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Abstract 

The COVID-19 pandemic has disrupted primary and secondary prevention efforts as well as 

routine care related to the diagnosis and treatment of cancer. The number of cancer-related 

procedures declined across countries, as much as 40% in some of the reporting countries. 

Many of the OECD countries also faced challenges in maintaining and further improving cancer 

care quality and outcomes during the pandemic.  

This paper compiles initial findings as well as emerging evidence from a subset of OECD 

countries covering the period from March 2020 to August 2021. It illustrates how several of 

these countries attempted to mitigate the impact of COVID-19 on cancer care systems. There 

have been examples of adapting treatment guidelines, changing clinical practices and reducing 

backlogs to minimise negative impacts of the pandemic on cancer patients. Several of the 

countries also undertook more frequent monitoring and in-depth analysis of cancer care 

performance to help develop more targeted risk-based approaches in providing cancer 

screening and care. The analyses also confirm that strong health information infrastructure is 

crucial for developing resilient health systems that provide effective, timely and people-centred 

cancer care.   
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Résumé 

La pandémie de COVID-19 a perturbé les efforts de prévention primaire et secondaire ainsi que 

les soins de routine liés au diagnostic et au traitement du cancer. Le nombre de procédures 

chirurgicales liées au cancer a diminué dans tous les pays, jusqu'à 40 % dans certains pays 

ayant déclaré l’information. Plusieurs des pays de l’OCDE ont également été confronté à des 

difficultés pour maintenir et poursuivre l’amélioration de la qualité des soins et des résultats en 

matière de cancer pendant la pandémie. 

Ce document compile les résultats préliminaires ainsi que les évidences émergentes d’un sous-

ensemble de pays de l’OCDE couvrant la période de mars 2020 à août 2021. Il illustre comment 

plusieurs de ces pays ont tenté d’atténuer l’impact du COVID-19 sur les systèmes de soins du 

cancer. Il existe des exemples d’adaptation des recommandations de traitement, de 

modification des pratiques cliniques et de réduction de l’accumulation des déprogrammations 

de prise en charge afin de minimiser les impacts négatifs de la pandémie sur les patients 

atteints de cancer. Plusieurs de ces pays ont aussi entrepris un suivi plus fréquent et une 

analyse approfondie des performances en matière de soins contre le cancer, afin de contribuer 

à l’élaboration d’approches plus ciblées, fondées sur le risque, pour le dépistage et les soins 

contre le cancer. Les analyses confirment également qu'une solide infrastructure d'information 

sur la santé est essentielle au développement de systèmes de santé résilients qui fournissent 

des soins efficaces, opportuns et axés sur les personnes pour prévenir et traiter le cancer. 
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Key Findings  

1. Over recent decades, OECD countries have broadened their efforts to control cancer and improve 

cancer outcomes. Political attention around cancer care has grown. For example, in 2021, the European 

Union articulated its renewed political commitment to improve each stage of cancer patients’ pathways 

through its Beating Cancer Plan.  

2. However, the COVID-19 pandemic significantly disrupted health care not only for people with 

COVID-19 but also for those with other health care needs. During the initial phase of the COVID‑19 

pandemic, tightening restrictions across the health sector and the economy more broadly led to 

postponement, or hesitancy to access many essential health services including in-person primary care 

services and childhood vaccination. To increase health systems’ capacity, non-urgent elective surgeries 

were postponed while the COVID‑19 surge impacted emergency visits and admissions including, for 

example, cardiac and cerebrovascular events. Cancer care was not an exception, with the pandemic 

negatively affecting both primary and secondary cancer prevention activities — as well as routine care 

related to the diagnosis and treatment for cancer. As a result, many OECD countries faced challenges in 

maintaining and improving cancer care quality and outcomes.  

3. Measures to mitigate the impact of COVID-19 on cancer care systems included adapting treatment 

guidelines, changing clinical practices and reducing backlogs to minimise the negative impacts on patients 

in both the short and longer term. Several countries undertook more frequent monitoring and in-depth 

analysis of cancer care performance to help develop more targeted risk-based approaches in providing 

cancer screening and care during the public health emergency. 

4. Based on available national data for 2020, which were still limited in terms of country coverage in 

August 2021, and an accompanying review of the literature covering the period between March 2020 and 

August 2021, this paper analyses the initial impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on cancer care along the 

patient pathway in a number of OECD countries, from screening and diagnosis through to treatment and 

follow-up, and highlights good practices in mitigating the negative impacts on cancer care. A strong health 

information infrastructure is the backbone for developing resilient health systems to provide safe, effective 

and efficient cancer care at the time of emergencies, so the paper also addresses how countries 

strengthened monitoring and analysis of cancer care performance.  

5. The key initial findings on the impact of COVID-19 pandemic on cancer care in a subset of OECD 

countries are summarised below: 

Cancer screening dropped substantially at the beginning of the pandemic but 

uptake improved since 

 At the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic, 16 out of 21 OECD countries temporarily stopped 

cancer screening. Many people were hesitant to seek cancer screening due to fear of 

infection. The capacity to provide cancer screening was also limited because of social-

distancing requirements, and a shortage of protective equipment and professionals that were 

https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/default/files/non_communicable_diseases/docs/eu_cancer-plan_en.pdf
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prioritised to care for patients with COVID-19. In Australia and Canada, laboratory capacity for 

cancer screening was also reduced due to COVID-19 testing.  

 This led to a drop in cancer screening rates in 15 out of the 16 OECD countries with available 

data. In France, for example, the number of screening mammograms dropped by 44% in the 

second quarter of 2020 compared to the same period in 2019. In Italy, cervical cancer screening 

rates fell by 55% between January and May 2020, compared to the same period in 2019. In the 

Czech Republic, screenings for colorectal cancer dropped by 53% between March and May 2020. 

Iceland was the exception with, in 2020, 62% of women in the target age reporting that they had 

had a mammography in the preceding two years compared with 61% in 2019.  

 To increase the uptake of cancer screening, Japan ran public awareness campaigns, while 

Canada and Slovenia took a more targeted approach to deliver cancer screening services more 

effectively in a context of limited resources. Slovenia implemented targeted risk-based screening 

for cervical cancer by providing additional patient information and a tool to help identify high-risk 

women to all gynaecologists. In the Netherlands, Slovenia and the United States, self-sampling 

kits for cervical cancer screening were sent to target populations, resulting in higher screening 

rates than office-based screening.  

 Unlike cancer screening, HPV vaccination rates were stable or increased in most of the OECD 

countries that reported 2020 data. But vaccination coverage declined in several countries including 

Australia, Chile and Mexico. 

Access to cancer diagnosis declined, resulting in lower cancer incidence in 2020, 

with risk of poorer outcomes in the near future 

 As a result of reduced screening, data available from six OECD countries points to access to 

cancer diagnoses falling during the initial phase of the pandemic despite efforts to continue 

providing urgent care for cancer patients. In Ireland, the number of breast cancers diagnosed fell 

by one-third and the number of lung cancers diagnosed fell by almost a half in April 2020, 

compared to a year earlier, and the number of prostate cancer diagnoses was just 16% of the 

cases diagnosed in April 2019. In Finland, the number of cancer biopsies decreased by 12% 

between March and June 2020, compared to the period between 2018 and 2019.  

 Newly diagnosed cancer cases declined in all 14 OECD countries with available data1. In 

Belgium, the number of new cancer diagnoses between March and September 2020 was 14% 

lower than the number of new cases during the same period in 2019, and invasive cancer 

diagnosed in 2020 was 6% lower than the level in 2019. Besides the decline in the number of 

diagnoses, waiting times for diagnostic services increased in the United Kingdom and the United 

States.  

 Delayed cancer diagnosis is likely to result in poorer cancer outcomes in the near future. A 

study in the United Kingdom (England) projected that delayed diagnoses occurring in the year 

since March 2020 will increase five-year mortality by about 5% for lung and oesophageal cancers, 

6% for oesophageal cancer, 7% for breast cancer, and 16% for colorectal cancer.  

 To provide safe and high quality cancer care in a context of limited resources, experts both at the 

national and international level updated cancer care recommendations. These 

recommendations generally include 1) minimising risks of COVID-19 infection among cancer 

patients as they are considered vulnerable to COVID-19, 2) treating high-risk cancer patients 

                                                
1 Australia, Austria, Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Ireland, Japan, Korea the Netherlands, Poland, Slovenia, 

Sweden and the United States. 
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without delay while seeking possibilities of postponing treatment for low-risk patients, and 3) 

promoting regimen with less intensive care.  

 In order to harmonise the quality of cancer care across providers, newly developed 

recommendations were taken up at national level in some OECD countries including France 

and the Netherlands. New Zealand also developed national guidance outlining treatment protocols 

by hospital capacity level and delivery of cancer care under different scenarios of public health 

emergencies. 

 To reduce risks of COVID-19 infection, telemedicine became prevalent for cancer care. Norway 

increased the use of telephone and video consultations, for instance, for follow-up care after 

cancer treatment instead of regular in-person control visits. In the United Kingdom, a telephone 

triage system was introduced to facilitate new cancer referrals and avoid unnecessary hospital 

attendance. Telemedicine has also facilitated the availability of multidisciplinary tumour boards by 

connecting specialists working in different sites.  

Access to cancer treatment declined and the backlog for care increased 

 Due to a mix of factors such as fewer diagnoses, people’s hesitancy to seek health care, disrupted 

manufacturing and distribution of cancer drugs, limited health system capacities and various 

clinical recommendations which aim to improve treatment outcomes in resource-limited medical 

settings, the volume of a wide range of cancer care services declined in 2020 across OECD 

countries. These services included emergency department visits by cancer patients, cancer 

referrals, outpatient cancer care, cancer surgeries, radiotherapy and chemotherapy appointments 

and hospitalisations. For example 

o Overnight hospitalisaton for cancer care declined in all three countries that reported 

2020 data to the OECD before August 2021. The number of hospital discharges (the 

release of a patient admitted to hospital for at least one night) per 100 000 population for 

all cancers declined by 34% in Chile in 2020 compared to the average over the period 

2017-2019 and hospital discharges for prostate cancer decreased by 44% in 2020. In 

Costa Rica, hospital discharges for all cancers dropped by 19%. In Norway, the falls were 

limited, except for breast and skin cancers. 

o The number of cancer-related procedures declined in all six countries that reported 

2020 data to the OECD. In Costa Rica, Ireland, Italy, Norway and Turkey, cancer-related 

surgeries per 100 000 population decreased in 2020, compared to the average over 2017-

2019. The fall in 2020 was greatest for mastectomy and prostatectomy in Ireland (31% 

and 51%) and Costa Rica (23% and 41%), and hysterectomies also decreased 

substantially in Denmark (46%), Costa Rica (31%) and Italy (31%). On the other hand, in 

Denmark the rate of open prostatectomy per 100 000 population increased by 6%.  

o The length of hospital stays for cancer care decreased in all three countries that 

reported 2020 data. The decrease was substantial in Chile. Prior to the pandemic, there 

was a general shift away from overnight hospitalisation, but the share of day cases did 

not always increase in 2020. 

 A shift to less intensive cancer care, such as chemotherapy and hormonal treatment instead of 

surgery, fewer cycles of radiotherapy, home-based cancer care using oral rather than intravenous 

chemotherapy, and local anaesthesia instead of general anaesthesia, can also be observed.   

 Six OECD countries which were able to monitor waiting times for cancer care delivery during the 

pandemic, managed to provide care for cancer patients with shorter delays than the pre-pandemic 

period, partly due to declines in the volume of cancer care. However, waiting times became 
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longer for at least some cancer care in Italy, Korea, the United Kingdom (England) and the United 

States.  

 Due to disruptions in cancer screening, diagnosis and treatment, several OECD countries 

accumulated a backlog of cancer care. To reduce the backlog, policy measures started to be 

implemented in a limited number of OECD countries, including Ireland and the United Kingdom. 

For example, the United Kingdom formed a national cancer delivery taskforce to accelerate the 

return of cancer services, and developed the cancer services recovery plan, which aims to recover 

cancer services by implementing modified pathways to reduce waiting time, and taking actions to 

protect service recovery and ensure sufficient capacity.  

To address challenges in cancer care systems in a timely manner, information 

systems need to be further developed 

 Some of the OECD countries intensified monitoring of cancer care performance since the 

onset of the pandemic. The Netherlands established a new organisation to monitor and evaluate 

the impact of the pandemic on breast cancer care, and New Zealand and Slovenia assigned 

existing organisations to assess the impact of COVID-19 on cancer care. Australia, France, Ireland 

and Italy also analysed and reported cancer-related data in a more timely manner and more 

frequently to identify emerging challenges immediately and to develop needed actions.  

 Slovenia analysed and reported more granular data such as cancer stage information and 

access to cancer screening and care by region and socio-economic group. These in-depth 

analyses are crucial to identify vulnerable groups and to develop more targeted approaches in 

providing cancer screening and cancer care for these groups.  

 It is still early to know the full impact of COVID-19 on cancer care particularly because of the time 

required to assess outcome measures such as cancer mortality and survival rates. Using 

administrative data and supplementary data collected through provider-based and patient surveys, 

countries need to continue monitoring and analysing cancer care performance in order to develop 

resilient health systems to provide effective, safe and people-centred cancer care. Key data, 

however, are still missing in many OECD countries as the current health information infrastructure 

does not allow close-to-real-time monitoring of cancer screening and care, calling for further efforts 

to strengthen health information infrastructure to support decision-making during emergency 

situations. 



DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9  11 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

6. While OECD countries were tackling new challenges brought by the COVID-19 pandemic, people 

continued to need essential health services including primary care services, childhood vaccination, and 

emergency visits and admissions. In relation to cancer, countries needed to provide services such as 

cancer screening and HPV vaccination, and cancer patients also required a seamless delivery of cancer 

care. However, primary and secondary prevention activities as well as routine cancer care related to the 

diagnosis, treatment and follow-up were disrupted across OECD countries.  

7. Based on a literature review and OECD data, this section analyses the impact of the COVID-19 

pandemic on preventive services for cancer and cancer diagnosis, treatment and follow-up. It highlights 

good practices in mitigating negative impacts on cancer care across a set of OECD countries and how 

countries strengthened monitoring and analysis of cancer care performance during the pandemic to 

develop resilient health systems to provide high quality cancer care efficiently at the time of emergencies.  

