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Abstract24

Generation intervals and serial intervals are critical quantities for characterizing outbreak25

dynamics. Generation intervals characterize the time between infection and transmis-26

sion, while serial intervals characterize the time between the onset of symptoms in a chain27

of transmission. They are often used interchangeably, leading to misunderstanding of how28

these intervals link the epidemic growth rate r and the reproduction number R. Genera-29

tion intervals provide a mechanistic link between r and R but are harder to measure via30

contact tracing. While serial intervals are easier to measure from contact tracing, recent31

studies suggest that the two intervals give different estimates of R from r. We present a32

general framework for characterizing epidemiological delays based on cohorts (i.e., a group of33

individuals that share the same event time, such as symptom onset) and show that forward-34

looking serial intervals, which correctly link R with r, are not the same as “intrinsic” serial35

intervals, but instead change with r. We provide a heuristic method for addressing potential36

biases that can arise from not accounting for changes in serial intervals across cohorts and37

apply the method to estimating R for the COVID-19 outbreak in China using serial-interval38

data — our analysis shows that using incorrectly defined serial intervals can severely bias39

estimates. This study demonstrates the importance of early epidemiological investigation40

through contact tracing and provides a rationale for reassessing generation intervals, serial41

intervals, and R estimates, for COVID-19.42

Significance Statement43

The generation- and serial-interval distributions are key, but different, quantities in outbreak44

analyses. Recent theoretical studies suggest that two distributions give different estimates45

of the reproduction number R from the exponential growth rate r; however, both intervals,46

by definition, describe disease transmission at the individual level. Here, we show that the47

serial-interval distribution, defined from the correct reference time and cohort, gives the48

same estimate of R as the generation-interval distribution. We then apply our framework49

to serial-interval data from the COVID-19 outbreak in China. While our study supports the50

use of serial-interval distributions in estimating R, it also reveals necessary changes to the51

current understanding and applications of serial-interval distribution.52
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1 Introduction53

The reproduction number R is one of the most important characteristics of an emerging epi-54

demic, including the current pandemic of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) (Majumder55

and Mandl, 2020). The reproduction number is defined as the average number of secondary56

cases caused by a primary case; the value in a fully susceptible population — the “basic”57

reproduction number R0— allows us to predict the extent to which an infection will spread58

in the population, and the amount of intervention necessary to eliminate it (Anderson and59

May, 1991). Near the beginning of an outbreak, R is often estimated from the observed ex-60

ponential growth rate using generation- and serial-interval distributions (e.g., Wallinga and61

Lipsitch (2007); Fraser et al. (2009); Hampson et al. (2009); Chunara et al. (2012); Chowell62

et al. (2014); Du et al. (2020); Jung et al. (2020)) but the differences among two distributions63

are often neglected.64

The generation interval is defined as the time between when an individual (infector) is65

infected and when that individual infects another person (infectee); the generation-interval66

distribution determines the relationship between the exponential growth rate r and the67

reproduction number R (Anderson and May, 1991; Ferguson et al., 2005; Wallinga and68

Lipsitch, 2007). Similarly, the serial interval is defined as the time between when an infector69

and an infectee become symptomatic (Svensson, 2007). While serial intervals are similar70

to generation intervals, previous studies have noted that, in many contexts, serial intervals71

are expected to have larger variances than generation intervals but have the same mean72

(Svensson, 2007; Klinkenberg and Nishiura, 2011; te Beest et al., 2013; Champredon et al.,73

2018).74

Although these distributions were clearly and distinctly defined over a decade ago (Svens-75

son, 2007), the need for a better conceptual and theoretical framework for understanding76

their differences is becoming clearer as the COVID-19 pandemic unfolds. Researchers con-77

tinue to rely on both generation and serial intervals to make inferences about COVID-19,78

either without making a clear distinction (Abbott et al., 2020; Du et al., 2020; He et al.,79

2020; Wu et al., 2020; Zhao et al., 2020), or explicitly conflating the two intervals (Anderson80

et al., 2020; Hellewell et al., 2020).81

One source of confusion arises from an apparent discrepancy between the serial-interval82

and generation-interval viewpoints. When the epidemic is growing exponentially, the spread83

of infection can be characterized as a renewal process based on previous incidence of in-84

fection, the associated generation-interval distribution, and the average infectiousness of85

an infected individual. It is well established that this renewal formulation allows us to86

link the exponential growth rate of an epidemic r with its reproduction number R using87

the generation-interval distribution (Wallinga and Lipsitch, 2007). By definition, the serial-88

interval distribution describes the renewal process between symptomatic cases based on their89

symptom onset dates; since both renewal processes, based on generation- and serial-interval90

distributions, describe the same underlying system of exponential growth, both should pro-91

vide the same correct link between the reproduction number R and the epidemic growth92

rate r. In contexts where the distributions are expected to be different, current theory has93

no explanation for how these differing distributions could provide identical estimates of R94
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from r. Some studies have further suggested that using serial intervals can underestimate95

R because the serial-interval distribution is wider than the generation-interval distribution96

(Britton and Scalia Tomba, 2019; Ganyani et al., 2020).97

Here, we resolve this apparent discrepancy by showing that the relevant interval for98

the renewal framework is what is called the “forward” interval, and that the forward serial99

intervals are different from the “intrinsic” serial intervals that previous studies have relied on100

(Svensson, 2007; Klinkenberg and Nishiura, 2011; te Beest et al., 2013; Champredon et al.,101

2018; Britton and Scalia Tomba, 2019). We develop a new framework for characterizing and102

comparing serial intervals, as well as any other epidemiological delays, and show that the103

initial forward serial-interval distribution correctly estimates R from r. Conversely, using104

inaccurately defined serial intervals or failing to account for changes in the observed serial-105

interval distributions over the course of an epidemic can considerably bias estimates of R.106

We apply our framework to serial intervals of COVID-19 and lay out several principles to107

consider in using information about serial intervals and other epidemiological time delays to108

correctly infer the reproduction number during the early stages of an outbreak.109

2 Methods110

2.1 Intrinsic, forward, and backward delay distributions111

The time delays between two epidemiological events can be defined either within an infected112

individual (e.g., incubation period: infection and symptom onset of an individual) or between113

infected individuals (e.g., serial interval: symptom onsets of an infector and an infectee). We114

can further divide these events into primary and secondary events. When we measure an115

epidemiological time delay within an infected individual (e.g., the incubation period), the116

primary event usually occurs before the secondary event — most epidemiological events117

that can be observed within an individual have clear direction (e.g., infection to onset of118

symptoms) but some may not (e.g., onset of infectiousness and onset of symptoms). When we119

measure an epidemiological time delay between infected individuals (e.g., the serial interval),120

the primary and secondary events are defined in terms of the direction of transmission: the121

primary event refers to the event that occurs in the infector. Again, some of these delays122

are always positive (the infector is always infected before the infectee) and some are not (it123

is possible for the infectee to develop symptoms before the infector (He et al., 2020)).124

