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BACKGROUND: This study provides the latest available relative survival data for Australian childhood cancer patients.
METHODS: Data from the population-based Australian Paediatric Cancer Registry were used to describe relative survival outcomes
using the period method for 11 903 children diagnosed with cancer between 1983 and 2006 and prevalent at any time between
1997 and 2006.
RESULTS: The overall relative survival was 90.4% after 1 year, 79.5% after 5 years and 74.7% after 20 years. Where information onstage
at diagnosis was available (lymphomas, neuroblastoma, renal tumours and rhabdomyosarcomas), survival was significantly poorer for
more-advanced stage. Survival was lower among infants compared with other children for those diagnosed with leukaemia, tumours
of the central nervous system and renal tumours but higher for neuroblastoma. Recent improvements in overall childhood cancer
survival over time are mainly because of improvements among leukaemia patients.
CONCLUSION: The high and improving survival prognosis for children diagnosed with cancer in Australia is consistent with various
international estimates. However, a 5-year survival estimate of 79% still means that many children who are diagnosed with cancer will
die within 5 years, whereas others have long-term health morbidities and complications associated with their treatments. It is hoped
that continued developments in treatment protocols will result in further improvements in survival.
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More than 600 children between 0– 14 years of age are diagnosed
with cancer each year in Australia corresponding to an age-
standardised incidence rate (2000 World Standard) of 157 cases/
million children per year (Baade et al, 2010). This incidence rate is
among the highest reported internationally (Steliarova-Foucher
et al, 2005a; Stack et al, 2007; Li et al, 2008; Linabery and Ross,
2008; Ocheni et al, 2008; Spix et al, 2008; Swaminathan et al, 2008),
consistent with the strong positive association between country-
specific childhood-cancer incidence rates and affluence (Howard
et al, 2008). Although the Australian childhood cancer incidence
rate represents less than 1% of all invasive cancers diagnosed in
this country, it is still the most common cause of disease-related
death for children between 1–14 years of age in Australia
(Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, 2009). Many survivors
face significant long-term adverse health effects because of the
cancer itself or as a result of treatment (Aziz et al, 2006; Goldsby
et al, 2006; Kurt et al, 2008; Landier and Bhatia, 2008; Oeffinger
et al, 2008). The diagnosis of cancer in a child also has a

considerable and ongoing impact, both psychological and
financial, on the families concerned (Cohn et al, 2003; Hardy
et al, 2008).

Advances in therapy for childhood cancer, including the
introduction of multiagent chemotherapy and multimodal therapy,
combined with greater understanding of the molecular basis of
childhood cancers, have led to widespread improvements in survival
for childhood cancer in developed nations. (Zuccolo et al, 2006;
Ellison et al, 2007; Anonymous, 2009; Perme and Jereb, 2009).

Ongoing population-based survival studies are essential for
providing robust indicators to monitor the availability of effective
treatments and healthcare provision for cancer patients, and to
compare the cancer burden between countries (Gatta et al, 2002;
Desandes et al, 2008). Although some survival estimates for
childhood cancers have been published recently for Australia
(AIHW and AACR, 2008), the use of the standard site-based
ICD-0-3 classification has limited comparisons with international
estimates that use the current morphology-based standard for
coding childhood cancer, the third edition of the International
Classification of Childhood Cancers (ICCC-3) (Steliarova-Foucher
et al, 2005b).

This paper reports the latest available population-based
survival estimates for children diagnosed with cancer in Australia
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categorised by the ICCC-3 diagnostic groupings, enabling for the
first time comparability with population-based estimates from
other countries.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Australian paediatric cancer registry

The Australian Paediatric Cancer Registry (APCR) is one of the few
population-based national registries of childhood cancer in the
world. Established in 1977, it obtained full coverage of all
Australian states and Territories from 1983, and currently includes
cases upto 31st December 2006. Notification of invasive cancer is
a statutory requirement for all public and private hospitals and
pathology services in Australia, and so the survival data reported
here are considered to represent all eligible Australian children
between 0 –14 years of age diagnosed with invasive cancer.
Confirmation and validation of cancer records are achieved
through site visits by the APCR Data Manager to the major
children’s hospitals around Australia, when patients’ charts are
reviewed and additional information on clinical characteristics and
treatment are extracted. Since 1983, 95.3% of diagnostic records in
the APCR were based on histological verification (74.0% histology
of primary, 0.3% histology of metastasis, 20.7% on cytology or
Haematology and 0.4% on autopsy with histology) (Baade et al,
2010). Of the remainder, most were clinical investigations (3.9% of
total). Less than 0.2% of diagnoses were based on death certificate
only.

Although tumours of benign or uncertain behaviour are gene-
rally not reported for adults, the ICCC-3 includes non-malignant
intracranial and intraspinal tumours in diagnostic groups III
(tumours of the central nervous system) and X (germ cell tumours –
see Table 1) (Steliarova-Foucher et al, 2005b). Therefore,

throughout this paper, childhood cancers refer to all malignant
neoplasms as well as intracranial and intraspinal tumours of
benign or uncertain behaviour. Survival results are reported here
by ICCC-3 diagnostic groups, with additional results provided for
diagnostic subgroups where numbers were sufficient for mean-
ingful interpretation.

Mortality status

Follow-up for mortality status upto the 31st December 2006 was
performed through record linkage between the APCR database
and the Australian National Death Index. The record linkage,
using deterministic and probabilistic algorithms, was undertaken
by staff at the Australian Institute of Health and Welfare.

Relative survival

Relative survival was used to approximate disease-specific survival
because it does not rely on accurate cause of death coding
(Dickman et al, 2004). It was calculated from the observed
probability of all-cause survival among childhood cancer patients
divided by the expected probability of survival within the corres-
ponding Australian population stratified by age, sex and calendar
year. Relative survival estimates were calculated using actuarial
techniques based on the period methodology (Brenner et al, 2004).
The period method has been shown through validation studies to
be particularly useful in monitoring childhood cancer survival and
provides more timely estimates of survival than the cohort method
(Brenner et al, 2007; Steliarova-Foucher et al, 2007).

