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Glossary 

Homeless: People without a shelter of any kind, and people who live in temporary, insecure and inadequate poor 
quality housing. 

Intranasal drug users: People who inhale or snort recreational drugs. 

Migrants: The United Nations1 defines migrant as an individual who has resided in a foreign country for more than 
one year irrespective of the causes, voluntary or involuntary, and the means, regular or irregular, used to migrate. 
Under such a definition, those travelling for shorter periods as tourists and business persons would not be 
considered migrants. However, common usage includes certain kinds of shorter-term migrants, such as seasonal 
farm workers who travel for short periods to work, planting or harvesting farm products. 

Multiple-risk group: Population subgroup characterised by two or more risk factors for HBV or HCV infection, e.g. 
MSM with a HIV diagnosis. 

People in prison: People who are in any form of detention or penitentiary facility, including people in centres for 
pre-trial, in prison for convicted crimes, in centres for juvenile offenders and in other correctional facilities. 
Individuals with a history of imprisonment are also included. 

Public safety workers: A person serving a public agency in an official capacity, such as law enforcement officers, 
firefighters, ambulance crews, rescue workers and correctional officers. 

PWID: People who inject recreational drugs intravenously. Can also include people who used to inject drugs. 

Refugee: A person who, owing to a well-founded fear of persecution for reasons of race, religion, nationality, 
membership of a particular social group or political opinions, is outside the country of his nationality and is unable 
or, owing to such fear, is unwilling to avail himself of the protection of that country. Other factors can include 
external aggression, occupation, foreign domination or events seriously disturbing public order in either part or the 
whole of his country of origin or nationality2,3,4. 

Risk group: Population subgroup at higher risk of HBV/HCV infection or with a high burden of disease. For the 
purpose of this report, the WHO threshold of 2% prevalence of HBsAg and/or of anti-HCV was used as a 
reference5.  

Undiagnosed fraction: Proportion of HBV/HCV-infected people that have yet to be diagnosed. 

Nosocomial: Referring to a disease contracted by a patient while under medical care.  

Iatrogenic: Referring to a disease contracted due to the activity of a healthcare provider or due to medical 
treatment or diagnostic procedures. 

1 United Nations, definition of ‘migrant’ 
2 Geneva Convention relating to the Status of Refugees, Art. 1A(2), as modified by the 1967 Protocol) 
3 1969 Organization of African Unity (OAU) 
4 1984 Cartagena Declaration on Refugees. 
5 World Health Organization. Guidelines on hepatitis B and C testing. Geneva: WHO; 2017.  
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Executive summary 

Hepatitis B virus (HBV) and hepatitis C virus (HCV) can cause acute and chronic hepatitis and potentially lead to 
the development of cirrhosis, liver cancer and death. In the EU/EFTA, an estimated 4.7 million people have a 
chronic hepatitis B virus infection, and 3.9 million people have chronic hepatitis C [1]. Many of these infections may 
go undiagnosed as chronic infection is often asymptomatic. In order to support EU/EEA Member States in scaling-
up national testing strategies and effectively tailor testing initiatives towards groups at risk of HBV and HCV, ECDC 
has developed an evidence-based guidance document on testing for viral hepatitis in the EU/EEA. The project 
maps population groups at higher risk of HBV and HCV and/or with a high burden of disease and estimates the 
number of undiagnosed cases in these groups and in the general population in EU/EEA countries. 

Initially, a comparative analysis of existing hepatitis B/C testing guidelines was performed in order to compile a list 
of population groups potentially at risk, or with a high burden, of HBV/HCV in the EU/EEA. Two systematic 
literature reviews were performed in order to collect, synthesise and analyse available data on the prevalence and 
incidence of HBV and HCV among at-risk population groups in EU/EEA countries and the proportion of undiagnosed 
cases (undiagnosed fraction) in these groups and the general population. Search strategies were developed for 
each review; literature searches were performed in bibliographical databases PubMed and Embase. Publications of 
interest were selected in a three-phase process: articles were screened for relevance by title and abstract, full-text, 
and during data extraction. Relevant data were extracted from all selected publications and the quality of each 
publication was appraised critically. Additional data sources were consulted to collect prevalence data in certain 
population groups and estimates of the undiagnosed fraction. In addition to these systematic reviews, a 
comparative analysis of existing hepatitis B/C testing guidelines was performed. Guidelines from EU/EEA Member 
States, supranational guidelines and English-language guidelines from other countries were collected, 
recommendations relating to hepatitis B/C risk groups were compiled, and the level of evidence on which 
recommendations were based was assessed. 

The literature search for prevalence and incidence data yielded 5 511 unique publications, 539 of which were 
selected based on title and abstract. Six additional articles were found through a manual search or were known to 
ECDC or the project team. The full-text selection resulted in 148 articles eligible for inclusion. These included 
studies with data on prevalence and/or incidence of HBV and/or HCV in the following population groups: pregnant 
women, birth cohorts, people who inject drugs (PWID), dialysis/haemodialysis patients, healthcare workers, 
diabetics, recipients of substances of human origin (SoHO), people who have received medical/dental 
interventions, waste collection workers, anabolic steroid users, tattoo recipients, men who have sex with men 
(MSM), sex workers, people engaging in high-risk sexual behaviour, people with an STI, intranasal drug users, 
PLHIV, people in prison, migrants, travellers, transgender people, homeless people, public safety workers and 
household/family/sexual partners of infected people. Data were also found for groups with multiple risks (e.g. 
PWID in prison). Other sources, including websites and previous systematic reviews conducted by ECDC, were 
consulted for data on the prevalence of HBV and HCV in the following groups: general population, pregnant 
women, blood donors, PWID, MSM, people in prison, and migrants. 

A qualitative approach was applied in order to compare national prevalence data for individual population groups 
with data for the general population and/or proxy populations, and measure them against the prevalence 

thresholds of 2% for HBV (HBsAg) and HCV (anti-HCV), as suggested by the latest WHO guidance [2].  

For HBV, the following populations were found likely to be at higher risk of disease or have a high disease burden 
across the EU/EEA: dialysis/haemodialysis patients, PLHIV and PLHIV with multiple risks (MSM living with HIV, 
PWID living with HIV, PLHIV in prison). For HCV, the populations were: PWID, people in prison, PLHIV and PLHIV 
with multiple risks (PWID in prison, PWID living with HIV, homeless PWID, PLHIV in prison, MSM living with HIV), 
dialysis/haemodialysis patients, recipients of SoHO, diabetics, infants of mothers with chronic hepatitis C and other 
family members of people with chronic hepatitis C. Populations that were identified as possibly at risk of HBV in 
certain regions or under certain circumstances are: PWID, MSM, people in prison and migrants. For HCV, these 
populations were: MSM, healthcare workers and migrants. For other population groups, no data were found. 
Incidence data were very sparse and limited to certain population subgroups, such as MSM and PLHIV, and largely 
focussing on HCV infection. The available evidence indicates HCV transmission occurring at least among MSM, 
PLHIV and people in prison, while HCV incidence among dialysis/haemodialysis patients was reported as significant 
only in older studies. 

The literature search for estimates of the undiagnosed fraction yielded very limited findings. Despite the 
heterogeneity, the undiagnosed proportion of HBV- and HBV-infected people was generally high among the general 
population in countries throughout the EU/EEA, suggesting widespread underdiagnosis. Based on these findings, it 
is advisable to scale up testing coverage and uptake, at least among population groups at higher risk, or with a 
higher burden, of HBV or HCV in order to achieve the WHO global goal of eliminating viral hepatitis and, in 
particular, meet the European regional targets of diagnosing 50% of people with chronic hepatitis B/C by 2020 
(90% by 2030). 
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The findings presented in this report will be part of the process of developing a European guidance for HBV and 

HCV testing and may provide support EU/EEA countries in the development of national guidelines and in the design 
and scale-up of testing interventions. 
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1 Background 

Hepatitis B virus (HBV) and hepatitis C virus (HCV) can cause acute and chronic hepatitis and potentially lead to 
the development of cirrhosis, liver cancer or death of infected patients [3,4]. Worldwide, an 
estimated 248 million [5] and 71.1 million [6] people are chronically infected with HBV and HCV, respectively. It has 
been estimated that across the EU/EFTA almost 4.7 million people have a chronic hepatitis B virus infection, and 
3.9 million have chronic hepatitis C [1]. Since the onset of disease and initial development of liver damage are 
usually asymptomatic [7-9], HBV and HCV infection often go undetected for many years [10]. 

Transmission of HBV and HCV can occur sexually, through blood-to-blood contact or vertically (mother-to-child). In 
recent decades, various factors have contributed towards changes in HBV and HCV epidemiology in Europe, 
including improvements in blood transfusion and organ donor safety and healthcare standards, HBV vaccination 
programmes, harm reduction programmes targeting injecting drug use, as well as significant changes in patterns of 
injecting drug use and immigration. Currently, a number of population groups are considered to have a potentially 
high risk of disease or belong to a high-disease-burden group for HBV or HCV, for example groups at risk for 
transmission through needles (e.g. PWID) and iatrogenic infection (e.g. haemodialysis patients), through sexual 
transmission (e.g. MSM), through vertical transmission and other vulnerable groups which may be at risk through 
multiple transmission routes (e.g. PLHIV, people in prison and migrants from endemic countries) [11].  

Treatment of chronic hepatitis B is becoming more effective and may lead to remission, depending on the timing of 
therapy during the natural course of the infection but also on the stage of the disease and the patient’s age when 
treatment is started. [12]. Recently, new drug therapies have been introduced for HCV which achieve cure rates of 
over 90% [13]. The existence of more effective treatment options for HBV and HCV, and effective vaccination 
against HBV, prompted public health organisations to step up the response to these diseases: WHO formulated an 
action plan to eliminate viral hepatitis as a public health threat in the European Region by 2030, with 50% of 
people with chronic HBV/HCV infections diagnosed by 2020, and 90% by 2030 [14].  

Scale-up of testing programmes is needed to decrease the undiagnosed fraction and speed up elimination. The 
continuum-of-care cascade, originally developed for HIV, is a model that outlines the sequential steps or stages of 
medical care that people initially unaware of their HBV/HCV infection go through, from initial diagnosis to receiving 
antiviral treatment, eventually getting cured or achieving a sustained virological response. 

In the case of chronic viral hepatitis, a large gap exists in the first part of the continuum because the majority of 
asymptomatic infections are estimated to be undiagnosed [15]. Patients therefore are at risk of developing severe 
liver disease and can pass on the infection.  

According to a survey on hepatitis B and C testing activities conducted by ECDC [16], 19 countries (90% of 
responding countries) include HBV in their national testing guidance; 18 countries (86%) include HCV. A specific 
guidance on testing for HBV and HCV exists in six (29%) and ten countries (48%) respectively. Thirteen countries 
have a policy on HBV/HCV testing for PWID. However, other potential risk groups were frequently omitted from 
guidance documents, including commercial sex workers, MSM, recipients of tattoos or piercings in unregulated 
settings, and homeless people. At the policy level, the most commonly cited barrier was a lack of policy documents 
or testing guidance (nine countries (43%) for HBV, eight countries (38%) for HCV). At the implementation level, 

the most commonly cited barrier to achieve higher testing coverage was the fact that risk groups were not targeted 
effectively (17 countries (81%) for HBV, 16 countries (76%) for HCV).  

In response to requests by EU/EEA Member States that wanted to step up their testing efforts, ECDC agreed to 
develop an evidence-based public health guidance on testing for viral hepatitis in the EU/EEA. 

Scope and objectives 

Within the framework of developing an evidence-based public health guidance on testing for viral hepatitis in the 
EU/EEA, the scope of this project was to identify the population groups at increased risk of viral hepatitis and/or 
with a high burden of hepatitis B and C. This requires estimates of the disease burden and the undiagnosed 
fraction in the general population and in risk groups in EU/EEA countries. Systematic reviews were performed to 
retrieve data on the prevalence/incidence of HBV/HCV, the proportion of undiagnosed cases in selected population 
subgroups, and the proportion of undiagnosed cases in the general population. 
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2 Review methods 

Two separate systematic literature reviews were performed in order to collect, synthesise and analyse available 
data on the prevalence and incidence of HBV and HCV in selected population groups in EU/EEA countries, and on 
the undiagnosed fraction within these groups and the general population. A rigorous high-quality methodology for 
systematic reviews was applied, following international methodology and reporting standards such as 
Cochrane [17] and PRISMA [18]. Research questions were framed (see below) and a search strategy was 
developed. Publications of interest were selected in a three-phase process, whereby articles are screened for 
relevance by title and abstract, full text, and during data extraction. Relevant data were extracted from all selected 
publications, and the quality of each publication was critically appraised. All steps are described in detail below. 

2.1 Identification of potential high-risk/high-burden 
population groups 

Prior to the systematic reviews, a comparative analysis of existing hepatitis B/C testing guidelines was performed in 
order to assess the level of evidence and inventorise population subgroups identified as priority groups for hepatitis 
B/C testing in the EU/EEA (Appendix 11). The project team and scientists from ECDC added further evidence to the 
findings so that a list of possible risk groups could be produced (Table 1). Two other ‘groups of interest’ not usually 
classified as being at higher risk or with a high burden of disease were included as a proxy for the general 
population, namely pregnant women and blood donors.  

