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ABSTRACT
Aim: this study aimed to identify the prevalence and distribution of high-risk human papillomavirus 
(hR-hPV) types among Kazakhstani women with abnormal cervical cytology.
Methods:  a cross-sectional study was performed from May 2019 to June 2020. cervical samples 
were collected from women in the different regions of Kazakhstan.
Results:  a total of 316 patients’ samples were analysed for hR-hPV using real-time multiplex PcR. 
cervical cytology abnormalities were reported according to the Bethesda classification. hPV 
detection by cytology showed a statistically significant association with hPV status and the 
number of hPV infection types (p  <  .05). among women with abnormal cervical cytology, 62.4% 
were positive for hPV infection of those 79.4% had low-grade squamous intraepithelial lesions 
(lsil), and 20.6% had high-grade squamous intraepithelial lesions (hsil). among patients with 
lsil, 77.4% had hPV16 and 58.8% were infected with hPV18. among patients with hsil, 41.2% 
had hPV18 and 22.6% – hPV16.
Conclusions:  there is a high prevalence of hR-hPV types among Kazakhstani women with 
abnormal cervical cytology. the most identified types were hPV16, 18, 31, 33 and 52. there is an 
emergency need to implement an hPV vaccination program to prevent cervical lesion 
development.

Introduction

During the recent decade, cervical cancer has been 
estimated to be the fourth most common cancer in 
women worldwide and the leading cause of cancer 
death in low- and middle-income countries (lMics) [1]. 
according to the GlOBacaN data, the absolute num-
ber of cervical cancer cases worldwide increased over 
time (from 471,000 in 2000 to 529,000 in 2008, and to 
570,000 in 2018) [1], and it continues to be a major 
public health issue with almost 0.6 million cases and 
0.3 million deaths per year [1,2]. the estimated 
age-standardized incidence of cervical cancer differs 
between developed countries and lMics [1,2].

Kazakhstan is a middle-income country, which 
shows a high incidence rate of cervical cancer in 
women of all ages that had risen significantly to 18.2 
per 100,000 women for the past decade [3–5]. as was 
reported by the local researchers, the crude rate of 
cervical cancer incidence increased from 16.3  ±  0.4 in 
2009 to 19.5  ±  0.5 in 2018 [6]. cervical cancer ranks as 
the second leading cause of cancer and cancer-related 
death in Kazakhstani women with over 1700 new cer-
vical cancer cases diagnosed annually [3,5,7]. according 
to multiple resources, approximately 80–99% of all cer-
vical cancer cases have been linked to human papillo-
mavirus (hPV) infection [2,8,9].
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hPV is a small non-enveloped double-stranded DNa 
virus of the Papillomaviridae family [7–10]. among 
more than 200 hPV types, due to their strong correla-
tion to anogenital cancers, 15 were identified as 
high-risk human papillomavirus (hR-hPV) − 16, 18, 31, 
33, 35, 39, 45, 51, 52, 56, 58, 59, 68, 73 and 82 [7–11]. 
hR-hPV types 16 and 18 are responsible for about 
70% of all cervical cancer cases worldwide, while the 
other high-risk types (31, 33, 35, 45, 52 and 58) are 
responsible for 20% [2,8–11]. the natural progression 
of the disease is lengthy: it takes up to 20–30  years 
from the initial hPV infection until cervical cancer 
development through the stages of the premalignant 
cervical lesion [10–15]. it gives a long time window, 
which should be used as an opportunity to make 
appropriate interventions to prevent cervical cancer.

