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Oral and oropharyngeal cancer: time
from first symptoms to treatment
initiation and associated factors

Abstract: The aim of this study was to evaluate the time elapsed from
first symptoms to the treatment of oral and oropharyngeal cancer
(OOC) and to identify variables associated with treatment delay. This
is an observational study with retrospective and prospective data
collection. Patients with a diagnosis of OOC seen at the Head and Neck
Surgery outpatient clinic of a Brazilian public hospital were included
and followed up to treatment initiation. Participants answered a
questionnaire for the collection of socioeconomic, demographic,
cultural, and clinical information, as well as information about the time
elapsed from first symptoms to the first appointment with a head and
neck surgeon. Time to treatment was classified into four intervals: 1- first
symptoms to first medical appointment; 2- first medical appointment
to specialized medical care; 3- specialized medical care to preparation
for treatment; and 4- preparation for treatment to treatment initiation.
Bivariate statistics were computed. Out of 100 participants, nine died
before treatment. Mean time to treatment was 217 days. Highest mean
time was observed for interval 2 (94 days), followed by interval 1 (63
days), interval 4 (39 days), and interval 3 (21 days). At interval 1, a
longer time was associated with severe alcohol consumption, severe
smoking, and family history of cancer. At interval 2, the delay was
associated with appointment with a general practitioner, clinical
diagnosis of disease other than cancer, and antibiotic prescription. At
interval 4, delay in treatment was associated with surgical treatment.
Patients with OOC experience delays from symptom onset to treatment
initiation. The longest interval was associated with professional delay,
followed by patient delay in help-seeking.

Keywords: Mouth Neoplasms; Oropharyngeal Neoplasms; Time-to-
Treatment; Diagnosis, Oral.

Introduction

Oral and oropharyngeal cancer (OOC) is a public health problem,
accounting for approximately 160,000 deaths worldwide in 2020.! OOC
is the sixth most common malignancy worldwide, and regions such as
Latin America (Brazil, Uruguay, Puerto Rico, and Cuba), Asia (Sri Lanka,
Pakistan, and Taiwan), and the Pacific Islands (Papua New Guinea and
Melanesia) present the highest incidence rates.>* Despite advances in
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therapeutic modalities, the 5-year survival rate
has not improved considerably, mostly due to late
diagnosis.® Accordingly, early diagnosis and treatment
significantly increase the survival rates and quality
of life of patients.”®

Comprehending the factors that affect OOC
treatment delay is of paramount importance to prevent
late diagnosis, but there is still no consensus on a time
point beyond which a cancer diagnosis should be
considered delayed. In this regard, different models
have been proposed to standardize the evaluation
of time intervals for cancer treatment.>* The Aarhus
statement’ is a refined and updated version of the
Andersen model® and standardizes the time intervals
within a conceptual framework, suggesting four
time intervals: appraisal, help-seeking, diagnosis,
and pretreatment. This model considers events,
processes, intervals, and contributing factors from
the first symptoms to treatment initiation.’

Previous studies have reported a long interval
from first symptoms to referral for diagnosis, and
this has represented a risk factor for advanced staging
and mortality from OOC.!" In this sense, patient
delay in seeking care has been reported as the main
contributing factor for the overall delay in the diagnosis
and treatment of OOC.>'%8 On the other hand, studies
about the factors associated with patient, professional,
and treatment delays are scarce, especially in the
Brazilian population,®® and they usually evaluate
head and neck cancers all together."**

The aim of this study was to evaluate the time
elapsed from the first symptoms to the beginning
of treatment of OOC patients seen at a Brazilian
public hospital, describing four intervals within this
timeline, and to identify the variables associated
with treatment delay. The rationale was to identify
the intervals that contribute the most to the delay of
OOC treatment and the determinants of this delay so
that educational and training actions can be designed
accordingly, thus favoring timely treatment, longer
survival, and better quality of life of patients.

Methodology

The study was approved by the Research
Ethics Committee of the “Hospital Sao Jodo de
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Deus” (statement number: 40/2010; protocol no.
126). To confirm their voluntary participation,
individuals signed an informed consent form.
The study was conducted in accordance with the
Declaration of Helsinki, assuring the anonymity of
the participants.

