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Abstract (298 words) 30 

 31 

Background 32 
Worldwide, most colorectal cancer screening programmes were paused at the start of the COVID-33 
19 pandemic, whilst the Danish faecal immunochemical test (FIT)-based programme continued 34 
without pausing. We examined colorectal cancer screening participation and compliance with 35 
subsequent colonoscopy in Denmark throughout the pandemic.  36 

 37 
Methods 38 
We used data from the Danish Colorectal Cancer Screening Database among individuals aged 50-39 
74 years old invited to participate in colorectal cancer screening from 2018-2021 combined with 40 
population-wide registries. Using a generalised linear model, we estimated prevalence ratios (PR) 41 
and 95% confidence intervals (CI) of colorectal cancer screening participation within 90 days since 42 
invitation and compliance with colonoscopy within 60 days since a positive FIT test during the 43 
pandemic in comparison with the previous years adjusting for age, month and year of invitation.  44 

 45 
Results 46 
Altogether, 3,133,947 invitations were sent out to 1,928,725 individuals and there were 94,373 47 
positive FIT tests (in 92,848 individuals) during the study period. Before the pandemic, 60.7% 48 
participated in screening within 90 days. A minor reduction in participation was observed at the 49 
start of the pandemic (PR=0.95; 95% CI: 0.94-0.96 in pre-lockdown and PR=0.85; 95% CI: 0.85-50 
0.86 in 1st lockdown) corresponding to a participation rate of 54.9% during pre-lockdown and 51 
53.0% during 1st lockdown. This was followed by a 5-10% increased participation in screening 52 
corresponding to a participation rate of up to 64.9%. The largest increase in participation was 53 
observed among 55-59 year olds, individuals living alone or cohabiting and immigrants. The 54 
compliance with colonoscopy within 60 days was 89.9% before the pandemic. A slight reduction 55 
was observed during 1st lockdown (PR=0.96; 95% CI: 0.93-0.98), where after it resumed to normal 56 
levels.  57 

 58 
Conclusions 59 
Participation in the Danish FIT-based colorectal cancer screening programme and subsequent 60 
compliance to colonoscopy after a positive FIT result was only slightly affected by the COVID-19 61 
pandemic.   62 
 63 
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INTRODUCTION 71 
The COVID-19 pandemic has impacted the society and the healthcare systems worldwide 72 
considerably. In efforts to mitigate the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the healthcare system 73 
and to minimise the spread of the infection, population-wide restrictions (“lockdown”) were 74 
imposed worldwide. Large parts of the society were closed down and, within the healthcare system, 75 
elective procedures were cancelled or postponed and resources were reallocated to take care of 76 
patients in need of hospitalisation because of COVID-19. 77 
 78 
As a result of the re-organisations within the healthcare systems, the cancer screening programmes 79 
were, in most countries, paused at the start of the pandemic. In Denmark; however, the cancer 80 
screening programmes including the faecal immunochemical test (FIT)-based colorectal cancer 81 
screening programme using faecal samples obtained at home continued throughout the pandemic. 82 
Results from other European countries using FIT-based screening programmes have shown that 83 
alterations to the colorectal cancer screening programme at the start of the pandemic led to large 84 
reductions in the number of people referred, diagnosed, and treated for colorectal cancer at the start 85 
of the pandemic (1, 2) and to reduced participation in screening and screening derived colonoscopy 86 
(3) and longer time interval from a positive screening test to colonoscopy (4). A study from Canada 87 
also found marked reductions in the colorectal cancer faecal test volumes at the start of the 88 
pandemic (5) resulting from a suspension of the FIT-based screening programme. Moreover, it is 89 
estimated that the disruptions to the FIT-based colorectal cancer screening programme would result 90 
in additional colorectal cancer diagnoses (6). The participation in colorectal cancer screening in 91 
Denmark throughout the pandemic has not yet been described; however, one study has shown a 92 
24% reduction in the number of colon cancers diagnosed at the start of the pandemic in Denmark 93 
(7) indicating that either the general health-seeking behaviour or the participation in colorectal 94 
cancer screening may have changed at the start of the pandemic.  95 
 96 
It is well known that social inequities exist across the entire colorectal cancer screening pathway. 97 
For example, studies have shown that younger individuals, immigrants, individuals living alone and 98 
individuals with a lower income are less likely to participate in colorectal cancer screening (8, 9). 99 
Furthermore, the compliance with colonoscopy is lower among older patients and among patients 100 
with underlying disease (10), among immigrants and among individuals living alone (9). Moreover, 101 
health-seeking behaviour e.g., the number of visits to a general practitioner is associated with 102 
participation in colorectal cancer screening (9). A concern is that these social inequities in 103 
colorectal cancer screening participation may have been exacerbated during the pandemic.  104 
 105 
We examined the colorectal cancer screening participation and compliance with subsequent 106 
colonoscopy during the COVID-19 pandemic in Denmark compared with the previous years. 107 
Furthermore, we examined whether the participation in colorectal cancer screening and compliance 108 
with screen derived colonoscopy during the COVID-19 pandemic differed across population sub-109 
groups. 110 
 111 
 112 
  113 
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METHODS 114 

Setting 115 
The study was conducted in Denmark, which has a population of approximately 5.8 million 116 
inhabitants (11). All residents in Denmark are eligible for tax-supported health care provided by the 117 
Danish government. Nationwide population-based registries in Denmark record extensive 118 
administrative and medical data of the whole population, which can be linked using the unique 119 
personal identifier, that is assigned to all residents at birth or immigration (12, 13). 120 
 121 
The colorectal cancer screening programme 122 
In Denmark, screening for colorectal cancer was implemented in 2014 and is offered free-of-charge 123 
every two years to all individuals aged 50-74 years old living in Denmark. The test is a home-based 124 
test, which is mailed directly together with an invitation letter to all invitees. The screening 125 
procedure is based on a single-sample FIT (OC Sensor (Eiken Chemical Company, Tokyo, Japan)), 126 
which can detect invisible amounts of blood in stool samples, which may be associated with 127 
bleeding lesions from precancerous adenomas or colorectal cancer at early stages of the disease (14, 128 
15). Non-participants to screening receive a reminder after 6 weeks.  129 
 130 
All individuals with a positive FIT test (≥100µg haemoglobin/L faeces) receive an invitation for a 131 
colonoscopy with a pre-booked time for appointment within 14 days after the positive screening 132 
result. Non-participants to colonoscopy are contacted by the administrative regions.  133 
 134 
The COVID-19 pandemic in Denmark 135 
In Denmark, three main waves of the COVID-19 pandemic have occurred; in the spring of 2020, in 136 
the winter of 2020/2021 and again in the winter of 2021/2022 (16).  137 
 138 
The pandemic response included population-wide restrictions (lockdowns), COVID-19 testing and 139 
COVID-19 vaccination. During the lockdowns large parts of the society were closed down and 140 
people were advised to stay at home if possible. Large-scale COVID-19 testing was provided free-141 
of-charge to all inhabitants since May 2020 (17). COVID-19 vaccination began in December 2020 142 
and by March 2022, approximately 81% of the population had received two doses and more than 143 
61% had received three doses of the vaccine (18). The vaccination strategy comprised vaccinating 144 
individuals living in nursing homes first, thereafter individuals ≥85 years, then healthcare 145 
personnel, thereafter individuals with underlying health conditions and their relatives and finally, 146 
individuals were offered the COVID-19 vaccination by decreasing age (75-79 years, 65-74 years, 147 
60-64 years etc.) (19). 148 
 149 
Study population 150 
The study population comprised all invitations in individuals aged 50-74 years old invited to 151 
participate in colorectal cancer screening from 1 January 2018 to 30 September 2021, as registered 152 
in the Danish Colorectal Cancer Screening Database (20), which contain information on all 153 
individuals in Denmark invited to participate in colorectal cancer screening.  154 
 155 
To examine participation in colorectal cancer screening, we excluded invitations in individuals who 156 
emigrated within 1 year since invitation (N=11,832), invitations in individuals residing in the Faroe 157 
Islands or Greenland (N=540), invitations in individuals with an unknown postal address (N=2,621) 158 
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and registrations of stool samples received before an invitation or reminder was sent out 159 
(Supplementary Figure 1A).  160 
 161 
To examine compliance with colonoscopy, we included all positive FIT tests from colorectal cancer 162 
screening among individuals aged 50-74 years old from 1 January 2018 to 30 September 2021. In 163 
all, 146 positive FIT tests were excluded due to low counts across time periods (Supplementary 164 
Figure 1B).   165 
 166 
Exposure of interest 167 
The COVID-19 pandemic is the exposure of interest. We defined the different phases of the 168 
pandemic in Denmark in accordance with the governmental responses to the COVID-19 pandemic 169 
in Denmark, as follows:  170 

 Pre-pandemic period: 1 January 2018 to 31 January 2020 171 
 Pre-lockdown period: 1st February to 10 March 2020 172 
 1st lockdown: 11 March to 15 April 2020 173 
 1st re-opening: 16 April to 15 December 2020 174 
 2nd lockdown: 16 December 2020 to 27 February 2021 175 
 2nd re-opening: 28 February 2021 to 30 September 2021 (end of inclusion period) 176 