the prevalence of hPV infection varies among 
countries in the world from 6% in Middle east coun-
tries to almost 50% in africa and Oceania [1,2,16]. 
While the hR-hPV epidemiology has been reported in 
the majority of countries worldwide, there is a lack of 
information about the prevalence of hR-hPV types in 
Kazakhstan. in a few studies [17–20], it has been 
reported that prevalence among women attending 
gynaecological clinics varies from 26% to 43.6%. 
however, these reports were based on the analysis 
without linking them to cervical cytology results. 
therefore, a large-scale investigation of the hPV infec-
tion prevalence, especially in patients with abnormal 
cytology, is required. Understanding hR-hPV types cir-
culating among Kazakhstani women leading to prema-
lignant cervical lesions, and potentially cervical cancer, 
could facilitate the planned implementation of the 
hPV vaccination program in 2024 [15,21–23]. this 
study aimed to identify the prevalence of hR-hPV 
among women with abnormal cervical cytology and to 
investigate the hR-hPV genotype distribution in 
Kazakhstan.

Methods

Study design and sample collection

a cross-sectional study was conducted between May 
2019 and June 2020. the stROBe guideline for 
cross-sectional studies was followed. Women from five 
cities of central (astana, capital city), southern (almaty), 
western (aktobe), northern (Pavlodar) and eastern 
(Oskemen) regions of Kazakhstan participated in this 
study. Women between the ages of 18 and 70 attend-
ing gynaecological clinics were invited to participate, 
using a convenience sampling method. cervical speci-
mens for hPV genotyping were collected as a part of 

cervical screening by the Papanicolaou test (Pap-test). 
samples were collected using plastic cytobrush and 
placed into 1.5 ml tubes for further transportation and 
hPV genotyping. samples were stored at −20 °c in the 
freezer until the DNa extraction process.

Laboratory methods

DNa extraction from the samples was performed using 
Wizard® Genomic DNa Purification Kit (Promega, 
Madison, Wi) according to the manufacturer’s manual. 
the purity and quantity of the DNa were checked and 
recorded on Nanodrop 2000, thermo scientific 
(Waltham, Ma). Purified DNa was stored in a −80 °c 
freezer until it was used for hPV DNa genotyping. hPV 
genotyping was performed by the real-time multiplex 
PcR method using the Vector Best’s RealBest DNa hPV 
hcR genotype quantitative assay kit according 
(Vector-Best, Novosibirsk, Russia) to manufacturer’s 
instructions. the kit can detect and differentiate 12 
high-risk hPV types (16, 18, 31, 33, 35, 39, 45, 51, 52, 
56, 58 and 59). the instrument used for real-time PcR 
was the cFX 96 Real-time PcR, Bio-Rad laboratories 
(hercules, ca). For each PcR reaction, positive and 
negative controls were used. DNa concentration of 
samples was 3.75 ng/μl, resulting in 37.5 ng per well. 
the generated data were analysed in the software pro-
vided by the manufacturer and the positivity or nega-
tivity of the samples for hPV type was determined 
according to the manufacturer’s thresholds.

the Pap-test was performed on all participants 
included in the study. Gynaecologists followed stan-
dard procedures for cervical sampling: a cytobrush was 
introduced into the cervical canal and rotated five 
times (360°) to collect cells for cytology examination. 
cytology samples were analysed using liquid-based 
cytology (lBc) following standard procedure. smears 
were diagnosed and reported using the Bethesda sys-
tem for cervical cytology [24]. all women diagnosed 
with abnormal cervical cytology – low-grade squa-
mous intraepithelial lesions (lsil) and high-grade 
squamous intraepithelial lesions (hsil) – were treated 
according to the national guideline on cervical lesions 
management.

Quality assurance
For quality assurance, all laboratory procedures were 
performed in the Nazarbayev University Medical clus-
ter (NU Medicine) research laboratories following the 
study protocol (supplementary Material 1). special 
attention was drawn to the participants’ selection 
(based on inclusion/exclusion criteria), the protocol 
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implementation, the utilization of an hPV test, and 
staff competence [25]. hPV genotyping kits validated 
in the previous pilot study [17] were utilized.

Ethical considerations

the study was approved by the institutional Research 
ethics committee of Nazarbayev University on 23 april 
2019 (iRec number: 146/4042019). all participants 
were informed of the risks, benefits, goals and meth-
ods of the study. Verbal consent was received from 
participants after they were informed about the volun-
teer and anonymous nature of the study.

