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Abstract
HPV is responsible for almost all cases of cervical cancer which in turn is one of the common causes of death among female 
genital malignancies. Cervical cancer being a preventable disease, screening plays a vital role in its reduction. In this era of 
advanced health care system and technologies this cancer is still in the increasing trend, especially in the Low and Middle 
Income Countries, which reflects the poor coverage of women for screening. Advances in screening tests and techniques 
for better and larger coverage of women is the need of the hour globally. Clinicians also need to be aware of the various 
promising technologies available for screening of cervical cancer precursors, application of which in general practice can 
be of immense help in cervical cancer reduction.
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Introduction

Globally, cervical cancer is ranked as the fourth most com-
mon cancer in women and the most common cancer among 
women with HIV [1]. Cervical cancer is preventable but is 
on the rise causing concern and is thus the target for reduc-
tion by WHO (World Health Organization). High-risk Huma 
Papilloma Virus (hr-HPV) is responsible for almost all cer-
vical cancers. According to the International Agency for 
Research on Cancer, there are 14 types of hr-HPV (16, 18, 

31, 33, 35, 39, 45, 51, 52, 56, 58, 59, 66, and 68), which are 
responsible for the pre-cancerous and the cancerous lesions. 
It has been noted that every year more than 85% of the 311 
000 deaths due to cervical cancer, occur in low and middle-
income countries (LMICs). [1] This is mainly attributable 
to the low screening rates in these areas which may, in turn, 
be due to the lack of awareness, motivation and facilities. 
WHO currently (2021) recommends 3 screening tests for 
HPV: 1) Nucleic acid amplification tests (NAAT) for hr-
HPV types (hr-HPV DNA/NAAT and mRNA), 2) Visual 
inspection with acetic acid or with Lugol’s iodine (VIA/
VILI) by naked eye or magnified by colposcope or camera 
and 3) Cytology (Conventional Pap/Liquid-based cytology/
Dual staining to identify p16 and Ki-67). [2] However, with 
the development of newer screening tests and techniques 
with higher sensitivities and specificities, the incidence of 
cervical cancer may be reduced significantly and WHO may 
achieve its target of 2030.
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With the volley of newer and efficient tests and techniques 
introduced to improve screening, it is necessary for clini-
cians to stay in touch with the updates, as these are intro-
duced to cater to the needs of women at low-income settings.

Discussion

About 90% of HPV infections usually clear up within 2 years 
spontaneously while a small proportion of the infection 
with high-risk viruses can persist leading to pre-cancerous 
and cancerous lesions. Factors such as age, sexual behav-
ior, immune status, HPV types, and initial treatment will 
affect viral clearance, however, the majority tend to clear 
the virus within 6 to 12 months of infection. [3, 4] It takes 
15 to 20 years in women with normal immunity to develop 
cervical cancer while 5 to 10 years in immunocompromised 
women (women living with HIV). HPV is now known to 
be the most common sexually transmitted infection at pre-
sent. Though sexually transmitted (vaginal, anal, or oral 
sex), penetrative sex is not the only mode of transmission, 
even skin-to-skin genital contact is enough for transmission. 
Because this infection has a long lag period from infection 
to invasive cancer, screening is recommended from the age 
of 30 years in the general population and 25 years among 
women living with HIV by WHO. [2] The American Cancer 
Society, however, recommends screening at age 25 years. 
Other than the cervix hr-HPV is also responsible for causing 
vulval, vaginal, anal, penile, and oropharyngeal cancers. Hr-
HPV is responsible for approximately 4.5% of all cancers. 
[5] Among the hr-HPV, genotype16 is responsible for squa-
mous cell carcinoma of the cervix and head and neck, while 
HPV18 is mostly responsible for cervical adenocarcinomas. 
The squamous lining of both the cervix and oropharynx, 
their common locations as an opening in the body that is 
exposed to the external environment, may be responsible for 
the persistence of HPV in these regions leading to cancer. 
WHO recommends a triple intervention strategy (90-70-90) 
in its venture towards the elimination of cervical cancer and 
to meet its target by 2030. [6] The triple intervention strategy 
includes; 90% of girls should be fully vaccinated with the 
HPV vaccine by 15 years of age; 70% of women should be 
screened using a high-performance test by the age of 35 and 
45; and 90% of women identified with the cervical disease 
should receive treatment (90% of women with pre-cancer 
treated and 90% of women with invasive cancer managed). 
[6] To meet these needs of the hour, especially in the LMICs, 
many newer tests are being introduced, and newer techniques 
are being practiced to involve women into the screening.

