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ABSTRACT

Background & Aims: Iron corrected T1 (cT1) is an MRI derived biomarker of liver
disease activity. Emerging data suggest a change in cT1l of =2 80 ms reflects
histological improvement. We aimed to validate the association between the = 80 ms

decline in cT1 and histological improvement, specifically the resolution of MASH.

Methods: A retrospective analysis of study participants from three interventional
clinical trials with histologically confirmed MASH (n = 150) who underwent multi-
parametric MRI to measure cT1 (LiverMultiScan®) and biopsies at baseline and end
of study. Histological responders were defined using the four criteria: (1) a decrease
in NAFLD Activity score (NAS) = 2 with no worsening in fibrosis, (2) a decrease in
fibrosis = 1 stage with no worsening in NAS, (3) both a NAS decrease = 2 and a
fibrosis decrease = 1, and (4) MASH resolution with no worsening in fibrosis.
Difference in the magnitude of change in cT1l between responders and non-

responders was assessed.

Results: Significant decreases in cT1 were observed in responders for all the
histological criteria. The largest decrease was observed for those achieving MASH
resolution, and was 119ms, compared to 43ms for non-responders. The optimal
reduction in cT1 for separating responders from non-responders for MASH resolution
was -74ms (64ms-73ms for the other criteria), in close agreement with the previously
predefined threshold of -80ms. Those achieving an = 80 ms reduction in cT1 were
substantially more likely to achieve histological response with odds ratios ranging
from 2.7 to 6.3.

Conclusions: These results demonstrate that a reduction in cT1 of 80 ms was
associated with histological response supporting the utility of cT1 to predict clinical

improvement in patients undergoing therapeutic intervention.



INTRODUCTION

Metabolic Dysfunction-Associated Steatotic liver disease (MASLD) affects 30% of
the population and is a growing concern worldwide® with up to 14% of the middle-
aged population® progressing to a more severe condition, metabolic associated
steatohepatitis (MASH). MASH is characterized by the presence of liver steatosis,
inflammation and ballooning, in conjunction with one cardiometabolic risk factor, and
is becoming the leading cause for liver transplantation®* and hepatic cancer.® There
is currently no approved therapy for MASH; however, there are several ongoing
interventional trials of pharmacotherapies targeting various pathogenic processes

underlying the disease.®™?

Currently available interventions which have
demonstrated positive effects in patients with MASH involve lifestyle changes with
diet and exercise, vitamin E and treatments for comorbidities such as diabetes and

obesity.*31*

Monitoring of patients and assessing the efficacy of interventions is critical to
reducing the prevalence of MASH. Non-invasive tests that provide precise
measurement and the ability to dynamically detect early changes in the disease-
driving features is of prime interest in the management of patients, as well as for
efficacy assessment in clinical trials. However, regulatory agencies currently require
liver biopsy in phase 3 MASH trials as the primary endpoint for efficacy assessment.
Liver biopsy is unsuitable and impractical as a reference standard for longitudinal
monitoring15 in clinical trials. It is an invasive procedure vyielding highly variable

results and is associated with clinical complications and significant costs®™*’

making
it impractical for widespread clinical practice. Efforts to identify alternative, non-
invasive robust biomarkers for detecting change following treatment, and as
surrogate endpoints, have been strongly encouraged by regulatory bodies such as

the United States Food and Drug Administration (FDA)*®.

