
cells

Review

Signals from the Niche: Insights into the Role
of IGF-1 and IL-6 in Modulating Skeletal
Muscle Fibrosis

Laura Forcina 1, Carmen Miano 1, Bianca Maria Scicchitano 2 and Antonio Musarò 1,*
1 DAHFMO-Unit of Histology and Medical Embryology, Sapienza University of Rome, Laboratory Affiliated

to Istituto Pasteur Italia—Fondazione Cenci Bolognetti, Via A. Scarpa, 14, 00161 Rome, Italy;
laura.forcina@uniroma1.it (L.F.); carmen.miano@uniroma1.it (C.M.)

2 Istituto di Istologia ed Embriologia, Università Cattolica del Sacro Cuore,
Fondazione Policlinico Universitario A. Gemelli IRCCS, 00168 Rome, Italy;
biancamaria.scicchitano@unicatt.it

* Correspondence: antonio.musaro@uniroma1.it; Tel.: +39-064-976-6956; Fax: +39-064-462-854

Received: 11 February 2019; Accepted: 6 March 2019; Published: 11 March 2019
����������
�������

Abstract: Muscle regeneration, characterized by the activation and proliferation of satellite cells
and other precursors, is accompanied by an inflammatory response and the remodeling of
the extracellular matrix (ECM), necessary to remove cellular debris and to mechanically support
newly generated myofibers and activated satellite cells. Muscle repair can be considered concluded
when the tissue architecture, vascularization, and innervation have been restored. Alterations in these
connected mechanisms can impair muscle regeneration, leading to the replacement of functional
muscle tissue with a fibrotic scar. In the present review, we will discuss the cellular mediators of
fibrosis and how the altered expression and secretion of soluble mediators, such as IL-6 and IGF-1,
can modulate regulatory networks involved in the altered regeneration and fibrosis during aging
and diseases.
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1. Introduction

Skeletal muscle fibrosis is a clinically relevant event that occurs under different physiopathologic
conditions, such as aging and muscle diseases, or as a secondary outcome of traumatic events [1–3].
The deposition of fibrotic tissue is generally due to the impaired muscle regeneration, associated to
an altered activity and balance of different cell components in skeletal muscle tissue [3,4]. The intimate
relation between myogenic and non-myogenic progenitors, together with the mechanical connections
and biochemical communication between resident cell populations, constitute a network of signaling
pathways necessary to maintain muscle homeostasis and/or to guide an efficient regenerative
process [5–7].

Mounting evidence indicates that multiple factors contribute to the alteration of tissue homeostasis,
leading to the loss of the regenerative capacity of skeletal muscle and, thus, to fibrotic events [3,4].
The altered expression and secretion of soluble mediators, including cytokines and growth factors,
can impinge cell–cell communication, affecting their physiological activity. In addition to the pivotal role
exerted by satellite cells (SCs) and the activity of immune cells, other precursors and stem cell populations,
either residing within the muscle or be recruited via the circulation in response to injury, can contribute
to muscle regeneration. Among these, muscle-resident non-myogenic cells, such as fibro-adipogenic
progenitors (FAPs), are determinant components of muscle niches contributing to the maintenance as well
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as to the alteration of the homeostatic environment upon physiologic or pathologic conditions [8,9].
FAPs are a source of a suite of soluble factors, including Interleukin-6 (IL-6) and the Insulin-like growth
factor-1 (IGF-1), supporting satellite cell proliferation and differentiation [8,10]. In contrast, under
pathologic conditions (i.e., muscular dystrophies) or during aging, the loss of homeostatic signaling
can lead to SC alteration and to the fibro-adipogenic differentiation of FAPs [11,12]. A wealth of works
supported the critical role of IGF-1 and IL-6 in muscle regeneration and disease. IGF-1 and controlled
levels of IL-6 exert a pro-myogenic activity, whereas increased plasma levels of IL-6 have a detrimental
impact on muscle homeostasis [13–17]. In this review, we focus on the main cellular and molecular
players regulating the balance between muscle regeneration and fibrosis. In particular, we report insights
into the role of IL-6 and IGF-1 in modulating the regulatory networks involved in the altered regeneration
and fibrosis during aging and diseases.

2. Cellular Mediators of Regenerative Fibrogenesis and Fibrosis

Muscle regeneration is a homeostatic process in which the different phases involved in muscle
healing, namely inflammation, satellite cells activation, remodeling, and maturation, must be finely
regulated. Of note, satellite cells represent the main player in muscle regeneration; nevertheless,
their activity can be modulated by different cell populations and precursors (Figure 1) [18–22].
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Figure 1. Regenerative fibrogenesis versus fibrosis: The occurrence of muscle fibrosis can be
considered as the deregulation of events physiologically required to repristinate tissue homeostasis.
(a) Fibrogenic pathways contribute to muscle healing, being involved in the adaptive response
to acute damage. After muscle injury, the tightly regulated activation and proliferation of
satellite cells (SCs), fibro-adipogenic progenitors (FAPs) (orange cells), fibroblasts (reported as
green/orange cells), and inflammatory populations (yellow cells) are required for the efficient tissue
repair. SCs, retaining stem-like properties, can undergo asymmetric division, giving rise to a daughter
cell undertaking the myogenic program (blue cell) and to a cell able to regain the quiescent state
(green cell) and contributing to the replenishment of the stem cell pool. Inflammatory cells
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and non-myogenic progenitors (FAPs) are involved in the removal of cell debris and the release of
soluble mediators, like IL-6 and IGF-1, stimulating stem cell activity. The regenerative process is
accompanied by the enhanced deposition and remodeling of the extracellular matrix (ECM), necessary
to mechanically support newly generated myofibers and activated SCs. (b) Chronic degenerative
stimuli can induce the alteration of interconnected mechanisms regulating cell populations in muscle
niches. Indeed, cell populations involved in the physiologic response to muscle damage are
the same players in the shift between the regeneration of functional tissue and the deposition of
a fibrotic scar. FAPs and fibroblasts, which are a source of elevated levels of IL-6, can undergo
deregulated proliferation, prevailing on SCs and driving the excessive deposition of ECM components.
Moreover, elevated levels of IL-6 can induce a sustained proliferation of SCs and can impinge their
myogenic differentiation. These alterations result in the production of fibrotic tissue at the expense of
regenerative myogenesis. FAPs: Fibro-adipogenic progenitors; ECM: Extracellular matrix; SCs: Satellite cells;
IGFBP: IGF binding protein.

Satellite cells, described by Mauro and Katz and identified as CD34pos

/α7-integrinpos/Sca1neg/CD45neg/CD31neg quiescent stem cells residing in a specialized niche,
represent the myogenic stem cell pool responsible for the formation of new myofibers and for
the repair of damaged muscle (Figure 1a) [23,24]. SC activity is known to be influenced by signals
derived from the surrounding environment and by interactions with other cellular components
of muscle niche [6,7,22]. In particular fibro-adipogenic progenitor cells (FAPs), identified as
CD34pos/α7-integrinneg/Sca1pos/CD45neg/CD31neg cells, expressing cell-surface platelet-derived
growth factor receptor alpha (PDGFRα) are non-myogenic interstitial progenitors involved in
the establishment of a dynamic environment supporting muscle regeneration, satellite cells
proliferation, and differentiation [8,9,25,26].

The contribution of FAPs as regulators of muscle niches has been proposed, and the functional
ratio between FAPs and SCs appeared as a prerequisite to guarantee muscle homeostasis [8,27,28].

Indeed, satellite cells and FAPs present a reciprocal regulation in muscle tissue, and their
interactions are thought to be critical for an efficient regenerative process. It has been suggested
that the reduction in the percentage of FAPs in aged muscles might result in an alteration in muscle
homeostasis [11], whereas the presence of a significant number of FAPs, expressing high levels of IGF-1
and follistatin, in the extraocular muscles (EOMs) might contribute to the creation of a qualitative
environment for SC activity, protecting the EOMs from age- and disease-related changes [11].

FAPs, which are normally quiescent in healthy muscles, actively proliferate following tissue
damage, secrete a suite of factors that stimulate myogenesis, and are also known to transiently
produce ECM proteins necessary to support and guide regenerative myogenesis (Figure 1a). It has
been reported that the administration of Nilotinib, a tyrosine kinase inhibitor targeting PDGFR
and TGFβ pathways critical for FAPs activity, severely affects regeneration in a mouse model of
muscle damage [29]. However, it is worthy to indicate that Nilotinib, the drug used in the study by
Fiore et al. (2016), is a broad-spectrum tyrosine kinase inhibitor and most likely targeted multiple
cell types. Although FAPs can play a critical role in SC behavior and muscle regeneration, their
activity must be transiently and finely regulated. The excess of FAPs, resulting from a physiologic
regeneration, is subject to clearance mechanisms mainly mediated by apoptotic stimuli derived from
immune cells and satellite cells [25,30]. In contrast, in several pathologic conditions, satellite cells
or other precursor cells are thought to be defective in the production of factors that control FAPs
activity. The altered activity of FAPs in a deregulated muscle environment, characteristic of chronic
diseases, can contribute to the extensive ECM deposition and fatty tissue accumulation (Figure 1b) [31].
An aberrant accumulation and differentiation of FAPs have been described in aged muscles and in
several models of chronic, degenerative diseases including Duchenne muscular dystrophy (DMD)
and Amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS).

It has been reported that severely denervated muscles presented a consistent accumulation of FAPs
promoting a pro-fibrotic and pro-atrophic action in skeletal muscle [8,31,32]. An elective mechanism
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underlining the altered phenotype of denervated muscle-derived FAPs is the persistent stimulation
of an IL-6 signaling pathway, since an enhanced expression and activity of IL-6 has been observed
in FAPs isolated from different models of denervation. Moreover, the inhibition of STAT3, the main
mediator of the IL-6 pathway, in a murine model of ALS (SOD G39A mice) prevented muscle atrophy
and fibrosis [32]. Accordingly, the correlation between FAPs and IL-6 was also highlighted in the murine
model of Duchenne muscular dystrophy (mdx mouse), a genetic muscle disease characterized by
the progressive degeneration of muscle tissue, by inefficient regeneration, and by fibrotic/fatty
tissue deposition. The overexpression of circulating IL-6 in mdx dystrophic mice (mdx/IL-6 mice)
induced a significant exacerbation of the dystrophic phenotype with the long-term exhaustion of
the satellite cell pool and the accumulation of FAPs [33]. It has been proposed that deregulated FAPs
not only can prevail on satellite cell activity and can alter muscle niche but have been also indicated
as potential progenitors of myofibroblasts and adipocytes, contributing to fibrosis and adipose tissue
accumulation [34,35]. Interestingly, it has been recently reported that FAPs presenting primary cilia
are involved in the deposition of fatty tissue in skeletal muscle upon injury or in cases of muscular
dystrophy (Figure 1b, lower panel) [35,36]. Nonmotile cilia are responsible for the transduction of
specific signals as the ciliary-Hedgehog (Hh) pathway that has been involved in both muscle repair
and adipogenic differentiation of FAPs [35–38]. In contrast, the absence of cilia in FAPs stimulated
myogenesis after injury and prevented adipogenesis in dystrophic muscles, highlighting a novel
potential mechanism contributing to the regulation of muscle regeneration.

