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Summary eBioMedicine
Background Combined glucose-dependent insulinotropic polypeptide receptor (GIPR) and glucagon-like peptide-1 2923193 104684
receptor (GLP1R) agonism is superior to single GLP1R agonism with respect to glycemic control and weight loss
in obese patients with or without type 2 diabetes. As insulin resistance and obesity are strong risk factors for
nonalcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD), in the current study we investigated the effects of combined GIPR/
GLP1R agonism on NAFLD development.
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Methods Male APOE*3-Leiden.CETP mice, a humanized model for diabetic dyslipidemia and NAFLD when fed a
high-fat high-cholesterol diet, received subcutaneous injections with either vehicle, a GIPR agonist, a GLP1R
agonist, or both agonists combined every other day.

Findings GIPR and GLP1R agonism reduced body weight and additively lowered fasting plasma levels of glucose,
triglycerides and total cholesterol. Strikingly, we report an additive reduction in hepatic steatosis as evidenced by
lower hepatic lipid content and NAFLD scores. Underlying the lipid-lowering effects were a reduced food intake and
intestinal lipid absorption and an increased uptake of glucose and triglyceride-derived fatty acids by energy-
combusting brown adipose tissue. Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism also attenuated hepatic inflammation as
evidenced by a decreased number of monocyte-derived Kupffer cells and a reduced expression of inflammatory
markers. Together, the reduced hepatic steatosis and inflammation coincided with lowered markers of liver injury.

Interpretation We interpretate that GIPR and GLP1R agonism additively attenuate hepatic steatosis, lower hepatic
inflammation, ameliorate liver injury, together preventing NAFLD development in humanized APOE*3-
Leiden.CETP mice. We anticipate that combined GIPR/GLPIR agonism is a promising strategy to attenuate
NAFLD progression in humans.
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Research in context

Evidence before this study

Combining glucose-dependent insulinotropic polypeptide
receptor (GIPR) with glucagon-like peptide-1 receptor (GLP1R)
agonism was found to be superior to single GLP1R agonism
with respect to glycemic control and weight loss in obese
patients with or without type 2 diabetes. Recent mechanistic
studies suggest a role of both GIPR and GLP1R signaling in
(postprandial) lipid handling and controlling inflammation,
beyond their well-known effects on food intake and incretin
action.

Added value of this study
We show an additive reduction of hepatic steatosis, hepatic
inflammation and liver injury upon combined GIPR/GLP1R

Introduction

Nonalcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD) refers to a
spectrum of liver abnormalities ranging from simple
hepatic steatosis to nonalcoholic steatohepatitis (NASH).
Obesity, diabetes and dyslipidemia are strong risk fac-
tors,"? and as such NAFLD has become a major health
problem affecting an estimated 30% of the global pop-
ulation.’ Although several candidates are in the pipeline
for the treatment of NAFLD/NASH,** no medication
has been approved yet.

Glucagon-like peptide-1 (GLP1), secreted by enter-
oendocrine L cells in response to nutrient ingestion,
potentiates glucose-stimulated insulin release from
pancreatic f-cells. For this reason, GLP1 receptor
(GLP1R) agonists are widely used in patients with type 2
diabetes.° In addition, GLP1R agonists have been
approved for the treatment of obesity due to their sup-
pressive effects on appetite and food intake.” The com-
bined effect of GLP1R agonism on glycemic and body
weight control makes it an attractive pharmacological
strategy for NAFLD. Indeed, GLP1R agonism has been
shown to reduce® or even reverse”'® hepatic steatosis in
mice. Most strikingly, the GLP1R agonists liraglutide
(NCT01237119)"" and semaglutide (NCT02970942)"
also appear to promote the resolution of NASH in
humans.

The proposed complementary actions of glucose-
dependent insulinotropic polypeptide (GIP), secreted by
enteroendocrine K cells in response to food intake, on
glycemic control and lowering body weight,"*'* led to the
development of dual GIP receptor (GIPR) and GLP1R
agonists. Indeed, in diet-induced obese mice, GIPR/
GLPI1R agonism showed superior efficacy when
compared with selective GLP1R agonism.” Also in pa-
tients with obesity with or without type 2 diabetes,

agonism in high-fat high-cholesterol diet-fed male APOE*3-
Leiden.CETP mice, a humanized model for nonalcoholic fatty
liver disease (NAFLD). Mechanistically we report reduced food
intake, reduced intestinal lipid absorption, and increased lipid
uptake by adipose tissue.

Implications of all the available evidence

We demonstrate that combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism
attenuates the development of NAFLD in APOE*3-
Leiden.CETP mice. Given the translational value of this model,
we anticipate that combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism is a
promising strategy to attenuate NAFLD progression in
humans as well.

treatment with the GIPR and GLP1R dual agonists
NNC0090-2746 (RG7697)*° or tirzepatide (LY3298176)""'
showed superior glycemic control and weight loss when
compared to selective GLP1R agonism.

Recent insights in the mode of action of both GIPR
and GLPIR agonism suggest involvement in (post-
prandial) lipid handling and inflammation as well,****
which may also impact NAFLD development. None-
theless, the effect of combining GIPR and GLP1R ago-
nism in the treatment of NAFLD is still unknown. In
the current study, we therefore investigated the effects
of GIPR/GLP1R agonism on NAFLD development in
male APOE*3-Leiden.CETP (E3L.CETP) mice, a trans-
lational humanized mouse model for exploring the ef-
fects of pharmacological interventions on insulin
resistance, diabetic dyslipidemia and NAFLD.* We
demonstrate that GIPR and GLP1R agonism additively
attenuate hepatic steatosis, lower inflammation,
ameliorate liver injury, and together prevent the devel-
opment of NAFLD.

Methods

Animals and treatments

Hemizygous APOE*3-Leiden (E3L) mice were cross-
bred with homozygous human cholesteryl ester transfer
protein (CETP) transgenic mice to generate E3L.CETP
(C57Bl/6] background) mice as described before. Male
E3L.CETP mice (8-15 weeks of age) were housed under
standard conditions (i.e., group housing, 12 h:12 h
light-dark cycle, room temperature of 22 °C) and had ad
libitum access to water and a high-fat high-cholesterol
(HFHC) diet (60 KJ% fat + 1% w.w™' cholesterol, Ssniff
Spezialdidten GmbH). After a 10-week run-in period,
mice that responded well to the diet*” were divided into
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four treatment groups (n = 19 mice per group; in total 76
mice), which were balanced for age, body weight, body
composition and plasma levels of glucose, triglycerides
(TGs) and total cholesterol (TC) using RandoMice
version 1.0.9. Sample size was determined to be able to
show a difference of 25% in hepatic lipid area using
ANOVA, assuming a standard deviation of 22%, o = 5%,
fp = 80% and six pairwise comparisons. Mice were
subcutaneously injected every other day with either a
GIPR agonist (GIPFA-085; 300 nmol kg™'), a GLPIR
agonist (GLP-140; 30 nmol kg™), both agonists at the
indicated doses, or vehicle (0.02% Tween-80/20 mM
Tris/HCl at pH 8.0) for 10 weeks while they were
maintained on the HFHC diet (Fig. 1A). Body weight
and body composition were measured directly before
and at the end of the 10-week intervention period, and
food intake was determined weekly by weighing the
food in the cage. 4-hour fasted tail vein blood was drawn
before the intervention and after 5 and 10 weeks of the
intervention.

In a predefined subgroup of mice (n = 9 per group,
randomly selected as described above; cohort 1), oral
glucose tolerance was determined after 5 weeks of
treatment. At the end of the 10-week intervention
period, organ distribution of intravenously injected
glucose and TG-derived fatty acids (FAs) was deter-
mined as detailed below, and additional pieces of livers
were collected for further analyses.

In the remainder of mice (n = 10 per group; cohort
2), oral lipid tolerance was determined after 5 weeks of
treatment. The same set of mice were single-housed for
48 h in week 8 of the intervention to collect feces
samples. At the end of the 10-week intervention period,
mice were killed via CO, inhalation, perfused with PBS,
and livers were collected for isolation of hepatic leuko-
cytes (see below) and for further analyses.

