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Chapter

Association between Human 
Papillomavirus and Urological 
Cancers: An Update
Mehmet Sarier

Abstract

Human papillomavirus (HPV) is currently the most common sexually  transmitted 
pathogen in the world, and as such imposes a substantial global burden due to its 
oncogenic properties. The significant association of HPV with anogenital and head 
and neck carcinomas is well established. In terms of urological malignancies, only 
the association between HPV and penile cancer has been well defined; despite close 
anatomical proximity, its relationship with bladder, prostate, kidney, and testicular 
cancers has remained unclear. With technological advances in the nucleic acid 
amplification tests used to detect HPV over the last two decades, the results of new 
studies have led to the need to reexamine these relationships. This brief review aims 
to evaluate the association between urological malignancies and HPV infection in 
light of recent data.

Keywords: HPV, penile cancer, prostate cancer, kidney cancer, bladder cancer, 
testicular cancer

1. Introduction

The human papillomavirus (HPV) is a double-stranded DNA virus whose only 
host is humans. It is the most common sexually transmitted pathogen in the world 
today. Epidemiological studies indicate the global prevalence of HPV is close to 
12% [1]. The main reason for this high prevalence is that HPV infection is usually 
asymptomatic. The clinical course of HPV infection is divided into three periods—
the latent, subclinical, and clinical phases [2]. Up to 90% of HPV infections are 
controlled by host adaptive immunity, thereby remaining in the latent phase and 
eventually becoming undetectable. However, 10% of cases progress to intraepithe-
lial neoplasia or condylomatous lesions, and 1% transform into invasive cancer [3]. 
While over 200 HPV types have been identified to date, only 40 of them cause ano-
genital infections and HPV-associated malignancies [4]. Unlike many other viruses, 
HPVs are classified according to genetic sequence rather than antigenic structures. 
Therefore, instead of serotypes, they are numbered by genotype and in the order of 
discovery [5]. Despite its largely benign nature, HPV is a high-profile public health 
issue and poses a substantial socioeconomic burden due to its oncogenic proper-
ties. HPV and Epstein–Barr virus (EBV) are responsible for the most frequent 
virus-related cancers [6], with HPV linked to nearly 10% of cancers globally [7]. 
Based on their oncogenic potential, HPVs are divided into high-risk (HR-HPV) 
and low-risk (LR-HPV) types. HR-HPVs disrupt the cell cycle via their E6 and E7 
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oncoproteins, preventing progression from G1 to S phase [8]. The E6 oncoprotein 
inhibits the function of tumor suppressor protein p53. This increases the risk of 
cell transformation due to a lack of genetic stability and inhibition of apoptosis. 
The E7 oncoprotein inactivates another tumor suppressor protein, retinoblastoma 
(Rb). This results in the uncontrolled synthesis of the proteins necessary for cell 
cycle progression, and the cell enters a state of continuous proliferation [9]. Unlike 
HR-HPVs, the E6 and E7 oncoproteins of LR-HPVs do not inactivate p53 and Rb to 
the same degree [10].

Because HPV shows epithelial tropism, squamous cell carcinoma is the most 
common histologic type of HPV-related cancer. HPV association has been reported 
in 96% of cervical carcinomas, 75% of vulvar carcinomas, 41% of oropharyngeal 
carcinomas, and 36% of anal carcinomas [11–13]. The results of meta-analyses 
suggest that the presence of HPV is a favorable prognostic factor in anogenital and 
head and neck cancers [13–15]. Although it is not clear how the presence of HPV 
improves prognosis in these carcinomas, it was reported that HPV-negative primary 
cancers showed high metastatic potential and had more aggressive p53 mutations, 
resulting in more severe deregulation of normal growth control and poorer progno-
sis compared to HPV-positive cancers [16].

Considering the close anatomical proximity to anogenital carcinomas, research-
ers have investigated the relationship between HPV and urological malignancies 
for approximately three decades. Among these cancers, only penile cancer has been 
clearly associated with HPV. The relationship between HPV and other urological 
malignancies such as prostate, kidney, bladder, and testicular cancers remains 
controversial today. This lingering uncertainty is the result of limitations arising 
from methodological differences in past publications. These limitations can be 
summarized as small case series, lack of fresh tissue sampling, the use of serologi-
cal tests for HPV detection, and the inadequacy of case–control studies [17–19]. In 
recent years, however, remarkable advances in polymerase chain reaction (PCR) 
assay technology have enabled the identification of more genotypes in a single 
sample, and DNA extraction from formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded (FFPE) 
tissues, has become more efficient. Therefore, it is clear that results obtained two to 
three decades ago must be reevaluated.

2. Penile cancer and HPV

Penile cancer is rare, accounting for approximately 0.5% of all cancers in men, 
with a peak prevalence in the sixth decade of life [20]. The incidence of penile can-
cer varies by geographical region depending on the hygienic, cultural, and religious 
characteristics of the population. Its incidence is between 0.3 and 1 per 100,000 
in developed countries, while it reaches 4 per 100,000 in developing countries 
[1]. At present, the main known risk factors are phimosis, chronic inflammation 
of the penis, poor personal hygiene, smoking, polygamy, and HPV infection. 
Histopathologically, 95% of penile cancers are different variations of squamous cell 
carcinoma [21]. The fact that HPV-associated cancers are of squamous histology 
led to the early discovery of the relationship between HPV and penile carcinomas. 
Although there are methodological differences in HPV detection among published 
studies, the prevalence of HPV in penile cancers is reported to be between 39.7% 
and 59.3% [22]. According to a recent meta-analysis evaluating 2531 patients in 
270 studies, the prevalence of HPV-DNA in patients with penile cancer was 48% 
(confidence interval [CI]: 40.0%–57.0%) [7]. HPV type 16 is the dominant type 
identified in HPV-associated penile cancers, with more than half of cases attributed 
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to this type alone [23]. The second most common strain detected in penile carcino-
mas is HPV type 18, and together these two types are responsible for more than 70% 
of HPV-associated penile carcinomas [24].

