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Educational achievement and employment outcomes are critical indicators of quality of life in survivors of childhood, adolescent, and 

young adult (CAYA) cancer. This review is aimed at providing an evidence- based clinical practice guideline (CPG) with internationally 

harmonized recommendations for the surveillance of education and employment outcomes in survivors of CAYA cancer diagnosed before 

the age of 30 years. The CPG was developed by a multidisciplinary panel under the umbrella of the International Late Effects of Childhood 

Cancer Guideline Harmonization Group. After evaluating concordances and discordances of 4 existing CPGs, the authors performed a 

systematic literature search through February 2021. They screened articles for eligibility, assessed quality, and extracted and summarized 

the data from included articles. The authors formulated recommendations based on the evidence and clinical judgment. There were 3930 

articles identified, and 83 of them, originating from 17 countries, were included. On a group level, survivors were more likely to have lower 

educational achievement and more likely to be unemployed than comparisons. Key risk factors for poor outcomes included receiving a 

primary diagnosis of a central nervous system tumor and experiencing late effects. The authors recommend that health care providers be 

aware of the risk of educational and employment problems, implement regular surveillance, and refer survivors to specialists if problems 

are identified. In conclusion, this review presents a harmonized CPG that aims to facilitate evidence- based care, positively influence educa-

tion and employment outcomes, and ultimately minimize the burden of disease and treatment- related late adverse effects for survivors of 

CAYA cancers. Cancer 2022;128:2405-2419. © 2022 The Authors. Cancer published by Wiley Periodicals LLC on behalf of American Cancer 

Society This is an open access article under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution- NonCommercial License, which permits use, 

distribution and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited and is not used for commercial purposes. 

LAY SUMMARY: 

• A multidisciplinary panel has developed guidelines for the surveillance of education and employment outcomes among survivors of 

childhood, adolescent, and young adult cancer.

• On the basis of evidence showing that survivors are at risk for lower educational achievement and unemployment, it is recommended 

that all survivors receive regular screening for educational and employment outcomes. 
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INTRODUCTION
The current success in the treatment of childhood, ado-
lescent, and young adult (CAYA) cancers is evident with 
overall survival rates of ~85%,1 and it has resulted in a 
steadily growing population of long- term survivors. There 
are currently more than 1,000,000 survivors of CAYA 
cancer across North America2 and Europe.3 Survivors of 
CAYA cancers are at risk for significant medical late effects 
(eg, secondary malignancies) and psychological late effects 
(eg, anxiety).4 In addition, survivors may experience long- 
term functional limitations, including poor educational 
achievement and employment difficulties.5 However, the 
literature is conflicting about whether survivors of CAYA 
cancer fare worse with respect to their education and em-
ployment outcomes than individuals who have not had 
cancer. As a result, long- term follow- up guidelines devel-
oped independently for North America6 and Europe7- 9 
are inconsistent with respect to their recommendations 
for educational and vocational surveillance.

Educational achievement and employment out-
comes are critical indicators of the long- term quality of 
life for survivors.10,11 Specifically, survivors who do not 
complete the same levels of education as their peers are 
at a significant disadvantage for future employment op-
portunities.12 Ultimately, the ability of survivors of CAYA 
cancer to achieve their academic and vocational goals and 
thrive as productive members of society may be signifi-
cantly compromised. Thus, the development of evidence- 
based consensus recommendations for the surveillance of 
education and employment is critical to facilitate oppor-
tunities for preventive and remedial interventions.

The aims of this initiative under the umbrella of the 
International Guidelines Harmonization Group (IGHG), 
therefore, were to develop evidence- based guidelines to 
harmonize the recommendations for education and em-
ployment surveillance in survivors of CAYA cancer diag-
nosed before the age of 30 years.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
A detailed description of the IGHG methodology is pro-
vided elsewhere.13 The surveillance recommendations for 
education and employment were prepared by a multidisci-
plinary international group of 17 individuals representing 
expertise in pediatric oncology, survivorship, psychology, 
epidemiology, nursing, radiation oncology, and guideline 
methodology. Final consensus recommendations resulted 
from discussions with a wider group of 20 experts and 5 
survivor representatives with lived experience (Supporting 
Table 1).

Scope
This clinical practice guideline (CPG) is intended to in-
form survivors, their families, and health care providers 
about education and employment outcomes for survivors 
of CAYA cancer; to identify risk factors for poorer out-
comes; and to identify possible interventions to improve 
those outcomes.

Comparison of Existing Guidelines
In a first step, we evaluated concordances and discord-
ances among existing guidelines from the Children’s 
Oncology Group,6 the Dutch Childhood Oncology 
Group (DCOG),7 the Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines 
Network,8 and the United Kingdom Children’s Cancer 
Study Leukaemia Group Late Effects Group9 regarding 
the surveillance recommendations for psychosocial issues. 
In cases of discordance between the guidelines, we for-
mulated clinical questions to achieve consensus about 5 
key issues:

1. Who needs surveillance?
2. At what age or time from exposure should surveillance 

be performed?
3. At what frequency should surveillance be performed?
4. What surveillance modality should be used?
5. What should be done when abnormalities are found?

Search Strategy and Selection Criteria
We performed systematic literature searches in PubMed 
(MEDLINE) on October 27, 2016, and February 11, 
2021, to identify available evidence. The search terms 
were devised by Cochrane Childhood Cancer and in-
cluded childhood cancer, survivors, late effects, education, 
and employment along with synonyms and variations used 
to search the database (the detailed search strategy is pro-
vided in Supporting Tables 2a and 2b). The DCOG pre-
viously used the same search strategy for its guidelines for 
articles published from 2006 to 2009 to update the meta- 
analysis of de Boer (2006).7,14 Therefore, we updated 
their work and searched PubMed from January 2009 to 
February 11, 2021. The filters humans and English lan-
guage were applied.

First, 2 authors independently screened each title 
and abstract and excluded irrelevant articles (K.A.D., 
S.C., F.S., E.J.P., M.C.B., C.S., and S.W. participated 
in the title/abstract screening). Next, the same pair of 
authors independently assessed the eligibility of the 
full- text articles (K.A.D., S.C., F.S., E.J.P., M.C.B., 
C.S., and S.W. participated in the full- text screening). 
A third reviewer (K.A.D. or F.S.) resolved discrepancies. 



Surveillance of education and employment/Devine et al

2407Cancer  July 1, 2022

The inclusion criteria were as follows: 1) a diagnosis of 
childhood, adolescent, or young adult cancer; 2) ≥75% 
of the study participants were younger than 30  years 
at their cancer diagnosis; 3) ≥50% of the study par-
ticipants were 2 or more years from their diagnosis; 
4) the main outcome was education or employment; 
and 5) the sample size was 20 participants or greater 
(detailed inclusion and exclusion criteria can be found 
in Supporting Table 3). To answer clinical question 1, 
articles had to have included a control group to deter-
mine the risk in comparison with controls. To answer 
clinical question 2, articles had to use multivariable risk 
factor analyses to identify the risk associated with ex-
posures among survivors. Relevant information from 
the articles was abstracted into evidence tables. The 
authors assessed the quality of the included articles 
using evidence- based methods provided by Cochrane 
Childhood Cancer (Supporting Table 4). The authors 
then formulated conclusions from the evidence to an-
swer the clinical questions and graded the quality of 
the evidence according to evidence- based methods 
(Supporting Table 5).13,15 Finally, authors updated the 
conclusions of evidence from the DCOG guideline 
with the new conclusions from our search.

Translating Evidence Into Recommendations
We based the development of our recommendations 
on the evidence gathered, clinical judgments, costs, the 
benefits versus harms of the surveillance intervention, 
and the need to maintain flexibility of application across 
different health care systems. Decisions on recommen-
dations were made through group discussions and unani-
mous consensus. The strength of the recommendations 
for the surveillance of education and employment were 
graded according to published evidence- based methods 
(Supporting Table 6).16 The harmonized recommenda-
tions for the surveillance of education and employment 
were critically appraised by 5 survivor representatives 
via telephone meetings and electronic communication 
and finalized after consideration of their comments 
(Supporting Table 1).

RESULTS
The 4 existing CPGs for psychosocial issues were concord-
ant in designating all survivors at risk for poor psychoso-
cial outcomes, with survivors of central nervous system 
(CNS) tumors or those exposed to CNS- directed therapy 
designated as high risk. The 4 guidelines were discordant 
in all other areas (Supporting Table 7).6- 9 On the basis 
of the discordances, we formulated 3 clinical questions 

to investigate the evidence in more detail (Supporting 
Table 8):

Clinical question 1: What is the risk of poor educational/
employment outcomes?

Clinical question 2: What are the risk factors for poor 
educational/employment outcomes?

Clinical question 3: Which interventions can improve 
educational/employment outcomes among childhood 
cancer survivors?

We also present the evidence tables (Supporting Table 9)  
and detailed conclusions of the evidence (Supporting 
Table 10) as supporting information.

Eighty- three of the 3930 articles identified (3897 
through database searching and 33 from the DCOG 
guideline) were included; 82 were original studies, and 
1 study from the DCOG guideline was a meta- analysis. 
The 82 original studies came from 17 countries (Asia, 
n =  6; Europe, n =  38; and North America, n =  38). 
Fifty- two of the 83 articles were eligible from database 
searching, with a total sample of 41,074 survivors of 
CAYA cancer. The other 31 articles were eligible from the 
DCOG guideline. Thirty- four studies reported only edu-
cational outcomes, 34 studies reported both educational 
and employment outcomes, and 15 studies reported only 
employment outcomes (Fig. 1). The conclusions of evi-
dence and the recommendations are presented in Tables 1 
to 3.

Education
What is the risk of poor educational outcomes?