This is an observational study with both
retrospective and prospective data collection.
The convenience sample was selected between July
2017 and June 2019 and included 100 consecutive
patients with a diagnosis of OOC who attended their
first appointment at the Head and Neck Surgery
outpatient clinic of a Brazilian public hospital
(“Hospital Sao Jodo de Deus”, Divinépolis, Brazil).
Patients with lip lesions were excluded. During
the first appointment, participants answered a
questionnaire on clinical, demographic, personal,
cultural, social, and economic characteristics, as well
as on the time elapsed from the first symptoms to
the first appointment at the head and neck surgery
outpatient clinic. Patients were then followed up
to the beginning of cancer treatment.

Time to cancer treatment was analyzed based
on the Aarhus Statement’ and classified into four
intervals (Figure): interval 1: time from the first
symptoms to first medical appointment; interval
2: time from first medical appointment to first
appointment at the Head and Neck Surgery outpatient
clinic; interval 3: time from first appointment at
the Head and Neck Surgery outpatient clinic to
preparation for treatment (tests and exams prior
to surgery or chemoradiation); and interval 4: time
elapsed from preparation for treatment to treatment
initiation. Information about intervals 1 and 2 was
collected retrospectively from the patients during
the first appointment at the Head and Neck Surgery
outpatient clinic, whereas information about intervals
3 and 4 was prospectively registered by the head
and neck surgery medical team.

The associated factors evaluated at interval 1
were sex, age at first medical appointment, marital
status, place of residence, distance from home to
the primary healthcare center, availability of dental
care at primary healthcare center, access to private
healthcare, alcohol consumption, smoking, time
to schedule the first medical appointment, family
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Mean time elapsed from first symptom to treatment beginning = 216.66 days

Interval 1

First symptoms

Mean = 63 days
Median = 36 days

First medical appointment

Interval 1 Interval 2

Factors associated (p<0.05):
- Shortened time:

First professional (specialist)
Clinical diagnosis (cancer)
No prescription medication

1
:
Factors associated (p<0.05): :
- Shortened time: 1
Non-smokers X
Smokers (Grade 1, 2) 1
Alcohol intake (Grade 1, 2, 3) :
! - Delayed time:
: First professional (generalist)
1 Clinical diagnosis (not cancer)
X Antibiotic prescription
1
1

- Delayed time:
Alcohol intake

Alcohol intake (Grade 4)
Smokers (Grade 3, 4)
Family history of cancer

Interval 2

Mean = 94 days
Median = 65 days

Recruitment and selection of subjects

Interval 3 Interval 4

Mean = 21 days
Median = 14 days

Mean = 39 days
Median = 39 days

Treatment beginning

Head and Neck
surgery appointment
Preparation for treatment

Interval 4

Interval 3

Factors associated (p<0.05):
- Shortened time:
None

Factors associated (p<0.05):
- Shortened time:
Non-surgical treatment

- Delayed time:
None

- Delayed time:
Surgical treatment

Figure 1. Timeline and associated factors, based on Aarhus Statement.? Time from first symptoms to treatment initiation of patients
with oral and oropharyngeal cancer at a Brazilian public hospital, considering the four intervals. Factors associated with shortened
or delayed time are shown. The green arrows are proportionally sized.

history of any type of cancer, family history of head
and neck cancer, and clinical stage of the disease
(TNM). For interval 2, the factors evaluated were
qualification of the first healthcare professional
who attended to the patient, clinical diagnosis,
appointment at the private healthcare center, drug
prescription, antibiotic prescription, and clinical
staging. For interval 3, family income, access to
private healthcare, treatment preparation in the
private healthcare system, and clinical staging were
analyzed. Finally, at interval 4, two variables were
evaluated: treatment modality and clinical staging.
All variables were dichotomized for statistical
analysis considering the median time of each time
interval as a reference (see the Results section).
Alcohol consumption was graded considering
daily intake, as follows: grade 1: one bottle of beer
(600 mL), one glass of wine (150 mL), or one dose of
distilled spirits (50 mL); grade 2: two bottles of beer,
two glasses of wine, or two doses of distilled spirits;
grade 3: three bottles of beer, three glasses of wine,

or three doses of distilled spirits; and grade 4: four
bottles of beer, four glasses of wine, or four doses
of distilled spirits. Smoking habit was also graded
considering daily usage: grade 1: 10 conventional
cigarettes or one roll-your-own cigarette; grade 2:
20 conventional cigarettes or two roll-your-own
cigarettes; grade 3: 30 conventional cigarettes or three
roll-your-own cigarettes; and grade 4: 40 conventional
cigarettes or four roll-your-own cigarettes.