Using the period method, cancer patients were considered ‘at
risk’ of mortality if they constituted a prevalent case for at least
some time during the 10-year period from 1st January 1997 to 31st
December 2006. The survival times of patients who were not

Table 1 Relative survival for Australian children diagnosed with cancer by diagnostic group, 1997–2006a

Relative survival (95% confidence intervals)

Diagnostic group N b 1 year 5 year 20 year

All cancers 11 903 90.6 (89.8–91.3) 79.6 (78.5–80.6) 74.8 (73.7–76.0)
I. Leukaemias 3833 92.8 (91.6–93.8) 80.6 (78.8–82.2) 75.9 (73.9–77.8)

IA Lymphoid leukaemias 3121 96.3 (95.3–97.1) 85.0 (83.1–86.7) 79.7 (77.5–81.7)
IB Acute myeloid leukaemias 537 79.2 (74.5–83.2) 63.4 (57.9–68.4) 62.3 (56.7–67.5)

II. Lymphomas 1220 93.5 (91.3–95.2) 89.8 (87.1–92.0) 88.0 (84.8–90.6)
IIA. Hodgkin lymphomas 500 98.8 (96.4–99.6) 97.7 (94.7–99.0) 95.4 (91.4–97.8)
IIB. Non-Hodgkin lymphomas (excl. Burkitt lymphoma) 486 90.2 (85.4–93.4) 81.7 (76.0–86.1) 79.5 (73.2–84.6)
IIC. Burkitt lymphoma 206 90.3 (83.5–94.4) 90.4 (83.6–94.4) 91.2 (84.3–95.3)

III. Tumours of the CNSc 2562 82.6 (80.5–84.5) 71.0 (68.5–73.3) 64.4 (61.6–67.0)
IIIA. Ependymomas and choroid plexus tumours 242 88.8 (81.8–93.2) 69.3 (60.6–76.4) 62.2 (53.2–69.9)
IIIB. Astrocytomas 1266 87.3 (84.4–89.6) 78.8 (75.5–81.8) 71.7 (67.6–75.4)
IIIC. Intracranial & intraspinal embryonal tumours 437 70.0 (64.1–75.1) 48.7 (42.6–54.5) 41.7 (35.5–47.7)
IIID. Other gliomas 267 65.2 (57.4–71.9) 55.1 (47.1–62.3) 48.9 (40.6–56.7)

IV. Neuroblastoma 650 87.8 (84.0–90.8) 67.8 (62.7–72.4) 64.2 (58.7–69.1)
V. Retinoblastoma 348 99.6 (95.6–100.0) 98.4 (94.5–99.7) 97.8 (92.8–99.7)
VI. Renal tumours 683 95.5 (92.7–97.3) 88.6 (84.6–91.6) 86.9 (82.5–90.4)
VII. Hepatic tumours 153 85.5 (76.7–91.2) 76.0 (66.0–83.4) 74.4 (63.8–82.4)
VIII. Malignant bone tumours 494 93.6 (89.6–96.0) 68.9 (62.8–74.2) 64.1 (57.7–69.8)
IX. Soft tissue sarcomas 693 90.6 (87.0–93.3) 72.1 (67.0–76.6) 65.2 (59.8–70.1)

IXA. Rhabdomyosarcomas 343 92.8 (87.6–95.9) 71.7 (63.9–78.2) 65.3 (57.2–72.2)
X. Germ cell tumorsc 467 92.2 (88.0–95.0) 89.4 (84.7–92.7) 85.0 (79.2–89.3)
XI. Other malignant epithelial neoplasms & melanomas 776 96.8 (94.2–98.2) 93.3 (90.1–95.5) 86.5 (81.4–90.3)

XID. Malignant melanomas 493 99.0 (96.1–99.8) 97.5 (94.3–99.0) 91.1 (84.7–95.0)
XII. Other & unspecified 24 77.4 (45.1–92.2) 72.2 (41.7–88.7) 58.3 (29.4–79.0)

aIncludes all children who were diagnosed between January 1st 1983 and December 31st 2006, and were ‘at risk’ at some point between 1997 and 2006 (inclusive).
bN represents the total number at risk between 1997 and 2006 (inclusive). cIncludes cancers of benign or uncertain behaviour.
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known to have died before 31st December 2006 were censored at
that date. The Ederer II method (Ederer et al, 1961) was used to
calculate expected survival. Cases diagnosed on the basis of death
certificate only (n¼ 21, 0.15%) and autopsy with histology (n¼ 82,
0.58%) were excluded from the survival analysis.

Stage (specific cancers only)

Information about the spread of disease at diagnosis was collected
through patients’ clinical records for the following diagnostic
groups: lymphomas, neuroblastoma, renal tumours and rhabdo-
myosarcomas (a subgroup of soft-tissue sarcomas). The specific
classification systems used for categorising stage for each of the
diagnostic group/subgroup were: Hodgkin lymphoma – Ann Arbor
classification system; (Carbone et al, 1971) Non-Hodgkin lympho-
mas (including Burkitt lymphoma) – Murphy classification
system; (Murphy et al, 1989) Neuroblastoma – International
Neuroblastoma Staging System; (Brodeur et al, 1993) Renal
tumours – Third National Wilms’ Tumor Study; (D’Angio et al,
1989) and Rhabdomyosarcomas – Intergroup Rhabdomyosarcoma
Study-I. (Maurer et al, 1988) Although there was stage information
collected for some cases of retinoblastoma, the low proportion of
these cancers with stage information (B33%) was not sufficient
to report. Due to small numbers, the staging categories for
rhabdomyosarcomas were collapsed to I/II and III/IV for analysis.

Generally, Stage I tumours are localised to the part of the body
where the cancer originated without any evidence of spread and
were able to be surgically removed. Stage II tumours are similar,
except that the tumour has been incompletely removed. Stage III
tumours have greater regional involvement, preventing surgical
resection and often including involvement of lymph nodes. Finally
Stage IV tumours are when the cancer has spread (metastasised) to
distant parts of the body, such as the lungs or bone marrow.

Poisson models

Generalised linear models with a Poisson error structure were used
to model the excess mortality (upto 5 years after diagnosis)
associated with a diagnosis of childhood cancer for all cases
combined and within each diagnostic group, including the effects
of age group, sex, grouped year of diagnosis and, where relevant,
stage at diagnosis. We were only able to apply the Poisson models
to the diagnostic subgroups of lymphoid leukaemias (IA), acute
myeloid leukaemias (IB) and rhabdomyosarcomas (IXA) because
of instability and lack of convergence in the models for the other
cancer subgroups.

RESULTS

Description of cohort

A total of 11 903 children between 0– 14 years of age who were
diagnosed with cancer in Australia between 1983 and 2006 were ‘at
risk’ between 1997 and 2006, with a median follow-up time of 8.9
years (range 0 –24 years). Of these children, 5% (n¼ 565) had died
within 1 year, and 11% (n¼ 1266) within 5 years of diagnosis. The
most common cancers were leukaemias (32%, with 81% of these
being lymphoid leukaemias), tumours of the central nervous
system (CNS, 22%) and lymphomas (10%), which in combination
represented nearly two-thirds (64%) of all cases.

