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Abstract: There have been large numbers of studies on anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence in Europe,
however, the results of these studies have produced high variability of seroprevalence rates, making
interpretation increasingly problematic. Therefore, the aim of this study was to develop a clearer
understanding of anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence in Europe and identify risk groups for HEV exposure
by a meta-analysis of published studies. Methods: All European HEV-seroprevalence studies from
2003 to 2015 were reviewed. Data were stratified by assay, geographical location, and patient
cohort (general population, patients with HIV, solid-organ transplant recipients, chronic liver disease
patients, and individuals in contact with swine/wild animals). Data were pooled using a mixed-effects
model. Results: Four hundred thirty-two studies were initially identified, of which 73 studies were
included in the analysis. Seroprevalence estimates ranged from 0.6% to 52.5%, increased with age,
but were unrelated to gender. General population seroprevalence varied depending on assays:
Wantai (WT): 17%, Mikrogen (MG): 10%, MP-diagnostics (MP): 7%, DiaPro: 4%, Abbott 2%. The WT
assay reported significantly higher seroprevalence rates across all cohorts (p < 0.001). Individuals
in contact with swine/wild animals had significantly higher seroprevalence rates than the general
population, irrespective of assay (p < 0.0001). There was no difference between any other cohorts.
The highest seroprevalence was observed in France (WT: 32%, MP: 16%) the lowest in Italy (WT: 7.5%,
MP 0.9%). Seroprevalence varied between and within countries. The observed heterogeneity was
attributed to geographical region (23%), assay employed (23%) and study cohort (7%). Conclusion:
Seroprevalcence rates primarily depend on the seroassy that is used, followed by the geographical
region and study cohort. Seroprevalence is higher in individuals exposed to swine and/or wild
animals, and increases with age.
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1. Introduction

Hepatitis E virus (HEV) is hyperendemic in many developing countries, especially in Southeast
Asia and Africa, where it causes acute hepatitis predominantly in young adults. Hepatitis E is usually
an acute self-limiting illness, except in pregnant women and patients with underlying chronic liver
disease, who have mortality rates of up to 25% and 70%, respectively [1]. The disease is caused by HEV
genotypes 1 and 2, which are obligate human pathogens spread orofaecally via contaminated water
supplies. Cases occur both sporadically and occasionally in large outbreaks. Every year, an estimated
20 million HEV infections occur resulting in more than three million clinical cases and 70,000 deaths [2].

In developed regions, hepatitis E was previously thought to be rare and largely restricted to
travelers returning from endemic developing nations. This notion was mistaken [3]. Data published
throughout the last ten years show quite clearly that locally-acquired hepatitis E in Europe and
other developed countries is common. In contrast to imported HEV genotype 1 or 2 infections,
autochthonous hepatitis E in Europe and most developed countries is caused by genotype 3 and
features different clinical characteristics, in particular, it is largely a porcine zoonosis [4]. In addition,
chronic HEV infection occurs in the immunosuppressed. This includes transplant recipients receiving
immunosuppressive therapy [5–7], patients with haematological malignancy [8], and individuals
infected with HIV and low T CD4 count [9]. While patients with underlying chronic liver disease quite
frequently develop acute/subacute liver failure, with a mortality of 27% [10], hepatitis E in developed
countries is mostly asymptomatic [11,12]. As a result, HEV has found its way into the human blood
supply, with a surprisingly high frequency of viremic donors in some European countries [13–16].

One approach which helps our understanding of past and present infections in a community, is
the study of IgG seroprevalence. There have been a large number of anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence
studies in Europe that have been published over the last few years. The results of these studies have
been difficult to interpret, as seroprevalence estimates in Europe range from 0.6% to 52.5% [17,18] and
the wide range of results reported appear to depend on a number of variables. In particular, there
seems to be a large variability in seroprevalence estimates depending on the used anti-HEV IgG assay.
The aim of this study was to develop a clearer understanding of anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence in
Europe by a meta-analysis of published studies. In order to produce a realistic overview of anti-HEV
seroprevalence, we performed a detailed calculation of European anti-HEV-seroprevalence rates
depending on the used seroassay, the study cohort, and geographic location.

2. Methods

2.1. Search Strategy and Selection Criteria

The meta-analysis is reported in line with the guidelines of the “Preferred Reporting Items
for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses” (PRISMA) [19,20]. A keyword literature search was
performed in PubMed using the terms “hepatitis E seroprevalence”, “hepatitis E serosurvey”, “hepatitis
E epidemiology”, combined with “country”, restricting the search to publication dates between January
2003 and May 2015. Studies that did not report the type of assay employed, reported seroprevalence
rates in children, or had a sample size fewer than 20 were not included. No language restrictions were
applied. Only studies regarding seroprevalence rates in countries entirely contained in continental
Europe were included (i.e., excluding Turkey and the Russian Federation). Original abstracts were
obtained and assessed in detail for inclusion. Following abstract review, the full papers of the included
studies were reviewed (Figure 1). Data were reviewed independently by two investigators (J.H. and
S.P.) and any disagreements were resolved by discussion.
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Figure 1. Search algorithm for the anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence meta-analysis.

2.2. Data Extraction

The following information was extracted from each study: first author, journal, year of publication,
country, diagnostic assay used, number of patients, seroprevalence, type of patient cohort, age, and
gender of subjects. Data were stratified for three variables: assay employed, country of study, and
nature of study-cohort. We focused on five different study-cohorts: general population/blood donors,
patients infected with HIV, solid organ transplant recipients, patients with chronic liver disease, and
individuals with contact with swine/wild animals. The latter included veterinarians, farmers, forestry
workers, and slaughterhouse workers (Figure 1). Some studies provided information for more than
one study category (e.g., a different assay was employed for one or more study cohorts), so the total
number of data points exceeded the number of studies. Supplementary Table S1 shows the number
of included studies per country, while supplementary Table S2 provides detailed information on all
included studies and data extracted from each study.

