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Abstract: 

 

SPOP gene has a critical role in prostate cancer development and found high mutated in the prostate 

tumor through various populations. MATH domain represents an important site for SPOP-DNA linkage 

and other sensitive gene-gene interactions. To investigate the genetic alterations of the MATH domain of 

SPOP gene in prostate cancer biopsies and correlation with clinical and pathological parameters; DNA 

samples from 50 prostate cancer tissues were genotyped and confirmed by Sanger sequencing. The 

frequency and distribution of high frequent mutations were determined and correlated with the patient’s 

tumor characteristics. Among 50 samples 34 (68%) were carrying one or more common mutations. Novel 

frame shift deletion mutation: c.255delA (p.Leu86Phefs) was detected in eight patients (16%), in addition 

to five novel missense mutations with moderate frequency (6%) namely: c.209G>C (p.Arg70Pro), 

c.215A>C (p.Asn72Thr), c.334G>A (p.Glu112Lys), c.373T>C (p.Phe125Leu), and c.388G>A 

(p.Asp130Asn), All missense mutations located in MATH domain. The effects of novel mutations 

described in the MATH domain are uncertain. No significant differences between carriers and noncarriers 

of common mutations detected regarding Gleason score, prostate-specific antigen concentration PSA, and 

tumor stage [p > 0.05]. Clinical significance of mutations detected on prostate tumors progression can be 

investigated in future analysis. Our findings revealed novel SPOP alterations in prostate cancer tissues 

probably associated with cancer development. 
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Introduction 

Prostate tumors are generally among the most common types of 

tumors among men in the world, according to the statistics issued 

by the competent authorities the mortality rate counting 1,276,106 

new cases and causing 358,989 deaths in 2018 worldwide [1]. 

Certain gene variants contribute to an elevated risk of prostate 

cancer. Various alleles appear repeatedly mutant in specific genes 

in prostate patients. Speckle-type POZ (SPOP) gene encodes a 

protein that modulates the transcriptional repression functions of 

death-associated protein 6 (DAXX). Several Mutations in SPOP 

lead to a type of hereditary prostate tumor which involved 10-

14.4% of all prostate tumors across different demographic and 

ethnic origins. There is no correlation between SPOP mutations 

with ethnicity, clinical, or pathologic parameters. The expression 

and mutational status, defining a new biotype of Prostate cancer 

associated with a worse prognosis as mentioned elsewhere [2-6]. 

Recently SPOP mutations suggested to drives prostate 

tumorgenesis in part through genomic instability; SPOP somatic 

mutations also linked with ETS rearrangements and TMPRSS2-

ERG fusions in prostate cancer tissues [7-10]. Moroccan 

population is a unique race mixed North African populations. In 

this population, Prostate cancer considers the second most 

common cancer in men with 3990 new cases in 2018 [11]. This 

study aimed to investigate the prevalence of the common 

mutations of conserved domain MATH of SPOP gene that 

contributed to prostate tumor clinical characteristics. 
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Materials and methods: 

Prostate cancer biopsies  

Fifty fresh prostate biopsies were derived from fifty men who were 

evaluated at Mohammed v teaching hospital of Rabat city between 

June 2017, and February 2019.  Ethical standards have been respected 

before and during biopsies preparation, including. Required Ethical 

approval was obtained from the committee of biomedical research ethics 

in Morocco (No.: 3/2018/30 April/2018). Histological evaluation has 

been already obtained to diagnose them of the presence of prostatic 

adenocarcinoma. Samples were stored after obtaining the biopsies 

according to clinical protocols by physicians directly. Fifty 

specimens were directly extracted. The following clinico-

pathological parameters were recorded: age at diagnosis, date of 

biopsy, Gleason score, PSA concentration, and radical 

prostatectomy treatment. DNA processing and genotyping were 

took place in oncology and virology laboratory in the faculty of 

sciences and techniques at Mohammedia, Morocco.  