1- and 5-year relative survival

The relative survival for all children diagnosed with cancer was
91% (95% CI¼ 90– 91%) after 1 year and 80% (79–81) after
5 years (Table 1). Among the diagnostic groups, 5-year survival
was highest for retinoblastoma (98%; (95–100)), other malig-
nant epithelial neoplasms and melanomas (93%; (90–96)) and

lymphomas (90%; (87– 92)). The diagnostic groups with the
poorest survival outcomes after 5 years were neuroblastoma
(68%; (63–72)), malignant bone tumours (69%; (63–74)) and
tumours of the CNS (71%; (69–73)). Five-year survival for lymphoid
leukaemias (85%; (83–87)) was substantially higher than that for
acute myeloid leukaemias (63%; (58–68)). Among lymphomas,
5-year survival was better for Hodgkin lymphomas (98%; (95–99))
than for either Burkitt lymphoma (90%; (84–94)) or other non-
Hodgkin lymphomas (82%; (76–86)). Among children diagnosed
with cancers of the CNS, 5-year survival for those diagnosed with
astrocytomas (79%; (76–82)) was higher than for intracranial and
intraspinal embryonal tumours (49%; (43–55)).

Survival by stage at diagnosis

When children diagnosed with lymphomas, neuroblastoma, renal
tumours and rhabdomyosarcomas were considered together
(n¼ 2896), there were 23% stage I, 17% stage II, 25% stage III
and 19% stage IV cases, whereas 16% of these cancers had
unknown stage (Table 2).

Of the cancers for which stage data were available, survival was
significantly worse within each diagnostic group for children
with more advanced stage at diagnosis (Tables 2 and 3).
The largest difference in survival by stage occurred for children
with neuroblastoma, where 5-year relative survival was 96%
(86– 99) for stage I disease compared with 49% (42–56) for stage
IV disease. Although the association with stage was significant
for renal tumours, the survival differential was limited to stage IV
disease (Table 3).

Survival by sex

After adjustment for age-group, year of diagnosis and (where
relevant) stage, the only diagnostic group for which there was a
significant sex differential in relative survival was leukaemias,
where girls were significantly less likely (HR¼ 0.76; (0.62– 0.93),
P¼ 0.007) than boys to die within 5 years of diagnosis (Table 3).
When leukaemias were analysed separately by subgroup, the sex
differential was significant for lymphoid leukaemias (HR¼ 0.65;
(0.50–0.85), P¼ 0.002), but not for myeloid leukaemias
(HR¼ 1.04; (0.72– 1.49), P¼ 0.840).

Survival by age-group

For those cancers for which there was a significant age differential
in survival outcomes (after adjusting for sex, year of diagnosis and,
where relevant, stage), survival was generally poorer for very
young cancer patients (infants diagnosed at less than 1 year), and
also, to a lesser extent, for older children (5 years and over)
compared with children between 1–4 years of age at diagnosis
(Table 3). The significant age differential in survival for all
childhood cancers combined (P¼ 0.002) was largely because of the
poorer survival among infants (HR¼ 1.39; (1.2–1.7), P¼ 0.001).
When analysed by diagnostic group, there was a poorer prognosis
among infants for all leukaemias combined (Po0.001). This
was particularly evident for lymphoid leukaemias (Po0.001),
whereas the age effect was not significant for myeloid leukaemias
(P¼ 0.123). In addition, infants had poorer survival for tumours of
the CNS (Po0.001) and renal tumours (Po0.05); however, infants
had significantly better survival for neuroblastoma (Po0.001).
Older children also had poorer survival for all leukaemias
combined relative to the 1– 4 year age-group (Po0.001), which
was again limited to lymphoid leukaemias (Po0.001), as well as
hepatic tumours (Po0.05), malignant bone tumours (Po0.05) and
the subgroup of rhabdomyosarcomas (Po0.05). In contrast,
children between 10– 14 years of age had improved survival for
tumours of the CNS compared with children between 1 –4 years of
age (Po0.001).
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Survival by period of diagnosis

The prognosis for all childhood cancers combined improved by
grouped year of diagnosis (Table 3), with overall 5-year relative
survival of 77% (76– 79) for children diagnosed in 1992–1998
increasing to 81% (80–82) for children diagnosed in 1999–2006
(HR¼ 0.84; (0.74–0.94), P¼ 0.003). This improvement in survival
was particularly evident among children diagnosed with leukae-
mias (75 vs 84%, respectively; HR¼ 0.59; (0.48–0.73), Po0.001),
and this change was consistent for both lymphoid leukaemias and
myeloid leukaemias. Consistent changes were observed among
boys and girls, with no evidence (P40.10) of interaction between
sex and time period (results not shown). There was some
suggestion, although not quite reaching statistical significance,
of an improvement in survival for lymphomas (86% (80–91) vs
91% (87– 93), respectively; HR¼ 0.61; (0.36 –1.04), P¼ 0.07058).
Similar patterns were seen for several of the other diagnostic
groups, but none of the remaining hazards ratios, including that
for all cancers combined excluding leukaemia, were statistically
significant (P40.05).

Long-term survival

Long-term survival curves by diagnostic group and stage are
shown in Figures 1 and 2, respectively. Overall 20-year relative
survival for all children diagnosed with cancer was 75% (74–76)
(Table 1). Retinoblastoma (98%; (93– 100)), lymphomas (88%;
(85– 91)) and renal tumours (87%; (83– 90)) were the diagnostic
groups with the best long-term prognoses. Of the lymphomas,
Hodgkin lymphomas (95%; (91– 98)) and Burkitt lymphoma (91%;
(84– 95)) had better long-term survival than other non-Hodgkin
lymphomas (80%; (73–85)). Cancers with the poorest long-term
survival were malignant bone tumours (64%; (58– 70)), tumours of
the CNS (64%; (62–67)) and neuroblastoma (64%; (59–69)).

As in the analysis of survival by stage, longer-term survival
remained consistently poorer among children with more advanced
cancers for each of the diagnostic groups/subgroups shown in

Figure 2. However, irrespective of stage, the survival rates generally
stabilised within the first few years following diagnosis.

