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Chapter 1
Introduction
1.1

Statement of problem

The timely detection of potential outbreaks of serious communicable diseases
is one of the critical functions of public health departments, both at the
state and federal level. Because many communicable diseases are required
to be reported to local health departments, Colorado Department of Public
Health and the Environment (CDPHE) receives notification of cases from
epidemiologists, hospitals, physicians’ offices, and various other health facility
monitors. CDPHE maintains a database which includes, for each case, the
diagnosed disease, temporal information (e.g., date of occurrence, date of
report), and spatial information (e.g., population centroid of the census tract
where the diseased person live, suspected location where the disease may
have been acquired). When an outbreak occurs due to a communicable
disease, the first priority of public health personnel is to reduce mortality
and morbidity. Thus, prompt and immediate detection of cases of disease
clusters (e.g., many cases in a short period of time, and/or many cases in a
rather small geographic area), is an urgent priority for CDPHE.
Public health departments have been conducting surveillance activities
using various methods for decades. These activities have become particularly important in Colorado during the past several years, for several reasons.
Since September 11, 2001, the potential for bioterrorism has increased, requiring increased vigilance among health departments to check for unusually
high incidence of unexpected diseases (disease surveillance) or symptoms
(syndromic surveillance). The identification of anthrax on the East Coast
shortly after 9/11/01 emphasized the awareness of the need to monitor public health databases for suspected bioterrorism activities. Another event that
has hit Colorado particularly hard had been the spread of West Nile Virus;
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last year, Colorado led the 50 states in the most number of reported cases,
despite the fact that it ranks 22nd in total population. The outbreak of
SARS in Asia last year underscored the importance of extremely rapid identification and containment of a communicable disease outbreak, particularly
in a state like Colorado that depends heavily on tourism year-round.
How can CDHPE’s database be used to detect potential outbreaks of disease? Statistical methods for cluster detection can aid in this identification.
All cluster detection methods run the risk of two types of error: the error
in claiming an outbreak when the incidence is in fact below “outbreak” levels (here, called Type I error), and the error in failing to detect an outbreak
when one exists (here, called the Type II error). The first cost arises from the
mobilized resources in increased personnel, material, and public fear. The
second cost arises from the potentially large numbers of cases that might
have been prevented if the outbreak had been detected.
Statistical methods are valuable tools in detecting disease outbreaks, because error rates from these two types of error can be quantified mathematically. The proper specification of these error rates depends upon the
assumptions of the methods, usually the assumptions governing what constitutes ”below outbreak levels.”
1. Temporal Clustering (Chen, Hyunh)
The lack of disease clusters in time assumes that cases of disease occur
uniformly in time; i.e., the observed number of cases of a particular
disease is about the same in one interval as in previous or succeeding
intervals. Because of the seasonality of many disease (e.g., influenza),
it is important that the time intervals under consideration are not too
wide. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention has addressed
this issue by comparing the number of diseases in the current fourweek period to the numbers reported in previous four-week periods,
during the previous five years, from the same four-week period as well
as exactly one four-week period on either side of it (i.e., comparing the
current count to 15 previous counts). To the extent that this count is
”significantly higher” than the average of the 15 previous counts, time
clustering is indicated. (See Section 7 in Chapter 5 for more details
on this method.) Other statistical methods for detecting temporal
clusters assume basically zero counts; the existence of a positive count
in one or more intervals may lead to ”significance,” depending upon
the statistical method.
2. Spatial Clustering(Been, Gonzales, Hyunh, Wagner, Durso)
The lack of disease clusters in space assumes that cases of disease occur
2

randomly, or uniformly, over the region of interest; i.e., the observed
number of cases of a particular disease is about the same in one region
as in other regions, whether they be close by or far away. Because
the number of cases in a region obviously depends upon the number
of people who live there, these spatial counts must be reported either
as rates (e.g., number of cases per 1000 persons), or in regions that
are designed to contain roughly the same numbers of persons (e.g, census tracts within county borders). Many statistical methods have been
proposed for detecting spatial clusters. Some methods (e.g., Knox’s
method, Kulldorff’s Spatial Scan Statistic) consider clusters in both
space and time (i.e., an unusually high number of cases in a small region and in a short period of time).
3. Hypothesis test and Errors (Kafadar, Kim)
All detection methods depend upon the criteria which describe the “no
outbreak” situation (i.e., the “null hypothesis” and no urgent action
need be taken). From this hypothesis, the error rates (i.e., declaring
an outbreak when none exists, or failing to declare an outbreak when
it exists), can be quantified. The criteria for the test depend upon appropriate specification of one of these two types of error. For example,
CDPHE may want to specify no more than a 5% chance of dispatching personnel and resources for a non-urgent condition. Alternatively,
the CDPHE may prefer to specify no more than a 1% chance that an
outbreak will fail to be detected. Given the specification, the goal is
to choose a method that (a) minimizes the other error rate (e.g., if the
Type I error is specified at 5%, then the method maintains as small a
Type II error rate as possible; or, if the Type II error is specified at
1%, then the method maintains as small a Type I error rate as possible); and (b) depends on assumptions that are reasonable for CDPHE’s
situations. Practical reasons dictate the infeasibility of the second approach (due to the number of possible forms that an outbreak can take,
in space and/or time, it would be nearly impossible to assure no more
than a 1% chance that an outbreak of any form would fail to be detected). There is always a trade-off between the two types of error: a
very small Type I error (chance of declaring an outbreak when none
has arisen) leads to a large Type II error (chance of failing to notice an
outbreak when one occurs), and vice versa, so CDPHE may well wish
to apply statistical tests with a Type I error rate that is higher than
the conventional 5%. On the other hand, many tests for clustering also
leads to more chance to commit Type I errors; repeating 5% tests 20
3

times ensures, by construction, the likelihood of declaring at least one
outbreak when none exists (5% chance per test, times 20 tests, equals
100% expected chance of declaring an false outbreak).

1.2

Executive Summary

This report describes various statistical methods that have been proposed in the literature and critically assesses them for their consistency with reasonable assumptions, for their ease in computing the
methods, and for their ability to maintain low error rates of the two
types. Following this introductory chapter, Chapter 2 gives a general
description of one particular disease of concern to Colorado (West Nile
Virus). Chapter 3 provides some background on classical hypothesis
testing. Chapter 4 describes a de-identifed data set containing lists of
cases, locations, and times of occurrence. Chapters 5, 6, and 7 describe
statistical tests for detecting clusters in time, space, and space and
time, respectively. Throughout these chapters, selected methods are
illustrated using the de-identified data set. Chapter 8 provides some
recommendations on displaying the data. Chapter 9 summarizes this
report with recommendations on methods for temporal and/or spatial
clustering, along with illustrations using the CDPHE data set.
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Chapter 2
Epidemiology
2.1

History

West Nile virus was first isolated from a febrile adult woman in the
West Nile District of Uganda in 1937 [29, 8, 32]. The ecology was
characterized in Egypt in the 1950s [32]. The virus became recognized
as a cause of severe human meningitis or encephalitis (inflammation
of the spinal cord and brain) in elderly patients during an outbreak in
Israel in 1957 [8]. Equine disease was noted first in Egypt and France
in the early 1960s [8]. In the mid 1990s outbreaks were reported from
Romania, Russia and Israel [32].
WNV first appeared in North America in 1999, with encephalitis reported in humans and horses [8]. Although the virus spread westward
during the next two years, only modest disease activity was seen until
2002, when the number of cases increased dramatically, and by the end
of 2003 the epizootic had spread to all but two of the lower 48 states
[17]. The number of cases of WNV has also continued to rise; by midFebruary 2004, 9175 human cases and 230 deaths were reported as a
result of the 2003 outbreak [17].

2.2

Geographic distribution

West Nile virus has been detected in Africa, Europe, the Middle East,
west and central Asia, Oceania (subtype Kunjin), and most recently,
North America[8, 17].

5

birds
↓↑
mosquitoes
↓
horses, people and other mammals
Figure 2.1: WNV is maintained in an enzootic mosquito-bird-mosquito cycle.
Humans and other mammals serve as dead-end hosts and do not sufficiently
amplify virus for mosquito transmission.
Outbreaks of WNV encephalitis in humans have occurred in Algeria
in 1994, Romania in 1996-1997, the Czech Republic in 1997, the Democratic Republic of the Congo in 1998, Russia in 1999, the United
States in 1999-2003, and Israel in 2000. Epizootics of disease in horses
occurred in Morocco in 1996, Italy in 1998, the United States in 19992001, and France in 2000, and in birds in Israel in 1997-2001 and in
the United States in 1999-2002 [8, 17, 32].

2.3

Virology

WN virus is taxonomically placed within the family Flaviviridae, genus
Flavivirus. Within the genus Flavivirus, WN virus has been serologically classified within the JE virus antigenic complex, which includes
the human pathogens JE, Murray Valley encephalitis, SLE, and Kunjin
viruses [5].

2.4

Transmission cycle

WNV is maintained in an enzootic bird-mosquito-bird cycle; see figure
2.1. The virus is amplified during periods of adult mosquito bloodfeeding by continuous transmission between mosquito vectors and bird
reservoir hosts [8].
In Africa, southern Europe, and western Asia, WNV has been isolated
from mosquitoes of more than 40 species, primarily those in the genus
Culex ; in the United States, WNV has been isolated from mosquitoes
belonging to 43 species since 1999. In the United States the majority
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of WNV isolates have been from Culex species, particularly Cx. pipiens, Cx. restuans, and Cx. salinarius; however, isolates have also been
recovered from species in other genera, including Aedes, Anopheles,
Coquillettidia, and Ochlerotatus. Culex species are the most important maintenance vectors within the avian cycle, with other species
serving as bridge vectors from birds to humans and horses in mid to
late summer. While mosquitoes belonging to many species are competent vectors of the virus in the laboratory, their vector competence in
humans is still unknown. In the northeastern and southern US transmission among birds is likely mediated by Cx. pipiens; however, the
most important bridge vectors to humans are unidentified. The large
outbreak of WNV in the western US, especially Colorado, in 2003 was
likely due to Cx. tarsalis, an indiscriminant feeder on both birds and
mammals. In regions where the same vector contributes to both the
mammalian and the avian cycles, disease activity will continue to be
more pronounced. WNV has also been isolated from both hard and
soft ticks; however, the ability of ticks to successfully and significantly
transmit the virus in nature is unclear [17].
Passerine birds, including crows, house sparrows, and blue jays, serve
as the primary amplifying hosts of the virus, and develop a high-level
viremia that lasts for several days. A study of WNV transmission in 25
species of birds found cloacal shedding of virus in 17 of 24 species and
oral shedding in 12 of 14 species. In addition, contact transmission was
identified in four species, and oral transmission in five species [17]).
Infectious mosquitoes carry virus particles in their salivary glands and
infect susceptible bird species during blood-meal feeding. Competent
bird reservoirs will sustain an infectious viremia (virus circulating in
the bloodstream) for 1 to 4 days after exposure, after which these hosts
develop life-long immunity. A sufficient number of vectors must feed
on an infectious host to ensure that some survive long enough to feed
again on a susceptible reservoir host [8].
Most human infections of WNV are the result of transmission of the
virus by infected mosquitoes; however, several novel modes of transmission are now recognized in the United States (in utero, through
breast milk, via blood transfusion or organ transplantation, or through
occupational exposure). In contrast to some bird species, in which
high-level viremia is seen, humans and horses develop only low-level
and transient viremia and are unlikely to contribute to virus amplification via mammal-mosquito-anywho transmission cycle [17].
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2.5

Clinical features

Most infections with WNV are clinically inapparent and go undetected.
A serosurvey in 1999 in New York showed that only approximately
20% of infected persons developed fever caused by WNV, and of these,
only about half visited a physician for their illness. Approximately
1 in 150 patients progress to severe neurologic illnesses (encephalitis, meningitis, acute flaccid paralysis), and while prevalence rates are
fairly uniform across age-groups, rates of neurological disease increase
substantially with age, as does the clinical:subclinical infection ratio.
Case-fatality rates among hospitalized patients have ranged from 4%
(Romania, 1996) to 12% in the New York 1999 outbreak and as high
as 14% in an outbreak in Israel in 2000. Advanced age is the main
risk factor for death, with individuals more than 70 years of age at
particularly high risk. Among such individuals, the case-fatality rate
ranges from 15% to 29%. The reason for increased mortality in the
elderly is not yet known but may be related to a decreased capacity
of these individuals to develop a protective immune response to help
control infection [17].
Currently, the only treatments for WNV infection are supportive [17].

2.6

WNV in Colorado

According to [6] and [7], there was no evidence of WNV activity in Colorado until 2001. In 2001 several reports about human and veterinary
cases were received, but none of the samples submitted for testing was
found to be positive for WNV (see [6]). In 2002 there were reported and
confirmed human, veterinary and wild bird cases (see [6, 7]) . In 2003
there were reported 2947 human cases (according to [7]), the highest
value among all the states for 2003. This year there were reported only
276 human cases (data from [7]). In both 2003 and 2004 there were
reported and confirmed veterinary and wild bird cases ([7, 6]).
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Chapter 3
Statistical Hypothesis Test
There are two general methods available for making inferences about
the population parameters, or in our situation, the existence of disease
clusters. We can estimate their values using confidence intervals, or we
can make decisions about them. However, when the inference leads to a
decision about certain actions or certain phenomenon, rather than specific values of model parameters that may be related to the conclusion,
we prefer the decision making process, or statistical hypothesis-testing.
A statistical hypothesis test, or more briefly, hypothesis test, states two
alternatives of possible outcomes, and decides the likely outcome based
on the observed data and on specified risks of making the wrong choice.

3.1

Elements of Hypothesis Testing

Every hypothesis test consists of five fundamental elements.
(a) H0 (Null hypothesis)
(b) Ha (Alternative hypothesis)
(c) test statistic
(d) rejection region (or “critical region”)
(e) decision algorithm (based on test statistic)
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3.1.1

Null and Alternative Hypothesis

Before collecting information or data about the phenomenon of interest
(e.g., existence of clusters), the researcher formulates hypotheses that
could describe the state of nature. One hypothesis usually describes the
current state of nature, in which nothing very interesting or alarming is
happening. This situation is usually captured in the “null hypothesis.”
In our situation, the null hypothesis might be, “no evidence of clustering.” Conversely, the “alternative hypothesis” captures the unusual or
the unexpected; e.g., “evidence of clustering.”
The null hypothesis is denoted H0 ; it describes the current state of
affairs, and is usually the hypothesis that the researcher aims to dispel.
The alternative hypothesis is denoted Ha ; it describes an unexpected
departure from the current state, and evidence supporting it is usually
considered important or critical.
Thus, the null and alternative hypotheses describe the population, but
from different and mutually exclusive perspectives (i.e., they cannot be
true simultaneously). This is important, because it implies the conditions governing the population can be described by either Ha or H0 ,
but not both. (In some contexts, a third “middle” option is possible, which describes the situation where the evidence is insufficient to
make a determination on way or the other. In such “sequential testing” paradigms, data continue to be collected until the evidence points
convincingly to either H0 or Ha .)
A classical example of hypothesis testing is a court case. Here, the
prosecutor may be thought of as the researcher who seek to find the
evidence to prove the defendant guilty. Our judicial system is set up
on the premise that the defendant is innocent (H0 ) until proven guilty
“beyond a shadow of a doubt” (Ha ). Thus,
H0 : the defendant is not guilty
Ha : the defendant is guilty
Until proven guilty, the defendant remains not guilty (H0 ).
In our context,
H0 : no evidence of disease clusters in the region; e.g., cases are distributed randomly throughout the region
Ha : evidence of disease cluster
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3.1.2

Type I and Type II Errors

The goal of any hypothesis test is to make a decision. In particular,
we will decide whether to reject the null hypothesis H0 in favor of the
alternative hypothesis Ha . Ideally, we would always make a correct
decision. In practice, the decision will be based on sample information,
some of which may be subject to error. Thus, we can make one of two
types of decision errors, as shown in the table below.

Decision Accept H0
Reject H0

True State of Nature
H0 true(Ha false)
H0 false(Ha true)
Correct Decision
T ype II Error
T ype I Error
Correct Decision

If we reject H0 when H0 is true, it is called T ype I error. The probability of a Type I error is represented by α. If we accept H0 when H0
is false, it is called T ype II error. The probability of a Type II error
is represented β. There is an apparent relationship between α and β.
As α increases, β decreases, and as α decreases, β increases. The only
way to reduce both α and β simultaneously is to increase the amount
of information available in the sample (i.e. increase the sample size).
The probability of making a Type I error usually is controlled by the
researcher, and is called the signif icance level of the test.
We consider our situation of testing for a disease cluster. Given a set of
data, we first identify the null and alternative hypothesis with a fixed
significance level. Here, the null hypothesis would be “no evidence of
disease cluster”, and the alternative would be “evidence of disease cluster.” If we set the significance level very small, then the probability of
making a Type I error is very small; i.e., claiming evidence of a cluster when, in fact, there was no cluster (cases randomly distributed).
However, we have to pay a higher price of making Type II error, or
making a decision that there is no cluster when in fact, there is a cluster. Thus, with this significance level, we can reduce the risk of sending
health department people to the region in doubt of clustering, but it
also increases the risk of failing to detect the real cluster. Since our goal
in this project is to identify the cluster effectively, we must not miss
any of the possible clusters in our region. Thus, it would be optimal to
set the significance level at the level where the department can afford
to send people for further examination as many times as possible, so
that, though they may have to submit to a potentially larger number
of “false alarms”, they detect nearly every cluster in the area.
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3.2

Test Statistics

The null and alternative hypotheses are usually characterized in terms
of some parameters in a model that describes the data. In this way,
H0 can be characterized in terms of the model parameters (e.g., “average distance between pairs of cases is constant D”), and Ha can be
characterized under different values of the parameters (e.g., “average
distance between pairs of cases is not constant”). The “test statistic”
allows us to transform the description of H0 and Ha from words into numerical values. The test statistic measures how much the data deviate
from the null hypothesized value of the parameter. The test statistic is
usually standardized so that its sampling distribution, under the null
hypothesized value of the parameter, has a well-known form.
For example, if H0 is “population mean is D”and Ha is “mean is not
D,” x̄ and Sx are the sample mean and sample standard distribution
of the data, then
√
Standardized test statistic = (x̄ − D)/(Sx / n)
which conveniently has (approximately, by the Central Limit Theorem)
a standard normal distribution (mean 0, standard distribution 1) if H0
is true. (If H0 is not true, then the mean of the data is not D, and the
mean of the standardized test statistic is not zero.) Most of the test
statistics in this report will have the form test statistic = (data average
– contemplated mean under H0 )/(standard deviation under H0 ), whose
distribution under H0 will be either exactly or approximately normal.
When counts are small, the normal approximation may not hold, and
other distributions (e.g., Poisson, binomial) are more appropriate. We
will see both types of situations in this report.

3.3

Rejection Region

After deriving the standardized test statistic, we need to specify the
range of possible values, which will be deemed “plausible” or “implausible” under the null hypothesis. In other words, we need to find specific
values of the test statistic that will lead us to reject the null hypothesis.
These specific values are known as the rejection region for a significance
test of level α. Note that once we decide on α, the rejection region is
defined.
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3.4

Making a Decision

To complete the test, we make our decision by observing whether the
computed value of the test statistic lies within the rejection region. If
the computed value falls within the rejection region, we will reject the
null hypothesis; otherwise, we do not reject the null hypothesis.

0.2

alpha = 0.05
critical point = 1.645

0.1

Probability

0.3

0.4

A frequently computed value called the p-value assesses the strength of
the decision on the hypothesis test. The p-value is the probability under
the null hypothesis of observing as extreme a value as the observed
test statistic. Computationally, the p-value is the proportion of the
distribution of the test statistic under the null hypothesis that lies
beyond the observed value of the test statistic. (See Figure 3.1)

0.0

p−value at 2 = 0.023

−3

−2

−1

0

1

2

3

z

Figure 3.1: Significance level α = 0.05 leads to critical value 1.645 and rejection region (1.645, ∞). Observed Statistic = 2.00, which leads to p-value
0.02 (< 0.05, so ”significant”).
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If the test is conducted with the significance level α then a p-value
greater than α is equivalent to failing to reject the null hypothesis using
significance level α. Conversely, a p-value less than α is equivalent to
rejection of the null and evidence in favor of the alternative hypothesis.

3.5 Summary of the hypothesis testing procedures
Step 1 : Specify the null and alternate hypotheses, H0 and Ha , and the
significance level, α.
Step 2 : Determine the test statistics and compute the standardized
test statistic using the sample data.
Step 3 : Determine the rejection region based on the significance level.
Step 4 : Make the appropriate conclusion by observing whether the
computed value of the test statistic lies within the rejection region. If
so, reject the null hypothesis; otherwise, do not reject the null hypothesis.