DNA processing and Genotyping  

Approximately 25 mg of every prostate biopsy was used as source 

of genomic DNA, according the instruction of ready kit: pure link 

Invitrogen genomic DNA mini kit®, Thermo Fisher USA. DNA 

was quantified using the Nanodrop spectrophotometer. Samples 

with a DNA concentration of 20-50 ng/μl or above were selected 

to perform the polymerase chain reaction. The extracted DNA was 

quantified Nanodrop spectrophotometer. The concentration of 

DNA of 20-50 ng/μl or more were selected to be a template of 

DNA amplification by polymerase chain reaction. Exons six and 

seven of the SPOP gene were targeted by amplification using 

specific primers described elsewhere [2], in a 25 μl PCR reaction 

containing genomic DNA (8ng), 2× Taq PCR master mix kit 

Qiagen USA,1 μl of  10 μmol specific sense and antisense primers. 

Perkin Elmer 2400 Thermal Cycler®, CA, USA, was used to 

perform PCR amplification. The amplification programs for exon 

six and seven were as follows: initial denaturation at 94°C for 3 

minutes, followed by 35 cycles of: denaturation at 94°C for one 

minute, annealing at 52°C for exon 6 and 48°C for exon 7, for one 

minute, extension at 72°C for one minute and final extension at 

72°C for 10 minutes. In every PCR process a ultra pure water was 

used as negative control. Amplicons sizes of 170 for exon six and 

240 bp for exon seven were confirmed by gel electrophoresis for 

1.5 hours at 70 volts on 2% agarose.  Preparing the sequencing 

process, PCR products were purified using Express PCR Product 

Cleanup ExoSAP-IT™ kit. Bidirectional Sanger sequencing 

reaction was performed using suitable ready kit: BigDye 

Terminator v1.1 Cycle Sequencing, using the same primers used in 

PCR by Genetic analyzer 3130 Applied Biosystems, and Last 

purification by BigDye XTerminator® Purification Kit, according 

to instructions of the manufacture. Sequencing processes were 

performed in innovation centre at Sidi Mohammed bin Abdullah 

University of fez, Morocco. 

               

                                                                                                                 

Mutations identification and registration  

Sequencing results processing and mutations detection were 

performed using MEGA software and Nagahama mutation finder 

server [12]. The resulted mutations were compared 

with Refseq reference: (NM_001007226.1). Common missense, 

nonsense, frameshift mutations effects were discussed in results, 

full SPOP molecular alterations results can be requested from the 

authors directly. The novel variants detected in this study were 

submitted to the U.S. National Library of Medicine (NLM), 

ClinVar database and successfully accredited as clinical relevance 

variants, Condition ID type: MedGen, Condition ID value: 

(C0376358: Malignant tumor of the prostate), under accession 

numbers: (SCV000998584-SCV000998743). SPOP DNA 

sequences resulted were submitted successfully to GenBank 

library under accessions: (MN606081- MN606100). The variants 

have been verified to be compatible with HGVS nomenclature 

standards by https://mutalyzer.nl [13].  

Statistical analysis: 

The samples were classified according to common mutations 

detected to into two groups: carriers of common mutations and 

noncarriers. The clinco-pathological parameters for two groups 

were recorded. The following tumor parameters were used for 

statidtical comparisions: Gleason score, prostate specific antigen 

(PSA) concentrations, Tumor stage, and age at diagnosis, and 

radical prostatectomy treatment. The statistical correlations were 

based on 2 × 2 or more chi-squared analysis or Fisher’s exact test 

to test for statistical significance. The unknown data were 

excluded, and minor mutation frequency was determined based on 

the total number of mutations among all study subjects. Analyses 

were conducted using the Minitab 17 (Coventry, United 

Kingdom). The P values of 0.05 or less were considered 

statistically significant.  

In silico prediction of novel missense variant affects  

The missense variants usually have an unknown effect on protein 

function; the computational prediction tools confer a prediction 

probability to explore the negative effects of missense variants on 

the targeted protein. SIFT Blink and Poly Phen 2, two of the most 

efficient tools for these purposes. SIFT is a sequence homology-

based tool classifying the missense variants as tolerated (if the 

score is more than 0.05) or affect the protein functions [14]. While 

the Poly Phen2 calculates the PSIC (position-specific independent 

count) score and considers the missense variants as one of three 

categories: probably damaging the protein function, possibly 

damaging, or benign [15]. The native Speckle type BTB/POZ, 

accession: NP_001007226.1, 374 amino acids, and mutated SPOP 

protein’s sequences were submitted as fasta format along with the 
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positions of the native and mutant substitutions amino acids to 

SIFT and Poly Phen2 servers. 

