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eGlossary 
 
Vertex (aka node): one of the two fundamental units of a graph (together with edges), representing an object or 
concept, in this case individual authors. Vertices can have attributes assigned to them, for example author impact, 
specialty, or gender. 

Edge (aka link): one of the two fundamental units of a graph (together with vertices), representing a relationship 
between two vertices, which in our case is a co-authorship connection. Each edge has two endpoints, the vertices to 
which they are attached. 

Dyad: any two nodes which are connected by an edge form a dyad. 

Graph (aka network): a collection of vertices and edges in which each edge represents a relationship, e.g., an edge 
between authors A and B represents a dyadic co-authorship relationship between them. 

Weighted Graph: a graph where a characteristic beyond the presence or absence of an edge is used to calculate 
metrics such as assortativity and betweenness centrality. For example, a first-last author dyad is weighted differently 
than a middle author-middle author dyad in our network. 

Immediate neighbors: two vertices which are connected by an edge. Two authors are immediate neighbors if they 
were co-authors on at least one paper. The collection of all immediate neighbors to a given vertex is called its 
neighborhood. 

Outlinks: for each vertex, the set of edges that begin at that vertex and end at another vertex. For an author, outlinks 
are their set of co-authorship relationships. 

Degree: the number of immediate neighbors for a given vertex, which is the sum of all outlinks. 

Component: if a network is not fully connected (i.e., there is a way to trace a path from any vertex to any other 
vertex), then it is said to be divided into components. Each of the individual components in a network is fully 
connected. 

Social network: a network of individuals, in this case authors, connected by some form of interpersonal 
relationship, in this case by co-authorship on published papers. 

Mixed motive network (aka strategic network1): a network in which individuals (vertices) actively foster 
relationships (edges) that are beneficial to their success, and drop or cease to build upon relationships that are not.  

Dynamic social network: a social network in which the vertices and edges between them can change over time. 
These changes can include attributes such as strength of a connection as well as addition and deletion of vertices and 
edges. 

Social network analysis: the practice of investigating social structures via networks and graph theory. 

Network density: the number of actual connections (links) present divided by the number of potential connections. 
Let d be the density of the network, E be the number of links, and n be the total number of nodes, then 

! = 	
$

%(% − 1)
2

. 

Modularity2: a measure of how strongly a network is divided into distinct communities, defined as the number of 
edges that fall within a set of specified communities minus the number expected in a network with the same number 
of vertices and edges whose edges were placed randomly. A highly modular network has most of its edges between 
members that belong to the same communities (e.g. cancer subspecialties; social groups) and few between members 
that belong to different ones. 

Define ,-. to be the fraction of edges where one end lives in community a and the other in community b, let /01 be 
the weight of the edge connecting nodes i and j, and let 2(3 ∈ 5-) be an indicator that node i lives in community a, 
then 
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Next define !- to be the fraction of all edges that are attached to nodes in community a as 
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where 9- is the total degree of community a, which has m total edges. Then finally, the modularity Q for a network 
with c total distinct communities is 
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Homophily: the generic tendency for individuals to form connections with people who are similar to them in some 
way. 

Assortativity3: a specific preference for a network’s nodes to attach to others that are similar in a defined way. The 
assortativity coefficient is positive if similar vertices (based on some external property) tend to connect to each, and 
negative otherwise. 

Define r to be the assortativity value,  

? = 	
∑ 89(,1A − B1BA)1A

CD;
 

where j and k are the excess degree of each node of interest (the degree of the node minus one), and BA captures the 
number of edges leaving node k other than the one that connects the pair, based on the degree distribution EA and 
written as 

BA = 	
(9 + 1)EAG>
∑ 8E11H>

 

and let ,1A be the joint excess degree probability for excess degree values j and k and CD	  is the standard deviation of 
BA. 

Centrality: a generic measure for each node (author) ranking their relative importance within the network based on 
their relationships to others. 

Betweenness centrality4: a measure of centrality where the proportion of times that an individual node (author) is a 
member of the bridge forming the shortest path between any two other nodes, reflecting how important the author is 
in connecting other authors, is enumerated. In a weighted graph, the weights are used to calculate the shortest paths, 
and are interpreted as distances. Given that a high weight in our network corresponds to a strong connection, we use 
the reciprocal of weight in our betweenness centrality calculation. 

We can write this as 
 

IJ(K) = 	 6
CLM(K)

CLMLNONM∈P

 

 
where IJ(K) is the betweenness centrality value of node v, calculated across pairs of nodes s and t where CLM(K) is 
the number of shortest paths between s and t that involved node v and CLM is the total number of shortest paths from s 
to t, in a network of V nodes. 

PageRank5: a measure of centrality that considers the connection patterns among each author’s immediate 
neighbors. Its value for each author is the probability that a person starting at any random author and randomly 
selecting links to other authors will arrive at the author in question. 

Layout: a visual representation of the vertices and edges of a network. Many different layouts can correspond to the 
same underlying network, and the arrangement of the vertices and edges of the network is usually chosen to be 
understandable and reflect as closely as possible the true network organization.  

Distributed recursive graph (DrL6) algorithm: an algorithm that creates a layout in which vertices with strongly 
weighted edges are placed close together and weakly weighted edges are pressed apart. The algorithm represents 
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edges as springs, with attractive or repulsive “forces” acting on them relative to the weight of that edge, and seeks to 
minimize the overall “energy” of the system with its final layout. The distributed recursive graph algorithm (DrL) is 
intended for very large networks and aims to generate enough whitespace within the layout for the resulting 
clustering trends to be visible and interpretable. 

