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Abstract

In 2015, the Chinese Society of Hepatology and the Chinese
Society of Gastroenterology issued a consensus statement
on the diagnosis and management of cholestatic liver dis-
eases. More clinical data on this topic have appeared during
recent years. The Autoimmune Liver Disease Group of the
Chinese Society of Hepatology organized an expert group to
review recent evidence and provide an update to these pre-
vious guidelines. Herein, we provide 22 recommendations
as a working reference for the management of cholestatic
liver diseases by clinical practitioners.
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Introduction

Cholestasis is a pathological condition in which various in-
trahepatic or extrahepatic factors impede bile formation, se-
cretion, or excretion, leading to increased flow of bile into
the duodenum and blood. The clinical characteristics of af-
fected patients include pruritus, fatigue, darkened urine, and
jaundice. During early-stage cholestasis, patients are usually
asymptomatic and may only present with elevations of se-
rum alkaline phosphatase (ALP) and gamma- glutamyl trans-
ferase (GGT). Hyperbilirubinemia may occur as disease pro-
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cholestasis; CFLD, cystic fibrosis-associated liver disease; CFTR, cystic fibro-
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receptor; GGT, gamma glutamyl transferase; HELLP, hemolysis, elevated liver
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multidrug resistance protein 3; MRCP, magnetic resonance cholangiopancrea-
tography; PBC, primary biliary cholangitis; PFIC, progressive familial intrahe-
patic cholestasis; PSC, primary sclerosing cholangitis; PT, prothrombin time;
SAMe, S-adenosyl-L-methionine; TIP2, tight junction protein 2; UDCA, ursode-
oxycholic acid; ULN, upper limit of normal.
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gresses, and may lead to liver cirrhosis, liver failure, or even
death.12 Hepatobiliary diseases with cholestasis from various
causes are called cholestatic liver diseases, and cholestasis
itself further aggravates liver damage in these patients.

To help clinicians standardize the diagnosis and treatment
of cholestatic liver diseases, the Chinese Society of Hepatol-
ogy, Chinese Society of Gastroenterology, and Chinese So-
ciety of Infectious Diseases formulated the “Consensus on
Diagnosis and Treatment of Cholestatic Liver Diseases” in
2015.3 Because of the publication of additional clinical data
regarding cholestatic liver diseases in China since then, we
updated this guideline and revised the original consensus.
The present guideline describes the etiology, classification,
clinical manifestations, diagnostic criteria, treatment princi-
ples, diagnosis, and treatment of cholestatic liver diseases.
The cholestasis induce by drugs, alcohol, hepatitis B virus,
hepatitis C virus, primary biliary cholangitis (PBC), primary
sclerosing cholangitis (PSC), autoimmune hepatitis, meta-
bolic-related fatty liver disease and other liver diseases can
be diagnosed and treated according to the corresponding
guideline. We rated the evidence and recommendations in
this guideline using the GRADE system for the evaluation of
clinical guidelines (Table 1).

Etiology and classification

Hepatocytes and cholangiocytes produce bile, and the daily
total flow of bile in a healthy adult is about 600 mL. Hepat-
ocytes produce bile salt-dependent bile (about 225 mL/
day) and bile salt-independent bile (about 225 mL/day),
and cholangiocytes produce additional bile (about 150 mL/
day). Cholestasis is a disorder caused by the reduced flow
or formation of bile,* and the cause can be intrahepatic
or extrahepatic. Intrahepatic cholestasis*~7 is characterized
by dysfunction of hepatocytes, bile canaliculus, canals of
Hering, bile ductule (<15 pm,), or cholangiocytes of the
interlobular bile duct (15 to 100 pm), without obvious
manifestations of bile duct obstruction based on imaging
examination. The main causes are use of drugs or alcohol,
viral or bacterial infection, and immune system disorders,
etc. (Fig. 1). Extrahepatic cholestasis is characterized by
obstruction or injuries of the septal bile duct (>100 pm),
regional bile duct (300 to 400 pm), segmental bile duct
(400 to 800 pm), left or right hepatic ducts, or the com-
mon bile duct to the ampulla.2? Although the main causes
are outside the liver, biliary cancer growing into the intra-
hepatic bile duct and hilar bile duct is also a cause. Bile
duct stones, a malignancy from the pancreas or bile duct
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Table 1. GRADE system used to evaluate all recommendations
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Grading of evidence Notes Symbol
High quality Further research is very unlikely to change confidence in the estimated effect. A
Moderate quality Further research is likely to have an important impact on confidence B

in the estimated effect and may change the estimated effect.
Low or very low quality Further research is very likely to have an important impact C

on confidence in the estimated effect and may change the

estimated effect. Any estimated effect is uncertain.
Grading of recom-
mendations Notes Symbol
Strong recommendation Factors influencing the strength of the recommendation included quality 1
warranted of evidence, presumed patient-important outcomes, and cost.
Weaker recommendation  Variability in preferences and values, or more uncertainty; more 2

likely a weak recommendation is warranted. Recommendation
has less certainty; higher cost or resource consumption.

and ampulla, or a benign biliary stricture are the main
causes of extrahepatic cholestasis, and these conditions
usually cause acute cholestasis.® Cholestasis that persists
more than 6 months is defined as chronic cholestasis.> It
is important for clinicians to distinguish extrahepatic and
intrahepatic cholestasis, but this could be difficult when
only considering symptoms, signs, and biochemical param-
eters. Instead, a detailed diagnostic procedure is needed to
distinguish these different conditions. PSC is a pathology
that affects small and large intrahepatic bile ducts and/or
extrahepatic bile ducts, and some patients with this condi-
tion can have intrahepatic or extrahepatic lesions (Fig. 1).
According to the location of cytological damages, Cholesta-
sis may be classified as hepatocellular or cholangiocytotic,>

Intrahepatic cholestasis

— Virus/alcohol/durg/septicemia/parenteral NULrition s————p-

- ICP

— BRIC/PFIC
— Alagille/ Idiopathic adulthood ductopenia
- PBC

— Sarcoidosis

— Idiopathic amyloidosis
Intra/extra-hepatic cholestasis
— PSCI/SSCligG4-SC
Extrahepatic cholestasis
— Bile duct stones

— Neoplasm

— Biliary atresia/Caroli’s disease

— Portal hypertensive cholangiopathy

and injuries of both hepatocytes and cholangiocytes are
known as mixed cholestasis.

Epidemiology

At present, there are no reliable data on the incidence of
cholestatic liver diseases. Bortolini et al.° reported that
cholestasis was present in 882 (35%) of 2,520 patients
who were diagnosed with chronic liver diseases for the first
time, and that cholestasis was more common in patients
with PBC and PSC. A study of 1,000 patients with chronic
viral hepatitis showed that 56% of them had elevated ALP
or GGT at discharge, and that elevation of these enzymes
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Fig. 1. Location of injuries that lead to cholestatic liver disease. BRIC, benign recurrent intra-hepatic cholestasis; ICP, intrahepatic cholestasis of pregnancy;
1gG4-SC, IgG4-related sclerosing cholangitis; PBC, primary biliary cholangitis; PFIC, progressive familial intrahepatic cholestasis; PSC, primary sclerosing cholangitis;

SSC, secondary sclerosing cholangitis.
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was associated with increased risk for and severity of liver
fibrosis and cirrhosis.1? Cao et al.l! performed a survey of
4,660 patients who were hospitalized with chronic liver dis-
eases in Shanghai and reported that the total incidence of
cholestasis was 10.26%, and that the incidence increased
with patient age.

Clinical manifestations

In addition to the clinical symptoms caused by the original
disease, cholestasis itself can cause clinical symptoms, as
well as secondary changes due to alterations in bile. Pa-
tients with early-stage disease may have no symptoms or
nonspecific symptoms, such as fatigue, anorexia, nausea,
and epigastric discomfort. The main clinical manifestations
of cholestasis are jaundice, pruritus, fatigue, steatorrhea,
xanthoma, and hepatic osteodystrophy.

Biomarkers

The most common biomarkers for cholestasis are ALP, GGT,
bile acid, bilirubin, and several molecular markers.

ALP and GGT

Elevation of ALP and GGT are the most common manifesta-
tions of early cholestasis. It is generally thought that the
retention of bile salts in cholestasis leads to the proliferating
of small bile ductules with increase in ALP and GGT pro-
duction. The mechanism by which ALP and GGT enters the
blood and increases during cholestasis is still unclear. The
internal pressure of the bile canaliculus and ductules leads
to abnormally increased bile excretion and this increases
ALP production. In addition, bile acid, because of its surface
activity, dissolves ALP from lipid membranes, and this may
also serum increased ALP.12 Moreover, elevation of ALP can
also occur during pregnancy, child growth, and in patients
with bone diseases and certain tumors. Compared with
other serum enzymes in these patients, GGT increases ear-
lier and the increase remains longer. Among liver enzymes,
GGT has the highest diagnostic sensitivity for cholestasis,
but its specificity is low. The sensitivity and specificity of
GGT in the diagnosis of cholestasis are noninferior or even
better than those of ALP. If ALP and GGT are both elevated
and other causes of liver injury are excluded (alcoholism,
infection, etc.), this indicates damage of hepatocytes and
cholangiocytes. If GGT is elevated but ALP is not, this indi-
cates damage of bile canaliculus and cholangiocytes. If ALP
is elevated but GGT is not, this indicates that liver injuries
can often be excluded. However, in some specific cholestatic
liver diseases, such as familial intrahepatic cholestasis (FIC
type 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6), and USP53 deficiency disease, the
levels of combined bilirubin or bile acid are increased, but
GGT is normal or often reduced.!3:14

Bile acids

Bile acid is more sensitive than bilirubin for the diagnosis of
bile secretion disorder, but it is not as sensitive as ALP. Pa-
tients with many liver diseases, such as cirrhosis and acute
and chronic hepatitis, have elevated serum bile acid. The
normal range of fasting serum bile acid is 1.0 to 6.0 pmol/L,
and the normal postprandial range (2 h after eating) is 6.0
to 9.0 pmol/L. This level of bile acid can be more than 10
pmol/L in patients with cholestasis, and there are standard

ranges for defining mild elevation (10 to 20 pmol/L), moder-
ate elevation (20 to 40 pmol/L), and severe elevation (>40
pmol/L).14 Although bile acid and cholic acid are sensitive
markers for cholestasis, these measurements have limited
use in China and elsewhere due to the lack of reliable de-
tection methodologies and standardization, the presence of
various interfering factors, and poor diagnostic specificity.
The elevation of bile acid is specific to hepatobiliary dis-
eases, the sensitivity is low and cannot be increased by the
additional measurement of bile acid at 2 h after a meal.*

Bilirubin

Cholestasis can cause elevated serum bilirubin, especially
direct bilirubin. Hepatocellular damage can increase direct
and indirect bilirubin due to abnormalities in bilirubin syn-
thesis, conjugation, and excretion, but the increase of direct
bilirubin is generally more obvious than that of indirect bili-
rubin. An increase of bilirubin without an increase of liver
enzymes generally indicates hereditary diseases such as
Gilbert’s disease, or hemolysis diseases.

