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Abstract

Objective: High-risk HPV (human papillomavirus) is found to be responsible for 4.5% of all cancer,
especially cervical cancer. The prevalence of high-risk HPV associated with cervical lesions is not well-
known in Saudi Arabia. This study aims to highlight the genotypes of high-risk HPV associated with pre-

malignant cervical lesions.

Methods. Over 6 years (2013 - 2018), 5091 Pap (Papanicolaou) smears results and 170 high-risk HPV test
results were collected from the Information System at King Fahd University Hospital. Statistical analysis

was performed using the software SPSS (Statistical Package for Social Sciences).

Results: Out of 5091 Pap smears, only 1.89% (n=96) were abnormal; 0.18% (n=9) were malignant (7
Squamous cell carcinomas and 2 adenocarcinomas), while 1.7% (n=87) showed pre-cancerous lesions, 44
ASCUS (Atypical Squamous Cells of Undetermined Significance), 17 LSIL (Low-grade Squamous
Intraepithelial Lesions), 12 HSIL ( High-grade Squamous Intraepithelial Lesions), and 14 AGC (Atypical
Glandular Cells). Out of 170 patients co-tested for high-risk HPV, only 13.5% (n=23/170) had positive
results (5 cases were positive for HPVV16, 1 case was positive for both HPV16 and 18, while the remaining
17 cases were positive for high-risk HPV other than 16 or 18), among them, 6.47% (n=11/170) had normal
Pap smear, while 7.06% (n=12/170) patients had abnormal Pap smear; 4 ASCUS, 6 LSIL and 2 HSIL.
Statistical analysis showed a significant correlation between HPV findings and the Pap smear results (P-

value 0.000), however, no significant correlation was found with the patients’ age and/or nationality.

Discussion: Our study showed a unique distribution of high-risk HPV genotypes which reflects different
geographical infection patterns. Furthermore, the high association of high-risk HPV with normal Pap
smears highlights the need, for all women at risk, to be co-investigated for high-risk HPV. These findings

could help in customizing regional vaccine-combinations and screening programs.
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INTRODUCTION

Human papillomaviruses are a group of more than 100 viruses associated with a wide range of
mucocutaneous manifestation ranging from benign warts, affecting multiple anatomical sites, to potentially
malignant and malignant anogenital and oropharyngeal lesions [1]. HPV is found to be responsible for
4.5% of all cancer worldwide [2]. In addition to cervical cancer, which accounts for 83% of HPV

associated cancer, HPV is also detected in penile, vulvar, vaginal, anal and oropharyngeal cancer [2].

The determinant of the progression of HPV associated lesions from benign to malignant lesions includes
the HPV genotype, HPV viral load [3] and HPV persistence [4]. Up to date, 14 types of high-risk HPV (16,
18, 31, 33, 35, 39, 45, 51, 52, 56, 58, 59, 66 and 68) are known carcinogens [2], and persistence implies the
detection of high-risk type for more than 6-12 months in cervical samples [5] since the majority of viral
infections are cleaned in 1-1.5 year [3]. Studies on HPV viral load showed that the higher the viral load, the

higher the progression to cancer will be [6].

Globally, the prevalence of HPV infection in women with normal Pap (Papanicolaou) smear is 11-12% [7,
8] and it varies with geographical location, and socioeconomic status with the highest percentage in the
Caribbean (35.4 %) and lowest in Western Asia (1.7%). Furthermore, female age and degree of cervical
pathological changes affect the prevalence of HPV detection. Of all HPV types, the most detected are
HPV16 (3.2%), HPV/18 (1.4%), HPV/52 (0.9%), HPV/31 (0.8%) and HPV/58 (0.7%).

Due-to the high burden of the virus and its associated high morbidity and mortality, prevention of HPV
related cervical cancer, is implemented at multiple levels starting from vaccination, to screening to early

diagnosis and management [9].