Statistical analysis

statistical analysis was performed using stata version 
16 (statacorp llc, college station, tX). Descriptive sta-
tistics were calculated, including means, standard devi-
ations, and absolute and relative frequencies, where 
applicable. to assess a relationship between a continu-
ous variable and a categorical variable, a student t-test 
or Wilcoxon rank-sum test was employed. For categor-
ical independent variables, the chi-square test or 
Fisher’s exact test was used. a p value of <.05 was 
considered a statistically significant finding.

Results

HPV prevalence and age distribution

in total, 316 women participated in the study (table 1). 
the age ranged between 18 and 70  years, where the 
mean was 36.4  ±  10.96  years. Over a quarter (26.6%) of 
women were between 26 and 30  years old, and 18% of 
women were between 31 and 35  years old.

No cases of cervical cancer were identified among 
the study participants. Most participants had normal 
cytology results (negative for intraepithelial lesion or 
malignancy, NilM). less than half of the participants 
(34.5%) had abnormal cytology results – lsil and hsil. 
the majority of the study participants (86.2%) had 
lsil, 13.8% had hsil based on the results from cervi-
cal cytology (table 1). the most common hPV geno-
types were: hPV16 (15.8%), hPV18 (8.2%), hPV31 
(6.3%), hPV 51 (4.1%) and hPV52 (4.1%, table 1).

HPV prevalence by age

among hPV-positive women (N  =  133), women aged 
between 26 and 30  years had the highest prevalence 
of hPV (26.3%). the second highest prevalence of hPV 
was among women between 31 and 35  years old 

(19.6%). the lowest prevalence was among women 
aged between 51 and 55  years (6.8%) and women 
older than 56  years (6.8%) (Figure 1, panel a). the 
highest prevalence of single hPV infection was among 
women aged between 26 and 30  years (25%) and 
among women aged between 31 and 35  years (21%) 
(Figure 1, panel B). among women with two or three 
hPV infections (N  =  33), the highest prevalence was 
among women aged between 26 and 30 years (30.3%). 
three age groups (18–25, 31–35, and 46–50) had a 
15.2% prevalence of multiple hPV infections (Figure 1, 
panel c).

Association of HR-HPV infection and abnormal 
cervical cytology

among women with abnormal cervical cytology 
(N  =  109), 62.4% were positive for hPV infection (table 
2). approximately, 2/3 of women (79.4%) had lsil and 
were hPV positive. More than 20% of women with 
hsil cytology results were positive for hPV. hPV detec-
tion by cytology showed a statistically significant asso-
ciation with hPV status (p  =  .000) (table 2).

Table 1. Age distribution, HPV and cin prevalence.

Variables

Participants, N (%)

N  =  316

Age
  Range 18–70
  Mean  +  sd 36.4  ±  10.96
  18–25 42/316 (13.3%)
  26–30 84/316 (26.6%)
  31–35 57/316 (18.0%)
  36–40 31/316 (9.8%)
  41–45 34/316 (10.8%)
  46–50 20/316 (6.3%)
  51–55 22/316 (7.0%)
  ≥56 26/316 (8.2%)

Pap-test
  negative 207/316(65.5%)
  Abnormal 109/316 (34.5%)
    lsil 94/109 (86.2%)
    Hsil 15/109 (13.8%)

HPV infection
HPV positive 133/316 (42.1%)
HPV negative 183/316 (57.9%)
HPV positive N  =  133
single HPV type 100/133 (75.2%)
Multiple HPV types (n  >  2) 33/133 (24.8%)
HPV genotype (single and 

multiple)
HPV16 50 (15.8%)
HPV18 26 (8.2%)
HPV 31 6 (1.9%)
HPV33 20 (6.3%)
HPV35 3 (1%)
HPV39 11 (3.5%)
HPV45 8 (2.5%)
HPV51 13 (4.1%)
HPV52 13 (4.1%)
HPV56 4 (1.3%)
HPV58 8 (2.5%)
HPV59 9 (2.9%)
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as shown in table 2, among women with abnormal 
cytology and hPV infection (N  =  68), 72.1% of the par-
ticipants had a single infection. the majority of women 
with lsil (87.8%) had a single hPV infection type, and 
only 26.3% had multiple hPV types. in contrast, most 
women with hsil were infected with multiple hPV 
types (73.7%, p  =  .02).