Body weight and body composition

Mice were weighed using a regular weighing scale, and
body composition was determined using an EchoMRI-
100 (EchoMRI).

Plasma glucose and lipid levels

Plasma obtained from tail vein blood was used to
determine plasma levels of glucose (10786, Human,
Germany), TGs (10166588130, Roche Diagnostics) and
TC (11489232216, Roche Diagnostics) using enzymatic
kits.

Oral glucose and lipid tolerance test

Directly after the collection of 4-h fasted blood after 5
weeks of intervention, mice received an oral adminis-
tration of either p-glucose (2 g kg™ in approx. 200 pL
water) to assess oral glucose tolerance (cohort 1) or olive
oil (7.5 pL kg™) to assess lipid tolerance (cohort 2). For
the oral glucose tolerance test (OGTT), plasma was
collected from tail vein blood 5, 10, 15, 30, 60 and
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120 min later to assess glucose levels as described above.
Plasma collected just prior to the oral glucose adminis-
tration was additionally used to determine insulin levels
using Ultra Sensitive Mouse Insulin ELISA Kit (Crystal
Chem), which, together with the glucose level, was used
to calculate the homeostatic model assessment for in-
sulin resistance (HOMA-IR) using the formula: glucose
level (mM) - insulin level (WU/mL) - 22.57. For the oral
lipid tolerance test (OLTT), plasma was collected from
tail vein blood 1, 2, 4 and 6 h after the oral lipid bolus to
assess TG levels as described above.

Organ uptake of TG-derived FAs and glucose
Glycerol tri  [H]oleate  ([*H]triolein  [*H|TO;
NET431L005MC, PerkinElmer)-labeled TG-rich lipo-
protein (TRL)-like particles were prepared as previously
described, and  [**C]deoxy-p-glucose  ([**C]DG;
EC495A250UC, PerkinElmer) was added to the emul-
sion (5:1 *H:"C activity ratio). Directly after the collec-
tion of 4-h fasted blood, mice (cohort 1) were
intraperitoneally injected with 2 g kg™ p-glucose to
induce a standardized fed state while avoiding the pro-
duction of endogenous GIP and GLP1 by the intestine.
Half an hour later, mice were intravenously injected
with the mixture of [*H]TO-labeled TRL-like particles
(1 mg TG per mouse) and ["*C]DG in 200 pL PBS, and
killed by CO, inhalation 15 min thereafter. After col-
lecting blood via heart puncture to assess ALT activity
(MAKO52, Sigma-Aldrich), mice were perfused with
ice-cold PBS. Collected tissues (max. 200 mg) were
weighed and dissolved overnight at 55 °C in 500 pL
Solvable (Perkin Elmer), after which 5 mL Ultima Gold
liquid scintillation cocktail (PerkinElmer) was added to
determine *H and '*C activity using a Tri-Carb 2910 TR
Low Activity Liquid Scintillation Analyzer (Perki-
nElmer). Uptake of [PH|TO- and [“*C]DG-derived
radioactivity by organs was expressed as the percentage
of injected dose per gram of wet tissue.

Liver histology

Parts of the liver (cohort 1 and 2) were fixed in form-
aldehyde, embedded in paraffin, cross-sectioned (5 pm)
and stained for hematoxylin-eosin (H&E). In addition,
fixed samples were dehydrated in 30% sucrose, cross-
sectioned (5 pm) and stained with Oil red O. Liver
lipid areas were quantified using Image] software
(version 1.52a) on Oil red O-stained sections and
expressed as the percentage of total tissue area. On
H&E-stained sections, hepatocellular vesicular steatosis
(i-e., macrovesicular and microvesicular steatosis, sepa-
rately) and hepatocellular hypertrophy were categorized
0-3, according to a NAFLD scoring system generated for
rodent models.”

Hepatic lipid contents
Liver lipids were extracted from snap-frozen liver sam-
ples (cohort 2) according to a modified protocol of Bligh
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Fig. 1: Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism lowers fat mass and food intake, which is accompanied by reduced plasma glucose and lipid
levels. (A) Male APOE*3-Leiden.CETP mice were fed a high-fat high-cholesterol (HFHC) diet and received subcutaneous (s.c.) injections with
either a GIPR agonist (GIPFA-085; 300 nmol/kg), a GLP1R agonist (GLP-140; 30 nmol/kg), both agonists at these doses, or vehicle every other
day. (B) Body weight, (C) fat mass and (D) lean mass were determined before and after the intervention period and expressed as change from
baseline. After 10 weeks of treatment, the weight of (E) the liver, gonadal and subcutaneous white adipose tissue (QWAT; sWAT) and (F)
interscapular and subscapular brown adipose tissue (iBAT; sBAT) were determined. (G) Average food intake throughout the intervention period
was determined. In 4-h fasted plasma collected at baseline and after 5 and 10 weeks of treatment, the levels of (H) glucose, (1) triglyceride and
()) total cholesterol were measured. Data are presented as mean + SEM and individual data points. A-F, H4 n = 17-19 mice; G derived from
n =5 cages per group. P values of two-way ANOVA are depicted below figure panels and symbols reflect statistical differences between groups

as determined by Tukey post-hoc analysis with *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 and ***P < 0.001.

and Dyer.” Briefly, liver samples (approx. 50 mg) were
homogenized in CH;0H (10 pL/mg tissue). To 45 pL
homogenate, 1800 pl. CH3;OH:CHCl; (1:3 v.v'') was
added. The organic phase obtained after centrifugation
(20,000 g; 15 min; room temperature) was dried with a
gentle flow of gas N, and dissolved in 100 pL 2% Triton
X-100 in CHCI;. After the second drying step, obtained
samples were dissolved in 100 pL H,O for measure-
ments. TGs and TC were measured as described above,
and free FAs (NEFA-HR (2), Fuyjifilm) and protein

(23225, Thermo Fisher Scientific) were measured using
commercially available kits. Lipid contents were
expressed as pmol/mg protein.

Gene expression levels

Total RNA was extracted from snap-frozen liver samples
(cohort 2) wusing TriPure RNA Isolation Reagent
(11667165-001, Roche). After measuring RNA concen-
trations, 1 pg of RNA was reverse-transcribed into cDNA
using Moloney Murine Leukemia Virus Reverse
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Transcriptase (M-MLV RT, Promega). Quantitative real-
time PCR was performed using GoTaq® qPCR Master
Mix (A6002, Promega) with a Bio-Rad CFX96 Touch™
Real-Time PCR Detection System. Expression levels
were calculated as fold change relative to vehicle treat-
ment using the 27*4"T method and normalized to the
mean of glyceraldehyde 3-phosphate dehydrogenase
(Gapdh) and Actb. Primer sequences are listed in
Supplementary Table S1.

Fecal bile acid, energy and lipid excretion

Feces samples (cohort 2) were used to determine the
feces excretion as well as fecal bile acid and energy
excretion. Feces excretion was determined by weigh-
ing the samples after freeze-drying. Fecal bile acid
excretion was calculated after measuring bile acid
content in approx. 40-50 mg dried feces by liquid
chromatography-mass spectrometry (LC/MS) as
described before.” Fecal energy excretion was derived
from the caloric content of dried feces (approx.
300 mg) as measured by an oxygen bomb calorimeter
(6100 Compensated Calorimeter, Parr Instrument
Company). Fecal free FA and TC excretion was
assessed as previously described.”

