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Abstract

Background: Sexually transmitted infections (STIs) pose a significant public health challenge in the United States. Traditional
surveillance systems are adversely affected by data quality issues, underreporting of cases, and reporting delays, resulting in
missed prevention opportunities to respond to trends in disease prevalence. Search engine data can potentially facilitate an efficient
and economical enhancement to surveillance reporting systems established for STIs.

Objective: We aimed to develop and train a predictive model using reported STI case data from Chicago, Illinois, and to
investigate the model’s predictive capacity, timeliness, and ability to target interventions to subpopulations using Google Trends
data.

Methods: Deidentified STI case data for chlamydia, gonorrhea, and primary and secondary syphilis from 2011-2017 were
obtained from the Chicago Department of Public Health. The data set included race/ethnicity, age, and birth sex. Google Correlate
was used to identify the top 100 correlated search terms with “STD symptoms,” and an autocrawler was established using Google
Health Application Programming Interface to collect the search volume for each term. Elastic net regression was used to evaluate
prediction accuracy, and cross-correlation analysis was used to identify timeliness of prediction. Subgroup elastic net regression
analysis was performed for race, sex, and age.

Results: For gonorrhea and chlamydia, actual and predicted STI values correlated moderately in 2011 (chlamydia: r=0.65;
gonorrhea: r=0.72) but correlated highly (chlamydia: r=0.90; gonorrhea: r=0.94) from 2012 to 2017. However, for primary and
secondary syphilis, the high correlation was observed only for 2012 (r=0.79), 2013 (r=0.77), 2016 (0.80), and 2017 (r=0.84),
with 2011, 2014, and 2015 showing moderate correlations (r=0.55-0.70). Model performance was the most accurate (highest
correlation and lowest mean absolute error) for gonorrhea. Subgroup analyses improved model fit across disease and year.
Regression models using search terms selected from the cross-correlation analysis improved the prediction accuracy and timeliness
across diseases and years.

Conclusions: Integrating nowcasting with Google Trends in surveillance activities can potentially enhance the prediction and
timeliness of outbreak detection and response as well as target interventions to subpopulations. Future studies should prospectively
examine the utility of Google Trends applied to STI surveillance and response.

(JMIR Public Health Surveill 2020;6(4):e20588) doi: 10.2196/20588
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Introduction

Gonorrhea, chlamydia, and syphilis continue to pose a
significant public health challenge with approximately 3.7
million new diagnoses each year in the United States [1]. Rates
of sexually transmitted infections (STIs) increased from 2017
to 2018, with gonorrhea, chlamydia, and syphilis showing a rise
of 2.9%, 5.0%, and 14.9%, respectively [2]. Despite these
documented increases, many cases remain undiagnosed and
unreported; as a result, the true burden of these STIs is likely
much greater [1]. The purpose of STI surveillance is to estimate
the morbidity and mortality of disease as well as enhance
the ability to predict and respond to disease patterns.
Disparities in the rates of STIs by age, sex, race, and region
have been observed; timely and accurate detection of these
issues can support effective prevention and control [1].

National surveillance relies on mandatory laboratory and case
reporting, a system that produces data that
are often incomplete and limited in scope [3]. In addition
to data quality concerns, underreporting and reporting delays
result in missed opportunities to identify and respond to
trends in disease and limit the ability to guide STI control [3,4].
Although web–based and electronic systems for laboratory and
provider reporting can increase response timeliness, public
health agencies must still apply the processes of matching and
merging information, and detecting and removing duplicate
cases and reports, which adversely impacts the timeliness of
disease trend analysis [4]. Thus, there is a need to modernize
and enhance surveillance systems to detect the burden of disease
and improve the targeting of prevention and control activities
[2].

