Table S1. Egger’s for publication bias

	slope
	bias
	se.bias
	t
	df
	p-value

	0.0526
	6.2469
	1.5044
	4.15
	40
	0.0002


[image: C:\Users\HP\Desktop\Tahar meta\Fig. Forest_plot_expT.tiff]
Figure S1: Forest plot representation of Trypanosomatidae pathogen ingestion via tick blood feeding.
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Figure S2: Forest plot representation of the successful attempt to transmit Trypanosomatidae via injection of tick-infected material.  
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Figure S3: Forest plot representation of Trypanosomatidae transmission via ticks blood feeding. 
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Figure S4: Forest plot representation of successful vertical transmission. r
image1.tiff
Weight  Weight

Study Events Total Proportion  95%-Cl (common) (random)
Swellengrebel et al 101 B 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Le Brumpt 101 —_—ts 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Neiva 101 —_— 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Mayer and Roca-lima 101 —_—s 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Mayer 101 —1= 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Cross et Patel 101 —_— 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Cross 101 —_—ts 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Yorke et Macfie 101 —_— 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Kahan 101 —_—s 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Blanc and Caminopétros 101 —1= 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Dunn 101 — 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Malamos 0 1 — 000 [0.00;097]  28%  28%
Joyeux and Sautet 0 1 —_— 000 [0.00:097]  28%  28%
Wheeler and Charles 101 —_—s 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Mazzotti and Osorio 101 —1= 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
PACKCHANIAN 101 —_— 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Fengand Lu 101 —_—ts 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Lapierre 101 —_—= 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Rioux et al. 0 1 — 000 [0.00:097]  28%  28%
Burgdorfer et al. 101 —1= 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Krinsky and Burgdorfer 101 —_— 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Taylor-lewis 101 —_—ts 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Shastri and Deshpande 101 —_— 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
McKenzie 101 —_—s 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Morzaria et al 101 — 1= 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Latif et al. 0 1 — 000 [0.00;097]  28%  28%
Cotinho et al. 101 —_—t= 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Pazetal 101 —_—= 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Dantas-Torres et al. 0 1 — 000 [0.00:097]  28%  28%
Dantas-Torres et al. 101 —1= 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Vergne et al. 101 —_— 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Dabaghmanesh et al. 101 —_—ts 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Bilgic et al. 0 1 — 000 [0.00:097]  28%  28%
dos Anjos Aimeida et al. 101 —_—s 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Rakhshanpour et al. 101 —1= 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
Mahmoud et al 101 —_— 100 [0.02,100]  28%  28%
!
!
Common effect model 36 —_ 091 [0.72;1.00]  100.0% -
Randonm effects model —_— 091 [0.72; 1.00] - 100.0%

Heterogeneity: 1> = 0%, =0, p = 0.99
02 0 02 04 06 08 1




image2.tiff
Weight  Weight

Study Events Total Proportion  95%-Cl (common) (random)
Mayer and Roca-lima 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Mayer 11—t 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Yorke and Macfie [ 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Blanc and Caminopétros 11 —t= 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Blanc and Caminopétros 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Dunn 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Malamos o 1 Bt 000 [0.00;0.97]  48%  48%
Wheeler and Charles 11—t 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Mazzotti and Osorio 11 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Packchanian I 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Lapierre 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Rioux etal., o 1 Bt 000 [0.00;097]  48%  48%
Burgdorfer et ., o 1 000 [0.00:0.97]  48%  48%
Krinsky and Burgdorfer 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Taylor-lewis I 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Shastri and Deshpande 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
McKenzie 11—t 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Morzaria etal, 0o 1 EF—t 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Latif etal, 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Cotinho et al., 11—t 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Dantas-Torres et al., 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
!
!
Common effect model 21 —_— 072 [0.42;095]  100.0% -
Randonm effects model —_— 0.72 [0.42; 0.95] - 100.0%

Heterogeneity: 1> = 0%, =0, p = 0.64
02 0 02040608 1 12




image3.tiff
Weight  Weight

Study Events Total Proportion  95%-Cl (common) (random)
Neiva 11— 100 [0.02100]  48%  48%
Mayer and Roca-lima o 1 Bt 000 [0.00;097]  48%  48%
Mayer o 1 EF—t— 000 [0.00:0.97]  48%  48%
Cross and Patel 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Cross 11 —t— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Yorke and Macfie o 1 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Kahan 11—t 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Blanc and Caminopétros [ 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Dunn o 1 E—t— 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Wheeler and Charles 0o 1 Bt 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Lapierre 0o 1 000 [0.00;0.97]  48%  48%
Rioux etal., 0o 1 Tt 000 [0.00;097]  48%  48%
Burgdorfer et ., [ 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Taylor-lewis o 1 E—t— 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Shastri and Deshpande 01—t 000 [0.00:0.97]  48%  48%
McKenzie 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Morzaria etal, 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Latif etal, 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
dos Anjos Almeida 11— 100 [0.02,100]  48%  48%
Rakhshanpour et al., o 1 Tt 000 [0.00:097]  48%  48%
Mahmoud et al, 0o 1 000 [0.00;0.97]  48%  48%
!
!
Common effect model 21 —_— 0.34 [0.08;0.64]  100.0% -
Randonm effects model —_— 034 [0.08; 0.64] - 100.0%

Heterogeneity: 1> = 0%, =0, p = 0.57
02 0 02040608 1 12




image4.tiff
Weight  Weight

Study Events Total Proportion  95%-Cl (common) (random)
Blanc and Caminopétros 1 1 R 1.00 [0.02;1.00] 77% 77%
Lapierre o 1 0.00 [0.00;0.97] 7% 17%
Burgdorfer et al., 01—t 0.00 [0.00;0.97] 7% 17%
Shastri and Deshpande 0o 1 0.00 [0.00;0.97] 7% 17%
McKenzie 11— 1.00 [0.02;1.00] 1% 17%
Latifetal,, 1 1 R 1.00 [0.02;1.00] 77% 77%
Cotinho et al., o 1 0.00 [0.00;0.97] 7% 17%
Pazetal, 11—t 1.00 [0.02;1.00] 7% 17%
Dantas-Torres et al., 11—t 1.00 [0.02;1.00] 7% 17%
Dantas-Torres etal., 11 1.00 [0.02;1.00] 1% 17%
Vergne etal., I I 0.00 [0.00;0.97] 7% 17%
Dabaghmanesh et ., 11 —t—% 1.00 [0.02;1.00] 7% 17%
Bilgic et al., o 1 Bt 0.00 [0.00;0.97] 1% 17%
Common effect model 13 —_— 055 [0.18;0.90]  100.0% -
Randonm effects model —_— 055 [0.18; 0.90] - 100.0%

- —0p= I e e
Heterogeneity: 1> = 0%, °= 0, p = 0.45
02 0 02040608 1 12




