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Abstract
Cancer disparities continue to be a significant public health challenge, disproportionately affecting certain
communities in terms of incidence, mortality, and access to quality care. Addressing these disparities
requires a multifaceted approach that involves not only healthcare professionals and researchers but also
the active participation and collaboration of the affected communities themselves. Community engagement
has emerged as a promising strategy to reduce cancer disparities and promote health equity. This review
article synthesizes the existing literature and examines the role of community engagement in addressing
cancer disparities. It explores various approaches and best practices utilized in community engagement
initiatives to empower and involve diverse populations in the fight against cancer. The review discusses key
lessons learned from successful programs and identifies challenges faced in implementing such initiatives.
The article highlights the importance of cultural competence, trust-building, and meaningful collaboration
between stakeholders, including community leaders, healthcare providers, researchers, and policymakers. It
emphasizes the significance of tailoring interventions to specific community needs, acknowledging cultural
differences, and fostering a two-way exchange of knowledge and resources. Moreover, this review
investigates the impact of community engagement on cancer prevention, early detection, treatment
adherence, and survivorship outcomes. It sheds light on the role of community-based participatory research
and other innovative strategies in generating evidence and facilitating the translation of research findings
into real-world interventions. In conclusion, this review underlines the potential of community engagement
in addressing cancer disparities and promoting health equity. By involving communities as active partners
in cancer control efforts, healthcare systems can design more effective and sustainable interventions. This
approach not only contributes to reducing cancer disparities but also fosters a sense of ownership and
empowerment within the communities affected, paving the way for a more equitable and inclusive
healthcare landscape.
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Keywords: health disparities, cultural competence, community-based participatory research, lessons learned, best
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Introduction And Background
Cancer disparities refer to the unequal burden of cancer incidence, prevalence, mortality, and survivorship
among different population groups. Various factors, including socioeconomic status, race/ethnicity,
geographic location, and access to healthcare, influence these disparities. Studies have consistently shown
that certain communities, such as racial and ethnic minorities, low-income individuals, and rural
populations, experience higher cancer incidence rates, worse outcomes, and limited access to quality care
[1-4].

Community engagement plays a crucial role in addressing cancer disparities by actively involving affected
communities in designing, implementing, and evaluating initiatives and interventions. It recognizes that
communities are experts in their own experiences, needs, and preferences and empowers them to actively
participate in decision-making processes. Community engagement ensures that interventions are culturally
appropriate, responsive, and sustainable by fostering collaborative partnerships between researchers,
healthcare providers, policymakers, and community members [5].

This review article aims to explore the role of community engagement in addressing cancer disparities and
highlight the lessons learned and best practices from existing initiatives. By examining successful
community engagement models and strategies, this article provides insights and recommendations for
researchers, healthcare providers, policymakers, and community leaders interested in developing effective
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approaches to reduce cancer disparities. The review will also identify challenges and limitations associated
with community engagement and suggest potential future research and policy development directions in
this field.

Review
Methodology
The methodology employed for this review article involved conducting a comprehensive literature search to
gather relevant information. Various electronic databases were utilized, including PubMed, Google Scholar,
and academic libraries. The search strategy utilized a combination of keywords and controlled vocabulary
related to cancer disparities, community engagement, and best practices. Publication dates did not limit the
search to ensure a wide range of literature was considered. In selecting studies for inclusion, specific criteria
were applied. Studies were included if they were relevant to the role of community engagement in
addressing cancer disparities. This encompassed research articles, reviews, case studies, and reports that
provided insights into community engagement initiatives, outcomes, and lessons learned. Only peer-
reviewed studies published in English were considered to ensure the quality and accuracy of the
information. Priority was given to studies that focused on lessons learned and best practices in community
engagement, highlighting effective strategies, challenges, and recommendations. Studies were excluded if
they did not meet the specified criteria or were primarily focused on theoretical frameworks or conceptual
discussions without empirical evidence or practical examples. Additionally, studies that solely addressed
individual-level interventions unrelated to community engagement in cancer disparities were excluded. The
study selection process involved an initial screening of titles and abstracts, followed by a full-text review to
assess eligibility. Disagreements were resolved through discussion and consensus among the reviewers.

Understanding cancer disparities
Definition and Scope of Cancer Disparities

Cancer disparities refer to the unequal distribution of cancer incidence, prevalence, mortality, and
survivorship across different population groups. These disparities are characterized by variations in cancer
outcomes based on race/ethnicity, socioeconomic status, age, gender, geographic location, and access to
healthcare services. Disparities can manifest in different ways, including disparities in cancer screening and
early detection, treatment utilization, access to clinical trials, and quality of care [1].

Factors Contributing to Cancer Disparities

Socioeconomic factors: Lower socioeconomic status is strongly associated with increased cancer disparities.
Limited financial resources, a lack of health insurance, lower education levels, and inadequate access to
healthcare facilities and services contribute to disparities in cancer prevention, detection, and treatment
outcomes [6].

Racial and ethnic disparities: Racial and ethnic minorities often experience higher rates of certain cancers
and poorer outcomes than non-Hispanic White populations. Factors such as systemic racism,
discrimination, cultural beliefs, language barriers, and mistrust of the healthcare system contribute to these
disparities [7].

Geographic disparities: Disparities in cancer incidence and outcomes are observed between urban and rural
areas. Rural populations face unique challenges, including limited healthcare infrastructure, a shortage of
healthcare providers, longer travel distances to access care, and reduced availability of specialized cancer
services [8].

Access to healthcare: Limited access to quality healthcare services, including cancer screenings, diagnostic
tests, and specialized treatments, contributes to disparities. Barriers to access may include a lack of health
insurance, transportation issues, language barriers, and the inadequate availability of healthcare facilities in
underserved areas [9].

Behavioral factors: Differences in health behaviors, such as tobacco use, physical inactivity, poor nutrition,
and low adherence to recommended cancer screenings, contribute to disparities in cancer incidence and
outcomes [10].

Impact of Cancer Disparities on Affected Communities

Cancer disparities have a significant impact on affected communities. They result in unequal disease
burden, increased morbidity and mortality, decreased quality of life, and reduced survival rates for
disadvantaged populations. Disparities also perpetuate social and economic inequalities, exacerbating
existing health inequities. The emotional and financial toll on individuals and families affected by cancer
disparities is substantial, further underscoring the urgency of addressing these disparities through targeted
interventions and community engagement [11].
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By understanding the factors contributing to cancer disparities and their impact on affected communities,
we can develop targeted strategies and interventions that address the unique challenges different
populations face. Community engagement is critical in ensuring that interventions are tailored to these
communities' specific needs and contexts, ultimately leading to more equitable cancer care and outcomes
[12].

Community engagement in cancer disparities
Definition and Significance of Community Engagement

Community engagement involves actively partnering with communities affected by cancer disparities in all
stages of research, intervention development, implementation, and evaluation. It recognizes that
community members possess valuable knowledge, experiences, and perspectives that can inform and guide
efforts to address disparities. Community engagement moves beyond a passive recipient model to an active
collaboration, empowering communities to be equal stakeholders in decision-making processes related to
their health [13,14].

