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Actionable Take Away Message

• Understanding lung cancer 

screening data sources is key to 

improvement. Each offers different 

estimates, and knowing the 

defining features, strengths and 

limitations ensures accurate insight.

Future Direction for Research

• California and the U.S. need 

stronger data collection for lung 

cancer screening, including 

centralized reporting, standardized 

entry of smoking history, real-time 

data collection tools, and consistent 

quality measures.
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RESULTS

A formal reference guide with easy-to-read tables was produced that 

represents sources of lung cancer screening data as well as seven relevant 

features as they pertain to lung cancer screening uptake rates. Our goal was 

not to the rank data sources but to clearly present the crucial 

characteristics of each. Read the full report here: FINAL LCS Rate Report
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This study would not have been possible without the work and 

research of the American Cancer Society National Lung 

Cancer Roundtable.
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Lung cancer is the leading cause of cancer-

related death in the U.S. and California. 

Although there is a quick and painless 

screening test that is covered by insurance, 

California’s lung cancer screening rates remain 

low. Estimates of exact lung cancer screening 

rates vary widely across data sources, making 

it difficult to measure progress, and guide 

improvements. This study sought to provide 

a clear reference guide behind reported lung 

cancer screening rates and clarify available 
data sources and what they have to offer.

• A multidisciplinary expert panel was 

established by working members from 

the Early Detection Task Force of the 

American Cancer Society’s National 

Lung Cancer Roundtable and the 

California Dialogue on Cancer Lung 

Cancer Screening Workgroup.  

• A formal systematic online search 

utilizing lung cancer screening 

nomenclature was utilized and provided 

our data sources most commonly used 

to estimate lung cancer screening rates. 

• Multiple rounds of voting and document 

source verification by each committee 

member was done to ensure accuracy.

• A series of discussions about proper 

formatting were conducted. We wanted 

to avoid a lengthy report and create 

something that was easy to reference 

and concise but also comprehensive.
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