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Introduction

 Persistent infection with an oncogenic human 
papillomavirus (HPV) is responsible for almost all cases 
of cervical cancer (de Sanjose et al., 2010; Li et al., 2011), 
and to a lesser extent cancer of the vagina, vulva, penis, 
anus and oropharynx (Kreimer et al., 2005; De Vuyst 
et al., 2009; Ferlay et al., 2010; de Martel et al., 2012). 
While both men and women are equally responsible for 
spreading the virus, the burden of HPV related disease 
is considerably higher in women, with around 570,000 
HPV related cancer cases annually in women compared 
to only 34,000 in men (Arbyn et al., 2012). As a result, 
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Abstract

 Background: No studies on male attitudes towards HPV and HPV vaccination have been conducted in Japan, 
and little is known globally whether attitudes of single fathers differ to those living with a female partner. This 
exploratory study assessed whether Japanese fathers were likely to have their daughter vaccinated against HPV 
in a publically funded program and whether any differences existed regarding attitudes and knowledge about 
HPV according to marital status. Materials and Methods: Subjects were 27 fathers (16 single; 11 married) who 
took part in a study on HPV vaccine acceptability aimed at primary caregivers of girls aged 11-14 yrs in three 
Japanese cities between July and December 2010. Results: Knowledge about HPV was extremely poor (mean 
score out of 13 being 2.74±3.22) with only one (3.7%) participant believing he had been infected with HPV and 
most (81.4%) believing they had no or low future risk. No difference existed regarding knowledge or awareness of 
HPV according to marital status. Concerning perceived risk for daughters, single fathers were significantly more 
likely to believe their daughter was at risk for both HPV (87.5% versus 36.4%; p=0.01) and cervical cancer (75.0% 
versus 27.3%; p=0.02). Acceptability of free HPV vaccination was high at 92% with no difference according to 
marital status, however single fathers were significantly more likely (p=0.01) to pay when vaccination came at a 
cost. Concerns specific to single fathers included explaining the sexual nature of HPV and taking a daughter to 
a gynecologist to be vaccinated. Conclusions: Knowledge about HPV among Japanese fathers is poor, but HPV 
vaccine acceptability is high and does not differ by marital status. Providing sexual health education in schools 
that addresses lack of knowledge about HPV as well as information preferences expressed by single fathers, may 
not only increase HPV vaccine acceptance, but also actively involve men in cervical cancer prevention strategies. 
However, further large-scale quantitative studies are needed. 
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much of the research on HPV awareness and knowledge 
has focused primarily on women (Waller et al., 2003; 
Oh et al., 2010; Gunasekaran et al., 2012; Hanley et al., 
2012). Data on men’s attitudes and knowledge is less 
common. However, one study demonstrated a five-fold 
increased risk of cervical cancer in women who had a 
male partner infected with penile HPV (Bosch et al., 
1996). Furthermore, extramarital partners and number 
of lifetime partners in males is also associated with HPV 
detection and increased risk for cervical cancer in female 
partners (Zunzunegui et al., 1986; Burk et al., 1996). The 
World Health Organization (WHO) position paper on HPV 
vaccines states that these vaccines should be introduced 
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as part of a coordinated prevention strategy for cervical 
cancer and other HPV-related diseases. It also states that 
the strategy should include education on risk-reducing 
behavior (World Health, 2009). Thus, given that the 
sexually transmitted nature of HPV implies recognition 
that sexual behavior in both men and women is a risk factor 
for cervical cancer, and, since most HPV infections in men 
are asymptomatic and screening of this population is not 
standard clinical practice, better outcomes for cervical 
cancer prevention programs may be achieved if men 
were actively included in HPV education and awareness 
campaigns.
 Two highly effective prophylactic HPV vaccines have 
been developed that contain antigens against HPV types 
16 and 18, responsible for around 70% of cervical cancer 
cases worldwide (Ault and Future, 2007; Paavonen et 
al., 2009). One vaccine, the quadrivalent vaccine, also 
contains antigens against HPV types 6 and 11 and affords 
high protection against genital warts (Garland et al., 
2007). Because pre/adolescent girls are the primary target 
of HPV vaccination programs, understanding parental 
attitudes to HPV vaccination is essential. In Japan, free 
HPV vaccination became available from 2011 for girls 
aged 12-16yrs (Infectious Disease Surveillance Center, 
Immunization Schedule, 2011). While mothers are the 
primary decision-makers for children’s healthcare in 
Japan, divorce or illness may result in fathers being 
the sole-caregiver. However, one US study on parental 
attitudes towards a herpes simplex virus type 2 (HSV-2) 
vaccine showed fathers were significantly more likely 
than mothers to refuse a vaccination for a disease that was 
sexually transmitted (Liddon et al., 2005). 
 Since no data exists on Japanese men’s knowledge of 
and attitudes towards HPV and HPV vaccination and little 
is known globally about whether attitudes of single fathers 
differ to those living with a female partner, the aim of this 
exploratory study was to assess to what extent Japanese 
fathers of adolescent girls were likely to have their 
daughter vaccinated against HPV in a publically funded 
program and to investigate whether any differences exist 
regarding attitudes and knowledge about HPV, according 
to marital status.
 
