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Parameters estimation for known outbreaks

A limitation of the estimations of C'Vi and C'Vp from real epidemics is that we could only find joint
distributions of secondary cases and serial interval in a measles outbreak. For the others, we used in-
dependent distributions for the other outbreaks. However, although this assumption does increase the
confidence interval, we do not expect it to bias our results because any potential correlation is expected
to be minimal. For instance, in the measles outbreak we analysed, the Spearman correlation coefficient
between serial interval and secondary cases generated by the infector was 0.20.

Moreover, assuming constant infectiousness during the infectious period and absence of infection
during the latent period, we infer the mean infection duration as I' = 2(5 — &), where 5 is the mean serial

interval and e is the mean latent period.
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Figure S1: Final epidemic size cumulative distribution, as a function of secondary cases heterogeneity. Results
are presented in the case without evolution, and with three different Ry: 0.5, 0.99, 1.5. No difference was observed
between the sources of heterogeneity, and the results are presented combining all ranges of simulated C'Vr.
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Figure S2: Mean number of infected individuals during an epidemic, as a function of the secondary cases
heterogeneity and R,.
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Figure S3: Relationship between the estimated transmission rate and infection duration for Measles outbreak
in Hagelloch. The parameters could be jointly estimated thanks to patient line data [6] in our Bayesian model.
No significant correlation was found between the two metrics, even when removing the superspreading event
(Spearman’s rank correlation p = —0.34, p = 0.25). Line ranges represent the 95% credible interval.
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Figure S4: Probability of mutation as a function of the mutation scenario, k¥ and CVr.
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Figure S5: Sensitivity analysis: the impact of R, on the metrics without evolution. In order to simplify the
reading, results are shown for only two values of CVr. Results should be read similarly to figure ??. For each R,
value, relative results are shown with k& = 1, CVr = 1 and the corresponding R, as a reference. A. Frequency
of emergence as a function of k and Ry. B. Stochastic phase relative duration. C. Relative doubling time. D.
Prevalence peak size. E. Final outbreak size.