Preferential attachment: the idea that the more connected a vertex already is, the more likely it is to receive new 
connections. In the context of co-authorship, this is the idea that authors with many co-authorship links are more 
likely to form new co-authorship links, or to strengthen their existing links, than authors with few existing links.  

Scale-free phenomena: a network exhibits the scale-free phenomenon when the distribution of its vertex degrees 
follows a power law, reflective of preferential attachment.  

Q factor7: a metric developed to quantify the ability of a scientist to “take advantage of the available knowledge in a 
way that enhances (Q > 1) or diminishes (Q < 1) the potential impact p of a paper” where the potential impact p is 
random (reflective of an element of luck) and the overall impact of a publication is then Qp.  

eMethods 
 
HemOnc.org curation process 
In order for a reference to be included on HemOnc.org, it generally must include at least one regimen meeting the 
criteria outlined here: https://hemonc.org/wiki/Eligibility_criteria. As such, the majority of references on 
HemOnc.org are randomized controlled trials (RCTs) or non-randomized trials with at least 20 participants and/or 
practice-changing implications. One of the main goals of HemOnc.org is creating a database of all standard of care 
systemic antineoplastic therapy regimens. This is difficult because there is no universally accepted definition of 
standard of care beyond the legal definition. From Wikipedia, the legal definition of the medical standard of care is: 
"the level at which an ordinary, prudent professional with the same training and experience in good standing in a 
same or similar community would practice under the same or similar circumstances." We currently employ four 
separate definitions that meet the threshold of standard of care: 
 

1. The control arm of a phase III randomized controlled trial (RCT). By implication, this means that all phase 
III RCTs with a control arm must eventually be included on the website. 

2. The experimental arm(s) of a phase III RCT that provide(s) reasonable evidence (P-value less than 0.10) of 
superior efficacy for an intermediate surrogate endpoint (e.g., PFS) or a strong endpoint (e.g., OS). 

3. A non-randomized study that is either: 

1. The basis for a regulatory agency approval (e.g., the US Food and Drug Administration [FDA]) 

2. Recommended as a top-level regimen by the American Society of Clinical Oncology (ASCO), the 
European Society for Medical Oncology (ESMO), or the National Comprehensive Cancer 
Network (NCCN). 

4. Any study (including case series and retrospective studies) that is specifically recommended by a member 
of the HemOnc.org Editorial Board. All section editors of the Editorial Board with direct oversight of 
disease-specific pages are board-eligible or board-certified physicians (the "ordinary, prudent professional" 
standard). 

In order to identify new regimens and study references for inclusion on HemOnc.org, we undertake several parallel 
screening methods: 

1. PubMed search for ("Phase 3"[Title/Abstract] OR "Phase III"[Title/Abstract]) AND "neoplasms"[MeSH 
Terms] AND Clinical Trial[ptyp] (annual; 2019 review currently underway) 

2. PubMed email alert for "Clinical Trial, Phase III "[Publication Type] AND "Neoplasms"[Mesh] 
(subscription; ongoing per PubMed alerting criteria) 

3. Review of the eTOC of the following "top-tier" general medical and hematology/oncology journals 
(subscription; ongoing per journal publication schedules): 

1. JAMA 
2. The Lancet 
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3. The New England Journal of Medicine 
4. Annals of Oncology 
5. Blood 
6. JAMA Oncology 
7. Journal of Clinical Oncology 
8. The Lancet Haematology 
9. The Lancet Oncology 

4. Time permitting, review of the eTOC of other hematology/oncology journals, conference proceedings, and 
e-mail alerts  

5. Review of all freely available Cochrane Library Reviews under the topics "Cancer" and "Blood disorders" 
(biennial; last completed: October 2018) 

6. Review of all ASCO, ESMO, and NCCN clinical practice guidelines (biennial; last completed: December 
2018) 

7. Review of all studies cited on the FDA drug label ("package insert") section 14 (CLINICAL STUDIES) for 
all antineoplastic agents (ongoing for new approvals and new indications; review of all available 
existing labels completed: September 2019) 

8. Queries to all Editorial Board members (quarterly) 
 

As part of the process of building HemOnc.org, we have also systematically reviewed all Lancet, JAMA, and New 
England Journal of Medicine tables of contents from 1946 to December 31, 2018. In addition, the citations of any 
included manuscript are hand-searched for additional citations. For any treatment regimen that has been subject to 
randomized comparison, we additionally seek to identify the first instance in which such a regimen was evaluated as 
an experimental arm; if no such determination can be made, we seek the earliest non-randomized description of the 
regimen for inclusion on the website. In order or prioritization, phase III RCTs are added first, then smaller RCTs 
such as randomized phase II, followed by non-randomized trials, followed by retrospective studies or case series 
identified by our editorial board as relevant to the practice of hematology/oncology. 

When a reference is added to HemOnc.org, bibliographic information including authorship is recorded. The usually 
coincides with the MEDLINE record details, although some older references are capped at 10 authors in MEDLINE 
and are manually completed based upon the publication of record. For trials that do not list individual authors (e.g., 
The Elderly Lung Cancer Vinorelbine Italian Study Group8), the original manuscript and appendices are examined 
for a writing committee. If a writing committee is identified, the members of this committee are listed as authors in 
the order that they appeared in the manuscript. If no writing committee is identified, the chairperson(s) of the study 
group are listed as the first & last authors. If no chairpersons are listed, the corresponding author is listed as the sole 
author. 

Publications solely consisting of the evaluation of drugs not yet approved by the FDA or other international approval 
bodies were not included. Trials that appeared in abstract form only, reviews, retrospective studies, meta-analyses, 
and case reports were excluded, as were trials reporting only on local interventions such as surgery, radiation 
therapy, and intralesional therapy. Non-antineoplastic trials (eTable 1) and trials of supportive interventions (e.g., 
antiemesis; growth factor support) were also excluded. 