Materials and Methods

Participants and procedure
 Participants were 27 fathers who took part in a study 
of primary caregivers with adolescent daughters in school 
years 5-8 (ages 11-14yr) in two medium-sized (population 
100,000) Japanese cities and one large city (population 2 
million) in Northern Japan between July and December 
2010. Details about the procedure have been reported 
elsewhere (Hanley et al., 2012), but in brief, a self-
administered questionnaire, a stamp addressed envelope 
and a letter explaining the purpose of the study addressed 
to the primary caregiver were distributed through the 
schools and returned to the main investigator by post. 
The study was approved by the Ethics Review Board for 
Epidemiological Studies at Hokkaido University Graduate 
School of Medicine. Since the survey was both voluntary 
and anonymous, completing the questionnaire was taken 

as consent to participate in the study.

Survey instrument and measures
 A 103-item survey instrument was developed based 
on previous research on vaccine acceptability and adapted 
for a Japanese population (Dempsey et al., 2006; Fazekas 
et al., 2008). It assessed parental attitudes towards routine 
childhood vaccinations, socio-demographic factors 
(age, number of children, marital status, educational 
background, annual household income and disposable 
monthly income), knowledge about and attitudes towards 
cervical cancer, HPV and the HPV vaccination, and 
willingness to pay for HPV vaccine. To ensure primary 
caregivers had some understanding of the HPV vaccine, 
the following information was included: ‘There are over 
100 types of HPV that infect humans. Some types cause 
cancer (oncogenic HPV) and other types that do not. 
The oncogenic types of HPV that are responsible for 
causing cervical cancer are mainly transmitted by sexual 
intercourse. Two new vaccines (HPV vaccine) have 
been developed that prevent infection with the two most 
oncogenic HPV types. It is estimated that these vaccines 
can prevent up to 70% of all cervical cancers. One vaccine 
also protects against the two most common HPV types 
that cause genital warts. It is estimated that this vaccines 
can prevent around 95% of new cases of genital warts’.

HPV vaccine acceptability
 Since national funding was not available for the HPV 
vaccine at the time of the study, vaccine acceptability 
was assessed by examining intentions to vaccinate if 
the vaccine was free, or if participants had to pay the 
minimum recommended price of ¥40,000 (around 
US$400). Intention to vaccinate when free was assessed 
by the question: ‘If your daughters could have the HPV 
vaccine for free, how likely would you be to have her 
vaccinated’. Responses were on a 5-point scale (‘very 
unlikely’, ‘unlikely’, ‘not sure’, ‘likely’, ‘very likely’). 
Willingness to pay for HPV vaccination was measured 
by the question, ‘What is the most you would be willing 
to pay out of pocket to have your adolescent daughter 
vaccinated against HPV’. Responses were on an 8-point 
scale: ‘Nothing’, ‘¥100-1,999’, ‘¥2,000-4,999’, ‘¥5,000-
9,999’, ‘¥10,000-19,999’, ‘¥20,000-29,999’, ‘¥30,000-
39,999’ and ‘¥40,000 or more’.