8. The analysis was conducted in August 2021 and relied on 2020 data and literature which were 

available for a limited number of OECD countries. Hence, this report includes initial findings on the impact 

of COVID-19 pandemic on cancer care in a selection of OECD countries.  

Preventive services for cancer  

9. Many of the reporting OECD countries experienced disruptions in delivering preventive cancer 

care particularly between March and June 2020. Although efforts were made to improve access, cancer 

screening rates dropped in 2020 in the reporting OECD countries but HPV vaccination rates were stable 

or increased in most countries.  

Three out of four of the OECD countries temporarily stopped cancer screening at the 

onset of the COVID-19 pandemic  

10. Prior to the pandemic, most OECD countries conducted breast, cervical and colorectal cancer 

screening programmes as an effective way of detecting and intervening in the disease at an early stage 

(OECD, 2013[1]), but cancer screening was halted in 16 out of 21 OECD countries shortly after the start of 

the pandemic (Table 1.1). Slovenia, for example, stopped its organised cancer screening programmes on 

12 March, 2020 (Ivanuš et al., 2021[2]) and in the Netherlands, the national breast cancer screening 

programme was halted from 16 March, 2020 (Eijkelboom et al, 2021[3]). In Japan, local governments and 

healthcare providers suspended cancer screening programmes in accordance with the recommendation 

issued by the Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare based on the first declaration of a state of emergency 

on April 7, 2020. 

11. Fortunately, in most of the affected countries, screening programmes resumed after the first wave 

of the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020. Slovenia resumed cancer screening programmes in mid-May 2020 

and Latvia resumed state-organised breast cancer screening programme on 25 May 2020. A few days 

1.  Impact of COVID-19 pandemic on 

cancer care 
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later, on 1 June, Hungary re-started cancer screening programmes. In the Netherlands, colon cancer 

screening resumed in mid-May, breast cancer screening in mid-June, and cervical cancer screening on 1 

July 2020 (European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]). Even when countries had 

more confirmed COVID-19 cases and health systems faced greater pressure than the beginning of the 

pandemic, these countries did not stop cancer screening. For example, Hungary continued providing 

cancer screening even when it had to suspend certain health care services between 9 November 2020 

and 3 February 2021 (European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]).  

12. Several OECD countries including Denmark, Finland, Ireland and Turkey did not suspend their 

cancer screening programmes in early 2020. In Norway, cancer screening appointments that could be 

postponed were postponed (European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]; Puricelli Perin 

et al., 2021[5]). While many of these countries did not officially stop cancer screening programmes, the 

implementation of cancer screening was however somewhat disrupted.  

Table 1.1. At the onset of the pandemic, cancer screening were halted in many OECD countries 

 Cancer screening stopped temporally Cancer screening continued 

Country Belgium, Canada, Germany, Hungary, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, the Netherland, New Zealand, 

Slovenia, Sweden, Spain, Switzerland, the United Kingdom and the United States 

Denmark, Finland, Ireland, 

Norway and Turkey 

Source: Socialstyrelsen, 2020[7]; De Pelsemaeker et al., 2020[8]; European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[5]; Ivanuš et al., 

2021[3]; Eijkelboom et al, 2021[4]; Puricelli Perin et al., 2021[6] 

13. Many OECD countries also faced additional indirect challenges in relation to cancer screening. 

People may have been hesitant to seek health care including preventive services such as cancer screening 

to avoid the risk of SARS-CoV2 infection. Resources to provide cancer screening were also limited. In 

Canada, for example, there was a shortage of equipment and professionals, and limits on laboratory 

capacity as they were diverted to managing the pandemic. In Australia, the availability of pathological lab 

tests for cancer screening was limited due to the pressure from COVID-19 testing (IJzerman et al, 2020[6]). 

Social-distancing and the requirement for additional protective equipment to prevent COVID-19 

transmission also added difficulties in providing cancer screening programmes (Castanon et al., 2021[7]).  

As a result, cancer screening rates declined substantially between March and June 2020 

14. The challenges in providing and accessing cancer screening resulted in lower breast cancer 

screening uptake during the initial phase of the pandemic. In Italy, screening rates for breast cancer fell by 

54% between January and May 2020 compared to the same period in 2019 (OECD/European Observatory 

on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[8]). In Australia, screening for breast cancer among women aged 

50-69 fell by 20% between January and September 2020, compared to the same period in 2018, with the 

decline particularly pronounced between March and May 2020, when BreastScreen services were paused 

(Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, 2021[9]). A decline was also observed at the early stage of the 

pandemic in 2020 in other countries including Japan (Toyoda et al., 2021[10]) and the United States (Epic 

Health Research Network, 2020[11]).  

15. Similar trends are reported for screening of other cancers. In Finland, for instance, the participation 

rate in cervical cancer screening decreased by 9 percentage points between January and October 2020 

compared to the same time period in 2019 (European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 

2021[4]). In Italy, screening rates for cervical cancer fell significantly by 55% between January and May 

2020 compared to the same period in 2019 (OECD/European Observatory on Health Systems and 

Policies, 2021[8]). A decline in cervical cancer screening was also seen in Australia (Australia Government 

Department of Health, 2020[12]), Belgium (Peacock et al., 2021[13]), Japan (Japan Times, 2020[14]) and the 

United States (Epic Health Research Network, 2020[11]). Screenings for colorectal cancer dropped by 53% 
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in the Czech Republic between March and May 2020, and by 34% in Austria between January and July 

2020, compared to the same months in 2019 (Suchanek et al., 2021[15]; OECD/European Observatory on 

Health Systems and Policies, 2021[16]; European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]). 

According to a survey conducted by the Japan Cancer Society, cancer screenings for stomach cancer, 

lung cancer, colon cancer, breast cancer, and uterine cancer declined more than 90% in May 2020 

compared with May 2019, the lowest level since the start of the pandemic (Yoshikawa, 2021[17]).  

Several OECD countries made efforts to increase the uptake of cancer screening 

following the initial drop 

16. Following the initial decline in cancer screening uptake, at least a few of the OECD countries took 

a population-based approach in increasing the uptake of cancer screening through public awareness 

campaigns. In Japan, for example, the Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare announced on 26 May 2020 

that cancer screening should not be postponed any longer and encouraged their citizens to undergo cancer 

screening through government TV advertisements which promoted seeking necessary medical advice 

during the pandemic (Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare, 2020[18]).  

17. In some cases, more targeted risk-based approaches were recommended for cancer screening in 

order to improve its effectiveness and efficiency when available resources are limited.  

 In Canada (Ontario), recommendations for cancer screening were updated and health care 

providers were encouraged to provide screening targeted to population groups with the highest 

risk of cancer (Walker et al., 2021[19]).  

 In Slovenia, to encourage women to undergo cancer screening, three cancer screening 

programmes released a joint press release during the European week against cancer, reiterating 

the importance of cancer screening and assuring the safe delivery of cancer care. Furthermore, 

for cervical cancer, scaling-up of screening was endorsed by key stakeholders at the national level, 

and to implement targeted risk-based screening, all gynaecologists received a list of registered 

women and their pathological cervical changes and a tool to help identify high-risk women (Ivanuš 

et al., 2021[2]). 

18. In order to address people’s hesitancy to undergo cancer screening during the pandemic and to 

minimise the risk of infection, at least three OECD countries also started using self-sampling devices that 

were previously found effective. Prior to the pandemic, several studies found that self-sampling devices 

for cervical cancer screening such as lavage and brush devices were effective and the experience of 

women was generally positive and sample devices well received (Burger et al., 2016[20]; Enerly et al, 

2016[21]). Self-sampling kits for cervical cancer screening were sent out in the Netherlands (Castanon et al., 

2021[7]; Smith et al., 2020[22]), Slovenia (Ivanuš et al., 2021[2]) and the United States (Chen et al., 2021[23]). 

This resulted in attaining higher screening rates for cervical cancer than office-based screening in these 

countries.  

19. After the initial phase of the pandemic, cancer screening uptake started increasing across the 

OECD countries, although to a varying degree. In Australia, for example, screening uptake between mid-

July and mid-September 2020 exceeded the corresponding period in 2018 (Cancer Australia, 2020[24]). In 

the United States, cancer screenings began to increase in May 2020, although the number of cancer 

screening visits remained below the level of those undertaken during the same period in previous years 

(Gorin et al., 2020[25]; DeGroff et al., 2021[26]).  
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However, the uptake of cancer preventive services was still lower on average in 2020 

than in previous years  

20. Reflecting challenges such as a temporary closure of screening programmes, public hesitancy to 

seek care and resource limitations during the pandemic, breast cancer screening rates decreased in all 

countries which reported 2020 data to the OECD even if some catch-up was seen later in 2020. Figure 1.1 

shows the mammography uptake over the previous two or three years as specified in national screening 

programmes for 9 OECD countries which submitted 2020 data to the OECD before August 2021. For 

example, 2020 data for Chile showed that 36% of women aged between 50 and 64 had bilateral 

mammography in the past three years.  

21. Rates for 2020 for Chile, Lithuania, New Zealand, Slovenia and Turkey were lower than the 

average for the period 2017-2019, meaning that the share of women who had a mammography in 2020 

alone is likely to be much lower than the data shown in Figure 1.1. Among those countries providing 2020 

data, the decline in cancer screening uptake was greatest in Turkey and Spain. Several OECD countries 

monitor cancer screening uptake for the specific year (i.e. the proportion of targeted women undertaking 

breast cancer screening in the specific year) or even every month and observed a large decline in 2020. 

According to OECD/European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies (2021[11]), for example, in Italy 

38% fewer women underwent breast cancer screening in 2020 compared to 2019.  

22. On the other hand, in Iceland, the breast cancer screening rate in 2020 was higher than the 

average rate for the period 2017-19 (Figure 1.1). The increase appears large but this reflects lower rates 

in 2017 and 2018 (57% in 2017 and 2018, and 61% in 2019) and it should be noted that 2020 data includes 

women who had a mammography in 2019. Data on the number of screening mammograms for breast 

cancer show that the negative impact was also small in France; while the number of screening 

mammograms dropped by 44% in the second quarter of 2020 compared to the same period in 2019, from 

September 2020 onwards, breast cancer screening activity exceeded the levels seen in previous years. It 

continued to increase between January and May 2021, and the number of breast cancer screenings was 

13% above the level of 2019 (OECD/European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[27]).  
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Figure 1.1. The decline in the uptake for mammography and cervical cancer was particularly large 
in Turkey 

 

Note: 2020 data for Chile and 2020 cervical cancer screening data for Lithuania are provisional. Data refer to screening uptake during the period 

specified in national screening programmes (mammography: 3 years for Chile, 2 years for Iceland, Lithuania, New Zealand, Slovenia Spain and 

Turkey. Cervical cancer screening: 3 years for Chile, Lithuania, New Zealand, Slovenia, Spain and Turkey, and 3.5 years for France and Iceland). 

Data for Spain come from surveys conducted in 2017 and 2019/2020 and for other countries, data come from cancer screening programmes.  

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2021.  

23. Figure 1.1 also shows the proportion of women aged 20-69 who had been screened for cervical 

cancer within the past three years or according to the specific national screening frequency 

recommendations. Screening rates for cervical cancer dropped in the majority of countries which reported 

2020 data to the OECD. The decline was again large in Turkey, followed by Chile and Lithuania but the 

decline was very small in Iceland.  

24. More disaggregated data showing the screening uptake in 2020 rather than over the period when 

the screening frequency is recommended in the country (e.g. three years) are available in some OECD 

countries. In Slovenia, cervical cancer screening tests decreased substantially by over 90% between mid-

March and early May compared to the same period over the past three years, and although the uptake 

increased steadily afterwards, a much lower proportion of women aged between 20 and 64 had cervical 

screening in 2020 (Ivanuš et al., 2021[2]). In Italy, the rate decreased substantially and 43% fewer women 

underwent cervical cancer screening in 2020 than in 2019 (OECD/European Observatory on Health 

Systems and Policies, 2021[8]).  

25. Similarly, screening rates for colorectal cancer declined in most of the countries which reported 

2020 data (OECD, 2021[28]). The decrease was again greatest in Turkey. Slovenia was an exception and 

the uptake was similar in 2020 compared to previous years (OECD, 2021[28]). This may be partly because 

colorectal cancer screening in Slovenia does not require direct contact with health care providers as self-

sampling screening test kits are sent to the target population (Mlakar, 2018[29]). In Korea, beside breast, 

cervical and colorectal cancer, the uptake for gastric, liver and lung cancers also declined in 2020 

compared to 2019 (Kim, 2021[30]).  

26. Delayed cancer screening is expected to increase the future burden of cancer.  

 An Australian study estimated that a one-year pause in screening reduces 5-year breast cancer 

survival from 91.4% to 89.5% (Feletto et al., 2020[31]).  
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 A Dutch study also found the disruption in cancer screening programmes would lead to two 

additional breast cancer deaths per 10 000 women in the next 10 years if missed screening is not 

caught up (Kregting et al., 2021[32]).  

 A Canadian study estimated that a three-month pause of breast cancer screening programme 

could result in 310 more new breast cancer cases diagnosed at advanced stage and 110 more 

cancer deaths between 2020 and 2029 and a six-month pause could increase 670 more advanced 

cases of breast cancer and 250 additional breast cancer deaths, equivalent to an increase of 

0.48% (Yong et al., 2020[33]).  

 Some studies suggest that delayed cancer screening is also likely to increase existing health 

disparities in the United Kingdom (Wentzensen et al, 2021[34]; Yong et al., 2020[33]) and the United 

States (CDC, 2021[35]). 

27. With regards to HPV vaccination, about a half of the OECD countries which reported 2020 data 

(Canada, Costa Rica, Denmark, Estonia, Ireland, Lithuania, Sweden and Switzerland) managed to 

increase vaccination rates in 2020 compared to previous years (Figure 1.4), although the pandemic 

generally negatively affected childhood vaccination coverage across countries (Chanchlani, Buchanan and 

Gill, 2020[36]). Countries which had high vaccination coverage such as Iceland, Norway and Spain also 

maintained high coverage in 2020. On the other hand, although missed HPV vaccination may lead to an 

increase in diseases including preventable cervical cancer, vaccination coverage declined in several 

countries including Australia, Chile and Mexico. HPV vaccine coverage also decreased in March and April, 

2020 in the United States; the rate was 23% lower than in 2019 (Daniels et al., 2021[37]; Gilkey et al, 

2020[38]). 

