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2AaA7) T AT A
NFS N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
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1232V C, M2BPGI-Qt MRAIC & 2 PR IF5 @x%—
VREIE S E OFi 7T h v b F TENRE S
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1,228 2 D JFAEMTEAT MASLD #2152 L CELF 227 2HlE L7z, #EL A 7— VR IR,
ELF 227z LA L Twa. 7.7 FFEMALERAC Y 2 7 B, 9.8 MATAFRMEILEE, 113 BFRARED S v
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YHOEGTH D, IEH IO P I E R AR
IIFAE L2 WS, IFRRHEAL RS AT R X L 5 BR1Z,
T 52 &2 X Y ik T4CTS BEM A3 5. T4
C7Sik, WHas—7 5T ilBia NEKED TS
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A a7 LD EORMEALZ BiED 3 - 727
TACTS 1T EVEIFER R, 24T MASLD DL
Y= —L LTENZBIEEA LTS, L2 Lk
A3, T IV 3 — )V B I ARHE L AT o BERY
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(4) HA (e7vu vf)

vrva s (HA) ED-Zvrarle N-7tF
V-D-Z Va3 UBEALTEONLEENEL 248,
TN & il TR S B, IR LS
HEATT 220N T HA ZERDEAT 57280, Ml
O HA A RS 5. HA 37 < 2 ST Lo A 1

==L LTHSNTWS. Loomba & I3 KE®D
MASLD B#Z BT B RHEILA 7 — 2 0~2 & 3~4
OER DI HA OFFIEITOWT AUC % 0812 L
#H L 72%. Fujimori 51X HAAN MASLD B&I2BIT 5
FAEIL A 57— 2 3 DL EO BRI B 5 1iiE HA OF
WMPEICDOWT AUC % 082 & G L2, £ 72, BRI
BE BT IR s 0384 %+l 9% 1T,
FIB-4 & Ifilif HA OfiAAHbId FIB4 Bk 0 R
7oX—=h—=THDIEPWEINTVEY. 5|2, i
i HA L ~vid MASLD O/NREFIZ BT 2 IFRHEL
OFINAEHTE B, Lo L, BHeakRid, Bs
(Bt v ~F, BREEEER L), MMERE FEH
9%, MAF%E, g CEMEY Vo5, R E) o
HTIEIMGE HA LRV EAT 5 Z LR T A 058
Vb,

(5) CK-18F (cytokeratin-18 fragment)

CK-18 75 7 A » b (CK-18F/M30) (1 =—2 73
A<= —=ThY, OB TIE %L, D
FHERMINIE 2 & BT ZFHEiTE 5] Z L8
HBMTHH WbW 5 at risk MASH (Ffa kil MASH ;
HWHALA T — Y 2L EB X O NAS 237 24) O
ABHMGENA F =D —Tdhb. FHELE L LR
AL BTGB T L C v 5 7280 CK-18F 73K
TLTWAZ LD DD, T3 1ML % 1TV,
UIEEMEEHN O 72812 CK-18F 24 5 2 & 243
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B 227y 77 NIY) ALIZ L5 at risk MASH OFill
T, etal, Eur Gastroenterol Hepatol 2021, Kawanaka

T 5.

ACH AR 5 BRI IT 28 (MASH) i o 64
H A= %, I T A b — 3 238 L O"MASH 0t
TERSHBL TV S 2 EDMESNTW DY, Tl
7R M= XD~ TH % ballooning hepatocyte
1, MASH D8 20i B2 TH ), NAS O HHE
R ERTH L. PO EELBHE7 45 A2 b
Z R THBYA Mr5F 2~ 18(CK-18) 1, HFHll
a7 R =Y APIZHAANRN—FIZE o TYWENS.
YIWr & 72 CK-18 (CK-18F) 2sIfiiiciih s s 2 &
Z, T R =Y 20N k= —h— L LTHE
ENTWw 5. Feldstein 5 1&, 155 1M1+ @ CK-18F
L VA MASLD 75 MASH OEFIR T Th s 2 L %
WD TIFEL 727, 2Lk, 0~ — 7 —hs Btk
WilF & MASH 2 X519 5 ETHIITH 5 Z L5, vl
DO DEFRIFZETIFE STV B0 KFLTIE 2024
AEICPRBRIGE S 7.

