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ABSTRACT
Objective  The substantial differences in socioeconomic 
and lifestyle exposures between urban and rural areas in 
China may lead to urban–rural disparity in cancer risk. This 
study aimed to assess the urban–rural disparity in cancer 
incidence in China.
Methods  Using data from 36 regional cancer registries in 
China in 2008–2012, we compared the age-standardised 
incidence rates of cancer by sex and anatomic site between 
rural and urban areas. We calculated the rate difference and 
rate ratio comparing rates in rural versus urban areas by sex 
and cancer type.
Results  The incidence rate of all cancers in women was 
slightly lower in rural areas than in urban areas, but the total 
cancer rate in men was higher in rural areas than in urban 
areas. The incidence rates in women were higher in rural areas 
than in urban areas for cancers of the oesophagus, stomach, 
and liver and biliary passages, but lower for cancers of thyroid 
and breast. Men residing in rural areas had higher incidence 
rates for cancers of the oesophagus, stomach, and liver and 
biliary passages, but lower rates for prostate cancer, lip, oral 
cavity and pharynx cancer, and colorectal cancer.
Conclusions  Our findings suggest substantial urban–rural 
disparity in cancer incidence in China, which varies across 
cancer types and the sexes. Cancer prevention strategies 
should be tailored for common cancers in rural and urban 
areas.

INTRODUCTION
Cancer is one of the leading causes of death 
worldwide, including in China. According 
to China Health Statistics Yearbook, an esti-
mated 2.2 million cancer deaths occurred in 
China in 2017, accounting for around 25% 
of all deaths in this year.1 Moreover, the past 
few decades have witnessed rapid urbanisa-
tion and industrialisation in China, and the 
uneven distribution of wealth and lifestyle 
profiles across regions in the nation during 
this process may have in turn resulted in 
substantial urban–rural disparity in cancer 
risk. Previous studies have suggested marked 
urban–rural disparity in cancer incidence 
in China, and such disparity seems varying 
across cancer types.2–8 However, most of these 

previous studies were limited in a certain area 
or province, or specific types of cancer only. 
Due to historically limited population-based 
cancer registry data in China, the urban–
rural disparity in cancer incidence has not 
been well characterised.

China has recently established the National 
Central Cancer Registry and data from 36 
regional cancer registries have been included 
in the latest release of Cancer Incidence in Five 
Continents series published by the International 
Agency for Research on Cancer.9 This provides a 
new opportunity to assess the regional disparity 
in cancer incidence in China on a national scale. 
Therefore, using data from these high-quality 
registries, we conducted the present study to 
characterise the urban–rural disparity in total 
and type-specific cancer incidence by sex in 
China in 2008–2012.

METHODS
Data source
We extracted data on cancer incidence and 
population sizes from 36 regional cancer 
registries, including 14 registries in rural areas 

Strengths and limitations of this study

	► We used data from the 36 cancer registers of high 
quality to investigate urban–rural disparity for over-
all and site-specific cancer incidence by sex and on 
both absolute and relative scales.

	► The cross-sectional design limited the causal infer-
ence in geographical disparities to cancer incidence.

	► Included registries only represented a limited pro-
portion of the total population in China and were not 
in well balanced distribution regarding geographical 
regions.

	► We were not able to analyse the data by histological 
type.

	► We could not evaluate the associations of cancer 
disparity with gross domestic product, human de-
velopment index or corresponding risk factors.

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5055-5627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2020-042762
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2020-042762
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1136/bmjopen-2020-042762&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2022-01-12


2 Yuan S, Xie S-H. BMJ Open 2021;11:e042762. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2020-042762

Open access�

and 22 in urban areas, in China during 2008–2012 which 
are included in the XI volume of Cancer Incidence in Five 
Continents series published by the International Agency 
for Research on Cancer.10 These registries are located in 
different geographical regions throughout the country. 
Cancer cases were defined by International Classification 
of Disease codes, which are listed in a webpage of the 
International Agency for Research on Cancer (https://​
ci5.iarc.fr/CI5-XI/PDF/Chapter3.pdf). Detailed infor-
mation on the included registries is presented in online 
supplemental tables 1 and 2. The case-weighted means 
of percentage of case defined by death certificate only 
were ~1.9 in men,~1.5 in women and ~1.7 in both men 
and women among included registries. Included popula-
tion from 36 cancer registries made up ~5% of the total 
population in China. We pooled the numbers of cases 
and population sizes at risk from multiple registers sepa-
rately for urban and rural areas by sex and cancer type 
(anatomic site).