Table 1. Population subgroups possibly at risk of HBV/HCV or with a high burden of disease and 
other groups of interest 

Groups at risk by transmission routes 

 Transmission through percutaneous injuries  

 People who inject drugs 

 Nosocomial and iatrogenic exposure groups: dialysis/haemodialysis patients, diabetes patients, recipients of 

substances of human origin (including blood transfusion recipients, people who have received medical/dental 

interventions, healthcare workers 
 Other groups with exposure to needles: 

 Waste collection workers 

 Anabolic steroid users 

 Tattoo artists and recipients of tattoos, piercings and scarification 

 Recipients of mesotherapy, acupuncture or beauty therapies 
 Sexual transmission routes 

 MSM  

 Sex workers 

 Those engaging in, or with a history of, high-risk sexual behaviour 

 Sexual assault victims 

 Sexual partners of PWID 

 People infected with PLHIV, HBV+, HCV+ and STI 

 People having an STI screen/test 
 Intranasal transmission 

 Intranasal drugs users 

Vulnerable groups and groups with mixed transmission routes 

 PLHIV 
 People in prison 
 Migrants 
 Household/family/sexual partners of HBV/HCV-infected people (including children of infected mothers) 
 Travellers 
 Transgender people 
 Homeless people 
 Public safety workers 
 People in care homes/institutionalised people 
 Intellectually disabled people 

Other groups of interest 

 Pregnant woman 
 Blood donors 
 Birth cohorts 
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2.2 Research questions 

This project addressed the following research questions: 

1. Which population subgroups have a higher risk of acquiring HBV or HCV, and/or have a high burden of disease, 
among those identified by national/international guidelines? 

2. What is the proportion of undiagnosed cases among the general population and these risk groups? 

The PICO method was used to specify research questions 1 and 2 (Tables 2 and 3).  

Table 2. PICO for research question 1 

1 Which population subgroups have a higher risk of acquiring HBV/HCV, and/or have a high burden of disease? 

P Population subgroups possibly at higher risk for and/or with a high burden of hepatitis B or C (Table 1) in the EU/EEA 

I Not applicable 

C Not applicable 

O Quantitative outcomes:  
 Odds ration/relative ratio (OR/RR) for hepatitis B or C in population subgroups compared with general population  
 Incidence of hepatitis B/C in population subgroups compared with the general population 
 OR/RR for chronic hepatitis B or C in population subgroups compared with general population 
 Prevalence or positivity rate of chronic hepatitis B and/or C infection in population subgroups compared with the general population 
 Transmission rates of hepatitis B or C in population subgroups 

 

Table 3. PICO for research question 2 

2 What is the proportion of undiagnosed cases among the general population and population subgroups? 

P General population and population subgroups possibly at risk for and/or with a high burden of hepatitis B or C (Table 1) in the EU/EEA 

I Not applicable 

C Not applicable 

O Quantitative outcomes: proportion/frequency/distribution of undiagnosed cases for the general population and per population subgroup 

In order to compare the prevalence of HBV/HCV in population subgroups with that of the general population in 
EU/EEA countries, prevalence data for the general population and proxy populations such as pregnant women and 
blood donors were also collected.  

For a selection of population groups, namely pregnant women, blood donors, PWID, MSM, people in prison and 
migrants, data on prevalence of HBV and HCV were collected through two systematic reviews conducted by ECDC: 
a systematic review on hepatitis B and C prevalence in the EU/EEA [19] and an epidemiological assessment of 
hepatitis B and C among migrants in the EU/EEA [20]. In the current review, data on these groups were updated 
to include data published since 2015; it also includes incidence data published since 2005, with the exception of 
PWID and blood donors, for which data were updated using grey literature. In addition, data on prevalence and 
incidence of HBV and HCV in the general population were collected in another systematic ECDC review [19]. These 
data are used in the current review but were not updated. 

2.3 Search strategy 

Literature search  

Publications were retrieved from PubMed and Embase on 14 February 2017. The search strings combined terms for 
HBV and HCV with terms for occurrence (e.g. incidence or prevalence) and population subgroups, or with terms 
relating to ‘undiagnosed/unaware’. A detailed description of the strategy and the strings for each research question 
can be found in Appendix 2. 

For research question 1, three separate searches were conducted; retrieved articles were pooled. An overview of 
the three different searches is shown in Table 4. 

Table 4. Overview of searches for research question 1 

Search Populations Outcomes of interest Date limits 

1  MSM 
 Migrants 
 People in prison 
 PWID 
 Pregnant women 

Prevalence  1 January 2015–14 February 2017 
 

2 Incidence  1 January 2005–14 February 2017 
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Search Populations Outcomes of interest Date limits 

3 Populations in Table 1, excluding populations listed above and blood donors Prevalence 
Incidence  

1 January 2005–14 February 2017 

 

For research question 2, one search was conducted to collect data published between 1 January 2005 and 14 
February 2017. 

No language limitations were applied. A geographical search string was added to limit the searches to studies from 
EU/EEA countries. For the search in Embase, publication type was limited to review, article and article in press. 
Original research articles were included in the review; however, the reference lists of relevant systematic reviews 
retrieved in the literature search were checked manually for additional original articles. 

The search results were transferred to an EndNote library. Duplicate records were removed automatically and 
manually.  

Additional data sources and grey literature 

A hand search was performed, checking the reference lists of good-quality systematic review articles to identify key 
references potentially missed during the literature search. A list of articles retrieved through the literature search 
was share with ECDC and the project team for review and validation. ECDC and the project team suggested 
additional relevant publications that were also added to the list of included articles. These steps were applied to 
both research questions.  

Research question 1 was complemented with data previously collected by ECDC in systematic reviews on 
seroprevalence in specific risk groups and migrants [19,20]. Data on the prevalence of HBV and HCV infections in 
first-time blood donors in EU/EEA Member States were obtained from a recent publication [21] and the latest 
report from the Council of Europe [22]. The most recent prevalence data on PWID were obtained from the 
EMCDDA website, accessed on 6 June 2017 [23]. 

Research question 2 was complemented with data from a 2016 ECDC survey on testing and screening for HBV/HCV 
in the EU/EEA (‘Hepatitis B and C testing activities, needs and priorities in the EU/EEA’); these data were also used 
to update the existing evidence on the burden of hepatitis B and C morbidity and mortality across EU/EEA Member 
States [16]. 

An overview of the different sources used to search for data per population group and outcome is presented in 
Table 5. 

Table 5. Data sources searched per outcome and population group 

Data sources Data searched for  

Systematic literature search in PubMed and Embase  Prevalence/incidence in populations included in Table 1 (excluding blood 
donors) 
Undiagnosed fraction 

Hand search of reference lists of systematic reviews  
Publications suggested by ECDC/project team 

Prevalence/incidence in populations included in Table 1 (excluding blood 
donors) 
Undiagnosed fraction 

Recent publication on prevalence in blood donors [21] Prevalence in blood-donors 

Latest report from the Council of EU [22] Prevalence in blood-donors 

EMCDDA website [23]  Prevalence in PWID  

ECDC systematic review on HBV/HCV prevalence [19] Prevalence in general population, pregnant women, PWID, MSM, people in 
prison 

ECDC systematic review on HBV/HCV prevalence in migrants [20] Prevalence in migrants 

ECDC survey on hepatitis B and C testing activities, needs, and priorities in the 
EU/EEA [16]  

Undiagnosed fraction  
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2.4 Selection process 

Peer-reviewed literature 

A pre-defined set of inclusion and exclusion criteria is presented in Table 6 and 7. The criteria were refined during 
the screening process to maximise their sensitivity and specificity. 

Table 6. Inclusion and exclusion criteria for research question 1 

 Inclusion Exclusion 

Study 
design/type 

 Surveillance studies 
 RCTs 
 Non-randomised, prospective comparative studies 
 Prospective observational studies 
 Retrospective observational studies 
 Cross-sectional studies 
 Meta-analysis or systematic review 

 Narrative review 
 Case reports, outbreak investigations 
 Non-pertinent publication types (e.g. expert opinions, letters to 

the editor, editorials, comments) 
 Animal studies 
 Laboratory (e.g. genetic, biochemistry or molecular) studies 
 Mathematical modelling studies 

Country  EU/EEA countries  Other countries 

Study subject  Hepatitis B or C  Other or unspecified hepatitis 

Study 
population 

 Groups listed in Table 1 (except blood donors) 
 Haemodialysis patients in multicentre studies 
 PLHIV in representative studies* 
 Populations belonging to two or more risk groups (e.g. MSM living 

with HIV)  

 General population 
 Primary studies included in the previous systematic reviews 

[19]  
 Prevalence studies in PWID (except for PWID with multiple 

risks) 
 Blood donors 
 Other populations 
 Studies on haemodialysis patients conducted in single centres 
 PLHIV if studies with more representative PLHIV populations 

exist for that country* 
 Migrants where data are not stratified per country of origin 
 Populations of patients diagnosed with cirrhosis, liver cancer 

or who have undergone liver transplant 
 Populations with multiple risks as part of a larger study within 

a single risk group, if the sample size was less than 50** 
 Populations with high HBV vaccination rates (for studies on 

HBV infection only) 
 Healthcare workers tested after exposure incidents only  
 Transplant patients, where donors have undergone testing 

prior to donation 
 Populations for which data on the same outcomes is available 

in a more recent publication 
 Subgroups of populations that are biased/are at greater risk 

e.g. travellers that returned with an illness or healthcare 
workers who had needlestick accidents 

Outcomes  Prevalence /incidence/proportion/ transmission rate of HBV/HCV in 
subpopulation, or OR/RR of infection in subpopulation compared to 
general population 

 Outcome based on HBsAg, anti-HCV, HBV DNA or HCV RNA 
measurement in study population  

 Other outcomes not related to risk of acquiring HBV/HCV or 
burden of disease 

 Outcome based on measurement of other virological markers, 
or if markers were not specified, or self-reported infections 

* Due to the large number of studies performed in PLHIV populations, an algorithm for study inclusion was developed. Where 
multiple studies existed for one country, only large, representative nationwide studies were included. If only smaller, less 
representative studies existed for a country, these were included. These exclusion criteria were not applicable for PLHIV 
subgroups with multiple risks. 
** This criterion was not applicable to the subgroups for which limited sample sizes are expected such as: transgender persons, 
sex workers and intranasal drug users. 

Table 7. Inclusion and exclusion criteria for research question 2 

 Inclusion Exclusion 

Study design/type  Surveillance studies 
 RCTs 
 Non-randomised, prospective comparative studies 
 Prospective observational studies 
 Retrospective observational studies 
 Cross-sectional studies 
 Meta-analysis or systematic review 
 Mathematical modelling studies 

 Narrative review 
 Case reports, outbreak investigations 
 Non-pertinent publication types (e.g. expert opinions, letters to the 

editor, editorials, comments 
 Animal studies 
 Laboratory (e.g. genetic, biochemistry or molecular) studies 

 

Country  EU/EEA countries  Other countries 

Study subject  Hepatitis B or C  Other or unspecified hepatitis 
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 Inclusion Exclusion 

Study population  Groups listed in Table 1 
 General population  

 Other populations 
  

Outcomes  Proportion/frequency/distribution of undiagnosed cases   Other outcomes not related to proportion of undiagnosed cases 

 

All publications retrieved during the search were screened by title and abstract. Two reviewers performed the 
selection. First, a random sample of 5% was screened in duplicate, the results were compared and used to refine 
the inclusion and exclusion criteria. A further 5% was screened in duplicate, but as the level of concordance was 
less than 95%, inclusion and exclusion criteria definitions were again reviewed and a further 5% was screened in 
duplicate, for which a level of concordance of over 95% was achieved. The rest of the retrieved publications were 
split between the two reviewers. The full text of selected articles were subsequently screened by two reviewers, of 
which a random sample of 20% were screened in duplicate and which reached more than 95% concordance. The 
remaining 80% of publications were split between the two reviewers. In cases of uncertainty about inclusion or 
exclusion, not resolved after discussion, articles were included during both screening steps. 

Peer-reviewed literature identified through other sources (e.g. hand search or suggested by ECDC or the project 
team, articles on blood donors) were subject to the same inclusion and exclusion criteria. 

Grey literature 

Grey literature (data from the EMCDDA website, ECDC systematic reviews and surveys) were included if they were 
deemed to be a relevant source of data, i.e. reporting relevant outcomes (see Tables 4 and 5) on hepatitis B/C in 
EU/EEA countries.  

2.5 Data extraction 

Peer-reviewed literature 

Relevant data were extracted from included articles and recorded in a data extraction file (Microsoft Excel). 
A predefined set of variables covering study characteristics, sampling, laboratory testing, study population details 
and outcomes was extracted for each study. The complete list of variables is provided in Appendix 3. 

The unit for data extraction was study, not article. A study is defined as a report of prevalence and/or incidence 
data on HBV and/or HCV for a defined population group, in a defined country, over a discrete period of time. Each 
data point captured per study is referred to as an estimate. 

Grey literature  

Data on disease prevalence in PWID per country were extracted from the EMCDDA website tables into synoptic 
tables. Data on prevalence in the general population, pregnant women, people in prison, MSM and migrants were 
extracted from ECDC systematic reviews into synoptic tables. Data on the undiagnosed fraction per country were 
extracted from the survey on HBV/HCV testing activities, needs, and priorities in the EU/EEA into a synoptic table. 
These were the only variables extracted from these data sources. 

2.6 Quality assessment 

Peer-reviewed literature 

The quality of all included articles was assessed using an ad hoc checklist. As none of the included articles 
concerned studies with designs that can be critically appraised using standard checklists such as those available 
from SIGN [24], a list of relevant aspects from standard checklists was compiled, which were answered with ‘yes’ 
or ‘no’ for each study: 

 The relevance and purpose of the research are clearly described 
 The methods used are clearly described and appropriate for the purpose of the research 
 The selection of the study population is adequate for the purpose of the research 
 Data collection is adequate for the purpose of the research 
 The theoretical background is clearly described 

 Data are analysed in depth 
 Results and conclusions are clearly described 
 The study population is clearly described (including, where appropriate, case detection and case definition) 
 The population is representative of the source population 
 The denominator is chosen appropriately (e.g. in the case of surveillance studies) 
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Using this checklist, it was not possible to calculate an overall quality score for studies; therefore, all relevant 

articles were included in the data extraction tables, regardless of their quality and their limitations (checklist items 
answered with ‘no’). However, articles were excluded if the methods and/or results provided an insufficient level of 
detail making it impossible to accurately extract data. Conclusion remarks from the quality assessment of each 
included article are reported in the data extraction tables (Appendices 5-10). 