Although the internet is not a “new” technology, it is relatively
new to the surveillance of infectious diseases. In 2004,
Eysenbach coined the term “infodemiology” to describe the
distribution of determinants of information on the internet and
“infoveillance” to refer to syndromic surveillance of disease
via the internet [5]. As the internet is a portal for free,
asynchronous, and anonymously available health information,
search engine data may provide an additional venue for
surveillance efforts, thus leading to earlier detection of trends
and increased ability to monitor impacts and regional geographic
spread. Previous studies have examined the utility of Google
Trends to monitor infectious diseases such as influenza, dengue,
Lyme disease, and COVID-19 [6-9]. Search engine data have
the potential to provide efficient and economical enhancement
to the  surveillance system established for
STIs. Google Trends allows the download of deidentified
search engine data trends, which can be used to investigate
the implications of trends in STI-related search terms in relation
to STI rates as well as facilitate disease nowcasting [10]. The
term “nowcasting” refers to developing estimates of data in real
time as the true data are being collected [11]. In reference to
STIs, search engine data may provide the ability to determine
trends in real time, which significantly enhances the current
surveillance system [12]. This innovative tool has the potential
to enable real–time surveillance of STIs, enhance understanding
of changing STI trends, predict outbreaks, and increase the
flexibility of the current system [3]. However, few studies, to

date, have used Google Trends to predict or forecast disease.
In a 2018 review, only 8.7% (9/104) of studies using Google
Trends for infodemiology included predictions or forecasting
[13].

We build on our previous study, which found that Google search
trend volume was positively and statistically significantly
correlated with reported annual rates of STIs at the state level
[12]. In this study, we develop and train a predictive model
using reported STI morbidity data from the Chicago Department
of Public Health (CDPH), and we investigate the predictive
capacity, timeliness, and ability to target interventions using
Google Trends data. Cook County, primarily encompassing
Chicago, is a large, diverse jurisdiction with the second highest
case counts (second to LA County, California) in the country
for chlamydia, gonorrhea, and primary and secondary syphilis
[2]. In conjunction with this high disease burden, Chicago has
high internet penetration [14], making it a suitable city for
testing our model [15].

Methods

A deidentified data set containing weekly STI case data for
chlamydia, gonorrhea, and primary and secondary syphilis for
2011-2017 was obtained from the CDPH. The Institutional
Review Board at the CDPH reviewed and approved the project
proposal as exempt. Gonorrhea and primary and secondary
syphilis have been nationally notifiable infections since 1944,
and chlamydia, since 2010 [16]. The STI case data are
aggregated to weekly counts for each case type (chlamydia,
gonorrhea, and syphilis), with the date assigned based on the
date the sample was obtained for testing. In addition to the STI
diagnosis code, the data set includes race/ethnicity, age, and
birth sex of the cases. Approximately 90% of all chlamydia and
gonorrhea laboratory test results are reported via electronic
laboratory reporting in real time via the Illinois National
Electronic Disease Surveillance System. Data are deduplicated
on a regular basis via built–in functionality or completed
manually. All gonorrhea– and chlamydia–positive labs reported
within >30 days are considered new cases. Reporting of syphilis
cases is submitted electronically and managed manually. There
were no specific STI city–wide prevention initiatives during
the time period. The data are considered to be an accurate
reflection of the rates of STIs in the city of Chicago [7].

The performance ability and predictive accuracy of the model
rely on the selection of the search terms. To account for the
breadth of terms that can possibly be used, the top 100 related
search terms were obtained from Google Correlate using the
initial term “std symptoms” [17]. All of the top 100 terms had
correlation coefficients>0.85. After determining the related
search terms, we established an autocrawler with Python [18]
and used it to collect search volume data for each of the terms.

We used Google Health Application Programming Interface
(API) (https://trends.google.com/trends/) data [19], which are
a scaled proportion of the volume of all searches for all terms.
The Google Health API results indicate the proportion of
searches about the terms requested out of all searches that took
place in Chicago per week for this time range, all multiplied by
a consistent factor to increase ease of use. We excluded search
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terms with an insufficient search volume (ie, incomplete or
absent search trend results returned by Google). The retrieved
search trend data were averaged on a weekly basis. None of the
search data in this study contain personal information or
individualized records of Internet search history.

The distributions of each of the STI case counts by week
comprised non–negative count variables. We applied Poisson
regression modelling as dictated by the outcome distribution
and in consideration of the Google Trends data [10]. The
primary equation of the model is log(µ) = Xb, where the response
follows a Poisson distribution with parameters including mean
μ. Coefficient vector b defines a linear combination Xb of the
predictors X.