At the individual level, we can define the time distribution between a primary and a125

secondary event that we expect to observe (averaged across individual characteristics) for an126

infected individual — we refer to this distribution as the intrinsic distribution. For example,127

the intrinsic incubation period distribution describes the expected time distribution from128

infection to symptom onset of an infected individual. Likewise, the intrinsic generation-129

interval distribution describes the expected time distribution of infectious contacts made by130

an infected individual. However, the intrinsic time distributions are not always equivalent to131

the corresponding realized time distributions at the population level (i.e., the distribution of132

time between actual primary and secondary events that occur during an epidemic). For ex-133

ample, an infectious contact results in infection only if the contacted individual is susceptible134
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(and has not already been infected); this is one mechanism that causes realized generation135

intervals (time between actual infection events) to differ from from the intrinsic generation136

intervals (time between infection and infectious contacts).137

At the population level, we model realized time delays between a primary and a secondary138

event from a cohort perspective. A cohort consists of all individuals whose (primary or139

secondary) event occurred at a given time. For example, when we are measuring incubation140

periods, a primary cohort consists of all individuals who became infected at time p, while141

a secondary cohort consists of all individuals whose symptom onset occurred at time s.142

Similarly, when we are measuring serial intervals, a primary cohort consists of all infectors143

who became symptomatic at time p. Then, for primary cohort at time p, we can define144

the expected time distribution between primary and secondary events. We refer to this145

distribution as the forward delay distribution and denote it as fp(τ).146

Likewise, we define the backward delay distribution bs(τ) for a secondary cohort at time147

s: The backward delay distribution describes the time delays between a primary and sec-148

ondary host given that the secondary event occurred at time s. For example, the backward149

incubation period distribution at time s describes incubation periods for a cohort of individ-150

uals who became symptomatic at time s. Likewise, the backward serial-interval distribution151

at time s describes serial intervals for a cohort of infectees who became symptomatic at time152

s.153

Both forward and backward perspectives must yield identical measurement (e.g., the154

length of the incubation period of a given individual is the same whether measured forward155

from the time of infection or backward from the time of symptom onset). Consequently, no156

matter how delays are distributed, if P and S represent the sizes of primary and secondary157

cohorts then we can express the total density of intervals between time p and s as follows:158

W (p)P(p)fp(τ) = S(s)bs(τ) , (1)

where W (p), the “weight” of the primary cohort, represents the average number of forward159

intervals that an individual in cohort P(p) produces over the course of their infection. When160

we measure within-individual delays, we expect W (p) ≤ 1 because only a subset of indi-161

viduals who experience the primary event (e.g., infection) will eventually experience the162

secondary event (e.g., symptom onset). For between-individual delays, we expect W (p) to163

change throughout an epidemic, because individuals infected earlier in an epidemic will infect164

more individuals on average than those infected later.165

Substituting p = s− τ , it follows that166

bs(τ) =
W (s− τ)P(s− τ)fs−τ (τ)

S(s)
. (2)

If we are considering incubation periods, the left hand side of this equation is the probability167

density that an individual who became symptomatic at time s had an incubation period168

of length τ . From the right hand side, we see that this probability density depends on the169

weight parameter W (p − τ) (in this case, the proportion of symptomatic infection), the170

time-varying primary cohort size at the earlier time P(s − τ) (in this case, the number of171
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individuals infected at time s− τ), and the forward delay distribution fs−τ (τ) (in this case,172

the probability density that an incubation period that starts at time s− τ ends at time s).173

Several different mechanisms drive the changes in forward and backward delay distri-174

butions over time. Typically, within-individual forward delay distributions are not directly175

affected by epidemic dynamics. Some realized distributions, like incubation period distri-176

butions, are expected to be equivalent to their intrinsic distributions and remain invariant177

at the time scale of an outbreak. Other realized distributions, like the distribution of time178

from symptom onset to testing, may change over the course of an epidemic due to changes in179

public health policies. Between-individual forward delay distributions, such as generation- or180

serial-interval distributions, depend on epidemic dynamics; for example, forward generation181

intervals contract during the outbreak because infected individuals are less likely to infect182

others later in the epidemic due to factors that drive time-dependent decreases in transmis-183

sion such as susceptible depletion, behavioral change, and interventions (Champredon and184

Dushoff, 2015).185

Eq. (2) suggests that backward delay distributions change over time even if their corre-
sponding forward delay distribution does not change. Backward delay distributions depend
on changes in the primary cohort size over time due to conditionality of observations: Con-
ditioning on individuals whose secondary events have occurred at the same time means that
we tend to observe shorter (or longer) inter-event delays when cohort size has been increasing
(decreasing) through time. When incidence is growing exponentially, we can calculate the
amount of bias exactly. Assuming that the forward delay distribution (fp(τ) ≈ f0(τ)) and
the weight parameter (W (p) ≈ W (0)) remain constant during the exponential growth phase,
we can substitute P(t) = P(0) exp(rt) in Eq. (2) to obtain:

b0(τ) = [W (0)P(0)/S(0)] exp(−rτ)f0(τ) (3)

where r is the exponential growth rate (and [W (0)P(0)/S(0)]−1 =
∫∞
−∞ exp(−rτ ′)f0(τ ′) dτ ′186

since b0 is a probability distribution). Thus, for faster epidemics (higher r), the backward187

delay distribution will have a shorter mean. In general, the backward delay distribution will188

differ from the forward delay distribution (unless the disease is at equilibrium), even if we are189

measuring time delays that are intrinsic to the life history of a disease (e.g., the incubation190

period). These ideas apply to all epidemiological delay distributions and generalize the work191

by Champredon and Dushoff (2015) who compared forward and backward generation-interval192

distributions to describe realized generation intervals from the perspective of an infector and193

an infectee, respectively, as well as the work by Britton and Scalia Tomba (2019) who showed194

that Eq. (3) holds for the backward generation-interval distributions.195

2.2 Realized serial-interval distributions196

The serial interval is defined as the time between when an infector becomes symptomatic197

and when an infectee becomes symptomatic (Svensson, 2007). Previous studies have often198

expressed serial intervals τs in the form (Fig. 1A):199

τs = (τg + τi2)− τi1 (4)

6

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.04.20122713doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.04.20122713
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


where τi1 and τi2 represent incubation periods of an infector and an infectee, respectively,200

and τg represents the generation interval between the infector and the infectee. These studies201

assume that τi1 and τi2 are drawn from the same distributions and concluded that the serial202

and generation intervals have the same mean (Svensson, 2007; Klinkenberg and Nishiura,203

2011; Champredon et al., 2018; Britton and Scalia Tomba, 2019); however, this conclusion204

is based on the implicit assumption that distributions of realized incubation periods, τi1 and205