Grey literature 

No quality assessment on was performed on data extracted from the EMCDDA website and ECDC survey on 
HBV/HCV testing activities, needs, and priorities in the EU/EEA, as no detailed methodology was available for the 
extracted data. Records included in the ECDC systematic review on HBV/HCV prevalence in the EU/EEA were 
evaluated for quality, based on a framework designed to assess the risk of selection bias, to determine the 
representativeness of the target population and the robustness of provided estimates. The ECDC epidemiological 
assessment of HBV/HCV among migrants in the EU/EEA included data from systematic reviews that had scored the 
quality of included studies based on the representativeness for the general population, sample size and year of the 

study. 

2.7 Evidence summary 
For the purpose of the analysis, the population groups of interest were categorised based on their level of risk, 
transmission route and/or vulnerability as follows: 

 General population/proxy populations 
 Birth cohorts 
 Groups potentially at higher risk by transmission route (percutaneous injuries, sexual and intranasal) 
 Vulnerable groups and groups with mixed transmission routes  

A set of detailed summary tables was developed for each population group of interest, each virus and each 
outcome (Appendices 5-8). The summary tables contain the following information: study reference, country, study 
period, sampling approach, study design, population subgroup, study population and sample size, results 
(prevalence/incidence), critical appraisal and comments. In each table, findings are ordered by country, year of 
publication and multiple risk category. For HBV, prevalence is defined as HBsAg positivity. For HCV, prevalence is 
defined as anti-HCV positivity. Positivity to HCV RNA is also presented in the summary tables. If prevalence based 
on the results of a confirmation test was provided, this figure was included in the table and the unconfirmed result 
was excluded. The definition of HCV/HBV incidence varied between studies.  

Synoptic tables were created per population subgroup, virus and outcome (prevalence/incidence) and are 
presented in the results section. The synoptic tables contain information on the number of studies which provide 
data by EU/EEA country and the range of prevalence/incidence estimates per country and the EU/EEA. Available 
estimates were rounded to one decimal point. Where subgroups with multiple risks were identified within a given 
population group (e.g. PLHIV: PWID living with HIV, MSM living with HIV, etc.), data were presented in columns per 
multiple-risk category. When no or limited data (<5 estimates) were found for a given outcome 
(prevalence/incidence) for a certain subgroup, the results were merely summarised in the text. For migrant studies, 
prevalence/incidence estimates were grouped by region, based on the global-burden-of-disease approach. For 

groups with multiple risks, current and former risks were grouped together for simplicity in some cases (e.g. data 
on PWID in prison include data on former or current PWID and former or current prisoners). Synoptic tables for 
incidence data show cases per 100 person-years only; estimates measured using other measurement units are 
shown in the footnotes. 
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3 Review results  

3.1 Systematic literature search 

Research question 1 

The literature search identified 5 511 unique publications, 539 of which were selected based on title and abstract. 
Six additional articles were found in reference lists of systematic reviews or were known to experts (Section 3.2). 
The full text selection of 523 articles (22 were not available in full text) yielded 148 articles eligible for inclusion. 
A PRISMA flowchart [18] with reasons for exclusion is presented in Appendix 1. 

Research question 2 

The literature search identified 963 publications, 25 of which were selected based on title and abstract. Three 

additional articles were found in reference lists of systematic reviews or were known to experts (Section 3.2). Full 
text selection of 25 articles (three were not available in full text) yielded 14 articles eligible for inclusion. A PRISMA 
flowchart [18] with reasons for exclusion is presented in Appendix 1. 

3.2 Additional data sources  

Research question 1 

In addition to the systematic literature search, ECDC and project team members identified three articles on birth 
cohorts that were not identified by the search [25-27]. These were included in the data synthesis. Searching the 
reference lists of 17 systematic reviews identified by the systematic literature search revealed two extra relevant 
articles which were included in the data synthesis [28,29]. In addition, one systematic review was identified by 
experts but did not reference any additional relevant publications [30]. 

For prevalence data on the general population, pregnant women, MSM, people in prison and migrants, data were 
extracted from two previous ECDC reviews [19,20]. Prevalence data on PWID were extracted from the EMCDDA 
website [23]. Data on blood donors were extracted from a recent journal article and a Council of Europe report 
[21,22]. 

Research question 2 

In addition to the systematic literature search, ECDC and project team members identified one article that 
contained relevant data on the undiagnosed fraction [31] and was included in the data synthesis. Two articles 
referred to by excluded articles were screened for relevant data; of these, one was included in the data synthesis; 
the other one was excluded as it did not contain original data [32,33]. Additionally, data on the undiagnosed 
fraction were extracted from an ECDC survey on HBV/HCV testing activities [16]. 

3.3 Prevalence and incidence of HBV and HCV infections 

The prevalence and incidence of HBV and HCV is analysed and presented here by population group. 

General and proxy populations 

The general population was not among the population groups included in the systematic literature search. 
However, 38 representative prevalence estimates from 15 countries were extracted from the previous systematic 
review on HBV/HCV prevalence in the EU/EEA [19]. In addition, two proxy populations were included: pregnant 
women and first-time blood donors. Twenty-five estimates of HBV prevalence and 11 estimates of HCV prevalence 
in pregnant women were retrieved from the previous ECDC systematic review and were updated with three HBV 
prevalence estimates and five HCV prevalence estimates from studies identified in the current literature search. 
Data on first-time blood donors were extracted from two sources [21,22], each contributing 28 and 20 estimates 
for HBV and HCV, respectively, and presented separately in the tables below.  

HBV prevalence ranges per country for the general population, pregnant women and first-time blood donors are 
shown in Table 8, the ranges of HCV prevalence per country are shown in Table 9. Prevalence of HBV in EU/EEA 
countries ranged from 0.0 to 7.5% in the general population and from 0.1 to 5.3% in pregnant women. Prevalence 
of HBV among first-time blood donors was estimated to be approximately 0.2% in the EU/EEA. Prevalence of HCV 
in EU/EEA countries ranged from 0.0 to 27.6% in the general population and from 0.1 to 1.7% in pregnant women; 
it was 0.1% in first-time blood donors for the whole EU/EEA. No incidence data were available for any of the three 
groups. 
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More detailed information on studies from the systematic literature search can be found in  

Appendices 5-8. 

Table 8. HBV prevalence estimates for the general population, pregnant women and first-time blood 
donors, per EU/EEA country  

  General populationa Pregnant women First-time blood donors 

  Nb Estimate/range (%) Nb Estimate/range (%) Ref 2010-2013c 2014d 

Austria 
     

0.058 0.084 

Belgium 3 0.6-0.7 
   

0.094 0.076 

Bulgaria 
  

1 2.3 [34] 1.511 
 

Croatia 2 0.7-2.3 
   

0.106 
 

Cyprus 
     

0.049 
 

Czech Republic 1 0.6 
   

0.038 0.042 

Denmark 
  

2 0.3 [19] 0.029 0.014 

Estonia 
     

0.109 
 

Finland 
     

0.004 0.007 

France  2 0.7-2.2 2 0.2-0.8 [19] 0.054 0.074 

Germany 3 0.3-0.7 2 0.5-0.8 [19] 0.112 0.090 

Greece 2 3.3-7.5 6 0.0-5.3 [19] 
 

0.531 

Hungary 1 0.4 
   

0.200 0.134 

Ireland 2 0.1 1 0.2 [19] 0.011 
 

Italy 10 0.5-5.8 3 0.8-0.9 [19,35] 0.181 0.161 

Latvia 
     

0.558 0.376 

Lithuania 
     

0.540 
 

Luxembourg 
     

0.000 
 

Malta 
     

0.081 0.326 

Netherlands 2 0.2-0.7 1 0.4 [19] 0.04e 0.031 

Norway 
  

1 0.1 [19] 0.037e 0.000 

Poland 2 0.9-1.1 
  

[19] 0.436 0.218 

Portugal 
     

0.135 0.097 

Romania 2 4.4-6.2 
   

3.060 
 

Slovakia 1 1.1 2 2.1-2.3 [19] 0.074 0.056 

Slovenia 
     

0.101 
 

Spain 4 0.0-0.7 3 0.1-0.9 [19] 0.183 0.143 

Sweden 
     

0.033e 0.039 

UK 1 1.7 4 0.3-1.4 [19,36] 0.039 0.032 

EU/EEA  38 0.0-7.5 28 0.1-5.3 
 

0.228 
 

a Extracted from ECDC systematic review on hepatitis B and C prevalence in the EU/EEA [19]  
b Number of included estimates 
c Adapted from Lieshout-Krikke et al., 2016 [21] 
d Adapted from Table 7.2, Council of Europe report, 2014 [22] 
e Prevalence in newly registered blood donors, pre-donation 

Table 9. HCV prevalence per country for the general population, pregnant women and first-time 
blood donors, per EU/EEA country  

  General populationa Pregnant women First-time blood donors 

  Nb Estimate/range (%) Nb Estimate/range (%) Ref 2010-2013c 2014d 

Austria 
  

1 1.7 [19] 0.029 0.011 

Belgium 1 0.1 
   

0.039 0.027 

Bulgaria 
     

0.253 
 

Croatia 2 0.0-0.9 
   

0.065 
 

Cyprus 
     

0.024 
 

Czech Republic 
     

0.070 0.193 

Denmark 
     

0.012 0.009 

Estonia 
     

0.505 
 

Finland 
     

0.034 0.021 

France  2 0.8-0.9 
   

0.026 0.036 

Germany 3 0.3-1.0 
   

0.050 0.052 

Greece 1 2.2 1 1.3 [19] 
 

0.124 

Hungary 1 0.5 
   

0.212 0.134 

Ireland 1 0.1 2 0.7-0.9 [19] 0.004 
 

Italy 14 0.6-27.6 3 0.4-0.9 [19] 0.090 0.077 

Latvia 1 2.4 
   

1.670 1.321 
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  General populationa Pregnant women First-time blood donors 

  Nb Estimate/range (%) Nb Estimate/range (%) Ref 2010-2013c 2014d 

Lithuania 1 2.9 
   

1.425 
 

Luxembourg 
     

0.078 
 

Malta 
     

0.046 0.109 

Netherlands 3 0.1-1.1 1 0.3 [19] 0.014e 0.024 

Norway 
  

1 0.9 [19] 0.043e 0.025 

Poland 3 0.9-2.9 1 0.8 [27] 0.314 0.231 

Portugal 
     

0.161 0.058 

Romania 1 3.2 
   

0.557 
 

Slovakia 1 2 
   

0.043 0.006 

Slovenia 
  

2 0.1 [19,37] 0.025 
 

Spain 4 0.4-1.5 1 0.2 [19] 0.102 0.075 

Sweden 
     

0.042e 0.029 

UK 2 0.4-1.2 3 0.1-0.5 [36,38,39] 0.034 0.019 

EU/EEA 41 0.0-27.6 16 0.1-1.7 
 

0.128 
 

a Extracted from ECDC systematic review on hepatitis B and C prevalence in the EU/EEA [19] 
b Number of included estimates 
c Adapted from Lieshout-Krikke et al., 2016 [21] 
d Adapted from Table 7.2, Council of Europe report, 2014 [22] 
e Prevalence in newly registered blood donors, pre-donation 

Birth cohorts 

Three articles reporting on the prevalence of HCV in birth cohorts were identified by ECDC and the project team 
(i.e. not part of the systematic search). One article reported the prevalence of HCV in the Czech Republic for four 
age categories (between 18 and 60+ years); prevalence ranged between 0.23% (in the age group 60+ years) and 
3.58% (in the 30–44-year age group). HCV prevalence was <1% for the following age groups: 45–59 and 60+ 
years, between 1 and 2% for the age group 18–29 years, and >2% for the age group 30–44 years [25].  

An article from Poland reported the prevalence of HCV in seven age groups ranging between 15 and 64 years of 
age. Prevalence ranged between 1.2% (for the age group 25–34 years) and 2.9% (45–54 years of age). HCV 
prevalence was between 1 and 2% for the following age groups: 15–24, 25–34 and 35–44 years of age. The age 
groups 45–54 and 55–64 years had a prevalence of >2% [27].  

A third article reported on prevalence of HCV in Spain in fourteen different age categories. Prevalence was lowest 
in people born after 1990 (0.9%) and highest in people born between 1961 and 1965 (14.5%). HCV prevalence 
was <1% for people born after 1990; prevalence was between 1 and 2% for people born between 1986 and 1990, 
and >2% for people born before 1930, and in each five-year cohort between 1930 and 1986 [26]. See also 
Table 10. 

No articles were identified reporting prevalence of HBV by birth cohorts or reporting incidence of either HCV or HBV 
by birth cohorts. 

More detailed information on each study from which estimates have been extracted can be found in the summary 
tables, Appendices 5-8. 

Table 10. Age groups/birth cohorts by HCV prevalence range and country 

Country, reference HCV prevalence 
Age group (years)/birth cohort 

 <1%  1%-2% >2% 

Czech Republic [25] 45-59 
60+ 

18-29 30-40 

Poland [27]  15-24 
25-34 
35-44 

45-54 
55-64 

Spain [26] After 1990 1986-1990 Before 1930 
1931-1935 
1936-1940 
1941-1945 
1946-1950 
1951-1955 
1956-1960 
1961-1965 
1966-1970 
1971-1975 
1976-1980 
1981-1985 
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Population groups characterised by common HBV/HCV transmission 
routes 

Transmission via percutaneous injuries and iatrogenic transmission 

People who inject drugs 
Estimates of HBV and HCV prevalence among PWID were obtained from the EMCDDA website [23] for a total of 39 
HBV prevalence estimates from 17 EU/EEA countries and 67 HCV prevalence estimates from 22 countries. In 
addition, 36 prevalence or incidence estimates among PWID were identified in the systematic literature search. 