Penile intraepithelial neoplasia (PIN) is a penis cancer precursor lesion similar 
to cervical intraepithelial neoplasia (CIN). The extent to which the natural course 
of PIN mirrors that of CIN is unclear, and its clinical management is less standard-
ized compared to CIN [25]. However, the link between PIN and HPV is noteworthy. 
Studies have indicated 70–100% association between HPV and PIN, much stronger 
than its relationship with penile carcinoma [26]. An important biomarker currently 
being studied in HPV-associated carcinomas is p16INK4a, a protein whose expression 
is stimulated by the E7 oncoprotein [27]. Numerous recent studies suggest that 
p16INK4a expression can be used as an alternative marker of infection in cervical and 
other HPV-associated carcinomas due to its association with HR-HPV carcinogen-
esis [27]. Martins et al. reported that the expression of p16INK4a was significantly 
associated with the presence of HR-HPV in penile cancers, and could serve as a 
marker of HPV in penile cancer [28]. A recent meta-analysis by Olesen et al. investi-
gating p16INK4a positivity in penile cancers and PIN yielded the interesting finding 
that the rate of p16INK4a positivity was 79.6% in HPV-positive patients with penile 
cancer but only 49.5% among those with PIN [29]. In this meta-analysis, of the 
histological subtypes of HPV-related penile squamous cell carcinomas, the highest 
prevalence of HPV was reported to be 84% in basaloid squamous cell carcinoma, 
followed by 75.7% in warty-basaloid squamous cell carcinoma.

There is little information in the literature regarding the relationship between 
HPV and tumor grade in penile squamous cell carcinoma. However, tumor 
grade and lymph node metastasis are the most important prognostic factors for 
disease-free survival [30]. Hölters et al. observed an association between HPV and 
histological grade in their study, reporting that the prevalence of HR-HPV types 
was higher in poorly differentiated grade 3 tumors [31]. Similarly, a recent study 
also demonstrated a positive correlation between HR-HPV and high-grade penile 
squamous cell carcinoma, especially in HPV-related basaloid and warty-basaloid 
carcinomas [32]. In light of these findings, it can be speculated that unlike cervi-
cal, anal, and oropharyngeal carcinomas, the presence of HPV may be a negative 
prognostic factor in penile carcinomas.

Circumcision is known to be an important protective factor against penile 
cancer, though it is not clear whether circumcision protects against HPV infection. 
Van Howe et al. determined that the prevalence of HPV did not differ between 
circumcised and uncircumcised men but reported a longer HPV clearance time in 
men who were uncircumcised [33]. In a study by Lu et al., viral clearance was higher 
for HR-HPV types in circumcised men than uncircumcised men, while there was 
no significant difference between the two groups in the clearance of LR-HPV types 
[34]. Gray et al. showed that circumcision reduced transmission of both HR-HPV 
and LR-HPV types [35]. In the latest report from Davis et al., male circumcision 
was found to reduce HR-HPV viral load in female partners, leading the authors 
to recommend circumcision for the reduction of HPV infection in both men and 
women [36].

3. Bladder cancer and HPV

Bladder cancer is the fourth most common malignancy in men and the eighth 
most common in women, causing an estimated 400,000 new cases and 186,000 
deaths per year worldwide [37]. Important known risk factors include age, 
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ethnicity, smoking tobacco, chemical exposure (aromatic amines and hydrocar-
bons), and in some regions, schistosomiasis. Histologically, more than 90% of 
bladder cancers are urothelial cell carcinoma. The incidence of bladder cancer has 
shown a marked increase over the last three decades, and despite extensive efforts, 
it is still difficult to predict tumor progression, optimal treatment, and final clinical 
outcomes [38]. Over the same period, the relationship between HPV and bladder 
cancer has also been investigated and two hypotheses have been proposed to explain 
their association. The first hypothesis is that the urethra is the first point of contact 
during sexual transmission of the virus and serves both as a viral reservoir and 
direct connection between the urinary bladder and genital area, possibly providing 
a natural route of viral migration. The second hypothesis is based on the natural 
epithelial tropism of HPV [39]. In a pooled meta-analysis of 2855 cases in 52 studies, 
the prevalence of HPV in bladder cancer samples ranged between 0% and 100% 
[40]. However, this extremely wide range of HPV prevalence is open to interpreta-
tion. In the past, extracting DNA from FFPE tissue was a challenge, and most 
publications stating that there is no relationship between HPV and bladder cancer 
were conducted in FFPE tissues using older technologies in HPV research [41–43]. 
Li et al. emphasized this in their meta-analysis, noting that the prevalence of HPV 
was higher in studies using fresh tissue than in studies using FFPE and suggesting 
that FFPE tissues may yield false-negative results. In the same meta-analysis, it 
was also determined that the HPV prevalence in patients with bladder cancer was 
16.88% and HPV types 16 and 18 were the major types detected [40]. Another 
meta-analysis by Jimenez-Pacheco et al. including 20 controlled studies of HPV-
DNA revealed a significant association between HPV presence and bladder cancer, 
with a pooled odds ratio (OR) of 2.19 (95% CI: 1.40–3.43) [44]. Most recently, 
Sarier et al. conducted a case–control study using fresh tissue and demonstrated a 
strong correlation between urothelial carcinoma of the bladder and HPV infection 
(OR: 4.24, 95% CI: 1.63–12.34) [45].

Although squamous cell carcinoma of the bladder accounts for 2% of all blad-
der cancers, scientific interest in its relationship with HPV has persisted due to 
its histological structure [46]. However, because it is rare cancer, published series 
are small and studies have yielded conflicting results [47–49]. In a recent study by 
Collins et al. investigating the presence of p16 and HR-HPV in 33 patients with 
squamous cell carcinoma of the bladder using in situ hybridization (ISH), P16 
expression was detected in 28% of the patients, while HR-HPV was not detected in 
any patient [50].