Molecular markers

Mutations of specific genes can cause hereditary cholestatic
liver diseases. Traditional sequencing can directly detect
mutations in specific genes whose alteration may be sug-
gested by patient phenotype. Second-generation sequenc-
ing has also been applied in the clinic and has made it easier
to identify certain hereditary cholestatic liver diseases, such
as FIC. Table 2 summarizes specific hereditary cholestatic
liver diseases and the genes with causative mutations.!>
However, mutations in individual genes account for only a
small portion of liver diseases, and most hereditary liver
diseases are caused by mutations of multiple genes or a
combination of gene mutations and environmental factors.

Pathology

Patients with cholestasis have gross liver specimens that
are yellow-green and liver biopsy specimens with scattered
green or dark green spots. The basic pathological changes
of intrahepatic cholestasis begin from zone 3 in the bile
canaliculus and canals of Hering, and are characterized by
feather degeneration of hepatocytes and plugs in the di-
lated bile ducts.57:16 In severe cases, the hepatocytes are
arranged in an acinar shape around the dilated bile cana-
liculus, and there are characteristic pathological changes
indicative of intrahepatic cholestasis. There may also be hy-
pertrophic Kupffer cells in the sinusoid bile and cholestasis
of the interlobular bile duct in the portal area, with bile plug
formation. Electron microscopy typically shows edematous
and shortened microvilli of the capillary bile duct, and histo-
pathology of extrahepatic obstructive cholestasis shows bile
lakes in the liver around the portal area, with bile granulo-
mas. Long-term extrahepatic obstruction can cause second-
ary intrahepatic cholestasis, and late-stage cholestasis can
progress to portal fibrosis or even cirrhosis.

Diagnosis
Diagnostic criteria

There are currently no unified diagnostic criteria or specific
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Cholestatic disease

Gene(s) affected

Alagille syndrome

1-antitrypsin deficiency
a-methylacyl-CoA racemase deficiency
Arthrogryposis-renal dysfunction-cholestasis syndrome
Autosomal recessive polycystic kidney disease
BA conjugation disorder

BA reabsorption disorder

BA receptor defect

BA synthesis disorders

Biliary atresia

BRIC

Cerebrotendinous xanthomatosis
Cholesteryl ester storage disease
Citrullinemia

Congenital bile acid synthesis defect
Cystic fibrosis

D-bifunctional protein deficiency
Dubin-Johnson syndrome
Extrahepatic cholestasis

Familial hypercholanemia
Lucey-Driscoll syndrome
Crigler-Najjar syndrome

Fanconi renotubular syndrome 3
Gallbladder disease

Hereditary fructose intolerance

Ichthyosis, leukocyte vacuoles, alopecia
and sclerosing cholangitis

ICP

Joubert syndrome

Lipid storage disorder

Transient infantile liver failure

Meckel syndrome

Mitochondrial DNA depletion syndrome
Neonatal sclerosing cholangitis
Nephronophthisis

Niemann-Pick disease

North American Indian childhood cirrhosis
Peroxisomal disorders

PFIC

Renal cysts and diabetes syndrome
Renal-hepatic-pancreatic dysplasia 1
Sitosterolemia

Smith-Lemli-Opitz syndrome
Transaldolase deficiency
Tyrosinemia type I

JAG1, NOTCH2
SERPINA1

AMACR

VIPAS39, VPS33B

PKHD1

SLC27A5

SLC10A1, SLC10A2
GPBAR1

CYP7A1

SLC51B

ABCB11, ATP8B1, SLC51A
CYP27A1

LIPA

SLC25A13

ACOX2, AKR1D1, AMACR, CYP7B1, HSD3B7
CFTR

HSD17B4

ABCC2

SLC51B

BAAT, TIP2

UGT1A1

UGT1A1

EHHADH

ABCB4, ABCGS

ALDOB

CLDN1

ABCB4, ATPSB1
CC2D2A, MKS1, TMEM216, NPHP1
scp2

TRMU

CC2D2A, MKS1, NPHP3, TMEM216
DGUOK, POLG, MPV17

DCDC2

INVS, NPHP1, NPHP3, NPHP4
NPC1, NPC2, SMPD1

UTP4

PEX1, PEX10, PEX11B, PEX12, PEX13, PEX14, PEX16,
PEX19, PEX2, PEX26, PEX3, PEX5, PEX6, PEX7

ABCB11, ABCB4, SLC51A, TJP2, ATP8B1, NR1H4, MYO5B
HNF1B

NPHP3

ABCG5, ABCG8

DHCR7

TALDO1

FAH
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indicators of cholestatic liver diseases, and the diagnostic
value of ALP and GGT are uncertain. The European Associa-
tion for the Study of the Liver, which presented guidelines
for the management of cholestatic liver diseases in 2009,
recommended diagnosis of cholestatic liver diseases using
upper limit of normal (ULN) thresholds; in particular they
considered an ALP exceeding 1.5xULN and a GGT exceed-
ing 3xULN as pathological indicators.> In 2015, the Chinese
Association of Hepatology supported the same recommen-
dation.3 However, it should be noted that GGT is not el-
evated in some specific cholestatic liver diseases, such as
some progressive familial intrahepatic cholestasis (PFIC)
and benign recurrent intrahepatic cholestasis (BRIC). Thus,
in view recent progress and current understanding, the pre-
sent guideline recommends a diagnosis of cholestasis when
the ALP exceeds 1.5xULN and the GGT exceeds 3xULN,
but that some specific cholestatic liver diseases (FIC 1, 2,
4, 5, and 6, and USP53 deficiency) are characterized by
increased conjugated bilirubin or bile acid, but normal or
nearly normal GGT. GGT may be elevated in FIC type 3,
Alagille syndrome, Citrin deficiency, biliary duct plate dys-
plasia (Caroli disease, congenital and cystic fibrosis), and
Niemann-ck disease (C1/C2 type).

Diagnostic steps

First, the presence of cholestasis should be determined by
serological measurements. Second, imaging and endoscopy
should be used to distinguish intrahepatic from extrahepatic
cholestasis. Finally, the diagnosis should be obtained us-
ing a comprehensive analysis of medical history, symptoms,
and signs, blood biochemistry, imaging, endoscopy, liver bi-
opsy, and gene detection (Fig. 2).

Difference and connection with jaundice

Cholestasis has some similarities to jaundice, a condition
due to the accumulation of all bile components, including
bilirubin.! However, jaundice is characterized by increased
serum bilirubin with yellow skin and sclera. Patients with
early-stage cholestasis typically have only elevated ALP and
GGT, but no signs of jaundice, which appears only when the
serum bilirubin exceeds 34.2 pymol/L. Some diseases, such
as hereditary hyperbilirubinemia (Gilbert syndrome, Crigler-
Najjar syndrome, Dubin-Johnson syndrome, and Rotor syn-
drome) are characterized by disruption of bilirubin metabo-
lism, and affected patients have increased serum bilirubin;
however, patients with these diseases have normal levels of
the other components of bile, and normal levels of ALP and
GGT, and are not considered cholestatic disorders. Jaundice
may also occur in some hemolytic diseases, such as he-
reditary spherocytosis, thalassemia, paroxysmal nocturnal
hemoglobinuria, acquired hemolytic anemia, and newborn
hemolytic disease, but these patients usually have nor-
mal levels of liver enzymes. Therefore, genetic factors and
hemolytic diseases should first be excluded when a patient
presents with jaundice.

Recommendations

1. We recommend a diagnosis of cholestatic liver diseases
when ALP exceeds 1.5xULN and GGT exceeds 3xULN
(B1), although some familial intrahepatic cholestastic dis-
eases are characterized by elevated conjugated bilirubin
and/or bile acids, but normal or nearly normal GGT (B2).

2. We recommend computed tomography (CT), magnetic
resonance cholangiopancreatography (MRCP), and/or ul-

trasound imaging as the main approach to distinguish
intrahepatic and extrahepatic cholestasis (C1).

3. We recommend endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancre-
atography (ERCP) or endoscopic ultrasonography when
a routine imaging examination cannot provide a definite
diagnosis, and when extrahepatic biliary obstruction or
cholangitis is highly suspected (B1).

4. When the tests are negative for AMA, AMA2, anti-SP100,
and anti-GP210, we recommend additional autoantibody
tests to exclude systemic or autoimmune diseases for un-
explained intrahepatic cholestasis. We recommend a liver
biopsy when the cause of cholestasis remains uncertain
(C1). We recommend detection of gene variants for pa-
tients with suspected hereditary cholestasis (B1).

5. We recommend exclusion of hemolytic disease in patients
who present with jaundice, although jaundice may be ab-
sent in patients with early-stage cholestatic liver diseases
or hereditary hyperbilirubinemia (B1).

