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Abstract
Background: Increasing numbers of patients are raising their voice in online forums. This shift is welcome as an act of patient
autonomy, reflected in the term “expert patient”. At the same time, there is considerable concern that patients can be easily
misguided by pseudoscientific research and debate. Little is known about the sources of information used in health-related online
forums, how users apply this information, and how they behave in such forums.
Objective: The intent of the study was to identify (1) the sources of information used in online health-related forums, and (2)
the roles and behavior of active forum visitors in introducing and disseminating this information.
Methods: This observational study used the largest German multiple sclerosis (MS) online forum as a database, analyzing the
user debate about the recently proposed and controversial Chronic Cerebrospinal Venous Insufficiency (CCSVI) hypothesis.
After extracting all posts and then filtering relevant CCSVI posts between 01 January 2008 and 17 August 2012, we first identified
hyperlinks to scientific publications and other information sources used or referenced in the posts. Employing k-means clustering,
we then analyzed the users’ preference for sources of information and their general posting habits.
Results: Of 139,912 posts from 11,997 threads, 8628 posts discussed or at least mentioned CCSVI. We detected hyperlinks
pointing to CCSVI-related scientific publications in 31 posts. In contrast, 2829 different URLs were posted to the forum, most
frequently referring to social media, such as YouTube or Facebook. We identified a total of 6 different roles of hyperlink posters
including Social Media Fans, Organization Followers, and Balanced Source Users. Apart from the large and nonspecific residual
category of the “average user”, several specific behavior patterns were identified, such as the small but relevant groups of
CCSVI-Focused Responders or CCSVI Activators.
Conclusions: The bulk of the observed contributions were not based on scientific results, but on various social media sources.
These sources seem to contain mostly opinions and personal experience. A small group of people with distinct behavioral patterns
played a core role in fuelling the discussion about CCSVI.
(J Med Internet Res 2014;16(1):e10) doi: 10.2196/jmir.2875
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Introduction
In the past few decades, we have witnessed a powerful
movement toward an active, self-managing, and responsible
patient, coined the “expert patient” [1,2]. A key element in this
process has been unlimited access to and intelligent use of
health-related information, particularly that which is widely
available on websites and online forums on the Internet and in
online social media [3-6]. This movement has consequences
for the traditional way of information dissemination. Today,
laypeople, self-support groups, patient advocates, and other
stakeholders can raise their voice and can even influence both
public and scientific debates. This shift is welcome as an act of
patient autonomy and freedom to seek alternatives to the
standard therapeutic regimens and the paternalistic
doctor-patient relationship. At the same time, there is
considerable concern that patients can be easily misguided by
pseudoscientific research, because typically they do not have
the expertise to assess the reliability of scientific information
and because of their circumstances may often accept any
suggested solution no matter how unlikely and unrealistic it
may seem. Nettleton et al [7] call for a strictly empirical analysis
to examine people’s accounts of their use of online health
resources.
Most studies in this area have investigated how often people
use the Internet for retrieving health information [8], how they
access health information on the Internet [9], which factors are
important for laypeople when using Internet resources for health
issues [10], and how to assess the quality of health information
for laypeople on the Internet [11]. There is another area of
research that seems promising—social network analysis [12].
Health-related online communities, as one form of social
network, are thought to develop their own quasi-professional
knowledge of their health conditions [12] and to personalize
support [13]. Following applications in marketing, research has
investigated diffusion processes of successful new products
with the aim of targeting “influential” members of a network
[14]. In the medical area, for example, a recent study showed
how a social network of parents influenced decision making on
vaccination in an unfavorable manner [15]. Similar concerns
about misinformation via Twitter arose about flu treatment
requiring antibiotics [16].
However, we still know very little about what mechanisms of
information dissemination are effective as well as what sources
of information people in online forums rely on, how they form
their opinions, and how they act. A better understanding of these
mechanisms may help to assess their influence on laypeople
and to forecast the benefits and dangers of these new forms of
information dissemination and exchange.
One promising area for such research is the recently proposed
Chronic Cerebrospinal Venous Insufficiency (CCSVI)
hypothesis in multiple sclerosis (MS) and its repercussions in
patient communities. In short, this hypothesis was first proposed
by Paolo Zamboni [17], who suggested that obstruction to
venous drainage in the neck and spinal cord [17], termed chronic
cerebrospinal venous insufficiency, was linked to MS [18,19].
Although the association between MS and sonographic features
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of CCSVI is variable [18], some institutions have even begun
to offer angioplasty and endovenous stenting of CCSVI, often
referred to commercially as “The Liberation Procedure” [20].
The intensity of the CCSVI debate reached such a point that
the Society for Interventional Radiology released a position
statement regarding endovascular management of CCSVI [21];
the MS Society of Canada funded a study of the prevalence of
extracranial venous narrowing, which found evidence neither
for a high prevalence of CCSVI nor for its causal relationship
to MS [22]. Several studies report a wave of complications
following venous stenting and angioplasty [23,24]. The CCSVI
hypothesis is also fiercely debated in online patient communities,
such as the online forum of the German MS Society (DMSG,
Deutsche Multiple Sklerose Gesellschaft) [25] and the United
Kingdom’s MS Society online forum [26], as well as numerous
other dedicated websites and blogs on the Internet [27,28]. It
has even found its way to the popular video-sharing website
YouTube [29], with more than 23,800 videos posted up to July
2013, one of them with more than 200,000 views. The CCSVI
waves seem to have calmed down and some consider the
hypothesis—in a retrospective view of the CCSVI hype—as a
waste of valuable time, money, and intellectual energy [30];
others emphasize that the debate has stimulated the need for
studies that should contribute to a better understanding of the
function and role of the extracranial venous system [31].
Before we can make a statement on whether and how this
multitude of information sources and opinions may contribute
to the enlightenment of some participants in the debate or the
confusion of others, we need to know more about the sources
of information used in online health forums and how users and
participants use this information, including their different roles
and contribution behavior in such forums. To examine these
questions, we can build on a UK study on online self-harm
discussion forums [32]. Using “social networking metrics”, the
authors found different types of online discussion participants
and roles: the Caretaker (being always watchful, participating
to some degree but not initiating many new threads in
discussions), the Butterfly (logging on very frequently with
quick looks around and then logging off again), the Discussant
(initiating many discussion threads), and the Here for You
(initiating few discussion threads but posting the most
comments).
Our observational study takes advantage of free access to a large
German online forum related to multiple sclerosis, with the aim
of identifying (1) sources of information used in online health
forums, and (2) roles and patterns of behavior of people actively
engaging in the forum in introducing and disseminating this
information.

