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Abstract

Background: Breast cancer (BC) and colorectal cancer (CRC) are considered primary cancers that
affect both male and females globally. In Malaysia, BC is the most commonly diagnosed cancer among
women of all ethnic groups and CRC is the second most common cancer in males and the second most
common cancer in females. This systematic review was carried out to assess cancer symptom awareness

and barriers to undergoing cancer screening for BC and CRC.

Methods: A pre-defined search was conducted between January 2008 and December 2018 using the
following databases: MEDLINE, Embase, CINAHL, Web of Science, PsycINFO, Scopus and Cochrane
Library for relevant articles. The search was updated in June 2020. Reviewers independently performed
the data extraction and quality assessment of the included study according to the Joanna Briggs Institute

assessment tools.

Result: 22 studies met the inclusion criteria (BC n=11; CRC n=11). Nine studies assessed symptom
knowledge for BC and eight for CRC. Two studies described barriers towards cancer screening for BC
and one for CRC. Four CRC studies assessed symptoms knowledge and cancer screening barriers. The
most commonly reported BC symptoms were ‘painless breast lump’(27.6% - 90.8%), ‘nipple discharge’
(1.6% - 74.5%) and ‘pain in breast/ breast region’ (11.5% - 82.8%) meanwhile CRC symptoms were
‘change in bowel habits (new-onset diarrhoea or constipation)’ (28.4% - 86.6%), ‘bleeding and/or
bleeding from the back passage’ (11.5% - 71.9%) and ‘weight loss’ (9.3% - 83.4%). ‘Financial issue’
(10% - 17.5%) was the most frequent blockade identified towards BC screening meanwhile ‘fear of
result’ (27.6% - 32.1%) for CRC screening by Malaysians. Overall the studies carried out in Malaysia,
six studies on BC symptom knowledge and one study on BC screening barrier were scored as medium
study quality while four studies on CRC symptom knowledge and three studies on CRC screening

barriers were scored as medium study quality.

Conclusion: Studies described varied and overall, limited, symptom awareness and barriers towards
BC and CRC screening which likely contributes to the delayed presentation of cancers in Malaysia.
There is a need for improving the awareness of BC and CRC symptoms as well as the importance of
screening to encourage the early presentation of symptomatic cancer patients and down-staging of

cancer.
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Introduction

The global burden of cancer is expected to increase to 22 million new cases each year by 2030, which
is an increase of 75% compared to 2008 (1). In Malaysia, the total number of new cancer cases
diagnosed during the period from 2012 to 2016 has increased by 11,731 cases compared to the cancer
cases diagnosed during the period from 2007 to 2011 (2, 3). As reported by recent Malaysian National
Cancer Registry (MNCR), the five most prevalent cancers among both males and females are breast,
colorectal, trachea, bronchus and lung and lymphoma and nasopharynx cancer (3). According to the
statistics on causes of death 2019, both colorectal cancer (CRC) and breast cancer (BC) were ranked as

the ninth and tenth leading cause of medically certified deaths in Malaysia (4).

BC is the commonest cancer among Malaysian females (33.9%) with the highest incidence in Chinese
ethnic women (Age-Standardized Incidence Rate (ASR) 40.7 cases per 100,000), followed by Indians
(ASR 38.1 cases per 100,000) and Malays (ASR 31.5 cases per 100,000) (3). Almost 50% of BC cases
are detected at a late stage, i.e. 47.9% of BC cases were detected at stage three and four (2). CRC is the
most common cancer among males (16.9%) and the second most common cancer among females
(10.7%). CRC incidence rates increased by ASR 0.2 cases in males and no change in females per
100,000 population as compared with the previous five-year period (2007-2011 report and 2012—-2016)
(2, 3). CRC incidence increases with age and has been reported the highest among Chinese (ASR 19.6
cases per 100,000), followed by Malays (ASR 12.2 cases per 100,000) and Indians (ASR 11.0 cases per
100,000). Over half of CRC cases (63.7%) are detected at stage three and four (3).

Numerous studies have shown that early diagnosis of cancer increases the chances of survival (5-8).
Although substantial improvements have been made in cancer management, delays in diagnosis and
treatment are the major deterrents for improving survival, particularly in low and middle-income
countries (9). Furthermore, the lack of awareness about cancer signs, symptoms as well as negative
beliefs and attitudes towards cancer and cancer screening has been associated with late presentation
(10-12) which results in delayed help-seeking (13-16).

The Ministry of Health recognises the importance of cancer prevention and encourages strengthening
the intervention of early detection of cancer awareness in the National Strategic Plan for Cancer Control
Programme (2016-2020). In recent years, several studies reported cancer awareness and barriers to
screening across Malaysia, which has built supporting evidence for improving cancer prevention
strategies. The purpose of this systematic review was to identify and appraise studies that assessed the

level of BC and CRC symptoms awareness and barriers towards cancer screening in Malaysians.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.21.22271312

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.21.22271312; this version posted February 23, 2022. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Methods

This systematic review was conducted according to PRISMA guidelines. The pre-defined search
protocol was registered with the International Prospective Register of Systematic Reviews
(PROSPERDO) (17).

