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1 Model rediscovery from simulated data

(a) Time-series (b) Model Coefficients

Figure 1: Comparison of the simulated SIR model with vital dynamics, seasonal forcing, and
additive noise of ε = 1×10−10 with the corresponding discovered model. In this example with
low relative noise, SINDy successfully identifies the correct active terms of the system, as
well as the magnitude of the corresponding coefficients. β0 = 8/wk, β1 = 0.25, γ = 0.1/wk,
µ = ν = 5.4795× 10−5/wk.
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(a) Time-series (b) Model Coefficients

Figure 2: Comparison of the simulated SIR model with vital dynamics, seasonal forcing,
and additive noise of ε = 1 × 10−7 with the corresponding discovered model. The correct
terms are still present in the discovered model, but the coefficients are no longer accurate.
Other terms have also been selected in an attempt to overfit the model to the noisy data.
β0 = 8/wk, β1 = 0.25, γ = 0.1/wk, µ = ν = 5.4795× 10−5/wk.

(a) Time-series (b) Model Coefficients

Figure 3: Comparison of the simulated SIR model with vital dynamics, seasonal forcing,
and additive noise of ε = 1 × 10−5 with the corresponding discovered model. β0 = 8/wk,
β1 = 0.25, γ = 0.1/wk, µ = ν = 5.4795× 10−5/wk.
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(a) Time-series (b) Model Coefficients

Figure 4: Comparison of the simulated SIR model with vital dynamics, seasonal forcing,
and additive noise of ε = 5 × 10−5 with the corresponding discovered model. β0 = 8/wk,
β1 = 0.25, γ = 0.1/wk, µ = ν = 5.4795× 10−5/wk.
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2 Fitting to the power spectral density

Figure 5: Comparison of power spectral density estimates of the measles data (blue) and
the most parsimonious SINDy-discovered model (red). The peak corresponding to the most
notable attractor present in the data (with period of 2 years) are noted with the dashed line.
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Figure 6: Comparison of power spectral density estimates of the varicella data (blue) and
the most parsimonious SINDy-discovered model (red). The peak corresponding to the most
notable attractor present in the data (with period of 1 year) are noted with the dashed line.
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Figure 7: Comparison of power spectral density estimates of rubella data (blue) and the most
parsimonious SINDy-discovered model (red). The peak corresponding to the most notable
attractor present in the data (with period of 5 years) are noted with the dashed line.
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3 AIC Values across S0−λ parameter plane for second

order libraries

3.1 Measles, parameter plane

Figure 8: Absolute (top) and relative (bottom) AIC values for SINDy models across a range
of both initial susceptible and threshold values, utilizing the measles dataset and a 2nd order
polynomial library. Darker colour (top) refer to a lower AIC value. Cells without value refer
to a model which, when simulated, resulted in a diverging time series.
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3.2 Measles, low and high sparsity threshold

(a) λ = 0.0001. (b) λ = 1.

Figure 9: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the measles
dataset (with a 2nd order polynomial library) using extreme sparsity thresholds. Using a
relatively small threshold (λ = 0.0001) results in a good fit and accurate recovery of attractor
class, but a very low number of non-active terms, which is an indicator of an overfit model.
Conversely, using a relatively large threshold (λ = 1) gives a sparse model, but at the cost
of a good fit and recovery of attractor class.
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3.3 Chickenpox, parameter plane

Figure 10: Absolute (top) and relative (bottom) AIC values for SINDy models across a range
of both initial susceptible and threshold values, utilizing the chickenpox dataset and a 2nd
order polynomial library. Darker colour refers to a lower AIC value. Cells without value
refer to a model which, when simulated, resulted in a diverging time series.
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3.4 Chickenpox, low sparsity threshold

Figure 11: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the
chickenpox dataset (with a 2nd order polynomial library) using a relatively low thresh-
old (λ = 0.0001). The resulting model exhibits a good fit and accurate recovery of attractor
class, but a very low number of non-active terms, which is an indicator of an overfit model.
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3.5 Chickenpox, high sparsity threshold

Figure 12: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the chick-
enpox dataset (with a 2nd order polynomial library) using a relatively high threshold (λ = 1).
The resulting model exhibits a high level of sparsity, but the linear fit does not accurately
represent the dynamics of the system whatsoever.
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3.6 Rubella, parameter plane

