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The Time To Accelerate for Cancer Screening
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THE EUROPEAN CANCER SCREENING POLICY INDEX

The European Cancer Screening Policy Index is a
new policy tool of the Time To Accelerate for Cancer
Screening campaign. Based on existing data from
leading initiatives in the field and on a selection of
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Policy Registration Coverage [ Type of Envera%e Target [ Screening | Type of Invitation Performance |l Coverage | Type of Cnvera%e Target | Screening | Type Invitation Self- Performance jif Coverage | Type of Coverage | Target |Screening | Type Invitation Self- Performance
organisation | rate (%, age Interval | test provided | strategy Score organisation | rate(%) |age Interval ~ | of test strategy sampling Score organisation | rate(%) |age Interval | of test strategy sampling | Score
group group provided availability group provided availability
——
AUSTRIA 68.7% RIE No 25% National  Population- 40% 4589 2years  Digital One 84.4% NA Non- 85%* 220 lyear Cytology ~ NA 70.3% National ~ Non- 64%* 45-75  2years  FIT NA NA N.8% NA NA 6.9% 84%  91%" 91.9% —
based years mammography communication population- years  3years  HPVtest population- years 10years  Colonoscopy
channel based based
Aligned Yes 5% Regional  Population- 571% 50-69 2years  Digital One 87.3% Regional  Flanders: 46% 2564  Flanders:3 Cytology ~ NA No 54.9% Regional  Population-  52%* 50-74  2years  FIT One Yes 92.0% NA NA 16.7% 269%  Mh% 82.3% I I
based years mammography communication Population- years  years based years communication
channel based. channel
Wallonia and
Brussels:
Non-population
-based.
26.1% Optimal No 50% NA Non-population- 21% 50-69 2years  Mammography NA 39.6% NA Non- 571%* 30-40  NA Cytology  One No 20.6% NA Non- 4%* NA NA NA NA NA 0.7% NA NA 86.2%  924% 63.0% 19.5% [ ]
based years population- years communication population-
based channel based
L. |
81.7% Optimal Yes 100% National  Population- 56% 50-69 2years  Mammography One 78.8% NA Population- ~ 78%* 2564 3years  Cytology  NA No 75.6% National ~ Population- ~ 25% 50-74  2years  gFOBT One NA 16.4% NA Under 2.2% 224%" 231% 71.8% -
based years communication based years based years communication discussion
channel channel
CERCEA Aligned Yes 5% National  Population- 25% 50-69  2years Digital One 81.9% NA Non- 69%* NA NA NA NA No n5% National ~ Population-  3%* 50-74  2years  FIT One Yes 83.8% NA NA 215% 258% 49.7% 65.6% -
based years mammography communication population- based years communication
channel based channel
87.1% Aligned Yes 15% National  Population- 58% >h4h 2years Digital One 93.0% National  Population-  75% 2570 Oneyear Cytology,  One No 90.3% National ~ Population- ~ 27% >50  2years  FIT One NA 82.3% NA Under 15% 32%N  39%" 85.1% h
based years mammography communication based years HPV co-test communication based years 10years  Colonoscopy communication discussion
channel channel channel
87.1% Aligned Yes 15% Regional  Population- 83% 50-69  2years Digital One 91.6% National  Population-  59% 2364 3years Cytology  One Yes- 87.6% Regional  Population-  61% 50-74  2years  FIT One Yes 93.5% NA NA 1BI1%N  185%  96%" 87.9% ==
based years mammography - communication based years  5years  HPVtest ~ communication partially based years communication
channel channel channel
Aligned Yes 5% National  Population- 59% 50-68  2years Mammography One 82.1% National ~ Population-  51% 30-65  b5years HPVtest  One No 86.3% National ~ Population- ~ 48% 60-68 2years  FIT Multiple Yes 80.0% NA Under 204%  336% 19.7% 75.4% e
based years communication based years communication based years communication discussion
channel channel channels
86.1% Aligned Yes 5% National  Population- 82% 50-69 2years  Digital One 91.4% National ~ Population-  72% 30-85 b5years  HPVitest  One Yes- 95.3% National ~ Population- ~ 79% 60-68 2years  FIT One NA 79.8% Recommendation ~ Under 125%"  106%" 10.3%" 88.9% +
