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ABSTRACT:

Objectives: The COVID-19 pandemic profoundly affected healthcare systems and patients.
There is a pressing need to comprehend the collateral effects of the pandemic on non-
communicable diseases. Here we examined the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on short-
term cancer survival in the United Kingdom (UK). We hypothesised that short-term survival from
nine cancers would be reduced during the pandemic, particularly cancers that benefit from
screening and early detection (e.g., breast and colorectal cancer).

Design: Population-based cohort study.

Setting: Electronic health records from UK primary care Clinical Practice Research Datalink
(CPRD) GOLD database.

Participants: There were 12,259,744 eligible patients aged =218 years with 2one year of prior
history identified from January 2000 to December 2021.

Main outcome measures: We estimated age-standardised incidence rates (IR) and short-term
(one- and two-year) survival of several common cancers (breast, colorectal, head and neck,
liver, lung, oesophagus, pancreatic, prostate, and stomach cancer) from 2000 to 2019 (in five-
year strata) compared to 2020 to 2021 using the Kaplan-Meier method.

Results: Apart from pancreatic cancer, IRs decreased for all cancers in 2020 and recovered to
different extents in 2021. Short-term survival improved for most cancers between 2000 to 2019,
but then declined for those diagnosed in 2020 to 2021.This was most pronounced for colorectal
cancer, with one-year survival falling from 79.3% [95% confidence interval: 78.5%-80.1%] in 2015
to 2019 to 76.3% [74.6%-78.1%] for those diagnosed in 2020 to 2021.

Conclusion: Short-term survival for many cancers was impacted by the management of the
COVID-19 pandemic in the UK. This decline was most prominent for colorectal cancer, with
reductions in survivorship equivalent to returning to mortality seen in the first decade of the 2000s.
These results illustrate the need for an immediate and well-funded investment in resolving the
current backlog in cancer screening and diagnostic procedures in the UK National Health Service
to improve patient outcomes.
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Introduction

The COVID-19 pandemic in late 2019 has left a permanent mark on global public health, with
profound implications for healthcare systems and patients. Whilst healthcare systems grappled
with the overwhelming demands of treating COVID-19 patients, there has emerged a pressing
need to comprehend the collateral effects of the pandemic on non-communicable diseases,
including cancer. Social restrictions and the prioritization of urgent over elective healthcare
provision imposed by the pandemic impacted screening and diagnostic pathways for many
cancers worldwide. Previous work has revealed that the number of routinely performed screening
and diagnostic tests for various cancers were reduced during the first lockdown, particularly
mammograms and colonoscopies [1-3]. Worryingly, rates of testing and screening in the United
Kingdom (UK) have remained below those observed before the pandemic from the first lockdown
until December 2021 [2]. Reduced screening and diagnostic tests inevitably cause delays leading
to more advanced stage at diagnosis and worsened prognosis.

Short-term survival from cancer has generally improved over the past two decades [4]. The
improvement in cancer survival can be attributed to several interconnected factors that have
contributed to advancements in cancer prevention: screening, early diagnosis, and treatment [5].
These factors have collectively led to better outcomes and increased survival rates for cancer
patients. However, the pandemic’s disruptive impact on healthcare systems and cancer care
delivery has raised concerns about delayed diagnosis, altered treatment regimens, delays in
surgery, and reduced access to essential services all of which may have adverse consequences
for cancer patients’ survival.

The UK’s National Health Service (NHS) was already under pressure prior to the pandemic,
suffering from years of reduced funding, and substantial challenges including staff shortages and
reduced hospital beds per capita [6]. Staffing issues were further compounded because many
doctors and nurses were on sick leave or isolating due to COVID-19 exposure. Surgical staff were
redeployed to care for COVID-19 patients, and operating theatres and outpatient clinics were
closed to free up resources for patients with COVID-19 [7]. This led to the halting of routine and
elective care in the months following the outbreak [8]. Despite these efforts, the rapid spread of
COVID-19 in the UK impacted health and social care nationally, and the government implemented
three national lockdowns.