As the number of search query terms increases and exceeds the
number of observations (in this case, the number of weeks), a
curse-of-dimensionality and small-n–large-p affect the model.
In addition, many of the query volumes may be zero because
many queries are irrelevant (ie, assuming sparsity). Regularized
regression schemes, such as lasso and elastic net, can solve this
problem [11]. We used the elastic net penalty as it completes
automatic variable selection and continuous shrinkage
simultaneously, and it can select from a group of correlated
variables, given the nature of correlated search queries [20].

We used a default parameter setting (10-fold cross validation
for elastic net implementation in MATLAB 2017b to select the
best regularization parameter lambda (λ) [21]. The queries
selected for the best λ were used as the final set for the Poisson
regression. We evaluated our approach for different values of
ridge parameter α, starting from .5 to 1.0, and we chose the best

parameter value based on the highest correlation coefficient
between the predicted and actual STI counts.

To estimate the potential time advantage of using the
internet-based search terms, we applied cross-correlation
analysis. Search terms were filtered by applying
cross-correlation analysis to estimate the temporal relationship
between the STI cases and Internet search volume derived from
each term. The results were obtained as product-moment
correlations between the 2 time series. The advantage of using
cross-correlation is that it accounts for time dependence between
2 time series variables. The time dependence between 2
variables is termed as lag, which indicates the degree and
direction of associations. A lag of –1 or +1 for assessing
correlation implies that the Google Trend data have shifted
backward or forward by 1 week from the CDPH data.
Cross-correlation analysis also reduces spurious correlations in
the subsequent regression analysis by excluding irrelevant
Internet search trends. Those search terms that lacked
statistically significant correlations or a definite time lag or lead
pattern were excluded. We measured our performance by using
the following metrics between the predicted and actual STI
counts: Pearson correlation r and mean absolute error (MAE).

Results

Epidemiologic Overview
From 2011 to 2017, there were 170,368 reported cases of
chlamydia, 65,224 reported cases of gonorrhea and 4278
reported cases of syphilis (Table 1).

Table 1. Demographic characteristics and number of laboratory–confirmed reported cases of chlamydia, gonorrhea, and syphilis by year for Chicago,
IL.

Syphilis, n (%)Gonorrhea, n (%)Chlamydia, n (%)Characteristics

312322Median age (years)

Sex, n (%)

2426 (74.39)36282 (55.74)66512 (33.63)Male

835 (25.61)28800 (44.26)131255 (66.36)Female

Race, n (%)

1965 (42.31)20117 (31.82)68687 (36.55)White

2246 (48.36)41003 (64.86)107631 (57.27)Black

433 (9.32)2096 (3.31)11594 (6.17)Other

Cases by year, n (%)

658 (1.70)8533 (23.14)27686 (75.07)2011

585 (1.50)9551 (25.224)27729 (73.23)2012

618 (1.60)8889 (24.23)27325 (74.18)2013

643 (1.80)7845 (22.11)26990 (76.07)2014

758 (2.05)7840 (21.27)28256 (76.67)2015

813 (1.96)10836 (26.15)29776 (71.87)2016

788 (1.84)11730 (27.40)30292 (70.75)2017
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Prediction
We evaluated the predictions of STI cases from the search terms
for 5 consecutive annual periods from 2011 to 2017 using elastic
net regression. Table 2 enumerates the performance results for
the model for years 2011 to 2017. For gonorrhea and chlamydia,
actual and predicted STI values correlated moderately in 2011
(chlamydia: r=0.65; gonorrhea: r=0.72) but correlated highly
(chlamydia: r=0.85-0.94; gonorrhea: r=0.82-0.90) from 2012
to 2017. However, for primary and secondary syphilis, the high
correlation was observed only for 2012 (0.79), 2013 (0.77),
2016 (0.80), and 2017 (0.84), with 2011, 2014, and 2015
showing moderate correlations (0.55-0.70). Though all the
Pearson correlation coefficients were significant, MAE ranged

from 1.55%-3.02% for primary and secondary syphilis,
7.95%-19.04% for gonorrhea, and 17.04%-37.98% for
chlamydia. Considering the high correlation in conjunction with
the low MAE, the model performed the best for gonorrhea.
Figures 1-3 present the graphical comparisons between the
predicted and actual STI values for the year 2017 for gonorrhea,
chlamydia, and syphilis. The search terms that appeared most
frequently across all 3 diseases were “std symptoms in men,”
“gonorrhea in men,” “yellow discharge,” “white creamy
discharge,” “week pregnant,” and “white discharge.” All of the
most common search terms relate to STI terminology,
symptomology, or pregnancy (indicator of exposure to STI via
condomless sex).