Methods
Design
In this observational study, we extracted the content from an
online health forum, using a custom implementation of a Web
crawler, with the aim of collecting a large database of
discussions from an online health forum. Furthermore, we used
an Information Retrieval algorithm (specifically designed and
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implemented for this particular task) to identify a comprehensive
sample of posts dealing with CCSVI.

Database and Retrieval of Relevant Posts
The database for the study comprised contributions posted to
the online forum of the Deutsche Multiple Sklerose Gesellschaft
(DMSG, German Multiple Sclerosis Society) [25]. On its
website, the DMSG presents itself as a non-profit stakeholder
of MS patients and their families, founded by clinical and
scientific experts in MS in 1952. It is a registered charity with
16 regional branches and over 900 community contact groups.
Among other things, the DMSG provides on its website two
different kinds of freely accessible forums: one expert forum
with time-limited chats between experts and users about
different issues (eg, cognitive deficits in MS or pregnancy in
MS). The other forum is unstructured, not moderated, and open
for anonymous registration. It is targeted at laypeople, mostly
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people with MS. The forum consists of threads, which in turn
contain sequences of posts. These posts can contain hyperlinks
and can cite any number of previous posts. A screenshot of such
a post is shown in Figure 1.
Between 01 January 2008 and 17 August 2012, all 139,912
posts from 11,997 threads were extracted. Because the forum
is about MS in general, only a fraction of the extracted posts
were expected to be about CCSVI. Preliminary analysis showed
that the assumption of “one thread discusses one topic” does
not hold in the observed forum. Instead, users tended to deviate
from the original topic as time progressed. Therefore, a custom
Information Retrieval algorithm was developed to classify
individual posts as either relevant (“discussing CCSVI at least
partially”) or irrelevant. For details on the algorithm design,
training, and evaluation, see Multimedia Appendix 1. The
algorithm identified 8628 posts as relevant, which yields a
distinction important for further analysis steps.

Figure 1. A screenshot of a forum post.

Search for Scientific Publications
Because the term “expert patient” implies intelligent use of
scientific information, we aimed to assess to what degree the
use of scientific sources was present in the forum. Users
occasionally included hyperlinks in their posts and these links
referred to content the users based their opinions on. We
analyzed which of these links were defined references to
scientific papers in order to get an overview of the kind of papers
cited and the temporal citation patterns. Two steps were
necessary for this identification process.
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First, we generated a presumably exhaustive list of publications
dealing with CCSVI. A citation network starting from
Zamboni’s original publication and using the CiteXplore Web
service was constructed [33]. CiteXplore, which is an interface
to the PubMed search engine, was used due to easy accessibility
of citations. These publications were then merged with a second
list that was obtained by a search for “CCSVI” in the PubMed
database via the Entrez interface [34]. The merging algorithm
removed duplicate publications as identified by their PMID
identification number. Our final publication list does not include
publications that deal with CCSVI but do not include the CCSVI
acronym, or had not shown up in the citation network. We
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assume this number of publications to be low and prefer our
method over manual approaches.

Search for Other Web Resources Used and Their
Classification

Second, a program fetched every hyperlink (also those in
“irrelevant” posts) from the corpus, extracted the textual content
from the referenced webpage or PDF document and searched
it for titles or publication IDs from the publication list. In the
case of a hit, one of the authors verified whether one of the
publications was indeed referenced and, if so, which one. Every
match was also classified as either a direct reference or an
indirect reference. An indirect reference in this context was
regarded as a resource that solely discussed or explained a
certain publication, not including other work based on the
publication. A direct reference linked to the publication itself.

Apart from searching for scientific information sources in the
posts, we also strived to identify other information sources used
or referenced in the posts. In order to obtain an overview of the
wide spectrum of referenced websites, we defined a
classification scheme. First, we reduced every URL found in
the reduced corpus to the basic domain part of the URL (ie,
only “domainname.com” was used—if the URL included
additional content after the domain name, such as directories,
folders, webpages, file extensions, that content was removed
from the URL). Second, we classified the remaining domains
into the 8 classes shown in Table 1. These classes were defined
based on content type and authorship provided under the
respective domain. A plot was then generated showing the
number of URLs from each class posted per month.

Table 1. Primary domain classes.
Organization

Meant in a broader sense, including foundations, associations, and unions. These are sometimes professional and often
promote some kind of agenda.

Commerce

Private business selling products or services that do not include treatment.

News

Commercial news providers.

Other

Various content not fitting into the other classes.

Personal

Static content from a single person.

Scientific

Sources of scientific work and knowledge including Wikipedia. We included the latter in this class, because its reliability
was established in [35]. We believe that Wikipedia, in contrast to sources from other classes, is perceived as a factual
source by most of the users.

Social

Social media websites revolving around communication and user-generated content.

Health care providers

Doctors’ offices, clinics, Q&A by professionals. Not limited to Multiple Sclerosis.