T2 RS T O MR B W & 1T 5 72
MASLD JE51 % %} 412 L T FIB-4 & CK-18F Z H\w 72
at risk MASH JEBIE D SAMIZ DWW THiaT L 72 (X 3).
CK-18F »%{bik MASLD & Ok OWEB R Cd
% NAS 2 a7 ke X {HBIL TWw7z. at risk MASH
DY AARDDOIIZE T FIBATAZ Y ==V 7L,
FIB-4 1.3 Db (65 2L L1k 20 BLE) 222 CK-18F
A% 260 LL_EOSEFNEE ONFIEE I EEARE A LTz 72

X BEMEMNT7T—. %565 EIE20 &35, (Tada
M, etal, Gastro Hep Advances 2024 —#FeZ)

& 72w (1 3B). IO #AEL
BRA AR S .
3) EMRARE

AR, FHERIZD A D & LT 28k 4 22 IFREEEI
A (LSM) DSFIHWEEE 2> T b, IREHIE b 5
YYxz v bLIAMNSTT 64— (VCTE, 721 Fi-
broScan), p-SWE, 2D-SWE, MRE 7% H AT F i nf
HECTH b, FFMEER 7 — 2 ¥ ZICHATRER 4 DD
LIRANTTTAEOETNETNOREL, Flni, BRYE%E
FL/ (£3). 61, A - —BRIIFOER
FHIiE & U CRERROWEET 7Y r—va v 2 M
FBLTBY, 2022 FE20 S RMIER S Nz HEREO
lsE#: & LTid, CAP (Echosens), iATT (B§1t74
)V 2), ATI (Canon Medical Systems), UGAP (GE
Healthcare) % 205 5. N ¥ ¥ —I|2 & - T3 Il
BEEMATMELTWDLEZALH 5.

(1) VCTE (vibration-controlled transient elastogra-

phy)

VCTE/FibroScan i, 2003 412 MM THE5E S LT LL
e, WRACIL < MGE ST 2 IFRER IR M
Tdhb. HATIE, 2011 FFIPRERAEE S 7z, MASLD
122V T, VCTE 12 & % LSM 2 & 2 B AL aEATi o
A HVEDS, 2008 4RI HARTHISO T Yoneda I & - T
BRES N7 IO A5 7 F ) ¥ ATH LSM #fll5E 12
X ) MASLD BB DL FHAIEIMLTE 5 2 LAUR

I B0~ — 7 —
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B 66 %475 (2025)

#3 FRHALATF—Y Y ZICHHTRER 4 ODILF A 75 7 4 EOFNENOE & T
MASLD JEREFHIi O 72 DI H G ST A IEZHIEIC O W T ZORITE @iix £ L7, (Kamada Y, et al : JA-

NIT Forum, J Gastroenterol 2023 —#Bei%s)

ET (Strength (S))

i (Weakness (W))

. FRRMEIE ORI ICEN 722 1. B8k, BhRpEskzE, EEO
IWr 4 HE % FEo A D FBE VAL HI R 3 b
R BTILCBEEE T W 2. JFREEEDAMC BT 5 EA
VCTE %)k L}f 3, JEAE AR TE, j’:%/
. . 3 EL 2 i i FUVATT—E s
(vibration controlled & T iﬁu W) L 2 oML B JEARI
elastography) "R RRIG A 00 5 B BF Al ¢ IoMEEEDE
TX2
. FASTZRa7zMfH L7 at
risk MASH OFFIATZ 2
. HARTHBZEFZFFME 1 X—F—RETNVIILD#E
B\ L OB AR Vi %
p-/2D-SWE . ERUALEE 4 Tl 2. JFREEDIAMVIC BT L ER
IFGANTTTA (pojnt/z.dimensional p-SWE L 2D-SWE O Wj /i % 12UE, JEMERRE 73
shear wave HHT&% NG VAT 2T—ED LA,
elastography) 9 o MR 4, AR
oW END D
3. WD — i OFHETH %
. WA EE O FFAf I % b IEFE T (BERLS AT 710 L 1k
H5b ~T)
- WA RO BT A BERYEAS 1 ROLRLIE 0 % 4 M4 B 5
MRE »Hb H5b
. PeWi=% (PDFF), ik 2. FIH LIC v (A7 g
(MR elastography) Tl $kEft (R2*) &Hla B HEREASN D)
FHERE 3. T b LRSS D
- BARRREOBEIGEN 4 pERIcrsT 7177
Rk YY)