Disambiguation of author names 
Author names on HemOnc.org are stored in LastName_FirstInitial (MiddleInitial) format, which can lead to two 
forms of ambiguity: 1) the short form, e.g., Smith_J, can refer to two or more individuals, e.g., Julian and Jane 
Smith; 2) two short forms can refer to the same individual, e.g., Kantarjian_H and Kantarjian_HM. Additionally, 
names can be misspelled and individuals can change their name over time (e.g., a person assumes their spouse’s 
surname). We undertook several steps to disambiguate names: 1) full first and middle names, when available, were 
programmatically accessed through the NCBI PubMed eUtils9 application programming interface; 2) when not 
available through MEDLINE, full first names were searched for on journal websites or through web search engines; 
3) automatic rules were developed to merge likely duplicates; and 4) some names were manually merged (e.g., 
misspellings: Benboubker_Lofti and Benboubker_Lotfi; alternate forms: Rigal-Huguet_Francoise and Huguet-
Rigal_Francoise; and subsumptions: Baldotto_Clarissa and Serodio da Rocha Baldotto_Clarissa). Transformation 
algorithms are available upon request, and the full mapping table is provided in Supplemental File 1. 
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Gender mapping 
We first mapped names to genders using US census data, which includes the relative frequencies of given names by 
gender in the population of US birth from 1880 to 2017. We calculated the gender ratio for names that appeared as 
both male and female. For names with gender ratio >0.9 for one gender (e.g., John, Rebecca), we assigned the name 
to that gender. To expand gender mapping to include names that are more frequently seen internationally (e.g., Jean, 
Andreas), we used a program that searches from a dictionary containing gender information about names from most 
European countries as well as some Asian and Middle Eastern countries.10 For unmatched first names (e.g., Dana, 
Michele), we manually reviewed for potential gender assignment. For some names that are masculine in certain 
countries and feminine in others (e.g., Andrea, Daniele, and Pascale are masculine in Italy and feminine elsewhere), 
we mapped based on surnames. Finally, we performed manual internet searches for the remaining unmapped full 
names associated with a longevity of greater than one year. 

A total of 25,698 (88%) authors were assigned to the categories of woman (N=8,511; 29.2%) or man (N=17,187; 
58.9%). Most of the unassigned could not be determined because they only appeared with initials (N=2,716; 9.3%) 
in the primary publication and MEDLINE. The remaining N=685 (2.3%) were ambiguously gendered names that 
could not be resolved through manual searching. The full mapping table is provided in Supplemental File 2. 

Author impact score – further details 
The author impact score is calculated per manuscript using four coefficients: 1) author role; 2) trial type; 3) citation 
score; 4) primary versus updated analysis. The coefficients are multiplied to arrive at the score, and the total author 
impact score is summed across all of their published manuscripts. 

Author Role: First and last author roles are assigned a coefficient of three; middle authors are assigned a coefficient 
of one. When joint authorship is denoted in a MEDLINE record, there is an additional attribute “EqualContrib” that 
is set to “Y” (yes). We look for this during the parsing process and treat these authors as first or last authors when 
the attribute is detected. 

Trial Type: Any prospective trial with randomization is denoted as randomized and the authors of any manuscript 
reporting on such a trial are assigned a coefficient of two. Non-randomized trials are assigned a coefficient of one. 
For manuscripts that reported on more than one trial with mixed designs (i.e., one or more randomized and one or 
more non-randomized trials), the randomized coefficient was used. 

Citation Score: We programmatically obtained a snapshot of citation counts from Google Scholar from September 
2019 and used unadjusted total citations as the citation score coefficient for the years 1946-2008. For more recent 
publications, it is clear that citation count is not a good measure of their impact, as they are still accruing citations. 
Therefore, we have calculated a blended citation score for articles published between 2009-2018, adding the phased 
in median citation count for the journal tier in which the article was published for the years 1946-2008 (see eTables 
4 & 5 and eFigure 13). The citations scores are normalized to the manuscript with the maximum number of citations 
(Stupp et al. 200511, with 13,341 citations), such that the maximum citation score is one. 

Updates: The baseline coefficient is one. For updates, this score is multiplied by a half-life decay coefficient; i.e., 
scores for the first update are multiplied by 50%; scores for the second update by 25%; and so forth. This rule is 
applied equally to updates and subgroup analyses. For manuscripts that reported on pooled updates of more than one 
trial, the score was multiplied by the half-life coefficient corresponding to the update that resulted in the maximum 
score. 

Examples: The following examples illustrate the author impact score for a variety of scenarios: 

John Smith is the first author of the primary report of a phase III RCT, which was published in 1975 and has been 
cited 1000 times. His impact score for this manuscript is 3 x 2 x 1000/13,341 x 1 = 0.4497. 

Jane Doe is the middle author of the primary report of a non-randomized trial which was published in 2005 and has 
been cited 50 times. Her impact score for this manuscript is 1 x 1 x 50/13,341 x 1 = 0.0037. 

Mary Smith is the last author of the first update of a phase III RCT which was published in an upper tier journal in 
2015 and has been cited 50 times. Her impact score for this manuscript is 3 x 2 x (313.6 + 50)/13,341 x 0.5 = 
0.0818. 

George Doe is the middle author of the second update of a non-randomized trial which was published in a lower tier 
journal in 2018 and has been cited 1 times. His impact score for this manuscript is 1 x 1 x (1 + 79)/13,341 x 0.25 = 
0.0015.  
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Subspecialty designation based on trial characteristics 
The majority of publications report on a clinical trial carried out in one disease or several diseases mapping to the 
same subspecialty. For publications studying diseases that map to more than one subspecialty, each author’s impact 
score for that publication was divided evenly across the subspecialties. Several clinical trials employ a site-agnostic 
approach, e.g., to a “cancer of unknown primary” or to biomarker-defined subsets of cancers (e.g., a basket trial12); 
for these, impact across subspecialties was split manually (eTable 6).  

