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Survey inclusion flow diagram

Women aged 25-64 years

(across 4 waves of the survey)
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_____________________________________________

EXCLUDED

Had cervical cancer (n=170)

Had a hysterectomy (n=74)

Eligibility could not be determined (n=272)*

_____________________________________________

EXCLUDED
Never heard of screening (n=61) i
1 Never been invited (n=55) !
Decided not to be screened (n=112) i
No future intention data (n=7) !

_____________________________________________

_____________________________________________

SURVEY NOT ADMINISTERED
Quota reached (n=1144)

*Women who refused to answer the hysterectomy question (n=177) or screening uptake question (n=95)

®Up-to-date: been screened within the last 3 years if 25-64 years or the last 5 years if 50-64 years

® Overdue: not been screened within the last 3 years if 25-64 years or the last 5 years if 50-64 years

¢ Responded that they would ‘probably’ or ‘definitely’ attend screening when next invited