Statistical analysis
We calculated the crude and age-standardised incidence 
rates (ASRs) and their 95% CIs by sex and cancer type 
separately for rural and urban areas. The ASRs were 
computed by using the direct standardisation method with 
World Standard Population 2000 as reference.11 The 95% 
CIs of crude rates were estimated under the assumption 
of Poisson distribution and CIs for ASRs were calculated 
based on the gamma distribution assuming that the stan-
dardised rate is a weighted sum of independent Poisson 
random variables.12 The urban–rural disparities in cancer 
incidence were quantitatively assessed with two disparity 
measures (ie, rate difference (RD) on the absolute scale 
and rate ratio (RR) on the relative scale).13 We calculated 
the RD (ASR in rural areas—ASR in urban areas) and RR 
(ratio of ASRs in rural areas relative to urban areas) with 
95% CIs by sex and cancer type. All statistical analyses 
were performed using the SAS V.9.4 (SAS Institute, Cary, 
North Carolina, USA) and two-sided.

Patient and public involvement
Patients or the public were not involved in the design, 
or conduct, or reporting, or dissemination plans of our 
research.

Ethical considerations
The analyses were solely based on publicly available data 
of population sizes and aggregated number of cancer 
cases and as such, ethics approval or consent to partici-
pate was not deemed to be necessary. No individual-level 
data were involved in the study or in defining the research 
question or outcome measures.

RESULTS
Cancer incidence in rural areas
The crude rates and ASRs in rural and urban areas are 
displayed in table 1 for women and in table 2 for men. In 

total, 58 576 female and 81 709 male new cancer cases were 
recorded in 14 cancer registers in rural areas in China 
during the period 2008–2012, contributing to the ASRs 
of 188.6 (95% CI 187.1 to 190.2) per 100 000 population 
per year in women and 273.4 (95% CI 271.5 to 275.2) per 
100 000 population per year in men. In women residing in 
rural areas, the ASRs were observed for stomach cancer, 
followed by cancers of the oesophagus, lung, breast, and 
liver and biliary passages. In men in rural areas, stomach 
cancer was also the most common cancer type, followed 
by cancers of the lung, liver and biliary passages, oesoph-
agus, and colon, rectum and anus.

Cancer incidence in urban areas
A total of 388 917 women and 449 934 men were diagnosed 
with any cancer as recorded in the 22 registers in urban 
areas in China during the period 2008–2012. The ASRs of 
all cancers were 193.4 (95% CI 192.7 to 194.0) per 100 000 
population per year in women and 233.4 (95% CI 232.7 
to 234.1) per 100 000 population per year in men. The 
five most frequent cancers in women in urban areas were 
cancers of the breast, lung, colon and rectum, uterus, and 
thyroid. In men, the highest ASRs were observed for lung 
cancer, followed by cancer of colon and rectum, liver and 
biliary passages, stomach, and prostate.

RD comparing rural and urban areas
Figure 1 presents the absolute difference in cancer inci-
dence, that is, RDs comparing rural and urban areas, in 
women and in men. The total cancer incidence was lower 
in women (RD, −4.7 per 100 000 population per year, 
95% CI −6.4 to –3.1) but higher in men (RD, 39.9, 95% CI 
39.0 to 43.0) living in the rural areas than those in urban 
areas. Compared with those in urban areas, women living 
in rural areas had substantially higher incidence rates of 
cancers of the oesophagus, stomach, and liver and biliary 
passages cancer, but lower incidence rates of cancers of 
the breast, thyroid, colon and rectum, ovary, and lung. 
Men residing in the rural areas had higher incidence 
rates of cancers of the stomach, oesophagus, and liver and 
biliary passages, while those in urban areas had higher 
rates of cancers of colon and rectum, prostate cancer, and 
lip, oral cavity and pharynx, kidney, thyroid, and bladder.