Subspecialty designation based on authorship 
Authors were eligible for assignment to a primary subspecialty based on whether they were a first or last author at 
least once in the subspecialty or whether they had a cumulative impact in the subspecialty of at least one standard 
deviation below the mean of the author impact score of all authors. Authors who met either of these criteria were 
assigned to a primary subspecialty based on where the majority of their impact lies; if an author had equal impact in 
two or more subspecialties they were assigned equally to the subspecialties. This assignment was recalculated on an 
annual basis if the author had new publications, and primary subspecialty was re-assigned if a new subspecialty met 
either of the criteria and the impact in that subspecialty was higher than in the previous primary subspecialty. 
Authors not meeting either of these criteria were assigned a primary subspecialty of “None” and were not included 
in the homophily analysis or the network visualization. 

Co-authorship score – further details 
For each pairwise collaboration, as defined by co-authorship on the same manuscript, a co-authorship score was 
calculated and used as the edge weight; duplicated edges were allowed to reflect the fact that weights could be 
distributed in a non-even fashion (e.g., two co-authors could be middle authors on a lower-impact publication as 
well as senior authors on a separate high-impact publication). This score was first calculated by multiplying the 
individual authors’ manuscript-specific impact scores together. In order to acknowledge the role of middle authors 
in large multi-institutional studies, this preliminary score was divided by the total number of authors on the 
manuscript. This has the effect of decreasing the weight of any individual co-authorship relationship in a paper with 
many authors, while allowing the overall weight of the neighborhood consisting of all co-authorship connections to 
increase linearly with the number of authors (see examples below). 

Co-authorship score for edge weighting - examples 
The following examples only show the effect of the author role coefficient, for simplicity. 

Example #1: A manuscript with three authors (one first, one middle, one last). There is one senior-senior co-author 
relationship, with weight (3 x 3)/3 = 3. There are two middle-senior co-author relationships, with weight (3 x 1)/3 = 
1. Total edge weight for this manuscript is therefore 3 + (2 x 1) = 5. 

Example #2: A manuscript with six authors (one first, four middle, one last). There is one senior-senior co-author 
relationship, with weight (3 x 3)/6 = 1.5. There are eight middle-senior co-author relationships, with weight (3 x 1)/6 
= 0.5. There are six middle-middle co-author relationships, with weight (1 x 1)/6 = >

Q
. Total edge weight for this 

manuscript is therefore 1.5 + (8 x 0.5) + (6 x >
Q
) = 6.5.  
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eFigures 
 

 

eFigure 1. CONSORT diagram of author eligibility selection process 
Note that any publication e-published on or after January 1, 2019 was not assessed for eligibility and is not included 
here. Publications e-published on or prior to December 31, 2018 were eligible, regardless of when the print 
manuscript was published. 
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eFigure 2. Number of authors per publication over time 
The LOESS curve shows a near-linear rise is authors per publication from 1970-2005, followed by a steeper rise 
over the past 15 years. 
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eFigure 3. Author longevity over time 
The LOESS curve shows a slow but sustained increase in authors with extended longevity, even though the median 
longevity remains at <1 year across all cumulative years. Horizontal lines (e.g., that at 59 years from 2008 onwards) 
are not artifacts – these represent authors whose productive period has ended (e.g., due to retirement); given that the 
networks are cumulative they will remain at their final longevity. 
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eFigure 4. Dominant authors’ share of the field over time 
Given the log-linear growth of the network, the dominant authors’ share of the total impact decreases over time, 
although the ratio of their impact to the median impact increases. 
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eFigure 5. Betweenness centrality (BC) over time 
Note that while the y-scale is the same for both curves, they should be interpreted separately. For those with 1% 
highest BC, the LOESS curve shows what proportion of total summative BC they have in the network; this 
proportion has been near 100% for the past 15 years. For those with BC <1% of the maximum, the LOESS curve 
shows what proportion of authors falls into this category. The extreme discrepancy between a very few authors 
having most of the BC and almost all others having none in recent years is suggestive of scale-free effects. 
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eFigure 6. Proportion of first/last authorship over time 
The LOESS curve shows a continuous downward trend in the proportion of first/last authorship over time. Note that 
in contrast to most of the other figures, this one is not showing cumulative data; each year represents manuscripts 
published in that year. 
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eFigure 7. Density distribution of author impact, 2018 
The author impact scale is logarithmic. Vertical white lines represent the mean ± 1 standard deviation. 
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eFigure 8. Total impact versus longevity, 1946-2017 
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eFigure 9. Homophily versus PageRank, 1946-2017 
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eFigure 10. Normalized author score distributions, sensitivity analysis 
The permutation shown in each panel is the intersection of the two axes; e.g., the center panel is the baseline 
analysis, and the bottom left panel is the permutation where the trial design coefficient is reduced by 50% and the 
author role coefficient is reduced by 67%.  
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eFigure 11. Assortativity and modularity, sensitivity analysis 
The permutation shown in each panel is the intersection of the two axes; e.g., the center panel is the baseline 
analysis, and the bottom left panel is the permutation where the trial design coefficient is reduced by 50% and the 
author role coefficient is reduced by 67%.  
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eFigure 12. Density distribution of PageRank scores, 2018 
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eFigure 13. Article citation score over time 
Black points represent the median and black bars represent the interquartile range for the citation score of articles 
published in that year; the LOESS curve shows that since 1980 the citation score has been steady-to-slightly 
increasing. Note that as described in the eMethods, citation score is equivalent to citations for the years 1946-2008, 
and is a blended score based on citations and journal tier for the years 2009-2018 (see eTable 5). 
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eTables 
 
eTable 1. Mapping of HemOnc.org cancer subtype and site-agnostic pages to subspecialties 