 177 
Pre-lockdown and 1st lockdown was termed “the start of the pandemic” in this study.  178 
 179 
Outcome of interests 180 
The two main outcomes of interests were colorectal cancer screening participation within 90 days 181 
since invitation and compliance with colonoscopy within 60 days since a positive FIT result. 182 
Further, we evaluated participation within 180 and 365 days since invitation and compliance with 183 
colonoscopy within 365 days since a positive FIT result.  184 
 185 
Explanatory variables 186 
The following variables were examined independently: age, sex, ethnicity, cohabitation status, 187 
educational level, disposable income and healthcare usage. Age was defined at the date of 188 
invitation, as registered in the Danish Colorectal Cancer Screening Database (20). From Statistics 189 
Denmark (11), we obtained information on ethnicity, cohabitation status, educational level and level 190 
of income. Ethnicity was categorised as Danish descent, Western immigrant, Non-western 191 
immigrant and descendants of immigrants. Cohabitation status was categorised as single (i.e. living 192 
alone, divorced or not married), co-habiting/co-living, and married (i.e. married or registered 193 
partnership) in accordance with Statistics Denmark (11). Education level was defined in accordance 194 
with the International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) of the United Nations 195 
Education, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) into short (ISCED level 1-1), medium 196 
(ISCED level 3-4) and long (ISCED level 5-8) (11). Income was defined as official disposable 197 
income depreciated to 2015 level and categorised into five quintiles. To indicate the level of 198 
healthcare use by each patient, we counted the total number of contacts to general practitioners, 199 
private practising medical specialists, physiotherapists, and chiropractors in the year for invitation 200 
as registered in the Danish National Health Service Register (21), which contain information on 201 
visits to primary healthcare (e.g., general practitioners and medical specialists) in Denmark since 202 
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1990. We categorised healthcare usage as rare (0-3 visits per year), low (4-6 visits per year), 203 
average (7-11 visits per year), high (12-18 visits per year) and frequent (≥19 visits per years). 204 
 205 
Statistical analyses 206 
We examined characteristics of persons invited to participate in colorectal cancer screening and 207 
characteristics of persons with a positive FIT test during the study period. Thereafter, we examined 208 
the participation in colorectal cancer screening within 90, 180 and 365 days since invitation overall 209 
and stratifying by the explanatory variables per month and during the pandemic phases. Similarly, 210 
we examined compliance with colonoscopy within 60 and 365 days since a positive FIT test overall 211 
and stratifying by the explanatory variables per month and during the pandemic phases. We also 212 
examined the median number of days and interdecentile interval (IDI) from invitation to 213 
participation overall and during the different phases of the pandemic.  214 
 215 
Using a generalised linear model (GLM) with log link for the Poisson family with robust standard 216 
errors (SE), we estimated prevalence ratios (PR) and 95% confidence intervals (CI) of participation 217 
in colorectal cancer screening within 90, 180 and 365 days since invitation among persons invited 218 
to participate in colorectal cancer screening and compliance with colonoscopy within 60 and 365 219 
days since a positive FIT test during the different phases of the pandemic overall and stratifying by 220 
the explanatory variables. Firstly, we calculated unadjusted analyses. Thereafter, the analyses were 221 
adjusted for month of invitation to allow for seasonality and year of invitation to take into account 222 
the annual change in colorectal cancer screening participation. Finally, the analyses were adjusted 223 
for age to take into account the effect of age on the other explanatory variables.  224 
 225 
We performed a sensitivity analyses to take into account an IT-error that occurred in the spring of 226 
2020 resulting in a reduction in the number of invitations sent out in week 11-14 2020 (Central 227 
Denmark Region in week 11-14 2020, Northern Denmark Region in week 12-14 2020 and the rest 228 
of Denmark in week 13-14). The error meant, that only individuals entering or leaving the screening 229 
programme were invited. Thus, during the period with the IT-error only 50 years olds entering the 230 
programme, individuals entering the country from abroad, and 73 to 74 year olds leaving the 231 
programme were invited. We re-ran the analyses for this by introducing a dummy variable 232 
expressing the IT-error in the GLM model. 233 
 234 
All analyses were conducted using STATA version 17.0. 235 
 236 

Ethical considerations 237 
The study is registered at the Central Denmark Region's register of research projects (journal 238 
number 1-16-02-381-20). Patient consent is not required by Danish law for register-based studies. 239 

  240 
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RESULTS 241 
Altogether, 3,133,947 invitations were sent out to 1,928,725 individuals during the study period. 242 
Among those 50.5% were women and the median age was 60 years (IQI=54-67), the majority were 243 
of Danish descent (91.4%), most were married (59.4%) and 56% had a short educational level. The 244 
distribution of the descriptive characteristics was similar across the pandemic phases (Table 1).  245 
 246 
Participation during the COVID-19 pandemic 247 
Before the pandemic, 60.7% participated in colorectal cancer screening within 90 days since 248 
invitation (Figure 1 and Supplementary Table 1). The results were similar extending the length of 249 
follow-up time to 180 and 365 days (data not shown).  250 
 251 
A reduction in screening participation within 90 days occurred during February and March 2020 252 
(Figure 1) reflected in a prevalence ratio (PR) of 0.95 (95% CI: 0.94-0.96) during pre-lockdown and 253 
a PR of 0.85 (95% CI: 0.85-0.86) during 1st lockdown (Table 2). This reduction corresponded to an 254 
overall participation rate of 54.9% during pre-lockdown and 53.3% during 1st lockdown 255 
(Supplementary Table 1). Subsequently, an increase in screening participation was observed (Figure 256 
1) reflected in overall PRs of 1.04 (95% CI: 1.04-1.05), 1.09 (95% CI: 1.09-1.10) and 1.11 (95% 257 
CI: 1.10-1.12) during 1st re-opening, 2nd lockdown and 2nd re-opening, respectively (Table 2). These 258 
increases corresponded to participation rates of 62.4% during 1st re-opening, 63.0% during 2nd 259 
lockdown and 64.9% during 2nd re-opening (Supplementary Table 1). These estimates were similar 260 
when extending the length of follow-up time to 180 and 365 days (data not shown).  261 
 262 
Participation during the COVID-19 pandemic according to socio-economic variables 263 
Throughout the study period, the participation in colorectal cancer screening was lowest among the 264 
youngest age group, among men, among immigrants, among individuals living alone or cohabiting, 265 
among individuals with a low educational level, a low income and among individuals who rarely 266 
use the healthcare system (Supplementary Figure 2). During 1st lockdown, women, 70-74 year olds 267 
and individuals with a low income had the lowest participation in screening (Table 2). From 1st re-268 
opening and onwards, the largest relative increases in participation was observed among 55-59 year 269 
olds, among immigrants and among individuals living alone or co-habiting (Table 2).  270 
 271 
Participation among first-time invitees 272 
Altogether, 8.8% (N=276,495) of the study population were first-time invitees. The median age of 273 
first-time invitees was 50 years old (IQI: 50-50), 15% were immigrants and 33% rarely used the 274 
primary healthcare system (Supplementary Table 2). Before the pandemic, 53% of first-time 275 
invitees participated in screening within 90 days, 54% within 180 days and 55% within 365 days 276 
(data not shown). A slight reduction in participation within 90 days was observed during pre-277 
lockdown (PR=0.95; 95% CI: 0.93-0.98), an increase in participation was found during 1st 278 
lockdown (PR=1.06; 95% CI: 1.03-1.09) whereas the participation was similar to the previous years 279 
for the remaining part of the study period (Supplementary Table 3). 280 
 281 
Compliance with colonoscopy during the COVID-19 pandemic 282 
There were 94,373 positive FIT tests (in 92,848 individuals) during the study period. Among those 283 
53.7% were men, the median age was 65 years old (IQI=57-70) and 93.3% were of Danish descent 284 
(Table 3). Before the pandemic, 89.9% had a colonoscopy performed within 60 days since a 285 
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positive FIT test (Supplementary Tables 4). The results were unchanged when extending the length 286 
of follow-up time to 365 days (data not shown). A minor reduction in compliance with colonoscopy 287 
within 60 days was seen during 1st lockdown (Figure 2) reflected in a prevalence ratio (PR) of 0.96 288 
(95% CI: 0.93-0.98) (Table 4). The reduction corresponded to a compliance rate of 85.2% 289 
(Supplementary Table 4). The compliance remained stable throughout the rest of the study period 290 
(Table 4).  291 
 292 
Immigrants, individuals living alone and individuals with a low income had a lower compliance 293 
with colonoscopy before the pandemic (Supplementary Figure 3). During pre-lockdown and 1st 294 
lockdown, the compliance with colonoscopy within 60 days was lower among both 55-59 year olds 295 
and 70-74 year olds, among immigrants and among individuals with a low income compared with 296 
the previous years (Table 4). The results were unchanged when extending the length of follow-up 297 
time to 365 days (data not shown).  298 
 299 
Time to participation 300 
Before the pandemic, the median time from invitation to participation was 28 days (IDI=16-72) 301 
increasing to 32 days (IDI=16-64) during 1st lockdown and returning to 28 days during 1st re-302 
opening (Table 1).   303 
 304 
Sensitivity analysis 305 
When conducting a sensitivity analysis accounting for the reduction in the number of invitations in 306 
week 11-14 2020, the estimates were almost identical (data not shown).  307 
 308 