DISCUSSION

This paper reports the latest survival information for Australian
children diagnosed with cancer between 0– 14 years of age, using a
population-based paediatric cancer registry and the current
international classification for childhood cancers. Analyses indi-
cate that risk of dying within 5 years has decreased by about 16%
since the early-mid 1990s, and this improvement is particularly
evident for leukaemias, for which the hazard ratio was 40% lower
for cases diagnosed in the late 90s or early 2000 s. Similar
improvements in leukaemia survival over time have been reported
in the United States (Pulte et al, 2008), Canada (Ellison et al, 2007)
and France (Desandes et al, 2008).

Direct comparisons with published survival rates inter-
nationally need to be made with caution because of the different
methodologies used, such as the period or cohort method, and the
different time periods considered in the analyses. However this
study has demonstrated that the 5-year survival for all child-
hood cancers in Australia (79%) is similar to that reported
in many other developed areas of the world. Published inter-
national estimates range from 81% in 1996–2004 for the USA
(Anonymous, 2009), 81% among European children in 1995–2002
(Gatta et al, 2009), 80% between 1998–2002 in Slovenia
(Perme and Jereb, 2009), 80% in Italy between 1997–2001 (Zuccolo
et al, 2006), 75% in France between 1990–1999 (Desandes et al,
2008) and 82% in Canada between 1993– 2003 (Ellison et al, 2007).
The lack of consistency in methodology when generating and
reporting international estimates of childhood-cancer survival
could lend support for a similar collaborative comparative study
equivalent to the CONCORD study for adults (Coleman et al,
2008).

Children who were diagnosed when less than 1 year of age
had a poorer prognosis for leukaemias (particularly lymphoid

Table 2 Relative survival for Australian children diagnosed with cancer by diagnostic group and stage, 1997–2006a

Relative survival (95% confidence intervals)

Diagnostic group and stage N b 1 year 5 year 20 year

II. Lymphomas
Stage I 259 98.4 (93.8–99.6) 96.3 (91.3–98.5) 96.5 (91.2–99.1)
Stage II 259 99.2 (94.6–99.9) 96.9 (91.9–98.9) 94.5 (88.4–97.7)
Stage III 321 90.6 (85.1–94.1) 84.3 (77.9–89.0) 80.1 (71.6–86.3)
Stage IV 138 92.8 (83.5–96.9) 86.1 (74.8–92.6) 85.0 (73.1–92.1)
Unknown 243 87.1 (79.7–91.9) 85.2 (77.4–90.5) 85.0 (77.0–90.6)

IV. Neuroblastoma
Stage I 104 98.7 (89.7–100.0) 95.6 (86.3–98.8) 96.0 (86.6–99.2)
Stage II 88 100.0 NA 90.9 (77.1–96.7) 91.3 (77.4–97.1)
Stage III 102 87.7 (74.4–94.4) 74.4 (59.1–84.7) 74.7 (59.3–85.1)
Stage IV 297 81.7 (75.5–86.5) 49.3 (42.0–56.2) 41.8 (33.8–49.7)
Unknown 59 91.1 (68.6–97.8) 91.2 (68.7–97.9) 86.9 (63.3–96.2)

VI. Renal tumours
Stage I 190 98.7 (90.3–99.9) 94.8 (86.4–98.1) 90.6 (80.3–95.8)
Stage II 135 100.0 NA 93.2 (84.1–97.2) 93.6 (84.5–97.7)
Stage III 165 97.4 (89.8–99.4) 92.3 (83.5–96.5) 91.3 (82.0–96.1)
Stage IV 122 91.2 (81.3–96.0) 75.1 (62.9–83.7) 73.7 (61.3–82.8)
Unknown 71 84.8 (69.2–92.9) 84.9 (69.2–93.0) 85.4 (69.6–93.6)

IXA. Rhabdomyosarcomas
Stages I/II 115 97.0 (88.2–99.3) 86.4 (75.3–92.7) 81.3 (66.5–90.2)
Stages III/IV 123 89.2 (77.6–95.0) 55.9 (42.5–67.4) 47.1 (34.8–58.6)
Unknown 105 91.2 (78.2–96.6) 68.9 (46.1–83.6) 66.3 (44.5–81.3)

Abbreviation: NA¼ not applicable. aIncludes all children who were diagnosed between January 1st 1983 and December 31st 2006, and were ‘at risk’ at some point between
1997 and 2006 (inclusive). bN represents the total number ‘at risk’ between 1997 and 2006 (inclusive).
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leukaemias) and tumours of the CNS, but had better prognosis for
neuroblastoma. These age effects were similar to those reported in
United States (Linabery and Ross, 2008), France (Desandes et al,
2008) and Canada (Ellison et al, 2007). It can be more difficult to
treat younger children because of a combination of differences in
the biological characteristics of their cancers along with their
ability to cope with the therapies that are usually applied. For
example, infants with leukaemia have been shown to be more
resistant to certain types of chemotherapy (Pieters et al, 2007) and
they can also be at higher risk of drug-induced toxicity due to
slower clearance rates of some chemotherapeutic agents (Koren
and Schechter, 2007). The use of traditional radiation therapy,
which is widely used in the treatment of older children with a
tumour of the central nervous system, is often deferred or avoided
in infants because of the possibility of significant adverse late
effects (Lafay-Cousin and Strother, 2009). The inverse relationship
between age at diagnosis and survival for children with
neuroblastoma has been reported previously, with patients less
than 1 years of age at diagnosis generally having smaller and less
aggressive tumours (van Noesel and Versteeg, 2004; Gutierrez et al,
2007; Haupt et al, 2010).

Overall survival was higher for children diagnosed in more
recent years, however, when analysed by diagnostic group, this
result was only statistically significant for leukaemias, with
some suggestion of an improvement for lymphomas. Improve-
ments in leukaemia survival over time have been reported
internationally (Brenner et al, 2007; Gatta et al, 2009) and have
been suggested to be most likely because of major progress in
treatment regimens (Brenner et al, 2007) and as a direct result
of collaborative clinical trials (Bond and Pritchard, 2006;
O’Leary et al, 2008). In Australia, all the main paediatric oncology
centres are publicly funded, which means there is no restriction
to treatment options according to whether a child’s family have
private health insurance. In addition, all Australian centres
have strong international collaborative connections with both
USA (Children’s Oncology Group) (O’Leary et al, 2008) and
Europe (SIOP – International Society of Paediatric Oncology)
(Pritchard-Jones, 2008).

As is the case for adult cancers, stage is a key prognostic factor
for childhood cancer. Children with cancers that were more
advanced at diagnosis generally experienced significantly poorer
survival, similar to findings in the French study (Desandes et al,
2008). The greatest variations in survival by stage in our data were
observed for neuroblastoma.