RR comparing rural and urban areas
The RRs measuring the urban–rural disparity cancer inci-
dence on the relative scale are shown in figure  2. The 
total cancer incidence rates were similar between women 
residing in rural areas and those in urban areas as measured 
by RR (0.98, 95% CI 0.97 to 0.98). However, the total 
cancer incidence rate in men in rural areas was around 
20% higher than those in urban areas (1.17, 95% CI 1.16 
to 1.18). When analysed by cancer type, compared those 
in urban areas, women in rural areas had substantially 
higher incidence rates for cancers of the oesophagus 
and stomach, but at least 50% lower incidence rates for 
cancers of urinary organs other than kidney and bladder, 
thyroid cancer, kidney cancer, Hodgkin lymphoma, and 
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breast cancer. Men in rural areas had higher incidence 
rates of cancers of the oesophagus and stomach, but 50% 
or lower incidence rates of cancers of the thyroid, kidney, 
prostate, mesothelioma, testis, Hodgkin lymphoma, lip, 
oral cavity and pharynx, and small intestine.

DISCUSSION
The present study revealed substantial disparities in cancer 
incidence between rural and urban areas in China, and 
the patterns varied across cancer types and the sexes. The 
overall cancer incidence was higher in men living in rural 
areas compared with those in urban areas but showed less 
urban–rural disparity in women. Both men and women 
in rural areas had substantially higher incidence rates of 
cancers of the oesophagus, stomach, and liver and biliary 
passages, while higher incidence rates were observed in 
urban areas for a number of other cancers, including 
cancers of colon and rectum, thyroid, breast, prostate, lip, 
oral cavity and pharynx, and kidney. This study provided 
an updated assessment of the urban–rural disparity in 
cancer incidence in China on a nationwide scale.

Overall, our findings were consistent with previous 
reports. A study using data from 72 registries in the 

Chinese National Central Cancer Registry in 2009 
showed that oesophageal cancer was one of the most 
common cancers in China, and the incidence rate was 
particularly high in men in rural areas.3 A more recent 
study including 177 cancer registries further confirmed 
the higher incidence and mortality rates of oesophageal 
cancer in rural areas than in urban areas in both sexes 
2011.4 In this study, we found that the incidence rate of 
oesophageal cancer in women was 9.8 times higher in 
rural areas than in urban areas, and men in rural areas 
also had 3.9 times higher risk of oesophageal cancer than 
those in urban areas. Such striking urban–rural disparity 
may be partially explained the higher prevalence of major 
risk factors for oesophageal cancer, including lower socio-
economic status, tobacco smoking, heavy alcohol use and 
dietary factors, in rural areas.14 15 On the other hand, 
the aetiology of oesophageal cancer, particularly that of 
the main histological subtype oesophageal squamous 
cell carcinoma in China, has not been fully elucidated.16 
There may be other mechanisms explaining the burden 
gap between rural and urban populations in China.

Higher incidence rates of stomach and liver cancers in 
rural areas than in urban areas in China have also been 

Figure 1  Rate differences and 95% CIs in cancer incidence comparing women (A) and men (B) in rural versus urban areas in 
China, 2008–2012.
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reported previously.5 6 Our findings were in line with these 
reports, which stressed the need for targeted prevention 
strategies for these cancers in rural areas. As many modifi-
able factors, including obesity,17 nutrition,18 Helicobacter 
pylori infection,19 virus infection,20 alcohol use21 and 
smoking20 are important risk factors for stomach and/
or liver cancers, primary prevention strategy targeting at 
these dimensions may be implemented in rural areas to 
narrow the urban–rural disparity in these cancers.

Thyroid and breast cancers are the most common 
cancer types in women, especially in the middle-aged 
group.22 Higher incidence rates of thyroid and breast 
cancers in women in urban areas than in rural areas in 
China have been previously reported,7 8 which were in in 
line with our findings. Such urban–rural disparity might 
be contributable to the possible differences in prevalence 
of risk factors, for example, smoking, obesity, radiation 
exposure, oral contraceptives usage and intake of vege-
tables,23–25 between women in rural and urban areas. 
Another potential explanation is the more frequent 
use of screening diagnostic procedures, such as ultra-
sound, Doppler examination, CT and MRI scanning, and 

biochemical markers, in urban residents, which might 
have increased the detection of these cancers at an early 
stage, and thus, led to somewhat overestimated incidence 
of these cancers in recent years.26 The more frequent use 
of screening or diagnostic procedures, such as prostate-
specific antigen testing, in urban residents may also 
partially explain the higher incidence rate of prostate 
cancer in men living in urban areas than in rural areas.