User Behavior
To characterize user behavior, we tried to identify distinct
behavior patterns. Since nothing was known in advance about
the behavior patterns of forum users, we employed a method
of exploratory data analysis to reveal possible patterns. A
clustering algorithm groups users based on their similarity
according to a set of predefined features. We thus wanted to
define two separate feature sets with the aim of describing two
different aspects of user behavior and revealing patterns in these
features through clustering. We employed the popular k-means
clustering algorithm (originally proposed in [36]) to group the
data vectors representing users together based on how close
they were to each other in the Euclidean hyperspace. The
algorithm was chosen due to its simplicity and widespread use.
Users within one cluster were thus assumed to display similar
behavioral patterns, different from those patterns prevalent in
other clusters. We defined the user cluster names based on
manual inspection of descriptive cluster statistics.
Two behavioral aspects in particular were analyzed in detail by
separate clusterings: (1) the preference for discussed sources of
information, and (2) the general contribution behavior or posting
habits. In the first clustering, we focused on the hyperlinks from
each of the 8 domain classes. A user was represented by a vector
in 8-dimensional space: for example, a value of 3 for the
2nddimension meant the user had posted 3 hyperlinks from the
http://www.jmir.org/2014/1/e10/
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domain class “Organization”. The second clustering focused
on 9 quantitative features describing what and how a user had
posted. The features (measures) were either taken from similar
approaches discussed in the literature [37] or defined according
to metadata that has not been used previously. Specifically, the
literature does not use measures based on the distinction between
on-topic and off-topic talk and does not make use of possibly
insightful metadata such as hyperlinks or citations. The features
and the reasoning behind them are described in Table 2. All of
them are defined over the entire contribution period.
In both cases, the k-means clustering algorithm was used in the
form of a custom implementation. We employed a heuristic
initialization step to compensate for adverse effects of bad initial
centroid placement. The clustering terminated when no more
cluster memberships changed. For details on the employed
algorithm, see Multimedia Appendix 2.
In the first clustering, we had to compensate for different general
activity levels of users because we wanted to group the users
according to their information source preferences only. We
divided every vector by its Euclidean norm in order to obtain
unit vectors showing only “taste” (preference), but not
“activity”. In the second clustering, the different features had
different scales. For instance, users often showed several
hundred days of activity, but the fraction of their initiated threads
can by definition not exceed 1. We thus performed a z-score
J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 1 | e10 | p. 4
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normalization of the data before the second clustering. This
means we modified every feature value of every user vector as
follows. First, we subtracted the feature mean (over all users)
and then we divided by feature standard deviation. The k-means
algorithm requires that the number of clusters (k) is specified
in advance. Preliminary experiments with different values of k
showed that k=6 was a good choice in both cases, judged by
manual inspection of internal cluster evaluation metrics and
resulting cluster sizes.
We visualized the resulting clusters in radar charts [38], also
known as spider charts or kiviat diagrams. A radar chart has a
“spoke” for each feature; the data length of a spoke is
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proportional to the magnitude of the variable for the data point
relative to the maximum magnitude of the variable across all
data points so that multivariate observations with an arbitrary
number of variables can be displayed and compared. Star-like
figures indicate normalized feature means across the members
of a cluster. Although it is difficult to compare lengths of
different spokes visually, striking differences as well as
commonalities between clusters can be captured easily and
therefore the characteristics of the different clusters are thus
easily comparable. We gave names to the clusters based on
manual assessment of the radar charts and the tables of
Multimedia Appendix 3. The definition of these names is based
on which feature values “stand out” for a given cluster.

Table 2. Definition of behavior features.
Measure

Definition

Rationale

Average message length (from
[39])

Average post content length in characters without
counting references.

The message length is an indicator of the amount of effort
that is put into a post by a user and it also tells us something
about the discussion style of a user. Some users prefer
elaborate, essay-like contributions while others use the forum in a more conversational way.

Average number of posts per day Average number of posts per day that a user made.
(from [32])

This is the most important activity feature of a user and it
also provides an insight into the selectiveness of the user.
A user with a high number of posts per day over a long
time period can be expected to be a frequent visitor, who
makes posts regardless of outside events.

Average number of references
per post

Average number of unique references that are included The feature describes the tendency of a user to bring new
in a post.
sources of information to the forum and may also describe
the ability to support the stance of the user with evidence.

Average number of threads per
day (from [32])

Average number of different threads a user posts to
per day.

Days active (from [39])

Number of days between the first post and the last one. The feature indicates the consistency of the contribution
behavior and posting habits of a user and is an important
piece of context information when interpreting the other
features.

While this is also an activity feature, it provides an insight
into the focus of interest a user has. A low value may indicate a preference to discuss only specific topics while a
high value may indicate a preference to join any sort of
discussion.

Fraction of posts that were cited Fraction of the posts that have been cited at least once. While it can only be assumed what users try to express
when they use the citation function, the feature is expected
to show the tendency to provoke direct responses from
other forum participants.
Fraction of relevant posts

a

Fraction of the posts that were classified as relevant
by the Information Retrieval algorithm.

This feature is a solid indicator of the user’s interest in

Fraction of initiated threads
(from [37])

Fraction of the threads the user initiated based on the
total number of threads the user contributed to.

This feature measures the tendency of a user to start discussions, which is often related to the introduction of new information to the forum.

Coverage of users in relevant
parts per post

Number of users the user discussed CCSVI with divid- This feature can be described as the efficiency in opinion
ed by the total number of posts the user made. An un- exchange about CCSVI.
interrupted sequence of relevant posts is regarded a
single discussion. The users that co-occurred in these
discussions are counted as discussion partners.

CCSVIa. While it cannot be inferred from this feature alone
whether the user has a pro-CCSVI or anti-CCSVI stance,
it seems plausible that users with a high interest in CCSVI
believe in the hypothesis.

CCSVI: Chronic Cerebrospinal Venous Insufficiency

http://www.jmir.org/2014/1/e10/
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Results

Search for Other Web Resources Used and Their
Classification

Search for Scientific Publications

Figure 2 shows how many hyperlinks of each domain class were
posted each month, sorted by overall domain class popularity.
At any given point in time, social media websites were the most
widely used type of Web resource. Similar to the low number
of referenced scientific publications, science-based resources
were generally not used very often. About half of the posted
hyperlinks from the domain class “scientific” refer to Wikipedia
articles. Organization-related websites and news sites were the
second and third most important ones.

We detected hyperlinks pointing to CCSVI-related scientific
publications in 31 posts. Multimedia Appendix 4 gives the 13
different publications referenced by the forum users. Each
publication is shown in a separate area where the red star
indicates the publication date and the green diamonds show
dates where links to the publication were posted. Light green
diamonds indicate indirect references. Interestingly, Zamboni’s
original publication [17] was brought to the forum no later than
two months after publication and referenced repeatedly, often
indirectly. Another 4 publications in favor of the CCSVI
hypothesis [40-43] were cited by September 2010. The position
of the publications was identified manually. Judging from the
referenced scientific publications alone and ignoring post content
as well as other references, the period from July 2009 to
September 2010 can thus be described as a “boom phase” of
the CCSVI hypothesis in the forum. However, after September
2010, critical publications appeared and were brought to the
forum. In fact, all except one of the referenced publications after
September 2010 [44-50] strongly oppose CCSVI. At this time,
the series of repeated references to Zamboni’s original
publication stopped.