We also found that survival rates tended to stabilise within a few
years after diagnosis for most of the diagnostic groups regardless
of stage at diagnosis. This needs to be interpreted in the context of
the quality of life of longer-term survivors of childhood cancer,
which is often affected by complications such as subsequent
cancers, organ dysfunction (including cardiopulmonary, renal and
gastrointestinal), impaired growth and development, decreased
fertility and neurocognitive deficits, some of which will not
become apparent until many years later (Goldsby et al, 2006;
Landier and Bhatia, 2008). Long-term, multidisciplinary monitor-
ing of survivors is important in order to minimise where possible
the impact of these potential, adverse effects (Hewitt et al, 2003;
American Academy of Pediatrics Section on Hematology/Oncology
Children’s Oncology Group, 2009).

A strength of the Australian Paediatric Cancer Registry is its
complete population coverage, because of mandatory notification
of all cancers in Australia. However, even with the full population
coverage in Australia, the small numbers of some types of
childhood cancers diagnosed over the study period meant that
the corresponding confidence intervals were relatively wide. In
addition, the published values for death certificate only and
histological verification are indicative of the high data quality that
is achieved in Australian state and territory cancer registries
(Baade et al, 2010). The use of the period method for the analysisT

a
b

le
3

A
d
ju

st
ed

5
-y

ea
r

ha
za

rd
ra

tio
s

fo
r

ch
ild

re
n

d
ia

gn
o
se

d
w

ith
ca

nc
er

in
A

us
tr

al
ia

b
y

d
ia

gn
o
st

ic
gr

o
up

,
se

x,
ag

e
at

d
ia

gn
o
si
s,

ye
ar

o
f

d
ia

gn
o
si
s

an
d

st
ag

e
(w

he
re

re
le

va
nt

),
1
9
9
7

–
2
0
0
6

a,
b
,c

S
e
x

A
g
e

a
t

d
ia

g
n

o
si

s
d

Y
e
a
r

o
f

d
ia

g
n

o
si

s
S

ta
g
e

e

C
a
n

c
e
r

ty
p

e
B

o
y
s

G
ir

ls
o

1
y
e
a
rs

1
–

4
y
rs

5
–

9
y
rs

1
0

–
1
4

y
rs

1
9
9
2

–
1
9
9
8

1
9
9
9

–
2
0
0
6

I
II

II
I

IV

A
ll

ca
nc

er
s

co
m

b
in

ed
1
.0

0
0
.9

1
(0

.8
2

–
1
.0

2
)

1
.3

9
(1

.1
5

–
1
.6

7
)

1
.0

0
*

1
.0

8
(0

.9
3

–
1
.2

4
)

0
.9

6
(0

.8
4

–
1
.1

1
)

1
.0

0
*

0
.8

4
(0

.7
4

–
0
.9

4
)

—
—

—
—

I.
Le

uk
ae

m
ia

s
1
.0

0
*

0
.7

6
(0

.6
2

–
0
.9

3
)

4
.7

5
(3

.4
5

–
6
.5

4
)

1
.0

0
**

1
.3

2
(1

.0
2

–
1
.7

1
)

1
.9

9
(1

.5
3

–
2
.5

8
)

1
.0

0
**

0
.5

9
(0

.4
8

–
0
.7

3
)

—
—

—
—

IA
Ly

m
p
ho

id
le

uk
ae

m
ia

s
1
.0

0
*

0
.6

5
(0

.5
0

–
0
.8

5
)

6
.4

7
(3

.9
3

–
1
0
.6

3
)

1
.0

0
**

1
.4

2
(1

.0
4

–
1
.9

6
)

2
.1

1
(1

.5
0

–
2
.9

5
)

1
.0

0
**

0
.6

1
(0

.4
7

–
0
.8

0
)

—
—

—
—

IB
.
M

ye
lo

id
le

uk
ae

m
ia

s
1
.0

0
1
.0

4
(0

.7
2

–
1
.4

9
)

1
.8

3
(1

.0
6

–
3
.1

5
)

1
.0

0
1
.0

0
(0

.6
1

–
1
.6

3
)

1
.2

7
(0

.7
9

–
2
.0

5
)

1
.0

0
**

0
.5

2
(0

.3
5

–
0
.7

6
)

—
—

—
—

II.
Ly

m
p
ho

m
as

1
.0

0
1
.1

2
(0

.6
5

–
1
.9

4
)

0
.9

2
(0

.1
1

–
7
.7

8
)

1
.0

0
1
.0

9
(0

.5
4

–
2
.2

1
)

0
.7

8
(0

.3
9

–
1
.5

4
)

1
.0

0
0
.6

1
(0

.3
6

–
1
.0

4
)

1
.0

0
*

0
.8

3
(0

.2
1

–
3
.2

1
)

4
.4

1
(1

.6
5

–
1
1
.7

8
)

3
.7

4
(1

.2
2

–
1
1
.4

7
)

III
.
T

um
o
ur

s
o
f

th
e

C
N

Sf
1
.0

0
1
.0

1
(0

.8
3

–
1
.2

3
)

2
.1

2
(1

.5
3

–
2
.9

3
)

1
.0

0
**

0
.8

3
(0

.6
5

–
1
.0

6
)

0
.6

2
(0

.4
7

–
0
.8

1
)

1
.0

0
0
.9

8
(0

.7
9

–
1
.2

1
)

—
—

—
—

IV
.
N

eu
ro

b
la

st
o
m

a
1
.0

0
1
.2

3
(0

.8
4

–
1
.7

9
)

0
.2

6
(0

.1
5

–
0
.4

5
)

1
.0

0
**

1
.4

7
(0

.8
8

–
2
.4

8
)

0
.6

3
(0

.1
9

–
2
.0

4
)

1
.0

0
0
.8

4
(0

.5
7

–
1
.2

5
)

1
.0

0
**

2
.1

8
(0

.4
8

–
9
.9

6
)

6
.0

8
(1

.6
8

–
2
2
.0

0
)

1
2
.7

3
(3

.9
5

–
4
0
.9

6
)

V
I.

R
en

al
tu

m
o
ur

s
1
.0

0
0
.7

7
(0

.3
9

–
1
.5

2
)

4
.6

9
(2

.0
8

–
1
0
.5

5
)

1
.0

0
*

1
.5

5
(0

.6
5

–
3
.6

9
)

2
.0

8
(0

.5
3

–
8
.2

3
)

1
.0

0
0
.9

1
(0

.4
5

–
1
.8

3
)

1
.0

0
*

1
.2

8
(0

.3
3

–
4
.8

9
)

2
.0

9
(0

.5
7

–
7
.7

2
)

6
.0

1
(1

.9
7

–
1
8
.3

7
)

V
II.