2.3. Study Quality

Primary study quality criteria which were applied were: sample size ¥ 20; identification of assay
employed and confirmation that it was used according to the manufacturer’s instructions; absence
of age restriction of the study cohort (e.g., study limited to only age > 65 years, children and/or
adolescents < 18 years were excluded); population based study. Studies that did not meet all of the
study quality criteria were excluded from the meta-analysis.

2.4. Statistical Analysis

We estimated prevalence of anti-HEV IgG by pooling the study data in order to run a meta-analysis.
We used a mixed-effects model including the assay employed, the country of study and study
cohort information as single or interacting moderators. We used the double arcsine transformation
method for variance stabilization [21] and a restricted maximum likelihood (REML) estimator for
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prevalence estimation. The analysis was conducted using the R statistical platform (version 3.1.2)
and The metafor Package (version 1.9-5) [22]. The I2 statistic was used to estimate the amount of
heterogeneity accounted for by each model [23].

3. Results

The PubMed search identified 432 publications, which were screened by title and abstract.
Ninety-two articles were considered for full text assessment and reviewed by two independent
reviewers. Seventy-three studies from 11 countries were included in the final data analysis, with
reported seroprevalence rates ranging from 0.6% to 52.5% [17,18]. These studies were composed of
a total of 129,254 individuals who were tested for anti-HEV IgG and included 116,043 individuals from
the “general population” (healthy individuals), 4964 infected with HIV, 2629 solid organ transplant
recipients, 2971 patients with chronic liver disease, and 2647 with contact with swine/wild animals.
The study flowchart is shown in Figure 1.

3.1. Anti-HEV IgG Assays Employed

The pooled anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence rates determined by different commercial assays showed
large variability with reported seroprevalence rates ranging from 2% to 17% (Table 1). The most
frequently used assays were Wantai (WT), Mikrogen (MG), and MP-diagnostics (MP). For these three
assays the pooled seroprevalence rates for the general population were: WT 17% (95% confidence
interval, 12.2%–21.2%), MG 10% (3.2%–20.4%), and MP 7% (1.9%–14.1%). For the general population
the WT assays reported significantly higher seroprevalence rates compared to MG (p < 0.05) and
MP (p < 0.01). This pattern was observed in all study cohorts (Figure 2). Nine studies assessed
seroprevalence rates in a given population by using different assays and found a large discordance
between determined seroprevalence rates (Table 2). Importantly, estimated seroprevalence rates in
these studies showed the same pattern as seen in Figure 2, with the highest seroprevalence estimated
by WT, followed by MG and MP.

Table 1. Anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence rates determined by different commercial assays for different
study cohorts.

Study cohort Wantai Mikrogen MP Abbott Adaltis Dia.Pro Others

General Population (%) 16.90 10.11 6.50 2.29 8.72 4.35 12.48
Sample size (n) 88,204 1777 14,385 1077 nd * 5,176 3667

Liver Disease (%) 16.05 9.55 6.13 2.02 8.2 3.94 11.86
Sample size (n) nd * 41 801 129 nd * nd * 2000

Transplant recipients (%) 18.36 11.42 7.69 2.97 9.96 5.22 13.91
Sample size (n) 415 124 1328 262 64 448 52

HIV (%) 15.69 9.26 5.900 1.88 7.93 3.75 11.55
Sample size (n) 2047 nd * 1579 123 429 548 238

Swine/Animal Contatct (%) 28.51 20.13 15.26 8.37 18.25 11.82 23.21
Sample size (n) 101 709 1354 202 43 nd * 995

* For combinations of seroassays and study cohorts for which reported seroprevalence rates were not determined
(nd), the seroprevalence was calculated by using a restricted maximum likelihood estimator model (R statistical
platform and The metafor Package).
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Figure 2. The relationship between anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence rates and the assay employed in
different study cohorts. The difference between Wantai (WT) vs. Mikrogen (MG) and WT vs. MP was
statistically significant after adjusting for study cohort (WT vs. MG: p < 0.05; WT vs. MP: p < 0.001).

Table 2. Studies assessing anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence in a given population by different anti HEV-IgG
assays (n = 9).

Journal Year First
Author

Cohort
Size Sero-PrevalenceAssay Cohort Country

Transfusion 2015 Holm 504 10.7 Other GP Denmark
Transfusion 2015 Holm 504 19.8 Wantai GP Denmark

J Clin Virol 2013 Rossi-Tamisier 64 10.9 Adaltis Tx France
J Clin Virol 2013 Rossi-Tamisier 64 31.3 Wantai Tx France

J Infect Dis 2012 Wenzel 200 18 Mikrogen GP Germany
J Infect Dis 2012 Wenzel 200 4.5 MP GP Germany
J Infect Dis 2012 Wenzel 200 29.5 Other GP Germany

Hepatology 2014 Wenzel 1092 14.5 Mikrogen GP Germany
Hepatology 2014 Wenzel 1092 34 Other GP Germany

Med Mibrobiol Immun 2014 Krumbholz 235 8.5 Mikrogen GP Germany
Med Mibrobiol Immun 2014 Krumbholz 235 2.6 MP GP Germany
Med Mibrobiol Immun 2014 Krumbholz 235 7.7 Other GP Germany
Med Mibrobiol Immun 2014 Krumbholz 302 17.9 Mikrogen SW Germany
Med Mibrobiol Immun 2014 Krumbholz 302 3.5 MP SW Germany
Med Mibrobiol Immun 2014 Krumbholz 302 13.2 Other SW Germany

Epidemiol Infect 2008 Bouwknegt 644 1.7 Abbott GP Netherlands
Epidemiol Infect 2008 Bouwknegt 644 4.2 MP GP Netherlands
Epidemiol Infect 2008 Bouwknegt 49 8.1 Abbott SW Netherlands
Epidemiol Infect 2008 Bouwknegt 49 12.2 MP SW Netherlands
Epidemiol Infect 2008 Bouwknegt 153 5.2 Abbott SW Netherlands
Epidemiol Infect 2008 Bouwknegt 153 3.9 MP SW Netherlands