τi2, as well as generation interval, τg, are intrinsic to individuals (and not dependent on206

epidemic dynamics at the population-level) — something that is generally true of forward207

but not backward incubation-period distributions. We refer to the definition Eq. (4) as the208

intrinsic serial interval (Fig. 1A).209

To correctly link the realized serial-interval distribution to the renewal process between210

cases based on symptom onset dates, we must use the forward serial interval (i.e., use the211

perspective of a cohort of infectors that share the same symptom onset time). Given that an212

infector became symptomatic at time p, to calculate the forward serial interval we first go213

backward in time to when the infector was infected, and then forward in time to when the214

infectee was infected, and then forward to when the infectee became symptomatic. In Fig. 1B,215

we see that τi1 is drawn from the backward incubation period distribution of the cohort of216

infectors who became symptomatic at time p; τg is drawn from the forward generation-217

interval distribution of the cohort of infectors who became infected at time p − τi1; and218

τi2 is drawn from the forward incubation period distribution of the cohort of infectees who219

became infected at time p − τi1 + τg. Likewise, we can define the backward serial-interval220

distribution for a cohort of infectees who became symptomatic at time s (Fig. 1C). This221

conceptual framework demonstrates that the distributions of τi1, τg, and τi2 (and therefore222

the distributions of realized serial intervals) depend on the reference cohort, which is defined223

by an event type (primary or secondary), temporal direction (forward or backward), and a224

particular reference time.225

To calculate realized serial-interval distributions, we begin by modeling T (p, s): the total226

density of serial intervals that start (when infectors develop symptoms) at time p and end227

(when infectees develop symptoms) at time s. The density of serial intervals between time228

p and s, given that the infectors became infected at time α1 ≤ p and the infectees became229

infected at time α2 ≤ s, depends on the amount of infection that occurs between time α1 and230

α2 as well as the density of forward incubation periods between α1 and p (realized incubation231

periods of infectors) and between α2 and s (realized incubation periods of infectees):232

Rc(α1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
case

reproduction
number

× i(α1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
incidence

× hα1(p− α1, α2 − α1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
joint density of

the forward incubation
period p−α1 and the forward
generation interval α2−α1

(of infectors)

× `α2(s− α2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
marginal density of

the forward incubation
period s−α2

(of infectees)

, (5)

where the case reproduction number Rc(α1) is defined as the average number of secondary233

cases caused by a primary case infected at time α1 over the course of their infection (Fraser,234

2007). We describe the forward incubation periods and the forward generation intervals235

using a joint probability distribution because onset of symptoms and transmission potential236

jointly depend on the life history of a disease; for example, if an infected individual can only237
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p+ τi1p
Infector (reference cohort) Infectee

p+ τg p+ τg + τi2

Intrinsic serial interval, τs = (τg + τi2)− τi1

Intrinsic incubation period, τi1

Intrinsic generation interval, τg

Intrinsic incubation period, τi2

A. Intrinsic serial interval

pp− τi1
Infector Reference cohort Infectee

p− τi1 + τg p− τi1 + τg + τi2

Forward serial interval, τs = (τg + τi2)− τi1

Backward incubation period, τi1

Forward generation interval, τg

Forward incubation period, τi2

B. Forward serial interval

ss− τi2s− τi2 − τg s− τi2 − τg + τi1
Infector Infectee Reference cohort

Backward serial interval, τs = (τg + τi2)− τi1

Backward incubation period, τi2

Backward generation interval, τg

Forward incubation period, τi1

C. Backward serial interval

Figure 1: Illustration of intrinsic, forward and backward serial intervals. (A) The
intrinsic serial interval for a cohort of individuals infected at time p. In this case, τi1 is drawn
from the intrinsic incubation period distribution; τg is drawn from the intrinsic generation-
interval distribution; and τi2 is drawn from the intrinsic incubation period distribution. (B)
The forward serial interval for a cohort of infectors who became symptomatic at time p. In
this case, τi1 is drawn from the backward incubation period distribution; τg is drawn from
the forward generation-interval distribution; and τi2 is drawn from the forward incubation
period distribution. (C) The backward serial interval for a cohort of infectees who became
symptomatic at time s. In this case, τi1 is drawn from the forward incubation period dis-
tribution; τg is drawn from the backward generation-interval distribution; and τi2 is drawn
from the backward incubation period distribution.

transmit the disease after symptom onset, the forward generation interval will necessarily be238

longer than the forward incubation period.239

The total amount of serial intervals can now be obtained by integrating over all possible240
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infection times for the infector and the infectee:241

T (p, s) =

∫ p

−∞

∫ s

α1

Rc(α1)i(α1)hα1(p− α1, α2 − α1)`α2(s− α2) dα2 dα1. (6)

Then, the forward serial-interval distribution fp(τ) is given by the density of intervals of242

length τ starting at p, relative to the total number of serial intervals starting at p:243

fp(τ) =
T (p, p+ τ)∫∞

−∞ T (p, p+ τ ′) dτ ′
. (7)

Likewise, the backward serial-interval distribution bs(τ) is given by the density of intervals244

of length τ ending at s, relative to the total number of serial intervals ending at s:245

bs(τ) =
T (s− τ, s)∫∞

−∞ T (s− τ ′, s) dτ ′
. (8)

This framework allows us to understand changes in the realized serial intervals for any246

deterministic epidemic model.247

2.3 Epidemic model248

We illustrate changes in the forward and backward serial intervals over the course of an
epidemic by applying it to a specific example of an epidemic model. We model disease spread
with a renewal-equation model (Heesterbeek and Dietz, 1996; Diekmann and Heesterbeek,
2000; Roberts, 2004; Aldis and Roberts, 2005; Roberts and Heesterbeek, 2007; Champredon
et al., 2018). Ignoring births and deaths, changes in the proportion of susceptible individuals
S(t) and incidence of infection i(t) can be written as:

dS

dt
= −i(t)

i(t) = R0S(t)

∫ ∞
0

i(t− τ)g(τ) dτ, (9)

where R0 is the basic reproduction number, and g(τ) is the intrinsic generation-interval dis-249

tribution (i.e., the forward generation-interval distribution of a primary case in a population250

where the number of susceptibles remains constant). Then, the forward generation-interval251

for a cohort of individuals that were infected at time p follows (Champredon and Dushoff,252

2015):253

gp(τ) =
g(τ)S(p+ τ)∫∞

0
g(τ ′)S(p+ τ ′) dτ ′

, (10)

which allows us to separate the joint probability distribution hp of the forward incubation254

period and the forward generation-interval distribution as a product of the proportion of255

susceptible individuals S and the joint probability distribution h of the forward incubation256

period and the intrinsic generation intervals:257

hp(x, τ) =
h(x, τ)S(p+ τ)∫∞

0

∫∞
0
h(x′, τ ′)S(p+ τ ′) dτ ′ dx′

. (11)
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We further assume that the forward incubation period distribution does not vary across
cohorts over the course of an epidemic, as it represents the life history of a disease; we
denote it as `. Then, we have:

`(x) =

∫ ∞
0

h(x, τ) dτ

g(τ) =

∫ ∞
0

h(x, τ) dx (12)

Finally, the case reproduction for this model is defined as follows:258

Rc(t) = R0

∫ ∞
0

g(τ)S(t+ τ) dτ. (13)

The forward and backward serial-interval distributions are then calculated by substituting259

these quantities into Eq. (7) and Eq. (8). We use this framework to illustrate how the realized260

epidemiological time distributions vary over the course of an epidemic and depend on the261

perspective (i.e., forward vs. backward).262

2.4 Linking r and R263

During the initial phase of an epidemic, the proportion susceptible remains approximately264

constant (S(t) ≈ S(0)) and incidence of infection grows exponentially: i(t) ≈ i0 exp(rt).265

During this period, the intrinsic generation-interval distribution provides the correct link266

between the exponential growth rate r and the initial reproduction number R = R0S(0)267

based on the Euler-Lotka equation (Wallinga and Lipsitch, 2007). Here, we focus on the268

estimates of the basic reproduction number R0 (the value of R in a fully susceptible popu-269

lation, S(t) ≈ 1):270

1

R0

=

∫ ∞
0

exp(−rτ)g(τ) dτ. (14)

Analogous to the intrinsic generation-interval distribution, forward serial-interval distribu-271

tions describe the renewal process of infection based on symptom onset dates. Therefore, we272

expect the forward serial-interval distribution during the exponential growth phase — which273

we refer to as the initial forward serial-interval distribution f0 — to estimate the same value274

of R0 for a given r as the intrinsic generation-interval distribution (note, however, that the275

forward serial interval is not necessarily positive):276

1

R0

=

∫ ∞
−∞

exp(−rτ)f0(τ)dτ, (15)

where the initial forward serial-interval distribution is given by:277

f0(τ) =
1

φ

∫ 0

−∞

∫ τ

α1

exp(rα1)h(−α1, α2 − α1)`(τ − α2) dα2 dα1, (16)
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where the normalization constant φ is determined by the requirement that
∫∞
−∞ f0(τ) dτ = 1.278

In Supplementary Materials, we provide a mathematical proof of this relationship. We279

further compare this with the estimate ofR0 based on the intrinsic serial-interval distribution280

q(τ):281

1

Rintrinsic

=

∫ ∞
−∞

exp(−rτ)q(τ)dτ. (17)

Here, the intrinsic serial-interval distribution q(τ) does not depend on epidemic dynamics:282

q(τ) =
1

φq

∫ 0

−∞

∫ τ

α1

h(−α1, α2 − α1)`(τ − α2) dα2 dα1, (18)

where the normalization constant φq is determined by the requirement that
∫∞
−∞ q(τ) dτ = 1.283

Rather than numerically integrating over closed forms of g, f0, and q to estimate R0, we use284

simulation-based approaches for simplicity (Supplementary Materials).285

The initial forward serial-interval distribution depends on the exponential growth rate286

r. For a fast-growing epidemic (high r), we expect the backward incubation periods to be287

short (Eq. (3)), and therefore, the forward serial-interval distribution will generally have a288

larger mean than the intrinsic generation- and serial-interval distributions. The Susceptible-289

Exposed-Infected-Recovered model, under the additional assumption that the incubation290

and exposed periods are equivalent (i.e. that onset of symptoms and infectiousness occur291

simultaneously), provides a special case where the forward serial- and generation-intervals292

follow the same distributions during the exponential growth phase because (i) infected in-293

dividuals can only transmit after symptom onset and (ii) the time between symptom onset294

and infection is independent of the incubation period of an infector (see Supplementary295

Materials).296

2.5 Model parameterization297

We parameterize our model based on parameter estimates for COVID-19 (Table 1). We use298

a bivariate lognormal distribution to model the joint probability distribution of the intrinsic299

incubation periods and the intrinsic generation intervals while allowing for the possibility300

that they might be correlated. For simplicity, we consider three values for the correlation301

coefficients (on the log scale) of the bivariate lognormal distribution: ρ = −0.5, 0, 0.5.302

3 Results303

We use parameter estimates for COVID-19 to characterize the degree to which the realized304

serial-interval distribution can change over the course of the epidemic and evaluate how305

different definitions of the serial-interval distribution can affect the Euler-Lotka estimates of306

R0. We further address how the observed serial intervals, measured through contact tracing,307

are affected by the right censoring during an ongoing epidemic and provide a heuristic method308

for addressing biases that can arise from using serial interval data to estimateR0. Finally, we309

analyze the serial interval data from the COVID-19 epidemic in China under our framework.310
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Parameter Values Source
Mean intrinsic incubation period 5.5 days Lauer et al. (2020)
SD intrinsic incubation period 2.4 days Lauer et al. (2020)
Mean intrinsic generation interval 5 days Ferretti et al. (2020)
SD intrinsic generation interval 2 days Ferretti et al. (2020)

Table 1: Parameter values used for simulations. The intrinsic generation-interval
distribution is parameterized using a log-normal distribution with log mean µG = 1.54 and log
standard deviation σG = 0.37. The intrinsic incubation period distribution is parameterized
using a log-normal distribution with log mean µI = 1.62 and log standard deviation σI =
0.42. The joint probability distribution is modeled using a bivariate log-normal distribution
with correlations (on the log scale) ρ = −0.5, 0, 0.5. The intrinsic generation-interval and
incubation period distributions are chosen to match characteristic of COVID-19 to illustrate
realistic magnitudes of time-varying/perspective effects in the current pandemic.

3.1 Realized serial-interval distributions311

Fig. 2 shows Euler-Lotka estimates of R0 on different definitions of the serial interval. When312

the initial forward serial-interval distributions f0(τ) is used, estimates (from Eq. (15)) ex-313

actly match the (correct) generation-interval-based estimates (Eq. (14)) for all values of the314

correlation ρ between the intrinsic incubation period and the intrinsic generation interval315

(Fig. 2A). When the intrinsic distributions are used, however, estimates based on the serial316

interval (Eq. (17)) underestimate R0: as r increases, Rintrinsic saturates and eventually de-317

creases due to the increasing inferred importance of negative serial intervals (Fig. 2B). While318

the initial forward serial intervals during the exponential growth phase can also be negative,319

their effects are appropriately balanced because faster epidemic growth leads to longer serial320

intervals (and a corresponding lower proportion of negative intervals).321

Comparing the shapes of the initial forward serial-interval distribution (Eq. (16)) and the322

intrinsic generation-interval distribution allows us to better understand how different forward323

distributions lead to identical estimates of R0. In general, distributions with higher means324

and less variability lead to higher R0 for a given r (Wallinga and Lipsitch, 2007; Weitz and325

Dushoff, 2015; Park et al., 2019). When incidence is growing exponentially, forward serial326

intervals have higher means (Fig. 2C) and squared coefficients of variation (Fig. 2D) than327

the intrinsic generation-interval distribution. The effects of higher means (which increase328