Statistical analysis was performed using
the SPSS® software, version 19.0. Pearson’s chi-
square and Fisher’s exact tests were performed to
assess the association between time intervals and
clinical, demographic, personal, cultural, social,
and economic characteristics. p-values < 0.05 were
considered significant.

Results

One hundred patients were included (78 males
and 22 females), and the age range was 38 to 91
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Table 1. Factors associated with time from the first symptoms to first medical appointment (time interval 1) of patients with oral
and oropharyngeal cancer seen at the Head and Neck Surgery outpatient clinic of a Brazilian public hospital.

Time from first symptoms to first appointment - n (%)

Variable p-value*
< 30 days > 30 days
Sex 0.281
Male 35 (46.1) 41 (53.9)
Female 13 (59.1) 9 (40.9)
Age at first medical appointment 0.542
< 55 years 22 (45.8) 26 (54.2)
> 55 years 26 (52.0) 24 (48.0)
Marital status 0.670
Not married 21 (46.7) 24 (53.3)
Married 27 (50.9) 26 (49.1)
Place of residence 0.415
Urban 43 (50.6) 42 (49.4)
Rural 5(38.5) 8 (61.5)
Distance from home to primary healthcare center 0.673
< 3 blocks 21 (46.7) 24 (53.3)
> 3 blocks 27 (50.9) 26 (49.1)
Availability of dental care at primary healthcare center 0.101
No 21 (60.0) 14 (40.0)
Yes 26 (42.6) 35 (57.4)
Access to private healthcare 0.302
No 41 (47.1) 46 (52.9)
Yes 7 (63.6) 4 (36.4)
Alcohol consumption 0.005**
Yes 41 (45.1) 50 (54.9)
No 7 (100) 0 (0.00)
Alcohol consumption intensity 0.007**
Grades 1,2, 3 17 (68.0) 8 (32.0)
Grade 4 24 (36.4) 42 (63.6)
Smoking 0.015**
Yes 40 (44.9) 49 (55.1)
No 8 (88.9) 1(11.1)
Smoking intensity 0.0071**
Grades 1, 2 25 (65.8) 13 (34.2)
Grades 3, 4 15 (29.4) 36 (70.6)
Time to schedule the first medical appointment 0.483
< 7 days 34 (50.7) 33 (49.3)
> 7 days 12 (42.9) 16 (57.1)
Continue
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Continuation
Family history of cancer
No
Yes
Family history of head and neck cancer
No
Yes
Clinical stage (TNM)
[, 1l
1, v

0.043**
29 (59.2) 20 (40.8)
19 (38.8) 30 (61.2)
0.076
45 (52.3 41 (47.7)
3(25.0) 9(75.0)
0.307
16 (57.1) 12 (42.9)
32 (45.7) 38 (54.3)

Missing data were not considered for statistical comparisons. *Chi-square and Fisher’s exact tests. **statistically significant.

years. Fifty-five patients had oral cancer and 45 had
oropharyngeal cancer. Most patients (n= 72) were
diagnosed at clinical stages III and 1V, whereas
the remaining patients (n= 28) were diagnosed
at stages I and II. The mean time from the first
symptoms to treatment initiation was 217 days.
Figure shows the mean and median time for each
interval and the factors associated with shortened
and delayed time. Tables 1, 2, 3, and 4 show the
results for all factors analyzed at time intervals 1,
2,3, and 4, respectively.

The mean time to schedule an appointment with
a head and neck surgeon was shorter (61 days) when
the first medical appointment was performed by
a specialist (of any area) rather than by a general
practitioner (124 days). Moreover, the nine patients
who died before treatment showed longer time
for intervals 1 and 2 (mean of 83 and 137 days,
respectively) when compared to those who started
treatment (mean of 61 and 90 days, respectively).
Finally, patients with oral cancer had a slightly
shorter time from symptom onset to treatment
initiation (mean of 202 days) compared with those
with oropharyngeal tumors (227 days).