Although FAPs are critical players for muscle function and SC activity, the mechanism determining
deregulated FAP activation remains to be fully elucidated, and the contribution of FAPs to skeletal
muscle alteration is still debated.

Reciprocal Regulation of Fibroblasts and Satellite Cells Activity

The production and secretion of extracellular matrix (ECM) components mainly depends on
fibroblasts residing in muscle interstitium. The quality and abundance of ECM proteins are known to
influence stem cell quiescence and activation within the muscle niche. However, different findings
indicated that ECM deposition can be directly or indirectly regulated by other cell types as myogenic
stem cells and progenitors (Figure 1) [39]. Satellite cells and fibroblasts are in close relation in
regenerating muscles, since the remodeling of connective tissue is crucial to guarantee the mechanical
support and biochemical signals necessary to activated stem cells. The specific role of fibroblasts
during muscle regeneration has been poorly investigated because of the lack of specific markers.
Nevertheless, a pioneer study, although not conclusive, suggests that the proliferation of connective
tissue fibroblasts, identified by Tcf4 expression, strictly accompanies the expansion of activated
Pax7pos SCs after injury [40]. Although Tcf4 is also expressed by myoblasts and other cell types
in adult skeletal muscle, these interstitial Tcf4pos cells have been shown to express other markers of
fibroblasts as PDGFRα and αSMA but not markers of myoblasts and macrophages as Pax7, MyoD,
and F4/80. Since fibroblasts were found in close association with satellite cells and regenerating
fibers, it is likely that their interactions play a role in the regulation of muscle repair. To support
this hypothesis Murphy and colleagues performed a genetic manipulation of Tcf4pos fibroblasts in
injured skeletal muscle, observing a significant alteration in satellite cell behavior during regeneration.
In particular, the dramatic reduction of fibroblasts in regenerating muscles led to a precocious
SC differentiation impinging their expansion [40]. These data are in accordance with evidence
demonstrating the involvement of fibroblasts not only in the deposition of ECM but also as a source
of soluble factors that might regulate myogenic cells activity. For instance, fibroblasts are known
to secrete growth factors, lipid mediators and cytokines as IL-6, involved in the regulation of SC
proliferation and muscle metabolism [41]. However, the deregulated activity of fibroblasts under
pathologic conditions can contribute to the alteration of homeostatic responses in skeletal muscle
(Figure 1b, lower panel). It has been reported that IL-6 can promote the expression of collagen in human
dermal fibroblasts via Gremlin1, a BMP inhibitor with pro-fibrotic actions, able to enhance TGFβ
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signaling pathway [42]. The reciprocal interaction between fibroblasts and muscle stem cells has been
also elucidated by Fry and colleagues that reported how SCs can directly regulate ECM production by
fibrogenic cells. In particular, it has been described that satellite cells can secrete exosomes containing
a specific microRNA, the myoMiR-206, with important implications in muscle regeneration [43,44].
SC-derived exosomes have been shown to regulate collagen synthesis through the miR-206-mediated
inhibition of Rrbp1, a master regulator of collagens expression [39]. These studies highlighted
a potential mechanism by which SCs can actively modulate the local environment by influencing
the biosynthesis of ECM components, further avoiding an excessive deposition of collagen during
muscle adaptive responses (Figure 1b, lower panel).

If fibroblasts and secreted matricellular proteins have been shown to positively regulate
physiologic muscle regeneration, it has also been reported that alterations in this compartment
contribute to the loss of the muscle regenerative capacity during aging and disease. Changes in
fibroblast features and ECM properties have been detected in aged muscles [2]. In particular,
aged fibroblasts showed a contracted phenotype with nuclear deformation which is known to
participate in the alteration of gene expression [2,45]. In accordance, a recent work by Stearns-Rider
and colleagues showed that fibroblasts from aged muscles display a different expression of the collagen
genes, with an increased expression of metalloproteinase inhibitors compared with ones isolated from
young tissue. The altered composition of ECM and the increased stiffness associated with muscle
aging can, in turn, induce a pathologic phenotype in fibroblasts, stimulating mechano-transductive
signaling as the YAP/TAZ pathway, and can promote the fibrogenic differentiation of muscle stem
cells [2].

The dysregulation of fibroblast activity and excessive ECM production have also been observed
in chronic degenerative disorders as Duchenne muscular dystrophy (DMD). It has been proposed that
the absence of the dystrophin protein may alter the structural and mechanical properties associated
with fibroblasts. In addition, signals deriving from the altered milieu in dystrophic muscles can also
contribute to the deregulated behavior of dystrophin-deficient fibroblasts. In fact, although the precise
contribution of intrinsic and extrinsic alterations in the regulation of fibroblast activity has to be
fully defined, it has been described that this cell population shows a pro-fibrotic phenotype in DMD
(Figure 1b, lower panel) [46]. In particular, different studies from Zanotti and colleagues reported
that primary fibroblasts derived from DMD patients showed a deregulated phenotype characterized
by increased proliferation, altered collagen production, and a marked resistance to apoptosis [46,47].
Moreover, in vitro studies reported that DMD fibroblasts or their conditioned medium can impair
the growth of dystrophic myoblasts. The putative negative impact of DMD fibroblasts on SC activity
has been also related to the increased expression and secretion of the IGF-1 binding protein 5
(IGFBP-5), which might interfere with the pro-myogenic activity of IGF-1, since the neutralization of
IGFBP-5 was able to revert the inhibitory effect of the DMD-fibroblast conditioned medium (Figure 1b,
lower panel) [48].

Collectively these studies suggested that the enhanced fibroblast proliferation and ECM
deposition, together with the altered expression of metalloproteinases and their inhibitors,
can influence the activity of the muscle stem cell reservoir that could, in turn, affect their own
behavior, fostering a fibrotic degenerative loop in dystrophic muscles. To support this hypothesis,
when satellite cells were depleted from healthy overloaded muscles, an extensive ECM deposition
and Tcf4pos cell proliferation occurred, supporting the role of satellite cells in regulating fibroblast
activity [39]. These evidences are coherent with a model in which the alteration of muscle fibroblasts
and consequent modification of ECM properties can negatively influence satellite cell activity and fate.
On the other hand, the progressive exhaustion of the resident stem cell pool in dystrophic muscles,
due to intrinsic SC alterations and continuous cycles of degeneration and regeneration of myofibers,
might allow fibroblasts to prevail on regenerative processes contributing to muscle fibrosis (Figure 1b).
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3. Pro- and Anti-Fibrotic Factors Influencing the Balance between Regeneration and Fibrosis

The activation of fibrogenic pathways represents an adaptive mechanism involved in tissue repair
after injury.

A key regulator of both myogenesis and ECM remodeling is the Transforming growth factor
β (TGFβ), a cytokine with multiple roles in muscle healing and fibrosis [49]. TGFβ is known to
be released by damaged myofibers and acts as a chemotactic factor for hematopoietic cells during
the inflammatory stage of muscle regeneration. In addition, TGFβ has been recognized as a pivotal
mediator of ECM remodeling, being a potent inducer of matricellular protein secretion by fibroblasts
and a negative modulator of metalloproteinases. The physiologic increase of ECM components, due to
TGFβ stimulation, plays an important role in the recovery of muscle architecture during healing,
and its ablation in injured muscles can impair regeneration [49,50]. In contrast, TGFβ overproduction,
that occurs under pathologic conditions, like DMD, is known to induce the excessive deposition
of collagens, contributing to muscle fibrosis [51,52]. The activation of the TGFβ pathway through
Smad3 signaling can also influence the proliferation and differentiation of muscle stem cells, inhibiting
the activation of myogenic regulatory factors [53–56]. Furthermore, it has been observed that myoblasts
overexpressing TGFβ differentiate into myofibroblasts when transplanted in murine muscles [57].

Myostatin is another member of the TGFβ family involved in muscle fibrosis [58]. The action
of myostatin is mediated by a TGFβ-like signaling, involving the activation of the Smad/p38
MAPK/Akt axis, and can stimulate skeletal muscle fibroblast proliferation and the secretion of
ECM proteins [49,58,59]. It has been reported that the genetic ablation of myostatin reduced
fibrotic tissue deposition, favoring muscle regeneration in injured muscles [59]. Myostatin has
been correlated not only to fibroblast proliferation but also to the resistance of DMD fibroblasts to
apoptosis. Of note, the inhibition of myostatin signaling in dystrophic muscles was sufficient to revert
the fibrotic phenotype [60]. Moreover, this myokine has been recognized as an inhibitor of muscle
development and growth, impinging muscle progenitor cell proliferation and differentiation [55,61,62].
Notably, the pro-fibrotic action of myostatin can be counteracted by decorin, a proteoglycan
involved in collagen fibrillogenesis [63]. The administration of decorin has been shown to prevent
myoblast trans-differentiation into myofibroblasts in vivo and has led to the improved recovery
of skeletal muscles after injury [57,64]. The anti-fibrotic action of decorin can be related to
the upregulation of another anti-fibrotic agent, follistatin, which is an inhibitor of myostatin [59].
Indeed, follistatin overexpression improved myogenic differentiation in vitro and muscle regeneration
in vivo, reducing muscle fibrosis [65].

Another cytokine referred as a myokine is IL-6, which is known to play important roles in muscle
regeneration, inflammation, and fibrosis. IL-6 is involved in the regulation of satellite cell activity
promoting the proliferation of activated stem cells, whilst its overexpression can impair myogenic
differentiation and the physiologic resolution of the inflammatory response, fostering pathogenic
changes that result in muscle wasting and fibrosis. Of note, IL-6 has also been correlated to
the inhibition of IGF-1 activity, an anabolic and pro-myogenic factor critical for skeletal muscle
growth and regeneration [66]. Thus, molecular mediators in muscle milieu, like IL-6 and IGF-1,
can play an important role in regulating the balance between muscle regeneration and degeneration.
These niche factors, modulating tissue environment, can act by supporting reparative mechanisms in
injured tissues or can impair, when deregulated, the physiologic response to damage, thus promoting
fibrotic tissue deposition.