The large differences in the total number of posted references
per month correlate roughly with the total number of relevant
posts. Interestingly, the highest peak (September 2010 November 2010) was observed when the aforementioned phases
shifted. The external events causing the other significant
fluctuations are not known. However, when the total number
of posted references rose from a given point in time to another,
the change was typically reflected in all of the domain classes,
which indicates a certain echo of external events equally
affecting the different types of resources. The plot also shows
how quickly the topic caught on in the layperson forum and that
users seemed to have lost interest in the debate, as suggested
by the few references posted in 2012.

Figure 2. Timeline of posted hyperlinks for each domain class.

http://www.jmir.org/2014/1/e10/

XSL• FO
RenderX

J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 1 | e10 | p. 6
(page number not for citation purposes)

JOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

User Behavior
We included only a fraction of the users in the clustering because
we wanted to focus on those who took part in CCSVI
discussions. Furthermore, a sufficient amount of information
about each user was required. Therefore, we clustered only users
who had posted at least 5 relevant hyperlinks, in the case of
hyperlink use (first clustering). In the case of posting habits
(second clustering), we included only users who had made at
least 5 relevant posts. The filtering process is shown as a flow
diagram in Figure 3 and resulting sets are shown in Figure 4.
The fraction of users who were active enough for meaningful
analysis is rather low, which is typical for online communities.
Nearly two-thirds of the DMSG forum users posted only once.
The first clustering of the users into 6 groups revealed clusters
shown in Figure 5. Roughly half of the users (29/64) can be
described as Social Media Fans. Figure 6 shows the information
sources preferred by members of each cluster. Social Media
Fans, for example, prefer video-sharing websites (such as
YouTube.com), Facebook pages, and blogs over more traditional
sources. Balanced Source Users cite sources from different
classes equally often, including scientific ones. Organization
Followers mainly refer to content published by organizations;
we also identified a group that uses sources that do not fit well
into the classification scheme. Homepage Promoters post links
to websites featuring static content authored by a single person.
These traditional sites already existed in the early era of the
Internet. Seekers of Healthcare discuss doctors and clinics. Users

Sudau et al
of Uncommon Sources focus on religion, esoterism,
complementary or alternative medicine, or unrelated resources.
Clustering users, who had made at least 5 relevant posts,
revealed the 6 groups shown in Figure 7. The cluster names
were derived manually without a prespecified algorithm from
the corresponding table in Multimedia Appendix 3 and from
Figure 8, which shows the feature means normalized to a [0;1]
range. About two-thirds of the users could only be described as
“average”. This means that they do not stand out, but the
characteristics of these users provide a baseline for comparison
with the other user roles. Twenty-eight users were
CCSVI-Focused Responders, who were active for less than a
year on average. What defines them is the low level of posts
per day, the low fraction of initiated threads, and the high
fraction of CCSVI-related posts. Ten users were Highly Active
Relational Posters, who show the highest level of posting
activity (about 4 posts per day). They posted in lots of different
threads, but rarely initiated them. Another 17 users are CCSVI
Activators, who stand out due to their high fraction of initiated
threads, their high percentage of CCSVI-related posts, and the
fact that they included 3 times as many references as the average
user. The 4 Sophisticated Contributors are known for making
posts that are 3 times as long as those of average users and
include 5 times more references. The remaining 4 Short-Lived
CCSVI Spammers were active for a few days only and, during
their short contribution period, created many posts about CCSVI.
The posts were short and included few references.

Figure 3. Flowchart of the sampling procedure for clusterings.
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Figure 4. Venn diagram showing the user sets used in the clusterings.

Figure 5. Reference use clusters with number of users in each cluster (n=64 included cases).
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Figure 6. Radar chart showing aggregated domain class use of each cluster (the user vectors belonging to the cluster are summed up). Each cluster
vector is a normalized to be a unit vector. The length of a spoke is proportional to the value it represents.

http://www.jmir.org/2014/1/e10/

XSL• FO
RenderX

J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 1 | e10 | p. 9
(page number not for citation purposes)

JOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

Sudau et al

Figure 7. Posting behavior, according to the second clustering, with number of users in each cluster (n=171 included cases).
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Figure 8. Radar chart showing feature means (overall users within a cluster) of the contribution behavior clusters. The means are min-max-normalized
to a [0;1] range. The length of a spoke is proportional to the value it represents.

Discussion

influence-based identification of so called “opinion leaders” in
forums, as discussed in [51-54].

