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Liver regeneration after partial hepatectomy and liver transplantation
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HREF) VA MEE D T T AT ADOMEEIZEY T S
£, i AR CHE—, HaliAD &5 2 FA
e 2 HoEmmTh 5. Fa ATy AT NEITKE S
2, NEPWFZIRODHIZE S22 18 L TEeRED
X7 2D, gk LCThwh—y AOITEI
B S THEE LRSI L CHHFEZ E R E IO
WIFEFNLEOE TR, L, DWiEEni
DOIFEIE—BED ) HIZFHAEL, ~NT 7 LA S
5 ETITELOM, oI zE SN TR5,
C OMERIEH T 2 v B S BFIR O FEAE BT A3
LBNTW/ltw) ZEERLTED, BETHEREIC
5 5. FEBE, FMiCHBO2/3EL 2 YL TD,
Bo 2RIt oRX SICECHATS. Lo LER
D EOFYIBREFMm e, AT T ELINTZ
7 MBS E I EFRARTITE S 5 TIA
EIZEDL. L FOIEFFIZBWT, ZORR IR
7325 ~30%, FWHEOLAIZIE15~20% & EhTw»
5. BEEOYE, 70% IR (PHX) X°30% 55551
Al (PLTx) 2D RFsIL, #if47 ~10 H T100% DK & &
WCRY, ADO3HETDNAGHKIZY -2 L%k, —
He MIBWwTIE, FUIkRE7~10 H HIZDNAEKD
-2 %z, 3~67r ABRECHEDO R 2 — 200
BEHGET LRI A by 7450 fiflg, kB
V25 o 72 TR DO BB 2SR A 2 4660 5 DA, AT DSHTFE
ERGORS T O, FLTHRBICR L THa%
KE S (EEFAER) CHELLZICIIMITES %
WLT, HEAEPKTTL200, HL000m5ET —
T TH LY, BIETH ZOEFIMIH I T Wi,

JFFAL, R4 RIS E S NS EE AR S
N727av 2 XD SN Tw 5, AR T,
INE IR K Z VAT L D S FEDEL, F =D
BIHLDLLIYEZY VOFZ T 7 FOH, FED

B Zns ORI, 4D, IFEOIRER & A
N OIRFERRHNARAFET B 2 L 2R LT 5. A
TZF9, PHx I 721 3PLTX A OB FAENBIBES NS M)
H— D5 T HEWHRE 2 X, EieE IR B
\F 5 PHx R°PLTX Z DO IFFFEIZ DO W T H T 5.

. BR > FT#54E (PLTx) - 889 AT E0BR % (PHx) ORF
B4

7 AV AREAIMERFREE £ 1357 0, PLTx % <%°PHx
B OWFFEIZFIIRIE (portal venous pressure: PVP) @
BT, RFE e PR A N AR O R R AR R S IRAE, R
WEROZAL R O EET S (X1). PHxB IO
PLTX ORICIFFHAELZ G T AROEEL M) T—D
120, B (MER) 1A D A ARFESH 72 1
OMPRIFERLPVP O L5, Z L CHAE NI % B
#7)1, Wb W 5§V 5T “shear stress” DT Y.
C OMATIFRIZAE, BRI O MR & 1228 x
1T L, PHx 2> S6EER LIS, SREOILK, HEiBEA
\ZAFTET A fenestration DILK, Disse FEDHLK 7 &3
A, EHETIZIEF 2RISR S £ TlTl10 A2
5.