  309 
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DISCUSSION 310 
Main findings 311 
In this nation-wide population-based study comprising more than 3,1 million invitations (in 312 
1,928,725 individuals), we found that 60.7% participated in colorectal cancer screening within 90 313 
days before the pandemic. A minor reduction in participation was observed at the start of the 314 
pandemic corresponding to a participation rate of 54.9% during pre-lockdown and 53.0% during 1st 315 
lockdown. From the 1st re-opening of the society and onwards a relative 5-10% increased 316 
participation in screening was seen corresponding to a participation rate of up to 64.9%. The largest 317 
relative increase in participation was observed among 55-59 year olds, individuals living alone or 318 
cohabiting and immigrants. Among 94,373 positive FIT tests (in 92,848 individuals), we saw that 319 
the compliance with colonoscopy within 60 days was 89.9% before the pandemic. A slight 320 
reduction was observed during 1st lockdown, where after it resumed to normal levels. 321 
 322 
Comparison with previous studies 323 
In most of the world, the colorectal cancer screening programmes were paused at the start of the 324 
pandemic, whilst Denmark was one of the only countries to have the programme running 325 
throughout the pandemic. The situation in Denmark is therefore unique and resembles “a natural 326 
experiment” illustrating what happens if a screening programme based on faecal samples obtained 327 
at home is kept open during a pandemic.  328 
 329 
In Spain, the colorectal cancer screening programme was paused for the first seven months of the 330 
pandemic leading to a reduced participation in stool-based screening and subsequent colonoscopy 331 
(4). The screening programme in Spain (4) requires the invitees to collect a FIT test kit at a 332 
pharmacy, which could cause an additional barrier to participation in particular during a pandemic. 333 
The programme in Denmark is on the contrary based on a home-based test mailed directly to the 334 
invitees. Also in England, the colorectal cancer screening programme based on faecal samples was 335 
paused at the start of the pandemic, which led to large reductions in the number of people referred, 336 
diagnosed, and treated for colorectal cancer at the start of the pandemic (1). In the Netherlands, the 337 
colorectal cancer screening programme was temporarily halted at the start of the pandemic resulting 338 
in a lower participation in FIT screening and fewer colorectal cancers diagnosed (2). In Canada, the 339 
FIT-based screening programme was suspended at the start of the pandemic resulting in a large 340 
reduction in the colorectal cancer faecal test volume (5). A closure of the screening programme may 341 
therefore have large detrimental effects on the diagnosing and treatment of colorectal cancer. We 342 
found a minor reduction in participation at the start of the pandemic corresponding to a participation 343 
rate of 54.9% during pre-lockdown and 53.0% during 1st lockdown indicating that a few people do 344 
not participate at the very early phase of a pandemic. These results did not differ when extending 345 
the length of follow-up time.  346 
 347 
A Danish study by Skovlund et al. found a 24% reduction in the number of colon cancers diagnosed 348 
from April to June 2020 in Denmark (7) and a proportion of those may in theory have occurred as a 349 
result of the reduction in screening participation. However, as only 20% of all colorectal cancers are 350 
diagnosed by screening in Denmark (22), the minor reduction in screening participation that we 351 
found during the first two months of the pandemic in Denmark is unlikely to explain the reduction 352 
in colon cancer as reported by Skovlund et al. Thus the reduction in the number of colon cancers 353 
diagnosed at the start of the pandemic may be caused either by a change in health-seeking 354 
behaviour with fever referred to colonoscopy after symptoms, a reduction of coincidental detections 355 
of colorectal cancers as a result of elective surveillance colonoscopy being cancelled or postponed 356 
or it may be caused by delayed registration of cancers at the time of the study by Skovlund et al.  357 
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 358 
We found an overall 5-10% increased participation in colorectal cancer screening from 1st re-359 
opening of the society and during the subsequent lockdowns. The initial colorectal cancer screening 360 
test is a home-based FIT test and people may have had more time to go through their mail and to 361 
reach a decision to participate in colorectal cancer screening during the pandemic because many 362 
people continued to work from home during different phases of the pandemic; however, on the 363 
contrary, we saw a slight reduction in participation at the start of the pandemic. Another possible 364 
explanation may be that the pandemic led to a greater degree of health awareness leading to an 365 
increased participation in screening. Nonetheless, in the other two screening programmes (breast 366 
and cervical cancer screening), we did not find an increased participation during 1st re-opening and 367 
the subsequent lockdowns (23, 24), most likely because those programmes require that the invitees 368 
visit their general practitioner or a mammography screening clinic.  369 
 370 
The study from Spain (4) found a reduction in participation in subsequent colonoscopy as a result of 371 
the screening programme being closed during the first seven months of the pandemic. The study 372 
from England also showed a marked reduction in the number of colonoscopies (1) as a result of the 373 
screening programme being paused at the start of the pandemic. The study from the Netherlands 374 
showed a reduced participation in follow-up colonoscopy in the months before and during the 375 
suspension of the FIT screening programme (3). We found a 4% reduction in compliance with 376 
colonoscopy within 60 days during 1st lockdown despite the programme being open. Fortunately, 377 
the compliance with colonoscopy resumed to the same level as before the pandemic from 1st re-378 
opening and onwards. Congruently, a qualitative study from the United Kingdom (25) found that 379 
interview participants were concerned about visiting healthcare settings at the start of the pandemic, 380 
which could explain the slightly lower compliance with colonoscopy. 381 
 382 
Socio-economic differences 383 
In line with previous studies (8, 9), we found that the participation in colorectal cancer screening 384 
was lowest among the youngest age group, among men, among immigrants, among individuals 385 
living alone or cohabiting, among individuals with a low educational level, a low income and 386 
among individuals who rarely use the healthcare system. We found an overall 5-10% increased 387 
participation in screening from 1st re-opening and onwards. The largest relatively increases in 388 
participation was observed among individuals aged 55-59 years old, among individuals living alone 389 
or cohabiting and among immigrants; however, those groups are also the ones who had the lowest 390 
participation before the pandemic and a small percentage increase will result in a large prevalence 391 
ratio. Possibly, the effect of working from home on screening participation is most pronounced 392 
among 55-59 year olds who are still on the labour market, whilst the older age groups may be 393 
gradually leaving the labour market, which could explain the increased participation in this 394 
particular age group. A qualitative study from Denmark found that immigrants generally have a 395 
mistrust in the Danish healthcare system and e.g., prefer a second opinion in their native country 396 
(26). However, during the pandemic immigrants may not have been able to travel to their home 397 
country and may therefore have opted to participate in screening in Denmark instead of in their 398 
home-country.  399 
 400 
Furthermore, in accordance with previous studies (9), we found that immigrants, people living alone 401 
and people with a low income had a lower compliance with colonoscopy. The reduction in 402 
compliance at the start of the pandemic was most pronounced among 55-59 year olds, 70-74 year 403 
olds, among immigrants and among persons with a low income. The oldest age group may be 404 
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reluctant to come into contact with the healthcare system amidst a pandemic, immigrants may not 405 
understand the importance of participating in screening as shown in the qualitative study from 406 
Denmark (26) and may not understand the information conveyed at the national televised press 407 
conferences during the COVID-19 pandemic if that information is only provided in Danish. Other 408 
factors may also act as barriers for persons with a low income to participate in colonoscopy e.g., 409 
being able to take time off work to participate in colonoscopy and reluctance to use public transport 410 
during a pandemic may also act as a barrier.  411 
 412 
Strengths and limitations 413 
We used high-quality population-based data covering the Danish population invited to participate in 414 
colorectal cancer screening, which is a major strength of the study. The completeness of the Danish 415 
registries is high (27), which also confers to the Danish Colorectal Cancer Screening Database (20).  416 
Limitations of the study should also be acknowledged. We did not have data on underlying disease, 417 
which may affect individuals’ participation in colorectal cancer screening and compliance with 418 
colonoscopy. We did; however, include age which is strongly associated with the level of 419 
comorbidity and we thereby reduce the theoretical impact of comorbidity on the results. 420 
Additionally, we did not have data on COVID-19 vaccination status, which may affect colorectal 421 
cancer screening participation and compliance with colonoscopy.  422 
 423 
Implications 424 
The initial colorectal cancer screening test is a home-based test and does thereby not require contact 425 
with the healthcare system – or use of e.g., public transport to reach a healthcare facility. In theory, 426 
this screening modality should be little affected by the pandemic; nonetheless, a slight reduction in 427 
participation was observed at the start of the pandemic perhaps because people counterbalance the 428 
importance of screening participation amidst a pandemic as seen in other screening programmes 429 
(28). It is therefore important to ensure that the health communication is clear and that people are 430 
made aware that the colorectal cancer screening is open and that people can safely participate in 431 
both the initial screening test and in the subsequent colonoscopy.  432 
 433 
We found an overall 5-10% increased participation in colorectal cancer screening from 1st re-434 
opening and onwards. As a result of the work-from-home mandate people spent more time at home 435 
which may have given people more time to participate in screening. We did not find an increased 436 
participation in the other cancer screening programmes (breast and cervical cancer) in Denmark (23, 437 
24) most likely because those programmes require contact with the healthcare system. A home-438 
based screening test thus appear to work well during a pandemic, which could be used in other 439 
programmes e.g., cervical cancer screening.  440 
 441 
The overall compliance with colonoscopy was largely unaffected by the pandemic, which gives 442 
reassurance that individuals in need of follow-up because of a positive FIT test do attend 443 
colonoscopy amidst a pandemic. Nonetheless, we found that the compliance with colonoscopy was 444 
reduced among 55-59 year olds, 70-74 year olds, among immigrants and among persons with a low 445 
income indicating that some groups are affected adversely by the pandemic. Worryingly, some 446 
cancers may have gone undetected or diagnosed at a later stage in these groups of individuals.  447 
 448 
Conclusion 449 
In this nation-wide study, we found that the participation in the Danish FIT-based colorectal cancer 450 
screening programme and subsequent compliance to colonoscopy after a positive FIT test was only 451 
slightly affected by the COVID-19 pandemic.    452 
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TABLES AND FIGURES  510 