Disease-specific or site-agnostic page MAPS TO: Subspecialty 

Breast cancer 

Breast oncology 

Breast cancer, ER/PR-positive 

Breast cancer, HER2-positive 

Breast cancer, triple negative 

Breast cancer, BRCA-mutated 

Breast cancer, PIK3CA-mutated 

Adenocarcinoma of unknown primarya 

BRAFb 

EGFRb 

ERBB2 (HER2)b 

ERBB3 (HER3)b 

SMO or PTCH1 (Hedgehog)b 

Central nervous system melanoma 

Dermatologic oncology 

Cutaneous basal cell carcinoma 

Cutaneous squamous cell carcinoma 

Melanoma 

Melanoma, BRAF-mutated 

Melanoma, NRAS-mutated 

Merkel cell carcinoma 

Uveal melanoma 

Adrenocortical carcinoma 

Endocrine oncology 

Neuroendocrine tumor 

Pancreatic neuroendocrine tumor 

Pheochromocytoma 

Thyroid cancer 

Thyroid cancer, BRAF-mutated 

BRAFb 

NTRKb 

Anal cancer 

Gastrointestinal oncology 

Cholangiocarcinoma 

Colon cancer 

Colon cancer, KRAS wild-type 

Esophageal cancer 

Gallbladder cancer Gastrointestinal oncology, cont. 
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Disease-specific or site-agnostic page MAPS TO: Subspecialty 

Gastric cancer 

Hepatoblastoma 

Hepatocellular carcinoma 

Pancreatic cancer 

Periampullary adenocarcinoma 

Rectal cancer 

Adenocarcinoma of unknown primarya 

BRAFb 

EGFRb 

ERBB2 (HER2)b 

ERBB3 (HER3)b 

MSI-H or dMMRb 

NTRKb 

SMO or PTCH1 (Hedgehog)b 

Bladder cancer 

Genitourinary oncology 

Neuroblastoma 

Penile cancer 

Prostate cancer 

Renal cell carcinoma 

Testicular cancer 

Wilms tumor 

Adenocarcinoma of unknown primarya 

BRAFb 

EGFRb 

ERBB2 (HER2)b 

ERBB3 (HER3)b 

SMO or PTCH1 (Hedgehog)b 

Cervical cancer 

Gynecologic oncology 

Endometrial cancer 

Gestational trophoblastic neoplasia 

Ovarian cancer 

Vulvar cancer 

Adenocarcinoma of unknown primarya 

BRAFb 

EGFRb 

ERBB2 (HER2)b 

ERBB3 (HER3)b 

MSI-H or dMMRb Gynecologic oncology, cont. 
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Disease-specific or site-agnostic page MAPS TO: Subspecialty 

SMO or PTCH1 (Hedgehog)b 

Head and neck cancer 

Head and neck oncology 

Nasopharyngeal carcinoma 

Oropharyngeal cancer 

BRAFb 

EGFRb 

ERBB2 (HER2)b 

NTRKb 

SMO or PTCH1 (Hedgehog)b 

Adult T-cell leukemia-lymphoma 

Lymphoid malignancy 

Anaplastic large cell lymphoma 

B-cell acute lymphoblastic leukemia 

B-cell acute lymphoblastic leukemia, Ph+ 

Burkitt lymphoma 

Chronic lymphocytic leukemia 

Central nervous system lymphoma 

Classic Hodgkin lymphoma 

Cutaneous T-cell lymphoma 

Diffuse large B-cell lymphoma 

Extranodal NK-T-cell lymphoma nasal type 

Follicular lymphoma 

Hairy cell leukemia 

HIV-associated lymphoma 

Hodgkin lymphoma nodular lymphocyte-predominant 

Mantle cell lymphoma 

Marginal zone lymphoma 

Mediastinal gray-zone lymphoma 

NK-T-cell lymphoma 

Peripheral T-cell lymphoma 

Post-transplant lymphoproliferative disorder 

Primary mediastinal B-cell lymphoma 

T-cell acute lymphoblastic leukemia 

Transformed lymphoma 

Allogeneic stem cell transplanta 

Acute myeloid leukemia 

Myeloid malignancy Acute myeloid leukemia, FLT3-positive 

Acute myeloid leukemia, IDH-mutated 

Acute promyelocytic leukemia Myeloid malignancy, cont. 
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Disease-specific or site-agnostic page MAPS TO: Subspecialty 

Aplastic anemia 

Blastic plasmacytoid dendritic cell neoplasm 

Chronic myelogenous leukemia 

Chronic myelomonocytic leukemia 

Central nervous system leukemia 

Erdheim-Chester disease 

Essential thrombocythemia 

Hypereosinophilic syndrome 

Langerhans cell histiocytosis 

Myelodysplastic syndrome 

Myelofibrosis 

Polycythemia vera 

Rosai-Dorfman-Destombes disease 

Systemic mastocytosis 

Allogeneic stem cell transplanta 

BRAFb 

Anaplastic glioma 

Neuro-oncology 

CNS carcinoma 

Glioblastoma 

Low-grade glioma 

Medulloblastoma 

Meningioma 

Light-chain (AL) amyloidosis 

Plasma cell disorders 

Multiple myeloma 

Plasma cell leukemia 

POEMS syndrome 

Waldenström macroglobulinemia 

BRAFb 

Bone sarcoma 

Sarcoma 

Ewing sarcoma 

Gastrointestinal stromal tumor 

Osteosarcoma 

Rhabdomyosarcoma 

Soft tissue sarcoma 

Vascular sarcoma 

NTRKb 

Mesothelioma Thoracic oncology 

Non-small cell lung cancer Thoracic oncology, cont. 
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Disease-specific or site-agnostic page MAPS TO: Subspecialty 