Tumor grade is an important factor in terms of bladder cancer progression. 
However, the literature also includes conflicting reports regarding the relationship 
between tumor grade and HPV. An association between HPV and low-grade tumors 
was reported by Tenti et al. [51], while an association with high-grade tumors was 
observed by Cai et al. [52]. In contrast, Sarier et al. observed no significant correla-
tion between tumor grade and HPV in their study [45].

Tumor recurrence is an important and common event in bladder cancer. 
Exposure to infectious agents is recognized as one of the risk factors for urological 
malignancies, especially those with a high tumor recurrence rate [53]. Although 
the literature data on the relationship between HPV and bladder tumor recurrence 
are limited, the results are impressive and largely consistent among studies. Badawi 
et al. reported a significant association between HPV type 16 and tumor recurrence 
rate [54]. Moghadam et al. found that HPV was significantly associated not only 
with tumor recurrence but also with tumor stage [55]. In their 2-year follow-up 
study, Sarier et al. observed higher tumor recurrence rates in patients with bladder 
tumors associated with HPV-DNA [56].
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4. Prostate cancer and HPV

Prostate cancer is the second most common cancer and a fourth most common 
cause of cancer deaths in men and therefore poses a serious burden worldwide 
[57]. The most important risk factors are age over 50 years, ethnicity, family 
history of prostate cancer, diet, and infection, although the available data are 
limited. There is evidence to suggest that chronic inflammation of the prostate 
is quite common in adults and may directly contribute to the development and 
progression of prostate malignancy [58]. This inflammation forms the basis of the 
main hypothesis for the relationship between HPV and prostate cancer. Epithelial 
damage caused by chronic inflammation may result in loss of tolerance to normal 
prostate-associated antigens, thereby triggering a sustained autoimmune reaction 
[59]. The immune evasion strategies of viruses contribute to persistent viral infec-
tion and induce chronic inflammation through cytokines. This presents a mecha-
nism by which HPV may trigger chronic inflammation of the prostate glandular 
epithelium [59].

In fact, numerous studies have investigated the relationship between infection 
and prostate cancer. Taylor et al. demonstrated a significant association between 
prostate cancer risk and infection with any sexually transmitted disease-related 
agents in their meta-analysis of 29 studies including 6022 prostate cancer patients 
and 7320 control cases [60].

As with bladder cancer, a wide range has been reported for the prevalence of 
HPV in prostate cancer (0–100%). Again, methodological approaches are the major 
limitation. The use of serology-based tests for HPV detection is controversial. 
These tests identify general exposure to HPV infection but are not able to identify 
HPV infection in specific organs, such as the prostate. Although ISH is an effective 
method for detecting HPV, PCR is considered the gold standard [61]. By using 
multiple degenerate primary pairs in the amplification reaction, the PCR assay 
can easily be adapted to detect most HPV types associated with anogenital tract 
disease. A recent meta-analysis by Lawson et al. is valuable in this regard. In the 
part of their study evaluating 14 serology-based studies including 5149 prostate 
cancer patients and 7794 benign prostate controls, HPV antibodies were detected 
in 20% of both groups. Based on this finding, they stated that when evaluated 
serologically, there is no difference in the prevalence of HPV antibodies between 
men with and without prostate cancer. However, in another part including only 
PCR-based studies conducted after the year 2000 (including 1071 prostate cancer 
patients and 1103 benign prostate controls), the HPV prevalence was found to be 
21.6% in prostate cancer patients and 6.7% in controls (p = 0.001) [17]. The authors 
concluded from this meta-analysis that HR-HPV has a causal role in prostate cancer. 
Other meta-analyses conducted in the last decade using different parameters also 
showed similar results. In a meta-analysis by Sasidharanpillai et al. evaluating the 
relationship between HPV and oropharyngeal and anogenital cancers based on 
recent molecular studies (nine studies, 876 men), significant HPV association was 
reported in prostate cancer tissue specimens (19%, CI: 10–29%) [7]. Yin et al. also 
determined that HPV was associated with an increased risk of prostate cancer (OR: 
2.27) in their meta-analysis of 24 case–controlled studies including 971 prostate 
cancer and 1085 benign prostate patients [62]. In a meta-analysis of 26 tissue-based 
case–control studies conducted by Yang et al., the prevalence of HPV infection was 
found to be 18.93% and overall HPV positivity in prostate tissues was associated 
with a significantly higher risk of prostate cancer (OR: 1.79, 95% CI: 1.29–2.49) [57]. 
Moghoofei et al. reported that the two major genotypes associated with prostate 
cancer were HPV types 16 and 18, respectively [63].
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Gleason score is an important pathological parameter for the prognosis of pros-
tate cancer. However, the data on the relationship between HPV and Gleason score 
are controversial. Singh et al. reported that Gleason score was high (≥ 8) in 74% of 
patients with HPV-related prostate cancer (p = 0.003), whereas Moghadam et al. 
found no significant difference in Gleason score in his patient group [64].

Glenn et al. published an interesting study regarding HPV and prostate cancer. 
The researchers identified HR-HPVs in the benign prostate tissue specimens of 
patients who developed prostate cancer 1–10 years later. A remarkable finding from 
their study was that E7 oncoprotein expression was detected in 82% of samples at 
the time of benign prostatic hyperplasia diagnosis but only 29% of prostate cancer 
specimens were from the same patients. The authors suggested that HPV has an 
oncogenic role in the early stage of prostate tumorigenesis [65].