Search Strategy

The search strategy was developed a priori. Scientific literature published between January 2008 and
December 2018 was searched for relevant studies by one author (DP) in the following databases:
MEDLINE, Embase, CINAHL, Web of Science, PsycINFO, Scopus and Cochrane Library. Grey
literature was searched in Google Scholar and reference lists of relevant studies were hand-searched.
The search was updated in June 2020. Searched keywords were combined as follows: (I) knowledge;
symptoms; barriers; attitude; belief; perception; screening; mammography; colonoscopy OR faecal
occult blood test (FOBT); AND (Il) colorectal cancer; colon cancer; colorectal tumour; colorectal
carcinoma; breast cancer; breast health; breast tumour OR breast carcinoma; AND (I11) Malaysia. The
title screen was conducted by the first author (DP). The abstract and full-text screening were conducted
according to pre-defined criteria by two independent reviewers (DP and DS or MDa).

Study selection

Cross-sectional studies and baseline findings of intervention studies were eligible for inclusion if they
meet the following criteria (1) peer-reviewed and published in the English language, (11) published in
the last 10 years (1st January 2008 - 1st December 2018), (111) conducted in Malaysia, (1V) included
adults aged 18 years and above and (V) reported outcome measures on the level of awareness about

signs and symptoms of BC and/or CRC AND/OR on the barriers towards BC and/or CRC screening.

The following types of research were excluded (I) systematic reviews & meta-analysis, reviews,
qualitative studies, protocols and general reports including conference proceeding if sufficient details
could not be obtained, (I1) studies of Malaysians living elsewhere, healthcare professionals (e.g. Doctor,
nurse, pharmacy, etc.) and patients with diagnosed cancer and/ family members of cancer patients and
(111) evaluation of intervention studies and studies focusing on cancer in general and/or specific cancers
other than BC and CRC.

Data extraction

Reviewers (DP and DS, MDa or TTS) independently extracted information into a pre-defined data
extraction template including information regarding the study design, population, sampling method,
type of cancers, survey tool, objectives and results. Results, i.e. symptoms knowledge and barriers
towards cancer screening were reported as percentages. Discrepancies between reviewers were resolved

through discussion until consensus was reached.
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Quality assessment

The Joanna Briggs Institute (JBI) Critical Appraisal Tool for cross-sectional studies consisted of eight
questions and was used to assess the quality of the included studies (18). The same procedure of
independent reviewing as described under data extraction was followed for quality assessment. The
quality of the study was assessed through a checklist by listing all eight questions with answers like
‘yes’, ‘no’, ‘unclear’ and ‘not applicable’. When each question, is answered ‘yes was scored as 1,
meanwhile, if they answered wrongly (‘no’, ‘unclear’ and ‘not applicable’) was scored as 0. The scores
were summed together and the total score produced for the quality of a study were accumulated (score
range 0 — 8). The total score was equally divided into three categories as low (0 — 2), medium (3 — 5)
and high (6 — 8).

Results

The search yielded 1,133 records of which 19 full-texts met the eligibility criteria and were included in
the systematic review. A total of 376 duplicate were discarded. Fifty-one articles were subsequently
removed during the abstract screening, either because they focused on BC or CRC intervention studies,
or they did not access specific symptoms or screening barriers. Hence, 19 full-text articles met the

criteria and were included in the systematic review (Figure 1).

Study characteristic

Descriptive information about the included studies is presented in Table 2. Out of ten BC studies, eight
studies assessed BC symptom knowledge (19-25) and two studies assessed barriers towards
mammogram screening (26, 27). Out of nine CRC studies, six studies assessed knowledge of CRC
symptoms (28-33), one study assessed barriers to CRC screening (34) and two studies assessed both
CRC symptom knowledge and CRC screening barriers (35, 36). Sample sizes ranged between 200 to
1,453 participants for BC studies and between 80 and 2,379 participants for CRC studies. All studies
were conducted in peninsular Malaysia. Furthermore, the majority of BC and CRC studies were
conducted in urban areas (n=6 BC and n=5 CRC studies), followed by sub-urban areas (n=2 BC and
n=1 CRC studies) and some recruited participants from both urban and rural areas (n=2 BC and n=3
CRC studies).

Study Quality

Study quality ranged from low to medium according to the JBI Critical Appraisal Tool (Table 1). Out
of 22 studies, 14 studies fall on a medium score ranging from four to six while other 8 studies fall on a

low score ranging from one to three in JBI criteria. All the 19 studies were ‘not applicable’ on ‘exposure
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measured validly and reliably’ and ‘objective, standard criteria used for measurement of the condition’.
More than 50% of the studies did not meet the criteria of ‘the outcomes measured validly and reliably’.
The studies that did not meet the criteria are all because there was no validated questionnaire tool used
to gather data.

Breast Cancer
Symptom knowledge

Awareness about 16 BC symptoms was reported in eight studies. All the symptoms of knowledge were
evaluated through the cross-sectional method. Out of nine studies, three studies are low quality while
the other six studies are medium quality. The most commonly surveyed BC symptoms were ‘painless
breast lump’, ‘nipple discharge’ and ‘pain in breast/ breast region’ (Table 3a). The most commonly
recognised symptoms were ‘painless breast lump’ (27.6% - 90.8%), ‘nipple discharge’ (1.6% - 74.5%)
and ‘pain in breast/ breast region’ (11.5% - 82.8%). Furthermore, more than 50% of participants from
six out of nine studies recognised ‘painless breast lump’ (58.1% - 90.8%), and seven out of nine studies
recognised ‘nipple discharge’ (65.9% - 74.5%) as symptoms of breast cancer. ‘Lump under armpit’
(69.0% - 78.6%), ‘change in breast shape’ (3.4% - 81.5%) and ‘nipple retraction’ (11.5% - 82.8%) were
few symptoms of breast cancer which were discussed in four studies. The least commonly reported
symptoms of breast cancer were ‘painful lump’ (17.6%) (23), ‘asymmetry of the breast’ (44.8% ) (22),
‘change in breast size’ (41.5% ) (24), ‘breast mass’ (61.0%) (20) and “itchiness and discolouration of
nipple’ (41.6%) (22). Across studies, more than 65% of respondents consistently identified ‘lump under
armpit’ (69.0% - 78.6%) as a breast cancer symptom. Besides that, all the reviewed studies reported
symptom knowledge as a percentage (%) except for one study which reported means. In this study,
respondents were significantly unaware of BC non-lump symptoms such as changes in the position of
the nipple, retraction of the nipple, puckering or breast dimpling, breast pain, armpit pain, a rash of the
nipple, redness of the skin of the breast, change in size and shape of the breast and nipple compared to

