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Abstract

Prostate cancer is still the second most common cancer in men in the world, and its incidence is
increasing year by year, seriously threatening men’s health. With the development of genomics
and proteomics, we have a new understanding of the genome and molecular complexity of the
prostate. SPOP, as a tumor suppressor gene, can promote tumorigenesis when it is mutated or
down-regulated. This article provides a systematic review of SPOP’s important role in prostate
cancer and its latest research progress.
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1. 5|8

Hii 4 e (prostate cancer, PCa){/i& 43k I3 V58 — KW Wi, e ki 127.5 JTHE2 WA 35 71
BIFETI[1]o & HIARE s — AR AR 1R B AR B, 702 1) b8 oA 0 feb g [ e o 2, FRAS 8] AR I PR AT (2]
H T8 — AP BRI ZR& BN S B, FRATTA PCa 2k R 4H & U7+ 5 4 MR B AR I 25141
R T RERE . BRI EHAEE DU AR S PCa KAEMIKE) J1 2 —([3]. IR, IR RS T
R, fEZA G BEER B SR AE AR R A2 N 2K PCa I — NSRBI THRHE[4].

2R AR IEAT 10 A 0 2 B2 A B S ) R B AR B DR S B R IR AR 5. &
BT 4ERF A0 IR P B K A3 2 5 40 BHEERR L T2 DNA 545 F4E & DL 24 1 1R 2 1 7K F 6]
BE i e 4R 45 ¥4 B [ (speckle-type POZ (pox virus and zinc finger) protein, SPOP)/& cullin K%z %1k E3 &
FM 2 AR — AN RYENEE, A FIRYIZ ZWABMG[7]. SPOP £ 2 FhAS [R]JahE 0 2 (1 it 83 ) A= v
B HEZER . 1E PCa 11, SPOP YEA— MRl E R, 2 HRAZEC R, ek iR k. AR
i SPOP {£ PCa BT FLREJEAE —4338, FFul SPOP 1 PCa UG R EIE— L.

2. SPOP &g 51hiE

2009 4 Zhuang 55X ¥ 4E 7 SPOP 34T 1 4lifk, I 374 NG EEFR AP A2 632 . N i 5
28~166 (SPOPMATH)AI C %ih%FE 172~329 (SPOP BTB) [8]. SPOP @it H: N At MATH & Fyda i £
HERYEN, A8, 78 PCat, B MRAAHA TRXAGEE, XERA R A S M b 45508
A1 52 AR R AEIG N [4]. T SPOP-Cul3 iR £ Z &l i BTB 53k, JEilxXFEAHEA/ER, SPOP
Z 512 ZAWMEE H %R [8]. SPOP K0 BTB M2 Erfa e sk A T/ Culd JRYERL 28 i LI 4544
JutE, BTB 4 Ftsim 5 H Al A B0 F 45 AR 95[9], {H BTB Al MATH 253 45 & 78 N BB A 4L
HHIEANVE W, R AR SPOP AL RV B £ Y £ 45 45 41 5 H (speckle-type POZ like protein, SPOPL)H1[10].
—R{k SPOP BTB £5 #3855 Cullin ZERIf— MR CUL3 414, 22 R i i AN IR 45 & AL RN AZ
LRI AR 2O . TR AR LS, SPOP 1 0] LIASL IR I ¥ 2 REER K BIfa e . AR
FAEWITT ], AT SRAS B o s A B 22 () Rk ok /32 4. SPOP it BTB 45445 CUL3 45
G, TRz = RO NE A1,