Isolation of hepatic leukocytes

Fresh liver samples from cohort 2 were collected in
ice-cold RPMI 1640 + Glutamax (61870-044, Thermo
Fisher Scientific) from which hepatic leukocytes were
isolated as described previously.” In short, the tissues
were minced and digested for 25 min at 37 °C in
RPMI 1640 + Glutamax containing 1 mg/mL collage-
nase IV (C5138, Sigma—Aldrich), 1 mg/mL dispase II
(D4693, Sigma-—Aldrich), 2000 U/mL DNase I (D4263,
Sigma—-Aldrich) and 1 mg/mL collagenase D
(11088866001, Roche). Digested liver samples were
filtered through a 100 pm cell strainer and washed
twice with PBS containing 0.5% bovine serum albu-
min (BSA) and 2 mM EDTA (PBS/BSA/EDTA), fol-
lowed by centrifugation (300 g; 5 min; 4 °C). Obtained
cell pellets containing leukocytes were treated with an
erythrocyte lysis buffer (0.15 M NH,Cl, 1 mM KHCO;,
and 0.1 mM Na,EDTA in H,0) for 2 min at room
temperature. Remaining cells were washed with PBS/
BSA/EDTA and pelleted once more as described
above. After washing, total CD45" leukocytes were
isolated by means of magnetic-activated cell sorting
(MACS) using LS columns and CD45 MicroBeads
(130-052-301, Miltenyi Biotec) according to the man-
ufacturer’s protocol. After washing with PBS, obtained
CD45" leukocytes were pelleted and stained with
Zombie NIR (423106, Biolegend) for 20 min at room
temperature. After staining, the cells were washed
with PBS and fixated with 1.9% paraformaldehyde for
15 min at room temperature. Fixated cells were
washed with PBS/BSA/EDTA and further processed
for flow cytometry.
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Flow cytometry

To analyze hepatic leukocyte subsets, isolated CD45"
leukocytes were incubated with a cocktail of antibodies
directed against CD11c, CD19, Ly6G, F4/80, MHC-II,
CLEC2, Siglec-F, CD64, NK1.1, CD11b, Ly6C, CD3,
Thy1.2 and TIM4 (details regarding the antibodies are
presented in Supplementary Table S2) in PBS/BSA/
EDTA supplemented with True-Stain monocyte blocker
(426103, Biolegend) and Brilliant Stain Buffer Plus
(566385, BD biosciences) for 30 min at 4 °C. The
stained samples were measured by spectral flow
cytometry using a 3-laser Cytek Aurora spectral flow
cytometer (Cytek Biosciences). Spectral unmixing was
performed using SpectroFlo v3.0 (Cytek Biosciences).
Gating of flow cytometry data was performed using
FlowJoIM v10.8 Software (BD Biosciences). A repre-
sentative gating strategy is presented in Supplementary
Fig. S2A.

Ethics statement

All mouse experiments were performed in accordance
with the Institute for Laboratory Animal Research
Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals and
had received approval from the National Committee
for Animal Experimentation of the Netherlands
(“Centrale Commissie Dierproeven”; license number
AVD1160020173305).

Statistical analyses

Data are presented as mean + SEM; mice and individual
data points were only excluded in case of a technical
reason. For all data, treatment effect was determined by
two-way ANOVA and Tukey post-hoc analysis using
Prism GraphPad version 9.3.1. Investigators were only
blinded during the analyses of liver histology. P values
less than 0.05 were considered statistically significant.

Role of funders

Funders had no role in the study design, the collection,
analyses and interpretation of data, the preparation of
the manuscript, or decision to publish.

Results

Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism lowers fat mass
and food intake, accompanied by reduced plasma
glucose and lipid levels

E3L.CETP mice were fed a HFHC run-in diet for 10
weeks. During the subsequent 10 weeks of intervention,
vehicle-treated mice gained 5.3 £ 0.7 g of body weight
and mice treated with the GIPR agonist gained
34 + 05 g GLPIR agonism on the other hand
completely mitigated body weight gain, and GIPR ago-
nism combined with GLPIR agonism resulted in a
4.0 = 0.7 g reduction in body weight (Fig. 1B). The
differences in body weight gain between the interven-
tion groups were explained by differences in fat mass
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(Fig. 1C) and not lean mass (Fig. 1D). Compared to
vehicle-treated mice, concomitant GIPR/GLP1R ago-
nism resulted in lower weight of the liver (—40%),
gonadal white adipose tissue (gWAT; -63%), subcu-
taneous WAT (sWAT; -70%), interscapular brown adi-
pose tissue (iBAT; -38%) and subscapular BAT
(sBAT; —48%) (Fig. 1E and F). Throughout the inter-
vention period, food intake was significantly reduced in
the combined treatment group when compared to the
vehicle group (-10%; Fig. 1G).

Fasting plasma levels of glucose, TGs and TC were
monitored after 5 and 10 weeks of intervention, and
were consistently decreased in mice treated with
concomitant GIPR/GLP1R agonism when compared to
vehicle-treated mice (Fig. 1H-J); two-way ANOVA sug-
gests an additive effect of GIPR and GLP1R agonism in
reducing plasma glucose after 5 weeks of intervention
and in reducing plasma TG and TC after 10 weeks of
intervention.

Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism improves glucose
tolerance and stimulates the uptake of nutrients by
BAT, WAT and the heart

To investigate whether the reductions in plasma
glucose and lipids upon combined GIPR/GLP1R ago-
nism in the fasted state coincided with improvements
in the postprandial state, an oral glucose and lipid
tolerance test was performed after 5 weeks of treat-
ment. Both GIPR agonism and GLP1R agonism
improved oral glucose tolerance compared to vehicle
treatment (AUC of -22% and -49% respectively;
Fig. 2A and B). Combined agonism did not result in a
further improvement, although the initial increase in
plasma glucose levels seemed to be delayed in this
group (Fig. 2A and B). GLP1R agonism also lowered
fasting insulin levels when compared to vehicle treat-
ment, while GIPR agonism only had no significant
effect (Fig. 2C). Together with the reduction in fasting
glucose levels (Fig. 1H), the HOMA-IR index was
found to be lower for both GIPR and GLP1R agonism
with no further improvement upon combined GIPR/
GLP1R agonism (Fig. 2D). No statistically significant
differences between the groups were observed in the
overall oral lipid tolerance (Fig. 2E and F).

We next assessed the organ distribution of intrave-
nously injected [**C]DG and [H]TO-labeled TRL-like
particles in a standardized fed state after 10 weeks of
treatment. Single GIPR agonism did not affect the dis-
tribution of glucose and lipids, and single GLP1R ago-
nism only increased the uptake of ["*C]DG by muscle
when compared to vehicle treatment. Combined GIPR/
GLP1R agonism on the other hand significantly
increased the uptake of [**C]DG by SWAT, sBAT and the
heart, as primarily attributed to GLP1R agonism in the
two-way ANOVA (Fig. 2G). Concomitant GIPR/GLP1R
agonism additionally increased the uptake of [*H]TO-
derived FAs by the iBAT and sBAT compared to vehicle,

as explained by both GIPR and GLPIR agonism ac-
cording to the two-way ANOVA (Fig. 2H).

Taken together, GLP1R agonism and combined
GIPR/GLP1R agonism cause a pronounced improve-
ment in glucose tolerance as (partly) explained by
increased uptake of glucose by WAT and BAT. GIPR
agonism also improves glucose tolerance, but we were
unable to identify the contributing tissues, possibly due
to the timing of experiments. Combined GIPR/GLP1R
agonism furthermore increased the TG-derived FA-up-
take by BAT as explained by both GIPR and GLP1R
agonism, but while fasting TG levels were lower this did
not translate into a significant improvement in oral lipid
tolerance.

Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism attenuates hepatic
steatosis

To assess the effect of combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism
on hepatic steatosis, livers were collected at the end of
the 10-week intervention period. The livers from
vehicle-treated mice exhibited an abnormal pale color as
a feature of a fatty liver (Fig. 3A). In comparison, livers
from mice treated with the GIPR agonist exhibited a
slightly less pale appearance, while those of mice treated
with the GLP1R agonist or both agonists combined
showed a healthy, reddish color (Fig. 3A). Oil red O
staining revealed that single GIPR agonism did not
significantly lower hepatic lipid content as compared to
vehicle treatment, while GLPIR agonism did (-39%;
Fig. 3B and C). Strikingly, combining GIPR agonism
with GLP1R agonism resulted in an additive reduction
in hepatic lipid content (—-80% vs. vehicle; Fig. 3B and
C). Comparably, the hepatic TG content was lower upon
GLP1R agonism, but not upon GIPR agonism when
compared to vehicle treatment in the post-hoc analysis,
while combining the two agonists additively reduced
hepatic TG (-88%), TC (-58%) and free FA (-63%)
content (Fig. 3D and E). In line with these effects,
combined GIPR/GLPIR agonism strongly lowered the
score for macrovascular steatosis as explained by both
GIPR and GLPIR agonism in the two-way ANOVA
(Fig. 3F and G). Furthermore, microvascular steatosis
was lower upon GLP1R agonism, but not GIPR ago-
nism, while combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism led to a
pronounced reduction in microvascular steatosis even
when compared to single GIPR and GLP1R agonism.
Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism, but not single ago-
nism, correspondingly reduced hypertrophy scores
(Fig. 3F and G).

Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism lowers the
expression of lipogenic genes, and increases the
expression of genes involved in cholesterol and bile
acid synthesis in the liver

To investigate additional mechanisms by which GIPR
and GLP1R agonism might have contributed to the
lowered hepatic lipid accumulation upon combined
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Fig. 2: Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism improves glucose tolerance and stimulates the uptake of nutrients by brown adipose tissue,
white adipose tissue and the heart. Male APOE*3-Leiden.CETP mice were fed a high-fat high-cholesterol diet and received subcutaneous
injections with either a GIPR agonist (GIPFA-085; 300 nmol/kg), a GLP1R agonist (GLP-140; 30 nmol/kg), both agonists at these doses, or
vehicle every other day. To determine oral glucose and lipid tolerance, mice received an oral administration of either p-glucose or olive oil after 5
weeks of treatment to determine plasma (A) glucose or (E) triglyceride excursion as change from baseline, from which (B, F), the area under the
curve (AUC) was determined. In plasma drawn at baseline in the oral glucose tolerance test, (C) insulin levels were also measured and used to
calculate (D) the homeostatic model assessment for insulin resistance (HOMA-IR). After 10 weeks of treatment, the organ uptake of (G) *4C-
labeled deoxyglucose and (H) glycerol tri [3Hloleate-derived [*H]oleate from recombinant triglyceride-rich lipoprotein-like particles was
determined. Data are presented as mean + SEM and individual data points. A-B n = 9 per group; C-D n = 8-9 per group; E-F n = 10 per group;
G-H n = 6-9. P values of two-way ANOVA are depicted below figure panels and symbols reflect statistical differences between groups as
determined by Tukey post-hoc analysis with *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 and ***P < 0.001. gWAT and sWAT, gonadal and subcutaneous white adipose
tissue; iBAT and sBAT, interscapular and subscapular brown adipose tissue.

treatment, we first measured the hepatic expression of
genes involved in lipid synthesis and secretion (Fig. 4A).
Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism lowered the expres-
sion of cluster of differentiation 36 (Cd36), important
for the uptake of free FAs from the circulation (Fig. 4A).
This was explained by a marked interaction between
GIPR and GLP1R agonism. The combined treatment
also reduced the expression of genes involved in de novo
FA synthesis, including the transcription factor sterol
regulatory element-binding protein 1 (Srebfl) also

explained by an interaction of GIPR and GLPI1R ago-
nism, FA synthase (Fasn) as attributed to GLP1R ago-
nism in the two-way ANOVA, but without affecting
acetyl-CoA carboxylase (Acaca) expression (Fig. 4A).
Expression of genes involved in the conversion of FAs to
TGs (i.e., diacylglycerol O-acyltransferase 1 and 2 (Dgat1
and Dgut2)), FA oxidation (i.e., peroxisome proliferator-
activated receptor alpha (Ppara) and carnitine palmi-
toyltransferase 1o (Cptla)) or VLDL assembly (i.e.,
microsomal triglyceride transfer protein (Mitp) and
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Fig. 3: Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism lowers hepatic steatosis. Male APOE*3-Leiden.CETP mice were fed a high-fat high-cholesterol diet
and received subcutaneous injections with either a GIPR agonist (GIPFA-085; 300 nmol/kg), a GLP1R agonist (GLP-140; 30 nmol/kg), both
agonists at these doses, or vehicle every other day. After 10 weeks of treatment, (A) macroscopic pictures of representative livers were taken.
(B-C) Cross-sections of the liver were stained with Oil red O to determine the hepatic lipid area. (D-E) Hepatic lipid content was assessed, and
(F-G) NAFLD scores were determined on hematoxylin-eosin (H&E) stained cross-sections. Data are presented as mean + SEM and individual data
points. C, G n = 18-19 per group; D-E, n = 8-10 per group. P values of two-way ANOVA are depicted below figure panels and symbols reflect
statistical differences between groups as determined by Tukey post-hoc analysis with *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 and ***P < 0.001.

apolipoprotein B (Apob)) was not different between the
groups (Fig. 4A).

With respect to cholesterol metabolism, we found no
effect of the treatments on the expression of the low-
density lipoprotein receptor (Ldlr) as a proxy for
cholesterol uptake from the circulation (Fig. 4B). How-
ever, compared to vehicle combined GIPR/GLP1R
agonism did increase the expression of 3-hydroxy-3-
methylglutaryl-CoA reductase (Hmgcr), encoding the
enzyme critical for de novo cholesterol synthesis, as
explained by both GIPR and GLP1R agonism in the two-
way ANOVA but with no significance for the single
treatments in post-hoc analysis. There was no effect on
the expression of genes involved in the classical pathway
of bile acid synthesis (i.e., cytochrome P450 family 7
subfamily A member 1 (Cyp7al) and cytochrome P450
family 8 subfamily B member 1(Cyp8b1)) (Fig. 4B). In
contrast, compared to vehicle single GLPIR agonism
did increase the expression of cytochrome P450 family
27 subfamily A member 1 (Cyp27al), and combined
GIPR/GLP1R agonism increased the expression of cy-
tochrome P450 family 7 subfamily B member 1
(Cyp7b1), both of which are involved in the alternative
pathway of bile acid synthesis (Fig. 4B). Whilst expres-
sion of bile acid transporters (i.e., ATP binding cassette
subfamily C member 2 (Abcc2) and ATP binding

cassette subfamily B member 11 (Abcb11)) was not
affected by GIPR or GLP1R agonism, combined GIPR/
GLP1R agonism did lower the expression of ATP
binding cassette subfamily G member 5 (Abcg5),
responsible for the biliary secretion of neutral sterols
including cholesterol (Fig. 4B).

Taken together, combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism
lowered the expression of genes involved in FA uptake,
de novo FA synthesis, as well as sterol excretion in the
liver, while increasing the expression of genes involved
in de novo cholesterol synthesis and bile acid synthesis.

Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism reduces fecal bile
acid excretion, coinciding with increased fecal
energy excretion

Bile acids are synthesized from cholesterol in the liver
and are ultimately secreted into the small intestine to
facilitate the emulsification and digestion of especially
dietary lipids. The observed decrease in hepatic TC
content and the increased expression of genes involved
in bile acid synthesis may be indicative of an increased
production and secretion of bile acids by the liver. Given
that under steady-state conditions, the amount of bile
acids excreted in feces is approximately equal to the
production by the liver,** we next measured the fecal bile
acid excretion. Surprisingly, combined GIPR/GLP1R
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Fig. 4: Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism lowers the expression of lipogenic genes, reduces fecal bile acid excretion and increases fecal
energy excretion. Male APOE*3-Leiden.CETP mice were fed a high-fat high-cholesterol diet and received subcutaneous injections with either a
GIPR agonist (GIPFA-085; 300 nmol/kg), a GLP1R agonist (GLP-140; 30 nmol/kg), both agonists at these doses, or vehicle every other day. After
10 weeks of treatment, relative mRNA expression levels of genes involved in (A) lipid metabolism and (B) cholesterol and bile acid metabolism
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agonism strongly lowered the fecal excretion of both
primary and secondary bile acids (Supplementary
Fig. S1A and B), explained by the action of both GIPR
and GLP1R agonism, leading to a 70% reduction in total
fecal bile acid excretion as compared to vehicle treat-
ment (Fig. 4C). This indicates a reduced rather than
increased bile acid synthesis in the liver. To investigate
whether the pronounced reduction in fecal bile acid
excretion coincided with a hampered intestinal diges-
tion and absorption of dietary energy substrates, we next
assessed the fecal energy excretion. Indeed, combined
GIPR/GLP1R agonism, but not the single treatments,
increased the total fecal energy excretion as attributed to
GLP1R agonism in the two-way ANOVA (Fig. 4D), with
no changes in excretion of total feces mass (Fig. 4E).
Accordingly, free FA excretion in the feces was
increased upon combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism
compared to vehicle, but also upon single treatments
(Supplementary Fig. S1C). Combined GIPR/GLP1R
agonism also decreased fecal cholesterol excretion
compared to vehicle, as mainly attributed to GLP1R
agonism (Supplementary Fig. S1D).

Taken together, the strongly lowered hepatic TC
content upon combined GIPR/GLPIR agonism coin-
cided with a pronounced decrease in fecal bile acid
excretion and increased fecal energy excretion. These
data suggest that the increased hepatic expression of
Hmger and Cyp7b1 and the reduced hepatic Abcg5
expression as well as the decreased fecal cholesterol
excretion are compensatory in an attempt to elevate the
hepatic cholesterol content for bile acid synthesis. The
question remains to what extent the reduced food
intake, and which other mechanisms underly the
strongly lowered circulating TC levels as well as the
reduced hepatic TC content.

Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism reduces monocyte-
derived Kupffer cells in the liver and lowers the
hepatic expression of pro-inflammatory cytokines/
chemokines

As NAFLD is driven by both hepatic steatosis and
inflammation, we next evaluated hepatic inflammation
by phenotyping immune cells in livers of 10 week-
treated mice. GIPR and GLP1R agonism did not
affect the total number of CD45" cells (Supplementary

Fig. S2B). Compared to vehicle, combined GIPR/
GLP1R agonism increased the number of B cells and
neutrophils in the liver (+235% and +171%, respec-
tively; Supplementary Fig. S2C and D), as explained by
both GIPR and GLPI1R agonism in the two-way
ANOVA with no significant effects of the single
treatments in post-hoc analysis. GIPR and GLP1R
agonism did not affect the number of T cells, natural
killer (NK) cells, eosinophils or dendritic cells (DCs)
(Supplementary Fig. S2E-H) and comparably did not
affect the number of resident Kupffer cells (resKCs) or
the number of monocytes in the liver (Fig. 5A and B).
GLP1R agonism but not GIPR agonism reduced the
number of monocyte-derived macrophages (moMACs)
according to the two-way ANOVA (Fig. 5C). Strikingly,
compared to vehicle, single GLP1R agonism signifi-
cantly reduced the number of monocyte-derived KCs
(moKCs), with no further decrease apparent upon
combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism (Fig. 5D), while the
percentage of the pro-fibrogenic’® CD11c¢* subset of
moKCs was not different between the treatment
groups (Fig. 5E).

Possibly underlying these changes, combined GIPR/
GLP1R agonism lowered the hepatic expression of C-C
motif chemokine ligand 2 (Ccl2; —78% vs. vehicle) as
attributed to both GIPR and GLP1R agonism in the two-
way ANOVA, with no significant effect on the expres-
sion of vascular cell adhesion molecule 1 (Veam1; —64%
vs. vehicle), both of which are involved in the recruit-
ment of circulating monocytes into the liver (Fig. 5F).?>*
In line with the reduction in moKCs, combined GIPR/
GLPIR agonism furthermore lowered the hepatic
expression of tumor necrosis factor a (Tnfa; —-75%),
mainly produced by macrophages, as explained by both
agonists in the two-way ANOVA, as well as F4/80
(Adgrel; —48%), a widely used marker for murine mac-
rophages (Fig. 5F).

Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism attenuates liver
injury

Likely as a result of reduced steatosis and inflammation
in the liver, the expression of a-smooth muscle actin
(Acta2; -56%),** which is expressed when resident he-
patic stellate cells transform into myofibroblasts upon
sensing liver injury and is involved in hepatic

were determined in the liver. Using feces samples collected in the eighth week of intervention, (C) fecal bile acid excretion, (D) fecal energy
excretion, and (E) total fecal excretion were determined. Data are presented as mean + SEM and individual data points. A-B n = 8-10 per group;
C-D n = 9-10; E n = 10. P values of two-way ANOVA are depicted below figure panels and symbols reflect statistical differences between groups
as determined by Tukey post-hoc analysis with *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 and ***P < 0.001. Abcb11, ATP binding cassette subfamily B member 11;
Abcc2, ATP binding cassette subfamily C member 2; Abcg5, ATP binding cassette subfamily G member 5; Acaca, acetyl-CoA carboxylase o; Apob,
apolipoprotein B; Cd36, cluster of differentiation 36; Cpt1a, carnitine palmitoyltransferase 1 o; Cyp27a1, cytochrome P450 family 27 subfamily A
member 1; Cyp7al, cytochrome P450 family 7 subfamily A member 1; Cyp7b1, cytochrome P450 family 7 subfamily B member 1; Cyp8b1,
cytochrome P450 family 8 subfamily B member 1; Dgat1, diacylglycerol O-acyltransferase 1; Dgat2, diacylglycerol O-acyltransferase 2; Fasn, fatty
acid synthase; Hmgcr, 3-hydroxy-3-methylglutaryl-CoA reductase; Ldlr, Low-density lipoprotein receptor; Mttp, Microsomal triglyceride transfer
protein; Ppara, Peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor alpha; Srebf1, Sterol regulatory element-binding protein 1c.
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Fig. 5: Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism reduces monocyte-derived Kupffer cells in the liver, lowers the hepatic expression of pro-
inflammatory cytokines/chemokines and attenuates hepatic injury. Male APOE*3-Leiden.CETP mice were fed a high-fat high-cholesterol
diet and received subcutaneous injections with either a GIPR agonist (GIPFA-085; 300 nmol/kg), a GLP1R agonist (GLP-140; 30 nmol/kg), both
agonists at these doses, or vehicle every other day. After 10 weeks of treatment, livers were collected to quantify the number of (A) resident
Kupffer cells (resKCs), (B) monocytes, (C) monocyte-derived macrophages (moMACs), (D) monocyte-derived Kupffer cells (moKCs) and (E)
CD11c" moKCs by flow cytometry. The hepatic mRNA expression of (F) cytokines/chemokines and macrophage markers was determined, as well
as of (G) genes involved in hepatic injury. In plasma collected from heart puncture blood, (H) alanine transaminase activity was determined.
Data are presented as mean = SEM and individual data points. A-E, H n = 9-10 per group; F-G n = 8-10. P values of two-way ANOVA are
depicted below figure panels and symbols reflect statistical differences between groups as determined by Tukey post-hoc analysis with
*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 and ***P < 0.001. Acta2, actin alpha 2; Adgre1, EGF-like module-containing mucin-like hormone receptor-like 1; Casp3,
caspase 3; Ccl2, C-C motif chemokine ligand 2; Col1a1, collagen type 1al; Ctgf, Connective tissue growth factor; Icam1, Intercellular adhesion
molecule 1; Tnfa, Tumor necrosis factor o; Vcam1, Vascular cell adhesion protein 1.

fibrogenesis, was lower in the livers of mice treated with
combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism as compared to
vehicle-treated mice (Fig. 5G). These effects were
attributed to both GIPR and GLP1R agonism in two-way
ANOVA, but neither the effect of single GIPR nor single
GLP1R agonism reached statistical significance in the
comparison with vehicle treatment in post-hoc analyses.
The reduction in Acta2 gene expression coincided with
lowered plasma ALT activity upon combined GIPR/
GLP1R agonism compared to vehicle (-47%; Fig. 5H) as
explained by GLP1R agonism, which further supports
the notion that the combined treatment attenuates liver

injury.