BC lump symptoms.
Barriers towards screening

Only two studies explored the barriers towards BC screening in Malaysian women (26, 27) (Table 3).
In those two studies, nine barriers towards mammogram screening were reported. All the barriers
towards mammogram screening studies were evaluated through a cross-sectional method. Out of two
studies, one was low quality while other was medium quality. Both studies assessed whether “financial
issues’ (10% - 17.5%) was a barrier towards screening, otherwise, the two studies assessed different
barriers. ‘Lack of time’ (42.5%) was the most commonly reported barrier (26), followed by ‘do not

know the purpose of mammogram’ (32%) (26) and the ‘perception that they are not at risk’ (30%) (27).
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Furthermore, barriers such as ‘mammogram screening are painful’ (20%), ‘mammogram is an

unnecessary test” (14%) and ‘afraid of the test result’ (20%) were less commonly reported barriers.

Colorectal Cancer
Symptom Knowledge

Awareness about 14 CRC symptoms was assessed in 10 out of 11 CRC studies. All the 10 studies were
analysed by the cross-sectional method. Quality of seven studies was scored under medium quality
while the other three studies scored under low quality. The most-reported CRC symptoms were ‘change
in bowel habits (new-onset diarrhoea or constipation)’, ‘bleeding and/or bleeding from the back
passage’ and ‘weight loss’ (Table 4). The most commonly recognised symptoms were ‘blood in stool’
(40.6% - 86.9%), ‘change in bowel habits (new-onset diarrhoea or constipation)’ (28.4% - 86.6%),
abdominal pain (31.4% - 85.6%) and ‘weight loss’ (9.3% - 83.4%). Out of 13 CRC symptoms, 10
symptoms were recognized by >50% of participants from four out of eight studies, except for ‘piles’
(49.2%), ‘mucus in stool’ (2.2%), ‘difficulties swallowing’ (35.4%) and 'tiredness/anaemia’ (27.7% -
35.1%), which were recognised by <50% of participants. Furthermore, the least commonly surveyed
symptoms of CRC were ‘piles’ (49.2%), ‘constipation’ (53.4%), ‘mucus in stool’ (2.2%), “difficulties
swallowing’ (35.4%) and ‘loss of appetite’ (63.5%).

Barriers towards screening

Out of the eleven CRC studies, five studies reported barriers towards CRC screening (Table 4) (28, 29,
34-36). A total of 18 barriers were assessed through the cross-sectional method from all the 5 studies.
Three studies were identified with medium quality while the other two studies were with low quality.
The most commonly observed barrier towards CRC screening was ‘fear of result” (27.6% ~32.1%). The
most commonly expressed barriers towards CRC screening were ‘don’t know if | should have faecal
occult blood test (FOBT)’ (50.8%), ‘FOBT is a painful test’ (51.5% - 53.5%) (28, 34), ‘screening is
embarrassing’ (35.2% - 55.1%), ‘fear of discomfort’ (30% - 63.8%’ and ‘expensive’ (22.6% - 53.4%).

Discussion

This systematic review assessed the level of knowledge of BC and CRC symptoms and the barriers
towards screening for both cancers in Malaysia. The review summarised studies conducted over the
past 10 years and reviewed by cancer type, study location, cancer symptoms, and barriers to cancer

screening. Reported awareness varied to a large extends between studies and was overall low despite
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BC and CRC being the commonest cancers in the country. Although the study included a relatively
small number of studies on knowledge of BC and CRC symptoms as well as cancer screening barriers
among Malaysians, more symptom knowledge studies were conducted compared to barriers towards

cancer screening studies.