Given the prioritization of urgent care for COVID-19 during the pandemic on top of a stretched
NHS, we hypothesised that delays in the diagnosis and/or lack of cancer screening would lead to
increased short-term mortality due to more advanced stages at diagnosis. We speculated that the
expected delay in diagnosis and hence potentially reduced short-term survival would be more
noticeable for cancers that benefit from early detection, and for which we have successful
screening programmes (such as breast and colorectal cancer).

The overall aim of this study was to investigate the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic and its
management on short-term cancer survival in the UK. Using pseudonymized UK NHS records we
examined: 1) secular trends in the incidence of several common cancers from 2000 to 2019
compared to 2020 to 2021; and 2) the short-term survival following diagnosis of the same cancers
from 2000 to 2019 and compared to those diagnosed in 2020 to 2021.
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Methods
Study Participants

All patients were required to be aged 18 years or older and have at least one year of prior history
within the database and information on age and sex available, excluding individuals diagnosed
with the same cancer any time in clinical history. For the incidence rate estimations, the study
cohort consisted of individuals present in the database from 1st January 2000 or their first day of
eligibility (whichever occurred first). These individuals were followed up to whichever came first:
the cancer outcome of interest, date if death, exit from the database, or the 31st of December
2021 (the end of study period). For the survival analysis, only individuals with a newly diagnosed
cancer were included. These individuals were followed up from the date of their diagnosis to either
date of death, exit from the database, or end of the study period. For the breast cancer outcome,
only females were included and for the prostate cancer outcome, only males were included in the
study whereas for all other outcomes both sexes were included.

Study design

This was a population-based cohort study using routinely collected primary care data from the
Clinical Practice Research Datalink (CPRD) GOLD database (July 2022 Version 2022.07.001) in
the United Kingdom (UK). This study uses data provided by patients and collected by the NHS as
part of their care and support.

Procedures

People with a diagnosis of a cancer of interest and a denominator cohort were identified from
CPRD GOLD to estimate cancer incidence and overall survival. CPRD GOLD contains
pseudonymised patient-level information on demographics, lifestyle data, clinical diagnoses,
prescriptions and preventive care contributed by general practitioners (GP) from the UK. It is an
established primary care database broadly representative of the UK population [9]. Patient-level
data used in this study was obtained through an approved application to the CPRD (application
number 22 001843). This database was mapped to the Observational Medical Outcomes
Partnership (OMOP) Common Data Model (CDM) [10].

Outcomes

We used SNOMED CT diagnostic codes to identify incident cancer events for the nine cancers.
Diagnostic codes indicative of either non-malignant cancer or metastasis were excluded as well
as diagnosis code indicative of melanoma and lymphoma occurring in the organs/sites of interest.
The cancer outcome definitions were reviewed with the aid of the CohortDiagnostics R package
[11]. This package was used to identify additional codes of interest and to remove those
highlighted as irrelevant based on feedback from clinicians with oncology expertise through an
iterative process. The clinical codelists used to define all cancer outcomes can be found in
Supplementary Table S1. Additionally, a detailed description of all cancer outcomes is also
provided at https://dpa-pde-oxford.shinyapps.io/EHDENCancerincPrevCohortDiagShiny/. For
survival analysis, mortality was defined as all-cause mortality based on date of death records.
Mortality data in CPRD GOLD has been previously validated and shown to be over 98% accurate
[12].
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Statistical Analysis

A population-based cohort study was conducted to examine the incidence and survival of nine
cancers in patients aged 18 years and over registered with CPRD GOLD between January 2000
and December 2021.

The population characteristics of patients with a diagnosis of each cancer were summarised
overall and separately for each calendar year strata, with median and interquartile range (IQR)
used for continuous variables and counts and percentages used for categorical variables.

Annual crude incidence rates (IR) were calculated for all cancer outcomes from 2000 to 2021. For
incidence, the number of events, the observed time at risk, and the IR per 100,000 person years
were summarised along with 95% confidence intervals. Annual IRs were calculated as the number
of incident cancer cases as the numerator and the exact recorded number of person-years in the
general population within that year as the denominator.

