
 1 

Supplementary information for:  
 
Estimating the reproduction number and transmission heterogeneity from the size 
distribution of clusters of identical pathogen sequences 
 
Cécile Tran-Kiem1, Trevor Bedford1,2 
 

1. Vaccine and Infectious Diseases Division, Fred Hutchinson Cancer Center, Seattle, WA, 
USA 

2. Howard Hugues Medical Institute, Seattle, WA, USA 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Supplementary tables S1-S6 
 
Supplementary figures S1-S13 
 
References 
 
  



 2 

Table S1: Estimates of the probability that transmission occurs before mutation for 
different pathogens along assumptions for the generation time distribution and the 
mutation rate used for the estimation. 
 

Pathogen 

Generation time 

Mutation rate 
Genome 
length (if 
relevant) 

Probability 
that 

transmission 
occurs 
before 

mutation 
(estimated) 

Mean (days) 
Standard 
deviation 

(days) 

MERS-CoV 6.8 (1) 6.3 (1) 4.59·10-4 
subs/site/year (2) 30130 0.79 

Measles virus 11.2 (3) 1.8 (3) 4.97·10-4 
subs/site/year (5) 15894 0.79 

Ebola virus 14.4 (5) 8.9 (5) 3.10·10-6 

subs/site/day (5) 18958 0.48 

Zika virus 20.0 (6) 7.4 (6) 1.12·10-3 
subs/site/year (7) 10274 0.55 

Mpox virus 
(2022-2023 
outbreak) 

12.5 (8) 5.7 (8) 6.38·10-5 
subs/site/year (9) 197209 0.66 

Influenza A 
(H1N1) 3.0 (9) 1.5 (5) 

3.41·10-3 
subs/site/year 

(10) 
13152 0.70 

Mumps virus 

21.0  15.7 

4.35·10-4 
subs/site/year 

(11) 
15384 0.71 

Assuming an exponentially 
distributed incubation period 

of 14 days followed by an 
exponentially distributed 

infectious duration of 7 days 
(12,13) 

RSV-A 
13.0  9.8 6.47·10-4 

subs/site/year 
(14,15) 

15200 0.73 Using the parametrization 
used in (13,16) 

Dengue virus 
(I) 18.2 (17) 6.1 (17) 

6.21·10-4 
subs/site/year 

(18) 
11000 0.72 

SARS-CoV 8.7 (17) 3.6 (18) 1.14·10-5 
subs/site/day (18) 29714 0.09 

SARS-CoV-2 
(pre-Omicron) 5.9 (19) 4.8 (19) 

26.6 subs/year 
(20) - 

0.69 

SARS-CoV-2 
(Omicron) 

4.9 (1 day 
shorter than 
pre-Omicron) 

(21,22) 

4.8 0.74 
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Table S2: Parameter estimates for MERS. Maximum likelihood estimates are reported along 
50% and 95% confidence intervals (CI). 
 

Proportion of infections 
detected 

Reproduction number R 
estimate 

Dispersion parameter k 
estimate 

1.0 0.57 
50%CI: (0.53-0.61)  
95%CI: (0.45-0.70) 

0.14 
50%CI: (0.09-0.20) 
95%CI: (0.04-0.46) 

0.5 0.61 
50%CI: (0.60-0.68) 
95%CI: (0.53-0.76) 

0.09 
50%CI: (0.07-0.13) 
95%CI: (0.03-26) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Table S3: Parameter estimates for measles. Maximum likelihood estimates are reported along 
50% and 95% confidence intervals (CI). 
 

Proportion of infections 
detected 

Reproduction number R 
estimate 

Dispersion parameter k 
estimate 

1.0 0.57 
50%CI: (0.46-0.72) 
95%CI: (0.29-1.15) 

0.04 
50%CI: (0.016-0.092) 
95%CI: (0.003-0.45) 

0.5 0.61 
50%CI: (0.49-0.75) 
95%CI: (0.32-1.15) 

0.02 
50%CI: (0.009-0.05) 
95%CI: (0.002-0.19) 
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Table S4: Parameter estimates for SARS-CoV-2 in New Zealand. Maximum likelihood 
estimates are reported along 50% and 95% confidence intervals (CI). 
  

