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Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl

Subgroup = Western i
Maleki et al. 17 126 B 0.13 [0.08;0.21]

Ghashghaei et al. 27 150 = 0.18 [0.12;0.25]
Rezaiemanesh et al. 56 192 ] 0.29 [0.23;0.36]
Raissi et al. 17 130 = 0.13 [0.08;0.20]
Sazmand et al. 14 120 ] 0.12 [0.07;0.19]
Zibaei et al. 63 285 = 0.22 [0.17;0.27]
Common effect model 1003 . 0.19 [0.17; 0.22]
Random effects model > 0.18 [0.13; 0.23]

Heterogeneity: /% = 78.4%, ©° = 0.1252, p = 0.0003

Subgroup = Northwestern

Pezeshki et al. 14 200 = 0.07 [0.04;0.11]
Jafari et al. 42 90 = 0.47 [0.36;0.57]
Nematollahi et al. 186 540 ] 0.34 [0.30; 0.39]
Tavassoli et al. 8 102 = 0.08 [0.03;0.19]
Yakhchali et al. 12 150 = 0.08 [0.04;0.14]
Gharadaghi et al. 28 300 | 0.09 [0.06;0.13]
Saraei et al. 3 95| 0.03 [0.01;0.09]
Common effect model 1477 0.20 [0.18; 0.22]
Random effects model 0= 0.12 [0.06; 0.24]

Heterogeneity: /1% = 96.2%, ©° = 1.1219, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = Southern

Rezanezhad et al. 4 100 = 0.04 [0.01;0.10]
Motazedian et al. 7 112 & 0.06 [0.03;0.12]
Common effect model 212 <& 0.05 [0.03; 0.09]
Random effects model < 0.05 [0.03; 0.09]

Heterogeneity: 1> = 0%, 1> = 0, p = 0.4645

Subgroup = Southwestern

Nasuhi et al. 11 150 =& 0.07 [0.04;0.13]
Mazhab-Jafari et al. 27 150 = 0.18 [0.12;0.25]
Shirvani et al. 9 180 H 0.05 [0.02;0.09]
Maraghi et al. 85 291 = 0.29 [0.24;0.35]
Khademvatan et al. 64 210 = 0.30 [0.24;0.37]
Khademvatan et al. 71 210 = 0.34 [0.27;0.41]
Common effect model 1191 < 0.22 [0.20; 0.25]
Random effects model ey 0.18 [0.10; 0.30]
Heterogeneity: /2 = 92.7%, ©° = 0.7092, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = Central

Mohaghegh et al. 51 220 = 0.23 [0.18;0.29]
Mohamadi et al. 9 60 = 0.15 [0.07;0.27]
Ghomashlooyan et al. 40 140 | 0.29 [0.21;0.37]
Tavalla et al. 50 150 = 0.33 [0.26; 0.41]
Tavalla et al. 58 150 = 0.39 [0.31;0.47]
Khazan et al. 60 600 = 0.10 [0.08;0.13]
Common effect model 1320 0.20 [0.18; 0.23]
Random effects model ~— 0.23 [0.16; 0.33]
Heterogeneity: 1% = 94.2%, ©° = 0.3383, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = Northern

Mohaghegh et al. 67 141 = 0.48 [0.39; 0.56]
Ziaei Hezarjaribi et al. 22 580 H 0.04 [0.02; 0.06]
Common effect model 721 < 0.12 [0.10; 0.15]
Random effects model e —— 0.16 [0.02; 0.63]
Heterogeneity: /1% = 99.2%, ©° = 2.4497, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = Northeastern

Berenji et al. 18 195 = 0.09 [0.06;0.14]
Berenji et al. 16 145 = 0.11 [0.06;0.17]
Common effect model 340 < 0.10 [0.07; 0.14]
Random effects model < 0.10 [0.07; 0.14]
Heterogeneity: = 0%, = 0, p =0.5839

Common effect model 6264 0.18 [0.18; 0.19]
Random effects model <> 0.15 [0.12; 0.20]

[ I I T I !

0.1 02 03 04 05 06
Heterogeneity: /% = 94.4%, ©° = 0.8004, p < 0.0001  Effect Size
Test for subgroup differences (common effect): 12 =70.70, df =6 (p < 0.0001)
Test for subgroup differences (random effects): yg = 26.26, df = 6 (p = 0.0002)

Fig S.1. Forest plots for random-effects in the meta-analysis of the prevalence of Toxocara spp. eggs in
soil of public areas in Iran according of different regions.



Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl

Subgroup = 31-35

Maleki et al. 17 126 = 0.13 [0.08;0.21]
Ghashghaei et al. 27 150 = 0.18 [0.12;0.25]
Rezaiemanesh et al. 56 192 | ] 0.29 [0.23; 0.36]
Raissi et al. 17 130 = 0.13 [0.08;0.20]
Mohaghegh et al. 51 220 B 0.23 [0.18;0.29]
Shirvani et al. 9 180 = 0.05 [0.02;0.09]
Sazmand et al. 14 120 -] 0.12 [0.07;0.19]
Mohamadi et al. 9 60 ] 0.15 [0.07;0.27]
Ghomashlooyan et al. 40 140 = 0.29 [0.21;0.37]
Khademvatan et al. 64 210 ] 0.30 [0.24;0.37]
Khademvatan et al. 71 210 = 0.34 [0.27;0.41]
Tavalla et al. 50 150 | 0.33 [0.26; 0.41]
Tavalla et al. 58 150 = 0.39 [0.31;0.47]
Khazan et al. 60 600 = 0.10 [0.08;0.13]
Zibaei et al. 63 285 | 0.22 [0.17;0.27]
Common effect model 2923 < 0.21 [0.19; 0.22]
Random effects model i 0.20 [0.15; 0.26]
Heterogeneity: /> = 91.2%, t° = 0.3947, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = 36-40

Pezeshki et al. 14 200 &= 0.07 [0.04;0.11]
Jafari et al. 42 90 = 0.47 [0.36; 0.57]
Nematollahi et al. 186 540 = 0.34 [0.30;0.39]
Mohaghegh et al. 67 141 B 0.48 [0.39;0.56]
Tavassoli et al. 8 102 ] 0.08 [0.03;0.15]
Yakhchali et al. 12 150 =& 0.08 [0.04;0.14]
Gharadaghi et al. 28 300 ] 0.09 [0.06;0.13]
Saraei et al. 3 95 & 0.03 [0.01;0.09]
Ziaei Hezarjaribi et al. 22 580 H 0.04 [0.02; 0.06]
Bereniji et al. 18 195 ] 0.09 [0.06;0.14]
Common effect model 2393 0.17 [0.15; 0.18]
Random effects model S 0.12 [0.06; 0.23]
Heterogeneity: /> = 97.1%, t° = 1.3136, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = 25-30

Rezanezhad et al. 4 100 = 0.04 [0.01;0.10]
Nasuhi et al. 11 150 &= 0.07 [0.04;0.13]
Mazhab-Jafari et al. 27 150 = 0.18 [0.12;0.25]
Maraghi et al. 85 291 | 0.29 [0.24;0.35]
Motazedian et al. 7 112 H 0.06 [0.03;0.12]
Bereniji et al. 16 145 ] 0.11 [0.06;0.17]
Common effect model 948 : 0.16 [0.14; 0.18]
Random effects model <= 0.11 [0.06; 0.19]
Heterogeneity: /> = 91.5%, t° = 0.5317, p < 0.0001

Common effect model 6264 0.18 [0.18; 0.19]
Random effects model 0.15 [0.12; 0.20]

01 02 03 04 05
Heterogeneity: /* = 94.4% t* = 0.8004, p < 0.0001  Effect Size
Test for subgroup differences (common effect): %2 =19.17,df =2 (p <0.0001)
Test for subgroup differences (random effects): y; = 4.84, df = 2 (p = 0.0891)

Fig S.2. Forest plots for random-effects in the meta-analysis of the prevalence of Toxocara spp. eggs in
soil of public areas in Iran according of geographical latitude.



Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl

Subgroup = 40-49

Maleki et al. 17 126 0.13 [0.08; 0.21]
Ghashghaei et al. 27 150 0.18 [0.12; 0.25]
Pezeshki et al. 14 200 H 0.07 [0.04;0.11]
Jafari et al. 42 90 == 0.47 [0.36; 0.57]
Rezaiemanesh et al. 56 192 | 0.29 [0.23; 0.36]
Raissi et al. 17 130 = 0.13 [0.08; 0.20]
Nematollahi et al. 186 540 | 0.34 [0.30; 0.39]
Mazhab-Jafari et al. 27 150 & 0.18 [0.12; 0.23]
Sazmand et al. 14 120 B 0.12 [0.07;0.19]
Maraghi et al. 85 291 E 0.29 [0.24;0.35]
Mohamadi et al. 9 60 B 0.15 [0.07; 0.27]
Tavassoli et al. 8 102 ] 0.08 [0.03;0.15]
Khademvatan et al. 64 210 | 0.30 [0.24;0.37]
Khademvatan et al. 71 210 = 0.34 [0.27;0.41]
Yakhchali et al. 12 150 &= 0.08 [0.04; 0.14]
Gharadaghi et al. 28 300 | 0.09 [0.06; 0.13]
Zibaei et al. 63 285 = 0.22 [0.17;0.27]
Common effect model 3306 < 0.22 [0.21; 0.24]
Random effects model S 0.18 [0.14; 0.24]
Heterogeneity: /° = 92%, ° = 0.4751, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = 50-59

Rezanezhad et al. 4 100 W 0.04 [0.01;0.10]
Nasuhi et al. 11 150 &= 0.07 [0.04;0.13]
Mohaghegh et al. 51 220 -] 0.23 [0.18; 0.29]
Mohaghegh et al. 67 141 o 0.48 [0.39; 0.56]
Shirvani et al. 9 180 = 0.05 [0.02; 0.09]
Ghomashlooyan et al. 40 140 = 0.29 [0.21;0.37]
Tavalla et al. 50 150 B 0.33 [0.26; 0.41]
Tavalla et al. 58 150 o 0.39 [0.31;0.47]
Khazan et al. 60 600 = 0.10 [0.08;0.13]
Motazedian et al. 7 112 & 0.06 [0.03;0.12]
Saraei et al. 3 95 &= 0.03 [0.01; 0.09]
Ziaei Hezarjaribi et al. 22 580 H= 0.04 [0.02; 0.06]
Berenji et al. 18 185 o 0.09 [0.06; 0.14]
Berenji et al. 16 145 = 0.11 [0.06; 0.17]
Common effect model 2958 0.14 [0.13; 0.15]
Random effects model == 0.12 [0.07; 0.20]
Heterogeneity: /° = 95.8%, t° = 1.1190, p < 0.0001

Common effect model 6264 0.18 [0.18; 0.19]
Random effects model <= 0.15 [0.12; 0.20]

01 02 03 04 05
Heterogeneity: /° = 94.4%, t° = 0.8004, p < 0.0001 Effect Size
Test for subgroup differences (common effect): )(2 =70.73,df =1 (p < 0.0001)
Test for subgroup differences (random effects): y; = 2.04, df =1 (p = 0.1535)

Fig S.3. Forest plots for random-effects in the meta-analysis of the prevalence of Toxocara spp. eggs in
soil of public areas in Iran according of geographical longitude.



Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl

Subgroup = <50

Maleki et al. 17 126 0.13 [0.08; 0.21]
Ghashghaei et al. 27 150 0.18 [0.12;0.25]
Rezanezhad et al. 4 100 &= 0.04 [0.01;0.10]
Rezaiemanesh et al. 56 192 = 0.29 [0.23; 0.36]
Raissi et al. 17 130 = 0.13 [0.08; 0.20]
Nasuhi et al. 11 150 &= 0.07 [0.04;0.13]
Mohaghegh et al. 51 220 -] 0.23 [0.18; 0.29]
Shirvani et al. 9 180 H 0.05 [0.02; 0.09]
Mohamadi et al. 9 60 == 0.15 [0.07;0.27]
Ghomashlooyan et al. 40 140 | 0.29 [0.21;0.37]
Tavalla et al. 50 150 = 0.33 [0.26; 0.41]
Tavalla et al. 58 150 = 0.39 [0.31;0.47]
Khazan et al. 60 600 | 0.10 [0.08;0.13]
Zibaei et al. 63 285 = 0.22 [0.17;0.27]
Motazedian et al. 7 112 &= 0.06 [0.03;0.12]
Berenji et al. 16 145 [+ 0.11 [0.06; 0.17]
Common effect model 2890 0.17 [0.16; 0.19]
Random effects model == 0.15 [0.11; 0.21]
Heterogeneity: /° = 91.3%, 1° = 0.5539, p < 0.0001