Discussion

The delay from the onset of OOC symptoms to
diagnosis and treatment is known to be associated
with advanced-stage disease and lower survival
rates.'#*2 The mean time from the first symptoms
to the treatment initiation of OOC found in this

study is consistent with the findings of previous
studies from developing countries, such as Brazil
(217.3 days, n = 180)," India (210 days, n = 201),* and
Thailand (166.1 days, n = 154).¥ On the other hand,
research from developed countries reported a lower
average time, as observed in a Spanish population
(107.18 days, n = 183).%®

Brazil has a well-established public health system -
the Unified Health System (“Sistema Unico de Satde”
- SUS) -, which is organized based on the principles
of universal and equitable access to healthcare.” In
2012, a Brazilian federal law®’established that for
patients with a main clinical suspicion of malignant
neoplasia, confirmatory exams must be performed
within 30 days after medical request and treatment
must be started within 60 days after conclusive and
histopathologically proven cancer diagnosis.* The
results of the current study seem to be in accordance
with the deadlines established by the law; however,
it is noticeable that the patient journey before cancer
treatment initiation has not evolved since 2007,*
evidencing the need to prevent OOC late diagnosis
and delayed treatment.

Importantly (and alarmingly), the longest
interval was that of professional delay, as previously
reported.’*3 Factors such as first appointment with
a general practitioner, who made a clinical diagnosis
of a disease other than cancer and prescribed
antibiotics, clearly delayed the final diagnosis.
Likewise, Esmaelbeigi et al.** also reported that
patients who were treated with drugs such as
analgesics had a higher risk of professional delay
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Table 2. Factors associated with time from the first medical appointment to head and neck surgery appointment (time interval 2)
of patients with oral and oropharyngeal cancer seen at the Head and Neck Surgery outpatient clinic of a Brazilian public hospital.

Time from first medical appointment to head and neck surgery

Variables
< 60 days

First professional (generalist versus specialist physician)

General practitioner (physician) 16 (37.2)

Specialist (physician) 19 (70.4)
First professional (physician versus dentist)

General practitioner (physician) 16 (37.2)

Dentist 8 (57.1)
Clinical diagnosis

Cancer 23 (62.2)

Not cancer 24 (38.7)
Appointment at private healthcare center

No 20 (51.3)

Yes 27 (45.0)
Drug prescription

No 30 (68.2)

Yes 17 (30.9)
Antibiotic prescription

Yes 7 (41.2)

No 29 (70.7)
Clinical stage (TNM)

Al 16 (57.1)

I, Iv 31 (43.7)

appointment - n (%) p- value*
> 60 days
0.007**
27 (62.8)
8 (29.6)
0.189
27 (62.8)
6 (42.9)
0.024**
14 (37.8)
38 (61.3)
0.541
19 (48.7
33 (55.0)
< 0.001**
14 (31.8)
38 (69.1)
0.035**
10 (58.8)
12 (29.3)
0.226
12 (42.9)
40 (56.3)

Missing data were not considered for statistical comparisons. “Chi-square and Fisher’s exact tests. **statistically significant.

than did those patients undergoing appropriate
procedures such as biopsy at the first appointment.
Actually, several studies have revealed that
clinical misdiagnosis is associated with greater
professional delay.’*3

In addition, we found no difference between
first appointment with a dentist and with a general
practitioner. Accordingly, previous studies have
reported a lack of commitment of dentists and
general practitioners to oral cancer diagnosis.'>*
Finally, professional delay occurred irrespective of
patients having attended their medical appointment
at the private healthcare center, suggesting that the
challenges to overcome cancer treatment delay are
not circumscribed to the public healthcare centers,
as previously evidenced."” Taken together, these
findings reinforce the need for constant training

6 Braz. Oral Res. 2023;37:e054

and for educational campaigns about OOC for
generalist professionals (physicians, dentists, and
nurses),*** as well as routine screening for OOC.*
Within the Brazilian Unified Health System, these
professionals see many patients periodically for
clinical control of diverse diseases; therefore they
could be important players in the early detection
of OOC cancer.

As previously reported,'®®%3¢ another large
interval was the patient delay in seeking healthcare,
which can be motivated by the belief that the lesions
are unproblematic and will get better by themselves."*
Panzarella et al. found that “personal experience of

"o

cancer,” “knowledge of cancer,” “unawareness”, and
“denial” were the most meaningful factors associated
with patient delay in seeking care.* Moreover, other

variables such as level of education and occupation?
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Table 3. Factors associated with time from the appointment with head and neck surgeon to preparation for treatment (time interval
3) of patients with oral and oropharyngeal cancer seen at the Head and Neck Surgery outpatient clinic of a Brazilian public hospital.