5. Kidney cancer and HPV

Kidney cancer is responsible for an estimated 2% of global cancer diagnoses and 
deaths, and its global burden is expected to increase [66]. The two most common 
subtypes are renal cell carcinoma and urothelial cell carcinoma. However, there 
are few studies on its possible association with HPV in the literature, and based on 
the evidence to date, the relationship between kidney cancers and HPV remains 
unclear. In a PCR-based study of 28 patients with kidney cancer, Grce et al. did not 
detect HPV in any patient [67]. Similarly, Hodges et al. did not detect HPV in any 
of their 62 patients with renal tumors by using ISH, leading the authors to conclude 
that HPV appears to have no oncogenic role in benign or malignant renal tumors 
[68]. In contrast, in their small case–control study (49 renal cell carcinoma cases, 
16 controls), Salehipor et al. determined using PCR that the prevalence of HPV was 
14.3% in the patient group and 0% in the control group [69]. Kamel et al. evaluated 
56 patients with renal cell carcinoma using ISH and determined the prevalence of 
HPV to be 52% [70]. Although this is a remarkable finding, the fact that the study 
was not case-controlled can be seen as an important limitation. More recently, 
Farhadi et al. investigated the presence of HPV in 122 patients with renal cell 
carcinoma and demonstrated HPV association in 30.3%, with HPV type 18 being 
the most common type identified [71]. In terms of the case series, an important 
study by Koury et al. based on the Cancer Genome Atlas Database, which includes 
3775 malignant neoplasms, indicated that there was no relationship between HPV 
infection and kidney cancer [72].

6. Testicular cancer and HPV

Although testicular cancers represent only 1% of all malignancies in men, 
they are the most common organ malignancy in men between 20 and 40 years 
of age [73]. The main known risk factors for testicular cancer are undescended 
testes, a family history of testicular cancer, and the presence of germ cell cancer 
in the opposite testicle [74]. While testicular tumors are still relatively uncom-
mon, there has been an unexplained increase in their incidence over the last two 
decades [75]. Researchers have recently focused on the potentially important role of 
inflammation in the formation and progression of testicular cancer, as seen in the 
pathogenesis of other cancers [76]. In fact, the relationship between viral infec-
tions and testicular cancer was first investigated approximately 40 years ago [77]. 
Unfortunately, few studies have been published on the relationship between HPV 
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and testicular cancer in the intervening period. In their study of 39 testicular cancer 
and 48 control cases, Strickler et al. determined the prevalence of HPV to be 5% in 
testicular cancer specimens and 4% in the control group [78]. A PCR-based study 
evaluating the presence of HPV in 19 testicular cancer patients and one control case 
was not able to demonstrate a relationship between HPV infection and testicular 
cancer [79]. Similarly, Bertazzoni et al. reported that HPV was not detected by PCR 
in any specimens from 61 seminomas and 23 control cases [80]. Finally, in a meta-
analysis of 20 studies and 265,057 patients to evaluate the relationship between 
testicular cancer and viral infections, Garolla et al. determined that testicular can-
cer was not associated with HPV, cytomegalovirus, or parvovirus b-19 infections, 
whereas EBV and HIV infections were significantly associated with a higher risk of 
developing testicular germ cell tumors (OR: 7.38, 95% CI: 1.89–28.75, OR: 1.71, 95% 
CI: 1.51–1.93, respectively) [81]. An important point to keep in mind when evaluat-
ing the relationship between testicular germ cell neoplasms and HPV is that HPV 
shows epithelial tropism, and germ cell neoplasms of the testicle do not arise from 
the epithelium.

7. Conclusion

The link between penile cancers and HPV is now well known. In this regard, 
the significant relationship between HPV and tumor grade should be taken into 
consideration and further studies should be conducted to elucidate the prognostic 
significance of HPV presence in penile cancers. The association between HPV and 
urothelial carcinoma of the bladder has become clearer in recent years with the use 
of molecular tests in HPV diagnosis and the findings of studies conducted with 
fresh tissue. In bladder cancer, the significant relationship between HPV and tumor 
recurrence should be kept in mind. The development of PCR technology has had a 
major impact on our understanding of the link between HPV and prostate cancer. 
Compared to previous serology-based studies, the results obtained using nucleic 
acid amplification tests such as PCR are noteworthy and show that a reevaluation 
of this relationship is needed. A key point here may be studied on the relationship 
between HPV and inflammation in the pathophysiology of prostate cancer. In con-
trast, it is premature to talk about an association between kidney cancer and HPV 
based on the limited evidence available today. Case-controlled studies with larger 
patient series will be elucidating. The existing evidence regarding testicular cancer 
indicates no association with HPV infection.

Abbreviations

CI Confidence interval
EBV Epstein–Barr virus
FFPE Formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded
HR High-risk
HPV Human papillomavirus
ISH in situ hybridization
LR Low-risk
OR Odds ratio
PCR Polymerase Chain Reaction
PIN Penile intraepithelial neoplasia
Rb Retinoblastoma



Molecular Mechanisms in Cancer

8

Author details

Mehmet Sarier1,2

1 Department of Urology, Istinye University, Istanbul, Turkey

2 Department of Urology, Medical Park Hospital, Antalya, Turkey

*Address all correspondence to: drsarier@gmail.com

© 2021 The Author(s). Licensee IntechOpen. This chapter is distributed under the terms 
of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/
by/3.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, 
provided the original work is properly cited. 



9

Association between Human Papillomavirus and Urological Cancers: An Update
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.101508

References

[1] Tolstov Y, Hadaschik B, Pahernik S, 
Hohenfellner M, Duensing S. Human 
papillomaviruses in urological 
malignancies: A critical assessment. 
Urologic Oncology. 2014;32(1):46.
e19-46.e27. DOI: 10.1016/j.
urolonc.2013.06.012

[2] Schneider A. Pathogenesis of genital 
HPV infection. Genitourinary Medicine. 
1993;69(3):165-173. Available from: 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
pubmed/8392965 [Accessed date: 
15 April 2019]

[3] Andersen ES, Thorup K, Larsen G. 
The results of cryosurgery for cervical 
intraepithelial neoplasia. Gynecologic 
Oncology. 1988;30(1):21-25. Available 
from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
pubmed/3366393 [Accessed date: 
15 April 2019]

[4] Sarier M, Ozel E, Duman I, Yuksel Y, 
Demirbas A. HPV type 45-positive 
condyloma acuminata of the bladder in 
a renal transplant recipient. Transplant 
Infectious Disease. 2017;19(2):e12667. 
DOI: 10.1111/tid.12667

