(1234°%C23 V37— 1) » 5, 261+67% i de
novo NERK BC7E7—1F) 5, 149+£70% &
BEHPO TG CHy—2 ) ka— -39V F V)
5, FRENERTHI LKL VLDLTG®
FAMB RO ZN EIZIZFE LY — 2 ThHo
D kM5 NAFLD O gl $ & 08 VLDL-
TG OA& K IZmd FFA B X P2 T @ de novo
BRIZEBELORECEFHLPICE 57

M FRA 3% & TIEMED 5 W IdRRE®R %
ETHINT 54, A BRI AR SN D DI
RPHERIFE Vo IRDFETH 5. IR TEFNVE
VIR S —BANEEAL L, FRISREAITEL,
BYEMICE FFA JE & % 5. NAFLD O%JEIC IR
RE—ORRE LTRTAHEANCZICH 5.

JRIg 2B IX R B FFA 23K & OB O JR 1 731
WCHET A 22T, Nielsen, Jensen 57Dk
OB D, FHUCE B L BEE TIRFIRMA FFA
D 20%, FERIHE TIEHTH 5% % VE ICHE
L, —7, BRHNEZLERIF FFA © 14% D&
RVFHETH-7/72. ThbEFB X OEBEICE
BXh5FFA D)L, VFICHET AER5ZH LT
KEL W L RRLT.

VEIWZEBT FLF =2y 7 ZHBENE L, B
R Wb TWA7H, EFOK TN

-
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ST DA L (5~25%), FFA OftGEIRE LT
DRHEIZEVWD DOLEZ b b, [EE, FRTO
FFA O Y AR IZEN T, MHREICERKET
HEENTWD, ZOH%CD6 DFERIZLD, Th
ZALTH60% BHBICRYAINDZ LHL
2% o572, Fabbrini 5% NAFLD &3 O BgRH#L
e HATO CD36 DHEBL (mRNA & &EH) iR
L7zt 2 h, BB TEREEAMTL, i
WCIBRBABEM LT oRE L b, B
ZOLXFBTOHARARCERIEEoTHEY,
FFA 234 DIr ST (B TRRIFALER) 2 5 £k
AL (FBE, W) ~NEWTW5 Z L E2RBT 55
BEWR A,

2) de novo AR

IANVF—BLERETE, Fva—-RFEver
M5y FYTHDTCAYAZVIZAY
JIVEEE Y, BUOHIE T acyl-CoA—»~va =—
WV CoA— SV IF VB (Cl16:0) AT T VIR
(C18:0) =LA VB (C18: 1) IXEDDH. Tl
BIEA VAYV P ET VA=A D& IR SR
TWwa., ThbbEA YA VIEREERFO
SREBP-1 #35&E L, JRIFEHAAPI FEALDE
fEFEEELT 5. ARCENEIFET S L
ChREBP 28 b & h, S HICEVAKREED S
A, & ATIEHER D O BRI A R ORE LBER TH
HBYNVEVEBXF—€ (FEPK) 2EMILT S
(ChREBP / v 7 7 b T ATIHIDBHEDORER
3% 90% W U5). %72 PPARy b NAFLD O %
IZBRT A KD TH AL, FEMIIARHETHS.

3) TG DB

JERF BB (FFA © BEEIL) OEERETH 5
FFADI by FYTHANORITIX, vo=—
CoA »@% B> Tw5b, =1 =—)CoA iZ FFA
DMEEATH 5 CPT-1 DEREZWH T 205 T
H5H. ThbbEA VA VIFETTIETE=—)V
CoA XML, MUBERVEL Y, RO
Bo THBORIER NS 5. —7%, IR TAMP
FF—EBOEEMET T2 &, BHOBRILIES,
ATP OEAIMKT T 5. BER X PERNI VRFT
V) Uy FHEARE AMPK 2RI L, FREE O RRBE
#RHELT, LFATER2RBDSE 5.

4) VLDL-TG D%

BRI AR & M7z TG 1351 (lipid droplets)
RICEFZ BN AD, VLDL ISy r— Y STl
AW ENS. FFO VLDL-TG i3 FL T IE

HWIZHR2EBELENT S, LALIOEVIEVE
BOETEAONLDP o7, THbHEFL T
LFAT & O ¥t v VLDL-TG O 5 A58 m L
THY, Ih TCOEELFATS. L L VLDL-
TG OHWMIRHTT T b —10&ET A 720, LFAT
BT HICEELLRVDTH S,