Knowledge and attitudes regarding HPV and HPV vaccine
 To measure knowledge about HPV, we used 13 
questions adapted from previous research (Dempsey et 
al., 2006; Fazekas et al., 2008). Questions included ten 
true-false statements and three composite questions about 
symptoms of HPV, consequences of untreated HPV and 
risk for HPV infection. 
 To assess participants’ attitudes toward HPV and 
HPV vaccination, questions based on five concepts from 
the Health Belief Model (HBM) (Maiman et al., 1977) 
perceived susceptibility to HPV infection; perceived 
severity of HPV infection; perceived benefits of HPV 
vaccination; perceived barriers to HPV vaccination 
and cues to action for HPV vaccination, such as 
recommendation from a doctor or local health board, 
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were used. The HBM postulates that health behavior is 
determined by personal beliefs or perceptions about a 
disease, as well as the strategies available to reduce its 
occurrence, and has been used in several studies on HPV 
vaccine acceptability (Dempsey et al., 2006; Fazekas et 
al., 2008; Marlow et al., 2009). Perceived benefits and 
barriers were assessed with questions on vaccine efficacy 
and safety. 

Statistical analysis
 Data were analyzed using IBM SPSS Statistics Version 
20.0 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, USA). Fathers indicating 
‘likely’ or ‘very likely’ to have their daughter vaccinated 
were classified as ‘acceptors’, and those answering ‘very 
unlikely’, unlikely’ or ‘not sure’ were classified as ‘non-
acceptors’. Bivariate analyses using Pearson’s chi-squared 
and Fisher’s exact test for categorical variables and 
Mann-Whitney U test for continuous variables were used 
to compare differences in attitudes and knowledge about 
HPV and HPV vaccine between fathers who were married 
or cohabiting (hereafter referred to as ‘married’) and those 
who were divorced, widowed or separated (hereafter 
referred to as ‘single’). Due to the small number of non-
acceptors and small sample size, multivariable logistic 
regression was not performed. Statistical significance was 
defined as a 2-tailed p-value of <0.05.

Results 

Socio-demographics
 Background characteristics of participants are shown 
in Table 1. The majority of participants were aged 
between 40 and 49 yrs (mean age 44.85 yrs±6.13), single 
(59.3%), did not have a university degree (55.5%) and 
had a disposable monthly income of <30,000 yen ($300). 
There were no statistically significant differences in socio-
economic factors, including marital status, between those 
fathers willing to have their daughter vaccinated and those 
who were not. 

Knowledge about HPV
 While 37% of fathers stated they had heard of HPV, 
accurate knowledge about HPV infection was poor 
(mean score out of a possible 13 was 2.74±3.22), and no 
significant difference was found with regards to marital 
status (Table 3). As shown in Table 2, only 18.5% of 
participants could correctly name the risk factors for HPV 
infection and only 7.4% knew the symptoms. For most 
questions, the most common answer was ‘don’t know’ 
(data not shown). Furthermore, even though participants 
were actually told in the questionnaire that HPV causes 
cancer and a vaccine had been developed that prevent 
infection with the two most oncogenic types that cause 
cervical cancers, only 37.7% correctly answered that 
HPV was indeed the cause of cervical or any other cancer. 
However, despite overall knowledge being poor, 66.7% 
of participants did indicate that they would like more 
information on HPV (Table 3).

Awareness of and attitudes towards HPV and HPV 
vaccination

 Only one (3.7%) participant believed he had been 
previously infected with HPV and most (81.4%) believed 
they had absolutely no or low future risk of infection. 
There were no significant differences according to marital 
status (Table 3). However, with regards to their adolescent 
daughter’s future risk for HPV infection, single fathers 
were significantly more likely to admit their daughters had 
a medium to high future risk compared to fathers living 
with a female partner (87.5% and 36.4%, respectively; 
p=0.01). Similarly, they were also more likely to believe 
their daughters was at risk for cervical cancer (75.0% and 
27.3%, respectively; p=0.02). 
 While only half (51.9%) had heard of the HPV vaccine, 
92.5% of father’s were willing to vaccinate their daughter 
if offered for free. Although there was no statistical 
difference according to marital status, all (100%) single 
fathers stated they would have their daughters vaccinated 
in a publically funded HPV vaccination program. Single 
fathers were also significantly more likely to be willing 
to pay more for the vaccine (p=0.01), when vaccination 
came at a cost (Table 3). While most fathers (63.3%) stated 
they would use the internet as the first place to go for more 

Table 1. Selected Characteristics of the Sample 
Population and HPV Vaccine Acceptance
Characteristic Overall  Acceptors Non-Acceptors
 N (%) N (%) N (%) p-value