Multiparametric magnetic resonance imaging (mpMRI) is a safe alternative to liver
biopsy for tissue characterisation in clinical trials. Unlike blood tests, imaging
methods are inherently liver specific, and unlike biopsies, they quantify the health
status of the entire liver. MRI proton density fat fraction (PDFF) is a reliable and

accurate measure of liver fat and several studies have examined the association of



change in PDFF with histological response '**%?. A relative decline in PDFF of = 30%
has been associated with an increased probability of meeting the histological
endpoints of a 2-point change in the NAFLD activity score (NAS) with no worsening
in fibrosis (with odds ratio of (OR) 4.86) and resolution of MASH with no worsening in
fibrosis (OR 2.2) ?* Regarding improvement in fibrosis however, PDFF is challenging
to interpret. PDFF has a non-linear association with fibrosis. There is an initial
increase in PDFF as fibrosis develops to F2, then a gradual decline.?®*% MASH
cirrhosis is characterised by progressive reduction in liver fat content as the fibrosis
burden increases and consequently the development of cryptogenic cirrhosis. This is
likely the main reason that liver fat content has not been shown to predict liver-

related outcomes?®?’,

MRI may offer another parameter, Iron-corrected T1 mapping (cT1), which could be
used as either an alternative or to complement PDFF. cT1 is derived from a signal
from the T1-mapping approach®® which has been corrected for MRI field strength
and the presence of liver iron.?° It is a measure of water content in the tissue, and
thus is sensitive to both the presence of inflammation and increases in extracellular
collagen matrix. cT1 has been used in the diagnosis and monitoring of MASLD and
MASH patients who are at high-risk of progression to adverse clinical outcomes.* It
has been shown to correlate with histologic features of the NAS as well as fibrosis
grading.?***3? Elevated values of cT1 has been shown to be predictive of both major

liver®® and cardiac® related clinical outcomes.

Several trials are already employing cT1 as a diagnostic screening biomarker as well
as a secondary or exploratory endpoint in interventional trials for patients with
MASH.*" Decreases in cT1 have been observed after bariatric surgery®®, low
energy diets™, and following treatment with investigational drugs targeting liver

3940 and fibrosis reduction***?

specific fat reduction , With changes observed as early
as 12-weeks.** A previous cross-sectional investigation estimated that a decrease in
cT1 of ~80 ms corresponded to a 2-point decrease in the NAS with no worsening in

fibrosis*®, indicative of a clinically significant improvement.

In this analysis of data pooled from three interventional phase 2 MASH trials, we

aimed to (1) validate previous observations and establish the magnitude of change in



cT1 that correspond to histological endpoints indicative of positive improvement in
liver health, in particular MASH resolution, and (2) determine whether an 80 ms drop

in cT1 predicts the likelihood of reaching a histological response.

PATIENTS AND METHODS

Design and Study Participants

This study was a retrospective, pooled longitudinal analysis of three independent
interventional MASH clinical trials run between 2015-2021. All three studies were
phase 2, multi-centre, MASH clinical trials in adult US populations recruiting from
secondary care and included different treatment doses as well as placebo treated
participants. All the clinical investigations were conducted in accordance with the
Declaration of Helsinki 2013, approved by local relevant institutional review boards
and written informed consent was obtained from all participants. Study 1 (n = 18),
scanned and biopsied enrolled patients at baseline and 12 weeks post-treatment.
Inclusion to the study (NCT02443116) required definite histological evidence of
MASH (NAS > 4 with a score > 1 for each component [steatosis, lobular
inflammation, and ballooning], and biopsy-scored fibrosis stage 1-3) and a PDFF >
8%. Exclusion criteria included previous liver transplant or an inability to undergo
MRI or biopsy. For Study 2 (n = 42), enrolled patients were scanned and biopsied at
baseline and 22-24 weeks post-baseline, after 16 weeks treatment. Only patients
who achieved a > 30% relative reduction in PDFF after 12 weeks treatment were
biopsied at 22-24 weeks. Inclusion to the study (NCT03976401) required definite
histological evidence of MASH and a PDFF > 10%, while exclusion criteria included
significant alcohol consumption, an inability to undergo MRI or biopsy, or planning to
undergo or having undergone liver transplant or bariatric surgery. Study 3 (n = 140),
enrolled patients were scanned and biopsied at baseline and after 52 weeks
treatment. Inclusion to the study (NCT03551522) required definite histological
evidence of MASH and a PDFF > 10%, while exclusion included significant alcohol

consumption, inability to undergo MRI or biopsy, or a BMI < 18.5 kg/m?.