based years mammography - communication based years communication  partially based years communication against discussion
channel channel channel
86.6% NN Yes 15% National  Population- 4% 50-74  2years  Mammography One 85.6% National ~ Population-  59% 2565 3years  Cytology  One Yes- 93.2% National ~ Population- ~ 35% 50-74  2years  FIT One Yes 89.2% Recommendation ~ NA 48%N  216%  3.6%" 90.0% I I
based years communication based years  5years  HPVtest ~ communication partially based years communication against
channel channel channel
CERVZA Aligned Yes 75% National  Population- 48% 50-69 2years  Mammography One 85.8% National ~ Population-  45% 20-85  1year Cytology  One Yes-forall 80.8% National ~ Population-  16% 50-85 Tor2years FIT One NA T4.7% Recommendation ~ Pilot for 36%N  142%  15%" 91.6% -
based years communication based years  3years  Cytology  communication based years  NA Colonoscopy communication against risk-adapted
channel andHPV  channel channel screening
test
44.8% RIS No 25% National  Population- 66%* 50-69  1year Digital One 80.0% NA Non- TB8%* NA NA Cytology ~ NA No 59% NA Non- 28%* 50-70 2years  gFOBT NA NA 43.6% NA NA 203%N  224%  49.5%" 69.3% E
based years mammography communication population- populatiob- years 5years  Colonoscopy
channel based based
L |
Aligned Yes 5% National  Population- 30% 4565  2years  Digital One 82.8% National ~ Population-  26% 2565 3years  Cytology  One No 76.6% National ~ Population- 3% 50-70 NA FIT One Yes 61.6% NA NA 330%  343% 1BI1% N3% —
based years mammography communication based years communication based years Colonoscopy communication
channel channel channel -
Aligned Yes 5% National  Population- 54% 40-74  2or 3years Digital One 92.0% National ~ Population-  65% 2364  3years  Cytology  One No 83.1% NA Population-  6%* >50  2years  FIT NA NA 62.1% NA NA 249%"  38.7%" 216%" 8% i'i
based years mammography communication based years  5years HPVtest  communication based years  NA Colonoscopy
channel channel
Aligned Yes 5% National  Population- 62% 50-69 2years  Mammography Multiple 88.0% National ~ Population-  73% 2565 3orbyears HPVtest  One No 89.9% National ~ Population-  50% 53-69 2years  FIT One Yes 80.6% NA Under BI%N  103%N 9.7%" 88.1% I I
based years communication based years communication based years communication discussion
channels channel channel
Aligned Yes 5% Regional  Population- 56% 50-69 2years  Digital One 87.0% National ~ Population-  39% 2564 3years  Cytology  One No 13.2% Regional  Population-  39% 5069 2years  FIT One Yes 84.3% NA NA 13.7% 315%  62%" 82.9% I I
based years mammography communication based years communication based years  NA Rectosigmoidoscopy communication
channel channel channel
Aigned No 25% National  Population- 3% 50-69 2years  Mammography One 82.9% National  Population-  35% 2570 3years  Cytologyor Multiple No 89.2% NA Non- 19% 50-74  2years  FIT One No 47.6% NA NA 2417%  B4%N 397% 13.4% —
based years communication based years HPVtest  communication population- years communication
channel channels based channel
Aligned Yes 5% National  Non population- 46% 50-69 2years  Digital One 68.8% National ~ Non- 53% 2559  3years  Cytology  One No 69.9% National ~ Non- 48% 50-74  2years  FIT One No 69.1% Yes, mainly Ongoing 15.3% 238% 182% 80.9% |——]
based years mammography communication population- years  5years HPVtest  communication population- years communication opportunistic
channel based channel based channel
LUXEMBOURG 68.5% IO Yes 5% National  Population- 54% 50-63  2years Mammography One 86.8% NA Non- 61% NA NA Cytology  One No 5.2% National ~ Population- ~ 49%* 55-74  2years  FIT One Yes 85.9% NA NA 9.6%"N  14.0%"N 75%A 89.6% —
based years communication population- communication based years communication
channel based channel channel
+
MALTA 80.9% W Yes 5% National  Population- 8% 50-69  2years  Mammography One 90.8% National ~ Population-  24% 2543 3years  Cytology  One No 65.1% National ~ Population- ~ 52% 5774 2years  FIT One Yes 86.4% NA Under 8.3% 123%  17.6%" 87.3% .
