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Figure S1: Correlation between relative differences A.
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(b) Peak value
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(c) Logarithm of epidemic sizes
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Figure S2: Dependence of relative variations A on epidemic parameters.



Table S1: Correlations between relative variations A and reproductive number Rj.

. Ar vs. R§ Ap vs. Rf Alpga Vs. R§
Location (Full) | g-0 pvalue | 7[95%CI]  p-value | #[95%CI] p-value
Workplace —0.6[—0.9,0.2] 0.1 0.4[-0.3,0.9] 0.2 —0.8[-1.0,—0.2] 0.01
School —0.7[-0.9, —0.2] 0.02 0.6[—0.2,0.9] 0.1 —-0.9[-1.0,-0.6] <1073
Conference —0.07[—0.70,0.62] 0.85 1.0[0.9,1.0] <107% | =0.9[-1.0,-0.7 <1073

Table S2: Correlations between relative variations A and recovery rate ..

. Ap vs. . Ap vs. i Aloga VS [he
Location (Full) r[95%CI] p-value | r[95%CI] p-value | r[95%CI] p-value
Workplace —0.2[-0.8,0.5] 0.6 —0.3[—-0.8,0.4] 0.4 —0.1[-0.7,0.6] 0.8
School —0.2[-0.8,0.5] 0.6 0.5[—0.2,0.9] 0.2 0.3[—0.4,0.8] 0.4
Conference —0.3[-0.8,0.4] 04 —0.3[-0.8,0.5] 0.5 0.2[—0.6,0.8] 0.6