We found higher incidence rates of colorectal cancer 
in both men and women living in urban areas compared 
with their counterparts in rural areas, which were in agree-
ment with some other studies.5 27 28 Such disparity might be 
explained by higher prevalence of certain risk factors, partic-
ularly those associated with Western lifestyles including low 
intake of fruit and vegetables, read meat consumption and 
lack of physical activity, in those in urban areas. However, 
it was also likely due to differences in access to diagnostic 
and treatment services between urban and rural residents. 
Nevertheless, considering the huge disease burden and 
possibility of early detection, both primary and secondary 
prevention strategies are highly needed for targeting urban 
populations, not only for minimising the urban–rural 

Figure 2  Rate ratios and 95% CIs in cancer incidence comparing women (A) and men (B) in rural versus urban areas in China, 
2008–2012.
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disparity but also for reducing deaths from this cancer. A 
tool tick, comprehensively including lifestyle, obesity and 
cardiometabolic factors may be used for prevention of 
colorectal cancer.29

The aetiology of some other cancers with notable urban–
rural disparity, including oral cancer and kidney cancer, has 
not been well illustrated. A better management regarding 
tobacco smoking, alcohol use, sexually transmitted disease, 
dental hygiene, nutrition and occupational hazards in urban 
residents might facilitate the reduction of disparity in the 
incidence of these cancers.30 31

There are strengths of the present study. One major 
strength was that we used data from the 36 cancer regis-
ters of high quality in terms of completeness of coverage 
and accuracy, thereby lending validity to the findings. In 
addition, we comprehensively investigated urban–rural 
disparity for overall and site-specific cancer incidence by 
sex and on both absolute and relative scales.

This study also has some limitations. This study was 
embedded in the cross-sectional design, which might not 
conclude the causation between geographical disparities to 
cancer incidence. In addition, we used data constructed at 
the city level. Thus, whether our findings could be gener-
alised to the individuals needs verification. The included 
registries only represented a limited proportion of the total 
population in China and were not in well balanced distribu-
tion regarding geographical regions, and thus, the strengths 
of the disparity measures may not exactly reflect the extent of 
nationwide urban–rural disparity in cancer incidence. Due 
to unavailability of complete data in all cancer registries, we 
were not able to analyse the data by histological type, or the 
associations of gross domestic product or human develop-
ment index with ASRs. Last but not least, the analyses were 
based on cancer incidence data only without information 
on risk factors, and we could not direct evaluate how the 
observed disparity could be explained by the corresponding 
risk factors.

Conclusions
This updated assessment of the urban–rural disparity in 
cancer incidence in China revealed substantial urban–
rural disparity which varies across cancer types and 
the sexes. The observed urban–rural disparity may be 
explained by a combination of differential prevalence 
of risk factors and access to screening and diagnostic 
services. Cancer prevention strategies should be tailored 
for common cancers in rural and urban areas.

Acknowledgements  We would like to thank International Agency for Research on 
Cancer for sharing data.

Contributors  S-HX designed the study, analysed the data and reviewed the article. 
SY analysed the data and drafted and reviewed the article. All authors read and 
approved the final manuscript.

Funding  This study was supported by the Swedish Cancer Society (grant 
number 190043) and Karolinska Institutet Research Foundation (grant number 
2018-01558).

Competing interests  None declared.

Patient consent for publication  Not required.

Ethics approval  The analyses were solely based on publicly available data of 
population sizes and aggregated number of cancer cases and as such, ethics 
approval or consent to participate was not deemed to be necessary.

Provenance and peer review  Not commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

Data availability statement  Data are available in a public, open access repository. 
All data used are publicly available from the International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC).

Supplemental material  This content has been supplied by the author(s). It has 
not been vetted by BMJ Publishing Group Limited (BMJ) and may not have been 
peer-reviewed. Any opinions or recommendations discussed are solely those 
of the author(s) and are not endorsed by BMJ. BMJ disclaims all liability and 
responsibility arising from any reliance placed on the content. Where the content 
includes any translated material, BMJ does not warrant the accuracy and reliability 
of the translations (including but not limited to local regulations, clinical guidelines, 
terminology, drug names and drug dosages), and is not responsible for any error 
and/or omissions arising from translation and adaptation or otherwise.

