Effect Size Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
<200

Tefera & Mebrie . 3 44.10[ 39.50, 48.70] 5.06
Girma et al. . » 33.00 [ 28.35, 37.65] 5.06
Kuti et al. 3 25.30 [ 21.45, 29.15] 5.10
Yeshanew et al. —— 4460 35.75, 53.45] 4.74
Heterogeneity: 7° = 79.96, I> = 92.56%, H’ = 13.43 -4 36.39[ 27.18, 45.60]

Test of ;= 0;: Q(3) =43.81, p=0.00

>200
Kebede et al. B 15.00[ 11.40, 18.60] 5.11
Mama & Alemu ] 36.00 [ 32.45, 39.55] 5.1
Mama & Alemu B 9.90[ 6.70, 13.10] 5.13
Abera et al. B 12.90[ 9.95, 15.85] 5.14
Gezehegn et al. B 14.50[ 11.15, 17.85] 5.12
Solomon et al. . B 41.00[ 36.10, 45.90] 5.04
Asires et al. —Jl— 61.90[ 53.15, 70.65] 4.75
Alemnew et al. . 3 16.80 [ 12.75, 20.85] 5.09
Kumma et al. 4+ 23.60[ 18.15, 29.05] 5.01
Alemu et al. ] 14.80[ 11.55, 18.05] 5.13
Diriba et al. — — 51.30 [ 40.40, 62.20] 4.54
Legese et al. s 3 11.00[ 6.75, 15.25] 5.08
Yesigat et al. . B 26.60 [ 20.90, 32.30] 4.99
Regassa et al. . B 33.20[ 27.75, 38.65] 5.01
Kumalo et al. B 26.90 [ 22.95, 30.85] 5.09
Gemechu et al. —— 48.50[ 39.10, 57.90] 4.69
Heterogeneity: 7 = 238.89, I’ = 98.07%, H* = 51.82 S = 27.34[ 19.64, 35.04]

Test of 6, = 6;: Q(15) = 450.84, p = 0.00

Overall <D 29.16 [ 22.61, 35.71]

Heterogeneity: 1° = 215.20, I” = 97.77%, H® = 44.86
Test of 8, = 8; Q(19) = 592.11, p = 0.00

Test of group differences: Qy(1) =2.18, p = 0.14

Random-effects REML model

S1: Pooled prevalence of IPs and EBIs among food handlers by sample size.



