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0.293  Valley 
0.203  Lake Natural  
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Estimating beauty with AI 
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Ginsberg et al., Nature 368, 1012 (2009) 

Flu data 
Google Trends estimate 



Butler, Nature 494, 155 (2013) 

“The press reports may have triggered many 
flu-related searches by people who were not 
ill.“	
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Flu estimate errors reduced 
 by between 16% and 53%.  Preis & Moat (2014) 



Online data may help us measure behaviour that was previously 
expensive, time-consuming or impossible to capture 


