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Drug-induced liver injury (DILI) remains a clinical challenge due to the poorly predictable out-
comes. Accordingly, considerable efforts have been devoted to unravel the risk factors re-
sponsible for DILI worsening toward acute liver failure (ALF), liver transplantation (LT), and/or
death. From a pathogenic point of view, exhaustion of drug metabolizing pathways, cell
death mechanisms, activation of local immune cells, such as Kupffer cells, and recruitment
of inflammatory leukocytes including monocytes and lymphocytes are key drivers of DILI
progression. Taking into account that the liver is a sexually dimorphic organ, in the recent
past several studies aimed to investigate the implications of gender differences in promoting
DILI. While sex discrepancies in DILI include the hepatic drug metabolism or direct effects
of steroid hormones (e.g. androgens and estrogens) on signaling pathways in the liver, rela-
tively little is known on gender differences in modulating liver innate immune responses. In
a previous issue of Clinical Science, Bizzaro and co-workers, analyzed sex-dependent dif-
ferences in experimental acute liver injury and regeneration in mice. The authors observed
a time-delay in the recovery process in male animals associated with a higher recruitment
of monocytes expressing the androgen receptor (AR) as compared with females. Treatment
of male mice with the pharmacological AR antagonist flutamide reduced monocyte recruit-
ment in mice. Likewise, human male patients suffering from DILI displayed higher circulat-
ing immature and potentially more inflammatory monocytes. Altogether, these observations
provide new insights into sex-dependent immune mechanisms in the context of acute liver
injury, suggesting gender disparate inflammatory and regenerative responses following DILI.

Drug-induced liver injury (DILI) is a major hurdle in drug discovering and manufacturing, since it
represents one of the most frequent reasons of failures in terms of marketing innovative therapeutic op-
tions [1]. DILI can manifest after the administration of a wide spectrum of medications and chemical
compounds, such as antimicrobials and anticonvulsants, herbal remedies, and dietary supplements [1-3].
The manifestations of DILI are highly variable and dependent on the culprit drug. For clinicians, DILI
is a challenging condition due to the poorly predictable outcomes. For instance, its idiosyncratic form
(iDILI) might lead to acute liver failure (ALF) and ultimately to liver transplantation (LT) or death [2].
It has been noted from prospective clinical trials that female patients generally have a higher risk of ad-
verse drug reactions than males, and some evidence suggests that women might be more susceptible than
men to drug-related ALF as well as autoimmune hepatitis [4]. On the contrary, registry data and some
prospective epidemiological studies did not confirm a gender imbalance in DILI cases [5-7]. Moreover,
many confounding factors need to be considered that could influence sex-dependent differences in drug
toxicity, including different alcohol drinking behavior, underlying fatty liver disease, autoimmunity, or
adherence to prescribed medication.

The liver is one of the most sexually dimorphic organs, and a gender disparity is basically observed in
most types of liver injury, including autoimmune hepatitis, cholestatic disorders, non-alcoholic fatty liver
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Figure 1. Sex-dependent differences in inflammatory responses and regeneration after acute liver injury

Female and male patients have a different susceptibility to drug-induced liver injury (DILI). In a previous issue of Clinical Science,

Bizzaro and co-workers [17] investigated sex-dependent differences in a mouse model of CCl4 injury. In this model, the liver

is infiltrated by pro-inflammatory monocytes (GR1+CD11b+) expressing the androgen receptor (AR). Liver monocyte recruitment

differed between genders in terms of kinetics, intensity, and cytokine milieu. In female mice, accumulation of monocyte-derived

macropages (MoMF) was faster, but reduced, and associated with the expression of interleukin-6 (IL-6). On the contrary, in males,

it was slower, greater and characterized by TNF-α production that promoted liver injury. Consequently, the restorative process

appeared delayed in male compared with female mice. The administration of the AR antagonist flutamide reduced the hepatic

recruitment of inflammatory GR1+CD11b+AR+ monocytes efficiently in males.

disease, benign hepatic tumors, or liver cancer. Mechanisms underlying sex discrepancies in DILI include the hepatic
metabolism of drugs as well as effects of steroid hormones such as androgens and estrogens on signaling pathways
in the liver. For instance, the inhomogeneous expression of drug metabolizing enzymes and transporters deeply in-
fluence the pharmacokinetics, pharmacodynamics, and the appearance of side effects [8,9]. On the other hand, it is
noteworthy that sexual hormones might also directly modulate hepatic inflammation by regulating the function of
the immune system [10]. The mechanisms of sex differences in inflammatory and immune responses in the liver are
not yet fully elucidated. In the mouse model of Concanavalin A-mediated acute hepatitis, standard operating proce-
dures recommend to use only male animals due to the more pronounced and reproducible induction of the hepatic
immune activation [11]. The presence of sexual dimorphism was also reported in cutaneous wound-healing [12],
suggesting that regenerative and scarring responses are influenced by gender.