Educational achievement

As a group, survivors of CAYA cancers are at risk for 
lower educational achievement with respect to com-
parison groups (Level C),17- 62 and fewer survivors 
than comparisons have a university or college edu-
cation (Level B).17,18,21,22,24- 27,29,31,35- 37,47,49,58,63- 69 
Specifically, we found 46 studies that compared edu-
cational achievement in survivors to that of siblings, 
peers, or the general population.17- 62 In compari-
son with control groups, the educational attainment 
of survivors was lower in 19 studies (13 independ-
ent study samples),17,18,26,32,35- 37,49- 59 higher in 4 
studies,21,22,30,33 and not significantly different in 
23 studies (20 samples)19,20,23- 25,27- 29,31,34,38- 48,61,62 
(Supporting Table 11). Among 23 studies that evalu-
ated the proportion of university/college graduates 
among survivors versus comparisons17,18,21,22- 27,29,31,35- 

37,47,49,58,63- 69 the proportion was lower in 12 studies (7 
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samples),17,18,26,35- 37,49,58,63,66,67,69 higher in 1 study,21 
and not significantly different in 10 studies (6 samples) 
(Supporting Table 11).22,24,25,27,29,31,47,64,65,68 Survivors 
of CNS tumors were at increased risk for lower educa-
tional achievement26,57,60,61 and for not getting a col-
lege/university degree37,58,63,67 (both Level B; Table  1 
and Supporting Table 10).

Educational delays

As a group, survivors are at risk for delays in complet-
ing their education (Level A)29,31,32,34,60,70- 72 and for re-
peating a grade (Level B)20,38,70,73- 78 in comparison with 
control groups. Specifically, in survivors versus siblings, 
peers, or the general population, an increased risk of aca-
demic delay was reported in 8 studies,29,31,32,34,60,70- 72 

and an increased risk of grade repetition was reported in 6 
studies.38,73,74,76- 78 Three studies found no significant dif-
ferences in grade repetition between survivors and com-
parison groups20,70,75 (Supporting Table 11). Survivors of 
CNS tumors were at increased risk for a delay in complet-
ing their education in comparison with controls (Level 
C)60 (Table 1 and Supporting Table 10).

Participation in mainstream education

We found that survivors are less likely to attend main-
stream education than controls (Level B; Table  1 and 
Supporting Table 10).31,36,50,51,75,77,79 Specifically, 5 
studies reported that survivors were more likely to at-
tend nonmainstream education than siblings or the 
general population,36,50,51,75,77 and 1 study reported no 

FIGURE 1. Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta- Analyses flowchart. DCOG indicates Dutch Childhood 
Oncology Group.
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TABLE 1. Overall Conclusions of the Evidence

1. What Is the Risk of Poor Educational/Employment Outcomes?
What is the risk of poor educational outcomes in childhood, adolescent and young adult (CAYA) cancer survivors?
Survivors are at risk for lower educational achievement vs. controls Level C17- 62

Fewer survivors than comparisons have university/college education vs. controls Level B17,18,21,22,24- 27,29,31,35- 37,47,49,58,63- 69

Survivors are at risk for completing their education with a delay vs. controls Level A29,31,32,34,60,70- 72

Survivors are at risk for repeating a grade vs. controls Level B20,38,70,73- 78

Survivors are less likely to attend mainstream education vs. controls Level B31,36,50,51,62,69,75,77,79

CNS tumor survivors are at increased risk for lower educational achievement, not getting 
a college/university degree, or completing their education with a delay vs. controls

Level B- C26,37,57,58,60,61,63,67

What is the risk of poor employment outcomes in CAYA cancer survivors?
Increased risk of unemployment in CAYA cancer survivors vs. controls Level B14,17,19,21,22,23,24,25,28,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,52,53,59,61,62- 69,71,84- 96

CNS tumor survivors are at increased risk of unemployment vs. controls Level A14,37,61,63,67,87,88,95

2. What Are the Risk Factors for Poor Educational/Employment Outcomes?
Treatment or Demographic 

Factor
Lower Educational  

Achievement$
Repeating a 

Grade$
Special 

Education$
Unemployment$

Treatment- related risk factors
Surgery Yes↑C after an amputation80 — — Yes↑ C after surgeryd 22,91,97, after an amputation or 

limb- saving surgery vs. noneC 80,84,85 and cerebral 
surgeryC 84,85

NoB.d 26,29

Chemotherapy Yes↑C after treatment with alkylating 
agents80

— NoC after 
treat-
ment with 
intrathecal 
methotrex-
ate75

Yes↑C after treatment with alkylating agents or 
vincristine80

Yes↓C after treatment with 
anthracyclines80

NoB,e 17,22,91,97

NoB,e 17,26,29,83

Radiotherapy (any field) — NoC 75 NoB,f 17,22,91,97

Cranial radiotherapy (CRT) Yes↑C 17,26,29,37,81,83 NoC,k 73 — Yes↑A,j 14,37,81,84,85,88,91

Stay at an intensive care unit Yes↑C 22 — — — 
Stem cell transplantation NoC 29 NoB 73,74 — NoB 22,97

Treatment duration NoC 22 — — NoC 22

Clinical risk factors
Age at diagnosis Yes↑C,m 17,18,22,26,29,32,81,83 Conflicting73,74 — Conflicting17,22,61,81,84,91

Time since diagnosis NoC 17 — — Yes↑C 17,85

Diagnosis Yes↑B in CNS tumor 
survivors17,22,24,26,29,61

NoC 74 Yes↑C for all 
diagnoses75

Yes↑B in CNS tumor survivors17,24,61,91

Yes↑C in leukemia survivors treated 
with CRT24,26

Yes↑C in osteosarcoma survivorsg 81

NoB 17,22,97

Yes↓C in Ewing’s sarcoma survivorsg 
80

Tumor location Yes↑C in upper vs. lower extremity 
sarcoma survivors80

— — NoC 81

SMN or recurrence Yes↑C 17,22,26,29 NoC 73 — Yes↑B 22,85,91

Late effects Yes↑C with late effectsh 17,81, with 
psychological distressC 19, epilepsy/
seizuresC 26, or visual/hearing prob-
lemsC 22,26,81

NoC,e 74 — Yes↑A with late effectsh 17,81,97, or with neuropsy-
chological functioning deficits19,22,39,82,98

Yes↑A with neuropsychological func-
tioning deficits19,22,82

Yes↑B with psychological distress19,39,98, epilepsy/
seizures14,91, or vision problems81,91

Yes↑C with hearing problems91

Physical disability — — — Yes↑B 14,39

Quality of life — — — Yes↑C,l 98

Demographic risk factors
Sex Yes↑C for females17,19,22,26,29,61,80,81 Yes↑C for 

males73
No studies Yes↑B for females14,17,19,22,61,80- 82,84,85,88,91,97

Age Yes↓C with older age at 
follow- up17,19,22,26,29,80,81

— Yes↑C for survivors with younger age at follow- up14,

17,19,22,80- 82,84,85,91,97

Race/ ethnicity/ immigration 
status

Yes↑A for non- white survivors, 
and survivors with a migration 
background17,29,80

— Yes↑C for non- white survivors, and survivors with a 
migration background17,80,84,85

Educational achievement — — Yes↑A with lower educational achievement14,17,97

Parents’ education Yes↓B with parents’ higher level of 
education29,61

Yes↑B with 
parents’ 
lower level of 
education73,74

Yes↑C with lower parents’ education61

Sibling status NoC 29 — — 
Financial difficultiesi — Yes↑C 73 — 
History of repeating a grade — Yes↑C 73 — 
Help at school — Conflicting73,74 — 
Marital status — — Yes↓C in unmarried survivors17

Having children — — Yes↑C for survivors with children22

IQ — — Yes↑C with lower IQ14
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significant differences in comparison with siblings.31 
One study found that a low number of survivors of 
medulloblastoma attended mainstream education, but 
it did not include a comparison group (Supporting 
Table 11).79

What are the risk factors for poor educational 
outcomes?

The existing surveillance recommendations concord-
antly identified radiotherapy to the brain (total body, 
cranial, and craniospinal irradiation) and a history of a 
CNS tumor or CNS- directed therapy as risk factors for 
poor psychosocial outcomes. The recommendations 
were discordant regarding all other potential risk factors 
(Supporting Table 7).6- 9

Risk factors for lower educational achievement

We identified 14 studies that investigated risk factors 
for lower educational achievement in survivors of CAYA 
cancer.17- 19,22,24,26,29,32,37,61,80- 83 Demographic risk fac-
tors included female sex (Level C),17,19,22,26,29,61,80,81 a 
lower parental level of education (Level B),29,61 and non- 
White race or a history of a migration background (for 
specific geographical regions, Level A).17,29,80 An older 
age at follow- up was associated with a decreased risk for 
lower educational achievement (Level C)17,19,22,26,29,80,81 
(Table 1).

We identified several clinical risk factors associated 
with an increased risk for lower educational achievement 
in survivors of CAYA cancer, including a primary diagnosis 
of a CNS tumor (Level B),17,22,24,26,29,61 a younger age at 
diagnosis (Level C),17,18,22,26,29,32,81,83 an upper extremity 

sarcoma tumor versus a lower extremity one (Level C),80 a 
history of relapse (Level C),17,22,26,29 experiencing late ef-
fects such as impaired neurocognitive functioning (Level 
A),19,22,82 psychological distress (Level C),19 and visual or 
hearing problems (Level C; Table 1).22,26,81

Among the treatment- related risk factors, some 
evidence suggested that cranial radiotherapy (Level 
C),17,26,29,37,81,83 amputation for sarcoma tumors versus no 
amputation (Level C),80 treatment with alkylating agents 
(Level C),80 and staying in an intensive care unit (Level C)22 
were associated with an increased risk for lower educational 
achievement, whereas treatment with anthracyclines (Level 
C)80 was associated with a decreased risk for lower educa-
tional achievement among survivors of sarcomas. There was 
low-  to moderate- quality evidence suggesting that chemo-
therapy (not further specified; Level B),17,26,29,83 surgery 
(not further specified; Level B),26,29 stem cell transplanta-
tion (Level C),29 and duration of treatment (Level C)22 did 
not affect educational achievement (Table 1).