H
ep

at
ic

tu
m

o
ur

s
1
.0

0
0
.6

0
(0

.2
3

–
1
.5

7
)

0
.6

0
(0

.1
7

–
2
.1

6
)

1
.0

0
*

3
.0

3
(0

.9
6

–
9
.5

7
)

3
.0

1
(1

.0
3

–
8
.7

9
)

1
.0

0
1
.1

2
(0

.4
4

–
2
.8

7
)

—
—

—
—

V
III

.
M

al
ig

na
nt

b
o
ne

tu
m

o
ur

s
1
.0

0
0
.7

8
(0

.5
0

–
1
.2

2
)

1
.0

0
*

1
.8

5
(1

.0
9

–
3
.1

3
)

1
.0

0
0
.8

1
(0

.5
1

–
1
.2

8
)

—
—

—
—

IX
.
So

ft
-t

is
su

e
sa

rc
o
m

as
1
.0

0
0
.8

1
(0

.5
3

–
1
.2

3
)

1
.2

7
(0

.5
3

–
3
.0

4
)

1
.0

0
1
.1

1
(0

.6
2

–
2
.0

0
)

1
.6

2
(0

.9
6

–
2
.7

3
)

1
.0

0
1
.0

1
(0

.6
5

–
1
.5

7
)

—
—

—
—

IX
A

.
R

ha
b
d
o
m

yo
sa

rc
o
m

as
1
.0

0
0
.8

3
(0

.4
5

–
1
.5

4
)

1
.0

0
*

1
.0

7
(0

.5
1

–
2
.2

6
)

3
.1

2
(1

.4
9

–
6
.5

4
)

1
.0

0
1
.2

1
(0

.6
2

–
2
.3

7
)

1
.0

0
**

4
.6

9
(2

.1
1

–
1
0
.4

3
)

X
.
G

er
m

-c
el

l
tu

m
o
ur

sf
1
.0

0
1
.5

2
(0

.6
6

–
3
.5

0
)

2
.1

7
(0

.6
2

–
7
.5

7
)

1
.0

0
3
.2

0
(0

.8
7

–
1
1
.7

8
)

1
.3

9
(0

.4
0

–
4
.8

5
)

1
.0

0
0
.7

8
(0

.3
4

–
1
.8

2
)

—
—

—
—

X
I.

O
th

er
m

al
ig

na
nt

ep
ith

el
ia

l
ne

o
p
la

sm
s

&
m

el
an

o
m

as
1
.0

0
0
.6

1
(0

.2
7

–
1
.4

0
)

1
.0

0
1
.9

0
(0

.3
9

–
9
.3

1
)

0
.6

7
(0

.1
5

–
3
.0

6
)

1
.0

0
0
.9

9
(0

.4
2

–
2
.3

4
)

—
—

—
—

a In
cl

ud
es

su
rv

iv
al

up
to

5
ye

ar
s

af
te

r
d
ia

gn
o
si
s,

so
th

e
‘a

t
ri
sk

’p
er

io
d

o
f
1
9
9
7

–
2
0
0
6

m
ea

ns
th

at
ch

ild
re

n
w

ho
w

er
e

d
ia

gn
o
se

d
b
et

w
ee

n
Ja

nu
ar

y
1
st

1
9
9
2

an
d

D
ec

em
b
er

3
1
st

2
0
0
6

ha
ve

th
e

p
o
te

nt
ia

l
to

b
e

in
cl

ud
ed

in
th

e
an

al
ys

is
.

b
M

o
d
el

fo
r

re
tin

o
b
la

st
o
m

a
d
id

no
t

co
nv

er
ge

b
ec

au
se

o
f
in

su
ffi

ci
en

t
d
ea

th
s

an
d

so
is

no
t

in
cl

ud
ed

in
th

is
ta

b
le

.c **
:h

ig
hl

y
si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
gr

o
up

ef
fe

ct
(P
o

0
.0

0
1
);

*:
si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
gr

o
up

ef
fe

ct
(0

.0
0
1
o

Po
0
.0

5
).

d
In

su
ffi

ci
en

t
nu

m
b
er

s
o
f
ca

se
s

ag
ed

o
1

m
ea

nt
th

at
ch

ild
re

n
o

1
ye

ar
s

an
d

1
–

4
ye

ar
s

w
er

e
co

m
b
in

ed
fo

r
rh

ab
d
o
m

yo
sa

rc
o
m

as
an

d
o
th

er
m

al
ig

na
nt

ep
ith

el
ia

ln
eo

p
la

sm
s

an
d

m
el

an
o
m

as
,a

nd
0

–
9

ye
ar

s
co

m
b
in

ed
fo

r
m

al
ig

na
nt

b
o
ne

tu
m

o
ur

s.
e
C

as
es

w
ith

un
kn

o
w

n
st

ag
e

w
er

e
in

cl
ud

ed
in

th
e

m
o
d
el

s,
b
ut

se
p
ar

at
e

re
su

lts
ar

e
no

t
p
re

se
nt

ed
in

th
e

ta
b
le

s.
f In

cl
ud

es
ca

nc
er

s
o
f

b
en

ig
n

o
r

un
ce

rt
ai

n
b
eh

av
io

ur
.

Survival for Australian childhood cancer

PD Baade et al

1667

British Journal of Cancer (2010) 103(11), 1663 – 1670& 2010 Cancer Research UK

C
li
n

ic
a
l

S
tu

d
ie

s



of cancer survival is becoming more common and, following
validation in several studies, has been recommended as the
method of choice to monitor population-based survival (Brenner
et al, 2007).

These survival estimates provide quantitative data describing
the prognosis for Australian children diagnosed with cancer and

demonstrate consistency with survival outcomes reported inter-
nationally. They also provide a valid, high-quality baseline of
survival outcomes against which changes in survival can be
monitored over time. It is hoped that with further developments
in treatment protocols through large multicentre studies the
improvements in survival will continue.
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Figure 1 Long-term survival patterns for children diagnosed with cancer in Australia by diagnostic group, 1997–2006.

Survival for Australian childhood cancer

PD Baade et al

1668

British Journal of Cancer (2010) 103(11), 1663 – 1670 & 2010 Cancer Research UK

C
lin

ic
a
l

S
tu

d
ie

s



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The Australian Paediatric Cancer Registry is funded by Cancer
Council Queensland. The support and assistance of staff at
Australian State and Territory Cancer Registries, the Australian

Institute of Health and Welfare, and the Medical Records
department at each of the National Paediatric Oncology treating
hospitals is gratefully acknowledged.