Four HBV prevalence estimates and 18 HCV prevalence estimates among PWID who belong to multiple-risk groups 
were retrieved in the literature search; these included PWID living with HIV (three for HBV, eight for HCV), PWID in 
prison (one for HBV, five for HCV), homeless PWID (three for HCV), MSM PWID (one for HCV) and PWID sex 
workers (one for HCV). Prevalence estimates of HBV and HCV among PWID are presented by country and by risk 
category in Tables 11 and 12, respectively. Prevalence of HBV ranged from 0.0 to 12.5% among PWID across the 
EU/EEA: prevalence in PWID living with HIV ranged from 7.5 to 20.6%, while it was 1.4% in a study on PWID in 
prison. Prevalence of HCV was between 7 and 95.4% in PWID, and between 38.3 and 98% in PWID living with 
HIV. PWID in prison had a prevalence range from 22.5 to 86%. A study on PWID MSM reported a prevalence of 
22.1%. Other prevalence data came from homeless PWID (34.7–69.9%) and PWID sex workers (84.4%). 

Fourteen HCV incidence estimates were retrieved by the systematic literature search; 11 in PWID, one in PWID 
living with HIV and two in PWID in prison. HCV incidence estimates for PWID are presented in Table 13. Incidence 
of HCV ranged from 2 to 52.9 cases per 100 person-years in PWID; it was 7.2 cases per 100 person-years in PWID 
living with HIV, and 6.7 cases per 100 person-years in PWID in prison. Only one estimate on HBV incidence was 
retrieved: 3.36 cases per 100 person-years in PWID in Sweden [40].  

For more information on included studies, please refer to Appendices 5-8. 

Table 11. HBV prevalence among PWID, by EU/EEA country and risk category 

  PWIDa PWID living with HIV PWID in prison 

  Nb Estimate/range (%) Nb Estimate/range (%) Ref Nb Estimate/range (%) Ref 

Belgium 2 1.9-5.6 
  

  
  

  

Bulgaria 2 3.58-9.84 1 20.6 [41]  
  

  

Croatia 1 0 
  

  
  

  

Czech Republic     
  

  
  

  

Denmark     
  

  
  

  

Estonia 2 4-5.7 
  

  
  

  

France  1 0.81 1 7.5  [42] 
  

  

Germany 2 0.3-1.52 
  

  
  

  

Greece 14 0-6.61 
  

  
  

  

Hungary 4 0-2.24 
  

  1 1.4 [29]  

Ireland 1 0.5 
  

  
  

  

Italy     
  

  
  

  

Lithuania 1 10.5 
  

  
  

  

Netherlands 2 6.7-12.5 
  

  
  

  

Norway 1 0.88 
  

  
  

  

Poland 2 2.5-3.77 
  

  
  

  

Portugal 1 7 
  

  
  

  

Romania 1 10.53 
  

  
  

  

Slovenia     
  

  
  

  

Spain 1 11 1 7.8 [43]  
  

  

Sweden 1 1.38 
  

  
  

  

UK     
  

  
  

  

EU/EEA  39 0-12.5 3 7.5-20.6   1 1.4   

a Source: EMCDDA website [23]  
b Number of included estimates 

Table 12. HCV prevalence among PWID, by EU/EEA country and risk category 

  PWIDa PWID living with HIV PWID in prison PWID MSM Homeless PWID PWID Sex workers 

  N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

Ref N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

Re
f 

N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

Re
f 

N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

Ref N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

Re
f 

Belgium 2 7-75.2 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Bulgaria 2 61.6-78.57 1 87.4 [41]  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Croatia 2 27.1-38.31 
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  PWIDa PWID living with HIV PWID in prison PWID MSM Homeless PWID PWID Sex workers 

  N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

Ref N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

Re
f 

N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

Re
f 

N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

Ref N
b 

Estimate/range 
(%) 

Re
f 

Czech 
Republic 

1 15.74 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Denmark 1 52.5 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Estonia 2 61.3-90.18 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

France  1 63.83 1 92.8  [42] 
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Germany 8 36.92-73.02 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Greece 14 30-90.32 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Hungary 7 11.49-55.3 
  

  1 22.5  [29
] 

  
  

  
    

 
  

Ireland 1 41.5 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Italy 4 54.1-70.97 
  

  1 74.7  [44
] 

  
  

  
    

 
  

Lithuania 2 27.59-77 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Netherlands 2 55-67.44 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Norway 2 60.16-78.85 
  

  1 86 [45]
  

  
  

  
    

 
  

Poland 2 44.3-72.38 1 97.7 [46]  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Portugal 1 83.5 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Romania 1 75.67 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Slovenia 1 42.7 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

Spain 1 66.6 2 89.5-91.4 [43,4
7]  

1 84.9 [48]
  

  
  1 69.9  [48] 1 84.4  [48

] 

Sweden 2 55.7-95.4 1 98 [49]  
  

  
  

  
  

    
 

  

UK 8 22.31-64.05 2 38.3-83.7  [50,5
1] 

1 49.3  [52
] 

1 22.1 [50]
  

2 34.7-67 [52,5
3]  

  
 

  

EU/EEA  67 7-95.4 8 38.3-98   5 22.5-86   1 22.1   3 34.7-69.9   1 84.4   

a Source: EMCDDA website [23] 
b Number of included estimates 

Table 13. HCV incidence among PWID, by EU/EEA country and risk category, cases per 100 person-

years  
 

PWID PWID living with HIV PWID in prison 
 

N* Estimate/range Ref N* Estimate/range Ref N* Estimate/range Ref 

Ireland 1 24.5 [54]    
   

Italy 
   

1 7.2 [55] 
   

Netherlands 1 2 [56]    
   

Spain 2 25.1-52.9 [48,57]    1 6.7 [58] 

Sweden 1 38.3 [40]    
   

UK 6a 4-47 [52,53,59-62]    1b 
 

[63] 

EU/EEA 11 2-52.9 
 

1 7.2  2 6.7 
 

a A study from the UK provided an incidence estimate of 3.0% per year [60] 
b A study from the UK provided an incidence estimate of 2.0–2.9% [63] 
* Number of included estimates 

Population groups at risk of nosocomial and iatrogenic transmission  
The systematic literature search returned a total of 70 estimates of prevalence or incidence in subgroups 
potentially at risk of nosocomial and iatrogenic transmission of HBV/HCV. These included dialysis/haemodialysis 
patients (seven estimates on HBV, 21 on HCV), healthcare workers (four on HBV, 12 on HCV), diabetes mellitus 
patients (three on HBV, eight on HCV), recipients of SoHO (four on HBV, eight on HCV) and recipients of 
(unspecified) medical/dental procedures (four on HCV). HBV and HCV estimates were available from seven and 
twelve EU/EEA countries, respectively.  

Data on HBV and HCV prevalence (17 estimates of HBV prevalence and 44 estimates of HCV prevalence) are 
presented in Tables 14 and 15, respectively. Prevalence of HBV ranged from 1.88 to 11.7% among 
dialysis/haemodialysis patients, from 2 to 9.8% among recipients of SoHO, from 0.4 to 1.63% among diabetes 
patients, and from 0.6 to 2.2% among healthcare workers. Prevalence of HCV ranged from 3.3 to 39.3% among 
dialysis/haemodialysis patients, from 8.9 to 11.3% among recipients of medical/dental procedures, from 2 to 
95.4% among recipients of SoHO, from 0.7 to 9.2% among diabetes patients, and from 0.8 to 6.4% among 

healthcare workers. 

Data on HCV incidence (nine estimates) are presented in Table 16. Incidence of HCV ranged from 2.4 to 6.2 cases 
per 100 person-years and between 0 and 2.6% per year among haemodialysis patients, 0 cases per 100 person-
years among medical/dental procedure recipients, and 0 cases per 100 person-years in healthcare workers. Only 
one study presented an estimate of HBV incidence in one of these groups; in the UK, HBV incidence was reportedly 
0% in haemodialysis patients [64]. 
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More detailed information on each included study can be found in the summary tables below,  

Appendices 5-8. 

Table 14. HBV prevalence in population groups at risk for nosocomial and iatrogenic transmission by 
EU/EEA country  

  Haemodialysis patients Recipients of SoHO Diabetes patients Healthcare workers 

  N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

France  
   

1b 5.9 [42] 1 0.7 [65] 
   

Greece 1 5.5 [66] 1c 2 [67] 
      

Italy 1 1.88 [68] 1d 4 [69] 1 1.63 [70] 
   

Lithuania 1 11.7 [71] 
         

Poland 
   

1 9.8 [72] 
   

3e 0.6-1.2 [73-75] 

Romania 2 7.91-9.5 [76] 
      

1 2.2 [77] 

Spain 1a 7.8 [43] 
   

1 0.4 [78] 
   

EU/EEA  6 1.88-11.7 
 

4 2-9.8 
 

3 0.4-1.63 
 

4 0.6-2.2 
 

a HIV+ haemodialysis patients 
b HIV+ haemophiliacs 
c Cardiac surgery patients who received blood units 
d Patients with inherited bleeding disorders treated before 1986 
e Includes one study in which sample includes administrative workers (prevalence 0.6%) 
* Number of included estimates 

Table 15. HCV prevalence in population groups at risk of nosocomial and iatrogenic transmission by 
EU/EEA country 

  Haemodialysis recipients Recipients of medical/dental procedures Recipients of SoHO Diabetes patients Healthcare workers 

  N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

France  2 7.7-16.3  [79,80] 1a 9.2 [65] 2d 8.2-47.1 [42,65]  3g 2.1-9.2  [65]   
 

  

Germany 2 3.6-5.2 [81,82]  1b 11.3 [83]   
 

    
 

    
 

  

Greece 2 24-29 [66,84] 
  

  2e 2-54.2 [67,85]    
 

    
 

  

Italy 2 15.1-18.8 [68,86]  1c 8.9 [87] 4f 35.5-95.4 [69,88]  1 5.9 [70]  2h 3-6.4 [89,90]  

Netherlands   
 

    
 

    
 

    
 

  1i 1.4 [91]  

Poland   
 

    
 

    
 

    
 

  7j 0.8-1.7 [73-75,92-94]  

Lithuania 1 12.5 [71]             

Romania 2 27.3-39.3 [76,77]    
 

    
 

  2 4.5-7.7 [95]  1 1.07  [77] 

Spain 2 5.7-6.2 [96]    
 

    
 

  1 3.4 [78]   
 

  

Sweden   
 

    
 

    
 

  1 0.7 [97]    
 

  

UK 1 3.3 [98]    
 

    
 

    
 

    
 

  

EU/EEA  14 3.3-39.3   3 8.9-11.3   8 2-95.4   8 0.7-9.2   11 0.8-6.4   

a Diabetes patients who had surgery, endoscopy or other invasive procedures 
b Persons who received cardiac surgery as infants before 1991 
c Family members of HCV+ persons who had dental procedures 
d Includes one study in diabetes patients who had blood transfusions (prevalence: 8.7%) and one study in HIV+ recipients of 
blood transfusions (prevalence: 47.1%) 
e Includes one study in cardiac surgery patients who received blood units (prevalence: 2%) 
f Includes one study in patients with inherited bleeding disorders treated before 1986 (prevalence: 95.4%) 
g Includes one study in diabetes patients who had blood transfusions (prevalence: 8.2%) and one study in diabetes patients who 
had medical procedures (prevalence: 9.2%) 
h Includes one study on healthcare workers with high risk of exposure (prevalence: 3%) 
i EPP-performing healthcare workers 
j Includes one study in which the sample includes administrative personnel (prevalence: 1.7%) 
* Number of included estimates 

Table 16. HCV incidence in population groups at risk of nosocomial and iatrogenic transmission by 
EU/EEA country, cases per 100 person-years  

  Haemodialysis recipients Recipients of medical/dental procedures Healthcare workers 

  N* Estimate/range Ref N* Estimate/range Ref N* Estimate/range Ref 

France  2a 
 

[79,99]    
 

    
 

  

Germany 1b 
 

 [82]   
 

    
 

  

Greece 1 6.2  [84]   
 

    
 

  

Italy 1 2.5 [86]  1d 0  [100] 1 0 [89]  

UK 2c 
 

 [64,98]   
 

    
 

  

EU/EEA  7 2.4-6.2   1 0   1 0   

a Two studies reported incidence of 0% per year and 0.4% per year [79,99] 
b One study reported incidence of 0% per year [82]  
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c Two studies reported incidence in haemodialysis patients who travelled of 0% and 2.6% [64,98] 
d Endoscopy patients 
* Number of included estimates 

Other groups with exposure to percutaneous injuries  
Other groups with potential exposure to contaminated needles or other sharp objects for which estimates were 
retrieved by the systematic literature search included waste collection workers (four estimates for HBV, two for 
HCV), persons with tattoos/piercings (one HBV, one HCV) and anabolic steroid users (one for HCV). Data on HBV 
and HCV were available for three and four EU/EEA countries, respectively. 

Data on HBV and HCV prevalence (five HBV estimates and five HCV estimates) are summarised in Tables 17 and 
18, respectively. Prevalence of HBV was 0.7% among people with tattoos/piercings; among waste collection 
workers, prevalence ranged from 2% to 11.3%. Prevalence of HCV in EU/EEA countries was 0.2% among people 
with tattoos/piercings, between 2% and 2.4% among waste collection workers, and 2% among anabolic steroid 
users. No studies reporting data on incidence were identified. 

More detailed information on each included study can be found in the summary tables (Appendices 5–8). 

Table 17. HBV prevalence in population groups at risk of transmission via contaminated needles or 
other sharp objects, by EU/EEA country and category 

  People with tattoos/piercings Waste collection workers 

  N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

Greece   
 

  3 2-11.3  [101-103] 

Italy   
 

  1 3.98 [104]  

Netherlands 1 0.7 [105]    
 

  

EU/EEA  1 0.7   4 2-11.3   

* Number of included estimates 

Table 18. HCV prevalence in population groups at risk of transmission via contaminated needles, by 
EU/EEA country and category 

  People with tattoos/piercings Waste collection workers Anabolic steroid users 

  N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

Greece 
   

1 2 [103] 
   

Italy 
   

1 2.4 [104] 
   

Netherlands 1 0.2 [105] 
      

UK 
      

1 2 [106] 

EU/EEA  1 0.2 
 

2 2-2.4 
 

1 2 
 

* Number of included estimates 

Sexual transmission 

Men who have sex with men 
Seventeen estimates from seven countries on HBV/HCV prevalence in MSM were extracted from the previous 
systematic review on hepatitis B and C prevalence in the EU/EEA [19] and updated with the present systematic 
review to include prevalence data from 2015 onwards, incidence data and data in MSM who belong to multiple-risk 
groups. Thirty-eight estimates were retrieved from the systematic literature search, providing data on HBV from 
eight EU/EEA countries and data on HCV from 11 countries.  