Figure 1.2. Several OECD countries increased HPV vaccination rate amidst the pandemic 

 

Source: WHO (2020), Human papillomavirus (HPV) vaccination coverage.   

Cancer care from diagnosis, treatment to follow-up care 

28. At the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic, when health systems faced a surge in demand to treat 

COVID-19 patients, many health systems including the Czech Republic, Estonia, France, Korea, Japan, 

Lithuania, New Zealand, Norway and the United Kingdom ensured that the provision of urgent care was 

prioritised not only for COVID-19 patients but also for others, including cancer patients (European 

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

2018 2019 2020



DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9  17 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]; Gurney et al., 2021[39]). Lithuania, for instance, 

issued a guideline on 31 March 2020 to ensure continuity of cancer services (European Observatory on 

Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]). Despite these policy directions, it was estimated that during the first 

wave of the pandemic, cancer care was partially or completely disrupted in one-third of the countries in the 

WHO Europe region (WHO Europe, 2021[40]). Similarly, in other OECD countries, cancer care delivery was 

also disrupted to varying degrees from diagnostic services and treatment to follow-up care.  

Access to cancer diagnosis declined, resulting in lower cancer incidence in 2020 with 

the risk of poorer outcomes in the near future 

29. As a result of lower uptake of cancer screening and decreased access to health care services, 

access to cancer diagnostic services and initial referrals for cancer care declined, at least in the beginning 

of the pandemic in many OECD countries. For instance, in Finland, the number of cancer biopsies 

decreased by 12% between March and June 2020, compared to the period between 2018 and 2019 

(European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]). In Ireland, the number of breast cancers 

diagnosed in April 2020 fell by one-third compared with the same month in 2019, while lung cancer 

diagnoses fell by almost a half, and prostate cancer diagnoses in April 2020 were just 16% of the cases 

diagnosed during the same month in 2019 (European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 

2021[4]). During the initial phase of the pandemic, in Canada (Ontario) and Italy, the number of skin biopsies 

dropped (Asai et al, 2021[41]; Intergruppo Melanoma Italiano, 2021[42]). In Belgium, the number of new 

cancer diagnoses between March and September 2020 was 14% lower than new cases found during the 

same period in 2019 (Belgian Cancer Registry, 2020[43]), and invasive cancer diagnoses in 2020 were 6% 

lower than the level in 2019 (Peacock et al., 2021[13]). In Slovenia, X-rays, mammograms and ultrasounds, 

and initial control and genetic counselling for cancer care all dropped substantially in the beginning of the 

pandemic (Zadnik et al., 2020[44]).  

30. The number of newly diagnosed cancer cases for 2020 was available for 12 OECD countries and 

they all showed a decline in 20202.  In the United Kingdom, suspected cancer referrals decreased by 

350 000 during March-August 2020, compared with the same period in 2019 and about 40 000 fewer 

people started cancer care in 2020 than in a normal year (Lancet Oncology, 2021[45]), also suggesting a 

decline in new cancer cases detected. 

31. In many OECD countries, nationwide administrative data sources and cancer registries capture 

changes in cancer incidence. In some cases specific surveys also suggested a decline in cancer cases 

detected. In Germany, for instance, oncologists reported a 30-50% decline in appointments, including with 

advanced cancer patients (European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]). Based on a 

provider-based survey, the Japan Lung Cancer Society found that the number of newly diagnosed primary 

lung cancer patient decreased by 6.6% across 118 hospitals surveyed in January-October 2020 compared 

to the same period in 2019 (Japan Times, 2020[46]). In the United Kingdom, a patient survey was conducted 

and found that of people with potential cancer symptoms, 45% did not contact their GP for their symptoms 

between March and August 2020 (Cancer Research UK, 2021[47]). 

32. The 2020 data available for a limited number of countries also point to an increase in waiting times 

for diagnostic services. According to a survey conducted in England and Wales (United Kingdom), about 

half of the hospitals providing colorectal cancer care reported having experienced delays in tissue 

diagnosis during the first peak of the pandemic in mid-April, 2020 (Boyle et al., 2021[48]). In the United 

                                                
2 Australia (Cancer Australia, 2020[24]), Austria (Tsibulak et al., 2020[131]), Denmark (Sundhedsstyrelsen, 2021[116]), 

France (Blay et al., 2021[118]), Germany (Jacob et al., 2021[132]), Ireland (Burke et al, 2020[83]), Korea (Kim, 2021[30]) 

the Netherlands (Eijkelboom et al, 2021[3]), Poland (Maluchnik, Podwójcic and Więckowska, 2020[133]), Slovenia 

(Ivanuš et al., 2021[2]), Sweden (Swedish Regional Cancer Centres, 2021[129]) and the United States (London et al., 

2020[136])  
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States, a patient survey found that many patients experienced delays in accessing diagnostic imaging and 

laboratory testing (Papautsky and Hamlish, 2020[49]).  

33. Delayed cancer diagnosis is likely to result in poorer cancer outcomes in the near future. A study 

in the United Kingdom (England) projected delayed diagnoses during a year since March 2020 will increase 

five-year mortality by about 5% for lung and oesophageal cancers, 6% for oesophageal cancer, 7% for 

breast cancer, and 16% for colorectal cancer (Maringe et al., 2020[50]).  

The availability of more advanced and timely data in some countries reveals a worsening 

stage distribution for cancer patients 

34. Several OECD countries monitor and evaluate changes in stage distribution among cancer 

patients in a timely manner and found that a higher share of patients were diagnosed at more advanced 

stages in 2020.  

 In the Netherlands, where the breast cancer screening programme was halted, it is estimated that 

about 1 150 cases of breast cancer missed diagnoses across all age groups and regions. Its 

cancer registry collects and analyses data comprehensively in a timely manner (Box 1.1) and 

found that a reduction in cancer incidence mainly occurred among early stage breast cancer 

patients. Reflecting the temporary pause of screening programmes, the decline was largest among 

patients aged 50–74 years who are usually eligible for screening. However, the number of breast 

cancer patients diagnosed at an advanced stage did not change, such that their share became 

high among all breast cancer patients diagnosed during the first wave of the pandemic in 2020 

compared to the same period in the past two years (Eijkelboom et al, 2021[3]).  

 According to a study using data at the University of California San Diego in the United States, the 

number of newly diagnosed cancer patients and stage distribution for all cancer patients was found 

to be similar between 2019 and 2020. But for breast and colorectal cancer, a higher number of 

patients were diagnosed at an advanced stage, accounting for 6% compared to 2% for breast 

cancer and 18% compared to 6% for colorectal cancer while a number and the share of patients 

diagnosed at an early stage decreased (Zhou et al, 2021[51]).  

35. These findings suggest that while people with early stage cancer might not have been detected 

through screening programmes due to its temporary closure and a hesitancy in seeking health care, many 

patients at a more advanced stage did seek care.  
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Box 1.1. Examples of strong information systems for cancer care 

Cancer registries are among the most advanced disease registries in many OECD countries, although 

population coverage, comprehensiveness and timeliness vary across countries. Several countries have 
a comprehensive cancer registry including timely data that has been utilised to inform decision-making 
in cancer care.  

In the Netherlands, for example, within 3 months after cancer diagnosis, the following data are gathered 

in the centralised cancer registry covering the entire country:  

 patient characteristics such as age at diagnosis, gender and socioeconomic status,  

 detection method such as screening,  

 tumour characteristics including TNM stage, morphology, grade and hormone receptor status, 

and  

 primary treatment including surgery, neoadjuvant therapy, and systemic therapy.  

Nine months after diagnosis, further details on adjuvant and other treatments are collected in the 

registry (Eijkelboom et al, 2021[3]). 

In Slovenia, ZORA registry, a central national database for cervical cancer managed by the coordination 

office at the Institute of Oncology Ljubljana includes all cervical cytology, histology, and HPV rest results 

(ZORA Institute of Oncology, 2020[52]). All Slovenian laboratories report results in standardised forms, 

either every night, week or month to the ZORA registry. Data quality is monitored regularly, and missing 

or irregular data is subjected to further investigation. Demographic data are available by linking with the 

Central Population Register, and a unique personal identifier also allows linking data with other national 

databases including overall cancer registry (Ivanuš et al., 2021[2]; ZORA Institute of Oncology, 2020[52]).  

Cancer care standards were adapted in response to the pandemic 

36. Based on emerging evidence, various experts, academic and professional associations around 

the world updated cancer treatment recommendations with the aim of providing safe and high quality 

cancer care and improving treatment outcomes during public health emergencies which limited health 

system resources and capacities. They generally include three sets of recommendations.  

37. The first set of recommendations aim to minimise risks of COVID-19 infection among cancer 

patients considered vulnerable to COVID-19 (Robilotti et al., 2020[53]; Wang et al, 2021[54]). NHS England, 

for example, identified certain cancer patients with a high risk of developing serious symptoms if contracted 

with the virus. They include cancer patients undergoing chemo- or radiotherapy, immunotherapy or any 

antibody treatments, or immune system modulation therapy (e.g. protein kinase inhibitors or post-

transplantation immunosuppressants) and patients with blood or bone marrow cancers (i.e., leukaemia, 

lymphoma or myeloma) (Al-Jabir et al., 2020[55]; National Health Statistics Confederation, 2021[56]; NHS, 

2020[57]). Hence, beside infection prevention and control at hospitals, clinical practice changes such as 

virtual consultation and online prescription renewal, were recommended.  

38. The second set of recommendations aim to treat high-risk cancer patients without delay while 

possibilities of postponing treatment is sought for low-risk patients, for example, by neoadjuvant 

chemotherapy before surgery to make tumours smaller to gain more lead time for surgery. In the United 

States, for example, the American Society of Breast Surgeons and the Society of Surgical Oncology 

published clinical guidelines for breast cancer treatment, which recommend clinicians to prioritise higher-

risk patients to avoid treatment delays and use alternative treatment for patients with lower risks such as 
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neoadjuvant endocrine therapy for hormone receptor-positive disease (Satish et al., 2021[58]). Dutch 

guidelines also recommend using neoadjuvant hormonal treatment for breast cancer patients with 

hormone-receptor positive breast cancers (Eijkelboom et al, 2021[3]). Researchers also developed 

algorithms to help identify an adequate treatment option based on patient risks (Mori et al., 2020[59]; Office 

for National Statistics, 2021[60]).  

39. The third set of recommendations try to reduce hospital visits and stays, and regimen with less 

intensive care are recommended (Mayor, 2020[61]). For example, a study in the United Kingdom 

encourages surgeons to defer definitive mastectomy and/or reconstruction if radiotherapy options are 

available and opt for breast-conserving surgery, when possible, and rather than surgeries, alternative, non-

surgical therapy is promoted where possible. This study also recommends considering neoadjuvant 

chemotherapy as a primary treatment option and that the need for surgery be reviewed every two to three 

months (Al-Jabir et al., 2020[62]).  

40. In order to harmonise the quality of cancer care across providers, these newly developed 

recommendations were taken up at the national level in some OECD countries. For example,  

 France revised the guidelines for cancer patients to protect against COVID-19 (You et al., 

2020[63]).  

 The Netherlands changed treatment recommendations to adapt to the pandemic (Eijkelboom et 

al, 2021[3]).  

 New Zealand developed the national guidance outlining treatment protocols by hospital capacity 

level, continuity of cancer care during the pandemic, and delivery of cancer care under different 

scenarios of public health emergencies (Gurney et al., 2021[39]).  

 In Australia, Cancer Australia has taken a leadership role in cancer care and COVID-19 and 

provides a hub of research articles to promote international shared learnings on the management 

of cancer care during the pandemic (Cancer Australia, 2022[64]). 

International recommendations were also developed and the European Society for Medical Oncology 

issued modified treatment protocols (Box 1.2). 

41. Even when national level guidelines were not developed, health care professionals refer to 

guidelines and recommendations developed around the world to benefit from emerging evidence. For 

example, in Japan and Korea, health care professionals referred to Ontario Health (Cancer Care Ontario) 

Pandemic Planning Clinical Guideline for Patients with Cancer (Kobayashi et al., 2020[65]).  
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Box 1.2. Changes in international treatment regimens  

The European Society for Medical Oncology adapted treatment protocol by emphasising the importance 

of virtual consultation and communication and web-based prescription renewal with increased drug 

supply. It also explores a possibility of reducing hospital visits and sharing information on the risks and 

benefits of cancer care during the COVID-19 pandemic including risks of SARS-CoV2 infection.  

Recommendations are also available for certain types of treatment and patients in view of reducing 

risks of SARS-CoV2 infection. For example: 

 for local treatment (surgery or radiation) for early stage cancer, it was recommended to explore 

possibilities of postponing it and prioritise treatment based on cost and benefit analysis for an 

individual case; 

 for an ongoing intravenous treatment, a temporary move to an oral treatment is also suggested, 

if available; 

 for patients with resected high risk cancer, adjuvant therapies are recommended if they expect 

to generate significant benefit; 

 for palliative care, its benefits and risks, options of “therapy holidays” and switch to oral drugs 

if available, also need to be discussed; and 

 for patients with lung cancer or past history of lung surgery, older cancer patients and cancer 

patients with other comorbidities, intensive surveillance is recommended. 

Source: ESMO Guideline. Cancer Patient Management During The COVID-19 Pandemic (European Society of Medical 

Oncology, 2020[66]). 

Staff and medication limitations impacted the provision of cancer care in some OECD 

countries 

42. Staff shortages affected some of the OECD countries. In Sweden, fewer radiology specialists were 

available for cancer care, leading to reduced hospital activities for cancer care (Socialstyrelsen, 2020[67])). 

A survey conducted in Austria, Germany and Switzerland found that over one-third of health care 

professionals working at radiotherapy centres reported that processes in their centres were affected due 

to reduced number of staff (Reuter-Oppermann et al., 2020[68]). In the United States, between March and 

September 2020, almost all 77 breast imaging facilities which took part in the survey within the Breast 

Cancer Surveillance Consortium reported reduced capacity and the closure of the facilities (Sprague et al., 

2021[69]).  