BRI B2 MR (liver sinusoidal endothelial cells:
LSEC) I2%73 % “shear stress” OIINIZIGE L T,
LSEC iz —F&ftzE3 (NO) %t L, HGFiZxhd 4 &
ZWx b3 59, —J CiFEM (inducible) F 7213
B P (endothelial) ®—PR{L % 3 G 15F 3 (nitric oxide
synthase: Z11-ZUNOS & eNOS) OHE X, FFHE4%
L P 22, MIINO DIFFEIC R 2 2,
O MRBOT RN =V R BIEONT Y A% LD, (2)
VEGF##FE L, IMEHELZIREL, FHEICEFTT
%9 (3) FFE ML (hepatic stellate cells: HSC) % #ill# L
C P85 [K 7 (hepatocyte growth factor: HGF) &
L PN iz 145 K - (vascular endothelial growth factor:
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FR4EH - PIARED N2 o iR /1B EE R shear stress?3ghN FIRELS
| I
: FEEEBMETTE T
i ! "
: B LPS el
; Ao .
i IL=6 | Autocrine - paracrine \
| ( / \ HGF, EGF, VEGF, HIF1- &
' HIFl-at — AN TNT“ IL-6 |
- l il
= GO \
HGF ~ 0 Bt 1
/MR ~ FEEgE Y
AR K== iiag Tl 7 s
o -granule- HGF, VEGF, IGF % & TARb TS A RO T Gl
0 e
tob=v B4 faAM S
= G2 S
RNA | rmR A~ DEEET |

/

1. BB BIBRAT (PHx) B & O IR HEfly (PLTx) 2O FFAEICRI# 9 5 K1
PHx %° PLTx 2 ORI I3 4 2 ZRSBEAICEEL TB Y, HUBREIZL > TOHAERADSZEL H 1T 5.
EGF, epidermal growth factor; HGF, hepatocyte growth factor; HIF-1 a, hypoxia inducible factor 1-alpha; HSCs, hepatic stellate
cells; IGF, insulin like growth factor; IL, interleukin; LSECs, liver sinusoidal endothelial cells; LPCs, liver progenitor cells; LPS,
lipopolysaccharide; NO, nitric oxide; PVP, portal vein pressure; TNF, tumor necrosis factor; VEGF, vascular endothelial growth factor.

VEGF) ®interleukin(IL)-6, tumor necrosis factor (TNF)
aDHERAET 5 2 &2 & ST & 7225, NO
ZZOREIC L) IBIMFFEREEOEROZE L ¥
54 b4 5 7z controversial 2 iE EAFUR E N5,
shear stressid, LSEC 25 DIL-6#EAIZ S EE L T
W5 BERAMVEFFITIC B LT, BIFAER O A E &
K4 % HE TR O FMIRER 2 MmnciT) 2 &
WLIXLIES 55, FIIRERE O MIRITE OB A
BN AR S, MEFIL-6 D L)V _E5 & JESER AT
OFAEIZFES L TBHBY, invitro THEMAIZME L 72
NLSEC#%®, ffiEL TV WLSEC & iz LT, k0%
CDIL6E T EEHLNER->TWBE?. F
72 R EEHA A (liver progenitor cells: LPC) (&322
f290.01% LT Th 5755, FHERICIZES 24k
HeFEOT M5 T WS, LPC b shear stress®
Wz L ) filE s, Wnt, VEGF, EGF 7: £ O AR
R T OFBDEAET 52,

2. 1. FIlRE (PVP) £& & PIARAE AR5

Lipopolysaccharide (LPS) 7z & o545 Bk K -7~ 85 n
WL BHBEANDFHFLGIIG T TEIAE SN TE L.

LPS37 7 AR OAMEIZAFAE L, AR S F
/X% — » (Pathogen-associated molecular patterns:
PAMPs) D—BTa& 1), HRGEELZERT S, PHxIE
PVP/shear stress & h A &, BEZEMELITHEL,
LPS % & € 5% B 3k O PAMPs 28 PR L H A~ Jit i %
BWmsEs., CoOBRPIIMIMEORR L 21 9 275,
LPS & Kupffer #fiffd @ Toll-like receptor (TLR) (272
WA, 16 RTNF-a O 2 H53 57725, bt
PHx R°PLTx {2 DI F4E & AR AE 4 2 F 227 Il B gil
HATFTHhH5. §Eo TLPSIFFFFHAEIZE > TEFHEND
FThHbH. Tz, ZOKupferifiiaz /i L72IL6d 5\
WITNF-aitt o5 &4 & %2 5 A 7 = X203, EHITHE
MTH D, LPS%Bikd 5 EE L BIKTH Stolllike
receptor (TLR)2, TLR4, F721ZTLRO % KIBL 7277 A
2B W T HPHx%ICIL-6 7213 TNF- a lZupregulate &
nAH0 ZokiHiE, LPS & TLR 2 Kupffer #2552
252 5ME—DORTTIE%R <, A RRT &BEEDN
Kupffer i 7> & DIL-6 F 721X TNF- a D REHE % 35E 4 5
THEEDRH D T L RIE L TW 5.