Table 2. Model prediction performance. P<.001 for all r values.

Primary and secondary syphilisChlamydiaGonorrheaYear

MAE (%)rMAE (%)rMAEa (%)r

2.500.7036.120.6512.560.722011

1.550.7925.340.8511.560.862012

2.240.7737.980.9419.040.882013

2.270.5620.010.9210.280.822014

3.020.5523.270.878.270.852015

2.450.7017.040.937.950.892016

1.940.7922.260.9110.230.902017

aMAE: Mean absolute error.

Figure 1. Graphical comparison between actual and predicted number of gonorrhea cases for 2017.
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Figure 2. Graphical comparison between the actual and predicted number of chlamydia cases for 2017.

Figure 3. Graphical comparison between the actual and predicted number of syphilis cases for 2017.

Subgroup Analyses
Following the same elastic net regression procedures, we
developed separate models for the race (Black vs Nonblack),
sex (male vs female), and age (<30 vs ≥30) subgroups. All the
subgroup models across all years and all diseases (gonorrhea,
chlamydia, and syphilis) performed optimally, showing high
correlation values and low MAEs (see Multimedia Appendix
1). To illustrate performance, Tables 3-5 provide the results of

elastic net regression for subgroup analyses for race, sex, and
age for the gonorrhea case data for each year from 2011 to 2017.
The subgroup models showed either similar or better
performance than the full models across diseases and years: the
correlations were high across subgroups of race, gender, and
age (0.82-0.98), while the MAEs were low (2.67%-11.54%).
The most frequent search terms for all 3 STIs for the category
“Black” were “chlamydia treatment,” “signs of STD,” “smelly
discharge,” “can pregnant,” and “creamy white discharge.”

JMIR Public Health Surveill 2020 | vol. 6 | iss. 4 | e20588 | p. 5http://publichealth.jmir.org/2020/4/e20588/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Johnson et alJMIR PUBLIC HEALTH AND SURVEILLANCE

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


Table 3. Subgroup (race) prediction performance for gonorrhea. P<.001 for all r values.

NonblackBlackYear

MAE (%)rMAEa (%)r

2.670.926.410.892011

3.700.898.810.852012

5.150.9311.540.922013

6.560.856.220.822014

5.860.844.540.902015

1.940.935.490.842016

2.710.914.60.922017

aMAE: Mean absolute error.

Table 4. Subgroup (gender) prediction performance for gonorrhea. P<.001 for all r values.

FemaleMaleYear

MAE (%)rMAEa (%)r

2.670.924.730.882011

3.700.894.00.932012

5.150.935.250.962013

6.560.854.260.942014

5.860.843.940.932015

4.120.885.700.922016

3.920.906.130.912017

aMAE: Mean absolute error.

Table 5. Subgroup (age) prediction performance for gonorrhea. P<.001 for all r values.

30 years and aboveLess than 30 yearsYear

MAE (%)rMAEa (%)r

3.170.819.150.832011

3.130.817.670.912012

4.420.867.590.972013

2.870.807.250.902014

2.780.872.300.982015

3.560.911.980.982016

3.920.837.220.912017

aMAE: Mean absolute error.

Cross-Correlation Analysis
First, we conducted a cross-correlation analysis to identify the
temporal relationship between the STI data and search terms
(ie, a lag or lead pattern). Table 6 shows the results for
chlamydia in the year 2017. The remaining results of the
cross-correlation analysis on the search terms for each disease
from 2012 to 2017 are included in Multimedia Appendix 2.
Trends for the search terms “feel pregnant” (r=–0.28, P=.04),
“treatment for chlamydia” (r=0.35, P=.01), “std” (r=–0.33,

P=.02), “two weeks” (r=0.28, P=.04), “crabs std” (r=–0.36,
P=.02), and “bleeding after period” (r=–0.32) coincided with
the gonorrhea data in 2015. Weekly case counts of gonorrhea
were preceded by 1 week by the trends of the following search
terms: “does chlamydia” (r=–0.34, P=.01), “std symptoms in
women” (r=0.31, P=.02), “gonorrhea” (r=–0.28, P=.04), and
“after period” (r=–0.31, P=.02). The trends of the following
search terms were correlated with the case counts of gonorrhea
1 week later: “wine while pregnant” (r=0.29, P=.04) and “talk
to women” (r=–0.30, P=.03).
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Table 6. Cross-correlation coefficients of reported cases of chlamydia using search term trend data for 2017a.