4, JEREET (FL) ICB 31 RUEBHREDOX B
il QN

FLIZBIF A IR DN A H = X A2, I
DAG/PKC D iEHALIC L 24 Y AY Y DY 7 F N
EERBE B 2ICINKDHBWIZIKKE AT 5
NF-«xB O AL, E=12/MMatk (BER) A b LA
W ABELREPEFLN TS, LrLIhbid
WTENRBEWEF VBV TURENIA D ZALT
HY, e MNCEITCTEAPAHTH A,

Kumashiro, Shulman & i3 3EHERHE O & AL
%374 (BMI 484 +88kg/m?) O AL i fiE IA 5 F i
(bariatric surgery) F IR A ML, BWETL 7.
ZO%ER, HOMAIR(EL LTHOIR) 2 FHl§ 5
B K O K F i F#1 B2 lipid droplets FF @ DAG & T
»H (R=080,p<0001), A ¥ AV VyE=ZHED
64% # B L 272, ¥ 72 DAG BI3HF 0 PKCe itk
LA AR L7 (R=067,p<0001). L2L%Z
OMDOIRE B (fatty acyl-CoA, ceramide) B &
U4~ — % — (TNFa, IL-1B, IL-6, hs-CRP) O ifiL
W p R IF R & HOMA-IR O IS I3 A E R BR
AL D ol EHIC—EO/NEEKR ML A
T —H— L IZFVHEFROONLDATHY, K
SEWEY A A4 Y BIONEA P L RATWTRD
IROKELREREERY ZBWVWE L. bbb
b, EEENEICL SRR GHRTOR L) D
DAG @Ay, PKC (FFcide, #Tido) ZiEH
ILL, SHAIRS /2Dy Y/ AVA = VERER
VEALT A0, A VA UEEEOFO Y VX
F—EHHEE S, IRS-1/2-PI3 ¥ F—¥-Akt2 O
EHRE X, PEE%ER GLUT (BFFTid GLUTZ, T
X GLUTY) OEBITMET LT, Vv a—ZADHY
AADEDL, ELWETHTIEZY a7 v EREER
(GS)IEWDIET, WHEDOTTHEIC & 5 FFREEA DN
e, WOIRBPERTHELE.

Boden 5™ L IRZ2Y v 75 A EHEMWE
DML LT, OEHETmACHEmNT %, @Fom
RLNVSEBENEROEMCTIRYEE S5, @F
DOMHFLRVOETFTTIRALET S, D30%%
¥, ShEEZT O’ FFA DAMIAMC v E Lz,
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Fig. 3 Clamped EGP plotted against the hepatic TG
content

WS FFAIZL % IR OB 2 RETT 572012, B
AVAY VIEEISESZ ST TO5y MY 27
LY R Vg r+A2N a4 RS E
L, EBHL NV (15~25mM) O FFA ILE % 2
oz, TORER, 2~4KEHD Y 4 LT T EENT,
SR (7)o — VER) BRSSO A
AEGIR OET (L LTERBOIR) &, TR
oYM (FOIR) PEEEE S > TRSNIZY,
O, XN O DAGIZ210% #inL, PKC-S
DEMAL HIE-BE~ORIT) BIUH ) —20D
Y U/ AVEF = FF =¥ TH B IKKS 13 640%
WL, NFxB & 73% ML A LNz, 51T
NICHEEL TREEY A A A >~ O TNF-a it
1,700%, IL-1B & 440%, 4% MCP-1 i 220% Bz
ALY IS OFRED D, B FFA MEIC X - T
RIS HEO IR & F MM DAG (FFA
DIAT VLA OHEAHY T, PKCOTO AT
Vo 2T o FNRAL 5 —) OBMAEL, PKC OfEHE
Ibt=A4 v 2)voFuy vy YBbh A7 — FIZB
FABEEIZMZ, ) —2lF NFxB BB OFEELIC
XBRIEWFA VA4 v OFEFEET B ENEE
RAL7z