4. Interleukin-6: Spectrum of Pro-Fibrotic Actions

IL-6 is a pleiotropic cytokine promptly produced by muscle and other tissues in response to
physiopathological changes including physical exercise, infections, and injury [67]. The positive
and negative roles of IL-6 in tissue homeostasis have been extensively studied and described, and it is
generally accepted that the dual nature of its action is related to the activation of different signaling
pathways [68,69]. The activation of the classical signaling is strictly dependent on the expression
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of the membrane bounded IL-6 receptor alpha (IL6R) in combination with the ubiquitous receptor
gp130. Thus, the canonical signaling is physiologically restricted to those cells expressing IL6R
and is responsible for the induction of anti-inflammatory and pro-regenerative pathways in skeletal
muscle [15,70–72]. A soluble form of IL6R, sIL6R, is able to amplify the spectrum of action of
IL-6, activating the so called trans-signaling with pro-inflammatory and pro-fibrotic implications
(Figure 2) [42,73–76]. Of note, circulating IL-6 levels are undetectable under physiologic conditions but
increase significantly in several diseases associated with inflammation and fibrosis [33,77–79].Cells 2019, 8, x 7 of 18 
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Figure 2. The mechanisms underlining the pro-fibrotic actions of IL-6 in skeletal muscle: Elevated levels
of IL-6 are associated with inflammation-related pathologies in which the occurrence of fibrogenic events
contributes to the severity of the disease. Hepatocytes, expressing the IL6R, are highly responsive
to circulating IL-6, leading to an extensive production and secretion of acute phase proteins (APPs).
The excessive accumulation of fibrinogen in damaged muscles can promote pathologic fibrogenesis.
Fibroblasts (reported as green/orange cells) and infiltrated inflammatory cells (yellow cells) further contribute
to the enhanced secretion and activity of IL-6, which can, in turn, affect the quality of inflammation and alter
the muscle redox balance, fostering the extent of fibrotic tissue deposition. IL6R: IL-6 receptor alpha;
sIL6R: soluble IL6R; Hp: Hepcidin; ROS: Reactive oxygen species; NOX: NAD(P)H oxidase complex.

4.1. Immune Response and Fibrosis: A Fatal Interplay

IL-6 is produced by a wide range of immune cells, which are, in turn, highly responsive to this
cytokine. Moreover, the alternative signaling of IL-6, mediated by the sIL6R, can promote a chronic
inflammatory status, influencing the quality of the immune response. In fact, IL-6 is known to
affect the balance between leucocytic populations at the site of inflammation, inducing a shift from
neutrophilic to macrophagic accumulation. A role for IL-6 in regulating T and B lymphocytes has been
also reported, demonstrating that it can induce B and Th17 cells and can inhibit Treg differentiation,
favoring the persistence of the inflammatory response [78,80–82].

According to the pivotal role of IL-6 in promoting the establishment of a chronic inflammatory
environment, it has been described that IL-6 promotes a pro-fibrotic status in a mouse model of
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peritoneal inflammation by impairing the physiologic resolution of the inflammatory response
through the promotion of the T helper 1 immune response [83]. Of note, IL-6 deficient mice were
resistant to repeated inflammation-related fibrosis. In addition, it has been reported that the IL-6
signaling contributes to the development of fibrosis in the sclerodermatous chronic graft-versus-host
disease (Scl-cGVHD), another model of immune-related disease characterized by excessive ECM
deposition in the skin and visceral organs that impair tissue functionality [84]. In light of these
and many other studies, IL-6 blockade clearly appears as a possible strategy to avoid fibrotic tissue
degeneration. Pharmacological inhibitors of IL-6 signaling, which are already used in the clinic to treat
chronic disorders like rheumatoid arthritis, have been shown to induce beneficial effects in a suite
of experimental models of degenerative diseases [42,85–87]. For instance, Le Huu and colleagues
demonstrated that the inhibition of IL-6 trans-signaling, through a neutralizing antibody direct against
IL6R (MR16-1), reduced the extent of fibrosis in the skin, lungs, and liver from Scl-cGVHD mouse
models by enhancing the number of T regulatory cells [84].

Chronic inflammatory changes and fibrogenic events also characterized the skeletal muscle
environment in muscular dystrophies, where the constant induction and amplification of
pro-inflammatory pathways interfered with regenerative signaling, contributing to muscle fibrosis.
In this pathologic context, recent works highlighted the involvement of sustained IL-6 levels in inducing
muscle wasting. It has been reported that elevated circulating levels of IL-6 are the determinant for
the development of a severe phenotype in mdx mice, more closely approximating the human DMD
pathology [33,77,79].

Of note, IL-6 is able to actively induce an extensive production and secretion of acute phase
proteins (APPs), including fibrinogen (Figure 2) [88]. Fibrinogen can increase the permeability of blood
vessels at the inflammatory lesion where it is enzymatically converted to polymeric fibrin [89–91].
The excessive fibrinogen accumulation and fibrin deposition have been reported in dystrophic muscles
from DMD patients and mdx mice [92]. In particular, Vidal and colleagues observed a significant
correlation between fibrin/ogen accumulation and fibrosis in DMD muscles, suggesting a role
for fibrin/ogen in promoting pathologic fibrogenesis (Figure 2). IL-6, which is known to be
significantly increased in DMD sera and muscles, can induce fibrinogen expression not only through
the STAT3-mediated downstream pathway but also by directly interacting with responsive elements
upstream the fibrinogen gene [93,94]. Fibrinogen expression can, in turn, induce collagen deposition by
increasing TGFβ expression in mdx mice and stimulate a macrophage-dependent cytokine production
(including IL-6), thus fostering a pro-fibrotic mechanism in DMD muscles (Figure 2). Other critical
IL-6/STAT3-induced factors are haptoglobin (Hp) and Hepcidin, physiologically involved in the iron
homeostasis, which are known to contribute, when deregulated, to the inflammation-related iron
alteration [94–96]. Haptoglobin is a protective factor against tissue damage derived from free
hemoglobin and consequent oxidative stress. In particular, Hp was reported as an anti-inflammatory
factor inducing the expression of heme oxygenase (Ho-1) and IL-10. However, recent studies
revealed that elevated levels of Hp can further induce IL-6 expression, possibly amplifying pathologic
changes during persistent inflammation [94,97]. In fact, Hp has been recently proposed as a serum
biomarker of diagnosis/prognosis for DMD [98]. Accordingly, circulating levels of both IL-6
and Hp strongly increased during chronic inflammatory conditions such as rheumatoid arthritis
(RA) and DMD [98–102]. Although IL-6 fulfills beneficial roles in host defense and tissue repair,
inducing the systemic acute phase response, it is plausible that a sustained stimulation of IL-6 signaling
pathway could affect muscle homeostasis.

Of note, a phenotypical and functional improvement of dystrophic muscles has been observed under
IL-6 trans-signaling inhibition [100]. Similar results have been recently obtained in dystrophin-/utrophin
-deficient mice (dKO), a severe model of DMD [103]. Notably, Wada and colleagues revealed a reduced
extent of muscle fibrosis and a significant down-modulation of pro-fibrotic factors, as periostin and Timp1,
in adult dKO mice treated with neutralizing IL6R antibody compared to untreated mice [103].
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Altogether these data indicated that IL-6 signaling can induce pro-fibrotic pathways in skeletal
muscle and other tissues by promoting the establishment of a chronic pro-inflammatory milieu.
Unresolved inflammation can, in turn, impede a physiologic regenerative process and drive fibrotic
tissue deposition. Considering these evidences, IL-6 trans-signaling blockade appeared as a potential
therapeutic approach with anti-fibrotic effects in treating inflammatory-related diseases.

4.2. Oxidative Stress

Another proposed mechanism underlining tissue fibrosis is the imbalance between reactive
oxygen species (ROS) and the endogenous antioxidant defense. Mounting evidence supports
the hypothesis of a “redox-fibrosis” occurring in aging- and inflammation-related diseases [104,105].
Excessive ROS production and markers of oxidative damage have been reported in several pathologic
conditions as liver and lung fibrosis and in muscle wasting diseases like DMD. In particular,
ROS production in skeletal muscle derives from a suite of cellular sources including immune cells,
fibroblasts, endothelial cells, and myofibers which express the NAD(P)H oxidase complex (NOX)
and are able to convert molecular oxygen to oxygen radicals (Figure 2). These highly reactive molecules
are considered secondary mediators in different signaling involved in metabolic and regenerative
pathways, and their production and persistence are finely regulated. In fact, the extent of ROS
production is generally counterbalanced by antioxidant systems mainly regulated by Nrf2 transcription
factor, which neutralizes free radicals. In particular, under oxidative conditions, Nrf2 is released
by its regulator Keap1, acquiring the ability to translocate in the nuclear compartment and to
regulate the gene expression of the main antioxidant enzymes, deputed to the neutralization of
superoxide and its derivates [106–108]. Thus, the occurrence of oxidative stress can be promptly
prevented by the maintenance of the homeostatic balance between oxidant and antioxidant mediators.
However, ROS accumulation and antioxidant system impairment have been described under
pathologic conditions leading to oxidative damage.

An altered redox status has been shown to be related to fibrosis persistence in aged mice.
In particular, the enhanced expression of NOX and the depressed Nrf2-dependent antioxidant
response contributed to the impaired capability of aged mice to resolve lung fibrosis, whereas targeting
NOX4 was possible to reverse the fibrotic phenotype [109]. The involvement of NOX-related redox
signaling in pro-fibrotic pathways has been also described in skeletal muscle tissue. NOX-dependent
ROS production in muscle cells has been shown to be strictly involved in the pro-fibrotic action of
Angiotensin II, an oligopeptide increased in fibrotic diseases which is able to induce the expression of
a suite of ECM components including fibronectin and collagen-III (Figure 2) [110].