R0) exactly cancel those of higher variability (which decrease R0). On the other hand,329

intrinsic serial intervals (Eq. (18)) have the same mean (equal to the mean initial forward330

serial at r = 0 in Fig. 2C) as the intrinsic generation intervals but are more variable (also see331

squared coefficient of variation of the initial forward serials at r = 0 in Fig. 2D); therefore,332

we underestimate R0 when we use the intrinsic serial-interval distribution.333

The initial forward serial-interval distribution captures the exponential growth phase334

of an epidemic. We explore how forward and backward serial intervals can vary over the335

course of an epidemic using deterministic and stochastic simulations based on the renewal336

equations (see Supplementary Materials) using parameters in Table 1; we further assume337
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Figure 2: Estimates of the reproduction number from the exponential growth
rate based on serial- and generation-interval distributions. (A). The initial forward
serial-interval distributions give a correct link between the exponential growth rate r and
the reproduction number R0, for any correlation ρ between intrinsic incubation period and
intrinsic generation interval of the underlying bivariate log-normal distribution. (B) The
intrinsic serial-interval distributions give an incorrect link between r and R0. (C) The mean
initial forward serial interval during the exponential growth phase increases with r. (D) The
squared coefficient of variation of the initial forward serial intervals during the exponential
growth phase decreases with r.

R0 = 2.5. While the forward serial-interval distribution is our primary focus, understanding338

the differences between the forward and the backward distributions is important because339

the observed intervals during an ongoing epidemic are often the backward ones: we typically340

identify infected individuals and ask when and by whom they were infected. Similarly, when341

we are estimating the incubation period of an individual, we typically observe their symptom342

onset date and try to estimate when they were infected (e.g., Backer et al. (2020)).343

Fig. 3 shows the epidemiological dynamics (A) together with the mean forward (B–D) and344
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Figure 3: Epidemiological dynamics and changes in mean forward and backward
delay distributions. (A) Daily incidence over time. (B–D) Changes in the mean forward
incubation period, generation interval, and serial interval. (E–G) Changes in the mean
backward incubation period, generation interval, and serial interval. Black lines represent the
results of a deterministic simulation. Orange lines (A) represent the results of 10 stochastic
simulations. Orange points (B-G) represent the average of 10 stochastic simulations. Dashed
lines represent the mean initial forward delay. Intrinsic incubation periods and intrinsic
generation-intervals are assumed to be independent of each other. See Table 1 for parameter
values.
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the mean backward (E–G) delay distributions of a deterministic model based on the renewal345

equation (Eq. (9)) and of the corresponding stochastic realizations based on individual-based346

simulations. The mean forward incubation period remains constant throughout an epidemic347

by assumption (Fig. 3B). The mean forward generation interval decreases slightly when348

incidence is high, which is when the susceptible population declines rapidly (Fig. 3C; Kenah349

et al. (2008); Champredon and Dushoff (2015)). In contrast, the mean forward serial interval350

decreases over time (Fig. 3D).351

The forward serial-interval distributions depend on distributions of three intervals (Fig. 1):352

(i) the backward incubation period, (ii) the forward generation interval, and (iii) the for-353

ward incubation period. In these simulations, both forward incubation period (Fig. 3B) and354

generation-interval (Fig. 3C) distributions remain roughly constant; therefore, changes in355

the forward serial-interval distributions (Fig. 3D) are predominantly driven by changes in356

the backward incubation period distribution, whose mean increases over time as the growth357

rate of disease incidence slows, then becomes negative. In general, relative contributions358

of the three distributions depend on their shapes, correlations between intrinsic incubation359

periods and generation intervals, and overall epidemiological dynamics.360

We see similar qualitative patterns in all three backward delays (Fig. 3E–G; Eq. (2)),361

because they are predominantly driven by the rate of change in incidence, which in turn362

affects relative cohort sizes. When incidence is increasing, individuals are more likely to363

have been infected recently and therefore, we are more likely to observe shorter intervals364

(Eq. (3)). Similarly, when incidence decreases, we are more likely to observe longer intervals.365

Neglecting these changes in the backward distributions will necessarily bias the inference of366

the intrinsic distributions from the observed distributions.367

3.2 Observed serial-interval distributions368

Now, we turn to issues of estimating the reproduction number from the observed serial-369

interval data during on ongoing epidemic. In order to have an unbiased estimate of the basic370

reproduction number, we need to estimate the initial forward serial-interval distribution —371

i.e., estimate based on cohorts of infectors who share the same symptom onset time, at the372

early stage of the epidemic. However, researchers typically use all available information to es-373

timate epidemiological parameters; in particular, Thompson et al. (2019) recently suggested374

that up-to-date serial-interval data are necessary to accurately estimate the reproduction375

number. We explore the consequences of neglecting changes in the realized serial-interval376

distribution on estimates of the basic reproduction number.377

When an epidemic is ongoing, the observed serial intervals are subject to right-censoring378

because we cannot observe a serial interval if either an infector or an infectee has not yet379

developed symptoms; for example, if we were to measure serial intervals on Day 8 as in380

Fig. 4A, we will only be able to observe the first 6 events (ID 1–6). Fig. 4B demonstrates381

how the effect of right-censoring in the observed serial intervals translates to the under-382

estimation of the basic reproduction number R0 in our stochastic simulations (assuming383

R0 = 2.5 as in Fig. 3). Notably, even if we could observe, and average, all serial intervals384

across all transmission pairs after the epidemic has ended, we would still underestimate the385
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Figure 4: Estimating the reproduction number from the observed serial intervals.
(A) Schematic representation of line list data collected during an epidemic. (B) Estimates
of R0 based on all observed serial intervals completed by a given time. (C) Schematic
representation of line list data rearranged by symptom onset date of infectors. (D) Estimates
of R0 based on all observed serial intervals started by a given time. Black dashed lines
represent the mean initial forward serial interval and R0. Black solid lines represent the
mean intrinsic serial interval and Rintrinsic. Colored solid lines represent the mean estimates
of R0 across 10 stochastic simulations. Colored ribbons represent the range of estimates of
R0 across 10 stochastic simulations.

initial mean forward serial interval (and therefore R0), likely by a large amount, because386

the observed serial-interval distribution converges to the intrinsic serial-interval distribution;387

in fact, we would even underestimate the intrinsic value slightly due to contraction of the388

forward generation-interval distribution during the susceptible depletion phase (Fig. 3C).389