Lags (week)Search terms

10–1

Internet search terms that preceded gonorrhea case counts by 1 week

0.0010.01–0.34b (P=.01)does chlamydia

0.16–0.04–0.31b (P=.02)std symptoms in women

0.110.07–0.28b (P=.04)gonorrhea

0.04–0.180.29b (P=.04)samuel l jackson movies

-0.040.09–0.31b (P=.02)after period

Internet search terms that coincided with gonorrhea case counts

0.06–0.35b (P=.01)0.00treatment for chlamydia

0.12–0.28b (P=.04)–0.11a black eye

0.120.33b (P=.02)0.09std

0.080.28b (P=.04)–0.04two weeks

0.003–0.36b (P=.01)0.03crabs std

–0.15–0.28b (P=.04)–0.12feel pregnant

–0.005–0.32b (P=.02)–0.09bleeding after period

Internet search terms that lagged gonorrhea case counts by 1 week

0.29b (P=.04)–0.24–0.10wine while pregnant

–0.30b (P=.03)0.09–0.06talk to women

aOnly significant cross-correlation coefficient values are shown in this table.
bValues indicate the maximum cross-correlation coefficient.

A separate regression analysis including only those search terms
that coincided with and preceded the STI data by 2 weeks (ie,
based on the results of the cross-correlation analysis in Table
7) was also conducted for recent years. The correlations between

the actual and predicted cases of gonorrhea, chlamydia, and
primary and secondary syphilis case counts are shown in Table
7.

Table 7. Correlations between actual and predicted cases of STIs for 2015-2017. P<.001 for all r values.

Primary and secondary syphilisChlamydiaGonorrheaYear

MAE (%)rMAE (%)rMAEa (%)r

2.940.5932.220.6612.350.602015

2.950.5728.750.7713.970.672016

2.710.5237.980.6521.490.462017

aMAE: mean absolute error.

Discussion

Findings
We performed a series of analyses to determine the predictive
ability, timeliness, and performance of the Google Trends
subgroups for the STI cases. The models performed consistently
well overall across all diseases and time periods, showing
moderate-to-high predictive power and low-to-moderate error.
Applied nowcasting does not need to perform perfectly but must
be reliable and consistent to inform disease control and response.

As illustrated by the analyses of the Google Trends for influenza
surveillance, the predictive performance of search volume may
vary by disease, location, and over time [22,23]. However,
variability is to be expected, and uniform success is not
necessary for application in a surveillance setting. Google Flu
Trends operated from 2008 to August 2015 and showed varying
accuracy for predicting real–time outbreaks of influenza using
Google search terms [24]. Google Flu Trends demonstrated that
internet–based search term surveillance should not be used as
a standalone surveillance system due to the existence of temporal
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and geographic variability; however, traditional surveillance
systems could benefit by incorporating internet search term
query data [24].

Our models were able to nowcast within a 1-week time frame,
a substantial improvement from the delays observed when using
traditional STI surveillance data. Further work is needed to
determine thresholds for response, including determining what
level of increase in case volume indicates a public health
response and to what intensity. For example, a jurisdiction may
decide that 10%, 20%, and 30% increases in search trend
volumes may trigger a low intensity response (eg, provider
awareness), public awareness, and active screening campaigns,
respectively. Each of these thresholds and response activities
need to be refined by local health departments based on
epidemiologic trends and health department resources, but given
the opportunity for real-time surveillance, and thus timely
decision making and response provision, these efforts become
urgent.

The ability to target prevention and control efforts to impacted
subgroups is of great utility for public health efforts. Our model
subgroup analyses performed better than or as efficiently as the
aggregate models, demonstrating the ability to monitor trends
in subgroups. These analyses were limited to the data available
from our local health department; future studies should be
conducted to refine and enhance subgroup performance. For
example, control techniques may be influenced by outbreaks
in specific neighborhoods; therefore, determining models fit
for geographical subgroups (eg, community area and zip code)
would be beneficial. Further, the analyses were conducted on
retrospective data and involved using final cleaned surveillance
data sets; future studies should be conducted prospectively in
real time.

