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Association analyses of more than 140,000 men identify 63 new prostate cancer susceptibility loci.
Nature Genetics, 2018, 50, 928-936.

Artificial intelligence for diagnosis and grading of prostate cancer in biopsies: a population-based,

diagnostic study. Lancet Oncology, The, 2020, 21, 222-232. 10.7 364

Factors contributing to healthcare professional burnout during the COVID-19 pandemic: A rapid
turnaround global survey. PLoS ONE, 2020, 15, e0238217.

Prostate cancer screening in men aged 503€“69 years (STHLM3): a prospective population-based

diagnostic study. Lancet Oncology, The, 2015, 16, 1667-1676. 10.7 308

Trans-ancestry genome-wide association meta-analysis of prostate cancer identifies new susceptibility
loci and informs genetic risk prediction. Nature Genetics, 2021, 53, 65-75.

MRI-Targeted or Standard Biopsy in Prostate Cancer Screening. New England Journal of Medicine, 2021, 97.0 184
385, 908-920. :

Breast Cancer Screening in the Precision Medicine Era: Risk-Based Screening in a Population-Based
Trial. Journal of the National Cancer Institute, 2017, 109, djw290.

Comparison Between the Four-Rallikrein Panel and Prostate Health Index for Predicting Prostate 1.9 156
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Screening Mammograms. JAMA Oncology, 2020, 6, 1581.

Artificial intelligence for diagnosis and Gleason grading of prostate cancer: the PANDA challenge. 30.7 143
Nature Medicine, 2022, 28, 154-163. ’

Prostate-specific antigen (PSA) density in the diagnostic algorithm of prostate cancer. Prostate
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Effect of artificial intelligence-based triaging of breast cancer screening mammograms on cancer
detection and radiologist workload: a retrospective simulation study. The Lancet Digital Health, 2020, 12.3 122
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Fine-mapping of prostate cancer susceptibility loci in a large meta-analysis identifies candidate causal
variants. Nature Communications, 2018, 9, 2256.

Artificial intelligence assistance significantly improves Gleason grading of prostate biopsies by 5.5 84
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Prostate cancer screening using a combination of risk-prediction, MRI, and targeted prostate biopsies

(STHLM3-MRI): a prospective, population-based, randomised, open-label, non-inferiority trial. Lancet
Oncology, The, 2021, 22, 1240-1249.

Aggregate Cost of Mammography Screening in the United States: Comparison of Current Practice and

Advocated Guidelines. Annals of Internal Medicine, 2014, 160, 145. 3.9 79
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The Stockholm-3 Model for Prostate Cancer Detection: Algorithm Update, Biomarker Contribution, 1.9 68
and Reflex Test Potential. European Urology, 2018, 74, 204-210. :

Prediction of individual genetic risk to prostate cancer using a polygenic score. Prostate, 2015, 75,
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The Stockholm-3 (STHLM3) Model can Improve Prostate Cancer Diagnostics in Men Aged 504€“69 yr
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Effects of pre-notification, invitation length, questionnaire length and reminder on participation
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The WISDOM Personalized Breast Cancer Screening Trial: Simulation Study to Assess Potential Bias

and Analytic Approaches. JNCI Cancer Spectrum, 2018, 2, pry067. 2.9 25
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The Stockholm3 blood-test predicts clinically-significant cancer on biopsy: independent validation in a
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Identification of areas of grading difficulties in prostate cancer and comparison with artificial
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Artificial Intelligence for Diagnosis and Gleason Grading of Prostate Cancer in Biopsiesd€”Current

Status and Next Steps. European Urology Focus, 2021, 7, 687-691.

Association of 51+-Reductase Inhibitors With Prostate Cancer Mortality. JAMA Oncology, 2022, 8, 1019. 7.1 18

Clinical trial design during and beyond the pandemic: the I-SPY COVID trial. Nature Medicine, 2022, 28,
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Association Between Antidiabetic Medications and Prostate-Specific Antigen Levels and Biopsy Results. 5.9 16
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The impact of different prostate-specific antigen (PSA) testing intervals on Gleason score at diagnosis
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Intensity of Active Surveillance and Transition to Treatment in Men with Low-risk Prostate Cancer. 5.4 15
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Balancing Overdiagnosis and Early Detection of Prostate Cancer using the Stockholm-3 Model.
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Prognostic value of perineural invasion in prostate needle biopsies: a population-based study of
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The utility of artificial intelligence in the assessment of prostate pathology. Histopathology, 2020, 76,
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Interobserver reproducibility of perineural invasion of prostatic adenocarcinoma in needle biopsies.
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Real world treatment utilization patterns in patients with castration-resistant prostate cancer.
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