Histological assessment



Histology was graded according to the NASH Clinical Research Network (NASH-
CRN) for Kleiner-Brunt fibrosis, hepatocellular ballooning, lobular inflammation,
steatosis, and the composite NAS. All pathologists were blinded to all clinical data
including patient characteristics and non-invasive assessment data. Biopsy scores
used for the analysis were those collected and centrally read as part of each

independent study, further pooled central re-reading was not performed.

Multiparametric Imaging

All participants underwent abdominal multiparametric MRI examination with the
LiverMultiScan image acquisition protocol, which was installed, calibrated, and both
phantom and volunteer tested on all the MRI systems according to manufactures
guidance.* LiverMultiScan reports cT1, PDFF and T2* as a marker of liver iron.
Patients underwent MRI having fasted for at least 4 hours. The average scan time
for this protocol was 10 minutes. The MRI protocol has been described elsewhere.**
To enable a median value across the liver to be calculated, generated cT1 maps
were delineated into whole liver segmentation maps using a semi-automatic method,
with non-parenchyma structures such as bile ducts and large blood vessels as well
as image artifacts excluded. All image analysis was completed by analysts blinded to

the clinical data.

Statistical Analysis

All statistical analyses were performed in R Studio version 4.2.2. with a p-value of <
0.05 considered significant. Mean and standard deviation (SD) were used to
describe all normally distributed continuous variables. Median and interquartile range
(IQR) were used to describe all non-normally distributed continuous variables.
Frequency and percentage were used to describe categorical variables. Case wide
omission of patients missing histology scores (NAS or fibrosis) or cT1 values from

either timepoint (baseline or follow-up) was performed.

Patients were characterized as responders or non-responders based on the

histological changes reported via pathology. Responders were classified under four



different criteria: (1) a NAS decrease > 2 with no worsening in fibrosis, (2) a fibrosis
decrease > 1 with no worsening in NAS, (3) both a NAS decrease 2 2 and a fibrosis
decrease 2 1, and (4) MASH resolution - a ballooning score of 0 and inflammation of
< 1 at follow-up, with no worsening in fibrosis. Non-responders were classified as
patients who did not respond under any of the four criteria mentioned above, unless

otherwise stated.

Receiver operating characteristic curves were used to evaluate the diagnostic
accuracy of change in cT1 to classify participants as either histological responder or
non-responder, for each of the four classifications. Youden’s index was used to
estimate the optimal threshold and median changes in responders reported to
illustrate the observed difference between responders and non-responders. To
validate the previously estimated meaningful change on 80ms for identifying
responders, sensitivity and specificity was calculated, and odds ratio was used to
define the probability of responding on histology. Average change in cT1 between

responders and non-responders was assessed using Wilcoxon rank sum test.



RESULTS

Cohort description

In the pooled independent participant data set used for this study, following omission
of cases missing histology or cT1 data, a cohort of n = 150 was included for analysis
(Figure 1, Table 1). The descriptive statistics in Table 1 (and Supplementary Table
1,2) show that the histology (steatosis, inflammation, ballooning, and fibrosis) and
NAS scores were comparable between the three individual studies. Figure 2 shows
representative quantitative cT1 maps of the liver in histological responders and non-
responders.

Table 1: Patient demographics and MRI/histology baseline characteristics in the whole cohort and sub-grouped
by cT1 change from baseline value. Continuous variables compared across subgroups using Wilcoxon rank sum
test; normally distributed variables described as Mean (SD), non-normally distributed described as Median (IQR).
Categorical variables described as Frequency (%); variables containing any entry with a value < 5 were
compared using Fisher's Exact test, variables with all entries = 5 were compared using the Chi-square test.