W% : MRE, magnetic resonance elastography ; PDFF, proton density fat fraction ; VCTE, vibration-controlled transient elas-

tography ; p-SWE, point shear wave elastography ; 2D-SWE, 2-dimensional SWE ;: CAP, controlled attenuation parameter ;

FAST, FibroScan-AST.

ENTWVDEY, Tl 403 4D MASLD & T 27
EMBIZE L 72 3k — T LSM 12 & 2 P FllRE DR
1o 72V (K 4). A A LSM BEETOAFRIE L,
At ClE 4 < 8E L 72 A - 72. LSM 78 MASLD &%
DFHTFIMEHNTHSH Z &b h - 72 EASL-EASD-
EASO #’ 4 N9 4 »Cix, MASLD IZB1\F 5% VCTE
OB E A L7z, 4T LR L2 B3 57200
LSM ® % v b4 7fililx 8 kPa \CRk S, AT L72H
HEALZ BT 572007 v b+ 7Hid 12 kPa IZ7%5E &
n7=®,

SRR IRIDIIFEE G & LT, W 2 il
% 72012 CAP 2BH%E &, 2022 4R (ZAF T AR
Wz BRI EE TIX VCTE Ot
FHIBR XN 2%, R EORE, 7u—7%2ZH LT
FhiiT & 275, BEOEE CTIXNEETH %7, VCTE

12X % LSM, CAP, AST %#l#a G+ 7z FibroScan-
AST (FAST) A2 713, atrisk MASH BH % IFET
B BWIHEEE % 3D 55 FRRORAMIMIZ D B Y, 4 -
P51 - AST - ALT - it /MR % - T2D O 4 12 LSM
FHAEDETCHEBEND Agile3+ AT THAT—
3 Ll o> MASLD JEFIZBNICHEHTH 5 L i ShTw
5% Fx ik Agile3+ 2 T 7% MASLD & O
B A X2 MERETPHNCAEHTH 5 2 & ZhliRr L7270,
(2) p-/2D-SWE (point/2-dimensional shear wave
elastography)

AE W SWE I, BRI A > 700 2 L7138
A V7OV A AR LI 2 i L, IRl Aa R
BT 2 AWM 2 I8 S 5. & A WP 13
ILOFREE & & ST 5.1 HE o L TR/ FHIR
(ROD MW T % p-SWEP &, 5=y ¥V 7k



MASLD (287 % JEREEAYIRAS (noninvasive test : NIT) @ SWOT fi##T

0.3
- FEDASIE
LSM S1{EEf FFREESE  0f5)
. - — - LSM1&(BEY | | pHrEEs  8fil
glk-l LSM HofiE 8.7 kPa
L
)
< 01
*
Log-rank P = 0.0046
0.0 - ‘ . 1
No of Patients BRNE (F)
LSMHi 202 85 25 16 2
LSMLo 201 97 44 25 L

Reprinted from Ultrasound Med Biol. 2023 Jul;49(7):1658-1664.,
Hayashi H, Kamada Y, Fujii H, et al,, Prediction of Liver-Related
Events With a Combination of Liver Stiffness Measurements
and Controlled Attenuation Parameters in Japanese Patients
With Biopsy-Proven Non-alcoholic Fatty Liver Disease.,
Copyright (2023) World Federationfor UltrasoundinMedicine &
Biology.with permission from Elsevier.