Techniques

The majority of women in LMICs are socially shy and refuse 
pelvic examinations required to collect samples for screen-
ing, which has led to the evaluation of urine as an alternative 
sample to cervical smear for screening of women for HPV/
cervical cancer. HPV can be detected in urine, which may be 
due to the shedding of virus-infected cells from the cervix or 
other ano-genital lesions. Many studies have tried to evaluate 
the similarities of HPV DNA in paired urine and cervical 
samples from females of all ages, however, these studies 
show varying concordance levels. [7, 8] There are various 
ongoing studies to evaluate tests that give the best results 
and can make urine as an alternative to pelvic examination 
and increase participation of women in screening. The high 
population in LMICs makes it difficult for health facilities 
to cater to the need of women in society. Geographical bar-
riers hinder women from reaching health care facilities and 
the poor financial status makes women in LMICs prioritize 
daily wage over visits to health facilities for screening. So if 
the women cannot come to the health facility for screening, 
then techniques should be introduced to make the facility 
reach them. Self-collection of vaginal smear for screening 
has thus been found to be a very efficient way to tackle these 
problems. In a systematic review done by Braz NS et al., it 
was noted that in the majority of the studies (17 out of 19), 
the self-collection method had excellent acceptability. [9] 
The screening technologies to advance rapid testing—util-
ity and program planning (START-UP) project conducted 
in India, Nicaragua, and Uganda, demonstrated that 90% 
of women provided self-collected samples. [10] However, 
Sowjanya AP et al., in a study showed that the HPV DNA in 
self-collected samples was 25% to 42% less than physician-
collected samples, and the viral load in self-collected sam-
ples was 1.4 times lower than the paired clinician collected 
samples. [11] In a population-based cluster-randomized trial 
(EMA study), there was a high screening uptake using the 
self-sampling method, however, the CIN2 + disease detected 
by the self-collection method was found to be 11% less com-
pared to the clinicians collected samples. [12] Thus, whether 
self-collection of samples is of benefit to the entire popula-
tion or should it be limited to the rural areas where screening 
of women is difficult, is yet to be answered. WHO recom-
mends the use of samples taken by a health care provider or 
self-collected samples for screening using HPV DNA tests 
among both the general population and women living with 
HIV. [2]

Artificial intelligence (AI) is an area where advances in 
digital imaging and machine learning have given clinicians 
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the advantage and the hope to improve cervical cancer 
screening in the present and the future. Deep learning has 
been applied in slide identification [13], interpretation of 
colposcopic images [14] and even detection of premalig-
nant and malignant conditions. Cloud-based data storage 
makes algorithms available from any location and helps 
users interpret results even without having access to very 
high-level laboratories. Various devices using AI have been 
introduced to detect premalignant and malignant conditions 
of the cervix. FDA has approved MobileODT’s Enhanced 
Visual Assessment system while devices such as “digital 
cervicography”, “TruScreen” which detects the pre-cancer-
ous change by optical and electrical measurements of cervi-
cal tissue and “smartoscopy” where smartphones are utilized 
to evaluate the cervix, are under trial.

Tests

Liquid-based cytology (LBC) is now preferred over Pap for 
screening due to the benefits of sample collection, transfer, 
adequacy, clarity, and flexibility. Various large studies have 
established that the HPV nucleic acid test is significantly 
more sensitive than cytology for screening. WHO recom-
mends using HPV DNA detection as the primary screen-
ing test over VIA or cytology in screening and treatment 
approaches among both the general population of women 
and women living with HIV. [2] The sensitivity of both 
tests used together is even better and those screening inter-
vals can be safely extended up to 5 to 10 years after HPV 

DNA negativity. In a systematic review by Koliopoulos G 
et al. it was shown that for every 1000 women screened, 
approximately 20 women will have pre-cancerous changes 
of which HPV nucleic acid test will be able to identify 18 
women while Pap will identify 15 women. [15] The tests are 
approved by FDA for detection of the nucleic acid are shown 
in the table (Table1) [16]. 