Here, we provide a heuristic way of assessing potential biases in the estimate of the390

mean initial forward serial interval and therefore R0 retrospectively. We can rearrange the391

line list and group observed serial intervals based on the symptom onset date of infectors392
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(Fig. 4C). Then, we can compare how estimates of the mean serial interval as well as R0393

change as we incorporate more recent cohorts into the analysis; that is, we analyze observed394

serial intervals from infectors who became symptomatic before time t and evaluate how395

the estimates change as we increase t. This approach is analogous to averaging over a396

set of forward intervals, just as using all information up to a certain time is analogous to397

averaging over a set of backward intervals (Fig. 4D). During the exponential growth phase,398

the estimates of the mean serial interval andR0 are consistent with the true value (see ‘initial399

forward’ in Fig. 4B,D); adding more data allows us to make more precise inference during this400

period. However, the cohort-averaged estimates decrease rapidly soon after the exponential401

growth period, reflecting changes in the forward serial-interval distributions. This approach402

allows us to detect dynamical changes in the forward serial-interval distributions and their403

effect on the estimates of R0.404

3.3 Applications to the COVID-19 pandemic405
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Figure 5: Observed serial intervals of COVID-19 and cohort-averaged estimates
of R. (A–B) forward and backward serial intervals over time. Points represent the means.
Vertical error bars represent the 95% equi-tailed quantiles. Solid lines represent the esti-
mated locally estimated scatterplot smoothing (LOESS) fits. The dashed line represents
the maximum and minimum observable delays across the range of reported symptom onset
dates. (C) Cohort-averaged estimates of R0 assuming doubling period of 6 and 8 days (Li
et al., 2020; Wu et al., 2020). Ribbons represent the associated 95% bootstrap confidence
intervals. The data were taken from Supplementary Materials of Du et al. (2020).

Finally, we re-analyze serial intervals of COVID-19 collected by Du et al. (2020) from406

mainland China, outside Hubei province, based on transmission events reported between407

January 21–February 8, 2020; Du et al. (2020) estimated the mean serial interval of 3.96408

days (95% CI 3.53–4.39 days) and R0 of 1.32 (95% CI 1.16–1.48). Fig. 5A shows that the409

mean forward serial interval decreases over time. While the decrease is likely to be affected410

by the right-censoring (indicated by the closeness between the quantiles of the observed serial411

intervals and maximum observable serial intervals), the increase in the proportion of negative412
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serial intervals indicates changes in the forward serial-interval distribution; this proportion413

is unlikely to be affected by left-censoring (based on the gap between the quantiles of the414

observed serial intervals and minimum observable serial intervals). The decrease in the mean415

forward serial interval was probably driven by interventions against spread. Interventions416

during this time period both decreased (and then reversed) the growth rate of COVID-19417

cases — thus increasing the backward incubation period — and also reduced generation418

intervals, by preventing infections once cases were identified. Both of these would have acted419

to reduce the forward serial interval. Fig. 5B shows that the mean backward serial interval420

increased over time, likely driven directly by the decrease in COVID-19 cases.421

While the qualitative changes in the mean forward and backward serial interval are con-422

sistent with our earlier simulations (Fig. 3), the initial mean forward serial interval (Fig. 5A)423

appears to be larger than what we calculated based on previously estimated incubation pe-424

riod and generation-interval distributions (Fig. 2C). These may imply that the incubation425

period and generation interval (Table 1) were underestimated, as neither study explicitly ac-426

counted for the fact that the observed intervals were drawn from the backward distributions427

and were likely to have been censored.428

Fig. 5C shows the cohort-averaged estimates of R0, which remain roughly constant until429

day 7 and suddenly decreases; this sudden decrease is due changes in the forward serial430

intervals consistent with the dynamics seen in our simulations (Fig. 4). The cohort-averaged431

estimates of R0 based on the early forward serial intervals are also consistent with previous432

estimates ofR0 of the COVID-19 epidemic in China (Majumder and Mandl, 2020; Park et al.,433

2020): R0 = 2.6 (95% CI: 2.2–3.1) andR0 = 3.4 (95% CI: 2.7 – 4.3) based on 8 and 6 doubling434

periods, respectively, using serial-interval data from infectors who developed symptoms by435

day 7. These early cohort-averaged estimates of R0 are unlikely to be affected by the right-436

censoring as we expect the degree of right-censoring to be low (Fig. 5A). Therefore, the R0437

estimate of 1.32 (95% CI 1.16–1.48), which neglects the changes in the forward serial-interval438

distribution, is likely to be an underestimate. This example demonstrates the danger of using439

the observed serial intervals to calculate the reproduction number without organizing serial440

intervals into cohorts.441

4 Discussion442

Generation and serial intervals determine the time scale of disease transmission, and are443

therefore critical to dynamical modeling of infectious outbreaks. Here, we show that the444

initial forward serial-interval distribution — measured during the exponential growth phase445

of an epidemic — provides the correct link between the exponential growth rate r and the446

reproduction number R. In general, the forward serial-interval distributions will not match447

the intrinsic or the backward serial-interval distributions. In particular, the mean forward448

serial interval can decrease over time due to epidemic dynamics. Failing to account for these449

effects can result in underestimation of R.450

Our study underlines the importance of carefully defining measured epidemiological time451

distributions. Previous studies have shown that it matters whether generation intervals are452
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measured forward or backward (Nishiura, 2010; Champredon and Dushoff, 2015; Britton453

and Scalia Tomba, 2019); we generalize these ideas and show that they apply to other454

epidemiological distributions. Changes in the backward delay distributions due to changing455

cohort sizes are expected to be a pervasive feature of outbreak dynamics. Recent analyses456

of COVID-19 epidemics have attempted to reconstruct epidemic time series from by using457

time-independent delay distributions from infection or symptom onset to reporting (e.g.,458

Abbott et al. (2020); Park et al. (2020); Sciré et al. (2020); Shim et al. (2020)); these459

studies effectively assume constant backward delay distributions. Although such approaches460

may be able to roughly match the time scale of an epidemic, we show here that they are461

subject to bias. Dynamical approaches that model explicitly model incidence as well as462

reporting delays (e.g., Flaxman et al. (2020)) can avoid this problem, but at the cost of more463

complexity in estimation. There is a need for simple methods that can complement more464

explicit approaches of addressing this problem.465

While our results support the use of serial-interval distributions for calculating R, they466

also reveal gaps in current practices in incorporating serial-interval distributions into out-467

break analyses. Thompson et al. (2019) recently emphasized the importance of using up-468

to-date serial-interval data for accurate estimation of time-varying reproduction numbers.469

We show here, however, that if changes the forward serial interval through time are not470

accounted for, using up-to-date serial-interval data can, in fact, exacerbate the underesti-471

mation of initial R. Future studies should explore how neglecting changes in the forward472

serial-interval distribution can affect the estimates ofR beyond the exponential growth phase473

and potentially re-assess existing estimates of R.474

Many studies have already estimated the (time-varying) reproduction numbers for COVID-475

19 epidemics using aggregated serial-interval data (e.g., Abbott et al. (2020); Du et al. (2020);476