3.6 Multiple significance tests and the Bonferroni Correction
When we test a null hypothesis, which is true in fact, with the significance level of α, the probability that we make the right decision (i.e.,
correctly fail to reject the null hypothesis) is 1 − α. However, when we
conduct the test on n independent null hypotheses, which are true in
fact, with the significance level of α, the probability that we make the
right decision (i.e., fail to reject all the null hypotheses) is (1 − α)n .
For example, if we conduct 20 tests with null hypotheses all true with
α = 0.05, then the probability we land on the right decision all 20 times
is (1 − 0.05)20 = 0.36. Thus the probability of making a wrong decision
on at least one of the 20 null hypothesis tests is 1 − 0.36 = .64. That
is, the probability of making at least one incorrect decision is greater
than the probability of getting all decisions right. In fact, the expected
number of wrong decisions on the null hypotheses is 20 × 0.05 = 1;
i.e., we can expect, with high probability, that we will falsely reject one
null hypothesis. For example, if we conduct tests of significance for
14

spatial clustering at 20 different time periods, and in fact no clusters
exist, we can expect nonetheless to claim “clustering” for at least one
of the 20 null hypotheses were true. To avoid claiming too many false
clusters, we apply “Bonferroni correction” to the significance level of
each test, as follows. Consider the situation where all the null hypotheses are true, and each hypothesis test is conducted at significance level
α/n, instead of α, where n is the number of tests. Then, repeating
the derivation above, the probability of making an incorrect decision
in any one of the null hypotheses is no more than n(α/n) = α (and
possibly less, if the hypotheses are correlated, as they would be if the
same data are used in different ways), and the probability of making
the right decision on all n (true) hypotheses is at least 1 − α.
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Chapter 4
Data and Software
4.1

Warning

Notice: The dataset received from the Colorado Health Department
was de-identified prior to being distributed to the students involved in
this project. This was done to protect the privacy of all individuals
whose disease cases are contained in the dataset. The disease codes
and location of the cases were both altered, therefore statistical results
presented in this paper will differ slightly from results obtained from
an unscrambled dataset.

4.2

Dataset used in this study

The data from the Colorado Health Department contained 40,819 records,
each containing a reported case of a given disease. The records were
mostly in the period of 1996 to 2004 (93.7% of them), but the earliest
record is from 12/31/1990. Each record has 13 fields, detailed in the
table below:
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Field Name
Dis

Lat
Long

Tract
Pop100
Cotract

Cofips
cntytrB
Tract1
Blkgrp

Stdif

Pop2000
Date

Description
A numeric disease code. Altered for privacy reasons.
Students were not told
what disease each code corresponds to.
Latitude for the centroid of the ZIP+4 region where the
affected patient lives.
Longitude for the centroid of the ZIP+4 region where the
affected patient lives. There were 23,946 unique pairs of
ZIP+4 regions in the dataset.
The US Census tract where the patient lives.
Population for the corresponding census tract.
County FIPS code followed by tract code. The tract code
is left padded with zeros
to ensure a minimum of 6 digits.
FIPS code for the county where the patient lives.
Concatenation of fields Cofips, Tract, and Block Group.
Same as tract, except for 1,078 of the cases. The meaning
of the difference is not known.
US Census block group where the patient lives. Block
groups are defined within the
context of a US census tract.
Concatenation of the digit 8 (which is the US Census state
code for Colorado), plus
the field CntyTrB.
Population for the corresponding block group.
Date when the case was reported. Altered for privacy
reasons. Prior to 1998, these dates are not reliable.

In addition to the full dataset containing the 40,819 cases, a subset
was used containing only de-identified disease codes 15, 17, 27 and
28. This reduced dataset contained 10,453 records. The fields in each
record were exactly the same as the ones in the full dataset.

4.3

Software Used

A custom software application was developed to allow students to work
with the dataset. The original version of the dataset was split into 3
files. The first file contained columns 1 through 9 for each disease
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case, the second file contained columns 10 through 12, and the third
file contained the dates for each disease case, with five dates per line.
A program was written to convert this original dataset into a single
comma-separated-value (CSV) file containing all of the data. This CSV
file was then used to import the dataset into several applications for
analysis and calculation of statistics.
Another program, DataExporter, was developed to export data from
the CSV file into a format that can be read by the third-party application ClusterSeer. This custom data export tool allows researchers to
pick the disease codes to be exported, as well as which columns should
be included in the destination file. It can also output a header that can
be read by ClusterSeer.
ClusterSeer is a commercial software package that can be used to calculate cluster-related statistics for certain data sets. We used ClusterSeer
version 2.2.0 in this project and found the tool to have extremely limited functionality. One of the serious gaps is the lack of any method
to automate the calculation of statistics. This means that calculating
cluster-related statistics on an ongoing basis would require significant
amount of time from a worker, possibly requiring a full-time or parttime employee. The visualization of test results is very primitive as
well, being almost meaningless. Finally, the application is geared towards the calculation of cluster statistics for historical sets of data,
rather than towards detection of a possibly ongoing cluster. In general,
the tool was found inappropriate for the needs of the Colorado Health
Department.
The other major software package used in the project was R, which is
a scripting language and environment geared towards statistical applications. R is not a commercial product and is freely distributed from
its website. The R language was used by some groups in this project
to write implementations of relevant statistical tests. R is a very rich
environment and can be used to implement any of the statistical tests
described in this paper. The drawbacks of using R is the need to write
and maintain custom code to calculate the statistics. This may have
significant cost implications for any entity writing its own implementations of tests. On the other hand, R offers enormous flexibility and
allows the tests to have exactly the functionality that is needed, including for example the need for automation.
A “package” of R functions for statistical tests for disease clusters can
be downloaded from http://www.r-project.org.
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A special-purpose program called SatScan (http://www.statscan.org)
was used to calculate Kulldorf’s Spatial Scan Statistic. This program
was found to be very useful, but calculates only one statistical test
method (see Chapters 6 and 7).
All of the relevant files and tools (except for ClusterSeer, which is
commercial and cannot be distributed) were kept in a private web page
that could be accessed by only the students in this course.
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Chapter 5
Temporal Tests
5.1

Introduction

In this chapter, we describe methods of testing for the existence of disease clusters in a relatively short period of time. The data for such
tests are one or more time series consisting of counts of disease in time
intervals (e.g., number of cases per week or per month). Test statistics rely on one or more series of cases over time. After deciding on
whether the data consist of a single or multiple time series, one can
choose among several methods. Below we discuss all the available tests
for temporal clustering in Cluster Seer: Dat’s, Ederer-Myers-Mantel,
Empty Cells, Grimson’s, Larsen’s and the Levin and Kline’s modified
Cusum tests. All of these methods can be tested for both single and
multiple series except for the Ederer-Myers-Mantel, which can be used
to detect clusters only within multiple time series. When using count
data, all methods assume that the population does not change much
over time.

5.2

Dat’s Method

This method tests for temporal clustering within a single time series
or in multiple time series simultaneously, by using counts of cases in
consecutive time intervals (a time series) for several areas. An example
is the number of cases of measles per week in 10 counties over 6 weeks.
This test is more sensitive than the Ederer-Myers-Mantel test, which
20

will be discussed in the next section, in detecting multiple clusters
within a sub-unit and assumes that the population size does not change
over time. When the test statistic A is small, it indicates clustering of
cases in one of a few time intervals.[12]
Data Requirements:
• Data are counts of cases in each time interval
• Apply the method on only 5-10 time intervals (to avoid seasonal
effects)
• Do not use the method when the expected number of cases in each
interval is smaller than 2. Therefore, the total expected number
of cases in the time series must be greater than twice the number
of time intervals.
If the number of time intervals exceeds 10, it may be useful to aggregate
the data by combining the time intervals. For example, if there are 14
time intervals in the data set, the new data can be obtained by aggregating every 2 intervals. Thus, the new data set has 7 time intervals
instead. However, Dat’s method applied to a disease such as influenza
is likely to detect the winter months as a cluster, so it is important to
apply the method to either only short time spans or to diseases that
do not exhibit seasonal patterns.
Analysis:
H0 : Cases occur at random over the t time intervals
Ha : Cases do not occur randomly through time
Notation:
• t : Number of time intervals
• n : Total number of cases observed over t
•

n
:
t

Number of cases expected in an interval (average number of
cases per interval)

• A : The test statistic, equal to the number of time intervals with
at least d nt − 0.5e cases.
• dxe: The least integer greater than x. For example, d1.3e=2.
Since the cases are distributed randomly across the t time intervals,
the expectation and variance under the null hypothesis are:
E(A) = t(0.6 + 0.3d) and V ar(A) = 0.155E(A)
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where
d=

m
n ln
−
− 0.5
t
t

.
The formula for Var(A) is based on an approximation; see E(A).
Significance:
A is expected to be normally distributed with a mean of 0 and unit
variance, A ∼ N (0, 1). For single time series, the z-score can be used
to find the p-value:
A − E(A)
z= q
V ar(A)
For simultaneous time series or multiple time series, a chi-square statistic with one degree of freedom is used to find the p-value:
¶2
µ¯
¯
P
¯
¯ Ps
¯ i=1 Ai − si=1 E(Ai )¯ − 0.5
χ2 =
Ps
i=1

V ar(Ai )

(5.1)

Note: Make sure that all of the data requirements are fulfilled before
testing. This test should not be used if the data assumptions do not
hold. Test statistic A will be small when cases cluster in one or a few
time intervals. On the other hand, a large A means cluster avoidance
(i.e., cases are spread out across the t time intervals). Usually, it means
some of the intervals have slightly more than the expected number of
cases. Significant time clustering is indicated by small p-value, e.g.,
less than 0.05 for a 5% test.
Recommendations: Several features about Dat’s method caution against
its use for clustering analysis. First, the method is biased by changes
in population in time. This could be a problem for Colorado, where
population in counties such Douglas have increased considerably in the
past few years. Second, aggregated data for 11 or more time intervals
will not work for seasonal diseases such as influenza. For example, if
n = 12 months, and the data are combined in two-month blocks (JanFeb, March-April...), Dat’s method will detect ”clustering” in Jan-Feb
versus July-August. Dat’s method works only for short data series, 5
to 10 time intervals, to avoid problems with seasonality (e.g., 5 or 10
weeks).
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5.3

Ederer-Myers-Mantel Method

This method tests for time clustering in multiple time series simultaneously. An example is the number of cases of leukemia in 10 counties
by month over 1 year. Unlike Dat’s method, it is insensitive to differences in population size over the area. However, it is biased by changes
in population size through time. The test statistic is m1 , the maximum number of cases in a time series. Indication of clustering occurs
when m1 is large. On the contrary, m1 will be small when cases occur
uniformly through time.
Data Requirements:
• Data must be counts only (not rates)
• The number of time intervals must be between 2 to 5
As with Dat’s method, when there are more than 5 time intervals, we
can analyze the subsets or reorganize the data into fewer time intervals.
Analysis:
H0 : Cases occur at random in each time series
Ha : Cases do not occur randomly through time, they either cluster or
occur uniformly
Notation:
• t: Number of time intervals
• T : Number of time intervals in the time series
• ri : Number of cases in time series i
• f (r): Proportion of time series that have r cases.
• m1i : Largest number of cases in any time interval of time series i
Significance:
The data from several time series are used to construct a chi-squared
statistic to test for time clustering in several areas simultaneously. The
p-value then can be obtained using:
µ¯
¶2
´¯
³P
¯
¯ PT
T
¯ i=1 m1i − E
i=1 m1i ¯ − 0.5
χ2 =
PT
i=1
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V ar(m1i )

(5.2)

The summations are over the number of time intervals in the time
P
series, where Ti=1 m1i³ is the sum
maximum number of cases
´ of the
PT
PT
over all time series. E
i=1 m1i and
i=1 V ar(m1i ) are sums of the
expectation and variance of m1i under the null hypothesis.
The calculation for this method can be very time consuming. It involves
calculating all possible combinations of cases in a time series, and a
multinomial calculation for each of the combination. Moreover, this
method can be applied only for multiple time series. This can only
further complicate the calculations. As r gets large, computing the
distributions for multiple time series will become very time-consuming,
even with the computer.[15]
One advantage of the Ederer-Myers-Mantel test is that it is insensitive
to differences in population sizes across the areas. However, it is biased
by changes in population in time. So it faces the same problem as the
Dat’s method. This method can take a long time to compute; if the
total number of cases in a time series is large, it will require more time.
Notes: With Cluster Seer, this test uses only simulated values for data
with more than five time intervals. For large values of r, the functions
for E(m1i ) and V ar(m1i ) can be generated by Monte Carlo methods
[15]. Time series with 1 or 0 cases are automatically dropped from the
analysis because they are assumed to be non-clustered.
Recommendations: In table 5.2, the overall chi-square value indicates
significance. If we look further into the outputs as well as from the
data set, the following counties indicate significant clustering: 13, 31,
35, 41, and 59. In particular, county 41 and 59 have small p-values.
The original article by Ederer, Myers, and Mantel states that this test
is quite powerful for detecting clusters in samples of sizes around a 200300, when clustering is extremely intense (e.g., in the 1950’s a sudden
outbreak of hepatitis).[15]
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1
5
13
21
29
31
35
41
43
45
59

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0

0
3
2
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
1

0
0
0
1
0
2
1
1
0
1
0

1
0
0
0
1
1
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
2
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
1

1
1
0
0
0
1
2
0
0
0
2

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0 4
0 4
0 5
0 0
0 0
0 5
0 5
0 10
0 1
0 2
0 11

65
69
75
77
81
83
93
101
103
123
125

0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0

0
2
0
1
0
0
0
1
0
0
0

0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0

0
1
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
1
0

0
0
0
0
1
0
1
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0

1
1
1
1
1
1
0
3
1
0
1

Table 5.1: Disease code 15 from Dec. 31, 1990 to Dec. 31, 1996.
Column 1 denotes the county identification. Column 2 to 10 denotes
the date as follow: 19901231 19911231 19921231 19931231 19941231
19951231 19960427 19961210 19961231
Ederer-Myers-Mantel Test ************************************
Number of series = 22
Number of cells per series = 9
Series Cases
M1 SimuE(M1)
SimuVar(M1) P-Values
========================================================
1
6
4 2.09009
0.358609
0.0185525
5
8
4 2.44845
0.393883
0.0938342
13
9
5 2.63063
0.443590
0.00500435
31
10
5 2.87588
0.603816
0.0366089
35
8
5 2.45145
0.400196
0.00120267
41
13
10 3.44545
0.622021
1.73828e-011
45
3
2 1.32132
0.236329
0.713210
59
15
11 3.81181
0.752125
2.56923e-011
69
7
2 2.28428
0.321907
0.616331
77
3
1 1.32633
0.252122
0.515757
81
2
1 1.11612
0.102736
0.717151
101
6
3 2.09209
0.352232
0.491892
123
3
1 1.33333
0.254509
0.508782
Monte Carlo runs used in simulation: 999
Chi-square (1 df):115.6574275 (using the simulated values)
Significance : 0.000000 (using the simulated values)
Table 5.2: Output from Cluster Seer for the disease code 15 from Dec.
31, 1990 to Dec. 31, 1996 (Ederer-Myers-Mantel Test).
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5.4

Empty Cells Method

This method tests for time clustering in a single time series or in multiple time series simultaneously. Use this test to detect clusters of rare
events and some of the time intervals have 0 cases [18]. When the cases
cluster, the test statistic E, the number of time intervals with 0 cases,
will be large.
Data Requirements:
• Data must be counts only, no rates
• Should be used to detect clusters for rare events, as some of the
time intervals are expected to have 0 cases.
Analysis:
H0 : Cases occur randomly through time
Ha : Cases cluster in one or more time periods
Notation:
• A: the test statistic, the count of the number of cells with zero
cases (empty cells)
• N : Number of cases in a time series
• t: Number of time cells
The following are the expectation and variance under the null hypothesis:
µ
¶
t−1 N
E(A) = t
t
E((A)2 ) = (t)2 t−N (t − 2)N
V ar(A) = E(A)(1 − E(A)) + E((A)2 )
The notation (a)k denotes a falling factorial so that (a)k = a(a −
1) . . . (a − k + 1). For example, (4)3 = 4 ∗ 3 ∗ 2 = 24.
Significance:
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Important note: Another important criterion is that the number of
total cases in a time series should not be too large. When the number
of cases, N is too large, E(A) < 1. Almost surely:
µ

E(A) = t

t−1
t

¶N

<1

ln(t) + N [ln(t − 1) − ln(t)] < 0
N<

ln(t)
ln(t) − ln(t − 1)

It is assumed that N , the number of cases must satisfy the above condition to apply the method.
For single time series: Under the null hypothesis, we want to determine
the probability, P , of obtaining a number of empty cells greater than or
equal to E ∗ . The significance of A is evaluated using the exact p-value:
P (E ≥ E ∗ ) = (−1)E

∗

µ

t−1
X

(−1)k

k≥E ∗

k−1
E∗ − 1

¶µ

t
k

¶µ

t−k
t

¶N

Note that P (E ≥ E ∗ ) is evaluated as a one-tailed test.
For simultaneous time series: p-values are combined using the Bonferroni approach. A Bonferroni approach is used for multiple tests of
significance in order to protect against the Type I error. In research,
the more tests we apply in a single study, the higher the probability
that we are going to make the Type I error. The true α-level for the entire study will be inflated. An approximation of how much α increases
as the function of the number of hypotheses one test:
overall α-level = 1-(1-α0 )k
where k is the number of significance tests being done or contemplated
and α0 is the significant level for each individual test. For example,
if we think we are setting α at 0.05 in our study and we are thinking
of testing 20 statistical hypotheses, our actual chance of claiming a
significant result when there should not be one is approximately 1-(10.05)20=0.64. Thus, we have about a 64% chance of making a Type
I error. The Bonferroni approach is used to control the α inflation
problem, by conducting each test using:
α0 = (desired overall α)/k
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Therefore, if we are contemplating testing 20 hypotheses, we would
test each one using the new α0 of 0.05/20=0.0025 for each separate
significant test.
When at least 20% of the areas have an expected number of empty
cells of 5 or more, instead of using the Bonferroni approach, the results
can be combined as a continuity-corrected chi-square with one degree
of freedom.
µ¯
¶2
¯
Pt
¯ Pt
¯
¯ i=1 Ei − i=1 E(Ei )¯ − 0.5
χ2 =
Pt
i=1

V ar(Ei )

(5.3)

Here the i subscript indicates a statistic for the ith time series. E is
the sum of the number of empty cells, and E(E) and V ar(E) are the
mean and variance of E.
Note: The Empty Cells method can be used only with count data, not
rates. Also, some of the intervals in the time series must have 0 counts
(Empty Cells). This method is designed for relatively rare data. The
method will not work appropriately if the expectation of the number
of empty cells is too small, or if the total cases in a time series is too
large [18]. When cases cluster the test statistic will be large. But when
equal numbers of cases occur in all the cells, E will be smaller than its
expectation and the test statistic will be small. Clustering is indicated
by small p-value or a large Chi-square value. That is, when fewer than
80% of the series used had empty cell counts of 5 or more, a Bonferroni
p-value is calculated for significant clustering. When more than 80%
of the series used had empty cell counts of 5 or more, we can calculate
continuity-corrected chi-square for significant clustering.
Illustration:
Empty Cells Method ******************
Number of series

= 22

Number of cells per series = 9
Upper-tail
Series
E
E(E)
Var(E)
p-value
=================================================================
1
6
4.43943
0.670047
0.089570
5
6
3.50770
0.845960
0.011523
13
6
3.11795
0.895812
0.003983
31
4
2.77152
0.923162
0.215342
28

35
41
45
59
69
77
101
123

6
5
7
5
3
6
5
6

3.50770
1.94652
6.32099
1.53799
3.94616
6.32099
4.43943
6.32099

0.845960
0.902013
0.242646
0.832788
0.771103
0.242646
0.670047
0.242646

0.011523
0.003065
0.308642
0.000628
0.962065
1.000000
0.459432
1.000000

Because more than 80% of the series used had empty cell counts
of 5 or more, we can calculate a continuity-corrected chi-square
for significant clustering:
Chi-square: 32.95408094
p-value: 9.449857563e-009
Table 5.3: An example of a Empty Cells test outputted by Cluster Seer,
using the same data from Table 5.1.
Recommendations: This method should not be used on a disease that
is not considered rare [18]. It will not work well if there are not enough
zero cases in a time series. From Table 5.3, the chi-square value indicates significant clustering. In particular, the p-values for counties 13,
41, and 59, indicate clustering (p-value < 0.004). However, the method
does not apply well if the disease is not rare. For example, consider the
data in Table 5.4 with six series from counties 1, 4, 7, 10, 13, 16.
1
4
7
10
13
16

0
0
5
0
1
0

18
0
1
6
28
0

11
0
0
0
38
0

0
2
0
1
0
0

0
0
0
0
2
0

2
5
8
11
14
17

0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
2
0
1

0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
1
0
0

2
0
0
0
0
0

3
6
9
12
15
18

0
0
0
0
0
1

0
0
0
35
0
0

0
0
0
1
0
0

Table 5.4: An example of how the Empty Cells method can not be applied. The first column denotes the county id and the other columns
denote time intervals.
The first column denotes the 18 counties, and the subsequent columns
denote the cases that occur in that county at a particular time interval.
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0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

That is similar to the first table. Below are the outputs from Cluster
Seer:
Empty Cells Method ******************
Number of series

= 18 Number of cells per series = 5
Upper-tail
Series
E
E(E)
Var(E)
p-value
=================================================================
7
3
1.31072
0.525853
0.040000
10
3
1.04858
0.508936
0.016192
11
3
2.56000
0.326400
0.520000
Because fewer than 80% of the series used had empty cell counts of 5 or
more, we calculate Bonferroni p-value for significant clustering:
Bonferroni p-value:

0.048576

Table 5.5: The outputs for table 5.4 using Cluster Seer.
Notice the data in counties 1, 12, and 13 indicate clusters, but the
method does not. The reason is that they have large numbers of cases.
From the Cluster Seer outputs below, county 7 and 10, which have
small but moderate number of cases are identified as clustered. Thus,
this method can not detect clustering for diseases that are not considered rare.