These NAATs may be qualitative or quantitative. HPV 
DNA though very sensitive, the impermanent nature of HPV 
infection makes its specificity lower than cytology. Hybrid 
capture used for HPV DNA detection is known to cross-
react with the untargeted non-oncogenic types of viruses, 
thus reducing the test’s specificity further. [22] Thus tests 
have been introduced to detect the viral proteins, E6 and E7, 
to increase both the sensitivity and specificity of the tests. 
These two early proteins of HPV (E6 and E7) are directly 
responsible for the malignant nature of the virus as they 
target and modulate cellular pathways which are responsible 
for the regulation of cell cycle, apoptosis and cell polar-
ity, making the virus immortal and innumerable. The viral 
E6 binds to the p53 tumor suppressor protein and leads to 
its degradation and also stimulates telomerase activity in 
keratinocytes. The viral E7 protein binds to the retinoblas-
toma (Rb) family of tumor suppressor proteins, resulting in 
the displacement of Rb/E2F complex causing cell cycle pro-
gression (Fig. 1). Estimation of E6/E7 oncogene expression 
using mRNA transcripts has been stated to be more specific 
in the prediction of risk for cervical cancer than the detec-
tion of HPV DNA. Studies have shown that the women with 

Table 1  FDA-approved tests for cervical cancer screening [16]

Tests (Manufac-
turer)

Year approved for 
reflex HPV & co-
testing

Year approved for 
primary screening

Method Genotypes detected Sensitivity (%) Specificity

Digene Hybrid 
Capture II (Qia-
gen)

2001 N/A DNA (non-PCR 
based): Signal 
amplification

Qualitative detection 
of 13 Hr-HPV Types 
(16,18,31,33, 35,39,45,51, 
52, 56, 58,59 and 68)

94.6 94.1% [17]

Cervista HPV HR 
& HPV 16/18 
(Hologic Gen-
Probe)

2009 N/A DNA (non-PCR 
based): Signal 
amplification

Qualitative detection of 14 
high risk types (16, 18, 
31, 33, 35, 39, 45, 51, 52, 
56, 58, 59, 66, 68) Signal 
Amplification detects HPV 
16 and 18

95.1 90.318 [18]

Cobas (Roche) 2011 2014 (ThinPrep 
only)

DNA (PCR based); 
Target amplifica-
tion

16,18,31,33,35,39,45,51,52, 
56,58,59,66, and 68 with 
genotyping of 16 and 18

100 89.4% [19]

Aptima HPV Gen-
Probe)

2011 N/A mRNA (PCR 
based); Target 
amplification

14 high risk types (16, 18, 
31, 33, 35, 39, 45, 51, 52, 
56, 58, 59, 66, 68)

94.2 94.5%[20]

Onclarity (Becton 
Dickinson)

2018 2018 (SurePath 
only)

DNA (PCR based); 
Target amplifica-
tion

16,18,31,33,35,39,45,51,52, 
56,58,59,66, 68; simul-
taneous identification of 
16,18 and 45

93.0 87.7%[21]
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positive HPV E6/E7 mRNA in the cervical samples have a 
higher risk of progressing to CIN2 in the next 2 years, sug-
gesting that these women with ASCUS or LSIL on cytology 
should be referred for colposcopy and strict follow-up while 
women with a negative test can increase the follow-up inter-
val. [23] mRNA-based assays such as NucliSENSEasyQ 
HPV Test and APTIMA HPV mRNA Assay are being used 
to quantify the load of viral infections. Rapid diagnostic tests 
such as the “AV Advantage HPV E6 test” have also been 
introduced which uses a high affinity monoclonal antibody 
for the detection of E6 from hr-HPV16, 18 and 45.

Aberrant expression of miRNA in the cervical mucus is 
also being evaluated as a biomarker for cervical cancer and 
its precursor lesions by utilizing in comprehensive microar-
ray analysis. Integration of the viral genome into the host 
cell is directly proportional to the viral load and is thus 
another area being evaluated as a risk factor for the pro-
gression of pre-cancer to invasive cancer. HPV E6 and E7 
protein interferes with two essential tumor suppressor genes 
p53 and Rb, and these have been found to be tampered with 
in poorly differentiated cancers. Detection of p16 overex-
pression indicates the presence of the E7 oncoprotein while 
Ki-67 expression determines the cell proliferation status. 
However, p16/Ki67 dual staining significantly increases 
the sensitivity in the detection of CIN2 while maintain-
ing the same specificity when done individually. [24] C-fos 
protein upregulation, p50 subunit of NF-kB enhanced 
expression, Fra-1 diminished expression, NOTCH 1 high 
expression, Telomerase activation, E cadherin decrease, 
Cell Adhesion Matrix proteins, CD44—involved with 
tumor growth, spread, and invasion, and AgNOR (Silver 
stained nucleolar organizer regions) where the size and 
number of the black dots in the nuclei denotes cellular and 
nuclear activity are all understudy. Squamous cell carci-
noma antigen (SCCAg), though now used for diagnosis and 