Prevalence of HPV types stratified by the cervical 
cytology result

hPV16, hPV18, hPV31, hPV33 and hPV52 hR-hPV gen-
otypes were found to be statistically significantly asso-
ciated with the cytology result (p  <  .05, table 3). 
among patients with lsil, 77.4% had hPV16 and 

58.8% were infected with hPV18. among patients with 
hsil, 41.2% had hPV18 and 22.6% – hPV16. Only two 
women were both hPV31 positive and hsil status 
(table 3).

Discussion

Despite the World health Organization’s and the local 
healthcare system’s efforts, the implementation of cer-
vical cancer screening, and hPV vaccination programs 
[12,23], cervical cancer remains a serious health issue 
for clinical medicine and the public health sector 
worldwide [1,26]. Persistent hR-hPV infection has been 
ultimately linked to the development of cervical can-
cer [9]. studies report that hPV16 induces more than 
50% of cervical cancers, hPV16 and 18 together lead 
to over 70% of cases, and the other known hR-hPV 
types contribute to around 25% of cases, making 
together 95% of cervical cancer cases associated with 
hR-hPVs [26,27]. even though there is a national cervi-
cal cancer screening program implemented in 
Kazakhstan [5,28], cervical cancer incidence increased 
over the past decade in the country [6]. since the 
prevalence of hR-hPV types has never been investi-
gated among Kazakhstani women with premalignant 
cervical lesions, the aim of this study was to identify 
the prevalence and distribution of hR-hPV types 
among women with abnormal cervical cytology.

in many studies, women’s age has been reported to 
have a significant impact on the hPV prevalence 
[19,20,26,29]. in this study, hR-hPV types were the 
most prevalent among reproductive-age women (18–
35), and the prevalence decreased in older age groups, 
which is comparable with other similar studies 
[19,26,30].

in the current investigation, abnormal cervical cytol-
ogy was identified in one-third of the study partici-
pants, with a prevalence of hsil of almost 14%. this 
indicator is lower than in a similar Kazakhstani study 
[15], where hsil was found in 19% of women. however, 
the study that was referred for comparison [15], 

Figure 1. Age-specific prevalence of HPV infection. Panel A – age-specific prevalence of HPV infection; panel B – age-specific 
prevalence of single HPV infection; panel c – age-specific prevalence of multiple HPV infections.

Table 2. Association of HR-HPV infection and abnormal cervi-
cal cytology.

outcomes of HPV detection, N (%) p value

cytology 
results

N  =  109 N  =  68

HPV 
positive
68/109 
(62.4%)

HPV 
negative
41/109 
(37.6%)

p 
Value
.001

single
49/68 

(72.1%)

Multiple
19/68 

(27.9%)

p 
Value 
.001

lsil 54 (79.4%) 35 (85.4%) 43 (87.8%) 5 (26.3%)
Hsil 14 (20.6%) 1 (2.4%) 6 (12.2%) 14 (73.7%)
Total 68 (100%) 41 (100%) 49 (100%) 19 (100%)

Table 3. Prevalence of HPV types stratified by the cervical 
cytology result.