Time from appointment with head and neck surgeon to preparation

Variables
< 14 days

Family income

< 1 minimum wage 12 (57.1)

1 to 3 minimum wage 13 (43.3)

> 3 minimum wage 2 (66.7)
Access to private healthcare

No 25 (52.1)

Yes 2 (33.3)
Treatment preparation at private healthcare center

No 11 (44.0)

Yes 16 (55.2)
Clinical stage

I, 1l 8 (44.4)

I, Iv 19 (52.8)

for treatment - n (%) p-value*
> 14 days
0.333
9 (42.9)
17 (56.7)
1(33.3)
0.669
23 (47.9)
4 (66.7)
0.413
14 (56.0
13 (44.8)
0.564
10 (55.6)
17 (47.2)

Missing data were not considered for statistical comparisons. “Chi-square and Fisher’s exact tests. **statistically significant.

Table 4. Factors associated with time from preparation for treatment and treatment initiation (time interval 4) of patients with oral
and oropharyngeal cancer seen at the Head and Neck Surgery outpatient clinic of a Brazilian public hospital.

Time from preparation for treatment to treatment initiation - n%

Variable

< 30 days
Treatment modality
Surgical 11 (22.0)
Non-surgical 23 (56.1)
Clinical stage (TNM)
(Al 9 (33.3)
I, IV 25 (39.1)

~ 30 doys p-value
0.001*
39 (78.0)
18 (43.9)
0.606
18 (66.7)
39 (60.9)

Missing data were not considered for statistical comparisons. @ Chi-square and Fisher’s exact tests. * statistically significant.

and the distance from the patient’s home to the
healthcare center® have been previously related
to time to seek healthcare for suspected cancer.
Conversely, no association was observed between
some sociodemographic variables and patient delay
in the current sample, highlighting that patients will
postpone seeking healthcare irrespective of their sex,
age, marital status, place of residence, distance from
their home to the healthcare center, access to the private
care system, availability of dental care at healthcare
centers, time to schedule a medical appointment, or
family history of head and neck cancer. Other studies

have also found no association between some of
these sociodemographic variables and patient delay
in seeking care.””* This lack of association may be
partially explained by the universal coverage of the
Brazilian Unified Health System,” which provides
healthcare to a population with a broad and diverse
sociodemographic profile.

Heavy smokers, drinkers, and people with
family history of cancer were the ones who took
longer to seek healthcare in the current study,
indicating probable fear of having cancer and low
self-care with health. Conversely, previous studies

Braz. Oral Res. 2023;37:e054 7
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have shown that non-smokers had a longer delay
in cancer diagnosis than did smokers, and no
association with alcohol consumption,* * maybe
because the suspicion of oral cancer is lower in
this population. Taking these controversies into
consideration, educational campaigns targeted at
the population should stimulate people to seek
healthcare periodically, regardless of bad habits,
thus favoring the early diagnosis of OOC.

The shortest intervals in this study - intervals
3 and 4 - comprise time to hospital treatment. The
few studies that have analyzed time to hospital
treatment of oral cancer patients usually reported
shorter intervals, from 23.4 to 28 days.***° None of
the variables analyzed in the present study were
associated with interval 3, revealing that the time
from the appointment with a head and neck surgeon
to preparation for treatment will be similar, regardless
of family income and of whether the preparation for
treatment was performed at a private healthcare center.

In the current study, surgical treatment was
associated with delayed time at interval 4, and it has
been shown that patients who underwent surgical
treatment in early stages (I-II) were most affected
(disadvantage in survival) by treatment delay.?*
Therefore, the health team should be committed to
prompt treatment of early-stage OOC, preferably with
amultidisciplinary approach at the first appointment
to speed up treatment initiation and prevent cancer
stage progression.® Finally, the clinical stage of the
tumor was not associated with any time interval,
reinforcing the continuous need for early-stage
diagnosis of OOC.1%3

References

Some limitations of the present study should be
acknowledged. First, the study was conducted before
the COVID-19 pandemic outbreak; therefore, further
studies will be able to provide a post-pandemic
outlook on OCC time to treatment. Second, the study
population was selected from a public hospital, thus
there could be some selection bias. In this sense,
generalization of results for non-hospital scenarios
and for private institutions should not be made.
Third, memory bias could compromise some of the
information recalled by the patients. Fourth, each
time interval was dichotomized and this might have
hindered statistical comparisons.