A significant increase in NOX2 expression and activity has been also described in DMD
patients and dystrophic murine models. Of note, recent works revealed a pivotal role of IL-6 in
inducing detrimental effects on the NOX2/Nrf2-dependent redox balance in dystrophic muscles.
It has been demonstrated that enhanced serum levels of IL-6 in mdx mice (mdx/IL-6 model)
dictated a perturbation of redox signaling cascades in dystrophin-deficient muscles even prior to
the necrotic phase and during the progression of pathology [79]. Although dystrophic muscles are
able to induce an active antioxidant response to counter the detrimental effects of ROS, the sustained
expression of IL-6 in mdx/IL-6 mice stimulated ROS production by enhancing the NOX2 expression
and impinged the Nfr2-dependent antioxidant defense, repressing the expression of both Nrf2
protein and Nrf2-dependent genes. [77,79]. A similar expression pattern of oxidant and antioxidant
mediators was observed in DMD patients, characterized by high expression levels of IL-6 during
the progression of pathology. Furthermore, data from our studies highlighted IL-6 as a possible link
between inflammation and ROS production in dystrophic muscles [77,79]. In fact, sustained stimulation
of IL-6 signaling not only impairs the endogenous antioxidant response in mdx muscles but also
induces the upregulation of NOX2 and NF-kB, a critical mediator of the inflammatory response,
fostering pathogenic mechanisms involved in muscle wasting and fibrosis (Figure 2) [33,77,108].
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5. IGF-1 As a Modulatory Factor in Muscle Niche, Promoting Regenerative Events

An efficient muscle repair after injury strictly depends on the activation and completion of a proper
regenerative program. Molecular mediators supporting satellite cell survival and differentiation
could play a critical role in the promotion of a functional tissue recovery at the expense of fibrosis
(Figure 1). IGF-1 is a growth factor with anabolic functions that has been implicated in muscle growth,
hypertrophy, and regeneration [16,111–114]. IGF-1 is secreted by a suite of cell populations within
the muscle niche, including satellite cells, myofibers, fibroblasts, and inflammatory cells, and likewise,
cells are responsive to this peptide hormone [11,115–117]. In fact, the IGF1 receptor (IGF1R)
is ubiquitous and activates molecular cascades critical for muscle homeostasis such as protein synthesis,
muscle cell survival, and muscle activity [118,119]. After muscle injury, monocytes/macrophages
recruited at the site of the lesion represent a primary source of IGF-1 [116,117]. The balance between
different subpopulations of macrophages is essential for physiologic muscle regeneration after
damage [18,21,120,121]. In particular, macrophages are a heterogenous cell population with a range of
activation-related skills [122–124]. M1 macrophages, expressing surface markers, like CD68 and Ly6C,
are considered pro-inflammatory cells participating in the early stages of muscle regeneration by
removing cell debris and releasing cytokines able to amplify the inflammatory response and to activate
muscle stem cells [122,125–127]. Alternative activated macrophages (M2), mainly characterized by
markers as CD163, CD206, and CX3CR1, are involved in the resolution of inflammation and in
the promotion of the myogenic program and ECM remodeling and play a role in the later stages of
tissue repair [122,126,127]. In a recent work, Tonkin and colleagues reported that both Ly6C and CD206
positive macrophages contribute to IGF-1 production in injured muscles at the stage of the transition
between inflammation and regeneration (day 5 after damage). The genetic ablation of IGF-1 in
murine monocytes/macrophages (ϕIGF-1 CKO mouse) resulted in impaired muscle regeneration after
an injury with a reduced size of regenerated myofibers, expanded interstitial spaces, and fatty tissue
deposition [117]. In addition, ϕIGF-1 CKO mice presented an imbalance between the macrophagic
subpopulation with a significant accumulation of Ly6C cells and a reduced presence of CD206 cells,
indicating that the loss of IGF-1 expression could induce an alteration of the quality of the inflammatory
response at the site of tissue lesion, affecting the switch from inflammation to regeneration. These data
are consistent with a series of studies highlighting the role of IGF-1 in promoting muscle regeneration
through the stimulation of myoblast proliferation and differentiation and by the modulation of muscle
environment (Figure 1a). For instance, we demonstrated that the enhanced expression of mIGF-1,
the local isoform of IGF-1, in skeletal muscle (MLC/mIGF-1 mouse) accelerates regenerative processes
after muscle injury, creating a qualitative environment able to efficiently support a proper tissue
repair. In particular, a murine muscle in which mIGF-1 was overexpressed rapidly regenerated after
damage, reducing muscle fibrosis, and presented a modulated inflammatory milieu characterized by
the reduced expression of pro-inflammatory cytokines and chemokines as TNFα, IL1β, and MIF [113].

The IGF-1 signaling pathway is known to be altered in skeletal muscles during aging when
the decline of the regenerative capability of muscle tissue occurs [128]. In addition, reduced levels of
circulating IGF-1 have been described in serum from elderly individuals with a positive correlation
with the decline of protein synthesis and muscle mass and increased levels of myostatin and fatty tissue
accumulation [129–133]. In contrast, the overexpression of the mIGF-1 transgene revealed a protective
action of this specific isoform against skeletal muscle decline during senescence in mice [134].
Senescent transgenic mice (24 months of age) displayed attenuated signs of age-related changes in
muscle phenotype compared to age-matched wild-type mice, retaining the ability to promote functional
regenerative mechanisms [134]. Moreover, the stimulation of the Akt/mTOR axis downstream of
IGF-1 signaling by Losartan, an inhibitor of Angiotensin II receptor (AT1), was able to counteract
the occurrence of muscle atrophy due to disuse in aged mice [135]. Losartan-treated sarcopenic mice
presented a reduced extent of fibrotic tissue deposition after injury, exhibiting a preserved muscle
architecture upon damaging events compared to control mice [135].
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The ability of IGF-1 to preserve the structural integrity of muscle tissue and to support
regenerative mechanisms has been also elucidated under pathologic conditions as muscular
dystrophies. The combination of IGF-1 overexpression and Losartan treatment significantly
ameliorated the pathologic muscle phenotype in murine models of Lama2-related muscular dystrophy
(MDC1A) by reducing inflammation and fibrosis and by preserving tissue structure and function [136].
The enhanced expression of mIGF-1 selectively in skeletal muscles of dystrophic mice influenced
the offset between tissue degeneration and regeneration. In particular, it has been demonstrated that
mdx/mIGF-1 mice not only presented a reduced myonecrosis of the diaphragm muscle, the most
compromised muscular district in DMD, but also displayed functional hypertrophy. In addition,
although IGF-1 has been recognized as a stimulator of fibroblast activity, mdx/mIGF-1 mice revealed
a reduced extent of muscle fibrosis. The well-described pro-myogenic activity of IGF-1 in skeletal
muscle can also contribute to the stabilization of dystrophic muscle phenotype by promoting survival
pathways and molecular circuits, leading to a complete myogenic differentiation of regenerated fibers
along with the maintenance of their terminally differentiated status [137,138]. Despite controversial
indications about the anti-fibrotic role of IGF-1 in muscle tissue, a recent work highlighted a possible
correlation between circulating levels of irisin, IGF-1 expression, and the improved muscle mass
in human, or the amelioration of dystrophic muscle in mice [137,139–141]. Irisin is a myokine
secreted in response to physical exercise able to induce muscle growth and to promote IGF-1
expression in human myocytes [140]. Reza and colleagues reported that irisin injection in mdx
mice resulted in a significant reduction of muscle necrosis and fibrosis, enhancing the stability
of the dystrophin-deficient sarcolemma [142]. Of note, the upregulation of IGF-1 was proposed
as a possible molecular mechanism underlining irisin action and mediating its modulatory impact on
dystrophic muscle.

6. Conclusions

The enhanced production and deposition of ECM components represent a critical stage
of the adaptive response of muscle to tissue injury, directed to the generation of mechanical
and biochemical support for regenerating fibers. Regenerative fibrogenesis is the result of
a well-coordinated network of signals deriving from different cell contributors, and it is strictly required
to efficiently repristinate the proper architecture of the functional muscle tissue. When the orchestrated
pattern of fibrogenic stimuli is disturbed, as under physiopathologic conditions like aging and muscular
dystrophies, tissue fibrosis occurs, contributing to the progressive impairment of muscle function.
Thus, the study and identification of molecular and cellular mediators involved in the alteration
of fibrogenic events appear of relevant clinical interest. Among the factors, IGF-1 and IL-6 can
be considered as central mediators in the muscle niche, influencing the balance between muscle
regeneration and fibrosis. In particular, IGF-1 can favor regenerative myogenesis and support
the robustness of myofibers. On the other hand, IL-6 has been recognized as a pro-inflammatory
factor with pro-fibrotic actions. Elevated levels of IL-6 can deeply alter skeletal muscle milieu,
affecting the activity and quality of cellular interactors in muscle regeneration and contributing
to the fibrotic maladaptive response to tissue damage. Although a wealth of studies highlighted
even more mechanisms regulating muscle regeneration/fibrosis, a comprehensive understanding
of the complex interplay between the main cellular interactors in muscle niche is still lacking.
Thus, future studies are required to develop specific therapeutic strategies in order to restore
the physiologic relationship among cell mediators of muscle regeneration, limiting the extent of fibrosis.

Author Contributions: A.M. conceptualized the study; A.M. and L.F. wrote the original draft; C.M. and B.M.S.
wrote/reviewed and edited the text and figures.

Funding: This work was supported by ASI, Ateneo project and progetto Finalizzata (to A.M.), and progetto
Ateneo linea D3.2-2015 (to B.M.S.).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.



Cells 2019, 8, 232 12 of 18

References

1. Mann, C.J.; Perdiguero, E.; Kharraz, Y.; Aguilar, S.; Pessina, P.; Serrano, A.L.; Muñoz-Cánoves, P.
Aberrant repair and fibrosis development in skeletal muscle. Skelet. Muscle 2011, 1, 21. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Stearns-Reider, K.M.; D’Amore, A.; Beezhold, K.; Rothrauff, B.; Cavalli, L.; Wagner, W.R.; Vorp, D.A.;
Tsamis, A.; Shinde, S.; Zhang, C.; et al. Aging of the skeletal muscle extracellular matrix drives a stem cell
fibrogenic conversion. Aging Cell 2017, 16, 518–528. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Mahdy, M.A.A. Skeletal muscle fibrosis: An overview. Cell Tissue Res. 2019, 375, 575–588. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