 511 

Table 1. Baseline characteristics of people invited to participate in colorectal cancer screening 512 

in Denmark from 2018 to 2021 513 

 514 
IQI = interquartile interval; IDI = interdecentile interval; ISCED=International Standard Classification of Education 515 

  516 

Pre-pandemic 
(01Jan2018-
31Jan2020)

Pre-lockdown 
(01Feb2020-
10Mar2020)

1st lockdown 
(11Mar2020-
15Apr2020)

1st re-opening 
(16Apr2020-
15Dec2020)

2nd lockdown 
(16Dec2020-
27Feb2021)

2nd re-opening 
(28Feb2021-
30Sep2021)

Total

N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)
Total 1804770 (57.6) 104892 (3.3) 40146 (1.3) 562124 (17.9) 176469 (5.6) 445546 (14.2) 3133947 (100.0)
Sex
  Men 893009 (49.5) 52523 (50.1) 19285 (48.0) 276731 (49.2) 87667 (49.7) 218713 (49.1) 1547928 (49.4)
  Women 911761 (50.5) 52369 (49.9) 20861 (52.0) 285393 (50.8) 88802 (50.3) 226833 (50.9) 1586019 (50.6)
Age at invitation
  50-54 years 478804 (26.5) 14982 (14.3) 7322 (18.2) 127306 (22.6) 49217 (27.9) 138988 (31.2) 816619 (26.1)
  55-59 years 375309 (20.8) 38988 (37.2) 5739 (14.3) 150615 (26.8) 32217 (18.3) 61318 (13.8) 664186 (21.2)
  60-64 years 332766 (18.4) 18089 (17.2) 2929 (7.3) 101925 (18.1) 33503 (19.0) 86806 (19.5) 576018 (18.4)
  65-69 years 308725 (17.1) 16334 (15.6) 2859 (7.1) 92026 (16.4) 30398 (17.2) 79821 (17.9) 530163 (16.9)
  70-74 years 309166 (17.1) 16499 (15.7) 21297 (53.0) 90252 (16.1) 31134 (17.6) 78613 (17.6) 546961 (17.5)

Median (IQI) 60 (54; 67) 59 (55; 66) 72 (56; 75) 60 (55; 67) 60 (54; 67) 61 (54; 67) 60 (54; 67)
Ethnicity
  Danish descent 1651658 (91.6) 95490 (91.1) 36665 (91.4) 512355 (91.2) 150194 (91.0) 366141 (91.2) 2812503 (91.4)
  Descendant of immigrant 2932 (0.2) 169 (0.2) 65 (0.2) 987 (0.2) 284 (0.2) 617 (0.2) 5054 (0.2)
  Western Immigrant 48061 (2.7) 2871 (2.7) 1164 (2.9) 15877 (2.8) 4642 (2.8) 10902 (2.7) 83517 (2.7)
  Non-western immigrant 99730 (5.5) 6334 (6.0) 2238 (5.6) 32755 (5.8) 9939 (6.0) 23620 (5.9) 174616 (5.7)
Cohabitation status
  Single 567436 (31.5) 34149 (32.6) 14487 (36.1) 177512 (31.6) 51320 (31.1) 120737 (30.1) 965641 (31.4)
  Co-habiting/co-living 163186 (9.1) 9679 (9.2) 2758 (6.9) 53372 (9.5) 15775 (9.6) 37404 (9.3) 282174 (9.2)
  Married/registered partner 1071632 (59.5) 61036 (58.2) 22887 (57.0) 331090 (58.9) 97964 (59.4) 243139 (60.6) 1827748 (59.4)
Educational level (ISCED)
  ISCED15 level 1-2 976876 (55.1) 58698 (57.0) 18575 (47.2) 316639 (57.3) 98365 (56.8) 250198 (57.2) 1719351 (55.9)
  ISCED15 level 3-4 597535 (33.7) 33332 (32.3) 15297 (38.8) 177249 (32.1) 55821 (32.2) 139785 (32.0) 1019019 (33.1)
  ISCED15 level 5-8 198531 (11.2) 11011 (10.7) 5513 (14.0) 58592 (10.6) 18970 (11.0) 47211 (10.8) 339828 (11.0)
Disposable income
  Lowest quintile 353612 (19.6) 18722 (17.9) 9939 (24.8) 97358 (17.4) 29966 (17.0) 74581 (16.8) 584178 (18.7)
  Second quintile 358955 (19.9) 20579 (19.7) 9583 (23.9) 105809 (18.9) 33736 (19.2) 83982 (18.9) 612644 (19.6)
  Third quintile 366888 (20.3) 21023 (20.1) 7332 (18.3) 114154 (20.4) 33347 (18.9) 82529 (18.6) 625273 (20.0)
  Fourth quintile 366219 (20.3) 21767 (20.8) 6614 (16.5) 119544 (21.3) 36705 (20.8) 94378 (21.2) 645227 (20.6)
  Highest quintile 358608 (19.9) 22588 (21.6) 6644 (16.6) 123676 (22.1) 42412 (24.1) 108662 (24.5) 662590 (21.2)
Healthcare usage
  Rare 386510 (21.4) 23944 (22.8) 7293 (18.2) 125799 (22.4) 37849 (21.4) 95024 (21.3) 676419 (21.6)
  Low 338179 (18.7) 18944 (18.1) 6054 (15.1) 103813 (18.5) 32147 (18.2) 80134 (18.0) 579271 (18.5)
  Average 401358 (22.2) 23271 (22.2) 8569 (21.3) 125600 (22.3) 39176 (22.2) 98833 (22.2) 696807 (22.2)
  High 333529 (18.5) 19230 (18.3) 8343 (20.8) 104646 (18.6) 33618 (19.1) 85706 (19.2) 585072 (18.7)
  Frequent 345194 (19.1) 19503 (18.6) 9887 (24.6) 102266 (18.2) 33679 (19.1) 85849 (19.3) 596378 (19.0)
Time from invitation to 
participation, median (IDI)

28 (16; 72) 25 (15; 78) 32 (16; 64) 28 (16; 66) 24 (16; 63) 25 (16; 59) 28 (16; 70)
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Figure 1. Participation in colorectal cancer screening (%) in Denmark within 90, 180 and 365 517 

days since invitation from 2018 to 2021 518 

 519 
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Table 2. Prevalence ratios (PR) and 95% confidence intervals (CI) of participation in 520 

colorectal cancer screening within 90 days since invitation in Denmark 2018-2021* 521 

 522 
* Adjusted for year, month and age at invitation; PR=prevalence ratio; CI=confidence interval; ISCED=International 523 
Standard Classification of Education 524 
  525 

N PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI]
Overall 3133947 1.00 - 0.95 [0.94; 0.96] 0.85 [0.85; 0.86] 1.04 [1.04; 1.05] 1.09 [1.09; 1.10] 1.11 [1.10; 1.12]
Sex
Men 1547928 1.00 - 0.88 [0.88; 0.89] 0.91 [0.89; 0.92] 1.03 [1.02; 1.03] 1.04 [1.04; 1.05] 1.07 [1.07; 1.08]
Women 1586019 1.00 - 0.92 [0.92; 0.93] 0.84 [0.83; 0.85] 1.03 [1.02; 1.03] 1.03 [1.03; 1.04] 1.06 [1.06; 1.07]
Age at invitation
50-54 years 816619 1.00 - 0.89 [0.87; 0.91] 1.14 [1.12; 1.17] 1.00 [0.99; 1.01] 1.04 [1.03; 1.06] 1.16 [1.14; 1.18]
55-59 years 664186 1.00 - 0.93 [0.91; 0.94] 1.09 [1.06; 1.11] 1.11 [1.10; 1.12] 1.24 [1.22; 1.25] 1.18 [1.16; 1.19]
60-64 years 576018 1.00 - 0.94 [0.93; 0.96] 1.03 [1.00; 1.06] 1.03 [1.02; 1.04] 1.08 [1.07; 1.10] 1.09 [1.07; 1.10]
65-69 years 530163 1.00 - 0.96 [0.95; 0.97] 0.99 [0.96; 1.02] 1.02 [1.01; 1.03] 1.07 [1.06; 1.09] 1.07 [1.06; 1.08]
70-74 years 546961 1.00 - 1.01 [1.00; 1.03] 0.77 [0.76; 0.79] 1.04 [1.03; 1.05] 1.09 [1.07; 1.10] 1.10 [1.08; 1.11]
Ethnicity
  Danish descent 2812503 1.00 - 0.95 [0.94; 0.95] 0.85 [0.84; 0.86] 1.04 [1.04; 1.05] 1.09 [1.08; 1.10] 1.11 [1.10; 1.12]
  Descendant of immigrant 5054 1.00 - 0.95 [0.79; 1.14] 0.83 [0.62; 1.11] 1.04 [0.93; 1.17] 1.08 [0.91; 1.28] 1.12 [0.94; 1.32]
  Western Immigrant 83517 1.00 - 0.95 [0.91; 1.00] 0.88 [0.82; 0.94] 1.08 [1.05; 1.11] 1.16 [1.11; 1.21] 1.20 [1.15; 1.25]
  Non-western immigrant 174616 1.00 - 0.97 [0.94; 1.00] 1.00 [0.95; 1.05] 1.11 [1.09; 1.13] 1.18 [1.15; 1.22] 1.24 [1.20; 1.28]
Cohabitation status
Single 965641 1.00 - 0.94 [0.93; 0.95] 0.85 [0.83; 0.87] 1.06 [1.05; 1.07] 1.12 [1.11; 1.14] 1.16 [1.14; 1.17]
Cohabiting 282174 1.00 - 0.95 [0.92; 0.97] 0.97 [0.93; 1.00] 1.05 [1.04; 1.07] 1.12 [1.09; 1.14] 1.14 [1.12; 1.17]
Married 1827748 1.00 - 0.95 [0.95; 0.96] 0.86 [0.85; 0.87] 1.04 [1.03; 1.04] 1.08 [1.07; 1.09] 1.09 [1.09; 1.10]
Educational level (ISCED)
  ISCED15 level 1-2 1719351 1.00 - 0.95 [0.94; 0.95] 0.91 [0.90; 0.92] 1.05 [1.04; 1.05] 1.09 [1.08; 1.10] 1.12 [1.11; 1.13]
  ISCED15 level 3-4 1019019 1.00 - 0.96 [0.94; 0.97] 0.80 [0.79; 0.82] 1.04 [1.03; 1.04] 1.09 [1.08; 1.10] 1.10 [1.09; 1.11]
  ISCED15 level 5-8 339828 1.00 - 0.95 [0.94; 0.97] 0.83 [0.81; 0.85] 1.05 [1.04; 1.06] 1.11 [1.09; 1.13] 1.12 [1.10; 1.13]
Disposable income
  Lowest quintile 584178 1.00 - 0.95 [0.94; 0.97] 0.73 [0.71; 0.75] 1.04 [1.03; 1.05] 1.08 [1.06; 1.10] 1.11 [1.09; 1.12]
  Second quintile 612644 1.00 - 0.96 [0.95; 0.98] 0.78 [0.76; 0.79] 1.05 [1.04; 1.06] 1.10 [1.08; 1.11] 1.13 [1.11; 1.14]
  Third quintile 625273 1.00 - 0.95 [0.94; 0.97] 0.86 [0.84; 0.88] 1.05 [1.04; 1.06] 1.08 [1.07; 1.10] 1.11 [1.10; 1.12]
  Fourth quintile 645227 1.00 - 0.95 [0.94; 0.96] 0.94 [0.92; 0.96] 1.04 [1.04; 1.05] 1.08 [1.07; 1.10] 1.10 [1.09; 1.11]
  Highest quintile 662590 1.00 - 0.93 [0.92; 0.94] 0.98 [0.96; 1.00] 1.04 [1.03; 1.05] 1.10 [1.09; 1.11] 1.10 [1.09; 1.11]
Healthcare usage
  Rare 676419 1.00 - 0.92 [0.90; 0.93] 0.93 [0.90; 0.95] 1.04 [1.03; 1.05] 1.10 [1.08; 1.12] 1.11 [1.09; 1.12]
  Low 579271 1.00 - 0.95 [0.94; 0.97] 0.90 [0.88; 0.92] 1.05 [1.04; 1.06] 1.10 [1.08; 1.11] 1.11 [1.10; 1.13]
  Average 696807 1.00 - 0.95 [0.94; 0.97] 0.86 [0.85; 0.88] 1.05 [1.04; 1.06] 1.09 [1.08; 1.10] 1.11 [1.10; 1.12]
  High 585072 1.00 - 0.97 [0.95; 0.98] 0.84 [0.82; 0.86] 1.05 [1.04; 1.05] 1.09 [1.08; 1.11] 1.12 [1.10; 1.13]
  Frequent 596378 1.00 - 0.97 [0.95; 0.98] 0.81 [0.79; 0.83] 1.04 [1.03; 1.05] 1.09 [1.08; 1.10] 1.11 [1.10; 1.12]

N=445546 

Pre-pandemic 
(01Jan2018-
31Jan2020)

Pre-lockdown 
(01Feb2020-
10Mar2020)

1st lockdown 
(11Mar2020-
15Apr2020)

1st re-opening 
(16Apr2020-
15Dec2020)

2nd lockdown 
(16Dec2020-
27Feb2021)

2nd re-opening 
(28Feb2021-
30Sep2021)

N=180477 N=104892 N=40146 N=562124 N=176469 
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Table 3. Baseline characteristics of people with a positive FIT test from colorectal cancer 526 
screening in Denmark from 2018 to 2021 527 

 528 
IQI = interquartile interval; IDI = interdecentile interval; ISCED = International Standard Classification of Education 529 
  530 

Pre-pandemic 
(01Jan2018-
31Jan2020)

Pre-lockdown 
(01Feb2020-
10Mar2020)

1st lockdown 
(11Mar2020-
15Apr2020)

1st re-opening 
(16Apr2020-
15Dec2020)

2nd lockdown 
(16Dec2020-
27Feb2021)

2nd re-opening 
(28Feb2021-
30Sep2021)

Total

N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)
Total 54886 (58.2) 2942 (3.1) 1319 (1.4) 16628 (17.6) 5383 (5.7) 13215 (14.0) 94373 (100.0)
Sex
  Men 29880 (54.4) 1532 (52.1) 704 (53.4) 8796 (52.9) 2835 (52.7) 6918 (52.3) 50665 (53.7)
  Women 25006 (45.6) 1410 (47.9) 615 (46.6) 7832 (47.1) 2548 (47.3) 6297 (47.7) 43708 (46.3)
Age at invitation
  50-54 years 9481 (17.3) 291 (9.9) 185 (14.0) 2615 (15.7) 987 (18.3) 2876 (21.8) 16435 (17.4)
  55-59 years 8606 (15.7) 838 (28.5) 157 (11.9) 3536 (21.3) 813 (15.1) 1479 (11.2) 15429 (16.3)
  60-64 years 10343 (18.8) 524 (17.8) 78 (5.9) 2944 (17.7) 1000 (18.6) 2433 (18.4) 17322 (18.4)
  65-69 years 12126 (22.1) 559 (19.0) 111 (8.4) 3526 (21.2) 1165 (21.6) 2888 (21.9) 20375 (21.6)
  70-74 years 14330 (26.1) 730 (24.8) 788 (59.7) 4007 (24.1) 1418 (26.3) 3539 (26.8) 24812 (26.3)

Median (IQI) 64 (57; 70) 63 (56; 69) 74 (59; 75) 63 (56; 69) 64 (57; 70) 64 (57; 70) 64 (57; 70)
Ethnicity
  Danish descent 51287 (93.6) 2735 (93.0) 1221 (92.6) 15484 (93.1) 4716 (92.4) 11344 (92.5) 86787 (93.3)
  Western Immigrant 1306 (2.4) 66 (2.2) 37 (2.8) 388 (2.3) 130 (2.5) 302 (2.5) 2229 (2.4)
  Non-western immigrant 2205 (4.0) 140 (4.8) 61 (4.6) 756 (4.5) 257 (5.0) 620 (5.1) 4039 (4.3)
Cohabitation status
  Single 16451 (30.0) 939 (31.9) 463 (35.1) 5046 (30.3) 1578 (30.9) 3575 (29.1) 28052 (30.1)
  Co-habiting/co-living 4273 (7.8) 231 (7.9) 88 (6.7) 1377 (8.3) 431 (8.4) 1037 (8.5) 7437 (8.0)
  Married/registered partner 34074 (62.2) 1771 (60.2) 768 (58.2) 10205 (61.4) 3094 (60.6) 7654 (62.4) 57566 (61.9)
Educational level (ISCED)
  ISCED15 level 1-2 27676 (51.3) 1577 (54.6) 605 (46.6) 8988 (54.9) 2823 (53.6) 7064 (54.4) 48733 (52.5)
  ISCED15 level 3-4 20618 (38.2) 1048 (36.3) 521 (40.1) 5741 (35.1) 1907 (36.2) 4682 (36.1) 34517 (37.2)
  ISCED15 level 5-8 5666 (10.5) 264 (9.1) 172 (13.3) 1632 (10.0) 540 (10.2) 1231 (9.5) 9505 (10.2)
Disposable income
  Lowest quintile 11851 (21.6) 556 (18.9) 321 (24.3) 3124 (18.8) 962 (17.9) 2481 (18.8) 19295 (20.5)
  Second quintile 12530 (22.8) 690 (23.5) 351 (26.6) 3555 (21.4) 1211 (22.5) 2954 (22.4) 21291 (22.6)
  Third quintile 11077 (20.2) 608 (20.7) 234 (17.7) 3439 (20.7) 1042 (19.4) 2479 (18.8) 18879 (20.0)
  Fourth quintile 10142 (18.5) 569 (19.4) 210 (15.9) 3321 (20.0) 1046 (19.5) 2615 (19.9) 17903 (19.0)
  Highest quintile 9244 (16.9) 517 (17.6) 203 (15.4) 3165 (19.1) 1114 (20.7) 2641 (20.1) 16884 (17.9)
Healthcare usage
  Rare 8431 (15.4) 409 (13.9) 161 (12.2) 2576 (15.5) 770 (14.3) 1903 (14.4) 14250 (15.1)
  Low 8450 (15.4) 440 (15.0) 171 (13.0) 2628 (15.8) 833 (15.5) 1957 (14.8) 14479 (15.3)
  Average 11964 (21.8) 608 (20.7) 260 (19.7) 3704 (22.3) 1205 (22.4) 2823 (21.4) 20564 (21.8)
  High 11300 (20.6) 673 (22.9) 269 (20.4) 3502 (21.1) 1126 (20.9) 2921 (22.1) 19791 (21.0)
  Frequent 14741 (26.9) 812 (27.6) 458 (34.7) 4218 (25.4) 1449 (26.9) 3611 (27.3) 25289 (26.8)
Time from positive FIT to 
colonoscopy, median (IDI)