Conclusion

In conclusion, OOC patients seen at a Brazilian
public hospital had a long journey from symptom
onset to treatment initiation. Professional delay
comprised the longest interval and was associated
with misdiagnosis, reinforcing the need for continuing
education of health professionals. Patient delay in
seeking healthcare was also important and was
associated with bad social habits and family history of
cancer. Once the patient could be seen by the head and
neck surgeon, treatment had a reasonable time flow,
irrespective of cancer stage and sociodemographic
variables.

Acknowledgements

A.A.S. Costa acknowledges the fellowship grant
received from Coordenagdo de Aperfeigoamento
de Pessoal de Nivel Superior (Capes) - 001 - Brazil.

1. World Health Organization. France: International Agency for Reseacrh on Cancer. Global Cancer Observatory;
2020 [cited 2021 Oct 10]. Available from: https://gco.iarc.fr/today/online-analysis-map
2. Gupta B, Johnson NW, Kumar N. Global epidemiology of head and neck cancers: a continuing challenge. Oncology. 2016;91(1):13-23.

https://doi.org/10.1159/000446117

3. Lopez-Cedrin JL, Otero-Rico A, Vazquez-Mahia |, Seoane J, Garcia-Caballero L, Seoane-Romero JM, et al. Association between

hospital interval and survival in patients with oral cancer: A waiting time paradox. PLoS One. 2019 Oct;14(10):e0224067.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0224067

4. Warnakulasuriya S. Global epidemiology of oral and oropharyngeal cancer. Oral Oncol. 2009 Apr-May;45(4-5):309-16.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oraloncology.2008.06.002

8 Braz. Oral Res. 2023;37:e054



20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Costa, AAS, Caldeira PC, Sousa AA, Tibiircio JD, Belligoli LQG, Satos VB, et al.

. Gigliotti J, Madathil S, Makhoul N. Delays in oral cavity cancer. Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 2019 Sep;48(9):1131-7.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijom.2019.02.015

. Varela-Centelles P, Lépez-Cedrin JL, Fernandez-Sanroman J, Seoane-Romero JM, NS, Alvarez-Névoa P, et al. Key points and time

intervals for early diagnosis in symptomatic oral cancer: a systematic review. Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 2017 Jan;46(1):1-10.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijom.2016.09.017

. Varela-Centelles P, Seoane J, Lopez-Cedrun JL, Fernandez-Sanroman J, Garcia-Martin JM, Takkouche B, et al. The length of patient and

primary care time interval in the pathways to treatment in symptomatic oral cancer. A quantitative systematic review. Clin Otolaryngol.
2018 Feb;43(1):164-71. https://doi.org/10.1111/c0a.12919

. Andersen BL, Cacioppo JT, Roberts DC. Delay in seeking a cancer diagnosis: delay stages and psychophysiological comparison

processes. Br J Soc Psychol. 1995 Mar;34(Pt 1):33-52. https://doi.org/10.1111/1.2044-8309.1995.tb01047.x

. Weller D, Vedsted P, Rubin G, Walter FM, Emery J, Scott S, et al. The Aarhus statement: improving design and reporting of studies on

early cancer diagnosis. Br J Cancer. 2012 Mar;106(7):1262-7. https://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2012.68

. Rogers SN, Vedpathak SV, Lowe D. Reasons for delayed presentation in oral and oropharyngeal cancer: the patients perspective.

Br J Oral Maxillofac Surg. 2011 Jul;49(5):349-53. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bjoms.2010.06.018

. Seoane J, Otero-Rico A, Lépez-Cedrin JL, Varela-Centelles P. Shorter specialist time intervals are associated with advanced stage on

symptomatic oral cancer. Oral Dis. 2018 Mar;24(1-2):112-4. https://doi.org/10.1111/0di.12754

. Azimi S, Ghorbani Z, Ghasemi E, Tennant M, Kruger E. Disparities in oral cancer awareness: a population survey in Tehran, Iran.

