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Figures S1. Literature search, inclusion and exclusion process for S. Typhi
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Figure S2: Heterogeneity and funnel plot analyses of eligible S. Typhi studies in Nigeria
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Figure S3: Pooled prevalence and heterogeneity analysis of S. Typhi in humans by six geopolitical zones of Nigeria
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Figure S4: Pooled prevalence of S. Typhi and heterogeneity of eligible studies by health status of humans
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Figure S5: Pooled prevalence of S. Typhi and heterogeneity of eligible studies by year of studies on humans
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(c) Non-drinking water from tap, well, river, and pond
Figure S6: Pooled prevalence of S. Typhi and heterogeneity of eligible studies by types of environmental samples
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Obaro et al 2015 0.028 0.025 0.031 -58.754 0.000

Ramyil et al 2015 0.200 0.117 0.320 -4.295 0.000

Fashae et al 2017 0.001 0.000 0.020 -4.714 0.000

Ohanu et al 2019 0.038 0.028 0.051 -20.494 0.000

Joshua et al 2017 0.752 0.669 0.820 5.356 0.000

David et al 2015 0.382 0.341 0.425 -5.263 0.000

Adikwu et al 2018 0.570 0.540 0.600 4.489 0.000

Ali and Abdallah 2019 0.595 0.432 0.739 1.144 0.253

Abdullahi et al 2017 0.012 0.005 0.028 -9.822 0.000
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Study name Statistics for each study Event rate 
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rate limit limit Z-Value p-Value

Adesakin et al 2020 0.600 0.200 0.900 0.444 0.657

Eneyi et al 2024 0.900 0.676 0.975 2.948 0.003
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