The search terms that most strongly correlated with the case
counts for all 3 diseases were “std symptoms,” “gonorrhea in
men,” “yellow discharge,” “white creamy discharge,” “week
pregnant,” “yellow discharge,” and “white discharge.” All of
these terms appear to be related to STI symptoms and are likely
to be generated by those exposed to STIs (or cases). In a
previous study, we established that those exposed to STIs are
likely generating symptom-related search terms; we compared
2 different sexually active populations and found that compared
to the student sample, a greater proportion of the clinical sample
used the term “STD symptoms” or conducted symptom-related
searches (47% vs 17%, P<.01) [17].

Google Trends supports credibility and transparency because
these data are openly available, and our analyses are replicable

by other investigators (see Multimedia Appendix 3). Further,
search volume data access via Google Trends has remained
continuously available since 2008 [10]. This study only used 1
source of open data; future studies could incorporate multiple
sources of open source data to determine if data triangulation
improves performance.

An evaluation of 8 state-wide health systems in North Carolina
compared International Classification of Diseases-9 codes to a
broad range of reported cases of notifiable communicable
diseases, and showed that completeness of reporting ranged
from 0% to 82% depending on the particular disease [25]. Thus
a heightened degree of underreporting may lead to increasing
error when using a tool such as Google Trends to predict disease.
Audits of diagnoses would be necessary to estimate the amount
of underreporting and potentially account for this issue in
analyses. We did not find audits of STI underreporting in the
published literature; based on our experience in STI surveillance,
we estimate that of the 3 STIs under surveillance, syphilis may
be the least likely to be underreported due to greater awareness
among providers, given the severity of its clinical presentation
(eg, lesions, generalized body rash, and neurosyphilis) and
relatively infrequency.

Limitations
The results of this study must be interpreted with the following
limitations in mind. This study used STI case data from 1
jurisdiction in the United States; thus, it is unknown how
nowcasting will function in other jurisdictions with different
disease trends and search trend volumes. Future studies should
include a representative selection of jurisdictions with high
disease burdens and internet penetration. Our subgroup analysis
was limited by the characteristics included in the STI case data
available from the health department and did not include
indicators such as zip code, community area, and socioeconomic
status; therefore, we were not able to determine the impact of
an analysis with these characteristics on target resources. Finally,
our study used Google API, which is currently limited by Google
to approved research institutions only, thus limiting the
replication of the results to those who have API access.

Conclusion
This is the first study to examine the utility of Google Trends
search volumes to predict STI cases at a city level. Future studies
should replicate procedures for other US jurisdictions and
prospectively examine model performance while developing
tolerance levels for false positives. Integrating nowcasting with
Google Trends in surveillance activities can potentially enhance
the timeliness of outbreak detection and response.
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MATLAB code.
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[TXT File , 1 KB-Multimedia Appendix 3]

References

1. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Sexually Transmitted Disease Surveillance 2017. URL: https://www.cdc.gov/
std/stats17/default.htm [accessed 2020-08-15]

2. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Sexually Transmitted Disease Surveillance 2018. URL: https://www.cdc.gov/
std/stats18/default.htm [accessed 2020-08-01]

3. Van Beneden CA, Lynfield RU. Public health surveillance for infectious diseases. Principles and practice of public health
surveillance. United Kingdom: Oxford University Press; 2010:236-254.

4. Painter I, Revere D, Gibson PJ, Baseman J. Leveraging public health's participation in a Health Information Exchange to
improve communicable disease reporting. Online J Public Health Inform 2017 Sep 08;9(2):e186 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.5210/ojphi.v9i2.8001] [Medline: 29026452]

5. Eysenbach G. Websites on screening for breast cancer: "infodemiology" studies have surely had their day. BMJ 2004 Mar
27;328(7442):769-770. [doi: 10.1136/bmj.328.7442.769-b] [Medline: 15044306]

6. Sousa-Pinto B, Anto A, Czarlewski W, Anto JM, Fonseca JA, Bousquet J. Assessment of the impact of media coverage
on COVID-19-related Google Trends data: Infodemiology study. J Med Internet Res 2020 Aug 10;22(8):e19611 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.2196/19611] [Medline: 32530816]