Age (yr)
  29-39 5 (18.5) 4 (80.0) 1 (20.0) 
  40-49 16 (59.3) 15 (93.8) 1 (7.2) 
  >50 6 (22.2) 6 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0.26
Marital Status
  Married/cohabiting 11 (40.7) 9 (81.8) 2 (18.2) 
  Separated/divorced/widowed 16 (59.3) 16 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0.16
Education 
  Less than university 15 (55.5) 14 (93.3) 1 (6.7) 
  University or more 12 (44.5) 11 (91.7) 1 (8.3) 1.00
Annual Household Income (yen)a
  <5 million 12 (44.4) 12 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 
  5-<7 million 11 (40.7) 9 (81.8) 2 (18.2) 
  >7 million 4 (14.9) 4 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0.17
Monthly Disposable Income (yen)
  <30,000 16 (59.3) 14 (87.5) 2 (12.5) 
  >30,000 11 (40.7) 11 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0.50

Table 2. Fathers’ Knowledge about HPV 
Statementa Correct Response
 Overall n (%)

HPV is the virus that causes herpes (F) 4 (14.8)
Genital warts are caused by some types of HPV (T) 7 (25.5)
HPV is the virus that causes cervical cancer (T) 10 (37.7)
Pap smears prevent disease caused by HPV (T) 13 (48.1)
If a women has a normal Pap smear, she doesn’t have HPV (F) 8 (29.6)
Changes in a Pap smear may indicate a woman has HPV (T) 11 (40.7)
Genital warts are caused by the herpes virus (F) 3 (11.1)
HPV can cause cancer (T) 10 (37.7)
Pap smears will almost always detect HPV (F) 5 (18.5)
HPV can be passed from mother to child during childbirth (T) 3 (11.1)
Risk factors for HPV infectionb 5 (18.5)
Symptoms of HPV infectionc 2   (7.4)
Consequences of untreated HPV infectiond 9 (33.3)
aT:True, F:False, bCorrect if respondent marked two of three correct responses 
(sex before age 16, many sexual partners, or partner with many sexual partners), 
cCorrect if respondent marked two of three correct responses (warts that sometimes 
itch or bleed, warty growths, or no symptoms), dCorrect if respondent marked 
four of six correct responses (cancer, dysplasia, unable to give birth, warts, no 
consequences, or death)
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information on the HPV vaccine, more single fathers 
reported they would consult a health professional (24.0%) 
compared to married fathers (9.1%). Recommendation 
from the local health board would also significantly 
increase acceptance in single fathers (p=0.02). No 
differences were found regarding perceptions of vaccine 
efficacy and safety.

Concerns specific to single fathers
 At the end of the questionnaire, participants were 
given the opportunity to write any comments or concerns 
they had about the vaccine. One single father wrote, “I 
have a 14yr old daughter, I want her to be vaccinated but 
I am a man. I can’t take her to the gynecologist and she 
says she is too old for a pediatrician. I wish she could be 
vaccinated in school”. Similarly, another father said, “I 
have one daughter. She is 13yrs old. I will pay anything 
so she doesn’t get cancer like her mother. But if HPV 
is transmitted sexually, how can I talk to her about the 
vaccine? I am a man. I want her school to provide more 
education about the vaccine”. One other father who lost 
his wife to breast cancer also wrote, “I have 3 daughters, 
aged 12, 15 and 17yrs. My wife died of cancer. I don’t 
want my girls to get cancer. But I can’t afford 15,000 yen 
per dose to vaccinate all my daughters. Please try and 
persuade the government to fund the vaccine”. Most of 
the single fathers in this study who were widowed had lost 
their wife to cancer and while they all wanted to protect 
their daughters from cervical cancer, they expressed a 
sense of frustration at the hurdles facing them.

Discussion

No data exists on Japanese men’s knowledge of and 
attitudes towards HPV and HPV vaccination, and little 
is known globally about whether attitudes of single 
fathers towards vaccinating their adolescent daughters 
against HPV differ to those living with a female partner. 
To address this gap in knowledge we carried out an 
exploratory study of 27 Japanese fathers with daughters 
aged 11-14yrs.

Compared to one Honduran study (Perkins et al., 
2012) and one German study (Kuznetsov et al., 2012) 
where 22% and 29% of fathers, respectively, had heard of 
HPV, awareness in this study was slightly higher at 37%, 
but considerably lower than a recent Italian study where 
77% of fathers had heard of HPV (Pelucchi et al., 2010). 
Higher education level in the Italian study is suggested to 
be one of the reasons for the difference. However in both 
the present study and the Italian paper just over 40% of 
fathers had a university education, so this difference in 
awareness may reflect the lack of education about HPV 
and cervical cancer at all levels of the Japanese education 
system. One other reason for the difference may be the 
way in which the HPV vaccine has been promoted in 
Japan. Unlike in several European countries where the 
vaccine has been promoted as an ‘HPV vaccine against 
cervical cancer’, at the time of the study, only the bivalent 
vaccine was licensed in Japan and promoted mainly as a 
“vaccine against cervical cancer”. This may also explain 
why considerably more fathers (52%) were aware of a 

vaccine to prevent cervical cancer rather than the actual 
virus (37%) that causes it. 