Summary of Main Findings

Meaning of the Results and Comparison With
Literature

The bulk of the observed contributions were not based on
scientific results, but on various social media sources. These
sources seem to contain mostly opinions and personal
experience. A small group of people with distinct behavioral
patterns played a core role in fuelling the discussion about
CCSVI, as identified by their behavior. The identification of
this group of people was an unintended consequence of our
exploratory analysis technique. Our identification method is
behavior driven and thus provides a viable alternative to the
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Scientific publications were brought to the forum at a “boom
phase” of CCSVI discussion, followed by a phase of critical
views, beginning September 2010 with the opponents of the
CCSVI hypothesis getting the upper hand in the forum.
Although scientific and lay discourse seem to go hand in hand,
it is obvious that scientific publications and scientific sources
such as Wikipedia played, in the end, only a minor role in the
layperson forum. Instead, social media were the most important
J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 1 | e10 | p. 11
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source of information. The nature of social media content varies,
but we believe that social media are often about personal
experiences and exchange of opinions. This is further illustrated
by the reference use patterns we identified, such as Social Media
Fans or Homepage Promoters. We would suggest characterizing
the nature of this lay discourse more as an elementary discourse
or an interdiscourse [55] than a special or scientific discourse.
Our 6 groups of posting behavior are based on a careful
inspection of different characteristics and are similar to the
participants in 5 online forums on self-harm [32]. The
CCSVI-Focused Responders, characterized by a low level of
posts per day, the low fraction of initiated threads, and the high
fraction of CCSVI-related posts may compare to the Here For
You user [32], who was very supportive in the self-harm forum.
Discussants [32] may compare to our CCSVI Activators, who
stand out due to their high fraction of initiated threads, their
high percentage of CCSVI-related posts, and their introduction
and placing of references. The Highly Active Relational Posters,
who posted very actively, but rarely initiated threads, compare
to Jones et al [32] Caretakers. The Short-Lived CCSVI
Spammers remind us of Jones et al [32] Butterflies. The 4
Sophisticated Contributors remind us of researchers and the
emergence of online expert patient groups [12]. The largest
fraction of contributors could only be classified as “average”.
Only a small set of the involved users showed enough activity
to be suitable for meaningful descriptions of their behavior.
This is consistent with the common observation of significant
participation inequality in social media. Typically, activity levels
are characterized by the power law with about 1% of the users
exercising the core influence on a community [56]. For example,
studying the community structure of online diabetes forums,
Chomutare et al [57] found very low user participation rates
and suggested high levels of the few users who participated
actively. About 37% (63/171) of the users participating in
CCSVI discussions showed distinct patterns in their posting
behavior: 28 CCSVI-Focused Responders seemed to wait for
CCSVI discussions to come up and then contribute. Doing so,
their post-wise efficiency of CCSVI-related information spread
is the highest of all roles. This seems to be an interesting new
aspect to the usually performed network analysis in online
forums. In these analyses, knowledge of, and personal
experience with, the disease play an important role in gaining
central positions and becoming authorities [57,58]. Obviously,
a good command of scientific sources of information may also
be one characteristic of a group of influential figures.
The Highly Active Relational Posters are expected to be
important community builders, as a substantial amount of
personal “small talk” is attributed to them. Interestingly, a group
of 17 people, the CCSVI Activators, played a core role in
fuelling the discussion about CCSVI, because they often initiated
threads about CCSVI and included many hyperlinks. While
there is considerable concern that social media and Internet
applications permit a minority of individuals to spread
misinformation and damage useful interactions as recently
discussed in the case of anti-vaccinationism [59], our results
show that the CCSVI discussion in the MS forum follows the
ups and downs of the scientific debate and does not promote
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dangerous practices or prevent novel technologies to a dangerous
degree.
Some Sophisticated Contributors were identified, but these
people did not participate in CCSVI discussions very often.
Additionally, 4 very short-lived and CCSVI-focused accounts
were identified. One possible explanation is that they were the
temporarily-used alternative accounts of some users.

Strengths and Limitations of the Study
One major advantage of this study is its observational nature.
Real-world data was observed in an unobtrusive way. We
analyzed a public Internet forum, which was unstructured and
unmoderated, over a 3-year period of CCSVI discussion. We
thus avoided self-reporting biases and artificial setups.
Furthermore, we applied a Machine Learning approach in order
to shed some light on the complex nature of user interaction.
However, there are several limitations. There is no demographic
data available for the forum users and it is even possible that
some persons used different accounts. Furthermore, before 27
August 2010, users were able to choose their aliases freely for
every individual contribution. Due to the lack of a log-in
mechanism, it is possible that different individuals posted under
the same name.
The identification of relevant content was non-trivial and did
not have 100% accuracy, which resulted in a possibly biased
database. The reduction of URLs to the basic domain was a
simplification. When assessing user patterns, we had to deal
with small sample sizes (N=64 and N=171). The clustering
approach itself relied on several assumptions. We assumed that
constant behavioral patterns exist, that we defined appropriated
features to describe them, and that they are linearly separable
in the feature space. The interpretation of the assigned roles is
subjective, but based solely on the quantitative data documented
in this study.
We had to decide how to identify scientific sources of
information in the posts. To be on the safe side, we accepted
only the posting of URLs with a link to scientific publications
as a use of scientific publications. Of course, other users may
have discussed scientific publications in a rather elaborate way
without posting URLs. Moreover, publications are often hidden
behind a paywall, which may make posting URLs unpopular.
They are also written in English, which may pose a language
barrier. Our approach underestimates the discussion of scientific
publications in online health forums but is highly specific in
identifying the introduction of scientific publications.
Our description of participants in this online health forum was
based solely on “metrics”, similar to the Jones et al study [32].
A full and reliable description of the participants’ views would
require an elaborated semantic analysis of their contributions.

Implications and Future Research
Scientific sources were by far less important than social media
in the posts and forum discussions. While some of the uncovered
evidence may indicate the successful propagation of scientific
results into discussions among laypeople within an online health
forum, scientific results represented by far a rather small fraction
of the information sources that were discussed in the particular
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forum under study. Whether this is any indication of the rise of
the “expert patient” remains the subject of further studies. Some
of the participants in the forum, especially the Sophisticated
Contributors, could be considered experts based on the nature
of their contribution behavior and their overall behavior, with
rather extensive posts often including scientific and other
references. They, however, also represent only a tiny fraction
and before we can draw reliable conclusions we need to conduct
semantic analyses of their statements. In contrast, the majority
of overall users tend to rely on social media-based sources of
information, which often feature personal experiences and
opinions.
The health care system can be described as a two-sided network:
a network with large components linked to each other through
multiple platforms so that clinicians, health care institutions,
and companies can interact with patients and communities [12].
While we studied one component of this network and how it is
affected by the other side of the network, further research should
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also focus on the opposite direction and mutual influences
between the components of this two-sided network.
Our study has used some sophisticated methods for extracting
information on the posting behavior in online forums to address
important questions in this field. To eliminate some of the
limitations of the study and to determine more precisely the role
and behavior of forum contributors with regard to scientific
information, a qualitative approach is needed, preferably a
discourse analysis of the social exchange processes and
argumentative strategies in online health forums, similar to a
Canadian study of online social support forums for gamblers,
in which the interaction of the participants, their common
discussions, and how they constructed identities and negotiated
legitimacy were analyzed [60]. We are in the midst of a change
due to technology where health provision and education can
increasingly benefit from using the Web, in an environment in
which individuals and communities become more able and
responsible for their own health and treatment [61].

Acknowledgments
We are indebted to Lara Weibezahl for critical input and review of the final draft of the paper and to Dr Richard Nicholas for a
neurological perspective on CCSVI.
The Ethics Committee of the University Medical Center Göttingen confirmed (ref 11/5/13) that ethical approval was not necessary
due to the nature of the data (secondary data analysis of anonymized data).
Some of the methods used and results are part of a Master’s thesis available online [62].