Transfusion 2014 Sauleda 10,000 10.72 Mikrogen GP Spain
Transfusion 2014 Sauleda 10,000 19.96 Wantai GP Spain

PLoS One 2013 Schnegg 550 4.9 MP GP Switzerland
PLoS One 2013 Schnegg 550 4.2 Dia.Pro GP Switzerland
PLoS One 2013 Schnegg 550 21.2 Wantai GP Switzerland

J Med Virol 2010 Bendall 500 3.6 MP GP UK
J Med Virol 2010 Bendall 500 16.2 Wantai GP UK

GP: general population; Tx: transplant recipients; SW: swine/animal contact.
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3.2. Study Cohort

Individuals with close contact to swine/wild animals had higher seroprevalence rates compared to
the other study cohorts (Figures 2 and 3B). This finding was independent of the assay used. Compared
to the general population, individuals exposed to swine/wild animals had seroprevalence rates of 17%
(12.2%–21.2%) vs. 28% (16.9%–41.7%) (p < 000.1) using WT, 10% [3.2%–20.4%] vs. 20% (5.5%–40.9%)
(p < 0.001) using MG, and 7% (1.7%–14.1%) vs. 15% (3.6%–33%) (p < 0.001) when the MP assay was
employed. We found no statistically significant difference between the seroprevalence rates between
any of the other study cohorts (Figure 3B).
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Figure 3. (A) Anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence rates in the general population dependent on the used
seroassay; (B) comparison of estimated seroprevalence rates adjusted for patient cohort. Patient cohorts
from left to right: general population, liver diseases, HIV infections, transplant recipients, swine/wild
animal contact (farmers, veterinarians, slaughterhouse workers, forestry workers); (C) calculated
anti-HEV seroprevalence in different European countries. Exact seroprevalence rates are displayed
in Table 3; and (D) amount of heterogeneity explained by used seroassay, study cohort, and
geographical location.
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Table 3. Calculated seroprevalence rates for the general population.

Title Abbott Adaltis Dia.Pro Mikrogen MP Other Wantai

Austria 1.9% * 0.7% * 6.6% * 8.9% * 3.9% * 9.3% * 13.9%
Belgium 4.5% * 2.5% * 10.9% * 13.8% * 7.4% * 14.3% 19.7% *

Czech Republic 1.5% * 0.5% * 5.9% 8.1% * 3.3% * 8.5% * 12.9% *
Denmark 4.8% * 2.8% * 11.4% * 14.3% * 7.8% * 15.2% 19.8%

France 12.0% * 8.7% 21.1% * 24.7% * 16.3% 25.4%* 31.9%
Germany 2.6% 1.1% * 7.8% * 10.3% 4.8% 10.8% 29.5%

Italy 0.1% * 0.1% * 2.4% 3.9% * 0.9% * 4.1% 7.5%*
Netherlands 1.8% 0.6% * 6.4% 8.7% * 3.7% 9.1% 27.0%

Spain 2.2% 0.9% * 7.1% 9.5% * 4.3% 10.0%* 14.7%
Switzerland 1.8% * 0.6%* 4.2% 8.8% 4.2% 9.2% 21,2%

UK 1.4% * 0.4% * 5.7% * 7.9% * 3.2% 8.3% * 12.7%

* For combinations of seroassays and countries for which reported seroprevalence rates were not determined,
the seroprevalence was calculated using a restricted maximum likelihood estimator model (R statistical platform
and The metafor Package).

3.3. Geographical Location

Studies included in the meta-analysis were from Germany (n = 15), France (n = 14), Spain (n = 11),
United Kingdom (n = 9), the Netherlands (n = 8), Italy (n = 6), Denmark (n = 3), Switzerland (n = 3),
Austria (n = 2), Belgium (n = 1), and the Czech Republic (n = 1). Independent of the assay employed,
there were large differences in calculated seroprevalence rates between countries (Figure 3C). In the
general population, the highest seroprevalence was estimated for France (WT 32% [95% confidence
interval 19–47] %; MP 16 [4–35] %) and the lowest for Italy (WT 8 [1–21] %; MP 1 [0–12] %) followed by
the UK (WT 13 [10–17] %; MP 3 [0–10] %). The calculated seroprevalence in France was significantly
higher than in the UK (p < 0.001) and Italy (p < 0.001; Figure 3C). The difference between the UK and
Italy was not significant (p > 0.05).

In addition to differences in seroprevalence between countries, differences in seroprevalence have
also been reported within countries. Such regional differences have best been described in France and
the UK. The highest anti-HEV seroprevalence rates (52.5%) throughout Europe were reported in the
Midi-Pyrénées region of Southwest France [18]. Although the Midi-Pyrénées region is relatively small
(45,348 km2, population 2,926,592), the anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence rate varies significantly within
different administrative areas within the region. For example, in a study employing the WT assay,
the seroprevalence in the Ariège area (4890 km2, population 152,366) was 71% compared to 23.2% in
Aveyron and Lot (13,952 km2, population 450,575) [24].

In general, a significantly higher seroprevalence was reported for the south when compared
to the north of France [25]. However, this difference failed to reach statistical significance when we
compared the pooled anti-HEV seroprevalence from regions in Southern France (Toulouse, Marseille,
Rhones-Alpes, regions of Languedoc-Roussillon, Rhone-Alpes, Midi-Pyrénées, Hyere) with the rest of
the country (p > 0.05).

A north/south gradient has also been described in the UK. The lowest seroprevalence in central
Europe was found in Scotland (WT 4%) [26] with a calculated seroprevalence of 13 [10–17] % (WT) in
the rest of the UK (north vs. south: p < 0.05).