Open access  This is an open access article distributed in accordance with the 
Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 Unported (CC BY 4.0) license, which permits 
others to copy, redistribute, remix, transform and build upon this work for any 
purpose, provided the original work is properly cited, a link to the licence is given, 
and indication of whether changes were made. See: https://creativecommons.org/​
licenses/by/4.0/.

ORCID iD
Shuai Yuan http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5055-5627

REFERENCES
	 1	 Chen W, Xia C, Zheng R, et al. Disparities by province, age, and sex 

in site-specific cancer burden attributable to 23 potentially modifiable 
risk factors in China: a comparative risk assessment. Lancet Glob 
Health 2019;7:e257–69.

	 2	 Pan R, Zhu M, Yu C, et al. Cancer incidence and mortality: a cohort 
study in China, 2008-2013. Int J Cancer 2017;141:1315–23.

	 3	 Chen W, He Y, Zheng R, et al. Esophageal cancer incidence and 
mortality in China, 2009. J Thorac Dis 2013;5:19–26.

	 4	 Zeng H, Zheng R, Zhang S, et al. Esophageal cancer statistics in 
China, 2011: estimates based on 177 cancer registries. Thorac 
Cancer 2016;7:232–7.

	 5	 Yang L, Zheng R, Wang N, et al. Incidence and mortality of stomach 
cancer in China, 2014. Chin J Cancer Res 2018;30:291–8.

	 6	 Fei F-R, Hu R-Y, Gong W-W, et al. Analysis of mortality and 
survival rate of liver cancer in Zhejiang Province in China: a general 
population-based study. Can J Gastroenterol Hepatol 2019;2019:1–6.

	 7	 Wen D, Wen X, Yang Y, et al. Urban rural disparity in female breast 
cancer incidence rate in China and the increasing trend in parallel 
with socioeconomic development and urbanization in a rural setting. 
Thorac Cancer 2018;9:262–72.

	 8	 Yang L, Zheng R, Wang N, et al. [Analysis of incidence and mortality 
of thyroid cancer in China, 2010]. Zhonghua Yu Fang Yi Xue Za Zhi 
2014;48:663–8.

	 9	 CI5 XI - Home, 2020. Available: https://ci5.iarc.fr/CI5-XI/Default.aspx
	10	 Bray FCM, Mery L, Piñeros M. Cancer incidence in five continents, 

Vol. XI (electronic version). Lyon: International Agency for Research 
on Cancer, 2017. https://ci5.iarc.fr

	11	 Ahmad CB-P OB, Lopez AD, Murray CJL, et al. Age standardization 
of rates: a new who standard. GPE discussion paper series: No.31. 
Geneva: World Health Organization, 2001.

	12	 Fay MP, Feuer EJ. Confidence intervals for directly standardized 
rates: a method based on the gamma distribution. Stat Med 
1997;16:791–801.

	13	 Xie S-H, Rabbani S, Petrick JL, et al. Racial and ethnic disparities in 
the incidence of esophageal cancer in the United States, 1992-2013. 
Am J Epidemiol 2017;186:1341–51.

	14	 Zhou X, Su Z, Deng H, et al. A comparative survey on alcohol and 
tobacco use in urban and rural populations in the Huaihua District of 
Hunan Province, China. Alcohol 2006;39:87–96.

	15	 He Y-N, Zhai F-Y, Ge K-Y. [Measuring diet quality of chinese 18 - 59 
years adult using chinese diet balance index]. Wei Sheng Yan Jiu 
2005;34:442–4.

	16	 Xie S-H, Lagergren J. Risk factors for oesophageal cancer. Best 
Pract Res Clin Gastroenterol 2018;36-37:3–8.

	17	 Larsson SC, Wolk A. Overweight, obesity and risk of liver cancer: a 
meta-analysis of cohort studies. Br J Cancer 2007;97:1005–8.