Risk factors for educational delays

We identified 2 studies investigating risk factors for 
repeating a grade in survivors of CAYA cancer.73,74 
Parents’ lower level of education (Level B),73,74 male 
sex (Level C),73 financial difficulties at diagnosis (Level 
C),73 and a history of repeating a grade (Level C)73 were 
associated with an increased risk for repeating a grade 
in survivors. Stem cell transplantation (Level B),73,74 
cranial radiotherapy (Level C),73 the primary cancer 
diagnosis (Level C),74 a second malignant neoplasm 
or recurrence (Level C),73 and late effects (Level C)74 

3. Which Interventions Can Improve Educational/Employment Outcomes Among Childhood Cancer Survivors?
No studies evaluating interventions to improve education or employment 

outcomes in survivors of childhood, adolescent and young adult cancers 
identified.

No studies

Abbreviations: CAYA, childhood, adolescent, and young adult; CNS, central nervous system; CRT, cranial radiotherapy; IQ, intelligence quotient; SMN, second 
malignant neoplasm.
Dark grey indicates Level A evidence, medium grey indicates Level B evidence, light grey indicates Level C evidence; grey indicates conflicting evidence.
ALevel A evidence.
BLevel B evidence.
CLevel C evidence.
$Conflicting indicates conflicting evidence; No indicates no statistically significant association; Yes indicates statistically significant association ↑, ↓, and — indicate 
an increased risk for, a decreased risk for, and not tested.
dSurgery (not further specified).
eChemotherapy (not further specified).
fRadiotherapy (not further specified).
gVersus soft- tissue sarcoma survivors.
hLate effects (not further specified).
iFinancial difficulties at diagnosis.
jAfter higher doses of cranial radiation.
kAmong ALL and AML survivors.
lLower quality of life associated with increased risk for unemployment.
mYounger age at diagnosis associated with increased risk for unemployment.

TABLE 1. Continued
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were not significantly associated with repeating a grade. 
Evidence was conflicting for age at diagnosis and help 
at school (Table 1).73,74

Risk factors for special education

We identified 1 study investigating risk factors for spe-
cial education in survivors of CAYA cancer.75 Evidence 

suggested that survivors of all primary cancer diagnoses 
were at risk for needing special education services (Level 
C).75 Treatment with intrathecal methotrexate (Level 
C) and radiotherapy (any field) versus no radiotherapy 
(Level C) were not associated with special education 
(Table 1).75

Which interventions can improve educational 
outcomes among childhood cancer survivors?

The existing surveillance recommendations were dis-
cordant regarding their recommendations,6- 9 although 

TABLE 2. Surveillance Recommendations for 
Education in Survivors of CAYA Cancers

Who Needs Surveillance?
Health care providers, teachers, caregivers, survivors of CAYA cancers, 

and survivors’ schools should be aware that, on a group level, survi-
vors of CAYA cancer are at risk for

Lower educational achievement (Level C evidence).
Experiencing a delay in completing their education (Level A evidence).
Requiring educational accommodations (Level B evidence).
Particular attention is needed for survivors of CAYA cancer with the 

following risk factorsa for lower educational achievement: primary 
diagnosis of a CNS tumor (Level B evidence), CNS- directed therapies 
(concordant in existing guidelines, expert opinion), impaired neuro-
cognitive functioning (Level A evidence), non- White race or immigra-
tion status (Level A evidence for specific geographical regions), and 
parents’ lower level of education (Level B).

At What Age or Time From Exposure Should Surveillance Be Initiated?
Surveillance of educational outcomes is recommended for all ages 

to begin at diagnosis and continue through survivorship until young 
adulthood (expert opinion).

What Surveillance Modality Should Be Used and at What Frequency 
Should Surveillance Be Performed?

Regular assessment of educational outcomesb via parent report or self- 
report is recommended at every long- term follow- up visit or general 
medical checkup at least annuallyc until education is completed 
(expert opinion).

What Should Be Done If Abnormalities Are Identified?
Documentation of educational problems in the survivor’s medical record 

is recommended to facilitate sharing with all members of the care 
team (expert opinion).

Referrald to an educational specialist, psychologist, and/or social 
worker for assessment and implementation of relevant educational 
and/or disability services is recommended for survivors who report 
educational problems upon screening (expert opinion).

Abbreviations: CAYA, childhood, adolescent, and young adult; CNS, central 
nervous system.
Green indicates a strong recommendation to do.
aThe main risk factors were all factors that were associated with an increased 
risk for lower educational achievement with at least Level B evidence (ie, 
demonstrated statistically significant increased risk in >50% of studies) or 
showed concordance in existing guidelines. A complete list of all risk factors 
is presented in Table 1.
bQuestions to ask include the following: “How are you doing in school?,” “Has 
your performance been affected in any way? In what way?,” “Are there certain 
areas/subjects you struggle with?,” “Are there areas of your education that 
cause you stress or anxiety?,” and “Have you ever received or asked for any 
support?”
cIf the survivor is not scheduled for annual visits, screening can be performed 
via the phone or telehealth or can be delegated to a suitable professional in 
the school of the survivor.
dThe referring health care professional is responsible for the following:
• Following up with the referred survivor regarding receipt of support.
• Documenting the progress of educational outcomes in the survivor’s medi-
cal records.
The referring health care professional can transfer this responsibility to an-
other person (eg, the educational specialist or school), but it needs to be 
communicated clearly to the survivor, the referring health care professional, 
and the educational specialist who is responsible for this.

TABLE 3. Surveillance Recommendations for 
Employment in Survivors of CAYA Cancers

Who Needs Surveillance?
Health care providers, caregivers, and survivors of CAYA cancers 

should be aware that, on a group level, survivors of CAYA cancer are 
at risk for unemployment (Level B evidence).

Particular attention is needed for survivors of CAYA cancer with the fol-
lowing risk factorsa for unemployment: female sex (Level B evidence), 
lower educational achievement (Level A evidence), primary diagnosis 
of a CNS tumor (concordant in existing guidelines, Level A evidence), 
CNS- directed therapies (concordant in existing guidelines, Level A 
evidence), any adverse long- term side effects (Level A evidence), 
impaired neurocognitive functioning (Level A evidence), second malig-
nancy or recurrence (Level B evidence), psychological distress (Level 
B evidence), and physical disability (Level B evidence).

At What Age or Time From Exposure Should Surveillance Be Initiated?
Vocational planning and employment surveillance are recommended to 

begin in adolescence to support survivors to transition from education 
to employment (expert opinion).

What Surveillance Modality Should Be Used and at What Frequency 
Should Surveillance Be Performed?

Regular assessment of vocational planningb and employment status via 
parent report or self- report is recommended at every long- term follow-
 up visit or general medical checkup (expert opinion).

What Should Be Done if Abnormalities Are Identified?
Documentation of vocational problems in the survivor’s medical record 

is recommended to facilitate information sharing with all members of 
the care team (expert opinion).

Referralc to a vocational counselor, psychologist, and/or social worker 
for assessment and implementation of relevant vocational and/or 
disability services is recommended for survivors who report vocational 
problems upon screening (expert opinion).

Abbreviations: CAYA, childhood, adolescent, and young adult; CNS, central 
nervous system.
Green indicates a strong recommendation to do.
aThe main risk factors were all factors that were associated with an increased 
risk for unemployment with at least Level B evidence (ie, demonstrated statis-
tically significant increased risk in >50% of studies) or showed concordance 
in existing guidelines. A complete list of all risk factors is presented in Table 1.
bQuestions to ask include the following: “What profession would you like to 
pursue?,” “Have you had difficulties when applying for a job?,” “Do you have 
any problems keeping up with your work?,” “Do you have any problems keep-
ing a full- time job?,” and “Have you ever received or asked for any support?”
cThe referring health care professional is responsible for the following:
• Following up with the referred survivor regarding receipt of support.
• Documenting the progress of vocational outcomes in the survivor’s medical 
records.
The referring health care professional can transfer this responsibility to an-
other person (eg, the vocational counselor or rehabilitation specialist), but it 
needs to be communicated clearly to the survivor, the referring health care 
professional, and the vocational specialist who is responsible for this.
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2 recommended referral to a (neuro)psychologist or to a 
social work team6,9 (Supporting Table 7).

We identified no studies investigating interventions 
to improve educational achievement in survivors of CAYA 
cancer (Table 1).

Employment
What is the risk of poor employment outcomes?

As a group, survivors of CAYA cancers are at increased 
risk for unemployment in comparison with control 
groups (Level B).14,17,19,21- 25,28,31- 38,52,53,59,61- 69,71,84- 96 
Specifically, we found 43 studies from 29 different study 
samples that compared employment in survivors and sib-
lings, peers, or the general population.14,17,19,21- 25,28,31- 

38,52,53,59,61- 69,71,84- 96 Twenty- three of those studies (14 
study samples and 1 meta- analysis) found that survivors 
were at increased risk for unemployment,14,21,52,84- 87,95 
not being currently employed,25,32,37,63,66,91- 93 never being 
employed,35,61,88,89 health- related unemployment,85,91,93 
being unable to work,19 or not working full time31,67 in 
comparison with control groups. Nineteen studies (16 
study samples) found no statistically significant differ-
ences in employment status,17,22,33,38,53,59,64,69,90 employ-
ment rates,24,28,36,62,65,68,94 working ability,23 problems 
keeping a job,71 or job distribution34 in comparison with 
control groups. One study found that more leukemia 
survivors than expected in comparison with the gen-
eral population were currently employed96 (Table 1 and 
Supporting Table 12). Survivors of CNS tumors were 
at increased risk for unemployment in comparison with 
control groups (Level A)14,37,61,63,67,87,88,95 (Table 1 and 
Supporting Table 10).