follow-up of carcinoma of the cervix and lungs, is not useful 
in screening due to its low sensitivity and specificity. Next-
generation sequencing (NGS) is an upcoming promising 
technology and a valuable method for the characterization 
of HPV genotypes. [25] It is helpful in providing a clearer 
picture in understanding the mechanisms of carcinogenesis 
even with poor samples and less sample size. NGS shows 
higher specificity compared with hybridization methods 
while higher sensitivity compared to PCR-based assays. It 
will be a helpful technology in achieving better triage for 
hr-HPV-positive women.

If women screen positive as per the approved tests by 
WHO, they can be managed based on resources available 
(Fig. 2).

Conclusion and Perspective

With the rise of cervical cancer, which is a preventable 
disease, the global bodies are in search of answers to the 
reduction in its incidence. There are various trials under-
taken to fulfill the unmet needs of the society, especially in 
the LMICs. It is essential for the clinician to stay in touch 
with the upcoming tests and techniques and engage in the 
field of research in order to contribute to the fight against 
cervical cancer. Clinicians in a low-income setting have a 
vital role to play in this global fight and having up-to-date 
knowledge about the recent advances in this field will pave 
the way for the “cervical cancer-free” tomorrow.
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Fig. 1  HPV E6 binds to p53 
tumor suppressor protein and 
inhibits apoptosis. The E7 
protein binds to the Rb tumor 
suppressor proteins, resulting 
in the displacement of Rb/E2F 
complex causing cell cycle 
progression and increased 
expression of p16



17Advances in HPV Screening Tests for Cervical Cancer—A Review…

1 3

Author’s Contribution The corresponding author is Dr. Pesona Grace 
Lucksom, Associate Professor in OBG and a gynae-oncologist at 
SMIMS, who developed the concept and wrote the paper. The co-
authors contributed equally in the collection of articles, writing the 
paper and reviewing it.

Funding There was no financial support from any specific grant from 
funding agencies in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors 
for this review.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Human and Animal Rights This review does not involve any research 
involving Human Participants and/or Animals.

References

 1. Bray F, Ferlay J, Soerjomataram I, Siegel RL, Torre LA, Jemal 
A. Global cancer statistics 2018: GLOBOCAN estimates of 

incidence and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 coun-
tries. CA Cancer J Clin. 2018 68 (6):394–424. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 3322/ caac. 21492. Epub 2018 Sep 12. Erratum in: CA Cancer 
J Clin. 2020; 70(4):313. PMID: 30207593.

 2. WHO guideline for screening and treatment of cervical pre-
cancer lesions for cervical cancer prevention, second edition. 
Geneva: World Health Organization; 2021. Licence: CC BY-
NC-SA 3.0 IGO.

 3. Rositch AF, Koshiol J, Hudgens MG, et al. Patterns of persistent 
genital human papillomavirus infection among women worldwide: 
a literature review and meta-analysis. Int J Cancer 2013; 133(6): 
1271–1285. [PMC free article] [PubMed] [Google Scholar]

 4. Cho HW, So KA, Lee JK, et al. Type-specific persistence or 
regression of human papillomavirus genotypes in women 
with cervical intraepithelial neoplasia 1: a prospective cohort 
study. Obstet Gynecol Sci 2015; 58(1): 40–45. [PMC free arti-
cle] [PubMed] [Google Scholar]

 5. de Martel C, Plummer M, Vignat J, Franceschi S. Worldwide 
burden of cancer attributable to HPV by site, country and HPV 
type. Int J Cancer. 2017;141(4):664–70.

 6. Global strategy to accelerate the elimination of cervical cancer 
as a public health problem. Geneva: World Health Organization; 
2020. Licence: CC BY-NC-SA 3.0 IGO.