7. Samaras L, García-Barriocanal E, Sicilia M. Syndromic surveillance models using web data: The case of influenza in
Greece and Italy using Google Trends. JMIR Public Health Surveill 2017 Nov 20;3(4):e90 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/publichealth.8015] [Medline: 29158208]

8. Syamsuddin M, Fakhruddin M, Sahetapy-Engel JTM, Soewono E. Causality analysis of Google Trends and dengue incidence
in Bandung, Indonesia with linkage of digital data modeling: Longitudinal observational study. J Med Internet Res 2020
Jul 24;22(7):e17633 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/17633] [Medline: 32706682]

9. Pesälä S, Virtanen MJ, Sane J, Mustonen P, Kaila M, Helve O. Health information-seeking patterns of the general public
and indications for disease surveillance: Register-based study using lyme disease. JMIR Public Health Surveill 2017 Nov
06;3(4):e86 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/publichealth.8306] [Medline: 29109071]

10. Google. Trends Help. URL: https://support.google.com/trends#topic=6248052 [accessed 2019-05-13]
11. Lampos V, Miller AC, Crossan S, Stefansen C. Advances in nowcasting influenza-like illness rates using search query

logs. Sci Rep 2015 Aug 03;5(1):12760 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1038/srep12760] [Medline: 26234783]
12. Johnson AK, Mehta SD. A comparison of internet search trends and sexually transmitted infection rates using Google

Trends. Sexually Transmitted Diseases 2014;41(1):61-63. [doi: 10.1097/olq.0000000000000065]
13. Mavragani A, Ochoa G, Tsagarakis KP. Assessing the methods, tools, and statistical approaches in Google Trends research:

Systematic review. J Med Internet Res 2018 Nov 06;20(11):e270 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.9366] [Medline:
30401664]

14. United States Census Bureau. American Community Survey (ACS). URL: https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs
[accessed 2020-08-15]

15. Chicago Department of Public Health. HIV/STI Surveillance Report. 2017. URL: https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/
city/depts/cdph/HIV_STI/HIV_STISurveillanceReport2016_12012017.pdf [accessed 2020-10-09]

16. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. National Notifiable Diseases Surveillance System (NNDSS). URL: https:/
/wwwn.cdc.gov/nndss/conditions/notifiable/2018/ [accessed 2020-08-14]

17. Johnson AK, Mikati T, Mehta SD. Examining the themes of STD-related Internet searches to increase specificity of disease
forecasting using Internet search terms. Sci Rep 2016 Nov 09;6(1):36503 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1038/srep36503]
[Medline: 27827386]

18. Rossum GV. The Python Language Reference. The Python Language Reference, Python Software Foundation 2018. [doi:
10.1201/9781584889304.axd]

19. Google Trends. Explore what the world is searching. URL: https://trends.google.com/trends/?geo=US [accessed 2020-08-14]

JMIR Public Health Surveill 2020 | vol. 6 | iss. 4 | e20588 | p. 9http://publichealth.jmir.org/2020/4/e20588/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Johnson et alJMIR PUBLIC HEALTH AND SURVEILLANCE