—f%lZ, FLIZIR DERTH L LT HEZHMFK
BELDODTWAEZLEIEICOBR:. FOXE55H
B, IR DB Z LIk o TIRIFSEIES RS
D, BE O FFA BFBICHE S b2 &, €L TH
BRCHFEET A4 Y A YIMJEIC X - T FFA OF
IR 5 VAL B & U'SREBP-1 D {EHALIZ X 4 de
novo DEWIHEL w0 =— ) CoA DIEMENT 5
FRIEGEE D BALBRBE DRI & - C, FIRICBIT 5
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L2LZRISHLTE, L3 LbHEIRE LT IR
H7L Th, BRFBAEICL>TFL R IR IAESHICE
N5 LT 5 Samuel HDOFAE? DD 5. Samuel H
oy b EIEHEGI%at) T3 HHEAET S L,
Fo TG B & U fatty acyl-CoA & & 1349 3 512380
L7z4, ZORHTHRE,, SCF, VF (GHEEE%
EH) RHANBHOEMIA LN P72, ZO
R cER L 72 TG IR Be g (C18 @ 2 258
) 25, BRECHKRTLEEZON. ZO8Y
DZEERFIMEE, Y2V, TFARAIZFUVB&
CMARIM A O FFA, E5ICMMES 5 T HEICK 58
B Y JAARTE (GIR) B X U HRRE - H O ¥ 1t HE &
b3, ME—PHEEE (EGP) OWFIEI RO
74% \ZHA~R8% L, WO IR PHLPTH o7,
ThbbREBHEIC X 0 R H ISR A RS
A ), KO IR 2HLTITHFO IR S 456
ENLEVIRERTHo72. OEBWI +a VP
J 7 @ uncoupler (24-dinitrophenol) %5 L., B
WCERLIEORELREST S L, FOTCE
EGP X#fT LTRA L, O IREESED LN
(Fig. 3).

—7, Boden 5™ IR DER % /- wvwk MIB
WTh, @ FFAMAEICREESI L L IRV LS
NBZEELEHLZD, IROFHETE TITIIH 3 KM
DIGTIALLDPRLBETHoT. INHLORERIE, VF
DERRPLEKNY (BRGRLRHEG O IR 2L T
2, BTG HBidzoR#EY (DAG L) ©
EROHTHO IR 2MErIDEZ & HEIR L
HDOT, WHEDMIIZEZ 5 association TiE 7% <,
K HBE4% (cause and effect relationship) 2SFHET 5
CLEBMIRETLIHRMBTHL LV A,

EHITHE, FLAIR &l 218512, FET
EAEINE—ROEH (NI AL ) OREIDY]
Lo TWA, 0 1D fetuin-A®>T, b o
ESHFRE» W EN, 4 YR YOV T T VIEE
EHMOICHETAWETH LY, YTVATHE T
b FL CIRIZOBEANEML TWwA. %72 fetuin-A
o8V I F VB &R SABFINE I BR T up-regulate
SR, FOR)HEIZ NF«B 12 X o T mediate $h 5 Z
EHREN, FFAIC L 2 IR ORFICRIEDES-H
HEINTWAS. & 5|2 fetuin-A IZPRIHHIAZ ISR L
TPPARy, 77 4 K % 7 F ~, CD36 % down-
regulate 35 7% & anti-adipogenic (28 X, JEGiF R IR
EEVWHEBREAETAZELHLP IR oTWS
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Fig. 4 3T3-L1 adipocytes were incubated without (Ctl) or with fetuin-A (FetA) in the
presence of Ca2+ (1.5 mM). After termination of incubation, RNA was extracted and sub-
jected to real-time PCR using specific primers for PPARY, adiponectin, TNFa, aP2, FAT/
CD36, and IL-6. Values are the mean=*SEM calculated from three independent experi-
ments. *p<<0.01, **p<0.001 compared with Ctl.

(Fig.4). 2 2B 3tAVEVEAEEA (SHBP)YT
5. SHBP AR & 53U S, 2 BUREIRIN D FERE
WCFBRICE S S LS SN TW ALY, FL TIdE
EFMETFTLTWAS. 32 IEL/ 7a54 v PPT
HbH, INFECHECTEESN, LEMEILRD
LUV EBETLEATH LA, B (invitro, in
vivo) TIZ IR 2E LT A I EPRINTVS, TNV
I— ANV X F VR T upregulate 8N, A VA
1) T down-regulate 5. EEZETILERICHE
EENTwS. ThHDHER, FLALT LD IR
DRERTIE %L, IROFERE 2V /LI L2RTH
ETHY, MetS ORBRAEICBIT S FLIFERHZ X
RHIaREGRMBEEZ OND.
bW
VF o¥me FLIZZ L OBERTFTE. €072

W, TNENORBMMEEZSHL CEFET 52 &8
W <TH o7z, VEBMRDO LRICH Y, 0%
A MHA VRWETLHRBEL LTARY P4
Az 5 7208, IAEDE R TTERP AN A
YREDHLRHMRICE T, LEWIZFLOEE
WAL LI DO2H 5 LHIC-bhE. —7,
VADSFL X ) 58 < MetS L BIET 5 & ) B
&, Ak ASTELZED T, RA754%h o
72. 4 % 1% prospective study (& & ¥ FL & MetS
ORREEBROMAVETING.
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