Non-small cell lung cancer, ALK-positive 

Non-small cell lung cancer, BRAF-mutated 

Non-small cell lung cancer, EGFR-mutated 

Non-small cell lung cancer, ROS1-positive 

Small cell lung cancer 

Thymoma 

Adenocarcinoma of unknown primarya 

BRAFb 

EGFRb 

ERBB2 (HER2)b 

ERBB3 (HER3)b 

SMO or PTCH1 (Hedgehog)b 

Acquired coagulopathy 

Unmappedc 

Antiphospholipid antibody syndrome 

Atypical hemolytic uremic syndrome 

Autoimmune cytopenia 

Autologous stem cell transplant 

Castleman disease 

Cold agglutinin disease 

Graft versus host disease 

Hemophagocytic lymphohistiocytosis 

Heparin-induced thrombocytopenia 

Hereditary hemorrhagic telangiectasia 

Immune thrombocytopenia 

Inherited coagulopathy 

Large granular lymphocytic leukemia 

Paroxysmal nocturnal hemoglobinuria 

Sickle cell anemia 

Stem cell mobilization 

Thrombocytopenia in liver disease 

Thrombotic thrombocytopenic purpura 

Venous thromboembolism 

aThese disease-agnostic pages were mapped at the individual reference level; see eTable 6. 
bThese pages are organized by molecular target and were mapped at the individual reference level; see eTable 6. 
cUnmapped pages were removed from the analysis. 
BRAF: B-Raf proto-oncogene, serine/threonine kinase; dMMR: deficient mismatch repair; EGFR: epidermal growth 
factor receptor; ERBB2/HER2: erb-b2 receptor tyrosine kinase 2; ERBB3/HER3: erb-b2 receptor tyrosine kinase 3; 
MSI-H: microsatellite instability-high; NTRK: neurotrophic receptor tyrosine kinase; POEMS: polyneuropathy, 
organomegaly, endocrinopathy, monoclonal gammopathy, skin changes; PTCH1: patched 1; SMO: smoothened, 
frizzled class receptor 
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eTable 2. Study characteristics for the final cumulative network 
Characteristics Publications, No. (%)a Authors per publication, median 

(IQR) 
Authors, No. (%)a Gender %, man/woman/unknown 

Trial design 

  Randomized clinical trial (RCT) 3,840 (68.6) 18 (13-23) 22,761 (78) 61/27/11 

    “Positive” RCTb 2,131 (55.5) 19 (14-24) 15,340 (52.5) 65/28/7 

    “Negative” RCTc 1,534 (39.9) 17 (12-21) 12,474 (42.7) 65/25/10 

    Unknown outcome RCTd 175 (4.6) 18 (13-22) 2,141 (7.3) 67/26/7 

  Non-randomized 1,759 (31.4) 15 (11-20) 11,687 (40) 60/31/8 
Publication type 

  Primary 4,800 (85.7) 17 (12-22) 28,087 (96.2) 60/29/12 

  Update 799 (14.3) 18 (13-22) 6,773 (23.2) 67/30/3 

Journal 

  Journal of Clinical Oncology 1,595 (28.5) 13 (10-18) 12,140 (41.6) 66/28/6 

  Lancet journalse 710 (12.7) 19 (13-22) 8,193 (28.1) 68/30/1 

  New England Journal of Medicine 495 (8.8) 15 (10-23) 5,665 (19.4) 70/29/0 

  Blood journalsf 495 (8.8) 16 (11-20) 4,167 (14.3) 63/34/3 

Other 2,304 (41.2) 11 (8-16) 16,458 (56.4) 59/25/16 

Subspecialty 

  Lymphoid malignancy 1,229 (21.5) 13 (9-19) 7,134 (24.4) 60/32/8 

  Breast oncology 810 (14.2) 12.5 (9-18) 4,756 (16.3) 57/31/12 

  Gastrointestinal oncology 757 (13.2) 14 (10-19) 5,736 (19.6) 64/22/14 

  Thoracic oncology 598 (10.5) 14 (10-18) 3,886 (13.3) 65/24/11 

  Myeloid malignancy 520 (9.1) 15 (11-20) 3,603 (12.3) 63/30/7 

  Genitourinary oncology 467 (8.2) 12 (8-17) 2,997 (10.3) 69/24/8 

  Plasma cell disorders 399 (7) 16 (10-21) 2,527 (8.7) 59/34/6 

  Gynecologic oncology 302 (5.3) 10 (7-15) 1,870 (6.4) 60/29/11 

  Dermatologic oncology 174 (3) 16 (11-22) 1,258 (4.3) 64/30/6 

  Sarcoma 144 (2.5) 13 (10-19) 1,163 (4) 64/30/6 
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  Head and neck oncology 136 (2.4) 13 (10-19) 1,360 (4.7) 67/24/9 