43. In some OECD countries, cancer care delivery needed to be reorganised and this may have had 

some negative impact in delivering timely high quality cancer care at least in the beginning of the pandemic. 

In many European countries, hospital beds available for cancer care were reduced due to the prioritisation 

of treating COVID-19 patients (European Parliament Special Committee on Beating Cancer, 2020[70]). For 

example, in Portugal, since care for COVID-19 patients is concentrated in public hospitals and they were 

under capacity limitation, care delivery was reorganised and private hospitals provided more surgeries 

than before, possibly leading to some disruptions in providing high quality care at the onset of the pandemic.  

44. The COVID-19 pandemic also had negative impact on the global supply chain of pharmaceuticals 

including cancer drugs through disrupted manufacturing and distributions. A few OECD countries in Europe 

experienced shortages of cancer drugs during the pandemic (WHO Europe, 2021[40]). Mexico also had 

shortages of oncological medicines, leading to treatment delay, cancellation and modification especially 
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for breast cancer patients (Villarreal-Garza et al., 2021[71]). Korean hospitals also faced challenges in 

supply chain including chemotherapy drugs and palliative care medications (Riera et al., 2021[72]) In the 

United States, the FDA Drug Shortages list sometimes contained oncology medications during the 

pandemic (Al‑Shamsi et al., 2020[73]).  

The volume of cancer treatment also declined at the beginning of the pandemic but 

resumed thereafter  

45. Due to a mix of factors such as fewer diagnoses, people’s hesitancy to seek health care during 

the pandemic, limited health system capacities and various clinical recommendations which aim to improve 

treatment outcomes in resource-limited medical settings, the volume of cancer care declined in many 

OECD countries (European Parliament Special Committee on Beating Cancer, 2020[70]). In Austria, 

between mid-March to May 2020, the number of cancer patient visits to the emergency department at a 

cancer care centre in Vienna was 31% lower than those in the same period in 2018 and 2019 

(Minichsdorfer et al., 2021[74]). A study in Slovenia found a decline in initial, control and genetic counselling 

referrals and also outpatient cancer care (Zadnik et al., 2020[44]) and a nationwide hospital survey in Spain 

also found a decline in new referrals for cancer care and outpatient cancer care in hospitals in the beginning 

of the pandemic (Amador et al., 2021[75]). Similarly, in Germany, the number of patients admitted to 

hospitals for cancer care decreased during the early period of the pandemic (Reichardt et al., 2020[76]) and 

in the United Kingdom, approximately 40 000 less people started cancer treatment in 2020 compared to 

2019 (Lancet Oncology, 2021[45]). Globally, it was projected that over one-third of cancer procedures would 

be cancelled or postponed during a 12-week peak period of disruptions due to the pandemic (COVIDSurg 

Collaborative, 2020[77]). 

46. Figure 1.3 shows hospital discharges (the release of a patient admitted to hospital for at least one 

night) related to cancer care for  three countries able to report 2020 data to the OECD before August 2021. 

In Chile, the number of hospital discharges for cancer per 100 000 population declined substantially, 

compared to the three-year average between 2017 and 2019 and among different cancers, the number of 

hospital discharges for prostate cancer decreased the most by 44%. Costa Rica also experienced a decline 

in hospital discharges for all cancers. Compared to these countries, in Norway, the falls were limited except 

for breast and skin cancers.  
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Figure 1.3. Hospital discharges for all cancers decreased in Chile and Costa Rica; Norway shows a 
mixed picture.  

 

Note: 2020 data for hospital discharges per 100 000 population are compared with the three-year average for the period 2017-2019.   

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2021.  

47. The number of cancer-related procedures also declined in almost all of the six OECD countries 

which reported 2020 data before August 2021. In Costa Rica, Ireland, Italy, Norway and Turkey, cancer-

related surgeries per 100 000 population decreased in 2020 compared to the average over the period of 

2017-2019 (Figure 1.4). The fall was greatest in Ireland and Costa Rica for mastectomy and open 

prostatectomy, and Denmark, Costa Rica and Italy for hysterectomy. However, 2020 data for Denmark 

may reflect a steep downward trend of hysterectomies since 2011 and general shift towards minimally 

invasive procedures such as laparoscopy and robot-assisted laparoscopy (Lycke et al., 2021[78]). Norway 

also decreased the number of hysterectomies per 100 000 population in 2020 but the rate for laparoscopic 

hysterectomy slightly increased, suggesting a general trend in shifting towards the less invasive surgical 

option. In most countries reported 2020 data, the drop was large for open prostatectomy. Denmark was an 

exception and increased the number of open prostatectomy per population. This seems to follow a general 

increasing trend at least partly related to population ageing. With regards to stem cell transplantation, 

compared to other cancer-related surgeries changes were limited in most countries.  
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Figure 1.4. Most of the countries provided less cancer-related surgeries in 2020 than previous 
years 

 

Note: The number of procedures per 100 000 population in 2020 is compared to the average number of procedures per capita between 2017 

and 2019. For Turkey, 2020 data is compared to the average for 2018 -2019. 2020 data for Italy and Turkey are provisional. Hysterectomy for 

Denmark refers to vaginal hysterectomy.   

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2021.  

48. Limited data from the literature review also show that other OECD countries experienced a fall in 

cancer-related procedure cases in 2020. Canada, for example, experienced a 12% fall in cancer-related 

surgery between March and December 2020, compared to the same period in 2019. The fall was large for 

breast tumour excision/biopsy (17%), colectomy for colon and intestines (10%), mastectomy and breast 

surgery (9%), prostatectomy (7%) and hysterectomy (6%). Within the country, the province of Nunavut had 

the largest decline of 23% for cancer-related surgeries while the fall was 7% in New Brunswick. The fall 

was particularly large during the first wave of the pandemic and on average across regions, cancer 

surgeries fell by 20% between March and June 2020 compared to the same period in 2019 (Skretting, 

2021[79]). In Australia, compared with the same period in 2019, surgeries related to breast cancer fell by 

6% between January and September 2020, and colorectal surgeries declined by 4%. Surgeries declined 

the most during the early months of the pandemic, with breast cancer-related surgeries falling by one-third 

in May 2020 compared to March and April 2020, and colorectal surgeries decreased by 16% between 

March and May 2020 (Cancer Australia, 2020[80]). In Slovenia, the number of invasive procedures for 

cervical cancer decreased in the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic (Ivanuš et al., 2021[2]) and in a 

similar vein, a study in Portugal also found a decline in locoregional procedures for liver cancer during the 

lockdown (Veiga et al., 2021[81]).  

49. Besides cancer surgeries, the literature review also found a fall in other cancer treatment at the 

beginning of the pandemic for a limited number of OECD countries. Radiotherapy and chemotherapy 

appointments decreased in countries such as France (Lamblin et al., 2020[82]), Ireland (Burke et al, 

2020[83]), Spain (Amador et al., 2021[75]) and the United States (Patt et al., 2020[84]). In England (United 

Kingdom), radiotherapy decreased significantly during the first peak of the pandemic in 2020 but increased 

for some cancers such as breast, oesophageal, bladder and rectal cancers, suggesting radiotherapy 

compensated for reduced surgeries for these cancers (Spencer et al., 2021[85]).  

50. According to the literature review, after the initial phase of the pandemic, some OECD countries 

started to increase the volume of cancer care. In Slovenia, the number of invasive diagnostic procedures 

for cervical cancer started to increase from May 2020, although in September 2020, levels were still below 
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the three-year average by around 7% (Ivanuš et al., 2021[2]). In Australia, diagnostic and treatment services 

partially recovered in the fourth quarter of 2020 (Cancer Australia, 2020[24]). A study in England also found 

that the initiation of systemic anti-cancer treatments including chemotherapy, hormonal therapies and 

immunotherapies decreased in April but increased in May 2000, compared to pre-COVID-19 control period 

(Clark et al., 2021[86]). 

Hospital stays became shorter in most OECD countries and day cases of cancer 

procedures increased in some  

51. Beside volumes, the length of hospital stays for cancer care generally decreased in 2020 for the 

three countries that reported these data to the OECD before August 2021 (Figure 1.5). The fall was 

substantial in Chile and Costa Rica, suggesting that efforts were made to maintain the capacity of hospitals 

to care for COVID-19 patients and other patients needing urgent care during the public health emergencies. 

On the other hand, the decline in the average length of stay for cancer care was minimal in Norway where 

the length of stay was already lower than the OECD average before the pandemic.   

Figure 1.5. In 2020, average length of hospital stay for cancer care decreased substantially in Chile 

 

Note: 2020 data for Chile are provisional.  

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2021.  

52. Prior to the pandemic, there was a general shift away from overnight hospitalisation, but limited 

data available to the OECD in August 2021 suggest that this trend did not necessarily continue in 2020. 

Compared to previous years, in 2020, Denmark and Norway continued increasing day cases for 

mastectomy while reducing inpatient cases. Statistics Norway (2021[86]) reported that while planned day 

cases of various forms of tumours decreased by 8% in 2020, compared to the 2019 level, unplanned within-

24-hour urgent cancer care increased by 11 % during the same period, suggesting that the health system 

appears to have prioritised the response to urgent cancer care needs. In Denmark, the share of day cases 

for total mastectomy was 42% on average between 2017 and 2019 but increased to 55% in 2020, and the 

share of day cases for hysterectomy increased from 61% to 62% during the same period. But in Costa 

Rica, Ireland and Italy, the share of day cases decreased for mastectomy and the share of day cases 

continued to be close to zero for hysterectomy in 2020 (Figure 1.6).  
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Figure 1.6. Denmark and Norway continued increasing day cases in 2020 

 

Note: Since the number of laparoscopic hysterectomy is low in some countries, the number of cases (instead of the number of cases per 100 000 

females) in 2020 is compared to the average number of cases between 2017 and 2019. 2020 data for Chile and Italy are provisional. 

Source: OECD Health Statistics 2021.   

53. A number of studies also show that the type of cancer treatment provided changed (Carvalho 

et al., 2022[87]). In Germany, the number of breast removal surgeries increased by 11% while non-urgent 

breast reconstruction fell by 76% between March 16 and April 5, 2020 compared to the same period in 

2019 (European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]). In the Netherlands, between week 

2 and 17 in 2020, invasive breast cancer was less likely to be treated initially by mastectomy with immediate 

reconstruction or by breast conserving surgery but more likely to be treated initially by chemotherapy and 

hormonal treatment, compared to the average during the same period in 2018 and 2019. Chemotherapy 

was provided less often for tumours diagnosed during the initial phase of the COVID-19 pandemic in the 

country, but became more likely later during the first wave of the pandemic. Primary hormonal treatment 

was more common between week 2 and 17 in 2020 compared to the corresponding period in the past two 

years (Eijkelboom et al, 2021[3]). In Australia, hospitals used less intense treatment such as fewer cycles 

of radiotherapy or home-based cancer care using oral rather than intravenous chemotherapy to avoid the 

risk of hospital-based infection (IJzerman et al, 2020[6]). In Slovenia, the treatment of high grade lesions 

for cervical cancer was mostly performed under local anaesthesia and was therefore not compromised by 

the relocation of anaesthetists and patients’ beds to COVID-19 wards (Ivanuš et al., 2021[2]). In the United 

Kingdom, for colorectal cancer, long-course radiotherapy decreased sharply while the number of short-

course radiotherapy almost quadrupled (Morris et al., 2021[88]).  

54. Telemedicine became more prevalent for cancer care in an increasing number of OECD countries. 

In Norway, for instance, there has been a steep increase in the use of telephone and video consultations, 

for instance, for follow-up care after cancer treatment instead of regular control in-person visits for cancer 

patients (European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]). A survey in Denmark found that 

68% of cancer patients who used to have in-person consultations started having teleconsultations 

(Kjeldsted et al., 2021[89]) and a nationwide survey in Spain found nearly all hospitals changed from 

physical consultation to teleconsultation (Amador et al., 2021[75]). In the United Kingdom, a telephone triage 

system was introduced to facilitate new cancer referrals and avoid unnecessary hospital attendance 

(National Health Statistics, 2020[90]; Thornton, 2020[91]). Telemedicine has also facilitated the availability of 

multidisciplinary tumour boards by connecting specialists working in different sites.  
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At least some OECD countries managed to limit waiting times for patients at an 

advanced stage of cancer 

55. Although health system resources were stretched in order to care for patients with COVID-19, six 

OECD countries which were able to monitor waiting times for cancer care delivery during the pandemic, 

managed to provide care for cancer patients with shorter delays than the pre-pandemic period. It is likely 

that this improvement can be at least partly explained by declines in the volume of cancer care.  

56. In Canada, in 2020, median waiting times improved by 2 or 3 days for breast, bladder, colorectal 

and lung cancer surgery, as the number of cancer surgeries decreased by about one-fifth compared with 

2019 (Canadian Institute for Health Information, 2021[92]). In the United Kingdom (England), the share of 

people waiting more than 31 days between cancer diagnosis and the first treatment decreased by 1% 

between April 2020 and March 2021, compared to the same period in 2019/2020 (NHS, 2021[93]). In 

Slovenia, for invasive cervical cancer, the time to diagnosis and the time to treatment were maintained at 

pre-pandemic level. The proportion of women who had invasive procedures within 120 days after advanced 

screening diagnosis was higher in 2020 (77%), compared with the past three years (70% on average) 

(Ivanuš et al., 2021[2]). In the Netherlands, prior to the first case of COVID-19 from January to end February 

in 2020, patients diagnosed with an invasive breast tumour may have experienced a delay in receiving 

treatment while hospitals transitioned to respond to the new health care demands, but after that breast 

cancer patients had not experienced a treatment delay. Data show that patients with advanced stage 

breast cancer might have had been treated even earlier than the pre-pandemic period, implying a 

successful transition to health care delivery in emergency situation (Eijkelboom et al, 2021[3]). The 

timeliness of starting cancer care also improved in Norway (Helsedirektorate, 2021[94]) and an Italian study 

covering 13 centres specialised in diagnosis and treatment of skin melanoma also found that treatment for 

skin cancer patients with advanced stage was promptly managed (Intergruppo Melanoma Italiano, 

2021[42]).  