[5] Sarier M, Ceyhan AM, Sepin N, et al. 
HPV infection in urology practice. 
International Urology and Nephrology. 
2020;52(1):1-8. DOI: 10.1007/
s11255-019-02302-2

[6] Cobos C, Figueroa JA, Mirandola L, 
et al. The role of Human Papilloma 
Virus (HPV) infection in non-
anogenital cancer and the promise  
of immunotherapy: A review. 
International Reviews of Immunology. 
2014;33(5):383-401. DOI: 10.3109/ 
08830185.2014.911857

[7] Sasidharanpillai S, Ravishankar N, 
Kamath V, Bhat PV, Bhatt P, 
Arunkumar G. Prevalence of human 
papillomavirus (HPV) DNA among men 
with oropharyngeal and anogenital 
cancers: A systematic review and 

meta-analysis. Asian Pacific Journal 
of Cancer Prevention. 2021;22(5): 
1351-1364. DOI: 10.31557/APJCP. 
2021.22.5.1351

[8] Heidegger I, Borena W, Pichler R. 
The role of human papilloma virus in 
urological malignancies. Anticancer 
Research. 2015;35(5):2513-2519. 
Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/pubmed/25964524 [Accessed 
date: 30 November 2018]

[9] Kraus I, Molden T, Holm R, et al. 
Presence of E6 and E7 mRNA from 
human papillomavirus types 16, 18, 31, 
33, and 45 in the majority of cervical 
carcinomas. Journal of Clinical 
Microbiology. 2006;44(4):1310-1317. 
DOI: 10.1128/JCM.44.4.1310-1317.2006

[10] Longworth MS, Laimins LA. 
Pathogenesis of human 
papillomaviruses in differentiating 
epithelia. Microbiology and Molecular 
Biology Reviews. 2004;68(2):362-372. 
DOI: 10.1128/MMBR.68.2.362-372.2004

[11] Rakislova N, Saco A, Sierra A, 
Del Pino M, Ordi J. Role of human 
papillomavirus in vulvar cancer. 
Advances in Anatomic Pathology. 
2017;24(4):201-214. DOI: 10.1097/
PAP.0000000000000155

[12] Assmann G, Sotlar K. HPV-
associated squamous cell carcinogenesis. 
Pathologe. 2011;32(5):391-398. 
DOI: 10.1007/s00292-011-1442-2

[13] Urbute A, Rasmussen CL, 
Belmonte F, et al. Prognostic 
significance of HPV DNA and p16 
INK4a in anal cancer: A systematic 
review and meta-analysis. Cancer 
Epidemiology, Biomarkers & 
Prevention. 2020;29(4):703-710. 
DOI: 10.1158/1055-9965.epi-19-1259

[14] Li P, Tan Y, Zhu LX, et al. 
Prognostic value of HPV DNA status 



Molecular Mechanisms in Cancer

10

in cervical cancer before treatment: 
A systematic review and meta-analysis. 
Oncotarget. 2017;8(39):66352-66359. 
DOI: 10.18632/oncotarget.18558

[15] Liu H, Li J, Zhou Y, Hu Q , Zeng Y, 
Mohammadreza MM. Human 
papillomavirus as a favorable prognostic 
factor in a subset of head and neck 
squamous cell carcinomas: A meta-
analysis. Journal of Medical Virology. 
2017;89(4):710-725. DOI: 10.1002/
jmv.24670

[16] Goyal S, Singh UR, Sharma S, 
Kaur N. Correlation of mitotic indices, 
AgNor count, Ki-67 and Bcl-2 with 
grade and stage in papillary urothelial 
bladder cancer. Urology Journal. 
2014;11(1):1238-1247. DOI: 10.22037/
uj.v11i1.1500

[17] Lawson JS, Glenn WK. Evidence for 
a causal role by human papillomaviruses 
in prostate cancer - A systematic review. 
Infectious Agents and Cancer. 
2020;15(1):1-11. DOI: 10.1186/
s13027-020-00305-8

[18] Gutiérrez J, Jiménez A, de Dios LJ, 
Soto MJ, Sorlózano A. Meta-analysis of 
studies analyzing the relationship 
between bladder cancer and infection by 
human papillomavirus. The Journal of 
Urology. 2006;176(6 Pt 1):2474-2481. 
discussion 2481. DOI: 10.1016/j.
juro.2006.07.157

[19] Gould VE, Schmitt M, 
Vinokurova S, et al. Human 
papillomavirus and p16 expression in 
inverted papillomas of the urinary 
bladder. Cancer Letters. 
2010;292(2):171-175. DOI: 10.1016/j.
canlet.2009.11.022

[20] Bleeker MCG, Heideman DAM, 
Snijders PJF, Horenblas S, Dillner J, 
Meijer CJLM. Penile cancer: 
Epidemiology, pathogenesis and 
prevention. World Journal of Urology. 
2009;27:141-150. DOI: 10.1007/
s00345-008-0302-z

[21] Cai T, Di Vico T, Durante J, 
Tognarelli A, Bartoletti R. Human 
papilloma virus and genitourinary 
cancers: A narrative review. Minerva 
Urologica e Nefrologica. 2018;70(6): 
579-587. DOI: 10.23736/S0393-2249. 
18.03141-7

[22] Backes DM, Kurman RJ, 
Pimenta JM, Smith JS. Systematic 
review of human papillomavirus 
prevalence in invasive penile cancer. 
Cancer Causes & Control. 
2009;20(4):449-457. DOI: 10.1007/
S10552-008-9276-9

[23] Heideman DAM, Waterboer T, 
Pawlita M, et al. Human 
papillomavirus-16 is the predominant 
type etiologically involved in penile 
squamous cell carcinoma. Journal of 
Clinical Oncology. 2007;25(29):4550-
4556. DOI: 10.1200/JCO.2007.12.3182