4. Liu, J.; Saul, D.; Böker, K.O.; Ernst, J.; Lehman, W.; Schilling, A.F. Current Methods for Skeletal Muscle Tissue
Repair and Regeneration. BioMed Res. Int. 2018, 2018, 1984879. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Sherwood, R.I.; Christensen, J.L.; Conboy, I.M.; Conboy, M.J.; Rando, T.A.; Weissman, I.L.; Wagers, A.J.
Isolation of Adult Mouse Myogenic Progenitors. Cell 2004, 119, 543–554. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Bentzinger, C.F.; Wang, Y.X.; Dumont, N.A.; Rudnicki, M.A. Cellular dynamics in the muscle satellite cell
niche. EMBO Rep. 2013, 14, 1062–1072. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Yin, H.; Price, F.; Rudnicki, M.A. Satellite Cells and the Muscle Stem Cell Niche. Physiol. Rev. 2013, 93, 23–67.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Joe, A.W.B.; Yi, L.; Natarajan, A.; Le Grand, F.; So, L.; Wang, J.; Rudnicki, M.A.; Rossi, F.M.V. Muscle injury
activates resident fibro/adipogenic progenitors that facilitate myogenesis. Nat. Cell Biol. 2010, 12, 153–163.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Uezumi, A.; Ikemoto-Uezumi, M.; Tsuchida, K. Roles of nonmyogenic mesenchymal progenitors in
pathogenesis and regeneration of skeletal muscle. Front. Physiol. 2014, 5, 68. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Farup, J.; Madaro, L.; Puri, P.L.; Mikkelsen, U.R. Interactions between muscle stem cells,
mesenchymal-derived cells and immune cells in muscle homeostasis, regeneration and disease. Cell Death
Dis. 2015, 6, e1830. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Formicola, L.; Marazzi, G.; Sassoon, D.A. The extraocular muscle stem cell niche is resistant to ageing
and disease. Front. Aging Neurosci. 2014, 6, 328. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Malecova, B.; Gatto, S.; Etxaniz, U.; Passafaro, M.; Cortez, A.; Nicoletti, C.; Giordani, L.; Torcinaro, A.; De
Bardi, M.; Bicciato, S.; et al. Dynamics of cellular states of fibro-adipogenic progenitors during myogenesis
and muscular dystrophy. Nat. Commun. 2018, 9, 3670. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Pedersen, B.K.; Steensberg, A.; Schjerling, P. Muscle-derived interleukin-6: Possible biological effects.
J. Physiol. 2001, 536, 329–337. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Haddad, F.; Zaldivar, F.; Cooper, D.M.; Adams, G.R. IL-6-induced skeletal muscle atrophy. J. Appl. Physiol.
2005, 98, 911–917. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Carson, J.A.; Baltgalvis, K.A. Interleukin-6 as a Key Regulator of Muscle Mass during Cachexia. Exerc. Sport
Sci. Rev. 2010, 38, 168–176. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Song, Y.-H.; Song, J.L.; Delafontaine, P.; Godard, M.P. The therapeutic potential of IGF-I in skeletal muscle
repair. Trends Endocrinol. Metab. 2013, 24, 310–319. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Aboalola, D.; Han, V.K.M. Different Effects of Insulin-Like Growth Factor-1 and Insulin-Like Growth Factor-2
on Myogenic Differentiation of Human Mesenchymal Stem Cells. Stem Cells Int. 2017, 2017, 8286248.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Musarò, A. The Basis of Muscle Regeneration. Adv. Biol. 2014, 2014, 612471. [CrossRef]
19. Fu, X.; Wang, H.; Hu, P. Stem cell activation in skeletal muscle regeneration. Cell. Mol. Life Sci. 2015,

72, 1663–1677. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
20. Scicchitano, B.M.; Sica, G.; Musarò, A. Stem cells and tissue niche in muscle regeneration Stem cells and tissue

niche: Two faces of the same coin of muscle regeneration. Eur. J. Transl. Myol. 2016, 26, 6125. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

21. Yang, W.; Hu, P. Skeletal muscle regeneration is modulated by inflammation. J. Orthop. Transl. 2018, 13, 25–32.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Forcina, L.; Miano, C.; Pelosi, L.; Musarò, A. An Overview About the Biology of Skeletal Muscle Satellite
Cells. Curr. Genom. 2019, 20, 24–37. [CrossRef]

23. Mauro, A. Satellite cell of skeletal muscle fibers. J. Biophys. Biochem. Cytol. 1961, 9, 493–495. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/2044-5040-1-21
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21798099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/acel.12578
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28371268
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00441-018-2955-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30421315
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2018/1984879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29850487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2004.10.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15537543
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/embor.2013.182
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24232182
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/physrev.00043.2011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23303905
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncb2015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20081841
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2014.00068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24605102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2015.198
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26203859
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnagi.2014.00328
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25520657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06068-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30202063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7793.2001.0329c.xd
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11600669
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.01026.2004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15542570
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/JES.0b013e3181f44f11
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20871233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tem.2013.03.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23628587
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2017/8286248
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29387091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2014/612471
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00018-014-1819-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25572293
http://dx.doi.org/10.4081/ejtm.2016.6125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28078070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jot.2018.01.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29662788
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1389202920666190116094736
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.9.2.493
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13768451


Cells 2019, 8, 232 13 of 18

24. Katz, B. The Terminations of the Afferent Nerve Fibre in the Muscle Spindle of the Frog. Philos. Trans. R. Soc.
Lond. B Biol. Sci. 1961, 243, 221–240.

25. Uezumi, A.; Fukada, S.; Yamamoto, N.; Takeda, S.; Tsuchida, K. Mesenchymal progenitors distinct from
satellite cells contribute to ectopic fat cell formation in skeletal muscle. Nat. Cell Biol. 2010, 12, 143–152.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Heredia, J.E.; Mukundan, L.; Chen, F.M.; Mueller, A.A.; Deo, R.C.; Locksley, R.M.; Rando, T.A.; Chawla, A.
Type 2 Innate Signals Stimulate Fibro/Adipogenic Progenitors to Facilitate Muscle Regeneration. Cell 2013,
153, 376–388. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Lemos, D.R.; Paylor, B.; Chang, C.; Sampaio, A.; Underhill, T.M.; Rossi, F.M.V. Functionally Convergent
White Adipogenic Progenitors of Different Lineages Participate in a Diffused System Supporting Tissue
Regeneration. Stem Cells 2012, 30, 1152–1162. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Wosczyna, M.N.; Rando, T.A. A Muscle Stem Cell Support Group: Coordinated Cellular Responses in
Muscle Regeneration. Dev. Cell 2018, 46, 135–143. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Fiore, D.; Judson, R.N.; Low, M.; Lee, S.; Zhang, E.; Hopkins, C.; Xu, P.; Lenzi, A.; Rossi, F.M.V.; Lemos, D.R.
Pharmacological blockage of fibro/adipogenic progenitor expansion and suppression of regenerative
fibrogenesis is associated with impaired skeletal muscle regeneration. Stem Cell Res. 2016, 17, 161–169.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Lemos, D.R.; Babaeijandaghi, F.; Low, M.; Chang, C.-K.; Lee, S.T.; Fiore, D.; Zhang, R.-H.; Natarajan, A.;
Nedospasov, S.A.; Rossi, F.M.V. Nilotinib reduces muscle fibrosis in chronic muscle injury by promoting
TNF-mediated apoptosis of fibro/adipogenic progenitors. Nat. Med. 2015, 21, 786–794. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Saccone, V.; Consalvi, S.; Giordani, L.; Mozzetta, C.; Barozzi, I.; Sandoná, M.; Ryan, T.; Rojas-Muñ, A.;
Madaro, L.; Fasanaro, P.; et al. HDAC-regulated myomiRs control BAF60 variant exchange and direct
the functional phenotype of fibro-adipogenic progenitors in dystrophic muscles. Genes Dev. 2014, 28, 841–857.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Madaro, L.; Passafaro, M.; Sala, D.; Etxaniz, U.; Lugarini, F.; Proietti, D.; Alfonsi, M.V.; Nicoletti, C.; Gatto, S.;
De Bardi, M.; et al. Denervation-activated STAT3–IL-6 signalling in fibro-adipogenic progenitors promotes
myofibres atrophy and fibrosis. Nat. Cell Biol. 2018, 20, 917–927. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Pelosi, L.; Berardinelli, M.G.; Forcina, L.; Spelta, E.; Rizzuto, E.; Nicoletti, C.; Camilli, C.; Testa, E.; Catizone, A.;
De Benedetti, F.; et al. Increased levels of interleukin-6 exacerbate the dystrophic phenotype in mdx mice.
Hum. Mol. Genet. 2015, 24, 6041–6053. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Contreras, O.; Rebolledo, D.L.; Oyarzún, J.E.; Olguín, H.C.; Brandan, E. Connective tissue cells expressing
fibro/adipogenic progenitor markers increase under chronic damage: Relevance in fibroblast-myofibroblast
differentiation and skeletal muscle fibrosis. Cell Tissue Res. 2016, 364, 647–660. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Perdiguero, E.; Serrano, A.L.; Muñoz-Cánoves, P. Cilia Control Fat Deposition during Tissue Repair. Dev. Cell
2017, 42, 114–116. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Kopinke, D.; Roberson, E.C.; Reiter, J.F. Ciliary Hedgehog Signaling Restricts Injury-Induced Adipogenesis.
Cell 2017, 170, 340–351.e12. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Dalbay, M.T.; Thorpe, S.D.; Connelly, J.T.; Chapple, J.P.; Knight, M.M. Adipogenic Differentiation of hMSCs
is Mediated by Recruitment of IGF-1r Onto the Primary Cilium Associated With Cilia Elongation. Stem Cells
2015, 33, 1952–1961. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Malicki, J.J.; Johnson, C.A. The Cilium: Cellular Antenna and Central Processing Unit. Trends Cell Biol. 2017,
27, 126–140. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Fry, C.S.; Kirby, T.J.; Kosmac, K.; McCarthy, J.J.; Peterson, C.A. Myogenic Progenitor Cells Control
Extracellular Matrix Production by Fibroblasts during Skeletal Muscle Hypertrophy. Cell Stem Cell 2017,
20, 56–69. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Murphy, M.M.; Lawson, J.A.; Mathew, S.J.; Hutcheson, D.A.; Kardon, G. Satellite cells, connective tissue
fibroblasts and their interactions are crucial for muscle regeneration. Development 2011, 138, 3625–3637.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Kusner, L.L.; Young, A.; Tjoe, S.; Leahy, P.; Kaminski, H.J. Perimysial Fibroblasts of Extraocular Muscle,
as Unique as the Muscle Fibers. Investig. Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci. 2010, 51, 192–200. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. O’Reilly, S.; Ciechomska, M.; Cant, R.; van Laar, J.M. Interleukin-6 (IL-6) Trans Signaling Drives
a STAT3-dependent Pathway That Leads to Hyperactive Transforming Growth Factor-β (TGF-β)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncb2014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20081842
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2013.02.053
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23582327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/stem.1082
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22415977
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2018.06.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30016618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scr.2016.06.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27376715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nm.3869
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26053624
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gad.234468.113
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24682306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41556-018-0151-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30050118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddv323
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26251044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00441-015-2343-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26742767
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2017.06.023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28743000
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2017.06.035
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28709001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/stem.1975
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25693948
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tcb.2016.08.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27634431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2016.09.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27840022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.064162
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21828091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1167/iovs.08-2857
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19661226