Discussion

Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism is superior to single
GLP1R agonism with regard to glycemic control and
lowering body weight in patients with type 2
diabetes.'*'* In fact, the GIPR and GLP1R dual agonist
tirzepatide (Mounjaro®) has recently been approved
by FDA to treat type 2 diabetes in humans. However,
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the effect of combined GIPR/GLPIR agonism on
NAFLD development is as of yet unknown. The current
study in humanized E3L.CETP mice demonstrates that
GIPR and GLP1R agonism additively attenuate hepatic
steatosis, lower inflammation and ameliorate liver
injury in the context of HFHC diet-induced NAFLD
development.

In line with previous observations in mice*" and
humans,'? we report that GLP1R agonism by itself
attenuates hepatic steatosis, and now also show that the
addition of GIPR agonism even further reduces lipid
accumulation in the liver. Hepatic steatosis is triggered
by excessive lipid storage in the liver, for which multiple
underlying mechanisms have been suggested, including
an overflow of nutrients towards the liver.”” In the cur-
rent study GIPR and GLP1R agonism additively lowered
food intake and body weight confirming previous re-
ports in mice,” which may at least in part explain the
additive reduction of hepatic steatosis upon treatment
with both agonists as it lowers the flux of nutrients to-
wards the liver. The additive reduction in food intake
may be mediated via the central nervous system, given
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that both single GIPR'*** and GLP1R*** agonism have
previously been shown to suppress food intake by acti-
vating the corresponding receptor on appetite-regulating
neurons, and that the GIPR and GLP1R are expressed
by the same as well as distinct neuronal populations."

Besides lowering food intake, we observed that GIPR
and GLP1R agonism exerted a synergistic effect on
increasing fecal energy and lipid excretion, which likely
contributed to the attenuated hepatic steatosis through
lowering lipid availability. Previous reports in both
hamsters and humans have shown that GLP1R agonism
decreases intestinal lipid absorption and lowers the
production of ApoB48-carrying lipoproteins,”*** as
mediated both via peripheral and central GLP1R
signaling.**! We now identified a decreased hepatic bile
acid synthesis from cholesterol as an underlying
mechanism given that bile acids facilitate the formation
of mixed micelles to increase surface area for lipase
activity in the intestinal lumen and allow for transport of
hydrolyzed lipids to the intestinal brush border for
subsequent absorption.” An increased fecal lipid
excretion was also observed upon apical sodium-
dependent bile acid transporter (ASBT) inhibition.**
However, the mechanism of action differs from com-
bined GIPR/GLP1R agonism as ASBT inhibition blocks
the intestinal bile acid (re-)absorption. ASBT inhibition
thus leads to a strongly increased, rather than decreased,
fecal bile acid excretion; this effect is insufficiently
compensated for by the liver, thereby hampering lipid
absorption by the intestine. Since cholesterol is the
main precursor of bile acids, the lowered hepatic bile
acid synthesis may be related to the reduction in hepatic
cholesterol content that we observed upon combined
GIPR/GLP1R agonism, which in itself may at least in
part be explained by the lowered dietary intake of the
cholesterol-rich diet. Interestingly, combined GIPR/
GLP1R agonism increased the hepatic expression of
genes involved in bile acid synthesis, while increasing
expression of the rate-limiting enzyme in de novo
cholesterol synthesis (Hmgcr) and lowering the expres-
sion of Abcg5 involved in sterol excretion, which was in
parallel with reduced fecal cholesterol excretion.
Collectively, these findings indicate a compensatory
response attempting to restore hepatic cholesterol con-
tent for bile acid synthesis in line with our previous
observations for single GLP1R agonism."

Another mechanism potentially contributing to less
lipid accumulation in the liver was the increased up-
take of postprandial glucose and TRL-TG-derived FAs
by extrahepatic tissues upon combined GIPR/GLP1R
agonism. Previous studies in mice have reported that
GLP1R agonism with exendin-4 increased the uptake
of glucose and TG-derived FAs by BAT and WAT via
activating BAT and inducing browning of WAT,
respectively, as mediated via increased sympathetic
outflow towards the tissues.* GIPR agonism may have
added to this by facilitating the nutrient flow to and

lipid hydrolysis in the adipose tissue in the post-
prandial state, given that GIP infusion in humans has
previously been shown to increase blood flow in
abdominal Swat” and GIPR agonism in human adi-
pocytes has furthermore been shown to increase both
the expression and activity of lipoprotein lipase,***
which is crucial for the liberation and subsequent up-
take of FAs from TRL-TGs. Consequently, GIPR ago-
nism may thereby prevent the spill-over of postprandial
lipids towards the liver. Given that GIPR agonism has
also been reported to stimulate intracellular lipolysis in
WAT in the fasted state,”” it may induce energy wasting
due to lipid cycling as well.

In addition to attenuating hepatic steatosis, com-
bined GIPR/GLP1R agonism strongly lowered hepatic
inflammation as evidenced by a decreased number of
moKCs possibly as a result of lowered expression of
hepatic chemokines involved in leukocyte trafficking to
the liver. Here, the combined treatment did not
outperform single GLP1R agonism despite that both
treatments reduced hepatic moKCs, which may indicate
that maximal effect on inflammation was already ach-
ieved by single GLP1R agonism at the used dose. Our
findings are in line with previous studies showing that
GLP1R agonism using exendin-4 reduces macrophage
recruitment into the liver in mice, coinciding with
lowered expression of Ccl2,”° and that in patients with
NASH the GLPIR agonist liraglutide reduces the
circulating levels of monocyte chemoattractant protein 1
(MCP-1)."" With a comparable mechanism, over-
expression of GIP has also been shown to lower
macrophage infiltration into the vessel wall in mice.”
The anti-inflammatory effects of GIPR and GLP1R
agonism may be indirect and a consequence of attenu-
ated hepatic steatosis, as lipid accumulation in itself is a
potent inducer of inflammation.”* However, given that
both the GIPR" and the GLP1R* are also expressed by
at least a proportion of immune cells including mono-
cytes and macrophages, GIPR and GLP1R agonism may
also exert anti-inflammatory effects via direct engage-
ment with immune cells, for example by lowering Ccl2
expression in macrophages as has been shown for
GLP1R agonism.”

In conclusion, combined GIPR/GLPIR agonism
additively attenuates hepatic steatosis and lowers hepatic
inflammation, ameliorating liver injury during the
development of NAFLD in E3L.CETP mice. Given that
this mouse model is a well-established model for hu-
man insulin resistance, diabetic dyslipidemia and
NAFLD, and that concomitant GIPR/GLP1R agonism
with tirzepatide was shown to lower NASH-related
blood biomarkers in patients with type 2 diabetes,” we
anticipate that combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism is a
promising strategy for the prevention/treatment of
NAFLD in humans. This hypothesis is currently tested
with the SYNERGY-NASH phase 2 clinical trial, which
assesses the efficacy of tirzepatide to prevent the
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worsening of fibrosis, decrease NAFLD activity scores
and decrease the liver fat content in patients with
NASH.

Contributors

Conceptualization, Z.Y., RV.E., P.C.N.R. and S.K.; Formal Analysis,
Z.Y. and R.V.E; Data verification, Z.Y. and R.V.E.; Investigation, Z.Y.,
RV.E, X.G.,,C.V.M, ] M.L, B.G., M.G., ].F.D.B, Y.W. and S.K.; Writing
—Original Draft, Z.Y.; Writing—Review & Editing, Z.Y., RV.E,, T.C,,
H.Q., M.R.B.,, P.C.N.R. and S.K,; Supervision, S.K.; Funding acquisi-
tion, P.C.N.R and S.K. Both Z.Y. and R.V.E. contributed equally. All
authors have read and approved the final version of the manuscript.

