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Abstract
Objective: Recent investigations have proposed a link between gut microbiomes
(GMs) and various cancers, yet the involvement of GMs in vulvar cancer (VC)
remains unclear. The objective of this study was to discover the causal association
between GMs and VC and identify the GM taxa with potential effect.
Methods: Utilizing Mendelian randomization (MR) with genome-wide association
study (GWAS) summary statistics, we analyzed 211 GM taxa and 190 VC cases with
167,189 healthy controls. GWAS data for GM taxa were sourced from the MiBioGen
consortium, and VC data were acquired from the FinnGen consortium. The main
analysis used the inverse-variance weighted (IVW) approach, complemented by
weighted median, MR-Egger, weighted mode, and simple mode approaches.
Sensitivity analyses included Cochrane’s Q-test, MR-Egger intercept test,
MR-PRESSO global test, and leave-one-out analysis.
Results: Four nominally significant causal relationships were identified between GM
taxa and VC. Class Betaproteobacteria [odds ratio (OR)=0.064, 95% confidence
interval (CI):0.004-0.946, p=0.045], order Burkholderiales [OR=0.074, 95%
CI:0.009-0.630, p=0.017], genus Intestinibacter [OR=0.073, 95% CI:0.009-0.617,
p=0.016], and genus RuminococcaceaeUCG003 [OR=0.162, 95% CI:0.028-0.938,
p=0.042] were linked to a lower chance of VC. The MR-Egger intercept test and
MR-PRESSO global test confirmed the lack of horizontal pleiotropy (p>0.05), and
leave-one-out analysis indicated result robustness.
Conclusion: Our findings highlight four potential causal relationships and specific
intestinal flora associated with decreased VC risk, offering insights for VC prevention
and treatment.
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1. Introduction
Vulvar cancer (VC) is a relatively uncommon gynecological malignancy,

accounting for approximately 4% of all female genital tract cancers[1] . The
worldwide incidence of vulvar cancer stands at 1.2/100,000, with a cumulative
lifetime risk of 0.09% [2]. In 2020, a total of 45,240 patients were newly diagnosed of
VC and 17,247 deaths were attributed to this disease around the world [2] . A recent
epidemiological investigation among 13 high-income countries showed a notable 14%
overall increase in the incidence of VC, with uneven distribution across age groups.
Women under 60 years experienced a 38% rise in incidence, while no significant
change occurred in those aged 60 and older [3].

Squamous cell carcinoma (SCC) is the most common vulvar malignancy,
encompassing 80% to 90% of cases[4]. The management of VC poses significant
challenges, manifesting in both physical and psychosocial morbidity. Treatment
modalities for vulvar cancer span from wide local excision to radical vulvectomy,
with or without lymph node biopsy or dissection, and may include radiotherapy with
chemo- or immunotherapy for advanced tumors. A noteworthy statistic underscores
the challenges, revealing a one-third of mortality rate and a 5-year overall survival of
70.4%[5]. In the absence of specific screening measures, the optimal strategy for
reducing the occurrence of VC is the timely treatment of predisposing and
preneoplastic lesions related to its oncogenesis. The rareness of the disease has made
the study of vulvar squamous cell carcinoma (VSCC) challenging: existing case series
tend to be relatively small, and randomised clinical trials are scarce. Thus, further
investigations into the pathogenesis and new therapeutic options for vulvar diseases
are needed.

The gut microbiomes(GMs) are an ever-changing and intricate system that
experiences significant fluctuations influenced by the features of the host [6]. GMs
have several important functions, including the metabolization of food ingredients,
production of vitamins, defense against infections, preservation of intestinal epithelial
barrier, elimination of toxic substances, as well as modulation of inflammatory and
immunological reactions[7]. Certain noteworthy associations with microbiome
signature associations have been already been identified[8]. However, little is known
about the association between vulvar cancer and gut microbiota.

Paucity of available literature and the rarity of the disease limited its further
deliberation. MR has evolved as a distinctive research approach akin to randomized
controlled trials (RCT) for discovering causal associations between exposures and
outcomes[9]. Employing SNPs as IVs, MR leverages the
the meiotic genetic randomization, mitigating confounding factors and preempting
reverse causation, given the chronological precedence of genetic variants over disease
onset[10, 11]. This methodology allows for expedited identification of causal links
between exposures and outcomes compared to traditional RCTs. Illustratively, Long et
al.'s recent MR study successfully pinpointed GM with potential causal ties to
cancers[12]. In this study, we apply MR to extensive GWAS summary statistics of
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GMs and VC to determine the GM taxa with potential effect, thereby bolstering
existing evidence and offering fresh insights into VC prevention and treatment.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1 Study design

The study's comprehensive flow chart is depicted in Figure 1. To adhere to the
essential assumptions of MR, three criteria were addressed: (i) the IVs exhibit a robust
association with exposure factors, (ii) IVs are unrelated to potential confounding
variables, and (iii) IVs exclusively influence outcomes through exposure variables[10].
Specifically, the investigation focused on identifying GM taxa with a causal impact on
VC through a two-sample MR analysis. The reporting of our findings adhered to the
STROBE-MR guidelines[13].

