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4 B %% (colorectal cancer, CRC)ZEIRE LM ABEBEMEZ —, RREMER=, EBEMRE
THEEERR. FAUFRIWTAENESBTEITEREBEAR, BEETENAEE. EFEK,
DLV % & B Pi (cetuximab, CET) AT K P1R K4 K K F 5% 4% (epidermal growth factor receptor,
EGFR) B.7% [ HifA B3 3% T RAS/RAFE AE R ¥R M 45 B 9% (metastatic CRC, mCRC)BEH ML F. R
T, LRRERMEMAERS, KIEMZ, ¥WERS T CETHIERIRME . BREMRSRETHELRA
FEH R KRB, X8 A 33 (tumor microenvironment, TME)7ECETTi 25 # (/£ 5%
HAER. EEITEERE, M2E i8¢ B4 (tumor-associated macrophages, TAMs). 35 14£T4H
i (regulatory T cells, Tregs) % B85 £ 41 ffi (myeloid-derived suppressor cells, MDSCs)Z 611
B AR YERE, B WAIL-10. TGF-BEMHEIMEF. LRGERE SHF UK EHEGFREEFZRES
JEES, VTHIESCETHK M ) B4 1 41 Bl /-5 i 41 g 246 (antibody-dependent cellular cytotoxicity,
ADCC), FH{EHthB kiR, Mot, WMEBEREANRERE, NS RMRAS/RAFREEL K G
FHRFF EZBAREE T TAIF B, FEH TS LB i MR SRS R CETE RN & . AR T
4B R B A A SR 4 E CETIN 25 HH FAE ML, E AR TAMs. Tregs X MDSCs%% A ) 3o
SRR, B EMRTER R HE ) AR ] MR B B R RLXT SR G, DA A mCRCIIAMMELER & 1R TT
RAEDKIE.
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Abstract

Colorectal cancer (CRC) is one of the most common malignant tumors of the digestive tract world-
wide, ranking third in incidence and representing a major cause of cancer-related mortality. Alt-
hough conventional multidisciplinary treatment centered on surgery and chemotherapy can pro-
long survival, the overall prognosis remains unsatisfactory. In recent years, anti-epidermal growth
factor receptor (EGFR) monoclonal antibodies, represented by cetuximab (CET), have significantly
improved outcomes in patients with RAS/RAF wild-type metastatic colorectal cancer (mCRC). How-
ever, both primary and acquired resistance substantially limit the clinical benefit of CET. Previous
studies have mainly focused on genetic alterations within tumor cells and activation of downstream
signaling pathways, while relatively little attention has been paid to the role of the tumor immune
microenvironment (tumor microenvironment, TME) in CET resistance. Emerging evidence indi-
cates that immunosuppressive cell subsets, such as M2-polarized tumor-associated macrophages
(TAMs), regulatory T cells (Tregs), and myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs), can attenuate
CET-dependent antibody-dependent cellular cytotoxicity (ADCC) and promote tumor immune es-
cape by secreting inhibitory factors including IL-10 and TGF-p, upregulating immune checkpoint
molecules, and reshaping EGFR and its bypass signaling pathways. In addition, the rapid develop-
ment of liquid biopsy technologies provides a noninvasive approach for dynamically monitoring the
evolution of RAS/RAF mutations and changes in immune-related biomarkers, which holds promise
for evaluating the status of the immunosuppressive microenvironment and determining the opti-
mal timing for CET rechallenge. This review summarizes the mechanisms by which immune micro-
environment-related cellular components contribute to CET resistance in colorectal cancer, with a
particular focus on key molecular pathways involving TAMs, Tregs, and MDSCs, and discusses po-
tential strategies targeting the immunosuppressive microenvironment and incorporating liquid bi-
opsy, with the aim of providing a theoretical basis for individualized combination therapy in pa-
tients with mCRC.
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1. 5l
1.1. KFEBENIIRERITRE

(2022 F4ABREAEG ) FIBIE SR, 45 E % (colorectal cancer, CRC)S& 2 ER 55 — K EAL It % 4 i
B, (R R R A, HAERE (1. HEl, FARSMITIRLS B R EGYT 7 . # AT
77 S HE DL GRUR e (5-Fluorouracil, 5-FU) N E I 23677, LS Z M ARG IT TR . TFRER,
A7 T 45 E B e B 1) AR A= 72 (overall survival, OS)ZE K Z4) 20 N H, o ek 15 B2 VG T T
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Btz —[2] [3]. #AW, 4 E i Sk wis U5 A AR,