The significance of community engagement lies in its ability to ensure that interventions and strategies are
culturally appropriate, relevant, and responsive to the unique needs of diverse populations. By actively
involving community members, community engagement fosters trust, promotes health literacy, and
enhances the acceptability and sustainability of interventions. It also facilitates the identification of
community-specific barriers, strengths, and resources, leading to more effective and equitable approaches
to reducing cancer disparities [15].

Benefits of Community Engagement in Addressing Cancer Disparities

Culturally appropriate interventions: Community engagement allows for developing and implementing
interventions sensitive to cultural beliefs, values, and practices. By incorporating community perspectives,
interventions can be tailored to overcome cultural barriers and increase acceptance and uptake among
diverse populations [16].

Increased trust and engagement: Engaging communities builds trust between researchers, healthcare
providers, and community members. Trust is crucial for improving health outcomes and encouraging
individuals to participate in cancer prevention, screening, and treatment programs [17].

Enhanced relevance and acceptability: Community engagement ensures that interventions address the
specific needs and priorities of the community. This increases the likelihood of community interventions
being accepted, adopted, and sustained, leading to improved outcomes [5].

Effective dissemination of information: Community members often serve as trusted sources of information
within their communities. By engaging community members, accurate and culturally relevant health
information can be effectively disseminated, increasing awareness and understanding of cancer disparities
and prevention measures [18].

Mobilization of community resources: Community engagement facilitates the identification and
mobilization of community resources, including social support networks, community-based organizations,
and local expertise. Leveraging these resources can enhance the reach and impact of interventions [19].

Role of Community Engagement in Reducing Health Inequities

Community engagement is a key strategy for reducing health inequities, including cancer disparities. By
actively involving affected communities, community engagement helps to address the underlying social
determinants of health, such as poverty, limited education, discrimination, and a lack of access to resources.
It promotes equity by ensuring interventions are tailored to diverse populations' needs and contexts [20].

Community engagement also empowers communities, fostering a sense of ownership and agency in
addressing health disparities. It encourages community members to become advocates, leaders, and partners
in decision-making processes, enabling them to actively shape policies and practices that impact their
health [21]. Furthermore, community engagement facilitates the implementation of comprehensive and
integrated approaches that address multiple factors contributing to disparities. It promotes collaboration
among various stakeholders, including community organizations, healthcare providers, policymakers, and
researchers, to collectively work toward reducing health inequities.

Lessons learned from community engagement initiatives
Case Study: Community Health Workers in Cancer Prevention

This case study focuses on a community engagement initiative that utilized Community Health Workers
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(CHWs) to promote cancer prevention and education in underserved communities. CHWs are individuals
from the community who serve as liaisons between healthcare systems and the community. They are crucial
in bridging the gap by providing culturally tailored education, outreach, and support [22].

CHWs in breast cancer screening within the context of the initiative: The initiative aimed to address cancer
prevention in target communities by involving the training and employment of CHWs to play crucial roles in
delivering cancer prevention messages, conducting community outreach activities, and providing support to
community members [23]. First, CHWs were actively engaged in education related to breast cancer
screening. They played a vital role in disseminating crucial information about breast cancer, its risk factors,
early detection methods, and the importance of screening. Their interactions with community members
helped raise awareness and knowledge about breast cancer, empowering individuals to make informed
decisions about their health. Second, CHWs provided direct assistance in breast cancer screening. As trained
and trusted community members, they offered practical support in facilitating the screening process. This
involved guiding individuals through getting screened, helping them schedule appointments, and
addressing any concerns or fears related to the screening procedure. Their presence eased the process for
many community members, increasing participation in breast cancer screening. Lastly, CHWs performed
navigational services as a bridge between community members and healthcare facilities. They understood
the cultural context and language of the community, enabling them to ensure that educational materials and
messages about breast cancer were culturally appropriate and relevant. Additionally, they helped community
members navigate the healthcare system, facilitating access to screening facilities, diagnostic tests, and
further medical care when needed. Overall, the involvement of CHWs in the initiative played a pivotal role
in enhancing breast cancer screening rates in the target communities. By focusing on education, direct
assistance, and navigational services, they significantly contributed to promoting early detection and
reducing barriers to breast cancer screening, ultimately improving the overall health outcomes in the
communities they served [23].

The significance of this initiative's impact was rigorously assessed through a comprehensive evaluation
process. To determine the effectiveness of the intervention, statistical analyses were conducted, employing
both parametric and non-parametric tests, such as t-tests and chi-square tests, respectively. These tests
were utilized to compare pre-and post-intervention data, assessing changes in cancer awareness levels,
understanding of risk factors, and uptake of preventive measures among community members. Awareness
levels were measured through pre- and post-intervention surveys, where participants were asked about their
knowledge of cancer risk factors and preventive measures. A significant improvement in awareness was
observed, with a considerable increase in correct responses in the post-intervention survey compared to the
baseline. Quantitative data on the number of individuals undergoing cancer screening before and after the
intervention was collected to evaluate the impact on screening rates. Additionally, qualitative assessments
were conducted through focus group discussions and interviews with community members to understand
their perceptions of the initiative and the factors influencing their decision to seek cancer screening
services. The involvement of CHWs was particularly instrumental in creating a supportive and culturally
sensitive environment, encouraging community members to feel more comfortable accessing screening
services, which, in turn, contributed to the observed increase in screening rates. Moreover, preventive
measures were assessed through community-level data on adopting healthier lifestyles and behaviors, such
as tobacco cessation, dietary improvements, and increased physical activity. These measures were
incorporated into the initiative with the support of CHWs, who played a pivotal role in promoting behavioral
changes and providing continuous guidance to community members. As a result of this comprehensive
initiative, notable reductions in cancer outcome disparities were observed within underserved communities.
The combined effect of increased awareness, improved screening rates, and the adoption of preventive
measures contributed to narrowing the gap in cancer outcomes between underserved communities and
other populations [24].

Case Study: Culturally Tailored Cancer Education Programs

This case study examines a community engagement initiative that developed culturally tailored cancer
education programs for specific ethnic or cultural communities. Recognizing the importance of cultural
beliefs, values, and language preferences in effective communication, this initiative aimed to adapt
educational materials and messages to align with the specific cultural context of the target communities
[25].

The study highlighted a concerning lack of general awareness about cancer among the Indian population,
particularly concerning its curability, preventability, and available screening methods. Our research
indicated that education and place of residence (rural or urban) play pivotal roles in shaping cancer
awareness. Notably, awareness of risk factors was predominantly limited to tobacco and alcohol
consumption. On a positive note, we observed a favorable attitude toward screening modalities among the
Indian population. However, despite this positive attitude, actual screening practices were found to be poor.
The study identified the potential benefit of creating community-level awareness to enhance screening
practices. The initiative focused on close collaboration with community members, cultural leaders, and
healthcare providers to address this. Educational materials were thoughtfully designed to be culturally
sensitive and linguistically accessible, incorporating familiar symbols, traditions, and real-life examples that
resonated with the community's beliefs and experiences [26]. This culturally tailored approach aimed to
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bridge the knowledge gap and promote positive health-seeking behavior in cancer screening. By adopting
such community-specific strategies and interventions, there is an opportunity to improve screening
practices and subsequently reduce the burden of cancer in the Indian population. Understanding the
cultural context and actively engaging with the community can prove instrumental in fostering greater
awareness and encouraging timely screenings, leading to more effective cancer prevention and early
detection efforts.