Craactenstc | Alpaens 1-150) | STLresgondeis €11 | T4 nonsespondors (71 | Palu responcer
Age (years) 57 (17) 57 (17) 53 (18) 0.47
Sex (% Female) 102 (68%) 69 (71%) 33 (62%) 0.27
BMI (kg/m~2) 36.0 (9.8) 35.0 (10.0) 37.4(10.3) 0.19
Ethnicity 0.18
Hispanic/Latino 62 (41%) 44 (45%) 18 (34%)
Non-Hispanic/Latino 88 (59%) 53 (55%) 35 (66%)
Diabetes 56 (37%) 33 (34%) 23 (43%) 0.26
cT1 (ms) 919 (133) 890 (141) 955 (156) 0.001
PDFF (%) 18.8 (7.6) 17.5 (6.1) 20.8 (6.7) 0.003
Steatosis 0.014
0 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
1 48 (32%) 39 (40%) 9 (17%)
2 66 (44%) 37 (38%) 29 (55%)
3 36 (24%) 21 (22%) 15 (28%)
Inflammation 0.017
0 10 (6.7%) 7 (7.2%) 3 (5.7%)
1 81 (54%) 60 (62%) 21 (40%)




2 52 (35%) 28 (29%) 24 (45%)
3 7 (4.7%) 2(2.1%) 5 (9.4%)
Ballooning 0.68
0 4.(2.7%) 2 (2.1%) 2 (3.8%)
1 73 (49%) 46 (47%) 27 (51%)
2 73 (49%) 49 (51%) 24 (45%)
Fibrosis 0.49
0 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
1 28 (19%) 17 (18%) 11 (21%)
2 50 (33%) 34 (35%) 16 (30%)
3 64 (43%) 39 (40%) 25 (47%)
4 8 (5.3%) 7 (7.2%) 1 (1.9%)
NAS 0.1
0 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
1 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
2 4.(2.7%) 4 (4.1%) 0 (0%)
3 20 (13%) 17 (18%) 3 (5.7%)
4 36 (24%) 24 (25%) 12 (23%)
5 52 (35%) 33 (34%) 19 (36%)
6 28 (19%) 13 (13%) 15 (28%)
7 7 (4.7%) 4 (4.1%) 3 (5.7%)
8 3 (2.0%) 2 (2.1%) 1 (1.9%)

cT1 change associated with clinically meaningful histological response.

The drop in cT1 in patients who met any of the 4 criteria was significantly different
from those who did not respond (figure 3). The median (IQR) decreases in cT1 in the
patients who met the histological response criteria of MASH resolution was 119 ms
(£ 45 ms), versus 43 ms (£ 50 ms) for those who failed to meet any histological
response criteria (Figure 3). The Youden’s index for this criterion was -74ms

(sensitivity 0.73, specificity 0.75). Evaluation of each of the other three individual




histological response criteria showed that improvement in cT1 was consistently

associated with positive histological response (Figure 3).

Using cT1 to identify positive histological responders.

Change in c¢T1l had good diagnostic accuracy to identify patients with MASH

resolution (AUC = 0.76 [95% CI: 0.63-0.88]), with performance consistent across all

response criteria. To measure response, a threshold of cT1 = 80 ms had a sensitivity

of 0.68 (ranging between 0.47-0.68 across individual criteria), and an average

specificity of 0.75, with positive predictive values ranging from 0.41-0.58 and

negative predictive values from 0.77-0.91 (Table 2).

Table 2: Diagnostic accuracy of cT1 threshold of 80 ms and for the Youden’s index for identifying histological
responders under each of the response criteria. Diagnostic accuracy metrics include sensitivity, specificity,
positive predictive value (PPV), and negative predictive value (NPV).