Proportion of 
infections detected Period Reproduction number 

R estimate 
Dispersion parameter 

k estimate 

1.0 

April – May 2020 
0.76 

95%CI: (0.60-0.94) 
50%CI: (0.71-0.82) 

0.64 
95%CI: (0.34-1.57) 
50%CI: (0.51-0.83) 

June – December 2020 
0.81 

95%CI: (0.70-0.94) 
50%CI: (0.77-0.85) 

January – April 2021 
0.69 

95%CI: (0.57-0.84) 
50%CI: (0.65-0.74) 

May – July 2021 
0.61 

95%CI: (0.45-0.81) 
50%CI: (0.55-0.67) 

0.8 

April – May 2020 
0.81 

95%CI: (0.66-0.98) 
50%CI: (0.76-0.87) 

0.63 
95%CI: (0.33-1.56) 
50%CI: (0.49-0.82) 

June – December 2020 
0.86 

95%CI: (0.75-0.98) 
50%CI: (0.82-0.89) 

January – April 2021 
0.74 

95%CI: (0.62-0.88) 
50%CI: (0.70-0.78) 

May – July 2021 
0.66 

95%CI: (0.50-0.86) 
50%CI: (0.61-0.72) 

0.5 

April – May 2020 
0.91 

95%CI: (0.76-1.06) 
50%CI: (0.86-0.96) 

0.60 
95%CI: (0.31-1.45) 
50%CI: (0.47-0.78) 

June – December 2020 
0.95 

95%CI: (0.85-1.05) 
50%CI: (0.92-0.98) 

January – April 2021 
0.84 

95%CI: (0.72-0.97) 
50%CI: (0.80-0.88) 

May – July 2021 
0.77 

95%CI: (0.61-0.95) 
50%CI: (0.71-0.82) 
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Table S5: Definitions of the study periods for the Washington state SARS-CoV-2 analysis. 
 

Variant under study Start of the time 
window of interest 

End of the time 
window of interest 

Corresponding 
Nextstrain clades 

D614G April 1st, 2020 June 1st, 2020 19A, 19B, 19C 
Epsilon January 1st, 2021 February 15th, 2021 21C (Epsilon) 
Alpha March 1st, 2021 April 1st, 2021 20I (Alpha, V1) 
Delta June 1st, 2021 July 1st, 2021 21A (Delta), 21I 

(Delta), 21J (Delta) 
Omicron (BA.1) November 15th, 2021 December 15th, 2021 21K (Omicron) 
Omicron (BA.2) February 1st, 2022 March 1st, 2022 21L (Omicron) 
Omicron (BA.4, BA.5) May 1st, 2022 May 15th, 2022 22A (Omicron), 22B 

(Omicron) 
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Table S6: Genbank accession numbers for measles sequences used in the analysis. All 
sequences were obtained from Pacenti et al. using the Nextstrain measles workflow (23,24).  
 