AR, SN VRS 5 B R A 25 AR 4k I, JEFE S B R VR T TR T L MR
G TR R IR T RS, K T BRI S T AR E. RSN MR AR
[K 732 & (epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR) [ ##x & B4 A\ iR 19G1 HrifEHifhk; FHidid 5 EGFR fshic
e GIEsERI g A, TR N IRTERCAAZE &, AIIH] EGFR AL RS S ek fBus S Wik, i
S IR A AR K GRS SR T BkAl, CET I8 vl s Ho A4 it i 40 B /5 41 i B2.F H (antibody-dependent
cellular cytotoxicity, ADCC)¥ 54 G s R Gunt I 4l i ) A7 [4]. IR L, CET BB T 2 FEF2 1
45 HL i BB N H AR TT SRS 2 —, AR IR TT IR N2 IR PRI A% 1t 45 B (mCRC) ik & (1 XUz [5] -

SR, CET fEX3 CRC BFHAAFT I 22 P PRE|, Horh i 2 2Z EGFR FEIa)R Y7 AH K 1) )5
RAENGE AL 25[6] 0 S5 A VRN 2454 R 0 25036 97 Jo SUSE, T 4k R PR 247 0 & 76 24503 97 — Bt 18] J
HIL. HFFEER, CET BRAHbI7 0 RAS/BRAF K&K 357 B A Y 1) A 38 7 AL, T 43 J % I Kiirsten K
B AR B e 22k R [R) U5 KRAS/BRAF 8748, I 12 [] J5i 4% 4k, (epithelial-mesenchymal transition, EMT) A &
UG B (AKT) BIASEHLE] 3025, Wi TBik M CET 73k [7]. Bl RAS/BRAF B AE B[
Xf CET MIMIAIT B 2, HEMWIE N 4EFE 12~18 MH, ZJEJUTFITE BEMS B4k Lt 2h, S5
J7 RN (8]

JUE H TR EGFR H4E 16T .35 2035 T RAS/BRAF 4% mCRC I #i), 1H CET J7 352 4
PPN EE 2 S o TR 7T 2 SRR T MR 4 i PN SR AR, 1T R T TR A O S 9% 2 R o b
PEAAMIPE 1~ B Fo S2ARIEER AH0E 55 B 5 T /e I 2501 o S B oA 455 1) B 9 U IE S22 B MR 7
S TR R 41 i B3 /E F (ADCC) IS B R 2K . (R, M “ e imidf s - o THLH| - CET 28" 1)
FERGHRE, & Uaiot R EE RO . AR, JRATE SR 45 B MR MR e CET Y 257
S FRIBIL I A S0 AE R0 W

1.2. MEREFERIE LS LER

83 A 35 (Tumor Microenvironment, TME) & — NS T 2 22 I ThRE 0, HAZ OS5I i
510 J5i 48 it 7 48 g 40 J55 5 (EC M) H T B A B AR FH D285 o DB P e 2 40 i 3 260,465 i 8 AH G B W 4
(tumor-associated macrophages, TAMs). 1812 i ik E2. 41 2 (tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes, TILs). &)l
il 24 il (myeloid-derived suppressor cells, MDSCs). H %8 %1% 41 ffd(natural killer, NK). 4 R 4 }fd (dendritic
cells, DCs)%[9] [10] .

TR, 31X G 5 A B LA JHRE (R SORL I R I . FEh R R AR R, S R Gl
WoE E VAR R T 40 B RE A s R, BB B R I BRI PR AR R R [11]. SR, BEE
JiRE it fE , TME 328347 [n) S 2 f ) e R B 08, R I A 40| ek 200 A ST e B st A 4 o A1 2l 189 m DA 2
T PERT A pi T BRSERAE[12] o FELLIERE A, e 4 i R A B ik R A e s A M R B 5 Th g, Ml
SSRON TINK A0 A A48 M 2 1 S s, gk G2 08 3% I HE B Y 24 ve P PR i 35 5 95K .