The positive outcomes of this initiative were notable. The culturally tailored cancer education programs
increased awareness of cancer prevention, screening, and early detection within the target communities.
Community members felt more empowered to take proactive steps toward cancer prevention and engage in
regular screenings. This initiative also fostered a sense of community empowerment as individuals felt that
their cultural values and perspectives were valued and included in the educational materials [27].

By highlighting these case studies, it becomes evident that community engagement initiatives, such as
employing CHWs and developing culturally tailored programs, have effectively addressed cancer disparities.
These examples underscore the importance of adapting interventions to specific community contexts,
leveraging cultural strengths, and actively involving community members in the design and implementation
of initiatives [28].

Evaluation of outcomes and impact of community engagement
Measurement of Intervention Outcomes

Evaluating community engagement initiatives involves employing various evaluation methodologies to
assess the outcomes and impact of these interventions. Quantitative and qualitative measures are utilized to
comprehensively understand community engagement's effects on addressing cancer disparities [29].

Quantitative measures may include assessing changes in cancer knowledge, behavior, screening rates, and
access to care. For example, surveys or questionnaires can measure changes in cancer knowledge and
screening behaviors before and after community engagement interventions. Data on screening rates and
access to care can be collected from healthcare facilities or registries to evaluate the impact of community
engagement on these outcomes [30].

Qualitative measures capture the experiences, perspectives, and stories of community members and
stakeholders involved in community engagement initiatives. Interviews, focus groups, or qualitative surveys
can be conducted to explore the qualitative impact of community engagement on individual and
community-level outcomes. These measures provide insights into participants' lived experiences and allow
for a deeper understanding of the effects of community engagement [31]. It is essential to incorporate
community-defined indicators and outcome measures in the evaluation process. Community members
should be actively involved in identifying meaningful indicators that reflect their priorities and values. This
ensures that the evaluation captures the most relevant and important outcomes to the community,
providing a comprehensive assessment of the impact of community engagement initiatives.

Impact on Disparities Reduction

Community engagement initiatives have demonstrated their potential to reduce cancer disparities
significantly. These initiatives are instrumental in addressing the underlying factors contributing to
disparities and are pivotal in promoting equitable access to cancer prevention, screening, and treatment
services [32]. Participants in such initiatives have strongly preferred a community outreach approach to
cancer screening, particularly favoring mobile community-based screening and community information
sessions. Adopting an ethno-specific lens when tailoring these initiatives to the targeted communities is
important. The feedback from participants highlighted the efficacy of models of primary care that extend
support to the entire local community and offer some of their services directly within that community. Such
an approach can potentially make a meaningful impact on cancer screening, especially for socially
marginalized groups. By embedding screening services within the community, individuals facing barriers to
healthcare access can benefit from more convenient and approachable avenues for early cancer detection.
Mobile community-based screening units have emerged as a practical and efficient means of reaching
underserved populations. These units can overcome geographical barriers, bringing cancer screening
services directly to remote or isolated communities. Moreover, community information sessions have proven
powerful tools for increasing awareness and knowledge about cancer prevention and screening. By actively
engaging community members in these sessions, the initiatives can dispel misconceptions, enhance health
literacy, and foster a sense of empowerment among participants [32]. 

One of the significant impacts of community engagement is the improvement in screening rates among
marginalized populations. Community engagement interventions focusing on education, outreach, and
navigation services have successfully increased awareness and utilization of cancer screenings. By tailoring
interventions to the community's specific needs and cultural contexts, community engagement can
effectively address barriers and increase screening rates among underserved populations [33].
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Additionally, community engagement initiatives have played a crucial role in increasing access to care. By
actively involving community members in decision-making processes and partnering with local healthcare
providers, these initiatives have facilitated developing and implementing programs that address healthcare
access barriers. By addressing these barriers, community engagement interventions have improved access to
timely and appropriate cancer care, reducing disparities in treatment and healthcare outcomes [34].

Identification of key lessons learned from these initiatives
Building Trust and Partnerships

Establishing trusting relationships and partnerships with community members, organizations, and
stakeholders is crucial to community engagement initiatives. Lessons learned emphasize the importance of
fostering mutual respect, transparency, and effective communication to ensure meaningful engagement.
Building trust involves actively listening to community concerns, addressing power dynamics, and
demonstrating a commitment to collaboration. By prioritizing relationship-building and trust, community
engagement initiatives can lay a strong foundation for successful interventions [35].

Culturally Appropriate Approaches

Tailoring interventions to the community's cultural, linguistic, and social contexts is essential to community
engagement. Lessons learned highlight the significance of adapting educational materials, messages, and
interventions to align with community values, practices, and beliefs. This involves understanding the
community's cultural nuances, language preferences, and traditional practices. By incorporating cultural
competency, interventions become more relatable, acceptable, and effective in addressing cancer disparities
[36].

Capacity Building and Empowerment

A key lesson learned in community engagement initiatives is empowering community members through
education, training, and leadership development. Supporting community-driven initiatives, mobilizing
resources, and fostering sustainability beyond the duration of specific projects are important aspects. By
providing opportunities for community members to build their skills, knowledge, and leadership capacity,
they become active participants in decision-making processes and drivers of change within their
communities. Empowerment fosters ownership, sustainability, and long-term impact in addressing cancer
disparities [37].

Advocacy and Policy Change

Lessons learned highlight the value of leveraging community engagement to advocate for policy changes
that address systemic barriers contributing to cancer disparities. Community engagement allows community
members to share their experiences and perspectives, influencing policy decisions. Examples of successful
advocacy efforts resulting in policy changes that have positively impacted cancer outcomes in marginalized
communities serve as inspiration. By engaging in advocacy and policy change, community engagement
initiatives can create systemic changes that address the root causes of cancer disparities [38].

Best practices for effective community engagement
Developing Strong Partnerships With Community Organizations

Developing strong partnerships with community organizations is a cornerstone of effective community
engagement. This involves fostering collaborative partnerships with community-based organizations,
community leaders, and stakeholders. It is essential to involve them in decision-making to ensure their
active participation in identifying needs, setting goals, and implementing interventions [39].

Collaboration and co-creation are key principles in building partnerships. By working collaboratively with
community organizations, researchers, healthcare providers, and policymakers can tap into these
organizations' knowledge, expertise, and resources. This collaborative approach allows for a comprehensive
understanding of the community's unique challenges and strengths, leading to the development of targeted
interventions that address their specific needs [40].

Shared leadership is another vital element in developing strong partnerships. Recognizing and valuing
community partners' expertise, knowledge, and experiences is important. Actively involving them in all
aspects of the engagement process, from planning to implementation and evaluation, ensures that decision-
making is inclusive and representative. By embracing shared leadership, power dynamics within
partnerships become more equitable, allowing for a more balanced distribution of responsibilities and
decision-making authority [41].

Cultivating long-term relationships with community organizations is crucial for building trust and
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continuity. It requires a commitment to sustained collaboration beyond the duration of specific projects or
research studies. Long-term engagement allows for deeper connections, allowing time to establish rapport,
understand community dynamics, and develop mutual trust. Building long-lasting relationships with
community organizations creates a foundation for ongoing collaboration, enabling a more meaningful and
sustained impact on addressing cancer disparities [42].