Figure 13: Absolute (top) and relative (bottom) AIC values for SINDy models across a range
of both initial susceptible and threshold values, utilizing the rubella dataset and a 2nd order
polynomial library. Darker colour refers to a lower AIC value. Cells without value refer to
a model which, when simulated, resulted in a diverging time series.
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3.7 Rubella, low sparsity threshold

Figure 14: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the rubella
dataset (with a 2nd order polynomial library) using a relatively low threshold (λ = 0.0001).
The resulting model exhibits neither sparsity nor a well-fitting time series, indicating there
is no benefit decreasing the sparsity threshold.
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3.8 Rubella, high sparsity threshold

Figure 15: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the rubella
dataset (with a 2nd order polynomial library) using a relatively high threshold (λ = 1). Once
the threshold is increased past a critical value, the model is reduced to a linear, which is
certainly sparse but does not match the dynamics of the system.
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4 Results using third-order library

4.1 Measles

Figure 16: Comparison between measles incidence data and the best SINDy-discovered model
using a function library of polynomials up to 3rd order. As in the case above, the discovered
model accurately replicates the biennium present in the data in both the susceptible and
infection classes. It also again identifies a strong dependence on the SI cross term, as well as
the S2I and (to a lesser extent) the S3 terms. The sparse regression resulted in the exclusion
of thirteen terms, giving a regularization ratio of 0.325.
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4.2 Chickenpox

Figure 17: Comparison between chickenpox incidence data and the best SINDy-discovered
model using a function library of polynomials up to 3rd order. Again the discovered model
accurately replicates the annual cycle present in the data in both the susceptible and infection
classes. The dependence on the mass action incidence term is again noticeable, though the
S2I, SI2 and S3 terms have dominant coefficients as well. The sparse regression resulted in
the exclusion of nine terms, giving a regularization ratio of 0.225.
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4.3 Rubella

Figure 18: Comparison between rubella incidence data and the best SINDy-discovered model
using a function library of polynomials up to 3rd order. The discovered model successfully
recovers a multi-annual cycle in the prevalence time series, similar to the one present in the
data. It also replicates the temporal fluctuations from the mean present in the susceptible
reconstruction. The dependence on the mass action incidence term again exists, though
perhaps not as strong as in models recovered from the other diseases. The sparse regression
resulted in the exclusion of six terms, giving a regularization ratio of 0.15.
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4.4 AIC Values across S0 − λ parameter plane for third order li-
braries

4.4.1 Measles, parameter plane

Figure 19: The AIC values for SINDy models across a range of both initial susceptible and
threshold values, utilizing the measles dataset and a 3rd order polynomial library. Darker
colour refers to a lower AIC value. Cells without value refer to a model which, when simu-
lated, resulted in a diverging time series.
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4.4.2 Measles, low sparsity threshold

Figure 20: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the
measles dataset (with a 3rd order polynomial library) using a relatively low threshold
(λ = 0.0001). The resulting model exhibits a good fit and accurate recovery of attrac-
tor class, but a very low number of non-active terms, which is an indicator of an overfit
model.
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4.4.3 Measles, high sparsity threshold

Figure 21: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the
measles dataset (with a 3rd order polynomial library) using a relatively high threshold
(λ = 1). The resulting model exhibits sparsity, but at the cost of a good fit and recov-
ery of attractor class.
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4.4.4 Chickenpox, parameter plane

Figure 22: The AIC values for SINDy models across a range of both initial susceptible
and threshold values, utilizing the chickenpox dataset and a 3rd order polynomial library.
Darker colour refers to a lower AIC value. Cells without value refer to a model which, when
simulated, resulted in a diverging time series.
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4.4.5 Chickenpox, low sparsity threshold

Figure 23: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the
chickenpox dataset (with a 3rd order polynomial library) using a relatively low threshold
(λ = 0.0001). The resulting model exhibits a good fit and accurate recovery of attractor
class, but all possible terms are active, which is an indicator of an overfit model.
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4.4.6 Chickenpox, high sparsity threshold

Figure 24: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the chick-
enpox dataset (with a 3rd order polynomial library) using a relatively high threshold (λ = 1).
The resulting model exhibits sparsity and recovers the attractor class, but the asymptotic
behaviour appears to diverge from the data.
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4.4.7 Rubella, parameter plane

Figure 25: The AIC values for SINDy models across a range of both initial susceptible and
threshold values, utilizing the rubella dataset and a 3rd order polynomial library. Darker
colour refers to a lower AIC value. Cells without value refer to a model which, when simu-
lated, resulted in a diverging time series.
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4.4.8 Rubella, low sparsity threshold