Breast Cancer
Symptom Knowledge

Among ten studies on breast cancer, knowledge for symptoms was discussed in eight studies. All the
studies were conducted in Kuala Lumpur (1), Selangor (5), and Penang (2), the most developed states
in Malaysia. Level of awareness of some BC symptoms such as ‘painless breast lump’, ‘lump under
armpit’, ‘swollen axillary glands’, ‘nipple discharge’, ‘change in breast shape’, ‘discolouration of the
breast’, ‘pain in breast/ breast region’, ‘enlargement of neighbouring lymph nodes’, ‘dimpling of breast
skin’, ‘breast skin retraction’ and ‘nipple retraction’ are consistently discussed in different locations in
Malaysia, besides there are also other specific symptoms of BC that many other participants were unable
to identify. ‘Painless breast lump’ and ‘nipple discharge’ were the most (19, 20, 22-25, 37, 38) and ‘pain
in breast/ breast region’ (19, 20, 23-25, 38) was the second most recognised BC symptom identified in
this systematic review. Of these, six studies were assessed as being medium quality. More than half of
the studies showed that these were the most frequently recognised BC symptoms. The 'painless breast
lump' and 'nipple discharge' were recognised as early BC symptoms by over 55% of participants from
a mix of urban and suburban areas in Kuala Lumpur (1), Selangor (4), and Penang (1). However, ‘pain
in breast/ breast region” was only identified by participants from Kuala Lumpur (82.8%) and Penang
(78.5%) recognized. ‘Nipple discharge’ and “pain in breast/ breast region’ were two symptoms that
were consistent with the outcomes of research focused primarily on women from the United Kingdom
(71.9% and 53.4%) (12), China (55.2% and 51.7%) (39) and Iran (86.6% and 75.6%) (40). In this
systematic review, participants from selected urban and suburban areas (Malaysia) exhibited the least
knowledge of ‘painless breast lump’ (27.6%), ‘painful lump’ (17.6%), ‘nipple discharge’ (1.6%),
‘change in breast shape’ (3.4%) and ‘pain in the breast/breast region’ (11.5%) as the symptoms of BC
(23). This is similar to a study conducted among women from suburban area in India reported that
‘painless lump’ (13%), ‘breast pain’ (16%) and ‘nipple discharge’ (8%) except ‘painless breast lump’
(44%) as symptoms of BC (41). Besides, findings were consistent with a study which was conducted
among participants from a rural area (located in south-western Nigeria) who indicated that ‘painless
lump’ (1.9%) and nipple discharge (0.5%) as symptoms of BC (42). This suggests that women from
rural as well as suburban areas have poor knowledge of the symptoms of BC. Poor knowledge in
recognizing BC symptoms is likely to delay the seeking of health care. Moreover, the finding indicates

that only five studies have addressed the ‘lump under armpit’ which is a key symptom of BC.
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Consistently, more than 65% of Malaysians women recognised this as a symptom of BC. These findings
were marginally higher with previous research with women from the United Kingdom, which has
exhibited that ‘lump under armpit’ (86.1%) was likely to be attributed to BC (12). Besides, Grunfeld et
al. reported that 80% of women surveyed from the United Kingdom recognised ‘lump under armpit’ as
a symptom of BC (43). Our result indicates that three studies which were conducted among women
from a mix of urban and suburban areas (Shah Alam and Klang Valley) showed that most of them are
able to identify ‘breast lump’ (90.8%, 89.3% and 73.5%) compared to ‘nipple discharge’ (72.1%, 70.4%
and 47.6%) as a symptom of BC. A previous study in the UK also showed similar finding of high
knowledge about ‘breast lump’ (93.3%) as a symptom of breast cancer and low knowledge about ‘nipple
discharge’ (71.9%) (12). In addition, three among four studies have reported that less than 50% of
Malaysian women recognise ‘nipple retraction' as a BC symptom. Two out of three studies are carried
out among urban and educated women such as from Selangor living undergraduate students and school
teachers. However, this finding contradicts with the study which was carried out among university
students from Muscat where more than half of the them were considered above as a symptom of BC
(44). This may reflect discrepancies in study designs, modes of recruitment or sampling procedures of
the study.

Barriers towards cancer screening

The two studies that reported barriers towards BC screening were conducted among 40-year-old women
from Selangor. Out of two studies, barriers towards BC screening from one study were prompted
through the questionnaire, whereas the barriers were identified by the participants in another study. In
this review, the most common barriers towards BC screening ‘Cost” known the common and only less
than 20% of participants are facing those barriers to BC screening. It is because BC screening
(mammogram) can be carried out in 16 private clinics and hospitals registered with the National
Population and Family Development Board (2007). The cost is subsidized by the Development Ministry
of Women, Family and Community where it offers an RM50 subsidy for each mammography session.
The finding was marginally consistent with findings of the past study by Wood and his team, which
35% of people from Santiago, Chile still facing the financial barrier (‘cost’) (45). Moreover, the results
of a study conducted in Hong Kong by Margaret Chua and his team among Chinese women showed
that ‘cost” was the most frequently reported barrier to screen for BC. (46). Furthermore, slightly more
than half of Malaysians still do not know ‘where to go for BC screening’ (26). This shows that there is
still a lack of knowledge and awareness among the Malaysian population on the hospitals or clinics that
provide BC screening service. ‘Lack of time or being too busy’ to schedule mammography was another
reason mentioned by Malaysian women in this review and were assessed as low quality (26). A possible

reason for the above-mentioned barriers of mammography among Malaysian women may be being
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reluctant about the seriousness of BC. The present review finding is in line with women aged more than
40 years from West Bank whom also mentioned that ‘lack of time or being too busy’ (47%) as the most
common barrier (47). In addition, a study among low-income Asian-American participants also has
reported that ‘lack of time or being too busy’ as the most common barrier (48). This was also one of the
most common reasons mentioned by Chinese women in Hong Kong for reluctance to participate in
mammography screening (49). This study also reported that 20% of Malaysian women are still ‘afraid
of the mammogram result’ (26) and ‘believe that mammogram screening is painful’ (27). The present
finding also supports Garbers and his team’s research study which concluded that low-income women
from New York are “afraid of the mammogram result’ (50). Previous studies among Arab and Filipino
women living in the United States have reported similar findings on the ‘afraid of the mammogram
result’ as a barrier (51-53). Afraid of discovering cancer is more associated with the cultural impact as
the dynamics of the family and the assumption of cancer fatalism will have an impact on a women’s
life. This barrier could be improved by effectively addressed through culturally appropriate awareness
and intervention programs. In addition, the barrier ‘believes that mammogram screening is painful’
found in this review in accordance with the barrier that stated by both Filipino and Asian-Indian women
living in the United States (53). Another research found that as compared to non-obese, obese women
were significantly more likely to feel ‘pain’ from mammograms (54). Other research has also shown
that up to 35% of women undergoing mammograms complain of ‘pain’ (20% in this study), and that
pain acts as a barrier to other women returning for mammograms screening (55). Similar findings on
the above mentioned barrier to mammogram were previously been published through few studies (50,
52). By providing information on privacy and gentle handling of the breasts during the procedure can

help to minimise the pain or uncomfortable feelings during BC screening among Malaysian women.