X4 MASLD BEICBU LR EIC & 20 A
FEAE T I
403 % O P AEM1T MASLD B % xf 4112 L C Fi-
broScan T A BE &l & L 7z, B B2 2 rp i
(87 kPa) 2 W20V, wifEHE & ARAERE C LU L
7z. (Hayashi H, et al., Ultrasound Med Biol 2023
— )

TRAWIEREZWET 5 2D-SWE? D' 5. AATIE,

p-SWE & 2D-SWE 2SHFRIZ & 7= (ZAFRIZS B JBE O
Fr & LT 2016 SE PR ¥R S 17z, p-SWE, 2D-SWE
& B ISR RS & MRS ERTE 2720, i
BRTCHEALRLTWEW)FIEADH . VCTE L FEBRIC,

p-SWE & 2D-SWE 13 MASLD 23513 2 JFsE L O 34T
WKCAHMTH L EHMESINTWEY, F72, 2D-SWE &
MRE I3 MASLD™ % 7 )V 2 — VYT ™12 B 2 0T
ML DB BV TENBEZR LTV, S5
IZ, 2D-SWE 1% FIB4 & BfH S, MASLD B, fHE
BWiZZH ONBHAL ORI STV a0 18
PERFB B OM BT A — o — R L 5 TR 57
DEBDSLETH 5. VCTE 3 RA I LA A
TWABN45H, p/2D-SWE, IRIE R OEE(LHHE
INBT®. 2021 4ED X F T F ) ¥ ATIE, pSWE
DBMALA 7 — ¥ F2 DL 2 B3 2 8 WitksE (9 oo
fiF5e, 805 hfER) X, # v b+ 7 #ipH 1.18~1.81 m/
s T AUC 0.86 (J&EE 69%, 4FHEE86%) Th o7z L3k
RN, JFRIZE (F4) Tld, AUC 1& 0.90 U&EE 76%,

FFELEE 88%), /1 v b A T HiFHIL 1.36~254m/s Th o

9:113

727, 2D-SWE @ F2 D EOZWitkek (4 D 0Hf5E, 488
) &, v b 7 iPAAY83~11.6 kPa T, AUC 7%
0.75 (KB 71%, JFEE 67%) TholzbijEINT
WA, JHEZ (F4) TiE, AUC 1Z 0.88 (&R 78%,
HERLE 84%) T, H v b4 7 #iPH X 144~15.7 kPa
Tdho 72" FREEDALOSSHER T- & LT, FEfi ik
B, 73/ 9 VA 729 —¥D LA, I oMMk LAR
42, WAMIETE S o i &5 5.

(3) MRE (magnetic resonance elastography),

PDFF (proton density fat fraction)

MRE (&, JTl& o 4 a2 5 19 2 W R 13 %5 MRI
N—=ZDEMTH 5. MRE 13, NEOFAR 5 2k —
MIUZBWT, K E IO BEY T, L
ZAHIiY % 720 Ol b AR TR Y — L Tdh b LA
RENTVWAEY, ZOEKLEIVY TV AD7-%, FDA
1 2009 4-12 MRE % G2 L, HATIZ 2022 £ 5 MRE
A 72 A\ PREBRAER & L7z, MRE IS AR ol & % uf
HALTE D720, 7)) ¥ ZFHEEMGR LY, 7a b
VRIS (PDFF) R R2*¥ 74 EOMOER~Y v
TEfHRICHAGDLEL T ENTESL. L L, MRE
120, WEEESEEERLCT 7 AT, 32+
A, R 5 E V) iR H 5. ROIRLEIC
B BEEEM DA 7 A%, MRE ERALIZBIT b5
DEELMED 1 > THhBWHEENH 505, NTLHIRE
(AD % L 72 H B ROT 31> — VS 233m i 1
fFENTWAS. T/ MRE & AST Z#lAEbE7
MAST 227, MRE & FIB4 £ ¥ 7 v 7 ZA%HAED
7 MEFIB 2 27 %# M5 Z L12X ) MRE i
N XY at risk MASH WA L, PERFINICLH
HATH B &) fHididhd 5500,

PDFF &, FFEOIRIERE 2 @ mICNEST 570
D MRI X—=ZDWELETH Y, 2 THFRFENIZW
SNMRIEMNE L — FEAMT 5. MRI 2 FIH L
T, KEMBPHEOGE T oMt & EMECEELL, Y
JV ) PO FoOREETEHEN) 7)Y F
LIKDOW I 26 OB F-OEFHERED L & EHH T 5%,
MRE & PDFF % #lA &b % & MASH OB WA
SNBHIEDPIRENTBYY, TNHED MRIN—ZAD
{555 Wi O K B2V BRSO A R Mk 0 5T L2 E ik C
x5,