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=publichealth_v6i4e20588_app1.docx&filename=02f012fc5b5b21bf78b23eb9cf8e2fc9.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=publichealth_v6i4e20588_app1.docx&filename=02f012fc5b5b21bf78b23eb9cf8e2fc9.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=publichealth_v6i4e20588_app2.txt&filename=91fdd1ae94edf8075718d555fcde306d.txt
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=publichealth_v6i4e20588_app2.txt&filename=91fdd1ae94edf8075718d555fcde306d.txt
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=publichealth_v6i4e20588_app3.txt&filename=5a5ec8078a75010a1f1748e5b427edcd.txt
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=publichealth_v6i4e20588_app3.txt&filename=5a5ec8078a75010a1f1748e5b427edcd.txt
https://www.cdc.gov/std/stats17/default.htm
https://www.cdc.gov/std/stats17/default.htm
https://www.cdc.gov/std/stats18/default.htm
https://www.cdc.gov/std/stats18/default.htm
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/29026452
http://dx.doi.org/10.5210/ojphi.v9i2.8001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29026452&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.328.7442.769-b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15044306&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2020/8/e19611/
https://www.jmir.org/2020/8/e19611/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/19611
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32530816&dopt=Abstract
https://publichealth.jmir.org/2017/4/e90/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/publichealth.8015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29158208&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2020/7/e17633/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/17633
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32706682&dopt=Abstract
https://publichealth.jmir.org/2017/4/e86/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/publichealth.8306
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29109071&dopt=Abstract
https://support.google.com/trends#topic=6248052
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep12760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep12760
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26234783&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/olq.0000000000000065
https://www.jmir.org/2018/11/e270/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.9366
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30401664&dopt=Abstract
https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/acs
https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/city/depts/cdph/HIV_STI/HIV_STISurveillanceReport2016_12012017.pdf
https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/city/depts/cdph/HIV_STI/HIV_STISurveillanceReport2016_12012017.pdf
https://wwwn.cdc.gov/nndss/conditions/notifiable/2018/
https://wwwn.cdc.gov/nndss/conditions/notifiable/2018/
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep36503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep36503
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27827386&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1201/9781584889304.axd
https://trends.google.com/trends/?geo=US
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


20. Zou H, Hastie T. Regularization and variable selection via the elastic net. J Royal Statistical Soc B 2005 Apr;67(2):301-320.
[doi: 10.1111/j.1467-9868.2005.00503.x]

21. Grant M, Boyd S, Ye Y. MATLAB software for disciplined convex programming. In: Nonconvex Optimization and Its
Applications. Switzerland: Springer Link; 2009:155-210.

22. Carneiro H, Mylonakis E. Google trends: a web-based tool for real-time surveillance of disease outbreaks. Clin Infect Dis
2009 Nov 15;49(10):1557-1564. [doi: 10.1086/630200] [Medline: 19845471]

23. Preis T, Moat HS. Adaptive nowcasting of influenza outbreaks using Google searches. R Soc Open Sci 2014 Oct;1(2):140095.
[doi: 10.1098/rsos.140095] [Medline: 26064532]

24. Klembczyk JJ, Jalalpour M, Levin S, Washington RE, Pines JM, Rothman RE, et al. Google flu trends spatial variability
validated against emergency department influenza-related visits. J Med Internet Res 2016 Jun 28;18(6):e175 [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.5585] [Medline: 27354313]

25. Sickbert-Bennett EE, Weber DJ, Poole C, MacDonald PD, Maillard J. Completeness of communicable disease reporting,
North Carolina, USA, 1995–1997 and 2000–2006. Emerg. Infect. Dis 2011 Jan;17(1):23-29. [doi: 10.3201/eid1701.100660]

Abbreviations
API: application programming interface
CDPH: Chicago Department of Public Health
MAE: mean absolute error
STI: sexually transmitted infection

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 22.05.20; peer-reviewed by KA Nguyen, J Soriano; comments to author 06.07.20; revised version
received 26.08.20; accepted 01.09.20; published 05.11.20

Please cite as:
Johnson AK, Bhaumik R, Tabidze I, Mehta SD
Nowcasting Sexually Transmitted Infections in Chicago: Predictive Modeling and Evaluation Study Using Google Trends
JMIR Public Health Surveill 2020;6(4):e20588
URL: http://publichealth.jmir.org/2020/4/e20588/
doi: 10.2196/20588
PMID: 33151162

©Amy Kristen Johnson, Runa Bhaumik, Irina Tabidze, Supriya D Mehta. Originally published in JMIR Public Health and
Surveillance (http://publichealth.jmir.org), 05.11.2020. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in JMIR Public Health and Surveillance, is properly
cited. The complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on http://publichealth.jmir.org, as well as this
copyright and license information must be included.

JMIR Public Health Surveill 2020 | vol. 6 | iss. 4 | e20588 | p. 10http://publichealth.jmir.org/2020/4/e20588/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Johnson et alJMIR PUBLIC HEALTH AND SURVEILLANCE

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9868.2005.00503.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/630200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19845471&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsos.140095
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26064532&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2016/6/e175/
https://www.jmir.org/2016/6/e175/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.5585
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27354313&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid1701.100660
http://publichealth.jmir.org/2020/4/e20588/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/20588
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33151162&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