Treatment

Treatment principle

The main treatment principle is to etiological treatment and
management of symptoms. Etiological treatment, such as
removal of stones or surgical resection of tumors to relieve
obstruction, is often the most effective treatment. Ursode-
oxycholic acid (UDCA) can also be used for PBC and PSC.
Cessation in the use of drugs or alcohol is the most impor-
tant intervention for patients with drug- or alcohol-induced
liver diseases. Patients with hepatitis B or C should receive
antiviral treatment, those with autoimmune hepatitis should
be considered for glucocorticoid and/or immunosuppressant
treatment, and those with metabolic-related fatty liver dis-
eases should be encouraged to change their lifestyles, es-
pecially diet and exercise.

Drug treatment

The purpose of treatment is to reduce the clinical symptoms
and liver damage caused by cholestasis. The main drugs are
UDCA, S-adenosyl-L-methionine (SAMe), cholestyramine,
obeticholic acid, and fibrates.17-19

UDCA

UDCA is used to treat cholestasis because of its hydrophilic,
cytoprotective, and non-cytotoxic properties. UDCA func-
tions as a replacement for lipophilic, detergent-like toxic
bile acids, and it promotes of secretion of bile and immune
regulation. It can successfully manage symptoms in pa-
tients with PBC, PSC, intrahepatic cholestasis of pregnancy
(ICP), cystic fibrosis, cholestasis after liver transplantation,
drug-induced cholestasis, FIC, and Alagille syndrome. The
typical dose is 10 to 15 mg/kg/day, but it can be increased
20 to 25 mg/kg/day for cystic fibrosis and 45 mg/kg/ day
for Byler’s disease and Alagille syndrome.

SAMe

SAMe functions as an in vivo as a methyl donor in transmeth-
ylation and a precursor of sulfhydryl compounds (cysteine,
taurine, glutathione, and coenzyme A). SAMe can be used
to treat hepatocellular cholestasis, ICP, and drug-induced
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Fig. 2. Recommended procedures for diagnosis of cholestatic liver diseases. ALP, alkaline phosphatase; AMA, anti-mitochondrial antibodies; ANA, antinuclear
antibodies; ERCP, endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography; EUS, endoscopic ultrasound; GGT, gamma-glutamyl transferase; IgG4, immunoglobulin G4; PSC,

primary sclerosing cholangitis.

cholestasis. Intravenous SAMe (0.5 to 1.0 g/day) is recom-
mended for initial treatment, and oral SAMe tablets (1.0
to 2.0 g/day) is recommended for maintenance treatment.

Cholestyramine

Cholestyramine is an anion exchange resin that combines
with bile acids in the intestine, and then increases the ex-
cretion of bile acids by 3 to 4-fold above the normal level.
Oral cholestyramine (12 to 16 g/day, t.i.d.) can be taken

with water or another drink ~20 minutes before meals and
before bed. There should be an interval of at least 4 h be-
tween taking cholestyramine, UDCA, or other drugs.

Obeticholic acid

Obeticholic acid is a farnesoid X receptor (FXR) agonist that
indirectly inhibits the expression of cytochrome 7A1 (CY-
P7A1) and the synthesis of bile acid. It is mainly used to
treat patients with PBC who had poor responses to UDCA,
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and the recommended oral dose is 5 to 10 mg/day. Obeti-
colic acid should be avoided in advanced and decompen-
sated liver disease.

Fibrates

Fibrates are peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor ago-
nists that reduce bile acid synthesis by inhibiting the ex-
pression of a bile acid synthase (CYP7A1). Fibrates can also
increase bile excretion by up-regulating the expression of
a bile acid transporter and multidrug resistance protein 3
(MDR3). The recommended dose for oral fenofibrate is 160
to 200 mg/day and for oral bezafibrate is 400 mg/day.

Other treatments

After fully weighing the risks and benefits, patients with
immune-mediated cholestasis may be considered for glu-
cocorticoid or immunosuppressant treatment. Other treat-
ments, such as ultraviolet irradiation, albumin dialysis, and
nasobiliary drainage may also be considered. Patients with
cholestatic liver diseases who have poor responses to active
treatment and have a risk of death within 6 to 12 months
or a MELD score of more than 15 should be evaluated for
liver transplantation. Traditional Chinese medicines, such
as Yinzhihuang and Kuhuang, may provide some benefit
for cholestatic liver diseases, but further investigations are
needed. There are many new drugs under development,
including FGF19 analogues, nor-UDCA, simtuzumab, inf-
liximab, and fecal transplantation, that may provide new
alternatives in the future.

Recommendations

6. We recommend etiological treatment and management
of cholestasis as the treatment principle for cholestatic
liver diseases. We recommend UDCA (A1), SAMe (B1),
cholestyramine (B1), fibrates (B1), and obeticholic acid
(B1), alone or in combination, as the main therapeutic
drugs.

7. We recommend a glucocorticoid and/or immunosuppres-
sant, ultraviolet irradiation, albumin dialysis, and naso-
biliary drainage (as appropriate) for patients who fail to
respond to the above treatments (C2).

8. We recommend evaluation of patients for liver transplan-
tation if the active medical treatments for cholestatic
liver disease were unsuccessful, or if death within 6 to
12 months seems likely, or if the MELD score is 15 or
more (B1).

Hereditary cholestatic liver diseases

Cystic fibrosis-associated liver disease (CFLD)

CFLD is an autosomal recessive disease caused by a muta-
tion of a cystic fibrosis transmembrane conductance regu-
lator gene (CFTR) on the long arm of chromosome 7, and
it affects 27% of patients with cystic fibrosis. It is charac-
terized by hepatomegaly, abnormal liver biochemistry and
ultrasound results, and may be accompanied by congenital
cholestasis, hepatic steatosis, and focal or multilobular cir-
rhosis.209:21 There is no clear diagnostic standard for CFLD.
About one-third of these patients have hepatomegaly, and
this can be caused by the CFLD itself or by liver conges-

tion or cor pulmonale. If the levels of ALP, ALT, AST, biliru-
bin, and GGT are more than 1.5xULN, further examinations
should assess liver injury (prothrombin time and albumin)
and exclude other causes. Ultrasonography can find signs of
CFLD, such as hepatomegaly, abnormal bile duct, or echo-
less lesions in the liver. An abdominal CT can show the size
of a cyst and the amount of remaining normal liver tissue.
Because many patients have focal or multilobular fibrosis
and cirrhosis, a liver biopsy provides little benefit. No ther-
apy of proven benefit for the long-term prognosis of CFLD
exists. There are only limited drugs used for management
of CFLD. UDCA (20 to 30 mg/kg/day) can improve liver bio-
chemical indexes, stimulate bile secretion from a damaged
bile duct, improve histology (after more than 2 years), and
improve nutritional status. Patients generally live long lives,
and prognosis depends on the severity of CFLD, and cancer-
ization is seldom. This disease rarely needs surgical treat-
ment, but puncture and aspiration with ultrasound guidance
can be used when there are acute symptoms, while fluids
regenerate. Liver transplantation29-22 should be considered
when a patient’s daily life is severely restricted or the pa-
tient has progressed to the terminal stage.

Recommendations

9. We recommend a diagnosis of CFLD based on the pres-
ence of cystic fibrosis, hepatomegaly, abnormal biochem-
ical indexes, and the numbers and sizes of cystic lesions
from imaging (C2). We recommend UDCA (20 to 30 mg/
kg/day) to improve liver biochemical and histological in-
dexes (C1). We recommend liver transplantation when a
patient’s daily life is severely restricted or when a patient
has progressed to the terminal stage (B1).

FIC

FIC is a family of autosomal recessive diseases caused by
mutations of the ATP8B1, ABCB11, ABCB4, TIP2, NR1H4,
MYO5b, or USO53 genes. These mutations directly or in-
directly lead to abnormal function of bile canaliculus trans-
porters in hepatocytes. The incidence is similar in males and
females.813:14 The most common manifestation is intrahe-
patic cholestatic jaundice with severe pruritus, conditions
that can seriously affect quality-of-life. A physical exami-
nation shows obvious skin scratches, and cholangiography
indicates normal intrahepatic or extrahepatic bile ducts. The
disease exists on a spectrum that ranges from benign BRIC
to severe PFIC. Bile duct hyperplasia is not common, but liv-
er fibrosis can eventually develop and progress into cirrho-
sis or liver failure. Some patients may experience recurrent
and self-limited severe pruritus and cholestasis, in which
an attack lasting weeks or months is followed by no symp-
toms for months or years, leading to the name BRIC. At the
onset of BRIC, the liver histology shows cholestasis in the
hepatocytes or cholangiocytes, with no obvious fibrosis; the
liver histology and function are normal during the interictal
period. It was initially thought that although each individual
BRIC attack was serious, progressive liver injury and cirrho-
sis would not occur. However, there was also evidence that
some so-called BRIC cases were recurrent and progressed to
end-stage liver disease, and that the word “benign” should
not be used.“ There is also evidence that some patients only
had cholestasis during infancy without recurrence, a condi-
tion called “transient infantile cholestasis”.23 FIC 1,2,4,5,6
are characterized by low GGT, and usually begins during the
neonatal period. The serum bilirubin and bile acid levels are
significantly increased, but there is no significant increase
of GGT, and the level is often less than 100 U/L.13:14 ATP8B1
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deficiency includes PFIC1, but the pathogenetic mechanism
is still unclear. Patients with PFIC1 (also known as Byler’s
disease) present with cholestasis, and may also have diar-
rhea, pancreatitis, developmental disorders, hearing loss,
hypothyroidism, and other extrahepatic manifestations.
Electron microscopy can be used to identify coarse particles
of bile in the bile canaliculus (Byler bile). The phenotype
of ATP8B1 deficiency appears unrelated to the genotype.24
ABCB11 defect includes PFIC2 (formerly Byler’'s syndrome)
and BRIC2. The ABCB11 gene encodes a bile salt export
pump (BSEP), the only transporter of bile salt in the bile
canaliculus. A defective gene causes bile acid accumulation
in hepatocytes, leading to portal inflammation and giant cell
hepatitis. Patients with PFIC2 have an increased risk of liver
cancer and gallstones.25:26, and there is a close relationship
between the genotype and phenotype. The tight junction
protein 2 (TJP2) occurs in the junctions between epithelial
cells and endothelial cells and interacts with several other
proteins. Patients with TIP2 deficiency, also known as FIC4,
have loss of TJP2 protein expression in severe cases (based
on immunohistochemistry), often leading to death or the
need for liver transplantation. Recent studies found a sig-
nificant relationship between genotype and phenotype, with
a continuous spectrum of clinical severity.2” The synthesis,
secretion, and metabolism of bile acids are finely regulated
by nuclear receptor proteins. FXR (encoded by NR1H4, also
called FIC5) is activated by bile acid, functions in feedback
regulation, and is the most important protein in bile acid
homeostasis. Patients with FIC5 can experience severe neo-
natal cholestasis, early onset of non-vitamin K-dependent
coagulation disorders, rapid development to end-stage liver
disease, and often need early liver transplantation for sur-
vival. MYO5b functions in intracellular transport and has an
important role in the formation of microvilli on the surfac-
es of intestinal epithelial cells and hepatocytes in the bile
canaliculus. There is a close relationship between genotype
and phenotype in patients with defective MYO5b genes.
In particular, complete loss of the gene causes microvilli
inclusion body disease; a partial loss of this gene causes
wrong location of BSEP through a special toxic negative ef-
fect, and is also called FIC 6.28 USP53 encodes ubiquitin
specific peptidase 53, a protein that interacts with TIP2.
USP53 deficiency leads to cholestasis, and may be accom-
panied by hearing impairment or hearing loss in severe
cases. Electron microscopy shows an elongation of the tight
junction structure between hepatocytes.?® FIC 3 is caused
by a mutation of the ABCB4 gene, which encodes MDR3, a
phosphatidylcholine translocation enzyme in the canaliculi
bile that transfers phosphatidylcholine from hepatocytes to
the canaliculi bile. In contrast to other FICs, patients with
FIC 3 usually have significantly elevated GGT. Histopathol-
ogy shows diffuse bile duct hyperplasia with portal inflam-
mation and fibrosis or cirrhosis. FIC3 may be associated
with intrahepatic cholelithiasis. A recent study reported that
a novel type of PFIC could be induced by a homozygous
R148W mutation of the SEMA7A gene.3° At present, there
no curative drugs for FIC, but UDCA and bile acid blocking
agents are generally recommended. A dietary supplement
of medium-chain triglycerides and fat-soluble vitamins are
also generally recommended. UDCA may improve biochemi-
cal indexes and prolong survival of some patients with mild
FIC3. Rifampicin can be used to relieve itching. Liver trans-
plantation is recommended for patients with advanced FIC.