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1
Forum information retrieval.
[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 158KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

Multimedia Appendix 2
K-means clustering.
[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 128KB-Multimedia Appendix 2]

Multimedia Appendix 3
Clustering results data tables.
[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 223KB-Multimedia Appendix 3]

Multimedia Appendix 4
Referenced scientific publications.
[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 26KB-Multimedia Appendix 4]

References
1.
2.

Donaldson L. Expert patients usher in a new era of opportunity for the NHS. BMJ 2003 Jun 14;326(7402):1279-1280
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1136/bmj.326.7402.1279] [Medline: 12805129]
Greenhalgh T. Patient and public involvement in chronic illness: beyond the expert patient. BMJ 2009;338:629-631.
[Medline: 19223339]

http://www.jmir.org/2014/1/e10/

XSL• FO
RenderX

J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 1 | e10 | p. 13
(page number not for citation purposes)

JOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH
3.

4.
5.
6.
7.

8.

9.
10.
11.
12.
13.

14.
15.
16.
17.

18.

19.

20.
21.

22.

23.

24.
25.

Hoffman-Goetz L, Donelle L, Thomson MD. Clinical guidelines about diabetes and the accuracy of peer information in
an unmoderated online health forum for retired persons. Inform Health Soc Care 2009 Mar;34(2):91-99. [doi:
10.1080/17538150902865136] [Medline: 19412842]
Kreps GL, Neuhauser L. New directions in eHealth communication: opportunities and challenges. Patient Educ Couns
2010 Mar;78(3):329-336. [doi: 10.1016/j.pec.2010.01.013] [Medline: 20202779]
McMullan M. Patients using the Internet to obtain health information: how this affects the patient-health professional
relationship. Patient Educ Couns 2006 Oct;63(1-2):24-28. [doi: 10.1016/j.pec.2005.10.006] [Medline: 16406474]
Vance K, Howe W, Dellavalle RP. Social Internet sites as a source of public health information. Dermatol Clin 2009
Apr;27(2):133-136. [doi: 10.1016/j.det.2008.11.010] [Medline: 19254656]
Nettleton S, Burrows R, O'Malley L. The mundane realities of the everyday lay use of the Internet for health, and their
consequences for media convergence. Sociol Health Illn 2005 Nov;27(7):972-992. [doi: 10.1111/j.1467-9566.2005.00466.x]
[Medline: 16313525]
Kummervold PE, Chronaki CE, Lausen B, Prokosch HU, Rasmussen J, Santana S, et al. eHealth trends in Europe 2005-2007:
a population-based survey. J Med Internet Res 2008;10(4):e42 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.1023] [Medline:
19017584]
Sillence E, Briggs P, Harris PR, Fishwick L. How do patients evaluate and make use of online health information? Soc Sci
Med 2007 May;64(9):1853-1862. [doi: 10.1016/j.socscimed.2007.01.012] [Medline: 17328998]
Lemire M, Paré G, Sicotte C, Harvey C. Determinants of Internet use as a preferred source of information on personal
health. Int J Med Inform 2008 Nov;77(11):723-734. [doi: 10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2008.03.002] [Medline: 18434246]
Wilson P. How to find the good and avoid the bad or ugly: a short guide to tools for rating quality of health information
on the Internet. BMJ 2002 Mar 9;324(7337):598-602 [FREE Full text] [Medline: 11884329]
Griffiths F, Cave J, Boardman F, Ren J, Pawlikowska T, Ball R, et al. Social networks--the future for health care delivery.
Soc Sci Med 2012 Dec;75(12):2233-2241. [doi: 10.1016/j.socscimed.2012.08.023] [Medline: 22985490]
Weiss JB, Berner ES, Johnson KB, Giuse DA, Murphy BA, Lorenzi NM. Recommendations for the design, implementation
and evaluation of social support in online communities, networks, and groups. J Biomed Inform 2013 Dec;46(6):970-976.
[doi: 10.1016/j.jbi.2013.04.004] [Medline: 23583424]
Kempe D, Kleinberg J, Tardos É. Maximizing the spread of influence through a social network. 2003 Presented at: Proc
Ninth ACM SIGKDD Int Conf Knowl Discov Data Min; 24.08.2003; Washington, D. C p. 137.
Brunson EK. The impact of social networks on parents' vaccination decisions. Pediatrics 2013 May;131(5):1397-1404.
[doi: 10.1542/peds.2012-2452] [Medline: 23589813]
Scanfeld D, Scanfeld V, Larson EL. Dissemination of health information through social networks: twitter and antibiotics.
Am J Infect Control 2010 Apr;38(3):182-188 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.ajic.2009.11.004] [Medline: 20347636]
Zamboni P, Galeotti R, Menegatti E, Malagoni AM, Tacconi G, Dall'Ara S, et al. Chronic cerebrospinal venous insufficiency
in patients with multiple sclerosis. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry 2009 Apr;80(4):392-399 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1136/jnnp.2008.157164] [Medline: 19060024]
Thapar A, Lane T, Nicholas R, Friede T, Ellis M, Assenheim J, et al. Systematic review of sonographic chronic cerebrospinal
venous insufficiency findings in multiple sclerosis. Phlebology 2011 Dec;26(8):319-325. [doi: 10.1258/phleb.2011.011098]
[Medline: 22021635]
Thapar A, Lane TRA, Nicholas R. Chronic Cerebrospinal Venous Insufficiency: It is an entity and a subset of multiple
sclerosis - Against The Motion. In: Vascular and Endovascular Controversies Update. London: Greenhalgh RM;
2012:696-705.
Turner L. Beyond "medical tourism": Canadian companies marketing medical travel. Global Health 2012;8(16):11 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1744-8603-8-16] [Medline: 22703873]
Vedantham S, Benenati JF, Kundu S, Black CM, Murphy KJ, Cardella JF, Society of Interventional Radiology, Canadian
Interventional Radiology Association. Interventional endovascular management of chronic cerebrospinal venous insufficiency
in patients with multiple sclerosis: a position statement by the Society of Interventional Radiology, endorsed by the Canadian
Interventional Radiology Association. J Vasc Interv Radiol 2010 Sep;21(9):1335-1337. [doi: 10.1016/j.jvir.2010.07.004]
[Medline: 20800776]
Traboulsee AL, Knox KB, Machan L, Zhao Y, Yee I, Rauscher A, et al. Prevalence of extracranial venous narrowing on
catheter venography in people with multiple sclerosis, their siblings, and unrelated healthy controls: a blinded, case-control
study. Lancet 2013 Oct 8:e8. [doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(13)61747-X] [Medline: 24119384]
Imperial College CCSVI Investigation Group, Thapar A, Lane TR, Pandey V, Shalhoub J, Malik O, et al. Internal jugular
thrombosis post venoplasty for chronic cerebrospinal venous insufficiency. Phlebology 2011 Sep;26(6):254-256. [doi:
10.1258/phleb.2011.011052] [Medline: 21803799]
Burton JM, Alikhani K, Goyal M, Costello F, White C, Patry D, et al. Complications in MS patients after CCSVI procedures
abroad (Calgary, AB). Can J Neurol Sci 2011 Sep;38(5):741-746. [Medline: 21856578]
Deutsche Multiple Sklerose Gesellschaft/German Multiple Sclerosis Society. DMSG-Forum URL: http://www.dmsg.de/
multiple-sklerose-forum/index.php?kategorie=msforen [accessed 2013-08-06] [WebCite Cache ID 6IfNcEH1V]