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5055-5627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(18)30488-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(18)30488-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ijc.30825
http://dx.doi.org/10.3978/j.issn.2072-1439.2013.01.04
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1759-7714.12322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1759-7714.12322
http://dx.doi.org/10.21147/j.issn.1000-9604.2018.03.01
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2019/1074286
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1759-7714.12575
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25388459
https://ci5.iarc.fr/CI5-XI/Default.aspx
https://ci5.iarc.fr
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0258(19970415)16:7<791::AID-SIM500>3.0.CO;2-#
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwx221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.alcohol.2006.07.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16229271
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bpg.2018.11.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bpg.2018.11.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjc.6603932


8 Yuan S, Xie S-H. BMJ Open 2021;11:e042762. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2020-042762

Open access�

	18	 Yuan S, Carter P, Vithayathil M, et al. Iron status and cancer risk in 
UK Biobank: a two-sample Mendelian randomization study. Nutrients 
2020;12 doi:10.3390/nu12020526

	19	 Zaitsu M, Kaneko R, Takeuchi T, et al. Occupational class and male 
cancer incidence: nationwide, multicenter, hospital-based case-
control study in Japan. Cancer Med 2019;8:795–813.

	20	 Brenner H, Rothenbacher D, Arndt V. Epidemiology of stomach 
cancer. Methods Mol Biol 2009;472:467–77.

	21	 Bagnardi V, Rota M, Botteri E, et al. Alcohol consumption and site-
specific cancer risk: a comprehensive dose-response meta-analysis. 
Br J Cancer 2015;112:580–93.

	22	 Yuan S, Kar S, Vithayathil M, et al. Causal associations of thyroid 
function and dysfunction with overall, breast and thyroid cancer: 
a two-sample Mendelian randomization study. Int J Cancer 
2020;147:1895–903.

	23	 Singletary SE. Rating the risk factors for breast cancer. Ann Surg 
2003;237:474–82.

	24	 Sadeghi H, Rafei M, Bahrami M, et al. Attributable risk fraction of 
four lifestyle risk factors of thyroid cancer: a meta-analysis. J Public 
Health 2018;40:e91–8.

	25	 Dal Maso L, Bosetti C, La Vecchia C, et al. Risk factors for thyroid 
cancer: an epidemiological review focused on nutritional factors. 
Cancer Causes Control 2009;20:75–86.

	26	 Xie S-H, Chen J, Zhang B, et al. Time trends and age-period-cohort 
analyses on incidence rates of thyroid cancer in Shanghai and Hong 
Kong. BMC Cancer 2014;14:975.

	27	 Wen D, Zou W, Wen X, et al. Urban-rural disparity in colorectal 
cancer incidence and increasing trend in relation to socioeconomic 
development and urbanization in China. J Int Med Res 
2018;46:4181–96.

	28	 Zhang S-K, Zheng R, Chen Q, et al. Oral cancer incidence and 
mortality in China, 2011. Chin J Cancer Res 2015;27:44–51.

	29	 Cornish AJ, Law PJ, Timofeeva M, et al. Modifiable pathways for 
colorectal cancer: a mendelian randomisation analysis. Lancet 
Gastroenterol Hepatol 2020;5:55–62.

	30	 Ram H, Sarkar J, Kumar H, et al. Oral cancer: risk factors and 
molecular pathogenesis. J Maxillofac Oral Surg 2011;10:132–7.

	31	 Scelo G, Larose TL. Epidemiology and risk factors for kidney cancer. 
JCO 2018;36:3574–81.

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/nu12020526
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cam4.1945
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-60327-492-0_23
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2014.579
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ijc.32988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.SLA.0000059969.64262.87
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pubmed/fdx088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pubmed/fdx088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10552-008-9219-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2407-14-975
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0300060518791090
http://dx.doi.org/10.3978/j.issn.1000-9604.2015.01.03
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S2468-1253(19)30294-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S2468-1253(19)30294-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12663-011-0195-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2018.79.1905

	Urban–rural disparity in cancer incidence in China, 2008–2012: a cross-­sectional analysis of data from 36 cancer registers
	Abstract
	Introduction﻿﻿
	Methods
	Data source
	Statistical analysis
	Patient and public involvement
	Ethical considerations

	Results
	Cancer incidence in rural areas
	Cancer incidence in urban areas
	RD comparing rural and urban areas
	RR comparing rural and urban areas

	Discussion
	Conclusions

	References