Cultural Competence and Sensitivity in Community Engagement

To effectively engage with communities, it is crucial to invest in developing cultural competence among
researchers, healthcare providers, and professionals involved in community engagement. This involves
understanding the community's cultural values, practices, and beliefs to ensure that interventions are
respectful, relevant, and appropriate. Cultural understanding helps to avoid assumptions and stereotypes,
allowing for a more meaningful and impactful engagement process [43].

In addition to cultural understanding, linguistic accessibility is vital for effective community engagement. It
is essential to provide materials, resources, and communication in languages spoken by the community.
Language barriers can hinder effective communication and understanding. Professional interpreters or
bilingual staff can bridge these language barriers, ensuring community members accurately convey and
understand information. Linguistic accessibility fosters inclusivity and promotes equal participation in
community engagement [44].

Furthermore, tailoring interventions to align with the cultural context and preferences of the community is
essential. By adapting interventions to the community's cultural context, interventions become more
relatable and acceptable. This can involve incorporating culturally specific approaches and practices that
resonate with community members. Tailoring interventions acknowledges and respects the diverse cultural
backgrounds of the community, increasing the likelihood of community acceptance and engagement [45]. By
investing in cultural understanding, linguistic accessibility, and tailoring interventions, community
engagement efforts can effectively address cancer disparities. These practices foster a sense of respect,
relevance, and cultural sensitivity, enhancing the overall effectiveness of interventions. They ensure
community members feel heard, valued, and included in decision-making, leading to more meaningful and
sustainable community engagement initiatives.

Strategies for Effective Communication and Collaboration

Clear and transparent communication is essential for effective community engagement. Using plain
language and clear communication techniques helps ensure the community easily understands information.
It is important to convey project goals, methodologies, and expected outcomes in a manner that is
accessible to all community members. Transparency should be maintained throughout the engagement
process, fostering trust and ensuring community members are well-informed about the initiatives' purpose,
progress, and potential impact [46].

Active listening is a key component of successful community engagement. It involves genuinely
understanding the community's needs, concerns, and aspirations. Community members' voices are valued
and respected by creating spaces for community members to share their experiences, perspectives, and
suggestions. Active listening enables a deeper understanding of the community's unique challenges,
strengths, and preferences, which can inform the development of interventions that are more responsive
and relevant [47].

Flexibility and adaptability are crucial when engaging with communities. Being open to adapting strategies
and interventions based on community feedback and evolving needs is essential for success. Communities
are dynamic, and their needs may change over time. By remaining flexible, engagement efforts can be
adjusted to address emerging issues, incorporate community feedback, and ensure that interventions are
tailored to specific contexts. This approach increases the effectiveness and acceptance of interventions by
demonstrating a commitment to responding to unique circumstances and evolving community needs [48].

Building Trust and Meaningful Relationships With Community Members

Respect and empathy are essential when approaching community engagement initiatives. It is crucial to
approach communities with genuine respect for their knowledge, experiences, and cultural diversity.
Recognizing the community's strengths, resilience, and expertise fosters a collaborative and empowering
environment. By valuing and amplifying the voices of community members, their contributions become
integral to decision-making processes and the development of interventions [49].

Transparent and ethical practices are paramount in community engagement. Researchers and practitioners
must maintain ethical standards throughout the research and engagement processes. This includes ensuring
transparency in data collection, use, and dissemination. Obtaining informed consent from community
members participating in research is essential to protecting their rights and privacy. Respecting ethical
guidelines builds trust, credibility, and mutual understanding between researchers, practitioners, and the
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community [50].

Consistency and reliability are key factors in building trust and maintaining meaningful engagement.
Demonstrating consistency in engagement efforts, including regular communication and updates, helps
foster a sense of reliability and accountability. Upholding commitments and honoring agreements made
with the community is essential to building trust and sustaining the partnership. By providing ongoing
updates, community members feel valued, informed, and engaged, reinforcing trust and commitment
between all parties involved [51].

Empowering Communities through Education and Resources

Empowering communities through education and resources is crucial to community engagement in
addressing cancer disparities. This involves providing educational resources and training opportunities to
enhance health literacy, empower community members to make informed decisions and build their capacity
for active participation [52].

Education and skill building are vital to empowering community members to take control of their health. By
providing educational resources tailored to the community's specific needs and cultural context, individuals
can learn about cancer prevention, early detection, treatment options, and survivorship. This empowers
them to make informed decisions and take proactive steps toward better health outcomes [5]. In addition to
education, ensuring access to resources is essential for reducing cancer disparities. Identifying and
addressing barriers to accessing resources and services is crucial. This includes advocating for equitable
access to quality healthcare, cancer screenings, treatment options, and supportive care services. By
addressing structural and systemic barriers, such as financial constraints, transportation issues, and
language barriers, communities can overcome obstacles to receiving the necessary care.

Sustainable empowerment is another key aspect of community engagement. It involves facilitating
community-led initiatives and supporting the development of community-driven solutions. Selflessness and
sustainability can be fostered by empowering community leaders and organizations. This may involve
providing resources, mentorship, and guidance to support the development and implementation of
community-led interventions. By empowering communities to take ownership of their health, long-term
impacts can be achieved beyond the duration of specific projects or interventions. Through education,
access to resources, and sustainable empowerment, community engagement initiatives can empower
communities to actively participate in addressing cancer disparities. By equipping individuals with
knowledge, resources, and the skills needed to advocate for their health, long-lasting changes can be
achieved, ultimately leading to improved cancer outcomes and reduced disparities.

Challenges and limitations of community engagement
Barriers to Community Engagement in Addressing Cancer Disparities

Limited resources: Insufficient funding, staffing, and infrastructure pose significant barriers to community
engagement initiatives. A lack of resources can impede the capacity to sustain long-term partnerships and
adequately support community-driven initiatives. Adequate funding and resources are essential to foster
meaningful collaboration and ensure the sustainability of community engagement efforts [46].

Mistrust and historical trauma: Historical experiences of mistreatment, discrimination, and research abuses
have contributed to a deep-rooted mistrust of researchers and healthcare systems among certain
communities. Building trust and overcoming this historical trauma are crucial for successful community
engagement. It requires transparency, cultural sensitivity, and a commitment to addressing past injustices
[53].

Time and commitment: Effective community engagement requires significant time, effort, and sustained
commitment. Engaging communities in decision-making processes, maintaining open lines of
communication, and involving them throughout the entire engagement process can be challenging for
researchers and healthcare professionals, who may face competing priorities and time constraints. However,
prioritizing and allocating sufficient time and resources to community engagement efforts is critical for
their success [54].

Language and cultural barriers: Language and cultural differences can challenge effective communication
and understanding between researchers, healthcare providers, and community members. It is crucial to
overcome these barriers through interpreters, culturally adapted materials, and culturally competent
approaches. By addressing language and cultural differences, meaningful engagement can occur, ensuring
community members' voices are heard and understood [55].

Diverse community needs: Communities affected by cancer disparities have unique needs, preferences, and
priorities. Developing interventions that effectively address a community's diverse needs can be challenging.
It requires a deep understanding of the community's cultural, social, and economic contexts and
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implementing tailored approaches responsive to these diverse needs. Engaging community members in
designing and implementing interventions can help ensure their relevance and effectiveness [56].