We found that men greatly underestimated their own 
past and future risk for HPV infection, particularly since 
60% of them were single. Similar results have been 
reported in the US (McPartland et al., 2005) and Europe 
(Verhoeven et al., 2006). In contrast, one Japanese survey 
conducted by the Japan Broadcasting Corporation (NHK) 
found that 11% of Japanese men aged 16-69yrs had more 
than one sexual partner in the past year and of those 
52% were in sexual relationships with several partners 
simultaneously. Furthermore, 12% of married men stated 
they had extramarital sex within the past year, with a 
further 20% declining to answer (NHK, 2002). One Indian 
study also reported that for women with only one lifetime 
sexual partner, premarital and, in particular, extramarital 
relationships in their husband, increased their risk of 
cervical cancer by up to 6.9-fold (Agarwal et al., 1993). 
Until now, cervical cancer prevention strategies in Japan 
have focused solely on women with secondary prevention 
in the form of screening using cervical cytology, and from 
2011 with cytology and high-risk HPV testing for low 
grade abnormality triage. However, now that primary 
prevention has become possible with the development of 
two HPV vaccines, and given that the sexually transmitted 
nature of HPV implies recognition that sexual behavior in 
both men and women is a risk factor for cervical cancer, 
along with the fact that HPV does also cause cancer in 
men, Japanese men need to be actively involved in future 
HPV education and awareness campaigns as a strategy 
for cervical/cancer prevention, and preferable before they 
reach adulthood.

 While no difference existed regarding personal 
susceptibility to HPV infection and marital status, when 
it came to perceived risk for participant’s adolescent 
daughter, single fathers were significantly more likely 
to perceive a risk, and that risk was similar to perceived 
risk reported by mothers in the same study (Hanley et al., 
2012). This suggests that being the parent who shoulders 
most of the responsibility for their child’s healthcare rather 
than the gender of the parent is a determining factor for 
admitting a child’s susceptibility to a virus that is sexually 
transmitted or to illness in general, and may also explain 
why fathers in the study by Liddon et al. were less likely 
than mothers to accept the HSV-2 vaccine (Liddon et al., 
2005). 

Despite limited knowledge and awareness about 
HPV, fathers’ acceptance of the HPV vaccine was high 
(92%) and comparable to that of mothers (Hanley et al., 
2012) in the same study. It was also similar to fathers in 
Honduras (94%) (Perkins et al., 2012) and considerably 
higher (65%) than the Italian study (Pelucchi et al., 
2010), indicating that father’s awareness of HPV is not 
a measure of HPV vaccine acceptance. While all single 
fathers in both the present and Honduran study indicated 
they would vaccinate their daughter against HPV, our 
study did highlight some issues specific to these fathers, 
such as talking about the sexual nature of HPV or place 
of vaccination, that need to be addressed. Japan has no 
school-based childhood vaccination program and there 
is also no general practitioner (GP), so in most cases 
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pediatricians are the primary health care provider for 
children. However, several studies have shown that 
girls of mothers who attend a gynecologist regularly are 
more likely to be vaccinated against HPV (Chao et al., 
2009; Lefevere et al., 2011; Hanley et al., 2012). Since 
gynecologists may be more active in recommending (to a 
mother) that a child be vaccinated against a disease they 
see on a daily basis, single fathers, particularly of older 
adolescent girls, may missing out on the counseling they 
need or desire. Providing adequate education about HPV 
to both sexes in schools would not only help resolve this 
issue, but also involve men in cervical cancer prevention 
strategies. In the absence of school-based education, 
Japanese pediatricians need to be more aware of the 
potential issues facing single fathers of adolescent girls 
with regards to HPV vaccination, as well as providing 
guidance about the ongoing need for cervical screening 
in future years. 