Using the crude IRs, age-standardized IRs were calculated using the 2013 European Standard
Population ESP2013 [13]. The ESP2013 serves as a standard population with a predefined age
distribution where results are adjusted to match this distribution and account for differences in
age structures between different populations to ensure fair comparisons. The ESP2013 provides
predefined age distribution in five-year age bands; therefore, we collapsed these to obtain
distributions for 10-year age bands used in this study. We used the age distribution of 20 to 29
years from ESP2013 for age-standardization as age distributions were not available for 18 to 29
years age band used in this study.

For survival analysis, we stratified by calendar time of cancer diagnosis (2000 to 2004, 2005 to
2009, 2010 to 2014, 2015 to 2019, and 2020 to 2021). To estimate short-term survival at one and
two years, we used the Kaplan-Meier (KM) method. Any patients whose death date and cancer
diagnosis date occurred on the same date were removed from the survival analysis (0.48-3.64%
of patients depending on cancer). To avoid re-identification, we do not report results with less
than five cases.

Code availability

All code used for these analyses is publicly available online (https://github.com/oxford-
pharmacoepi/EHDENCancerincidencePrevalence). Analyses were carried out using R (version
4.2.3).

Patient and public involvement

No patients or members of the public were involved in the design, analysis or interpretation of this
study or the reported data because the study aims to examine population-level trends and
patterns rather than individual experiences or perspectives.

Results

There were 12,254,874 eligible patients 18 years and older, with at least one year of prior history
identified from January 2000 to December 2021 from CPRD GOLD. The attrition table for this
study for each cancer can be found in Supplementary Table S2. A summary of patient
characteristics of those with a diagnosis of the different cancers is shown in Table 1.
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Table 1: Baseline characteristics of patients at the time of cancer diagnosis for this study from 2000 to 2021.
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From Table 1, breast cancer was the most common cancer followed by prostate, colorectal and
lung. Males were more likely to have a cancer diagnosis apart from breast cancer and for
pancreatic cancer where there were no sex differences in numbers diagnosed. Cancer diagnoses
were more common with increasing age peaking in those aged 70 to 79 years of age for all
cancers apart from those diagnosed with breast or head and neck where more diagnoses were
in those aged 60 to 69 years of age. For breast, prostate and head and neck cancers, these
patients had the lowest percentages of comorbidities whereas those with a diagnosis of liver,
stomach and lung cancers had the highest percentages of comorbidities.

Comparing patient characteristics of those diagnosed in 2020 to 2021 with the other calendar
year groups (2000 to 2004, 2005 to 2009, 2010 to 2014, 2015 to 2019) showed similar socio-
demographics with very similar age and sex distributions regardless of the year of diagnosis.
Regarding comorbidities, atrial fibrillation was more common in those diagnosed in 2020 to 2021
compared to people diagnosed with similar cancers in previous years. Detailed patient
characteristics stratified by calendar year of diagnosis in five-year strata can be found in
Supplementary Tables S3.1-3.9.

Regarding secular trends in the incidence of cancer, annual age-standardised IRs increased from
2000 up to 2019 for all cancers except breast, colorectal, oesophageal, and stomach cancer
(Figure 1). Apart from pancreatic cancer, IRs decreased for all cancers in 2020 and recovered to
different extents in 2021. For breast, colorectal, oesophageal and pancreatic cancers, IRs in 2021
were higher compared to 2019. Whereas for head and neck, liver, lung, prostate and stomach
cancers IRs were still lower in 2021 compared to before the pandemic in 2019. Results showing
the crude annualised IRs can be found in Supplementary Figure S4.
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Figure 1: Age-standardised annual incidence rates (per 100000 person years) for nine
cancers from 2000 to 2021 (red line indicating start of covid pandemic in 2020).