One of the key mechanisms for drug-related immune activation is the response of monocytes and macrophages to
hepatic cell death [13]. Stress signals from injured hepatocytes, e.g. danger-associated molecular patterns (DAMPs) or
alarmins, are recognized by locally surrounding Kupffer cells, resulting in the release of cytokines, chemokines, and
the recruitment of leukocytes, amongst the monocytes, from the bloodstream into the liver [14]. Due to their high
plasticity, pro-inflammatory monocytes can undergo a local reprogramming in the liver related to the cytokine milieu.
When the injury has been resolved, monocytes can acquire a restorative phenotype and contribute to dampen inflam-
mation, promote wound healing, and tissue macrophages replenishment [15,16]. It is currently unclear, whether and
to which extent males or females differ with respect to macrophage activation, injury promotion, and injury resolution
in the context of DILI.

In a previous issue of Clinical Science, Bizzaro and co-workers [17] comprehensively analyzed sex-dependent
differences in acute liver injury and regeneration in BALB/c mice (Figure 1). They used acute poisoning with the
hepatotoxic agent carbon tetrachloride (CCl4), a model that has not been reported to be strikingly different between
male and female animals [18], and focussed on three time points (i.e. 3, 5, and 8 days) during the restorative phase after
CCl4 injection. In this setting, they found a similar parenchymal injury in terms of necrotic areas between both gen-
ders, but conversely, male mice displayed higher ALT and AST release at 3 days after CCl4. In addition, males showed
a slower recovery capacity testified by the persistence of necrotic areas in the later phases, which was associated with
the appearance of CD68+ macrophage clusters. The authors tried to define which cell types were responsible for sex
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dimorphism observed in liver healing rate. To unravel this issue, they evaluated the proliferative capability of hepa-
tocytes along with the activation state of progenitor and stellate cells. Nonetheless, they did not find any meaningful
differences by comparing genders [17].

Therefore, considering the increased CD68+ macrophage numbers in the liver of male mice, they analyzed whether
differences in immune system activation might account for the sex-dependent discrepancies seen in the recovery
process. In support of this hypothesis, the authors found a significant up-regulation of TNF-α, interleukin (IL) 5
(IL-5), and IL-4 in males, conversely, the expression of IL-6, IFN-γ, IL-12β, and CXCL9 was more prominent in
females. It is noteworthy that the hepatic abundance of IL-6 transcripts, a key driver of liver regeneration [19], was
already higher in control females compared with males and further increased by liver damage. Moreover, in the same
experimental model, they assayed the implication of sex hormones evaluating the hepatic expression of the androgen
(AR) and estrogen (ER-α) receptors. Although a basal expression of AR has been reported in all control mice, it was
significantly higher in males in steady state and further induced by CCl4 injection. On the contrary, the authors did
not observe any AR induction in livers of female mice upon injury. The ER-α expression, as expected, was enhanced
in female livers at baseline, but not additionally stimulated during liver inflammation in both genders [17].

Mechanistically, the authors could link AR expression to the recruitment of inflammatory monocytes into the liver.
While male mice had a higher overall hepatic macrophage accumulation after injury, the number of CD11b+F4/80high

monocyte-derived macrophages (MoMFs) was more prominent in the early phases of regeneration in females and
appeared later in males. Moreover, liver MoMFs isolated by cell-sorting highlighted sex differences in their tran-
scriptomic profile, including a higher AR and IL-5 expression in males and higher IL-6 in females. On a func-
tional level, administration of flutamide, a pharmacological AR antagonist, strongly reduced the recruitment of
CD11bhighGr1highAR+ MoMF induced by CCl4, suggesting that the AR is involved in liver monocytes attraction in
vivo (Figure 1) [17]. These data support the relevance of sex for hepatic cyto-/chemokines expression [17], con-
firm the importance of pro-inflammatory monocytes in DILI [20] and support the role of AR in regulating mono-
cyte/macrophages activation and recruitment in wound healing [21].

Importantly, the authors performed additional experiments analyzing sex differences in circulating monocytes
from human patients with DILI. Although these observations are still preliminary due to the small number of studied
subjects, DILI patients had a lower number of mature monocytes in peripheral blood compared with healthy subjects.
Moreover, male patients had higher numbers of circulating monocytic progenitors (CD33+HLA-DR+CD11b−) and
promonocytes (CD33+HLA-DR+CD11b+−) than females, indicating a higher release of immature, potentially more
inflammatory monocytes from the bone marrow into the bloodstream in men [17].