3.4. Age and Gender

Forty-six of the 73 studies provided data on age. Most studies (n = 33) only provided the median
age of participants. Analysis of age was further complicated by the fact that studies evaluating whether
anti-HEV IgG seropositivity increases with age used age categories that were not consistent between
studies. Therefore, no detailed statistical analysis of the influence of age on anti-HEV seroprevalence
could be performed. However, of the 18 studies which were evaluable in terms of age all but one [27]



Viruses 2016, 8, 211 8 of 14

showed that anti-HEV seroprevalence increases with age. Forty-five of the 73 studies provided
information on sex. No significant difference in HEV seroprevalence was found between genders.

3.5. Study Heterogeneity

Twenty-three percent of the observed heterogeneity in anti-HEV seroprevalence studies was due
to the assay employed and the geographical region, respectively. The study cohort accounted for
an additional 7% of the heterogeneity (Figure 3D). Thus, the majority of the observed heterogeneity
(52%) could be attributed to these three factors.

4. Discussion

The present study is the first meta-analysis of reported anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence rates in
Europe. Seventy-three articles compromising a total of 129,254 individuals were included. Published
seroprevalence rates ranged from 0.6% to 52.5%. Considerable heterogeneity was found between
studies that was mainly attributable to the anti-HEV IgG assay employed, the geographical location,
and the type of study cohort. Therefore, we calculated anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence depending on
geographical region, used seroassay, and studied population, which has, in our opinion, produced
a realistic overview of HEV seroprevalence in Europe and may allow a better interpretation of previous
and future studies on HEV seroprevalence in developing countries.

The majority of studies demonstrated a high exposure of the European population to HEV, which
contrasts with the relatively low (but increasing) number of reported hepatitis E cases in Europe.
This suggests that the majority of infections are asymptomatic and/or unrecognised [11,12]. Recently it
has been shown that locally-acquired infections with HEV genotype 3 tend to take a less severe course
than imported HEV infections [28].

The anti-HEV IgG assay employed had a significant influence on the reported seroprevalence
rates. Commercial assays vary considerably in their performance with a large range of sensitivities and
specificities [29,30]. Nine studies assessed seroprevalence rates in a given population using different
assays (Table 2), which resulted in very different seroprevalence rates depending on the employed
assay. For instance, Schnegg et al. found a seroprevalence of 4.9% in Swiss blood donors by using
the MP assay, while the seroprevalence in the same population was more than 5 times higher (21%)
when determined by the WT assay [31]. Compared to all the other assays, the anti-HEV IgG WT assay,
in general, produces higher seroprevalence estimates and has been regarded by many as the “gold
standard” in the field [32]. The reason for this is that it has a validated sensitivity for detecting distant
infection of 98% [33]. None of the other assays have been validated in this way and at least one other
commonly used assay has a sensitivity for detecting distant infection of < 50% [33]. However, the WT
assay is regarded by some observers as producing seroprevalence results that are so high that they
stretch biological plausibility and are simply a reflection of the assay’s poor specificity. In common
with all other commercial assays, the WT assay has not been fully assessed in terms of specificity for
distant infection. However, there are adult populations that have very low seroprevalence when the
WT assay is used. These include Fiji (2%) [34], New Zealand (4%) [35], and Scotland (4.6%) [26] and, in
the hyperendemic area of Southwest France, the seroprevalence is 2% in children aged 2–4 years [18].
Taken together, these data suggest that the WT IgG assay does not lack specificity in determining
previous infection. Furthermore, several studies have reported that a considerable number of blood
donors have HEV RNA at time of donations (Table 4), which lends weight to the notion that the WT
assay gives credible estimates of viral pressure on populations over time.
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Table 4. HEV viremia and seroprevalence in blood donors in European countries.

Country Blood Donors HEV
RNA Positive

HEV IgG
Seroprevalence Reference

Midi-Pyrénées,
Southwest France *

1:1438 (1:2200) ** Gallian et al., 2014 [15]
52.5% Mansuy et al., 2011 [18]

Germany
1:1200 Vollmer et al., 2012 [16]
1:4525 Baylis et al., 2012 [36]

29.5% Wenzel et al., 2013 [29]

The Netherlands 1:2671 27.0% Slot et al., 2013 [37]

England

1:2848 * Hewitt et al., 2014 [13]
1:7000 12.0% Ijaz et al., 2012 [38]

16.0% Beale et al., 2011 [39]
16.0% Dalton et al., 2008 [4]

Sweden 1:7986 NA Baylis et al., 2012 [36]
Austria 1:8416 13.5% Fischer et al., 2015 [40]

Scotland 1:14,520 4.7% Cleland et al., 2013 [35]

Seroprevalence studies have been restricted to those employing the highly-sensitive and partially-validated
Wantai anti-HEV IgG assay. HEV RNA was genotype 3 in all cases. * deconstructed solvent-detergent treated
mini-pools. NA: not available. ** Midi-Pyrénées/Méditerranées: 1:1438, France: 1:2200.

The current study suggests that, after accounting for differences in the employed assays anti-HEV
seroprevalence varies between countries, the highest anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence rates are found in
France and the lowest in Italy. An important route of infection for HEV is thought to be via the food
chain, due to consumption of HEV-infected pork products. Another possible route of infection is due
to environmental contamination with HEV. Interestingly, while France has the highest seroprevalence,
the country’s consumption of pork is less than in many other European countries (Table 5), as is the
number of pigs produced (Table 5 and Figure 4). It would appear that there is no clear relationship, at
least at the country level, between anti-HEV seroprevalence and either pork consumption or production
(Table 5). However, anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence may relate to differences in culinary practices
between countries/regions and/or different rates of viremia/viral loads of HEV-contaminated pork
products in the human food chain. In France, for example, HEV has been found to contaminate a range
of pork-based food delicacies, often at very high viral loads [41]. This includes figatellu, which is
a pork liver sausage commonly consumed in Southern France. Figatellu is meant to be consumed after
cooking, but is commonly eaten raw and has been implicated in a number of cases of locally-acquired
hepatitis E in Southern France [18,42].