Positive trends in the survival of most cancers were observed in the years 2000 to 2019.
Improvements in one- and two-year survival were more obvious for liver, lung, and prostate
cancer (one-year survival increased from 34.6% to 47% for liver cancer; from 33.4% to 45.2% for
lung cancer; and from 90.7% to 94.9% for prostate cancer from 2000 to 2019) and minimal or
non-significant for head and neck and pancreatic cancers (one-year survival increased from
81.1% to 81.2% for head and neck cancer and from 23.3% to 28.1% for pancreatic cancer from
2000 to 2019) (Table 2).
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In contrast, the first two years of the pandemic (2020 to 2021) saw a decline in short-term (one-
year) survival for most cancers (Table 2). More specifically, one-year survival dropped
significantly after a colorectal cancer diagnosis, from 79.3% (95%CI 78.5% to 80.1%) in 2015 to
2019 to 76.3% (74.6% to 78.1%) in 2020 to 2021. A decrease in one-year survival was also
observed for many other cancers: from 81.2% (79.6% to 82.8%) to 78.8% (75.3% to 82.4%) for
head and neck cancer; from 47% (43.8% to 50.3%) to 42.7% (36.8% to 49.4%) for liver cancer;
from 45.2% (43.3% to 47.2%) to 40.9% (37.1% to 45.2%) for oesophageal cancer; from 28.1%
(26.1% to 30.3%) to 25.1% (21.4% to 29.3%) for pancreatic cancer; and from 47.9% (44.8% to
51.2%) to 45.5% (39.1% to 52.9%) for stomach cancer. Lung, breast, and prostate cancers were
an exception, with no observable decline in one-year survival in 2020 to 2021.

Survival after two years since diagnosis also indicated that those diagnosed during 2020 to 2021
had lower survival for some cancers (Table 2), however sample sizes were small. We observed
slight decreases in two-year survival for those diagnosed in 2015 to 2019 compared to those
diagnosed in 2020 to 2021 for many cancers: from 92.1% (91.6 to 92.6) to 91.8% (90.4 to 93.2)
for breast cancer; from 69.1% (68.1% to 70.1%) to 65.8% (62.5% to 69.2%) for colorectal cancer;
from 71.7% (69.7% to 73.6%) to 65.1% (54.8% to 77.4%) for head and neck cancer; from 26.2%
(24.4% to 28.1%) to 25.6% (20.6% to 31.9%) for oesophageal cancer; from 14.3% (12.6% to
16.3%) to 14.3% (9.9% to 20.6%) for pancreatic cancer; and from 32.9% (29.8% to 36.4%) to
31.2% (22.0% to 44.2%) for stomach cancer. Two-year survivals of lung, liver, and prostate
cancers remained unchanged when comparing those diagnosed in 2015 to 2019 and those
diagnosed in 2020 to 2021.

Table 2. Survival probabilities for all cancer outcomes at one and two years after
diagnosis stratified by calendar year group

Cancer Calendar years % One year survival % Two-year survival
(95% CI) (95% ClI)

2000 to 2004 93.7 (93.3 to 94.1) 88.4 (87.8 to 89.0)

2005 to 2009 95.2 (94.9 to 95.5) 90.8 (90.4 to 91.2)

Breast 2010 to 2014 95.6 (95.3 to 95.9) 91.1 (90.7 to 91.5)
2015 to 2019 95.8 (95.5 t0 96.2) 92.1 (91.6 to 92.6)

2020 to 2021 95.4 (94.6 to 96.2) 91.8 (90.4 to 93.2)

2000 to 2004 76.8 (75.8 to 77.8) 66.0 (64.8 to 67.3)

2005 to 2009 77.7 (77.0 to 78.4) 66.2 (65.4 to 67.1)

Colorectal 2010 to 2014 79.5 (78.9 to 80.2) 69.1 (68.3 to 69.9)
2015 to 2019 79.3 (78.5 t0 80.1) 69.1 (68.1 to 70.1)

2020 to 2021 76.3 (74.6 to 78.1) 65.8 (62.5 to 69.2)

