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[ Abstract)

driver of colorectal cancer liver metastasis. M1 macrophages, induced by interferon-y/lipopolysaccharide, highly express major

The M1/M2 polarization imbalance of tumor-associated macrophages represents the core immunological

histocompatibility complex class II molecules and produce reactive oxygen species to kill tumor cells; M2 macrophages are
polarized by interleukin-4 (IL-4)/IL-13 and dominate immune suppression and angiogenesis through IL-10, transforming
growth factor-B, and vascular endothelial growth factor. In liver metastatic lesions, M2 macrophages predominate, promoting
metastasis via pre-metastatic niche shaping and immune suppression. Non-coding RNAs, m6A modification, the succinate/
HIF-la axis, and the IDOI1-kynurenine-AhR pathway regulate the polarization direction; the gut microbiota remotely
influences polarization through the “gut-liver axis”. An “M2 polarization score” composed of exosomal CD163/CD206 com-
bined with serum miR-146a-5p and miR-21-5p can predict the risk of liver metastasis. Therapeutic strategies such as CSF-1R
inhibitors, CD40 agonists, and STAT3/PI3Ky inhibitors reprogram macrophages, and their combination with immune check-
point inhibitors significantly reduces liver metastatic burden. Current challenges focus on biomarker standardization and targe-
ted therapeutic translation, necessitating multi-omics consensus subtyping to advance personalized immunotherapy.

[ Key words] Colorectal cancer; Liver metastasis; Tumor-associated macrophages; M1/M2 polarization; Immune mi-

croenvironment; Mechanism; Repolarization therapy

T4 S 45 E1 1798 ( colorectal cancer, CRC) H# 1 BB A,
29 25% B EWIS AFER ST | 00 50% 1 30 57 1T
RS TR I R S5 v iR AH O I 40 ( tumor-associated
macrophages , TAMs ) #5218 32 8 8 | FT9 H:58 | JHE M1/M2 B Ak 5 1)
TRZISE Wi % B E AR ML B T3 y (TFN-y ) /fi§ £

(LPS) 8K 5l , S 3 HT I IR M 4R (ROS ) A% 19 9 400 it ; M2 74
HI R 4(1L-4) /1L-13 i35, "% ik CD163,CD206, - 5 e
Mk SHAEM | RN M2 8 TAMs (518, 5 &%
g ARST 25 B R R IR DG . BRI s TR s S AL
2PN AW 1 1 (secreted phosphoprotein 1,SPP1) I
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2 4 T i 403 BT AT, #MA Clq € %% (complement Clq C
chain, C1QC) " E W4 il J& T SR 231 X, MR 3Z 14 2 (folate re-
ceptor 2, FOLR2) *ZH 400 B3 B M4 i I 5 CDS8™ T 40 i I A4t
JirIed BT, 7T i 2R 4 B fih /% 3Z 1A% 2 (triggering receptor expressed
on myeloid cells 2, TREM2") Ig BiAH 56 L M40 g &2 M2 AL s
HIRAE BT T 848 ML/M2 oot dbil ™) | A Sc & 45 ik
M1/M2 B ARTE CRC 4% S b i 3o IR 5 AL o) B A 7t s
1 EBEAB M1/M2 BRI EMIES

5 105k 440 i ok W5 22 R, 21 20 BE I A A S o A i
(Kupffer cells, KCs) Wi F & i 5544, 10 76 46 P 2 R K i Jgd o
Ly6C 38 A A2 CCL2-CCR2 fli k& 5242 3140tk HL v
A AT AE e U, R A AR 56 4 AR
MRS FHR KA TGS R FRMES g RT . &
HLYG Al I 4T 0 ( classical activated macrophages, M1) A1 LPS Kk
A IFN-y fil & , B R IE £k B W 41 Ffd ( alternatively activated macro-
phages,M2) il IL-4/1L-13 A%, H AR {0 AR 2 7T B 3R 355 3l 36
WS