2. REMMENSAZE BTN
2.1. CET 5% &40 S8 ADCC ##l

CET Mt dLm 2 — il Sz 4 1) Fo 2 (FeyRs) M5 1) ADCC 1EH[13]. WFFC AT, $z
% CET VAT M4 B (CRC) e h, 484 FoyRIla-131R AI/EE FoyRIa-158F BRI A i) g et Jg Ak
FEHI(PFS) B, 45y 131H/H /5L 158V/V ik R fr 16 2 U R B H BE K1) PRS [14]. 7E CRC 4 5 %
#& 1 CET J&, AZKHEZARMI(NK)ZHNL 50 1 ¥ = 1 CD137 3 IA[15]. # CET 541 CD137
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BPTECA R A FEIVEM, RetEsiBlse 2 r MR IR FEKAE AR, X — ORI T NK 412
[16]. BEAh, IL-2 F11L-15 7] 5 CET th[EMEH, ¥#iE NK 4038 s A &5 ohae[17]. SR, 4 T 40/
B Foy SZAKIT, PO SHANJE Bt (panitumumab) ¥ TG VE A SOHE) T 4. Bk, @i T 40
RIEHT EGFR 2541¢) ADCC WM BN AT RE A 7877 19 [18] . BURE S T 48l & HiiR (BITE) BE % #E n
SEATEZE RPURIE RPN SE A, AT T 400 S A i i 4 8e, 51k 3587 5 1] ) B 41 i 22 A 1
M. W5 ER, T CET ¥ BITE HUiAEARSNER R 3 KRAS F1 BRAF KAL) CRC 4 fitl & (1) 87 €
24, MR B AR R i A2 K [18]. CET A~ ADCC &k #i NK 4t 5 FoyR £ 44k, H
FLRN 252 3 TAMS S5 G S0 4 A 2 2 4%, #0085 0 1L-10 A TGF-B Bl 55 % I N, AT B
i1 EGFR HiikysT 24

34k, Toll #3524k 9 (TLRO)TE 2 Fh A R4l il b 3R0A, AR EESE M. NK 40/, B bk 40 i FH 2% 40 i
BERS FOIRANAL[19] [20] #3% TLRO AT LA -t 20 A8 B AN 1 5 A2 Rl ok & FE L R 76 FH [21] . IMO 2
— PR B A AR R R B R TLRO Bhifl, CHEUERAYE CET MNZ511% CRC 4 R A/ RS, 8
i HE5E CET ) ADCC v M P [ Mg A+, IF Hix —1EH S KRAS 2L G K [22] [23].

2.2. MEHEXEEE(TAMS)B{ER

Ji 2 PN S AELE 1) R 4 R A5PR 4 IR AH 5K 15 I 4 Bl (tumor-associated macrophages, TAMS), E g4
M NP AOIRAS, B M1 ABSRT M2 B, JiE BA R 2% . REMPUMOE hRe, miEEWEAK . BEH
SURNR Sy P AT T RE[24]-[26] 0 SEARRALI ML BUFD M2 ) B EAT i 2 — AN 72 0 Sk = 28 o 76 b
JEUIAEE R, iR A G Wk 4 = 2 e 38 (2 SR a2k F2 1Y) M2 B4R 1) B R 4 [27] [28]

TERPIRROA ST, M2 2 TAMS & 4 722 G0 328 00 1) 1k 2B 2547 1R S Ba Am ff . FL3@ i 73k 1IL-10. TGF-B %%
O PESE MR 7, FIS5 CD8*T 4HMu Al NK 48 M [17E 65 RS e, 755 PD-L1 2 CTLA-4 Fik%5 G
K i B, AN B SS CET M) ADCC #408:[29] [30]. HUb[FIRT, TAMs 434 IL-10. TGF-
B CCL22 Ziatb ol {2 B 5 v T 40 (Tregs) M/ b 55545, i — O Gy fm R . (1R
fIH, M2 % TAMSs iERE7 ilh 2 Jiz 4= K X1 (epidermal growth factor, EGF), & MR4HII AN EGFR A H
NG T, EDhEE b “HUH” CET X EGFR HIBHBIER, B i FE S 8us “XEM 27 bt
B[31] [32]. [KIML, TAMs BRélifl ADCC 4h, & r]i@id EGF/IL-6 %67/t 5 EGFR L 5% #6155 FH 0 ,
NTTIAE B 5 5145 5 7 5 J2 T 3 [F) (2 R 24