Twelve estimates were retrieved on HBV prevalence, including seven estimates on MSM and five on MSM living with 
HIV. HBV prevalence per country is presented in Table 19. Prevalence of HBV ranged from 0.0% to 1.4% among 
MSM, and from 1.7 to 17.2% among MSM living with HIV. Twenty-eight estimates were retrieved on HCV 
prevalence, including 11 on MSM, 16 on MSM living with HIV, and one on PWID MSM. HCV prevalence per country 
is presented in table 20. Prevalence of HCV among MSM ranged from 0.0 to 4.7%; prevalence was between 0.88 
and 25% among MSM living with HIV and 22.1% in one study among PWID MSM.  

Four estimates were retrieved on HBV incidence, one on MSM, and three on MSM living with HIV. Thirteen 
estimates of HCV incidence were found, including two on MSM and eleven on MSM living with HIV. Incidence 
estimates for HBV and HCV in MSM are presented in Tables 21 and 22, respectively. Incidence of HBV was 0.047% 
per year in one study in MSM, and ranged from 1.1 to 2.5 cases per 100 person-years among MSM living with HIV. 
HCV incidence ranged from 0.1 to 0.2 cases per 100 person-years among MSM and from 0.7 to 2.4 cases per 100 
person-years among MSM living with HIV. 

More detailed information on each included study can be found in Appendices 5–8. 
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Table 19. HBV prevalence among MSM, by EU/EEA country and risk category 

  MSM MSM living with HIV 

  N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

Bulgaria   
 

  1 8.4 [41]  

Croatia 1 0.6 [19]  
  

  

Denmark 1 1.4 [107] 
  

  

Estonia 2 0.0-1.0 [19]  
  

  

France  1 1.4 [19]  1 9.2 [42]  

Germany   
 

  1 1.7 [108] 

Greece   
 

  1 17.2 [109]  

Spain   
 

  1 5.8 [43]  

UK 2 0.0-1.0 [19]  
  

  

EU/EEA  7 0.0-1.4   5 1.7-17.2   

* Number of included estimates 

Table 20. HCV prevalence among MSM, by EU/EEA country and risk category 

  MSM MSM living with HIV PWID MSM 

  N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

Bulgaria 
   

1 3 [41] 
   

Croatia 2 2.5-2.9 [19] 
      

Denmark 
   

1 4 [110] 
   

Estonia 2 1.8-4.7 [19] 
      

France 1 1 [19] 1 3.1 [42] 
   

Germany 
   

1 8.2 [108] 
   

Greece 
   

1 8.6 [109] 
   

Italy 1 0 [19] 
      

Netherlands 2 0.7-1.3 [19] 5a 6.4-25 [111-114] 
   

Spain 
   

2 3.5-4.3 [43,47] 
   

Sweden 1 0.6 [19] 1 3.7 [49] 
   

UK 2 1.6-2.1 [19] 3 0.88-7.2 [28,51,115] 1b 22.1 [50] 

EU/EEA  11 0.0-4.7 
 

16 0.88-25 
 

1 22.1 
 

a Including one study on MSM sex workers living with HIV (prevalence: 13%) and one study on MSM with chlamydia living with 
HIV (prevalence: 25%) 
b Homosexual male PWID 
* Number of included estimates 

Table 21. Incidence of HBV in MSM per country, cases per 100 person-years 

  MSM MSM living with HIV 

  N* Estimate/range Ref N* Estimate/range Ref 

Germany   
 

  1 2.5 [108]  

Italy   
 

  1 1.7 [116]  

Netherlands 1a 
 

[117]  1 1.1 [118]  

EU/EEA   1     3 1.1-2.5   

a A study from the Netherlands provided an estimate of 0.047% per year [117] 
* Number of included estimates 



Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA TECHNICAL REPORT 

18 

Table 22. Incidence of HCV in MSM per country, cases per 100 person-years 

  MSM MSM living with HIV 

  N* Estimate/range Ref N* Estimate/range Ref 

Belgium   
 

  1a 1.4 [119]  

Denmark   
 

  1b 
 

 [120] 

France    
 

  1c 
 

[121]  

Germany   
 

  1 1.5 [108]  

Italy   
 

  1 0.7 [55] 

Netherlands 2 0.1-0.2 [122,123]  2 1.1-2.4 [112,114]  

Spain   
 

  1 0.8 [124]  

UK   
 

  3 0.9-1.1 [125-127]  

EU/EEA  2 0.1-0.2   11 0.7-2.4   

a An addition study from Belgium provided an estimate of 2.3–2.9% per year [128] 
b A study from Denmark provided an estimate of 0.4% per year [120] 
c A study from France provided an estimate of 0.4% per year [121] 
* Number of included estimates 

Other groups at risk of sexual transmission 
Alongside MSM, other groups at risk of sexual transmission for which studies were identified in the systematic 
literature search included sex workers, persons engaging in high-risk sexual behaviour and STI-infected persons. In 
total, eleven estimates were retrieved for these groups; five on sex workers, four on high-risk sexual behaviour 
(which included studies in people with multiple sexual partners, commercial sex workers and their clients and 
people in prison who had unprotected sex) and two on STI-infected persons. HCV prevalence estimates from five 
EU/EEA countries and HBV estimates from two EU/EEA countries were included. 

Two HBV prevalence estimates were available, both on sex workers, ranging from 0 to 2.5% [107,129]. Nine HCV 
prevalence estimates were available, including three on sex workers, four on people engaging in high-risk sexual 
behaviour, and two on STI-infected people. These data are presented in Table 23. The prevalence of HCV ranged 
from 0 to 13% among sex workers, from 8.5 to 25% among STI-infected individuals, and from 4 to 43.2% among 

people with high-risk sexual behaviour. No incidence data were retrieved. 

More detailed information on each included study can be found in the summary tables, Appendices 5-8. 

Table 23. HCV prevalence among population groups at risk of sexual transmission by EU/EEA country 
and category 

  Sex workers STI-infected individuals  People with high-risk sexual behaviours 

  N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

Croatia 
   

1 8.5 [130] 2c 4-6.3 [130] 

Estonia 1 7.9 [131] 
      

Hungary       1d 4.2 [29] 

Italy 1 0 [129] 
   

1d 43.2 [44] 

Netherlands 1a 13 [114] 1b 25 [132]    

EU/EEA  3 0-13 
 

2 8.5-25 
 

4 4-43.2 
 

a MSM sex workers living with HIV  

b MSM with chlamydia living with HIV 
c Includes one study on people with multiple sexual partners (6.3%) and one study on commercial sex workers and their clients 
(4%)  
d People in prison who had unprotected sex 
* Number of included estimates 

Intranasal transmission 

Intranasal drug users 
The literature search retrieved four estimates on intranasal drug users. Only one study from France reported an 
estimate of HBV prevalence of 1.4% [133]. Two estimates, one from Spain and one from France were available on 
HCV prevalence: 0.9% and 5%, respectively [134,135]. 

An HCV incidence of three cases per 100 person-years was reported in Spain [136]. No estimates were retrieved 

for HBV incidence.  

More detailed information on each included study can be found in Appendices 5–8. 
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Vulnerable populations and mixed transmission groups 

People living with HIV 
The systematic literature search yielded a total of 97 estimates on PLHIV, with and without multiple risks. These 
provided data on HBV from nine EU/EEA countries and data on HCV from 14 countries. Twenty-four HBV 
prevalence estimates were retrieved, 11 of which reported on a broad group of PLHIV, five on MSM living with HIV, 
three on PWID living with HIV, three on PLHIV in prison, one on migrants living with HIV, and one on 
haemophiliacs living with HIV. These data are presented in Table 24. Prevalence of HBV ranged from 2.9 to 43.4% 
in broad PLHIV groups, from 1.7 to 17.2% among MSM living with HIV, from 7.5 to 20.6% among PWID living with 
HIV, from 6.8 to 16.9% among PLHIV in prison; HBV prevalence was estimated at 5.4% among migrants living 
with HIV and at 5.9% in haemophiliacs living with HIV. Forty-seven prevalence estimates were retrieved, 17 of 
which were based on a broad group of PLHIV, 16 on MSM living with HIV, eight on PWID living with HIV, four on 
PLHIV in prison, one on haemophiliacs living with HIV, and one on migrants living with HIV. These data are 
presented in Table 25. Prevalence of HCV ranged from 1.8 to 71.1% among broad PLHIV groups, from 0.88 to 

25% among MSM living with HIV, from 38.3 to 98% among PWID living with HIV, and from 55.9 to 93.5% among 
PLHIV in prison. HCV prevalence was estimated at 7.7% among migrants living with HIV and 47.1% in 
haemophiliacs living with HIV.  

Eight HBV incidence estimates were retrieved, including four on a broad group of PLHIV, three on MSM living with 
HIV, and one on STI-infected PLHIV. These data are presented in Table 26. HBV incidence ranged from 0.0 to 2.5 
cases per 100 person-years among broad groups of PLHIV, from 1.1 to 2.5 per 100 person-years among MSM living 
with HIV; among STI-infected PLHIV it was 1.3 per 100 person-years. Eighteen HCV incidence estimates were 
retrieved, including five on a broad group of PLHIV, twelve on MSM living with HIV and one on PWID living with 
HIV. This data is presented in table 27. HCV incidence ranged from 0.3 to 0.9 cases per 100 person-years among 
PLHIV, from 0.7 to 2.4 per person years and 0.4 to 2.9% per year among MSM living with HIV and was 7.2 per 100 
person-years among PWID living with HIV. 

More detailed information on each included study can be found in Appendices 5-8. 

Table 24. HBV prevalence among PLHIV, by EU/EEA country and risk category 

  PLHIV MSM living with HIV PWID living with HIV PLHIV in prison Migrants living with HIV Haemophiliacs living 
with HIV 

  N* Estimate/
range (%) 

Ref N* Estimate/
range (%) 

Ref N* Estimate/
range (%) 

Ref N* Estimate/
range (%) 

Ref N* Estimate/
range (%) 

Ref N* Estimate/
range (%) 

Ref 

Bulgaria 1 10.4 [41] 1 8.4 [41] 1 20.6 [41] 1 16.9 [41] 
      

Denmark 1 3 [110] 
               

France  1 7 [42] 1 9.2 [42] 1 7.5 [42] 
      

1 5.9 [42] 

Germany 
   

1 1.7 [108] 
            

Greece 1 12.1 [109] 1 17.2 [109] 
            

Italy 1 3.7 [137] 
      

2 6.8-8.8 [138,139] 
      

Netherlands 1 5 [140] 
               

Romania 1 43.4 [141] 
               

Spain 3 2.9-5.8 [43,47,142
] 

1 5.8 [43] 1 7.8 [43] 
   

1 5.4 [143] 
   

UK 1 5.1 [144] 
               

EU/EEA  11 2.9-43.4 
 

5 1.7-17.2 
 

3 7.5-20.6 
 

3 6.8-16.9 
 

1 5.4 
 

1 5.9 
 

* Number of included estimates 

Table 25. HCV prevalence among PLHIV, by EU/EEA country and risk category 

  PLHIV MSM living with HIV PWID living with HIV PLHIV in prison Migrants living with HIV Haemophiliacs 
living with HIV 

  N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref 

Bulgaria 1 25.6 [41] 1 3 [41] 1 87.4 [41] 1 82 [41] 
      

Denmark 1 7 [110] 1 4 [110] 
            

France  2 5.7-24.3 [42,145] 1 3.1 [42] 1 92.8 [42] 
      

1 47.1 [42] 

Germany 
   

1 8.2 [108] 
            

Greece 1 8.2 [109] 1 8.6 [109] 
            

Ireland 1 26 [146] 
               

Italy 1 40.7 [137] 
      

2 55.9-78.3 [41,138,1
39] 

      

Netherlands 1 3.7 [140] 5a 10.3-25 [113,114] 
            

Poland 1 71.1 [140] 
   

1 97.7 [46] 1 93.5 [46] 
      

Romania 1 1.8 [141] 
               

Slovenia 1 7.6 [147] 
               

Spain 4 20.5-61 [43,47, 
142,148] 

2 3.5-4.3 [43,47] 2 89.5-91.4 [43,47] 
   

1 7.7 [143] 
   

Sweden 1 14 [49] 1 3.7 [49] 1 98 [49] 
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  PLHIV MSM living with HIV PWID living with HIV PLHIV in prison Migrants living with HIV Haemophiliacs 
living with HIV 

  N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref N* Estima
te/ran
ge (%) 

Ref 

UK 1 8.9 [51] 3 0.88-7.2 [28,51,11
5] 

2 38.3-83.7 [50,51] 
         

EU/EEA  17 1.8-71.1 
 

16 0.88-25 
 

8 38.3-98 
 

4 55.9-93.5 
 

1 7.7 
 

1 47.1 
 

a Including one study in MSM with chlamydia living with HIV (prevalence: 25%) and one study in MSM sex workers living with 
HIV (prevalence: 13%) 
* Number of included estimates 

Table 26. HBV incidence among PLHIV, by EU/EEA country and risk category, cases per 100 person-
years  

  PLHIV MSM living with HIV STI infected PLHIV 

  N* Estimate/range Ref N* Estimate/range Ref N* Estimate/range Ref 

Denmark 1 0.0  [110] 
  

  
  

  

Germany   
 

  1 2.5 [108]  
  

  

Italy 1 1.2 [116]  1 1.7 [116]  1 1.3  [116] 

Netherlands   
 

  1 1.1 [118]  
  

  

Romania 1 2.5 [141]  
  

  
  

  

UK 1 1.7 [144]  
  

  
  

  

EU/EEA  4 0.0-2.5   3 1.1-2.5   1 1.3   

* Number of included estimates 

Table 27. HCV incidence among PLHIV, by EU/EEA country and risk category, cases per 100 person-
years  

  PLHIV MSM living with HIV PWID living with HIV 

  N* Estimate/range Ref N* Estimate/range Ref N* Estimate/range Ref 

Belgium 
   

2b 1.4 [119,128] 
   

Denmark 1 0.3 [110] 1c 
 

[120] 
   

France  1 0.4 [145] 1d 
 

[121] 
   

Germany 
   

1 1.5 [108] 
   

Italy 1 0.6 [55] 1 0.7 [55] 1 7.2 [55] 

Netherlands 
   

2 1.1-2.4 [112,114] 
   

Spain 1 0.9 [124] 1 0.8 [124] 
   

UK 
   

3 0.9-1.1 [125,127,149] 
   

EU/EEA  5a 0.3-0.9 [150] 12 0.7-2.4 
 

1 7.2 
 

a An additional study gives an estimate for an EU/EEA-wide 12-year cumulative incidence of 4.4% [150] 
b An additional study from Belgium provided an estimate of 2.3–2.9% per year [128] 
c A study from Denmark provided an estimate of 0.4% per year [120] 
d A study from France provided an estimate of 0.4% per year [121] 

* Number of included estimates 

People in prison 
Fifty-eight estimates on people in prison were extracted from the previous ECDC systematic review on risk groups 
[19]; 15 on HBV prevalence from 12 EU/EEA countries and 43 on HCV prevalence from 12 EU/EEA countries. These 
were updated with the present systematic literature search to include prevalence estimates from 2015 onwards; 
also included were prevalence and incidence estimates among people in prison with multiple risks from 2005 
onwards. Twenty-eight estimates were retrieved in the current systematic literature search, including eight on HBV 
(from four EU/EEA countries) and twenty on HCV (from eight EU/EEA countries). 