HGF, EGF 7 7 3 V) —, VEGF 7 & O Jf A K114,
il 720 T 7 < PIIRE B O IF/ M iERR T b A ST
4. HEXIET v FPHxET V% FWT, VEGF, HGF,



HGF activator, HIF-1a7: & ®O-H4 KR T OmRNAZS
B, Il ComEBIMZ <, KR T b 5 <
upregulate 2L TH Y, PHxHD MARIMH OVEGF 1,
EHEBROZNEI ) BAEEIZE N LR RLEY. &
DT EL, PINRIE s A AR I - 0 B2 70 A TR
THhH, Wb d [Nl 25 A IC B % E %
B3 TEEERLTVWAS, ZLCIERZRBNEREE,
HE V25 AR 35 % BL 9T 5 A O BRI EAS, PHx R
PLTX O HAICAORELY 5 2 AW REE D /RSN
TWw3?,

— 5T, FEAEIZB VT, shear stress/PVP O 571
JFIEE F 2 > THRERNDORTH D, FEITFH 5\ i3
RPN S $E S Z LIRS 2PVP O A LT
EERL, REOIEK, BE)IVE VIYEDELE, BEE
PR e 2 25| &2 2 L, PHxICB W X[ IFYIRE
JFAN4 13 5 \VIZPLTR 2R [N 75 7 N EflE | &
M b, IR ICB W TPLTX -2 OPVP >20
mmHg TH b &, 777 MEREAEZT SR LT
RETH2HZLERLEY—FHT, MIRMEDSD%T
ELHEIIBWTY, 797 VEERRIZLS ST
7 MEREA e T ERI T EERLAEY. bl
A % F%h 3 A2 PVP 9 72 b Hshear stress D _LHO
5ol 7 [ HPH DT AU REMEZ R L T\ 5.

2. 2. FrE# DR

R O ERER (X, RS2 U] B D JF g~ o> — I
1Y 72 MAS 1 R FR AT OPVP TTHAE LS & 2 BFEIAR LT O I8
4 (“arterial buffer response” : FINRIILFLATEEIN L 7235
AFBIIRIMGE A5 A L, PUIRIMLGE 538 L 723556012
(EHFEIIRIMLGE 25BN 3 2 FF MR O AR 22 BL5) O
FLLTRILY, EKEBEITMET EORD RV FHE
RTD1>TH YY), HIF-LIZHFLEO A BT AL
RIS IZAT R CTH 5. & 2 CHIF-1alZIEH 7 H;
FRET IR SN TBY, MRS &,
upregulate 241, HIF-1p5 & EAEK%IER L, KEED
BTV AV bERELVEGE, =) A0 RTTF », fifhk
AR 7 E ORI OFBL 2 BN S & TREERIREE
OMIGEWREICT 5. PRI IZZNHIF-1 a D%
BIAEIL, WA CVEGF B & Ofms k71 ¥ » F 9 —
YADOFEHDTEM L, HIF-1 a 2SHE N 2 FRRESE S
P2 RS 217, Lo LIRS L CHIF-1al2 £ %
FFA AR ERCRE L CldfR O 4siin’® 4. Ren ©
X ERE S Dpreconditioning 37 v N Pl OHIF-1a %
ERECLDPIFEAEICIIEE L aho LWE LY,
Kron 5 (ZHIF-1a T3 7% < HIF-2 a 2SVEGF ®upregulation
A BI A MEFAEOFEICHEL TnwbH I L
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R L7290 JelcHRE E /2HIF-1 a O A~ O 52
HVEGF O & MEF EEZNT LI, b
OFEFRIL, KBEOFHEENDEEIIOVWTELRD
WEE 2 B e L, $i72% A 5 = XA LD B RelE
W5,

2. 3. M/ Rk

FFFFAEIC RS 2 L iy ST A4 AT O
T, M/MRIHFHEICBWCEEREZEZH-TBY,
% { OWF%E T, PHx % 72 IFPLTX # D I/ IMEL O % A3
FHAERNBEEHEEL CTWAZ EDIREINTE. L
LIV MERDIR T DSF AR ZD K TH 5 D0, #
RTHLODVETHICERET HLEDRD 5.