57. However, waiting times became longer in some cases. In the United States, surveyed cancer 

patients reported delays in receiving cancer care, including follow-up clinical appointments and cancer 

therapies, such as radiation, infusion therapies, and surgical tumour removal (Warner et al., 2020[95]; 

Papautsky and Hamlish, 2020[49]). In the United Kingdom (England), while the proportion of patients waiting 

one month for second or subsequent anti-cancer drug treatments and radiotherapy cancer treatments were 

stable, a lower share of patients had second or subsequent cancer surgical treatment within one month 

(88.0% in 2020/21 compared to 91.3% in 2019/20) (NHS, 2021[93]). In Korea, a delay was observed for 

cancer surgeries and radiotherapy (Riera et al., 2021[72]). A study in Italy found that waiting times between 

diagnosis and initial treatment was longer for breast cancer patients during the first lockdown due to 

resource reallocation (Vanni et al, 2020[96]). Waiting times sometimes became longer by responding to 

patients’ wishes to postpone due to their fears of hospital-based infection. A study in Japan found that 

most of the delayed lung cancer procedures were due to patients’ request (Fujita et al., 2020[97]).  

58. As some cancers can develop into an advanced stage in a short period, delayed treatment could 

result in more advanced cancers, leading to higher morbidity and health care costs. A study in England 

(United Kingdom) estimated that three-month delays to surgery would result in over 17% reduction in 

survival among patients with intermediate-stage cancers such as lung, ovary, liver and stomach cancers 

(Sud et al., 2020[98]). Delayed treatment could also translate into a substantial financial cost to economies. 

In Australia, 3-month delays in initial cancer treatment is expected to add AUD 12 million additional health 

care costs over the next 5 years for all patients diagnosed in 2020. Six-month delay is projected to add an 

extra AUD 46 million over the next 5 years (Degeling et al., 2021[99]).  
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OECD countries are likely to face a backlog of cancer care and some are already tackling 

it 

59. Due to disruptions in cancer screening, diagnosis and treatment, OECD health systems are likely 

to face a backlog of cancer care to a varying extent and more patients, many with more advanced cancers, 

may require treatment. An increased backlog has been already reported in several OECD countries 

including Belgium (Peacock et al., 2021[13]), Canada (Mackay, 2021[100]; Wang et al, 2020[101]), France  

(Bardet et al., 2021[102]), Korea (Kang et al., 2021[103]), Spain (de la Portilla de Juan, Reyes Díaz and 

Ramallo Solía, 2021[104]) and the United Kingdom (Wilkinson, 2021[105]). In Belgium, for example, up to 

4 000 diagnoses were estimated to be outstanding in 2020 (Peacock et al., 2021[13]). 

60. A limited number of OECD countries have started taking measures to reduce this backlog. The 

United Kingdom formed a national cancer delivery taskforce, involving major patient charities and other 

key stakeholders, to accelerate return of cancer services and developed the cancer services recovery plan 

which aims to recover cancer services by running a major public awareness campaign to restore demand, 

implementing best practice and modified pathways to reduce waiting time, and taking actions to protect 

service recovery and to ensure sufficient capacity (European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 

2021[4]). It was expected that the National Health Service would receive an additional funding of GBP 3 

billion in 2021 and part of this would be used to help cancer care services recover (Rimmer, 2020[106]). In 

Ireland, a national helpline and psychological service started for cancer patients in April 2020. A 

communications campaign was launched to encourage people to contact the GP if signs or symptoms of 

possible cancer exist and to reassure cancer patients to seek treatment, and an information leaflet was 

produced to announce the resumption of cancer services in May 2020. Ireland also issued a guidance 

document and webinar on phased reopening for community cancer support centres in June 2020 (National 

Cancer Control Programme, 2020[107]). Following these efforts, by end-August the number of patients with 

breast and lung cancers diagnosed reached 98% and 95% of 2019 levels respectively in the country, 

although the number of prostate cancers diagnosed in 2020 was just 66% of last year's levels (European 

Observatory on Health Systems and Policies, 2021[4]).  

Monitoring of cancer care system performance  

61. While many OECD countries have enhanced their health information systems directly related to 

COVID-19 to develop evidence-based health policies responding to emerging needs from unprecedented 

public health emergencies, some of them have also strengthened information systems for cancer care in 

the middle of the pandemic.  

62. Several OECD countries established a new organisation or clarified and strengthened a role of an 

existing organisation to intensify the monitoring of cancer care during the pandemic.  

 The Netherlands created the multidisciplinary National Breast Cancer Organization of the 

Netherlands (NABON) COVID-19 Consortium in April 2020 to monitor and evaluate the impact of 

the pandemic on breast cancer care (Eijkelboom et al, 2021[3]). The Netherlands Cancer Registry 

also plans to conduct medical record review and complete recording of detailed data, such as 

various patient information (e.g. COVID-19 positivity), tumour, and treatment methods, and follow-

up to assess the impact of the pandemic on cancer care and to guide not only policy-makers but 

also health care providers and the public (Dinmohamed et al., 2020[108]).  

 In New Zealand, the National Cancer Control Agency (Te Aho o Te Kahu) which is in charge of 

monitoring diagnostic services and treatment access as part of the national regular reporting of 

cancer care will also report on trends in cancer stage at diagnosis and by ethnic background to 

monitor the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on cancer care (Gurney et al., 2021[39]).  
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 In Slovenia, using data from registry and e-referral system and hospital administrative data, the 

cancer registry continuously undertakes analysis of the impact of COVID-19 on cancer care to 

gain knowledge on rapidly changing cancer burden and cancer care delivery and to inform cancer 

care performance in a timely manner during the pandemic to different stakeholders including 

decision-makers. 

63. As the public health emergency made the timeliness of data ever more crucial, a few OECD 

countries managed to analyse and report cancer-related data in a more timely manner than before. The 

Australian government analysed the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on cancer screening, and the 

timely availability of cancer screening data was improved. Some countries monitor cancer screening uptake 

on a weekly basis to monitor the speed in which the backlogs are managed. Beside screening data, as 

described earlier, several OECD countries also monitored cancer incidence, hospital admissions and 

discharges and procedures for cancer care in a timely manner and some of them also reported these data 

to the OECD for international benchmarking. 

64. At least several OECD countries also analysed and reported more granular data such as stage 

information and access to cancer screening and care by region and socio-economic group and monitored 

disruptions in demand for and supply of cancer care which may not be discernible with more aggregated 

data. These analyses will help develop more targeted approaches in providing cancer screening and 

cancer care which are needed under exceptional circumstances such as a pandemic when resources are 

tight and inequalities are likely to widen by leaving some vulnerable population groups behind. Slovenia, 

for example, extracted additional data from their cancer registry data and analysed them to further develop 

targeted risk-based scaling-up strategies for cancer screening programmes (Ivanuš et al., 2021[2]).  

65. In order to fill data gaps and to capture emerging patient needs and concerns, some countries 

conducted additional surveys and monitored changes and disruptions in access to cancer screening and 

care. Examples of provider surveys are indicated earlier. Population and patient surveys were also 

undertaken to identify emerging challenges in providing people/patient-centred cancer care. Japan, for 

example, conducted a web-based population survey to assess the impact of the pandemic on breast 

cancer screening uptake (Toyoda et al., 2021[10]). Some research projects also conducted patient surveys 

to assess issues related to access to cancer care and the continuity of cancer care. For instance, according 

to a patient survey conducted in May 2020 in Denmark, 9% of cancer patients reported that they refrained 

from seeking care out of fear of contracting COVID-19 (Jeppesen et al., 2020[109]). A study conducted in 

April 2020 in Belgium found that the 86% of cancer patients reported that it was important to receive the 

best cancer treatment available despite the risk of infection (Onesti et al., 2020[110]).  

66. A few studies also measure patient experiences and outcomes including emotional functioning, 

mental health and quality of life. A German study conducted in April and May 2020 found that over 40% of 

cancer patients experienced mental distress related to prolonged treatment breaks between treatments at 

the onset of the pandemic (Büntzel et al., 2021[111]). A study conducted in April 2020 in the Netherlands 

found a deterioration in emotional functioning of breast cancer patients and survivors (Bargon et al., 

2020[112]). On the other hand, a Danish study found that the quality of life and emotional functioning of 

cancer patients were similar between May 2020 and the pre-pandemic time in 2019 (Jeppesen et al., 

2020[109]). Research on health care professionals is limited but one of the studies undertaken in Italy found 

that almost three-fourths of professionals providing cancer care show mild to extremely severe levels of 

stress (Vanni et al., 2020[113]). 

67. Assessment of patient safety is still very limited for cancer care provided during the pandemic, 

although investigating underlining causes of safety issues could help building more resilient cancer care 

delivery system. A study conducted at a tertiary cancer care centre in the United Kingdom found the 30-

day postoperative complications such as infections and wound dehiscence occurred more frequently 

during gynaecological cancer surgery between January and August 2020, compared to the same period 

in 2019 and it suggests the importance of teamwork during the new and challenging environment and a 
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need for additional attention to post-operative care during public health emergencies which often require 

reconfiguration of service delivery (Leung et al., 2021[114]). 

68. Given the limited countrydata to date, it is still early to know the full impact of the COVID-19 

pandemic on cancer care. It will also take time to be able to assess cancer care outcomes such as cancer 

mortality and survival rates. Using administrative data and supplementary data collected through provider-

based and patient surveys, countries need to continue monitoring and analysing cancer care performance 

in order to develop resilient health systems which provide effective, safe and people-centred cancer care 

even during public health emergencies. Key data, however, are still missing in many OECD countries as 

the existing health information infrastructure cannot generate data in a timely manner and does not allow 

close-to-real-time monitoring of cancer screening and care. Hence,  countries need to further strengthen 

health information infrastructure to support decision-making during emergency situations. 
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69. This analysis, based on data and literature available as of August 2021, found that the COVID-19 

pandemic disrupted the provision of primary and secondary preventive services, diagnosis and treatment 

for cancer to a varying extent, and many of the OECD countries had difficulties in maintaining and 

improving cancer care quality and outcomes. In order to absorb the disruptions caused, and to tackle 

emerging challenges systematically, some OECD countries introduced measures to attempt to mitigate 

the negative impact of COVID-19 on their cancer care systems and to strengthen the governance of cancer 

care. They revised treatment guidelines at the national level to assure a delivery of standardised effective 

and safe cancer care across providers, and national policies to reduce backlogs in cancer care and to 

prepare for future public health emergencies.  

70. Furthermore, in order to support decision-making in rapidly changing environment, many of the 

OECD countries also strengthened health information infrastructure. OECD countries continue monitoring 

cancer care performance through statistics generated by administrative data source and cancer registry 

such as cancer incidence, cancer stage distribution, cancer screening, hospital admissions/discharges by 

cancer, cancer procedures, the duration of hospital stay and waiting time for cancer patients. In response 

to public health emergencies which are fast-changing, some OECD countries analysed and reported these 

data in a more timely manner and more frequently. Some of these countries also undertook in-depth 

analyses by region or socio-economic groups to help develop more targeted risk-based approaches in 

providing cancer screening and treatment so that vulnerable population groups would not be left behind. 

In some countries, provider-based and patient surveys were also conducted and analysed to quickly 

understand the state of cancer care delivery including barriers faced by professionals and patients 

themselves. However, the measurement and collection of patient-reported experiences and outcomes for 

cancer care was conducted less frequently and only on a smaller scale, even though engagement of 

population and patients are vital to develop more people/patient-centred cancer care.  

71. In many OECD countries, key data are reported with a delay, so countries need to further 

strengthen health information infrastructure to support decision-making in a timely manner during 

emergency situations. Strong health information infrastructure enables analyses of granular data, for 

example, data disaggregated at the regional level and by socio-economic groups and disease severity and 

to examine variations in cancer prevention, diagnosis, treatment, follow-up, disease severity and 

progression and other outcomes, for example by socio-economic background. More frequent (e.g. monthly, 

weekly) and timely data is also needed and to assess differences and changes in the quality and outcomes 

of cancer care within countries in close-to-real time. 

72. International efforts need to be adjusted to monitor access to and quality of cancer care and 

outcomes more adequately. The European Cancer Organisation, for instance, has already set up a website 

(Time To Act Data Navigator - European Cancer Organisation) dedicated to monitor the impact of COVID-

19 on cancer care by using national data available on cancer screening, diagnosis and treatment. The 

European Commission’s Joint Research Centre and DG SANTE have created a website (European 

Cancer Inequalities Registry | European Cancer Inequalities Registry (europa.eu)) to monitor inequalities 

in cancer burden, prevention and screening.  

73. The OECD could further improve the monitoring of cancer care performance across countries by 

developing and reporting a wider set of indicators. The OECD has been using annual national-level cancer 

2.  Conclusion 

https://www.europeancancer.org/data-navigator/
https://cancer-inequalities.jrc.ec.europa.eu/
https://cancer-inequalities.jrc.ec.europa.eu/
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incidence, cancer screening coverage, five-year net survival and mortality data as key indicators to assess 

cancer care quality internationally. Cancer screening rates that are collected by the OECD refer to the 

share of the target population who had cancer screening during the period specified in the national 

screening programme (such as the past two or three years), so 2020 data include those who were invited 

and had cancer screening, for instance, in 2019. This indicator is good to monitor international differences 

in the implementation of national cancer screening programmes as the frequency of cancer screening is 

not the same across countries. However, such an indicator can only partially detect the sharp drop in 

uptake that many countries experienced particularly in the second quarter of 2020 and does not reflect the 

speed at which countries increased screening uptake after the initial phase of the pandemic. The share of 

target population receiving cancer screening for a single year (instead of over the past two or three years 

as specified in the programme), and monthly uptake data are more sensitive to changes in access to 

cancer screening and signal backlogs. In addition, the regular collection and monitoring of cancer stage 

distribution at diagnosis could also signal, for instance, any delays in diagnosis among patients with 

advanced stage cancer. The development of additional indicators sensitive to changes in access to cancer 

screening and care could improve international benchmarking of cancer care performance.  