Data sharing statement
The datasets used and/or analyzed during the current study are available
from the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Declaration of interests

HQ and TC are employees and shareholders of Eli Lilly and Company.
Eli Lilly and Company had no role in study design, data collection and
analysis or decision to publish.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank Amanda Pronk, Hetty Sips, Reshma Lalai and Trea
Streefland (Division of Endocrinology, Department of Medicine, LUMC,
Leiden, The Netherlands) and Niek Blomberg (The Center for Prote-
omics and Metabolomics, LUMC) for their excellent technical assis-
tance. The graphical abstract was created with BioRender.com.

Appendix A. Supplementary data
Supplementary data related to this article can be found at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ebiom.2023.104684.

References

1 LuZY, Shao Z, Li YL, Wulasihan M, Chen XH. Prevalence of and
risk factors for non-alcoholic fatty liver disease in a Chinese pop-
ulation: an 8-year follow-up study. World ] Gastroenterol.
2016;22(13):3663-3669.

2 Leitdo J, Carvalhana S, Cochicho J, et al. Prevalence and risk factors
of fatty liver in Portuguese adults. Eur | Clin Invest. 2020;50(6):
e13235.

3 Le MH, Yeo YH, Li X, et al. 2019 global NAFLD prevalence: a
systematic Review and meta-analysis. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol.
2021;20(12):2809-2817.e28.

4 Tarantino G, Balsano C, Santini SJ, et al. It is high time physicians
thought of natural products for alleviating NAFLD. Is there suffi-
cient evidence to use them? Int ] Mol Sci. 2021;22(24):13424.

5 Negi CK, Babica P, Bajard L, Bienertova-Vasku J, Tarantino G.
Insights into the molecular targets and emerging pharmacother-
apeutic interventions for nonalcoholic fatty liver disease. Meta-
bolism. 2022;126:154925.

6 Drucker DJ. Mechanisms of action and therapeutic application of
glucagon-like peptide-1. Cell Metab. 2018;27(4):740-756.

7  Jensterle M, Rizzo M, Haluzik M, Janez A. Efficacy of GLP-1
RA approved for weight management in patients with or
without diabetes: a narrative Review. Adv Ther. 2022;39(6):
2452-2467.

8  Panjwani N, Mulvihill EE, Longuet C, et al. GLP-1 receptor activa-
tion indirectly reduces hepatic lipid accumulation but does not
attenuate development of atherosclerosis in diabetic male ApoE(-/-)
mice. Endocrinology. 2013;154(1):127-139.

9 Ding X, Saxena NK, Lin S, Gupta NA, Anania FA. Exendin-4, a
glucagon-like protein-1 (GLP-1) receptor agonist, reverses hepatic
steatosis in ob/ob mice. Hepatology. 2006;43(1):173-181.

10 Parlevliet ET, Wang Y, Geerling JJ, et al. GLP-1 receptor activation
inhibits VLDL production and reverses hepatic steatosis by
decreasing hepatic lipogenesis in high-fat-fed APOE*3-Leiden
mice. PLoS One. 2012;7(11):e49152.

11 Armstrong MJ, Gaunt P, Aithal GP, et al. Liraglutide safety and
efficacy in patients with non-alcoholic steatohepatitis (LEAN): a
multicentre, double-blind, randomised, placebo-controlled phase 2
study. Lancet. 2016;387(10019):679-690.

www.thelancet.com Vol 93 July, 2023

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

Newsome PN, Buchholtz K, Cusi K, et al. A placebo-controlled trial
of subcutaneous semaglutide in nonalcoholic steatohepatitis.
N Engl ] Med. 2021;384(12):1113-1124.

Samms R]J, Coghlan MP, Sloop KW. How may GIP enhance the
therapeutic efficacy of GLP-1? Trends Endocrinol ~Metab.
2020;31(6):410-421.

Adriaenssens AE, Biggs EK, Darwish T, et al. Glucose-dependent
insulinotropic polypeptide receptor-expressing cells in the hypo-
thalamus regulate food intake. Cell Metab. 2019;30(5):987-996.¢6.
Finan B, Ma T, Ottaway N, et al. Unimolecular dual incretins
maximize metabolic benefits in rodents, monkeys, and humans. Sci
Transl Med. 2013;5(209):209ra151-209ra151.

Frias JP, Bastyr EJ 3rd, Vignati L, et al. The sustained effects of a
dual GIP/GLP-1 receptor agonist, NNC0090-2746, in patients with
type 2 diabetes. Cell Metab. 2017;26(2):343-352.e2.

Frias JP, Nauck MA, Van J, et al. Efficacy and safety of LY3298176, a
novel dual GIP and GLP-1 receptor agonist, in patients with type 2
diabetes: a randomised, placebo-controlled and active comparator-
controlled phase 2 trial. Lancet. 2018;392(10160):2180-2193.

Frias JP, Nauck MA, Van J, et al. Efficacy and tolerability of tirze-
patide, a dual glucose-dependent insulinotropic peptide and
glucagon-like peptide-1 receptor agonist in patients with type 2
diabetes: a 12-week, randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled
study to evaluate different dose-escalation regimens. Diabetes Obes
Metab. 2020;22(6):938-946.

Mori Y, Matsui T, Hirano T, Yamagishi SI. GIP as a potential
therapeutic target for atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease-A sys-
tematic Review. Int | Mol Sci. 2020;21(4):15.

van den Hoek AM, van der Hoorn JW, Maas AC, et al. APOE*3
Leiden.CETP transgenic mice as model for pharmaceutical treat-
ment of the metabolic syndrome. Diabetes Obes Metab.
2014;16(6):537-544.

Westerterp M, van der Hoogt CC, de Haan W, et al. Cholesteryl
ester transfer protein decreases high-density lipoprotein and
severely aggravates atherosclerosis in APOE*3-Leiden mice. Arte-
rioscler Thromb Vasc Biol. 2006;26(11):2552-2559.

Tarasco E, Pellegrini G, Whiting L, Lutz TA. Phenotypical hetero-
geneity in responder and nonresponder male ApoE*3 Leiden.CETP
mice. Am ] Physiol Gastrointest Liver Physiol. 2018;315(4):G602—
G617.

van Eenige R, Verhave PS, Koemans PJ, Tiebosch I, Rensen PCN,
Kooijman S. RandoMice, a novel, user-friendly randomization tool
in animal research. PLoS One. 2020;15(8):€0237096.

Ying Z, Boon MR, Coskun T, Kooijman S, Rensen PCN.
A simplified procedure to trace triglyceride-rich lipoprotein meta-
bolism in vivo. Physiol Rep. 2021;9(8):e14820.

Liang W, Menke AL, Driessen A, et al. Establishment of a general
NAFLD scoring system for rodent models and comparison to hu-
man liver pathology. PLoS One. 2014;9(12):e115922.

Bligh EG, Dyer WJ. A rapid method of total lipid extraction and
purification. Can J Biochem Physiol. 1959;37(8):911-917.

van Eenige R, Ying Z, Tambyrajah L, et al. Cannabinoid type 1
receptor inverse agonism attenuates dyslipidemia and atheroscle-
rosis in APOE*3-Leiden.CETP mice. J Lipid Res. 2021;62:100070.
van Eenige R, Ying Z, Tramper N, et al. Combined glucose-
dependent insulinotropic polypeptide receptor and glucagon-like
peptide-1 receptor agonism attenuates atherosclerosis severity in
APOE¥* 3-Leiden. CETP mice. Atherosclerosis. 2023;372:19.
Embgenbroich M, van der Zande HJP, Hussaarts L, et al. Soluble
mannose receptor induces proinflammatory macrophage activation
and metaflammation. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2021;118(31):
€2103304118.

Hofmann AF, Hagey LR. Key discoveries in bile acid chemistry and
biology and their clinical applications: history of the last eight de-
cades. J Lipid Res. 2014;55(8):1553-1595.