Colorectal Cancer
Symptom Knowledge

Among nine studies on CRC, knowledge of symptoms was discussed in eight studies. All these studies
were conducted in seven different states and those places are known as the most developed states in
Malaysia. In this systematic review, a study which was conducted among friends and relatives
accompanying patients to the general medical clinic in the University of Malaya Medical Centre, Kuala
Lumpur were demonstrated the least (less than 40%) frequently identified unprompted symptoms of
CRC such as ‘change in bowel habit’ (37.5%), ‘bleeding and/or bleeding from back passage’ (34.3%),
‘mucus in the stool’ (2.2%), ‘abdominal pain’ (31.4%), and ‘weight loss’ (9.3%). Moreover, another
study among participants from the rural area of Perak (Malaysia) also showed that less than 41% of
them recognized prompted symptoms of CRC correctly including ‘change in bowel habit’ (28.4%),
‘incomplete emptying of bowel’ (26.7%), ‘blood in the stool’ (40.6%), ‘bleeding and/or bleeding from
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back passage’ (37%), ‘back passage pain’ (24.6%), ‘abdominal pain’ (36.1%), ‘weight loss’ (33.1%)
and ‘tiredness/anaemia’ (27.7%). This shows that rural as well as urban residents are unaware of CRC
warning symptoms. Similarly, a study conducted among 350 outpatients of Mayo General Hospital,
Ireland concluded that 26.6% of the participants were able to name at least a CRC symptom (59),
suggesting that awareness is limited in low- and middle- as well as high-income countries. The
outcomes of this study suggest that ‘change in bowel habits’ (30-32, 35, 36) and ‘weight loss’ (28, 30-
32, 36) are the most commonly reported (or assessed??) symptoms of CRC. Less than 40% of
participants from two (31, 36) studies could identify the above-mentioned symptoms as the key
symptoms of CRC. The results are consistent with the results of earlier studies that conducted in the
United Kingdom, which suggested that <30% of respondents recognised ‘change in bowel habits” (11,
56-58) and ‘weight loss® (11, 57-61) as a symptom of CRC. This also indicated that compared to
participants who recall symptoms, the percentage of participants who recognized those symptoms as
the key symptom of CRC was greater (31, 36). The next widely discussed symptoms were ‘abdominal
pain’ (30-32, 36) followed by ‘incomplete emptying of bowel” (28, 31, 32), blood in the stool’ (30-32)
and ‘bleeding’ (28, 35, 36). Out of four studies, two studies showed that more than 50% of Malaysians
were able to identify ‘abdominal pain’ as one of the main symptoms of CRC, whereas two other studies
show less than 50% of Malaysians. Past studies conducted among the population of Western Australia,
the UK and Kuwait (57, 62, 63) indicated that more than 55% of participants were able to recognize
‘abdominal pain’ as a symptom of CRC, while another study in the UK disputes this result (58). More
than 55% of Malaysians can recognize both ‘blood in the stool’ and ‘bleeding’ as CRC symptoms.
Findings from this systematic review suggest that awareness about ‘blood in the stool’ and ‘bleeding’
is higher in Malaysians compared to the United Kingdom, Ireland, Gulf and Britain, which indicated
that less than 40% of people were able to recognise the above symptoms (11, 56, 58-60).

Barriers towards cancer screening

All these studies were conducted in urban area such as Negeri Sembilan, Kuala Lumpur and Selangor
among participants aged more than 18 years. In this systematic analysis, a study conducted among
participants from western Malaysia was rated as low quality, but most barriers were addressed and least
frequently (less than 40%) prompted barriers to CRC screening were found. This result is slightly
similar with certain barriers that discussed in a recent study which was conducted among more than 50
years old population from the rural area of the USA such as ‘fear’ (25.4%), ‘financial barrier’ (25.4%),
‘no recommendation/referral’ (33.1%) and ‘discomfort’ (10.2%) (64). To overcome Malaysia's
financial barrier towards CRC screening by developing an intervention programme that focuses
primarily on ways to minimize the cost of screening tests or enhance insurance coverage. Additionally,
it also will be more beneficial for Malaysian to make more initiatives to improve insurance coverage
and to advocate information relating to increased insurance coverage. This review also suggests that