  Neuro-oncology 116 (2) 13.5 (11-21) 1,097 (3.8) 68/28/4 

  Endocrine oncology 66 (1.2) 13 (7.25-19) 621 (2.1) 63/30/7 
Total 5,599 (100) 13 (9-19) 29,197 (100) 59/29/12 

aPercentages may not total 100 because of rounding or because a publication and/or author can belong to more than one category. 
bRCTs where there is a statistically significant primary outcome, defined as p-value £0.10 for a superiority design or meeting the prespecified boundary for a 
non-inferiority or equivalence design. 
cRCTs with a control arm where there is not a statistically signifcant primary outcome, defined as p-value >0.10 for a superiority design or failing to meet the 
prespecified boundary for a non-inferiority or equivalence design. 
dRCTs with no outcome reported or not yet curated on HemOnc.org. 
eIncludes Lancet, Lancet Diabetes & Endocrinology, Lancet Gastroenterology & Hepatology, Lancet Haematology, Lancet Oncology, and Lancet Respiratory 
Medicine 
fIncludes Blood and Blood Advances 
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eTable 3. Sensitivity analysis results 
Author role coefficient 
(adjustment) 

Trial design coefficient Assortativity, r Modularity, r 

1 or 5 (+67%) 1 (-50%) 0.975 0.987 

1 or 5 (+67%) 1 or 2 (baseline) 0.977 0.999 

1 or 5 (+67%) 1 or 3 (+50%) 0.971 0.995 

1 or 3 (baseline) 1 (-50%) 0.996 0.988 

1 or 3 (baseline) 1 or 2 (baseline) 1.000 1.000 

1 or 3 (baseline) 1 or 3 (+50%) 0.999 0.991 

1 (-67%) 1 (-50%) 0.815 0.991 

1 (-67%) 1 or 2 (baseline) 0.824 0.995 

1 (-67%) 1 or 3 (+50%) 0.827 0.981 
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eTable 4. Journal tiers of the 195 journals with publications in the analyzed database 

Journal titlea Newer titleb Tierc 
J Am Med Assoc JAMA 

Upper 

JAMA  

Lancet  

N Engl J Med  

Nature  

Science  

Ann Intern Med  

Middle 

Ann Neurol  

Ann Oncol  

Arch Intern Med  

Blood  

Br Med J  

Cancer Discov  

Clin Cancer Res  

Eur Urol  

Gut  

Hepatology  

J Allergy Clin Immunol  

J Clin Oncol  

J Hepatol  

J Natl Cancer Inst  

J Natl Cancer Inst Monogr J Natl Cancer Inst 

J Thorac Oncol  

JAMA Oncol  

Lancet Diabetes Endocrinol  

Lancet Gastroenterol Hepatol  

Lancet Haematol  

Lancet Oncol  

Lancet Respir Med  

Leukemia  

Nat Med  

Sci Transl Med  

Acta Oncol  

Lower 
Adv Ther  

AJR Am J Roentgenol  

Am J Clin Oncol  
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Journal titlea Newer titleb Tierc 
Am J Hematol  

Lower, cont. 

Am J Med  

Am J Obstet Gynecol  

Am J Pediatr Hematol Oncol  

Am J Roentgenol Radium Ther Nucl Med AJR Am J Roentgenol 

Am J Transplant  

Ann Hematol  

Ann Surg  

Ann Surg Oncol  

Ann Transl Med  

Anticancer Drugs  

Anticancer Res  

Arch Dermatol  

Asia Pac J Clin Oncol  

Asian J Urol  

Asian Pac J Cancer Prev  

Biol Blood Marrow Transplant  

Biomed Pharmacother  

BJU Int  

Blood Adv  

Blood Cancer J  

BMC Cancer  

BMC Med  

Bone Marrow Transplant  

Br J Cancer  

Br J Dermatol  

Br J Haematol  

Br J Obstet Gynaecol  

Br J Surg  

Br J Urol BJU Int 

Breast Cancer  

Breast Cancer Res  

Breast Cancer Res Treat  

Bull Cancer  

Can Med Assoc J  

Cancer  

Cancer Chemother Pharmacol  

Cancer Chemother Rep  
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Journal titlea Newer titleb Tierc 
Cancer Clin Trials Am J Clin Oncol 

Lower, cont. 

Cancer Commun (Lond)  

Cancer Immunol Immunother  

Cancer Invest  

Cancer J  

Cancer J Sci Am  

Cancer Med  

Cancer Res  

Cancer Res Treat  

Cancer Sci  

Cancer Treat Rep  

Chest  

Chin J Cancer  

Clin Breast Cancer  

Clin Colorectal Cancer  

Clin Genitourin Cancer  

Clin Infect Dis  

Clin Lung Cancer  

Clin Lymphoma Clin Lymphoma Myeloma Leuk 

Clin Lymphoma Myeloma Clin Lymphoma Myeloma Leuk 

Clin Lymphoma Myeloma Leuk  

Clin Ther  

Dig Dis Sci  

Dis Esophagus  

Drug Des Devel Ther  

EClinicalMedicine  

Endocr Relat Cancer  

ESMO Open  

Eur J Cancer  

Eur J Cancer Clin Oncol Eur J Cancer 

Eur J Haematol  

Eur J Surg Oncol  

Exp Hematol  

Future Oncol  

Gastric Cancer  

Gynecol Oncol  

Haematol Blood Transfus  

Haematologica  
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Journal titlea Newer titleb Tierc 
Head Neck  

Lower, cont. 

Health Qual Life Outcomes  

Hematol J Haematologica 

Hematol Oncol  

Hematol Oncol Clin North Am  

Hematology  

Int J Cancer  

Int J Clin Oncol  

Int J Colorectal Dis  

Int J Gynecol Cancer  

Int J Hematol  

Int J Immunopharmacol  

Int J Oncol  

Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys  

Interact Cardiovasc Thorac Surg  

Invest New Drugs  

J Am Acad Dermatol  

J BUON  

J Cancer Res Clin Oncol  

J Chemother  

J Clin Endocrinol Metab  

J Coll Physicians Surg Pak  

J Gastroenterol  

J Geriatr Oncol  

J Hematol Oncol  

J Immunother  

J Immunother Cancer  

J Interferon Cytokine Res  

J Mt Sinai Hosp N Y  

J Neurooncol  

J Neurosurg  

J Pediatr  

J Surg Oncol  

J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg  

J Thromb Haemost  

J Transl Med  

J Urol  

Jpn J Clin Oncol  
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Journal titlea Newer titleb Tierc 
Leuk Lymphoma  

Lower, cont. 