2.3. T T 4ARE(Tregs) KI1ER

Tregs s& T 4HM VA — S0 ] B S 52 F0 90k ) S L MIMER, 4374 CD4* Treg 1 CD8*
Treg Pifh2K7[23]. BeHRIWF AR, EH:% CET BT R, MR CD4* FOXP3* Treg 4111
TN, XU Treg ik CTLA-4. CD39 fil TGFB, fHi#3 MR 4148 K4 i CTLA-4* Tregs [I7KF & 3%
FF, XS NK 4/ 5 ADCC 55 % VIAH9C[33]. TME A& 4211 Tregs n DA BEL¥E B8 T 73 4
TGF-p #1 1L-10 401 CD8* T 4 A1 NK 4iff, il Gt Si@, *f CD8* T 4l NK i/ 51
ADCC =4, FI55 CET Bl i) e fe KOS, (2328 febg e ki [34] . b4k, Tregs vl REid I 2
Jr R SR 5% P A TR TR IE B AR RS, e A58 40 e (40 NK ZH1 . CD8* T i) (i, it — 25 il
559t EGFR $HUA ) G2 24 B [35] o

Bribz 4b, Treg i m] LAd i o =15 40 e 57 (1 308 (W 1L-6) 2520 CRC 4 fig Ak K [36]. SHitk—25, Treg
TRIEANE] Tha 20 S 1 AT gl FG 53 0 LA AE ol D1~ (TGR-B 48) 17 A, FR A I A8 AR i 56 A
FUME R EBER 1 (neuropilin-1, NRP-1) /=42, $EAER A Kol 75 1078 7%, i B2 sk R) 82 )2 1 e it
CRC %% 163t DA K ME A2 J, TR CET 697 I 24 B BE[37] [38] .
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Plk, PR T fiF Tregs 7£ CET a7 I EIALE], JCHZFnmimid e il is 2155 ADCC
JS2, v 4G L R TT RUR IO AR . R A] LAZE B4 5 Treg #U 1A SIS (U CTLA-4 il 77) 5 CET
BT, DAITOIR S Be ki B 5, M A7 88 e e S Lo

2.4, BERMEHIHIRPA(MDSCs){ER

MDSCs ) == ZE R ALHE B §if 0 AR B B MR AR A% S8 IR 4 i (DCs) BA S KA A AH A0 A o 7 R ol
RS, IR 43l (1 22 Tl 40 L K] - 0B A DR (i 41 4 9% 0 TR 7 G-CSF B a4l B SE V& B K 1 M-
CSF. I W A KK T VEGF. A4 KT BTGF-B K 4 -6 1L-6 £5) il 4 45 3 ifl 40 i 7 3 704k
T EUHE R A RASZ R, AT AR SRR B Ty R S TR R A R 4H i, B MDSCs [39]. X SE4H L £E 4 A I
T iR 4H 2w R SR IO, R A e i R 7, BLFE TGF-B. IL-10. 3G M4 (ROS). — S AL A (NO).
KRR E-1 (Arg-1) & M5| Wiz 2,3- XU A (1IDO) 4

XS I I 2 2k BAM S I R FEVER . — 5T, MDSCs ik Arg-1, JHFEREREE 1)
L-A52R, 10 T M2 E(TCRE 514 S, BRK CDS* RN ME T 4454 5 40 2 & ;. MDSCs it
it NOX2-/+51) ROS Sid E WA RE #h A= i, BEHARM T 4iMR M 324k, @Rt “WosBE” e
R RE S R, M AEEAL; 53— 77T, MDSCs AJ S5 1k T 40 (Tregs) ™44, JFHili oo tkan
HL(DCs)RIHLIE TR R Dfe, AT I 55 5 R4 i g% S Ri[40] [41]. Ak, MDSCs i B8 73WA LA AR R 5,
RT3 PR I 2 LA T s % (R JoR B, Sy e 200 1) e 485 A KR e Kb e R AR A R 2%

TESE E g, MDSCs FIFR SR 5 G & M I R S i T U DIAR G« BEFE R I, CRC F8 2 41 i 1 &
IR 2R () MDSCs Ui R E 3G, HoKT- 5 0 B RS KB & TS 2 IEAOC[42]. FiRg kR
AH K (tumor-derived factors, TDFs) il VEGF. IL-6. GM-CSF %%, nJ @it #43% STAT3. NF-xB. PI3K/Akt
G5 5IEEK, {21f MDSCs IZEEE . HYTH A S e B[R 1k [43] . WS ) MDSCs i3 — 5 43 Wk e 2 4]
K, TR A B RIBOR I IE RGBS, AT RS 08 T 4 AT B 28R A M (NK 40 ) 1) ThRg, &
FUM R G kIR 5 R VR YT Ti Z