Strain name Accession 
number 

URL 

Padova.ITA/13.17/1/D8 MK513623 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK5136223 
Padova.ITA/14.17/3/D8 MK513625 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513625 
Padova.ITA/16.17/4/B3 MK513613 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513613 
Padova.ITA/14.17/7/B3 MK513607 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513607 
Padova.ITA/16.17/2/B3 MK513611 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513611 
Padova.ITA/16.17/3/B3 MK513612 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513612 
Padova.ITA/14.17/2/D8 MK513624 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513624 
Padova.ITA/16.17/6/B3 MK513615 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513615 
Padova.ITA/20.17/1/B3 MK513619 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513619 
Padova.ITA/14.17/4/B3 MK513605 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513605 
Padova.ITA/13.17/1/B3 MK513600 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513600 
Padova.ITA/21.17/1/B3 MK513620 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513620 
Padova.ITA/19.17/1/B3 MK513617 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513617 
Padova.ITA/14.17/2/B3 MK513603 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513603 
Padova.ITA/14.17/5/B3 MK513606 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513606 
Padova.ITA/16.17/1/B3 MK513610 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513610 
Padova.ITA/13.17/2/B3 MK513601 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513601 
Venezia.ITA/22.17/3/D8 MK513627 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513627 
Padova.ITA/19.17/2/B3 MK513618 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513618 
Padova.ITA/11.17/1/B3 MK513598 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513598 
Padova.ITA/24.17/1/B3 MK513622 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513622 
Padova.ITA/15.17/1/B3 MK513608 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513608 
Padova.ITA/21.17/2/B3 MK513621 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513621 
Padova.ITA/14.17/1/B3 MK513602 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513602 
Padova.ITA/15.17/2/B3 MK513609 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513609 
Padova.ITA/14.17/3/B3 MK513604 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513604 
Padova.ITA/17.17/3/B3 MK513616 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513616 
Verona.ITA/19.17/2/D8 MK513626 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513626 
Padova.ITA/12.17/1/B3 MK513599 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513599 
Padova.ITA/16.17/5/B3 MK513614 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MK513614 
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Figure S1: Dynamics of extinction for clusters of identical pathogen sequences. A. 
Proportion of clusters of identical sequences that go extinct as a function of the reproduction 
number R (x-axis) exploring different assumptions regarding the dispersion parameter k (colored 
lines) and the probability p that transmission occurs before mutation. B. Mean number of 
generations until cluster extinction (among clusters that go extinct) extinct as a function of the 
reproduction number R (x-axis) exploring different assumptions regarding the dispersion 
parameter k (colored lines) and the probability p that transmission occurs before mutation. The 
vertical red dashed lines correspond to the inverse of the probability p that transmission occurs 
before mutation.  
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Figure S2: Relative bias on the reproduction number R estimate when the reproduction 
number lies below the threshold of 1/p. For each true value of the reproduction number R (x-
axis) and value of the probability p that transmission occurs before mutation, the boxplot depicts 
the distribution of the relative bias across 100 simulations for different dataset sizes (colours). The 
relative bias is defined as (𝑅!"# − 𝑅$%&')/𝑅$%&' where 𝑅$%&' is the true reproduction number used 
to generate synthetic cluster data and 𝑅!"# our maximum likelihood estimates. The simulations 
were run assuming that 50% of infections were sequenced. The boxplots represent the 2.5%, 
25%, 50%, 75% and 97.5% percentiles. 
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Figure S3: Relative bias on the dispersion parameter k estimate when the reproduction 
number lies below the threshold of 1/p. For each true value of the dispersion parameter k (x-
axis) and value of the probability p that transmission occurs before mutation, the boxplot depicts 
the distribution of the relative bias across 100 simulations for different dataset sizes (colours). The 
relative bias is defined as (𝑘!"# − 𝑘$%&')/𝑘$%&' where 𝑘$%&' is the true dispersion parameter used 
to generate synthetic cluster data and 𝑘!"# our maximum likelihood estimate. The simulations 
were run assuming that 50% of infections were sequenced and for a true reproduction number of 
1.0. The y-axis was cropped at 2 to increase readability. The boxplots represent the 2.5%, 25%, 
50%, 75% and 97.5% percentiles. 
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Figure S4: Relative bias on the dispersion parameter k estimate when the reproduction 
number lies above the threshold of 1/p. For each true value of the dispersion parameter k (x-
axis) and value of the probability p that transmission occurs before mutation, the boxplot depicts 
the distribution of the relative bias across 100 simulations for different dataset sizes (colours). The 
relative bias is defined as (𝑘!"# − 𝑘$%&')/𝑘$%&' where 𝑘$%&' is the true dispersion parameter used 
to generate synthetic cluster data and 𝑘!"# our maximum likelihood estimate. The simulations 