2000 to 2004 81.1 (79.1 to 83.2) 71.7 (69.1 to 74.3)

2005 to 2009 79.6 (78.1t0 81.1) 69.0 (67.3 to 70.8)

Head & Neck 2010 to 2014 81.9 (80.6 to 83.3) 71.6 (70.0 to 73.3)
2015 to 2019 81.2 (79.6 to 82.8) 71.7 (69.7 to 73.6)

2020 to 2021 78.8 (75.3 t0 82.4) 65.1 (54.8to 77.4)
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2000 to 2004 34.6 (29.0t0 41.2) 22.5(17.1t0 29.7)

2005 to 2009 34.0 (30.8 to 37.5) 19.1 (16.2 to 22.5)

Liver 2010 to 2014 43.4 (40.6 to 46.5) 28.8 (26.0 to 31.9)
2015 to 2019 47.0 (43.8 t0 50.3) 31.4 (28.2 to 35.0)

2020 to 2021 42.7 (36.8 t0 49.4) 31.6 (25.4 t0 39.4)

2000 to 2004 33.4 (32.1t0 34.8) 19.2 (18.0 to 20.5)

2005 to 2009 35.3 (34.4 t0 36.2) 19.8 (18.9 to 20.6)

Lung 2010 to 2014 39.6 (38.7 to 40.5) 24.0 (23.21t0 24.9)
2015 to 2019 45.2 (44.1t0 46.3) 30.4 (29.3 to 31.5)

2020 to 2021 44.1 (42.1t0 46.3) 31.2(28.5t0 34.1)

2000 to 2004 41.2 (39.0 to 43.5) 23.2 (21.2t0 25.5)

2005 to 2009 42.0 (40.4 to 43.6) 23.5(22.0t0 25.1)

Oesophagus 2010 to 2014 46.1 (44.5 to 47.7) 27.9 (26.3 to 29.5)
2015 to 2019 45.2 (43.310 47.2) 26.2 (24.4 10 28.1)

2020 to 2021 40.9 (37.1to0 45.2) 25.6 (20.6 to 31.9)

2000 to 2004 23.3 (20.7 t0 26.2) 11.7 (9.5t0 14.4)

2005 to 2009 23.0 (21.4t0 24.9) 11.6 (10.2 to 13.2)

Pancreas 2010 to 2014 25.2 (23.5t0 26.9) 12.5(11.1 to 14.1)
2015 to 2019 28.1 (26.1 to 30.3) 14.3 (12.6 to 16.3)

2020 to 2021 25.1 (21.4 t0 29.3) 14.3 (9.9 to 20.6)

2000 to 2004 90.7 (90.1 t0 91.3) 81.6 (80.6 to 82.5)

2005 to 2009 92.4 (92.0 t0 92.9) 85.3 (84.7 t0 85.9)

Prostate 2010 to 2014 94.4 (94.1 to 94.8) 88.7 (88.1 10 89.2)
2015 to 2019 94.9 (94.5 t0 95.3) 89.1 (88.5 t0 89.7)

2020 to 2021 94.5 (93.6 t0 95.4) 90.5 (89.0 to 92.0)

2000 to 2004 41.8 (38.8 t0 45.0) 27.7 (24.8 t0 31.0)

2005 to 2009 40.1 (38.0 to 42.2) 24.6 (22.7 t0 26.7)

Stomach 2010 to 2014 44.5 (42.2 to 46.8) 28.4 (26.3 t0 30.7)
2015 to 2019 47.9 (44.8 10 51.2) 32.9 (29.8 t0 36.4)

2020 to 2021 45.5 (39.1 t0 52.9) 31.2 (22.0 to 44.2)

The KM survival curves for all 9 cancers from the date of diagnosis to two years of follow-up are
shown in Figure 2. Individual plots for each cancer can be found in Supplementary Figures S5.1-
5.9. The numbers at risk, events and censoring at each of the time points in the KM plots for each
cancer shown in Figure 2 is included in Supplementary Table S6.