Figure 26: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the rubella
dataset (with a 3rd order polynomial library) using a relatively low threshold (λ = 0.0001).
The resulting model attempts to capture the peaks of the underlying multi-annual attractor,
but at the cost of a high number of active nonlinearities. Note that the negative peaks in
the infectious time series are not biologically relevant, but can be adjusted using a constraint
when simulating.
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4.4.9 Rubella, high sparsity threshold

Figure 27: Resulting time series and coefficients from SINDy-discovered models of the rubella
dataset (with a 3rd order polynomial library) using a relatively high threshold (λ = 1). The
resulting model exhibits sparsity but is linear in the susceptible time series and has an annual
oscillation in the infectious time series, neither of which match the dynamics of the system.
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5 Out-of-sample prediction

SINDy measles model: noisy biennium

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 28: The SINDy measles biennium is robust to the addition of noise. This figure depicts
the simulated timeseries of the SINDy measles model under additive noise for a different
random number seed than Figure 8 of the main text or for other Supplementary Figures
showing similar results: subpanels show the proportion of susceptible (a) and infected (c)
individuals over time and the corresponding power spectral density plots for the susceptible
(b) and infectious (d) time series. The power spectral density plots show strong power at
a frequency of 0.5/year and a lesser peak at 1/year, corresponding to a prominent biennial
cycle. White noise with a coefficient of 1.5 × 10−3 was added to the right-hand side of the
SINDy-discovered system of differential equations to generate these plots. See Methods for
details about computation of the power spectral density.
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SINDy measles model: noisy biennium

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 29: The SINDy measles biennium is robust to the addition of noise. This figure depicts
the simulated timeseries of the SINDy measles model under additive noise for a different
random number seed than Figure 8 of the main text or for other Supplementary Figures
showing similar results: subpanels show the proportion of susceptible (a) and infected (c)
individuals over time and the corresponding power spectral density plots for the susceptible
(b) and infectious (d) time series. The power spectral density plots show strong power at
a frequency of 0.5/year and a lesser peak at 1/year, corresponding to a prominent biennial
cycle. White noise with a coefficient of 1.5 × 10−3 was added to the right-hand side of the
SINDy-discovered system of differential equations to generate these plots. See Methods for
details about computation of the power spectral density.
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SINDy measles model: noisy biennium

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 30: The SINDy measles biennium is robust to the addition of noise. This figure depicts
the simulated timeseries of the SINDy measles model under additive noise for a different
random number seed than Figure 8 of the main text or for other Supplementary Figures
showing similar results: subpanels show the proportion of susceptible (a) and infected (c)
individuals over time and the corresponding power spectral density plots for the susceptible
(b) and infectious (d) time series. The power spectral density plots show strong power at
a frequency of 0.5/year and a lesser peak at 1/year, corresponding to a prominent biennial
cycle. White noise with a coefficient of 1.5 × 10−3 was added to the right-hand side of the
SINDy-discovered system of differential equations to generate these plots. See Methods for
details about computation of the power spectral density.
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SINDy measles model: noisy biennium

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 31: The SINDy measles biennium is robust to the addition of noise. This figure depicts
the simulated timeseries of the SINDy measles model under additive noise for a different
random number seed than Figure 8 of the main text or for other Supplementary Figures
showing similar results: subpanels show the proportion of susceptible (a) and infected (c)
individuals over time and the corresponding power spectral density plots for the susceptible
(b) and infectious (d) time series. The power spectral density plots show strong power at
a frequency of 0.5/year and a lesser peak at 1/year, corresponding to a prominent biennial
cycle. White noise with a coefficient of 1.5 × 10−3 was added to the right-hand side of the
SINDy-discovered system of differential equations to generate these plots. See Methods for
details about computation of the power spectral density.
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SINDy measles model: noisy biennium

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 32: The SINDy measles biennium is robust to the addition of noise. This figure depicts
the simulated timeseries of the SINDy measles model under additive noise for a different
random number seed than Figure 8 of the main text or for other Supplementary Figures
showing similar results: subpanels show the proportion of susceptible (a) and infected (c)
individuals over time and the corresponding power spectral density plots for the susceptible
(b) and infectious (d) time series. The power spectral density plots show strong power at
a frequency of 0.5/year and a lesser peak at 1/year, corresponding to a prominent biennial
cycle. White noise with a coefficient of 1.5 × 10−3 was added to the right-hand side of the
SINDy-discovered system of differential equations to generate these plots. See Methods for
details about computation of the power spectral density.
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SINDy measles model with reduced birth rate: noisy annual cycle