Leuk Res  

Lung Cancer  

Med Oncol  

Med Pediatr Oncol Pediatr Blood Cancer 

Medicine (Baltimore)  

Melanoma Res  

Mol Ther  

Neoplasia  

Neth J Med  

Neuro Oncol  

Neurology  

Neurosurg Focus  

Obstet Gynecol  

Oncologist  

Oncology  

Oncology (Williston Park)  

Oncotarget  

Onkologie  

Pediatr Blood Cancer  

Pediatrics  

PLoS One  

Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A  

Prostate Cancer Prostatic Dis  

Qual Life Res  

Radiother Oncol  

Recenti Prog Med  

Respirology  

Sarcoma  

Scand J Haematol Eur J Haem 

Scand J Urol Nephrol  

Sci Rep  

Semin Hematol  

Semin Oncol  

Strahlenther Onkol  

Surg Gynecol Obstet  

Surg Today  

Surgery  
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Journal titlea Newer titleb Tierc 
Target Oncol  

Lower, cont. 

Tumori  

Urol Oncol  

Urology  

World J Gastroenterol  

World J Urol  

Zhonghua Xue Ye Xue Za Zhi  

aJournal titles are abbreviated in standard ISO 4 format. 
bDiscontinued titles were mapped to their newer counterpart, when applicable.  
cJournals in the upper tier had an impact factor (IF) of at least 40 and are high-impact general medical journals; 
journals in the middle tier had an IF of 10 to 40 and are high-impact subspecialty journals; and journals in the lower 
tier had an IF of less than 10, as of 2019. If the IF was not available, assignment to tier was by consensus of the co-
authors. 
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eTable 5. Adjusted citation score for manuscripts published between 2009-2018 
Year Phase-in Upper tiera Middle tiera Lower tiera 

2009 10% 44.8 24 7.9 

2010 20% 89.6 48 15.8 

2011 30% 134.4 72 23.7 

2012 40% 179.2 96 31.6 

2013 50% 224 120 39.5 

2014 60% 268.8 144 47.4 

2015 70% 313.6 168 55.3 

2016 80% 358.4 192 63.2 

2017 90% 403.2 216 71.1 

2018 100% 448 240 79 

aThis number is added to the citation count of the manuscript. In 2018, this number represents the median number of 
citations for all articles in the database published in that journal tier between 1946-2008. See eTable 4 for mapping 
of journals to tiers. 
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eTable 6. Re-mapping of site-agnostic references 
Reference Trial type Re-mapping 

Briasoulis et al. 200013 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

GEFCAPI 0114 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

GEFCAPI 0215 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

Greco et al. 2000a16 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

Greco et al. 2000b17 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

Greco et al. 200218 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

Hainsworth et al 199219 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

Hainsworth et al. 200720 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

Hainsworth et al. 201021 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

Pentheroudakis et al. 200822 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

Pouessel et al. 200423 Adenocarcinoma of unknown 
primary 

Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

Andersson et al. 200224 Allogeneic stem cell 
transplanta 

Lymphoid malignancy; Myeloid malignancy 

Brunstein et al. 201125 Allogeneic stem cell 
transplanta 

Lymphoid malignancy; Myeloid malignancy 

Kohrt et al. 200926 Allogeneic stem cell 
transplanta 

Lymphoid malignancy; Myeloid malignancy 

Lowsky et al. 200527 Allogeneic stem cell 
transplanta 

Lymphoid malignancy; Myeloid malignancy 

Maris et al. 200328 Allogeneic stem cell 
transplanta 

Lymphoid malignancy; Myeloid malignancy 

Mohty et al. 201429 Allogeneic stem cell 
transplanta 

Lymphoid malignancy; Myeloid malignancy 

Russell et al. 200230 Allogeneic stem cell 
transplanta 

Lymphoid malignancy; Myeloid malignancy 

BRF11701931 Basket trialb Endocrine oncology 

MyPathway32 Basket trialb Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Head and Neck oncology; Thoracic oncology 

VE-BASKET33 Basket trialb Thoracic oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Plasma Cell Disorders; 
Myeloid malignancy; Endocrine oncology 

MSK 15-33534 Basket trialb Thoracic oncology 

SUMMIT35 Basket trialb Breast oncology; Gastrointestinal oncology; Genitourinary oncology; 
Gynecologic oncology; Thoracic oncology 

KEYNOTE-016a36 Basket trialb Gastrointestinal oncology 

KEYNOTE-016b37 Basket trialb Gastrointestinal oncology; Gynecologic oncology 

LOXO-TRK-1400138 Basket trialb Head and Neck oncology; Sarcoma; Endocrine oncology; Gastrointestinal 
oncology 

aMost allogeneic stem cell transplant trials on HemOnc.org are located on the disease-specific page(s) for which the 
treatment is intended. The trials here were nonrestrictive but in all cases patients with lymphoid and myeloid 
malignancies were evaluated. 
bFor basket trials, only those subtypes with at least 5 studied patients were included in the re-mapping. In the first 
KEYNOTE-016 publication (Le et al. 2015), only gastrointestinal oncology had at least 5 patients; in the second (Le 
et al. 2017), both gastrointestinal and gynecologic oncology had at least 5 patients. 
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