What are the risk factors for poor employment 
outcomes?

We identified 16 studies (9 samples and 1 meta- analysis) 
that investigated risk factors for unemployment in sur-
vivors of CAYA cancers.14,17,19,22,24,37,39,61,80- 85,88,91,97,98 
Demographic risk factors for unemployment included 
lower educational achievement (Level A)14,17,97 and fe-
male sex (Level B)14,17,19,22,61,80- 82,84,85,88,91,97 (Table 1).

Clinical risk factors for unemployment included a 
primary diagnosis of a CNS tumor (Level B)17,24,61,91; 
a second malignancy or recurrence (Level B)22,85,91; a 
longer time since diagnosis (Level C)17,85; and suffering 
from late effects (not further specified; Level A),17,81,97 
including impaired neurocognitive functioning (Level 
A),19,22,39,82,98 psychological distress (Level B),19,39,98 
physical disability (Level B),14,39 vision problems (Level 
B),81,91 and hearing problems (Level C)91 (Table 1).

Among the treatment- related risk factors, evidence 
suggested that higher doses of cranial radiation (Level 
A),14,37,81,84,85,88,91 surgery (not further specified; Level 
C),22,91,97 amputation versus no amputation (Level 
C),80,84,85 limb- saving surgery versus no surgery (Level 
C),80,84,85 cerebral surgery (Level C),84,85 and treat-
ment with alkylating agents or vincristine for sarcomas 
(Level C)80 were associated with an increased risk for 
unemployment. However, there was moderate- quality 
evidence suggesting that chemotherapy (not further 
specified; Level B),17,22,91,97 radiotherapy (not further 
specified; Level B),17,22,91,97 stem cell transplantation 
(Level B),22,97 and treatment duration (Level C)22 were 
not significantly associated with the risk of unemploy-
ment. Evidence was conflicting for the association of 
age at diagnosis with unemployment17,22,61,81,84,91 
(Table 1).

Which interventions can improve employment 
outcomes among childhood cancer survivors?

The existing surveillance recommendations did not 
specify interventions to improve employment out-
comes among survivors of CAYA cancer (Supporting 
Table 7).6- 9

We identified no studies investigating interventions 
to improve employment outcomes in survivors of CAYA 
cancer (Table 1).

Translating Evidence Into Recommendations
In translating the evidence into recommendations, the 
panel considered several key factors. Although an assess-
ment of educational progress and employment status 
may already be included as part of routine clinical care, 
the evaluation of these factors may not be prioritized as 
highly as other clinical questions. Therefore, the panel 
unanimously endorsed the importance of raising aware-
ness about the risk for poor educational outcomes and 
unemployment not only among health care profession-
als but also among survivors and families. Panel members 
were in agreement that schools and teachers represent im-
portant partners in the surveillance and support of survi-
vors’ educational progress.

We acknowledge that priorities for education and 
employment vary at different ages and developmental 
stages. Specifically, preparedness for school begins in 
most cases for toddlers and preschoolers. Formal educa-
tion typically starts in early childhood and is completed 
by young adulthood. Vocational planning and employ-
ment status become important as adolescents approach 
the transition from education to employment, with 
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vocational planning usually starting in secondary school 
and occurring simultaneously with education and ed-
ucational planning. Therefore, the panel recommends 
that the assessment of education begin at diagnosis 
when disruptions to education are common, whereas 
the assessment of employment should begin during ad-
olescence when individuals typically start planning for 
future employment. The panel recognizes that often 
there is no prediagnosis assessment of educational or 
vocational difficulties, so early evaluation helps to es-
tablish a relative baseline from which to identify future 
problems. Educational surveillance is recommended 
through young adulthood or until the achievement of 
the individual’s preferred highest educational degree. 
However, continuing surveillance of employment sta-
tus through long- term survivorship is recommended 
because the risk of experiencing late effects or other 
health issues increases over time,99 and this could nega-
tively affect a person’s ability to work.

Regular assessment of educational and vocational 
progress is recommended for all survivors at routine fol-
low- up visits or general medical checkups, even in the 
absence of key risk factors. Annual surveillance can be 
brief with the goal of facilitating identification and re-
ferral, with it being recognized that discussion of prob-
lems in these areas may be sensitive or distressing. This 
recommendation aligns well with the recent publication 
regarding psychosocial follow- up as a standard of care in 
long- term survivorship.100 If there is no indication for 
yearly long- term follow- up appointments, surveillance of 
educational progress can be delegated to the family phy-
sician or a suitable school professional. Underreporting of 
educational or employment problems by parents or sur-
vivors may occur because of feelings of shame or guilt. 
Schools and teachers may serve as valuable contacts for 
an outside assessment of educational problems, and voca-
tional specialists may be useful for the evaluation of em-
ployment problems.

Evidence was insufficient to support recommending 
a particular method of assessment for either education 
or employment. Routine assessments can be performed 
through simple survivor or parent reporting regarding 
progress and should prompt further discussion and eval-
uation if problems are reported. Examples of questions 
to ask include “Do you have any problems keeping up 
with schoolwork?” and “Do you have any problems 
keeping a full- time job?” (Tables 2 and 3). Although self- 
report has limitations, securing reports from teachers and 
schools may not be feasible. However, establishing collab-
orations with local schools may facilitate surveillance of 

educational outcomes. For assessing employment, there 
is a promising new measure of barriers to employment 
developed for childhood cancer survivors101 as well as a 
number of measures used in the broader vocational reha-
bilitation services literature.102

DISCUSSION
We harmonized long- term follow- up recommendations 
for education and employment surveillance in survivors 
of CAYA cancer diagnosed before the age of 30 years to 
address gaps and inconsistencies in prior recommenda-
tions from different international groups. The current 
recommendations aim to raise awareness of CAYA sur-
vivors’ risk of poor educational and employment out-
comes and to encourage implementation of surveillance 
in long- term follow- up care. The goal is to disseminate 
these recommendations to all key stakeholders, including 
survivors of CAYA cancer and their families, health care 
providers, and schools.

On a group level, we found that survivors of CAYA 
cancers were at increased risk for poor educational and 
employment outcomes in comparison with controls (ie, 
siblings, peers, or the general population), with strong ev-
idence found for the subgroup of CNS tumor survivors. 
This is in line with a recent meta- analysis that included 
several articles also considered in this review and found 
that although the odds of unemployment among survivors 
has declined over time, survivors still remain 1.5 times 
more likely to be unemployed than controls.103 However, 
there was some heterogeneity across studies, with several 
studies finding no statistically significant differences be-
tween survivors and controls and a few identifying better 
outcomes. We attribute the variability of results to several 
possible explanations. First, the studies included repre-
sented 17 different countries. Educational systems vary 
greatly from country to country, as does the re- integration 
of severely ill children within these systems. In addition, 
levels of educational achievement and physical or cogni-
tive disabilities may have different implications for job op-
portunities depending on the country. Second, there was 
significant heterogeneity in the populations studied (eg, 
primary cancer diagnoses, treatment durations, sample 
sizes, comparison groups, and ages at diagnosis or study) 
that could affect educational and employment outcomes. 
Third, the terminology used to describe employment sta-
tus varied from study to study, with primary outcomes 
using terms such as unemployment, health- related unem-
ployment, being unable to work, and not working full- time. 
Fourth, these outcomes focused on overall educational 
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achievement and employment status rather than more 
nuanced outcomes such as academic or job performance. 
Fifth, educational and employment outcomes are depen-
dent on a variety of social and environmental factors, only 
some of which were assessed in the included studies and 
summarized in our review. Therefore, on the basis of the 
variability of the underlying evidence and to ensure that 
the recommendations would be applicable across various 
countries and health care systems, we formulated broad 
recommendations for the surveillance of education and 
employment. In the future, we encourage national ad-
aptations of these recommendations to country- specific 
educational and vocational systems.

This review identified several risk factors for poor 
educational and employment outcomes among CAYA 
survivors, and this indicates that certain subgroups are at 
higher risk of poor outcomes. For example, factors that 
were consistently associated with increased risk included 
diagnosis of a CNS tumor, CNS- directed therapies, sec-
ond malignant neoplasms or recurrence, late effects such 
as impaired neurocognitive functioning or vision or hear-
ing problems, and amputation or limb- sparing surgery. 
Evidence from prior reviews104- 106 and expert testimony 
from clinicians and survivors support the idea that CNS- 
directed therapies negatively affect educational outcomes. 
Importantly, however, it should be acknowledged that 
even in the presence of these risk factors, many survivors 
will still obtain outcomes comparable to those of their 
noncancer peers. Furthermore, many of the risk factors 
for unemployment identified in the current review, such 
as female sex, disability status, and lower educational 
achievement, are also present in the general US popula-
tion107 and might need to be addressed on a national level. 
In our review, there was conflicting evidence regarding the 
effect of age at diagnosis on educational and employment 
outcomes. Current studies did not cover a broad enough 
range of ages at diagnosis to investigate whether there is 
a vulnerable time period associated with poor future out-
comes. Similarly, although unemployment decreased with 
the age of survivors, it is unclear whether health- related 
unemployment or receiving insurance benefits is associ-
ated with age; this would be expected if aging survivors 
developed more health problems. These gaps and areas for 
future research are presented in Table 4.