[24] Kidd LC, Chaing S, Chipollini J, 
Giuliano AR, Spiess PE, Sharma P. 
Relationship between human 
papillomavirus and penile cancer-
implications for prevention and 
treatment. Translational Andrology and 
Urology. 2017;6(5):791-802. 
DOI: 10.21037/TAU.2017.06.27

[25] Ferrándiz-Pulido C, Masferrer E,  
De Torres I, et al. Identification and 
genotyping of human papillomavirus in 
a Spanish cohort of penile squamous cell 
carcinomas: Correlation with pathologic 
subtypes, p16INK4a expression, and 
prognosis. Journal of the American 
Academy of Dermatology. 2013;68(1): 
73-82. DOI: 10.1016/J.JAAD.2012.05.029

[26] Marchionne E, Perez C, Hui A, 
Khachemoune A. Penile squamous cell 
carcinoma: A review of the literature 
and case report treated with Mohs 
micrographic surgery. Anais Brasileiros 
de Dermatologia. 2017;92(1):95-99. 
DOI: 10.1590/abd1806-4841.20175009

[27] Steinestel J, Al Ghazal A, Arndt A, 
et al. The role of histologic subtype, 



11

Association between Human Papillomavirus and Urological Cancers: An Update
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.101508

p16INK4a expression, and presence of 
human papillomavirus DNA in penile 
squamous cell carcinoma. BMC Cancer. 
2015;15(1):1-9. DOI: 10.1186/
S12885-015-1268-Z

[28] De Andrade MV, Pinho JD, 
Júnior AALT, et al. P16INK4a expression 
in patients with penile cancer. PLoS 
One. 2018;13(10):e0205350. 
DOI: 10.1371/JOURNAL.PONE.0205350 
[Published: 2018 Oct 12]

[29] Olesen TB, Sand FL,  
Rasmussen CL, et al. Prevalence of 
human papillomavirus DNA and p16 
INK4a in penile cancer and penile 
intraepithelial neoplasia: A systematic 
review and meta-analysis. The Lancet 
Oncology. 2019;20(1):145-158. 
DOI: 10.1016/S1470-2045(18)30682-X

[30] Aita GA, Zequi S de C, Costa WH 
da, Guimarães GC, Soares FA, 
Giuliangelis TS. Tumor histologic grade 
is the most important prognostic factor 
in patients with penile cancer and 
clinically negative lymph nodes not 
submitted to regional lymphadenectomy. 
International Brazilian Journal of 
Urology 2016;42(6):1136-1143. 
doi:10.1590/S1677-5538.IBJU.2015.0416

[31] Hölters S, Khalmurzaev O, 
Pryalukhin A, et al. Challenging the 
prognostic impact of the new WHO and 
TNM classifications with special 
emphasis on HPV status in penile 
carcinoma. Virchows Archiv. 
2019;475(2):211-221. DOI: 10.1007/
S00428-019-02566-0

[32] de Araújo LA, AAP DP, da SC de 
PH, et al. Human papillomavirus (HPV) 
genotype distribution in penile 
carcinoma: Association with clinic 
pathological factors. PLoS One. 
2018;13(6):e0199557. DOI: 10.1371/
JOURNAL.PONE.0199557

[33] Van Howe RS. Human 
papillomavirus and circumcision: 
A meta-analysis. The Journal of 

Infection. 2007;54(5):490-496. 
DOI: 10.1016/J.JINF.2006.08.005

[34] Lu B, Wu Y, Nielson CM, et al. 
Factors associated with acquisition and 
clearance of human papillomavirus 
infection in a cohort of US men: A 
prospective study. The Journal of 
Infectious Diseases. 2009;199(3):362-
371. DOI: 10.1086/596050

[35] Gray RH, Serwadda D, Kong X, 
et al. Male circumcision decreases 
acquisition and increases clearance of 
high-risk human papillomavirus in 
HIV-negative men: A randomized trial 
in Rakai, Uganda. The Journal of 
Infectious Diseases. 2010;201(10): 
1455-1462. DOI: 10.1086/652184

[36] Davis MA, Gray RH, Grabowski MK, 
et al. Male circumcision decreases 
high-risk human papillomavirus viral 
load in female partners: A randomized 
trial in Rakai, Uganda. International 
Journal of Cancer. 2013;133(5):1247-
1252. DOI: 10.1002/IJC.28100

[37] Siegel RL, Miller KD, Jemal A. 
Cancer statistics, 2018. CA: A Cancer 
Journal for Clinicians. 2018;68(1):7-30. 
DOI: 10.3322/CAAC.21442

[38] Stein JP, Grossfeld GD, 
Ginsberg DA, et al. Prognostic markers 
in bladder cancer: a contemporary 
review of the literature. The Journal of 
Urology. 1998;160(3 Pt 1):645-659. 
Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/pubmed/9720515 [Accessed 
date: November 24, 2018]

[39] Visalli G, Facciolà A, Aleo FD, et al. 
Hpv and urinary bladder carcinoma: A 
review of the literature. WCRJ. 
2018;5(1):1-12

[40] Li N, Yang L, Zhang Y, Zhao P, 
Zheng T, Dai M. Human papillomavirus 
infection and bladder cancer risk: A 
meta-analysis. The Journal of Infectious 
Diseases. 2011;204(2):217-223. 
DOI: 10.1093/infdis/jir248



Molecular Mechanisms in Cancer

12

[41] Knowles MA. Human 
papillomavirus sequences are not 
detectable by Southern blotting or 
general primer-mediated polymerase 
chain reaction in transitional cell 
tumours of the bladder. Urological 
Research. 1992;20(4):297-301. Available 
from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
pubmed/1324541 [Accessed date: 
November 26, 2018]

[42] Chang F, Lipponen P, Tervahauta A, 
Syrjänen S, Syrjänen K. Transitional cell 
carcinoma of the bladder: Failure to 
demonstrate human papillomavirus 
deoxyribonucleic acid by in situ 
hybridization and polymerase chain 
reaction. The Journal of Urology. 
1994;152(5 Pt 1):1429-1433. Available 
from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
pubmed/7933176 [Accessed date: 26 
November 2018]

