— 714 — BERERKFZR 2025 £5 50 E5 6 #3 (Journal of Chongging Medical University 2025.Vol.50 No.6 )

LRRDE WL I R A
JLEHE P B R N R 3 TR (S RIU R B T

R, RAT, T8
(BRI N RBE B R 0, 5 430000)

DOI:10.13406/j.cnki.cyxb.003843

(58 2= )i A0 O v 40 e e SR 35 b o 4 R S A, 7R AR 8 Rt a3l ML M2 80 (LS A7 SR F 9 B L P 3 S o 42
KARERT BT . T A0 AE B3 S Fp b i S B A €0, FURR BRSO A IR S BB Ay 78R , i M G I 4 i 5 T 40
JHLASSERE CDAT 4A AL 987544 T 20 B A CD8'T 4t it =2 [ (1) A0 B4 XS s S e ity B H8 2 S IR AHSC B W2 i 5 T 41
M B AH ELAE P Je Z2 R0 o0 F FIVE Sl 3%, A5 R P PR T 32 0 1 S ELHE iR At IR 1 S HLaz Ak 4 o e ok, AIMIE I R R i Ay
YAl 2 X0 Z 38 AR EAE = AR S2 A o 53 IR G e SO 458 DY Wk 200 R XS P RS [ S HE T 40 B ) P A A L A B T 2R
Ikt P 8 G S DR S RIILR , Sy Fifes G T SR AT M A T SRS

[ <238 )by R 5 5 T A 6 5 W D 5 T 20 5 S8 T8 97 5 A0 i £
[hE 525 ]R730.23 [ SCERARAEAD ] A [ W75 H 89 )2025-03-10

Research advances in the interaction between tumor—associated

macrophages and T cell subsets

Zhang Mingbo,Song Yuxiao ,Zhang Bicheng
(Cancer Center , Renmin Hospital of Wuhan University )
[ Abstract] Tumor—associated macrophages (TAMs) play a pivotal role in the tumor microenvironment and have traditionally been clas-
sified into M1 and M2 phenotypes; however, recent studies have revealed considerable internal heterogeneity among these macro-
phages, which requires a more detailed classification. T cells play a key role in tumor immunity, and their population dynamics and
functional states have a direct impact on therapeutic outcomes. The interactions between TAMs and various T cell subsets, including
CD4" T cells, regulatory T cells, and CD8" T cells, have a guiding significance for tumor immunotherapy. Such interactions between
TAMs and T cells involve a variety of molecules and signaling pathways , such as programmed death receptor 1 and its ligand, as well as
various cytokines and their receptors. Furthermore, exogenous factors, including chemoradiotherapy and infections, can also influence
these interactions. Research on the interactions between different macrophage populations and T cell subsets within the tumor immune
microenvironment can help to understand immune status and mechanism in lesions, thereby providing new targets and strategies for tu-
mor immunotherapy.
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1,SPP1)'™ 8% Z 41 it fh % 5247k 2. triggering receptor expressed
on myeloidcells 2, TREM2) % 55 [ & 2 % e o8 B3 094
KNS, Horf, Clg TAMs B S el i D RE , nT RES T 41 i
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AT LA 35 R oRH A PR Jied 2H 2 b HAth CD4T 20 M 7E 2
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