74. More data including cancer care outcomes such as cancer mortality and survival rates which will 

take more time to report, are needed to analyse the full impact of COVID-19 on cancer care. Using a wide 

range of data which become available through administrative sources and provider-based and patient 

surveys, countries need to continue monitoring and analysing cancer care performance in order to develop 

resilient health systems. The OECD will continue to analyse cancer care performance across countries to 

support countries to develop resilient, effective, safe and people-centred cancer care systems.  

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9  33 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

References 

 

Achard, V. et al. (2020), “A national survey on radiation oncology patterns of practice in 

Switzerland during the COVID-19 pandemic: Present changes and future perspectives”, 

Radiotherapy and Oncology, Vol. 150, pp. 1-3, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radonc.2020.05.047. 

[134] 

Al-Jabir, A. et al. (2020), “Impact of the Coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic on surgical practice - 

Part 1”, International Journal of Surgery, Vol. 79, pp. 168-179, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijsu.2020.05.022. 

[55] 

Al-Jabir, A. et al. (2020), “Impact of the Coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic on surgical practice - 

Part 2 (surgical prioritisation)”, International Journal of Surgery, Vol. 79, pp. 233-248, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijsu.2020.05.002. 

[62] 

Al‑Shamsi, H. et al. (2020), “A Practical Approach to the Management of Cancer Patients During 

the Novel Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID‑19) Pandemic: An International Collaborative 

Group”, The Oncologist, Vol. 25/6, https://doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.2020-0213. 

[73] 

Amador, M. et al. (2021), “Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the care of cancer patients in 

Spain”, ESMO Open, Vol. 6/3, p. 100157, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esmoop.2021.100157. 

[75] 

Australia Government Department of Health (2020), Modelled analysis of hypothetical impacts of 

COVID-19 related disruptions to the National Cervical Screening Program, 

https://www.health.gov.au/resources/publications/modelled-analysis-of-hypothetical-impacts-

of-covid-19-related-disruptions-to-the-national-cervical-screening-program. 

[12] 

Australian Institute of Health and Welfare (2021), Cancer screening and COVID-19 in Australia, 

https://www.aihw.gov.au/reports/cancer-screening/cancer-screening-and-covid-19-in-

australia-inbrief/contents/what-was-the-impact-of-covid-19-in-australia. 

[9] 

Bardet, A. et al. (2021), “Impact of COVID-19 on healthcare organisation and cancer outcomes”, 

European Journal of Cancer, Vol. 153, pp. 123-132, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2021.05.012. 

[102] 

Bargon, C. et al. (2020), “Impact of the COVID-19 Pandemic on Patient-Reported Outcomes of 

Breast Cancer Patients and Survivors”, JNCI Cancer Spectrum, Vol. 5/1, 

https://doi.org/10.1093/jncics/pkaa104. 

[112] 

Belgian Cancer Registry (2020), 5000 diagnostics de cancer attendus selon les estimations n’ont 

pas encore été établis, https://kankerregister.org/media/docs/publications/Cancer-Impact-

CriseCoronavirus_FR_final_nov2020.pdf (accessed on 30 May  2021). 

[43] 



34  DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

Blay, J. et al. (2021), “Delayed care for patients with newly diagnosed cancer due to COVID-19 

and estimated impact on cancer mortality in France”, ESMO Open, Vol. 6/3, p. 100134, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esmoop.2021.100134. 

[118] 

Boyle, J. et al. (2021), “The impact of the first peak of the COVID‑19 pandemic on colorectal 

cancer services in England and Wales: A national survey”, Colorectal Disease, Vol. 23/7, 

pp. 1733-1744, https://doi.org/10.1111/codi.15622. 

[48] 

Büntzel, J. et al. (2021), “Take care or “German Angst”? Lessons from cancer care during 

COVID-19 pandemic in spring 2020”, Journal of Cancer Research and Clinical Oncology, 

Vol. 147/7, pp. 2093-2105, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00432-020-03492-4. 

[111] 

Burger, E. et al. (2016), “The Cost-Effectiveness of Cervical Self-Sampling to Improve Routine 

Cervical Cancer Screening: The Importance of Respondent Screening History and 

Compliance”, Cancer Epidemiology Biomarkers & Prevention, Vol. 26/1, pp. 95-103, 

https://doi.org/10.1158/1055-9965.epi-16-0350. 

[20] 

Burke et al (2020), Deploying Data-Driven Intelligence to measure the impact of COVID-19 on 

cancer care and cancer patients, https://www.rcpi.ie/news/publication/cancer-care-covid19-

report/. 

[83] 

Canadian Institute for Health Information (2021), Wait times for priority procedures in Canada, 

https://www.cihi.ca/en/wait-times-for-priority-procedures-in-canada (accessed on 

20 August 2021). 

[92] 

Cancer Australia (2022), Recommendations articles, https://www.canceraustralia.gov.au/covid-

19/research-articles/recommendations-articles. 

[64] 

Cancer Australia (2020), National and jurisdictional data on the impact of COVID-19 on medical 

services and procedures in Australia: Breast, colorectal, lung, prostate and skin cancers, 

https://www.canceraustralia.gov.au/National_and_jurisdictional_data_on_the_impact_of_COV

ID-19_on_medical_services_and_procedures. 

[80] 

Cancer Australia (2020), Review of the impact of COVID-19 on medical services and procedures 

in Australia utilising MBS data: Skin, breast and colorectal cancers, and telehealth services, 

https://www.canceraustralia.gov.au/publications-and-resources/cancer-australia-

publications/review-impact-covid-19-medical-services-and-procedures-australia-utilising-mbs-

data-skin-breast-and. 

[24] 

Cancer Council (2020), Modelled analysis of hypothetical impacts of COVID-19 related 

disruptions to the National Cervical Screening Program, 

https://www.health.gov.au/sites/default/files/documents/2020/09/modelled-analysis-of-

hypothetical-impacts-of-covid-19-related-disruptions-to-the-national-cervical-screening-

program.pdf. 

[130] 

Cancer Research UK (2021), Almost half of people with possible cancer symptoms didn’t see 

GP in first wave of pandemic, https://news.cancerresearchuk.org/2021/02/25/almost-half-of-

people-with-possible-cancer-symptoms-didnt-see-gp-in-first-wave-of-pandemic/ (accessed on 

20 August 2021). 

[47] 

Carvalho, A. et al. (2022), Changes in the quality of cancer care as assessed through 

performance indicators during the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020: a Scoping 

Review, https://medrxiv.org/cgi/content/short/2022.02.23.22271303v1. 

[87] 



DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9  35 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

Castanon, A. et al. (2021), “Cervical screening during the COVID-19 pandemic: optimising 

recovery strategies”, The Lancet Public Health, Vol. 6/7, pp. e522-e527, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s2468-2667(21)00078-5. 

[7] 

CDC (2021), Sharp Declines in Breast and Cervical Cancer Screening, CDC Online Newsroom, 

https://www.cdc.gov/media/releases/2021/p0630-cancer-screenings.html (accessed on 

20 August 2021). 

[35] 

Chanchlani, N., F. Buchanan and P. Gill (2020), “Addressing the indirect effects of COVID-19 on 

the health of children and young people”, Canadian Medical Association Journal, Vol. 192/32, 

pp. E921-E927, https://doi.org/10.1503/cmaj.201008. 

[36] 

Chen, R. et al. (2021), “Association of Cancer Screening Deficit in the United States With the 

COVID-19 Pandemic”, JAMA Oncology, Vol. 7/6, p. 878, 

https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaoncol.2021.0884. 

[23] 

Chun, S. (ed.) (2020), “Influence of the pandemic dissemination of COVID-19 on radiotherapy 

practice: A flash survey in Germany, Austria and Switzerland”, PLOS ONE, Vol. 15/5, 

p. e0233330, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0233330. 

[68] 

Clark, J. et al. (2021), “The effect of clinical decision making for initiation of systemic anticancer 

treatments in response to the COVID-19 pandemic in England: a retrospective analysis”, The 

Lancet Oncology, Vol. 22/1, pp. 66-73, https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(20)30619-7. 

[86] 

COVIDSurg Collaborative (2020), “Elective surgery cancellations due to the COVID-19 

pandemic: global predictive modelling to inform surgical recovery plans”, British Journal of 

Surgery, https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.11746. 

[77] 

Daniels, V. et al. (2021), “Impact of reduced human papillomavirus vaccination coverage rates 

due to COVID-19 in the United States: A model based analysis”, Vaccine, Vol. 39/20, 

pp. 2731-2735, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2021.04.003. 

[37] 

Dave et al (2021), “Breast cancer management pathways during the COVID-19 pandemic: 

outcomes from the UK ‘Alert Level 4’ phase of the B-MaP-C study”, British Journal of Cancer, 

Vol. 124/11, pp. 1785-1794, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41416-020-01234-4. 

[124] 

de la Portilla de Juan, F., M. Reyes Díaz and I. Ramallo Solía (2021), “Impacto de la pandemia 

sobre la actividad quirúrgica en cáncer colorrectal en España. Resultados de una encuesta 

nacional”, Cirugía Española, Vol. 99/7, pp. 500-505, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ciresp.2020.07.011. 

[104] 

De Pelsemaeker, M. et al. (2020), “The Impact of the COVID-19 Pandemic and the Associated 

Belgian Governmental Measures on Cancer Screening, Surgical Pathology and 

Cytopathology”, Pathobiology, Vol. 88/1, pp. 46-55, https://doi.org/10.1159/000509546. 

[115] 

Degeling, K. et al. (2021), “An inverse stage‑shift model to estimate the excess mortality and 

health economic impact of delayed access to cancer services due to the COVID‑19 

pandemic”, Asia-Pacific Journal of Clinical Oncology, Vol. 17/4, pp. 359-367, 

https://doi.org/10.1111/ajco.13505. 

[99] 

DeGroff, A. et al. (2021), “COVID-19 impact on screening test volume through the National 

Breast and Cervical Cancer early detection program, January–June 2020, in the United 

States”, Preventive Medicine, Vol. 151, p. 106559, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2021.106559. 

[26] 



36  DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

Dinmohamed, A. et al. (2020), “Fewer cancer diagnoses during the COVID-19 epidemic in the 

Netherlands”, The Lancet Oncology, Vol. 21/6, pp. 750-751, https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-

2045(20)30265-5. 

[108] 

Eijkelboom et al (2021), “Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on diagnosis, stage, and initial 

treatment of breast cancer in the Netherlands: a population-based study”, Journal of 

Hematology & Oncology, Vol. 14/1, https://doi.org/10.1186/s13045-021-01073-7. 

[3] 

Epic Health Research Network (2020), Delayed Cancer Screenings, 

https://ehrn.org/articles/delays-in-preventive-cancer-screenings-during-covid-19-pandemic/ 

(accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[11] 

European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies (2021), COVID-19 Health System 

Response Monitor (HSRM), https://eurohealthobservatory.who.int/monitors/hsrm/. 

[4] 

European Parliament Special Committee on Beating Cancer (2020), Public consultation 

Synopsis Report - The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on cancer prevention, health 

services, cancer patients and research: lessons from a public health crisis. 

[70] 

European Society of Medical Oncology (2020), Cancer Patient Management During the COVID 

Pandemic, https://www.esmo.org/guidelines/cancer-patient-management-during-the-covid-19-

pandemic (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[66] 

Feletto, E. et al. (2020), “How has COVID-19 impacted cancer screening? Adaptation of services 

and the future outlook in Australia”, Public Health Research & Practice, Vol. 30/4, 

https://doi.org/10.17061/phrp3042026. 

[31] 

Filipe, M. et al. (2020), “Effect of the COVID-19 Pandemic on Surgical Breast Cancer Care in the 

Netherlands: A Multicenter Retrospective Cohort Study”, Clinical Breast Cancer, Vol. 20/6, 

pp. 454-461, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clbc.2020.08.002. 

[135] 

Fujita, K. et al. (2020), “Impact of COVID ‑19 pandemic on lung cancer treatment scheduling”, 

Thoracic Cancer, Vol. 11/10, pp. 2983-2986, https://doi.org/10.1111/1759-7714.13615. 

[97] 

Gilkey et al (2020), “Getting Human Papillomavirus Vaccination Back on Track: Protecting Our 

National Investment in Human Papillomavirus Vaccination in the COVID-19 Era”, Journal of 

Adolescent Health, Vol. 67/5, pp. 633-634, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2020.08.013. 

[38] 

Gorin, S. et al. (2020), “The future of cancer screening after COVID‑19 may be at home”, 

Cancer, Vol. 127/4, pp. 498-503, https://doi.org/10.1002/cncr.33274. 

[25] 

Grce, M. (ed.) (2016), “Self-Sampling for Human Papillomavirus Testing among Non-Attenders 

Increases Attendance to the Norwegian Cervical Cancer Screening Programme”, PLOS ONE, 

Vol. 11/4, p. e0151978, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0151978. 

[21] 

Gurney, J. et al. (2021), “The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on cancer diagnosis and 

service access in New Zealand–a country pursuing COVID-19 elimination”, The Lancet 

Regional Health - Western Pacific, Vol. 10, p. 100127, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lanwpc.2021.100127. 

[39] 

Helsedirektorate (2021), Most cancer patients start treatment at the recommended time, 

https://www.helsedirektoratet.no/nyheter/de-fleste-kreftpasienter-starter-behandling-til-

anbefalt-tid (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[94] 



DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9  37 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

IJzerman et al (2020), Is a delayed cancer diagnosis a consewuence of COVID-19?, 

https://pursuit.unimelb.edu.au/articles/is-a-delayed-cancer-diagnosis-a-consequence-of-

covid-19 (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[6] 

Intergruppo Melanoma Italiano (2021), “The effect of COVID-19 emergency in the management 

of melanoma in Italy”, Dermatology Reports, Vol. 13/1, https://doi.org/10.4081/dr.2021.8972. 

[42] 

Ivanuš, U. et al. (2021), “The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on organised cervical cancer 

screening: The first results of the Slovenian cervical screening programme and registry”, The 

Lancet Regional Health - Europe, Vol. 5, p. 100101, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lanepe.2021.100101. 

[2] 

Jacob, L. et al. (2021), “Impact of the COVID-19 Pandemic on Cancer Diagnoses in General and 

Specialized Practices in Germany”, Cancers, Vol. 13/3, p. 408, 

https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers13030408. 