PHx D%, /MR 25212 Disse 412885 L, HGF,
VEGF, ¥7z13+tu b= %4 L CHHAY ¥ 7212LSEC
O AR A2, o b= VIS L CEE
EEEH % A4 %9, Disse BEIZREY L 721/ MRIC X
") neutrophil extracellular traps(NETs) R AMETE X 41,
FHIH OB MERAEEZE| SR L, HRELLHE
BEVHMHMEEELDH Y, HHAIZBIT 5/
DEFEFNH L THRZEEDMHEIN TV v En g
5. wit, 0 b=V EAERRETZ DD X
Z AN & LT, Hippo ¥ 7 F IWVIRERK & OMELEH
AT HUREMEAUR SN2 /MR O — BRI R
WD A E A, PRI MR OB REAERNA % 3217 B
D, oA RET 5. T4b5, /MU
WHRVD, & N7 BICHIRENARNADEE ICE
NTEBY, M/IMKORNADFHIRLI AT LIgRER & >~
INZBIZEIR SN, A2 RET P, 9 —o0
AN ZALE, MM IIEMRE & SE L L, 2
WHEEZHET 220 THDHH, IR KIEKGD
WEHEALIZ X D IFREERER SN WREEDS H 1, I/
WONFHAIZGZ 2B LFANOTHLLEFR 5.

2. 4. B8

JHyTEE D b 5%, Kupffer Mg ORI EEZ 244 & T
a7 7 vy 4 FX2E4E (FXR) M L€ 5.
FXRIZFXR/ A3 M fa 45 K (FGF) 19/FGF %4445
(FGFR) 4 ® > 77 F- )Vl TR % Hl# L T 52,
—75, DKISMEARE R RHE 22 A4k, PHx & LTx
BROFFELZHET L EMESNTBY, FHAEIH
5 R EE D% £ 3 controversial Td 4.
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3. HB&ICEATE>Y I TR

2TCIHMARZFFFENR L V) T —=D% O %

WAL 2 2 EAFEH SN CTE LD, ARTIEA
N— ZDOEED S EERIIC OV TIFEET 5. HFFEAED
BEMEZ BAR L, KEA 7 o 7 F IVIEERE, B,
FLTCENLD)H Y FPHEGLTWwD. Ib Dt
B DN I HEM: 7 crosstalk 2SFEFE L, B2 i3 o fk
BrFHEOZ L H D, o T, EORKEIHIEN O,
EOEME A FRICHBE L T A 22 T 5 2 ik
Wi Thsb, Larl, TOXHICHEETHLZ LI,
JFFFAEDBEFEIZ BT, RAAIIZTE EOEFICHBY
DAEHIE =D b W LA EWT 5. DT, JFHE
HVZBES 5 FRE LRI RIS L7

® Ras/Raf/MEK/ERK %%

® Janus kinase (JAK)/Signal transducer and activator
of transcription 3 (STAT3) #% %

PI3K/AKkt #Ei#%

Nuclear factor- kB (NF- kB) #% %

Wnt/ f-Catenin #&#%

Hippo signaling # i

4. FB&IC5 2 2AF
4. 1. FFE#

IO FARIIME & & D IEAIERTLTw L.
ZALL -8 CHEA BRI FEKEE LT, ¥
%< DT PI_RFEEN TS, Forkhead Box M1B
(FoxM1B) (ZAEPEMIBE I 53§ 2 5 1 7C, MAg/E
WNCEECTH DL, @, ZORBUILTEORIZR
5575, FoxMIB IR ICHONE LS p®),
O~ 7 A TIEE OB I FoxM1B D S AKX
TL, SUAFHAEOWS EBEELTBY), FoxM1B
BRI UAY vy 7 CHBIE S EHT T A
&, 1427 YDIOFEBS AL, HERIEIET
20 RREC, A7) AREEERF— YO
ERTTHLCCAAT/ o N —fEE 8 V308
(C/EBP) a b, MEGIZHE D IO & B L Cw
HIEDPBIHENTWS, FHWFETIE, C/EBPailk
FA 7)) ARG F B2l A L, MR E IR
REICHR > TV B 725, sz X - TC/EBP a @ B EHIH]
WEEDZALT 57,