Taken together, the data reported by Bizzaro and co-workers [17] revealed sexual dimorphism in the pathogenesis
and resolution of drug-induced liver damage through the modulation of hepatic monocyte recruitment by, to some
extent, the AR. In addition, the pronounced presence of circulating immature monocytes in male DILI patients sug-
gests that these mechanisms are relevant in the clinical setting of DILI. Nonetheless, the present study can only be
the starting point of a thorough investigation in humans. At present, the relationship between immune responses, at
the level of circulating monocytes or intrahepatic immune accumulation, and the outcome of DILI in male compared
with female patients is not yet established. Nonetheless, these data might provide interesting starting points for new,
gender-specific biomarkers such as the shedded monocyte receptor CD87 [22] or for novel therapeutic interventions
targeting monocyte recruitment [23] or sex-hormone signaling [24]. Larger observational or prospective trials involv-
ing well-defined cohorts of patients with appropriate gender balance are needed to better understand sex-dependent
immune mechanisms in DILI.

Before proposing novel therapeutic strategies, however, a series of additional preclinical work would be required.
For instance, it would be important to exclude that the reported effects are model and/or strain dependent. To cor-
roborate the interesting findings by Bizzaro and co-workers [17], additional models (e.g. acetaminophen poisoning)
and genetic strains (e.g. the c57bl/6 background) should be analyzed, because interstrain variability can influence
immune response polarization and ultimately the susceptibility to experimental liver disease [25]. Moreover, the cur-
rent study demonstrated suppression of monocyte infiltration by flutamide, but provided no data on whether the AR
antagonist affected the magnitude of the necrotic areas or ALT and AST release. In addition, monocytes have a dual
function in DILI – disease promotion in early and tissue restoration in late phases [26]. Any type of targeted phar-
macological therapy, such as AR antagonism, would need to balance potential effects on injury promotion compared
with delayed resolution, either by dosing, timing of the intervention, or specificity of the targeted pathway. Certainly,
further translational data from human patients during the course of DILI could help to design such novel therapeutic
strategies. In the era of personalized medicine, however, sex differences in inflammation and immunity should not
be neglected [24].
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The observations described by Bizzaro and co-workers [17] might be very well relevant beyond acute hepatitis and
DILI. A similar gender disparity has been described for incidence of hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC). Men display a
higher susceptibility for developing HCC compared with women, and such differences can be well recapitulated in ro-
dents exposed to the liver carcinogen diethylnitrosamine (DEN) [27,28]. In the last decades, several studies dissected
molecular mechanisms underlying this sexual dimorphism indicating a fostering role for androgens and a protective
effect for estrogens. Interestingly, the beneficial action of estrogens is associated with their capacity to dampen IL-6
secretion by Kupffer cells [29]. This fits to the role of IL-6 as a hepatocyte mitogen related to liver regeneration and
tumorigenesis [30], but is contrary to the observations by Bizzaro and co-workers [17] in their experimental model.
Another aspect of sex-dependent differences in liver diseases relates to non-alcoholic steatohepatitis (NASH). Male
sex is considered a risk factor for disease progression in NASH [31]. This has been mainly linked to the role of estro-
gen for hepatic lipid metabolism [32] and to the role of visceral adipose tissue for NASH [33], but not convincingly
to sex differences in macrophage activation or monocyte recruitment [34]. Thus, the current study reminds us that
’the little difference’ can have huge consequences, even for evolutionary conserved processes such as drug-induced
hepatotoxicity, inflammation, and liver regeneration.

Competing interests
The authors declare that there are no competing interests associated with the manuscript.

Abbreviations
ALF, acute liver failure; ALT, alanine aminotransferase; AST, aspartate aminotransferase; AR, androgen receptor; CXCL9, CXC
motif chemokine ligand 9; DILI, drug-induced liver injury; ER-α, estrogen receptor; HCC, hepatocellular carcinoma; IFN, inter-
feron; IL, interleukin; MoMF, monocyte-derived macrophage; NASH, non-alcoholic steatohepatitis; TNF, tumor necrosis factor.