2.2 Data sources for the exposure
An investigation conducted by the MiBioGen consortium scrutinized the

genotypes of host and 16S fecal microbiome rRNA gene sequencing profiles of
18,340 participants[14]. This GWAS delved into 211 GM taxa spanning from genus to
phylum levels, revealing genetic variants related to nine phyla, 16 classes, 20 orders,
35 families, and 131 genera. For those interested, the GWAS summary data of GMs
be downloaded from https://mibiogen.gcc.rug.nl/[15-17]

2.3 Data sources for the outcome
The GWAS summary data of VC were acquired from the FinnGen consortium

R9 release, available at https://r9.finngen.fi/. Comprehensive information regarding
the exposure and outcome used in this MR study is presented in Table 1.

2.4 Instrumental variables
SNPs strongly related to each GM taxon were utilized as IVs. To ensure a

sufficiently robust set of IVs, we used a more inclusive threshold (p < 1 × 10−6) due to
the minimal number obtained under the strict threshold (p < 5 × 10−8). For
independence, SNPs within a 10,000 kb window size with r2 < 0.001 were not
adjusted to address linkage disequilibrium (LD). Palindromic SNPs and those not
present in the outcome were then removed from the IVs. The level of weak
instrumental bias was then assessed using the F-statistic of IVs; an F-statistic >10
denotes the lack of bias as a result of weak IVs [18].

2.5 Statistical methods
The main method utilized for causal inference in this MR study was the IVW

method. IVW extends the Wald ratio estimator based on Meta-analysis principles[19].
Four additional MR approaches were employed to complement the IVW results when
the IVW method demonstrated a causal association (p < 0.05) for each GM taxon:
MR-Egger, weighted median, simple mode, and weighted mode [20, 21]. Results of
the causal relationship were shown as OR and 95% CI, with a p < 0.05 criterion for
significance. FDR correction was implemented for multiple testing, with a threshold
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of q < 0.05 for various levels. Exposure-outcome pairs were considered to have a
causal association only if all MR methods identified the same direction. Sensitivity
analyses were performed to assess stability, including the MR-Egger intercept test,
MR-PRESSO global test for horizontal pleiotropy[22, 23], and leave-one-out analysis
to evaluate result robustness.

To explore the potential causal influence of VC on the significant bacterial genus
identified, a reverse MR analysis was carried out, treating VC as the exposure and the
reveald causal GM taxa as the outcome. This analysis utilized SNPs linked to VC as
IVs.

R software (version 4.2.2) was used for all computations in this investigation. For
the MR study, we used the "TwoSampleMR" R package, which is accessible at
https://mrcieu.github.io/TwoSampleMR/.

3. Results
3.1. Details of IVs

In summary, we discovered 16, 26, 26, 54, and 149 SNPs significantly related to
gut microbiota on the levels of phylum, class, order, family, and genu, respectively,
with a significance threshold of p < 1 × 10−6. Furthermore, all IVs exhibited stronger
associations with the exposure than with the outcome (pexposure < poutcome), and all
F-statistics exceeded 10. For detailed information on the IVs, refer to Supplementary
Table S1.

3.2. MR analysis
Initially, we conducted a MR analysis to evaluate the causal relationship between

211 GM taxa at different taxonomic levels and VC. The outcomes, assessed by the
Inverse Variance Weighted Fixed Effects (IVW-FE) method, indicated that class
Betaproteobacteria (id: 2867), order Burkholderiales (id: 2874), genus Intestinibacter
(id: 11345), and genus RuminococcaceaeUCG003 (id: 11361) were linked to a
reduced risk of VC (Figure 2). However, post-FDR correction, these associations did
not remain statistically significant. Additionally, Cochran’s Q test suggested the lack
of heterogeneity in these findings.

To further verify the causal relationship between these GM taxa and VC, we
utilized four more MR techniques: MR-Egger, weighted median, simple mode, and
weighted mode (Figure 3). The results were in accordance to the IVW approach
consistently.