Ikawa-Yoshida 5 1%, #4b~ 7 A CTIiZBubR1 D FIAT
ETFLTWwWAZ L, {KBubR1FHA %K (BubR1L/L)
T AT AR THFHAEEILEST 5 2
&, BubR1DSHleEE 5 T oO—MThLr 7A€ v

AOFBERE L, BubRUEFEIR T CIIAHHMAZIE O
TEIEZZT T2 AL FHAEARDORRKTH L Z &
ZRLTWA® Pibiri 512, #\< ™7 A TlZPHx D24
BERI AT O A 2 ) Y DIOFBDS LA L7225, [ L
A TEL L CIEZ0REBDRIFIIRT LT 5
T EERRLEY,

i, Hippo ¥ 7 IVEEEEIZEA G- A2 YAPAS, TG
WA IFEARBORTOREZELZFERO—> & LTiE
HEMNTwb. Loforese 51, YAP DR AL % #f] 4
LMST12%H A L7358, & A2 7 A
<~ ATOPHxZDOFHAENHES L & 2 EFEL
7230 BBRRGZ L2, fE 51, B~ A TldPHx
OHTOLYAP2SEMELE N, PHxOEWEETTH S
CEHRRMLZ®0. —J5, mitogen 2 X V) FFEASEA:
L7-&Eli~ 7 AT, PHxOHi#Z CIEHMELYAP YA &
WAL CTnd 2 ERENTz. fE-> TYAPISMALE
WIFIHKNETTIE% <, &8 (FE) oRE 2ot >4 —
THALUEEIRBEINTWD. LHL, NGO
HEIZBIT 5YAP OFRE % & T Hippo ¥ 7 W mE iR i
DGAZDOWTIE, S5 LR AMENLETH L. 72,
e RV E & 7% EORMITLIYA TN O FARE ) D
BTFEEBELTVWEIELRINTNDLY,

AT O O=y 787+ A “Heterochronic
parabiosis” & 1E, HW~v T R EZL LIz AHDE LT
MEER % 3 2 MEW DO Z L THhAH. Convoy b
FZOFEEXHWT, BT ADMEEJFR S 72
EAb~ 7 ZADJFEIC BT, C/EBP a-Rb-E2F4 &1k
DOFEBFMMET L, PHXEOFAERINRETL 2 &%
S22 L7222, Liub ik, MaiicsE s v b olfieE
595 L, PHxZO &K T v b OFLLERESI AN RITE
FTHZELRLEY. IO OMEORE, HVB
DIERMEEE H\ 5 &, EROFFAEISES NS
ZENIRENTZDS, WHAEIZECEEFE L L N)VIC
BELAWIEPPS IR o7z, TS ORI,
ERBWIC BT BIFHED X = XL OZEIZIE, £
COWNTEMHRERE L ABRIE T2 5 L Twab Z &
TRIELTW5D,

4. 2. BRRART

W& 1ZPHx R PLTx #2 D IFE IR E 2 R4 & 7
TEINLD, TIUZEERDY D 5. BRIIRIZB VT,
Ibrahim & (&, NBEAFIZITFAEICEREL 5 2 2w 2
ERIRLIZHS, MRS OWFZEIE, B (10% Fi5) ORI
WEETLALEFF—2 xR L L THITObRLTWED
TEERIRFCN T 2 BIEAHTH ™. —7,
Kele 5 1, IBHiF OB E IZPHX O HENEL 425