HR-HPV 
genotypes

cytology result type

lsil, N (%) Hsil, N (%) Total, N (%) p Value

HPV16 24 (77.4%) 7 (22.6%) 31 (100%) .04
HPV18 10 (58.8%) 7 (41.2%) 17 (100%) .0001
HPV31 – 2 (100%) 2 (100%) .02
HPV33 10 (100%) – 10 (100%) .01
HPV35 1 (100%) – 1 (100%) 1.00
HPV39 4 (100%) – 4 (100%) 1.00
HPV45 2 (100%) – 2 (100%) 1.00
HPV51 5 (100%) – 5 (100%) .32
HPV52 2 (33.3%) 4 (66.7%) 6 (100%) .0001
HPV56 1 (33.3%) 2 (66.7%) 3 (100%) .09
HPV58 6 (100%) – 6 (100%) .08
HPV59 2 (100%) – 2 (100%) .08
Total 67 22 89
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reported the results of a tertiary-care hospital with the 
expected higher rate of severe cases. Moreover, con-
trary to our research, the study by imankulova et  al. 
did not report results of the participants’ hPV sta-
tus [15].

the prevalence and distribution of hR-hPV types 
vary in different populations. in this study, 62.4% of 
women with abnormal cervical cytology were infected 
with either single or multiple hR-hPV types, which is 
higher than the prevalence among turkish and 
Mongolian populations [26,30]. the results of the pres-
ent study demonstrated that hPV16, hPV18, hPV31, 
hPV33 and hPV52 were the five most prevalent types 
in this study population. these findings are in line 
with similar research among Russian [31], turkish 
[26,32] and Mongolian [30] populations where hPV16, 
hPV6, hPV45, hPV18, hPV53, hPV33 and hPV31 were 
the most prevalent types among women with abnor-
mal cervical cytology.

in the present study, 27.9% of women with abnor-
mal cervical cytology were found to be infected with 
multiple hR-hPV types, which increases the risk of pre-
malignant cervical lesion development. this rate is 
lower than in the compared turkish study where 35.9% 
of women were positive for multiple hPV types [26]. 
Notably, in our investigation, most women with lsil 
had a single hR-hPV type, while the majority of 
women with hsil were infected with multiple hPV 
types. this finding definitively supports the association 
of hR-hPV with cervical malignancy as exposure to 
many types of hR-hPV resulted in hsil.

Study strengths and limitations

to our knowledge, this is the first study in Kazakhstan 
investigating the hR-hPV prevalence among women 
with abnormal cervical cytology. Unlike the previous 
studies conducted in Kazakhstan [7,15], where only 
cervical lesion prevalence was reported, this study 
linked abnormal cervical cytology with the hPV status 
of the participants. the study findings are likely to be 
generalizable to women in Kazakhstan since partici-
pants from diverse regions of the country were 
included in the study. Furthermore, understanding the 
hR-hPV infection prevalence among women with pre-
malignant cervical lesions will not only aid in selecting 
the appropriate hPV vaccine but also support the 
implementation of the hPV vaccination program. 
another strength is the fact that this study utilizes a 
cross-sectional study design, which is appropriate for 
investigating the prevalence of hR-hPV and other hPV 
types. Nevertheless, several limitations should be taken 
into account, namely, a relatively small study sample 

was used that may contribute to a decreased precision 
of the estimates; the unavailability of the participants’ 
past medical history and parity history, and the 
absence of data on Pap-test results after appropriate 
management of cervical lesions. Besides, a conve-
nience sampling method was used, which may intro-
duce bias as opposed to random sampling. Further 
studies on the prevalence of hR-hPV and precancer-
ous cervical lesions should include a larger random 
sample size to increase the data reliability. Moreover, it 
would be useful to investigate hR-hPV prevalence 
among patients with impaired immune response (e.g. 
hiV, diabetes mellitus, or prolonged corticosteroid 
treatment).