[43] Ben Selma W, Ziadi S, Ben 
Gacem R, et al. Investigation of human 
papillomavirus in bladder cancer in a 
series of Tunisian patients. Pathology, 
Research and Practice. 2010;206(11): 
740-743. DOI: 10.1016/j.prp.2010.06.005

[44] Jimenez-Pacheco A, Exposito-
Ruiz M, Arrabal-Polo M, Lopez-
Luque A. Meta-analysis of studies 
analyzing the role of human 
papillomavirus in the development of 
bladder carcinoma. Korean Journal of 
Urology. 2012;53(4):240-247. 
DOI: 10.4111/KJU.2012.53.4.240

[45] Sarier M, Sepin N, Keles Y, et al. Is 
there any association between urothelial 
carcinoma of the bladder and human 
papillomavirus? A Case-Control Study. 
Urologia Internationalis. 2020;104(1-
2):81-86. DOI: 10.1159/000500467

[46] Jørgensen KR, Jensen JB. Human 
papillomavirus and urinary bladder 
cancer revisited. APMIS. 2020;35(8): 
1-8. DOI: 10.1111/apm.13016

[47] Westenend PJ, Stoop JA, 
Hendriks JGM. Human papillomaviruses 

6/11, 16/18 and 31/33/51 are not 
associated with squamous cell 
carcinoma of the urinary bladder. BJU 
International. 2001;88(3):198-201. 
DOI: 10.1046/J.1464-410X.2001.02230.X

[48] Alexander RE, Hu Y, Kum JB, et al. 
P16 expression is not associated with 
human papillomavirus in urinary 
bladder squamous cell carcinoma. 
Modern Pathology. 2012;25(11):1526-
1533. DOI: 10.1038/MODPATHOL. 
2012.103

[49] Chapman-Fredricks JR, Cioffi-
Lavina M, Accola MA, et al. High-risk 
human papillomavirus DNA detected in 
primary squamous cell carcinoma of 
urinary bladder. Archives of Pathology 
& Laboratory Medicine. 
2013;137(8):1088-1093. DOI: 10.5858/
ARPA.2012-0122-OA

[50] Collins K, Hwang M, Hamza A, 
Rao P. Prevalence of high-risk human 
papillomavirus in primary squamous 
cell carcinoma of urinary bladder. 
Pathology, Research and Practice. 
2020;216(9):153084 epub. 
DOI: 10.1016/J.PRP.2020.153084

[51] Tenti P, Zappatore R, Romagnoli S, 
et al. p53 overexpression and human 
papillomavirus infection in transitional 
cell carcinoma of the urinary bladder: 
correlation with histological parameters. 
The Journal of Pathology. 1996;178(1): 
65-70. DOI: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-9896 
(199601)178:1<65::AID-PATH451> 
3.0.CO;2-W

[52] Cai. Human papillomavirus and 
non-muscle invasive urothelial bladder 
cancer: Potential relationship from a 
pilot study. Oncology Reports. 
2011;25(2):485-489. DOI: 10.3892/
or.2010.1083

[53] Alibek K, Karatayeva N, 
Bekniyazov I. The role of infectious 
agents in urogenital cancers. Infectious 
Agents and Cancer. 2012;7(1):35. 
DOI: 10.1186/1750-9378-7-35



13

Association between Human Papillomavirus and Urological Cancers: An Update
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.101508

[54] Badawi H, Ahmed H, Ismail A, et al. 
Role of human papillomavirus types 16, 
18, and 52 in recurrent cystitis and 
urinary bladder cancer among egyptian 
patients. Medscape Journal of Medicine. 
2008;10(10):232. Available from: /pmc/
articles/PMC2605136/ [Accessed: 
07 October 2021]

[55] Ohadian Moghadam S, Mansori K, 
Nowroozi MR, Afshar D, Abbasi B, 
Nowroozi A. Association of human 
papilloma virus (HPV) infection with 
oncological outcomes in urothelial 
bladder cancer. Infectious Agents and 
Cancer. 2020;15(1):4-11. DOI: 10.1186/
s13027-020-00318-3

[56] Sarier M, Usta SS, Turgut H, et al. 
Prognostic value of HPV DNA in 
urothelial carcinoma of the bladder: A 
preliminary report of 2-year follow-up 
results. Urology Journal. 28 Apr 2021. 
DOI: 10.22037/uj.v18i.6429

[57] Yang L, Xie S, Feng X, et al. 
Worldwide prevalence of human 
papillomavirus and relative risk of 
prostate cancer: A meta-analysis. 
Scientific Reports. 2015;5:14667 epub. 
DOI: 10.1038/SREP14667

[58] Sfanos KS, De MAM. Prostate 
cancer and inflammation: The evidence. 
Histopathology. 2012;60(1):199-215. 
DOI: 10.1111/J.1365-2559.2011.04033.X

[59] Nahand JS, Khanaliha K, Mirzaei H, 
et al. Possible role of HPV/EBV 
coinfection in anoikis resistance and 
development in prostate cancer. BMC 
Cancer. 2021;21(1):1-19. DOI: 10.1186/
s12885-021-08658-y

[60] Taylor ML, Mainous A, Wells B. 
Prostate cancer and sexually 
transmitted diseases: A meta-analysis. 
Undefined. Family Medicine. 
2005;37(7):506-512

[61] Kösel S, Burggraf S, Mommsen J, 
Engelhardt W, Olgemöller B. Type-
specific detection of human 

papillomaviruses in a routine laboratory 
setting--improved sensitivity and 
specificity of PCR and sequence analysis 
compared to direct hybridisation. 
Clinical Chemistry and Laboratory 
Medicine. 2003;41(6):787-791. 
DOI: 10.1515/CCLM.2003.119

