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One of the ways humans may become infected with Toxoplasma Study (Country) Pos Total Seroprev [CI]

Eglite 2000a (Latvia) 35 115 0.30 [0.22; 0.40] g

Kofoed 2017 (Denmark) 38 254 015 011 0.20] . ——
Lind 1994a (Denmark) 96 807 0.12 [0.10;0.14] 5
Deksne 2010 (Latvia) 16 232 0.07 [0.04;0.11
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We conducted a systematic review and meta-analysis of T. gondii Santoro 2017 (Estonia) 22 382 0.06 [0.04;0.09] &
Wallander 2016 (Sweden) 55 972 0.06 [0.04;0.07] =
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gondii is if they consume undercooked meat of infected animals.

seroprevalence in pigs, sheep, cattle, wild boars and moose in the Lunden 2002 (Sweden) 42 807 0.05 [0.04;0.07]
Eglite 2000b (Latvia) 13 265 0.05 [0.03;0.08]

Nordic-Baltic region, including studies from January 1990 to June Deksne 2013 (Latvia) 34 803 0.04 [0.03:0.06]

. . o[- . Felin 2015 (Finland) 43 1353 0.03 [0.02;004] =
2018. Thirty-two studies qualified for meta-analysis: 13 on Lind 1994b (Denmark) 124 4016 0.03 [0.03: 0.04

.
.
.
a
a
"
)
)
.
£
£
"
a
a
.
.
.
"
"
a
a
.

L . Skjerve 1996 (Norway) 42 1605 0.03 [0.02;0.04] &
domestic pigs, 6 on sheep, 3 on cattle, 6 on wild boars, and 4 on Fefmzmg(ﬁmand) 3 1116 0.01 [0.00. 0.01] @

moose. For each host species, we estimated the pooled apparent e 0.06 [0.03; 0.10] —e=—

Heterogeneity: /” = 96%, t° = 0.0139, %5, = 278.78 (p < 0.01) | | | | |
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seroprevalence using a random effects model, and subgroup

analyses were performed using mixed-effects models. |
Study (Country) Pos Total Seroprev [CI]

Eglite 2000a (Latvia) 9 20 045 [0.23;0.68]

. . Tagel 2019 (Estonia) 667 1599  0.42 [0.39; 0.44]
The estimated pooled seroprevalence was 6% in pigs (CI95%: 3— T e 2(010(Fm|)and) 477 1940  0.25 [0.23. 027

10%), 23% in sheep (CI95%: 12-36%), 7% in cattle (CI95%: 1- Biecs T8 Orws 45 AT 048 Bt BT

21%), 33% in wild boars (CI95%: 26-41%), and 16% in moose Syt Latvia) o W Al e S :
% 10—23° : : Random effects model 0.23 [0.12; 0.36] S——

(C195%: 10-23%). In all host species except wild boars, the pooled el sty A M g .+ | |

seroprevalence estimate was higher in >1-year-old than in 0 02 04 06 08

younger animals. The results indicate widespread exposure to T. Study (Country) Pos Total Seroprev [CI]

z : : : Jokelainen 2017(Estonia) 743 3991 0.19 [0.17; 0.20] g
gondii among animals raised or hunted for human consumption i r 0 (Eitan) & W0 o0 Bt a1 .

in the region. Eglite 2000 (Latvia) 2 254 0.01 [0.00;0.03] M-

Random effects model 0.07 [0.00; 0.21] ——
Heterogeneity: /° = 98%, 1° = 0.0299, x5 = 131.48 (p < 0.01) | | | | | | |
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Study (Country) Pos Total Seroprev [CI]

Q
%{ Q Wallander 2015(Sweden) 657 1327 0.50 [0.47: 0.52
o © Deksne 2013 (Latvia) 201 606 0.33 [0.29: 0.37]
Jokelainen 2012 (Finland) 65 197 0.33 [0.26; 0.40
SR : P - Laforet 2019 (Denmark) 30 101 0.30 [0.21; 0.40]
R i - Malmsten 2018 (Sweden) 80 276 0.29 [0.24: 0.35]
nistudiesionshisep - Jokelainen 2015 (Estonia) 113 471 0.24 [0.20; 0.28

® 1 studies on cattle

= Studi_ES on wild boars % o Random effects model 0.33 [0.26; 0.41]
® n studies on moose o Heterogeneity: /2 = 96%, t = 0.0084, 2 = 136.27 (p < 0.01) I |

0 01020304 05 06 0.7

ICELAND

SWEDEN

L= o=
=~ ©
©
=z NORWAY 0
9]
2

Study (Country) Pos Total Seroprev [CI]
Remes 2018 (Estonia) 111 463 0.24 [0.20; 0.28]

1

Malmsten 2011 (Sweden) 85 417 0.20 [0.17; 0.25

]

. —i—
Vikagren 2004 (Norway) 270 2142 0.13 [0.11; 0.14 . u
Jokelainen 2010 (Finland) 116 1215 0.10 [0.08; 0.11] -
| | |
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Random effects model 0.16 [0.10; 0.23] ———

Heterogeneity: /* = 96%, t* = 0.0080, x5 = 68.67 (p < 0.01) | |
0 0.

Number of T. gondii seroprevalence studies that qualified for the Estimated pooled seroprevalence of T. gondii in domestic pigs,
meta-analysis, by host species and by country. sheep, cattle, wild boars and moose respectively, in the Nordic-
Adapted from Olsen et al. 2019. Baltic region using a random effects model.

Adapted from Olsen et al. 2019.
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