13 (8; 29) 13 (7; 31) 13 (8; 31) 13 (8; 29) 13 (8; 28) 13 (8; 29) 13 (8; 29)
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Figure 2. Compliance with colonoscopy (%) within 60 and 365 days since a positive FIT test 531 

from colorectal cancer screening in Denmark from 2018-2021 532 

533 
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Table 4. Prevalence ratios (PR) and 95% confidence intervals (CI) of compliance with 534 

colonoscopy within 60 days since a positive FIT test from colorectal cancer screening in 535 

Denmark from 2018-2021* 536 

 537 
* Adjusted for year, month and age at invitation; PR=prevalence ratio; CI=confidence interval; ISCED=International 538 
Standard Classification of Education 539 

  540 

N PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI]
Overall 94373 1.00 - 0.98 [0.96; 1.00] 0.96 [0.93; 0.98] 0.99 [0.98; 1.00] 1.01 [1.00; 1.03] 0.99 [0.98; 1.01]
Sex
Men 50665 1.00 - 0.97 [0.95; 0.99] 0.94 [0.91; 0.97] 0.99 [0.98; 0.99] 0.99 [0.97; 1.00] 0.97 [0.96; 0.98]
Women 43708 1.00 - 0.98 [0.96; 1.00] 0.96 [0.93; 0.99] 0.99 [0.98; 1.00] 1.00 [0.99; 1.02] 0.99 [0.98; 1.00]
Age at invitation
50-54 years 16435 1.00 - 1.04 [1.00; 1.08] 0.98 [0.93; 1.04] 1.00 [0.98; 1.03] 1.01 [0.97; 1.05] 0.98 [0.94; 1.01]
55-59 years 15429 1.00 - 0.97 [0.94; 1.01] 0.94 [0.87; 1.01] 1.00 [0.98; 1.02] 1.02 [0.98; 1.05] 1.02 [0.98; 1.06]
60-64 years 17322 1.00 - 1.00 [0.97; 1.04] 1.04 [0.98; 1.11] 0.99 [0.97; 1.01] 1.00 [0.97; 1.04] 0.98 [0.94; 1.01]
65-69 years 20375 1.00 - 0.99 [0.96; 1.03] 1.04 [0.98; 1.10] 0.99 [0.97; 1.01] 1.03 [1.00; 1.06] 1.00 [0.97; 1.03]
70-74 years 24812 2.00 - 0.94 [0.91; 0.98] 0.94 [0.90; 0.97] 0.98 [0.96; 1.00] 1.01 [0.98; 1.04] 0.99 [0.96; 1.02]
Ethnicity
  Danish descent 86787 1.00 - 0.99 [0.97; 1.00] 0.96 [0.94; 0.99] 1.00 [0.99; 1.01] 1.02 [1.00; 1.03] 1.00 [0.98; 1.01]
  Western immigrant 2229 1.00 - 0.87 [0.75; 1.02] 0.84 [0.68; 1.04] 0.97 [0.90; 1.05] 0.99 [0.87; 1.13] 0.99 [0.89; 1.11]
  Non-western immigrant 4039 1.00 - 0.91 [0.82; 1.01] 0.90 [0.78; 1.05] 0.98 [0.92; 1.04] 1.00 [0.92; 1.10] 0.95 [0.87; 1.04]
Cohabitation status
Single 28052 1.00 - 0.97 [0.93; 1.00] 0.95 [0.90; 1.00] 1.00 [0.97; 1.02] 1.04 [1.01; 1.08] 1.04 [1.01; 1.08]
Cohabiting 7437 1.00 - 1.02 [0.96; 1.08] 1.01 [0.93; 1.09] 1.01 [0.98; 1.05] 1.03 [0.98; 1.08] 1.03 [0.98; 1.08]
Married 57566 1.00 - 0.99 [0.97; 1.00] 0.96 [0.93; 0.99] 0.99 [0.98; 1.00] 1.00 [0.98; 1.02] 1.00 [0.98; 1.02]
Educational level (ISCED)
  ISCED15 level 1-2 48733 1.00 - 1.00 [0.98; 1.02] 0.94 [0.91; 0.98] 0.99 [0.97; 1.00] 1.01 [0.99; 1.03] 0.98 [0.96; 1.00]
  ISCED15 level 3-4 34517 1.00 - 0.97 [0.95; 1.00] 0.97 [0.94; 1.01] 1.00 [0.99; 1.02] 1.01 [0.99; 1.04] 1.01 [0.98; 1.03]
  ISCED15 level 5-8 9505 1.00 - 0.94 [0.89; 1.00] 0.97 [0.91; 1.03] 0.99 [0.96; 1.02] 1.02 [0.98; 1.07] 0.99 [0.94; 1.03]
Disposable income
  Lowest quintile 19295 1.00 - 0.96 [0.92; 1.00] 0.91 [0.86; 0.96] 0.99 [0.96; 1.01] 1.02 [0.98; 1.06] 0.99 [0.95; 1.02]
  Second quintile 21291 1.00 - 0.98 [0.94; 1.02] 0.92 [0.87; 0.98] 1.01 [0.99; 1.04] 1.04 [1.01; 1.08] 1.02 [0.99; 1.06]
  Third quintile 18879 1.00 - 0.99 [0.95; 1.02] 0.98 [0.93; 1.03] 0.98 [0.96; 1.00] 0.99 [0.96; 1.03] 0.99 [0.96; 1.02]
  Fourth quintile 17903 1.00 - 0.97 [0.94; 1.00] 0.98 [0.93; 1.02] 0.99 [0.97; 1.01] 1.00 [0.97; 1.03] 0.98 [0.95; 1.01]
  Highest quintile 16884 1.00 - 1.01 [0.98; 1.05] 1.02 [0.97; 1.06] 0.99 [0.97; 1.01] 1.00 [0.97; 1.03] 0.98 [0.95; 1.00]
Healthcare usage
  Rare 14250 1.00 - 0.98 [0.94; 1.02] 0.98 [0.92; 1.04] 1.01 [0.99; 1.04] 1.03 [0.99; 1.07] 0.99 [0.96; 1.03]
  Low 14479 1.00 - 0.97 [0.93; 1.01] 0.97 [0.92; 1.03] 0.99 [0.97; 1.02] 0.99 [0.95; 1.02] 0.98 [0.95; 1.01]
  Average 20564 1.00 - 1.01 [0.98; 1.04] 0.94 [0.89; 0.99] 1.00 [0.98; 1.02] 1.02 [0.99; 1.05] 0.99 [0.96; 1.02]
  High 19791 1.00 - 0.99 [0.95; 1.02] 0.97 [0.92; 1.01] 0.98 [0.96; 1.01] 1.01 [0.97; 1.04] 1.01 [0.97; 1.04]
  Frequent 25289 1.00 - 0.96 [0.93; 1.00] 0.95 [0.90; 0.99] 0.98 [0.96; 1.01] 1.01 [0.98; 1.04] 0.98 [0.95; 1.01]

N=13222

Pre-pandemic 
(01Jan2018-
31Jan2020)

Pre-lockdown 
(01Feb2020-
10Mar2020)

1st lockdown 
(11Mar2020-
15Apr2020)

1st re-opening 
(16Apr2020-
15Dec2020)

2nd lockdown 
(16Dec2020-
27Feb2021)

2nd re-opening 
(28Feb2021-
30Sep2021)

N=54982 N=2944 N=1319 N=16628 N=5390
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SUPPLEMENTARY TABLES AND FIGURES  541 

Supplementary Figure 1. Flow-chart of the study population 542 

 543 
A.  Colorectal cancer screening 544 
 545 
 546 

 547 

 548 

 549 

 550 

 551 

 552 

 553 

 554 

 555 

 556 

 557 

 558 

 559 

  560 

Assessed for eligibility: 
All invitations in individuals aged 
50-74 years old invited to participate 
in colorectal cancer screening from 1 
January 2018 to 30 September 2021 
registered in the Danish Colorectal 
Cancer Screening Database 
 
N=3,200,296 (in 1,947,753 
individuals) 

Included in the study: 
N=3,133,947 invited individuals (in 
1,928,725 individuals) 

Exclusions: 
 Invitations in individuals who 

emigrated within 1 year since 
invitation (N=11,832 in 9,993 
individuals) 

 Invitations in individuals residing 
in the Faroe Islands or Greenland 
(N=540 in 439 individuals) 

 Invitations in individuals with an 
unknown postal address (N=2,621 
in 1,980 individuals)  

 Stool sample received before 
invitation or reminder was sent 
(N=51,356 in 51,356 individuals) 
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B. Compliance with colonoscopy 561 
 562 
 563 

 564 

  565 

Assessed for eligibility: 
All positive faecal immunochemical 
test (FIT) tests from colorectal cancer 
screening among individuals aged 
50-74 years old from 1 January 2018 
to 30 September 2021 registered in 
the Danish Colorectal Cancer 
Screening Database 
 