Results: 

The clinical characteristics of study subjects are shown in Table 1. 

Among 50 patients, thirty-seven (74%) were diagnosed with 

prostate cancer at an age of more than 60 years old, and thirty-

three (66%) of them have a concentration of prostate-specific 

antigen PSA equal to 10 mg /ml or more. Twenty-five cases (50%) 

had a Gleason score of 7 or more, and only eight cases were at the 

pathological tumor stage of T3 or T4 at the time of biopsy. Sixteen 

(32%) of patients treated radical prostatectomy, in addition to 10 

cases (20%) were alcoholics, and eighteen subjects (36%) were 

regular smokers.  

Table1: Clinical characteristics of prostate cancer patients. 

 

The mutations were arranged firstly according to genotype, 

then by genome location, the effect on the amino acids, and 

frequency rate. Most frequent frameshift deletion mutations 

were: c.255delA (p.Leu86Phefs) in eight patients (16%), 

c.247delT (p.Tyr83Thrfs) in seven patients (14%) and 

c.354delG (p.Ser119Valfs) in six patients (12%). In addition to 

five missense mutations with same frequency (6%), namely: 

c.209G>C (p.Arg70Pro), c.215A>C (p.Asn72Thr), c.334G>A 

(p.Glu112Lys), c.373T>C (p.Phe125Leu), and c.388G>A 

(p.Asp130Asn). All these missense mutations mentioned are 

located in the MATH domain. Notably, one high frequent 

intronic mutation: c.480+38G>A, detected in eight patients 

(16%). Furthermore, synonymous substitution mutation: 

c.327C>T of Alanine at 109 loci with a high frequency of five 

prostate cancer patients (10%). The most common alteration 

revealed, genome locations, and phenotypes are given in Table 

2.  

Table2: Most frequent SPOP variants detected in prostate cancer 

biopsies. Reference genome database: (GRCh38), Human genome 

variation society (HGVS) Nomenclature. *Nucleotide and amino acid 

positions are based upon a coding sequence for Refseq accession 

NM_001007226.1. 
Genotype CDS change* Genome location Protein change Freq 

n=50 (%) 

Frameshift    

 c.247delT Chr17:49619339 p.Tyr83Thrfs 7(14%) 

 c.255delA Chr17:49619331 p.Leu86Phefs 8(16%) 

 c.269delT Chr17:49619317 p.Leu90Argfs 3(6%) 

 c.274delA Chr17:49619312 p.Ser92Alafs 4(8%) 

 c.276_277insC Chr17:49619309 p.Cys93Leufs 3(6%) 

 c.284delA Chr17:49619302 p.Lys95Argfs 3(6%) 

 c.315delC Chr17:49619271 p.Ile106Serfs 3(6%) 

 c.354delG Chr17:49619107 p.Ser119Valfs 6(12%) 

 c.360delA Chr17:49619101 p.Gln120Hisfs 3(6%) 

Missense    

 c.209G>C Chr17:49619377 p.Arg70Pro 3(6%) 

 c.215A>C Chr17:49619371 p.Asn72Thr 3(6%) 

 c.334G>A Chr17:49619252 p.Glu112Lys 3(6%) 

 c.373T>C Chr17:49619088 p.Phe125Leu 3(6%) 

 c.388G>A Chr17:49619073 p.Asp130Asn 3(6%) 

 Intronic     

 c.353-11C>T Chr17:49619119 NA 3(6%) 

 c.353-48C>A Chr17:49619156 NA 3(6%) 

 c.480+38G>A Chr17:49618943 NA 8(16%) 

Synonymous    

 c.327C>T Chr17:49619259 p.Ala109= 5(10%) 

 c.342C>G Chr17:49619244 p.Thr114= 3(6%) 

 c.369T>C Chr17:49619092 p.Tyr123= 2 (4%) 

 c.381A>G Chr17:49619080 p.Gln127= 3(6%) 

 c.384C>G Chr17:49619077 p.Gly128= 3(6%) 

 c.453T>G Chr17:49619008 p.Pro151= 4(8%) 

 

