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Dilemmas faeed by epidemiologists — Gonsidering the various gaps in the evidence
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Evidence from epidemiological studies is often not in line with mechanisms from experimental studies, or is
not implemented in prevention or clinical practice. We will discuss controversial topics in cancer
epidemiology research. This session will provide an opportunity to think about how to confront these gaps
in the evidence.
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Radiation and Thyroid Cancer: A Case Study in Fukushima
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Acrylamide exposure and cancer risk
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Living environment factors and subsequent cancer risk in children
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Somatic mutations in normal endometrium and carcinogenic risk \_

Application of Mendelian randomization tools for identifying novel
causes of cancer: promise and pitfalls 7
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Gaps in the interpretation of results for preventive factors which
differ by cancer site and among disease
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