References
1 Kaplowitz, N. (2005) Idiosyncratic drug hepatotoxicity. Nat. Rev. Drug Discov. 4, 489–499, https://doi.org/10.1038/nrd1750
2 Tujios, S.R. and Lee, W.M. (2017) Acute liver failure induced by idiosyncratic reaction to drugs: challenges in diagnosis and therapy. Liver Int.
3 Brewer, C.T. and Chen, T. (2017) Hepatotoxicity of herbal supplements mediated by modulation of cytochrome P450. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 18,

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18112353
4 Amacher, D.E. (2014) Female gender as a susceptibility factor for drug-induced liver injury. Hum. Exp. Toxicol. 33, 928–939,

https://doi.org/10.1177/0960327113512860
5 Sgro, C., Clinard, F., Ouazir, K., Chanay, H., Allard, C., Guilleminet, C. et al. (2002) Incidence of drug-induced hepatic injuries: a French population-based

study. Hepatology 36, 451–455, https://doi.org/10.1053/jhep.2002.34857
6 Lucena, M.I., Andrade, R.J., Kaplowitz, N., Garcı́a-Cortes, M., Fernández, M.C., Romero-Gomez, M. et al. (2009) Phenotypic characterization of

idiosyncratic drug-induced liver injury: the influence of age and sex. Hepatology 49, 2001–2009, https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.22895
7 Shapiro, M.A. and Lewis, J.H. (2007) Causality assessment of drug-induced hepatotoxicity: promises and pitfalls. Clin. Liver Dis. 11, 477–505,

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cld.2007.06.003
8 Skett, P. (1988) Biochemical basis of sex differences in drug metabolism. Pharmacol. Ther. 38, 269–304,

https://doi.org/10.1016/0163-7258(88)90007-1
9 Yang, L., Li, Y., Hong, H., Chang, C.W., Guo, L.W., Lyn-Cook, B. et al. (2012) Sex differences in the expression of drug-metabolizing and transporter

genes in human liver. J. Drug Metab. Toxicol. 3, 1000119, https://doi.org/10.4172/2157-7609.1000119
10 Schwinge, D., Carambia, A., Quaas, A., Krech, T., Wegscheid, C., Tiegs, G. et al. (2015) Testosterone suppresses hepatic inflammation by the

downregulation of IL-17, CXCL-9, and CXCL-10 in a mouse model of experimental acute cholangitis. J. Immunol. 194, 2522–2530,
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1400076

11 Heymann, F., Hamesch, K., Weiskirchen, R. and Tacke, F. (2015) The concanavalin A model of acute hepatitis in mice. Lab. Anim. 49, 12–20,
https://doi.org/10.1177/0023677215572841

12 Gilliver, S.C., Ruckshanthi, J.P., Hardman, M.J., Nakayama, T. and Ashcroft, G.S. (2008) Sex dimorphism in wound healing: the roles of sex steroids and
macrophage migration inhibitory factor. Endocrinology 149, 5747–5757, https://doi.org/10.1210/en.2008-0355

13 Krenkel, O. and Tacke, F. (2017) Liver macrophages in tissue homeostasis and disease. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 17, 306–321,
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri.2017.11

14 Heymann, F. and Tacke, F. (2016) Immunology in the liver–from homeostasis to disease. Nat. Rev. Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 13, 88–110,
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrgastro.2015.200

15 Dal-Secco, D., Wang, J., Zeng, Z., Kolaczkowska, E., Wong, C.H.Y., Petri, B. et al. (2015) A dynamic spectrum of monocytes arising from the in situ
reprogramming of CCR2+ monocytes at a site of sterile injury. J. Exp. Med. 212, 447–456, https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20141539

16 Ramachandran, P., Pellicoro, A., Vernon, M.A., Boulter, L., Aucott, R.L., Ali, A. et al. (2012) Differential Ly-6C expression identifies the recruited
macrophage phenotype, which orchestrates the regression of murine liver fibrosis. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 109, E3186–E3195,
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1119964109

612 c© 2018 The Author(s). Published by Portland Press Limited on behalf of the Biochemical Society

https://doi.org/10.1038/nrd1750
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18112353
https://doi.org/10.1177/0960327113512860
https://doi.org/10.1053/jhep.2002.34857
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.22895
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cld.2007.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/0163-7258(88)90007-1
https://doi.org/10.4172/2157-7609.1000119
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1400076
https://doi.org/10.1177/0023677215572841
https://doi.org/10.1210/en.2008-0355
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri.2017.11
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrgastro.2015.200
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20141539
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1119964109


Clinical Science (2018) 132 609–613
https://doi.org/10.1042/CS20171313

17 Bizzaro, D., Crescenzi, M., Di Liddo, R., Arcidiacono, D., Cappon, A., Bertalot, T. et al. (2017) Sex-dependent differences in inflammatory responses
during liver regeneration in a murine model of acute liver injury. Clin. Sci. (Lond.) 132, 255–272, https://doi.org/10.1042/CS20171260