Twenty-three HBV prevalence estimates were retrieved in total; 16 on a broad group of people in prison, three on 
PLHIV in prison, one on PWID in prison, two on people in prison with tattoos, and one on people in prison who had 
unprotected sex. HBV prevalence per country is presented in Table 28. HBV prevalence ranged from 0.0 to 25.2% 
among people in prison, from 6.8 to 16.9% among PLHIV in prison, from 1.4 to 2.3% among people in prison with 
tattoos. HBV prevalence was 1.4% among PWID in prison and 1.4% among people in prison who had unprotected 

sex. Fifty-nine estimates were retrieved on HCV prevalence, including 44 on a broad group of people in prison, five 
on PWID in prison, four on PLHIV in prison, three on people in prison with tattoos, two on people in prison who 
had unprotected sex, and one on people in prison who had blood transfusions. HCV prevalence per country is 
presented in Table 29. HCV prevalence ranged from 1.3 to 86.3% among people in prison, from 55.9 to 93.5% 
among PLHIV in prison, from 22.5 to 86% among PWID in prison, from 4.5 to 51.2% among people in prison with 
tattoos, from 4.2 to 43.2% among people in prison who had unprotected sex. HCV prevalence was 48.7% among 
people in prison who had transfusions.  
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Four incidence estimates were retrieved, all of which were on HCV. In Spain, the reported incidence was 1.2 cases 

per 100 person-years in people in prison [58] and 6.7 cases per 100 person-years in people in prison with a history 
of intravenous drug use [58]. In the UK, the reported incidence was one case per 100 person-years among people 
in prison [63] and 2.0 to 2.9 cases per 100 person-years among people in prison who inject drugs in prison [63]. 

More detailed information on each included study can be found in Appendices 5–8. 

Table 28. HBV prevalence among people in prison, by EU/EEA country and risk category 

  People in prison PLHIV in prison PWID in prison People in prison with tattoos People in prison who  
had unprotected sex 

  N* Estimate/range 
(%) 

Ref N* Estimate/range 
(%) 

Ref N* Estimate/range 
(%) 

Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range 
(%) 

Ref 

Bulgaria 1 25.2 [19] 1 16.9 [41] 
         

Croatia 3 1.3-1.4 [19] 
            

Finland 1 0.5 [19]             

France  2 0.6 [19,1
51] 

            

Hungary 1 1.5 [19] 
   

1 1.4 [29] 2 1.4-2.3 [29] 1 1.4 [29] 

Ireland 1 0.3 [19] 
            

Italy 1 6.7 [19] 2 6.8-8.8 [138,1
39] 

         

Luxembourg 1 7.0 [19]             

Portugal 1 10.8 [19] 
            

Romania 1 10.7 [19] 
            

Spain 1 2.6 [19] 
            

UK 2 0.0-2.0 [19] 
            

EU/EEA  16 0.0-25.2 
 

3 6.8-16.9 
 

1 1.4 
 

2 1.4-2.3 
 

1 1.4 
 

* Number of included estimates 

Table 29. HCV prevalence among people in prison by EU/EEA country and risk category 

 
People in prison PLHIV in prison PWID in prison People in prison with tattoos 

People in prison who had 
unprotected sex 

People in prison who had 
transfusions  

N* Estimate
/range 

(%) 

Ref N* Estimate
/range 

(%) 

Ref N* Estimate
/range 

(%) 

Ref N* Estimate
/range 

(%) 

Ref N* Estimate
/range 

(%) 

Ref N* Estimate
/range 

(%) 

Ref 

Bulgaria 3 20.5-28.6 [19] 1 82 [41] 
           

  

Croatia 3 4.3-14.2 [19] 
              

  

Finland 1 45.8 [19]                
France  8 3.8-6.8 [19,151] 

              
  

Germany 4 8.6-84.9 [19] 
              

  

Hungary 1 4.9 [19] 
   

1 22.5 [29] 2 4.5-4.6 [29] 1 4.2 [29] 
  

  
Ireland 1 12.9 [19]                

Italy 2 37.4-38 [19] 2 55.9-78.3 [139] 1 74.7 [44] 1 51.2 [44] 1 43.2 [44] 1 48.7  [44] 

Luxembourg 1 86.3 [19]                
Norway 

      
1 86 [45] 

        
  

Poland 
   

1 93.5 [46] 
           

  

Portugal 2 10.8-34.4 [19] 
              

  
Spain 13 14.7-44.9 [19] 

   
1 84.9 

         
  

UK 5 1.3-19.2 [19] 
   

1 49.3 [63] 
        

  

EU/EEA  44 1.3-86.3 
 

4 55.9-93.5 
 

5 22.5-86 
 

3 4.5-51.2 
 

2 4.2-43.2 
 

1 48.7   

* Number of included estimates 

Migrants 
A total of 210 estimates on prevalence in migrants were extracted from the previous ECDC epidemiological 
assessment on hepatitis B and C among migrants (110 on HBV prevalence, 100 on HCV prevalence). These were 
updated in this systematic literature search to include prevalence data from 2015 onwards, incidence data and data 
in migrants subgroups with multiple risks. Twenty-five estimates were retrieved in the current literature search, all 
of which were on HBV.  

A total of 132 estimates on HBV prevalence in migrants from a range of different countries were retrieved 
(Table 30). Among first-generation migrants, the prevalence of HBV ranged from 0 to 5.6% among migrants from 
the east Mediterranean region, from 0 to 5.0% among migrants from south Asia, from 0.3 to 20.0% among 
migrants from south-east Asia, from 0 to 11.7% among east European migrants, from 0 to 5.6% among Latin 
American migrants, and from 0 to 22.2% among migrants from sub-Saharan Africa. The prevalence of HBV among 

second-generation migrants ranged from 0 to 1.0% among migrants from the east Mediterranean region, from 0 to 
0.7% among south Asian migrants, from 0 to 6.7% among south-east Asian migrants; it was 1.6% among 
migrants from sub-Saharan Africa. Among refugees, the prevalence of HBV ranged from 0 to 8.6% among refugees 
from the east Mediterranean region; it ranged from 1.6 to 53.1% among east European refugees, from 0 to 15% 
among Latin American refugees, and from 3.3 to 26.7% among refugees from sub-Saharan Africa; it was 0.0% 
among south Asian refugees and 57.7% among south-east Asian refugees. The prevalence of HBV in pregnant 
migrants ranged from 0.5 to 0.8% among migrants from south Asia, from 4.3 to 8.19% among migrants from 
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south-east Asia, from 0.7 to 7.25% among east European migrants, and from 2.9 to 6.1% among migrants from 

sub-Saharan Africa.  

All retrieved HCV prevalence estimates were from the previous review on migrants (Table 31). Prevalence of HCV in 
first-generation migrants ranged from 0 to 3.0% among migrants from the east Mediterranean region, from 0 to 
9.6% among south Asian migrants, from 0.6 to 1.6% among south-east Asian migrants, from 3.1 to 9.3% among 
east European migrants, from 0 to 10% among Latin American migrants, and from 0 to 19.2% among migrants 
from sub-Saharan Africa. In second-generation migrants, the prevalence of HCV was 0.0% among migrants from 
the east Mediterranean region and 0.0% among Latin American migrants. In refugees, the prevalence of HCV 
among refugees from the east Mediterranean region ranged from 0 to 0.2%, from 0 to 9.1% among south Asian 
refugees, from 0.2 to 1.3% among east European refugees, and from 0 to 26.7% among refugees from sub-
Saharan Africa. In pregnant migrants, the prevalence of HCV ranged from 0 to 0.5% (migrants from the east 
Mediterranean region); among pregnant migrants from Latin America, HCV prevalence was 0.0%. 

Three estimates were retrieved on HBV incidence in migrants. Incidence ranged between 0.004 and 0.0047% per 
year [152] among first-generation Turkish, Ghanaian and Moroccan migrants residing in Amsterdam, the 

Netherlands. 

More detailed information on each included study can be found in Appendices 5-8. 

Table 30. HBV prevalence among migrants, by country of origin and category 

  First generation migrants Second generation migrants Refugees Pregnant migrants 

Country of origin N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

East Mediterranean region 13 0-5.6 
 

2 0-1.0 
 

5 0-8.6 
    

Egypt 2 1.1-2.1 [20,153] 
         

Iraq 1 0.7 [20] 
   

2 1.4-2.5 [20] 
   

Iran 1 0.7 [20] 
         

Morocco 4 0-5.6 [20,153] 1 0 [20] 
      

Turkey 5a 0-4.9 [20] 1 1 [20] 2 3.3-8.6 [20] 
   

Syria 
      

1 0 [154] 
   

South Asia 15 0-5.0 
 

4 0-0.7 
 

2 0.0-0.0 
 

3 0.5-0.8 
 

Afghanistan 1 2.1 [20] 
   

1 0 [20] 
   

Bangladesh 4 1.5-5.0 [20] 1 0.2 [20] 
      

India 3 0-0.1 [20] 1 0 [20] 1 0 [20] 1 0.5 [155] 

Pakistan 7 0-4.1 [20,153] 2 0-0.7 [20] 
   

2 0.5-0.8 [20,155] 

South-east Asia 10 0.3-20.0 
 

2 0-6.7 
 

1 57.7 
 

2 4.3-8.19 
 

China 5b 0.3-11.4 [20,153,156] 2 0-6.7 [20] 1 57.7 [20] 2 4.3-8.19 [20,35] 

Hong Kong 1 7.8 [20] 
         

Philippines 1 3.3 [20] 
         

Vietnam 3 9.5-20.0 [20] 
         

Eastern Europe 10 0-11.7 
    

8 1.6-53.1 
 

7 0.7-7.25 
 

Albania 1 11.7 [20] 
   

5 8.8-53.1 [20] 3 5.4-7.71 [20,35] 

Former USSR 3 0-5.3 [20] 
         

Kazakhstan 1 7 [20] 
         

Macedonia 
         

1 2.11 [35] 

Moldova 1 10.7 [153] 
         

Kosovo 
      

2 1.6-5.8 [20] 
   

Romania 1 3.7 [153] 
   

1 30.7 [20] 1 1.94 [35] 

Russia 2 0-10.3 [20] 
         

Poland 1 0 [20] 
      

1 0.7 [155] 

Ukraine 
         

1 7.25 [35] 

Latin America 14 0-5.6 
    

3 0-15 
    

Argentina 1 5.6 [20] 
         

Bolivia 1 0 [20] 
         

Brazil 2 0.0-3.3 [20,153] 
   

1 15 [20] 
   

Chile 1 0 [20] 
         

Colombia 2 0.0-0.0 [20] 
   

1 0 [20] 
   

Dominican Republic 1 0 [20] 
         

Dutch Antilles 1 2.6 [20] 
         

Ecuador 1 0 [20] 
         

Haiti 1 0 [20] 
         

Paraguay 1 0 [20] 
         

Peru 1 0 [20] 
   

1 0 [20] 
   

Suriname 1 0 [20] 
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  First generation migrants Second generation migrants Refugees Pregnant migrants 

Country of origin N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

Sub-Saharan Africa 12 0-22.2 
 

1 1.6 
 

15 3.3-26.7 
 

2 2.9-6.1 
 

Burkina Faso 
      

1 15.8 [20] 
   

Cape Verde 1 0 [20] 
         

Equatorial Guinea 1 7.9 [20] 
         

Eritrea 
      

3 3.3-6.3 [20] 
   

Ethiopia 1 0 [20] 
   

1 13.2 [20] 
   

Ghana 1 16.3 [20] 
   

1 26.7 [20] 
   

Ivory Coast 
      

1 11.8 [20] 
   

Liberia 
      

2 18.1-26.3 [20] 
   

Mali 
      

1 13.3 [20] 
   

Nigeria  1 1.7 [153] 
   

1 8.5 [20] 
   

Senegal 2 13-22.2 [20,153] 
      

1 6.1 [35] 

Sierra Leone 1 15.8 [20] 
         