Overcoming Challenges and Limitations

Community-driven approaches: Emphasizing community leadership and involvement in decision-making is
crucial for effective community engagement. Engaging communities as equal partners allows them to have a
voice and actively shape the direction and implementation of interventions. Community members are
experts in their own experiences and have valuable insights into the challenges and solutions that are most
relevant to their communities. Empowering communities to take ownership of interventions fosters a sense
of ownership and commitment, leading to increased acceptance, sustainability, and, ultimately, better
outcomes [57].

Culturally tailored strategies: Recognizing and respecting the cultural context, language preferences, and
community-specific needs is essential to community engagement. Interventions should be tailored to align
with the cultural nuances and values of the community. Employing cultural brokers or community health
workers who deeply understand the community's cultural norms and customs can ensure that interventions
are culturally sensitive and appropriate. By incorporating culturally tailored strategies, interventions
become more accessible, relatable, and effective, leading to increased engagement and better outcomes [58].

Building trust and relationships: Building trust is foundational to successful community engagement.
Transparency, honest communication, and consistent engagement are keys to establishing and maintaining
trust with community members. Investing time and effort in building relationships allows for open dialogue,
shared understanding, and mutual respect. Long-term partnerships demonstrate commitment and
reliability, reinforcing trust over time. Trust is crucial for community members to feel comfortable sharing
their perspectives, concerns, and ideas, leading to more meaningful collaborations and successful
interventions [58].

Capacity building: Investing in the capacity building of community members is essential for sustainable
community engagement. By providing training, education, and skill development opportunities, community
members gain the knowledge and tools to actively participate in initiatives. Empowering community leaders
to take ownership of interventions promotes sustainability beyond the duration of specific projects. Building
community capacity ensures communities have the skills, resources, and confidence to continue addressing
cancer disparities in the long run [5].

Flexibility and adaptability: Flexibility and adaptability are vital in community engagement, as needs and
circumstances may change over time. Remaining flexible allows for adjustments in strategies and
approaches based on community feedback and emerging challenges. Continuously assessing and responding
to the community's evolving needs ensures that interventions remain relevant and effective. Being open to
feedback, learning from mistakes, and adapting accordingly demonstrate a commitment to meeting the
community's evolving needs and improving outcomes [59].

Addressing Ethical Considerations in Community-Engaged Research

Ethical considerations are of paramount importance in community-engaged research and engagement
activities. Several key aspects should be emphasized to ensure ethical practices throughout the process.
First, informed consent is essential. Community members participating in research and engagement
activities should provide informed consent, understanding the purpose, risks, benefits, and privacy
considerations involved. It is crucial to communicate this information in a culturally appropriate and
accessible manner, enabling individuals to make informed decisions about their participation [60].

Confidentiality and privacy protection are vital to trust and respect within community engagement
initiatives. Safeguarding the confidentiality of community members' information is crucial, and protocols
should be established to handle data securely and ethically. This includes implementing appropriate data
storage and management practices to ensure that personally identifiable information is kept confidential
and that privacy is respected throughout the research process. Addressing power imbalances is essential for
ethical community engagement. Researchers should recognize and actively work to mitigate power
differentials between themselves and community members. A collaborative approach that values
community expertise, decision-making autonomy, and shared leadership is important. This ensures the
community's voice is heard, respected, and incorporated into the research and engagement process [61].

Community benefits should be a central consideration in community engagement initiatives. Beyond
research participation, these initiatives should strive to provide tangible benefits to the community. This
may include improving access to care, increasing health literacy, or offering capacity-building opportunities.
By focusing on community benefits, ethical engagement practices promote the well-being and
empowerment of the community beyond the immediate research objectives [5]. Lastly, continuous ethical
reflection is crucial throughout the research and engagement processes. Engaging in ongoing dialogue with
community members allows for regular assessment of ethical implications. Ethical reflection involves
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critically examining the potential impact of research and engagement activities on the community,
continually evaluating the ethical considerations at play, and making necessary adjustments to protect
community interests.

Future directions and recommendations
Areas for Further Research and Investigation

Long-term impact evaluation is essential to assess the sustained effects of community engagement
interventions on cancer disparities. Conducting evaluations over an extended period allows for a
comprehensive understanding of the long-term outcomes of cancer outcomes, healthcare utilization, and
health equity. This evaluation can provide valuable insights into the effectiveness and durability of
community engagement approaches to reducing disparities. Investigating the intersectionality of multiple
social determinants of health and disparities is crucial. Understanding how factors such as race,
socioeconomic status, gender, and geographic location intersect to influence cancer outcomes is essential
for developing targeted interventions. By exploring these intersections, researchers can identify specific
populations' unique challenges and needs and design interventions that address the complex interplay of
multiple disparities.

The potential of innovative technologies, such as telehealth, mobile applications, and digital platforms, to
enhance community engagement in cancer care, education, and support should be explored. Assessing their
effectiveness and acceptability among diverse populations is important to ensure equitable access to
technological advancements. Innovative technologies have the potential to enhance communication,
education, and support for underserved communities, improving their engagement in cancer prevention,
treatment, and survivorship. Fostering participatory and community-led research approaches empowers
communities to actively participate in defining research questions, methodologies, and outcomes.
Collaborating with community members throughout the research process enhances relevance, inclusivity,
and cultural appropriateness. Community-driven research ensures that the priorities and perspectives of the
community are incorporated, resulting in more meaningful and impactful research outcomes.

Policy Implications and Advocacy for Community Engagement

First, policy integration is essential. Advocating for integrating community engagement approaches into
cancer-related policies, guidelines, and funding mechanisms helps ensure that community participation is
prioritized in decision-making processes. By highlighting the importance of community involvement,
policies can address cancer disparities more effectively and promote equitable outcomes. Securing funding
support for community engagement initiatives is vital for their success and sustainability. Advocacy efforts
should focus on increasing funding for these initiatives and ensuring sustained resources to support
collaboration, capacity building, and community-led interventions. Promoting funding opportunities that
prioritize projects with community engagement components can help establish and strengthen community-
driven interventions.

A health equity focus is necessary for policy initiatives. Advocacy efforts should call for policies prioritizing
health equity and addressing the root causes of cancer disparities. These policies should promote equal
access to quality healthcare, cancer prevention, and screening programs. By addressing systemic barriers
and promoting an equitable distribution of resources, policies can help reduce disparities and improve
cancer outcomes for marginalized populations. Encouraging the establishment of collaborative networks is
another important advocacy effort. These networks should include researchers, healthcare providers,
policymakers, and community organizations. They facilitate knowledge exchange, resource sharing, and
dissemination of best practices. Collaborative networks promote synergy and collective action, allowing
stakeholders to learn from one another, share successful strategies, and work together toward reducing
cancer disparities.

Recommendations for Integrating Community Engagement in Cancer Care and Research

First, institutional support is crucial. Institutions should prioritize community engagement by allocating
resources and establishing dedicated positions or departments focused on it. This ensures that individuals
and teams are responsible for coordinating and implementing community engagement initiatives.
Furthermore, providing training and support for researchers and healthcare providers in community
engagement principles and practices is essential to equip them with the necessary skills and knowledge.
Education and training play a vital role in promoting effective community engagement. Incorporating
community engagement principles and practices into educating and training healthcare professionals,
researchers, and public health practitioners is important. This includes fostering an understanding of the
significance of cultural competence, ethics, and community partnerships. By integrating these concepts into
formal education programs, future healthcare professionals and researchers will be better prepared to
engage with communities in a culturally sensitive and ethical manner.