Ak, MDSCs 5 8 41 it (cancer stem cells, CSCs) 2 [8] 77 /£ AH HAR 3 )55 £ . MDSCs i3t 7303 IL-
6 Al TGF-p AT 55 iy 4 B b 1 AH DG S IRl 7 (40 Nanog. SOX2. OCT4), AT 3 i i 98 4 it 1) H 3%
FOHTAE S Sk . X —HLHIAE 4SS E R CET YA IT M4k K H 24 vh th al fig & 35 55 B I [44] .

25 b, MDSCs AMUE IS 2 i@ A2 A0 BT MR Fe s I S, 3 BE -5 iR 4 i T BT 4% RO XU ) 2 i 4%, 3%
[ S 32 G e F A M R MR 1% . &1 6F MIDSCs 1) B B BELIT 55 234 175 5 CL B B0 S i v 7 AR [l Y8 977
RUBIR RN, sl B RS HETR T 3R A 703 i B AR 4

3. MRS TERTE HE S A A M A 452 v Y L A

1 ) B S M OSSR 255, W shas . Al X FOR S O S8, ARTE R IR At
T RE . PG R4 i (circulating tumor cells, CTCs) & H Ji & fRd Bl % 4 1k B 3133 N AN VB G 34 A 1) g
SRR [45] o TX SCFER IR 240 M AN 5% 15 25 T g PR B RUREAIE, 38 ] B2 s e g 1) S o P R G A it
2o MR ERiE A FEAL G, H— P NMREURE RS, U CTCs, FlidfEH RE0IEH 2 i im 4
B, LEFT IR RS . G T R L [46]. BRAR CTCs SKE T IR A ML, EEf1E& LR -
&) 5 % 4L, (epithelial-mesenchymal transition, EMT) [FIHRFAE, X FREE A0 A2 3 1 Brbyeg 40 B fi 25 S5 2 ek I 00 N L 37 o
FEAEHE R, CTCs I TR A MR LARS s AR A7 SRR e, [RIIN 3 H T2 MR R, T3 5 3
MR 1[47]. T CTCs kE T A MM, BAMR SRR RS MR B S K&V, H
HON “ARIERS” TR DU R, DR W I A i i) CTCs SRVTAS 45 B e s 2 R 5 88 AU , AFXE
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Totl, BARERIERN HIME48]. SESGALTERAL, WAFEREACIG /N, rTES M. fEshf ik
R TGRS, DR vz F TR R . IR9T SOBLVPAN A i 2 AL AT 7T o

FEIGRSL B, AR e s SR MR S, FEAERR AT i 24 RAR (75 S AR v R P F AR A
TAATERS A — PRSI T2, W5 RO oKk H 2 FeRIRI SV UEAT /00, R EAHE MR (3 RRW . FaK
RIFEIK) o 1Z TR T 5 B0 I R AR DG 1A 3 [N 28 A S DUER AL 045 B o SRR AS AN RE ARSI 24 e g &4
Hfi(CTCs), BIEMEAIIR DNA (CtDNA). T8 RNA (CtRNA). Ahis A (exosomes) J iR AH G 8 1145 %
FhADIbREY) o CIDNA SKURT i 4 B BRSO RE ST DNA B, ] S Bl g ) i DR A 1 o i vy R
BUEMMFHEA, T PCR s A7 (NGS), Jsif il KRAS. NRAS. BRAF. EGFR %53 R 2845k
BIENEZ . ZTURKITFERY], ctDNA 7 #T#Ede's CET Ry R HEAME. CET fE ¥t EGFR #
PU, HIT R AT RASIRAF 5518 K FPIRAS o I8 I A TER R U cCtDNA, RITER I T KL RAS R
BHIHEL, MR R EATT 7%, 6 CET iyridfEry, — BAMBImtRE, MRy nl TIPS R
YT HINEPL[49] . 7E— TN BEAE A 3 EGFR 677 3R 25 1EHE I F %3241 EGFR V497 (R H ctDNA WBURIFEAS T
fili RAS IRA 1 HENE) B8 ZER T, H 46% M BB TERZ P EGFR VYT )5, RAS B AR AL IR
B, fEREeEF T, FHECT RAS MK, FGEUR AT4ERFEF AL B RAS Tl 5 BEAE[50]. thAl, ctDNA Kl
TEVHN JFR I SHR AL 2 R 7 — B T B B . HF70RIL, mCRC H 1 ctDNA RAFE 5
HEFEAR R GRS, Hd KRAS. NRAS K BRAF RAFLE RS W4, —EMErIA 96.15% [51].

