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[Fig. 33]
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[Fig. 34]
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[Fig. 35]

Hepatic TGF-3

[ Normal

Il “ehicle

EA C-191 10 nmol/kg
Dulaglutide 2 mmol/kg

Data were expressed as mean = SEM. One-way repeated measurement
ANOWVA and post-hoc Dunnett's test. *#*p < 0.001, compared to vehicle group.

35



[Fig. 36]

Hepatic Triglyceride

50-

g 40~ T

L0

z - . %

g = /

O 20- /

= 0 / [ Normal

= 10 / B Vehicle

= / EA C-191 10 nmol’kg

Dulaglutide 2 nmol/kg

%

0

Data were expressed as mean = SEM. One-way repeated measurement
ANOVA and post-hoc Dunnett's test. **p < 0.05, compared to velucle group.

36



[Fig. 37]

Triglyceride
30—
=
2
=1I] -
= T
S
E} =3 Normal (QD)
%” 10 El Vchicle (QD)
= Em C-192 10 nmol/kg (Q2D)
Ea C-192 30 nmol/kg (Q2D)
0 Qoo = C-192 60 nmol/kg (Q2D)

Data were expressed as mean £ SEM of tyiglyceride. One-way ANOVA and post-hoc Dunnett's
test. *p < 0.05, compared to vehicle group. n =6.

37
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Data were expressed as mean £ SEM of blood glucose. Two-way repeated measurement ANOVA
and post-hoc Dunnett's test. *p < 0.05, compared to vehicle group. ***p < 0.001, compared to
vehicle group. n = 5.
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Data were expressed as mean £ SEM of blood glucose. Two-way repeated measurement ANOVA
and post-hoc Dunnett's test. *p < 0.05, compared to vehicle group. **p < 0.01, compared to
vehicle group. ***p <0.001, compared to vehicle group. n = 5.
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Data were expressed as mean = SEM of food consumption. Two-way repeated measurement
ANOVA and post-hoc Dunnett's test. *p < 0.05, compared to vehicle group. **p < 0.01,
compared to vehicle group. n = 5.
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Data were expressed as mean £ SEM of water consumption. Two-way repeated measurement
ANOVA and post-hoc Dunnett's test. **p < 0.01, compared to vehicle group. ***p < 0.001,
compared to vehicle group. n = 5.
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[Fig. 53]
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[Fig. 54]
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[Fig. 55]
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