Table 5. HEV seroprevalence and pig production/consumption.

Country

Estimated
Human HEV

Seroprevalence
(WT Assay)

Number of Pigs
Slaughtered 2013

(Millions)

Human
Population 2013

(Millions)

Pigs/Human
Ratio **

Pork
Consumption

(Thousand
Tons) ***

Pork
Consumption

(Kg) per
Capita ***

France 31.9 23,747 63.9 0.37 1931 30.2
Germany 29.5 58,628 80.6 0.72 4358 54.1
Denmark 19.8 19,108 5.6 3.41 352 62.9

Netherlands 27.0 14,014 16.8 0.83 640 38.1
Belgium 19.7 11,915 11.2 1.06 452 40.4

Spain 14.7 41,418 46.6 0.31 2363 50.7
Switzerland 13.8 No comparative data 8.1 NA 201 * 24.8

Austria 13.9 5417 8.5 0.64 474 55.8
Czech

Republic 12.9 2652 10.5 0.25 437 41.6

UK 12.7 10,299 64.1 0.16 1542 24.1
Italy 7.5 13,099 59.8 0.22 2451 41.0

NA = not available; * 2010 data: [43–46]; ** Product-moment correlation between HEV seroprevalence and
pig human/ratio r = 0.197 (p = 0.630); *** Product-moment correlation between HEV seroprevalence and pork
consumption r = �0.195 (p = 0.591).
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Figure 4. A diagrammatic representation of the distribution of the number of sows in the European
Union [44].

Anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence not only varies between countries, but also within countries, with
significant variance between regional areas. The finding that there is more than a three-fold difference
in seroprevalence between the area of Ariège (71%) and Aveyron (23.2%), which are both in Southern
France and less than 200 km apart, is of particular interest [24]. Such a huge difference in seroprevalence
is unlikely to be solely explained by differences in culinary culture in inhabitants of neighbouring areas
of Southern France, and suggest that unknown environmental factors may have a role as the source of
human infection. This hypothesis is lent further weight by the recent finding that in Cornwall, UK
over 50% of patients presenting with hepatitis E lived within 2 km from the coast [47].

Despite the heterogeneity between studies, two themes have emerged: HEV seroprevalence is
higher in individuals exposed to swine/wild animals and increases with age. The observation that
anti-HEV seroprevalence is higher in individuals exposed to swine and wild animals further supports
the notion. Contrary to the widely held view that most infections in Europe are caused by consumption
of pork products contaminated with HEV [48], environmental factors may play an important role
in human infection. The finding that anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence increases with age comes as no
surprise and is likely to reflect cumulative life-time exposure to HEV, which appears to be similar in
men and women.

Nevertheless, the finding that no significant difference in HEV seroprevalence was observed
between genders is somewhat surprising, since symptomatic HEV infection in developed countries is
much more common in middle-aged and elderly men [4,34]. Given that HEV exposure seems to be
unrelated to sex, we assume that host factors must explain why these populations are more likely to
develop overt hepatitis.

We did not specifically study changes of seroprevalence over time due to the very limited number
of existing studies. It appears that, at least in the UK, Denmark, and Germany, seroprevalence rates
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have fallen compared to 20 years ago [26,49–51]. There appears to be a cohort effect, related to date of
birth, suggesting that high seroprevalence rates seen in the elderly are due to a surge of infection in
the 1950s and 1960s. However, a study from the Netherlands has shown a recent dramatic increase
in seroprevalence in young adults [52]. This has been accompanied by an increase in viremic blood
donors from 1:2761 in 2011–2012 [37] to 1:600 in 2014 [14]. These data should be kept in mind when
interpreting Figure 3C, which displays the geographical variation in seroprevalence since, for unknown
reasons, HEV infection may have become hyperendemic in the Netherlands in recent years.

We chose to exclude seroprevalence studies prior to 2003 as we felt most were fundamentally
flawed. The reason for this is that such studies largely used “first generation” anti-HEV IgG assays
and produced seroprevalence estimates of < 5% due to very poor assay sensitivity, which previously
led us to the erroneous notion that HEV in Europe was uncommon and almost universally imported
from endemic developing countries [3].

Looking ahead, seroprevalence studies should consider seroprevalence at regional as well as
national level and attempt to minimize heterogeneity. This means that study cohorts need to be
uniformly delineated and the performance of assays employed at detecting distant infection need
to be accurately defined. For example, we currently do not know much about assay performance at
detecting distant infection in some important study cohorts such as immunosuppressed transplant
recipients, individuals with HIV, and patients with chronic liver disease. To this end studies are
currently in progress to determine the sensitivity and specificity of existing anti-HEV IgG assays at
detecting distant infection, together with a project to establish WHO reference materials for serological
assay development. The results are awaited with interest.

In conclusion, anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence rates in Europe ranged from 0.6% to 52.5%.
Considerable heterogeneity was found between studies, mainly attributable to the assay employed,
the geographical location and the type of study cohort. HEV seroprevalence varies both between
and within countries, is higher in individuals exposed to swine/wild animals and increases with age.
Future seroprevalence studies should minimize heterogeneity by defining assay performance and
study cohorts more accurately.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at www.mdpi.com/1999-4915/8/8/211/s1,
Table S1. Number of included studies per country; Table S2. All included studies and data extracted from
each study.

Acknowledgments: All other authors who have taken part in this study declare that they do not have anything
to disclose regarding funding or conflict of interest with respect to this article. No funding has been received for
covering the costs to publish in open access.

Author Contributions: Johannes Hartl collected the data, performed data analysis, and wrote the paper.
Sven Pischke collected the data and wrote the paper. Harry R. Dalton designed the experiments and wrote
the paper. Richie Guy Madden, Greg Webb and Kathy Louise Woolson contributed to the data analysis and
the writing of the paper. Eik Vettorazzi, Levente Kriston, and Benjamin Otto analyzed the data, contributed to
analysis tools.