J Cancer Educ. 2019 Jun;34(3):535-41. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13187-018-1337-5

. Basharat S, Shaikh BT, Rashid HU, Rashid M. Health seeking behaviour, delayed presentation and its impact among

oral cancer patients in Pakistan: a retrospective qualitative study. BMC Health Serv Res. 2019 Oct;19(1):715.
https://doi.org/10.1186/512913-019-4521-3

. Brouha XD, Tromp DM, Hordijk GJ, Winnubst JA, Leeuw JR. Oral and pharyngeal cancer: analysis of patient delay at different tumor

stages. Head Neck. 2005 Nov;27(11):939-45. https://doi.org/10.1002/hed.20270

. Ogundipe O, llesanmi OS, Adegbulu AJ. Predictors of knowledge of risk factors of oral cancer among patients seeking dental treatment

in a Nigerian Tertiary Institution. Journal. Dent Health Curr Res. 2015 Sep;1(2):1-5. https://doi.org/10.4172/2470-0886.1000104

. Posorski E, Boyd L, Giblin LJ, Welch L. Oral cancer awareness among community-dwelling senior citizens in lllinois. J Community Health.

2014 Dec;39(6):1109-16. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10900-014-9862-6

. Scott SE, Grunfeld EA, McGurk M. Patient’s delay in oral cancer: a systematic review. Community Dent Oral Epidemiol. 2006

Oct;34(5):337-43. https://doi.org/10.1111/{.1600-0528.2006.00290.x

. Yang LC, Yang A, Chen LN, Firth N, Prabhu SR, Zachar J. Knowledge of oral cancer amongst dental patients attending public clinics in

South East Queensland, Australia. J Cancer Educ. 2022 Aug;37(4):924-31. https://doi.org/10.1007/513187-020-01901-3

. Abdo EN, Garrocho AA, Barbosa AA, Oliveira EL, Franca-Filho L, Negri SL, et al. Time elapsed between the first symptoms, diagnosis

and treatment of oral cancer patients in Belo Horizonte, Brazil. Med Oral Patol Oral Cir Bucal. 2007 Nov;12(7):E469-73. Available from:
http://www.medicinaoral.com/pubmed/medoralvl12 i7 pE469.pdf

Amar A, Chedid HM, Curioni OA, Dedivitis RA, Rapoport A, Cernea CR, et al. Delayed postoperative radiation therapy in local
control of squamous cell carcinoma of the tongue and floor of the mouth. Einstein (Sao Paulo). 2014 Oct-Dec;12(4):477-9.
https://doi.org/10.1590/51679-45082014A03006

Brouha XD, Tromp DM, Koole R, Hordijk GJ, Winnubst JA, Leeuw JR. Professional delay in head and neck cancer patients: analysis of the
diagnostic pathway. Oral Oncol. 2007 Jul;43(6):551-6. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oraloncology.2006.06.002

Neal RD, Tharmanathan P, France B, Din NU, Cotton S, Fallon-Ferguson J, et al. Is increased time to diagnosis and treatment

in symptomatic cancer associated with poorer outcomes? Systematic review. Br J Cancer. 2015 Mar;112(S1 Suppl 1):592-107.
https://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2015.48

Murphy CT, Galloway TJ, Handorf EA, Egleston BL, Wang LS, Mehra R, et al. Survival impact of increasing time to

treatment initiation for patients with head and neck cancer in the United States. J Clin Oncol. 2016 Jan;34(2):169-78.
https://doi.org/10.1200/JC0O.2015.61.5906

Abati S, Bramati C, Bondi S, Lissoni A, Trimarchi M. Oral cancer and precancer: a narrative review on the relevance of early diagnosis.
Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2020 Dec;17(24):9160. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17249160

Morelatto RA, Herrera MC, Fernandez EN, Corball AG, Lépez de Blanc SA. Diagnostic delay of oral squamous

cell carcinoma in two diagnosis centers in Cérdoba Argentina. J Oral Pathol Med. 2007 Aug;36(7):405-8.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0714.2007.00547.x

Joshi P, Nair S, Chaturvedi P, Nair D, Agarwal JP, D'Cruz AK. Delay in seeking specialized care for oral cancers: experience from a
tertiary cancer center. Indian J Cancer. 2014 Apr-Jun;51(2):95-7. https://doi.org/10.4103/0019-509X.137934