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 33: The SINDy measles model predicts a noisy annual attractor when the recruit-
ment rate is reduced. This figure depicts the simulated timeseries of the SINDy measles
model with a reduced birth rate, under additive noise for a different random number seed
than Figure 9 of the main text or for other Supplementary Figures showing similar results:
subpanels show the proportion of susceptible (a) and infected (c) individuals over time and
the corresponding power spectral density plots for the susceptible (b) and infectious (d) time
series. The power spectral density plots show strong power at a frequency of 0.5/year and
a lesser peak at 1/year, corresponding to a prominent biennial cycle. White noise with a
coefficient of 1.5× 10−3 was added to the right-hand side of the SINDy-discovered system of
differential equations to generate these plots. See Methods for details about computation of
the power spectral density. To simulate a reduced recruitment rate of newly-born susceptible
individuals from 2.60/year to 1.36/year (expressed as the total fertility rate of susceptible
offspring) between 1948-1967 and 1968-1988 in the United Kingdom due to falling birth rates
and mass vaccination the coefficient of S was changed from 0.606 to 0.317.
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SINDy measles model with reduced birth rate: noisy annual cycle

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 34: The SINDy measles model predicts a noisy annual attractor when the recruit-
ment rate is reduced. This figure depicts the simulated timeseries of the SINDy measles
model with a reduced birth rate, under additive noise for a different random number seed
than Figure 9 of the main text or for other Supplementary Figures showing similar results:
subpanels show the proportion of susceptible (a) and infected (c) individuals over time and
the corresponding power spectral density plots for the susceptible (b) and infectious (d) time
series. The power spectral density plots show strong power at a frequency of 0.5/year and
a lesser peak at 1/year, corresponding to a prominent biennial cycle. White noise with a
coefficient of 1.5× 10−3 was added to the right-hand side of the SINDy-discovered system of
differential equations to generate these plots. See Methods for details about computation of
the power spectral density. To simulate a reduced recruitment rate of newly-born susceptible
individuals from 2.60/year to 1.36/year (expressed as the total fertility rate of susceptible
offspring) between 1948-1967 and 1968-1988 in the United Kingdom due to falling birth rates
and mass vaccination the coefficient of S was changed from 0.606 to 0.317.
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SINDy measles model with reduced birth rate: noisy annual cycle

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 35: The SINDy measles model predicts a noisy annual attractor when the recruit-
ment rate is reduced. This figure depicts the simulated timeseries of the SINDy measles
model with a reduced birth rate, under additive noise for a different random number seed
than Figure 9 of the main text or for other Supplementary Figures showing similar results:
subpanels show the proportion of susceptible (a) and infected (c) individuals over time and
the corresponding power spectral density plots for the susceptible (b) and infectious (d) time
series. The power spectral density plots show strong power at a frequency of 0.5/year and
a lesser peak at 1/year, corresponding to a prominent biennial cycle. White noise with a
coefficient of 1.5× 10−3 was added to the right-hand side of the SINDy-discovered system of
differential equations to generate these plots. See Methods for details about computation of
the power spectral density. To simulate a reduced recruitment rate of newly-born susceptible
individuals from 2.60/year to 1.36/year (expressed as the total fertility rate of susceptible
offspring) between 1948-1967 and 1968-1988 in the United Kingdom due to falling birth rates
and mass vaccination the coefficient of S was changed from 0.606 to 0.317.
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SINDy measles model with reduced birth rate: noisy annual cycle

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 36: The SINDy measles model predicts a noisy annual attractor when the recruit-
ment rate is reduced. This figure depicts the simulated timeseries of the SINDy measles
model with a reduced birth rate, under additive noise for a different random number seed
than Figure 9 of the main text or for other Supplementary Figures showing similar results:
subpanels show the proportion of susceptible (a) and infected (c) individuals over time and
the corresponding power spectral density plots for the susceptible (b) and infectious (d) time
series. The power spectral density plots show strong power at a frequency of 0.5/year and
a lesser peak at 1/year, corresponding to a prominent biennial cycle. White noise with a
coefficient of 1.5× 10−3 was added to the right-hand side of the SINDy-discovered system of
differential equations to generate these plots. See Methods for details about computation of
the power spectral density. To simulate a reduced recruitment rate of newly-born susceptible
individuals from 2.60/year to 1.36/year (expressed as the total fertility rate of susceptible
offspring) between 1948-1967 and 1968-1988 in the United Kingdom due to falling birth rates
and mass vaccination the coefficient of S was changed from 0.606 to 0.317.
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SINDy measles model with reduced birth rate: noisy annual cycle

c) d)

a) b)