4) MASLD 2#&(Z#$ (75 Al (artificial intelligence)

1) H5

ALIZ MASLD % 4B THEASh TR L
BPHENTVBEY ANLVAFTIZBIT A Al OfEix
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1954 FFICHFE I 1Y, 2Lk, Wl D2hDT -4k
Fx v THRHo727 AlIZIRE y 7FF—4% & X0 e
A= RRETH LA, WEOFGE L R
AT EF V2 RY & BREOHESRIC X o T S 72,
HIAE, MASLD B DB BT 5 Al OLEMEIZE 5
WKL TnD,

(2) MASLD #2517 5 Al DET

Al D& EFE LTI, a) liHICATTE 514
WEMHLCEBOSTEEITTELZ L, D)ITA L
BE, B L OCANEROLEESHIRESNL Z &, o)
WIS, BT LNS.

AL UL, flRE 22 g & MASLD &2z EExlt
LY, AUHEDD B MASLD B# & GPIHED 2w
BELXELZVTH0E, oWOWEELILTFS S
ENRTE DY, ALZ, MASLD IEBIZ4FE L, HATA
RMAERE B & OEPHE % & & MASH O EERE % 5
i 2R E DTV 5.

[AT W i, EFEEsk (EHR), BIRMA T —
y, Wifgkti e, SFSEoMREFEACES. 2
NoHDF— ¥ OFHE EITHIEZ ITKIEL TV 5D, Al
RMEHT 5 &, KELEEARZ 2T ICHBEOR
WEEIASTTTREIC 2 0, SHIIE N B L OFHIGE T 02 H)
ML % A, EHR (2i1&, MASLD OZ Wil L5 2 5
DEEIZE TN TBY, Filaloke 513, EHR S KRy
WCHEWROD BMHEEHIT S AL EFVERIEL 72O, AT
& EHR 7— % OfiAafAbE1L, MASH OBW 721 T4
<, MASH iB#ICHH S N5 ZAHIOFEMIC b A S h
TWb., —#Z MASH ORI ITICIE, S8 7 Wi
DMK, ¥ 7 A v T—2a v, EmfbPUETH .

B, K, 77 AF v, KR, HEGE E DT X —
5 % IS BN H L. ALIITKEDOTF Y I VF—%
FHBIMICUIL, BHMOBEZED L. EkoF
WAL, BRI RAE T 2 MO MBI 2 HTH %
A%, AL ISP Mm% & SWE W% % H 81912554
LT, FEEOERAMELERTE 5.

WO [ALBW ] 323 L IEETIE Ao 7225,
BAEO AT ETVIZEIREHERE DL LTS,
Zamanian 5%, Al % ##k L 72883 kA ¢ MASLD
W LA O AUC 2509999 T % & #Hiik L7221,
Okanoue 513, HKMA & —HEH et T — 5 2 ffH
LT AL EF NV ZBZE L2, AT 25#M LT MASLD
EIEMASLD % [XHl L72356® AUC 1Z 0995 Th -7z
E512, MDD B NASH &ML 2 v MASH
XA L7240 AUC 13 0960 Th - 72.

66 % 4 77 (2025)

(3) MASLD FHIIZ 31T 5 Al DF5 5

ATICIE, a) 799 2Ky 7 ATHAHI E, b) HA
TEMRATRL T B WEMER D 5 2 &, o) BERAHliAT
WTHHI LY, WODOFENEH L. F—IT,
AT 7 NVT) AL OERE T O A% M5 2 & ITH
ThY), ZNF ALl OKEDFTFETH 5. H12, E
AT AMIBIT B EANERIHEE S W TH S
72, TIANY—%RHET LI ENERTH L. Al
LHEBEOTIINT =53 EEE R Nb DTH 5D,
FDA &, EHR % AL /AT $ 2354, JiFfFLHe)s
HEFFSND L IIZLTWDEY, BHA~O#ERIL, B
RABDIKKROBEREL 22 LR H L. S HIT, 7T
ANY = ZTNED D IRET L LEN DD, HEROW
CONDIRBED N I — DB EEZF, 7— % HEl
FTAWEEELH 7. TNHDT 74 V& XD #E)IC
TREET 5 723012, 2014 452K B E AR S BN IF 22 2
SHAN—tF 2 T4 7= =7 0RITE N
EHIE, HRTHAN=—F 1) T4 2FEITTH0
W2, FANR—NVAZ AL T Y V2 AT OALY 7 —
T A =T ADPRLENT. NSOV AT LT
MHECHEEL, =7 754Ny — O EERKT 5
7201270 — NV ICEERE L T\ B AL 58T O 1B A
RENDE, TIANY—OMEIERING. H=
12, ATIICIEREDT A M F—= S BUETHD. 1TLA
EDF AT —FIIFERICIED VTV B2, Hikk:
WAITY) Y 7Y AT AL PERNTSH Y, BISEEH
BLOBZENOESDEPHEETH L. LIzh> T,
oY, REEERBEMALT LS BN TH
BERRS . T U VISR MR A 7 & ot
DRSS A =5 % LT, BRHMEZERT 5
VBB DHIES ).

