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BACKGROUND @ RESULTS

Artificial intelligence (Al) model fitting by supervised learning suggests that larger
training datasets tend to produce more accurate predictions. This can be
demonstrated by evaluating the final tuned model on a labeled test dataset.
However, it is not clear what the minimum number of records is for training such
models and whether larger training datasets will produce significantly better results.
We investigated these issues using an example of randomized controlled trial data of
oncology patients.
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Data from a retrospective human-led systematic literature review (SLR) investigating

the efficacy and safety benefit of second- and later lines of treatment for adults with
advanced/metastatic non-small cell lung cancer were processed at title and abstract .\-

review level in three SLR tools with Al-capabilities. A summary of the Al methodology
used for each tool is presented in Table 1.
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