5.5

Grimson’s Method

This method detects clustering of cases in space, time, and space-time.
We need to have a data subset of labeled high risk cases to use this
method. When data are rates we have several ways to decide if a time
interval is high-risk. The first one is when the rates are significantly
large relative to a reference population. Another one is when the rates
are in the upper 5% of the rates among the time intervals. We also can
use external events as the risk criteria. For example, if an exposure
occurred during specific time intervals, we declare these intervals to be
the high risk time intervals.
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Analysis:
H0 : “High risk” items arise at random (no clustering).
Ha : High risk items tend to be adjacent (clustering).
Notation:
• Nt : the number of time intervals.
• n : the number of high risk time intervals.
• y : the average number of adjacencies per time interval
• V ar(y): the variance in the number of adjacencies.
• A : the number of pairs of “high risk” objects that are adjacent.
H0 : The objects have been labeled at random. Under this hypothesis
the number of adjacencies among the labeled cells is expected to be:
E(A) =

yn(n − 1)
2(Nt − 1)

The variance of A has two components, the regularity component (RC)
and the variability component (V C). The regularity component is:
µ

RC = E(A) 1+

¶

2(y − 1)(n − 2) (Nt y − 4y + 2)(n − 2)(n − 3)
+
−E(A)
Nt − 2
2(Nt − 2)(Nt − 3)

The variability component is:
"

µ

n(n − 1)(n − 2)
(n − 3)
V C = V ar(y)
1−
Nt (Nt − 1)
Nt − 2

¶#

The variance of A is
V ar(A) = RC + V C
Significance: We evaluate the significance of A using the Poisson or
Normal distribution. The first assumes A is sampled from a Poisson distribution with a mean given by E(A). The second assumes
[A−E(A)]
is approximately Normal distribution with mean of 0 and
that √
V ar(A)

variance 1.0. Both approaches yield a one-tailed test describing the
probability, under the null hypothesis.
Whether to use the Poisson distribution or the normal approximation
depends on the proportion of the variance, V ar(A), contributed by the
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variability component, V C. This is V C/V ar(A). Grimson (1991) offers
the following guidance: Use the Poisson distribution when V C/V ar(A)
is small, < 0.20 Use the normal approximation when V C/V ar(A) is
large, ≥ 0.20. Below is an example of the method calculated by Cluster
Seer:
Date
Number of cases Adjacencies Risk:1 case/day
8/1/1999
0
1
0
8/2/1999
0
2
0
8/3/1999
3
2
1
8/4/1999
1
2
1
8/5/1999
0
2
0
8/6/1999
2
2
1
8/7/1999
0
2
0
8/8/1999
0
2
0
8/9/1999
0
2
0
8/10/1999
0
2
0
8/11/1999
2
2
1
8/12/1999
0
2
0
8/13/1999
8
2
1
8/14/1999
0
2
0
8/15/1999
0
2
0
8/16/1999
1
2
1
8/17/1999
2
2
1
8/18/1999
4
2
1
8/19/1999
1
2
1
8/20/1999
0
2
0
8/21/1999
0
2
0
8/22/1999
0
2
0
8/23/1999
1
2
1
8/24/1999
0
2
0
8/25/1999
0
2
0
8/26/1999
3
2
1
8/27/1999
0
2
0
8/28/1999
0
2
0
8/29/1999
0
2
0
8/30/1999
2
2
1
8/31/1999
1
1
1
Table 5.6: Table of disease cases for the month of August, 1999. The
first two columns are data inputs for Cluster Seer.
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Grimson’s Method ****************
Inputs: Number of Objects

= 31

Number of labelled cells = 13
Average number of borders per cell = 1.935483871
Sample variance of the number of borders

= 0.062366

Number of pairs of adjacent labelled cells = 5
Outputs:
RC
VC
EA
Var(A)
z-score

=
=
=
=
=

1.774044894
0.07907885911
5.032258065
1.853123753
-0.0236966032

Significance:
normal
=
poisson
=
VC/Var(A) =

0.5094526922
0.5651485772
0.04267327478

Grimson (1991) suggests that one use the Poisson approach when
VC/Var(A) is small, and the normal approach when VC/Var(A) is
large. One rule of thumb is to use the Poisson approach when
VC/Var(A)<0.20; otherwise, use the normal approach.
Table 5.7: Output from Cluster Seer for disease cases for the data above.

5.6

Larsen’s Method

This method tests for dispersion of cases about a central time period,
for a disease that is assumed to be rare. It may be used for time
clustering in a single time series or in multiple time series. We do not
recommend this method because it can’t distinguish multiple clusters
from the uniform distribution (no clustering).
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Analysis:
H0 : Cases occur randomly throughout the t time periods.
Ha : Cases cluster about a single point in time.
Notation:
• t : the total number of time intervals
• m : the number of time periods with at least one case
• yi : the time assigned to the ith cell in which a case occurred
• r + 1 : the index of the ‘central most’ time cell that contained a
case, r=[m/2]. The operation [α] is the least integer greater than
x.
• K : the test statistic, measures the tendency of time periods with
at least one case to form a single cluster in time. It is
K=

m
X

|yi − yr+1 |

i=1

The expectation and variance of K under the null hypothesis are
E(K) =
V ar(K) =

(t + 1)d m2 ed m+1
e
2
m+1

r(t + 1)(t − m)((m + 1)2 − 2r2 − δ(m))
12(2d m+1
e + 1)2
2

Here δ(m) is r − 2 when m is odd, and δ(m) = 2r − 1 when m is even.
The test statistic K can be expressed as a z-score which is expected,
under the null hypothesis of a random allocation of occupied cells across
the time series, to be normally distributed with a mean of 0 and unit
variance:
K − E(K)
z= q
V ar(K)
The distribution of z is approximately N (0, 1).
When occupied time intervals form a unimodal cluster, K will be
smaller than its expectation and the z score will be less than 0. A
uniform distribution of occupied time intervals through time, such as
‘01010101’ will cause K to be larger than its expectation, and the z
score will be greater than 0.
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Simultaneous time series: When the data consist of several time series
the K statistics from each time series can be combined into an overall
z-score as
PS
PS
i=1 Ki −
i=1 E(Ki )
qP
zG =
S
i=1 V ar(Ki )
For an overall departure from the expected values across all time series
simultaneously, we use the grand z score tests. The individual z scores
test for unimodal clustering within each time series. We must examine
the individual z scores before concluding whether a significant grand
zG score is due to unimodal clustering in all of the time series, or to
some other combination of temporal pattern across time series.
Notes: When the time series is shorter than 10 intervals, the normality
assumption doesn’t hold. For short time series, consider using smaller
time intervals or perhaps collecting data from additional time periods.
Larsen’s method requires two or more of the time intervals to have
cases. Time series with fewer than 2 occupied intervals are excluded
from an analysis. Also, each time series must have at least 1 unoccupied cell. Counts are required and the method is biased by changes in
population size through time. We can not use Larsen’s method with
rates. The grand z-score is not biased by differences in population size
across time series.

5.7

Levin-Kline CuSum Method

This method is based on the CuSum statistic for detecting trends or
changes in level of sequences. It was proposed initially for purposes
of monitoring production processes. Measurements are made on parts,
which, ideally, all take the same value. If the measurements start to
drift, or a change in the production process causes a shift in the mean
of the measurements, it is important to detect that shift as quickly as
possible, before too many defective parts are produced. In the context
of disease clusters, the “measurements” are “number of cases in a given
time interval” (e.g., one day, or one week, or one month); the average
number of cases typically seen in a given time interval is denoted by λ0 .
For example, CDPHE might expect to see no more than about 30 cases
of pertussis per month for the entire state of Colorado; here, λ0 = 30.
The observed number of cases per month may fluctuate about 30, say,
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between 20 and 40; if a subtle change in the environment were to cause
a gradual shift or increase in this number over time, then the CuSum
statistic is helpful for detecting slight changes over time.
We illustrate the computation of this statistic using the data between
January 1999 and April 2004 for disease 28. (For details of the computation and the theory associated with this statistic, see B. Levin
and J. Kline, “The CuSum Test of Homogeneity with an application
in spontaneous abortion epidemiology,” Statistics in Medicine 4: 469–
488, 1985.) First, the number of cases for each interval are recorded.
For disease 28, the numbers of cases by month are given in the following
table:
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
1999 21
15
26
17
17
18 18
28
29
32
23
38
2000 40
31
37
33
32
18 28
27
70
39
59
39
2001 53
38
21
8
11
9
21
41
24
18
48
65
2002 26
28
24
34
26
19 26
49
28
59
57
47
2003 28
35
19
37
35
16 25
23
24
28
43
26
2004 26
42
57
55
Table 5.8: Disease cases from January 1999 to April 2004.
Let Yt denote the number of cases in month t, where here t = 1, ..., n
= 64. Denote the typical number of cases, or baseline risk, as λ0 ; e.g.,
for the data above, λ0 might be 30 cases per month. We first need to
determine a limit beyond which an increase in this typical number of
cases might be deemed large enough to consider intervention measures.
Typical increases might be 20%, 33%, 50%. Here we illustrate with
“effect size” ω = 1.33 (33%), or 40 cases per month. From λ0 and ω,
we calculate a reference value r determined as follows:
r = λ0 (ω − 1)/ loge (ω)

(5.4)

where loge (x) denotes the natural logarithm of x. For λ0 = 30 and ω
= 1.33, r = 34.72.
The CuSum statistic is computed iteratively as follows.
(a) Let W0 = 0.
(b) Each subsequent value of W , Wt , t = 1, 2, ..., n, is computed as
the maximum of 0 and (Wt−1 + Yt − r); that is, if (Wt−1 + Yt − r)
ever goes negative, then set Wt to zero; otherwise, set Wt equal to
this value (Wt−1 + Yt − r).
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(c) Find the maximum value of Wt for all t = 1, ..., n. This maximum
is Wmax , the value of the CuSum statistic.
Note that Wmax depends upon the reference value r, which depends
upon the chosen baseline risk λ0 and the effect size ω. Calculations for
the 64 months of disease 28 counts are shown in Table 5.9.
Month Count Count-34.72
Wt
1
21
-13.72
0.00
2
15
-19.72
0.00
3
26
-8.72
0.00
4
17
-17.72
0.00
5
17
-17.72
0.00
6
18
-16.72
0.00
7
18
-16.72
0.00
8
28
-6.72
0.00
9
29
-5.72
0.00
10
32
-2.72
0.00
11
23
-11.72
0.00
12
38
3.28
3.28
13
40
5.28
8.56
14
31
-3.72
4.84
15
37
2.28
7.12
16
33
-1.72
5.40
17
32
-2.72
2.68
18
18
-16.72
0.00
19
28
-6.72
0.00
20
27
-7.72
0.00
21
70
35.28
35.28
22
39
4.28
39.56
23
59
24.28
63.84
24
39
4.28
68.12
25
53
18.28
86.40
26
38
3.28
89.68
27
21
-13.72
75.96
28
8
-26.72
49.24
29
11
-23.72
25.52
30
9
-25.72
0.00
31
21
-13.72
0.00
32
41
6.28
6.28

Month Count Count-34.72
Wt
33
24
-10.72
0.00
34
18
-16.72
0.00
35
48
13.28
13.28
36
65
30.28
43.56
37
26
-8.72
34.84
38
28
-6.72
28.12
39
24
-10.72
17.40
40
34
-0.72
16.68
41
26
-8.72
7.96
42
19
-15.72
0.00
43
26
-8.72
0.00
44
49
14.28
14.28
45
28
-6.72
7.56
46
59
24.28
31.84
47
57
22.28
54.12
48
47
12.28
66.40
49
28
-6.72
59.68
50
35
0.28
59.96
51
19
-15.72
44.24
52
37
2.28
46.52
53
35
0.28
46.80
54
16
-18.72
28.08
55
25
-9.72
18.36
56
23
-11.72
6.64
57
24
-10.72
0.00
58
28
-6.72
0.00
59
43
8.28
8.28
60
26
-8.72
0.00
61
26
-8.72
0.00
62
42
7.28
7.28
63
57
22.28
29.56
64
55
20.28
49.84

Table 5.9: Cases of Disease 28 between January 1999 and April 2004
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The maximum value of Wt occurs at month 26 (February 2001), 89.68,
surrounded by high values at months 23, 24, 25, and 27 (November 2000
to March 2001). The next highest set of values occurs around month
48 (December 2002), 66.40, surrounded by high values at months 47,
49, 50 (November 2002 to February 2003). The third highest set of
values occurs at month 64 (April 2004), 49.84.
To determine whether these values (89.68, 66.40, 49.84) are large enough
to be considered “statistically significant,” we generate 10,000 series of
64 random Poisson counts having mean 30. For each random series,
we calculate Wmax exactly as above. Among these 10,000 trials, the
average Wmax was 16.36; only 7 trials returned values of Wmax greater
than 49.84 (the largest of the 10,000 Wmax values was 60.64). Because
the observed Wmax for the disease 28 series was 89.68, larger than any
of the values from these 10,000 trial, the significance of that time cluster around January 2001 is significant at 0.0001. The second highest
value, 66.40, is also larger than any of the maxima from the 10,000
simulations, so it also has a p-value of 0.0001. The third highest value,
49.84 around November-December 2002, has significance 7/10,000 =
0.0007. A plot of the Wt series and the three identified maxima of the
series is shown in figure 5.1.

5.7.1

Shewhart control charts

For detecting huge, sudden changes in the number of cases of a disease
that is not expected to show seasonal variation, a simple “Shewhart
control chart” is more effective. In this type of chart, one plots the
observed number of cases per unit interval (e.g., per month) as a function of time, along with a dotted horizontal line corresponding to the
expected number of cases (e.g., √
for pertussis, 30 cases), and a solid line
for an “upper limit” of λ0 + 3 λ0 (e.g, for pertussis, 30 + 3(5.5) =
46.5). Months for which this limit is exceeded are flagged. An example
is shown in Figure 2, using the data from January 1999 to April 2004
for disease 28 shown in Table 10. The plot shows several months when
the upper limit of 46.5 cases was exceeded: September 2000, November
2000, January 2001, December 2001, August to December 2002 (except
for September), and March and April 2004. Again it is important to
emphasize that this chart is appropriate only for diseases for which no
seasonal component is expected.
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Cusum statistic for Disease 28, Jan 1999 − Apr 2004

80

p<.0001

60

p<.0001

40
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0
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p<.0007
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2000
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2003

2004

Time

Figure 5.1: CuSum statistics for Disease 28, Jan 1999-Apr 2004.

Jan
Feb
Mar
Apr
May
Jun
Jul
Aug
Sep
Oct
Nov
Dec

1999 2000 2001 2002
21
40
53
26
15
31
38
28
26
37
21
24
17
33
8
34
17
32
11
26
18
18
9
19
18
28
21
26
28
27
41
49
29
70
24
28
32
39
18
59
23
59
48
57
38
39
65
47

2003
28
35
19
37
35
16
25
23
24
28
43
26

2004
26
42
57
55

Median
27
33
25
33
26
18
25
28
28
32
48
39

Table 5.10: Cases of Disease 28 between January 1999 and April 2004
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Figure 5.2: Time plot of cases by month: Disease 28.

If a seasonal component is expected, then the data should be adjusted
for the seasonal effect. One simple way of accomplishing this adjustment for monthly data is to subtract a typical January effect from all
January months, and likewise for the remaining 11 months. An example is shown for disease 28. In each row, the median is subtracted,
yielding the following “seasonally-adjusted” data:
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Jan
Feb
Mar
Apr
May
Jun
Jul
Aug
Sep
Oct
Nov
Dec

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003
-6
13
26
-1
1
-18
-2
5
-5
2
1
12
-4
-1
-6
-16
0
-25
1
4
-9
6
-15
0
9
0
0
-9
1
-2
-7
3
-4
1
0
0
-1
13
21
-5
1
42
-4
0
-4
0
7
-14
27
-4
-25
11
0
9
-5
-1
0
26
8
-13

2004
-1
9
32
22
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

In this series, one expects to see zero cases after having accounted for
the seasonal effect (the median of these 64 numbers is zero), and most
observations are within three standard deviations (or about twice the
interquartile range; here, twice 10.5, or 21). A plot of these seasonallyadjusted counts of cases is shown in Figure 5.3.
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−20
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Figure 5.3: Number of cases of Disease 28, adjusted for months.
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This figure shows that counts for September 2000, January 2001, December 2001, August and October 2002, and March and April 2004,
are unusually high,even after having adjusted for a possible monthly
trend.(Karen Kafadar)

5.8

Conclusion

The Dat’s, Ederer-Myers-Mantel, Empty Cells, Grimson’s, Larsen’s
and Cusum are six common temporal cluster detection tests out there
that are implemented by Cluster Seer.
• Most of these methods require the data to be counts, not rates.
• We do not recommend Dat’s method because it is biased by changes
in population in time. The aggregated data proposal will not work
because some newly aggregated will be more clustered than others.
• Dat’s method works only for short data series, 5 to 10 time intervals. So if we have a large set of data, we must adjust it for
seasonality.
• The Ederer-Myers-Mantel method is a little less strict compared
to Dat’s. The method is insensitive to differences in population
size across the areas. However, it is still sensitive to changes in
population over time. Cluster Seer recommends its use when there
are two to five time intervals in the series. In such situations,
where the data has more than five time intervals, the values will
be simulated by the software using the Monte Carlo method. In
addition, the Ederer-Myers-Mantel method can be used only for
multiple time series.
• The Empty Cells test can be applied for rare events only, and
some of the time intervals must have 0 counts.
• Grimson’s method can be used with counts or rates.
• Larsen’s method only can be used with counts (not rates), is biased
by changes in population size through time and can not distinguish
multiple clusters from a uniform distribution (no clustering).
• Cusum method is based on the Cusum statistic for detecting
trends or changes in level of sequences. It was proposed initially
for purposes of monitoring production processes. We recommend
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this method because if a subtle change in the environment were
to cause a gradual shift, then the Cusum statistic is helpful for
detecting slight changes over time, and appears to be the most
sensitive and responsive to clustering in time.
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Chapter 6
Spatial Test
6.1

Introduction

The spatial methods are statistics based cluster detection methods designed to investigate clusters over a specified region. Spatial cluster
detection methods are categorized into several different classifications.
Global (also referred to as General) methods scan the assigned area for
clustering (e.g. entire state of Colorado), and have no preconception
of the location of possible clustering. Global methods scan the entire
region to identify statistically significant clusters, which may not have
occurred by chance. Local methods are classified as either General
Local or Focused Local, both are designed to test for clustering at a
specified location. The General Local methods test observations (e.g.
occurrence of a disease) at geographical locations (which may have been
identified prior by a Global test), by examining the neighbors of an observation (within a specified distance) for statistical significance. For
example, a case of West Nile Virus may occur two miles west of Niwot,
the observed nearest neighbors or other occurrences of the disease are
tested for clustering to determine if the occurrence was not a random
event. Note, that the clustering of the disease may be determined to
be significant by the General Local test , but the specific location of
the disease around Niwot is not known. Unlike the General Local tests,
the Local Focused tests are designed to detect clustering around specific source which is proposed to increase the risk of a disease. For
example, a Focused test might be performed around Rocky Flats to
test for an increase in certain types of cancer. The hypothesis in this
case would be to determine if Rocky Flats were the cause of the dis44

ease clustering. The spatial methods examined in this analysis are the
Global and General Local, assuming no preconception of the location
of the clustering. If West Nile Virus were hypothesized to occur at a
specific location then a Focused test would be appropriate. However,
the intent of this study is to scan for clusters of West Nile Virus, with
no preconception of where clustering might occur. In this analysis, the
data are aggregated at the county and the census tract level, using a
centroid of the county or census tract as the location or the disease.
When testing using either the Global or Local methods, the null hypothesis is the same, that there is “no evidence of clustering”. The
alternative hypothesis is that there is a disease that does not occur by
chance. Statistical significance is measured by a p-value which, when
small (e.g. p < 0.10 or p < 0.05) indicates rejection of the null hypothesis. According to the epidemiology of West Nile Virus, which does not
behave like a vector borne disease, each occurrence is assumed to be
independent, and the risk of being contagious is negligible. The spatial
tests included in this analysis specify the risk of contracting the disease
is due to a population risk, and/or the proximity of the disease. The
spatial models are designed to look at past data and then provide inferences on possible clustering. These methods are not designed to predict
future clustering. Finally, this chapter discusses only tests for spatial
clustering, tests for spatial and temporal clustering are discussed in a
later section of this report.