3.3. Sensitivity analysis
The MR-Egger intercept test results revealed no evidence of horizontal

pleiotropy (pMR-Egger intercept > 0.05) within the IVs of order Burkholderiales (id:
2874) and genus RuminococcaceaeUCG003 (id: 11361) associated with VC
(Supplementary Table S2). Furthermore, the reliability of the MR results was shown
by the leave-one-out analysis, since the overall findings remained unchanged to the
exclusion of any individual IV (Supplementary Figure S1). Due to the limited number
of SNPs for class Betaproteobacteria (id: 2867) and genus Intestinibacter (id: 11345),
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the MR-Egger intercept test could not be performed. For the same reason, the
MR-PRESSO global test was inapplicable.

3.4 Reverse MR analysis
Following a rigorous screening process for IVs, one SNP associated with VC

was deemed eligible (Supplementary Table S3). In the reverse MR analysis detailed in
Supplementary Table S4, there was no discernible causal effect observed from VC to
the identified bacterial features. Given that VC had only one associated SNP, a
sensitivity test was not feasible.

4. Discussion
Over the past 20 years, extensive research of the composition and oncogenic

implications of the gut microbiomes has been conducted, especially in relation to the
female reproductive tract tumors. Sims TT et al.’s study examming intestinal bacteria
of 42 cervical cancer patients and 46 healthy controls. The results showed that
Prevotella, Porphyromonas, and Dialister were in higher abundance in the group of
cervical cancer, whereas in the controls, Acteroides, Alistipes, and Lachnospiracea
were found of significant enrichment [24]. Li et al reported that the predominant
presence of Proteobacteria, Gammaproteobacteria, Enterobacteriales,
Enterobacteriaceae, and Shigella in the endometrial cancer patients[25]. The strong
association between the intestinal bacteria, hormone metabolism, and obesity implies
a possible contribution from GMs in the progression of hormone-related endometrial
cancer. The bacteria may have impact on estrogen enteropathy circulation and
associated with hormone-related cancers[26]. Zhou et al. performed a comparative
analysis of the microbiome composition in 25 tissue samples from ovarian cancer
patients and 25 distal fallopian tube specimens from healthy individuals. The ratio of
Proteobacteria - Firmicutes exhibited a significant increase in ovarian cancer tissues
in comparison to healthy tissue [27]. Notably, a heightened enrichment of
Proteobacteria was found in the imbalanced intestinal environment, which was
considered as a potential indicator for impaired intestinal epithelial function[28, 29].
Current evidence shows that, dysbiosis play a crucial role in inducing changes of the
gut barrier, promoting a state of chronic inflammation by activating toll-like receptors.
This may result in dysregulated hormones and metabolism. Nevertheless, an
comprehensive taxonomic characterization of tumor-related microbiomes is needed,
and further mechanistic studies are essential to understand the specific connections
between intestinal bacteria and gynecological cancer[30].

Our study undertook a comprehensive assessment of the causal impact of 211
GM taxa on VC. Ultimately, we identified a total of 4 causal relationships, thus
highlighting the importance of GMs in VC. Our MR analysis, a pioneering endeavor
in this domain, has, for the first time, confirmed that class Betaproteobacteria (id.
2867), genus Intestinibacter (id. 11345), genus RuminococcaceaeUCG003 (id. 11361),
order Burkholderiales (id. 2874) may confer a protective effect on the progression of
VC. While the associations observed in this MR study did not attain statistical
significance after FDR correction, the potential impact of these gut bacteria may not
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be disregarded. Alternatively, these findings may indicate a potential GM composition
associated with VC that could aid in evaluating the risk of VC. Furthermore, these
compositions may also serve as candidate bacteria for investigators to focus on in
future functional studies. As an exploratory investigation, our goal was to identify as a
range of potential microbial taxa for further research. Therefore, the errors caused by
this relatively lenient standard are deemed acceptable to a certain degree.

While there is currently no research indicating a direct connection between class
Betaproteobacteria, genus Intestinibacter, genus RuminococcaceaeUCG003, order
Burkholderiales and VC, these bacteria appear to have a causal or protective effect in
malignant diseases. Peters et al. conducted a study on intra tumor and distant normal
lung samples from 46 stage II non-small cell lung cancer patients with curative
resection[31]. They found that a higher abundance of the classes Alphaproteobacteria
and Betaproteobacteria, as well as the orders Burkholderiales and Neisseriales, in
normal lung tissue was associated with better Recurrence-Free Survival（RFS）[31].
In Han et al’s study, an increased abundance of Burkholderiales and a decreased
abundance of Ruminococcaceae were found to be closely related to colorectal cancer
patients with hyperlipoidemia, indicating that alterted gut microorganisms may be
involved in the abnormal lipid metabolism, one of the promoters of colorectal
cancer[32]. Oyeyemi et al. investigated the microbiome compositions of saliva from
the patients with oral squamous cell carcinoma (OSCC), and the result showed
Burkholderiales were reduced in healthy controls with a corresponding increase in the
patients with OSCC [33]. Ma et al 's MR study revealed an increased abundance of
family Ruminococcaceae, family Porphyromonadaceae and Genus Bacteroidetes in
the healthy control compared to the samples from hepatocellular carcinoma patients,
demonstrating the protective causal associations of these gut microbiomes with liver
cancer [34]. However, there was insufficient evidence to conclusively determine the
specific role of the identified four gut microbiota in tumor inhibition or anti-tumor
immunity of patients. The challenge is to distinguish whether the microbiota itself
exerts an inhibitory effect on tumorigenesis(driver), or if the host environment is
conductive to certain microflora growth due to genetic factors(passenger). Thus, more
investigations are required to reveal the interrelationship among pathologic bacteria,
host genes and malignant tumors.