KItE, Bk KRAS/NRAS/BRAF S5 IR B E R AL AL, MARTEAIE A 5l PD-L1. STAT3. CSFIR %54
PR IAR BN I e A0 PSR U AN I A 1 R IE AR A, ATIE— B F2E B TAMs. MDSCs &5 G il ¥4
AT HERNENIRES . BT, WATER A OCA B T2 A VFAh CET A7 I F2 Hhiid 24 5o b 1) H B 5 0 A
AR S B AR PO . R KU AT DL B BRI A S e TR T SRS SR AL T R B R T T A .

g b, WARTERAE N — RG] BhES. REUNKIIE AR, EAERR NS B S 16 yT B m 67
i E R TR, SR IR R TR B IR R BE A

4. 52 RR G A AMBI M RERGE 1 SR 25 008 7 R x SR

T EiR e A SRR R AR, BESE TAMs/Tregs/MDSCs BT LA K S BE GV T, RIS oe IR
CET i} 241 3= B R WS J7 W] o (ESIZ AN S CET M 245 7h, iRIAH < S 2 4l i ThRE S o 5 SR B AL S
ERBER . o M2 BUR A S E VR (TAMS) VAT T 2 (Tregs) A S 14471 48 i (MDSCs) 45
WAE, EATEE IR TINK g (it e ki J2 98 EGFR 155 M %%, LEHISS CET MK
ADCC Mo 7F IS5 G AN N ZG L 52 1 DRGSR T X 45 B i CET i 24 I8 75 DK SRS o

Table 1. Mechanism of immune cell resistance

= 1 R ZLE

G AN A IR AT B o Ley
M2 7 TAM IL-10, TGF-B, ARG1, VEGF filfi] CD8*/INK Zhfig. il ADCC: fie itk i

= TANS CSF1/CSFIR {5 % 5
+T 4 4 s H
PTE T 40 A (Tregs) FOXP3, CTLA-4, IL-10, TGF-$ ¥l CDB'T AU A NKC AL, 7 ADCC: I

55 CET P #i i) S B RS LA o

_ ST IR S0 G A BRI T 3 (2 R
Arg-1,INOS, ROS, VEGF, TGF-A, - g i 1. MDSC 5452 71 1155 40040 S04

HEVR A0 1 241 il (MDSCs) IL-6, GM-CSF
: iR A
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4.1. #B[E) e 4RRA(TAMS/Tregs/MDSCs)

AR, 5K IR e 2 0 ) 1 A L () VR T SRS AN BT R JE o X T TAMs, W 70 K IR V& IR 7 1 %2
{4 (colony stimulating factor 1 receptor, CSF1R)FT /3 {115 5 i 25 & TAMs 4E K¢ A1 A A7 DG Bl H7)
CSFIR REfE A CD206 KIAFN IL-10 43w, AT HI Uk S % il 4 TAM BI4ERF 57775 CSFLR il 57
(41 BLZ945. PLX3397 £5)n] £ 2 Fh A i v\ 25 [ AIE TAMS J2 I F- 42 M 20N T 4 B e s, i ik B A
Fa 3N PE M2 B TAMSs 23036, (Bl AR R X NK/CDS* T 40 A3, AT M ADCC R (4044 (4
CET)fi& A A S 3y, A&5 CET BRH MY &M 5 Ik R AT kIE[52]. TR — i A
[FIAAAE ML AT M2 AL TAMS,  PRHRT DURE S e i 3L M2 “ B g ” (R 888 M1, AT ELREER & i
Jo A T I BE ) I 9 ADCC A SIHLAE RN . IMO 26 TLRO B Zh 77T 78 KRAS 4825 %) EGFR #1141
A 25 1) CRC/R IR AL, 5824 7 Ras Filf 3 245 55 70 MAPK B ER{b/B0%, 5 CET
156 ) S BB [5)400988 - 19 5% ADCC, [H]IHEBE M2 B TAMSs [ M1 BE A R 48, I S s 16 5% CET
RUBi[23].