6.2

Methods

A review of the following methods will be discussed in detail in the
following sections. The models to be covered are:
(a) Cuzick and Edwards [Global]
(b) Besag and Newell [Global]
(c) Moran(I-Statistic) [Global and General Local]
(d) Geary(I-Statistic) [Global]
The aforementioned spatial methods implement various techniques to
scan the area of study. Nearest neighbor techniques (e.g.,Cuzick and
Edwards) assess significance to the nearest neighbors around a case
of the disease. Other methods are based on drawing a centroid (or
another specified shape, trapezoids, rectangles, etc) to scan for clusters
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(e.g., the methods: Besag and Newell ,Moran’s I) use circles. The
effectiveness of each of the methods depends on the assumptions used
to specify the test. These assumptions include, relevant population at
risk, calculation of the risk of contracting the disease, characteristics
of the data , and the relevant time periods of data to include in the
analysis. The following sections detail implementation of each of the
individual methods, including, model specification and the underlying
assumptions.

6.3
6.3.1

Besag and Newell
Overview

The method proposed by Besag and Newell is a specialized version of
the Geographical Analysis Machine (GAM) proposed by Openshaw[28].
GAM methods scan a spatial area (e.g. Colorado) centered at specified
points(county or census tract centroids). At each centroid the GAM
then generates a radius from the point and tests the region defined by
the radius for significance (e.g. clustering). The GAM then tests all
radii at each point for the entire region (e.g. Colorado), this process is
computationally intensive. Besag and Newell proposed testing only the
regions with radii which contain only specific number of occurrences of
the disease. For example the Besag and Newell could be specified scan
regions with 10 cases, this method then calculates statistical significance based using the total population in this region. This method
can be applied as Global and Focused spatial tests. This report implemented the Global test to examine occurrences of West Nile Virus
in Colorado, and diseases focused tests, (although not implemented).
The Global method is designed as a screening device to detect possible
clustering in areas which may merit further investigation. Additional
analysis may require the use of statistical methods or alternate scientific methods. This test is designed to work best when test of a
small number of cases relative to the population at risk. The cases
are assumed to be independent. For example, West Nile Virus is not
considered an infectious disease, this assumption may be appropriate
for this disease (where the cases are independent of the density of the
human population).
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6.3.2

Applications

The GAM tests were originally applied to examine childhood leukemia,
which was the first major attempt to discuss clusters of a rare disease. The original research by Besag and Newell also applied their
test to study the occurrences of childhood leukemia. Other applications include testing for leukemia in children over a region, and testing
other for clustering of other rare diseases, and clustering of rare nonepidemiological events. Like West Nile Virus, the leukemia discussed
in the studies is not a contagious disease, which makes the application
of Besag and Newell this test to West Nile Virus reasonable.

6.3.3

Method Specification

The effectiveness of the Besag and Newell method is dependent on
numerous assumptions. The assumptions to be specified are: what
time period(s) of data to use, risk of disease, level of significance of the
test, and the number of cases that defines a cluster. First, the question
of what time periods of data to use by the method, since different
factors could affect the data from different time periods in the data
set. Also, this method is designed to detect clusters in historical data,
and makes no inferences or predictions of future clustering.
Calculating the risk of contracting the disease is not a trivial exercise.
This method assumes that all people have the same risk of contracting
the disease. So a probability could be calculated by taking the total
cases with the total population. The situation could arise where the
whole area has a significantly different number of cases in different
time periods. Analysis must be done to determine the probability of
contracting the disease. Besag and Newell discuss alternate techniques
for calculating this rate, such as Cliff and Ord(1981).
Next, the user must choose a number of cases(e.g. West Nile Virus),
then the model scans appropriate regions for significance. Different
numbers of cases will affect which clusters appear statistically significant. Also, the number of cases can be changed when going from the
Global method to a General Local method, to further assess whether
a cluster is valid. Finally a p-value must be chosen as a cutoff for the
test, if it is too strict then relevant clusters may not be detected, and
if thep-value is too large, insignificant clustering may be reported.
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6.3.4

Methodology

Regions
The regions are built around each centroid (e.g. county or census tract),
including those tracts with no reported cases. At each centroid the
closest centroid are then added to the region until the number of cases
specified is reached. Only those regions with the specified number of
cases or greater will be considered by the method.
Global Spatial Testing
Tests of Global spatial testing are designed as a screening device to
detect possible clusters. The null hypothesis states that the observed
total number of cases y is distributed entirely at random among the
population at risk. The General Focused method tests the null hypothesis states that each person contracts the disease with probability
p which is a specification defined by the user calculated from the historical data. Each test examines only the regions with the specified
number of cases or greater, however no assumption is made as to the
exact location of the disease clustering.
• k= minimum number of cases required for the test statistic for
each region
• yj = number of cases in a region j.
• tj = population of a region.
• Ao label assigned to the region in which the cluster occurs
• Ai = {1,2,3,...}: Determined by the increasing distances of the
centroids from Ao .
Calculate Di = (

i
X

yj ) − 1

j=0

where D0 , ..., Di are the accumulated number of cases in A0 , ...Ai
Calculate the accumulated numbers of population at risk u0 ≤ u1 ≤ ....
such that
ui = (

i
X
j=0
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tj ) − 1

The number of cases in a region follows a Poisson distribution with a
common rate.
Let M = min{i : Di ≥ k}. That is, zones A0 , ...., AM but not
A0 , ...., AM −1 contain at least k other cases.
The probability under the null hypothesis is equivalent to the hypergeometric probability that s individuals among um are cases. It is
approximated by the Poisson term (note um ∗ p = λ, and p = y/t)
e−λ λs
s!
It follows that
P r(M ≤ m) = 1 − P r(M > m)
P r(M ≤ m) = 1 −

6.3.5

k−1
X

e−λ λs
s!
s=0

Discussion

Overall the Besag and Newell method is intended for use as a screening
test to detect clusters. This test may detect numerous regions where
further analysis may be required to determine if a cluster occurred.
Specification of the assumptions is key for this test. The data could
be grouped into smaller and larger historical groups, to study where
historically the clustering has occurred in the past, the rate of the
disease could be changed, or the number of cases used to specify a
cluster. It is recommended that this test be run multiple times, to
better detect the presence of clustering. In addition, this method is
more effective in detecting cluster for a low-incidence disease. Refer to
the ‘Appendix B’ of this report for the results the Besag and Newell
method applied to the Colorado data.

6.4
6.4.1

Cuzick-Edwards Method
Overview

One major factor to consider is that the Cuzick-Edwards method is
more effective with diseases with longer incubation periods. This method
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has been used with Leukemia cases in New Zealand [13]. The definition of incubation period is subjective. The literature includes cases for
Leukemia and other rather long term diseases. This brings to question
whether this method would work well with West Nile Virus. CuzickEdwards statistic would certainly not be appropriate for diseases such
as measles or influenza, as those infections are far too fast moving.
This study found a high rate of clustering in Leukemia and was a very
appropriate use employment of the Cuzick-Edwards method. One advantage of the Cuzick-Edwards method is that the method does not
need specific information on populations such as gender and age [11].
The reason for this is that it tests the nearest neighbor and is not
simply reliant upon distance data. However, the disadvantage is that
the method requires knowledge of all negative cases as well as all the
positives, which requires knowing how many people live near a positive
case and of those how many are infected. This information may not be
readily available.

6.4.2

Example

The major example is from the Dockerty paper[13] and focuses on
Leukemia and Lymphoma. They found 748 cases in the years studied.
Only six hundred of these cases were used because birth records were
not available for all the cases. In this example the Cuzick-Edwards test
is modified with upper and lower statistical bounds using the method
of Jacquez[13].
The method of Cuzick and Edwards is particularly suitable for use in populations that have an uneven geographical
distribution, as in New Zealand.[13]
The major advantage of this method is that it is robust in unevenly
populated areas. In Dockerty’s study, controls were matched for age,
gender, etc also, this method is not recommended for finding small
clusters by Dockerty [13]. This method is a good global method for
long term studies because of its lack of sensitivities to differences in
population distributions and to its nearest neighbor approach, which
does not require intense calculations of exact distance.
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6.4.3

Assumptions and inputs

The assumptions of this method are:
(a) the total population is known
(b) the number of positive cases of the disease
(c) the location of the cases and reasonably accurate of the distances
between cases and populations.
One possible modification to the application of this method is that we
might use census tract centroids calculated upon the weighted values of
populations, because census tracts are small and we can better estimate
where people actually live, thereby eliminating the need to calculate
distances between all persons. For rare diseases this will work well and
has great possibilities; for more common diseases, a more complicated
modeling approach must be followed as a rate would be necessary for
each centroid and for the Cuzick-Edwards method. We would have to
empirically find a rate, based on epidemiology. The epidemiology would
indicate a minimum threshold rate above which the count would be
increased, rather than a simple one or zero criteria with which to work.
The parsimony and simplicity of the inputs of this method and lack of
need for exact distances are the arguments in favor of using CuzickEdwards. The problem generally speaking, with simple models is that
they tend not to provide as much information. This is a simple model,
so falls victim to providing less information, but is not as sensitive to
information that might mislead more complicated models. This test can
use data on the gender and age of population, but is not necessary[11].

6.4.4

Methodology

The method involves a test statistic, an expected value for the null
hypothesis, and a z score which is calculated for the preceding values
to see if the clusters are statistically significant [10].
The Cuzick-Edwards clustering method uses a nearest neighbor approach to look for clusters. If an occurrence of a case within a given
distance from another case is found, it is registered in the summation
that is part of the machinery of the method [11]. It is important to
note that distance is not in terms of physical distance with the nearest
neighbor method, but rather it is based on a count of the number of
cases among the K nearest neighbors as a measure of distance.
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The test statistic is composed as follows:
First this method uses a binary delta function which can be either 1
or zero to keep identify cases. The function is one if there is a case
and zero if not. This is then multiplied by a similar d function which
is one if there is another case within the specified distance and zero
otherwise. The nearest neighbor distance could be changed depending
upon population densities as a weight of more less populous areas[34].
(a) δi = 1 if the ith case is positive otherwise δ = 0
dki = 1 if the k th nearest neighbor is also a positive, otherwise
d=0.
The test statistic is calculated as:
Tk =

N
X

δi dki

i=1

The expectation value is calculated using the sample size and the population size. This is a straight forward calculation from the number of
cases and the total population:
E(Tk ) = pkN
where p is defined as follows:
Npositive
p=
N

µ

Npositive − 1
N −1

¶

and
Npositive refers to cases that are positive and N is the total population.
Finally the z score is calculated from the test statistic, its expected
value under the null hypothesis, and the square root of the variances.
Tk − E(Tk )
z= q
V ar(Tk )
The rather complicated function for variance in this case may be found
in the distribution of Z is approximately normal[11].
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6.4.5

Discussion

This method would hardly be usable in a short term incubation disease,
but might find use in longer duration of incubation diseases. For CDPHE the Cuzick-Edwards method would be indicated for showing long
term diseases and their clusters. It might be inappropriate for seasonal
diseases such as West Nile Virus, and be especially ineffective for even
shorter term diseases such as influenza, measles, and whooping cough.
This model is also very useful for looking at the state wide cases for a
historical outlook, but not as useful on local levels and certainly not as
useful for projections into the future.

6.5

Spatial Autocorrelation

Spatial autocorrelation methods focus on nearby data in relation to
data that are far away. Upton and Fingleton [33] state that:
...spatial autocorrelation is a property that mapped data
possess whenever it exhibits an organized pattern...
. In other words, if spatial autocorrelation characterizes a type of
pattern in data. Moran I, Geary C, and local Moran I are well-known
as spatial autocorrelation methods. These methods basically share a
common structure: all measure the significance of the case based on
the distances to other cases.
The hypothesis test for spatial autocorrelation tests are as follows:
H0 : Presence of a case is independent of the locations of other cases.
H1 : Presence of a case is related to locations of other cases.
The most important component in spatial autocorrelation methods is
the matrix calculation of spatial weight. There are numerous techniques to calculate the spatial weight, but two well-known techniques
for specifying the matrices for spatial autocorrelation are the binary
matrix, and the distance matrix. A binary matrix assigns value of one
for regions which share a border with the assigned location, and a value
of zero for regions not sharing a border. On the other hand, the distance matrix is calculated by a function of distance between the two
locations i and j. There are many different methods used to calculate
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distance function such as w1ij , or wij1 2 , or (1−w1 )2 . Different weight maij
trices can be used to test different diseases such as the binary matrix
for a disease that does not spread out, and a distance matrix for a
contagious disease.

6.6
6.6.1

Global Moran I
Method Specification

The goal of Moran I test is to examine the Global clustering. Moran
I value ranges from −1 to +1. If the value is positive, the observed
values are similar or the cluster exists. However, if the value of Moran
is approach to 0 or negative, this means that there is no clustering in
the study region.

6.6.2

Methodology

Moran I statistic:
n X
n
X

I(d) =

Wij (xi − x̄)(xj − x̄)

i=1 j=1

S2

n X
n
X

Wij

i=1 j=1

where,
n is number of observations
xi is the value at location i
xj is the value at location j
x̄ is the mean given by
n
X

x̄ =

xi

i=1

n

Wij is the spatial weight as given in model specification.
S2 =

n
1X
(xi − x̄)2
n i=1

is the observed variance of population.
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6.7
6.7.1

Global Geary C
Method Specification

The other popular method in spatial autocorrelation is Geary C. Geary
C and Moran I are similar spatial autocorrelation methods. Many researchers apply Moran I and Geary C in their studies. The aforementioned example from State University of New York is a good example
of where both methods are used. The authors used Moran I to analyze
the incidences cancer in Western Europe. They also used Geary C to
compare the results to Moran I, because these methods contain basically similar structure. Moran I ranges from −1 to +1, where Geary’s
C ranges from 0 to 2 (higher values indicate more spatial autocorrelation). Geary C describes the clustering at a more local level than
Moran I.

6.7.2

Methodology

The formula of Geary C is given as,
(n − 1)
I(d) =

n X
n
X

Wij (xi − x̄)(xj − x̄)

i=1 j=1
n
X

n X
n
X

i=1

i=1 j=1

(xi − x̄)2

2

Wij

where the notation is the same as the Moran I. Global spatial methods
test for the presence of clustering, but they do not show the location of
the clusters. So in detecting clusters we must use local spatial methods.

6.8
6.8.1

Local Moran I
Application

In 1998, Local Moran I was used to examine the hepatitis cluster in
all the counties in California [25]. The test is calculated based on the
average population from 1995 to 1997 for all counties. The results
detected clustering in the northwest corner of California. The test was
also run in Global Moran I and Geary C before. However, the results
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for Global Moran I and Geary C only show the existence of clustering
but not location. While local Moran I use the same data to detect five
counties where are clustering exists.

6.8.2

Method Specification

In 1995, Anselin develop a local indicator of spatial association (LISA
statistic) Local Moran I based on Moran I. From geographical analysis
the properties of LISA are
1. The LISA for each observation gives an indication of
the extent of significant spatial clustering of similar values
around that observation;
2. The sum of LISAs for all observations is proportional to
a global indicator of spatial association.[2]
The second property is very important to distinguish between LISA
methods and other local spatial methods. Since local Moran I is derived
from global Moran I, they both have the same spatial weight Wij .
Also, the results of Local Moran I are very similar to Global Moran
I. High positive spatial autocorrelation value refers to similar data and
clustering. If the value of Local Moran I is less than or approach to
zero (0) from both positive and negative, this indicates no clustering
exists and data are dissimilar.

6.8.3

Methodology

The Local Moran I statistic:
Ii (d) = (xi − x̄)

n
X

Wij (xj − x̄)

j

where the notation is the same as that used for global Moran I (section
6.3).

6.8.4

Discussion

Global Moran I provides non-specific evidence of clustering, while local
Moran I indicates the location of cluster. Local Moran I is recommended before sending resources to area of positive clustering. Population in a distance study can be a problem for this test, so some
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authors recommend using zip code for a distance. The other problem
is that the test require a best understanding of the distances in studying. Choosing a good distance to make the test will receive the best
result. Moreover, local Moran I was used to detect the West Nile Virus
before in Chicago. Carmen Tedesco (a member of department of Geography in University of Illinois), Connie Austin (a member of Illinois
Department of Public health) and others applied local Moran I method
on 680 cases of West Nile Virus in and around Chicago in 2002 [27].
Since local Moran I have already been useful for West Nile Virus in
Chicago, it will also be useful for Colorado. .

6.9
6.9.1

Recommendations
Besag and Newell

Inputs
Centroid locations of county and census tract,risk of contracting disease, population, number of disease that defines a region, p value, data
grouped by year (2000-2004)
Implementation
R used with DCluster (package) which was quite easy, testing was done
using county and census tract data
Results
Results are sensitvie to inputs, however, the model did do a good job
of finding clusters quickly on a global level. No results for 2004 since
we only had data through April, 2004 and the rate was based upon
the rate for the entire year for other statistical run; no statistically
significant clusters were found for 2004. Besag and Newell worked well
on diseases w/low counts(e.g. disease number 15). Not as effective for
other diseases (e.g. 17,28,87) since those had too many cases.
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6.9.2

Cuzick-Edwards

Inputs
General location of positive cases and centroids of census tracts.
Implementation
Method used centroids of census tracts as an aggregate of the information took positive cases into account with the test statistic. This was
implemented as far as possible in R.
Results
There is computational difficulty involved in computing this method’s
variance therefor the method could not be calculated fully for statistical
significance.

6.9.3

Moran Local Global and Geary C

The popular spatial autocorrelation methods include the Global Moran
I, Global Geary C, and Local Moran I. All these methods are dependent
upon the spatial weight which requires a good geographical information
base, while the test does not require a lot of information on population. Local Moran I is recommended because the test can focus on
the location of individual points which a Global statistic may fail to
detect. Also, Local Moran I is very popular, it can be calculated by
many software packages like ClusterSeer, especially some freeware do
a good job with the calculation such as R-project, Rookcase [33]
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Chapter 7
Spatio-Temporal Clustering
7.1 Introduction on Spatio-Temporal Clustering
Spatio-temporal clustering refers to the greater density of occurrences
of a phenomenon in certain places at certain times. For example, a
disease with localized outbreaks, where cases arise close together, both
geographically and in time, will exhibit spatio-temporal clustering. Aggregating the data over time will obscure the pattern if most portions
of the region under study eventually experience an outbreak. Likewise,
aggregation over space to get a time sequence of incident totals will
obscure the pattern if outbreaks of comparable size are fairly evenly
spaced in time. Tests for space-time clustering may be used to determine if the distribution of a disease is consistent with a proposed
etiology, or to suggest possible etiologies. For example, a contagious
disease requiring close contact for infection might show spatio-temporal
clustering as the disease spreads from infected individuals. Detection
of localized emerging outbreaks is also a problem in analyzing data for
spatio-temporal clustering.
These uses lead to several broad categories of statistical tests of spatiotemporal clustering, corresponding to similar categories for spatial clustering. Some tests are designed to determine if the distribution of a
phenomenon in the region and time under study shows a general pattern inconsistent with spatio-temporal uniformity. These tests detect
space-time interaction. By contrast, another class of tests identifies the
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most marked clusters in the data, and assesses them for significance. A
third type of test attempts to answer the question of whether a cluster
exists around a preselected subregion in time and space. In consultation with individuals active in statistical analysis in public health, in
search of past/current journal articles and their bibliographies, and in
examination of the ClusterSeer software techniques, the Knox test and
the Kulldorff spatio-temporal scan stood out as effective, tested methods for addressing the first two questions. Focused tests for space-time
clustering are less established, though existing spatial focused cluster
tests could be adapted.
In its original form, the Knox test recommended here falls into the first
category. It tests whether the number of points (e.g., occurrences of a
disease) that are close in space and also close in time is consistent with
the number of points that are close in both space and time if space and
time are independent. Evidence of clustering arises if the number of
points close in both space and time is significantly higher than would be
expected under independence. Other tests for space-time interaction
include the Jacquez k-nearest neighbor test [19] and the Mantel test
[26]. The Knox test has the advantage that the selection of parameters
is simple and intuitive.
The Kulldorf scan statistic is an especially effective method for cluster
identification. The method scans the data for geographic subregions
that, during some time interval, have unusually large numbers of cases.
The method simulates the distribution of the scan statistic under the
null hypothesis of no clustering and then compares the observed value of
the statistic with that distribution to determine the whether the most
marked cluster is consistent with spatio-temporal uniformity. These
properties place the Kulldorff method in the second category, that of
cluster identification. Raubertas proposed another such test [30]. The
Kulldorff test is widely used, in part due to the availability of software
to perform the analysis.
Tests of whether certain points represent foci of clusters tend to be designed for clustering in space alone. Waller and Gotway (2004) present
the framework of score tests of the hypothesis that clusters exist around
pre-selected foci in space.[24] The weight functions used to represent
exposure to the foci in such tests could be generalized to be functions
of time.
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Cluster detection may be done retrospectively, answering the question,
“When and where were the clusters, if any, in the fully developed data
set?” Prospective cluster detection applies to the circumstance that
the data set is generated as an ongoing process, with data for recent
cases added as the cases are reported. With each inclusion of new
data, prospective analysis addresses the question “Is a new cluster developing?” The detection of emerging outbreaks most naturally uses
prospective methods. Prospective variants of both Knox’s method and
Kulldorff’s method are described below.
Several caveats apply to the methods detailed here. Both require determination of parameters by the researcher. In order for the significance
calculations of the tests to be meaningful, these parameters must be
determined from general considerations of the phenomenon being examined, rather than the specific appearance of the data. Multiple tests
under a range of values of the parameters also complicate the analysis
of the significance.
Infectious diseases and environmental risk factors may not produce detectable clustering or clusters if the location and time of exposure are
not strongly related to the location and time of the reported case, due,
for example, to a population that is very mobile on the scale of the
latency period of the disease.
Both methods require substantial supplemental analysis for use with
null hypotheses differing from the hypothesis of spatio-temporal uniformity. For example, each test may be biased by seasonal clustering,
or changes in population not reflected in the input to the method.
Finally, the Knox tests and the most common versions of the Kulldorff
spatio-temporal scan statistic do not test for purely spatial or purely
temporal clustering. These tests should be used in conjunction with
the spatial tests and temporal tests described in the previous chapters.
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7.2
7.2.1