[62] Yin B, Liu W, Yu P, et al. Association 
between human papillomavirus and 
prostate cancer: A meta-analysis. 
Oncology Letters. 2017;14(2):1855-1865. 
DOI: 10.3892/OL.2017.6367

[63] Moghoofei M, Keshavarz M, 
Ghorbani S, et al. Association between 
human papillomavirus infection and 
prostate cancer: A global systematic 
review and meta-analysis. Asia-Pacific 
Journal of Clinical Oncology. 2019;15(5): 
e59-e67. DOI: 10.1111/AJCO.13124

[64] Moghadam SO, Nowroozi MR, 
Nowroozi A, Rezaei P. Infection with 
human papillomavirus as a potential 
risk factor for prostate cancer: A 
case-control study. Archives of Clinical 
Infectious Diseases. 2021;16(1):16-20. 
DOI: 10.5812/archcid.107137

[65] Glenn WK, Ngan CC, Amos TG, 
et al. High risk human papilloma viruses 
(HPVs) are present in benign prostate 
tissues before development of HPV 
associated prostate cancer. Infectious 
Agents and Cancer. 2017;12(1):1-10. 
DOI: 10.1186/s13027-017-0157-2

[66] Padala SA, Barsouk A, Thandra KC, 
et al. Epidemiology of renal cell 
carcinoma. World Journal of Oncology. 
2020;11(3):79-87. DOI: 10.14740/
WJON1279

[67] Grce M, Furcić I, Hrascan R, et al. 
Human papillomaviruses are not 
associated with renal carcinoma. 
Anticancer Research. 1997;17(3C): 
2193-2196

[68] Hodges A, Talley L, Gokden N. 
Human Papillomavirus DNA and 
P16INK4A are not detected in renal 



Molecular Mechanisms in Cancer

14

tumors with immunohistochemistry 
and signal-amplified in situ 
hybridization in paraffin-embedded 
tissue. Applied Immunohistochemistry 
& Molecular Morphology. 
2006;14(4):432-435. DOI: 10.1097/01.
PAI.0000205059.42421.CB

[69] Salehipoor M, Khezri A, Behzad-
Behbahani A, et al. Role of viruses in 
renal cell carcinoma. Saudi Journal of 
Kidney Diseases and Transplantation. 
2012;23(1):53-57. Available from:  
http://www.sjkdt.org [Accessed date: 
08 October 2021]

[70] Kamel D, Turpeenniemi-
Hujanen TV, K, Pääkkö P, Soini Y. 
Proliferating cell nuclear antigen but not 
p53 or human papillomavirus DNA 
correlates with advanced clinical stage 
in renal cell carcinoma. Histopathology. 
1994;25(4):339-347. DOI: 10.1111/J.1365-
2559.1994.TB01352.X

[71] Farhadi A, Behzad-Behbahani A, 
Geramizadeh B, Sekawi Z, Rahsaz M, 
Sharifzadeh S. High-risk human 
papillomavirus infection in different 
histological subtypes of renal cell 
carcinoma. Journal of Medical Virology. 
2014;86(7):1134-1144. DOI: 10.1002/
JMV.23945

[72] Khoury JD, Tannir NM, 
Williams MD, et al. Landscape of DNA 
virus associations across human 
malignant cancers: Analysis of 3,775 
cases using RNA-Seq. Journal of 
Virology. 2013;87(16):8916-8926. 
DOI: 10.1128/JVI.00340-13

[73] Ferlay J, Soerjomataram I, 
Dikshit R, et al. Cancer incidence and 
mortality worldwide: Sources, methods 
and major patterns in GLOBOCAN 
2012. International Journal of Cancer. 
2015;136(5):E359-E386. DOI: 10.1002/
ijc.29210

[74] Sarier M, Tunç M, Özel E, et al. 
Evaluation of histopathologic results of 
testicular tumors in antalya: Multi 

center study. Bulletin of Urooncology. 
2020;19(2):64-67. DOI: 10.4274/uob.
galenos.2019.1412

[75] Cheng L, Albers P, Berney DM, 
et al. Testicular cancer. Nature Reviews. 
Disease Primers. 2018;4(1):29. 
DOI: 10.1038/s41572-018-0029-0

[76] Elinav E, Nowarski R, Thaiss CA, 
Hu B, Jin C, Flavell RA. Inflammation-
induced cancer: Crosstalk between 
tumours, immune cells and 
microorganisms. Nature Reviews. 
Cancer. 2013;13(11):759-771. 
DOI: 10.1038/nrc3611

[77] Algood CB, Newell GR, 
Johnson DE. Viral etiology of testicular 
tumors. The Journal of Urology. 
1988;139(2):308-310. DOI: 10.1016/
S0022-5347(17)42394-9

[78] Strickler HD, Schiffman MH, 
Shah KV, et al. A survey of human 
papillomavirus 16 antibodies in patients 
with epithelial cancers. European 
Journal of Cancer Prevention. 
1998;7(4):305-313. DOI: 10.1097/ 
00008469-199808000-00006

[79] Rajpert-De Meyts E, Hørding U, 
Nielsen H, Skakkebaek N. Human 
papillomavirus and Epstein-Barr virus 
in the etiology of testicular germ cell 
tumours. APMIS. 1994;102(1):38-42. 
DOI: 10.1111/J.1699-0463.1994.
TB04842.X

[80] Bertazzoni G, Sgambato A, 
Migaldi M, et al. Lack of evidence for an 
association between seminoma and 
human papillomavirus infection using 
GP5+/GP6+ consensus primers. Journal 
of Medical Virology. 2013;85(1):105-109. 
DOI: 10.1002/JMV.23431

[81] Garolla A, Vitagliano A, Muscianisi F, 
et al. Role of viral infections in testicular 
cancer etiology: Evidence from a 
systematic review and meta-analysis. 
Frontiers in Endocrinology (Lausanne). 
2019;10(JUN):355. DOI: 10.3389/
FENDO.2019.00355


