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LLMs Solve Complex Clinical Challenges

70 NEJM CPCs, January 2021 to December 
2022

143 diagnostic cases from January 2021 to 
September 2024
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Cases have 20-30 citations to 
the clinical literature

NEJM Clinicopathologic Conference
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Introducing Dr. CaBot: The AI Expert Discussant









https://docs.google.com/file/d/1Gqzszl89uc2CdxrwVVjSulLyHQ81UmlQ/preview
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Evaluation

Assigned 5 internal medicine physicians either:
1) The original expert discussion section published in NEJM
2) A discussion section generated by Dr. CaBot
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In a blinded comparison physicians misclassified the source of the 
differential in 46 of 62 (74%) of trials.



Evaluation
CaBot rated as overall higher quality across 44 trials.



cpcbench.com





Acknowledgements  

Riccardo Conci, Peter G Brodeur, Jason 
Gusdorf, Sourik Beltrán, Bita Behrouzi, 
Byron Crowe, Jacob Dockterman, 
Muzzammil Muhammad, Sarah Ohnigian, 
Andrew Sanchez, James A Diao, Aashna P 
Shah, Daniel Restrepo, Eric S Rosenberg, 
Andrew S Lea, Marinka Zitnik, Scott H 
Podolsky, Zahir Kanjee, Raja-Elie E 
Abdulnour, Jacob M Koshy, Adam Rodman, 
Arjun K Manrai

Preprint

Website