Importantly, there is a lack of focus on resiliency 
and specifically on the identification of factors that may 
protect against negative outcomes; this is perhaps a lim-
itation of our work. Protective factors might include so-
cioeconomic status and family functioning.108 Moreover, 
despite the statistically significant differences in outcomes 

between survivors and comparisons, a large proportion 
of survivors of CAYA cancers will experience a successful 
schooling career and professional life. Therefore, although 
there is strong consensus that all survivors of CAYA can-
cer can profit from ongoing surveillance of educational 
and employment outcomes to identify those most vulner-
able, certainly these are not expected outcomes for every 
survivor of CAYA cancer. Future work in this domain 
must start to consider those resilience factors that seek 
to protect survivors of CAYA cancer from poorer educa-
tional and employment outcomes (Table 4).

Educational achievement and employment are 
widely recognized to have important influences on long- 
term quality- of- life outcomes.109 The evidence is mixed 
if educational delays have negative consequences on ed-
ucational achievement.110 However, grade repetition can 
in the short term further disrupt the life of severely ill 
children by separating them from their well- known social 
environment, namely from friends and teachers. The ef-
fect of repeating a grade or delayed school entry on longer 
term consequences may warrant further investigation.

Communication among health care providers, survi-
vors of CAYA cancer, families, schools, and vocational re-
habilitations services is strongly encouraged to implement 
these recommendations. Documentation of educational 
or employment problems in the survivor’s medical record 
is recommended to facilitate information sharing with all 
members of the care team. Because survivors of CAYA 
cancer often see multiple providers and psychosocial out-
comes are often not recognized in follow- up care,100 iden-
tifying 1 provider to take the primary role in assessing, 
documenting, and following up on psychosocial issues 
may be helpful. This role may be assumed by the referring 
health care professional or any other involved professional; 

TABLE 4. Gaps in Knowledge and Future 
Directions for Research

• Few studies have been performed in countries outside North 
America or Europe: Studies of the education and employment situa-
tion of CAYA cancer survivors in South and Central America, Africa, 
Middle East, Asia, and Australia/New Zealand are needed.

• Evidence is conflicting regarding the association of the age at pri-
mary cancer diagnosis and the risk for repeating a grade as well as 
the risk for unemployment. Future studies are needed to clarify the 
most vulnerable time.

• Although studies have found that the overall risk of unemployment 
decreases with the age of survivors, it is unclear whether this is also 
true for health- related unemployment, which may be expected to in-
crease if aging survivors develop health complications that influence 
their ability to work.

• Rigorous trials (eg, randomized controlled trials and n- of- 1 trials) in-
vestigating the effectiveness of interventions to improve educational 
or employment outcomes in CAYA cancer survivors are needed.

Abbreviations: CAYA, childhood, adolescent, and young adult; CNS, central 
nervous system.
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the responsible team member should be communicated 
to the survivor and her or his family to ensure consistency 
in care (see Grandinette111 and Gilleland Marchak et al112 
for examples of communication tools).

Unfortunately, no studies evaluating specific interven-
tions to improve educational and employment outcomes 
met our search criteria. This is not too surprising because 
of the focus on overall educational achievement and unem-
ployment rather than more nuanced academic or vocational 
performance measures. To be effective, interventions need 
to be tailored to each survivor with her or his specific set 
of challenges and to the local educational and vocational 
system. In the United States, the use of certain vocational 
rehabilitation services, such as vocational training and job 
placement assistance, has been associated with increased 
odds of employment among young adult cancer survivors 
aged 18 to 25 years113 and adult cancer survivors.114 Despite 
limited published evidence, expert opinion has determined 
that survivors reporting any difficulties should be referred 
to an educational specialist, vocational counselor, psycholo-
gist, and/or social worker for further evaluation and relevant 
services aimed at supporting educational and vocational 
progress. These services should ideally be provided by a pro-
fessional with experience in supporting survivors of CAYA 
cancer to ensure consideration of the complex challenges 
that many survivors face, including the management of reg-
ular health care appointments/medications, mental health 
concerns, dependency on caregivers, and adverse medical 
complications from their cancer treatment. Furthermore, 
ongoing vocational services or legal aid may be needed be-
cause survivors of CAYA cancer may experience workplace 
discrimination or other legal difficulties.115 Nevertheless, 
we encourage the development and scientific evaluation 
of interventions to improve educational and employment 
outcomes among CAYA survivors at risk. Effective interven-
tions will need to be tailored to the unique needs of each 
patient and to the local resources available. Furthermore, in-
vestigators may consider rigorous designs for small- sample 
research such as n- of- 1 trials116 (Table 4).

The strengths of this CPG include the evidence- based 
approach using a rigorous systematic literature review to 
summarize the relevant literature from a large number of 
studies, the transparency of each step of the process, and 
the multidisciplinary and international panel of experts in-
volved in the process. The collaboration of these experts 
reduced duplication of efforts to develop CPGs. The mul-
tidisciplinary panel provided its expertise throughout the 
process, which was especially important when evidence was 
lacking. Another strength is that we involved survivors with 
lived experience to appraise the recommendations, and we 

used their feedback to improve the recommendations. 
Limitations of this CPG are that nearly all the included 
studies were performed in North America or Europe. 
Educational systems around the world vary considerably, 
as do work environments. For an international CPG, it 
would be desirable to also include evidence from other 
geographical regions, especially those with middle to lower 
income countries (Table  4), although we are confident 
that the recommendations are broad enough to be appli-
cable worldwide. Educational outcomes were restricted to 
educational achievement and did not include educational 
testing, performance, or neuropsychological testing, which 
may be used in determining specific strengths/weaknesses 
and making decisions regarding progressing grade levels or 
attending college or university. Neurocognitive outcomes 
were excluded because there is a separate working group 
of the IGHG developing guidelines for the surveillance of 
neurocognitive functioning (https://www.ighg.org/guide 
lines/ topic s/neuro cogni tive- probl ems/). Finally, we ac-
knowledge that the recommendations as proposed apply to 
a large, heterogeneous population of survivors of childhood 
cancer and are not tailored to specific subpopulations with 
unique needs. Nevertheless, to ensure inclusivity across all 
potentially at- risk survivors, we recommend ongoing sur-
veillance of educational and employment outcomes even 
though these outcomes may not be experienced by every 
survivor of CAYA cancer. Future guidelines may seek to 
consider greater specificity with respect to diagnosis and 
treatment protocols.

In conclusion, we describe the state of the evidence 
and provide internationally harmonized surveillance 
guidelines for education and employment in survivors 
of CAYA cancer. This guideline aims to raise awareness 
about educational and employment problems in survivors 
of CAYA cancer, encourage the implementation of rou-
tine surveillance of educational and vocational progress 
during survivorship care, and ultimately minimize the 
burden of disease for survivors and improve their overall 
quality of life.

FUNDING SUPPORT
This work was supported by the Krebsliga Zentralschweiz, the Swiss National 
Science Foundation (grants 10001C_182129/1 and 100019_153268/1), 
and the European Union’s Seventh Framework Programme for Research, 
Technological Development, and Demonstration (grant agreement 
257505). The funding sources had no influence on the collection, analysis, 
or interpretation of the data; on the writing of the manuscript; or on the 
decision to submit the manuscript for publication.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURES
Louis S. Constine reports royalties from UpToDate, Springer, and Wolters- 
Kluwer; payment or honoraria from the American Society for Hematology 

https://www.ighg.org/guidelines/topics/neurocognitive-problems/
https://www.ighg.org/guidelines/topics/neurocognitive-problems/


Review Article

2416 Cancer  July 1, 2022

and the University of Miami; participation on a pediatric oncology board 
for the National Cancer Institute; and grant support from the University of 
Alabama for Children’s Oncology Group survivorship guidelines (all out-
side the submitted work). Fiona Schulte reports support from the Arnie 
Charbonneau Cancer Research Institute and the Daniel Family Chair in 
Psychosocial Oncology. The other authors made no disclosures.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Katie A. Devine: Conception and design of the study, search strategy, data 
extraction, interpretation of the data, formulation of the recommenda-
tions, drafting of the manuscript, and approval of the final version of the 
manuscript. Salome Christen: Conception and design of the study, search 
strategy, data extraction, interpretation of the data, formulation of the rec-
ommendations, drafting of the manuscript, and approval of the final version 
of the manuscript. Renée L. Mulder: Conception and design of the study, 
search strategy, data extraction, interpretation of the data, formulation of 
the recommendations, critical revision of the manuscript, and approval of 
the final version of the manuscript. Morven C. Brown: Search strategy, 
data extraction, interpretation of the data, formulation of the recommenda-
tions, and approval of the final version of the manuscript. Lisa M. Ingerski: 
Search strategy, data extraction, interpretation of the data, formulation of 
the recommendations, and approval of the final version of the manuscript. 
Luzius Mader: Search strategy, data extraction, interpretation of the data, 
formulation of the recommendations, and approval of the final version of 
the manuscript. Emma J. Potter: Search strategy, data extraction, interpre-
tation of the data, formulation of the recommendations, and approval of 
the final version of the manuscript. Charlotte Sleurs: Search strategy, data 
extraction, interpretation of the data, formulation of the recommendations, 
and approval of the final version of the manuscript. Adrienne S. Viola: 
Search strategy, data extraction, interpretation of the data, formulation of 
the recommendations, and approval of the final version of the manuscript. 
Susanna Waern: Search strategy, data extraction, interpretation of the data, 
formulation of the recommendations, and approval of the final version of 
the manuscript. Louis S. Constine: Conception and design of the study, 
critical revision of the manuscript, and approval of the final version of the 
manuscript. Melissa M. Hudson: Conception and design of the study, 
critical revision of the manuscript, and approval of the final version of the 
manuscript. Leontien C. M. Kremer: Conception and design of the study, 
search strategy, data extraction, interpretation of the data, formulation of 
the recommendations, critical revision of the manuscript, and approval of 
the final version of the manuscript. Roderick Skinner: Conception and 
design of the study, critical revision of the manuscript, and approval of the 
final version of the manuscript. Gisela Michel: Conception and design of 
the study, search strategy, data extraction, interpretation of the data, for-
mulation of the recommendations, critical revision of the manuscript, and 
approval of the final version of the manuscript. Jordan Gilleland Marchak: 
Conception and design of the study, search strategy, data extraction, inter-
pretation of the data, formulation of the recommendations, critical revi-
sion of the manuscript, and approval of the final version of the manuscript. 
Fiona Schulte: Conception and design of the study, search strategy, data 
extraction, interpretation of the data, formulation of the recommenda-
tions, drafting of the manuscript, and approval of the final version of the 
manuscript.

