Supplementary Figures

0.4 - 0.4 1 0.4 0.4 7
=
=
wn
$ 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 4
a
0.0 ==——F7— 0.0 —TT 0.0 + T T T 0.0 —TT
-7 -6 -5 —4 -3 -2 012 3 45 -1 0 1 2 3 1 2 3 45 6
log10B log10Pinf log1oPtot
0.6 0.4 - J
5. 0.2 4 1.0
e
G 0.4
g 0.1 0.2 1 0.5 -
a 0.2
0.0 . 0.0 0.0 . . 0.0 . .
0 5 10 0 2 -5 -4 -3 -2 -4 -2 0 2
Crot logiokc log10Vinr(0)

0.03

0.02

0.01

0.00

25 50
Cinf

= log10Vin(0)~U(-4,2)
—— logiVinr(0)~U(-2,2)
— log1Vin(0)~U(-1,2)

Figure S1: Comparison of Vj,;(0) prior distributions: Approximate posterior distributions for
model parameters inferred using an ABC-SMC algorithm with different prior distributions for the
initial concentration of infectious virus.
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Figure S2a: ABC-SMC model selection: The Bayes factor is plotted against the tolerance for
each generation of the ABC-SMC model selection algorithm. The strength of the evidence in
favour of a model with an immune response is also indicated. For each participant, the sequence

of tolerances is the same as that obtained from the ABC-SMC parameter inference.
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Figure S2b: ABC-SMC model selection: The Bayes factor is plotted against the tolerance for
each generation of the ABC-SMC model selection algorithm. The strength of the evidence in
favour of a model with an immune response is also indicated. For each participant, the sequence
of tolerances is the same as that obtained from the ABC-SMC parameter inference.
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