Subgroup =>50

Pezeshki et al. 14 200 H 0.07 [0.04; 0.11]
Jafari et al. 42 90 = 0.47 [0.36; 0.57]
Nematollahi et al. 186 540 = 0.34 [0.30; 0.39]
Mazhab-Jafari et al. 27 150 | 0.18 [0.12;0.25]
Mohaghegh et al. 67 141 o 0.48 [0.39; 0.56]
Sazmand et al. 14 120 | 0.12 [0.07; 0.19]
Maraghi et al. 85 291 == 0.29 [0.24;0.35]
Tavassoli et al. 8 102 ] 0.08 [0.03;0.15]
Khademvatan et al. 64 210 = 0.30 [0.24;0.37]
Khademvatan et al. 71 210 ] 0.34 [0.27; 0.41]
Yakhchali et al. 12 150 =& 0.08 [0.04; 0.14]
Gharadaghi et al. 28 300 == 0.09 [0.06; 0.13]
Saraei et al. 3 9 = 0.03 [0.01; 0.09]
Ziaei Hezarjaribi et al. 22 580 H= 0.04 [0.02; 0.06]
Berenji et al. 18 185 == 0.09 [0.06; 0.14]
Common effect model 3374 0.20 [0.18; 0.21]
Random effects model e 0.16 [0.10; 0.24]
Heterogeneity: /° = 95.9% t° = 1.0535, p < 0.0001

Common effect model 6264 0.18 [0.18; 0.19]
Random effects model = 0.15 [0.12; 0.20]

01 02 03 04 05
Heterogeneity: /° = 94.4%, <* = 0.8004, p < 0.0001  Effect Size
Test for subgroup differences (common effect): xz =6.27,df =1 (p = 0.0123)
Test for subgroup differences (random effects): ¥, = 0.02, df = 1 (p = 0.9002)

Fig S.4. Forest plots for random-effects in the meta-analysis of the prevalence of Toxocara spp. eggs in
soil of public areas in Iran according of geographical humidity.



Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl

Subgroup =2014-2019

Maleki et al. 17 126 0.13 [0.08; 0.21]
Ghashghaei et al. 27 150 = 0.18 [0.12; 0.25]
Pezeshki et al. 14 200 &= 0.07 [0.04;0.11]
Jafari et al. 42 90 = 0.47 [0.36; 0.57]
Rezanezhad et al. 4 100 &= 0.04 [0.01;0.10]
Nematollahi et al. 186 540 ] 0.34 [0.30; 0.39]
Mazhab-Jafari et al. 27 150 = 0.18 [0.12; 0.25]
Shirvani et al. 9 180 &= 0.05 [0.02;0.09]
Maraghi et al. 85 291 = 0.29 [0.24; 0.35]
Mohamadi et al. 9 80 ] 0.15 [0.07;0.27]
Ghomashlooyan et al. 40 140 -] 0.29 [0.21;0.37]
Khademvatan et al. 64 210 ] 0.30 [0.24;0.37]
Khademvatan et al. 71 210 = 0.34 [0.27;0.41]
Yakhchali et al. 12 150 &= 0.08 [0.04;0.14]
Ziaei Hezarjaribi et al. 22 580 E= 0.04 [0.02;0.06]
Berenji et al. 18 195 = 0.09 [0.06; 0.14]
Berenji et al. 16 145 = 0.11 [0.06; 0.17]
Common effect model 3517 ‘ 0.19 [0.18; 0.20]
Random effects model g 0.15 [0.10; 0.22]
Heterogeneity: 1° = 94.8%, t° = 0.8144, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = 2020-2025

Rezaiemanesh et al. 56 192 -] 0.29 [0.23;0.36]
Raissi et al. 17 130 ] 0.13 [0.08; 0.20]
Nasuhi et al. 11 150 &= 0.07 [0.04;0.13]
Mohaghegh et al. 51 220 = 0.23 [0.18; 0.29]
Mohaghegh et al. 67 141 ] 0.48 [0.39; 0.56]
Sazmand et al. 14 120 = 0.12 [0.07;0.19]
Common effect model 953 < 0.23 [0.20; 0.25]
Random effects model e 0.19 [0.11; 0.32]
Heterogeneity: 1° = 93.6%, t° = 0.6142, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = 2006-2013

Tavassoli et al. 8 102 = 0.08 [0.03;0.15]
Gharadaghi et al. 28 300 = 0.09 [0.06;0.13]
Tavalla et al. 50 150 = 0.33 [0.26; 0.41]
Tavalla et al. 58 150 = 0.39 [0.31;0.47]
Khazan et al. 60 600 = 0.10 [0.08;0.13]
Zibaei et al. 63 285 = 0.22 [0.17;0.27]
Motazedian et al. 7 112 = 0.06 [0.03;0.12]
Saraei et al. 3 95 = 0.03 [0.01;0.09]
Common effect model 1794 0.15 [0.14; 0.17]
Random effects model === 0.13 [0.07; 0.23]
Heterogeneity: 1° = 94.7%, t° = 0.8375, p < 0.0001

