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Table S1. Search string for each database

Database Search string Date and time Total obtained

PubMed

((((((human papillomavirus[Title/Abstract]) AND (Point-Of-Care[Title/
Abstract])) AND (p16[Title/Abstract])) OR (Immunohistochemistry[Title/
Abstract])) OR (Recombinase polymerase amplification[Title/Abstract])) 
OR (CRISPR[Title/Abstract])) OR (Loop-mediated Isothermal 
Amplification[Title/Abstract])

July 16, 2025 (8.53 pm) 2,661

Science Direct
(human papillomavirus) AND (Point-Of-Care) AND (p16 OR 
Immunohistochemistry OR (Recombinase polymerase amplification) OR 
CRISPR OR (Loop-mediated Isothermal Amplification))

July 16, 2025 (8.40 pm) 829

Scopus

(TITLE-ABS-KEY (human papillomavirus) AND TITLE-ABS-KEY (Point-
Of-Care) AND TITLE-ABS-KEY (protein p16) OR TITLE-ABS-KEY 
(Immunohistochemistry) OR TITLE-ABS-KEY (Recombinase polymerase 
amplification) OR TITLE-ABS-KEY (CRISPR) OR TITLE-ABS-KEY 
(Loop-mediated Isothermal Amplification)) AND (LIMIT-TO (DOCTYPE, 
“ar”)) AND (LIMIT-TO (LANGUAGE, “English”)) AND (LIMIT-TO 
(EXACTKEYWORD, “Human”) OR LIMIT-TO (EXACTKEYWORD, 
“Humans”))

July 16, 2025 (8.49 pm) 53
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