Somalia 4c 3.6-7.6 [20] 1 1.6 [20] 3 4.2-15.8 [20] 1 2.9 [155] 

Sudan 
      

1 22.7 [20] 
   

a Includes one study where FGM status was not reported 
b Includes one study where FGM status was not reported and one study where first and second generation were mixed 
c Includes three studies where first- and second-generation migrants were a mixed group 
* Number of included estimates 

Table 31. HCV prevalence among migrants, by country of origin and category 

  First generation migrants Second generation migrants Refugees Pregnant migrants 

Country of origin N* Estimate/range (%) Refc N* Estimate/range (%) Refc N* Estimate/range (%) Refc N* Estimate/range (%) Refc 

East Mediterranean region 14 0-3.0 
 

6 0.0-0.0 
 

2 0-0.2 
 

4 0-0.5 
 

Egypt 1 2.4 [20] 
         

Iraq 1 0.3 [20] 
   

1 0.2 [20] 
   

Iran 1 0.7 [20] 
         

Morocco 5 0-3.0 [20] 2 0.0-0.0 [20] 
   

2 0.0-0.0 [20] 

Turkey 6 0-0.8 [20] 4 0.0-0.0 [20] 1 0 
 

2 0-0.5 [20] 

South Asia 13 0-9.6 
 

1 0.7 
 

2 0-9.1 
    

Afghanistan 1 1 [20] 
   

1 9.1 [20] 
   

Bangladesh 3 0-0.6 [20] 
         

India 3 0-2.9 [20] 
         

Pakistan 6a 0-9.6 [20] 1 0.7 [20] 1 0 [20] 
   

South-east Asia 2 0.6-1.6 
          

Philippines 1 0.6 [20] 
         

Vietnam 1 1.6 [20] 
         

Eastern Europe 4 3.1-9.3 
    

3 0.2-1.3 
    

Albania 
      

2 0.2-1.3 [20] 
   

Former USSR 1 3.1 [20] 
         

Kazakhstan 1 9.3 [20] 
         

Kosovo 
      

1 0.6 [20] 
   

Poland 1 7.1 [20] 
         

Russia 1 6.9 [20] 
         

Latin America 15 0-10 
 

2 0.0-0.0 
    

2 0.0-0.0 
 

Argentina 1 0 [20] 
         

Bolivia 1 0 [20] 
         

Brazil 1 0 [20] 
         

Colombia 1 1.5 [20] 
         

Cuba 1 10 [20] 
         

Chile 1 0 [20] 
         

Dominican Republic 1 0 [20] 
         

Dutch Antilles 1 2.6 [20] 
         

Ecuador 1 1.2 [20] 
         

Paraguay 1 0 [20] 
         

Peru 1 0 [20] 
         

Suriname 4 0.0-3.0 [20] 2 0.0-0.0 [20] 
   

2b 0.0-0.0 [20] 

Sub-Saharan Africa 4 0-19.2 
    

8 0-26.7 
    

Burkina Faso 
      

1 10.5 [20] 
   

Cameroon 1 4.1 [20] 
         

Cape Verde 1 0 [20] 
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  First generation migrants Second generation migrants Refugees Pregnant migrants 

Country of origin N* Estimate/range (%) Refc N* Estimate/range (%) Refc N* Estimate/range (%) Refc N* Estimate/range (%) Refc 

Equatorial Guinea 2 9.8-19.2 [20] 
         

Eritrea 
      

1 3.3 [20] 
   

Ghana 
      

1 3.3 [20] 
   

Ivory Coast 
      

1 5.9 [20] 
   

Mali 
      

1 26.7 [20] 
   

Nigeria  
      

1 6.1 [20] 
   

Somalia 
      

2 0-0.2 [20] 
   

a Includes one study where first- and second-generation migrants were a mixed group 
b Includes one study where pregnant women were second-generation migrants 
c Source: [20]  
* Number of included estimates 

Family, household and sexual partners 
Twenty estimates on family, household or sexual partners of HBV/HCV infected family members were retrieved in 
the systematic literature search; two on HBV prevalence (from two different EU/EEA countries) and 18 on HCV 
prevalence (from five different EU/EEA countries). No incidence estimates were retrieved.  

Both HBV prevalence estimates were based on family members of persons chronically infected with HBV (HBsAg+); 
prevalence was reported at 5.7% in a study from the Czech Republic and at 15.8% in a study from Greece 
[157,158]. For HCV prevalence, twelve estimates were retrieved on infants of mothers with chronic hepatitis C, five 
estimates were on family members of people with chronic hepatitis C, and one estimate was on sexual partners of 
infected persons (Table 32). The prevalence of HCV ranged from 2.4 to 10.9% among infants of mothers with 
chronic hepatitis C, including three studies on infants of HIV/HCV-coinfected mothers (range: 3.2–10.9%), two 
studies on infants of mothers with chronic hepatitis C who also injected drugs (range: 5.9–6.3%). HCV prevalence 
ranged from 2.1 to 9.8% in family members of people with chronic hepatitis C. In one study on sexual partners of 
people with chronic hepatitis C, HCV prevalence was 13.8%. 

More detailed information can be found in Appendices 5–8. 

Table 32. HCV prevalence in family/household/sexual partners of HCV-positive persons, by EU/EEA 
country 

  Infants of HCV+ mothers Family members of HCV+ persons Sexual partners of HCV+ persons 

  N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

France  3a 5.6-10.9 [159] 
      

Ireland 1 4.1 [160] 
      

Italy 1 7.3 [161] 5d 2.1-9.8 [87,162] 1 13.8 [162] 

Portugal 1 2.7 [163] 
      

Spain 3b 2.4-3.2 [164,165] 
      

EU/EEA  12c 2.4-10.9 
 

5 2.1-9.8 
 

1 13.8 
 

a Includes one study on infants of HCV+/HIV+ mothers (prevalence: 10.9%) and one study on HCV+ PWID mothers (prevalence: 
5.9%) 
b Includes one study on infants of HCV+/HIV+ mothers (prevalence: 3.2%) 
c In addition, three studies provided estimates for the entire EU/EEA: one on infants of HCV+ mothers (prevalence: 6.2%) [166], 
one study on infants of HCV+/HIV+ mothers (prevalence: 8.7%) [166] and one study on HCV+ PWID mothers (prevalence: 
6.3%) [166] 
d Includes the following: family members who have travelled abroad (prevalence: 9.8%), family members who had had dental 
procedures (prevalence: 8.9%), family members (prevalence: 6%), offspring (prevalence: 2.3%) and parents and siblings 
(prevalence: 2.1%) 
* Number of included estimates 

Other vulnerable populations/mixed exposure groups  
Other groups for which estimates were retrieved in the literature search include transgender (two estimates), 
homeless (four estimates), travellers (one estimate) and public safety workers (six estimates). 

Three HBV prevalence estimates were retrieved for public safety workers, and one was retrieved for transgender 
people and travellers each. These data are summarised in Table 33. Prevalence of HBV ranged from 0 to 2.9% 
among public safety workers, was 4.5% among transgender people and 5.86% among travellers. Three HCV 
prevalence estimates were retrieved for public safety workers, four for homeless people and one for transgender 
people (Table 34). Prevalence of HCV ranged from 10.1 to 69.9% among homeless people; three of which were 
among homeless PWID and ranged from 34.7% to 69.9% and from 0 to 0.5% among public safety workers; HCV 
prevalence in transgender people was 4.5%. 
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No studies with incidence data for HBV or HCV were identified. 

More detailed information on each included study can be found in Appendices 5-8. 

Table 33. HBV prevalence among other risk groups, by EU/EEA country 

  Transgender Travellers Public safety workers 

  N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

Croatia 
      

2a 0-2.9 [167] 

France  
   

1 5.86 [168] 
   

Hungary 
      

1a 0.4 [29] 

Italy 1 4.5 [169] 
      

EU/EEA 1 4.5 
 

1 5.86 
 

3 0-2.9 
 

a Prison staff 
* Number of included estimates 

Table 34. HCV prevalence among other risk groups, by EU/EEA country 

  Transgender Homeless Public safety workers 

  N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref N* Estimate/range (%) Ref 

Croatia 
      

2b 0-0 [167] 

France  
   

1 10.1 [170] 
   

Hungary 
      

1b 0.5 [29] 

Italy 1 4.5 [169] 
      

Spain 
   

1a 69.9 [48] 
   

UK    2a 34.7-67 [52,53]    

EU/EEA 1 4.5 
 

4 10.1-69.9 
 

3 0-0.5 
 

a Homeless PWID  
b Prison staff 
* Number of included estimates 

3.4 Undiagnosed fraction 

In total, 26 estimates of the undiagnosed fraction were retrieved from the systematic literature search (18 
estimates) and an ECDC survey that was included as part of the grey literature (eight estimates). Fourteen 
estimates were retrieved for the undiagnosed fraction of HBV cases, providing estimates for eight EU/EEA 
countries; twelve estimates were retrieved for the undiagnosed fraction of HCV cases, providing estimates for eight 
EU/EEA countries. 

Ten estimates on HBV included the general population or a proxy. Proxy populations included people who had 
blood sampled and tested prior to orthopaedic interventions or during an emergency room visit. The proportion of 
cases unaware of their infection ranged between 40% and 85% (Table 35). Four other estimates were on 
migrants. Three estimates were on Chinese, British Chinese and British Asian people, all living in the UK. The 
proportion of cases unaware of their infection ranged from 70 to 100%. The fourth estimate was on pregnant 
migrants from countries with intermediate/high-HBV prevalence living in Italy, with an undiagnosed fraction of 
56.7%. 

Eleven estimates on HCV included the general population or a proxy. The proportion of HCV cases unaware of their 
infection ranged between 20 and 91.2% (Table 35). One other study from the UK provided an estimate for the 
undiagnosed proportion of PWID of 59%. One study from the UK did not find any HCV-positive cases among 
Chinese migrants and could therefore not provide an estimate of the undiagnosed proportion.  

The estimates were retrieved from a diverse range of sources, including screening surveys (16 estimates), 
modelling studies (eight estimates) and expert opinions (three estimates).  

More detailed information on each included study can be found in Appendices 9 and 10. 

Table 35. Undiagnosed proportion of HBV and HCV cases in the general population or proxy 
populations, by EU/EEA country  

 HBV HCV 

Denmark 
50% [Expert opinion, 2013] [16]  
67% [Modelling, 2007] [171] 

20% [Expert opinion, 2013] [16]  
46% [Modelling, 2012] [172] 

France 55% [Screening, 2004] [33]  43% [Screening, 2004] [33] 

Germany 85% [Screening, 2013] [173] 
65% [Screening, 2013] [173] 
22% [Screening, 2010] [174] 

Greece 
50% [Modelling, 2012] [175] 
83% [Screening, 2006] [176] 

81% [Modelling, 2012] [175] 
91.2% [Screening, 2006] [176] 
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 HBV HCV 

Italy 40% [Screening, 2009] [177]  

Ireland  50-67% [Expert opinion, 2014] [16]  

Netherlands 80% [Screening, 2007] [178]  

Poland  
78% [Screening, 2015] [16]  
89% [Modelling, 2016] [179] 

Scotland 45% [Modelling, 2014] [16]  43% [Modelling, 2014] [16]  
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4 Discussion 

Two systematic reviews were undertaken to collect, assess and collate prevalence and incidence data on HBV and 
HCV in selected population groups. Data were also collected on the proportion of infected people who are unaware 
of their infection. In addition, a review and comparative analysis of existing national and supranational viral 
hepatitis testing guidelines, guidance documents and other relevant policy documents was undertaken to identify 
population subgroups that may be at risk of HBV/HCV or have a high burden of viral hepatitis.  

For the first review, 148 studies on HBV/HCV prevalence and incidence were retrieved from searches in 
bibliographic databases and additional sources; various grey literature sources provided additional estimates. For 
the second review, 14 studies and one survey with data on the undiagnosed fraction were retrieved. The retrieved 
estimates were analysed by country and by population group, including general population, proxy populations and 
population at risk of HBV/HCV transmission and/or at high burden of disease. Prevalence ranges across the EU/EEA 
were obtained for each population group, with the aim to provide public health experts in the Member States with 

strategic information to guide the identification of target groups for HBV and HCV testing initiatives.  

General population, proxy populations and birth cohorts 

Despite the call for elimination of viral hepatitis by 2030 and a target for the reduction of undiagnosed chronic HCV 
and HBV cases [14], robust epidemiological data to support monitoring progress in this plan are lacking for many 
EU/EEA countries. This is particularly relevant with respect to HBV and HCV prevalence estimates in the general 
population. A previous ECDC systematic review produced a range of estimates for EU/EEA countries, despite the 
heterogeneity of the source data [18]. This review confirms the previous considerations on low/lower prevalence 
among proxy populations such as blood donors and pregnant women, with the exception of pregnant women with 
a migration background, who may be at increased risk of infection, depending on the underlying prevalence in the 
country of origin, and pregnant women from risk groups (e.g. PWID). Antenatal screening, at least for HBV, may 
be of great relevance among these groups, as suggested in a recent ECDC guidance [180]. 

This review retrieved very limited data on the HCV burden experienced by certain birth cohorts. For example, 
prevalence by age group or birth cohort was explored in three countries; findings were indicative of a higher 
prevalence of HCV infection in certain age groups, but with variability across countries. Further investigation of the 
extent of this phenomenon and its relevance in each EU/EEA country may be warranted to inform subsequent HCV 
testing interventions, following the example of the US [181].  