participants were prompted by researchers from two studies that 'FOBT is a painful test' (53.5 %) as a
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screening barrier, which suggests that participants do not know what an FOBT test as a providing a
stool sample is unlikely to be painful. The most perceived barrier to screening was anxiety about
knowing the outcome of screening (‘fear of the results’). This barrier to CRC screening was encountered
by less than 35% of Malaysians. This is evidenced by a study conducted between the church members
of the Appalachian area between 2002 and 2003. Less than 10% of respondents said that they were
afraid to find out about the test result as the main concern for not being screened (65). Malaysian's most
recognised barriers to CRC was ‘screening is embarrassing’ (55.1%) and ‘fear of discomfort’ (63.8%).
One study examined the association of embarrassment with CRC screening and found that 49% of
African — Americans felt that the test was embarrassing (66). Although, another study showed that less
than 10% of the Appalachians admitted that they felt uncomfortable or embarrassed to carry out a CRC
screening test which was contrary to the Malaysians (65). Apart from that, slightly more than 50% of
Malaysians said they did not know if they should have an FOBT (50.8%) (34) and FOBT is a very
expensive test (53.4%) (35). The primary reason for Malaysia does not understand the importance of
CRC screening is due to the lack of referral from the healthcare professionals and some even said that
screening was not necessary. This indicates that a healthcare professional plays an important role in
health decision-making for Malaysians. A study in Hong Kong identified that 86.0% of participants
have agreed that cost as the main barrier to screening(67). A cross-sectional study of barriers between
groups of people at risk for CRC in the Omaha Midwestern Metropolitan Area described that ‘fear of
cancer diagnosis’ (42%), ‘embarrassment’ (35%) and ‘screening test costs’ (44 %) (68) were the main
barriers towards screening. Poor awareness and negative perception towards CRC screening could be
one of the main factors for these negative attitudes such as embarrassment, fear and pain. In particular,
Leung and his team indicated that the feeling of embarrassment may be due to cultural beliefs, such as
faecal aversion (69). Further, there were 83 research studies by high-income countries on the most
commonly mentioned barriers to CRC screening was included in a recent systematic review. Few of

them were consistent with the findings of this survey (70).

Conclusion

Everyone over 40 years old should be educated on symptom awareness and the importance of cancer
screening for both BC and CRC, which would help to lower the mortality from both BC and CRC.
There is an urgent call for cancer awareness and screening programs at a national and regional level,
including partnerships with community organizations and the health system. Current findings suggest
there is a litter understanding as well as knowledge on early symptoms of BC and CRC, but there is a
significant shortage, particularly of certain BC and CRC symptoms which would allow early detection
of cancer. The health education programme should be given to the public by trained healthcare

professionals to overcome those cancer screening barriers which lead to increases the uptake of cancer
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screening. Education on cancer awareness programs should be enhanced to spread symptoms
awareness of breast as well as colorectal cancer and promote the importance of cancer screening to

increase the screening uptake of both cancers.
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Table 1: Quality of the selected studies

Were the V\/;[L%the Was the ob\'/\efgtri?/e
criteria for subjec):/ts exposure st ajm dar d’ Were Were Were the Was
inclusion measured o .| strategies to outcomes appropriat
in the and the in a valid criteria confoundin deal with measured in | e statistical
sample setting and used for g factors confoundin a valid and analysis
ID cleafl described reliable measureme | identified? factors ’ reliable use)é’> Score
defineg’) in way? ntof the (Yes/Nof stated? way? (Yes/No/
(Yes/No./ detail? (Yes/y No/ condition? Unclear/ (Yes/Né/ (Yes/yI\.Io/ Unclear/
Unclear/ (Yes/Nof Unclear/ (Yes/Nof Not Unclear/ Not | Unclear/ Not Not
Not UnNcIOetar/ Not Unlﬁloetar/ Applicable) Applicable) | Applicable) | Applicable)
Applicable) Applicable) Applicable) Applicable)
Abdul Hadi®® Yes Yes Not Not Yes Yes Yes Yes 6/8
Applicable | Applicable
Abu Samah® No Yes Not Not Yes No Unclear Yes 3/8
Applicable | Applicable
Akhtari- Not Not
Zavare®" Yes Yes Applicable | Applicable No No Yes Yes 4/8
. Not Not
- (22)
Al-Dubai Yes Yes Applicable | Applicable Yes Yes No Yes 5/8
Al-Naggar®? No Yes Not Not Yes Yes Unclear Unclear 3/8
Applicable | Applicable
Al-Naggar®@® Yes Yes Not Not No No Unclear Yes 3/8
Applicable | Applicable
. Not Not
(23)
Dahlui No No Applicable | Applicable Yes No Unclear Yes 2/8
. Not Not
(38)
Hadi Yes Yes Applicable | Applicable Yes Yes Yes Yes 6/8
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Harmy@®) Yes Yes App’\lli(():;ble Appl\lli?:;ble Yes No Unclear Unclear 3/8
Hashim®®) Yes No Appl\lli(():;ble Appl\lli?:;ble Unclear No Yes Yes 3/8
Hassan®”) Yes Yes Appl\lli(():;ble Appl\lli?:;ble Yes Yes Unclear Yes 5/8
Hilmi®® No Yes Appl\lli(c):gble Appl\lli(():;ble Yes Yes Unclear Yes 4/8
Suan®? No Yes Appl\llic():;ble Appl\llicé;ble Yes No Unclear Yes 3/8
Naing©® Yes Yes Appl\llic():;ble Appl\llicé;ble Yes No Unclear Yes 4/8
Parsa®®? Yes Yes Appl\llic():;ble Appl\llicé;ble Yes No Yes Yes 5/8
Shah®) Yes No Appl\llic():;ble Appl\llicétable Yes Yes Unclear Yes 4/8
Su®D No Yes Appl\llic():;ble Appl\lliztable Yes Yes Yes Yes 5/8
Yan®?) Yes Yes Appl\llic():;ble Appl\lliztable Yes No Yes Yes 5/8
Y usoff®® Yes Yes Appl\llic():;ble Appl\lliztable Yes No Unclear Yes 4/8
Lee) Yes No App’\llic():;ble App|\lli?:;ble Yes No Unclear No 2/8
Schliemann(? Yes Yes Not Not Yes Yes Yes Yes 6/8
Applicable | Applicable
Sindhu™® Yes Yes App’\lli(():;ble AppI\IIi?:;ble Yes No Yes Yes 5/8
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Table 2: Characteristic of the studies