Cancer survival curves depicted in Figure 2 are consistent with the one- and two-year survival
probabilities shown in Table 2. Survival trends tended to improve in the years 2000 to 2019 but
then declined for colorectal, head and neck, oesophageal, pancreatic, and stomach cancers after
their diagnosis in 2020 to 2021.
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Figure 2: Kaplan Meier survival curves for all nine cancers stratified by calendar time of
cancer diagnosis.
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Discussion

In this large cohort of over 12 million people, the incidence of cancer diagnoses in the UK
decreased in the first year of the pandemic (2020) to then recover to different extents in 2021 for
most cancers. This was more obvious for colorectal and oesophageal cancer, with rates of new
diagnosis in 2021 higher than those recorded immediately before the pandemic in 2019.

One- and two-year survival after a diagnosis of cancer increased in the years 2000-2019 for most
cancers, and more clearly for cancers that benefit from novel treatments including antivirals (e.g.,
liver cancer) and immune therapies (e.g., lung cancer). Cancers included in national screening
programmes (e.g., breast, colorectal) have also improved prognosis in these same years, likely
due to earlier diagnosis.

In contrast with observable improvements over the previous 20 years, our results demonstrate
how the first two years of the pandemic led to a decline in short-term survival for most cancers in
the UK. This decline was most pronounced for colorectal cancers, with reductions in survivorship
equivalent to returning to mortality seen in the first decade of the 2000s. We found no evidence
that this decrease in survivorship could be due to differences in socio-demographics or
comorbidity: subjects diagnosed with cancer in 2020-2021 were of similar age and sex and had
fewer comorbidities compared to those diagnosed in previous years.

In line with our results, UK cancer statistics demonstrate the increasing trend in cancer incidence
over the past decades [14, 15]. Reasons for increases are multifaceted and vary per cancer type
but generally include diagnostic testing (e.g., PSA for prostate cancer), public awareness of
symptomology (e.g., for breast cancer), and an ageing population [14]. Unsurprisingly, the
COVID-19 pandemic halted screening programmes, diagnostic appointments, and may have
altered patients’ health-seeking behaviours in an attempt to contain the virus. These alterations
during the pandemic led to reduced cancer diagnoses, as evidenced by our results as well as
other European data [16-18]. This contrasts with data from the United States showing an increase
in diagnoses of lung, colorectal, pancreatic, breast and prostate cancers in 2020 compared to
2019 [19], and illustrates the selective channelling of healthcare resources in the UK NHS during
the first 2 years of the pandemic. Our data for the first time show that cancer incidence rates have
largely recovered since 2020, yet diagnoses should likely exceed observed rates in order to
account for the backlog in diagnoses accumulated in 2020.

One major implication of reductions in cancer incidence is that diagnoses and treatments have
been delayed, affecting patient survival. This may be particularly prominent for cancers included
in screening programmes, like colorectal cancers. Whilst the literature on survival estimates post-
pandemic are sparse, some global estimates align with our UK-based estimates demonstrating
the impact of diagnostic delays, reduction in care/availability of treatments on cancer survival,
with an increase in total deaths from most cancers from 2019 to 2021 [19]. For example, data
from Canada indicates that cancers for which there are organised screening programmes were
most impacted by the pandemic in terms of one-year survival, including colorectal, non-Hodgkin
lymphoma and uterine cancers, but not breast cancer [20]. This is in line with our findings of a
more obvious and significant decrease in short-term survival seen among those newly diagnosed
with colorectal cancer in 2020-2021 compared to previous years. The relatively small effect of the
pandemic on breast cancer survival may be related to increased patient awareness of
symptomology and surveillance of potential breast lumps at home (allowing greater detection);
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coupled with the fact that short-term survival is relatively much higher for breast cancer compared
to other cancers.