Conclusions

cervical cancer is one of the preventable malignancies 
in the vast majority of women. since the causal rela-
tionship between hPV infection and cervical cancer 
has been established, screening for hR-hPV is an 
important public health strategy in women with abnor-
mal cervical cytology. Given the high prevalence of 
hR-hPV types among Kazakhstani women with abnor-
mal cervical cytology and the distribution of hR-hPV 
types 16, 18, 31, 33, and 52, the implementation of an 
hPV vaccination program is of great importance. 
considering the commonly identified hR-hPV types 
(16, 18, 31, 33, and 52), Gardasil-9 would be the most 
appropriate vaccine for immunization of Kazakhstani 
women. if implemented, vaccination could help to pre-
vent the majority of lsil and hsil cases. strict 
follow-up and appropriate guideline-based manage-
ment are quite important for women with abnormal 
cytology.

Acknowledgements

the authors acknowledge the Nazarbayev University school 
of Medicine for the support that enabled the completion of 
this study.

Author contributions

Ga and aa were involved in creating the study protocol; aM 
and Yi were involved in the process of the samples collec-
tion. ti, aB and aa performed PcR sample analysis; ai, ti, aB, 
aG and NM performed statistical analysis and data interpre-
tation; Ga, aM, Yi and aa involved in preliminary data design 
and assessment, and literature review. Ga, aB and ti drafted 
the manuscript. ai and Ga provided a critical revision and 
regular feedback of the manuscript. all authors contributed 
to the refinement of the study protocol. all authors have 
read and approved the final manuscript.



6 a. BaBi et al.

Ethical approval

the study was approved by the institutional Research ethics 
committee of the Nazarbayev University on 23 april 2019 
(iRec number: 146/4042019).

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the 
author(s).

Funding

there is no funding source to report regarding this study.

ORCID

Gulzhanat aimagambetova  http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2868-4497

Data availability statement

the study questionnaires and raw data are available from 
the project Pi via email: gulzhanat.aimagambetova@nu.edu.kz

References

 [1] arbyn M, Weiderpass e, Bruni l, et  al. estimates of inci-
dence and mortality of cervical cancer in 2018: a world-
wide analysis. lancet Glob health. 2020;8(2):1–8. doi: 
10.1016/s2214-109X(19)30482-6.

 [2] serrano B, Brotons M, Bosch FX, et  al. epidemiology 
and burden of hPV-related disease. Best Pract Res clin 
Obstet Gynaecol. 2018;47:14–26. doi: 10.1016/j.bpo-
bgyn.2017.08.006.

 [3] Bruni l, albero G, serrano B, et  al. icO/iaRc information 
centre on hPV and cancer (hPV information centre). 
human papillomavirus and related diseases in Kazakhstan. 
summary Report 17 June; 2019 [cited 2023 Jun 25].

 [4] aimagambetova G, azizan a. epidemiology of hPV in-
fection and hPV-Related cancers in Kazakhstan: a re-
view. asian Pac J cancer Prev. 2018;19(5):1175–1180. 
doi: 10.22034/aPJcP.2018.19.5.1175.

 [5] aimagambetova G, chan cK, Ukybassova t, et  al. 
cervical cancer screening and prevention in Kazakhstan 
and central asia. J Med screen. 2021;28(1):48–50. doi: 
10.1177/0969141320902482.

 [6] igissinov N, igissinova G, telmanova Z, et al. New trends 
of cervical cancer incidence in Kazakhstan. asian Pac J 
cancer Prev. 2021;22(4):1295–1304. doi: 10.31557/
aPJcP.2021.22.4.1295.

 [7] Balmagambetova s, Gabutti G, Koyshybaev a, et  al. 
cervical screening in Western Kazakhstan: liquid-based cy-
tology ‘cell scan’ versus azur-eosin staining. J Med screen. 
2020;27(2):90–95. doi: 10.1177/0969141319885409.

 [8] de Martel c, Plummer M, Vignat J, et  al. Worldwide bur-
den of cancer attributable to hPV by site, country and 
hPV type. int J cancer. 2017;141(4):664–670. doi: 
10.1002/ijc.30716.

 [9] Zur hausen h. Papillomaviruses and cancer: from basic 
studies to clinical application. Nat Rev cancer. 2002;2(5): 
342–350. doi: 10.1038/nrc798.