Recommendation

10. We recommend a diagnosis of FIC (a group of autosomal
recessive hereditary diseases) when the main symptoms
are pruritus and jaundice, manifesting in varying degrees
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(B1). We recommend genetic analysis for detection as
the gold standard for diagnosis of FIC (B1). We recom-
mend a diagnosis of FIC 1, 2, 4, 5, or 6 when the GGT is
normal or nearly normal, and there is severe pruritus and
different extrahepatic manifestations; we recommend a
diagnosis of FIC3 when the GGT is elevated. Although
there are no curative treatments for FIC (C2), we recom-
mend UDCA to improve liver function in some patients
with FIC3 (C2). We recommend a bile shunt to improve
some liver biochemical indexes for suitable patients with
FIC (C2). We recommend assessment of the suitability
for liver transplantation in patients with advanced dis-
ease (B1).

Alagille syndrome

Alagille syndrome has an autosomal dominant inheritance
and is caused by mutations of the JAG1 gene (94%) or
NOTCH2 gene (2.5%), both of which function in the Notch
signaling pathway. The incidence of this disease is higher
in children and adolescents. The disease is characterized
by elevated GGT and involvement of various extrahepatic
organs, including the cardiovascular system, bones, kid-
neys, eyes, and face. The estimated incidence is 1/30,000
to 1/70,000. There is no significant relationship between
genotype and phenotype in this disease.31:32 The most im-
portant feature of Alagille disease is a decrease or total lack
of the interlobular bile ducts as indicated by liver biopsy, but
some patients lack this manifestation or have bile ductule
or interlobular hyperplasia in the early stage. The diagnostic
criteria are: (1) reduced or absent interlobular bile ducts
based on histology, with at least three characteristic clini-
cal features (chronic cholestasis, heart murmur, butterfly
vertebrae, eye abnormalities, kidney abnormalities, and
characteristic facial features); (2) at least four of the above
clinical features in the absence of hepatic histologic inter-
lobular bile duct decrease or lack of evidence; (3) at least
two of the above clinical features with clear family history
of the disease, or identification of the gene mutation. There
are no satisfactory treatments for Alagille syndrome, but
symptoms can be managed using UDCA, drugs blocking bile
acid enterohepatic circulation, and a dietary supplement
of fat-soluble vitamins. The US Federal Drug Administra-
tion recently approved oral miracidia chloride (Livmarli) for
treatment of cholestatic pruritus in patients with Alagille
syndrome who are aged 1 year and older.33 Ileal bile acid
transporter (IBAT) inhibitors have also been approved for
PFIC1 and 2 in Europe. The drug inhibits IBAT and blocks
the intestinal hepatic circulation of bile acids.

Recommendation

11. We recommend considering Alagille syndrome when
children or adolescents present with cholestasis. We rec-
ommend confirmation of mutations in JAG1 or NOTCH2,
which lead to a decrease of interlobular bile ducts,
cholestasis with pruritus, and multiple system damage
(especially disorders of the cardiovascular system, eyes,
and bones, and facial abnormalities) to confirm the diag-
nosis. We recommend symptomatic and supportive man-
agement as the main treatments (C2).

ICP

Genetic, hormonal, and environmental factors can contrib-
ute to the pathogenesis of ICP. Affected patients experience
increased flow of bile acid from the mother to the fetus,
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and increased bile acid in the amniotic fluid, umbilical cord
blood, and meconium.34:35 The incidence of ICP is higher
in twin pregnancies. Use of high-dose contraceptives and
progesterone might induce ICP, suggesting that hormones
function in the pathogenesis. An increased incidence among
family members and differences among races suggest a role
of genetic factors. Recent genetic studies identified muta-
tions of canaliculi bile transporter genes (ABCB4, ABCB11,
ABCC2, and ATP8B1) and NR1H4 in some ICP patients. Dur-
ing pregnancy, when hormones and other substrates ex-
ceed the transport capacity of the bile canaliculi transporter,
a mild dysfunction of bile transportation can apparently
induce cholestasis. Therefore, if cholestasis with elevated
GGT level persists after delivery, an ABCB4 mutation should
be considered.

Diagnosis: These patients experience cholestasis during
late pregnancy, with rapid and spontaneous recovery after
delivery. The three main characteristics in pregnant women
are: (1) severe pruritus, typically during the second or third
trimester; (2) increased levels of ALT, fasting bile acid, and
glycocholic acid; (3) spontaneous remission of symptoms
and signs after delivery, typically within 4 to 6 weeks.34-36
Pruritus can cause significant discomfort and distress in
pregnant women, and ICP increases the risk of premature
delivery and sudden fetal death. Patients usually have good
prognoses, but if the jaundice is persistent then massive
hemorrhage may occur during labor due to a deficiency of
vitamin K-dependent coagulation factors II, VII, and X. The
risks of fetal distress, premature delivery, and stillbirth are
relatively high. ICP can be diagnosed according to clinical
manifestations of elevated serum glycocholic acid (=210.75
pmol/L) and total bile acid (=10 pmol/L). A diagnosis can
be confirmed when these liver biochemical indexes return
to normal after delivery. ICP patients who have the ABCB4
mutation have an elevated GGT, but are otherwise normal.
About 10 to 15% of these patients have only a moderate
increase of serum conjugated bilirubin and mild jaundice.
ICP diagnosis requires the exclusion of other diseases, and
the final diagnosis is made by postpartum recovery. A liver
biopsy is usually not necessary.

In addition to ICP, preeclampsia, Hemolysis, Elevated
Liver enzymes, and Low Platelet count (HELLP) syndrome,
and acute fatty liver of pregnancy.* should be considered
when abnormal biochemical parameters occur during preg-
nancy. Preeclampsia, the rapid elevation of blood pressure
during pregnancy, can lead to organ damage. Organ dam-
age is multifaceted and kidney damage during preeclampsia
manifests as increased urine protein. Preeclampsia can also
cause abnormal liver biochemical parameters, thrombocy-
topenia, and hemolysis.

HELLP syndrome is characterized by hemolysis, el-
evated liver enzymes, and thrombocytopenia (<50x10°
platelets/L), and is a serious complication from hyperten-
sion disorders during pregnancy. HELLP mostly occurs dur-
ing the prenatal period, and these patients have bilirubin
below 85 pmol/L, liver necrosis, hemangioma, and evidence
of hepatic rupture based on imaging. Acute fatty liver of
pregnancy is a kind of acute hepatic steatosis that can occur
during late pregnancy, mostly in young primiparas. It usual-
ly occurs during the last three months of pregnancy or early
postpartum. The onset is sudden and the prognosis is poor
without aggressive and rapid treatment. The clinical mani-
festations are similar to those of acute severe hepatitis, and
it is characterized by acute liver failure, often accompanied
by renal failure. Liver steatosis can be identified by imaging.

Treatment: UDCA can be used as a first-line drug for
treatment of ICP. This treatment can reduce pruritus and
improve liver biochemical parameters in 67% to 80% of
patients.34-36 The effect of SAMe is inferior to UDCA, but
it may provide additional benefit. If pruritus does not de-
crease after several days of standard UDCA treatment,

SAMe or rifampicin should be considered. There is also a
need for increased fetal monitoring during treatment, and
birth induction should be considered to reduce perinatal
mortality. In particular, birth induction should be considered
after 35 weeks of pregnancy if there is evidence of disease
progression, no inhibition of uterine contraction, abnormal
fetal movement, fetal heart rate variability or no response
to a stress test, or contamination of the amniotic fluid with
meconium.4

Recommendations

12. We recommend the following diagnostic criteria for IPC:
(1) pruritus during pregnancy; (2) increased levels of se-
rum ALT, fasting bile acid, and glycocholic acid; and (3)
exclusion of other causes of liver dysfunction or pruritus.
Diagnosis is confirmed if the liver biochemical parame-
ters return to normal after delivery (B2).