[132] 

Japan Times (2020), Japan Cancer Society urges people to get screened after testing dived 

30% in 2020, https://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2021/04/18/national/science-health/cancer-

screenings-pandemic/. (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[14] 

Japan Times (2020), Thousands of lung cancer patients in Japan failed to get treated in 2020, 

https://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2021/05/17/national/science-health/lung-cancer-treatment/ 

(accessed on  November  2021). 

[46] 

Jeppesen, S. et al. (2020), “Quality of life in patients with cancer during the COVID-19 pandemic 

– a Danish cross-sectional study (COPICADS)”, Acta Oncologica, Vol. 60/1, pp. 4-12, 

https://doi.org/10.1080/0284186x.2020.1830169. 

[109] 

Kang et al. (2021), “Impact of COVID-19 pandemic in 2020 on the diagnosis and management of 

breast cancer in Korea: A multi-institutional study”, Journal of Clinical Oncology, 

Vol. 39/15_suppl, https://ascopubs.org/doi/abs/10.1200/JCO.2021.39.15_suppl.10566. 

[103] 

Kim (2021), Delayed cancer diagnosis amid pandemic could raise cancer deaths: study, 

https://www.koreabiomed.com/news/articleView.html?idxno=11658 (accessed on 

20 August 2021). 

[30] 

Kjeldsted, E. et al. (2021), “A population-based survey of patients’ experiences with 

teleconsultations in cancer care in Denmark during the COVID-19 pandemic”, Acta 

Oncologica, Vol. 60/10, pp. 1352-1360, https://doi.org/10.1080/0284186x.2021.1956688. 

[89] 

Kobayashi, Y. et al. (2020), “Management of ovarian cancer patients in affected areas during 

COVID-19 pandemic: Japan and Korea”, Journal of Gynecologic Oncology, Vol. 31/3, 

https://doi.org/10.3802/jgo.2020.31.e65. 

[65] 

Kregting, L. et al. (2021), “Effects of cancer screening restart strategies after COVID-19 

disruption”, British Journal of Cancer, Vol. 124/9, pp. 1516-1523, 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41416-021-01261-9. 

[32] 

Lamblin, G. et al. (2020), “Impact de la pandémie de Covid-19 sur les modifications 

thérapeutiques des patientes atteintes de cancers gynécologiques”, Gynécologie Obstétrique 

Fertilité & Sénologie , Vol. 48/11, pp. 777-783, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gofs.2020.09.011. 

[82] 

Lancet Oncology (2021), “COVID-19 and cancer: 1 year on”, The Lancet Oncology, Vol. 22/4, 

p. 411, https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(21)00148-0. 

[45] 



38  DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

Lancet Oncology (2021), “Valuing all lives equally: cancer surgery, COVID-19, and the NHS in 

crisis,Editorial”, Lancet Oncology, Vol. 22/2, p. 155, https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-

2045(21)00022-x. 

[119] 

Leung, E. et al. (2021), “Maintaining surgical care delivery during the COVID-19 pandemic: A 

comparative cohort study at a tertiary gynecological cancer centre”, Gynecologic Oncology, 

Vol. 160/3, pp. 649-654, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ygyno.2020.12.013. 

[114] 

London, J. et al. (2020), “Effects of the COVID-19 Pandemic on Cancer-Related Patient 

Encounters”, JCO Clinical Cancer Informatics 4, pp. 657-665, 

https://doi.org/10.1200/cci.20.00068. 

[136] 

Lycke, K. et al. (2021), “Trends in Hysterectomy Incidence Rates During 2000–2015 in Denmark: 

Shifting from Abdominal to Minimally Invasive Surgical Procedures”, Clinical Epidemiology, 

Vol. Volume 13, pp. 407-416, https://doi.org/10.2147/clep.s300394. 

[78] 

Mackay (2021), 28 million surgeries shelved by COVID-19. Western News website., 

https://news.westernu.ca/2020/05/study-28-million-surgeries-shelved-by-covid-19/ (accessed 

on 20 August 2021). 

[100] 

Maluchnik, M., K. Podwójcic and B. Więckowska (2020), “Decreasing access to cancer diagnosis 

and treatment during the COVID-19 pandemic in Poland”, Acta Oncologica, Vol. 60/1, pp. 28-

31, https://doi.org/10.1080/0284186x.2020.1837392. 

[133] 

Maringe, C. et al. (2020), “The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on cancer deaths due to 

delays in diagnosis in England, UK: a national, population-based, modelling study”, The 

Lancet Oncology, Vol. 21/8, https://doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(20)30388-0. 

[50] 

Mayor, S. (2020), “COVID-19: impact on cancer workforce and delivery of care”, The Lancet 

Oncology, Vol. 21/5, p. 633, https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(20)30240-0. 

[61] 

Minichsdorfer, C. et al. (2021), “Impact of COVID‑19 lockdown on routine oncology versus 

emergency care at a high volume cancer centre”, European Journal of Clinical Investigation, 

https://doi.org/10.1111/eci.13623. 

[74] 

Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare (2020), Office notice to the local governments. 26 May 

2020, https://doi.org/000777298.pdf (mhlw.go.jp) (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[18] 

Mlakar (2018), COLORECTAL CANCER SCREENING IN SLOVENIA. [29] 

Mori, M. et al. (2020), “COVID-19: clinical issues from the Japan Surgical Society”, Surgery 

Today, Vol. 50/8, pp. 794-808, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00595-020-02047-x. 

[59] 

Morris, E. et al. (2021), “Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the detection and management of 

colorectal cancer in England: a population-based study”, The Lancet Gastroenterology & 

Hepatology, Vol. 6/3, pp. 199-208, https://doi.org/10.1016/s2468-1253(21)00005-4. 

[88] 

National Cancer Control Programme (2020), NCCP response to the initial wave of the COVID-19 

pandemic, 

https://www.hse.ie/eng/services/list/5/cancer/pubs/reports/nccp%20response%20to%20covid-

19.pdf. 

[107] 



DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9  39 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

National Health Statistics (2020), To cancer alliance, 

https://www.england.nhs.uk/coronavirus/wp-content/uploads/sites/52/2020/03/cancer-

alliance-information-on-managing-cancer-referrals-19-march-2020.pdf. 

[90] 

National Health Statistics Confederation (2021), NHS Reset, 

https://www.nhsconfed.org/topic/campaigns/nhs-reset (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[56] 

NHS (2021), 2021/22 priorities and operational planning guidance: Implementation guidance, 

https://www.england.nhs.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/B0468-implementation-guidance-

21-22-priorities-and-operational-planning-guidance.pdf (accessed on 12 July 2021). 

[123] 

NHS (2021), NHS ahead of target in recovery of elective care, and mental health services back 

to pre-pandemic levels, https://www.england.nhs.uk/2021/06/nhs-ahead-of-target-in-recovery-

of-elective-care-and-mental-health-services-back-to-pre-pandemic-levels/ (accessed on 

12 July 2021). 

[127] 

NHS (2021), NHS sets out COVID-19 recovery plan for patient care and staff wellbeing, 

https://www.england.nhs.uk/2021/03/nhs-sets-out-covid-19-recovery-plan-for-patient-care-

and-staff-wellbeing/ (accessed on 12 July 2021). 

[126] 

NHS (2021), NHS’s £160 million ‘accelerator sites’ to tackle waiting lists, 

https://www.england.nhs.uk/2021/05/nhss-160-million-accelerator-sites-to-tackle-waiting-lists/ 

(accessed on 12 July 2021). 

[125] 

NHS (2021), Waiting Times for Suspected, https://www.england.nhs.uk/statistics/wp-

content/uploads/sites/2/2021/07/Cancer-Waiting-Times-Annual-Report-202021-Final.pdf. 

[93] 

NHS (2020), Clinical guide for triaging patients with suspected colorectal cancer 24 April. 

Version 1, 

https://www.bsgar.org/static/uploads/PUBLICATION%20C0384_%20Clinical%20guide%20for

%20triaging%20suspected%20colorectal%20ca%20v1%20April%2024.pdf. 

[57] 

NHS Cancer Programme (2020), Cancer services recovery plan, 

https://www.england.nhs.uk/coronavirus/wp-content/uploads/sites/52/2020/12/C0821-COVID-

19-Cancer-services-recovery-plan-14-December-2020.pdf (accessed on 12 July 2021). 

[122] 

OECD (2021), Health at a Glance 2021: OECD Indicators, OECD Publishing, Paris, 

https://dx.doi.org/10.1787/ae3016b9-en. 

[137] 

OECD (2021), OECD Health Statistics, https://stats.oecd.org/Index.aspx?ThemeTreeId=9. [28] 

OECD (2013), Cancer Care: Assuring Quality to Improve Survival, OECD Health Policy Studies, 

OECD Publishing, Paris, https://dx.doi.org/10.1787/9789264181052-en. 

[1] 

OECD/European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies (2021), Czech Republic: Country 

Health Profile, https://eurohealthobservatory.who.int/monitors/hsrm/ (accessed on 

20 August 2021). 

[16] 

OECD/European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies (2021), France: Country Health 

Profile 2021, State of Health in the EU, OECD Publishing, Paris, 

https://dx.doi.org/10.1787/7d668926-en. 

[27] 



40  DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

OECD/European Observatory on Health Systems and Policies (2021), Italy: Country Health 

Profile 2021, State of Health in the EU, OECD Publishing, Paris, 

https://dx.doi.org/10.1787/5bb1946e-en. 

[8] 

Office for National Statistics (2021), Prevalence of ongoing symptoms following coronavirus 

(COVID-19) infection in the UK, 

https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/healthandsocialcare/conditionsanddi

seases/bulletins/prevalenceofongoingsy (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[60] 

Onesti, C. et al. (2020), “1720P How do oncological patients perceive the COVID-19 pandemic? 

Experience from CHU Liège in Belgium”, Annals of Oncology, Vol. 31, p. S1010, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annonc.2020.08.1784. 

[110] 

Papautsky, E. and T. Hamlish (2020), “Patient-reported treatment delays in breast cancer care 

during the COVID-19 pandemic”, Breast Cancer Research and Treatment, Vol. 184/1, 

pp. 249-254, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-020-05828-7. 

[49] 

Passaro, A. et al. (2020), “ESMO Management and treatment adapted recommendations in the 

COVID-19 era: Lung cancer”, ESMO Open, Vol. 5, p. e000820, 

https://doi.org/10.1136/esmoopen-2020-000820. 

[117] 

Patt, D. et al. (2020), “Impact of COVID-19 on Cancer Care: How the Pandemic Is Delaying 

Cancer Diagnosis and Treatment for American Seniors”, JCO Clinical Cancer Informatics 4, 

pp. 1059-1071, https://doi.org/10.1200/cci.20.00134. 

[84] 

Peacock, H. et al. (2021), “Decline and incomplete recovery in cancer diagnoses during the 

COVID-19 pandemic in Belgium: a year-long, population-level analysis”, ESMO Open, 

p. 100197, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esmoop.2021.100197. 

[13] 

Picardo, M. (ed.) (2021), “Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on skin cancer diagnosis: A 

population-based study”, PLOS ONE, Vol. 16/3, p. e0248492, 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0248492. 

[41] 

Puricelli Perin, D. et al. (2021), “Early assessment of the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic 

on cancer screening services: The International Cancer Screening Network COVID-19 

survey”, Preventive Medicine, Vol. 151, p. 106642, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2021.106642. 

[5] 

Reichardt, P. et al. (2020), “Decreased Incidence of Oncology Admissions in 75 Helios Hospitals 

in Germany during the COVID-19 Pandemic”, Oncology Research and Treatment, pp. 1-4, 

https://doi.org/10.1159/000512935. 

[76] 

Riera, R. et al. (2021), “Delays and Disruptions in Cancer Health Care Due to COVID-19 

Pandemic: Systematic Review”, JCO Global Oncology 7, pp. 311-323, 

https://doi.org/10.1200/go.20.00639. 

[72] 

Rimmer, A. (2020), “Covid-19: NHS will get £3bn of “recovery” funding to tackle pandemic 

fallout”, BMJ, p. m4651, https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.m4651. 

[106] 

Robilotti, E. et al. (2020), “Determinants of COVID-19 disease severity in patients with cancer”, 

Nature Medicine, Vol. 26/8, pp. 1218-1223, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-020-0979-0. 

[53] 



DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9  41 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

Satish, T. et al. (2021), “Care Delivery Impact of the COVID-19 Pandemic on Breast Cancer 

Care”, JCO Oncology Practice, Vol. 17/8, pp. e1215-e1224, 

https://doi.org/10.1200/OP.20.01062. 

[58] 

Skretting (2021), Fewer patients in hospital last year, https://www.ssb.no/helse/artikler-og-

publikasjoner/faerre-pasienter-pa-sykehus-i-fjor (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[79] 

Smith, M. et al. (2020), “Could HPV Testing on Self-collected Samples Be Routinely Used in an 

Organized Cervical Screening Program? A Modeled Analysis”, Cancer Epidemiology 

Biomarkers & Prevention, Vol. 30/2, pp. 268-277, https://doi.org/10.1158/1055-9965.epi-20-

0998. 

[22] 

Socialstyrelsen (2020), Analysis and development of areas affected by COVID-19, 

https://www.socialstyrelsen.se/coronavirus-covid-19/socialstyrelsens-roll-och-uppdrag/analys-

och-utveckling/ (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[67] 

Spencer, K. et al. (2021), “The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on radiotherapy services in 

England, UK: a population-based study”, The Lancet Oncology, Vol. 22/3, pp. 309-320, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(20)30743-9. 

[85] 

Sprague, B. et al. (2021), “Prioritizing breast imaging services during the COVID pandemic: A 

survey of breast imaging facilities within the Breast Cancer Surveillance Consortium”, 

Preventive Medicine, Vol. 151, p. 106540, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2021.106540. 

[69] 

Suchanek, S. et al. (2021), “The Impact Of The Covid-19 Pandemic On Colorectal Cancer 

Screening In The Czech Republic”, ESGE Days 2021, https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0041-

1725002. 