Although cancer-related complications are often considered the primary cause of death in cancer
patients, it is essential to acknowledge that individuals with cancer face an elevated risk of
mortality due to direct COVID-19 infection [21]. Attributable causes of death were investigated in
a small cohort study from France, demonstrating that whilst 1-year overall survival of colorectal
cancer patients substantially decreased in 2020 compared to 2018-2019, these additional deaths
were attributable to COVID-19 infection, not the impact on healthcare delivery or cancer severity
at diagnosis [22]. Though it should be noted that some reports demonstrate no effect of the
pandemic on some cancer mortality rates during 2020 compared to 2019 [23-25]. Regional
differences in cancer care disruptions, particularly changes in treatment regimens and surgical
delays following the pandemic, may explain these discrepancies. Indeed, at least in the
Netherlands, the Dutch healthcare system successfully upheld essential care for individuals
diagnosed with pancreatic cancer, with no effect of the pandemic on survival [24]. Despite these
discrepancies, our results align with projections. A simulation study using cancer survival data
from Public Health England and UK NHS digital estimated nearly 10,000 life-years lost over 10
years due to reductions in 2-week wait referrals [26]. Another UK study estimated a 7.9%-9.6%
increase in breast cancer deaths up to 5 years post-diagnosis, with corresponding figures of
15.3%-16.6% for colorectal cancer; 4.8%-5.3% for lung cancer; and 5.8%-6% for oesophageal
cancer [27]. Collectively, these estimates correspond to around 3,500 additional deaths and
around 60,000 additional years of life lost. Whether the pandemic has longer-term impact on
cancer survival is yet to be determined.

Surgical delays during the pandemic may account for the decreased overall survival observed for
nearly all cancers. Indeed, a meta-analysis of 25 studies demonstrated that surgical delays up to
12 weeks during the pandemic decreased overall survival from breast, lung, and colon cancers,
with hazard ratios of 1.46 (95%CI 1.28-1.65), 1.04 (95%CI 1.02-1.06), and 1.24 (95%CI 1.12-
1.38), respectively [28].

Our study had limitations. First, we used primary care data without linkage to cancer registry,
potentially leading to misclassification and delayed recording. However, the longitudinal nature
and gatekeeper role of primary care in the UK NHS maximises the likelihood of complete
recording, and previous validation studies have shown high accuracy and completeness of cancer
diagnoses in primary care records [29]. Second, our use of primary care records precluded us
from studying tumour histology, staging or cancer therapies which can all impact survival. In this
study, we calculated overall survival for each cancer which does not differentiate between deaths
caused by cancer vs. other causes. Therefore, it is a broad, more realistic measure of overall
survival but does not provide information about the specific impact of cancer on mortality.

Our study also has strengths. The large sample size and over 20 years of follow up provided by
CPRD GOLD make this a unique dataset for longitudinal analyses like the ones reported here.
Cancer incidence rates before the pandemic reported here are in line with national data from
Cancer Research UK statistics for all cancers, providing confidence in the validity of our estimates
[15]. The high validity and completeness of mortality data, with over 98% accuracy when
compared to national mortality records [12] allowed us to demonstrate the impact of the COVID-
19 pandemic on short-term survival, one of the key outcomes in cancer care. Finally, the use of
a representative sample of routinely collected health data increases generalisability of our results
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and minimises Hawthorne effects (i.e., a change in behaviour because of a patient’s awareness
of being observed).

Taken together with previous research, our results show compelling evidence that short-term
survival from cancer was impacted by the management of the COVID-19 pandemic in the UK.
The combination of a decline in diagnoses followed by an increase in short-term mortality for
many cancers and more clearly for colorectal malignancies provide compelling evidence of delays
in diagnosis during the first two years of the pandemic. Yet, other factors such as reduced care /
unavailability of certain cancer treatments may have contributed to reduced survival of those
diagnosed with cancer during the pandemic. While more and longer-term data are needed to fully
comprehend the impact of COVID-19 on cancer care, our findings illustrate the need for an
immediate and intense investment from the UK NHS to resolve the current backlog in cancer
screening and diagnostic procedures to improve cancer survival.
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