13. We recommend UDCA and SAMe for symptomatic pa-
tients who have cholestasis during the second or third
trimesters of pregnancy to relieve pruritus and improve
liver biochemistry (B1). Other than supportive care, we
are unable to recommend a treatment to protect the fe-
tus and reduce fetal complications (C2).

Extrahepatic manifestations and management
Pruritus

Pruritus is the sensation of skin irritation in the absence of
primary skin damage that leads to excessive scratching. It
differs from the senses of touch and pain in nature, persis-
tence, and location. The existence of pruritus itself has no
prognostic value and does not reflect disease severity. The
pathogenesis of pruritus is not clear, but it may be related
to increased activity of an autocrine movement factor (au-
totaxin) and the formation of lysophosphatidic acid.37:38 In
addition, bile acid salt, endogenous opioid peptide, 5-hydrox-
ytryptamine (5-HT), hyperactivity of sensory neurons, es-
trogen and progesterone, hepato-intestinal pruritus changes,
and genetic factors may contribute to pruritis. The relation-
ship between pruritus and cholestasis suggests that the
substances causing pruritus are normally excreted in bile.
The resolution of pruritus during hepatocyte failure indicates
that these substances are produced by hepatocytes, but se-
rum bile acid remains very high in this situation. Pruritus
can be divided into three categories based on severity.38:39
First, a visual analog scale classifies the severity of pruri-
tus as scratch, plaque, nodule, and/or scar according to the
characteristics of skin scratches, and the degrade is 0-3 ac-
cording to the light, moderate, and severe degree, and the
total score ranges from 0 to 10. Second, an Itch Severity
Scale considers the frequency of itching, sleep, mood, sexual
desire, sexual function, and uses a Likert scale to assess the
intensity of pruritus and the total surface area of the body
that is affected; the total score ranges from 0 to 21, with 21
indicating the most severe itching. Third, a semiquantitative
evaluation of pruritus can be performed by recording the fre-
quency of pruritus, with division into four stages: occasional,
daily intermittent without clinical symptoms, daily intermit-
tent with clinical symptoms, and persistent.

Several drugs can be used alone or in combination to
reduce pruritus, including cholestyramine, antihistamines,
pregnane X receptor agonists, opioid receptor antagonists,
and 5-HT receptor antagonists. Oral cholestyramine is a
first-line treatment for cholestatic pruritus.>40, with a rec-
ommended dose of 4 g/day and a maximum dose of 16
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g/day. When administered with other drugs (especially
UDCA), cholestyramine should be taken at intervals of 4
to 6 h to prevent interactions. Rifampicin, a pregnane X
receptor agonist, is a second-line treatment for pruritus.
Rifampicin down-regulates ATX and reduces the formation
of lysophosphatidic acid, especially in patients who are in-
tolerant or nonresponsive to cholestyramine.4! The recom-
mended oral dose is 150 mg/day initially, and this dose can
be maintained if it is effective. If necessary, the dose can be
increased to 600 mg/day every other week. When rifampic-
in is used to treat methadone addicts, it can cause opioid
withdrawal reactions. Therefore, rifampicin might relieve
cholestatic pruritus due to its opioid antagonistic effects.
Red urine, toxic kidney damage, liver toxicity, and hemoly-
sis (rarely) may occur after use of rifampicin. Due to the
potential of rifampicin to cause liver damage, it is necessary
to closely monitor biochemical parameters during treat-
ment. Oral naltrexone, an opioid receptor antagonist, can
be given at a dose of 25 to 50 mg/day as a third-line treat-
ment for pruritus. Some patients have nausea, vomiting,
mild pain, and other side effects due to this treatment. The
metabolites of naltrexone can accumulate in patients with
decompensated liver disease, so caution should be used
when treating these patients. Treatment should begin with
a low dose, and the dose can then be gradually increased
to avoid withdrawal effects, similar to the recommendations
for anesthetics.40

If the above drugs are ineffective, sertraline (a selective
5-HT reuptake inhibitor) can be used as a fourth-line treat-
ment. The initial dose of 50 mg/day can be increased to 100
mg/day after a few weeks. In recent years, ultraviolet radia-
tion, albumin dialysis, and nasobiliary drainage have been
used to manage cholestatic pruritus, and favorable curative
effects were reported. Liver transplantation should be con-
sidered for patients with intractable pruritus who have poor
responses to drugs or other approaches.

Recommendations

14. We recommend cholestyramine as a first-line drug for
treatment of pruritis, with an initial dose of 4 g/day and a
maximum dose of 16 g/day. We recommend doses taken
at intervals of 4 to 6 h when using other drugs (especially
UDCA) so as not to affect their absorption (B2).

15. We recommend oral rifampicin as a second-line drug for
treatment of pruritus, with an initial dose of 150 mg/day,
and continuation at this dose if effective. If necessary,
the dose can be increased to 300 mg/day every other
week. We recommend close monitoring of liver biochemi-
cal parameters should during treatment (C2).

16. We recommend oral naltrexone, an opioid receptor an-
tagonist, as a third-line drug for treatment of pruritus,
beginning with a dose of 25 mg/day, and gradually in-
creasing the dose to 50 mg/day to prevent withdrawal
effects, similar to anesthetics (C1).

17. We recommend sertraline, a selective 5-HT reuptake
inhibitor, as a fourth-line drug for treatment of pruritus,
with an initial dose of 50 mg/day, and increasing the dose
to 100 mg/day after a few weeks if necessary (C2).

18. We recommend ultraviolet irradiation, albumin dialysis,
or nasobiliary drainage if the other treatments for pruritus
are ineffective (C2). We recommend consideration of liver
transplantation in patients with severe pruritus who have
poor responses to drugs and other approaches (C2).

Fatigue

Patients with cholestasis, especially those with PBC, often
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experience fatigue, and fatigue occurs in 70 to 80% of pa-
tients with chronic cholestasis.* Fatigue is a complex symp-
tom that includes persistent feelings of exhaustion, loss of
normal working ability, and decline of psychological and
physiological functions. Because it is a non-specific symp-
tom, the Fatigue Impact Score or the Primary Biliary Cirrho-
sis 40 scale (PBC-40) may be used to assess symptoms and
severity.4243 The pathogenesis of fatigue is still not clear,
and there is no effective treatment. Anemia, diabetes, hy-
pothyroidism, renal and adrenal insufficiency, and depres-
sion should be excluded before treatment. At present, the
possible therapeutic methods and drugs are selective 5-HT3
receptor antagonists such as ondansetron, opioid receptor
antagonists, and the central nervous stimulant modafinil.
The initial dose of modafinil is 100 mg/day, and it may be
gradually increased to 200 mg/day according to tolerance
and responsiveness, but further studies of its efficacy are
needed. Although UDCA is an effective treatment for PBC,
it apparently has no significant effect on the accompanying
symptoms of fatigue. Even 1 year after liver transplanta-
tion, fatigue may remain a persistent symptom for these
patients, although the degree of fatigue may be less. A
healthy lifestyle, including adequate sleep, regular exercise,
abstinence from alcohol, and avoidance of coffee at night
are beneficial. Antidepressants may partly reduce the fa-
tigue of patients with depression.

Xanthoma

Xanthomas are common in patients with chronic cholesta-
sis. This condition is characterized by flat or slightly raised
fat deposits on the skin surface that are yellow and soft and
often occur around the eyes. They may also occur in the
palmar fold, breast, neck, chest, and back. Their occurrence
is related to an elevated level of blood lipids, with serum
cholesterol usually more than 4.5 g/L. When jaundice sub-
sides or liver failure occurs, the level of cholesterol drops
and these manifestations might disappear. Xanthomas re-
quire no special treatment.

Dyslipidemia

Cholestasis inhibits the metabolism of cholesterol due to the
increase of bile acid, and this often leads to lipid metabolic
disorder. Thus, patients with cholestasis often have elevated
levels of cholesterol and triglycerides, although there is no
evidence that this increases their risk of atherosclerosis.
Statins and fibrates are safe treatments for patients who
have cholestatic liver disease with lipid metabolic disor-
ders.** Cholestyramine can also reduce the level of blood
lipids.

Steatorrhea

Steatorrhea is characterized by large stools that are soft,
excessively oily, gray, and with a peculiar smell. This may
occur in patients with cholestasis because the intestinal
tract lacks sufficient bile salt, leading to impaired digestion
and absorption of fats and fat-soluble vitamins (A, D, E, and
K). Thus, steatorrhea is positively correlated to the degree
of jaundice.

Recommendations

19. We recommend exclusion of anemia, diabetes melli-
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tus, hypothyroidism, renal and adrenal insufficiency, and
depression when a patient presents with cholestatic fa-
tigue. We recommend adequate sleep, regular exercise,
and abstaining from alcohol and coffee for management
of fatigue (C2). We recommend selective 5-HT3 recep-
tor antagonists, such as ondansetron, an opioid receptor
antagonist, or the central nervous stimulant modafinil as
drug treatments (C2). We recommend antidepressants to
assist in reducing fatigue in patients with depression. We
do not recommend liver transplantation for management
of fatigue (C2).

20. We recommend no special treatment for xanthoma
(B2). We recommend statins and fibrates for patients
with dyslipidemia, and cholestyramine to help resolve
dyslipidemia (B2).