Responder Definition Threshold Sensitivity Specificity PPV NPV
80ms 0.60 0.75 0.58 0.77
Improvement NAS 2 2 & no worsening fibrosis
64ms 0.74 0.69 0.57 0.82
80ms 0.47 0.75 0.44 0.78
Improvement fibrosis 2 1 & no worsening in NAS
73ms 0.56 0.75 0.48 0.81
80ms 0.62 0.75 0.42 0.87
Improvement NAS 2 2 & Fibrosis 21
68ms 0.77 0.72 0.44 0.91
80ms 0.68 0.75 0.41 0.91
NASH resolution & no worsening in Fibrosis
74ms 0.73 0.75 0.42 0.92

Those participants with a cT1 decrease of 2 80 ms following intervention had a

higher odds ratio of meeting the histological response criteria, particularly those

having MASH resolution with no worsening in fibrosis (Figure 4).

10




DISCUSSION

The aim of this analysis was to confirm the magnitude of change in cT1l at an
individual patient level that corresponds with surrogate histological endpoints used in
MASH trials. Following previous cross-sectional estimates and observations for other

32,36

studies a decrease in cTl of ~80 ms appeared reasonably likely to predict

histological improvement.

In this work, four definitions of histological response were used to validate the clinical
relevance of a cT1 threshold: NAS decrease > 2 with no worsening in fibrosis, a
decrease in fibrosis > 1 with no worsening in NAS, NAS decrease > 2 with
decrease in fibrosis = 1 and MASH resolution with no worsening of fibrosis. The
Youden'’s index for these criteria were 64ms, 73ms, 68ms and 74ms respectively, in
close agreement with a predefined threshold of 80ms. Our findings showed that a
patient with a reduction in cT1 > 80 ms was over six times more likely to have
MASH resolution than patients with a cT1 change below this threshold. Thus, for the
purpose of drug development an average change in cT1 could effectively be used to
assess efficacy and likelihood of a response in terms of the histological endpoints.
For clinical application on an individual level, a change in cT1 of 80 ms or greater
had negative predictive values of between 0.77—-0.91, suggesting good performance
to rule out those patients who are not responding to treatment and who may benefit

from stopping.

Currently FDA requires liver histology as surrogate endpoints for approval of a
medicine for treating MASH. The well reported limitations of biopsy (variability in
sample location, inter-rater variability, risk of major complications of 2.4%") suggest
the reliance for confirmation of disease in clinical trials for regulatory submission
would be impractical in everyday clinical practice. Additionally, the slow progression
of MASH and the relatively high frequency of disease regression, preclude liver-
related clinical outcomes as practical endpoints for interventional trials in MASH,
except for late-stage cirrhosis cohorts.* As a result, regulatory bodies, clinicians,
drug developers and patient advocacy groups are seeking non-invasive

alternatives.”® As yet no blood biomarkers and associated scoring systems have met

11



desired thresholds for sensitivity and specificity.*” Whilst ¢T1 is not specific to
individual features of histology, it does detect improvements in liver health, which
may be of more importance than the mechanism of change in clinical practice. When
considering a target magnitude change in cT1, healthy liver has a cT1 value of 800
ms or less.*® A reduction of 80 ms or more will help as an effective interpretation
marker to track how a patient is responding; however, the goal of treatment should
ultimately be to achieve a cT1 of 800 ms. Several studies are incorporating an MRI
sub study as an orthogonal, non-invasive measure to corroborate histology results.
This data may help inform how imaging in phase 3 trials could be used to determine
who should have a confirmatory liver biopsy to assess response, reducing the need
for everyone to undergo the invasive procedure. For example, it might be reasonable
to suggest that only those who did not reach an 80 ms drop would be suitable for

biopsy, e.g. 65% of enrolled patients from this cohort.

Despite the absence of any pharmacological interventions, a significant proportion of
patients in the placebo arm appear to show improvements in liver histology*® and
based on imaging measurements. This has been attributed to the possibility that
MASH can regress spontaneously, but more likely reflects the Hawthorne effect
among participants in interventional trials.* Reflecting the noise inherent to
measuring cT1, a change in cT1 of + 46 ms has previously been determined to be
the smallest detectable difference based on test-retest of healthy participants
repeatedly scanned within the same session.** A larger change may be observed
under less controlled conditions or across different days because of more
physiological noise. From a practical perspective, to adequately power an imaging
sub-study based on cTl1l to detect a statistical difference between patients on
treatment compared to placebo, a desired effect size (difference between groups) of

40-50 ms may be advised.