 [10] Paavonen J. human papillomavirus infection and the 
development of cervical cancer and related genital 
neoplasias. int J infect Dis. 2007;11(suppl. 2):s3–s9. doi: 
10.1016/s1201-9712(07)60015-0.

 [11] clifford G, Franceschi s, Diaz M, et  al. chapter 3: hPV 
type-distribution in women with and without cervical 
neoplastic diseases. Vaccine. 2006;24(suppl. 3):s3/26–
34. doi: 10.1016/j.vaccine.2006.05.026.

 [12] akhatova a, azizan a, atageldiyeva K, et al. Prophylactic 
human papillomavirus vaccination: from the origin to 
the current state. Vaccines. 2022;10(11):1912. doi: 
10.3390/vaccines10111912.

 [13] Mccredie MR, sharples KJ, Paul c, et  al. Natural history 
of cervical neoplasia and risk of invasive cancer in 
women with cervical intraepithelial neoplasia 3: a retro-
spective cohort study. lancet Oncol. 2008;9(5):425–434. 
doi: 10.1016/s1470-2045(08)70103-7.

 [14] Gravitt Pe, Rositch aF, silver Mi, et  al. a cohort effect of 
the sexual revolution may be masking an increase in 
human papillomavirus detection at menopause in the 
United states. J infect Dis. 2013;207(2):272–280. doi: 
10.1093/infdis/jis660.

 [15] imankulova B, Babi a, issa t, et  al. Prevalence of pre-
cancerous cervical lesions among nonvaccinated 
Kazakhstani women: the National tertiary care hospital 
screening Data (2018). healthcare. 2023;11(2):235. doi: 
10.3390/healthcare11020235.

 [16] Vinodhini K, shanmughapriya s, Das Bc, et al. Prevalence 
and risk factors of hPV infection among women from 
various provinces of the world. arch Gynecol Obstet. 
2012;285(3):771–777. doi: 10.1007/s00404-011-2155-8.

 [17] Niyazmetova l, aimagambetova G, stambekova N, 
et  al. application of molecular genotyping to deter-
mine prevalence of hPV strains in pap smears of 
Kazakhstan women. int J infect Dis. 2017;54:85–88. doi: 
10.1016/j.ijid.2016.11.410.

 [18] Bekmukhambetov Y, Balmagambetova s, Jarkenov t, 
et  al. Distribution of high risk human papillomavirus 
types in Western Kazakhstan – retrospective analysis of 
PcR data. asian Pac J cancer Prev. 2016;17(5): 
2667–2672.

 [19] aimagambetova G, Babi a, issanov a, et  al. the distri-
bution and prevalence of high-risk hPV genotypes oth-
er than hPV-16 and hPV-18 among women attending 
gynecologists’ offices in Kazakhstan. Biology. 
2021;10(8):794. doi: 10.3390/biology10080794.

 [20] Babi a, issa t, issanov a, et  al. Prevalence of high-risk 
human papillomavirus infection among Kazakhstani 
women attending gynecological outpatient clinics. int J 
infect Dis. 2021;109:8–16. doi: 10.1016/j.ijid.2021.06.006.

 [21] aimagambetova G, Babi a, issa t, et  al. What factors are 
associated with attitudes towards hPV vaccination 
among Kazakhstani women? exploratory analysis of 
cross-sectional survey data. Vaccines. 2022;10(5):824. 
doi: 10.3390/vaccines10050824.