ZhZhd NIT O#% & &B, (Opportunities &
Threats)

WIZ, PEST (Buif, #&, 4, i) oflurs
NIT BT 2R EFME G L (FH7. £4
T, $XTO NIT OEE EBZBICOWTiEm L TW
5.

1) NIT O#% (Opportunities of NITs)

HADIEA G BA L, Rl hozs=mn ke
I B TR BE [ O IR I CHL D FLA TV 5.
F72, ERBERBRGIE OO0, EREREREAOH
HIZDHID HATWD. ZD728, HARIZEIF S MASLD
BFANT O NIT OB RIS EE IS 2 LR D
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11115

#4 NITASMASLD I2H 72 5T BE EHBITOWT PEST (Buh, #3% #hax, i) oBlE» o oELE

BIE MASLD O NIT 25222 2 2 & E BRI O W TEIR, &%, s, HEWoBla»s Lo/, (Kamada Y, et
al. : JANIT Forum, ] Gastroenterol 2023 —#Bek%)
PEST ¥4 (Opportunities (0)) # (Threats (T))
1. EASEE L, SFEREZEOZZEN LM 1. NIT li‘uHLT}i@fJf) WEM DL R %
WOEHEOHEEICZ D TS WS 21230 TH B L YRS ;of%%

gin 2 VRIBEISLTL b i 4 7
NIT A3

W2, 20 D EHEEA T &
BThb

SNBRED D 5

2. EIRMEHERBRICMA L TV A EFEZWHZ5E
IR C & iz o, MT@~%
AaATIFEE I W

Lo JE A G748 3 E IR AR BRI EE OMEFF D 7200, IR

%ﬁ‘ﬁ@%ﬁ KR MATYS

2. MASLD O IEfE 7% FHHWED 2D, My >~
R T & 7244l 2 NIT OB EhTn
5

1. 93k, Zfli TRV R 9w NIT 233 %E
ﬁE@NHuﬁmén&<&éTnﬁ

2. T ANTTT 4 BRI . B
EEHN TS

3. MASLD DBV H B EBHEA 7 ) —= 0 75
% 72 EilliZe NIT Z e 352 LT,
PR R BT %

?(L?(Lli

iﬂﬂ‘“(

L T 7)) OFBUMAZ BBy

2. MASLD OHEEEIAL L T bR EOHHT,

EEfiiild NIT 2 19 2 kA fv

3. FEMERTIA <) 7EIICR, Y TVT

iR FEOEWNIT 2R 5N TnwW5b

1. FFBRSE I & MR R e, (DM, 75
A=V T T OWKRE L OHEDRR+ 572720,
NIT Z{EHTE

2. MASLD OHHENARE L T L2 EOMEHT
PERIE NIT %3 2 kA

3. Mo CllE Sz NIT o4, FERIEYH
DBWICENZFHTE 2w

4, WIRENZ X > TR 5 NIT 25 E SN T 5D
Wit WIS TEEZIBKT 5 2 & o5

L 5GIC& D, WERMGEAME 4 > T4 Y ERFED

FHBE D FIEIZ% 2D

1 Pk, XY EWBEEE L 28 Lw NIT %,
VLT FTITNVTNA A EORIMELEE Lk

e ) . N <<
2. BEN & H3E, MASLD 03k HE % il B2 #1854k W NIT f)‘ﬁﬁ)’i‘:é AL, BUED NIT I &
L, MiHCHRCX 5 NIT 2 5L LTwa N {7 B TREPED S %
L7259, E5IT, BEET ) OFBIMAZ D B T UEND S,