Pan et al. (2020); Zhang et al. (2020)); these studies should also re-assess whether they ap-477

propriately considered the forward serial interval. Forward serial-interval distributions are478

also likely to vary across countries. We suggest that modelers should aim to characterize spa-479

tiotemporal variation in forward serial-interval distributions and understand their changes480

over time. These modeling approaches should be coupled with epidemiological investigation481

through contact tracing. Going forward, an additional advantage of early, intensive contact482

tracing of emerging diseases is that this is the best way to characterize the initial forward483

serial-interval distribution.484

Our study also underlines the fact that the serial-interval distribution depends not only485

on the generation-interval and incubation-period distributions, but also on their intrinsic486

correlations. This implies that not considering this correlation can bias the estimates of487

the intrinsic generation-interval distribution from the serial-interval distribution. Previous488

studies that tried to estimate the generation-interval distributions from the observed serial489

intervals often ignored the dynamical differences between the realized incubation periods of490

infectors (backward-looking) and those of infectees (forward looking) (e.g., Klinkenberg and491

Nishiura (2011); Ganyani et al. (2020)). Better statistical tools for teasing apart the intrinsic492

generation-interval distributions from the observed serial intervals are needed.493

Here, we assume that all individuals develop symptoms and that the entire transmission494

process, including all relevant epidemiological delays, is known exactly. In practice, iden-495
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tifying who infected whom is difficult in general, and asymptomatic and presymptomatic496

transmission of COVID-19 exacerbates this difficulty (Bai et al., 2020; He et al., 2020; Wei,497

2020). Biases in the observed serial intervals will necessarily bias the estimates of R. Fur-498

thermore, when one of the individuals is asymptomatic, there is no symptom-based serial499

interval; neglecting the time scale asymptomatic transmission may also bias the estimates of500

R (Park et al., 2020).501

While we focus here on the effect of epidemiological dynamics on serial-interval dis-502

tributions, other factors, such as intervention strategies, can also affect the generation- and503

serial-interval distributions. Individual-level interventions, such as case isolation, and behav-504

ioral responses directly affect individuals’ ability to transmit and will shorten the forward505

generation- and serial-intervals. Population-level interventions, such as social distancing,506

can squeeze contacts into household and induce clustering, which will in turn shorten the507

realized generation interval due to local depletion of the susceptible pool within households508

(Park et al., 2019).509

Despite these limitations, our analysis of serial intervals of COVID-19 from China pro-510

vides further support for our theoretical framework, demonstrating temporal variation in511

serial intervals and its effect on the estimates of R. Most existing estimates of the serial-512

intervals of COVID-19 implicitly or explicitly assume that the serial-interval distributions513

remain constant throughout the course of an epidemic (Du et al., 2020; He et al., 2020;514

Nishiura et al., 2020; Tindale et al., 2020; Zhao et al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2020). Our study515

provides a rationale for reassessing estimates of serial-interval distributions—and their use516

in estimating R—during the COVID-19 pandemic.517
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5 Supplementary Materials518

5.1 Deterministic simulation519

We simulate the renewal equation model using a discrete-time approximation:

i(t) = R0S(t−∆t)
mmax∑
m=1

i(t−m∆t)ĝ(m∆t)

S(t) = S(t−∆t)− i(t) (19)

where ĝ is a discrete-time intrinsic generation-interval distribution that satisfies the following:520

521

ĝ(m∆t) =
g(m∆t)∑`
i=1 g(m∆t)

, m = 1, . . . ,mmax. (20)

The continuous-time intrinsic generation-interval distribution is parameterized using a log-522

normal distribution (Table 1). We define the intrinsic incubation period distribution in a523

similar manner:524

ˆ̀(m∆t) =
`(m∆t)∑`
i=1 `(m∆t)

, m = 1, . . . ,mmax, (21)

where its continuous-time analog is also based on a log-normal distribution. For simplic-525

ity, we assume that the forward incubation periods and intrinsic generation intervals are526

independent:527

ĥ(m∆t, n∆t) = ˆ̀(m∆t)ĝ(n∆t), m, n = 1, . . . ,mmax. (22)

We use ∆t = 0.025 days and mmax = 2001 for discretization steps.528

We initialize the simulation with population size N=40,000 as follows:

i(m∆t) = C exp(rm∆t), m = 1, . . . ,mmax

S(m∆t) = N −
m∑
n=1

i(n∆t), m = 1, . . . ,mmax (23)

where C is chosen such that
∑mmax

n=1 i(m∆t) = 10. These initial conditions allow the model to529

follow exponential growth from time ∆t(mmax + 1) without any transient behaviors. Results530

presented in the main text show simulations beginning from time ∆t(mmax + 1).531

5.2 Stochastic simulation532

We run stochastic simulations of the renewal equation model using an individual-based533

model on a fully connected network (i.e., homogeneous population) based on the Gillespie534

algorithm that we developed earlier (Park et al., 2019). First, we initialize an epidemic with535

I(0) infected individuals (nodes) in a fully connected network of size N . For each initially536

infected individual, we draw number of infectious contacts from a Poisson distribution with537

the mean of R0 and the corresponding generation intervals for each contact from a log-538

normal distribution (Table 1). Contactees are uniformly sampled from the total population.539
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All contactees are sorted into event queues based on their infection time. We update the540

current time to the infection time of the first person in the queue. Then, the first person in541

the queue makes contacts based on the Poisson offspring distribution described earlier and542

their contactees are added to the sorted queue. Whenever contactees are added to the sorted543

queue, we remove all duplicated contacts (but keep the first one) as well as contacts made544

to individuals that have already been infected. Simulations continue until there are no more545

individuals in the queue. We simulate 10 epidemics with I(0) = 10 and N=40,000.546

5.3 Linking r and R0 using serial-interval distributions547

The intrinsic generation-interval distribution g(τ) provides a link between r and R0 via the548

Euler-Lotka equation (Wallinga and Lipsitch, 2007):549

1

R0

=

∫ ∞
0

exp(−rτ)g(τ) dτ . (24)

In this section, we prove that the initial forward serial-interval distribution f0(τ) also esti-550

mates the same R0 from r, except that integral extends to τ = −∞ rather than beginning551

at τ = 0, because serial intervals can be negative:552

1

R0

=

∫ ∞
−∞

exp(−rτ)f0(τ) dτ . (25)

Here, the initial forward serial-interval distribution f0(τ) is defined as:553

f0(τ) =
1

φ

∫ 0

−∞

∫ τ

α1

exp(rα1)h(−α1, α2 − α1)`(τ − α2) dα2 dα1 , (26)

where h is the joint probability distribution describing the intrinsic generation-interval dis-554

tribution g and the intrinsic incubation period distribution ` (see Eq. (12) in the main text),555

and the normalization constant φ is determined by the requirement that
∫∞
−∞ f0(τ) dτ = 1.556

In order to verify Eq. (25), we first rewrite the integral in Eq. (26) by substituting −α1

for α1, and then changing the order of integration:

f0(τ) =
1

φ

∫ ∞
0

∫ τ

−α1

exp(−rα1)h(α1, α2 + α1)`(τ − α2) dα2 dα1 ,

=
1

φ

∫ τ

−∞

∫ ∞
max (0,−α2)

exp(−rα1)h(α1, α2 + α1)`(τ − α2) dα1 dα2 . (27)