Cells 2019, 8, 232 14 of 18

Signaling Promoting SMAD3 Activation and Fibrosis via Gremlin Protein. J. Biol. Chem. 2014, 289, 9952–9960.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Chen, J.F.; Tao, Y.; Li, J.; Deng, Z.; Yan, Z.; Xiao, X.; Wang, D.-Z. microRNA-1 and microRNA-206 regulate
skeletal muscle satellite cell proliferation and differentiation by repressing Pax7. J. Cell Biol. 2010, 190, 867–879.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Liu, N.; Williams, A.H.; Maxeiner, J.M.; Bezprozvannaya, S.; Shelton, J.M.; Richardson, J.A.; Bassel-Duby, R.;
Olson, E.N. microRNA-206 promotes skeletal muscle regeneration and delays progression of Duchenne
muscular dystrophy in mice. J. Clin. Investig. 2012, 122, 2054–2065. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Ingber, D.E. Cellular mechanotransduction: Putting all the pieces together again. FASEB J. 2006, 20, 811–827.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Zanotti, S.; Gibertini, S.; Bragato, C.; Mantegazza, R.; Morandi, L.; Mora, M. Fibroblasts from the muscles
of Duchenne muscular dystrophy patients are resistant to cell detachment apoptosis. Exp. Cell Res. 2011,
317, 2536–2547. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Zanotti, S.; Gibertini, S.; Mora, M. Altered production of extra-cellular matrix components by muscle-derived
Duchenne muscular dystrophy fibroblasts before and after TGF-β1 treatment. Cell Tissue Res. 2010,
339, 397–410. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Melone, M.A.B.; Peluso, G.; Galderisi, U.; Petillo, O.; Cotrufo, R. Increased expression of IGF-binding
protein-5 in Duchenne Muscular Dystrophy (DMD) fibroblasts correlates with the fibroblast-induced
downregulation of DMD myoblast growth: An in vitro analysis. J. Cell. Physiol. 2000, 185, 143–153.
[CrossRef]

49. Kim, J.; Lee, J. Role of transforming growth factor-β in muscle damage and regeneration: Focused on
eccentric muscle contraction. J. Exerc. Rehabil. 2017, 13, 621–626. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Gumucio, J.P.; Flood, M.D.; Phan, A.C.; Brooks, S.V.; Mendias, C.L. Targeted inhibition of TGF-β results in
an initial improvement but long-term deficit in force production after contraction-induced skeletal muscle
injury. J. Appl. Physiol. 2013, 115, 539–545. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

51. Bernasconi, P.; Torchiana, E.; Confalonieri, P.; Brugnoni, R.; Barresi, R.; Mora, M.; Cornelio, F.; Morandi, L.;
Mantegazza, R. Expression of transforming growth factor-beta 1 in dystrophic patient muscles correlates
with fibrosis. Pathogenetic role of a fibrogenic cytokine. J. Clin. Investig. 1995, 96, 1137–1144. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

52. Epstein, F.H.; Border, W.A.; Noble, N.A. Transforming Growth Factor β in Tissue Fibrosis. N. Engl. J. Med.
1994, 331, 1286–1292. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Florini, J.R.; Ewton, D.Z.; Magri, K.A. Hormones, Growth Factors, and Myogenic Differentiation.
Annu. Rev. Physiol. 1991, 53, 201–216. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Liu, D.; Black, B.L.; Derynck, R. TGF-beta inhibits muscle differentiation through functional repression of
myogenic transcription factors by Smad3. Genes Dev. 2001, 15, 2950–2966. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. McCroskery, S.; Thomas, M.; Maxwell, L.; Sharma, M.; Kambadur, R. Myostatin negatively regulates satellite
cell activation and self-renewal. J. Cell. Biol. 2003, 162, 1135–1147. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

56. Gumucio, J.P.; Sugg, K.B.; Mendias, C.L. TGF-β superfamily signaling in muscle and tendon adaptation to
resistance exercise. Exerc. Sport Sci. Rev. 2015, 43, 93–99. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

57. Li, Y.; Foster, W.; Deasy, B.M.; Chan, Y.; Prisk, V.; Tang, Y.; Cummins, J.; Huard, J. Transforming Growth
Factor-1 Induces the Differentiation of Myogenic Cells into Fibrotic Cells in Injured Skeletal Muscle A Key
Event in Muscle Fibrogenesis. Am. J. Pathol. 2004, 164, 1007–1019. [CrossRef]

58. Li, Z.B.; Kollias, H.D.; Wagner, K.R. Myostatin Directly Regulates Skeletal Muscle Fibrosis. J. Biol. Chem.
2008, 283, 19371–19378. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

59. Zhu, J.; Li, Y.; Shen, W.; Qiao, C.; Ambrosio, F.; Lavasani, M.; Nozaki, M.; Branca, M.F.; Huard, J. Relationships
between TGF-β1, Myostatin, and Decorin: Implications for skeletal muscle fibrosis. J. Biol. Chem. 2007,
282, 25852–25863. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

60. Bo Li, Z.; Zhang, J.; Wagner, K.R. Inhibition of myostatin reverses muscle fibrosis through apoptosis. J. Cell Sci.
2012, 125, 3957–3965. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

61. Li, H.; Malhotra, S.; Kumar, A. Nuclear factor-kappa B signaling in skeletal muscle atrophy. J. Mol. Med.
2008, 86, 1113–1126. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M113.545822
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24550394
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200911036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20819939
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/JCI62656
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22546853
http://dx.doi.org/10.1096/fj.05-5424rev
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16675838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.yexcr.2011.08.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21851816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00441-009-0889-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19902258
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1097-4652(200010)185:1&lt;143::AID-JCP14&gt;3.0.CO;2-U
http://dx.doi.org/10.12965/jer.1735072.536
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29326892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.00374.2013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23766498
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/JCI118101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7635950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJM199411103311907
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7935686
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ph.53.030191.001221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2042960
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gad.925901
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11711431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200207056
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12963705
http://dx.doi.org/10.1249/JES.0000000000000041
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25607281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0002-9440(10)63188-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M802585200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18453534
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M704146200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17597062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jcs.090365
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22685331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00109-008-0373-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18574572


Cells 2019, 8, 232 15 of 18

62. McCroskery, S.; Thomas, M.; Platt, L.; Hennebry, A.; Nishimura, T.; McLeay, L.; Sharma, M.; Kambadur, R.
Improved muscle healing through enhanced regeneration and reduced fibrosis in myostatin-null mice.
J. Cell Sci. 2005, 118, 3531–3541. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. Gillies, A.R.; Lieber, R.L. Structure and function of the skeletal muscle extracellular matrix. Muscle Nerve
2011, 44, 318–331. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

64. Fukushima, K.; Badlani, N.; Usas, A.; Riano, F.; Fu, F.H.; Huard, J. The Use of an Antifibrosis Agent to
Improve Muscle Recovery after Laceration. Am. J. Sports Med. 2001, 29, 394–402. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

65. Zhu, J.; Li, Y.; Lu, A.; Gharaibeh, B.; Ma, J.; Kobayashi, T.; Quintero, A.J.; Huard, J. Follistatin Improves
Skeletal Muscle Healing after Injury and Disease through an Interaction with Muscle Regeneration,
Angiogenesis, and Fibrosis. Am. J. Pathol. 2011, 179, 915–930. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

66. Al-Shanti, N.; Stewart, C.E. Inhibitory effects of IL-6 on IGF-1 activity in skeletal myoblasts could be mediated
by the activation of SOCS-3. J. Cell. Biochem. 2012, 113, 923–933. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

67. Kishimoto, T. Interleukin-6: Discovery of a pleiotropic cytokine. Arthritis Res. Ther. 2006, 8, S2. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

68. Munoz-Canoves, P.; Scheele, C.; Pedersen, B.K.; Serrano, A.L. Interleukin-6 myokine signaling in skeletal
muscle: A double-edged sword? FEBS J. 2013, 280, 4131–4148. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

69. Forcina, L.; Miano, C.; Musarò, A. The physiopathologic interplay between stem cells and tissue niche in
muscle regeneration and the role of IL-6 on muscle homeostasis and diseases. Cytokine Growth Fact. Rev.
2018, 41, 1–9. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

70. Heinrich, P.C.; Behrmann, I.; Müller-Newen, G.; Schaper, F.; Graeve, L. Interleukin-6-type cytokine signalling
through the gp130/Jak/STAT pathway. Biochem. J. 1998, 334, 297–314. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

71. Heinrich, P.C.; Behrmann, I.; Haan, S.; Hermanns, H.M.; Müller-Newen, G.; Schaper, F. Principles of
interleukin (IL)-6-type cytokine signalling and its regulation. Biochem. J. 2003, 374, 1–20. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

72. Serrano, A.L.; Baeza-Raja, B.; Perdiguero, E.; Jardí, M.; Muñoz-Cánoves, P. Interleukin-6 Is an Essential
Regulator of Satellite Cell-Mediated Skeletal Muscle Hypertrophy. Cell Metab. 2008, 7, 33–44. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

73. Rose-John, S.; Heinrich, P.C. Soluble receptors for cytokines and growth factors: Generation and biological
function. Biochem. J. 1994, 300, 281–290. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

74. Douglas, M.R.; Morrison, K.E.; Salmon, M.; Buckley, C.D. Why does inflammation persist: A dominant role
for the stromal microenvironment? Expert Rev. Mol. Med. 2002, 4, 1–18. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

75. Rose-John, S. IL-6 Trans-Signaling via the Soluble IL-6 Receptor: Importance for the Pro-Inflammatory
Activities of IL-6. Int. J. Biol. Sci. 2012, 8, 1237–1247. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

76. Garbers, C.; Rose-John, S. Dissecting Interleukin-6 Classic- and Trans-Signaling in Inflammation and Cancer.
Methods Mol. Biol. 2018, 1725, 127–140. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

77. Petrillo, S.; Pelosi, L.; Piemonte, F.; Travaglini, L.; Forcina, L.; Catteruccia, M.; Petrini, S.; Verardo, M.;
D’Amico, A.; Musarò, A.; et al. Oxidative stress in Duchenne muscular dystrophy: Focus on the NRF2 redox
pathway. Hum. Mol. Genet. 2017, 26, 2781–2790. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

78. Gabay, C. Interleukin-6 and chronic inflammation. Arthritis Res. Ther. 2006, 8, S3. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
79. Pelosi, L.; Forcina, L.; Nicoletti, C.; Scicchitano, B.M.; Musarò, A. Increased Circulating Levels of Interleukin-6