from public areas (shopping

. Sample . . Outcome assessed 2
Authors Year Study area Study population size (n) Sampling technique Survey tool
Breast Cancer
. Symptoms of knowledge
Abdul Hadi® Penang women recruited from two 363 Convenient sampling | Tool: Self-developed,
shopping malls . i .
validated questionnaire
Female students recruited :
Abu Samah@ glang Valley & from public & private 842 Multistage cIu_ster Symptoms of knowl(_edge _
elangor v random sampling Tool: Adapted questionnaire
universities
Akhtari- Female undergraduate Symptoms of knowledge
7 @7) Klang valley students aged 20+ recruited | 792 Random sampling Tool: Self-developed and
avare SR X i .
from four public universities validated questionnaire
: i - Symptoms of knowledge
Al-Dubai® Shah Alam, Women aged 1é_3+ recruited 950 Non prpbablllty _ Tool: Self-developed and
Selangor from the shopping mall convenience sampling . . .
validated questionnaire
) Symptoms of knowledge
Dahlui®®® Rawang Women aged 20-60 381 Convenience sampling | Tool: Self-developed
recruited from households . .
questionnaire
Hadi®® Female university students Convenience sampling | Symptoms of knowledge
Penang recruited from one 200 (from 10 randomly Tool: Adapted and validated
university selected faculties) guestionnaire
Parsa@® Six districts in Female teachers recruited 425 Multi-stage random '?‘X:)T}P?(Z?fs.ggvﬁgvg(jei%%
Selangor from 24 secondary schools sampling of schools - loped
validated questionnaire
Shah®) Kuala Lumpur Women aged 18+ recruited | 384 Convenience sampling Symptoms of knowledge

Tool: Adapted questionnaire
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malls, recreational parks,
bus terminals)
iir:llggl_,ulr%c’hljr Simple random Symptoms of knowledge
Lee() pulr, Female aged 21+ recruited | 346 P Tool: Modified
Kota Bharu and sampling : )
Kota Kinabalu questionnaire
Barriers towards
Al-Naggar®) Shah Alam, Women aged 40+ recruited 200 Random sampling of | mammogram screening
Selangor from households areas and apartments | Tool: Self-developed
questionnaire
Barrier towards
Hassan@ Suban Women aged 40+ were : : mammogram screening
g Jaya recr_uued from a private 1453 Convenience sampling Tool: Self-developed and
tertiary hospital validated guestionnaire
Colorectal cancer
Bayan Lepas,
Georgetown,
Suan@ Sungai Petani, Ipoh, | Males and females _ | symptoms of knowledge
Perak, Damansara, | recruited from shopping 2408 Convenience sampling Tool: Adapted questionnaire
Petaling Jaya, malls |
Bandaraya Melaka,
Johor Bahru
Males and females aged Multi-stage sampling _?_yrr}ptcorr:s rOf i«;oc\:/v Inedgre
Su®Y Perak, rural areas 18+ recruited from 2379 (random and AOO - 010 E/? al Lance
households purposive sampling) qt)lgztri%nner?;ire easure
Males and females aged Symptoms of knowledge
Yan®? Serdang Hospital, | 18+ who accompanied : Tool: Colorectal Cancer
308 Cluster sampling

Selangor

relatives to the outpatient
clinic

Awareness Measure
guestionnaire
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Universiti
Kebangsaan

Males and females aged

Symptoms of knowledge

Hashim®® . . 40+ with new onset of 80 Not mentioned Tool: Self-developed,
Malaysia Medical . . . .
rectal bleeding validated questionnaire
Centre, Selangor
Males and females aged Symptoms of knowledge
Schliemann(’? Rawang, Selangor | 40+ recruited from 954 Random sampling Tool: Validated
household guestionnaire
Klana Valle Male and females aged Symptoms of knowledge
Sindhu™® g Y 18+ recruited from 426 Random sampling Tool: Validated Bowel
Selangor - ; .
government health clinics CAM questionnaire
Symptoms knowledge and
Harmy(® Males and females aged Stratified multistage barriers towards CRC
Yuso%(zg) West Malaysia 50+ recruited from 44 1905 random sampling of screening
health clinics clinics Tool: Self-developed,
validated questionnaire
. Symptoms knowledge and
S Males and females aged Clust_er sampling of barriers towards CRC
(35 endayan town, . housing estates and ;
Naing ’ . 18+ recruited from 260 d . screening
Negeri Sembilan convenience sampling i
households : Tool: Self-developed
of residents . .
questionnaire
Symptoms knowledge and
Males and females who barriers towards CRC
L (36) accompanied patients to . . screening
Hilmi Kuala Lumpur the general medical clinic 91 Convenience sampling Tool: Self-developed tool
in the hospital and Champion Health Belief
Model Scale
Barrier towards CRC
Umra Private Male and female screenin
Al-Naggar®¥ outpatients who visited the | 187 Convenience sampling g

Hospital, Selangor

hospital

Tool: Self-developed
guestionnaire

Only outcome measures of interest for this systematic review are summarised here (some studies included additional measures)
For housing areas, refer to household surveys where participants were approached who lived in the selected districts, villages or housing estates.
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Table 3: Symptoms awareness and barriers for BC