 7. Sabeena S, Kuriakose S, Binesh D, Abdulmajeed J, Dsouza 
G, Ramachandran A, Vijaykumar B, Aswathyraj S, Devadiga 
S, Ravishankar N, Arunkumar G. The utility of urine-based 

Fig. 2  Management scheme for 
screen-positive women accord-
ing to 2021 WHO guideline

https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492


18 P. Lucksom et al.

1 3

sampling for cervical cancer screening in low-resource settings. 
Asian Pacific J Cancer Prevent: APJCP. 2019;20(8):2409–13.

 8. Bernal S, Palomares JC, Artura A, Parra M, Cabezas JL, Robles 
A, et al. Comparison of urine and cervical samples for detecting 
human papillomavirus (HPV) with the Cobas 4800 HPV test. J 
Clin Virol Off Publ Pan Am Soc Clin Virol. 2014;61(4):548–52.

 9. Braz NSDF, Lorenzi NPC, Sorpreso ICE, de Aguiar LM, Baracat 
EC, Soares-Júnior JM. The acceptability of vaginal smear self-
collection for screening for cervical cancer: a systematic review. 
Clin Sao Paulo Braz. 2017;72(3):183–7.

 10. Bansil P, Wittet S, Lim JL, et al. Acceptability of self-collection 
sampling for HPV-DNA testing in low-resource settings: a mixed 
methods approach. BMC Public Health. 2014;14:596. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1186/ 1471- 2458- 14- 596.

 11. Sowjanya AP, Paul P, Vedantham H, Ramakrishna G, Vidyadhari 
D, Vijayaraghavan K, Laksmi S, Sudula M, Ronnett BM, Das 
M, Shah KV, Gravitt PE (2009) Community Access to Cervical 
Health Study Group. Suitability of self-collected vaginal sam-
ples for cervical cancer screening in periurban villages in Andhra 
Pradesh India. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev. 18 (5):1373–
1378 https:// doi. org/ 10. 1158/ 1055- 9965. PMID: 19423518

 12. Arrossi S, Thouyaret L, Herrero R, Campanera A, Magdaleno A, 
Cuberli M, Barletta P, Laudi R, Orellana L, EMA Study team. 
Effect of self-collection of HPV DNA offered by community 
health workers at home visits on uptake of screening for cervical 
cancer (the EMA study): a population-based cluster-randomised 
trial. Lancet Glob Health. 2015;3(2):85–94. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/ S2214- 109X(14) 70354-7 (PMID: 2561720).

 13. Bao H, Sun X, Zhang Y, et al. The artificial intelligence-assisted 
cytology diagnostic system in large-scale cervical cancer screen-
ing: a population-based cohort study of 0.7 million women. Can-
cer Med. 2020;9:6896–906. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ cam4. 3296.

 14. Yuan C, Yao Y, Cheng B, et al. The application of deep learn-
ing based diagnostic system to cervical squamous intraepi-
thelial lesions recognition in colposcopy images. Sci Rep. 
2020;10:11639. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41598- 020- 68252-3.

 15. Koliopoulos G, Nyaga VN, Santesso N, Bryant A, Martin-
Hirsch PP, Mustafa RA, Schünemann H, Paraskevaidis E, Arbyn 
M. Cytology versus HPV testing for cervical cancer screen-
ing in the general population. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 
2017;8(8):008587. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 14651 858 (PMID: 
28796882).

 16. Salazar KL, Duhon DJ, Olsen R, Thrall M. A review of the FDA-
approved molecular testing platforms for human papillomavirus. J 
Am Soc Cytopathol. 2019 8(5):284–292. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
jasc. 2019. 06. 001. Epub 2019 Jun 13. PMID: 31320315.

 17. Mayrand MH, Duarte-Franco E, Rodrigues I, Walter SD, Hanley J, 
Ferenczy A, Ratnam S, Coutlée F, Franco EL. Canadian Cervical 
Cancer Screening Trial Study Group Human papillomavirus DNA 
versus Papanicolaou screening tests for cervical cancer. N Engl 
J Med. 2007;357(16):1579–88. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1056/ NEJMo 
a0714 30 (PMID: 17942871).

 18. Belinson JL, Wu R, Belinson SE, Qu X, Yang B, Du H, Wu R, 
Wang C, Zhang L, Zhou Y, Liu Y, Pretorius RG. A population-
based clinical trial comparing endocervical high-risk HPV testing 
using hybrid capture 2 and Cervista from the SHENCCAST II 
Study. Am J Clin Pathol. 2011;135(5):790–5. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1309/ AJCPK A6ATA PBZ6JQ (PMID: 21502436).