Hepatic osteodystrophy

Bone complications may occur in patients with chronic liver
disease due to osteoporosis and osteomalacia, and these
can manifest as bone pain and fracture. Osteoporosis is
characterized by bone matrix or mineral loss and osteoma-
lacia as osteoid mineralization defects. Dual energy X-ray
absorptiometry (DEXA) is used to diagnose osteoporosis
based on bone mineral density (BMD).4545 According to
the diagnostic criteria of the World Health Organization,
BMD measured by DEXA is defined by T-score, which in-
dicates the number of standard deviations above or below
the mean (normal: T-score > —1.0; osteopenia: —2.5 <
T-score < —1.0; osteoporosis: T-score < —2.5). The treat-
ments for osteoporosis include following a healthy diet and
lifestyle with exercise, use of calcium and vitamin D supple-
ments, and drug interventions. The Chinese Nutrition Asso-
ciation recommends 800 mg calcium per day for adults and
a 1,000 mg calcium per day for postmenopausal women
and the elderly. The recommended dose of vitamin D for
adults is 200 IU/day, and the dose for the elderly is 400 to
800 IU/day, especially when there is a lack of exposure to
sunshine and/or impaired intake or absorption. The dose
of vitamin D should be 800 to 1,200 IU/day for treatment
of osteoporosis. Epidemiological data support the use of
calcium supplements (1,000 to 1,200 mg/day) and vitamin
D (400 to 800 IU/day) for reducing or reversing the rate
of bone loss. Hormone replacement therapy is effective in
postmenopausal women. To decrease the risk of hepato-
cellular carcinoma, males should avoid testosterone. Re-
search supports the use of diphosphonates (alendronate
at 70 mg/week, ibandronate at 150 mg/month, or other
similar drugs) to treat and prevent osteoporosis. Annual
BMD measurements should be performed during follow-up
to assess treatment efficacy.

Deficiency of fat-soluble vitamins

Cholestasis leads to disruption in the secretion of bile from
the liver to the small intestine, and this decreases bile salt
in the intestine and can cause a deficiency of fat-soluble
vitamins and steatorrhea. Therefore, fat-soluble vitamins
should be administered as dietary supplements.4> If the
prothrombin time(PT) is prolonged, intramuscular vitamin
K1 (10 mg/day) can be given until it returns to normal. Oral
vitamin A at a dose of 25,000 to 50,000 IU/day can be used
to treat night blindness. Vitamin E deficiency is rare, but
children with cerebellar ataxia, posterior funicular dysfunc-
tion, peripheral neuropathy and retinal degeneration, might
benefit from oral supplements. Measuring the blood levels
of fat-soluble vitamins can help guide their administration,
but these measurements are not common.

Recommendations

21. We recommend calcium and vitamin D supplements for
prevention of osteoporosis. For calcium, adults should
take 800 mg/day and postmenopausal women and the
elderly should take 1,000 mg/day. For vitamin D, adults
should take 200 IU/day, and the elderly should take 400
to 800 IU/day (C1l). We recommend diphosphonates
(alendronate, 70 mg/week; ibandronate, 150 mg/month;
and others) for treatment and prevention of osteoporosis
(C2). We recommend annual BMD measurements during
the treatment and follow-up of patients with osteoporosis
(C2).

22. We recommend monitoring and supplementation of fat-
soluble vitamins. We recommend intramuscular vitamin
K1 (10 mg/day) for patients with prolonged PT (B1) and
oral vitamin A (25,000 to 50,000 IU/day) for night blind-
ness due to vitamin A deficiency (C1). Although vitamin E
deficiency is rare, if present we recommend an oral dose
of 10 to 100 mg/day (C2).

Problems to be Solved

Although there has been significant progress in the diagno-
sis and treatment of cholestatic liver diseases during recent
years, many problems and challenges remain. In terms of
basic research, there is a need for more studies that exam-
ine the mechanisms of these diseases (especially at the mo-
lecular level), the effect of heritable risk factors and altera-
tions of different bile acid transporters on the occurrence
and development of disease, and the influence of bile acid
composition on the liver and the whole body. PBC and PSC
are the major cholestatic liver diseases, and their etiologies
are not yet fully clear. UDCA is the main treatment for PBC,
but some patients have poor responses to this drug. In ad-
dition, there is no effective drug for PSC. The epidemiology,
diagnostic markers, and diagnostic criteria for cholestatic
liver diseases require further studies for verification. There
is also an urgent need to identify additional drugs and treat-
ments for the different cholestatic liver diseases.

Acknowledgments

The following experts participated in the discussion on the
formulation of this guideline and put forward constructive
opinions and suggestions (sorted by Pinyin surname): Ji-
hong An (Department of Infection, People’s Hospital of In-
ner Mongolia Autonomous Region); Guohong Deng (Depart-
ment of Infectious Diseases, The First Affiliated Hospital of
Military Medical University of the Army); Yan Huang (De-
partment of Infection, Xiangya Hospital, Central South
University); Yuan Huang (Department of Hepatobiliary
Medicine, Changgeng Hospital, Tsinghua University, Bei-
jing); Rongkuan Li (Department of Infection, The Second
Affiliated Hospital, Dalian Medical University); Shuchen Li
(Department of Infection; Second Affiliated Hospital, Har-
bin Medical University); Haiying Lu (Department of Infec-
tion, The First Hospital, Peking University, Beijing); Li Shi
(Department of Infection, People’s Hospital of Tibet Au-
tonomous Region); Minghua Su (Department of Infection,
The First Affiliated Hospital, Guangxi Medical University);
Lizhi Wen (Department of Gastroenterology, Second Affili-
ated Hospital, Nanchang University); Biao Wu (Department
of Infection, Hainan Provincial People’s Hospital); Jinghang
Xu (Department of Hepatology, The First Hospital, Peking
University, Beijing); Yang Li (Department of Gastroenterol-
ogy, West China Hospital, Sichuan University); Jiming Yang

Journal of Clinical and Translational Hepatology 2022 11



(Department of Infection, Tianjin Second People’s Hospital);
Jinhui Yang (Department of Gastroenterology, Second Affili-
ated Hospital, Kunming Medical University); Yaoyun Zhang
(Department of Infection, The First Hospital, Shanxi Medi-
cal University); Lu Zhou (Department of Gastroenterology,
General Hospital of Tianjin Medical University); Yongjian
Zhou (Department of Gastroenterology, The First People’s
Hospital of Guangzhou); Hongmei Zu (Department of Infec-
tion, The Fourth People’s Hospital of Qinghai Province).

Conflict of interest

LL has been an associate editor of Journal of Clinical and
Translational Hepatology since 2013. HY has been an edito-
rial board member of Journal of Clinical and Translational
Hepatology since 2021. YH has been an editorial board
member of Journal of Clinical and Translational Hepatology
since 2013. LW and 1J have been an executive associate
editor of Journal of Clinical and Translational Hepatology
since 2021. The other authors have no conflict of interests
related to this publication.

Authors

Lungen Lu, Xiaobo Cai, Jianshe Wang, Ying Qu, Hong You,
Xiong Ma, Ying Han, Yuemin Nan, Xiaoyuan Xu, Zhongping
Duan, Lai Wei, Jidong Jia, Hui Zhuang.

Experts in formulating the guidelines (sorted by
Pinyin surname)

Xiaobo Cai (Department of Gastroenterology, Shanghai
General Hospital, Shanghai Jiaotong University School of
Medicine, Shanghai); Sha Chen (Center for Liver Diseases,
Beijing Friendship Hospital, Capital Medical University, Bei-
jing); Yu Chen (Center for Liver Diseases, Beijing You’an
Hospital, Capital Medical University, Beijing), Hongsong
Chen (Institute of Hepatology, People’s Hospital, Peking
University, Beijing); Lina Cui (Department of Gastroenterol-
ogy, The First Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military Medical
University, Xi‘an); Jiangiang Dong (Department of Gastro-
enterology, The First Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military
Medical University, Xi‘an); Xiaoguang Dou (Department of
Infection, Shengjing Hospital, Chinese Medical University,
Shenyang); Weijia Duan (Center for Liver Diseases, Beijing
Friendship Hospital, Capital Medical University, Beijing);
Zhongping Duan (Center for Liver Diseases, You'an Hospi-
tal, Capital Medical University, Beijing); Jiangao Fan (De-
partment of Gastroenterology, Xinhua Hospital, Shanghai
Jiaotong University School of Medicine, Shanghai); Chang-
cun Guo (Department of Gastroenterology, The First Affili-
ated Hospital of Air Force Military Medical University, Xi‘an);
Guanya Guo (Department of Gastroenterology, The First
Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military Medical University,
Xi‘an); Tao Han (Department of Hepatology, Third Central
Hospital, Tianjin); Ying Han (Department of Gastroenterol-
ogy, The First Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military Medi-
cal University, Xi‘an); Jinlin Hou (Department of Infection,
Nanfang Hospital, Southern Medical University, Guang-
zhou); Peng Hu (Department of Infection, The Second Affili-
ated Hospital, Chongqging Medical University, Chongqing); Yi
Huan (Department of Radiology, The First Affiliated Hospital
of Air Force Military Medical University, Xi‘an); Jidong Jia
(Center for Liver Disease, Beijing Friendship Hospital, Capi-
tal Medical University, Beijing); Yuanyuan Kong (Methodol-
ogy Platform of National Clinical Research Center of Diges-
tive System Diseases, Beijing Friendship Hospital, Capital