The results of this exploratory study need to be 
interpreted with a great deal of caution because the 
sample size was very small and, while socioeconomically 
diverse, cannot be taken as representative of the general 
population. Furthermore, we investigated intention to 
vaccinate which might overestimate actual uptake since 
external barriers such as having to take time off work 
(particularly difficult for Japanese men), three times over 
a six month period may be great. Nevertheless, we have 
identified some potentially important issues concerning 
Japanese men’s lack of knowledge about HPV, as well 
as problems unique to single fathers with adolescent 
daughters regarding HPV vaccination. As a result, we 
have provided a useful starting point for further larger-
scale quantitative research to assess HPV awareness in 
Japanese men, as well as HPV vaccination uptake in girls 
of single fathers at the population level. 

In conclusion, while knowledge about HPV among 
Japanese fathers is poor, HPV vaccination acceptability 
is high and does not differ by marital status. Providing 
adequate sexual health education in schools that addresses 
lack of knowledge about HPV as well as information 
preferences expressed by single fathers, may not only 
increase HPV vaccine acceptance, but will also actively 
involve men in cervical cancer prevention strategies. 
However, further large-scale quantitative studies are 
needed.

Acknowledgements 

The authors wish to thank all the schools and parents 
who participated in the study. This study was funded by 
a Grant-In-Aid from the Japanese Ministry of Education, 
Culture, Sports, Science and Technology and in part by 
a Grant-in-Aid from the Japanese Ministry of Health, 
Labour and Welfare.

References

Agarwal SS, Sehgal A, Sardana S, et al (1993). Role of male 
behavior in cervical carcinogenesis among women with one 
lifetime sexual partner. Cancer, 72, 1666-9.

Arbyn M, de Sanjose S, Saraiya M, et al (2012). EUROGIN 

2011 roadmap on prevention and treatment of HPV-related 
disease. Int J Cancer, 131, 1969-82.

Ault KA, Future IISG (2007). Effect of prophylactic human 
papillomavirus L1 virus-like-particle vaccine on risk of 
cervical intraepithelial neoplasia grade 2, grade 3, and 
adenocarcinoma in situ: a combined analysis of four 
randomised clinical trials. Lancet, 369, 1861-8.

Bosch FX, Castellsague X, Munoz N, et al (1996). Male sexual 
behavior and human papillomavirus DNA: key risk factors 
for cervical cancer in Spain. J Natl Cancer Inst, 88, 1060-7.

Burk RD, Ho GY, Beardsley L, et al (1996). Sexual behavior and 
partner characteristics are the predominant risk factors for 
genital human papillomavirus infection in young women. J 
Infect Dis, 174, 679-89.

Chao C, Slezak JM, Coleman KJ, Jacobsen SJ (2009). 
Papanicolaou screening behavior in mothers and human 
papillomavirus vaccine uptake in adolescent girls. Am J 
Public Health, 99, 1137-42.

de Martel C, Ferlay J, Franceschi S, et al (2012). Global burden 
of cancers attributable to infections in 2008: a review and 
synthetic analysis. Lancet Oncol, 13, 607-15.

de Sanjose S, Quint WG, Alemany L, et al (2010). Human 
papillomavirus genotype attribution in invasive cervical 
cancer: a retrospective cross-sectional worldwide study. 
Lancet Oncol, 11, 1048-56.

De Vuyst H, Clifford GM, Nascimento MC, et al (2009). 
Prevalence and type distribution of human papillomavirus in 
carcinoma and intraepithelial neoplasia of the vulva, vagina 
and anus: a meta-analysis. Int J Cancer, 124, 1626-36.

Dempsey AF, Zimet GD, Davis RL, Koutsky L (2006). Factors 
that are associated with parental acceptance of human 
papillomavirus vaccines: a randomized intervention study 
of written information about HPV. Pediatrics, 117, 1486-93.

Fazekas KI, Brewer NT, Smith JS (2008). HPV vaccine 
acceptability in a rural Southern area. J Womens Health 
(Larchmt), 17, 539-48.

Ferlay J, Shin HR, Bray F, et al (2010). Estimates of worldwide 
burden of cancer in 2008: GLOBOCAN 2008. Int J Cancer, 
127, 2893-17

Garland SM, Hernandez-Avila M, Wheeler CM, et al (2007). 
Quadrivalent vaccine against human papillomavirus to 
prevent anogenital diseases. N Engl J Med, 356, 1928-43.