Common effect model 6264 0.18 [0.18; 0.19]
Random effects model 0.15 [0.12; 0.20]

01 02 03 04 05
Heterogeneity: 1° = 94.4%, t° = 0.8004, p < 0.0001  Effect Size
Test for subgroup differences (common effect): ;(2 =22.27,df =2 (p <0.0001)
Test for subgroup differences (random effects): x5 = 1.01, df = 2 (p = 0.6037)

Fig S.5. Forest plots for random-effects in the meta-analysis of the prevalence of Toxocara spp. eggs in
soil of public areas in Iran according of publication year.



Study Events Total Proportion 95%-CI
Subgroup = 0-150 L

Maleki et al. 17 126 = 0.13 [0.08; 0.21]
Ghashghaei et al. 27 150 = 0.18 [0.12; 0.25]
Jafari et al. 42 90 3 = 0.47 [0.36; 0.57]
Rezanezhad et al. 4 100 E= 3 0.04 [0.01; 0.10]
Raissi et al. 17 130 = 0.13 [0.08; 0.20]
Nasuhi et al. 11 150 W& 0.07 [0.04;0.13]
Mazhab-Jafari et al. 27 150 L 0.18 [0.12; 0.25]
Mohaghegh et al. 67 141 | | 0.48 [0.39; 0.56]
Sazmand et al. 14 120 EE 0.12 [0.07; 0.19]
Mohamadi et al. 9 60 - 0.15 [0.07; 0.27]
Tavassoli et al. 8 102 = 0.08 [0.03; 0.15]
Ghomashlooyan et al. 40 140 ] 0.29 [0.21;0.37]
Yakhchali et al. 12 150 = 0.08 [0.04; 0.14]
Tavalla et al. 50 150 = 0.33 [0.26; 0.41]
Tavalla et al. 58 150 = 0.39 [0.31; 0.47]
Motazedian et al. 7 112 & 0.06 [0.03;0.12]
Saraei et al. 3 95 = 0.03 [0.01; 0.09]
Berenji et al. 16 145 & 0.11 [0.06; 0.17]
Common effect model 2261 ‘ 0.19 [0.17; 0.21]
Random effects model == 0.15 [0.10; 0.22]
Heterogeneity: 1° = 92.6%, t° = 0.8355, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = 150-300

Pezeshki et al. 14 200 H 0.07 [0.04; 0.11]
Rezaiemanesh et al. 56 192 = 0.29 [0.23; 0.36]
Mohaghegh et al. 51 220 o 0.23 [0.18; 0.29]
Shirvani et al. 9 180 = 0.05 [0.02; 0.09]
Maraghi et al. 85 291 = 0.29 [0.24; 0.35]
Khademvatan et al. 64 210 H 0.30 [0.24; 0.37]
Khademvatan et al. 71 210 = 0.34 [0.27; 0.41]
Gharadaghi et al. 28 300 = 0.09 [0.06; 0.13]
Zibaei et al. 63 285 = 0.22 [0.17;0.27]
Berenji et al. 18 195 == 0.09 [0.06; 0.14]
Common effect model 2283 0.20 [0.19; 0.22]
Random effects model e 0.17 [0.11; 0.26]
Heterogeneity: 1° = 93%, * = 0.5879, p < 0.0001

Subgroup =>300

Nematollahi et al. 186 540 = 0.34 [0.30; 0.39]
Khazan et al. 60 600 = 0.10 [0.08; 0.13]
Ziaei Hezarjaribi et al. 22 580 = 0.04 [0.02; 0.086]
Common effect model 1720 0.16 [0.14; 0.17]
Random effects model e — 0.12 [0.04; 0.31]
Heterogeneity: 1° = 98.9%, t° = 1.1237, p < 0.0001

Common effect model 6264 0.18 [0.18; 0.19]
Random effects model = 0.15 [0.12; 0.20]

01 02 03 04 05
Heterogeneity: /° = 94.4%, t° = 0.8004, p < 0.0001  Effect Size
Test for subgroup differences (common effect): X2 =13.91,df =2 (p = 0.0010)
Test for subgroup differences (random effects): y; = 0.58, df = 2 (p = 0.7500)

Fig S.6. Forest plots for random-effects in the meta-analysis of the prevalence of Toxocara spp. eggs in
soil of public areas in Iran according of sample size.



Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl
Subgroup = Cold semi-arid o

Maleki et al. 17 126 = 0.13 [0.08;0.21]
Ghashghaei et al. 27 150 = 0.18 [0.12;0.25]
Jafari et al. 42 90 = 0.47 [0.36;0.57]
Rezaiemanesh et al. 56 192 | 0.29 [0.23; 0.36]
Raissi et al. 17 130 = 0.13 [0.08; 0.20]
Nematollahi et al. 186 540 : = 0.34 [0.30;0.39]
Mohamadi et al. 9 60 | 0.15 [0.07;0.27]
Tavassoli et al. 8 102 = 0.08 [0.03; 0.15]
Yakhchali et al. 12 150 =& 0.08 [0.04;0.14]
Gharadaghi et al. 28 300 | 0.09 [0.06;0.13]
Tavalla et al. 50 150 | 0.33 [0.26;0.41]
Tavalla et al. 58 150 = 0.39 [0.31;0.47]
Khazan et al. 60 600 = 0.10 [0.08;0.13]
Zibaei et al. 63 285 = 0.22 [0.17;0.27]
Saraei et al. 3 95 &= 0.03 [0.01; 0.09]
Bereniji et al. 18 195 = 0.09 [0.06; 0.14]
Common effect model 3315 0.20 [0.18; 0.21]
Random effects model 0.17 [0.12; 0.23]
Heterogeneity: 1> = 94.2%, 1° = 0.6568, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = Cold Mountainous

Pezeshki et al. 14 200 = 0.07 [0.04;0.11]
Nasuhi et al. 11 150 = 0.07 [0.04;0.13]
Shirvani et al. 9 180 = 0.05 [0.02;0.09]
Sazmand et al. 14 120 = 0.12 [0.07;0.19]
Common effect model 650 <& 0.07 [0.06; 0.10]
Random effects model <& 0.07 [0.06; 0.10]
Heterogeneity: 1> = 34.6%, t° = 0.0028, p = 0.2044

Subgroup = Hot semi-arid

Rezanezhad et al. 4 100 &= 0.04 [0.01; 0.10]
Ghomashlooyan et al. 40 140 | 0.29 [0.21;0.37]
Khademvatan et al. 64 210 | 0.30 [0.24;0.37]
Khademvatan et al. 71 210 = 0.34 [0.27; 0.41]
Motazedian et al. 7 112 =& 0.06 [0.03;0.12]
Common effect model 772 < 0.24 [0.21; 0.27]
Random effects model R 0.17 [0.07; 0.33]
Heterogeneity: 1> = 90.8%, t° = 1.0108, p < 0.0001

Subgroup = Hot desert

Mazhab-Jafari et al. 27 150 = 0.18 [0.12;0.25]
Mohaghegh et al. 51 220 = 0.23 [0.18;0.29]
Maraghi et al. 85 291 = 0.29 [0.24;0.39]
Bereniji et al. 16 145 | 0.11 [0.06;0.17]
Common effect model 806 < 0.22 [0.19; 0.25]
Random effects model o 0.20 [0.14; 0.28]
Heterogeneity: 1> = 84.5%, t° = 0.1511, p = 0.0002

Subgroup = Caspian humid

Mohaghegh et al. 67 141 = 0.48 [0.39; 0.56]
Ziaei Hezarjaribi et al. 22 580 H 0.04 [0.02; 0.06]
Common effect model 721 < 0.12 [0.10; 0.15]
Random effects model R —— 0.16 [0.02; 0.63]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 99.2%, 1° = 2.4497, p < 0.0001

Common effect model 6264 0.18 [0.18; 0.19]

Random effects model

0.1
Heterogeneity: 12 = 94.4%, t* = 0.8004, p < 0.0001

02 03 04 05 06
Effect Size

0.15 [0.12; 0.20]

Test for subgroup differences (common effect): Xz =91.45,df =4 (p <0.0001)
Test for subgroup differences (random effects): y, = 24.09, df = 4 (p < 0.0001)

Fig S.7. Forest plots for random-effects in the meta-analysis of the prevalence of Toxocara spp. eggs in
soil of public areas in Iran according of different climate zone.
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Fig S.8. Sensitivity analysis on the pooled prevalence of Toxocara spp. eggs in soil of public areas in Iran