Collaborative platforms are essential for facilitating effective community engagement. Developing platforms
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that enable collaboration, knowledge sharing, and best practice dissemination among researchers,
healthcare providers, and community organizations is crucial. These platforms can be networks, forums, or
online communities promoting ongoing dialogue, exchanging ideas, and sharing experiences and resources.
By fostering collaboration and communication, these platforms enhance the collective understanding and
implementation of community engagement initiatives. Continuous evaluation and learning are vital to the
success of community engagement efforts. It is important to continuously evaluate community engagement
initiatives' impact and outcomes, learning from successes and challenges. This evaluation process allows for
the identification of effective strategies and areas for improvement. Findings and lessons learned should be
shared widely within the research and healthcare communities to inform future efforts and contribute to the
evidence base of effective community engagement approaches.

Conclusions
In conclusion, community engagement is a powerful strategy for addressing cancer disparities. By actively
involving communities in all stages of research, intervention development, and evaluation, we can create
meaningful and sustainable solutions. This review highlighted key points, including the importance of
strong partnerships with community organizations, cultural competence, effective communication, trust-
building, and community empowerment through education and resources. Ongoing community
engagement efforts are crucial in the fight against cancer disparities. Through collaboration and shared
decision-making, we can develop interventions tailored to diverse populations' unique needs and contexts.
By fostering trust, we can bridge the gap between healthcare systems and communities, leading to improved
acceptance and uptake of interventions. Empowering communities through education and resources
ensures long-term sustainability and equips individuals with the tools to make informed decisions about
their health. A call to action is needed to prioritize community engagement in cancer care and research.
Researchers, healthcare providers, policymakers, and community leaders must recognize the transformative
potential of community engagement and actively support its implementation. This includes advocating for
policies promoting equitable access to care, funding initiatives prioritizing community engagement, and
integrating community perspectives into decision-making processes. By working together, we can address
cancer disparities, promote health equity, and create a future where every community has equal
opportunities for optimal cancer prevention, treatment, and survivorship.

Additional Information
Disclosures
Conflicts of interest: In compliance with the ICMJE uniform disclosure form, all authors declare the
following: Payment/services info: All authors have declared that no financial support was received from
any organization for the submitted work. Financial relationships: All authors have declared that they have
no financial relationships at present or within the previous three years with any organizations that might
have an interest in the submitted work. Other relationships: All authors have declared that there are no
other relationships or activities that could appear to have influenced the submitted work.

References
1. Cancer disparities. (2016). Accessed: July 6, 2023: https://www.cancer.gov/about-

cancer/understanding/disparities.
2. Zonderman AB, Ejiogu N, Norbeck J, Evans MK: The influence of health disparities on targeting cancer

prevention efforts. Am J Prev Med. 2014, 46:S87-97. 10.1016/j.amepre.2013.10.026
3. Zavala VA, Bracci PM, Carethers JM, et al.: Cancer health disparities in racial/ethnic minorities in the

United States. Br J Cancer. 2021, 124:315-32. 10.1038/s41416-020-01038-6
4. Yedjou CG, Sims JN, Miele L, et al.: Health and racial disparity in breast cancer . Adv Exp Med Biol. 2019,

1152:31-49. 10.1007/978-3-030-20301-6_3
5. Haldane V, Chuah FL, Srivastava A, Singh SR, Koh GC, Seng CK, Legido-Quigley H: Community participation

in health services development, implementation, and evaluation: a systematic review of empowerment,
health, community, and process outcomes. PLoS One. 2019, 14:e0216112. 10.1371/journal.pone.0216112

6. Carethers JM, Doubeni CA: Causes of socioeconomic disparities in colorectal cancer and intervention
framework and strategies. Gastroenterology. 2020, 158:354-67. 10.1053/j.gastro.2019.10.029

7. Bhatia S, Landier W, Paskett ED, Peters KB, Merrill JK, Phillips J, Osarogiagbon RU: Rural-urban disparities
in cancer outcomes: opportunities for future research. J Natl Cancer Inst. 2022, 114:940-52.
10.1093/jnci/djac030

8. Institute of Medicine (US) Committee on Monitoring Access to Personal Health Care Services: A model for
monitoring access. Access to Health Care in America. Millman M (ed): National Academies Press (US),
Washington; 1993. 1:478.

9. Klein WM, O'Connell ME, Bloch MH, et al.: Behavioral research in cancer prevention and control: emerging
challenges and opportunities. J Natl Cancer Inst. 2022, 114:179-86. 10.1093/jnci/djab139

10. Patel MI, Lopez AM, Blackstock W, Reeder-Hayes K, Moushey EA, Phillips J, Tap W: Cancer disparities and
health equity: a policy statement from the American Society of Clinical Oncology. J Clin Oncol. 2020,
38:3439-48. 10.1200/JCO.20.00642

11. Richardson-Parry A, Baas C, Donde S, et al.: Interventions to reduce cancer screening inequities: the
perspective and role of patients, advocacy groups, and empowerment organizations. Int J Equity Health.
2023, 22:19. 10.1186/s12939-023-01841-6

12. Models and frameworks for the practice of community engagement . (2023). Accessed: July 6, 2023:

2023 Kale et al. Cureus 15(8): e43445. DOI 10.7759/cureus.43445 11 of 13

https://www.cancer.gov/about-cancer/understanding/disparities
https://www.cancer.gov/about-cancer/understanding/disparities
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2013.10.026
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2013.10.026
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41416-020-01038-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41416-020-01038-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20301-6_3
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20301-6_3
https://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0216112
https://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0216112
https://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2019.10.029
https://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2019.10.029
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djac030
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djac030
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK235882/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djab139
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djab139
https://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.20.00642
https://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.20.00642
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12939-023-01841-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12939-023-01841-6
https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/communityengagement/pce_models.html


https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/communityengagement/pce_models.html.
13. Leader AE, Aplin AE: From the community to the bench and back again: the value of patient and

community engagement in cancer research. Cancer Discov. 2021, 11:2135-8. 10.1158/2159-8290.CD-21-
0693

14. Cyril S, Smith BJ, Possamai-Inesedy A, Renzaho AM: Exploring the role of community engagement in
improving the health of disadvantaged populations: a systematic review. Glob Health Action. 2015, 8:29842.
10.3402/gha.v8.29842

15. Joo JY, Liu MF: Culturally tailored interventions for ethnic minorities: a scoping review . Nurs Open. 2021,
8:2078-90. 10.1002/nop2.733

16. Brockman TA, Shaw O, Wiepert L, et al.: Community engagement strategies to promote recruitment and
participation in clinical research among rural communities: a narrative review. J Clin Transl Sci. 2023, 7:e84.
10.1017/cts.2023.16

17. Kreps GL: Disseminating relevant health information to underserved audiences: implications of the Digital
Divide Pilot Projects. J Med Libr Assoc. 2005, 93:S68-73.

18. Khasnabis C, Motsch KH, Achu K, et al.: Community mobilization. Community-Based Rehabilitation: CBR
Guidelines. WHO (ed): World Health Organization, Geneva; 2010. 1:254.