http://www.jmir.org/2014/1/e10/

XSL• FO
RenderX

Sudau et al

J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 1 | e10 | p. 14
(page number not for citation purposes)

JOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.

33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.

42.
43.

44.
45.

46.
47.

48.
49.

50.

51.
52.

Forum home | Multiple Sclerosis Society UK. URL: http://www.mssociety.org.uk/forum [accessed 2013-08-06] [WebCite
Cache ID 6IfNlvI4I]
The CCSVI Foundation of Canada. URL: http://www.ccsvifoundationcanada.org/ [accessed 2013-08-06] [WebCite Cache
ID 6IfNrwcGu]
CCSVI Locator - Locate CCSVI Social Network Sites. URL: http://ccsvi-ms.ning.com/ [accessed 2013-08-06] [WebCite
Cache ID 6IfNxH8GX]
CCVSI - YouTube. URL: http://www.youtube.com/results?search_query=ccsvi [accessed 2013-08-06] [WebCite Cache
ID 6IfOF8KzQ]
Ghezzi A. Funding CCSVI research is/was a waste of valuable time, money and intellectual energy: yes. Mult Scler 2013
Jun;19(7):855-857. [doi: 10.1177/1352458513479825] [Medline: 23712524]
Zivadinov R, Weinstock-Guttman B. Funding CCSVI research is/was a waste of valuable time, money and intellectual
energy: no. Mult Scler 2013 Jun;19(7):858-860. [doi: 10.1177/1352458513480252] [Medline: 23712525]
Jones R, Sharkey S, Smithson J, Ford T, Emmens T, Hewis E, et al. Using metrics to describe the participative stances of
members within discussion forums. J Med Internet Res 2011;13(1):e3 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.1591] [Medline:
21239373]
CiteXplore. 2013 May 31. URL: http://www.ebi.ac.uk/citexplore/webservice.jsp [accessed 2013-12-20] [WebCite Cache
ID 6M0vmBswA]
Sayers E. NCBI (National Center for Biotechnology Information). 2008. Entrez programming utilities help URL: http:/
/www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK25501/ [accessed 2013-12-20] [WebCite Cache ID 6M0w3Mlp4]
Fallis D. Toward an epistemology of Wikipedia. J Am Soc Inf Sci Technol 2008:1662-1674.
MacQueen J. Some methods for classification and analysis of multivariate observations. 1967 Presented at: Proc 5th Berkeley
Symp Math Stat Probab; 1967; Berkeley p. 281-297.
Chan J, Hayes C, Daly EM. Decomposing discussion forums and boards using user roles. 2010 Presented at: AAAI Conf
Weblogs Soc Media; 2010; Washington DC p. 215-218.
Chambers JM, Cleveland WS, Tukey PA. Graphical methods for data analysis. Duxbury: Duxbury Press; 1983:158-162.
Brush AJ, Wang X, Turner TC, Smith MA. Assessing differential usage of Usenet social accounting meta-data. 2005
Presented at: Proc SIGCHI Conf Hum Factors Comput Syst; 2005; Portland, Oregon p. 889-898.
Singh AV, Zamboni P. Anomalous venous blood flow and iron deposition in multiple sclerosis. J Cereb Blood Flow Metab
2009 Dec;29(12):1867-1878. [doi: 10.1038/jcbfm.2009.180] [Medline: 19724286]
Zamboni P, Galeotti R, Menegatti E, Malagoni AM, Gianesini S, Bartolomei I, et al. A prospective open-label study of
endovascular treatment of chronic cerebrospinal venous insufficiency. J Vasc Surg 2009 Dec;50(6):1348-1358. [doi:
10.1016/j.jvs.2009.07.096] [Medline: 19958985]
Al-Omari MH, Rousan LA. Internal jugular vein morphology and hemodynamics in patients with multiple sclerosis. Int
Angiol 2010 Apr;29(2):115-120. [Medline: 20351667]
Malagoni AM, Galeotti R, Menegatti E, Manfredini F, Basaglia N, Salvi F, et al. Is chronic fatigue the symptom of venous
insufficiency associated with multiple sclerosis? A longitudinal pilot study. Int Angiol 2010 Apr;29(2):176-182. [Medline:
20351673]
Doepp F, Paul F, Valdueza JM, Schmierer K, Schreiber SJ. No cerebrocervical venous congestion in patients with multiple
sclerosis. Ann Neurol 2010 Aug;68(2):173-183. [doi: 10.1002/ana.22085] [Medline: 20695010]
Wattjes MP, van Oosten BW, de Graaf WL, Seewann A, Bot JC, van den Berg R, et al. No association of abnormal cranial
venous drainage with multiple sclerosis: a magnetic resonance venography and flow-quantification study. J Neurol Neurosurg
Psychiatry 2011 Apr;82(4):429-435. [doi: 10.1136/jnnp.2010.223479] [Medline: 20980483]
Yamout B, Herlopian A, Issa Z, Habib RH, Fawaz A, Salame J, et al. Extracranial venous stenosis is an unlikely cause of
multiple sclerosis. Mult Scler 2010 Nov;16(11):1341-1348. [doi: 10.1177/1352458510385268] [Medline: 21041329]
Bastianello S, Romani A, Viselner G, Tibaldi EC, Giugni E, Altieri M, et al. Chronic cerebrospinal venous insufficiency
in multiple sclerosis: clinical correlates from a multicentre study. BMC Neurol 2011;11(132):e7 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1186/1471-2377-11-132] [Medline: 22029656]
Baracchini C, Perini P, Calabrese M, Causin F, Rinaldi F, Gallo P. No evidence of chronic cerebrospinal venous insufficiency
at multiple sclerosis onset. Ann Neurol 2011 Jan;69(1):90-99. [doi: 10.1002/ana.22228] [Medline: 21280079]
Mayer CA, Pfeilschifter W, Lorenz MW, Nedelmann M, Bechmann I, Steinmetz H, et al. The perfect crime? CCSVI not
leaving a trace in MS. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry 2011 Apr;82(4):436-440 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1136/jnnp.2010.231613] [Medline: 21296899]
Centonze D, Floris R, Stefanini M, Rossi S, Fabiano S, Castelli M, et al. Proposed chronic cerebrospinal venous insufficiency
criteria do not predict multiple sclerosis risk or severity. Ann Neurol 2011 Jul;70(1):51-58. [doi: 10.1002/ana.22436]
[Medline: 21786298]
Zhai Z, Xu H, Jia P. Identifying opinion leaders in BBS. 2008 Presented at: Int Conf Web Intell Intell Agent Technol
WI-IAT08 IEEEWICACM; 2008; Sydney p. 398-401.
Zhang X, Dong D. Ways of identifying the opinion leaders in virtual communities. Int J Bus Manag 2008;3(7):21-27.