3. SPOP 7£ PCa Hh383F

PCa HH W] W, PTEN JE K, NKX3.1 £E[K], TP53 JE A F CDH1 £ Kl 2K , B Z 52 74 (androgen receptor,
AR 1, TMPRSS2 3K 5 ERG FEKIf 4, ZNF595 JE[K, FOXAI %[, TP53 J£[A, IDH KA1 SPOP
BRI TAZ[4] [12]-[21]. SPOP s i WA RABREK Z —, FE1ET 6%~15%(1) )5 FRYEFE ] PCa, (H7E R 1%
AT 51 B 2H SR 270 R A) R TR R B 7E PCa 1, SPOP 2875 A7 T4 MATH X4, UW1Y87. F102.
S119. F125. K129, W131. F133 1 K134, #&/RiX% SPOP ARG Y% FRAHGHE. 14, SPOP
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RAZ O E N PCa RKAEFIGE I FIHFAE, H 2l FE R HA R EMER L) . SPOP R 5 A
K PCa HEMIE, REFN 10%~15% [22]. SPOP n] Rif &M A FEAIEY, 1 AR. DEK. ZE[HEE%
IRSLEIE AT 3 (steroid receptor coactivator 3, SRC3). —HILJFH A 24 (Tripartite motif containing 24,
TRIM24). JRZEMIEF EE A 4 (bromodomain-containing protein 4, BRD4). 4HlfE AL T 5 A R AA-1
(programmed cell death protein ligand 1, PD-L1)F ETS #H2¢EE K (ETS-related gene, ERG), AT #% PCa [
HEGE RN 28[23]-[28]. SPOP 9748 O & I 550 BRCA1 JiE A J5 Y DNA XU Wi Z4(DNA double-strand
break, DSB) [ Y5 14 5 17118 & (homology-directed repair, HDR)SZ i, 583 K 41 4 52 $5 fIFE R 2 AR g
P£[29].

3.1. SPOP 5 AR % &

AR TERTHIBRA L0 K B A PCa MR AE R B HEAEH . AR 515 RVEE 5 b 5 40 i i 40 i 7314,
FfaAskaE; SAM, 7€ PCa 1, AR KIMi & FEOX YN M ASZ 3 UG FE o GX P MR 2 A% 3%
#” (androgen receptor malignancy shift, AMS) & /e &AM — A H0FF[30]. SPOP 5 AR 455, Z&
AR A 77 X4 PCa AHZC I SPOP SRR, IXBEG IR T AR (5 5 R IN[24]. SPOP Fil AR Z [A]f#)
FHEAE I AR B8 X H 52 2 UTRL ) SPOP 456 7 44 S 109[25]. X — R IVREEL, Ko s KB
AR BYHAR RG> B X3, O BORE S5 ) AR B B8 (R 7E 22Rv1 PCa AU T SPOP /i 311 %
fift. HESERIATTPHBT T SPOP /3111 AR M, MiBLHERZRIGIT I T SPOP /- F 1 AR BEfR. i< 84
WA H-48 AR K52 5] SPOP /T[4 f#[24]. {H SPOP fIRAF M RE S5 AMS. HT SPOP ff E3 iz &%
HElE A AT R AR, S et A E RHLE] 512 AMS 1. PCa 1R ILE) SPOP RAZAEEIR A AR;
KRR T AR Mz FALFIREME, $25 T AR MERENMER AR S FMIFESR . BN PCa RN E R, H
a1 AR i RIA FE AR AR, X A]HESZE SPOP A2 FE AR ¥ 1 K[30].

3.2. SPOP 5 ERG % &

etk BHETE B TLRR Rl A 5L R 7E 2 00 N S A8 RO FE B E A, 4 PCa A LRl & R A
2 — TMPRSS2-ERG [31]. MEBEBUKA TMPRSS2 2K 5 5T5 ERG £KwILX, {iEdt TMPRSS2-ERG
il &R R L. TMPRSS2 %2%] AR Al ERG 75[32]. ERG J& T B4L 40 Mo % A0 RE 57 1% (erythroblast
transformation specificity, ETS)# 5% K1 505, @ik i T g sE . T, MK HBUEIER .
1T 50%[%) PCa F:[Hl il & 5 3 sk A1 ERG it Rk, 11 10%0) PCa JEK 9wt E3 V2 RGN SPOP X 2 %%
A, —TFFER M, SPOP-culd B&4m UAEA ERG Wiz ZiEH:, KU SPOP " LI5S ERG Ml EAEH,
Rz Fih, JFLAZ R 7 R B . XS AU 45102, SPOP %78 fil ERG H Ak [A] 1) HHE:
S HTIIRETUAR, ERG FE & SPOP RAAE PCa HEUEFEH I E Z NFH[22] [33]. M4, F—LEemtst
A K ERG B HE K2 SPOP KA PCa FEA N ELIL[26] [34]. #4b, FEEEP T SPOP-F133V
RAZ/NRBEA S, IEHHTS IR (Ptent/+ Pb-Cre)s =2l BT #1 IR b 5 N8 % (PtenL/+ Pb-Cre)Fl{2 2814 PCa
(PtenL/L Pb-Cre) KKl ] ERG E AL, $#75 SPOP /51 ERG [ nfE2 5 1 SPOP 1ERTHI i
AR IR T RE . (HILAE, 7 SPOP 845 PCa J:[K TRE/N R R, PCa #15¢ SPOP 2845 [l £ IA
BA FBERG EATEHLFIEW AR =gl ai s i b AR AE . 12281 PCa BATSIIRA LR Rk .
[Ktk, SPOP 5 ERG KK RANERRANRZE, &5 P& T LRI HIL, 80 ERG HILH 5K 255 SPOP
RAFFHK[35] [36]-