based years communication based years communication based years communication discussion
channel channel channel
THE 85.6% W% Yes 5% National  Population- 3% 50-75  2years Mammography One 89.9% National  Population-  55% 30-60  5years HPVtest  One Yes-forall 86.9% National ~ Population- ~ 71% 55-75 2years  FIT One Yes 89.6% Recommendation  Notplannedyet ~ 8.2%"  214%  M.1%" 86.4% —
NETHERLANDS based years communication based years communication based years communication against
channel channel channel —
88.6% Optimal Yes 100% National  Population- 66% 50-63  2years Digital One 88.8% National Population- ~ 78% 2569 Syears HPVtest ~ One Yes 96.3% National ~ Population- ~ 8%* 55-85  2years FIT One Yes 13.6% NA NA 121% 26.0%" 9.6%" 84.1% i
based years mammography communication based years communication based years communication
channel channel channel
69.4% UL Yes 5% National  Population- 33% 50-69  2years Mammography One 83.3% National  Population-  12% 2559 3years Cytology ~ NA No 68.7% National ~ Population- ~ 8%* 50-64 1time Colonoscopy One NA 51.3% NA Ongoing 396%  17.0%  37.6% 68.6% B
based years communication based years based years communication
channel channel
90.8% [l Yes 100% National  Population- 80%* 50-69  2years Digital One 91.0% National ~ Population-  66%* 2560  5years HPVitest ~ NA Yes- 88.8% National ~ Population-  41%* 50-74  2years  FIT One NA 85.0% NA NA 9.1%" 10.0%" 129%" 89.3% n
based years mammography communication based years partially based years communication
channel channel
L% M3 Insuficient  No 0% National  Non-population- 9%* NA NA Mammography NA 35.0% National  Non- 39%* 2564 Syears Cytology ~ NA No 56.5% National ~ Non- 3%* 50-74  2years  FIT NA NA 61.6% NA Under T18% 659% 949% 205% I I
based population- years population- years discussion
based based
68.0% IV No 25% National  Population- 26% 50-69  2years Digital One 173.8% National ~ Population-  44% 23-65 lordyears Cytology  One No 79.6% National ~ Population- 389%™ 50-75 2years  gFOBT One Yes 84.3% NA NA 239%  249% 18.8% 715% Em
based years mammography - communication based years communication based years 10years  Colonoscopy communication
channel channel channel
91.2% Optimal Yes 100% National  Population- % 50-69  2years Mammography One 90.6% National ~ Population-  72% 20-64  3years Cytology ~ One No 18.7% National ~ Population- 593%™ 50-74  2years  FIT One Yes 93.2% NA NA 6.8% 4% L8%N 93.7% _
based years communication based years communication based years communication
channel channel channel
—
864.0% WV Yes 75% National  Population- Th%* 50-69 2years  Mammography One 90.0% Regional  Population-  68%* 2565 3-5years Cytology  One Yes 94.7% Regional  Population-  32%* 5069 2years  FIT NA NA 71.6% No Ongoing 12.8% 285% 10.0%" 82.9% _—
based years communication based years HPVtest  communication based years
channel channel
85.7% W Yes 75% Regional  Population- 80%* 40-74 15102 Digital One 96.7% Regional ~ Population-  79%* 2310 57years HPVtest ~ NA Yes- 96.5% Regional ~ Population-  26%* 60-74 2years  FIT One Yes 76.6% NA Under 54%"  18.6%" 254%" 83.6% ==
based Years  years mammography communication based years partially based years communication discussion

channel

*Cancer screening coverage rates derived from survey data; other values are from programme data.
**These columns contain inequality scores according to three social determinants, as an average of values calculated for breast, cervical and colorectal cancer screening. Low values reflect low inequality in access to cancer screening, while high values indicate high inequality. By contrast, for all performance scores, low values reflect poor performance while high values reflect good performance. Sources and details on methodology available at eurnpeancancer.nrglscreemng
These inequality scores include values where inequalities are in favour of disadvantages groups, i.e. cases where access was higher for people with low education, low income, or living in rural areas.