M1 B3R ik CD80,CD86 , EEH LM AL A4 1T (MHC-
1), 53 W FE R F-a (TNF-a) \IL-12 XiESE—EIE &
fiff (inducible nitric oxide synthase ,iNOS) f=4: —%fL & (NO) S
FT2% 0 96 40 A0 Th Y 6 88 i 251, M2 45 A 1k 3% 5k
CD163 .CD206 , Arg-1, 43 IL-10 . TGF-B . VEGF, Z: 5 Gz 31 ] |
ZH SUE SR A A B TT4 M2a M2b M2c ZE D RE I HE
Ricketts 25" 45 1 FWEAI AR 52 AN ML B M2 119 34 22 35 AOIR 25 3%
Z, TAMs i % e ) M2 680 (AR > A2 AR

WAL P BAF5 5 sk 50 2 )2 9% . JAK-STAT i # /&
FRAX , IFN-y/LPS #43% STAT1 3K 5 M1, IL-4/11-13 1% STAT6
IR M2; NF-xB/IRF5 p [F] M1 #% 1k, PI3K/Akt {2 #F M2 #%
12 HE S 4% 43 I LA IRFS/STAT1 H1 STAT6/PPARy/KLF4
SRz AR B, MR B B e 8% F R SRR E HIF-
Loy M2 DL 4R Ak B 12 1k 0B 10y R Sk (i T B S LR
CSF-1 8F A A AW s AR A 7 1)
2 GEBEREBRHERES M1/M2 BB A 5 41T
Ktz ERHLE

JRE R ZERTHTLL CD1637 M2 2 3 INOS™ M1 £ B E TR
FEIR SR o JF 2 B b A Ak B8 R i o . TE B KCs HL AR BEM: R 3k
M2 AT, 1B B8 75 5 (0 B M2 S AR AR OR AR R LS T
RSN M2 bR AR 33K 10 B 5 % B HH8 T G R R, M1/ M2
FOAE B8 BRI & BLRE A (Y SPPLY TAMs W H#¥,
RS M A S BB AR, A )43 b M2 B TAMs B
WAL SR IR BTV R A i A RS

M2 BRI H S A B B L T TNM 43 % [ st
PEIFE RS 52 IR AR S, Xue 251 LT 209 BIREAH) Cox Z2HE 4
MFUESE,CD163" TAM iR 2 A 77 3R M a7 R TS R &K,
M1/M2 HAE 5 B —p i T S A BORS viE  W5 on )2 %k
WEARSURAGELRFAE , 23R Sh AL i Rgtk sh 11 .
2.1 M1 BVE Wi Mol LR M1 BB B0 i 7E 45
B IR RS 10 A1 R AR D BE | A8 SRS 3% e

FIDCHERS 26, 7 S W P02 T, M1 RD 5 I 40 i SR e R R
MHC- I FL sl 4 F A 202 3P0, W% CD4™ F CD8™ T 4
Ji0 5 AT HS 4300 TL-12 1 TNF-u, PR R 3855 NK 20 i F 40 1 T
AL CTL) A5 6 P, e E 28 L R 5 ORI B (4 R, T BR
51T IR B8 B8 i g 4 e R 431 )2 1, INOS i1k
AR A E NO T 5 S b 8 4 M DN A $5 03 1y A o) i e
i, filh & Caspase HCMPED T2 R AR & 7 A= 19 ROS LUSEUAL I
TLEE R R A0 A B B i A AR B2 T, MR TR
CXCL9 ,CXCL10 %541k R 75 S2 82 2000 itk L 20 i =2 41, i e

P A EF MR | 38U INE B L A TR AR
ARAEP FE R 22 5 R )2 W, ML 43 WY TNF-ao 1] F 3R
Snail Twist %5 b fz — ] B %% 4k (EMT) ¥ 5 7, B b R 45
TR, DT 3 i R A R 1 12 5% S AR BLRE 1Y L B RS R B
B YR M AR AL SO 58 X5 B 008 A e g8 240 6 BEL 1 JFF P e A &
KELE,