Currently, three vaccines are FDA (Food and Drug Administration) approved and they include 2, 4, and 9v
(valent) vaccines; 2vHPV (Cervarix), 4vHPV (Gardasil), and 9vHPV (gardasil9) [10, 11]. HPV vaccines
are made by recombinant DNA technology. The 2vHPV contains HPV16 and 18, and the addition of HPV6
and 11, the causative agent of an anogenital wart, makes the 4vHPV/vaccine. While, the 9vHPV vaccine
includes all types included in 4vHPV in addition to HPV 31, 33, 45, 52, and 58. These vaccines are

recommended for females and males aged 11 - 26 years [11, 12].


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.17.20037465

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.17.20037465; this version posted March 30, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

For a screening purpose, a combination of cervical cytological evaluation (Pap smear) and DNA testing for
high-risk HPV are currently employed and it is the preferred modalities to clinically segregate LSIL (Low-
grade Squamous Intraepithelial Lesion) from the HSIL (High-grade Squamous Intraepithelial Lesion) and
SCC (squamous cell carcinoma) [13]. Clinical outcome of patients having ASCUS (Atypical Squamous
Cells of Undetermined Significance) and LSIL is documented to be similar and their treatment options are
controversial [14]. Seventy percent of ASCUS and LISL show spontaneous regression [15]. ASCUS or
LSIL progressing to HSIL is still debatable and yet remains a diagnostic and clinical challenge for
cytopathologists, clinicians and patients. Performing colposcopy and biopsy for all such patients will
markedly increase the rates of these procedures with a negative impact of patient’s physical and
psychological health, especially for those patients whose lesions are not prone to develop into HSIL.
Consequently, an additional triage comprising high-risk HPV PCR (Polymerase chain reaction) detection is

recommended for all women with ASCUS/LSIL [16, 17].

High-risk HPV DNA testing has been shown in trials to be more sensitive than cervical cytology in the
detection of intraepithelial lesions [18]. This increased sensitivity can safely lead to more spaced apart
screening time intervals [19-21].

The prevalence and genotype of high-risk HPV infection detected in women with normal or abnormal
cytology; ASCUS, LSIL, and HSIL) are so far unknown (according to "HPV and related diseases report” in
Saudi Arabia published by the "HPV information center" on December 2018) [22, 23]. Our study aims to
highlight the prevalence and genotype distribution of high-risk HPV infection and its association with

cervical cancer and precancerous lesions in the Eastern-Province and other areas in Saudi Arabia.

METHODS

Study design:

Retrospective cross-sectional study to determine the prevalence and genotype distribution of high-risk HPV
and its association with cervical cancer and precancerous lesions in patients attending gynecology clinic at
King Fahd University Hospital in the Eastern Province, Saudi Arabia for 6 years period (2013-2018). For
routine cervical cancer screening, Pap smear is done for all married women aged 21-65 years, every 3 years

without or with high-risk HPV molecular testing (for patients at elevated risk). Furthermore, high-risk HPV
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molecular testing is done for all patients showing ASCUS on cytological examination as per CAP (College
of American Pathologist) recommendation.

Ethical approval was obtained from the SCRELC (Standing Committee on Research Ethics on Living
Creatures) at Imam Abdulrahman Bin Faisal University with IRB-2018-01-157

Cytological examination:

Cervical Pap smears were collected at obstetrics and gynecology clinics in a commercially available liquid
fixative vial (“SurePath” liquid-based Pap) to be processed in a semi-automated machine (The “PrepStain”
System) which is a liquid-based thin-layer cell preparation processor. The “PrepStain” system produces the
“SurePath” slides for microscopic examination by a pathologist and reported according to “The Bethesda

System”.

High-risk HPV detection

As our laboratory follows CAP (College of American Pathologist) standards, all cervical samples reported
ASCUS on Pap smear, should be sent for high-risk HPV test. Furthermore, patients at risk are also
investigated for high-risk HPV, in parallel to Pap smear. In both ways, Samples were preserved using the
same vial “SurePath liquid-based Pap” mentioned above. Detection of high-risk HPV was done using
“Xpert HPV” assay which is a fully automated multiplex qualitative real-time PCR using “Genexpert” by
“CEPHEID”. This test detects and identifies all the 14 high-risk HPV types. The results are reported as

negative or positive (HPV16, HPV18 and/or other high-risk HPV types without further specification).