Kerdpon D, Jantharapattana K, Sriplung H. Factors related to diagnostic delay of oral squamous cell carcinoma in southern Thailand:
revisited. Oral Dis. 2018 Apr;24(3):347-54. https://doi.org/10.1111/0di.12757

Braz. Oral Res. 2023;37:e054 9



Oral and oropharyngeal cancer: time from first symptoms to treatment initiation and associated factors

28. Lopez-Cedrun JL, Varela-Centelles P, Otero-Rico A, Vazquez-Mahia |, Seoane J, Castelo-Baz P, et al. Overall time interval

(“Total diagnostic delay”) and mortality in symptomatic oral cancer: a U-shaped association. Oral Oncol. 2020 May;104:104626.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oraloncology.2020.104626

29. Paim J, Travassos C, Almeida C, Bahia L, Macinko J. The Brazilian health system: history, advances, and challenges. Lancet.

2011 May;377(9779):1778-97. https://doi.org/10.1016/50140-6736(11)60054-8

30. Brasil. Lei N° 12.732, de 22 de novembro de 2012. Dispée sobre o primeiro tratamento de paciente com neoplasia maligna

3

comprovada e estabelece prazo para seu inicio. Didrio Oficial Unido. 23 nov 2012.
. Conceicdo MG, Emmerick IC, Figueiré AC, Luiza VL. Oral cancer patient’s profile and time to treatment initiation in the public health
system in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. BMC Health Serv Res. 2021 Feb;21(1):145. https://doi.org/10.1186/5s12913-021-06131-x

32. Esmaelbeigi F, Hadji M, Harirchi I, Omranipour R, vand Rajabpour M, Zendehdel K. Factors affecting professional delay in diagnosis

and treatment of oral cancer in Iran. Arch Iran Med. 2014 Apr;17(4):253-7

33. Kaing L, Manchella S, Love C, Nastri A, Wiesenfeld D. Referral patterns for oral squamous cell carcinoma in Australia: 20 years progress.

Aust Dent J. 2016 Mar;61(1):29-34. https://doi.org/10.1111/ad|.12314

34. Onizawa K, Nishihara K, Yamagata K, Yusa H, Yanagawa T, Yoshida H. Factors associated with diagnostic delay of oral squamous cell

carcinoma. Oral Oncol. 2003 Dec;39(8):781-8. https://doi.org/10.1016/51368-8375(03)00075-7

35. Gémez |, Warnakulasuriya S, Varela-Centelles Pl, Lépez-Jornet P, Sudrez-Cunqueiro M, Diz-Dios P, et al. Is early

diagnosis of oral cancer a feasible objective? Who is to blame for diagnostic delay2 Oral Dis. 2010 May;16(4):333-42.
https://doi.org/10.1111/(.1601-0825.2009.01642.x

36. Panzarella V, Pizzo G, Calvino F, Compilato D, Colella G, Campisi G. Diagnostic delay in oral squamous cell carcinoma: the role of

3

N

cognitive and psychological variables. Int J Oral Sci. 2014 Mar;6(1):39-45. https://doi.org/10.1038/ijos.2013.88
Pitiphat W, Diehl SR, Laskaris G, Cartsos V, Douglass CW, Zavras Al. Factors associated with delay in the diagnosis of oral cancer.
J Dent Res. 2002 Mar;81(3):192-7. https://doi.org/10.1177/0810192

38. Seoane-Romero JM, Vézquez-Mahia |, Seoane J, Varela-Centelles P, Tomés |, Lépez-Cedrin JL. Factors related to late stage diagnosis of

oral squamous cell carcinoma. Med Oral Patol Oral Cir Bucal. 2012 Jan;17(1):e35-40. https://doi.org/10.4317/medoral.17399

39. Thomas A, Manchella S, Koo K, Tiong A, Nastri A, Wiesenfeld D. The impact of delayed diagnosis on the outcomes

of oral cancer patients: a retrospective cohort study. Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 2021 May;50(5):585-90.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ilom.2020.08.010

40. Polesel J, Furlan C, Birri S, Giacomarra V, Vaccher E, Grando G, et al. The impact of time to treatment initiation on survival from head

and neck cancer in north-eastern ltaly. Oral Oncol. 2017 Apr;67:175-82. https://doi.org/10.1016/|.oraloncology.2017.02.009

10 Braz. Oral Res. 2023;37:e054