 19. Saville M, Sultana F, Malloy MJ, Velentzis LS, Caruana M, Ip 
ELO, et al. Clinical Validation of the cobas HPV Test on the 
cobas 6800 System for the Purpose of Cervical Screening. J Clin 
Microbiol. 2019;57:e01239-e1318. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1128/ JCM. 
01239- 18.

 20. Heideman DA, Hesselink AT, van Kemenade FJ, Iftner T, Berk-
hof J, Topal F, Agard D, Meijer CJ, Snijders PJ. The Aptima 
HPV assay fulfills the cross-sectional clinical and reproduc-
ibility criteria of international guidelines for human papilloma-
virus test requirements for cervical screening. J Clin Microbiol. 
2013;51(11):3653–7. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1128/ JCM. 01517- 13.

 21. Ejegod DM, Serrano I, Cuschieri KS, Nussbaumer WA, Vaughan 
LM, Ahmad AS, Cuzick J, Bonde J. Clinical Validation of the 
BD  OnclarityTM HPV Assay Using a Non-Inferiority Test. J Med 
Microb Diagn S. 2013;3:003. https:// doi. org/ 10. 4172/ 2161- 0703. 
S3- 003.

 22. Preisler S, Rebolj M, Ejegod DM, Lynge E, Rygaard C, Bonde J. 
Cross-reactivity profiles of hybrid capture II, cobas, and APTIMA 
human papillomavirus assays: split-sample study. BMC Cancer. 
2016;16:510. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ s12885- 016- 2518-4.

 23. Yang L, Zhu Y, Bai Y, Zhang X, Ren C. The clinical application 
of HPV E6/E7 mRNA testing in triaging women with atypical 
squamous cells of undetermined significance or low-grade squa-
mous intra-epithelial lesion Pap smear: a meta-analysis. J Cancer 
Res Ther. 2017;13(4):613–20. https:// doi. org/ 10. 4103/ jcrt. JCRT_ 
56_ 17. PMID: 28901 302. 22.

 24. Sun H, Shen K, Cao D. Progress in immunocytochemical staining 
for cervical cancer screening. Cancer Manag Res. 2019;11:1817–
27. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2147/ CMAR. S1953 49.

 25. Fan Y, Meng Y, Yang S, Wang L, Zhi W, Lazare C, Cao C, 
Wu P. Screening of cervical cancer with self-collected cervi-
cal samples and next-generation sequencing. Dis Markers. 
2018;2018:4826547. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1155/ 2018/ 48265 47.

Publisher's Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

About the Author

Pesona Grace Lucksom got her 
undergraduate and Master’s 
Degree from West Bengal Uni-
versity of Health Sciences, India. 
She has worked as a consultant 
Gynecologist under the NRHM 
and Government of Sikkim. She 
has completed training course in 
Sexual and Reproductive Health 
Research awarded by Geneva 
Foundation of Medical and Edu-
cational Research. She com-
pleted fellowship in gynaecology 
oncology from Tata Medical 
Center, Kolkata, India. She has 
been awarded many prestigious 

international awards and fellowships in oncology. Dr. Lucksom is cur-
rently working as an Associate Professor in the Department of Obstet-
rics and Gynaecology at Sikkim Manipal Institute of Medical Sciences, 
Sikkim, India. She has great concern for the health of the people living 
in rural areas where medical facilities are very difficult to reach.

https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-14-596
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-14-596
https://doi.org/10.1158/1055-9965
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(14)70354-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(14)70354-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.3296
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-68252-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasc.2019.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasc.2019.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa071430
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa071430
https://doi.org/10.1309/AJCPKA6ATAPBZ6JQ
https://doi.org/10.1309/AJCPKA6ATAPBZ6JQ
https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.01239-18
https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.01239-18
https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.01517-13
https://doi.org/10.4172/2161-0703.S3-003
https://doi.org/10.4172/2161-0703.S3-003
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-016-2518-4
https://doi.org/10.4103/jcrt.JCRT_56_17.PMID:28901302.22
https://doi.org/10.4103/jcrt.JCRT_56_17.PMID:28901302.22
https://doi.org/10.2147/CMAR.S195349
https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/4826547

	Advances in HPV Screening Tests for Cervical Cancer—A Review
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Discussion
	Techniques
	Tests

	Conclusion and Perspective
	Acknowledgements 
	References