Kulldorff Space-Time Scan Statistic
Introduction

This method identifies the most significant cluster of a particular shape
in space-time.
In the context of identifying disease clusters, the methods apply to
group-level data. For a fixed geographic subregion of the geographic
region under study, there are multiple measurements over time, giving
the number of new cases of the disease and a value for the population
at risk in that subregion during the interval since the last measurement. The location (centroid) of the measurement is given by a pair of
spatial coordinates for the center (by some definition) of the subregion
and a time coordinate for the interval. Certain types of subsets of the
centroids are considered potential clusters. These subsets are called
zones. Typically a zone consists of all centroids with space coordinates
within a particular geographic boundary, and time coordinates within
a particular interval. For example, if the geographic bases are disks,
the zone boundaries are right circular cylinders.
The method identifies the zone showing the strongest evidence of representing a high density cluster. The scan statistic is based on a maximum likelihood ratio for each potential cluster that expresses how much
more likely the observed density is under the hypothesis of clustering
than under the hypothesis of uniformity. The value of the retrospective
scan statistic for a data set is the maximum value of these maximum
likelihood ratios over the collection of zones. The prospective scan
statistic takes the maximum with respect to zones with time intervals
terminating at the time of the most recent measurement.
The significance of the observed value for the scan statistic is based on
a Monte Carlo simulation. A low p-value provides evidence that the
cluster is more extreme than can easily be explained by chance.
The methods are not designed to detect overall clustering.
The more detailed discussion below largely follows Kulldorff (1997)[23].
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7.2.2

Notation

G: The set of centroids of space-time regions in the study.
Z: A variable denoting a zone. The subsets of G that may be used as
zones are described more fully in Section 2.4.
Z: The set of zones being examined.
N : A spatio-temporal random process. For each subset A of the centroids, N (A) is the random count, e.g. of cases of a disease, assigned to A. For example, if the centroids represent counties, the
N (A) is the total of the numbers of cases in the counties whose
centroids lie in A
nA : The observed count associated with A, i.e. the actual number of
cases associated with all centroids in A.
µ(A): A weight indicating the proportion of counts expected in A. The
value of µ(A) is often the total population at risk in the regions
with centroids in A.

7.2.3

Models

The null and alternative hypotheses for the scan statistics may be based
on a Bernoulli model or a Poisson model. In either model, the notation
above applies.
For the Bernoulli model, each subset of centroids, A, is assigned a value
µ(A) corresponding to the total number of units in the at-risk population in each centroid in A. Because a centroid represents a geographic
region during a time interval, the at-risk population is in person-time
units, such as person-years. The null hypothesis states that the probability that any unit represents a case of the disease is a Bernoulli trial
with probability p, where p is constant for all the regions. The alternative hypothesis says that there is one zone Z such that the probability
that any unit in Z is a case is a Bernoulli trial with probability p, while
the probability that any unit outside Z (denoted Z c , the complement
of Z) is a case is a Bernoulli trial with probability q, with q < p. To
summarize:
H0 : N (A) ∼ Bin(µ(A), p) for all sets A
H1 : N (A) ∼ Bin(µ(A), p) for all sets A ⊂ Z, and N (A) ∼ Bin(µ(A), q)
for all sets A ⊂ Z C , with p > q.
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Under the Poisson model, the measure µ(A) may be the size of the
population-at-risk for the region A, but may be chosen more generally
to reflect the expected proportion of cases for that region determined
by other criteria. For example, µ(A) may be calculated from a regression analysis of covariates for the disease.
H0 : N (A) ∼ P oisson(pµ(A)) for all sets A
H1 : There is exactly one zone Z and p > q for which
N (A) ∼ P oisson(pµ(A ∩ Z) + qµ(A ∩ Z C )) for all sets A
The Bernoulli model and the Poisson model will yield similar results for
a rare disease in a large population. Kulldorff (1997) suggests using the
Bernoulli model for binary counts, such as cases and non-cases.[?] This
model describes the situation in which each individual has a certain risk
of contracting the disease, independent of others. This is not true for
contagious diseases, of course. Even when the alternative hypothesis
is an inaccurate model for the disease, it may yield a higher maximum
likelihood than the null hypothesis, keeping the method effective.
Cluster Seer implements the Poisson model. This is best suited to
situations in which one unit can contribute multiple counts, such as
number of episodes of a recurrent condition.

7.2.4

Zones

A zone is a potential cluster, generally defined as the set of all the centroids falling within a geometric figure, typically a cylinder with space
coordinates within a geometric figure in space and the time coordinate
within a particular interval. The following are possible sets of geometric
figures for the spatial bases of the cylinders:
• All circles centered at each of the subregional centers and containing at most half the population
• All circles centered on foci of a grid, with a possible upper limit
on size
• All rectangles of a fixed size and shape
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• Ellipses centered at centers or foci
Circles alone will not adequately address clustering along linear features such as highways, waterways, powerlines, or mountain ranges.
More customized zones may be chosen for a particular region, if that
choice is based on general features of the region and the health events
under study. For example, one may choose to examine school districts
as zones, if one suspects the disease is spread among school children.
The Monte Carlo significance procedure will uniformly use these fixed
zones to produce a valid result. By contrast, noting an apparent cluster
in the data, gerrymandering a zone to take in that cluster, and using
that zone in the subsequent Monte Carlo testing will not produce a
valid result.
If customizing zone shapes to the data, the researcher must have a
replicable process for determining the customized shapes, and apply
that process to each simulated distribution in the Monte Carlo computation to retain the validity of the significance. Some work has been
done using simulated annealing to allow for zones consisting of arbitrary collections of contiguous subregions.[14]
For spatio-temporal analysis, Kulldorff has used cylinders consisting of
circular regions in space over varying time intervals. Nothing prevents
the use of cylinders with other bases, such as ellipses or rectangles.[22]

7.2.5

Computation of the Scan Statistic

Recall nZ denotes the number of cases in zone Z, and nG denotes the
total number of cases in the study. Let nZ c denote the number of cases
in the entire study that are not in zone Z.
For the Bernoulli model, the likelihood of observing nZ and nG under
the alternative hypothesis is
L(Z, p, q) = pnZ (1 − p)µ(Z)−nz q nZ c (1 − q)µ(Z

c )−n c
Z

nZ c
nZ c
nZ
nZ
This is maximized over p and q by p = µ(Z)
and q = µ(Z
c ) if µ(Z) > µ(Z c ) ,
nG
otherwise. (Just use calculus to find the extremum
and by p = q = µ(G)
over the set of p’s and q’s with p > q.)
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The likelihood under the null hypothesis is
L(Z, p) = pnG (1 − p)µ(G)−nG
This is maximized by p =

nG
.
µ(G)

For each zone under consideration, compute the ratio of those likelihoods:
³

λZ =

´
nZ nZ
µ(Z)

³

1−

´
nZ µ(Z)−nZ
µ(Z)
³
´nG ³
n
nZ
µ(Z)

´
³
´ c
nZ c nZ c
nZ c µ(Z )−nZ c
1
−
µ(Z c )
µ(Z c )
´µ(G)−ng
n

1−

G

µ(G)

if

³

>

nZ c
,
µ(Z c )

G

µ(G)

1 otherwise.

Then the scan statistic λ is given by the maximum of all the λZ ’s:
λ = maxZ∈Z (λZ )
where Z is the set of all zones.
For the Poisson model, the likelihood corresponding to the alternative
hypothesis is
c

e−pµ(Z) (pµ(Z))nZ e−qµ(Z ) qµ(Z c )nZ c
L(Z, p, q) =
nZ !
(nZ c )!
again maximized over p and q by p =
nG
and by p = q = µ(G)
otherwise.

nZ
µ(Z)

and q =

nZ c
µ(Z c )

if

nZ
µ(Z)

>

nZ c
,
µ(Z c )

The likelihood under the null hypothesis is
e−pµ(G) (pµ(G))nG
(nz )!(nZ c )!

L(Z, p) =
This is maximized by p =

nG
.
µ(G)

For each zone under consideration, compute ratio of the maximum
likelihoods:
³

λZ =

´
nZ nZ
µ(Z)
³
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³

nG
µ(G)

´
nZ c nZ c
µ(Z c )
´nG

if

nZ
µ(Z)

>

nZ c
,
µ(Z c )

1 otherwise.

Again the scan statistic λ is given by the maximum of all the λZ ’s:
λ = maxZ∈Z (λZ )
.
In the case of a prospective analysis, the same computations apply, but
Z includes only zones with time intervals extending to the time of the
most recent observations.
Though zone definitions may involve infinitely many geometric figures,
there will be only finitely many distinct zones because there are finitely
many centroids. Thus the maximum of the λZ ’s may be determined
exhaustively.
Large values of λ indicate clustering of cases in the zone, while λ ≈
1 indicates that the number of cases of disease in the zone is about
average.

7.2.6

Monte Carlo simulation

To determine the significance of the retrospective λ for the data, compute λ using the same Z for 999 simulations of the distribution of cases
under the null hypothesis. (The default number of simulations in clus1
ter is N5 = 999.)Estimate the upper tail probability by 1000
times the
number of simulated λ-values greater than or equal to the λ for the
data. To determine the significance of the prospective λ for the data,
compute λ for each simulated data set using the corresponding Z but
removing the restriction that the time interval extend to the most recent data.
To simulate a sample from the null distribution under the Bernoulli
model, given the total number of observed cases n, associate each centroid x with an interval of µ(x) numbers in (0, µ(G)). Draw a subset of
size n from the distribution in which each subset of (0, µ(G)) is equally
likely. Set N (x) equal to the number of the elements lying in the interval corresponding to x. Simulation if n is unspecified is also simple.
nG
to get N (x).
Sample (Binµ(x), p) for p = µ(G)

67

To simulate a sample from the null distribution under the Poisson
model, given the total number of cases n, use a multinomial distribution with m categories, one corresponding to each centroid. The
µ(x)
probability of the category for centroid x is µ(G)
. If the number of
cases is unspecified, sample P oisson(pµ(G)) to choose a value.

Software called SaTScan, downloadable from http://www.satscan.org/,
implements various versions of the Kulldorff spatial scan method. The
software supports retrospective and prospective tests, and can perform
adjustments for multiple categorical covariates.

7.2.7

Example

This simple example using an artificial data set illustrates these analysis.
Suppose there are three regions, North, Center, and East, with the
geographic centroids, populations, and case counts indicated below.
Here, the populations are constant. In general, one provides the best
estimate of the at-risk population at the time of the each observation.
Region
North
Center
East

Centroid Population # cases (2003)
(0,1)
10,000
20
(0,0)
10,000
25
(1,0)
20,000
10

# cases (2004)
5
10
5

Consider the zone consisting of Center in 2003. Here, nz = 25, µ(Z) =
10, 000py, nZ c = 50, µ(Z c ) = 70, 000py, nG = 75, and µ(G) = 80, 000py
(40,000 for each of 2003 and 2004), where py is a person-year. Substituting these values into the Poisson model’s formula for λZ and taking
the natural log gives λZ ≈ 11.(The natural log helps keep the values in
a range practical for computation.)
For comparison, consider the zone consisting of North and Center in
2003. Here, nz = 45, µ(Z) = 20, 000py, nZ c = 30, µ(Z c ) = 60, 000py,
nG = 75, and µ(G) = 80, 000py. Substituting these values into the
Poisson model’s formula for λZ and taking the natural log gives λZ ≈
21.
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In fact, this last λZ is the maximum, if we take Z to consist of right
circular cylinders whose base includes no more than half the population,
and whose height includes no more than half the time period of the
study. This definition of Z is the default in ClusterSeer and SaTScan.
Note that the subset consisting of Center in 2003 and 2004 is not a
zone by this definition.
The Monte Carlo p-value for λ = 21 is .001, as estimated with 999
simulated data sets in SaTScan. The SaTScan analysis notes that the
maximum λ from the simulated data was about 4. Thus any λ greater
than 4 would have .001 as its p-value estimated from 999 simulated
data sets.

7.2.8

Application to CEDRS-like data

The data set used for this analysis is a randomly perturbed version of
the CEDRS data for Colorado, with all personal identifiers removed.
The diseases were identified by number. The analysis was performed
for all of Colorado using (county centriod,month) coordinates as centroids. The 2000 census values for the county populations were used
as the populations at risk, though this could be refined to reflect the
etiology of particular diseases and updated population estimates. The
study period was restricted to 1/1999 to 4/2004 to facilitate computation.
For disease code 17, both ClusterSeer and SaTScan produced the primary cluster of Boulder, Larimer, and Weld counties from 8/2001
through 3/2004, and a secondary cluster on the Eastern plains centered
at the centroid of Cheyenne, including counties with centroids within
approximately 200 kilometers of the Cheyenne centroid, and lasting
from 3/2001 through 10/2003. A third cluster consisting of Adams
county alone from 7/2003 through 9/2003 was also noted. These are in
order of descending λ value. The secondary zone is restricted to zones
that do not intersect the primary zone. Likewise, the third zone does
not intersect the first two.
The p-values for all three zones were .001, as low as can be reported
with 999 Monte Carlo simulations. Refer to Appendix C for additional
analysis.
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7.2.9

Recommendations

The Kulldorff spatio-temporal scan provides a sound method for locating clusters of distinctly elevated risk. The prospective version is well
suited to the detection of localized outbreaks of a disease. Because
the test identifies the most likely clusters (according to the maximum
likelihood ratio), it can be used as an exploratory tool, whether or not
the p-value falls below some cutoff.
The technique offers flexibility in the specification of expected regional
risk, through the specification of the µ(A)’s. The choice of zones can
also be tailored to the geography and demographics of a region and the
etiology of a disease.
The structure of the test minimizes concerns of multiple testing.
Some cautions when using this test should be noted. The technique
can be computer-intensive for large data sets. Coarse aggregation in
space or time to speed computation can obscure fine-scale clustering.
Due to the broad alternative hypothesis, the power of the test to detect
deviations from the null hypothesis is not available in closed form.

7.3
7.3.1

Knox Test
Introduction

Knox tests for space- time interaction are among the earliest clustering
tests. In his 1964 paper “The Detection of Space Time Interactions”[21],
E. G. Knox proposed a simple test to determine when the distribution
of cases of a disease exhibits unusual clustering in space and time. Over
the years statisticians have evaluated Knox’s test and proposed variations and extensions of it. Since Knox’s test is simple, reliable and
widely used, it merits our serious consideration.
Knox’s test has several variations. The simple tests use existing data
to determine the existence of space-time interactions in the data. A
space-time interaction occurs when points are closer together in time
than one would expect if the times assigned to the data points were
randomly permuted. It does not necessarily detect clusters of points. If
all of the points in the data set are close together in space and time, the
distribution of times might be about what you would expect regardless
of how the times are permuted. If you want to detect clusters in space,
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time, or space and time, use tests such as Kuldorff’s test for clusters
in space and time or tests for clustering in space or clustering in time.
See chapters 5 and 6 of this report.
A local Knox test assesses the existence of a space-time interaction at a
particular point. A “prospective” version of Knox’s test uses new data
along with previous data to determine whether space-time interactions
are emerging over time. Both versions of Knox’s test use two time categories, near and far, to determine whether points are close together
or far apart, but other versions of Knox’s tests can be designed to use
multiple time intervals. We will consider each of these types of Knox’s
test below.
Notation
We will use the following notation to describe the tests:
Pi : (xi , yi , zi ) A record of the ith occurrence of a disease (the ith case).
sCRIT : The critical distance in kilometers (a test parameter).
tCRIT : The critical time in days (a test parameter).
ns : The number of pairs of cases that are near one another in time
(i.e., the two cases are within tCRIT of one another).
nt : The number of pairs of cases that are near one another in space
(i.e., the great arc length distance between the two cases is less
than or equal to sCRIT ).
ns,t : The number of pairs of cases that are near one another in both
space and time.
Ns,t : The random variable whose observed values are ns,t .
n : The total number of cases.

7.3.2

The χ2 Test

This test is simple. When used properly it is reliable. This test does
not work well for rare diseases. If the number of cases in any cell is very
small compared to the total number of pairs, it may report a spacetime interaction when no space-time interaction has occurred. Use it
only if the expected number of cases that are close in space and time
is five or more, i.e., E(ns,t ) ≥ 5, where E(ns,t ) = nsnnt , and when the
number of cases in each cell is not very small compared to the total
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number of cases. If your results from the chi square test do not agree
with the results from the Poisson test, the Poisson test is likely to be
more reliable. See Section 6 for more details. Given a set of n cases
of a disease, the χ2 test counts pairs (Pi , Pj ) of cases that are close
to one another in space, (distance(Pi , Pj ) ≤ sCRIT ), close together in
time,(| ti −tj |≤ tCRIT ), or close to one another in both space and time.
The counts are recorded in a contingency table.
Table 7.1: Observed Counts
T ime
T ime ≤ tCRIT
T ime > tCRIT
T otal

Dist ≤ sCRIT
ns,t
ns − ns,t
ns

Dist > sCRIT
nt − ns,t
n − ns − nt + ns,t
n − ns

T otal
nt
n − nt
n

Table 7.2: Expected Counts
T ime
T ime ≤ tCRIT
T ime > tCRIT
T otal

Dist ≤ sCRIT

Dist > sCRIT

ns nt
n
(n−nt )ns
n

(n−ns )nt
n
(n−ns )(n−nt )
n

ns

n − ns

T otal
nt
n − nt
n

H0 : The time intervals between cases are independent of the space
intervals between cases.
H1 : The time intervals and the space intervals are not independent,
(i.e., there is an interaction between space and time).
Test Statistic : χ2 =

P (Obs−Exp)2
Exp

.

Significance : If χ2 > χ21 (α), reject H0 .
For example, for α = 0.05, the critical value of the χ2 statistic is 3.88.
Reject H0 if χ2 > 3.88, indicating a significant space-time interaction
at the 5% level of significance.

7.3.3

The Poisson Test

Knox (1964) suggested that if Ns,t is small compared to n, it follows
a Poisson distribution with expected value E(Ns,t ). He formulated the
following test based on the Poisson distribution:
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H0 : The time intervals between cases are independent of the space
intervals between cases.
H1 : The time and space intervals are not independent.
Test Statistic : Ns,t = ns,t .
Significance : If P (X > Ns,t ) < α, reject H0 .
For the Poisson distribution, the expected value and the variance are
equal. One way to check whether Ns,t follows a Poisson distribution is
to calculate the variance independently and compare it to the expected
value E(Ns,t ) given above. If the two numbers are close it may be
reasonable to use the Poisson distribution; otherwise, the use of the
Poisson distribution as the reference distribution may not be valid.
The formula below, derived by Barton and David [16] has been cited
by several authors (e.g., Rogerson 2001).

V ar(Ns,t ) =

2ns nt
4us ut
4[ns (ns − 1) − us ][nt (nt − 1) − ut ]
2ns nt 2
+
+
−(
)
n(n − 1) n(n − 1)(n − 2)
n(n − 1)(n − 2)(n − 3)
n(n − 1)
(7.1)

where
us =

1X
ns (i)2 − ns
2 i

(7.2)

ut =

1X
nt (i)2 − nt
2 i

(7.3)

and

7.3.4

Test using the Normal Distribution

If the number of cases is large and ns,t is not too small, the normal
approximation to the Poisson distribution can be used as the reference distribution for the Knox statistic under the null hypothesis (no
clustering). This test has the following form:
H0 : The time intervals between cases are independent of the space
intervals between cases.
H1 : The time intervals between cases are not independent of the space
intervals.
73

Test Statistic : Z ∗ = n√s,t −E(Ns,t ) , where E(Ns,t ) = ns nt /n (see Table
V ar(Ns,t )

7.2) and V ar(Ns,t ) is given in Eqn (7.1).
Significance : If P (Z > Z ∗ ) < α reject H0 , e.g., if α = 0.05 and
Z > 1.645 reject H0 .