2.2 M2 BIE R IR R RS AL M2 SRERSI IR R
R OIT R, FETUL RS A BR 21, R & kR U5 40 o
YO KCs I 1) M2 RERE Ak M2 43 W36 5 4 i 2 11 i e A TP 552
FLJRCNE, TGF-B 75 5 T 3% B 41 1M 5 Ak ; 40 Wb 21 4 1 132 4 11 R
PRk et bR dn a2 Y L e IRBHE BRI, M2 J&: TGF-B .,
B K A F (epidermal growth factor, EGF) | HF-40 g 24F < K 7
('hepatocyte growth factor, HGF) %5 EMT 55K 1) FEZRIR 34
% Smad/MAPK 38 B _F i Snail 2554 5% K1, W 6 40 i 5 42
TR AR A R T, M2 K A A P R A K TR -
A(VEGF-A) |l /MR 5 ¥ 2E & Kl +-BB ( platelet derived growth
factor-BB, PDGF-BB) 2517 S BV LS i, JE 5 5 A L&
Mg, FESPEMGZ T, M2 i 1L-10/TGF-B FHEH 5k 40 iy
AR, Arg-1 THAERG RS T YU LIE ALERPE , $3 3E Treg A1 MDSC,
I L8 PD-L1 AT T AU T 76 e A0 58 2 v, M2 5 i
TR AN 3 CSF-1/EGF %58 BRI 55 43 I FR 5, 40HE PI3K/ Akt
1 MAPK 38 8% 03 5w B 9k 5 B 2R 1 B SR A I AR TR R
TR EIT L KRAS 878 i3 20 i 38 43 3 0 240 i — 1
40 it 4 7% 0 3% [ 7 ( granulocyte-macrophage colony stimulating
factor, GM-CSF) \CCL2 BE# IR 8l M2 #£ TAMs 373, BRAF %
SRS CSF-1 155 B4 E WE 4 i, APC 125 28 Wt/ B-catenin
AL M2 DR AT B4 T IR 43 TR S0 A R A S S A
2.3 MI/M2 BURAL ST R W m R AR 45
WATE IR 1 & AR 5 15 76 e 2 T G F M1 BB o8 2008
L5 M2 RUREE RSO0 =2 1) ) 3h A5 ST S5 g, e bR w30, R
R A (14 TFN-y 451455 4H 2¢ 4 F 822X ( damage associated
molecular pattern, DAMPs) J 7 18 B ## 7= 9 LPS %545 5 K 37
e WA 1) ML i B Ak, DR B B M1 32 5 4 S W R R A
SCTE BRI 43 A I (4 0 A Jieln 88 40 B, U Bl 0 85 oh ML L 1Y
KCs 318 3 sl Ui 4K 0045 98 b g 48 A, JF: 1] CD8™ T 4
FEA TP IFAE S 3o , DA T 25 06 JHF P B3l o A 1) a2 e 5 5
IR BhRg kR o M1/ M2 A5 W54} : CSF-1 3L
CCL2 BL4E B 40 M )i 5 M2 04k B/ HIF-1ae F i Arg-1
5 VEGF, 8KZ) M1—M2 5% ; I8 7 g 40 M g s ik 2 AR &
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TAM/Tyro3 {5 SR M2 BIRAL ™, SCHEFEITTEmAE B AL (<1
mm® ) HE7 IR AL IS, M1 35S 19 S 2 B Bk M2 1E R IR
R, M1/M2 HCAEAS T (51 5 b5 7 ol S8 T Bl A ki 5 i t
PRI B4y Oy AR AR S A % ) TL-10/CSF-1 1F % 5% 5
IFN-y/IL-12 fi B AE St 3878 ML/M2“ B ™ UGN
Y zh BIVAT fish A ARAE | Sk T Aok ) 7 B (AL B S Y L
ot M2 o5 B0 G B K i 1] G 02 A 5 DO R AT, M2 £
S A TR A AR R, PR E, BHWE M1—M2 RS 1Y e dk
Gy TS WK Bh A5, Je I W 40 i #00 1m HUHF  BS 3R 0T B A%
LR