Conflicts of Interest: Harry Dalton has had travel and accommodation costs and consultancy fees from
GlaxoSmithKline, Wantai, and Roche; travel, accommodation and lecture fees from Merck, Gilead and
GFE Blut GmBh; travel and accommodation fees from the Gates Foundation. All other authors who have taken
part in this study declare that they do not have anything to disclose regarding funding or conflict of interest with
respect to this article.

References

1. Kamar, N.; Bendall, R.; Legrand-Abravanel, F.; Xia, N.S.; Ijaz, S.; Izopet, J.; Dalton, H.R. Hepatitis E. Lancet
2012, 379, 2477–2488. [PubMed]

2. Rein, D.B.; Stevens, G.A.; Theaker, J.; Wittenborn, J.S.; Wiersma, S.T. The global burden of hepatitis E virus
genotypes 1 and 2 in 2005. Hepatology 2012, 55, 988–997. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Dalton, H.R.; Bendall, R.; Ijaz, S.; Banks, M. Hepatitis E: An emerging infection in developed countries.
Lancet Infect. Dis. 2008, 8, 698–709. [CrossRef]

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22549046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hep.25505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22121109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(08)70255-X


Viruses 2016, 8, 211 12 of 14

4. Dalton, H.R.; Stableforth, W.; Hazeldine, S.; Thurairajah, P.; Ramnarace, R.; Warshow, U.; Ijaz, S.; Ellis, V.;
Bendall, R. Autochthonous hepatitis E in Southwest England: A comparison with hepatitis A. Eur. J. Clin.
Microbiol. Infect. Dis. 2008, 27, 579–585. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Kamar, N.; Selves, J.; Mansuy, J.M.; Ouezzani, L.; Peron, J.M.; Guitard, J.; Cointault, O.; Esposito, L.;
Abravanel, F.; Danjoux, M.; Durand, D.; Vinel, J.P.; Izopet, J.; Rostaing, L. Hepatitis E virus and chronic
hepatitis in organ-transplant recipients. N. Engl. J. Med. 2008, 358, 811–817. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Pischke, S.; Stiefel, P.; Franz, B.; Bremer, B.; Suneetha, P.V.; Heim, A.; Ganzenmueller, T.; Schlue, J.;
Horn-Wichmann, R.; Raupach, R.; et al. Chronic hepatitis e in heart transplant recipients. Am. J. Transplant.
2012, 12, 3128–3133. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Pischke, S.; Greer, M.; Hardtke, S.; Bremer, B.; Gisa, A.; Lehmann, P.; Haverich, A.; Welte, T.; Manns, M.P.;
Wedemeyer, H.; et al. Course and treatment of chronic hepatitis E virus infection in lung transplant recipients.
Transpl. Infect. Dis. 2014, 16, 333–339. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Tavitian, S.; Peron, J.M.; Huynh, A.; Mansuy, J.M.; Ysebaert, L.; Huguet, F.; Vinel, J.P.; Attal, M.; Izopet, J.;
Recher, C. Hepatitis E virus excretion can be prolonged in patients with hematological malignancies.
J. Clin. Virol. 2010, 49, 141–144. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Dalton, H.R.; Bendall, R.P.; Keane, F.E.; Tedder, R.S.; Ijaz, S. Persistent carriage of hepatitis E virus in patients
with HIV infection. N. Engl. J. Med. 2009, 361, 1025–1027. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Blasco-Perrin, H.; Madden, R.G.; Stanley, A.; Crossan, C.; Hunter, J.G.; Vine, L.; Lane, K.;
Devooght-Johnson, N.; McLaughlin, C.; Petrik, J.; et al. Hepatitis E virus in patients with decompensated
chronic liver disease: A prospective UK/French study. Aliment. Pharmacol. Ther. 2015, 42, 574–581. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

11. Said, B.; Ijaz, S.; Kafatos, G.; Booth, L.; Thomas, H.L.; Walsh, A.; Ramsay, M.; Morgan, D.; Hepatitis, E.
Incident Investigation Team. Hepatitis E outbreak on cruise ship. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2009, 15, 1738–1744.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Shata, M.T.; Navaneethan, U. The mystery of hepatitis E seroprevalence in developed countries: Is there
subclinical infection due to hepatitis E virus? Clin. Infect. Dis. 2008, 47, 1032–1034. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Hewitt, P.E.; Ijaz, S.; Brailsford, S.R.; Brett, R.; Dicks, S.; Haywood, B.; Kennedy, I.T.; Kitchen, A.; Patel, P.;
Poh, J.; et al. Hepatitis E virus in blood components: A prevalence and transmission study in southeast
England. Lancet 2014, 384, 1766–1773. [CrossRef]

14. Zaaijer, H.L. No artifact, hepatitis E is emerging. Hepatology 2015, 62, 654. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
15. Mallet, V.; Sberro-Soussan, R.; Vallet-Pichard, A.; Roque-Alfonso, A.M.; Pol, S. Transmission of Hepatitis E

Virus by Plasma Exchange: A Case Report. Ann. Intern. Med. 2016, 164, 851–852. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
16. Vollmer, T.; Diekmann, J.; Johne, R.; Eberhardt, M.; Knabbe, C.; Dreier, J. Novel approach for detection

of hepatitis E virus infection in German blood donors. J. Clin. Microbiol. 2012, 50, 2708–2713. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