The pathological and clinical parameters were compared between 

carriers and noncarriers of SPOP high frequent mutations in Table 

3. High Gleason (more than 7) scores of prostate cancer among 

carriers were detected in three cases (less than 10%), while in 

noncarriers were five cases (31%) [P value =0.1944]. In contrast, 

nine (26%) cases among SPOP mutations carriers were less than 7, 

and eleven cases (32%) of the score were equal to 7. No significant 

differences between carriers and noncarriers regarding prostate-

specific antigen. Numbers of cases of high PSA concentrations 

(PSA > 20 mg/ml) were Convergent: ten (29%) and nine (56%) 

cases respectively, [P value =0.0572]. The majority of mutations 

carriers (68%) have T1 and T2 pathological tumor stages, eleven 

cases at T1 and 12 cases in T2. Twenty-six out of 34 (76%) 

patients were diagnosed with prostate cancer at the age of 60 years 

old or more, while only five were diagnosed at age of 60 years or 

less. Whilst twelve out of 16 (75%) of noncarriers were diagnosed 

at the age of 60 or more, [p value =0.8745]. Seventeen cases were 

treated with radical prostatectomy, twelve of them (35%) found as 

high mutations carriers, and five (31%) cases were noncarriers. [P 

value =0.7175]. 

Characteristic n (%) 

Total cases 50 
Age at diagnosis/surgery  
≤60 years  7  (14) 
>60 years 37 (74) 
Unknown 6 (12) 
Preoperative PSA, ng/mL  
<2.5  1 (2) 
2.5–10  10 (20) 
≥10.0  33 (66) 
Unknown 6(12) 
Pathological Gleason score  
<7  11 (22) 
7 (3 + 4)  6 (12) 
7 (4 + 3)  8 (16) 
>7  11 (22) 
Unknown 14 (28) 
Pathological T-stage  
pT1 14 (28) 
pT2 x 17 (34) 
pT3 x   3 (6) 
pT4  5 (10) 
Unknown/pTx 10 (20) 
Radical prostatectomy  
Yes 16 (32) 
No 21 (42) 
Unknown 13 (26) 
Alcohol consumption  
Yes 10 (20) 
No 32 (64) 
Unknown 8 (16) 
Smoking  
Yes 18 (36) 
No 24 (48) 
Unknown 8 (16) 
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Table3: Tumor pathological characteristics of SPOP common 

mutations carriers and noncarriers patients of prostate cancer.  

 

 

 
*Based on carriers of one common mutation or more. **Chi-squared 

test or Fisher’s exact test (excludes missing data). 

Protein sequence and mutational positions were submitted to SIFT 

Blink server, the server predicts if the amino acid substitution 

alters the protein function. The intolerant range ≤ 0.05 has been 

used as a limit of variants classification. More than this limit 

indicates as damaging to the protein function. 2 (50%) out of 5 

missense variants were predicted to affect the protein function 

namely: (Arg70Pro) and (Glu112Lys). three of the missense 

variants tested (60%) were predicted as tolerated (Asn72Thr, 

Phe125Leu and Asp130Asn). Another important function and 

structure of a human protein prediction tool is PolyPhen2 

HumDiv. Every time, the full protein sequence was provided with 

one certain amino acid substitution to be investigated. PolyPhen 

scores comprise a range from zero to one. 1.00 Score means that 

substitution is probably damaging, low scores considered a benign 

effect. Out of 5 missense variants, 3 (60%) were predicted as 

probably damaging with values range: (0.998- 1.00) namely: 

(Arg70Pro), (Asn72Thr), and (Phe125Leu), one missense variant 

(Glu112Lys) possibly damaging the protein with value: (0.835), 

one variant (Asp130Asn) were benign (0.311). The results of 

missense variants effect prediction are given in Table 4. 

Figure1: High frequent variants detected in conserved MATH 

domain of SPOP in prostate cancer biopsies. Red (short) lines 

indicate missense mutations; green (long) lines indicate frameshift 

mutations. The scheme was drawn based on: NCBI-GenBank ID: 

CAA04199, SPOP protein [Homo sapiens], and UniProt ID: 

UniProtKB - O43791 (SPOP_HUMAN).  

 

 

Table 4: Predictions results of novel missense variants effect on SPOP 

protein by SIFT and PolyPhen2. The variants predicted as deleterious by 

SIFT or PolyPhen2 in bold. The variants located in MATH domain and at 

the same time predicted as deleterious by the two tools; were underlined. 