LCHY, FICHEFEEL S HAERE O BT MASLD OFE
HENEE AWHEESH 5. S 612, FEEMER DA
D DIFEEDMTMASLD OFHE % B % 121, MASLD
ORWBRIEIE S LETH L. S5, 56 %y b7 —
7 DRI LY, MASLD OEFE R WG &+~ 54
VEHEPEIDAH LR T LW RN H S, NIT
DINLOEEZIIHEDNT, LTOT 7 ¥ a Vg
127 5. HA® NAFLD/NASH %4 F 54 ¥tk
ENTVWDL—RAZYY ==V 27DFIB4 B & " NFS
B2 R T 5 720121%, HMEDALC b /MR
TVTIVERMELTRHIITESLIICTAHT L, Wi
BeRo gk TR HEIWICEINTE L XS T AT L
WLEETH L. T2, MASLD OIREZIEL <RI 5
7o002, S st AN HED BT B /MR L
RTNT IV EOWEMEE ZD S XD EATEA
BYHLENDH L. E5I2, BEOREZKIEH
WEMEIZFEDSWTHEBENDH L WIREIZ DWW T b I

A7) ==V I &0 B L & B S s S
EWE:%ﬁént& DIt 7 Wi TRz 323 5 72
U, A 2 RS WA AL ST 5. 12, MASLD
L%W&&éﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ;éh%&i F LM R
WD DITETHBMTCEL L) %, S5 5MHEL
WRZ WM E NG, T2, WREZOL D2
JTHRL, MO EITIZOWTHEIET 22 A8
HiR LREETH Y, BTS20 2T WIEHE Lt
55 WHGBW BT, FFRERN = 51D & B b o
HEFTRTEATELWET 7 OBRLENTH DL LE
AbNh5.
2) NIT ®#RL (Threats of NITs)

BUE, FAEMIE MASLD OBHICHT 5 T—)L F X
¥ ¥ —FThHY, MASH BEZ WG E L7245 O
RaBETIE, E£EL 7Y b LM ERICED W
TN TE L, REDOBKRETIX, HERORD
DI MRE A3 &, B R 4L 0w 2%, FIEHE
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d—-JL
AFwvI1 AFwvW) 2 - MASLD/MASH Mt & 25—
S2ODRHD NIT £y N
mrﬁlémﬁ ﬁ%’fb L/\ *ﬁEIEa_é
BIREHTE

« NIT @ SWOT D - o FFREZEADEIT ) A OW e 21
. GLIONE BT 537 * CLIONE 2.0 BASE(HHIfY ATIBZHN AN BB
(R HOZER) BLUTTARER) HIEET BEENICDLNT NIT 2

sl DMASH BEI(CxTI D

BB ANDRISZ MY B/
SHICNIT Ty hZIEEEL. R
S D

K5 JANIT 74— 47803 =7 Matl
(Kamada Y, etal. : JANIT Forum, ] Gastroenterol 2023 —#Bet%)

RIGOFHM, 77 & 7 25 OFiC NIT Off AR &
TV %1% 2024 4212 FDA 25387 L 728560 MASLD
RRIETDH 5 resmetirom DA A A 5> ATH NIT
W& BDEFGHIIEIE S T nw B LaL, —#o
NIT @i T Y, HEEMHT % & BRIk
mss. ThoofEIZEY, BEDO MASLD #1770
A NIT 235 2 LidHETH 5.

MASLD I X 2 ERTFHRARD Y 27 2 b L, 1§
R EZE OB AT 57201213, BWitEdswE <
Al TR 3 <, 4RI E) & ik B 5 NIT
RS HIENBHTHSD. ZOHEZERT LI
1&, % NIT O &% Bl L, vIcHises 5 NIT
DMAEDLEEIEL, T¥F Y AZEWMT LLEN
A, E5IC, BEA MASH 2OV THEVE#ERD,
BEFiliZ)s NIT %48 LC MASH O 2 7 5 B3 2 4
ET B EOBEEEIFET L7012, Ml 28E
Fy OR=UDPLETHD.