7.3.5

Monte Carlo Simulation

Uncertainty about the distribution of the Knox statistic has led some
researchers to estimate its distribution by Monte Carlo simulation. One
common procedure is to take a set of cases, fix the locations in space but
permute the times, and then calculate Ns,t for each permutation. With
a large number of cases, repeating the process for a large number of
permutations gives a good approximation to the distribution of Ns,t for
the given set of locations. ClusterSeer uses both the χ2 distribution and
the “random permutation” method (called “Monte Carlo Simulation”
in the ClusterSeer manual), to assess the significance of the Knox test.
Because ClusterSeer uses only 999 random permutations, the smallest
significance level that can be observed is 0.001 (1 in 1000).

7.3.6

A Local Knox Test

P. A. Rogerson [31] formulated a Knox test for time and space interaction at a particular point. This version of the test is appropriate if
interest lies in assessing the existence of a cluster at a particular point.
To ensure statistical validity, the point must be chosen before looking
at the data; e.g., it can be chosen (otherwise, the significance level can
be grossly understated if the data are used to decide on the particular
point, or on repeated tests at multiple points). The test for space and
time interaction at case Pi is given below.
Additional Notation:
ns,t (i) = number of cases that are close to case Pi in both time and
space.
ns (i) = number of cases that are close to case Pi in space.
nt (i) = number of cases that are close to case Pi in time.
Ns,t (i) = random variable whose values are ns,t .
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Rogerson determines the probability distribution of Ns,t using permutations. He considers a set of n cases with fixed positions and permutes
the times (t1 , t2 , ...tn ). He groups the permutations according to which
time is assigned to case Pi , yielding (n−1)! permutations in each group.
Let nji be the number of cases close to case Pi when this case is assigned
to time j. Under the null hypothesis, (given below), all permutations
of time are equally likely. For the group of permutations that assign
time j to case Pi , the distribution of Ns,t (i) is hypergeometric with
parameters n − 1, ns (i), nji (i). This can be expressed as:
P (Ns,t (i) = njs,t ) = Qj , where
Ã

Qj =

!Ã

(nt )j (i)
ns,t (i)

!

n − 1 − njt (i)
n (i) − ns,t (i)
Ã s !
n−1
ns (i)

Assigning equal weights to each of the groups of permutations and
summing gives the probability distribution of Ns,t .
P {Ns,t (i) = ns,t (i)} =

n
1X
Qj
n i=1

(7.4)

Rogerson’s Local Knox Test is as follows:
H0 : There is no interaction between space and time at case Pi .
H1 : There is an interaction between space and time at case Pi .
Test Statistic : Ns,t (i) = ns,t (i)
Significance : P value =

Pmax(njt (i))
k=ns,t

P {(Ns,t (i) = k}

Rogerson also gives a normal approximation for this local test. The
hypotheses are the same as they are for the local Knox test. The test
statistic and the significance are given below:
Test Statistic : Z =

[ns,t (i)−E(Ns,t (i))−0.5]

√

V (Ns,t (i)

Significance : If Z > Z1−α , reject H0 .
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Rogerson gives the following formulas for the expected value and the
variance of the local test statistic Ns,t (i).
E(Ns,t (i)) =

2nt ns (i)
n(n−1)

V (Ns,t (i)) = 2(n − 1)nt −

7.3.7

Pn
j=1

(njt (i))2 ns (i)(n−1−ns (i))
n(n−1)2 (n−2)

A Prospective Knox Test

Rogerson (2001) presents a version of Knox’s test that will allow the
user to incorporate new data into the test as the new data come in
and to monitor the changing values of the Knox statistic. A significant
increase in Knox’s statistic signals an emerging space time interaction.
The hypotheses for this test are the same as the hypotheses for the
local Knox test. The case in question is the new data point. The
sample test statistic is Ki = Ki−1 + ns,t (i). Rogerson uses the normal
approximation to the Ki distribution to conduct the test. He calculates
the standard Z statistic using the expected value and variance for Ki
conditioned on the value of Ki−1 , ns (i − 1), and nt (i − 1). However he
also proves that this Z value is equal to the Z value from the local
Knox test. Thus we can follow the procedure for the local Knox test
to assess the existence of an emerging cluster at case Pi .
Rogerson uses a cumulative sum Sj to monitor the Ki values. The
cumulative sum procedure has two user defined parameters, k and h.
The parameter k, measured in standard deviations, determines how
large the normalized sample test statistic must be to cause an increase
in Sj . Some writers suggest taking k equal to one-half times the size of
the change in Ki that one wants to detect. For example if you consider
an increase in 1 standard deviation to be significant, set k = 12 . The
parameter h indicates how large Sj must be before the test reports
that a space-time interaction has occurred. Small values of h will tend
to result in false alarms, while large values of h may result in missed
interactions. Rogerson gives a table showing the average run length
for different values of h under the null hypothesis. When there is no
significant space-time interaction, using h = 2.5 will result in a reported
space-time interaction about once in every 69 observations. With h =
5.5 the false-alarm rate drops to about once in every 1560 observations.
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7.3.8

How to conduct a Prospective Knox Test

(a) Choose the value of h. If the cumulative sum, S(j), is greater
than h, a significant increase in Ki has occurred.
(b) Run the ordinary Knox test on the existing data.
(c) Calcuate the standard normal variate, Z = [ns,t√−E(Ns,t )−0.5]
V ar(Ns,t )

(d) Initialize S0 = max(0, Z − ns,t ).
(e) For each new data point calculate ns,t (i).
(f) For each new data point, calculate the new Z value, Z =
[ns,t (i)−E(Ns,t (i))−0.5]
√
.
V ar(Ns,t (i))

(g) Update Si using the formula Si = max(0, Si−1 + Zi − k).
(h) If Si > h a significant increase in Ki has occurred. This may
indicate the emergence of a new space-time interaction.
Rogerson (2001) applied this process to counts of cases of Burkitt’s
lymphoma in Uganda. The results generally agreed with the results of
previous tests and it detected some emerging interactions.

7.3.9 Knox Tests with More than Two Time Intervals
Another generalization of Knox’s test allows the user to specify the
number of time intervals TM AX as well as the number of space intervals
SM AX . Knox treated the resulting TM AX ×SM AX array as a contingency
table and calculated a χ2 statistic with (TM AX − 1) · (SM AX − 1) degrees
of freedom. Since the rows and columns of the array are cumulative
the independence conditions required for a χ2 test do not apply. O.
Abe [1] proposed an alternate statistic that reportedly follows a χ2
distribution. We were not able to get a copy of his dissertation in
which this is proved. Abe’s article does include an illustration that
unfortunately contains some typographical errors in the calculations,
but his theoretical calculation of the variance of Knox’s generalized
statistic is correct.
We do not recommend Knox tests that use more than one critical time
value or critical space value. The entries in the cells cannot be independent as as required for the null hypothesis because the entries are
cumulative sums. The number of pairs that are closer in space than
scrit1 will also be counted among the pairs that are closer in space than
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any larger scrit2 . Also the test statistic will be sensitive to extreme
values. One of the advantages of the original Knox test is that the test
statistic is robust. Since there are only two categories, near and far,
the test statistic ns,t is not sensitive to extreme values.

7.3.10

Evaluation of Knox’s Test

We coded the three versions of the basic Knox test in the statistical programming language R and ran the code on data sets for diseases 15, 17,
28, and 87. We chose the parameters to be numbers we thought would
be reasonable and would illustrate the behavior of the test under various
conditions. We summarize the results below. To interpret this table,
consider the entry for disease 15 with scrit = 1km, and tcrit = 30days
(second line): the chi-square test and the normal approximation test
do not support a space-time interaction while the Poisson test does.
We will discuss this discrepancy below.

Table 3: Results of Knox’s test using 3 possible reference
distributions: chi-squared (§7.3.2), Poisson (§7.3.3), Normal (§7.3.4).

(scrit, tcrit) Disease 15
(1, 7)
No, No, No
(1, 30)
No, Yes, No
(1, 90)
No, No, No
(10, 7)
No, No, No
(10, 30)
No, Yes, No
(10, 90)
No, No, No
(50, 7)
No, No, No
(50, 30)
No, Yes, No
(50, 90)
No, No, No

Disease 17
Yes, Yes, Yes
No, No, No
No, No, No
Yes, Yes, Yes
No, No, No
No, No, No
Yes, Yes, Yes
No, No, No
No, No, No

Disease 28
No, No, No
No, No, No
No, No, No
No, No, No
No, No, No
No, No, No
No, No, No
No, No, No
No, No, No

Disease 87
No, Yes, No
No, No, No
No, No, No
No, Yes, No
No, No, No
No, No, No
No, Yes, No
No, No, No
No, No, No

Overall, the three versions of Knox’s test give consistent results. For
the data for disease 17 they indicate a possible space-time interaction
for cases that occur within 7 days of each other. The Poisson test
indicates likewise for disease 87 (tcnt =7 days) and also for disease 15
when tcnt = 30 days. No space-time interaction appears in the data
for disease 28. In two instances the tests disagree. For disease 15 and
scrit = 30, the chi-square test and the Z test indicate no interaction
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while the Poisson test shows a possible space-time interaction. In this
case there are 3 pairs that are close in space and time. The p-values for
the chi-square test and the Poisson test are 0.051 and 0.022 respectively
and the p-value for the normal approximation is 0.07. While only the
Poisson test is significant at the 5% significance level, the other two
p-values are fairly close. All 3 p-values are rather small, which suggests evidence of space-time interaction. Likewise, with disease 87, the
Poisson test indicates a possible interaction while the other two tests
do not. In this case the total number of pairs that are close in space
and time is 7. The p-values for the three test statistics are 0.10,0.04
and 0.22 respectively. In this case a space-time interaction is less likely.
Although we are less certain of the result when we get conflicting information, we note that the Poisson test is generally more reliable than
the χ2 test when we have small numbers of cases in one of the cells
of the contingency table. If we have reason to think that this is the
case we can apply Fisher’s Exact Test. The null hypothesis for Fisher’s
Exact Test is that the odds of a case occurring in any cell are the same,
i.e., the odds ratio is equal to 1. This corresponds to the hypothesis
that there is no space-time interaction. The procedure for conducting
Fisher’s Exact Test appears below. We ran Fisher’s Exact test on the
data from disease 15. The contingency table was the same for scrit =
1, 10 and 50 km. There were 3 pairs close in space and time. Fisher’s
test supported the hypothesis of no space-time interaction with p-value
= 0.08576. We conclude that the apparent significance of the Poisson
test statistic was due to the very small number of cases rather than
to a significant space-time interaction. For disease 87 we also had the
same contingency table for all three values of the distance parameter.
In this case there were 7 pairs out of 3,760,653 that were close in space
and time. The algorithm for Fisher’s test would not accept such a large
number of pairs. When we scaled the matrix to a size that the algorithm would accept, the number of pairs close in space and time scaled
to 0. Although we were unable to run Fisher’s test we conclude that
there is likely no significant space-time interaction in disease 87.
To conduct Fisher’s Exact Test proceed as follows:
(a) Create a matrix containing the entries of the Chi Square contingency table. Use the functions casecounts and paircounts
in the Appendix C to get ns , nt , ns,t and n. If some of the entries are very large (of order 106 or so), scale them and round
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to integer values.
(b) Use the R command fisher.test(matrix name).
The command will return a p-value, a statement of the alternate hypothesis, a 95% confidence interval for the odds ratio, and an estimate
of the odds ratio. A small p-value supports space-time interaction.

7.3.11

Recommendations

We recommend the following tests for space-time interactions:
(a) A standard Knox test using the chi-square distribution.
(b) A standard Knox test using the Poisson distribution.
(c) A standard Knox test using the Normal approximation to the
Poisson distribution.
(d) A local Knox test
(e) A prospective Knox test.
We do not recommend the test with more than two time intervals for
the reasons noted in section 5 above. The calculations are cumbersome.
Also since we are testing for space-time interaction, we do not gain
an appreciable advantage by using more than one critical time value
and one critical distance value. The test with several time intervals
also tends to be more sensitive to extreme data values than does the
standard Knox’s test. Cautions should be observed when using Knox’s
test. The standard Knox test is sensitive to the choices of the critical
distance and the critical time parameters. Choosing values that are
too large or too small will give unreliable results. These critical values
should be chosen from knowledge of the disease or from past data. The
test loses statistical validity if you use the current data set to determine
the critical parameters. The process also loses validity if repeated tests
are done on the same data using different critical parameters.
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Chapter 8
Recommendations for
Graphical Display of Results
8.1

Temporal Display

A Geographical Information System (GIS) may be useful for displaying
the results of a statistical test for spatial-temporal clustering or spatial
clustering, the full range of its tools cannot be used to display the
results of a statistical test for temporal clustering only. We propose
here two alternative displays for representing the results of temporal
tests such as those from CuSum tests. The first is a bar or line graph,
where the y-axis is the reciprocal of the test’s p-value (so that highly
significant time periods of clustering are indicated with high levels on
the y-axis). Results of different statistical tests are easily shown on the
same plot, using different colored lines and line types (solid, dot, dash,
long-dash, etc.). If numerous tests are used we recommend that a line
graph be used to display the results where as if 3 to 4 tests are used
a bar graph will work very nicely. These graph can be created using a
spread sheet such as EXCEL. Shown is an example of how to represent
temporal statistics using a line graph (Note this is not representative
of any real data or tests conducted):
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Figure 8.1: Temporal Line Graph

The ”higher” the line is on the y-axis, the more significant the clustering
is for the particular month in which it is highest. In Figure 8.1 ”Test
1” has a high significance of clustering in month 6, conversely ”Test 3”
has highest clustering in month 7.
The second method is a graph that shows the number of cases at time
t.
Figure 8.2: Temporal Results by Cases
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Figure 8.2 shows the method descried above where by the y-axis represents the number of cases and the x-axis represents time. Also it is
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possible to use the y-axis to display the value of the CuSum statistic
and leave the x-axis the same.

Figure 8.3: Temporal Results by CuSum Statistics
Cusum statistic for Disease 28, Jan 1999 − Apr 2004
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The CuSum statistic method is shown in Figure 8.3.

8.2

Spatial Display

The use of various geometric shapes located at the centroid of the
outbreak coded in one color with varying shades proportional to the
inverse of the significance. As an example, the smaller the significance
level (i.e. little to no significance) the lighter the shade of the color. The
ranges of the significance could be .10 to .06, .05, .04, .03, .02, .01, and
less than .01. Figure 8.4 is an example map of Colorado with spatial
clustering using geometric shapes (Note: This is not representative of
real data or tests conducted):
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Figure 8.4: Spatial Clustering

Figure 8.4 shows circles centered on the outbreaks, lists the significance
of the outbreak, and shows the varying color scheme as discussed above.
In the event that a circle is used to represent clustering, varying the
radius as a function of the significance may be confusing and lead others
to believe that the boundaries of the outbreak are that of the circle
when in actuality the boundaries of the outbreak may in fact be much
smaller or much larger for that matter. The reason for one color is the
varying types of color blindness and the sensitivities to many colors
(i.e. red, green, blue, and yellow).
The Atlas of United States Mortality [6] uses choropleth maps which
separate regions based upon their similarity. This method is another
method that may be used for the graphical display of results. For
spatial analysis, a Geographical Information System (GIS), especially
ARCGIS, is very useful for illustrating the regions where clustering is
indicated. The results of the various statistical tests can be represented
through the use of GIS layers. For example, Figure 8. shows the first
layer:
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Figure 8.5: Colorado Map With Counties

Figure 8.6 shows each individual case and could be the second layer:
Figure 8.6: Individual Cases

The next layers could represent each of the statistical tests and their
calculated significance and region in Colorado:

85

Figure 8.7: Spatial Clustering for Disease 15

Consequently each layer may be superimposed on top of the Colorado
map or may be viewed singularly with no map as shown below:
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Figure 8.8: Spatial Clustering Layer For Disease 15

Figure 8.8 displays a layer that is constructed from the results of a
specific test. Each test is illustrated with a different shape. Figure 8.8
displays the Besag and Newell test results. This layer along with the
layer from spatial-temporal display may all be superimposed onto one
map.

8.3

Spatial-Temporal Display

For spatial and temporal representation, there is a practical way of
using a GIS. The CDPHE uses a ”slide show” method currently to
represent these results. They draw various maps in time and show the
spatial clustering on those maps. ARCGIS can be suited for this particular method in question as well as the next method to be shown.
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Figure 8.9: Spatial-Temporal Display For Disease 15

Figure 8.9 shows one method that can be used to show spatial-temporal
statistics. Since the clustering occurs over a time span for a given set of
counties, the method used to create Figure 8.9 is an example of a choropleth map (which observes the color scheme and rules noted above). It
can provide a useful display of the results, because it indicates clustering for a given region. As with spatial statistics, this method can also
be viewed in a layer by layer format.
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Figure 8.10: Spatial-Temporal Display Layer

Figure 8.10 shows the actual layer not imposed upon the map, and
thus this layer could be incorporated into the main map, along with all
spatial results there by creating a map that has a maximum amount of
information.

8.4

Conclusion

These recommendations are not exhaustive and merely are meant as
an example for how such graphical models may be implemented. For
further information on graphically displaying such results, using a GIS
in particular, refer to the additional resources at [3] [4] [9] [20] in the
bibliography.
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Chapter 9
Summary of
Recommendations
9.1
9.1.1

Comments on Software
Cluster Seer

Though Cluster Seer has some advantages, we do not recommend it for
the following reasons.
• Expensive
• No automation (i.e. each test has to have its own set up)
• Poor interface
• Data formats for different tests are not consistent
• County level data for Colorado was too large a data set and
crashed the computer for one test.
• Unclear validity of the implementations of the tests, where distributional approximations are used (e.g. approximate critical points
and p-values may not be uniformly valid for all the tests)

9.1.2

Sat Scan

• Free (download from www.satscan.org).
• Relatively easy to run once the data are in the proper format
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• Has fairly convenient formats for saving partial results, thus data
file need not be totally reconstructed, if analysis is interrupted.
• Fast for county-month level data (< 1 minute)
• Easy to download and install
• Offers only scan statistic, but can test for clusters in time, space,
time-space interaction.
• Includes facilities for including additional information beyond population at risk (e.g., expected number of torn knee ligaments could
be based on both population at risk in certain age groups and on
the number of ski resorts/hours).
• Ongoing research into further implementations (e.g., Sat Scan significance as determined from randomization tests is due to be
published in 2005)

9.1.3
•
•
•
•
•

R

Free (download from www.cran.r-project.org)
Very flexible
Easy to automate (routine daily or weekly runs)
Requires programming skills in R
Memory management is rather slow (especially for repetitive commands using “for” loops)

9.2
9.2.1

Comments on Methods
Temporal Clustering

• Appropriate for either diseases that exhibits no seasonality (e.g.
E. Coli) or for diseases whose seasonal component has been either
removed (e.g. example... ) or taken into account (e.g. CDC’s
MMWR monthly ”Figure 1”)
• Standard control chart using CuSum or EWMA statistics, or LevinKline implementation of CuSum, are most sensitive for detecting
gradual increase or trends in time.
• Standard Shewhart chart on number of cases (with limits of 23
time the square root of the average number of cases over time) are
most sensitive for detecting sudden increases.
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9.2.2

Spatial Clustering

• Cuzik-Edwards is preferable for global region(e.g. entire state) but
not local (e.g. small area around, say, Rocky flats); (i.e. good for
identifying existence of clustering, but not for identifying specific
location of cluster)
• Besag-Newell needs to choose a risk for the population under consideration above which the test shows clustering. Choice of background risk is subjective and requires information about the specific population.
• Moran I and Geary C tests are tests good for identifying local clustering based on distances the user choose. The tests will become
more powerful with knowledge of population.
• Kulldorff spatial scan statistic is both powerful and sensitive to
disease clusters of various shapes.