Lu L. et al: Guidelines management cholestatic liver diseases

Medical University, Beijing); Jie Li (Department of Patho-
genic Biology, School of Basic Medicine, Peking University);
Jun Li (Department of Infectious Diseases, Jiangsu Provin-
cial People’s Hospital, Nanjing); Shuxiang Li (Liver Disease
Center, Beijing Friendship Hospital, Capital Medical Univer-
sity, Beijing); Zengshan Li (Department of Pathology, First
Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military Medical University,
Xi‘an); Enqgiang Lihu (Department of Gastroenterology, First
Medical Center, General Hospital of Chinese PLA); Jiayun
Liu (Department of Laboratory Medicine, The First Affiliated
Hospital of Air Force Military Medical University, Xi‘an); Jin-
gfeng Liu (Department of Hepatobiliary Surgery, Mengchao
Hepatobiliary Hospital, Fujian Medical University); Yanmin
Liu (Department of Hepatology, Beijing You’an Hospital,
Capital Medical University, Beijing); Yingdi Liu (Department
of Gastroenterology, First Medical Center, General Hospital
of Chinese PLA); Lungen Lu (Department of Gastroenter-
ology, Shanghai General Hospital, Shanghai Jiaotong Uni-
versity School of Medicine, Shanghai); Xinhua Luo (Depart-
ment of Infection, People’s Hospital of Guizhou Province);
Tingting Lu (Center for Liver Diseases, Beijing Friendship
Hospital, Capital Medical University, Beijing); Xiong Ma (De-
partment of Gastroenterology, Renji Hospital, Shanghai Ji-
aotong University School of Medicine, Shanghai); Yimin Mao
(Department of Gastroenterology, Renji Hospital, Shanghai
Jiaotong University School of Medicine, Shanghai); Qi Miao
(Department of Gastroenterology, Renji Hospital, Shanghai
Jiaotong University School of Medicine, Shanghai); Yuemin
Nan (Department of Hepatology, The Third Hospital of Hebei
Medical University); Ying Qu (Department of Gastroenter-
ology, Shanghai General Hospital, Shanghai Jiaotong Uni-
versity School of Medicine, Shanghai); Hong Ren (Depart-
ment of Infectious Diseases, Second Hospital of Chongqing
Medical University); Wanhua Ren(Department of infectious
diseases, Shandong Provincial Hospital); Jia Shang (De-
partment of Infectious Diseases, Henan Provincial People’s
Hospital); Yulong Shang (Department of Gastroenterology,
The First Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military Medical Uni-
versity); Yongquan Shi (Department of Gastroenterology,
The First Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military Medical Uni-
versity); Chengwei Tang (Department of Gastroenterology,
West China Hospital, Sichuan University); Jianshe Wang
(Department of Infection, Pediatric Hospital, Fudan Univer-
sity, Shanghai); Jingwen Wang (Department of Pharmacy,
First Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military Medical Univer-
sity); Qixia Wang (Department of Gastroenterology, Renji
Hospital, Shanghai Jiaotong University School of Medicine,
Shanghai); Lai Wei (Department of Hepatobiliary Medicine,
Changgeng Hospital, Tsinghua University, Beijing); Hao Wu
(Department of Gastroenterology, West China Hospital, Si-
chuan University); Xiaoyuan Xu (Department of Infectious
Diseases, The First Hospital, Peking University, Beijing);
Ming Yan (Department of Gastroenterology, Qilu Hospital,
Shandong University, Jinan); Dongliang Yang (Depart-
ment of Infection, Union Hospital, Tongji Medical College,
Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan);
Yongfeng Yang (Department of Hepatology, Second Hospi-
tal of Nanjing); Zhaoxu Yang (Department of Hepatobiliary
Surgery, The First Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military
Medical University); Hong You (Center for Liver Diseases,
Beijing Friendship Hospital, Capital Medical University, Bei-
jing); Xinxin Zhang (Department of Infection, Ruijin Hos-
pital, Shanghai Jiaotong University School of Medicine,
Shanghai); Yuexin Zhang (Department of Infection, The
First Affiliated Hospital, Xinjiang Medical University); Jin-
gmin Zhao (Department of Pathology, Fifth Medical Center,
General Hospital of Chinese PLA); Shousong Zhao (Depart-
ment of Infectious Diseases, The First Affiliated Hospital of
Bengbu Medical College); Xinyan Zhao (Liver Disease Cent-
er, Beijing Friendship Hospital, Capital Medical University,
Beijing); Linhua Zheng (Department of Gastroenterology,

12 Journal of Clinical and Translational Hepatology 2022



Lu L. et al: Guidelines management cholestatic liver diseases

First Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military Medical Univer-
sity); Xinmin Zhou (Department of Gastroenterology, The
First Affiliated Hospital of Air Force Military Medical Universi-
ty); Hui Zhuang (Department of Pathogenic Biology, School
of Basic Medicine, Peking University).

References

[1] Kuntz K, Kuntz HD. Hepatology: Principles and Practice. 2nd ed. Heidelberg,
Germany: Springer Medizin Verlag Heidelberg. 2006:227-242.

[2] Wu H, Chen C, Ziani S, Nelson LJ, Avila MA, Nevzorova YA, et al. Fi-
brotic Events in the Progression of Cholestatic Liver Disease. Cells
2021;10(5):1107. doi:10.3390/cells10051107, PMID:34062960.

[3] Chinese Medical Association of Hepatology, Gastroenterology, Chinese Medi-
cal Association. Consensus on diagnosis and treatment of cholestatic liver
disease (2015). Chinese Zhonghua Gan Zang Bing Za Zhi 2015;23(12):924~
933. doi:10.3760/cma.j.issn.1007-3418.2015.12.004.

[4] Sherlock S, Dooley J. Disease of the liver and biliary system. 11th ed. Ox-
ford, England: Blackwell Publishing. 2002:219-240.

[5] European Association for the Study of the Liver. EASL Clinical Practice Guide-
lines: management of cholestatic liver diseases. J Hepatol 2009;51(2):237-
267. doi:10.1016/j.jhep.2009.04.009, PMID:19501929.

[6] Burt A, Portmann B, Ferrell L. MacSween’s pathology of the liver. 6th ed.
London, England: Churchill Livingstone Elsevier. 2012:503-562.

[7] Lefkowitch JH. Scheuer’s liver biopsy interpretation. 9th ed. New York, USA:
Elsevier. 2016:53.

[8] Hilscher MB, Kamath PS, Eaton JE. Cholestatic Liver Diseases: A Primer for
Generalists and Subspecialists. Mayo Clin Proc 2020;95(10):2263-2279.
doi:10.1016/j.mayocp.2020.01.015, PMID:33012354.

[9] Bortolini M, Almasio P, Bray G, Budillon G, Coltorti M, Frezza M, et al. Mul-
ticentre survey of the prevalence of intrahepatic cholestasis in 2520 con-
secutive patients with newly diagnosed chronic liver disease. Drug Invest
1992;4(Suppl 4):83-89. doi:10.1007/BF03258368.

[10] Xie W, Cao Y, Xu M, Wang J, Zhou C, Yang X, et al. Prognostic Signifi-
cance of Elevated Cholestatic Enzymes for Fibrosis and Hepatocellular
Carcinoma in Hospital Discharged Chronic Viral Hepatitis Patients. Sci Rep
2017;7(1):10289. doi:10.1038/s41598-017-11111-5, PMID:28860489.

[11] Cao X, Gao Y, Zhang W, Xu P, Fu Q, Chen C, et al. Based on the prevalence
of cholestasis in hospitalized patients with chronic liver disease in Shanghai.
Zhonghua Gan Zang Bing Za Zhi 2015;23(8):569-573. doi:10.3760/cma.j.i
ssn.1007-3418.2015.08.003.

[12] Siddique A, Kowdley KV. Approach to a patient with elevated serum al-
kaline phosphatase. Clin Liver Dis 2012;16(2):199-229. doi:10.1016/j.
cld.2012.03.012, PMID:22541695.

[13] Reichert MC, Hall RA, Krawczyk M, Lammert F. Genetic determinants of chol-
angiopathies: Molecular and systems genetics. Biochim Biophys Acta Mol Ba-
sis Dis 2018;1864(4 Pt B):1484-1490. doi:10.1016/j.bbadis.2017.07.029,
PMID:28757171.

[14] Vitale G, Gitto S, Vukotic R, Raimondi F, Andreone P. Familial intrahepatic
cholestasis: New and wide perspectives. Dig Liver Dis 2019;51(7):922-933.
doi:10.1016/5.dld.2019.04.013, PMID:31105019.

[15] Pieters A, Gijbels E, Cogliati B, Annaert P, Devisscher L, Vinken M. Biomark-
ers of cholestasis. Biomark Med 2021;15(6):437-454. doi:10.2217/bmm-
2020-0691, PMID:33709780.

[16] Geller S, Petovic LM. Biopsy interpretation of the liver. 2nd ed. Philadelphia,
USA: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins. 2009:404-416.

[17] Paumgartner G, Beuers U. Ursodeoxycholic acid in cholestatic liver dis-
ease: mechanisms of action and therapeutic use revisited. Hepatology
2002;36(3):525-531. doi:10.1053/jhep.2002.36088, PMID:12198643.

[18] Appanna G, Kallis Y. An update on the management of cholestatic liver dis-
eases. Clin Med (Lond) 2020;20(5):513-516. doi:10.7861/clinmed.2020-
0697, PMID:32934048.

[19] Wagner M, Fickert P. Drug Therapies for Chronic Cholestatic Liver Diseas-
es. Annu Rev Pharmacol Toxicol 2020;60:503-527. doi:10.1146/annurev-
pharmtox-010818-021059, PMID:31506007.

[20] Fabris L, Fiorotto R, Spirli C, Cadamuro M, Mariotti V, Perugorria MJ, et al.
Pathobiology of inherited biliary diseases: a roadmap to understand ac-
quired liver diseases. Nat Rev Gastroenterol Hepatol 2019;16(8):497-511.
doi:10.1038/s41575-019-0156-4, PMID:31165788.

[21] StauferK. Current Treatment Options for Cystic Fibrosis-Related Liver Disease.
Int J Mol Sci 2020;21(22):E8586. doi:10.3390/ijms21228586, PMID:332
02578.

[22] Boélle PY, Debray D, Guillot L, Clement A, Corvol H, French CF Modifier
Gene Study Investigators. Cystic Fibrosis Liver Disease: Outcomes and Risk
Factors in a Large Cohort of French Patients. Hepatology 2019;69(4):1648-
1656. doi:10.1002/hep.30148, PMID:30058245.

[23] LiLT, Li ZD, Yang Y, Lu Y, Xie XB, Chen L, et al. ABCB11 deficiency presenting as
transient neonatal cholestasis: Correlation with genotypes and BSEP expres-

sion. Liver Int 2020;40(11):2788-2796. doi:10.1111/liv.14642, PMID:328
08743.