£ Treg J7 11, ed3 4 BH I S e 4 T e © B BT S 34 S B XS AL Treg 5 5% 1) GARP-TGF-41 &
EYHIPiiA ABBV-151 (livmoniplimab) 7] LAJIIH] Tregs H TGF-A1 WIS : 1E45 e (CT26) A1 2 (L K8 /)
BB, $T GARP S5#7t PD-1 HLRBAA IS, Aoty B E R piE CD8'T A R ThRe, A
R R 2451, S EUR IR ) 56 42 B 7 1B A 53]

7t EGFR H.45L1i} 2 J5 (1) MSS/IRAS 7451 mCRC w1, #8 A& #1141 g (MDSCs)if it CXCR1/2 &5tk
HAERE RIS, 2 SRR IR IR B S R SR OGN 2 IR FE R AL S SRR B,
FHIT MDSCs (1555 /& MSS-CRC HHuE a2 R BL AT 254677 1], NEKA EGFR i 77 81 e 2k 25 o
ISR 7 A A, SR BT BE M 2 EAE PR HEE . CXCRL/2 /N7y T HHil57) SX-682 £
RS B (MCRC) 1/ I RIS th R R P 2%, JFES PD-1 JUIRER G RTINS R i3
SR RRETEIL, A CRBERL” BITIRME T IKHRE[54].

4.2. RIEBREIATT

Pt EGFR #ifk CET Hufiives 3= 2 lid s e 4/~ T 1) ADCC fEH, T4l PD-L1 Hofah 4t & s
(Avelumab AVE)je—Fi4 N 19G1, HAXNEAEMHLE. EFHNE 7 PD1 Al PD-L1 Z[AIFAH AR, I
HAeiE 58 NK 40/ 51 ADCC [55]. Sk sl 5 EGFR 1@ B A 16T 1E45 B T R I H
BT Rett. CAVE WFiiE7x AVE 5 CET BXH A& m#t EGFR Fl¥t PD-L1 EMEMIIT R %07 RAIE
RAS/BRAF Bf £ A1, MSS 5 &K HMEVE 8 mCRC FHkAR A A H 2R IR RIEME S R 32 1 [55]. 5 k[E
i, KRAS G12C il 7Bl 1A ks +i P A (adagrasib) B6A CET 1757 % & T 2024 3145 35 [ €3 i 24 i e B
)5 (FDA) DAL HE, 300E 7 BCA BHWT EGFR Sy 24 18 #& (17697 E %

4.3. Wi ERESHERS

B CtDNA AR &, MAIERIERCNTE S CET FHkiRiAT I EE T B, WRT A, ctDNA &
FAh AR TE R bR B AT SCi Bt RAS/IRAF TRAZIRES o3 S A D% 40 F3RA 8L, 9 CET BBk AT
& PR TT S HLIE B AL AR o

i b, G VERCA S a2 W R 545 5 BRI FHES) CET 25 M. 2T BIRMLEI, 47T
#E7) TAMs/Tregs/MDSCs Sl Ay i 45 5 P Bk ik i S sy s IR 2542 4t 7 2y . SR80, =5
Ji 2 1) (28 L R 28 e FLmt 5 SR BR AT 75 i — 2B i
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ARG RGEL T G2 M 1 R OA S 7 45 E g R CET M 25 P s . (B 75 R4
PRSI AR 518 TAMs. Tregs PA 2 MDSCs = K4 WA (Al (R 4% . % EGFR 55 [ 5%
I B ) FEIB RN, DA BARTE RS AR CET Bk T BV S AN . FIR, BUE W A — 2 R
PR, n 200 BH A R 75 B SR 22 ) i, DAAEEBh T EGFR Y87 7E mCRC H A AL 5K 3R 25 .

