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Suppl. Figure 1: Performance of zero-shot transformer on sentence-level based on
clinical notes
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Suppl. Figure 2: Performance of zero-shot transformer on sentence-level based on
radiology reports
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Suppl. Figure 3: Correctly identified phenotypes by patterns. The count of correctly
identified phenotypes by different usage of patterns versus the true count per pheno-
type on sentence level in the annotated clinical notes and radiology reports. Unified
Medical Language System (UMLS) matching refers to patterns using the matched
UMLS codes, while string matching refers to patterns manually created to match
specific phenotypes.
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Suppl. Figure 4: Incorrect identified phenotypes by negation detection methods.
Differences in negation detection methods when analyzing the count of incorrectly
identified phenotypes in the annotated clinical notes and radiology reports. ”None”
means, that no additional negation detection besides the manually defined rules for
uncertainty and exclusion is used. ”medspaCy” refers to negation detection based on
the medspaCy ConText component, and ”LLM” refers to negation detection via the
clinical-assertion-negation-bert classifier.
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Suppl. Figure 5: False negative phenotypes by negation detection methods. Dif-
ferences in negation detection methods when analyzing the count of false negative
phenotypes in the annotated clinical notes and radiology reports. ”None” means,
that no additional negation detection besides the manually defined rules for uncer-
tainty and exclusion is used. ”medspaCy” refers to negation detection based on
the medspaCy ConText component, and ”LLM” refers to negation detection via the
clinical-assertion-negation-bert classifier.
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