3.3. SPOP 5 DNA Hifs % &
et A Fa B RIEE MR G, SRS M ZHa o, RREAANFRER A FERIEZ DSB fIE
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1 N 377 Kim 25 AR BLEF AE B (wild type, WT){] SPOP 5 1% 0o 37  BUREAA TN mRNA TE(EH AR5 K,
/£ SPOP Rifikif W22 Hff) RAD51. BRCA2. ATR Il CHKI ¥ 3f)%E0. SPOP AR & A2 2% S 1
DNA DSB W7 5o HH R A RARNS, WA XAERIPER . 1X 5 SPOP il id i ik & K 1 (1) 1E 8 ik ok fe
LR A RS MR ARV E & — 801, SPOP AER 4R MR HH B RADS1 il BRCA2 /K- R F%, IX7E
¥ RADS1 J# %) 555 DNA (single-stranded DNA, ssDNA) T 25&4/E ], X4 SPOP [ fF8 i) [ 5 20
(homologous recombination, HR )RR F H AT E AL 7B LS. 24 SPOP KIAFEKR, RADSI
AL R T CHKL PO LASIRT S S, R N S bR . 64k, — T SPOP A HLAE FH 43
Hr#& ], DSB KRB BALE IE 5 3547, 322 HR SRIE1EHE RADST f# /K F[29] [38] [39]. L)
— UG SR AT LR B . TE IR R R R SO S B R ik, SPOP HIAERRYSWTIE IS #1% DNA #if MN%F
(DNA damage response, DDR)M4 5 PCa 15 4 {14 5 S 87, FF38 1 RADS 1 3 K[ sk 72 Dy e A5 BIIE 52 [22] .
SPOP VLB T RADS1 fl CHK1 FiA 2% T i, iX 5 HR 4 —8. 458K, SPOP i@l 1 RADSI
A1 CHK1 1fij 453 35 DDR, MM £E PCa H A 44 55U 39 BVE FH [38]. 6 K PCa H & i WL SPOP 8748 F133V SPOP
(A2 2 RIBRERS 8 PCa /N R ST MR AE AT Sgy BRI OB o R JE R R bR e 05155 5t 5 SPOP 2§
AR [ (48 SHEAL B[220 B, SERE X4 EPE SPOP-f133v B4 K/ AT A1 AR EH R 3R AR 1K 40 T
BV id s B R R AR B SPOP R i, R4 RERS 3% PCa BEAY AR [ . DNA R ALK, 45 DNA B EH
Hl, A HI TR B A2 A2 395 T SPOP 2848[35] [40]. XUEKRFILEH], FEAFEL T K SPOP HIFEAE, HAR
ANFZ X A 5 5 1) DNA 8345 (1035 S AR, (H@ LT3 RADS1 X%f DNA DSB % S i a, & i
T PCa ZHffff) HR MBS . LAk, [RIRHIESE 7942 SPOP W] BE 2 — Mt IR S USRI AE pbs E A
WAL, HERTA T (L SPOP I 75 v i B il b AT (144 555 8 RO s P vl B

3.4. SPOP 5 Nanog BI< &

Nanog B A HUEFHIE, iR i AReE, 3 HAESM BN 25 4], #E
IR Az SPOP 28748 1] Bg 4 A 1117 41 i e A6 46 241 i B 47 ek 1 41 fd (cancer stem cells, CSCs)H
MTIFEH] PCa B A E[42]. BEAL, [ B3 KR Nanog RAFA S68Y, ik = 5 SPOP (454 . Nanog
KA S68Y e ki SPOP 415 i Nanog AR, BTG T Hi 51 iR g 4RI, AT (i 28 b g o
Pinl J# 85 FA1E 4 SPOP /3 1) Nanog PRI 0 731, TR 3E g 1) A B FE T4 M R 12k ) i 4K 43 ]
BRI, Pind #0500 ] LA HT 41 1 Nanog /5 6T 40 B RR 14