To further simplify the expression, we define z(α2) as follows:557

z(α2) =

∫ ∞
max (0,−α2)

exp(−rα1)h(α1, α2 + α1) dα1 . (28)

Substituting z(α2) into Eq. (27) we obtain:558

f0(τ) =
1

φ

∫ τ

−∞
z(α2)`(τ − α2) dα2 , . (29)
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Writing ẑ for a normalized version of z,559

ẑ(α2) =
z(α2)∫∞

−∞ z(x) dx
, (30)

we can now express the initial forward serial-interval distribution f0 as a convolution of ẑ560

and `:561

f0(τ) =
1

φ̂

∫ τ

−∞
ẑ(α2)`(τ − α2) dα2 , (31)

where φ̂ = φ/
∫∞
−∞ z(x) dx.562

Since the right hand side of Eq. (25) is also a Laplace transform of f0 = ẑ ∗ `, we can563

express it as the product of Laplace transforms of ẑ and `:564 ∫ ∞
−∞

exp(−rτ)f0(τ)dτ =

∫ ∞
−∞

exp(−rτ)ẑ(τ) dτ

∫ ∞
0

exp(−rτ)`(τ) dτ . (32)

In order to derive an expression for a Laplace transform of ẑ, we have to first derive an
analytical expression for

∫∞
−∞ z(x) dx. By changing the order of integration, we have:∫ ∞

−∞
z(α2)dα2 =

∫ ∞
−∞

∫ ∞
max (0,−α2)

exp(−rα1)h(α1, α2 + α1) dα1 dα2 ,

=

∫ ∞
0

∫ ∞
−α1

exp(−rα1)h(α1, α2 + α1) dα2 dα1 . (33)

Since ` is a marginal probability distribution of h, it follows that:565 ∫ ∞
−∞

z(α2)dα2 =

∫ ∞
0

exp(−rα1)`(α1) dα1 . (34)

Then, we have:566

ẑ(α2) =

∫∞
max (0,−α2)

exp(−rα1)h(α1, α2 + α1) dα1∫∞
0

exp(−rα1)`(α1) dα1

. (35)

Substituting the expression into Eq. (32), we have:567 ∫ ∞
−∞

exp(−rτ)f0(τ) dτ =

∫ ∞
−∞

exp(−rα2)

∫ ∞
max (0,−α2)

exp(−rα1)h(α1, α2 +α1) dα1 dα2 . (36)

Recall that g is also a marginal probability distribution of h:568

g(τ) =

∫ ∞
0

h(x, τ) dx . (37)
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We can then substitute τ = α1 + α2 into Eq. (36) and apply change of variables to obtain:∫ ∞
−∞

exp(−rτ)f0(τ) dτ (38)

=

∫ ∞
−∞

exp(−rα2)

∫ ∞
max(0,−α2)

exp(−rα1)h(α1, α2 + α1) dα1 dα2 (39)

=

∫ ∞
0

∫ ∞
0

exp(−rτ)h(α1, τ) dα1 dτ (40)

=

∫ ∞
0

exp(−rτ)g(τ) dτ =
1

R0

(41)

Therefore, the initial forward serial-interval distribution and the intrinsic generation-interval569

distribution give the same estimates of R0 from r.570

5.4 Comparing the estimates of R0 using the initial forward and571

the intrinsic serial-interval distributions572

We use a simulation-based approach to compare the estimates of R0 based on the serial-573

and generation-interval distributions. To do so, we model the intrinsic generation-interval574

distribution and the incubation period using a multivariate log-normal distribution with log575

means µG, µI , log standard variances σ2
G, σ

2
I , and log-scale correlation ρ; the multivariate log-576

normal distribution is parameterized based on parameter estimates for COVID-19 (Table 1).577

We construct forward serial intervals during the exponential growth period as follows:578

Fi = −X1,i + (Gi|X1,i) +X2,i, (42)

where the backward incubation period X1,i of an infector is simulated by drawing random log-579

normal samples Yi with log mean µI and log variance σ2
I and resampling Yi, each weighted by580

the inverse of the exponential growth function exp(−rYi); the intrinsic generation interval581

conditional on the incubation period of the infector (Gi|X1,i) is drawn from a log-normal582

distribution with log mean µG + σGρ(log(X1,i) − µI)/σI and log variance σ2
G(1 − ρ2); the583

forward incubation period X2,i of an infectee is drawn from a log-normal distribution with584

log mean µI and log variance σ2
I . We then calculate the basic reproduction number R0 using585

the empirical estimator:586

R0 =
1

1
N

∑N
i=1 exp(−rFi)

. (43)

We compare this with an estimate of R0 based on the intrinsic serial-interval distribution587

which has the same mean as the intrinsic generation-interval distribution (Svensson, 2007;588

Klinkenberg and Nishiura, 2011; Champredon et al., 2018; Britton and Scalia Tomba, 2019):589

590

Rintrinsic =
1

1
N

∑N
i=1 exp(−rQi)

, (44)

where591

Qi = −Yi + (Gi|Yi) +X2,i. (45)
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5.5 Applications: SEIR model592

Consider a Susceptible-Exposed-Infectious-Recovered model:

dS

dt
= −βSI

dE

dt
= βSI − γEE

dI

dt
= γEE − γII

dR

dt
= γII (46)

where β is the transmission rate, 1/γE is the mean latent period, and 1/γI is the mean593

infectious period. We further assume that the latent period is equivalent to incubation594

period; in other words, infected individuals can only transmit after symptom onset. Then,595

the generation interval will be always longer than the incubation period.596

The joint probability distribution of the intrinsic incubation periods and intrinsic gener-597

ation intervals for this model can be written as:598

h(x, τ) =

{
0 x > τ

γIγE exp(−γI(τ − x)− γEx) x ≤ τ
(47)

Then, the intrinsic generation-interval distribution is given by:

g(τ) =

∫ τ

0

h(x, τ) dx

=
γIγE
γE − γI

(exp(−γIτ)− exp(−γEτ)) (48)

On the other hand, the initial forward serial-interval distribution is given by:

f0(τ) ∝
∫ 0

−∞

∫ τ

0

exp(rα1)h(−α1, α2 − α1)`(τ − α2) dα2 dα1

∝
∫ 0

−∞

∫ τ

0

exp(rα1) exp(−γIα2 + γEα1) exp(−γE(τ − α2)) dα2 dα1

∝ exp(−γEτ)

∫ 0

−∞

∫ τ

0

exp((γE − γI)α2) exp((r + γE)α1) dα2 dα1

∝ (exp(−γIτ)− exp(−γEτ))

∫ 0

−∞
exp((r + γE)α1) dα1

∝ exp(−γIτ)− exp(−γEτ) (49)

Therefore, both the intrinsic generation intervals and the initial forward serial intervals are599

identically distributed and have the same mean.600
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