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Table 1. Frequency of TBEV prevalence in ticks, and subgroup analysis.

" No. No. No. Prevalence % Heterogeneity
Subgroup Neclobleg Studies  Samples  Positive (95%CI) z p 12
Dermacentor silvarum 5 1680 181 8.1(3.2-12.9) 4317 0.000 0
Ixodes persulcatus 14 8528 338 6.7 (5.0-8.5) 7.614  0.000 94.40%
Spedies Dermacentor nuttalli 2 484 17 3.4(19-5.0) 1422 0.155 0
Hyalomma asiaticum kozlovi 1 178 2 1.1 (-0.4-2.7) 3260 0.001 86.70%
Ixodes ovatus 1 717 2 03 (=0.1-0.7) 1416  0.157 0
Samplin 2011-2023 13 9523 454 6.3 (4.7-7.8) 7757  0.000  94.20%
RS 2000-2010 4 2184 89 4.8 (04-9.2) 2151 0.031  96.30%
Jilin 6 1753 221 13.4(83-184) 3304  0.000 84.50%
— Inner Mongolia 6 1379 69 4.5 (1.8-7.1) 5177  0.000 89.70%
el Heilongjiang 8 7858 251 3.9 (25-5.4) 5238  0.000 93.00%
Yunnan 1 717 2 03 (—=0.1-0.7) 1416 0.000 0
Table 2. Frequency of TBEV seroprevalence in human serum, and subgroup analysis.
. No. No. No. Prevalence % Heterogeneity
Subgnug Vatiables Studies Samples Positive (95%CI) z P 2
i 2011-2023 8 2533 400 17.6 (11.3-23.8) 5506  0.000  94.80%
ping 20002010 13 4549 253 4.7(29-64) 25256 0.031  88.90%
Xinjiang 4 894 142 14.5(79-211) 4297 0.000  87.60%
Heilongjiang k! 1124 216 13.6 (1.6-25.6) 2225  0.000  98.00%
Inner Mongolia 2 1120 98 95(5.613.4) 4784 0.078  67.80%
— Jilin 4 1250 77 8.0 (3.3-12.8) 3314 0.000  90.80%
ROFHICE Tibet 2 1256 81 5.5 (1.4-9.6) 2647 0.001  90.20%
Guizhou 1 113 7 6.2 (1.8-10.6) 2732 0.000 0
Liaoning 2 234 2 08 (—=0.340.2) 1407 0.847 000%
Yunnan 1 84 4 4.8 (0.2-9.3) 2049  0.000 0
Gatid Male [ 1584 227 17.2 (10.0-24.3) 4739 0.000  92.90%
e Female 4 549 122 22.5 (7.8-372) 3006 0.003 94.10%
Border guard 2 490 86 17.5 (14.2-20.9) 10212 0.000 0
7 S Herdsman 3 760 88 15.7 (0.4-31.0) 2008  0.045 96.20%
2 Forest worker 2 359 50 154 (-1.7-32.6) 1761 0.078 94.80%
Other 1 145 27 18.6 (12.3-25.0) 5158 0.000 0
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