Gunasekaran B, Jayasinghe Y, Fenner Y, et al (2012). Knowledge 
of human papillomavirus and cervical cancer among young 
women recruited using a social networking site. Sex Transm 
Infect, 89, 327-9

Hanley SJ, Yoshioka E, Ito Y, et al (2012). Acceptance of and 
attitudes towards human papillomavirus vaccination in 
Japanese mothers of adolescent girls. Vaccine, 30, 5740-7.

Infectious Disease Surveillance Center. (2011), Immunization 
Schedule, Japan, available at: http://idsc.nih.go.jp/vaccine/
dschedule/Imm11EN.pdf. Accessed: February 10th, 2013.

Kreimer AR, Clifford GM, Boyle P, Franceschi S (2005). 
Human papillomavirus types in head and neck squamous 
cell carcinomas worldwide: a systematic review. Cancer 
Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev, 14, 467-75.

Kuznetsov L, Zippel SA, Ruzicka T, Kuznetsov AV (2012). 
Fathers’ knowledge of and attitude towards human 
papillomavirus infection, genitoanal warts, cervical cancer 
and HPV vaccine. Int J Public Health, 57, 651-3.

Lefevere E, Hens N, Theeten H, et al (2011). Like mother, like 
daughter? Mother’s history of cervical cancer screening 
and daughter’s Human Papillomavirus vaccine uptake in 
Flanders (Belgium). Vaccine, 29, 8390-6.

Li N, Franceschi S, Howell-Jones R, et al (2011). Human 
papillomavirus type distribution in 30,848 invasive cervical 
cancers worldwide: Variation by geographical region, 



Asian Pacific Journal of Cancer Prevention, Vol 15, 2014 1843

DOI:http://dx.doi.org/10.7314/APJCP.2014.15.4.1837
Japanese Fathers’ Knowledge of and Attitudes towards HPV and HPV Vaccination

histological type and year of publication. Int J Cancer, 
128, 927-35.

Liddon N, Pulley L, Cockerham WC, et al (2005). Parents’/
guardians’ willingness to vaccinate their children against 
genital herpes. J Adolesc Health, 37, 187-93.

Maiman LA, Becker MH, Kirscht JP, et al (1977). Scales 
for measuring health belief model dimensions: a test of 
predictive value, internal consistency, and relationships 
among beliefs. Health Educ Monogr, 5, 215-30.

Marlow LA, Wardle J, Waller J (2009). Attitudes to HPV 
vaccination among ethnic minority mothers in the UK: an 
exploratory qualitative study. Hum Vaccin, 5, 105-10.

McPartland TS, Weaver BA, Lee SK, Koutsky LA (2005). Men’s 
perceptions and knowledge of human papillomavirus (HPV) 
infection and cervical cancer. J Am Coll Health, 53, 225-30.

NHK (2002). Sexual behavior, sexual awareness of data book 
NHK Japanese, Tokyo: Japan Broadcasting Publishers 
Association

Oh JK, Lim MK, Yun EH, et al (2010). Awareness of and attitude 
towards human papillomavirus infection and vaccination for 
cervical cancer prevention among adult males and females in 
Korea: a nationwide interview survey. Vaccine, 28, 1854-60.

Paavonen J, Naud P, Salmeron J, et al (2009). Efficacy of human 
papillomavirus (HPV)-16/18 AS04-adjuvanted vaccine 
against cervical infection and precancer caused by oncogenic 
HPV types (PATRICIA): final analysis of a double-blind, 
randomised study in young women. Lancet, 374, 301-14.

Pelucchi C, Esposito S, Galeone C, et al (2010). Knowledge of 
human papillomavirus infection and its prevention among 
adolescents and parents in the greater Milan area, Northern 
Italy. BMC Public Health, 10, 378.

Perkins RB, Mehta PK, Langrish SM (2012). Fathers’ intentions 
to accept human papillomavirus vaccination for sons and 
daughters: exploratory findings from rural Honduras. Int J 
Public Health, 57, 143-8.

Verhoeven V, Baay M, Colliers A, et al (2006). The male factor 
in cervical carcinogenesis: a questionnaire study of men’s 
awareness in primary care. Prev Med, 43, 389-93.

Waller J, McCaffery K, Forrest S, et al (2003). Awareness of 
human papillomavirus among women attending a well 
woman clinic. Sex Transm Infect, 79, 320-2.

Zunzunegui MV, King MC, Coria CF, Charlet J (1986). Male 
influences on cervical cancer risk. Am J Epidemiol, 123, 
302-7.