Statigtical analysis:
All Statistical analysis was performed using the software SPSS (Statistical Package for the Social Sciences)

with a significant correlation on P-value = 0.05 or less.
RESULTS
1. Prevalence of pre-cancerous and cancerous cervical lesions in women attending

gynecology clinic at King Fahd University Hospital in the Eastern Province of

Saudi Arabia (between 2013-2018):
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Over the 6 years study period, 5091 Pap smears were tested, only 1.89% (n=96) were abnormal, and the
remaining 4995 were normal (Table 1). Out of the 96 abnormal Pap smears, 0.18% (n=9) were malignant
(7 Squamous Cell Carcinomas and 2 Adenocarcinomas) and 1.7% (n=87) showed pre-cancerous cervical
lesions in the form of ASCUS, LSIL, HSIL, or AGC (Table 1).

Among all 96 patients with abnormal Pap smears, only 31.25% (n=30) patients underwent cervical
histology examination, among them, only 15 patients showed abnormal histology (malignant or pre-

malignant), the remaining patients had either cervicitis or benign polyps by histological examination.
2. Resultsof patients co-tested for high-risk HPV genotypes (between 2013-2018):

Over the 6 years study period, only 170 women were co-investigated for high-risk HPV genotypes in
addition to Pap smear (patients at high risk of infection and those who had ASCUS on Pap smear). Out of
them, only 13.5% (n=23) cases were positive for high-risk HPV, while the remaining 86.5% (n=147) cases
were negative (high-risk HPV not detected). Among the 23 patients positive for high-risk HPV, the most
detected genotypes were “high-risk HPV other than 16 or 18” in 73.91% (n=17) patients, followed by
HPV16 in 26.09% (n=6) patients, and finally HPV/18 in 4.35% (n=1) patient. Almost, a similar distribution
of high-risk HPV types was seen in patients with normal and abnormal Pap smear. Among the 86.5%
(n=147) patients with negative high-risk HPV, the majority 70.59 % (n=120) had normal Pap smear, while
the remaining 15.88% (n=27) had abnormal Pap smear (6 LSIL and 21 ASCUS). On the other hand, among
the 13.5% (n=23) patients positive for high-risk HPV; 6.47% (n=11) had normal Pap smear, while 7.06%

(n=12) patients had abnormal Pap smear; 4 ASCUS, 6 LSIL and 2 HSIL (Table 2).
3. Correlation of age, nationality and cytology examination with HPV status:

There was a significant correlation between Pap smears findings and high-risk HPV status and vice versa
(P-value 0.000).

Concerning the age distribution, our data showed that all the HPV16 and/or HPV18 patients were younger
than 40 years old, while, the cases positive for high-risk HPV other than 16 or18 showed wide age
distribution (21 - >61), however, there was no significant correlation between high-risk HPV status and
age.

Considering that most of our patients, in the study, are Saudis, there was no significant correlation between

high-risk HPV status and patients’ nationalities.
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DISCUSSION