3 ERAMMI/M BRUELEEHEREEPNSEHWR
5id 3

3.1 RERESFHHESEE RIS RNA PR B g4
WA 7% B8 19 OC R 45 &2 X 7E, miR-155 #L 0] SOCS1 % [k
STAT1 f7 ¥, 385 M1 T4 AL I BILAE 46 B 1H I ) 5 miR-
21 M6 Ak PI3K/ Akt 3 %, {2 i M2 B 1k, HoAE IR 3% B8 TAMSs
R 2 R R R R kI R R Y L KBk R 4R D RNA U7 I,
IncRNA MM2P 1E > M2 B4R Ak /9 b3 3K 2l B+, 38 2o o 4%
STAT6 WAL AERF M2 556 R P ™ AR I, FilvRd o U 14 3%
AR Z: SUCNRI 376 HIF-1a IRRSE TL-1B, (H e8P Bl 4 45 14
TR E e AR (S 5 Ol i HIF-1o 5 3h M2 P2 5, e fd K
191 M2 {Rf4;IDO1 7E M2 %! TAMs Hi ik, KW R R A B 4
AR #E3h Treg #7445 e M1 . m6A &M )2 181, METTL3
19 m6A I JAKT mRNA B, 155 STATL {55 A 0 #1
M1 B2 Ak FTO 2 H Ak il W B i STAT3 #%5 s | 3K 3l M2 4y
57 ARG A 0 mTORCL 5 HIF-1a 55 0 B A 4 25 M1,
mTORC2 £ AKT Mk M2, — 5 A e e Ak 7 [l , ¥4 )i 7 ]
TR

3.2 MHERBENTEBAMRCS RS < h-F e
Wik 200 B A b 5 45 L 9 I G B b 4 FH R R I AR A
Zheng %5 IR B A% R AT BRI 25 T BUM R FRAL TAMs
BRI, 4 2F M2 R K I ik CRC iF J&, H ) TLR4/
NF-w B A2 1 M2 7 16 41 A% Ak ; 1) B HL A% M AT B 3 T 5
B WA S5 e A M 25, fk O o 3 B G 2 3061, 24 CRC 40
A AP s A RIRERBE ) G 55 4T B T 3 ok L 7 3R e A
PR, B3 01 42 R G B 400 ) 9 S 35 ) 2 £ 2 1 g 4
9 M2 BERE A, DI BT BB R R AR 0 AR TR BRI
Y5, FEBENE TR (short-chain fatty acids, SCFAs) H1AY T R 9%
UESZM L 6 HDAC 3 M 3340 8 H3K27 2Bk, I E
W 200 L e 00 5 T B e R A 46 DR A B S PR R ML 3 5 1
PRIAE R I S 350 TR /D Mg o T % M2 AU AR A, Rk
JIE 2 5t 48 B RR ( deoxychlolicacid, DCA) WS E VR G
FEHMBARTTREZ 4K 1(G protein-coupled receptor for bile acids,
TGRS) ZZ A F M2 UM AL, 11 55 —Fh R G IR 2 A1 IR ( Litho-
cholic acid, LCA ) T AT F5HLULRLN , B B BR AR IS i+ ol mT
AT PR G Rt A ) R b B TAL BT R 3 B
BEIG GRS A M2 B TAMs LB R R, il — 2B 0E S T B REXT I
P9 L A A AL O S B R