REFERENCES
 1. Howlader N, Noone AM, Krapcho M, et al, eds. SEER Cancer 

Statistics Review, 1975- 2017. National Cancer Institute; 2020.
 2. Robison LL, Hudson MM. Survivors of childhood and adoles-

cent cancer: life- long risks and responsibilities. Nat Rev Cancer. 
2014;14:61- 70.

 3. Vassal G, Schrappe M, Pritchard- Jones K, et al. The SIOPE strategic 
plan: a European cancer plan for children and adolescents. J Cancer 
Policy. 2016;8:17- 32.

 4. It doesn’t stop at cure: monitoring childhood cancer survivors. Lancet 
Oncol. 2013;14:671.

 5. Dumas A, Berger C, Auquier P, et al. Educational and occupational 
outcomes of childhood cancer survivors 30 years after diagnosis: a 
French cohort study. Br J Cancer. 2016;114:1060- 1068.

 6. Children’s Oncology Group. Long- Term Follow- Up Guidelines 
for Survivors of Childhood, Adolescent, and Young Adult Cancers. 
Version 4.0. Children’s Oncology Group; 2013.

 7. Dutch Childhood Oncology Group. Guidelines for Follow- Up in 
Survivors of Childhood Cancer 5 Years After Diagnosis. SKION; 
2010.

 8. Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network. Long Term Follow Up 
of Survivors of Childhood Cancer: A National Clinical Guideline. 
Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network; 2013.

 9. Skinner R, Wallace WHB, Levitt GA, eds. Therapy Based Long Term 
Follow Up: Practice Statement. United Kingdom Children’s Cancer 
Study Group Late Effects Group; 2005.

 10. Brinkman TM, Recklitis CJ, Michel G, Grootenhuis MA, Klosky JL. 
Psychological symptoms, social outcomes, socioeconomic attainment, 
and health behaviors among survivors of childhood cancer: current 
state of the literature. J Clin Oncol. 2018;36:2190- 2197.

 11. Frederiksen LE, Mader L, Feychting M, et al. Surviving childhood 
cancer: a systematic review of studies on risk and determinants of ad-
verse socioeconomic outcomes. Int J Cancer. 2019;144:1796- 1823.

 12. Breen R, Jonsson JO. Inequality of opportunity in comparative per-
spective: recent research on educational attainment and social mobil-
ity. Annu Rev Sociol. 2005;31:223- 243.

 13. Kremer LC, Mulder RL, Oeffinger KC, et al. A worldwide collabora-
tion to harmonize guidelines for the long- term follow- up of childhood 
and young adult cancer survivors: a report from the International 
Late Effects of Childhood Cancer Guideline Harmonization Group. 
Pediatr Blood Cancer. 2013;60:543- 549.

 14. de Boer AG, Verbeek JH, van Dijk FJ. Adult survivors of childhood 
cancer and unemployment: a metaanalysis. Cancer. 2006;107:1- 11.

 15. Atkins D, Best D, Briss PA, et al. Grading quality of evidence and 
strength of recommendations. BMJ. 2004;328:1490.

 16. Gibbons RJ, Smith S, Antman E. American College of Cardiology/
American Heart Association clinical practice guidelines: part I: where 
do they come from? Circulation. 2003;107:2979- 2986.

 17. Mader L, Vetsch J, Christen S, et al. Education, employment and 
marriage in long- term survivors of teenage and young adult cancer 
compared with healthy controls. Swiss Med Wkly. 2017;147:w14419.

 18. Ghaderi S, Engeland A, Gunnes MW, et al. Educational attain-
ment among long- term survivors of cancer in childhood and adoles-
cence: a Norwegian population- based cohort study. J Cancer Surviv. 
2016;10:87- 95.

 19. Prasad PK, Hardy KK, Zhang N, et al. Psychosocial and neurocogni-
tive outcomes in adult survivors of adolescent and early young adult 
cancer: a report from the Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. J Clin 
Oncol. 2015;33:2545- 2552.

 20. Winterling J, Jervaeus A, Sandeberg MA, Johansson E, Wettergren L. 
Perceptions of school among childhood cancer survivors: a compari-
son with peers. J Pediatr Oncol Nurs. 2015;32:201- 208.

 21. Yağci- Küpeli B, Yalçin B, Küpeli S, et al. Educational achievement, 
employment, smoking, marital, and insurance statuses in long- term 
survivors of childhood malignant solid tumors. J Pediatr Hematol 
Oncol. 2013;35:129- 133.

 22. Dieluweit U, Debatin KM, Grabow D, et al. Educational and voca-
tional achievement among long- term survivors of adolescent cancer in 
Germany. Pediatr Blood Cancer. 2011;56:432- 438.

 23. Ishida Y, Honda M, Kamibeppu K, et al. Social outcomes and quality 
of life of childhood cancer survivors in Japan: a cross- sectional study 
on marriage, education, employment and health- related QOL (SF- 
36). Int J Hematol. 2011;93:633- 644.

 24. Boman KK, Lindblad F, Hjern A. Long- term outcomes of childhood 
cancer survivors in Sweden: a population- based study of education, 
employment, and income. Cancer. 2010;116:1385- 1391.

 25. Jóhannsdóttir IM, Hjermstad MJ, Moum T, et al. Social outcomes in 
young adult survivors of low incidence childhood cancers. J Cancer 
Surviv. 2010;4:110- 118.

 26. Lancashire ER, Frobisher C, Reulen RC, Winter DL, Glaser A, 
Hawkins MM. Educational attainment among adult survivors of 
childhood cancer in Great Britain: a population- based cohort study. 
J Natl Cancer Inst. 2010;102:254- 270.

 27. Essig S, Li Q, Chen Y, et al. Risk of late effects of treatment in children 
newly diagnosed with standard- risk acute lymphoblastic leukaemia: 



Surveillance of education and employment/Devine et al

2417Cancer  July 1, 2022

a report from the Childhood Cancer Survivor Study cohort. Lancet 
Oncol. 2014;15:841- 851.

 28. Pillon M, Tridello G, Boaro MP, et al. Psychosocial life achievements 
in adults even if they received prophylactic cranial irradiation for 
acute lymphoblastic leukemia during childhood. Leuk Lymphoma. 
2013;54:315- 320.

 29. Kuehni CE, Strippoli MP, Rueegg CS, et al. Educational achievement 
in Swiss childhood cancer survivors compared with the general popu-
lation. Cancer. 2012;118:1439- 1449.

 30. Zynda A, Reinmuth S, Pfitzer C, Hohmann C, Keil T, Borgmann- 
Staudt A. Childhood leukemia and its impact on graduation and 
having children: results from a national survey. Leuk Lymphoma. 
2012;53:2419- 2422.

 31. Molgaard- Hansen L, Glosli H, Jahnukainen K, et al. Quality of 
health in survivors of childhood acute myeloid leukemia treated with 
chemotherapy only: a NOPHO- AML study. Pediatr Blood Cancer. 
2011;57:1222- 1229.

 32. Holmqvist AS, Wiebe T, Hjorth L, Lindgren A, Øra I, Moëll C. 
Young age at diagnosis is a risk factor for negative late socio- economic 
effects after acute lymphoblastic leukemia in childhood. Pediatr Blood 
Cancer. 2010;55:698- 707.

 33. Ottaviani G, Robert RS, Huh WW, Palla S, Jaffe N. Sociooccupational 
and physical outcomes more than 20 years after the diagnosis of osteo-
sarcoma in children and adolescents: limb salvage versus amputation. 
Cancer. 2013;119:3727- 3736.

 34. Freycon F, Trombert- Paviot B, Casagranda L, et al. Academic diffi-
culties and occupational outcomes of adult survivors of childhood 
leukemia who have undergone allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell 
transplantation and fractionated total body irradiation conditioning. 
Pediatr Hematol Oncol. 2014;31:225- 236.

 35. Termuhlen AM, Tersak JM, Liu Q, et al. Twenty- five year follow- up 
of childhood Wilms tumor: a report from the Childhood Cancer 
Survivor Study. Pediatr Blood Cancer. 2011;57:1210- 1216.

 36. van Dijk J, Oostrom KJ, Huisman J, et al. Restrictions in daily life 
after retinoblastoma from the perspective of the survivors. Pediatr 
Blood Cancer. 2010;54:110- 115.

 37. Armstrong GT, Liu Q, Yasui Y, et al. Long- term outcomes among 
adult survivors of childhood central nervous system malignan-
cies in the Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. J Natl Cancer Inst. 
2009;101:946- 958.

 38. Gerhardt CA, Dixon M, Miller K, et al. Educational and occupational 
outcomes among survivors of childhood cancer during the transition 
to emerging adulthood. J Dev Behav Pediatr. 2007;28:448- 455.

 39. Ness KK, Bhatia S, Baker KS, et al. Performance limitations and par-
ticipation restrictions among childhood cancer survivors treated with 
hematopoietic stem cell transplantation: the Bone Marrow Transplant 
Survivor Study. Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med. 2005;159:706- 713.