This 6-year retrospective study conducted to disclose the association of different high-risk HPV types with
abnormal Pap smears (pre-cancerous and cancerous cervical lesions), included a total of 5091 cervical Pap
smears, the primary cervical cancer screening tool used in our center. Only 1.89% (n=96) Pap smears were
abnormal. On the other hand, only 170 patients were co-tested for high-risk HPV in addition to Pap smear,
among them, only 22.94% (n=39/170) had abnormal Pap smear 14.70% (n=25/170) diagnosed as ASCUS,
7.05% (n=12/170) as LSIL and 1.17% (n=2/170) as HSIL. Among those 22.94% (n=39/170) patients with
abnormal Pap smear, high-risk HPV was detected in merely 7.05% (n=12/170) patients including 2.35%
(n=4/170) had ASCUS, 3.53% (n=6/170) had LSIL and 1.18% (n=2/170) had HSIL. The remaining
15.88% (n=27/170) patients with abnormal Pap smear showed negative results for high-risk HPV (Table 2).
HPV16, which is the most common type seen in ASCUS in many studies, has not been detected in any of
the 25 cases of ASCUS in our study, however, only 16.66% (n=4/25) of ASCUS cases were positive for
high-risk HPV other than 16 or 18. In an Iranian study conducted by Karimi-Zarchi et al in 2015, out of
180 cases of ASCUS evaluated, an overall high-risk HPV was seen in 58 (32.22%) with HPV16 seen in 46
(25.5%). This was followed by HPV18 in 2 (1.11%) and other high-risk HPV in 10 (5.5%) [24]. A study by
Clifford et al, documented HPV16 in ASCUS to be 31% [25]. A Turkish study reported it to be 35%
(n=33/94)[26]. Besides the variation in the types of HPV, the frequency of HPV positivity in ASCUS was
also in a much lower range in our study than in other reported studies. These variations are highly reflective
of different geographical representations of infection patterns. These also warrant a more elaborate and in-
depth analysis of infection demographics, so that specific screening and follow up strategies could be

developed, tailored to the endogenous regional needs which are so far highly deficient in this region.

In our study, a total of 12 cases of LSIL retrieved, 50% (n=6/12) were positive for high-risk HPV. This is in
stark contrast to a Chinese study by Zheng et al. who reported 75.8% of women with LSIL to be high-risk
HPV positive with HPV positivity rates declining with increasing age except in patients older than 60 years
[27]. A Turkish study reported it to be 62% (n=18/29) [26]. Regarding HSIL, from an overall 12 cases,
16.66% (n=2) were seen to be high-risk HPV positive. In the Turkish study, it was reported to be 83%

(n=5/6) [26].
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Again, the local figures for the frequency of high-risk HPV in LSIL and HSIL show marked fluctuations
from other international studies. Our limited sample size raises two issues. First, in our center, we do not
have an organized, implemented screening program so most of the cases coming to the Gynecological
clinic, were not tested for high-risk HPV, and these figures could be just reflecting an iceberg with
completely unfathomed depths and boundaries. This highlights the need for a more vigilant screening
program so the missed cases can be picked up and a true reflection of infection characteristics gets
unraveled. Additionally, as pointed out earlier too, the frequency pattern with its limitation is still

highlighting our regional infection characteristics.

High-risk HPV was not detected in 84% (n=21/25) of ASCUS cases. This could be attributed to the
overdiagnosis of ASCUS or due to the negative predictive value of high-risk HPV testing. The acceptable

range by CAP (College of American Pathologists) is only 50% of ASCUS cases can be negative for HPV.

Regarding ASC (Atypical Squamous Cells) overdiagnosis, this diagnostic entity is yet controversial to the
end-users, the pathologists and clinicians, with no accompanying definite histological cervical lesion. It just
signifies that the cervix might or might not have an associated pathology. Bethesda 2016 Committee
recommended strict criteria for the ASC (Atypical Squamous cells) category, however, its overuse still high
in many laboratories. Gupta et al reported ASC (Atypical Squamous cells) cytological diagnosis followed
by a negative cervical biopsy diagnosis in 199 cases. They reviewed the initial cytological diagnosis and
concluded that an initial over-diagnosis of ASC (Atypical Squamous cells) could be attributed to the
presence of perimenopausal cells (17.6%), atypia attributable to reproductive tract infection in (14.6%)
smears, hormonal induced alterations (8.5%), drying artifacts (3.5%) and immature metaplastic cell (2%)
[28]. Many of these cases are not associated with significant lesions, which leads to many unnecessary

colposcopies, biopsies, HPV typing or even repeated Pap tests.

