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1. Data Completeness & Overall Data Quality: Paper-based vs. EMR-based 

 
Figure 1. Data completeness (%) paper-based vs. EMR-based data collection. 

 
Figure 2. Pilot phase overall data quality score, reflecting accuracy of registered cases. 
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Method Data Completeness (%) 

Paper-based 86.17 

EMR-based 88.01 

Table 1. Data completeness (%) paper-based vs. EMR-based data collection 

 

2. Pre- vs. Post-Training Evaluation 

 
Figure 3. Mean scores before and after training, with percentage change, across five evaluation domains (self-reported, 1-5 scale). 

 

 

Metric Before Mean After Mean 
Absolute 

Change 
% Change 

Understanding of cancer registration 

procedures 
2.1 4.2 2.1 100.0 

Confidence in handling case scenarios 2.0 3.9 1.9 95.0 

Ability to apply knowledge in real cases 2.1 4.0 1.9 90.5 

Quality of work in cancer registration 2.3 3.9 1.6 69.6 

Accuracy in pediatric cancer data collection 2.8 3.9 1.1 39.3 

Table 2.Mean scores before and after training, with percentage changes, across five evaluations domains (self-reported 1-5 scale) 
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3. OncoRegFix Platform 

 

Figure 4. OncoRegFix case registration form, capturing demographic and clinical intake fields with built-in field validation. 