Induce Perturbation in Redox-Regulated Signaling Cascades in Muscle of Dystrophic Mice. Oxid. Med.
Cell. Longev. 2017, 2017, 1987218. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

80. Bettelli, E.; Carrier, Y.; Gao, W.; Korn, T.; Strom, T.B.; Oukka, M.; Weiner, H.L.; Kuchroo, V.K. Reciprocal
developmental pathways for the generation of pathogenic effector TH17 and regulatory T cells. Nature 2006,
441, 235–238. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

81. Kimura, A.; Naka, T.; Kishimoto, T. IL-6-dependent and -independent pathways in the development of
interleukin 17-producing T helper cells. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2007, 104, 12099–12104. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

82. Veldhoen, M.; Hocking, R.J.; Atkins, C.J.; Locksley, R.M.; Stockinger, B. TGFβ in the Context of
an Inflammatory Cytokine Milieu Supports De Novo Differentiation of IL-17-Producing T Cells.
Immunity 2006, 24, 179–189. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jcs.02482
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16079293
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mus.22094
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21949456
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/03635465010290040201
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11476375
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ajpath.2011.04.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21689628
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcb.23420
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22033984
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/ar1916
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16899106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/febs.12338
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23663276
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cytogfr.2018.05.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29778303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1042/bj3340297
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9716487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1042/bj20030407
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12773095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2007.11.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18177723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1042/bj3000281
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8002928
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1462399402005264
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14987384
http://dx.doi.org/10.7150/ijbs.4989
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23136552
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-7568-6_11
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29322414
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddx173
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28472288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/ar1917
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16899107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2017/1987218
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28845212
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature04753
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16648838
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0705268104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17623780
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2006.01.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16473830


Cells 2019, 8, 232 16 of 18

83. Fielding, C.A.; Jones, G.W.; McLoughlin, R.M.; McLeod, L.; Hammond, V.J.; Uceda, J.; Williams, A.S.;
Lambie, M.; Foster, T.L.; Liao, C.-T.; et al. Interleukin-6 Signaling Drives Fibrosis in Unresolved Inflammation.
Immunity 2014, 40, 40–50. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

84. Le Huu, D.; Matsushita, T.; Jin, G.; Hamaguchi, Y.; Hasegawa, M.; Takehara, K.; Fujimoto, M. IL-6
Blockade Attenuates the Development of Murine Sclerodermatous Chronic Graft-Versus-Host Disease.
J. Investig. Dermatol. 2012, 132, 2752–2761. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

85. Tanaka, T.; Narazaki, M.; Kishimoto, T. IL-6 in inflammation, immunity, and disease. Cold Spring Harb.
Perspect. Biol. 2014, 6, a016295. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

86. Schaper, F.; Rose-John, S. Interleukin-6: Biology, signaling and strategies of blockade. Cytokine Growth Fact. Rev.
2015, 26, 475–487. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

87. O’Reilly, S.; Ciechomska, M.; Cant, R.; Hügle, T.; van Laar, J.M. Interleukin-6, its role in fibrosing conditions.
Cytokine Growth Fact. Rev. 2012, 23, 99–107. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

88. Heinrich, P.C.; Castellt, J.V.; Andust, T. Interleukin-6 and the acute phase response. Biochem. J. 1990,
265, 621–636. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

89. Davalos, D.; Akassoglou, K. Fibrinogen as a key regulator of inflammation in disease. Semin. Immunopathol.
2012, 34, 43–62. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

90. Weisel, J.W.; Litvinov, R.I. Mechanisms of fibrin polymerization and clinical implications. Blood 2013,
121, 1712–1719. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

91. Sobotta, S.; Raue, A.; Huang, X.; Vanlier, J.; Jünger, A.; Bohl, S.; Albrecht, U.; Hahnel, M.J.; Wolf, S.;
Mueller, N.S.; et al. Model Based Targeting of IL-6-Induced Inflammatory Responses in Cultured Primary
Hepatocytes to Improve Application of the JAK Inhibitor Ruxolitinib. Front. Physiol. 2017, 8, 775. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

92. Vidal, B.; Serrano, A.L.; Tjwa, M.; Suelves, M.; Ardite, E.; De Mori, R.; Baeza-Raja, B.; Martínez De Lagrán, M.;
Lafuste, P.; Ruiz-Bonilla, V.; et al. Fibrinogen drives dystrophic muscle fibrosis via a TGF/alternative
macrophage activation pathway. Genes Dev. 2008, 22, 1747–1752. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

93. Fish, R.J.; Neerman-Arbez, M. Fibrinogen gene regulation. Thromb. Haemost. 2012, 108, 419–426. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

94. Cronjé, H.T.; Nienaber-Rousseau, C.; Zandberg, L.; de Lange, Z.; Green, F.R.; Pieters, M. Fibrinogen
and clot-related phenotypes determined by fibrinogen polymorphisms: Independent and IL-6-interactive
associations. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0187712. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

95. Weinstein, D.A.; Roy, C.N.; Fleming, M.D.; Loda, M.F.; Wolfsdorf, J.I.; Andrews, N.C. Inappropriate
expression of hepcidin is associated with iron refractory anemia: Implications for the anemia of chronic
disease. Blood 2002, 100, 3776–3781. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

96. Kemna, E.; Pickkers, P.; Nemeth, E.; van der Hoeven, H.; Swinkels, D. Time-course analysis of hepcidin,
serum iron, and plasma cytokine levels in humans injected with LPS. Blood 2005, 106, 1864–1866. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

97. Shen, H.; Song, Y.; Colangelo, C.M.; Wu, T.; Bruce, C.; Scabia, G.; Galan, A.; Maffei, M.; Goldstein, D.R.
Haptoglobin activates innate immunity to enhance acute transplant rejection in mice. J. Clin. Investig. 2012,
122, 383–387. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

98. Murphy, S.; Zweyer, M.; Mundegar, R.R.; Swandulla, D.; Ohlendieck, K. Proteomic serum biomarkers for
neuromuscular diseases. Expert Rev. Proteom. 2018, 15, 277–291. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

99. Srirangan, S.; Choy, E.H. The role of interleukin 6 in the pathophysiology of rheumatoid arthritis. Ther. Adv.
Musculoskelet. Dis. 2010, 2, 247–256. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

100. Pelosi, L.; Berardinelli, M.G.; De Pasquale, L.; Nicoletti, C.; D’Amico, A.; Carvello, F.; Moneta, G.M.;
Catizone, A.; Bertini, E.; De Benedetti, F.; et al. Functional and Morphological Improvement of Dystrophic
Muscle by Interleukin 6 Receptor Blockade. EBioMedicine 2015, 2, 285–293. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

101. Fleischmann, R. Interleukin-6 inhibition for rheumatoid arthritis. Lancet 2017, 389, 1168–1170. [CrossRef]
102. Narazaki, M.; Tanaka, T.; Kishimoto, T. The role and therapeutic targeting of IL-6 in rheumatoid arthritis.

Expert Rev. Clin. Immunol. 2017, 13, 535–551. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
103. Wada, E.; Tanihata, J.; Iwamura, A.; Takeda, S.; Hayashi, Y.K.; Matsuda, R. Treatment with the anti-IL-6

receptor antibody attenuates muscular dystrophy via promoting skeletal muscle regeneration in
dystrophin-/utrophin-deficient mice. Skelet. Muscle 2017, 7, 23. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2013.10.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24412616
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/jid.2012.226
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22810302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a016295
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25190079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cytogfr.2015.07.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26189695
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cytogfr.2012.04.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22561547
http://dx.doi.org/10.1042/bj2650621
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1689567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00281-011-0290-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22037947
http://dx.doi.org/10.1182/blood-2012-09-306639
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23305734
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2017.00775
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29062282
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gad.465908
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18593877
http://dx.doi.org/10.1160/TH12-04-0273
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22836683
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0187712
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29099861
http://dx.doi.org/10.1182/blood-2002-04-1260
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12393428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1182/blood-2005-03-1159
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15886319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/JCI58344
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22156194
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14789450.2018.1429923
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29338453
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1759720X10378372
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22870451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ebiom.2015.02.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26137572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)30405-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/1744666X.2017.1295850
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28494214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13395-017-0140-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29078808


Cells 2019, 8, 232 17 of 18

104. Richter, K.; Kietzmann, T. Reactive oxygen species and fibrosis: Further evidence of a significant liaison.
Cell Tissue Res. 2016, 365, 591–605. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

105. Scicchitano, B.M.; Pelosi, L.; Sica, G.; Musarò, A. The physiopathologic role of oxidative stress in skeletal
muscle. Mech. Ageing Dev. 2018, 170, 37–44. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

106. Motohashi, H.; Yamamoto, M. Nrf2–Keap1 defines a physiologically important stress response mechanism.
Trends Mol. Med. 2004, 10, 549–557. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

107. Suzuki, T.; Yamamoto, M. Molecular basis of the Keap1–Nrf2 system. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 2015, 88, 93–100.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

108. Forcina, L.; Pelosi, L.; Miano, C.; Musarò, A.; Forcina, L.; Pelosi, L.; Miano, C.; Musarò, A. Insights into
the Pathogenic Secondary Symptoms Caused by the Primary Loss of Dystrophin. J. Funct. Morphol. Kinesiol.
2017, 2, 44. [CrossRef]

109. Hecker, L.; Logsdon, N.J.; Kurundkar, D.; Kurundkar, A.; Bernard, K.; Hock, T.; Meldrum, E.; Sanders, Y.Y.;
Thannickal, V.J. Reversal of Persistent Fibrosis in Aging by Targeting Nox4-Nrf2 Redox Imbalance.
Sci. Transl. Med. 2014, 6, 231ra47. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

110. Cabello-Verrugio, C.; Acuña, M.J.; Morales, M.G.; Becerra, A.; Simon, F.; Brandan, E. Fibrotic response
induced by angiotensin-II requires NAD(P)H oxidase-induced reactive oxygen species (ROS) in skeletal
muscle cells. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 2011, 410, 665–670. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

111. Florini, J.R.; Ewton, D.Z.; Coolican, S.A. Growth Hormone and the Insulin-Like Growth Factor System in
Myogenesis. Endocr. Rev. 1996, 17, 481–517. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

112. Chakravarthy, M.V.; Davis, B.S.; Booth, F.W. IGF-I restores satellite cell proliferative potential in immobilized
old skeletal muscle. J. Appl. Physiol. 2000, 89, 1365–1379. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