17. Pischke, S.; Suneetha, P.V.; Baechlein, C.; Barg-Hock, H.; Heim, A.; Kamar, N.; Schlue, J.; Strassburg, C.P.;
Lehner, F.; Raupach, R.; et al. Hepatitis E virus infection as a cause of graft hepatitis in liver transplant
recipients. Liver Transplant. 2010, 16, 74–82. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Mansuy, J.M.; Bendall, R.; Legrand-Abravanel, F.; Saune, K.; Miedouge, M.; Ellis, V.; Rech, H.; Destruel, F.;
Kamar, N.; Dalton, H.R.; et al. Hepatitis E virus antibodies in blood donors, France. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2011,
17, 2309–2312. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Moher, D.; Liberati, A.; Tetzlaff, J.; Altman, D.G.; Group, P. Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews
and meta-analyses: The PRISMA statement. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 2009, 62, 1006–1012. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Moher, D.; Liberati, A.; Tetzlaff, J.; Altman, D.G.; Group, P. Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews
and meta-analyses: The PRISMA statement. BMJ 2009, 339, b2535. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Barendregt, J.J.; Doi, S.A.; Lee, Y.Y.; Norman, R.E.; Vos, T. Meta-analysis of prevalence. J. Epidemiol.
Community Health 2013, 67, 974–978. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Viechtbauer, W. Conducting Meta-Analyses in R with The metafor Package. J. Stat. Softw. 2010, 36, 1–48.
[CrossRef]

23. Higgins, J.P.; Thompson, S.G.; Deeks, J.J.; Altman, D.G. Measuring inconsistency in meta-analyses. BMJ 2003,
327, 557–560. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10096-008-0480-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18299907
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa0706992
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18287603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-6143.2012.04200.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22823202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/tid.12183
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24438577
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcv.2010.06.016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20678959
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMc0903778
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19726781
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/apt.13309
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26174470
http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid1511.091094
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19891860
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/591971
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18781881
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)61034-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hep.27611
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25418372
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/L15-0502
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26926359
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JCM.01119-12
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22675127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lt.21958
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19866448
http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid1712.110371
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22172156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2009.06.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19631508
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.b2535
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19622551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/jech-2013-203104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23963506
http://dx.doi.org/10.18637/jss.v036.i03
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.327.7414.557
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12958120


Viruses 2016, 8, 211 13 of 14

24. Mansuy, J.M.; Sauna, K.; Rech, H.; Abravanel, F.; Mengelle, C.; Homme, S.L.; Destruel, F.; Kamar, N.; Izopet, J.
Seroprevalence in blood donors reveals widespread, multi-source exposure to hepatitis E virus, southern
France, October 2011. Euro Surveill. 2015, 20, 27–34. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Renou, C.; Lafeuillade, A.; Cadranel, J.F.; Pavio, N.; Pariente, A.; Allegre, T.; Poggi, C.; Penaranda, G.;
Cordier, F.; Nicand, E. Hepatitis E virus in HIV-infected patients. Aids 2010, 24, 1493–1499. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

26. Cleland, A.; Smith, L.; Crossan, C.; Blatchford, O.; Dalton, H.R.; Scobie, L.; Petrik, J. Hepatitis E virus in
Scottish blood donors. Vox Sang. 2013, 105, 283–289. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Wenzel, J.J.; Sichler, M.; Schemmerer, M.; Behrens, G.; Leitzmann, M.F.; Jilg, W. Decline in hepatitis E
virus antibody prevalence in southeastern Germany, 1996–2011. Hepatology 2014, 60, 1180–1186. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

28. Hartl, J.; Kreuels, B.; Polywka, S.; Addo, M.; Luethgehetmann, M.; Dandri, M.; Dammermann, W.;
Sterneck, M.; Lohse, A.W.; Pischke, S. Comparison of autochthonous and imported cases of hepatitis A or
hepatitis E. Z. Gastroenterol. 2015, 53, 639–643. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Rossi-Tamisier, M.; Moal, V.; Gerolami, R.; Colson, P. Discrepancy between anti-hepatitis E virus
immunoglobulin G prevalence assessed by two assays in kidney and liver transplant recipients. J. Clin. Virol.
2013, 56, 62–64. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Wenzel, J.J.; Preiss, J.; Schemmerer, M.; Huber, B.; Jilg, W. Test performance characteristics of Anti-HEV IgG
assays strongly influence hepatitis E seroprevalence estimates. J. Infect. Dis. 2013, 207, 497–500. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

31. Schnegg, A.; Bürgisser, P.; André, C.; Kenfak-Foguena, A.; Canellini, G.; Moradpour, D.; Abravanel, F.;
Izopet, J.; Cavassini, M.; Darling, K.E. An Analysis of the Benefit of Using HEV Genotype 3 Antigens in
Detecting Anti-HEV IgG in a European Population. PLoS ONE 2013, 8, e62980. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Kmush, B.L.; Labrique, A.B.; Dalton, H.R.; Ahmed, Z.B.; Ticehurst, J.; Heaney, C.D.; Nelson, K.E.; Zaman, K.
Two Generations of ”Gold Standards”: The Impact of a Decade in Hepatitis E Virus Testing Innovation on
Population Seroprevalence. Am. J. Trop. Med. Hyg. 2015, 93, 714–717. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Bendall, R.; Ellis, V.; Ijaz, S.; Ali, R.; Dalton, H. A comparison of two commercially available anti-HEV IgG
kits and a re-evaluation of anti-HEV IgG seroprevalence data in developed countries. J. Med. Virol. 2010, 82,
799–805. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Halliday, J.S.; Harrison, G.L.; Brown, A.; Hunter, J.G.; Bendall, R.; Penny, D.; Toatu, T.; Abdad, M.Y.;
Klenerman, P.; Barnes, E.; et al. Hepatitis E virus infection, Papua New Guinea, Fiji, and Kiribati, 2003–2005.
Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2014, 20, 1057–1058. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Dalton, H.R.; Fellows, H.J.; Gane, E.J.; Wong, P.; Gerred, S.; Schroeder, B.; Croxson, M.C.; Garkavenko, O.
Hepatitis E in new zealand. J. Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 2007, 22, 1236–1240. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Baylis, S.A.; Gartner, T.; Nick, S.; Ovemyr, J.; Blumel, J. Occurrence of hepatitis E virus RNA in plasma
donations from Sweden, Germany and the United States. Vox Sang. 2012, 103, 89–90. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Slot, E.; Hogema, B.M.; Riezebos-Brilman, A.; Kok, T.M.; Molier, M.; Zaaijer, H.L. Silent hepatitis E virus
infection in Dutch blood donors, 2011 to 2012. Euro Surveill. 2013, 18, 20550. [CrossRef]