PC Valery was supported by a National Health and Medical
Research Council Public Health Training Grant.

REFERENCES

AIHW and AACR (2008) Cancer survival and prevalence in Australia:
cancers diagnosed from 1982 to 2004 (Cancer Series no 42. Cat. no.
CAN 38) Canberra

American Academy of Pediatrics Section on Hematology/Oncology
Children’s Oncology Group (2009) Long-term follow-up care for
pediatric cancer survivors. Pediatrics 123: 906 – 915

Anonymous (2009) StatBite: Trends in US childhood cancer survival
(1975 – 2004). J Natl Cancer Inst 101: 909

Australian Institute of Health and Welfare (2009) A picture of Australia’s
children 2009. AIHW: Canberra

Aziz NM, Oeffinger KC, Brooks S, Turoff AJ (2006) Comprehensive long-
term follow-up programs for pediatric cancer survivors. Cancer 107:
841 – 848

Baade PD, Youlden DR, Valery PC, Hassall T, Ward L, Green AC, Aitken JF
(2010) Trends in incidence of childhood cancer in Australia, 1983 – 2006.
Br J Cancer 102: 620 – 626

Bond MC, Pritchard S (2006) Understanding clinical trials in childhood
cancer. Paediatr Child Health 11: 148 – 150

Brenner H, Gefeller O, Hakulinen T (2004) Period analysis for ‘up-to-date’
cancer survival data: theory, empirical evaluation, computation realisa-
tion and applications. Eur J Cancer 40: 326 – 335

Brenner H, Steliarova-Foucher E, Arndt V (2007) Up-to-date moni-
toring of childhood cancer long-term survival in Europe: methodology
and application to all forms of cancer combined. Ann Oncol 18:
1561 – 1568

Brodeur GM, Pritchard J, Berthold F, Carlsen NL, Castel V, Castelberry RP,
De Bernardi B, Evans AE, Favrot M, Hedborg F (1993) Revisions of the
international criteria for neuroblastoma diagnosis, staging, and response
to treatment. J Clin Oncol 11: 1466 – 1477

Carbone PP, Kaplan HS, Musshoff K, Smithers DW, Tubiana M (1971)
Report of the Committee on Hodgkin’s Disease Staging Classification.
Cancer research 31: 1860 – 1861

Cohn RJ, Goodenough B, Foreman T, Suneson J (2003) Hidden financial
costs in treatment for childhood cancer: an Australian study of lifestyle
implications for families absorbing out-of-pocket expenses. J Pediatr
Hematol Oncol 25: 854 – 863

Coleman MP, Quaresma M, Berrino F, Lutz JM, De Angelis R, Capocaccia R,
Baili P, Rachet B, Gatta G, Hakulinen T, Micheli A, Sant M, Weir HK,
Elwood JM, Tsukuma H, Koifman S, GA ES, Francisci S, Santaquilani M,
Verdecchia A, Storm HH, Young JL (2008) Cancer survival in five
continents: a worldwide population-based study (CONCORD). Lancet
Oncol 9: 730 – 756

D’Angio GJ, Breslow N, Beckwith JB, Evans A, Baum H, Delorimier A,
Fernbach D, Hrabovsky E, Jones B, Kelalis P, Othersen, HB, Tefft, M,
Thomas, PRM (1989) Treatment of Wilms’ tumor. Results of the Third
National Wilms’ Tumor Study. Cancer 64: 349 – 360

Desandes E, Berger C, Tron I, Demeocq F, Bellec S, Blouin P, Casagranda L,
De Lumley L, Freycon F, Goubin A, Le Gall E, Sommelet D, Lacour B,
Clavel J (2008) Childhood cancer survival in France, 1990 – 1999. Eur J
Cancer 44: 205 – 215

Dickman PW, Sloggett A, Hills M, Hakulinen T (2004) Regression models
for relative survival. Stat Med 23: 51 – 64

Ederer F, Axtell LM, Cutler SJ (1961) The relative survival rate: a statistical
methodology. Natl Cancer Inst Monogr 6: 101 – 121

Ellison LF, Pogany L, Mery LS (2007) Childhood and adolescent cancer
survival: a period analysis of data from the Canadian Cancer Registry.
Eur J Cancer 43: 1967 – 1975

Gatta G, Capocaccia R, Coleman MP, Ries LA, Berrino F (2002) Child-
hood cancer survival in Europe and the United States. Cancer 95:
1767 – 1772

Gatta G, Zigon G, Capocaccia R, Coebergh JW, Desandes E, Kaatsch P,
Pastore G, Peris-Bonet R, Stiller CA (2009) Survival of European children
and young adults with cancer diagnosed 1995 – 2002. Eur J Cancer 45:
992 – 1005

Goldsby RE, Taggart DR, Ablin AR (2006) Surviving childhood cancer: the
impact on life. Paediatr Drugs 8: 71 – 84

Gutierrez JC, Fischer AC, Sola JE, Perez EA, Koniaris LG (2007) Markedly
improving survival of neuroblastoma: a 30-year analysis of 1 646
patients. Pediatr Surg Int 23: 637 – 646

Hardy KK, Bonner MJ, Masi R, Hutchinson KC, Willard VW, Rosoff PM
(2008) Psychosocial functioning in parents of adult survivors of
childhood cancer. J Pediatr Hematol Oncol 30: 153 – 159

Haupt R, Garaventa A, Gambini C, Parodi S, Cangemi G, Casale F,
Viscardi E, Bianchi M, Prete A, Jenkner A, Luksch R, Di Cataldo A,
Favre C, D’Angelo P, Zanazzo GA, Arcamone G, Izzi GC, Gigliotti AR,
Pastore G, De Bernardi B (2010) Improved survival of children with
neuroblastoma between 1979 and 2005: a report of the Italian
Neuroblastoma Registry. J Clin Oncol 28: 2331 – 2338

Hewitt M, Weiner S, Simone J (eds) (2003) Childhood cancer survivorship:
improving care and quality of life. National Academies Press:
Washington, DC

Howard SC, Metzger ML, Wilimas JA, Quintana Y, Pui CH, Robison LL,
Ribeiro RC (2008) Childhood cancer epidemiology in low-income
countries. Cancer 112: 461 – 472