19. Institute of Medicine (US) Roundtable on Health Disparities: Community approaches to addressing health
disparities. Challenges and Successes in Reducing Health Disparities: Workshop Summary. National
Academies Press (US), Washington; 2008. 1:196.

20. National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine, Health and Medicine Division; Board on
Population Health and Public Health Practice, Committee on Community-Based Solutions to Promote
Health Equity in the United States: The role of communities in promoting health equity . Communities in
Action: Pathways to Health Equity. National Academies Press (US), Washington; 2017. 1:265.
10.17226/24624

21. Javanparast S, Windle A, Freeman T, Baum F: Community health worker programs to improve healthcare
access and equity: are they only relevant to low- and middle-income countries?. Int J Health Policy Manag.
2018, 7:943-54. 10.15171/ijhpm.2018.53

22. O'Donovan J, O'Donovan C, Nagraj S: The role of community health workers in cervical cancer screening in
low-income and middle-income countries: a systematic scoping review of the literature. BMJ Glob Health.
2019, 4:e001452. 10.1136/bmjgh-2019-001452

23. Hand T, Rosseau NA, Stiles CE, Sheih T, Ghandakly E, Oluwasanu M, Olopade OI: The global role, impact,
and limitations of Community Health Workers (CHWs) in breast cancer screening: a scoping review and
recommendations to promote health equity for all. Glob Health Action. 2021, 14:1883336.
10.1080/16549716.2021.1883336

24. Wallerstein N, Oetzel JG, Duran B, et al.: Culture-centeredness in community-based participatory research:
contributions to health education intervention research. Health Educ Res. 2019, 34:372-88.
10.1093/her/cyz021

25. Nair L, Adetayo OA: Cultural competence and ethnic diversity in healthcare . Plast Reconstr Surg Glob Open.
2019, 7:e2219. 10.1097/GOX.0000000000002219

26. Sahu DP, Subba SH, Giri PP: Cancer awareness and attitude towards cancer screening in India: a narrative
review. J Family Med Prim Care. 2020, 9:2214-8. 10.4103/jfmpc.jfmpc_145_20

27. Kabue M, Abubakar A, Ssewanyana D, et al.: A community engagement approach for an integrated early
childhood development intervention: a case study of an urban informal settlement with Kenyans and
embedded refugees. BMC Public Health. 2022, 22:711. 10.1186/s12889-022-13185-x

28. Evaluation methods. (2023). Accessed: July 6, 2023:
https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/communityengagement/pce_program_methods.html.

29. Booker A, Malcarne VL, Sadler GR: Evaluating outcomes of community-based cancer education
interventions: a 10-year review of studies. J Cancer Educ. 2014, 29:233-40. 10.1007/s13187-013-0578-6

30. Austin Z, Sutton J: Qualitative research: getting started. Can J Hosp Pharm. 2014, 67:436-40.
10.4212/cjhp.v67i6.1406

31. Preston MA, Mays GP, Jones RD, Smith SA, Stewart CN, Henry-Tillman RS: Reducing cancer disparities
through community engagement in policy development: the role of cancer councils. J Health Care Poor
Underserved. 2014, 25:139-50. 10.1353/hpu.2014.0069

32. Lofters AK, Baker NA, Corrado AM, et al.: Care in the community: opportunities to improve cancer screening
uptake for people living with low income. Prev Med Rep. 2021, 24:101622. 10.1016/j.pmedr.2021.101622

33. Erku D, Khatri R, Endalamaw A, Wolka E, Nigatu F, Zewdie A, Assefa Y: Community engagement initiatives
in primary health care to achieve universal health coverage: a realist synthesis of scoping review. PLoS One.
2023, 18:e0285222. 10.1371/journal.pone.0285222

34. Lansing AE, Romero NJ, Siantz E, Silva V, Center K, Casteel D, Gilmer T: Building trust: leadership
reflections on community empowerment and engagement in a large urban initiative. BMC Public Health.
2023, 23:1252. 10.1186/s12889-023-15860-z

35. Cycyk LM, De Anda S, Moore H, Huerta L: Cultural and linguistic adaptations of early language
interventions: recommendations for advancing research and practice. Am J Speech Lang Pathol. 2021,
30:1224-46. 10.1044/2020_AJSLP-20-00101

36. What is community engagement?. (2023). Accessed: July 6, 2023:
https://aese.psu.edu/research/centers/cecd/engagement-toolbox/engagement/what-is-community-
engagement.

37. Holden K, Akintobi T, Hopkins J, Belton A, McGregor B, Blanks S, Wrenn G: Community engaged leadership
to advance health equity and build healthier communities. Soc Sci (Basel). 2016, 5:10.3390/socsci5010002

38. Family-school-community partnerships. (2023). Accessed: July 6, 2023:
https://safesupportivelearning.ed.gov/training-technical-assistance/education-level/early-learning/family-
school-comm....

39. Pérez Jolles M, Willging CE, Stadnick NA, Crable EL, Lengnick-Hall R, Hawkins J, Aarons GA: Understanding
implementation research collaborations from a co-creation lens: Recommendations for a path forward.

2023 Kale et al. Cureus 15(8): e43445. DOI 10.7759/cureus.43445 12 of 13

https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/communityengagement/pce_models.html
https://dx.doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-21-0693
https://dx.doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-21-0693
https://dx.doi.org/10.3402/gha.v8.29842
https://dx.doi.org/10.3402/gha.v8.29842
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/nop2.733
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/nop2.733
https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/cts.2023.16
https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/cts.2023.16
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1255755/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK310940/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK215371/
https://dx.doi.org/10.17226/24624
https://dx.doi.org/10.17226/24624
https://dx.doi.org/10.15171/ijhpm.2018.53
https://dx.doi.org/10.15171/ijhpm.2018.53
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2019-001452
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2019-001452
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/16549716.2021.1883336
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/16549716.2021.1883336
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/her/cyz021
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/her/cyz021
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/GOX.0000000000002219
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/GOX.0000000000002219
https://dx.doi.org/10.4103/jfmpc.jfmpc_145_20
https://dx.doi.org/10.4103/jfmpc.jfmpc_145_20
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12889-022-13185-x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12889-022-13185-x
https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/communityengagement/pce_program_methods.html
https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/communityengagement/pce_program_methods.html
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13187-013-0578-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13187-013-0578-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.4212/cjhp.v67i6.1406
https://dx.doi.org/10.4212/cjhp.v67i6.1406
https://dx.doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2014.0069
https://dx.doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2014.0069
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pmedr.2021.101622
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pmedr.2021.101622
https://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0285222
https://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0285222
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12889-023-15860-z
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12889-023-15860-z
https://dx.doi.org/10.1044/2020_AJSLP-20-00101
https://dx.doi.org/10.1044/2020_AJSLP-20-00101
https://aese.psu.edu/research/centers/cecd/engagement-toolbox/engagement/what-is-community-engagement
https://aese.psu.edu/research/centers/cecd/engagement-toolbox/engagement/what-is-community-engagement
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/socsci5010002
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/socsci5010002
https://safesupportivelearning.ed.gov/training-technical-assistance/education-level/early-learning/family-school-community-partnerships
https://safesupportivelearning.ed.gov/training-technical-assistance/education-level/early-learning/family-school-community-partnerships
https://dx.doi.org/10.3389/frhs.2022.942658


Front Health Serv. 2022, 2:10.3389/frhs.2022.942658
40. Estacio EV, Oliver M, Downing B, Kurth J, Protheroe J: Effective partnership in community-based health

promotion: lessons from the health literacy partnership. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2017,
14:10.3390/ijerph14121550

41. Hacker K, Tendulkar SA, Rideout C, et al.: Community capacity building and sustainability: outcomes of
community-based participatory research. Prog Community Health Partnersh. 2012, 6:349-60.
10.1353/cpr.2012.0048

42. U.S. Department of Health and Human Services: Introduction to cultural competence. A Treatment
Improvement Protocol Improving Cultural Competence. Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services
Administration, Rockville; 2014. 1:341.