 [22] Babi a, issa t, issanov a, et  al. Knowledge and attitudes of 
mothers toward hPV vaccination: a cross-sectional study in 
Kazakhstan. Womens health. 2023;19:17455057231172355. 
doi: 10.1177/17455057231172355.

mailto:gulzhanat.aimagambetova@nu.edu.kz
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(19)30482-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2017.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2017.08.006
https://doi.org/10.22034/APJCP.2018.19.5.1175
https://doi.org/10.1177/0969141320902482
https://doi.org/10.31557/APJCP.2021.22.4.1295
https://doi.org/10.31557/APJCP.2021.22.4.1295
https://doi.org/10.1177/0969141319885409
https://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.30716
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrc798
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1201-9712(07)60015-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2006.05.026
https://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines10111912
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(08)70103-7
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jis660
https://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare11020235
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00404-011-2155-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijid.2016.11.410
https://doi.org/10.3390/biology10080794
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijid.2021.06.006
https://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines10050824
https://doi.org/10.1177/17455057231172355


aNNals OF MeDiciNe 7

 [23] aimagambetova G, azizan a. human papillomavirus 
vaccination: past, present and future. Vaccines. 
2022;10(9):1398. doi: 10.3390/vaccines10091398.

 [24] Nayar R, Wilbur Dc, editors. the Bethesda system for 
reporting cervical cytology. springer; 2015. doi: 
10.1007/978-3-319-11074-5

 [25] cuschieri K, Fellner MD, arroyo Mühr ls, et  al. Quality 
assurance in human papillomavirus testing for primary 
cervical screening. int J Gynecol cancer. 2023;33(5):802–
811. doi: 10.1136/ijgc-2022-004197.

 [26] Muderris t, afsar i, Yıldız a, et  al. hPV genotype distri-
bution among women with normal and abnormal cer-
vical cytology in turkey. Rev esp Quimioter. 2019;32(6): 
516–524.

 [27] Wang X, huang X, Zhang Y. involvement of human 
papillomaviruses in cervical cancer. Front Microbiol. 
2018;9:2896. doi: 10.3389/fmicb.2018.02896.

 [28] issa t, Babi a, azizan a, et  al. Factors associated with cer-
vical cancer screening behaviour of women attending gy-
naecological clinics in Kazakhstan: a cross-sectional study. 

Womens health. 2021;17:17455065211004135. doi: 10. 
1177/17455065211004135.

 [29] Finan RR, chemaitelly h, Racoubian e, et  al. Genetic diver-
sity of human papillomavirus (hPV) as specified by the 
detection method, gender, and year of sampling: a retro-
spective cross-sectional study. arch Gynecol Obstet. 
2023;307(5):1469–1479. doi: 10.1007/s00404-022-06907-4.

 [30] tsedenbal B, Yoshida t, enkhbat B, et  al. human papil-
lomavirus genotyping among women with cervical ab-
normalities in Ulaanbaatar, Mongolia. int J infect Dis. 
2018;77:8–13. doi: 10.1016/j.ijid.2018.09.018.

 [31] shipitsyna e, Zolotoverkhaya e, Kuevda D, et al. Prevalence 
of high-risk human papillomavirus types and cervical 
squamous intraepithelial lesions in women over 30 years 
of age in st. Petersburg, Russia. cancer epidemiol. 
2011;35(2):160–164. doi: 10.1016/j.canep.2010.08.010.

 [32] Beyazit F, sılan F, Gencer M, et al. the prevalence of human 
papillomavirus (hPV) genotypes detected by PcR in wom-
en with normal and abnormal cervico-vaginal cytology. 
Ginekol Pol. 2018;89(2):62–67. doi: 10.5603/GP.a2018.0011.

https://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines10091398
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-11074-5
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2022-004197
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.02896
https://doi.org/10.
https://doi.org/10.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00404-022-06907-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijid.2018.09.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.canep.2010.08.010
https://doi.org/10.5603/GP.a2018.0011

	Prevalence of high-risk human papillomavirus infection and genotype distribution among Kazakhstani women with abnormal cervical cytology
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Study design and sample collection
	Laboratory methods
	Quality assurance

	Ethical considerations
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	HPV prevalence and age distribution
	HPV prevalence by age
	Association of HR-HPV infection and abnormal cervical cytology
	Prevalence of HPV types stratified by the cervical cytology result

	Discussion
	Study strengths and limitations

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	Ethical approval
	Disclosure statement
	Funding
	ORCID
	Data availability statement
	References