Order Burkholderiales, classified under the class Betaproteobacteria, are
gram-negative bacteria that produce Lipopolysaccharide (LPS). LPS is known to
trigger a robust immune response by binding to proteins Toll-like receptor 4 (TLR4)
[35]. Although the effect of TLR4 activation on the genesis of tumors may be
bidirectional, some immunotherapeutic agents such as
Bacillus Calmette–Guérin (BCG), has been demonstrated their role in cancer
treatment and received FDA approval [36, 37]. Hosts with favorable responses to
tumor therapy or higher anti-tumor immune potential may reveal the enrichment of
distinct gut microbiota. Ruminococcace has been found to be relatively abundant in
the patients with enhanced systemic and antitumor immune responses[38]. Diwakar
Davar et al. observed that the resistance to anti-PD-1 immune therapy could be
overcome by fecal microbiota transplant, which can reconducted the composition of
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GM toward the taxa promoting efficacy of anti–PD-1, including
Ruminococcaceae[39]. Previous research suggests that manipulating and reshaping
the GM may serve as an adjuvant anti-cancer option, potentially improving the
efficacy of cancer therapy and clinical outcomes[40]. Bacteria and their bioactive
compounds producted by bacteria have recently emerged as auspicious anti-tumor
therapeutics, with tumor-targeting bacteria providing a unique direction for cancer
treatment and prevention [41, 42].

The primary advantages of our study include: (1) In the absence of RCTs, our
study expanded the existing research by providing robust evidence regarding the
causal association between GM and VC. (2) The analysis involved genetic
information of a large sample population, enhancing the validity of these results
compared to smaller observational studies. (3) MR analysis helps mitigate
confounding factors, allowing for a more robust exploration of causal relationships.
The identified causal relationships in our study may provide valuable candidate
bacteria for future functional investigations.

However, certain implications and limitations should be considered. Firstly, it is
essential to acknowledge that the major subjects of our study were limited to those
with European ancestry, and the generalizability of the MR results to other
populations warrants further exploration due to population heterogeneity. Secondly,
the relaxation of the P-value threshold for selecting instruments and exposures to
increase the number of SNPs may pose a higher risk of violating the initial
assumption of MR analysis. Nevertheless, the F statistic for all SNPs was over 10,
suggesting that no weak SNPs were taken into account in the estimation of MR.
Moreover, significant findings underwent rigorous FDR correction to minimize the
possibility of false-positive results. Thirdly, while efforts were made to address
pleiotropy concerns, the specific biological activities of the utilized SNPs are still
unknown at present. However, the consistency of estimates among various MR
models and the lack of horizontal pleiotropy in the sensitivity analyses provide
reassurance. Fourthly, due to the low incidence of VC, only 190 cases of the disease
were included in this study, which is lower than most other MR studies. Thus, we may
not only miss other microbiota associated with VC, but also fail to explore the role of
GM on different subgroup of this malignancy (such as pathological subtype, age and
tobacco usage, etc).

5. Conclusions
This MR study establish a foundation of exploring the causal relationship

between the gut microbiota and VC. In this study, several intestinal bacteria were
identified to have a potential role in reducing the incidence of VC, which may be used
for preventing and treating VC. More observational study and basic research are
required to verify these findings. In conclusion, this MR study provides insight to the
possible causal impact of gut microbiota in the oncogenesis and development of
vulvar cancer. These findings indicate that it may be a promising direction of vulvar
cancer treatment to modulate gut microbiota and regulate intestinal microenvironment.
Further investigation is needed to understand the fundamental mechanism.
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Table 1. Details of the exposure and outcome.
Trait Consortium Samples Case Control
211 GM taxa MiBioGen 18,340 / /
VC FinnGen (R9) 167,379 190 167,189

Figure 1. The study design and workflow of the present MR study.
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Figure 2. Forest plot of GM taxa associated with VC identified by IVW_FE method.

Figure 3. Diverse MR results for 4 GM taxa causally associated with VC.
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