Itoh M, Suganami T, Kato H, et al. CD11c+ resident macrophages
drive hepatocyte death-triggered liver fibrosis in a murine model of
nonalcoholic steatohepatitis. JCI Insight. 2017;2(22):€92902.

Baeck C, Wehr A, Karlmark KR, et al. Pharmacological inhibition of
the chemokine CCL2 (MCP-1) diminishes liver macrophage infil-
tration and steatohepatitis in chronic hepatic injury. Gut.
2012;61(3):416-426.

Furuta K, Guo Q, Pavelko KD, et al. Lipid-induced endothelial
vascular cell adhesion molecule 1 promotes nonalcoholic steato-
hepatitis pathogenesis. | Clin Invest. 2021;131(6):e143690.

Rockey DC, Weymouth N, Shi Z. Smooth muscle a actin (Acta 2)
and myofibroblast function during hepatic wound healing. PLoS
One. 2013;8(10):e77166.

13


http://BioRender.com
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ebiom.2023.104684
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ebiom.2023.104684
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref34
www.thelancet.com/digital-health

Articles

14

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

Loomba R, Friedman SL, Shulman GI. Mechanisms and disease
consequences of nonalcoholic fatty liver disease. Cell.
2021;184(10):2537-2564.

Zhang Q, Delessa CT, Augustin R, et al. The glucose-dependent
insulinotropic polypeptide (GIP) regulates body weight and food
intake via CNS-GIPR signaling. Cell Metab. 2021;33(4):833-844.¢5.
Dossat AM, Lilly N, Kay K, Williams DL. Glucagon-like peptide 1
receptors in nucleus accumbens affect food intake. | Neurosci.
2011;31(41):14453-14457.

Hayes MR, Leichner TM, Zhao S, et al. Intracellular signals medi-
ating the food intake-suppressive effects of hindbrain glucagon-like
peptide-1 receptor activation. Cell Metab. 2011;13(3):320-330.

Farr S, Baker C, Naples M, et al. Central nervous system regu-
lation of intestinal lipoprotein metabolism by glucagon-like pep-
tide-1 via a brain-gut Axis. Arterioscler Thromb Vasc Biol.
2015;35(5):1092-1100.

Hsieh ], Longuet C, Baker CL, et al. The glucagon-like peptide 1
receptor is essential for postprandial lipoprotein synthesis and
secretion in hamsters and mice. Diabetologia. 2010;53(3):552-561.
Hoffman S, Alvares D, Adeli K. GLP-1 attenuates intestinal fat
absorption and chylomicron production via vagal afferent nerves
originating in the portal vein. Mol Metab. 2022;65:101590.
Taskinen MR, Bjornson E, Matikainen N, et al. Effects of liraglutide
on the metabolism of triglyceride-rich lipoproteins in type 2 dia-
betes. Diabetes Obes Metab. 2021;23(5):1191-1201.

Macierzanka A, Torcello-Gémez A, Jungnickel C, Maldonado-
Valderrama J. Bile salts in digestion and transport of lipids. Adv
Colloid Interface Sci. 2019;274:102045.

Dawson PA, Haywood ], Craddock AL, et al. Targeted deletion of
the ileal bile acid transporter eliminates enterohepatic cycling of
bile acids in mice. J Biol Chem. 2003;278(36):33920-33927.

van de Peppel IP, Rao A, Dommerholt MB, et al. The beneficial
effects of apical sodium-dependent bile acid transporter inactiva-
tion depend on dietary fat composition. Mol Nutr Food Res.
2020;64(24):€2000750.

Kooijman S, Wang Y, Parlevliet ET, et al. Central GLP-1 receptor
signalling accelerates plasma clearance of triacylglycerol and

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

glucose by activating brown adipose tissue in mice. Diabetologia.
2015;58(11):2637-2646.

Asmar M, Asmar A, Simonsen L, et al. The gluco- and lip-
oregulatory and vasodilatory effects of glucose-dependent insuli-
notropic polypeptide (GIP) are abolished by an antagonist of the
human GIP receptor. Diabetes. 2017;66(9):2363-2371.

Kim SJ, Nian C, McIntosh CH. Activation of lipoprotein lipase by
glucose-dependent insulinotropic polypeptide in adipocytes. A role
for a protein kinase B, LKB1, and AMP-activated protein kinase
cascade. J Biol Chem. 2007;282(12):8557-8567.

Kim SJ, Nian C, McIntosh CH. GIP increases human adipocyte
LPL expression through CREB and TORC2-mediated trans-
activation of the LPL gene. ] Lipid Res. 2010;51(11):3145-3157.
Wang Y, Parlevliet ET, Geerling JJ, et al. Exendin-4 decreases liver
inflammation and atherosclerosis development simultaneously by
reducing macrophage infiltration. Br ] Pharmacol. 2014;171(3):723-734.
Armstrong MJ, Hull D, Guo K, et al. Glucagon-like peptide 1 de-
creases lipotoxicity in non-alcoholic steatohepatitis. | Hepatol.
2016;64(2):399-408.

Kahles F, Liberman A, Halim C, et al. The incretin hormone GIP is
upregulated in patients with atherosclerosis and stabilizes plaques
in ApoE(-/-) mice by blocking monocyte/macrophage activation.
Mol Metab. 2018;14:150-157.

Schuster S, Cabrera D, Arrese M, Feldstein AE. Triggering and
resolution of inflammation in NASH. Nat Rev Gastroenterol Hep-
atol. 2018;15(6):349-364.

McLean BA, Wong CK, Campbell JE, Hodson DJ, Trapp S,
Drucker DJ. Revisiting the complexity of GLP-1 action from sites of
synthesis to receptor activation. Endocr Rev. 2021;42(2):101-132.
Arakawa M, Mita T, Azuma K, et al. Inhibition of monocyte
adhesion to endothelial cells and attenuation of atherosclerotic
lesion by a glucagon-like peptide-1 receptor agonist, exendin-4.
Diabetes. 2010;59(4):1030-1037.

Hartman ML, Sanyal AJ, Loomba R, et al. Effects of novel dual GIP
and GLP-1 receptor agonist tirzepatide on biomarkers of nonalco-
holic steatohepatitis in patients with type 2 diabetes. Diabetes Care.
2020;43(6):1352-1355.

www.thelancet.com Vol 93 July, 2023


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2352-3964(23)00249-9/sref56
www.thelancet.com/digital-health

	Combined GIP receptor and GLP1 receptor agonism attenuates NAFLD in male APOE∗3-Leiden.CETP mice
	Introduction
	Methods
	Animals and treatments
	Body weight and body composition
	Plasma glucose and lipid levels
	Oral glucose and lipid tolerance test
	Organ uptake of TG-derived FAs and glucose
	Liver histology
	Hepatic lipid contents
	Gene expression levels
	Fecal bile acid, energy and lipid excretion
	Isolation of hepatic leukocytes
	Flow cytometry
	Ethics statement
	Statistical analyses
	Role of funders

	Results
	Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism lowers fat mass and food intake, accompanied by reduced plasma glucose and lipid levels
	Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism improves glucose tolerance and stimulates the uptake of nutrients by BAT, WAT and the heart
	Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism attenuates hepatic steatosis
	Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism lowers the expression of lipogenic genes, and increases the expression of genes involved in cho ...
	Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism reduces fecal bile acid excretion, coinciding with increased fecal energy excretion
	Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism reduces monocyte-derived Kupffer cells in the liver and lowers the hepatic expression of pro-in ...
	Combined GIPR/GLP1R agonism attenuates liver injury

	Discussion
	ContributorsConceptualization, Z.Y., R.V.E., P.C.N.R. and S.K.; Formal Analysis, Z.Y. and R.V.E.; Data verification, Z.Y. a ...
	Data sharing statementThe datasets used and/or analyzed during the current study are available from the corresponding autho ...
	Declaration of interests
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	References