Figure 37: The SINDy measles model predicts a noisy annual attractor when the recruit-
ment rate is reduced. This figure depicts the simulated timeseries of the SINDy measles
model with a reduced birth rate, under additive noise for a different random number seed
than Figure 9 of the main text or for other Supplementary Figures showing similar results:
subpanels show the proportion of susceptible (a) and infected (c) individuals over time and
the corresponding power spectral density plots for the susceptible (b) and infectious (d) time
series. The power spectral density plots show strong power at a frequency of 0.5/year and
a lesser peak at 1/year, corresponding to a prominent biennial cycle. White noise with a
coefficient of 1.5× 10−3 was added to the right-hand side of the SINDy-discovered system of
differential equations to generate these plots. See Methods for details about computation of
the power spectral density. To simulate a reduced recruitment rate of newly-born susceptible
individuals from 2.60/year to 1.36/year (expressed as the total fertility rate of susceptible
offspring) between 1948-1967 and 1968-1988 in the United Kingdom due to falling birth rates
and mass vaccination the coefficient of S was changed from 0.606 to 0.317.
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6 Birth rate data

Figure 38: Birth rate data used for susceptible reconstruction, for the UK (top) and Ontario
(bottom).
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7 Susceptible Reconstruction

(a) Measles (UK) (b) chickenpox (Ontario)

(c) Rubella (Ontario)

Figure 39: Suceptible reconstructions for measles (a), chickenpox (b), and rubella (c) using
the global regression method.
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(a) Measles (UK) (b) chickenpox (Ontario)

(c) Rubella (Ontario)

Figure 40: Suceptible reconstructions for measles (a), chickenpox (b), and rubella (c) using
the locally linear regression method.
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8 Transmission rate reconstruction

(a) Incidence (measles) (b) Transmission rate estimate (measles)

(c) Incidence (chickenpox) (d) Transmission rate estimate (chickenpox)

(e) Incidence (rubella) (f) Transmission rate estimate (rubella)

Figure 41: Reconstructed time-varying transmission rate β(t) for three infectious diseases.
Subpanels show weekly case notifications for (a) measles, (c) chickenpox, and (e) rubella and
(b, d, f) their corresponding reconstructed β(t). Red line in (b,d,f) shows mean value of
reconstruction, and shaded areas show +/- one standard deviation.
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9 SIR Model Fitting

Symbol R0 γ β1 µ φ
Description Basic Rep. Recovery Forcing Birth/death Forcing

Number rate amplitude rate phase
Range 6 - 16 0.55 - 1.25 0.05 - 0.35 3×10−4 - 6×10−4 0-51.5

Step Size 0.5 0.05 0.025 5×10−5 0.5

Table 1: Parameters, ranges, and step sizes used for fitting discrete SIR model (Eqs. 1-3 of
main text) to empirical data for each of the three disease datasets.

(a) Susceptibles (b) Infectious

β0 β1 γ µ
7.7 0.03 0.7 0.0005

.

Figure 42: Comparison between the empirical data and a fitted SIR model for the measles
dataset. Parameters used when simulating the discrete SIR model (Eqs. 1-3 of main text)
were obtained by sweeping across the grid defined by the ranges and step sizes given in Table
1, selecting parameters that gave the model that minimized residual error.
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(a) Susceptibles (b) Infectious

β0 β1 γ µ
7.8 0.3 0.6 0.0002

.

Figure 43: Comparison between the empirical data and a fitted SIR model for the chickenpox
dataset. Parameters used when simulating the discrete SIR model (Eqs. 1-3 of main text)
were obtained by sweeping across the grid defined by the ranges and step sizes given in Table
1, selecting parameters that gave the model that minimized residual error.
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(a) Susceptibles (b) Infectious

β0 β1 γ µ
7.7 0.15 0.7 0.0004

.

Figure 44: Comparison between the empirical data and a fitted SIR model for the rubella
dataset. Parameters used when simulating the discrete SIR model (Eqs. 1-3 of main text)
were obtained by sweeping across the grid defined by the ranges and step sizes given in Table
1, selecting parameters that gave the model that minimized residual error.
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