 

Discussion and conclusions: 

The finding revealed novel alterations in the conserved regions of 

the SPOP gene, one of the most mutant genes in prostate cancer 

through different populations. Among 50 biopsies, 34 samples 

have one or of high frequent mutations. This is the first time to 

study SPOP alterations in this population. The correlations 

between SPOP high mutant tissues and mutations noncarriers of 

prostate cancer patients and tumor characteristics were not 

significantly different. No statistical indications that the stage of 

tumor or Gleason score or PSA concentration might correlate with 

the presence of high mutations in the prostate tissue. This 

conjugate with relations between SPOP alterations and specific 

types of hereditary prostate cancer previously described [16]. 

Mutations of SPOP in prostate cancer recently revealed missense 

mutations in the MATH domain, some missense mutations were 

frequent fifty percent, in all cases, the SPOP found highly mutated 

in prostate cancer patients [2; 17]. This study confirmed previous 

findings and highlighted new mutations along with all MATH 

domain sequences of the SPOP gene. The mutations located in the 

conserved domain MATH are shown in Figure 1. Two subsequent 

serious frameshift mutations (255delA and 247delT) with high-

frequency rates were detected. These two frameshift mutations 

probably affect MATH domain functions of interaction with 

Cullin3- based E3-ubiquitin ligase (Cul3), which is be found to be 

expressed in prostate tissues, Besides impairing other vital 

mechanisms of SPOP protein [18-21].  

 

 

 

Pathological parameters 
Carriers * 

(n=34) 

Non 

carriers 

(n=16) 

              

P** 

Pathological Gleason score                                                                                 0.1944                                                                                 

               <7 9 3  
7 (3 + 4) 5 2  

7 (4 + 3) 6 1  

               >7 3 5  
Unknown 11 5  

Prostate specific antigen                                                                                     0.0572                                                                                                  
               PSA < 10 9 1  

PSA 10-20 10 2  

               PSA > 20 10 9  
               Unknown 5 3  

Pathological T stage                                                                                            0.2157                                                                                                 

              pT1 11 3  
              pT2 x 12 4  

              pT3 x 2 1  

              pT4 2 4  

             Unknown 7 4  

Age at diagnosis/surgery                                                                                     0.8745                                                                                         

             ≤60 years 5 2  
             >60 years 26 12  

             Unknown 3 4  

Radical prostatectomy                                                                                         0.7175                                                                                            

             Yes 12 5  

             No 13 7  

             Unkown 9 4  

CDS Protein 

change 
SIFT  PolyPhen2 

c.209G>C Arg70Pro 
Affect 

protein  
0.03 

Probably 

damaging 
1.000 

c.215A>C Asn72Thr Tolerated 0.29 
Probably 

damaging 
0.998 

c.334G>A Glu112Lys 
Affect 

protein  
0.05 

Possibly 

damaging 
0.835 

c.373T>C Phe125Leu Tolerated 0.64 
Probably 

damaging 
1.000 

c.388G>A Asp130Asn Tolerated 0.46 Benign 0.311 
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Fifty percent of missense variants detected in this study were 

predicted to alter the function of vital functions of the SPOP 

protein.  Prediction of missense variant by two of most powerful 

predictions tool: SIFT and PolyPhen2; revealed the effects of 

every variants on the SPOP protein which probably affect the 

function of SPOP leading to a defects in protein pathway as tumor 

suppressor genes. Notably, two missense variants located in MATH 

domain were predicted by SIFT and PolyPhen2 together to affect 

the protein, namely: Arg70Pro and Glu112Lys. The mutations 

mentioned above possibly alter SPOP protein vital interactions 

which might lead to cancer development. And less frequent 

missense (6%) effectively located in the MATH domain but the 

significant effects of these missense mutations on the biochemical 

and physical structure and vital functions of SPOP protein are 

uncertain. these novel mutations are not excluded to the specific 

population, but a confirmation of our findings in other populations 

will be interesting. Future examinations of such studies should 

concern the family history of the patients; the matter was not 

possible for our analysis. Biochemical and structural 

characteristics of SPOP protein after mutations highlighted in this 

study; also need to be investigated. 

*Sequence data of this study have been deposited to the GenBank 

Data Library under accession numbers: (MN606081- 

MN606100). Clinical data of novel variants detected in this study 

have been deposited to the ClinVar NCBI database under 

accessions No. (SCV000998584-SCV000998743).  
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