Koren G, Schechter T (2007) Cancer chemotherapy in young children:
challenges and solutions. Pediatr Blood Cancer 49: 1091 – 1092

Kurt BA, Armstrong GT, Cash DK, Krasin MJ, Morris EB, Spunt SL,
Robison LL, Hudson MM (2008) Primary care management of the
childhood cancer survivor. J Pediatr 152: 458 – 466

Lafay-Cousin L, Strother D (2009) Current treatment approaches for infants
with malignant central nervous system tumors. Oncologist 14: 433 – 444

Landier W, Bhatia S (2008) Cancer survivorship: a pediatric perspective.
Oncologist 13: 1181 – 1192

Li J, Thompson TD, Miller JW, Pollack LA, Stewart SL (2008) Cancer
incidence among children and adolescents in the United States,
2001 – 2003. Pediatrics 121: e1470 – e1477

Linabery AM, Ross JA (2008) Trends in childhood cancer incidence in the
US (1992 – 2004). Cancer 112: 416 – 432

Maurer HM, Crist W, Lawrence W, Ragab AH, Raney RB, Webber B, Wharam M,
Vietti TJ, Beltangady M, Gehan EA, Hammond D, Hays DM, Heyn R, Newton
W, Ortega J, Ruymann FB, Soule E, Tefft M (1988) The Intergroup
Rhabdomyosarcoma Study-I. A final report. Cancer 61: 209 – 220

Murphy SB, Fairclough DL, Hutchison RE, Berard CW (1989)
Non-Hodgkin’s lymphomas of childhood: an analysis of the histology,
staging, and response to treatment of 338 cases at a single institution.
J Clin Oncol 7: 186 – 193

O’Leary M, Krailo M, Anderson JR, Reaman GH (2008) Progress in
childhood cancer: 50 years of research collaboration, a report from the
Children’s Oncology Group. Semin Oncol 35: 484 – 493

Ocheni S, Bioha FI, Ibegbulam OG, Emodi IJ, Ikefuna AN (2008) Changing
pattern of childhood malignancies in Eastern Nigeria. West Afr J Med 27: 3 – 6

Oeffinger KC, Nathan PC, Kremer LC (2008) Challenges after curative
treatment for childhood cancer and long-term follow up of survivors.
Pediatr Clin North Am 55: 251 – 273

Perme MP, Jereb B (2009) Trends in survival after childhood cancer in
Slovenia between 1957 and 2007. Pediatr Hematol Oncol 26: 240 – 251

Pieters R, Schrappe M, De Lorenzo P, Hann I, De Rossi G, Felice M, Hovi L,
LeBlanc T, Szczepanski T, Ferster A, Janka G, Rubnitz J, Silverman L,
Stary J, Campbell M, Li CK, Mann G, Suppiah R, Biondi A, Vora A,
Valsecchi MG (2007) A treatment protocol for infants younger than 1
year with acute lymphoblastic leukaemia (Interfant-99): an observational
study and a multicentre randomised trial. Lancet 370: 240 – 250

Pritchard-Jones K (2008) Clinical trials for children with cancer in Europe -
still a long way from harmonisation: a report from SIOP Europe. Eur J
Cancer 44: 2106 – 2111

Pulte D, Gondos A, Brenner H (2008) Trends in 5- and 10-year survival
after diagnosis with childhood hematologic malignancies in the United
States, 1990 – 2004. J Natl Cancer Inst 100: 1301 – 1309

Survival for Australian childhood cancer

PD Baade et al

1669

British Journal of Cancer (2010) 103(11), 1663 – 1670& 2010 Cancer Research UK

C
li
n

ic
a
l

S
tu

d
ie

s



Spix C, Eletr D, Blettner M, Kaatsch P (2008) Temporal trends in the
incidence rate of childhood cancer in Germany 1987 – 2004. Int J Cancer
122: 1859 – 1867

Stack M, Walsh PM, Comber H, Ryan CA, O’Lorcain P (2007) Childhood
cancer in Ireland: a population-based study. Arch Dis Child 92: 890 – 897

Steliarova-Foucher E, Arndt V, Parkin DM, Berrino F, Brenner H (2007)
Timely disclosure of progress in childhood cancer survival by ‘period’
analysis in the Automated Childhood Cancer Information System.
Ann Oncol 18: 1554 – 1560

Steliarova-Foucher E, Stiller C, Kaatsch P, Berrino F, Coebergh JW (2005a)
Trends in childhood cancer incidence in Europe, 1970–99. Lancet 365: 2088

Steliarova-Foucher E, Stiller C, Lacour B, Kaatsch P (2005b) International
Classification of Childhood Cancer, third edition. Cancer 103: 1457 – 1467

Swaminathan R, Rama R, Shanta V (2008) Childhood cancers in
Chennai, India, 1990 – 2001: incidence and survival. Int J Cancer 122:
2607 – 2611

van Noesel MM, Versteeg R (2004) Pediatric neuroblastomas: genetic and
epigenetic ‘danse macabre’. Gene 325: 1 – 15

Zuccolo L, Dama E, Maule MM, Pastore G, Merletti F, Magnani C (2006)
Updating long-term childhood cancer survival trend with period and
mixed analysis: good news from population-based estimates in Italy.
Eur J Cancer 42: 1135 – 1142

Survival for Australian childhood cancer

PD Baade et al

1670

British Journal of Cancer (2010) 103(11), 1663 – 1670 & 2010 Cancer Research UK

C
lin

ic
a
l

S
tu

d
ie

s


	Population-based survival estimates for childhood cancer in Australia during the period 1997-2006
	Materials and methods
	Australian paediatric cancer registry
	Mortality status
	Relative survival

	Table 1 Relative survival for Australian children diagnosed with cancer by diagnostic group, 1997-2006a
	Stage (specific cancers only)
	Poisson models

	Results
	Description of cohort
	1- and 5-year relative survival
	Survival by stage at diagnosis
	Survival by sex
	Survival by age-group
	Survival by period of diagnosis
	Long-term survival

	Discussion
	Table 2 Relative survival for Australian children diagnosed with cancer by diagnostic group and stage, 1997-2006a 
	Table 3 Adjusted 5-year hazard ratios for children diagnosed with cancer in Australia by diagnostic group, sex, age at diagnosis, year of diagnosis and stage (where relevant), 1997-2006a,b,c
	Figure 2 Long-term survival patterns by stage for children diagnosed with selected cancers in Australia, 1997-2006.
	Figure 1 Long-term survival patterns for children diagnosed with cancer in Australia by diagnostic group, 1997-2006.
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	REFERENCES