http://www.jmir.org/2014/1/e10/

XSL• FO
RenderX

Sudau et al

J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 1 | e10 | p. 15
(page number not for citation purposes)

JOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH
53.

54.
55.

56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.

Sudau et al

Xiao Y, Xia L. Understanding opinion leaders in bulletin board systems: Structures and algorithms. : Structures and
algorithms. 2010 IEEE 35th Conf Local Comput Networks LCN 2010.–; 2010 Presented at: 2010 IEEE 35th Conference
on Local Computer Networks (LCN); 2010; Denver p. 1062-1067.
Ziyi L, Jing CFS, Donghong S, Yongfeng H. Research on methods to identify the opinion leaders in Internet community.
2013 Presented at: 4th IEEE Int Conf Softw Eng Serv Sci ICSESS; 2013; Beijing p. 934-937.
Waldschmidt A, Klein A, Tamayo Korte M, Dalman-Eken S. Discourse in everyday life - the everyday life of discourse:
Towards an empirical grounded methodology of discourse research in social sciences [in German]. Forum Qual
Sozialforschung FQS 2007;8(2):e29.
Horowitz B. Elatable. Creators, synthesizers, and consumers URL: http://blog.elatable.com/2006/02/
creators-synthesizers-and-consumers.html [accessed 2013-08-06] [WebCite Cache ID 6IfOi4gNA]
Chomutare T, Arsand E, Fernandez-Luque L, Lauritzen J, Hartvigsen G. Inferring community structure in healthcare forums.
An empirical study. Methods Inf Med 2013;52(2):160-167. [doi: 10.3414/ME12-02-0003] [Medline: 23392282]
Dias A, Chomutare T, Botsis T. Exploring the community structure of a diabetes forum. Stud Health Technol Inform
2012;180:833-837. [Medline: 22874309]
Wilson K, Keelan J. Social media and the empowering of opponents of medical technologies: the case of anti-vaccinationism.
J Med Internet Res 2013;15(5):e103 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.2409] [Medline: 23715762]
Mudry TE, Strong T. Doing recovery online. Qual Health Res 2013 Mar;23(3):313-325. [doi: 10.1177/1049732312468296]
[Medline: 23208202]
Denecke K, Brooks E. Web science in medicine and healthcare. Methods Inf Med 2013;52(2):148-151. [Medline: 23508344]
Sudau F. Master’s Thesis in Applied Computer Science at the Institute of Computer Science, ZAI-MSC--04, ISSN 1612-6793.:
Georg-August-University of Göttingen; 2013. Analysis of controversial debates in online fora - a showcase analysis of the
CCSVI discussion in the DMSG layperson forum URL: http://www.swe.informatik.uni-goettingen.de/publications/
analysis-controversial-debates-online-fora-showcase-analysis-ccsvi-discussion-dmsg [accessed 2013-12-21] [WebCite
Cache ID 6M2Em93Xk]

Abbreviations
CCSVI: Chronic Cerebrospinal Venous Insufficiency
DMSG: Deutsche Multiple Sklerose Gesellschaft/ German Multiple Sclerosis Society
MS: multiple sclerosis

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 12.08.13; peer-reviewed by K Denecke, C Smith; comments to author 10.09.13; revised version
received 24.10.13; accepted 11.11.13; published 14.01.14
Please cite as:
Sudau F, Friede T, Grabowski J, Koschack J, Makedonski P, Himmel W
Sources of Information and Behavioral Patterns in Online Health Forums: Observational Study
J Med Internet Res 2014;16(1):e10
URL: http://www.jmir.org/2014/1/e10/
doi: 10.2196/jmir.2875
PMID: 24425598

©Fabian Sudau, Tim Friede, Jens Grabowski, Janka Koschack, Philip Makedonski, Wolfgang Himmel. Originally published in
the Journal of Medical Internet Research (http://www.jmir.org), 14.01.2014. This is an open-access article distributed under the
terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0/), which permits unrestricted
use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in the Journal of Medical Internet
Research, is properly cited. The complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on http://www.jmir.org/,
as well as this copyright and license information must be included.

http://www.jmir.org/2014/1/e10/

XSL• FO
RenderX

J Med Internet Res 2014 | vol. 16 | iss. 1 | e10 | p. 16
(page number not for citation purposes)