Many studies showed that the majority of LSIL is associated with evidence of HPV infection (55% to 89%
of LSIL are positive for high-risk HPV). However, in our study, negative high-risk HPV was seen in 50%
(n=6/12) of LSIL cases. Barron et al reported a follow up of 468 patients from a total of 608 patients who
had an initial diagnosis of LSIL with negative HPV [29]. HSIL was seen in 3% (n=14) and LSIL in 39.3%

(n=184). No case of cervical carcinoma was seen. Bosquet et al in a retrospective study conducted in a
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period from 2003 to 2015 constituting 609 cases, reported that 12% of HSIL was negative for HPV [30]. In

our setup, a stricter follow up of LSIL cases with negative high-risk HPV needs to be developed.

Out of a total of 170 cervical cytological cases tested for high-risk HPV, a major proportion comprising
86.47% (n=147/170) cases were negative for high-risk HPV. These negative cases combined with normal

cytology were seen in 70.59% (n=120/170) cases.

Regarding high-risk HPV positive cases with normal cytology, it was detected in 6.4% (n=11/170). This
prevalence is much higher than what has been reported in a regional Kuwaiti study in which 2.3 %
(n=71/3011) of cases showed high-risk HPV positivity in normal cervical smears [31]. A study in Asia and
Europe showed the variability of normal Pap smear associated with HPV infection, ranging from 3.8% in
Thailand, 2.9% in Spain, to 1.6% in Vietnam [29]. A large cohort Dutch study (Population-Based
Screening Study Amsterdam) reported it to be 3.8 %. However, our prevalence is far less than documented
in a Turkish study which stated it to be 17.41% (n=35/201) [26]. Meta-analysis (PCR based) worldwide
studies showed that HPV in patients with normal Pap smear is 10% [32]. Our prevalence pattern of 6.4%
high-risk HPV in normal cervical smears is reflective of indigenous regional infection prevalence
characteristics which have so far not been explored and fathomed. Our sample size in which the high-risk
HPV testing was done was small but still, it forms a nidus on which more extensive regional studies can be

based.

The presence of high-risk HPV in normal cervical smears highlights the need for an active screening
program. A patient >30 years with a positive HPV and negative cytology is at higher risk of cervical
cancer. The management of this category may include repeat HPV and cytology co-testing at 12 months. If

the patient is still positive for HPV, colposcopy needs to be performed immediately [26].

A decreased prevalence of high-risk HPV in cases of ASCUS, LSIL, and HSIL in our set of cases along
with a complete absence of HPV16 and 18 in ASCUS is in stark contrast to other regional and international
studies. This variation is highly reflective of different geographical representations of infection patterns.
Additionally, the presence of high-risk HPV in cases with normal cytological smears highlights the need

for an active screening program tailored specifically to our endogenous, local, regional needs.
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Highlights, outlining the key findings and impact of the study:

- HPV16 and 18, both represent 26% of all high-risk HPV detected (for vaccine
customization).

- 50% of patients with positive high-risk HPV, showed normal Pap smear (add HPV test in
screening).

- Only 16% of ASCUS cases and 50% of LSIL, were positive for high-risk HPV
(diagnostic accuracy).
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Table 1: Pap smear resultsfor women attending gynecology clinic, King Fahd University Hospital
between (2013-2018):

Pap smear results Number  Percentage (%)
ASCUS 44 0.86

LSIL 17 0.33
HSIL 12 0.24

AGC 14 0.27
Squamous cell carcinoma 7 0.14
Adenocarcinoma 2 0.04
Normal 4995 98.11
Total Pap smear 5091 100

Table 2: Results of the 170 patients co-tested for Pap smear and high-risk HPV:

High-risk HPV genotyped (170 patients) Normal Pap smear 77.07% (n=131/170) Abnormal Pap smear 22.93% (n=39/170)

ASCUS (n=25)  LSIL (n=12)  HSIL (n=2)

Not detected 86.5% (n=147) 81.6% (n=120/147) 18.3% (n=27/147)

21 6 0
Total detected 13.5% (n=23) 47.8% (n=11/23) 52.2% (n=12/23)

4 6 2
HPV16 (5 cases) 3 0 2 0
HPV 16 and 18 (1 case) 0 0 1 0
Other High-risk HPV (17 cases) 8 4 3 2
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