N=94,519 (in 92,993 individuals) 
 

Included in the study: 
N=94,373 positive FIT tests (in 
92,848 individuals) 

Exclusions: 
 Data privacy – excluded 

observations due to low counts 
across time periods (N=146 in 145 
individuals) 
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Supplementary Table 1. Participation in colorectal cancer screening (%) in Denmark within 566 

90 days since invitation from 2018 to 2021 567 

 568 
ISCED=International Standard Classification of Education   569 

Pre-pandemic 
(01Jan2018-
31Jan2020)

Pre-lockdown 
(01Feb2020-
10Mar2020)

1st lockdown 
(11Mar2020-
15Apr2020)

1st re-opening 
(16Apr2020-
15Dec2020)

2nd lockdown 
(16Dec2020-
27Feb2021)

2nd re-opening 
(28Feb2021-
30Sep2021)

% % % % % %
Total 60.7 54.9 53.0 62.4 63.0 64.9
Age at invitation

50-54 years 54.3 45.2 56.0 51.8 53.2 56.7
55-59 years 57.2 50.2 60.1 62.3 64.7 64.4
60-64 years 62.2 56.6 61.6 63.9 63.9 66.0
65-69 years 67.2 62.7 64.7 68.5 69.0 70.8
70-74 years 66.7 65.0 47.2 69.6 69.9 72.3

Ethnicity
Danish descent 61.6 55.7 53.5 63.2 64.3 66.8
Descendant of immigrant 54.5 50.3 44.6 56.9 58.1 60.8
Western Immigrant 53.5 47.6 47.6 54.2 57.9 59.3
Non-western immigrant 50.8 45.5 47.1 54.1 56.2 57.9

Cohabitation status
Single 49.5 43.6 43.0 51.1 51.8 54.8
Co-habiting/co-living 55.3 49.9 52.9 57.2 58.8 61.1
Married/registered partner 67.5 62.0 59.3 69.4 70.6 72.4

Educational level (ISCED)
ISCED15 level 1-2 58.2 52.5 52.8 60.3 60.4 62.8
ISCED15 level 3-4 64.1 58.5 53.0 65.7 66.7 68.3
ISCED15 level 5-8 65.1 58.9 55.2 66.9 68.3 69.1

Disposable income
Lowest quintile 54.7 49.5 46.1 55.7 56.6 59.0
Second quintile 56.7 51.5 46.2 57.9 58.1 60.6
Third quintile 61.9 55.8 55.0 63.1 63.0 65.5
Fourth quintile 65.0 58.9 60.7 66.6 66.8 68.2
Highest quintile 65.0 57.9 63.1 67.3 68.2 69.2

Healthcare usage
Rare 49.5 42.9 44.9 51.1 51.0 52.4
Low 60.0 54.5 54.2 61.9 62.3 63.8
Average 64.0 58.2 56.0 66.0 66.4 68.3
High 65.7 60.6 55.9 67.5 68.2 70.4
Frequent 65.3 60.4 53.1 67.2 68.0 70.3
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Supplementary Figure 2. Participation in colorectal cancer screening (%) in Denmark within 570 
90 days since invitation from 2018 to 2021 stratified by the explanatory variables 571 
 572 A. Age 

C. Ethnicity 

E. Educational level 

B. Sex 

D. Cohabitation status 

F. Disposable income 

G. Healthcare usage  
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Supplementary Table 2. Baseline characteristics of first-time invitees invited to participate in 573 

colorectal cancer screening in Denmark 2018-2021 574 

 575 
IQI = interquartile interval; IDI = interdecentile interval; ISCED = International Standard Classification of Education  576 

Pre-pandemic 
(01Jan2018-
31Jan2020)

Pre-lockdown 
(01Feb2020-
10Mar2020)

1st lockdown 
(11Mar2020-
15Apr2020)

1st re-opening 
(16Apr2020-
15Dec2020)

2nd lockdown 
(16Dec2020-
27Feb2021)

2nd re-opening 
(28Feb2021-
30Sep2021)

Total

N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)
Total 148704 (53.8) 8278 (3.0) 6779 (2.5) 54328 (19.6) 14358 (5.2) 44048 (15.9) 276495 (100.0)
Sex
  Men 75340 (50.7) 4188 (50.6) 3327 (49.1) 27269 (50.2) 7303 (50.9) 22161 (50.3) 139588 (50.5)
  Women 73364 (49.3) 4090 (49.4) 3452 (50.9) 27059 (49.8) 7055 (49.1) 21887 (49.7) 136907 (49.5)
Age at invitation
  50-54 years 144126 (96.9) 8034 (97.1) 6673 (98.4) 52708 (97.0) 13903 (96.8) 42728 (97.0) 268172 (97.0)
  55-59 years 1817 (1.2) 108 (1.3) 13 (0.2) 663 (1.2) 180 (1.3) 570 (1.3) 3351 (1.2)
  60-64 years 1221 (0.8) 62 (0.7) 5 (0.1) 436 (0.8) 118 (0.8) 317 (0.7) 2159 (0.8)
  65-69 years 882 (0.6) 47 (0.6) 12 (0.2) 306 (0.6) 88 (0.6) 260 (0.6) 1595 (0.6)
  70-74 years 658 (0.4) 27 (0.3) 76 (1.1) 215 (0.4) 69 (0.5) 173 (0.4) 1218 (0.4)

Median (IQI) 50 (50; 50) 50 (50; 50) 50 (50; 50) 50 (50; 50) 50 (50; 50) 50 (50; 50) 50 (50; 50)
Ethnicity
  Danish descent 127132 (85.7) 6941 (84.1) 5567 (82.3) 45931 (84.7) 2540 (84.2) N/A 188111 (85.3)
  Western Immigrant 6920 (4.7) 481 (5.8) 279 (4.1) 2913 (5.4) 157 (5.2) N/A 10750 (4.9)
  Non-western immigrant 14023 (9.5) 812 (9.8) 903 (13.3) 5254 (9.7) 311 (10.3) N/A 21303 (9.7)
Cohabitation status
  Single 47755 (32.2) 2660 (32.2) 2181 (32.2) 17518 (32.3) 949 (31.5) N/A 71063 (32.2)
  Co-habiting/co-living 19413 (13.1) 1074 (13.0) 857 (12.7) 7263 (13.4) 408 (13.5) N/A 29015 (13.2)
  Married/regitered partner 81146 (54.7) 4518 (54.8) 3729 (55.1) 29469 (54.3) 1658 (55.0) N/A 120520 (54.6)
Educational level (ISCED)
  ISCED15 level 1-2 93443 (64.0) 5229 (64.1) 4316 (64.9) 34039 (64.2) 9030 (65.3) 27169 (64.5) 173226 (64.2)
  ISCED15 level 3-4 37534 (25.7) 2046 (25.1) 1676 (25.2) 13166 (24.8) 3408 (24.6) 10521 (25.0) 68351 (25.3)
  ISCED15 level 5-8 15086 (10.3) 885 (10.8) 659 (9.9) 5827 (11.0) 1393 (10.1) 4440 (10.5) 28290 (10.5)
Disposable income
  Lowest quintile 21311 (14.4) 1015 (12.6) 901 (13.4) 6618 (12.5) 1737 (12.4) 4817 (11.3) 36399 (13.4)
  Second quintile 18355 (12.4) 962 (11.9) 918 (13.6) 6109 (11.6) 1567 (11.1) 4554 (10.7) 32465 (11.9)
  Third quintile 29964 (20.2) 1601 (19.8) 1260 (18.7) 10453 (19.8) 2484 (17.7) 7164 (16.8) 52926 (19.4)
  Fourth quintile 37041 (25.0) 2049 (25.4) 1720 (25.5) 13595 (25.8) 3516 (25.0) 10949 (25.7) 68870 (25.3)
  Highest quintile 41551 (28.0) 2439 (30.2) 1946 (28.9) 15997 (30.3) 4757 (33.8) 15162 (35.6) 81852 (30.0)
Healthcare usage
  Rare 45423 (30.5) 2947 (35.6) 2287 (33.7) 19872 (36.6) 5191 (36.2) 15825 (35.9) 91545 (33.1)
  Low 32255 (21.7) 1512 (18.3) 1281 (18.9) 10297 (19.0) 2755 (19.2) 8314 (18.9) 56414 (20.4)
  Average 31566 (21.2) 1657 (20.0) 1366 (20.2) 10473 (19.3) 2789 (19.4) 8525 (19.4) 56376 (20.4)
  High 21804 (14.7) 1154 (13.9) 987 (14.6) 7458 (13.7) 2002 (13.9) 6137 (13.9) 39542 (14.3)
  Frequent 17656 (11.9) 1008 (12.2) 858 (12.7) 6228 (11.5) 1621 (11.3) 5247 (11.9) 32618 (11.8)
Time - invitation to 
participation, median (IDI)

38 (17; 92) 44 (16; 107) 41 (17; 86) 38 (17; 87) 35 (17; 81) 31 (17; 74) 37 (17; 88)
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Supplementary Table 3. Prevalence ratios (PR) and 95% confidence intervals (CI) of 577 

participation in colorectal cancer screening within 90 days since invitation in Denmark among 578 

first-time invitees 2018-2021* 579 

 580 
* Adjusted for year, month and age at invitation; PR=prevalence ratio; CI=confidence interval; ISCED=International 581 
Standard Classification of Education 582 