9.2.3

Time and Space Interaction

• Kuldorff method is intuitive in its operation as well as flexible
(shapes of clusters can be arbitrary, though circles are most common shape for most implementations, including Sat Scan program)
• Knox test can be recommended for testing for a space-time interaction, with the caveat that the result may depend on the probability distribution. The test assess whether the observed probabilities of clustering in time (i.e. the probabilities of cases being
close/far in time/space) and in space are independent, or whether
they are independent (i.e., tests for a space-time interaction, not
for clustering per se).
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Appendix A
R code for CuSum Method
fn.mycusum <- function(y,lambda0,omega) { # see Levin and Kline,
StatMed 1985 # lambda = background baseline risk (e.g., 30 cases
per year)
# omega = increase that would sound an alarm; e.g., 1.30 = 30% increase
# over baseline risk rr <- lambda0 * (omega-1)/log(omega) x <y-rr w0 <- 0 n <- length(y) ww <- rep(0,n) ww[1] <- max(0,w0+x[1])
for (i in 2:n) {ww[i] <- max(ww[i-1]+x[i],0)} print(c((1:n)[ww ==
max(ww)], max(ww))) max(ww) ww } # output is W_t (ww)
# Example using y.66

= disease 66 data:

y.66
21 15 26 17 17 18 18 28 29 32 23 38 40 31 37 33 32 18 28 27 70 39
59 39 53 38 21 8 11 9 21 41 24 18 48 65 26 28 24 34 26 19 26 49
28 59 57 47 28 35 19 37 35 16 25 23 24 28 43 26 26 42 57 55
ww <- fn.mycusum(y.66,30,1.20)
26.0000 100.5467
100.5467
ts.ww <- ts(ww,frequency=12,start=c(1999,1))
# Now generate 999 series of Poisson(30):
out.rpois30 <- rep(0,999) for (i in 1:999) { tmp <- rpois(64,30)
out.rpois30[i] <- fn.mycusum(tmp,30,1.2) }
out2.rpois30 <- rep(0,10000) for (i in 1:10000) { tmp <rpois(64,30) out2.rpois30[i] <- fn.mycusum(tmp,30,1.2) }
postscript("cusum28.ps",paper="letter")
plot(ts.ww,type="b",ylab="W_t series",
main="Cusum statistic for Disease 28, Jan 1999 - Apr 2004")
text(c(2001.7, 2002.9, 2004.1),c(89.9, 70.2, 53.4),
c("p<.0001","p<.0001","p<.0007"))
dev.off()
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Appendix B
Spatial Clustering
R code for Beseg and Newell Method
# data : A data frame with the data as explained in DCluster.
# idx : A boolean vector to know the areas in the current circle.
# idxorder : A permutation of the rows of data to order the
regions according to their distance to the current center.
# alpha : Test Significance.
# k : Size of the cluster.
# model : The model used to generate random observations. It can
be ’permutation’, ’multinomial’, poisson, or ’negbin’.
# R : Number of bootstrap replicates made to compute p-value if
the local test.
# mle : Parameters needed to compute the Negative Binomial
distribution (if used).
bn.iscluster <- function (data, idx, idxorder, alpha, k, model =
"poisson", R = 999,
mle)
{
localidx <- idxorder[idx[idxorder]]
bnboot <- switch(model, permutation = boot(data[localidx,
], statistic = besagnewell.boot, R = R, k = k),
multinomial = besagnewell.stat(data[localidx,
], k), poisson = besagnewell.stat(data[localidx, ], k),
negbin = boot(data[localidx, ], statistic =
besagnewell.pboot,
R = R, sim = "parametric", ran.gen = negbin.sim,
mle = list(n = sum(idx), size = mle$size,
prob = mle$prob[localidx]),
k = k))
stat <- ifelse(model == "permutation" | model == "negbin",
94

bnboot$t0[1], bnboot[1])
if (is.null(stat))
return(c(NA, NA, NA, NA))
pvalue <- switch(model, permutation = sum(bnboot$t[, 1] <=
stat)/(R + 1), multinomial = 1 - pbinom(k - 1, size = mle$n,
p = sum(mle$p[localidx[1:stat]])), poisson = 1 - ppois(k 1, sum(mle$lambda[localidx[1:stat]])), negbin = sum(bnboot$t[,
1] <= stat)/(R + 1))
return(c(stat, (alpha > pvalue), pvalue, stat))
}

R code for Cuzic-Edwards Method
# R code to calculate the distances among different tracts
TractDistance <- round(rdist.earth(mat1),3)
k<-6
Mat.FullRankTract<-matrix(0,1081,1081) for (i in 1:1081) {
Mat.FullRankTract[i, ]<-(rank((TractDistance[i,]),
ties.method="random")) }
lsMat.KNeighborTract<-matrix(0,1081,k) for (i in 1:1081) {
for (m in 1:k)
{
match(m+1, Mat.FullRankTract[i,])->Mat.KNeighborTract[i,m]
}
}

# R code to find tracts with disease
MatYN<-matrix(0,1081)
for (m in 1:647) {
for (i in 1:1081)
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{
if
(match(Disease15[m,6],TractLookup[i,6],nomatch=0)!=0) MatYN[i]<-1
}
}
# R code to calculate the test statistic using Cuzic Edwards
Method
Test<-0 Mat.Test<-matrix(0,1081,1) for (i in 1:1081) {
if (MatYN[i]==1)
for (m in 1:k)
#m=0
#whilem<=k)
{
#m=m+1
if(MatYN[Mat.KNeighborTract[i,m]]==1)
(Mat.Test[i]<-1)
}
n<-1081
p<-sum(MatYN)/1081*(((sum(MatYN)-1)/1080) E<-p*k*1081
variance<-(k*n+etc z<-(sum(Mat.Test)-E)/sqrt(5) }

Results for disease code 15 in the year of 1999

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 15-1999.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.02422
0.03944
0.0523 0.22279
0.2437
1.38551
46
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.443343 Geary’s C =
0.889292 z-Normal I = 2.110959
z-Normal C = 0.32424 Var.
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Normal I = 0.048641
Var. Normal C = 0.116579 z-Random I =
2.105872
z-Random C = 0.335575 Var. Random I = 0.048876
Var. Random C = 0.108837
#Obs
46

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000262 0.000104 19

Results for disease code 15 for the year of 2000

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 15-2000.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00376 0.02356
0.0361 0.11789 0.07303
2.3577
71
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = -0.088547 Geary’s C =
1.437188 z-Normal I = -0.369897
z-Normal C = -1.612645
Var. Normal I = 0.040305
Var. Normal C = 0.073495 z-Random
I = -0.411921
z-Random C = -0.797044 Var. Random I =
0.032501
Var. Random C = 0.300866
#Obs
71

Mean
0.000227

SD
# Neighbours
0.00013 24

Results for disease code 15 for the year of 2001

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 15-2001.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00796
0.027850.
04633 0.15794 0.07343
1.24343
84
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.265064 Geary’s C =
97

1.140615 z-Normal I = 1.694669
z-Normal C = -0.584662
Var. Normal I = 0.026739
Var. Normal C = 0.057843 z-Random
I = 1.731532
z-Random C = -0.417979 Var. Random I =
0.025612
Var. Random C = 0.113175
#Obs Mean
84 0.000268

SD
# Neighbours
0.000148 36

Results for disease code 15 for the year of 2002

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 15-2002.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00307 0.032110.
04692
0.15891 0.12913
1.13612
77
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = -0.159452 Geary’s C =
1.091767 z-Normal I = -0.887179
z-Normal C = -0.355523
Var. Normal I = 0.027191
Var. Normal C = 0.066625 z-Random
I = -0.890552
z-Random C = -0.328021 Var. Random I =
0.026986
Var. Random C = 0.078265
#Obs
77

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000253 0.000117 35

Results for disease code 15 for the year of 2003

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 15-2003.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00399
0.01768
0.02787 0.11384 0.05136
1.487781 22
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Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.167263 Geary’s C =
0.918164 z-Normal I = 1.205315
z-Normal C = 0.38532 Var.
Normal I = 0.021208
Var. Normal C = 0.045107 z-Random I =
1.224608
z-Random C = 0.27157 Var. Random I = 0.020545
Var. Random C = 0.090809
#Obs
122

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000235 0.000096 46

Results for disease code 17 for the year of 1999

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 17-1999.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.0014
0.0104
0.01735 0.05674 0.0464
1.03498
221
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.159829 Geary’s C =
0.482893 z-Normal I = 1.422215
z-Normal C = 3.212018
Var. Normal I = 0.013358
Var. Normal C = 0.025918 z-Random
I = 1.44833
z-Random C = 1.881935 Var. Random I =
0.012881
Var. Random C = 0.075501
#Obs
221

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000242 0.000116 74

Results for disease code 17 for the year of 2000

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 17-2000.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.0009
0.00905
99

0.01811 0.04517 0.03279

0.70041

319

Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.449259 Geary’s C =
0.194796 z-Normal I = 5.800721
z-Normal C = 6.121408
Var. Normal I = 0.006083
Var. Normal C = 0.017303 z-Random
I = 5.832607
z-Random C = 4.19041 Var. Random I =
0.006016
Var. Random C = 0.036923
#Obs
319

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000248 0.000127 162

Results for disease code 17 for the year of 2001

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 17-2001.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00086
0.00788
0.01577 0.04707 0.03095
1.12824
317
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.459955 Geary’s C =
0.223466 z-Normal I = 5.651383
z-Normal C = 5.895794
Var. Normal I = 0.006715
Var. Normal C = 0.017347 z-Random
I = 5.687425
z-Random C = 3.946344 Var. Random I =
0.006631
Var. Random C = 0.03872
#Obs
317

Mean
0.00025

SD
# Neighbours
0.00012 147

Results for disease code 17 for the year of 2003

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 17-2002.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
100

Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.0002
0.01786 0.05303 0.03501
1.27708
319

0.00827

Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.148161 Geary’s C =
0.436553 z-Normal I = 4.978187
z-Normal C = 7.537388
Var. Normal I = 0.000924
Var. Normal C = 0.005588 z-Random
I = 5.059795
z-Random C = 3.251805 Var. Random I =
0.000894
Var. Random C = 0.030023
#Obs
319

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000246 0.000136 1028

Results for disease code 17 for the year of 2003

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 17-2003.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00055
0.00585
0.01248 0.04365 0.02656
1.17508
487
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s
0.166738 z-Normal I = 7.050937
Normal I = 0.004389
Var. Normal C
7.141855
z-Random C = 3.647535
Var. Random C = 0.052187
#Obs
487

I = 0.465059 Geary’s C =
z-Normal C = 7.92616 Var.
= 0.011052 z-Random I =
Var. Random I = 0.004278

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000263 0.000156 226

Results for disease code 28 for the year of 1999

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 28-1999.xls
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Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist
# Neighbour Pairs 0.00095 0.00713
0.01456 0.04277 0.02694
1.43229
251
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.227091 Geary’s C =
0.269712 z-Normal I = 2.690381
z-Normal C = 5.039149
Var. Normal I = 0.007378
Var. Normal C = 0.021003
z-Random I = 2.754565
z-Random C = 2.305755 Var.
Random I = 0.007038
Var. Random C = 0.100314
#Obs
251

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000243 0.00011 133

Results for disease code 28 for the year of 2000

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 28-2000.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist
# Neighbour Pairs 0.0002
0.00585
0.0119
0.03773 0.02379
0.94955
347
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.228834 Geary’s C =
0.292614 z-Normal I = 3.040058
z-Normal C = 5.691921
Var. Normal I = 0.00581
Var. Normal C = 0.015445
z-Random I = 3.062398
z-Random C = 3.543893 Var.
Random I = 0.005726
Var. Random C = 0.039843
#Obs
347

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000237 0.000097 170

Results for disease code 28 for the year of 2001

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 28-2001.xls
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Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00022
0.00632
0.01307 0.04104 0.02781
0.9748
347
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.419372 Geary’s C =
0.289507 z-Normal I = 5.818196
z-Normal C = 5.567062
Var. Normal I = 0.005267
Var. Normal C = 0.016288
z-Random I = 5.910615
z-Random C = 2.577217 Var.
Random I = 0.005104
Var. Random C = 0.076001
#Obs
347

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000243 0.000114 187

Results for disease code 28 for the year of 2002

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 28-2002.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.0003
0.00607
0.01119
0.0352
0.02144
1.3383
388
Summary:
0.248647
6.372709
0.013901
4.642098
0.026197
#Obs
388

Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.244206 Geary’s C =
z-Normal I = 3.356133
z-Normal C =
Var. Normal I = 0.005407
Var. Normal C =
z-Random I = 3.368688
z-Random C =
Var. Random I = 0.005367
Var. Random C =

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000235 0.000087 183
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Results for disease code 28 for the year of 2003

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 28-2003.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean 3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00024 0.00528
0.00936 0.02957 0.01759
1.01124
547
Summary:
0.331294
6.607114
0.010243
3.768735
0.031483
#Obs
547

Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.403819 Geary’s C =
z-Normal I = 6.680819
z-Normal C =
Var. Normal I = 0.003687
Var. Normal C =
z-Random I = 6.720622
z-Random C =
Var. Random I = 0.003643
Var. Random C =

Mean
SD
# Neighbours
0.000241 0.000105 269

Results for disease code 87 for the year of 1999

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 87-1999.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00166
0.01006
0.0163 0.06667 0.03452
0.89692
338
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.272186 Geary’s C =
0.322849 z-Normal I = 3.271809
z-Normal C = 5.359996
Var. Normal I = 0.007073
Var. Normal C = 0.01596 z-Random I
= 3.293453
z-Random C = 3.585349 Var. Random I = 0.00698
Var. Random C = 0.03567
#Obs
338

Mean
0.000234

SD
# Neighbours
0.000099 140
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Results for disease code 87 for the year of 2000

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 87-2000.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00022
0.00711
0.01282 0.03989 0.02676
0.95856
467
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.32213 Geary’s C =
0.28193 z-Normal I = 4.592453
z-Normal C = 6.556511 Var.
Normal I = 0.004986
Var. Normal C = 0.011995 z-Random I =
4.661499
z-Random C = 2.926548 Var. Random I = 0.004839
Var. Random C = 0.060203
#Obs
467

Mean
0.000243

SD
# Neighbours
0.000123 199

Results for disease code 87 for the year of 2001

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 87-2001.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.00063
0.00719
0.01356 0.03705 0.02345
1.09038
491
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.066963 Geary’s C =
0.085681 z-Normal I = 1.020371
z-Normal C = 8.678507
Var. Normal I = 0.004573
Var. Normal C = 0.0111 z-Random I
= 1.484806
z-Random C = 0.986991 Var. Random I =
0.00216
Var. Random C = 0.858162
#Obs
491

Mean
0.000263

SD # Neighbours
0.000247 217
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Results for disease code 87 for the year of 2002
ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 87-2002.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.0002
0.00686
0.01259 0.04222 0.02372
0.99396
479
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.279418 Geary’s C =
0.39005 z-Normal I = 3.995497
z-Normal C = 5.701959 Var.
Normal I = 0.004964
Var. Normal C = 0.011443 z-Random I =
4.094688
z-Random C = 2.082238 Var. Random I =
0.004727
Var. Random C = 0.085808
#Obs
Mean
SD # Neighbours
479 0.000241 0.000131 200
Results for disease code 87 for the year of 2003

ROOKCASE Spatial Autocorrelation Analysis - Moran’s I and Geary’s
C Origin: From Sheet1 in file disease 87-2003.xls
Summary: Nearest Neighbour Statistics Min.Dist. 1st Quart. Median
Mean
3rd Quart. Max.Dist # Neighbour Pairs 0.0002
0.00572
0.00931 0.02869 0.01761
0.55822
793
Summary: Moran’s I and Geary’s C Moran’s I = 0.076315 Geary’s C =
0.053262 z-Normal I = 1.429568
z-Normal C = 11.219684
Var. Normal I = 0.002945
Var. Normal C = 0.00712 z-Random I
= 1.69329
z-Random C = 1.362015 Var. Random I =
0.002099
Var. Random C = 0.483165
#Obs
793

Mean
0.000255

SD
0.00027

# Neighbours
338
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Appendix C
Spatio-Temporal Clustering
Kulldorf Scan Statistic Result using Sat Scan for Disease 15

_____________________________

SaTScan v5.0
_____________________________

Program run on: Sun Nov 14 11:14:11 2004

Retrospective Space-Time analysis
scanning for clusters with high rates
using the Poisson model.
________________________________________________________________

SUMMARY OF DATA

Study period..........: 1999/1/1 - 2004/4/30
Number of locations...: 63

107

Total population......: 4301261
Total cases...........: 423
Annual cases / 100000.: 1.8
________________________________________________________________

MOST LIKELY CLUSTER

1.Location IDs included.: 65, 117, 37, 97, 93, 15, 19, 51, 49,
47, 45, 119, 59, 31, 35, 5
Coordinates / radius..: (39.240799 N, 106.293602 W) / 128.74 km
Time frame............: 2003/8/1 - 2003/9/30
Population............: 1968904
Number of cases.......: 32
Expected cases........: 6.07
Annual cases / 100000.: 9.7
Observed / expected...: 5.275
Log likelihood ratio..: 28.105148
Monte Carlo rank......: 1/1000
P-value...............: 0.001

The log likelihood ratio value required for an observed
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cluster to be significant at level
... 0.01: 13.041819
... 0.05: 11.672564

________________________________________________________________

PARAMETER SETTINGS

Input Files
----------Case File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\SatScan15Cases_by_month.cas
Population File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\countyCensus(3).pop
Coordinates File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\countyCentroid(3).geo

Time Precision

: Month

Coordinates

: Latitude/Longitude

Analysis
109

-------Type of Analysis

: Retrospective Space-Time

Probability Model

: Poisson

Scan for Areas with : High Rates

Start Date : 1999/1/1
End Date

: 2004/4/30

Number of Replications : 999

Scanning Window
--------------Maximum Spatial Cluster Size

: 50.00 %

Also Include Purely Temporal Clusters : No
Maximum Temporal Cluster Size

: 50.00 %

Also Include Purely Spatial Clusters

: No

Time Parameters
---------------
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Time Aggregation Units

: Month

Time Aggregation Length : 1

Temporal Adjustment : None
Spatial Adjustment

: None

Output
-----Results File

: C:\CDPHdata\Poisson15.txt

Cluster File

: C:\CDPHdata\Poisson15.col.txt

Criteria for Reporting Secondary Clusters : No Geographical Overlap

________________________________________________________________

Program completed

: Sun Nov 14 11:14:50 2004

Total Running Time : 39 seconds

Kulldorf Scan Statistic Result using Sat Scan for Disease 17
_____________________________
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SaTScan v5.0
_____________________________

Program run on: Sat Nov 13 22:10:00 2004

Retrospective Space-Time analysis
scanning for clusters with high rates
using the Poisson model.
________________________________________________________________

SUMMARY OF DATA

Study period..........: 1999/1/1 - 2004/4/30
Number of locations...: 63
Total population......: 4301261
Total cases...........: 1797
Annual cases / 100000.: 7.8
________________________________________________________________

MOST LIKELY CLUSTER
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1.Location IDs included.: 123, 69, 13
Coordinates / radius..: (40.348202 N, 104.748596 W) / 49.65 km
Time frame............: 2001/8/1 - 2004/3/31
Population............: 723718
Number of cases.......: 533
Expected cases........: 151.26
Annual cases / 100000.: 27.6
Observed / expected...: 3.524
Log likelihood ratio..: 337.753095
Monte Carlo rank......: 1/1000
P-value...............: 0.001

SECONDARY CLUSTERS

2.Location IDs included.: 17, 61, 63, 99, 11, 73, 25, 89, 125,
121, 9, 39, 87, 101, 95
Coordinates / radius..: (38.815899 N, 102.485802 W) / 198.96 km
Time frame............: 2001/3/1 - 2003/10/31
Population............: 276540
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Number of cases.......: 137
Expected cases........: 57.86
Annual cases / 100000.: 18.6
Observed / expected...: 2.368
Log likelihood ratio..: 40.781938
Monte Carlo rank......: 1/1000
P-value...............: 0.001

3.Location IDs included.: 1
Coordinates / radius..: (39.844799 N, 104.966599 W) /
Time frame............: 2003/7/1 - 2003/9/30
Population............: 363857
Number of cases.......: 28
Expected cases........: 7.18
Annual cases / 100000.: 30.6
Observed / expected...: 3.898
Log likelihood ratio..: 17.398225
Monte Carlo rank......: 1/1000
P-value...............: 0.001

The log likelihood ratio value required for an observed
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0.00 km

cluster to be significant at level
... 0.01: 12.963098
... 0.05: 11.468939

________________________________________________________________

PARAMETER SETTINGS

Input Files
----------Case File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\test (4).cas
Population File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\countyCensus (2).pop
Coordinates File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\countyCentroid (2).geo

Time Precision

: Month

Coordinates

: Latitude/Longitude

Analysis
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-------Type of Analysis

: Retrospective Space-Time

Probability Model

: Poisson

Scan for Areas with : High Rates

Start Date : 1999/1/1
End Date

: 2004/4/30

Number of Replications : 999

Scanning Window
--------------Maximum Spatial Cluster Size

: 50.00 %

Also Include Purely Temporal Clusters : No
Maximum Temporal Cluster Size

: 50.00 %

Also Include Purely Spatial Clusters

: No

Time Parameters
---------------
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Time Aggregation Units

: Month

Time Aggregation Length : 1

Temporal Adjustment : None
Spatial Adjustment

: None

Output
-----Results File

: C:/CDPHdata/Poisson17_m_99.txt

Cluster File

: C:\CDPHdata\Poisson17_m_99.col.txt

Criteria for Reporting Secondary Clusters : No Geographical Overlap

________________________________________________________________

Program completed

: Sat Nov 13 22:10:39 2004

Total Running Time : 39 seconds
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Kulldorf Scan Statistic Result using Sat Scan for Disease 28

_____________________________

SaTScan v5.0
_____________________________

Program run on: Sun Nov 14 11:21:05 2004

Retrospective Space-Time analysis
scanning for clusters with high rates
using the Poisson model.
________________________________________________________________

SUMMARY OF DATA

Study period..........: 1999/1/1 - 2004/4/30
Number of locations...: 63
Total population......: 4301261
Total cases...........: 2004
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Annual cases / 100000.: 8.7
________________________________________________________________