5.1. TAMs, Tregs 5 MDSCs BthEMER S5 &=

BETHISCM TAMs, Tregs 5 MDSCs S BLEI SRR TR, A 15— WEAR G R LRSS o BE
ST CET T 24 1) S i 75 20 SR AR B — ARV, (B S 40l e AR 5 B mT e 2 e o e 4 G S04
[F4E+F. TAMs. Tregs 5 MDSCs Z [AIfEEAS IR H LI )5t 4% . M2 8 TAMs i1 IL-10. TGF-B
S CCL22 #5354 FOXP3* Tregs, Ja# 3 i#—iEid IL-10/TGF-B it TAMs 4ERF M2 K4, FERRE
il NK 5 CD8* T UM 159 CET #ifify ADCC. 5 iL[FEII, MDSCs 43 IL-6. GM-CSF #Ez)) TAMs
] M2 Ak, 1 TAMs Bt VEGF. CSF1 {i¢if MDSCs %4 5 #; MDSCs i&n]f5H) Arg-1. iNOS.
ROS/NO 55 Tregs 414, Tregs JUi8 i %W SERAH AT 5 52 386 5 3L R RE 4] [|) 422 4E 58 MDSCs #%K
SFME T A AR BT FIBCR B A e b 4, SR HES) CET I 24571 B A B8 A4 A 2 Al

5.2. feEiNGI4mpayt EGFR RER{ESRIRNEL

BT TR S AEHLE], ATEES HOT EGFR 55 1 3L R H 808 . S #ib) : 4m fa Fkod ad 1l 55 ADCC
FESM a4, s R 7 5 R B E A EGFR 155 H IS M 55 M 1858, ot CET IIXUE i 24 5t
b, TAMs 73k EGF o] BLH0E IR 4l EGFR KL FlEdes, MIhee LEs#KiH CET MIBHWHEH;: [
I TAMs P24 1) 1L-6 256 RF Al idid JAK/ISTAT3 sl (it EGFR K55 (U1 HER2)IE 1k, 1 5 /g 4t
7 EGFR #4478 /7. MDSCs [EFE AT 8T IL-6——STAT3 #ii_F i EGFR Aifk 55755, ROS/INO
A5 1 U N A T 4EHE ERK/IMAPK S8 B RF S0, IR 25 R 2R e fh. Tregs 20ilb ¥ TGF-B i HL
BN N G e N LS 3 R 40 i EMT,  FRAICARE X EGFR JE S BHIST R HOBUREFE o R, Gee 444
B “HEEHEOE + S SEEA A, HISSPL EGFR YR IR AR AT R R R

5.3. M ERAREINS CET BHEFHLFIEX

BEA& ARSI R, ctDNA s Wil A Bk ik s St 1 I (R 224 . BR1RUn RASIRAF S5 RAZ Ak,
TRARTE RS PRI AZ o ELE T B2 247 S B B4 24 5 (R 3 ek 35 5 G e R PIRES BB TRI BN o IR SE e b T 7E
15 H$T EGFR J8J7 Ja 1t 4~8 JAISZ ctDNA; #IELL XA MIFE R RASIRAF T8 i faf [ 28 AN ] Aar HH Bl A
E NI AR S, I RN TR R PP A FE49] [50]. HE— D, 4 ctDNA SR 24 58748 £ faf
BE NI RS, R TE A B E S bR SR A SR bR N AT IR R B, AT
REXT M. CET FEHk kI S8 AL i T, ATy 75 A B MG PRATT 70 B8 IE 2% o SRR AL 1) ] S 5 ] S M o

5.4. HETAARERERYE

U I UEHE SR e B NI P H MU e CET i 25+ B BAEH, (BAEE— 2R 2. Bk, ZHWLH
HEHE R H AR SE R IR e R, NS R A R AR 225, I PR A A5 e DL 5 B s A
K TME BN R BB 55 555 MB0E . THTFERHMZ, HilXT TAMs. Tregs 55 MDSCs 4k
AIUESEAT) DAAH DG PE S &2, B = AE [R]— A5 B rpond (R SR 2% S 25 1] - B IS I R BB E . LR, W
WTERSTE R B BORAS T TSk ZARAE AR R, H AT 204 ctDNA SRS AR I, (5 G2 SMb R 5 63 4
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5.5. REBEMRLXERF B

NHESN T EGFR 6T T 23 HLAIAT 7T S RGHEI & SRS U4, AR BRI AR R (1) TAMs. Tregs
5 MDSCs 2 [a]5& 75 477 X Bl G A AL S AL A% 00 73 11 s AT 2 AE R (2) =& % EGFR 55 B HGS
TURR AR AL 5 T AP T s () S A= A5 A7 (Y b ik R HORE 2 VR YT “IS TR 17 F5E s (4)
A S S TR TS (1) G R 25 & PP R 2R+ (5) CET Bkl it I WLRE A Hy “Tiif 24 o B V& B 3 7 2%
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