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Proportion of cases tested for HPV status

Appendix 5 (as supplied by the authors): pl6 testing over time
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Appendix to: Habbous S, Chu KP, Lau H, et al. Human papillomavirus in oropharyngeal cancer in Canada:
analysis of 5 comprehensive cancer centres using multiple imputation. CMAJ 2017. DOI:10.1503/cmaj.161379.
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Caption: change in p16 testing over time A) across all centres; B) by sex; C) by cancer
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subsite (BOT — base of tongue); D) by tumor stage; E) by smoking status; and F) by the
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