[24] Li L, Deheragoda M, Lu Y, Gong J, Wang J. Hypothyroidism Associated
with ATP8B1 Deficiency. J Pediatr 2015;167(6):1334-9.e1. doi:10.1016/j.
jpeds.2015.08.037, PMID:26382629.

[25] LiLT, LiZD, YangY, LuY, Xie XB, Chen L, et al. ABCB11 deficiency presenting as
transient neonatal cholestasis: Correlation with genotypes and BSEP expres-
sion. Liver Int 2020;40(11):2788-2796. doi:10.1111/liv.14642, PMID:328
08743.

[26] van Wessel DBE, Thompson RJ, Gonzales E, Jankowska I, Sokal E, Gramma-
tikopoulos T, et al. Genotype correlates with the natural history of severe bile
salt export pump deficiency. J Hepatol 2020;73(1):84-93. doi:10.1016/j.
jhep.2020.02.007, PMID:32087350.

[27] Zhang J, Liu LL, Gong JY, Hao CZ, Qiu YL, Lu Y, et al. TIP2 hepatobiliary
disorders: Novel variants and clinical diversity. Hum Mutat 2020;41(2):502-
511. doi:10.1002/humu.23947, PMID:31696999.

[28] Qiu YL, Gong JY, Feng JY, Wang RX, Han J, Liu T, et al. Defects in my-
osin VB are associated with a spectrum of previously undiagnosed low
y-glutamyltransferase cholestasis. Hepatology 2017;65(5):1655-1669.
d0i:10.1002/hep.29020, PMID:28027573.

[29] Zhang J, Yang Y, Gong JY, Li LT, Li JQ, Zhang MH, et al. Low-GGT intrahe-
patic cholestasis associated with biallelic USP53 variants: Clinical, histologi-
cal and ultrastructural characterization. Liver Int 2020;40(5):1142-1150.
doi:10.1111/liv.14422, PMID:32124521.

[30] Pan Q, Luo G, Qu J, Chen S, Zhang X, Zhao N, et al. A homozygous
R148W mutation in Semaphorin 7A causes progressive familial intrahepatic
cholestasis. EMBO Mol Med 2021;13(11):e14563. doi:10.15252/emmm.
202114563, PMID:34585848.

[31] Gonzales E, Hardikar W, Stormon M, Baker A, Hierro L, Gliwicz D, et al.
Efficacy and safety of maralixibat treatment in patients with Alagille syn-
drome and cholestatic pruritus (ICONIC): a randomised phase 2 study. Lan-
cet 2021;398(10311):1581-1592. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(21)01256-3,
PMID:34755627.

[32] Emerick KM, Rand EB, Goldmuntz E, Krantz ID, Spinner NB, Piccoli DA.
Features of Alagille syndrome in 92 patients: frequency and relation to
prognosis. Hepatology 1999;29(3):822-829. doi:10.1002/hep.510290331,
PMID:10051485.

[33] Shneider BL, Spino C, Kamath BM, Magee JC, Bass LM, Setchell KD, et al. Pla-
cebo-Controlled Randomized Trial of an Intestinal Bile Salt Transport Inhibi-
tor for Pruritus in Alagille Syndrome. Hepatol Commun 2018;2(10):1184~
1198. doi:10.1002/hep4.1244, PMID:30288474.

[34] Floreani A, Gervasi MT. New Insights on Intrahepatic Cholestasis of Preg-
nancy. Clin Liver Dis 2016;20(1):177-189. doi:10.1016/j.cld.2015.08.010,
PMID:26593298.

[35] Wood AM, Livingston EG, Hughes BL, Kuller JA. Intrahepatic Cholestasis of
Pregnancy: A Review of Diagnosis and Management. Obstet Gynecol Surv
2018;73(2):103-109. doi:10.1097/0GX.0000000000000524, PMID:2948
0924.

[36] Smith DD, Rood KM. Intrahepatic Cholestasis of Pregnancy. Clin Obstet Gynecol
2020;63(1):134-151. doi:10.1097/GRF.0000000000000495, PMID:31764
000.

[37] Langedijk JAGM, Beuers UH, Oude Elferink RPJ. Cholestasis-Associat-
ed Pruritus and Its Pruritogens. Front Med (Lausanne) 2021;8:639674.
doi:10.3389/fmed.2021.639674, PMID:33791327.

[38] Patel SP, Vasavda C, Ho B, Meixiong J, Dong X, Kwatra SG. Cholestatic
pruritus: Emerging mechanisms and therapeutics. J Am Acad Dermatol
2019;81(6):1371-1378. doi:10.1016/j.jaad.2019.04.035, PMID:31009666.

[39] Bergasa NV, Jones EA. Assessment of the Visual Analogue Score in the Eval-
uation of the Pruritus of Cholestasis. J Clin Transl Hepatol 2017;5(3):203-
207. doi:10.14218/3CTH.2017.00001, PMID:28936401.

[40] Thébaut A, Habes D, Gottrand F, Rivet C, Cohen J, Debray D, et al. Ser-
traline as an Additional Treatment for Cholestatic Pruritus in Children. ]
Pediatr Gastroenterol Nutr 2017;64(3):431-435. doi:10.1097/MPG.000
0000000001385, PMID:27557426.

[41] Webb GJ, Rahman SR, Levy C, Hirschfield GM. Low risk of hepatotoxicity
from rifampicin when used for cholestatic pruritus: a cross-disease co-
hort study. Aliment Pharmacol Ther 2018;47(8):1213-1219. doi:10.1111/
apt.14579, PMID:29468705.

[42] Phaw NA, Leighton J, Dyson JK, Jones DE. Managing cognitive symptoms
and fatigue in cholestatic liver disease. Expert Rev Gastroenterol Hepatol
2021;15(3):235-241. doi:10.1080/17474124.2021.1844565, PMID:3313
1347.

[43] Swain MG, Jones DEJ. Fatigue in chronic liver disease: New insights and
therapeutic approaches. Liver Int 2019;39(1):6-19. doi:10.1111/liv.13919,
PMID:29935104.

[44] Dubrovsky AMK, Bowlus CL. Statins, Fibrates, and Other Peroxisome Pro-
liferator-Activated Receptor Agonists for the Treatment of Cholestatic Liver
Diseases. Gastroenterol Hepatol (N Y) 2020;16(1):31-38. PMID:33867886.

[45] European Association for the Study of the Liver. EASL Clinical Practice Guide-
lines on nutrition in chronic liver disease. J Hepatol 2019;70(1):172-193.
doi:10.1016/j.jhep.2018.06.024, PMID:30144956.

Journal of Clinical and Translational Hepatology 2022 13


https://doi.org/10.3390/cells10051107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34062960
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.issn.1007-3418.2015.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2009.04.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19501929
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mayocp.2020.01.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33012354
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03258368
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-11111-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28860489
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.issn.1007-3418.2015.08.003
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.issn.1007-3418.2015.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cld.2012.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cld.2012.03.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22541695
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbadis.2017.07.029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28757171
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dld.2019.04.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31105019
https://doi.org/10.2217/bmm-2020-0691
https://doi.org/10.2217/bmm-2020-0691
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33709780
https://doi.org/10.1053/jhep.2002.36088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12198643
https://doi.org/10.7861/clinmed.2020-0697
https://doi.org/10.7861/clinmed.2020-0697
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32934048
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-pharmtox-010818-021059
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-pharmtox-010818-021059
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31506007
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41575-019-0156-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31165788
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21228586
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33202578
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33202578
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.30148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30058245
https://doi.org/10.1111/liv.14642
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32808743
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32808743
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpeds.2015.08.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpeds.2015.08.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26382629
https://doi.org/10.1111/liv.14642
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32808743
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32808743
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2020.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2020.02.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32087350
https://doi.org/10.1002/humu.23947
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31696999
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.29020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28027573
https://doi.org/10.1111/liv.14422
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32124521
https://doi.org/10.15252/emmm.202114563
https://doi.org/10.15252/emmm.202114563
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34585848
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(21)01256-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34755627
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.510290331
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10051485
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep4.1244
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30288474
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cld.2015.08.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26593298
https://doi.org/10.1097/OGX.0000000000000524
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29480924
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29480924
https://doi.org/10.1097/GRF.0000000000000495
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31764000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31764000
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmed.2021.639674
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33791327
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaad.2019.04.035
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31009666
https://doi.org/10.14218/JCTH.2017.00001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28936401
https://doi.org/10.1097/MPG.0000000000001385
https://doi.org/10.1097/MPG.0000000000001385
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27557426
https://doi.org/10.1111/apt.14579
https://doi.org/10.1111/apt.14579
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29468705
https://doi.org/10.1080/17474124.2021.1844565
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33131347
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33131347
https://doi.org/10.1111/liv.13919
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29935104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33867886
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2018.06.024
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30144956

	﻿﻿﻿﻿Abstract﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Introduction﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Etiology and classification﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Epidemiology﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Clinical manifestations﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Biomarkers﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿ALP and GGT﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Bile acids﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Bilirubin﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Molecular markers﻿


	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Pathology﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Diagnosis﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿Diagnostic criteria﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Diagnostic steps﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Difference and connection with jaundice﻿


	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Recommendations﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Treatment﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿Treatment principle﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Drug treatment﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿UDCA﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿SAMe﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Cholestyramine﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Obeticholic acid﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Fibrates﻿

	﻿﻿﻿﻿﻿Other treatments﻿

	Fibrates 
	Other treatments 

	Recommendations 
	Hereditary cholestatic liver diseases 
	Cystic fibrosis-associated liver disease (CFLD) 

	Recommendations 
	FIC 

	Recommendation
	Alagille syndrome

	Recommendation
	ICP

	Recommendations 
	Extrahepatic manifestations and management 
	Pruritus 

	Recommendations
	Fatigue
	Xanthoma
	Dyslipidemia
	Steatorrhea

	Recommendations
	Hepatic osteodystrophy
	Deficiency of fat-soluble vitamins

	Recommendations
	Problems to be Solved 
	Acknowledgments
	Conflict of interest
	Authors
	Experts in formulating the guidelines (sorted by Pinyin surname)
	References