113. Pelosi, L.; Giacinti, C.; Nardis, C.; Borsellino, G.; Rizzuto, E.; Nicoletti, C.; Wannenes, F.; Battistini, L.;
Rosenthal, N.; Molinaro, M.; et al. Local expression of IGF-1 accelerates muscle regeneration by rapidly
modulating inflammatory cytokines and chemokines. FASEB J. 2007, 21, 1393–1402. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

114. Scicchitano, B.M.; Dobrowolny, G.; Sica, G.; Musaro, A. Molecular Insights into Muscle Homeostasis,
Atrophy and Wasting. Curr. Genom. 2018, 19, 356–369. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

115. Philippou, A.; Barton, E.R. Optimizing IGF-I for skeletal muscle therapeutics. Growth Horm. IGF Res. 2014,
24, 157–163. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

116. Tidball, J.G.; Welc, S.S. Macrophage-Derived IGF-1 Is a Potent Coordinator of Myogenesis and Inflammation
in Regenerating Muscle. Mol. Ther. 2015, 23, 1134–1135. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

117. Tonkin, J.; Temmerman, L.; Sampson, R.D.; Gallego-Colon, E.; Barberi, L.; Bilbao, D.; Schneider, M.D.;
Musarò, A.; Rosenthal, N. Monocyte/Macrophage-derived IGF-1 Orchestrates Murine Skeletal Muscle
Regeneration and Modulates Autocrine Polarization. Mol. Ther. 2015, 23, 1189–1200. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

118. Mavalli, M.D.; DiGirolamo, D.J.; Fan, Y.; Riddle, R.C.; Campbell, K.S.; van Groen, T.; Frank, S.J.;
Sperling, M.A.; Esser, K.A.; Bamman, M.M.; et al. Distinct growth hormone receptor signaling modes
regulate skeletal muscle development and insulin sensitivity in mice. J. Clin. Investig. 2010, 120, 4007–4020.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

119. O’Neill, B.T.; Lauritzen, H.P.M.M.; Hirshman, M.F.; Smyth, G.; Goodyear, L.J.; Kahn, C.R. Differential Role of
Insulin/IGF-1 Receptor Signaling in Muscle Growth and Glucose Homeostasis. Cell Rep. 2015, 11, 1220–1235.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

120. Arnold, L.; Henry, A.; Poron, F.; Baba-Amer, Y.; van Rooijen, N.; Plonquet, A.; Gherardi, R.K.; Chazaud, B.
Inflammatory monocytes recruited after skeletal muscle injury switch into antiinflammatory macrophages
to support myogenesis. J. Exp. Med. 2007, 204, 1057–1069. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

121. Chazaud, B.; Brigitte, M.; Yacoub-Youssef, H.; Arnold, L.; Gherardi, R.; Sonnet, C.; Lafuste, P.; Chretien, F.
Dual and Beneficial Roles of Macrophages During Skeletal Muscle Regeneration. Exerc. Sport Sci. Rev. 2009,
37, 18–22. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

122. Mantovani, A.; Sica, A.; Sozzani, S.; Allavena, P.; Vecchi, A.; Locati, M. The chemokine system in diverse
forms of macrophage activation and polarization. Trends Immunol. 2004, 25, 677–686. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

123. Murray, P.J.; Allen, J.E.; Biswas, S.K.; Fisher, E.A.; Gilroy, D.W.; Goerdt, S.; Gordon, S.; Hamilton, J.A.;
Ivashkiv, L.B.; Lawrence, T.; et al. Macrophage activation and polarization: Nomenclature and experimental
guidelines. Immunity 2014, 41, 14–20. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

124. Italiani, P.; Boraschi, D. From Monocytes to M1/M2 Macrophages: Phenotypical vs. Functional Differentiation.
Front. Immunol. 2014, 5, 514. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00441-016-2445-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27345301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mad.2017.08.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28851603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molmed.2004.09.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15519281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.freeradbiomed.2015.06.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26117331
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/jfmk2040044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.3008182
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24718857
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2011.06.051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21693104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1210/edrv-17-5-481
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8897022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/jappl.2000.89.4.1365
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11007571
http://dx.doi.org/10.1096/fj.06-7690com
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17264161
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1389202919666180101153911
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30065611
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ghir.2014.06.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25002025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/mt.2015.97
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26122828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/mt.2015.66
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25896247
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/JCI42447
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20921627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2015.04.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25981038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1084/jem.20070075
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17485518
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/JES.0b013e318190ebdb
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19098520
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.it.2004.09.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15530839
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2014.06.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25035950
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2014.00514
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25368618


Cells 2019, 8, 232 18 of 18

125. Ramprasad, M.P.; Fischer, W.; Witztum, J.L.; Sambrano, G.R.; Quehenberger, O.; Steinberg, D.
The 94- to 97-kDa mouse macrophage membrane protein that recognizes oxidized low density lipoprotein
and phosphatidylserine-rich liposomes is identical to macrosialin, the mouse homologue of human CD68.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 1995, 92, 9580–9584. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

126. Rigamonti, E.; Zordan, P.; Sciorati, C.; Rovere-Querini, P.; Brunelli, S. Macrophage plasticity in skeletal
muscle repair. BioMed Res. Int. 2014, 2014, 560629. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

127. Juban, G.; Chazaud, B. Metabolic regulation of macrophages during tissue repair: Insights from skeletal
muscle regeneration. FEBS Lett. 2017, 591, 3007–3021. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

128. Haddad, F.; Adams, G.R. Aging-sensitive cellular and molecular mechanisms associated with skeletal muscle
hypertrophy. J. Appl. Physiol. 2006, 100, 1188–1203. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

129. Eliakim, A.; Oh, Y.; Cooper, D.M. Effect of single wrist exercise on fibroblast growth factor-2, insulin-like
growth factor, and growth hormone. Am. J. Physiol. Integr. Comp. Physiol. 2000, 279, R548–R553. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

130. Baumann, A.P.; Ibebunjo, C.; Grasser, W.A.; Paralkar, V.M. Myostatin expression in age
and denervation-induced skeletal muscle atrophy. J. Musculoskelet. Neuronal Interact. 2003, 3, 8–16. [PubMed]

131. De Souza Cordeiro Oliveira, L.; Gomes Côrtes, G.; Gomes de Souza Vale, R.; Henrique Martin Dantas, E.
Níveis séricos de IGF-1 em gerontes. Fit. Perform. J. 2003, 2, 289–291. [CrossRef]

132. Fornelli, G.; Isaia, G.C.; D’amelio, P. Ageing, muscle and bone. J. Gerontol. Geriatr. 2016, 64, 75–80.
133. Castro, J.B.P.; Vale, R.G.S. Insulin-like growth factor i (igf-1) in older adults: A review. MOJ Gerontol. Geriatr.

2017, 1, 175–176. [CrossRef]
134. Musarò, A.; McCullagh, K.; Paul, A.; Houghton, L.; Dobrowolny, G.; Molinaro, M.; Barton, E.R.;

Sweeney, H.L.; Rosenthal, N. Localized Igf-1 transgene expression sustains hypertrophy and regeneration in
senescent skeletal muscle. Nat. Genet. 2001, 27, 195–200. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

135. Burks, T.N.; Andres-Mateos, E.; Marx, R.; Mejias, R.; Van Erp, C.; Simmers, J.L.; Walston, J.D.; Ward, C.W.;
Cohn, R.D. Losartan Restores Skeletal Muscle Remodeling and Protects Against Disuse Atrophy in
Sarcopenia. Sci. Transl. Med. 2011, 3, 82ra37. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

136. Accorsi, A.; Kumar, A.; Rhee, Y.; Miller, A.; Girgenrath, M. IGF-1/GH axis enhances losartan treatment in
Lama2-related muscular dystrophy. Hum. Mol. Genet. 2016, 25, ddw291. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

137. Barton, E.R.; Morris, L.; Musaro, A.; Rosenthal, N.; Sweeney, H.L. Muscle-specific expression of insulin-like
growth factor I counters muscle decline in mdx mice. J. Cell Biol. 2002, 157, 137–148. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

138. Pelosi, L.; Coggi, A.; Forcina, L.; Musarò, A. MicroRNAs modulated by local mIGF-1 expression in mdx
dystrophic mice. Front. Aging Neurosci. 2015, 7, 69. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

139. Huh, J.Y.; Panagiotou, G.; Mougios, V.; Brinkoetter, M.; Vamvini, M.T.; Schneider, B.E.; Mantzoros, C.S.
FNDC5 and irisin in humans: I. Predictors of circulating concentrations in serum and plasma and II.
mRNA expression and circulating concentrations in response to weight loss and exercise. Metabolism 2012,
61, 1725–1738. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

140. Huh, J.Y.; Dincer, F.; Mesfum, E.; Mantzoros, C.S. Irisin stimulates muscle growth-related genes and regulates
adipocyte differentiation and metabolism in humans. Int. J. Obes. 2014, 38, 1538–1544. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

141. Jedrychowski, M.P.; Wrann, C.D.; Paulo, J.A.; Gerber, K.K.; Szpyt, J.; Robinson, M.M.; Nair, K.S.; Gygi, S.P.;
Spiegelman, B.M. Detection and Quantitation of Circulating Human Irisin by Tandem Mass Spectrometry.
Cell Metab. 2015, 22, 734–740. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

142. Reza, M.M.; Sim, C.M.; Subramaniyam, N.; Ge, X.; Sharma, M.; Kambadur, R.; McFarlane, C. Irisin treatment
improves healing of dystrophic skeletal muscle. Oncotarget 2017, 8, 98553–98566. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.92.21.9580
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7568176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2014/560629
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24860823
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1873-3468.12703
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28555751
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/japplphysiol.01227.2005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16373446
http://dx.doi.org/10.1152/ajpregu.2000.279.2.R548
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10938244
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15758361
http://dx.doi.org/10.3900/fpj.2.5.289.p
http://dx.doi.org/10.15406/MOJGG.2017.1.00034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/84839
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11175789
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.3002227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21562229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddw291
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27798092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200108071
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11927606
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnagi.2015.00069
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25999854
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.metabol.2012.09.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23018146
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ijo.2014.42
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24614098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cmet.2015.08.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26278051
http://dx.doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.21636
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29228710
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Cellular Mediators of Regenerative Fibrogenesis and Fibrosis 
	Pro- and Anti-Fibrotic Factors Influencing the Balance between Regeneration and Fibrosis 
	Interleukin-6: Spectrum of Pro-Fibrotic Actions 
	Immune Response and Fibrosis: A Fatal Interplay 
	Oxidative Stress 

	IGF-1 As a Modulatory Factor in Muscle Niche, Promoting Regenerative Events 
	Conclusions 
	References