RRFFBRVE 1L 5K H BB (AMP-actvated protein kinase, AMPK) & —Fh BRI R T, SN EFE
JEVAIT B E R T S8 05, W FLIRJE A PCa. AMPK 336 7 U 5- & 3k K e -4- FF [k i % HF IR
(5-Aminoimidazole-4-carboxamide nucleotide, AICAR)F1 — F XU 4% 11F B AT LI PCa 41 FI 3851 [44]
AMPK 1) B2 B0 7)o 0 ) g i 25 U AN 25 34 24 PCa A8 rp PCa R AR o — HXUAE 5 A7 Ji st
I FLARFE AR CSCs FHWIIR A= K I S K B MRIA[45]. R0, FHXUIVER T CSCs HIMLEIMATE 2E .
AMPK 3359855 T Nanog Ser68 A7 x5 IR 1L, MM Nanog 7% . [Flk, AMPK #U& Al fig/& PCa A
IT I —FRE V6T SR, BUOAET T1EHXT CSCso TEAR N RTFI IR MIR S H1, 0% B-Raf/Erk 38 2% v H[F) {2
HERERCER ST . SR, FERTSIMR CSCs W I Raf 15 5@ B8 M AR GAR I b 1 [46]. feils— TR 72 K L BR
5 TR JRR i o 5% 1 #50% [ YR A B1 (v-RAF murine sarcoma viral oncogene homolog B1, BRAF) A DL iz {1k Al
Fa5E€ Nanog, MIMRHE PCa TAIMIFERFE[47]. EN—MEER E3 2 RiEH:, SPOP @it f#f# Nanog K
P PCa T 4H AL -

4. SPOP {fEAEPIIREM
£ PCa ' SPOP Z45 /& — AN WL, (EMIR K ERIEFEH, SPOP 7824 T — N 5 2 (41 3 4
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MR, BOREZ RIS, BRIl SPOP HRIA A L T2 A% 5L v AL B 00 A 48 3 PCa HIVRYT
FHUGE 4] BT — BN FI B FE R, 753 2B LU ARR e I8 7 IR BT 12 W7 10 B % 1 2 35 0 P I 41 it e
(metastatic hormone-sensitive prostate cancer, mHSPC)&E & 1, BEA SPOP ALK HE 58 A A1) SPOP &
F AL, FHIo gt R A 17 B (progression-free survival, PFS) A1 A2 f7 (overall survival, OS)H el i, B4R
BEAELLHD, (EX T HATEA HRR ISR 55 X [48].

IR, fE5 5N — T, Zhu 55 AR IS R TR/ A RAE A O N TSI IRAR I &, KL SPOP
F1 DNA 4548 1 (DNA-binding protein 1, CHD1)7E P [ 2F 57 1 iR L Bz 40 A 5 S8 A2 sl fb 2445 3 11
DNA 516 5 i #2 p & 4% 45 5 24/ Fl . SPOP F1 CHD1 Sk 7] B S 20 PCa (35 R4 A Fase v R nitk,
HI 2 i) SPOP/CHDI V.7 75 B H A Dy e IR h PR 3ok 2 ST 51 e A e o IR L, 53X 2K PCa IEALF5 7]
A xR AT — IR A% RE 58 & B (poly(ADP-ribose)polymerase, PARP)#IH] 715 DNA BR 745 B BUR, XA
6 m PRRS HEVR T ST 0 40 A 4 B 2 8 3L [49].

5. RESRE

YEN culd EIERG LB, SPOP /3 2 Fh i i 102 AL IE M S FLPFEfif, SPOP T84 CLAIE B 5%
M 22 Ffi {5 538, 41 SRC-3/AR. TNF/INK Al ERG i@, Wf5t#% W, SPOP fF PCa. LR LUK HAh s
AR B AT VR o SR, A RIE S SPOP 75 W £ it B e DU 2 (R 2 b 2 A /B - SPOP
RAFFNFRILFRII AT T3 SPOP 2K ThRe, SEEFANAFREEKE. BT SE5NFZ R,
A4 MNEMRIUEPER B SPOP 75 DNA H 473 JSE . RS A4 182 R IR G328 S B R A SCBEAEF o AT,
75 2 BB ST UE ] SPOP £ PCa " HE IR JZ IR & WLE, v PCa ¥GIT HR ML 5 2 vl A7 PR 55 R U7
PEREE e, SPOP H1E PCa 2. TG FIG)T b & 15 EEAE .
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