38. Ijaz, S.; Szypulska, R.; Tettmar, K.I.; Kitchen, A.; Tedder, R.S. Detection of hepatitis E virus RNA in plasma
mini-pools from blood donors in England. Vox Sang. 2012, 102, 272. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Beale, M.A.; Tettmar, K.; Szypulska, R.; Tedder, R.S.; Ijaz, S. Is there evidence of recent hepatitis E virus
infection in English and North Welsh blood donors? Vox Sang. 2011, 100, 340–342. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Fischer, C.; Hofmann, M.; Danzer, M.; Hofer, K.; Kaar, J.; Gabriel, C. Seroprevalence and Incidence of hepatitis
E in Blood Donors in Upper Austria. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0119576. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Pavio, N.; Merbah, T.; Thebault, A. Frequent hepatitis E virus contamination in food containing raw pork
liver, France. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2014, 20, 1925–1927. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Renou, C.; Roque-Afonso, A.M.; Pavio, N. Foodborne transmission of hepatitis E virus from raw pork liver
sausage, France. Emerg. Infect. Dis. 2014, 20, 1945–1947. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Swissinfo.ch. Meat Consumption Hits Ten Years High 2011. Available online: http://www.swissinfo.ch/
eng/meat-consumption-hits-ten-year-high/29935790 (accessed on 17 May 2015).

44. European Commission, Eurostat, Pig Farmer sector, 2014. Available online: http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/
statistics-explained/index.php/Pig_farmer_sector_-_statistica_portrait_2014 (accessed on 17 May 2015).

http://dx.doi.org/10.2807/1560-7917.ES2015.20.19.21127
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25990359
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/QAD.0b013e32833a29ab
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20467291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/vox.12056
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23763589
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hep.27244
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24912687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-0034-1399236
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26167693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcv.2012.09.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23089569
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jis688
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23148290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0062980
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23667554
http://dx.doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.15-0159
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26149865
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jmv.21656
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20336757
http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid2006.130562
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24856799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1746.2007.04894.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17489963
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1423-0410.2011.01583.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22220775
http://dx.doi.org/10.2807/1560-7917.ES2013.18.31.20550
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1423-0410.2011.01554.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21957873
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1423-0410.2010.01412.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21392024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0119576
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25751574
http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid2011.140891
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25340373
http://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid2011.140791
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25340356
http://www.swissinfo.ch/eng/meat-consumption-hits-ten-year-high/29935790
http://www.swissinfo.ch/eng/meat-consumption-hits-ten-year-high/29935790
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Pig_farmer_sector_-_statistica_portrait_2014
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Pig_farmer_sector_-_statistica_portrait_2014


Viruses 2016, 8, 211 14 of 14

45. World Population Data Sheet. Available online: http://www.prb.org/pdf13/2013-population-data-sheet_
eng.pdf (accessed on 17 May 2015).

46. About the Agriculture and Horticulture Development Board—AHDB 2015. Available online: http://pork.
adhb.org.uk/prices-stats/consumption/total-eu-consumption (accessed on 17 May 2015).

47. Hunter, J.G.; Madden, R.; Stone, A.; Osborne, N.; Wheeler, B.; Vine, L.; Dickson, A.; Barlow, M.; Lewis, J.;
Bendall, R.P.; et al. Coastal clustering of HEV; Cornwall, UK. EJGH 2015, 28, 323–327. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Hoofnagle, J.H.; Nelson, K.E.; Purcell, R.H. Hepatitis E. N. Engl. J. Med. 2012, 367, 1237–1244. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

49. Christensen, P.B.; Engle, R.E.; Hjort, C.; Homburg, K.M.; Vach, W.; Georgsen, J.; Purcell, R.H. Time trend of
the prevalence of hepatitis E antibodies among farmers and blood donors: A potential zoonosis in Denmark.
Clin. Infect. Dis. 2008, 47, 1026–1031. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Holm, D.K.; Moessner, B.K.; Engle, R.E.; Zaaijer, H.L.; Georgsen, J.; Purcell, R.H.; Christensen, P.B. Declining
prevalence of hepatitis E antibodies among Danish blood donors. Transfusion 2015, 55, 1662–1667. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

51. Pischke, S.; Heim, A.; Bremer, B.; Raupach, R.; Horn-Wichmann, R.; Ganzenmueller, T.; Klose, B.; Goudeva, L.;
Wagner, F.; Oehme, A.; et al. Hepatitis E: An emerging infectious disease in Germany? Z. Gastroenterol. 2011,
49, 1255–1257. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Hogema, B.M.; Molier, M.; Slot, E.; Zaaijer, H.L. Past and present of hepatitis E in The Netherlands. Transfusion
2014, 54, 3092–3096. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2016 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC-BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://www.prb.org/pdf13/2013-population-data-sheet_eng.pdf
http://www.prb.org/pdf13/2013-population-data-sheet_eng.pdf
http://pork.adhb.org.uk/prices-stats/consumption/total-eu-consumption
http://pork.adhb.org.uk/prices-stats/consumption/total-eu-consumption
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MEG.0000000000000518
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26709884
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra1204512
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23013075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/591970
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18781880
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/trf.13028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25819381
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-0031-1273394
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21887661
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/trf.12733
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24889277
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Introduction 
	Methods 
	Search Strategy and Selection Criteria 
	Data Extraction 
	Study Quality 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Anti-HEV IgG Assays Employed 
	Study Cohort 
	Geographical Location 
	Age and Gender 
	Study Heterogeneity 

	Discussion 