43. Al Shamsi H, Almutairi AG, Al Mashrafi S, Al Kalbani T: Implications of language barriers for healthcare: a
systematic review. Oman Med J. 2020, 35:e122. 10.5001/omj.2020.40

44. Marsiglia FF, Booth JM: Cultural adaptation of interventions in real practice settings . Res Soc Work Pract.
2015, 25:423-32. 10.1177/1049731514535989

45. Communicating with communities, or individuals? . (2023). Accessed: July 6, 2023:
https://www.unhcr.org/innovation/communicating-communities-individuals/.

46. Active listening: the art of empathetic conversation . (2016). Accessed: July 6, 2023:
https://positivepsychology.com/active-listening/.

47. Eriksen S, Schipper EL, Scoville-Simonds M, et al.: Adaptation interventions and their effect on vulnerability
in developing countries: help, hindrance or irrelevance?. World Dev. 2021, 141:105383.
10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105383

48. Principles of the strengths perspective . (2023). Accessed: July 6, 2023: https://socwel.ku.edu/principles-
strengths-perspective.

49. Barrow JM, Brannan GD, Khandhar PB: Research Ethics. StatPearls Publishing, Treasure Island; 2023.
50. Trust in the workplace: 10 steps to build trust with employees . (2023). Accessed: July 6, 2023:

https://www.yourthoughtpartner.com/blog/bid/59619/leaders-follow-these-6-steps-to-build-trust-with-
employees-improve-....

51. Baquet CR: A model for bidirectional community-academic engagement (CAE): overview of partnered
research, capacity enhancement, systems transformation, and public trust in research. J Health Care Poor
Underserved. 2012, 23:1806-24. 10.1353/hpu.2012.0155

52. Stewart TJ, Gonzalez VM: Associations of historical trauma and racism with health care system distrust and
mental health help-seeking propensity among American Indian and Alaska Native college students. Cultur
Divers Ethnic Minor Psychol. 2023, 29:348-57. 10.1037/cdp0000587

53. De Weger E, Van Vooren N, Luijkx KG, Baan CA, Drewes HW: Achieving successful community engagement:
a rapid realist review. BMC Health Serv Res. 2018, 18:285. 10.1186/s12913-018-3090-1

54. Squires A: Strategies for overcoming language barriers in healthcare . Nurs Manage. 2018, 49:20-7.
10.1097/01.NUMA.0000531166.24481.15

55. Gwede CK, Menard JM, Martinez-Tyson D, Lee JH, Vadaparampil ST, Padhya TA, Meade CD: Strategies for
assessing community challenges and strengths for cancer disparities participatory research and outreach.
Health Promot Pract. 2010, 11:876-87. 10.1177/1524839909335803

56. Collins SE, Clifasefi SL, Stanton J, et al.: Community-based participatory research (CBPR): towards equitable
involvement of community in psychology research. Am Psychol. 2018, 73:884-98. 10.1037/amp0000167

57. Schaaf M, Warthin C, Freedman L, Topp SM: The community health worker as service extender, cultural
broker and social change agent: a critical interpretive synthesis of roles, intent and accountability. BMJ
Glob Health. 2020, 5:10.1136/bmjgh-2020-002296

58. Askar R, Bragança L, Gervásio H: Adaptability of buildings: a critical review on the concept evolution . Appl
Sci. 2021, 11:4483. 10.3390/app11104483

59. Adhikari B, Pell C, Cheah PY: Community engagement and ethical global health research. Glob Bioeth.
2020, 31:1-12. 10.1080/11287462.2019.1703504

60. Institute of Medicine (US) Committee on Regional Health Data Networks: Confidentiality and privacy of
personal data. Health Data in the Information Age: Use, Disclosure, and Privacy. Donaldson MS, Lohr KN
(ed): National Academies Press (US), Washington (DC); 1994. 1:178.

61. Consent and community engagement in diverse research contexts . J Empir Res Hum Res Ethics. 2013, 8:1-
18. 10.1525/jer.2013.8.4.1

2023 Kale et al. Cureus 15(8): e43445. DOI 10.7759/cureus.43445 13 of 13

https://dx.doi.org/10.3389/frhs.2022.942658
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph14121550
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph14121550
https://dx.doi.org/10.1353/cpr.2012.0048
https://dx.doi.org/10.1353/cpr.2012.0048
https://store.samhsa.gov/sites/default/files/d7/priv/sma14-4849.pdf
https://dx.doi.org/10.5001/omj.2020.40
https://dx.doi.org/10.5001/omj.2020.40
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1049731514535989
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1049731514535989
https://www.unhcr.org/innovation/communicating-communities-individuals/
https://www.unhcr.org/innovation/communicating-communities-individuals/
https://positivepsychology.com/active-listening/
https://positivepsychology.com/active-listening/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105383
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105383
https://socwel.ku.edu/principles-strengths-perspective
https://socwel.ku.edu/principles-strengths-perspective
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK459281/
https://www.yourthoughtpartner.com/blog/bid/59619/leaders-follow-these-6-steps-to-build-trust-with-employees-improve-how-you-re-perceived
https://www.yourthoughtpartner.com/blog/bid/59619/leaders-follow-these-6-steps-to-build-trust-with-employees-improve-how-you-re-perceived
https://dx.doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2012.0155
https://dx.doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2012.0155
https://dx.doi.org/10.1037/cdp0000587
https://dx.doi.org/10.1037/cdp0000587
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12913-018-3090-1
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12913-018-3090-1
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.NUMA.0000531166.24481.15
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.NUMA.0000531166.24481.15
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1524839909335803
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1524839909335803
https://dx.doi.org/10.1037/amp0000167
https://dx.doi.org/10.1037/amp0000167
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2020-002296
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2020-002296
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/app11104483
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/app11104483
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/11287462.2019.1703504
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/11287462.2019.1703504
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK236547/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1525/jer.2013.8.4.1
https://dx.doi.org/10.1525/jer.2013.8.4.1

	Addressing Cancer Disparities Through Community Engagement: Lessons and Best Practices
	Abstract
	Introduction And Background
	Review
	Methodology
	Understanding cancer disparities
	Community engagement in cancer disparities
	Lessons learned from community engagement initiatives
	Evaluation of outcomes and impact of community engagement
	Identification of key lessons learned from these initiatives
	Best practices for effective community engagement
	Challenges and limitations of community engagement
	Future directions and recommendations

	Conclusions
	Additional Information
	Disclosures

	References