 40. Felder- Puig R, Formann AK, Mildner A, et al. Quality of life and psy-
chosocial adjustment of young patients after treatment of bone cancer. 
Cancer. 1998;83:69- 75.

 41. Hays DM, Landsverk J, Sallan SE, et al. Educational, occupational, 
and insurance status of childhood cancer survivors in their fourth and 
fifth decades of life. J Clin Oncol. 1992;10:1397- 1406.

 42. Meadows AT, McKee L, Kazak AE. Psychosocial status of young 
adult survivors of childhood cancer: a survey. Med Pediatr Oncol. 
1989;17:466- 470.

 43. Moe PJ, Holen A, Glomstein A, et al. Long- term survival and qual-
ity of life in patients treated with a national ALL protocol 15- 20 
years earlier: IDM/HDM and late effects? Pediatr Hematol Oncol. 
1997;14:513- 524.

 44. Novakovic B, Fears TR, Horowitz ME, Tucker MA, Wexler LH. Late 
effects of therapy in survivors of Ewing’s sarcoma family tumors. J 
Pediatr Hematol Oncol. 1997;19:220- 225.

 45. Stam H, Grootenhuis MA, Last BF. The course of life of survivors of 
childhood cancer. Psychooncology. 2005;14:227- 238.

 46. Wasserman AL, Thompson EI, Wilimas JA, Fairclough DL. The psy-
chological status of survivors of childhood/adolescent Hodgkin’s dis-
ease. Am J Dis Child. 1987;141:626- 631.

 47. Yonemoto T, Ishii T, Takeuchi Y, Kimura K, Hagiwara Y, Tatezaki 
S. Education and employment in long- term survivors of high- 
grade osteosarcoma: a Japanese single- center experience. Oncology. 
2007;72:274- 278.

 48. Zeltzer LK, Lu Q, Leisenring W, et al. Psychosocial outcomes and 
health- related quality of life in adult childhood cancer survivors: a re-
port from the Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. Cancer Epidemiol 
Biomarkers Prev. 2008;17:435- 446.

 49. Boman KK, Bodegard G. Life after cancer in childhood: social adjust-
ment and educational and vocational status of young- adult survivors. 
J Pediatr Hematol Oncol. 2004;26:354- 362.

 50. Kingma A, Rammeloo LA, van Der Does- van den Berg A, Rekers- 
Mombarg L, Postma A. Academic career after treatment for acute lym-
phoblastic leukaemia. Arch Dis Child. 2000;82:353- 357.

 51. Langeveld NE, Ubbink MC, Last BF, Grootenhuis MA, Voute PA, 
De Haan RJ. Educational achievement, employment and living situ-
ation in long- term young adult survivors of childhood cancer in the 
Netherlands. Psychooncology. 2003;12:213- 225.

 52. Mody R, Li S, Dover DC, et al. Twenty- five- year follow- up among 
survivors of childhood acute lymphoblastic leukemia: a report from 
the Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. Blood. 2008;111:5515- 5523.

 53. Mulrooney DA, Dover DC, Li S, et al. Twenty years of follow- up 
among survivors of childhood and young adult acute myeloid leu-
kemia: a report from the Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. Cancer. 
2008;112:2071- 2079.

 54. Nagarajan R, Neglia JP, Clohisy DR, et al. Education, employment, 
insurance, and marital status among 694 survivors of pediatric lower 
extremity bone tumors: a report from the Childhood Cancer Survivor 
Study. Cancer. 2003;97:2554- 2564.

 55. Koch SV, Kejs AM, Engholm G, Johansen C, Schmiegelow 
K. Educational attainment among survivors of childhood can-
cer: a population- based cohort study in Denmark. Br J Cancer. 
2004;91:923- 928.

 56. Link K, Moell C, Osterberg K, et al. Adult survivors of child-
hood acute lymphoblastic leukaemia with GH deficiency have 
normal self- rated quality of life but impaired neuropsychological 
performance 20 years after cranial irradiation. Clin Endocrinol. 
2006;65:617- 625.

 57. Zebrack BJ, Gurney JG, Oeffinger K, et al. Psychological outcomes 
in long- term survivors of childhood brain cancer: a report from the 
Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. J Clin Oncol. 2004;22:999- 1006.

 58. Mitby PA, Robison LL, Whitton JA, et al. Utilization of special edu-
cation services and educational attainment among long- term survivors 
of childhood cancer: a report from the Childhood Cancer Survivor 
Study. Cancer. 2003;97:1115- 1126.

 59. Ahomäki R, Harila- Saari A, Matomäki J, Lähteenmäki PM. Non- 
graduation after comprehensive school, and early retirement but 
not unemployment are prominent in childhood cancer survivors— a 
Finnish registry- based study. J Cancer Surviv. 2017;11:284- 294.

 60. Lönnerblad M, Van’t Hooft I, Blomgren K, Berglund E. A nation-
wide, population- based study of school grades, delayed graduation, 
and qualification for school years 10- 12, in children with brain tumors 
in Sweden. Pediatr Blood Cancer. 2020;67:e28014.

 61. Maule M, Zugna D, Migliore E, et al. Surviving a childhood can-
cer: impact on education and employment. Eur J Cancer Prev. 
2017;26:351- 356.

 62. Wilhelmsson M, Glosli H, Ifversen M, et al. Long- term health 
outcomes in survivors of childhood AML treated with allogeneic 
HSCT: a NOPHO- AML study. Bone Marrow Transplant. 2019;54: 
726- 736.

 63. Effinger KE, Stratton KL, Fisher PG, et al. Long- term health and social 
function in adult survivors of paediatric astrocytoma: a report from the 
Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. Eur J Cancer. 2019;106:171- 180.

 64. Ehrhardt MJ, Mulrooney DA, Li C, et al. Neurocognitive, psycho-
social, and quality- of- life outcomes in adult survivors of childhood 
non- Hodgkin lymphoma. Cancer. 2018;124:417- 425.

 65. Fernandez- Pineda I, Hudson MM, Pappo AS, et al. Long- term func-
tional outcomes and quality of life in adult survivors of childhood 
extremity sarcomas: a report from the St. Jude Lifetime Cohort Study. 
J Cancer Surviv. 2017;11:1- 12.

 66. Hayek S, Brinkman TM, Plana JC, et al. Association of exercise intol-
erance with emotional distress, attainment of social roles, and health- 
related quality of life among adult survivors of childhood cancer. 
JAMA Oncol. 2020;6:1194- 1202.

 67. King AA, Seidel K, Di C, et al. Long- term neurologic health and psy-
chosocial function of adult survivors of childhood medulloblastoma/



Review Article

2418 Cancer  July 1, 2022

PNET: a report from the Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. Neuro 
Oncol. 2017;19:689- 698.

 68. Wilson CL, Brinkman TM, Cook C, et al. Clinically ascertained 
health outcomes, quality of life, and social attainment among adult 
survivors of neuroblastoma: a report from the St. Jude Lifetime Cohort. 
Cancer. 2020;126:1330- 1338.

 69. Zheng DJ, Krull KR, Chen Y, et al. Long- term psychological and ed-
ucational outcomes for survivors of neuroblastoma: a report from the 
Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. Cancer. 2018;124:3220- 3230.

 70. Lahteenmaki PM, Huostila J, Hinkka S, Salmi TT. Childhood cancer 
patients at school. Eur J Cancer. 2002;38:1227- 1240.

 71. Uderzo C, Corti P, Pappalettera M, et al. Life satisfaction in young 
adults 10 or more years after hematopoietic stem cell transplanta-
tion for childhood malignant and nonmalignant diseases does not 
show significant impairment compared with healthy controls: a case- 
matched study. Biol Blood Marrow Transplant. 2012;18:1759- 1764.

 72. Andersen KK, Duun- Henriksen AK, Frederiksen MH, Winther JF. 
Ninth grade school performance in Danish childhood cancer survi-
vors. Br J Cancer. 2017;116:398- 404.

 73. Bonneau J, Berbis J, Michel G, et al. Adolescence and socioeconomic 
factors: key factors in the long- term impact of leukemia on scholastic 
performance— a LEA study. J Pediatr. 2019;205:168- 175.e2.

 74. Bonneau J, Lebreton J, Taque S, et al. School performance of childhood 
cancer survivors: mind the teenagers! J Pediatr. 2011;158:135- 141.

 75. Lorenzi M, McMillan AJ, Siegel LS, et al. Educational outcomes 
among survivors of childhood cancer in British Columbia, Canada: 
report of the Childhood/Adolescent/Young Adult Cancer Survivors 
(CAYACS) program. Cancer. 2009;115:2234- 2245.

 76. Yilmaz MC, Sari HY, Cetingul N, Kantar M, Erermis S, Aksoylar 
S. Determination of school- related problems in children treated for 
cancer. J School Nurs. 2014;30:376- 384.

 77. Barrera M, Shaw AK, Speechley KN, Maunsell E, Pogany L. Educational 
and social late effects of childhood cancer and related clinical, personal, 
and familial characteristics. Cancer. 2005;104:1751- 1760.

 78. Buizer AI, de Sonneville LM, van den Heuvel- Eibrink MM, Veerman 
AJ. Behavioral and educational limitations after chemotherapy for 
childhood acute lymphoblastic leukemia or Wilms tumor. Cancer. 
2006;106:2067- 2075.

 79. Maddrey AM, Bergeron JA, Lombardo ER, et al. Neuropsychological 
performance and quality of life of 10 year survivors of childhood me-
dulloblastoma. J Neurooncol. 2005;72:245- 253.

 80. Marina N, Hudson MM, Jones KE, et al. Changes in health status 
among aging survivors of pediatric upper and lower extremity sar-
coma: a report from the Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. Arch Phys 
Med Rehabil. 2013;94:1062- 1073.

 81. de Blank PM, Fisher MJ, Lu L, et al. Impact of vision loss among sur-
vivors of childhood central nervous system astroglial tumors. Cancer. 
2016;122:730- 739.