EAH 52 L xR LY. HEoT, FAEREHIZ
HEREIF 2D b DICRNT 2L D TH L9 L) »id, K
RELTAMHTH L. FfkOmF, EBUZEICHF
3%, HHEEE, FHFIIFEEEZER D & FE
L7248, fhoE#1d, PHxEOIRIFFIC BT, A
RIIERTHHD, HAVEHRINTWE I & ZR
L7z, ZhudEie, HLAZER 7T v, RIF
ETNOFER, IEIEHOBRE T 72 35H i, BLO
WHEAEDY A IV 7OEVIGERT 20 THS. X
CER SN BWEOIRIFET VIR, OXAF4=
v -3 YRZAE (MCDD) % Hwvw/-E 7V (NAFLD/
NASH #EIAIFE 7 V), @ff—m i &3 512 L %
FRIAREE 7OV (2 H M E DR, BirAiLyY - KRR &
%3 HH$e 5 AMBEINIE RS2 & N5 Bk e 2e
ERIPFIHIFETIV), @7V h—AEIZL D FERT
5 HREEIE, G fnT-3E & N2 iR 7V (Zucker
fatty (fa/fa) 7 v b : L7F 2 /R:ZF v b, ob/ob~ v
A7 &) D3I BH. MCDD E 7V % 72 iFE 7 v
&, IEEF &R CREOFHA %R L, Zucker fatty
7 v MIPHxBOMFHAICEEEZ /RT &) #E0 2
ERRIEFOIFEAICE L TE—ZED AE2E o Twn
7\,

b U (I

Jrig o 1x, PHxRPPLTx & i) S &5 720 12K
WRBBERTHL. —hH, BERARINERA A2 E
WL, BEOEMICEDLLRER)AZ D, K
P ClE, PHx R°PLTX DO FE R X 2 5 1IN %
LCrz. ko k)L, FEAIES DRy bT—
7 L ZOMEAERDPEG T 5, M EEt ez 7o
YATHE. LIzhoT, WHETEE2IERESES
CLDOTELHE—DRTRBERIIFEL B\, DR
BALERT S N2 E LCh, BIORESENER/, (3
FIEH R FEEPERSNLOTH 5. MFLHEHEOR
T 7% BEHTH H2mTORAER TS 2, HHELESE
fFIEEEL 2 LIETET, LA, TOTULA%E
ESEL72TH 5.

FERAICED LM TERBRRERO Ry b — 27 %
EZ2BE, AP REERET 500 L) G EER
PHOEPTLEN->TL A, WHAOERIL B
EINTWDEY, HEEAREOWRIZITEA LRV,
PHx R PLTx &I B A 2 BT % W < D O RF1E,
FFEICFHAEZHETA2HFTHH 5. MR E
FTHoTzh, EVETENTLE, BERRZR
23, Rk, BB R - AREERI, BRI EET
FEPRELLL, TORODFHFAREIIDLNE. S 51,
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TEEDP S ORHMERIEGTEL &, HHESITON
L. MIRIMGEECE 3R Y, mEORBERE IE
MEIZERILT 2 2 EIZRICHEECTH 5. JHTFRRIEHE
1, R#EHETO~Y—h—EELZ5NTWAED, Y
BRIME R E & [FERIC, IFHEICE > THNORITH
%. PHx\IMEHMR AR BIRICEmMS &,
PRl )T XL L, BIFCIHTEROBEMR 25| Sk
Z L, WiKOFEZIEL .
FFRAREE, E— AR T ORI HB—05
TREOER L V) X0, BABROSHY LA S
BHHVIIRIEA Y VT =7 VAT LADREEL AT
ETHDH. ZOZ L, B—DFHERT, 75 TR,
HE G K ¥ % upregulate 35 Z LIk o T, A4
BT LIINETHL I EERIBLTWS, EFED
A, SRR, IERAFUIRRR, KD /hEwr T 7 b
LG - IR 9 7 s BRI R & LD R
72 HVRRBO LT |2 Pk S BT & 72 PR OB % 7
L, TIHFHESRED LKL, Eokyicth
ARFT L] E V) [H T, FH LW IO
DT Z LiE, BHOBIEEICEFIEIN T —~< L
-

2 £ X M
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