18 Scholten, D., Trebicka, J., Liedtke, C. and Weiskirchen, R. (2015) The carbon tetrachloride model in mice. Lab. Anim. 49, 4–11,
https://doi.org/10.1177/0023677215571192

19 Wuestefeld, T., Klein, C., Streetz, K.L., Betz, U., Lauber, J., Buer, J. et al. (2003) Interleukin-6/glycoprotein 130-dependent pathways are protective
during liver regeneration. J. Biol. Chem. 278, 11281–11288, https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M208470200

20 Mossanen, J.C., Krenkel, O., Ergen, C., Govaere, O., Liepelt, A., Puengel, T. et al. (2016) Chemokine (C-C motif) receptor 2-positive monocytes
aggravate the early phase of acetaminophen-induced acute liver injury. Hepatology 64, 1667–1682, https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.28682

21 Lai, J.J., Lai, K.P., Chuang, K.H., Chang, P., Yu, I.C., Lin, W.J. et al. (2009) Monocyte/macrophage androgen receptor suppresses cutaneous wound
healing in mice by enhancing local TNF-alpha expression. J. Clin. Invest. 119, 3739–3751, https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI39335

22 Koch, A., Zimmermann, H.W., Gassler, N., Jochum, C., Weiskirchen, R., Bruensing, J. et al. (2014) Clinical relevance and cellular source of elevated
soluble urokinase plasminogen activator receptor (suPAR) in acute liver failure. Liver Int. 34, 1330–1339, https://doi.org/10.1111/liv.12512

23 Tacke, F. (2017) Targeting hepatic macrophages to treat liver diseases. J. Hepatol. 66, 1300–1312, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2017.02.026
24 Klein, S.L. and Flanagan, K.L. (2016) Sex differences in immune responses. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 16, 626–638, https://doi.org/10.1038/nri.2016.90
25 Maina, V., Sutti, S., Locatelli, I., Vidali, M., Mombello, C., Bozzola, C. et al. (2012) Bias in macrophage activation pattern influences non-alcoholic

steatohepatitis (NASH) in mice. Clin. Sci. (Lond.) 122, 545–553, https://doi.org/10.1042/CS20110366
26 Puengel, T. and Tacke, F. (2018) Repair macrophages in acute liver failure. Gut 67, 202–203, https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2017-314245
27 Wands, J. (2007) Hepatocellular carcinoma and sex. N. Engl. J. Med. 357, 1974–1976, https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMcibr075652
28 Nakatani, T., Roy, G., Fujimoto, N., Asahara, T. and Ito, A. (2001) Sex hormone dependency of diethylnitrosamine-induced liver tumors in mice and

chemoprevention by leuprorelin. Jpn. J. Cancer Res. 92, 249–256, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1349-7006.2001.tb01089.x
29 Naugler, W.E., Sakurai, T., Kim, S. et al. (2007) Gender disparity in liver cancer due to sex differences in MyD88-dependent IL-6 production. Science

317, 121–124, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1140485
30 Schmidt-Arras, D. and Rose-John, S. (2016) IL-6 pathway in the liver: from physiopathology to therapy. J. Hepatol. 64, 1403–1415,

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2016.02.004
31 Doycheva, I., Watt, K.D. and Alkhouri, N. (2017) Nonalcoholic fatty liver disease in adolescents and young adults: The next frontier in the epidemic.

Hepatology 65, 2100–2109, https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.29068
32 Palmisano, B.T., Zhu, L. and Stafford, J.M. (2017) Role of estrogens in the regulation of liver lipid metabolism. Adv. Exp. Med. Biol. 1043, 227–256,

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-70178-3˙12
33 van der Poorten, D., Milner, K.L., Hui, J., Hodge, A., Trenell, M.I., Kench, J.G. et al. (2008) Visceral fat: a key mediator of steatohepatitis in metabolic

liver disease. Hepatology 48, 449–457, https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.22350
34 Krenkel, O. and Tacke, F. (2017) Macrophages in nonalcoholic fatty liver disease: a role model of pathogenic immunometabolism. Semin. Liver Dis. 37,

189–197, https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0037-1604480

c© 2018 The Author(s). Published by Portland Press Limited on behalf of the Biochemical Society 613

https://doi.org/10.1042/CS20171260
https://doi.org/10.1177/0023677215571192
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M208470200
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.28682
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI39335
https://doi.org/10.1111/liv.12512
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2017.02.026
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri.2016.90
https://doi.org/10.1042/CS20110366
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2017-314245
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMcibr075652
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1349-7006.2001.tb01089.x
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1140485
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhep.2016.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.29068
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-70178-3_12
https://doi.org/10.1002/hep.22350
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0037-1604480