A strength of this retrospective analysis was the use of three independent
international clinical trials evaluating the efficacy of different MASH
pharmacotherapies using standardised imaging protocols. By rigorously investigating
the performance of MRI to distinguish histological responders from non-responders,
based on a range of response criteria, these results provide a robust and

comprehensive assessment of the ability of cT1l to identify clinically significant
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changes in a patient’s liver health. These findings also show the generalisability of
the change in cT1 following intervention supporting a change of 2 80 ms as being

clinically meaningful.

While histology remains the only currently accepted endpoint for liver health
assessment in MASH, we did not execute another central read and thus assumed
that the expertise of pathologists conducting the central reads across all included
clinical trials was equivalent. We acknowledge the limitation this adds to this
investigation. However, as the field moves towards non-invasive measures as
potential surrogate biomarkers of response, the primary aim of this investigation was
the validation of cT1 thresholds. Future studies should investigate the relationship
between non-invasive biomarkers (including blood markers) which can be used in
combination to comprehensively define changes in overall health following treatment.
Insights gained from such combinations could enable understanding of the impact of
improving liver health on whole body metabolic features such as body composition,
weight, and fat free mass. This will be even more relevant as multiple treatment
options emerge for patients with MASLD and concomitant diabetes allowing to
better-selection of the most appropriate first line treatment and/or informing on

stopping rules.

In summary, this study substantiates that a decrease in cT1 by 80 ms or more
serves as a reliable indicator with tangible histological benefits in MASLD patients.
Amid the increasing focus on precision medicine and the imperative for dependable,
standardized measures, our findings underscore the value of non-invasive mpMRI
markers in guiding patient care. Furthermore, these markers hold promise for
shaping public health initiatives aimed at alleviating the burden of MASLD in the
foreseeable future. This becomes especially vital in clinical environments where
timely and accurate monitoring can profoundly influence both the efficacy of

treatment and the patient's overall well-being.
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ABBREVIATIONS

AUC, area under the curve; AUROC, area under the operator characteristic curve;
cT1l iron-corrected T1-mapping; FDA, food and drug administration; IQR,
interquartile range; MASH, metabolic dysfunction-associated steatohepatitis;
MASLD, metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease; mpMRI, multi-
parametric magnetic resonance imaging; NAS, NAFLD activity score, NASH-CRN,
NASH clinical research network; OR, odds ratio; PDFF, proton density fat-fraction;

ROC, receiver operator characteristic curve.
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Figure Legends
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Figure 1: Consort diagram of subject omissions due to missing data for each of the
three pooled studies.

Figure 2: Example images of cT1 and PDFF maps for comparison. cT1 maps are
shown at baseline (A) and week 52 follow-up (B). PDFF maps at baseline (C) and
52-week follow-up (D). The images depicted for three patients who were
characterized as a cT1 responder, PDFF responder and histological responder (1);
cT1 non-responder, PDFF non-responder, and histological non-responder (2); and
cT1 non-responder, PDFF responder, and histological non-responder (3). cT1
responders and non-responders classified as having a cT1 decrease = 80 ms and a
cT1l decrease < 80 ms, respectively. PDFF responders and non-responders
classified as having a PDFF decrease =2 30% and a PDFF decrease < 30%,
respectively. Histological responders defined as reaching MASH resolution.

Figure 3: Median cT1l changes in responders, and non-responders. Median cT1
values are shown for each of the four different criteria for histological response, and
the corresponding p-value (Wilcoxon rank sum test).

Figure 4: Odds ratios and corresponding p-values (Fisher’'s exact test) for the

percentage of patients with cT1 decrease = 80ms meeting histologic response
criteria (responders) under each of the histological response criteria
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