[15] 

Sud, A. et al. (2020), “Collateral damage: the impact on outcomes from cancer surgery of the 

COVID-19 pandemic”, Annals of Oncology, Vol. 31/8, pp. 1065-1074, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annonc.2020.05.009. 

[98] 

Sud, A. et al. (2020), “Effect of delays in the 2-week-wait cancer referral pathway during the 

COVID-19 pandemic on cancer survival in the UK: a modelling study”, The Lancet Oncology, 

Vol. 21/8, pp. 1035-1044, https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(20)30392-2. 

[120] 

Sundhedsstyrelsen (2021), COVID-19: Monitoring health care activity, 

https://www.sst.dk/da/Udgivelser/2020/COVID-19-Monitorering-af-aktivitet-i-

sundhedsvaesenet (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[116] 

Swedish Regional Cancer Centres (2021), Statistics on deferred cancer care due to the 

coronavirus, https://cancercentrum.se/samverkan/covid-19/uppskjuten-cancervard/ (accessed 

on 2 September 2021). 

[129] 

Thornton, J. (2020), “Covid-19: A&E visits in England fall by 25% in week after lockdown”, BMJ, 

p. m1401, https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.m1401. 

[91] 

Toyoda, Y. et al. (2021), “Negative impact of the COVID-19 state of emergency on breast cancer 

screening participation in Japan”, Breast Cancer, https://doi.org/10.1007/s12282-021-01272-

7. 

[10] 

Tsagakis, I. and M. Papatriantafyllou (2020), “Safeguarding cancer research funding by 

European charities amidst the COVID‑19 pandemic”, Molecular Oncology, Vol. 14/12, 

pp. 2987-2993, https://doi.org/10.1002/1878-0261.12839. 

[121] 



42  DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

Tsibulak, I. et al. (2020), “Decrease in gynecological cancer diagnoses during the COVID-19 

pandemic: an Austrian perspective”, International Journal of Gynecologic Cancer, Vol. 30/11, 

pp. 1667-1671, https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2020-001975. 

[131] 

Vanni et al (2020), “Delay in Breast Cancer Treatments During the First COVID-19 Lockdown. A 

Multicentric Analysis of 432 Patients”, Anticancer Research, Vol. 40/12, pp. 7119-7125, 

https://doi.org/10.21873/anticanres.14741. 

[96] 

Vanni, G. et al. (2020), “The Effect of Coronavirus (COVID-19) on Breast Cancer Teamwork: A 

Multicentric Survey”, In Vivo, Vol. 34/3 suppl, pp. 1685-1694, 

https://doi.org/10.21873/invivo.11962. 

[113] 

Veiga, J. et al. (2021), “The Covid-19 Pandemic Constraints May Lead to Disease Progression 

for Patients with Liver Cancer Scheduled to Receive Locoregional Therapies: Single-Centre 

Retrospective Analysis in an Interventional Radiology Unit”, CardioVascular and 

Interventional Radiology, Vol. 44/4, pp. 669-672, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00270-021-02774-

9. 

[81] 

Villarreal-Garza, C. et al. (2021), “The challenges of breast cancer care in Mexico during health-

care reforms and COVID-19”, The Lancet Oncology, Vol. 22/2, pp. 170-171, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(20)30609-4. 

[71] 

Walker, M. et al. (2021), “Measuring the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on organized cancer 

screening and diagnostic follow-up care in Ontario, Canada: A provincial, population-based 

study”, Preventive Medicine, Vol. 151, p. 106586, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2021.106586. 

[19] 

Wang et al (2021), “Analyses of Risk, Racial Disparity, and Outcomes Among US Patients With 

Cancer and COVID-19 Infection”, JAMA Oncology, Vol. 7/2, p. 220, 

https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaoncol.2020.6178. 

[54] 

Wang et al (2020), “Clearing the surgical backlog caused by COVID-19 in Ontario: a time series 

modelling study”, Canadian Medical Association Journal, Vol. 192/44, pp. E1347-E1356, 

https://doi.org/10.1503/cmaj.201521. 

[101] 

Warner, E. et al. (2020), “Abstract S11-02: Patient-reported impact of the COVID-19 pandemic 

on breast cancer screening, diagnosis, and treatment: A national survey”, Oral Presentations 

- Proffered Abstracts, https://doi.org/10.1158/1557-3265.covid-19-s11-02. 

[95] 

Wentzensen et al (2021), “Impact of COVID-19 on cervical cancer screening: Challenges and 

opportunities to improving resilience and reduce disparities”, Preventive Medicine, Vol. 151, 

p. 106596, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2021.106596. 

[34] 

WHO (2020), Human papillomavirus (HPV) vaccination coverage, 

https://immunizationdata.who.int/pages/coverage/hpv.html (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[128] 

WHO Europe (2021), Statement – Catastrophic impact of COVID-19 on cancer care, 

https://www.euro.who.int/en/media-centre/sections/statements/2021/statement-catastrophic-

impact-of-covid-19-on-cancer-care. 

[40] 

Wilkinson, E. (2021), “UK Government urged to recognise post-COVID-19 cancer backlog”, The 

Lancet Oncology, Vol. 22/7, p. 910, https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(21)00330-2. 

[105] 



DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9  43 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

Yong, J. et al. (2020), “The impact of episodic screening interruption: COVID-19 and population-

based cancer screening in Canada”, Journal of Medical Screening, Vol. 28/2, pp. 100-107, 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0969141320974711. 

[33] 

Yoshikawa, A. (2021), Cancer in the Time of COVID-19 in Japan: Collateral Damage, 

https://collateralglobal.org/article/cancer-in-the-time-of-covid-19-in-japan/ (accessed on 

20 August 2021). 

[17] 

You, B. et al. (2020), “The official French guidelines to protect patients with cancer against 

SARS-CoV-2 infection”, The Lancet Oncology, Vol. 21/5, pp. 619-621, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(20)30204-7. 

[63] 

Zadnik, V. et al. (2020), “Impact of COVID-19 on cancer diagnosis and management in Slovenia 

– preliminary results”, Radiology and Oncology, Vol. 54/3, pp. 329-334, 

https://doi.org/10.2478/raon-2020-0048. 

[44] 

Zhou et al (2021), “The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on stage at diagnosis of breast and 

colorectal cancers”, Journal of Clinical Oncology, Vol. Volume 39, Issue 15_suppl/American 

Society of Clinical Oncology. 

[51] 

ZORA Institute of Oncology (2020), Cervical Cancer Screening Program and Registry ZORA, 

https://zora.onko-i.si/en/program/%20organisation (accessed on 20 August 2021). 

[52] 

 
 
  



44  DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

OECD Health Working Papers  

A full list of the papers in this series can be found on the OECD website:  

http://www.oecd.org/els/health-systems/health-working-papers.htm  

No. 139 – IMPROVING DATA ON PHARMACEUTICALS EXPENDITURE IN HOSPITALS AND OTHER 

HEALTH CARE SETTINGS (April 2022) David Morgan and Fan Xiang 

No. 138 – HEALTH DATA AND GOVERNANCE DEVELOPMENTS IN RELATION TO COVID-19 – HOW 

OECD COUNTRIES ARE ADJUSTING HEALTH DATA SYSTEMS FOR THE NEW NORMAL (April 2022) 

Katherine de Bienassis, Rie Fujisawa, Tiago Cravo Oliveira Hashiguchi, Niek Klazinga and Jillian Oderkirk 

No. 137 – SHORTAGES OF MEDICINES IN OECD COUNTRIES (March 2022) Suzannah Chapman, 

Guillaume Dedet and Ruth Lopert 

No. 136 – ANTIMICROBIAL RESISTANCE IN LONG-TERM CARE FACILITIES (February 2022) Mkiruka 

Eze, Michele Cecchini and Tiago Cravo Oliveira Hashiguchi 

No. 135 – ESTABLISHING STANDARDS FOR ASSESSING PATIENT-REPORTED OUTCOMES AND 

EXPERIENCES OF MENTAL HEALTH CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES – TECHNICAL REPORT OF THE 

PaRIS MENTAL HEALTH WORKING GROUP PILOT ON DATA COLLECTION (February 2022) Katherine 

de Bienassis, Emily Hewlett, Candan Kendir, Solvejg Kristensen, Jan Mainz and Nicolaas S. Klazinga 

No. 134 – DEVELOPING INTERNATIONAL BENCHMARKS OF PATIENT SAFETY CULTURE IN 

HOSPITAL CARE (January 2022) Katherine de Bienassis and Nicolaas S. Klazinga 

No. 132 - MODELLING LIFE TRAJECTORIES OF BODY-MASS INDEX (November 2021) Sabine Vuik 

and Michele Cecchini 

No. 131 - COVID-19 IN LONG-TERM CARE - IMPACT, POLICY RESPONSES AND CHALLENGES 

(October 2021) Eileen Rocard, Paola Sillitti and Ana llena-Nozal 

No. 130 – THE ECONOMICS OF PATIENT SAFETY PART IV: SAFETY IN THE WORKPLACE - 

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AS THE BEDROCK OF RESILIENT HEALTH SYSTEMS (September 2021) 

Katherine de Bienassis, Luke Slawomirski and Nicolaas S. Klazinga 

No. 129 - EMPOWERING THE HEALTH WORKFORCE TO MAKE THE MOST OF THE DIGITAL 

REVOLUTION (June 2021) Karolina Socha-Dietrich 

No. 128 - LAYING THE FOUNDATIONS FOR ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE IN HEALTH (June 2021) Tiago 

Cravo Oliveira Hashiguchi, Luke Slawomirski and Jillian Oderkirk 

No. 127 – SURVEY RESULTS: NATIONAL HEALTH DATA INFRASTRUCTURE AND GOVERNANCE 

(April 2021) Jillian Oderkirk 

No. 126 – INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION AND MOVEMENT OF DOCTORS TO AND WITHIN OECD 

COUNTRIES - 2000 TO 2018 - DEVELOPMENTS IN COUNTRIES OF DESTINATION AND IMPACT ON 

COUNTRIES OF ORIGIN (February 2021) Karolina Socha-Dietrich and Jean-Christophe Dumont 

 

http://www.oecd.org/els/health-systems/health-working-papers.htm


DELSA/HEA/WD/HWP(2022)9  45 

IMPACT OF THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC ON CANCER CARE IN OECD COUNTRIES 
Unclassified 

Recent related OECD 
publications  

HEALTH AT A GLACE 2021  

OECD HEALTH STATISTICS 2021 - Online Database available from: http://www.oecd.org/health/health-

data.htm  

PRICING LONG-TERM CARE FOR OLDER PERSONS (2021)  

A NEW BENCHMARK FOR MENTAL HEALTH SYSTEMS - TACKLING THE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC 

COSTS OF MENTAL ILL-HEALTH (2021)  

PREVENTING HARMFUL ALCOHOL USE (2021)  

OECD REVIEWS OF PUBLIC HEALTH: LATVIA (2020)  

HEALTH AT A GLANCE: EUROPE (2020)  

HEALTH AT A GLANCE: ASIA/PACIFIC (2020)  

EMPOWERING THE HEALTH WORKFORCE - STRATEGIES TO MAKE THE MOST OF THE DIGITAL 

REVOLUTION (2020)  

HEALTH AT A GLANCE: LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN (2020) WHO CARES? ATTRACTING 

AND RETAINING CARE WORKERS FOR THE ELDERLY (2020) REALISING THE POTENTIAL OF 

PRIMARY HEALTH CARE (2020)  

WAITING TIMES FOR HEALTH SERVICES: NEXT IN LINE (2020)  

IS CARDIOVASCULAR DISEASE SLOWING IMPROVEMENTS IN LIFE EXPECTANCY? OECD AND 

THE KING'S FUND WORKSHOP PROCEEDINGS (2020)  

ADDRESSING CHALLENGES IN ACCESS TO ONCOLOGY MEDICINES (2020)  

OECD REVIEWS OF PUBLIC HEALTH: KOREA - A HEALTHIER TOMORROW (2020)  

COUNTRY HEALTH PROFILES (2019)  

HEALTH IN THE 21ST CENTURY: PUTTING DATA TO WORK FOR STRONGER HEALTH SYSTEMS 

(2019)  

THE SUPPLY OF MEDICAL ISOTOPES: AN ECONOMIC DIAGNOSIS AND POSSIBLE SOLUTIONS 

(2019)  

HEALTH AT A GLANCE (2019)  

 

For a full list, consult the OECD health web page at http://www.oecd.org/health/   

New Health Brochure 

http://www.oecd.org/health/health-data.htm
http://www.oecd.org/health/health-data.htm
http://www.oecd.org/health/
https://www.oecd.org/health/Health-Brochure.pdf

	OECD Health Working Papers
	Acknowledgements
	Abstract
	Résumé
	Key Findings
	Cancer screening dropped substantially at the beginning of the pandemic but uptake improved since
	Access to cancer diagnosis declined, resulting in lower cancer incidence in 2020, with risk of poorer outcomes in the near future
	Access to cancer treatment declined and the backlog for care increased
	To address challenges in cancer care systems in a timely manner, information systems need to be further developed

	1.  Impact of COVID-19 pandemic on cancer care
	Preventive services for cancer
	Three out of four of the OECD countries temporarily stopped cancer screening at the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic
	As a result, cancer screening rates declined substantially between March and June 2020
	Several OECD countries made efforts to increase the uptake of cancer screening following the initial drop
	However, the uptake of cancer preventive services was still lower on average in 2020 than in previous years

	Cancer care from diagnosis, treatment to follow-up care
	Access to cancer diagnosis declined, resulting in lower cancer incidence in 2020 with the risk of poorer outcomes in the near future
	The availability of more advanced and timely data in some countries reveals a worsening stage distribution for cancer patients
	Cancer care standards were adapted in response to the pandemic
	Staff and medication limitations impacted the provision of cancer care in some OECD countries
	The volume of cancer treatment also declined at the beginning of the pandemic but resumed thereafter
	Hospital stays became shorter in most OECD countries and day cases of cancer procedures increased in some
	At least some OECD countries managed to limit waiting times for patients at an advanced stage of cancer
	OECD countries are likely to face a backlog of cancer care and some are already tackling it

	Monitoring of cancer care system performance

	2.  Conclusion
	References
	OECD Health Working Papers
	Recent related OECD publications