MOST LIKELY CLUSTER

1.Location IDs included.: 47, 19, 13, 59, 1, 31, 49
Coordinates / radius..: (39.859001 N, 105.476196 W) / 52.38 km
Time frame............: 2003/8/1 - 2003/9/30
Population............: 1763358
Number of cases.......: 181
Expected cases........: 25.74
Annual cases / 100000.: 61.5
Observed / expected...: 7.032
Log likelihood ratio..: 204.031013
Monte Carlo rank......: 1/1000
P-value...............: 0.001

SECONDARY CLUSTERS

2.Location IDs included.: 55, 71, 23, 27, 101, 3, 43, 21, 109,
25, 89, 105, 41, 119, 11, 15, 79, 39,
119

7, 35, 93, 73, 51, 99, 61, 9, 53, 65,
5
Coordinates / radius..: (37.620098 N, 104.864304 W) / 225.71 km
Time frame............: 2003/8/1 - 2003/9/30
Population............: 1603225
Number of cases.......: 54
Expected cases........: 23.40
Annual cases / 100000.: 20.2
Observed / expected...: 2.307
Log likelihood ratio..: 14.791836
Monte Carlo rank......: 4/1000
P-value...............: 0.004

The log likelihood ratio value required for an observed
cluster to be significant at level
... 0.01: 14.020322
... 0.05: 11.999532

________________________________________________________________
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PARAMETER SETTINGS

Input Files
----------Case File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\SatScan28Cases_by_month.cas
Population File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\countyCensus (3).pop
Coordinates File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\countyCentroid (3).geo

Time Precision

: Month

Coordinates

: Latitude/Longitude

Analysis
-------Type of Analysis

: Retrospective Space-Time

Probability Model

: Poisson

Scan for Areas with : High Rates

Start Date : 1999/1/1
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End Date

: 2004/4/30

Number of Replications : 999

Scanning Window
--------------Maximum Spatial Cluster Size

: 50.00 %

Also Include Purely Temporal Clusters : No
Maximum Temporal Cluster Size

: 50.00 %

Also Include Purely Spatial Clusters

: No

Time Parameters
--------------Time Aggregation Units

: Month

Time Aggregation Length : 1

Temporal Adjustment : None
Spatial Adjustment

: None

Output
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-----Results File

: C:\CDPHdata\Poisson28_county_99.txt

Cluster File

: C:\CDPHdata\Poisson28_county_99.col.txt

Criteria for Reporting Secondary Clusters : No Geographical Overlap

________________________________________________________________

Program completed

: Sun Nov 14 11:21:44 2004

Total Running Time : 39 seconds

Kulldorf Scan Statistic Result using Sat Scan for Disease 87

_____________________________

SaTScan v5.0
_____________________________

Program run on: Sun Nov 14 11:24:13 2004
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Retrospective Space-Time analysis
scanning for clusters with high rates
using the Poisson model.
________________________________________________________________

SUMMARY OF DATA

Study period..........: 1999/1/1 - 2004/4/30
Number of locations...: 63
Total population......: 4301261
Total cases...........: 2743
Annual cases / 100000.: 12.0
________________________________________________________________

MOST LIKELY CLUSTER

1.Location IDs included.: 13, 1, 47, 59, 31, 123, 19
Coordinates / radius..: (40.050297 N, 105.184601 W) / 50.42 km
Time frame............: 2003/8/1 - 2003/9/30
Population............: 1931852
Number of cases.......: 193
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Expected cases........: 38.60
Annual cases / 100000.: 59.8
Observed / expected...: 5.000
Log likelihood ratio..: 160.722441
Monte Carlo rank......: 1/1000
P-value...............: 0.001

SECONDARY CLUSTERS

2.Location IDs included.: 71, 55, 23, 101, 3, 89, 21, 27, 25,
43, 105, 11, 109, 9, 41, 119, 99, 15,
61, 7, 79, 73, 39, 35, 17, 53, 93, 51,
65, 5
Coordinates / radius..: (37.181801 N, 104.539398 W) / 276.10 km
Time frame............: 2003/8/1 - 2003/9/30
Population............: 1605456
Number of cases.......: 112
Expected cases........: 32.08
Annual cases / 100000.: 41.8
Observed / expected...: 3.492
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Log likelihood ratio..: 61.307435
Monte Carlo rank......: 1/1000
P-value...............: 0.001

The log likelihood ratio value required for an observed
cluster to be significant at level
... 0.01: 13.522842
... 0.05: 11.701385

________________________________________________________________

PARAMETER SETTINGS

Input Files
----------Case File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\SatScan87Cases_by_month.cas
Population File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\countyCensus (3).pop
Coordinates File:
C:\DOCUME~1\Cathy\LOCALS~1\Temp\countyCentroid (3).geo
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Time Precision

: Month

Coordinates

: Latitude/Longitude

Analysis
-------Type of Analysis

: Retrospective Space-Time

Probability Model

: Poisson

Scan for Areas with : High Rates

Start Date : 1999/1/1
End Date

: 2004/4/30

Number of Replications : 999

Scanning Window
--------------Maximum Spatial Cluster Size

: 50.00 %

Also Include Purely Temporal Clusters : No
Maximum Temporal Cluster Size
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: 50.00 %

Also Include Purely Spatial Clusters

: No

Time Parameters
--------------Time Aggregation Units

: Month

Time Aggregation Length : 1

Temporal Adjustment : None
Spatial Adjustment

: None

Output
-----Results File

: C:\CDPHdata\Poisson87.txt

Cluster File

: C:\CDPHdata\Poisson87.col.txt

Criteria for Reporting Secondary Clusters : No Geographical
Overlap

________________________________________________________________

Program completed

: Sun Nov 14 11:24:59 2004
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Total Running Time : 46 seconds

Source code for Knox Test in R
Input: Cedars dataframe for a selected disease, critical distance, critical
time.
Output: dataframe containing results of Knox test using chi square,
poisson and normal distributions.
Dataframe contains Test name, Test Statistic, Pvalue, Significance,
Message.
Notation: nn: number of cases.
Ns, Nt, Nst: nn dimensional vectors containing the number of cases
close to case i in space, in time, and in space and time.
scrit, tcrit: critical distance, critical time, parameters supplied by user.
nst: number of pairs of cases close to one another in space and time.
ns, nt: number of pairs of cases close to one another in space, close to
one another in time.
n: total number of pairs of cases.
Obst: observed number of pairs of cases close in space and time.
Obs, Obt: observed number of pairs of cases close in space, close in
time.
Obx: observed number of pairs of cases not close to one another in
space or in time.
Est: expected number of pairs of cases close to one another in space
and time.
Es, Et: expected number of cases close in space, close in time.
Ex: expected number of cases not close in space or in time.
TSC: Chi Square test statistic.
TSP: Poisson test statistic.
TSN: Normal test statistic.
casecounts: function that calculates Ns, Nt, Nst.
paircounts: function that calculates ns, nt, nst, n.
BDvar: function that calculates the variance of nst using the formula
of Barton and David.
Chisqtest: function that does the chi square test.
Poissontest: function that does the Poisson test.
Normaltest: function that does the normal test.
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Knox: function that does the Knox test.

casecounts <- function(df,scrit,tcrit) {
#counts the number of cases close to case i for all i.
x <- df[,1]
y <- df[,2]
t <- df[,3]
nn <- length(x)
Ns <- rep(0, times = nn)
Nt <- rep(0, times = nn)
Nst <- rep(0, times = nn)
xr <- x*pi/180
yr <- y*pi/180
#

Loop to count cases.

for (i in 1:nn){
xr1 <-xr[i]
yr1 <- yr[i]
for (j in 1:nn){
xr2 <- xr[j]
yr2 <- yr[j]
if (i != j){
ang <- sin(yr1)*sin(yr2) + cos(yr1)*cos(yr2)*cos(xr1 - xr2)
if(ang > 1) {ang <- 1}
else if (ang < 1) {ang <- -1}
dstij <- 6378*acos(ang)
tij <- abs(t[i] - t[j])
if((dstij <= scrit)&(tij <= tcrit)) {
Nst[i] <- Nst[i] + 1
Ns[i] <- Ns[i] + 1
Nt[i] <- Nt[i] + 1}
else
if (dstij <= scrit) Ns[i] <- Ns[i] + 1
else
if (tij <= tcrit) Nt[i] <- Nt[i] + 1
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}
}
}
nears <- cbind(Ns,Nt,Nst) nears }
paircounts <- function(df1){
# Counts pairs of cases that are close to one # another in space,
in time, in space and time.
Ns <- df1[,1] Nt <- df1[,2] Nst <- df1[,3] nn <- length(Ns) ns <1/2*sum(Ns) nt <- 1/2*sum(Nt) nst <- 1/2*sum(Nst) n <1/2*nn*(nn-1) counts <- c(ns,nt,nst,n) counts }
bdvar <- function(df1){
# Calculates the variance of nst using the # formula of Barton and
David.
Ns <- df1[,1] Nt <- df1[,2] nn <- length(Ns) pcount <paircounts(df1) ns <- pcount[1] nt <- pcount[2] nst <- pcount[3] n
<- pcount[4] Nssq <- Ns^2 Ntsq <- Nt^2 us <- 1/2*sum(Nssq) - ns ut
<- 1/2*sum(Ntsq) - nt den1 <- nn*(nn-1) den2 <- den1*(nn-2) den3
<- den2*(nn-3) term1 <- (2*ns*nt)/(nn*(nn-1)) term2 <(4*us*ut)/(nn*(nn-1)*(nn-2)) term3 <- (4*(ns*(ns - 1) us)*(nt*(nt - 1) - ut))/(nn*(nn-1)*(nn-2)*(nn-3)) term4 <(2*ns*nt/(nn*(nn-1)))^2 tvar <- term1+term2+term3+term4 bvar <c(tvar) bvar }
chisqtest <- function(df2) {
# Performs chi square test on ns nt nst, n.
ns <- df2[1] nt <- df2[2] nst <- df2[3] n <- df2[4]
Obst <- nst Obs <- ns - nst Obt <- nt - nst Obx <- n - ns - nt +
nst
Est <- ns*nt/n Es <- ns*(n - nt)/n Et <- nt*(n - ns)/n Ex <- (n ns)*(n - nt)/n
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if(Est*Es*Et*Ex == 0) result <- c("Chi Square Test: Some Expected
Value is 0, Test cannot be done.") else { TSC <- (Obst-Est)^2/Est
+ (Obs-Es)^2/Es + (Obt-Et)^2/Et + (Obx-Ex)^2/Ex
Pvalue <- 1 - pchisq(TSC,1)
#Assemble output line
nline <- c(sprintf(" "))
pline1 <- c(sprintf("TEST:

%s","Chi Square 1"))

if(Pvalue < .01) { signif <- c("**")
message <- c("A space-time interaction is very likely.")}
else
if(Pvalue < .05) {signif <- c("*")
message <- c("A space-time interaction is likely.")}
else {signif <- c("Not significant")
message <- c("The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction.")}
pline2
pline3
pline4
pline5

<<<<-

c(sprintf("TEST STATISTIC: %6.6f",TSC))
c(sprintf("P Value: %1.6f",Pvalue))
c(sprintf("SIGNIFICANCE: %s",signif))
c(sprintf("CONCLUSION: %s",message))

result <- c(pline1,pline2,pline3,pline4,pline5) }
result }
poissontest <- function(df2) {
# This function does the Poisson test for ns,nt,nst.
ns <- df2[1] nt <- df2[2] nst <- df2[3] n <- df2[4]
TSP <- nst
Est <- ns*nt/n
Pvalue <- 1 - ppois(TSP,Est)
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testname <- c("Poisson", Est)
if(Pvalue < .01){ signif <- c("**")
message <- c("A space-time interaction is very likely.")}
else
if(Pvalue < .05) {signif <- c("*")
message <- c("A space-time interaction is likely.")}
else {signif <- c("Not significant")
message <- c("The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction.")}
pline1
pline2
pline3
pline4
pline5
result

<<<<<<-

c(sprintf("TEST: %s
Mean = %6.4f","Poisson",Est))
c(sprintf("TEST STATISTIC: %6.6f ", TSP))
c(sprintf("P VALUE: %1.6f",Pvalue))
c(sprintf("SIGNIFICANCE: %s",signif))
c(sprintf("CONCLUSION: %s",message))
c(pline1,pline2,pline3,pline4,pline5)

result }
normaltest <- function(df1) {
# This function does the normal approximation to the Poisson
distribution # for ns, nt, nst. df1 is the data frame of case
counts for each case. # It uses the Burton David formula for
variance.

pcounts <- paircounts(df1)
ns <- pcounts[1] nt <- pcounts[2] nst <- pcounts[3] n <pcounts[4]
#bdvar <- bdvar(df1)
bdvar <- ns*nt/n
bdsig <- sqrt(bdvar)
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exp <- ns*nt/n
TSN <- (nst - exp- 0.5)/bdsig
Pvalue <- 1 - pnorm(TSN)

testname <- c("Normal",exp,bdsig)
if(Pvalue < .01){ signif <- c("**")
message <- c("A space-time interaction is very likely.")}
else
if(Pvalue < .05) {signif <- c("*")
message <- c("A space-time interaction is likely.")}
else {signif <- c("Not significant")
message <- c("The Normal Approximation test does not detect
a space-time interaction.")}
pline1
DEV. =
pline2
pline3
pline4
pline5
result

<- c(sprintf("TEST: %s MEAN = %6.4f STD.
%3.4f","Normal",exp,bdsig))
<- c(sprintf("TEST STATISTIC: %6.6f",TSN))
<- c(sprintf("P VALUE: %1.6f",Pvalue))
<- c(sprintf("SIGNIFICANCE: %s",signif))
<- c(sprintf("CONCLUSION: %s",message))
<- c(pline1,pline2,pline3,pline4,pline5)

result
}
knox <- function(df,scrit,tcrit) {
# function get data from cedars file.
dfcases <- casecounts(df,scrit,tcrit)
pcounts <- paircounts(dfcases)
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Return df of [xi, yi, ti].

#Call distribution functions to assess significance.
firstline <- c(sprintf("Knox Test Results: distance = %4.1f km.
time = %4.1f days",scrit,tcrit))
cresult <- c(chisqtest(pcounts)) presult <c(poissontest(pcounts)) nresult <- c(normaltest(dfcases))
result <- c(firstline,cresult,presult,nresult)
result
}
Knox Test Result using R on Disease 15

[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 7.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.272757"
[4] "P Value: 0.601488"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 0.2697"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.236421"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poissontest does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 0.2697 STD. DEV. = 0.5194"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -1.482080"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.930841"\\
[15]"SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 30.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 3.778439"
[4] "P Value: 0.051917"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 1.0504"
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[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 3.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.022234"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 1.0504 STD. DEV. = 1.0249"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 1.414420"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.078619"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 90.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.673130"
[4] "P Value: 0.411963"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 2.7223"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 4.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.140431"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 2.7223 STD. DEV. = 1.6499"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.471339"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.318699"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 10.0 km. time = 7.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.272757"
[4] "P Value: 0.601488"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 0.2697"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.236421"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 0.2697 STD. DEV. = 0.5194"\\
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[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -1.482080"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.930841"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 10.0 km. time = 30.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 3.778439"
[4] "P Value: 0.051917"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 1.0504"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 3.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.022234"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 1.0504 STD. DEV. = 1.0249"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 1.414420"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.078619"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 10.0 km. time = 90.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.673130"
[4] "P Value: 0.411963"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 2.7223"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 4.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.140431"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 2.7223 STD. DEV. = 1.6499"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.471339"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.318699"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 50.0 km. time = 7.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
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[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.272757"
[4] "P Value: 0.601488"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 0.2697"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.236421"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 0.2697 STD. DEV. = 0.5194"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -1.482080"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.930841"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 50.0 km. time = 30.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 3.778439"
[4] "P Value: 0.051917"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 1.0504"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 3.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.022234"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 1.0504 STD. DEV. = 1.0249"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 1.414420"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.078619"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 50.0 km. time = 90.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.673130"
[4] "P Value: 0.411963"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 2.7223"
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[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 4.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.140431"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 2.7223 STD. DEV. = 1.6499"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.471339"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.318699"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
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Knox Test Result using R on Disease 17

[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 7.0 days"
[2]"TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 5.327147"
[4] "P Value: 0.020996"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"
[6] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 0.8652"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 3.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.011807"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 0.8652 STD. DEV. = 0.9301"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 1.757618"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.039406"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"\\
[16] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 30.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.963846"
[4] "P Value: 0.326220"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 3.2639"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 5.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.112820"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 3.2639 STD. DEV. = 1.8066"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.684214"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.246920"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 90.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.255152"
[4] "P Value: 0.613470"
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[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 8.3815"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 7.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.598915"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 8.3815 STD. DEV. = 2.8951"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -0.649910"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.742125"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 10.0 km. time = 7.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 5.327147"
[4] "P Value: 0.020996"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"
[6] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 0.8652"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 3.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.011807"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 0.8652 STD. DEV. = 0.9301"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 1.757618"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.039406"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"\\
[16] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 10.0 km. time = 30.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.963846"
[4] "P Value: 0.326220"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 3.2639"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 5.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.112820"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
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[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 3.2639 STD. DEV. = 1.8066"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.684214"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.246920"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 10.0 km. time = 90.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.255152"
[4] "P Value: 0.613470"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 8.3815"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 7.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.598915"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 8.3815 STD. DEV. = 2.8951"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -0.649910"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.742125"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 50.0 km. time = 7.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 5.327147"
[4] "P Value: 0.020996"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"
[6] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 0.8652"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 3.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.011807"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 0.8652 STD. DEV. = 0.9301"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 1.757618"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.039406"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"\\
[16] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."
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[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 50.0 km. time = 30.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.963846"
[4] "P Value: 0.326220"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 3.2639"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 5.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.112820"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 3.2639 STD. DEV. = 1.8066"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.684214"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.246920"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 50.0 km. time = 90.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.255152"
[4] "P Value: 0.613470"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 8.3815"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 7.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.598915"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 8.3815 STD. DEV. = 2.8951"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -0.649910"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.742125" [15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal Approximation test does not detect a
space-time interaction."

Knox Test Result using R on Disease 28
143

[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 7.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.054702"
[4] "P Value: 0.815075"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 6.4112"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 7.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.314307"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 6.4112 STD. DEV. = 2.5320"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.035061"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.486016"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 30.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.148544"
[4] "P Value: 0.699930"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 23.8418"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 22.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.595919"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 23.8418 STD. DEV. = 4.8828"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -0.479600"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.684244"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 90.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.361971"
[4] "P Value: 0.547414"
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[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 60.4207"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 56.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.687323"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 60.4207 STD. DEV. = 7.7731"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -0.633044"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.736648"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 10.0 km. time = 7.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.054702"
[4] "P Value: 0.815075"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 6.4112"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 7.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.314307"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 6.4112 STD. DEV. = 2.5320"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.035061"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.486016"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 10.0 km. time = 30.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.148544"
[4] "P Value: 0.699930"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 23.8418"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 22.000000 "
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[9] "P VALUE: 0.595919"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 23.8418 STD. DEV. = 4.8828"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -0.479600"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.684244"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 10.0 km. time = 90.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.361971"
[4] "P Value: 0.547414"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 60.4207"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 56.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.687323"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 60.4207 STD. DEV. = 7.7731"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -0.633044"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.736648"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 50.0 km. time = 7.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.054702"
[4] "P Value: 0.815075"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 6.4112"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 7.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.314307"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 6.4112 STD. DEV. = 2.5320"\\
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[13] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.035061"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.486016"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 50.0 km. time = 30.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.148544"
[4] "P Value: 0.699930"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 23.8418"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 22.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.595919"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 23.8418 STD. DEV. = 4.8828"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -0.479600"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.684244"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 50.0 km. time = 90.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 0.361971"
[4] "P Value: 0.547414"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 60.4207"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 56.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.687323"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: The Poisson test does not detect a space-time
interaction."\\
[12] "TEST: Normal MEAN = 60.4207 STD. DEV. = 7.7731"\\
[13] "TEST STATISTIC: -0.633044"\\
[14] "P VALUE: 0.736648"\\
[15] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant" [16] "CONCLUSION: The Normal
Approximation test does not detect a space-time interaction."
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Knox Test Result using R on Disease 87

[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 7.0 days"
[2] "TEST: Chi Square 1"
[3] "TEST STATISTIC: 2.704854"
[4] "P Value: 0.100043"
[5] "SIGNIFICANCE: Not significant"
[6] "CONCLUSION: The Chi Square test does not detect a
space-time interaction."
[7] "TEST: Poisson
Mean = 3.8084"
[8] "TEST STATISTIC: 7.000000 "
[9] "P VALUE: 0.040534"
[10] "SIGNIFICANCE: *"\\
[11] "CONCLUSION: A space-time interaction is likely."\\
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[1] "Knox Test Results: distance = 1.0 km. time = 30.0 days"
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Fisher’s Exact Test

[1,]

[,1]
3

[,2]
3747 [2,]

22 85481

Fisher’s Exact Test for Count Data
data: mat15 p-value = 0.08576 alternative hypothesis: true odds
ratio is not equal to 1 95 percent confidence interval:
0.5958569 10.3586553
sample estimates: odds ratio
3.110794
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