3.3 U] EVRANMR AL ST AR R SR RS IERIRTE
WU, 76 34 0 WA 2 T CD163 5 CD206 1T X 43t BE AN 1
CRC JF & B 6 % &, o % 19 miR-21-5p 1 miR-146a-5p
A I3 sCD163 ,CCL2 JT #4 # 19 «“ M2 4% Ak 37437 ] 4 37 T50
FTEERS KB 5 A G 4 &, I3 sCD163 ., sCD206 & 11-10,
CCL2 5§ M2 bRk T 5556 78 1 gy 52 TR AHDG 30 8 T AR AL P4
AeRE . SrTRARTT I ¥R 15 CD206 19 PET/CT #R4F FI3L T TIR1
[ MR ¥RET T ST AL AL M2 3= 1 5 (R AT Ak 5 s i
LVRE L M1/M2 25 6] HAERE B AR pe FEA UG 43 28 T
TNM 4339, B 40 i 4 24 LY SPP1Y C1QC™ 3V Bf 7 ) B 45
HEST . THZEZ T, M2 R 0 A A A Ak £ 3R] 3R SR AT
5Abyrin st M1/ M2 BRI AR S A A O B 2 Wi 36 b 1
FAMRAIRTT . WRIT b, T TSRS Y BUE B M2, E 4w M2
S M1 ME5m M1 Yjfig = KEKAR, CSF-1R )l 550 3% 79 15 4 Je T
RIS AT (H B 25974006 PR ; CDA0 3l MWk &2 M1 T,
WG PD-1 I 50) AT 336 77 S0 B it 24 ; STAT3 il 57 5 PI3Ky 41
R4 I RELT M2 15 5 F035 S M2 ] M1 $640 ; KIKF= My i 2%
F/NEER AT PR M1/ M2 S AR AT M2
R AR K A A5 I AR B A AT 4R CD8Y T 4 R K
YR IRRE AR <IN M S R IR AR
4 HEMRFEENEESFRE

USRS RIS, R E L, M1I/M2 —
AR SL——CD163 ,CD206 7£ A AT KCs 71 20 hi 1 3 ik H.
AR, M ARG DU S RUBE AR — | (5 “ M1/M2 HCAE” M DA
] LU 5 BN 4 248 7 4 SPP I I A SF B L C1QCT e 45
TR R —ICHESE , IR T5 41 F AR RS L2
sk LPS/TFN-y 55 TL-4/T1-13 75 5 4k LA IOLAAR P9 I 5 B35 80
SEH A AR 5 B B T TS S R BT s M1-M2
R RLIRAS A D B PE 55 P S AN B, TR 5 AR AR AT R
GEME ) AR AT T H0 RS B T AR 1 £ . CSF-1R Z5 41
SOIFAR B A M koA, BELWT W] FESE KCs IFBUB LR I
JEE T 57 1) 55 B S A4S s KRAS . BRAF 252875 3R 3 iy M2 W E S
REME [T A S A AR 55 R FLIRR BT S A R AT
ST G e I 5 55 AT B G g2 A A A I A I B 45
2 S0 A = AR
5 INESRE

ELWEAN AR M1/ M2 B A0 A 2 45 B W 8 I 5 R A% 0 S
RSN H7 . M1 ZH0EIR R NO/ROS 347 340 13 R 1k Sy FOg
B A RUBH WG RS, M2 T TR B i A B e\ EMT 412 1 4 4k
EEL A8 A BN VR B G RE I 4 Y | 3 P L R N
JE R BR B 2 . AR 4% RNA (miR-155/21 . IncRNA MM2P) |
m6A &4 | A 5 g R (35 T IR-HIF-1a %l IDO1-K JR 2 iR-
ARR) K 1 — e 45007 23 T A R e 1 A Ak L e i 9 I 455
4 CD163/CD206 WAKIE K . CD206 #1143 T8 1% K CSF-1R 4l
il 7] .CD40 3N . STAT3/PI3Kry I il 7 45 5 B 1F i1 24 I PR %
b, (HRBFE BhAMHT A She 5 HAE M 25 55 475 9K
FETE . R @ M1/M2 59 TAM DhAEA RIS & R i%
T ZRE LA /R IR IR AL VI 250, R fRAT B AN i 5 2
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