  583 

N PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI] PR [95%CI]
Overall 276495 1.00 - 0.95 [0.93; 0.98] 1.06 [1.03; 1.09] 0.98 [0.97; 1.00] 1.03 [1.01; 1.06] 1.01 [0.98; 1.03]
Sex
Men 139588 1.00 - 0.92 [0.89; 0.96] 1.08 [1.05; 1.12] 1.00 [0.99; 1.02] 1.04 [1.02; 1.07] 1.03 [1.01; 1.04]
Women 136907 1.00 - 0.95 [0.92; 0.98] 1.03 [1.00; 1.06] 1.00 [0.98; 1.01] 1.01 [0.99; 1.03] 1.01 [1.00; 1.02]
Age at invitation
50-54 years 268172 1.00 - 0.96 [0.93; 0.98] 1.06 [1.03; 1.09] 0.99 [0.97; 1.01] 1.04 [1.01; 1.06] 1.02 [0.99; 1.04]
55-59 years 3351 1.00 - 0.76 [0.52; 1.11] 0.45 [0.12; 1.69] 0.94 [0.75; 1.16] 1.16 [0.83; 1.61] 1.05 [0.77; 1.43]
60-64 years 2159 1.00 - 0.83 [0.57; 1.20] 0.97 [0.32; 2.98] 0.85 [0.68; 1.07] 0.79 [0.57; 1.11] 0.79 [0.57; 1.08]
65-69 years 1595 1.00 - 0.96 [0.65; 1.41] 0.60 [0.26; 1.39] 0.96 [0.75; 1.22] 0.94 [0.66; 1.36] 0.95 [0.67; 1.34]
70-74 years 1218 1.00 - 1.05 [0.67; 1.64] 1.03 [0.70; 1.52] 1.04 [0.79; 1.37] 0.88 [0.60; 1.30] 0.84 [0.57; 1.24]
Ethnicity
  Danish descent 188111 1.00 - 0.96 [0.93; 0.99] 1.05 [1.02; 1.08] 0.98 [0.96; 1.00] 1.01 [0.97; 1.05] N/A N/A
  Western Immigrant 10750 1.00 - 1.01 [0.86; 1.18] 1.11 [0.95; 1.31] 1.03 [0.93; 1.14] 1.14 [0.93; 1.39] N/A N/A
  Non-western immigrant 21303 1.00 - 0.94 [0.85; 1.05] 1.10 [1.00; 1.21] 1.01 [0.94; 1.07] 1.09 [0.96; 1.24] N/A N/A
Cohabitation status
Single 71063 1.00 - 0.94 [0.88; 1.00] 1.05 [0.99; 1.11] 0.95 [0.92; 0.99] 0.98 [0.90; 1.06] N/A N/A
Cohabiting 29015 1.00 - 1.02 [0.93; 1.11] 1.09 [1.00; 1.18] 1.00 [0.95; 1.06] 1.03 [0.92; 1.15] N/A N/A
Married 120520 1.00 - 0.96 [0.92; 0.99] 1.05 [1.02; 1.09] 1.00 [0.97; 1.02] 1.03 [0.99; 1.08] N/A N/A
Educational level (ISCED)
  ISCED15 level 1-2 173226 1.00 - 0.96 [0.93; 0.99] 1.06 [1.02; 1.10] 0.99 [0.97; 1.01] 1.04 [1.01; 1.07] 1.02 [0.98; 1.05]
  ISCED15 level 3-4 68351 1.00 - 0.92 [0.87; 0.97] 1.04 [0.99; 1.10] 0.97 [0.93; 1.00] 1.03 [0.98; 1.08] 0.99 [0.94; 1.04]
  ISCED15 level 5-8 28290 1.00 - 0.98 [0.90; 1.06] 1.12 [1.03; 1.21] 1.02 [0.97; 1.08] 1.03 [0.95; 1.11] 1.06 [0.98; 1.15]
Disposable income
  Lowest quintile 36399 1.00 - 1.00 [0.90; 1.11] 1.16 [1.05; 1.29] 1.01 [0.95; 1.07] 1.09 [0.99; 1.19] 1.02 [0.93; 1.12]
  Second quintile 32465 1.00 - 1.01 [0.92; 1.11] 1.07 [0.98; 1.18] 1.02 [0.96; 1.08] 1.05 [0.96; 1.14] 1.09 [1.00; 1.19]
  Third quintile 52926 1.00 - 0.98 [0.92; 1.04] 1.09 [1.03; 1.16] 1.00 [0.96; 1.04] 1.03 [0.97; 1.09] 1.02 [0.96; 1.08]
  Fourth quintile 68870 1.00 - 0.94 [0.89; 0.98] 1.05 [1.00; 1.10] 0.98 [0.95; 1.01] 1.00 [0.95; 1.04] 0.98 [0.94; 1.03]
  Highest quintile 81852 1.00 - 0.94 [0.90; 0.98] 1.04 [0.99; 1.09] 0.99 [0.97; 1.02] 1.04 [1.00; 1.08] 1.01 [0.97; 1.05]
Healthcare usage
  Rare 91545 1.00 - 0.92 [0.87; 0.97] 1.04 [0.98; 1.09] 0.96 [0.92; 0.99] 1.01 [0.96; 1.07] 0.96 [0.91; 1.01]
  Low 56414 1.00 - 0.99 [0.93; 1.05] 1.13 [1.06; 1.19] 1.01 [0.98; 1.05] 1.05 [0.99; 1.10] 1.06 [1.01; 1.12]
  Average 56376 1.00 - 0.95 [0.90; 1.01] 1.03 [0.97; 1.08] 0.99 [0.95; 1.02] 1.01 [0.96; 1.07] 0.98 [0.93; 1.03]
  High 39542 1.00 - 0.99 [0.92; 1.06] 1.06 [0.99; 1.13] 1.01 [0.97; 1.05] 1.04 [0.98; 1.10] 1.06 [0.99; 1.12]
  Frequent 32618 1.00 - 0.97 [0.90; 1.04] 1.09 [1.02; 1.17] 0.99 [0.95; 1.04] 1.08 [1.01; 1.15] 1.00 [0.94; 1.07]

N=44048

Pre-pandemic 
(01Jan2018-
31Jan2020)

Pre-lockdown 
(01Feb2020-
10Mar2020)

1st lockdown 
(11Mar2020-
15Apr2020)

1st re-opening 
(16Apr2020-
15Dec2020)

2nd lockdown 
(16Dec2020-
27Feb2021)

2nd re-opening 
(28Feb2021-
30Sep2021)

N=148704 N=8278 N=6779 N=54328 N=14358
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Supplementary Table 4. Compliance with colonoscopy (%) in Denmark within 60 days since a 584 

positive FIT test from 2018 to 2021 585 

 586 

ISCED = International Standard Classification of Education   587 

Pre-pandemic 
(01Jan2018-
31Jan2020)

Pre-lockdown 
(01Feb2020-
10Mar2020)

1st lockdown 
(11Mar2020-
15Apr2020)

1st re-opening 
(16Apr2020-
15Dec2020)

2nd lockdown 
(16Dec2020-
27Feb2021)

2nd re-opening 
(28Feb2021-
30Sep2021)

% % % % % %
Total 89.9 87.6 85.2 88.8 89.4 88.2
Age at invitation

50-54 years 89.9 92.8 89.2 90.2 89.4 87.9
55-59 years 90.3 87.1 82.8 88.9 89.7 89.3
60-64 years 90.2 89.7 93.6 89.4 89.8 88.0
65-69 years 90.2 88.4 91.9 88.4 90.0 87.9
70-74 years 89.3 84.0 83.0 87.7 88.4 88.2

Ethnicity
Danish descent 90.3 88.3 86.0 89.2 89.9 88.6
Western Immigrant 86.3 75.8 73.0 82.7 83.1 84.4
Non-western immigrant 83.9 79.3 77.0 84.0 86.8 81.8

Cohabitation status
Single 85.7 81.5 79.5 83.8 85.9 83.9
Co-habiting/co-living 90.4 89.6 88.6 90.8 90.3 87.2
Married/registered partner 92.0 90.6 88.3 91.0 91.3 90.3

Educational level (ISCED)
ISCED15 level 1-2 89.4 88.6 83.6 88.3 89.3 87.5
ISCED15 level 3-4 90.5 87.7 86.8 89.7 89.8 89.4
ISCED15 level 5-8 91.0 85.2 88.4 89.5 90.6 89.2

Disposable income
Lowest quintile 87.7 83.6 81.3 85.6 87.4 85.5
Second quintile 87.7 83.3 79.2 86.2 87.2 85.3
Third quintile 90.4 88.8 87.6 88.6 88.0 89.0
Fourth quintile 92.3 90.2 91.0 91.2 92.5 90.7
Highest quintile 92.6 93.2 93.1 92.5 91.8 90.6

Healthcare usage
Rare 90.8 88.0 87.0 90.3 90.1 87.4
Low 91.2 88.2 88.9 90.9 90.0 90.2
Average 91.2 91.0 84.6 90.0 90.7 89.0
High 90.2 88.6 87.0 87.8 88.5 89.2
Frequent 87.4 83.7 82.5 86.3 88.2 86.0
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Supplementary Figure 3. Compliance with colonoscopy (%) in Denmark within 60 days since 588 
a positive FIT test from 2018 to 2021 stratified by the explanatory variables 589 
 590 
  591 

A. Age 

C. Ethnicity 

E. Educational level 

B. Sex 

D. Cohabitation status 

F. Disposable income 

G. Healthcare usage  
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