Breast Cancer

| Findings®

Signs and symptoms

®(Painless) breast lump

27.6% ?®,32.2%19, 58.1% ®), 61.0% @4, 72% &), 73.5%
37, 89.3% 9, 90.8%

Painful lump

17.6% ®

Lump under armpit

69.0% ), 73.5% (19), 78.5% ©8), 78.6%

Swollen axillary glands

31.4% B, 59.7% %

¢(Bloody) nipple discharge

1.6% ¥, 47.6% @7, 65.9% @, 69.4% @9, 70.4% @0,
71.2%149, 72.1% 2, 74.5% ©®

Change in breast shape

3.4% @) 77.9%®) | 78.2% 19, 81.5% ¥

Asymmetry of the breast

44.8% @

Change in breast size

41.5% @

Discoloration of breast

46.8% ®?, 68.5% %

Pain in breast/ breast region

11.5% @9, 11.5% @), 31.5% @, 78.5% 19, 78.5% ),
82.8%

Breast mass

61.0% %

Enlargement of neighbouring lymph
nodes

75.2% 9, 79.1% @0

Dimpling of breast skin

50.8% %), 58.5% %, 60.3% 19

Breast skin retraction

48.4%#2), 66.2% @0

Nipple retraction

16.6% ¥, 25.8% ©7, 46.8%), 74.5% @)

Itchiness and discolouration of nipple

41.6%

Barriers toward screening

Lack of time

42.5% @

Do not know the purpose of
mammogram screening

329 @)

Don’t know where to go for the test

53.5%%

treatment is painful

Afraid of the test result 20%®

Costly 10 9% @9, 17.5%@
Unnecessary test 14%%5)

The perception that they are notat | 30 %©@"

risk

The perception that mammogram | 20 %©@"
screening is painful

The perception that breast cancer | 54.9 %)

2 Proportion of participants (%) that reported knowledge/ awareness about the following symptoms /
reported the following barriers towards breast cancer screening

b Some studies specified as painless lump whereas other studies only specified as a breast lump

¢ Some studies specified as nipple discharges whereas other studies only specified as a blood discharge

from nipple
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Table 4: Symptoms awareness and barriers for CRC

Colorectal Cancer

Signs and symptoms

Piles

49.2%

Constipation

53.4%@®

Change in bowel habit (new onset
diarrhea or constipation)

28.4%0D) 32.99(7%) 37.504 (36) 45,9942 50.3% (32),
67.3% 5 86.6% (0

Incomplete emptying of bowel

2.1%®, 26.7%%Y, 31.2% ©2), 66.8%% | 45.2(2),

Blood in the stool

33.3%("3), 40.6% 1, 56.8% 32 86.9% G0 540472

Bleeding and/or Bleeding from
back passage

11.5%(7®) 34.3% (6 37%0BD 46.4%2) 63.4%5),
71.1% (2 71,99 (?8)

Back passage pain

24.6%0CD 35,1962 3.305(73) 52 3042

Mucus in stool

2.204(36)

Difficulties swallowing

35.4%(28)

Lump in abdomen

2.3%(3) 35.50%0BD 51.09%052 74.49%8) 49.0%(2)

Abdominal pain

31.4%06) 36.19%0CD. 38.50%(3) 5104(7) 58,1432
85.6% G0

Loss of appetite

63.5%(28)

Weight loss

9.3%9, 23.79%, 33.19% @D, 509642, 51892,
64.8%*%, 83.4%1),

Tiredness/Anaemia

14.6%(3 27.7% G 35,1932 38,802,

Barriers toward screening

I do not know if should have faecal | 50.8%%
occult blood test (FOBT)
FOBT is not necessary 46.5%%

FOBT was not recommended by
doctor

11.2% 9 35,304 (34)

I did not do FOBT because | do not
have a health problem

40.6% 4

PEOBT is a painful test

51.5%8) 53,50 (34

PEFOBT embarrassing

61.5%8)

PFOBT cause side effect 54.6%%)
PFOBT troublesome 54.6%%®)
PEOBT expensive 53.1%)
PFOBT uncomfortable 51.9%®)
PFOBT fear of the result 54.3%®)
PFOBT time consuming 45.7%®
bColonoscopy embarrassing 67.7%%%)
Colonoscopy cause side effect 48.8%®
bColonoscopy time consuming 34.7%%)
bColonoscopy expensive 35.4%®

bColonoscopy uncomfortable

29.1%(28)

bColonoscopy painful

46.5%¢®

I do not think that flexible
sigmoidoscopy is necessary

41.2% @9

I have no symptoms of colorectal
cancer

12.8% @9)39.0% (4

Screening is embarrassing

35.2% (29 55 104 (4
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Fear of result 27.6% 9, 29.8% ), 32.1% @4
Fear of discomfort 30% @), 63.8% ©°
Fear of side effects 41.4% )
Expensive 22.6% 9 53,49 (%5
Not bothered 31.9% @9

Busy 33.4% @9

Time consuming 21.8% @9

Do not understand the procedure 18.5% ?°)

Do not know how to go about 17.1% @9

screening

Troublesome 29.4% 9

2 Proportion of participants (%) that reported knowledge/ awareness about the following symptoms /
reported the following barriers towards breast or colorectal cancer screening

b Some studies specified as barriers towards FOBT and Colonoscopy whereas others did not specify the

screening method
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