 82. Krull KR, Brinkman TM, Li C, et al. Neurocognitive outcomes 
decades after treatment for childhood acute lymphoblastic leuke-
mia: a report from the St Jude Lifetime Cohort Study. J Clin Oncol. 
2013;31:4407- 4415.

 83. Pfitzer C, Zynda A, Hohmann C, Keil T, Borgmann- Staudt A. 
Educational level of childhood brain tumor survivors: results from a 
German survey. Klin Padiatr. 2013;225:138- 144.

 84. Kirchhoff AC, Krull KR, Ness KK, et al. Occupational outcomes of 
adult childhood cancer survivors: a report from the Childhood Cancer 
Survivor Study. Cancer. 2011;117:3033- 3044.

 85. Kirchhoff AC, Leisenring W, Krull KR, et al. Unemployment among 
adult survivors of childhood cancer: a report from the Childhood 
Cancer Survivor Study. Med Care. 2010;48:1015- 1025.

 86. Crom DB, Lensing SY, Rai SN, Snider MA, Cash DK, Hudson MM. 
Marriage, employment, and health insurance in adult survivors of 
childhood cancer. J Cancer Surviv. 2007;1:237- 245.

 87. Johannesen TB, Langmark F, Wesenberg F, Lote K. Prevalence of 
Norwegian patients diagnosed with childhood cancer, their working 
ability and need of health insurance benefits. Acta Oncol. 2007;46:60- 66.

 88. Pang JW, Friedman DL, Whitton JA, et al. Employment status among 
adult survivors in the Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. Pediatr Blood 
Cancer. 2008;50:104- 110.

 89. Punyko JA, Gurney JG, Scott Baker K, et al. Physical impairment 
and social adaptation in adult survivors of childhood and adolescent 

rhabdomyosarcoma: a report from the Childhood Cancer Survivors 
Study. Psychooncology. 2007;16:26- 37.

 90. Servitzoglou M, Papadatou D, Tsiantis I, Vasilatou- Kosmidis H. 
Psychosocial functioning of young adolescent and adult survivors of 
childhood cancer. Support Care Cancer. 2008;16:29- 36.

 91. Frobisher C, Lancashire ER, Jenkinson H, et al. Employment status 
and occupational level of adult survivors of childhood cancer in Great 
Britain: the British Childhood Cancer Survivor Study. Int J Cancer. 
2017;140:2678- 2692.

 92. Gunnes MW, Lie RT, Bjørge T, et al. Economic independence in 
survivors of cancer diagnosed at a young age: a Norwegian national 
cohort study. Cancer. 2016;122:3873- 3882.

 93. Guy GP Jr, Berkowitz Z, Ekwueme DU, Rim SH, Yabroff KR. 
Annual economic burden of productivity losses among adult survivors 
of childhood cancers. Pediatrics. 2016;138:S15- S21.

 94. Nugent BD, Bender CM, Sereika SM, Tersak JM, Rosenzweig M. 
Cognitive and occupational function in survivors of adolescent cancer. 
J Adolesc Young Adult Oncol. 2018;7:79- 87.

 95. Sato I, Higuchi A, Yanagisawa T, et al. Employment status and ter-
mination among survivors of pediatric brain tumors: a cross- sectional 
survey. Int J Clin Oncol. 2018;23:801- 811.

 96. Berbis J, Reggio C, Michel G, et al. Employment in French young 
adult survivors of childhood leukemia: an LEA study (for Leucemies 
de l’Enfant et de l’Adolescent– childhood and adolescent leukemia). J 
Cancer Surviv. 2016;10:1058- 1066.

 97. Ishida Y, Hayashi M, Inoue F, Ozawa M. Recent employment trend of 
childhood cancer survivors in Japan: a cross- sectional survey. Int J Clin 
Oncol. 2014;19:973- 981.

 98. Kirchhoff AC, Krull KR, Ness KK, et al. Physical, mental, and neu-
rocognitive status and employment outcomes in the Childhood 
Cancer Survivor Study cohort. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev. 
2011;20:1838- 1849.

 99. Oeffinger KC, Mertens AC, Sklar CA, et al. Chronic health con-
ditions in adult survivors of childhood cancer. N Engl J Med. 
2006;355:1572- 1582.

 100. Lown EA, Phillips F, Schwartz LA, Rosenberg AR, Jones B. 
Psychosocial follow- up in survivorship as a standard of care in pediat-
ric oncology. Pediatr Blood Cancer. 2015;62(suppl 5):S514- S584.

 101. Strauser DR, Chan F, Fine E, Iwanaga K, Greco C, Liptak C. 
Development of the Perceived Barriers Scale: a new instrument identi-
fying barriers to career development and employment for young adult 
survivors of pediatric CNS tumors. J Cancer Surviv. 2019;13:1- 9.

 102. Escorpizo R, Finger ME, Glassel A, Gradinger F, Luckenkemper M, 
Cieza A. A systematic review of functioning in vocational rehabilita-
tion using the International Classification of Functioning, Disability 
and Health. J Occup Rehabil. 2011;21:134- 146.

 103. Mader L, Michel G, Roser K. Unemployment following childhood 
cancer. Dtsch Arztebl Int. 2017;114:805- 812.

 104. Molcho M, D’Eath M, Alforque Thomas A, Sharp L. Educational 
attainment of childhood cancer survivors: a systematic review. Cancer 
Med. 2019;8:3182- 3195.

 105. Robinson KE, Kuttesch JF, Champion JE, et al. A quantitative meta- 
analysis of neurocognitive sequelae in survivors of pediatric brain tu-
mors. Pediatr Blood Cancer. 2010;55:525- 531.

 106. Krull KR, Hardy KK, Kahalley LS, Schuitema I, Kesler SR. 
Neurocognitive outcomes and interventions in long- term survivors of 
childhood cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2018;36:2181- 2189.

 107. Blank A, Edwards R. Tight labor market continues in 2018 as the un-
employment rate falls to a 49- year low. US Bureau of Labor Statistics. 
Published May 2019. Accessed June 6, 2020. https://www.bls.gov/
opub/mlr/2019/artic le/tight - labor - marke t- conti nues- in- 2018- as- the- 
unemp loyme nt- rate- falls - to- a- 49- year- low.htm

 108. Schepers SA, Schulte FSM, Patel SK, Vannatta K. Cognitive impair-
ment and family functioning of survivors of pediatric cancer: a sys-
tematic review. J Clin Oncol. 2021;39:1795- 1812.

 109. Case A, Deaton A. Life expectancy in adulthood is falling for those 
without a BA degree, but as educational gaps have widened, racial gaps 
have narrowed. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2021;118:e2024777118.

 110. Allen CS, Chen Q, Willson VL, Hughes JN. Quality of research 
design moderates effects of grade retention on achievement: a 
meta- analytic, multi- level analysis. Educ Eval Policy Anal. 2009;31: 
480- 499.

https://www.bls.gov/opub/mlr/2019/article/tight-labor-market-continues-in-2018-as-the-unemployment-rate-falls-to-a-49-year-low.htm
https://www.bls.gov/opub/mlr/2019/article/tight-labor-market-continues-in-2018-as-the-unemployment-rate-falls-to-a-49-year-low.htm
https://www.bls.gov/opub/mlr/2019/article/tight-labor-market-continues-in-2018-as-the-unemployment-rate-falls-to-a-49-year-low.htm


Surveillance of education and employment/Devine et al

2419Cancer  July 1, 2022

 111. Grandinette S. Supporting students with brain tumors in obtaining 
school intervention services: the clinician’s role from an educator’s per-
spective. J Pediatr Rehabil Med. 2014;7:307- 321.

 112. Gilleland Marchak J, Devine KA, Hudson MM, et al. Systematic 
review of educational supports of pediatric cancer survivors: current 
approaches and future directions. J Clin Oncol. 2021;39:1813- 1823.

 113. Strauser D, Feuerstein M, Chan F, Arango J, da Silva Cardoso E, Chiu 
CY. Vocational services associated with competitive employment in 
18- 25 year old cancer survivors. J Cancer Surviv. 2010;4:179- 186.

 114. Chan F, Strauser D, da Silva Cardoso E, Xi Zheng L, Chan JY, 
Feuerstein M. State vocational services and employment in cancer sur-
vivors. J Cancer Surviv. 2008;2:169- 178.

 115. Olson R, Hung G, Bobinski MA, Goddard K. Prospective evaluation 
of legal difficulties and quality of life in adult survivors of childhood 
cancer. Pediatr Blood Cancer. 2011;56:439- 443.

 116. Lillie EO, Patay B, Diamant J, Issell B, Topol EJ, Schork NJ. The n- 
of- 1 clinical trial: the ultimate strategy for individualizing medicine? 
Per Med. 2011;8:161- 173.


	Recommendations for the surveillance of education and employment outcomes in survivors of childhood, adolescent, and young adult cancer: A report from the International Late Effects of Childhood Cancer Guideline Harmonization Group
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Scope
	Comparison of Existing Guidelines
	Search Strategy and Selection Criteria
	Translating Evidence Into Recommendations

	Results
	Education
	What is the risk of poor educational outcomes?
	Educational achievement
	Educational delays
	Participation in mainstream education

	What are the risk factors for poor educational outcomes?
	Risk factors for lower educational achievement
	Risk factors for educational delays
	Risk factors for special education

	Which interventions can improve educational outcomes among childhood cancer survivors?

	Employment
	What is the risk of poor employment outcomes?
	What are the risk factors for poor employment outcomes?
	Which interventions can improve employment outcomes among childhood cancer survivors?

	Translating Evidence Into Recommendations

	Discussion
	Funding Support
	Conflict of Interest Disclosures
	Author Contributions
	References