NIT (CDWTDFFREZ (X 5)

T, A7 B ORFgE S IV —F (JSG-NAFLD) 1, 7
V7O MASLD BEOKBBE I A — b ERG L L7
CLIONE Wf%en 7 — % & 56£ L7210, A2, 4%
SEMOMBERIFLHOT, JANIT 7 4+ —F L D%
L7 L, CLIONE 2804 7 f##T % 47 - C NIT % fig
NTAFETH L. BUE, HERIREE N AR 72
®® CLIONE 2.0 f%2% &l L T\ %. JANIT 7 # —

T LE, fENL SN NIT 2 BGEES % 7207 T4 <, #at
HMEOFEEDO T T, Hr LW NIT R 2 5 OHlAED
LR LT EH A NIT &, BRI #Y)
HHBRERBIRT D02 RHIZ L, at risk MASH BH D
WE LR TOr 7ADT7 7 e 2% Y#HE L TWnL
THh»9.JANIT 7 + — F 513, MASH/MASLD (214
T 5O IND 512012, BERKRL DA%
O NIT DEGR%E 5 S fkf LT <L

W

JANIT 7 4+ — 5 21&, 20 SWOT 75#12 325,
MASLD BH D) A 7 #E (NAS 255 < B b2 HEAT
LTWBHE) # AT —_A 5 ¥ 2/ BN RO
G LGRIRL, WBEMAOENEZHW ¢ 57200
MR NIT 25T A2 2#HIEL TV D, RIS
M7= NIT 13, JFERICHE S 2 & 7% { MASLD O EfEE
EIRBOEMEZ RN TE B 720, Hih$ 5 MASLD
BECLSTHBTH S,

BEE C OARGSERICH 720, LT JANIT 7 4 —F A A
UON—DBREETC TN EF L LK DR L
EFET (FBIEERO L 0).

R (HARN—=Y Y — A 7 VNA L), BEEIRT
(MRt A 77T 0), MIBAFET(VNVT 4 AT 7 —
<), FRHET (SIS, KEAR 7
(BLret), HBNEAGEANVAZT - Vv 80), %H



MASLD (287 % JEREEAYIRAS (noninvasive test : NIT) @ SWOT fi##T

BN (V=AY ANNVRATT « AT 7 AT 427 A), i
M (RS 779 0), Ziit— (HRERRS),
INARFREL (BRI L), MIEFAERD (HARN—Y) YA — 4
YNNA L), FHHWEL (FFRA S, I (EA
77—~ HAEH), WMEER (V=AY ANVATT - ¥
ATT I AT 42 R), REMRHEU. 7974 7), M
HiE (EA 7 7 =< HA&H), KT~ VT4 27 7 —
<), WAERE(ELLVEL), Sk X aaiskiE
WFZEAr), 35 EME— (2K 9w be),  Je s (ST
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SWOT Analysis of Noninvasive Tests for Diagnosing MASLD with
Severe Fibrosis: An Expert Review by the JANIT Forum

Yoshihiro Kamada"*, Yoshio Sumida®, Hirokazu Takahashi®,
Hideki Fujii’, Miwa Kawanaka®, Atsushi Nakajima®
JANIT Forum

The diagnosis of metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease (MASLD) has traditionally relied
on liver biopsy, which remains the gold standard. However, this method poses several challenges, including in-
vasiveness, high cost, and variability in diagnostic accuracy. To address these limitations, various noninvasive
tests (NITs), including blood-based biomarkers and imaging modalities, have been developed for evaluating
MASLD. The Japan NASH NIT (JANIT) Forum, established in 2020, serves as a multidisciplinary platform that
fosters open innovation among clinicians specializing in MASLD, medical device and biomarker developers, and
pharmaceutical industry experts. This study presents a comprehensive Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities,
and Threats analysis of different NIT's, conducted by 36 JANIT Forum members (16 physicians and 20 corpo-
rate representatives). Based on this analysis, the JANIT Forum assessed the potential of NITs as surrogate
markers for identifying high-risk MASLD patients and monitoring treatment efficacy.
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