were run assuming that 50% of infections were sequenced and for a true reproduction number of 
3.0. The y-axis was cropped at 9 to increase readability. The boxplots represent the 2.5%, 25%, 
50%, 75% and 97.5% percentiles.  
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Figure S5: Impact of reaching the reproduction number threshold on dispersion parameter 
estimates. The relative bias is defined as (𝑘!"# − 𝑘$%&')/𝑘$%&' where 𝑘$%&' is the true dispersion 
parameter used to generate synthetic cluster data and 𝑘!"# our maximum likelihood estimate. 
The boxplots depict the 2.5%, 25%, 50%, 75% and 97.5% percentiles of relative bias obtained 
across all the simulations we performed and that are detailed in the methods section.  
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Figure S6: Dispersion parameter estimates as a function of the true reproduction number 
when using the inference framework relying on cluster size distribution conditional on 
cluster extinction. A. Using a dataset comprised of 1,000 clusters of identical sequences. B. 
Using a dataset comprised of 5,000 clusters of identical sequences. Each boxplot represents the 
distribution of k maximum likelihood estimates across 100 simulations (2.5%, 25%, 50%, 75% 
and 97.5% percentiles). We explored different values of the true dispersion parameter k (boxplot 
contour colours) and different values for the probability p that transmission occurs before 
transmission (boxplot filling). The fraction 𝑑(&$/𝑑)'* corresponds to the ratio between the mean 
duration before the appearance of a mutation and the mean generation time. The correspondence 
between values of this fraction and of 𝑝 is established assuming the generation time is 
exponentially distributed. 
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Figure S7: Subcritical reproduction number Rs estimates as a function of the true 
reproduction number when using the inference framework relying on cluster size 
distribution conditional on cluster extinction. Each boxplot represents the distribution of Rs 
maximum likelihood estimates across 100 simulations (2.5%, 25%, 50%, 75% and 97.5% 
percentiles). Results are displayed for a true dispersion parameter of 0.1 and running the 
inference on 1,000 clusters of identical sequences. Each panel corresponds to a different 
assumption regarding the probability p that transmission occurs before mutation. The horizontal 
dashed segments correspond to the true value of Rs (associated with the true reproduction 
number and the true dispersion parameter).   
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Figure S8: Relationship between the reproduction number and the subcritical reproduction 
number Rs for different probabilities p that transmission occurs before mutation and different 
values of the dispersion parameter k. Colored lines correspond to reproduction numbers lying 
above the threshold of 1/p. The dashed grey lines correspond to reproduction numbers lying 
below the reproduction number threshold (for which the reproduction number is equal to the 
subcritical reproduction number). 
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Figure S9: Transmission advantage bias as a function of the true transmission advantage 
and varying the probability that transmission occurs before mutation (rows) and the 
reproduction number of the non-variant RNV (columns). Each subplot corresponds to a given 
assumption regarding the probability that transmission occurs before mutation and the 
reproduction number of the non-variant. In each subplot, the vertical dashed line corresponds to 
the limit from which the reproduction number of the variant RV reaches the threshold of 1/p. 
Vertical dashed lines before the 10% x-axis tick correspond to situations where the reproduction 
number of the non-variant RNV is also above the threshold of 1/p. 
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Figure S10: Impact of accounting for different genetic subpopulations on estimates of 
the dispersion parameter for different assumptions regarding the true dispersion 
parameter (rows) and different dataset sizes (columns) In each subplot, the horizontal 
dashed grey line corresponds to the true dispersion parameter value used to generate synthetic 
clusters of identical sequences. The boxplots summarize the 2.5%, 25%, 50%, 75% and 97.5% 
percentile of maximum-likelihood estimates obtained across 100 simulated datasets. 
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Figure S11: Size distribution of clusters of identical SARS-CoV-2 sequences in Washington 
state split by variant of interest. For each variant that we studied (rows), we displayed the 
distribution of cluster sizes for the variant and the non-variant. The time windows used to define 
these clusters are detailed in Table S5.  
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Figure S12: Comparison of the distribution of the time to occurrence of a first mutation 
and the time to transmission for different pathogens. For each pathogen, we additionally 
report the estimated probability p that transmission occurs before mutation.  
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Figure S13: Difference between identical sequences obtained from the distance matrix and 
the reconstructed clusters of identical sequences for MERS-CoV sequences. Each vertex 
corresponds to a MERS-CoV sequence. Vertices are connected if their pairwise distance is equal 
to 0. Vertices have the same colour if they were allocated to the same cluster of identical 
sequences. The clusters for which there is a disagreement between the distance matrix and the 
cluster allocation (i.e. when some identical sequences are not in the same cluster) are circled. 
For clarity, we only displayed sequences with at least one other identical sequence in the pairwise 
distance matrix.  
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