Expanding testing opportunities among the general population may be needed to reduce the undiagnosed fraction 
in the EU/EEA. Despite the limited number of studies, the findings from this review point towards a substantial 
proportion of undiagnosed chronically infected people in the EU/EEA, albeit with large variability between countries. 
The estimated undiagnosed fraction of HBV cases in the general population or proxy populations ranged from 40% 
in Italy to 85% in Germany. The estimated undiagnosed fraction among Chinese, British Chinese, British Asian 
migrants and pregnant migrants ranged between 57 and 100%. The estimated fraction of HCV cases that are 
undiagnosed in the general or proxy populations ranged between 20% in Denmark and 91.2% in Greece. In PWID, 
one study estimated the undiagnosed fraction at 59% of cases. The methods for estimating the undiagnosed 
fraction varied widely; some estimates were based on expert opinion, others on modelling studies and others on 
screening studies. Selection bias may have a large impact on the accuracy of the estimate in screening studies. For 
example, community-based testing offers are likely to target people unaware of their infection and will likely 
overestimate the undiagnosed fraction. In general, the findings of this report are in line with a modelling study by 
Razavi et al. [182] that estimated the overall proportion of undiagnosed HCV cases in the EU/EEA at 64%. 

Population groups likely to be at higher risk or with a high 
burden of disease across the EU/EEA 

A recently released WHO testing guidance for hepatitis B and C proposes a 2% threshold for intermediate 
HBV/HCV prevalence, above which testing scale-up is recommended. This systematic review identified the 
following population groups as having HBV prevalence estimates above the 2% threshold across all studies 
(excluding outliers): dialysis/haemodialysis patients, PLHIV and PLHIV with multiple risks (MSM living with HIV, 

PWID living with HIV, and PLHIV in prison). These groups are likely to be at a high risk of HBV and/or have a high 
burden of disease throughout the EU/EEA and may benefit from expanded testing opportunities. 

For HCV, the following population groups were above the 2% threshold (excluding outliers) with regard to HCV 
prevalence estimates retrieved in this review: PWID, PWID with multiple risks (PWID in prison, PWID living with 
HIV, and homeless PWID), dialysis/haemodialysis patients, recipients of SoHO, diabetics, people in prison, people 
in prison with multiple risks (PWID in prison, PLHIV in prison), PLHIV, PLHIV with multiple risks (PWID living with 
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HIV, MSM living with HIV, PLHIV in prison), infants of mothers with chronic hepatitis C, and family members of 

people with chronic hepatitis C. These groups are likely to be at a high risk of HCV and/or have a high burden of 
disease throughout the EU/EEA and may benefit from expanded testing opportunities. 

More groups likely to be at high risk were identified for HCV than HBV. This is partly due to the fact that for many 
groups, few HBsAg prevalence studies were retrieved. In certain groups, this may be due to wide vaccination 
coverage, e.g. in healthcare workers. In addition, the data for HBV prevalence are more heterogeneous for some 
key groups which were identified as likely HCV risk groups, indicating that the group may be only at risk in certain 
regions or under certain conditions (e.g. groups with multiple risks). 

According to the findings of this review, two of the groups most commonly targeted for HBV testing in the retrieved 
guidelines, PWID and MSM (see Appendix 11), were not characterised by an intermediate prevalence of chronic 
HBV infection. People in these groups may be at higher risk of acquiring HBV infection, but have a small chance of 
developing chronic infection if they acquire the infection at an older age. On the contrary, PLHIV and haemodialysis 
recipients were identified as a target group for HBV testing by less than a third of the included guidelines. For HCV, 
there is more concurrence between the target groups commonly identified by retrieved testing guidelines and the 

findings of this review. However, less than half of guidelines indicated that haemodialysis patients, PLHIV, or family 
members of people with chronic hepatitis C were at risk; diabetes patients were not mentioned at all.  

Population groups with heterogenous patterns of risk 
and/or burden of disease across the EU/EEA 

Population groups for which HBV prevalence data were more heterogeneous and varied from country to country or 
between studies conducted in the same country include PWID, MSM and people in prison. For PWID, 39 prevalence 
estimates were available, ranging from 0 to 12.5% throughout the EU/EEA. Several studies reported prevalence 
estimates for PWID that were in line with estimates of general population prevalence in that country, however, 
many studies (from Belgium, Bulgaria, Estonia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Lithuania, the Netherlands, Poland, 
Portugal, Romania, Spain and Sweden) reported prevalence figures that were higher. Differences in prevalence 

reported between studies may be partly due to differences in the composition of the study population, e.g. the 
proportion of PWID who have ever been imprisoned or who are infected with HIV, whether former injecting drug 
users were included, or vaccination policies in different countries were taken into account. Three studies conducted 
in PWID living with HIV reported high prevalence, indicating that certain populations of particularly vulnerable 
PWID may be at high risk. There is a marked difference in the prevalence of HBsAg and anti-HCV reported in this 
group. This could be explained by vaccination or the fact that the risk of developing chronic HBV is relatively low 
compared with developing HCV through injecting drug use [183], as the risk of developing chronic HBV is highly 
age dependent. However, the markers are not equivalent because HBsAg is a marker of current HBV infection and 
anti-HCV is a marker of ever having been infected. Seven studies reported HBsAg prevalence data in MSM; in all 
cases this was lower than 2%. However, two studies reported prevalence at 1.4% which is likely to be higher than 
the prevalence in the general population for those countries, i.e. Denmark and France. The relatively few studies in 
this group could indicate that MSM are less researched as an HBV risk group. Much higher prevalence figures were 
reported in studies on MSM living with HIV; these ranged from 1.7 to 17.2%. For people in prison, 16 prevalence 
estimates were available, ranging between 0 and 25.2% (entire EU/EEA). Although many studies reported rather 
high prevalence figures for Bulgaria, Italy, Luxembourg, Portugal and Romania, five estimates were in line with the 
prevalence in the general population for any given country. Differences in prevalence estimates between studies 
may be due to variations in the demographic composition of the study populations, for example the proportion of 
PWID, PLHIV or prisoners born in foreign countries. HBV vaccination policies in different countries or prisons may 
also influence prevalence figures. There may be a lot of variation in prevalence between prisons: several studies 
reported regional data or received data only from one detention centre. Of the guidelines retrieved in the 
comparative analysis, 35% listed people in prison as a target group for testing. 

Population groups for which anti-HCV prevalence data were heterogeneous and varied between countries or 
studies include MSM and healthcare workers. For MSM, eleven studies reported prevalence figures ranging from 0 
to 4.7% across the EU/EEA. Most studies reported prevalence figures which were higher than the expected 
prevalence in the general population; however, three studies reported prevalence figures which are probably more 
in line with the expected prevalence in the general population. In general, the reported prevalence figures were 
higher than those reported for HBsAg. The reported prevalence figures in MSM infected with HIV were much higher 
than in MSM, so variation in reported prevalence in total MSM populations may be partly due to differences in the 

proportion of HIV+ MSM in MSM study populations. MSM were described as a target group for testing by 13% of 
the retrieved guidelines. For healthcare workers, 11 studies reported anti-HCV prevalence ranging between 0.8 and 
6.4%. Although a few of the studies reported prevalence figures which appeared to be higher than what would be 
expected in the general population, study populations in these studies may not have been representative. For 
example, the highest HCV prevalence reported (6.4%) was measured in Naples, an area of Italy known to be 
endemic for HCV [184]; a study reporting a prevalence of 1.3% in the Netherlands was conducted in healthcare 
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workers performing exposure-prone procedures. Healthcare workers were listed as a target group for HCV testing 

in 29% of the retrieved guidelines. 

Another group with a wide variety of reported HBsAg and anti-HCV prevalence is migrants [19]. As expected, 
prevalence estimates were generally higher for first-generation migrants and refugees than second-generation 
migrants. Second generation migrants generally showed low prevalence figures which may be in line with the 
prevalence in the general population in their country of residence. Prevalence reported in first-generation migrants, 
refugees and pregnant migrants were generally higher in migrants from south-east Asian, east European and sub-
Saharan African countries, more heterogeneous in migrants from the east Mediterranean region and Latin America, 
and generally lower in south Asian migrants. Similarly, anti-HCV prevalence was low in all studies in second-
generation migrants, and heterogeneous in first-generation migrants, refugees and pregnant migrants, with 
migrants from east European and sub-Saharan African countries having the highest reported prevalence.  

Population groups for which limited or no evidence was 
found 
For some population groups, few prevalence estimates were retrieved (i.e. less than five), making it difficult to 
assess whether they are likely to be at risk or have a high burden of disease. The groups for which fewer than five 
studies were available with prevalence data for HBV and/or HCV are: anabolic steroid users, recipients of 
tattoos/piercings, recipients of medical/dental interventions, waste collection workers, sex workers, people with 
STI, people engaging in high-risk sexual behaviour, people who are already are infected with HBV or HCV, 
transgender people, homeless people, travellers, and public safety workers. 

In some cases, the few studies that were performed for a group indicated that a high prevalence may indeed be 
present within certain groups – for example two of the three studies performed in sex workers reported high 
prevalence of anti-HCV [114,131], but more data are needed to determine the actual risk status. 

For certain population groups from Table 1 no evidence was retrieved. These include: tattoo or piercing artists, 
recipients of acupuncture or mesotherapy, sexual partners of PWID, sexual assault victims, people in care homes or 

institutionalised people, and intellectually disabled people. A lack of studies in this area may suggest that these 
groups are not widely considered to be important risk groups (in general or specifically in the EU/EEA), but this 
may also be due to other factors such as the relative size of the group in the population (i.e. niche groups) or the 
ethical and practical challenges in conducting studies in certain hard-to-reach population groups (e.g. sex workers).  

Fewer than 25% of the retrieved guidelines defined these groups as a target for testing, except for recipients of 
tattoos or piercings: 38% of guidelines saw this groups as a priority group for HCV testing; incidentally, half of the 
guidelines also specified tattoos or piercings received in unregulated or unhygienic settings as a reason for testing.  

Limitations 

The comparability of data was limited by the large degree of heterogeneity between studies and population groups. 
For example, PWID populations differed widely among studies in whether the population included former injectors, 
or whether they were recruited from the streets, from needle exchange programmes or specialist addiction 

treatment facilities. For nosocomial risk groups, study populations differed in the proportion treated before 
measures to prevent exposure to blood-borne virus became routine practise. For HBV prevalence studies, the 
vaccinated proportion of a population varied between studies and was often not mentioned. Another source of 
variation were the testing methods such as laboratory test type and whether the result was confirmed by a second 
test. Differences between studies with regard to HBV/HCV prevalence or incidence can at least partly be explained 
by these factors. A direct comparison between studies is therefore not possible. For this reason, grouped data in 
synoptic tables were presented as ranges and no weighted or pooled average was calculated.  

Due to the design of the included studies, it was not possible to do a formal quality assessment. All studies were of 
observational design and could be divided in prospective and retrospective studies, cross-sectional studies and 
surveillance studies. No internationally agreed tool for measuring the quality of these types of studies is available 
[185]. It was therefore not possible to assign an overall quality score per study. Instead, a list of quality criteria 
was compiled. The evidence tables list which criteria were not satisfied per study. Although studies were not 
excluded based on the list of criteria, four studies were excluded because the methodology was too unclear or 

limited to allow for accurate data extraction. The most common quality issues with the included studies were the 
following: samples were not always representative for the population under study, serology methods were not 
always reported, and selection of the participants was not always clearly described. Based on this assessment, 
high-quality prevalence estimates from representative study populations are not available for many target 
populations and countries. Many estimates were based on local, rather than national data. For these reasons, all 
retrieved studies reporting on a given population group were included in the analysis and no analytical algorithm 
was defined.  



Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA TECHNICAL REPORT 

30 

For the first research question, a pre-defined list of populations potentially at high risk of HBV/HCV or with high 

burden of diseases was used. The list was based on a comparative guideline analysis, as well as input from ECDC 
and the project team. It is possible that certain population groups at risk were missed using this approach. 
Similarly, some population groups may have overlapping risks beyond the mixed risk categories that were defined 
for the purpose of the analysis (e.g. sex workers have a high rate of injecting drug use), resulting in over-
estimation of the disease prevalence. Two bibliographic databases were chosen which would yield the vast majority 
of relevant original data articles on this topic. During a sensitivity analysis, the search strings did retrieve key 
articles from a WHO guideline on testing [11]. Furthermore, the reference lists of systematic reviews retrieved 
during the search were checked for possibly relevant articles missed by the search. This was the case for only two 
of the 148 included articles. Three articles on birth cohorts were identified by ECDC or the project team as they 
were not retrieved by the search, indicating that for this group the search string was not sufficiently sensitive. For 
the systematic review on the undiagnosed fraction it was hard to construct a search string to find data on 
undiagnosed fraction, because these results are often not listed in the abstract, but instead are reported in the 
results section of the article. It was not possible to perform a sensitivity analysis of the search strings for this 
review. To overcome this challenge, during the data extraction for the first review, attention was paid to whether 
data on undiagnosed fraction was provided. Furthermore, ECDC and members of the project team added articles 
with data on undiagnosed fraction. There were a few instances where it was not possible to obtain the full text of a 
number of articles selected on the basis of title and abstract, even after contacting authors. Therefore, some 
potentially relevant data may have been missed. 

For some population groups, stricter exclusion criteria were enforced and an algorithm for study inclusion was 
applied. A large number of studies were available on PLHIV, including a number of large, multicentre studies. 
These studies were considered more likely to give an accurate estimate of national prevalence in this risk group, 
only these multicentre studies were included. When no representative studies existed for a country, all studies were 
included. For studies on haemodialysis patients, only multicentre studies were included because prevalence 
estimates from single centres can be strongly influenced by local outbreaks and hygiene practices in individual 
centres. For multiple risk groups, inclusion was limited to studies with a sample size of more than 50 subjects 
because many studies on single-risk groups, e.g. PLHIV, also reported prevalence for all relevant subgroups, e.g. 
PWID living with HIV or diabetics living with HIV. While this might have resulted in loss of data, the included 
estimates were considered more likely to be representative of the study populations. An exception was made, 
however, for multiple-risk groups which were considered relevant and may be relatively rare in generally 
populations, e.g. transgender people and sex workers. 

Grey literature or other data sources were used to retrieve data for certain groups such as the general population, 
PWID or blood donors, for whom reliable data were already available, allowing the search to be focused on other 
potential risk groups. Estimates for the prevalence in the general population were taken from a previous systematic 
review on prevalence [19]. For data on prevalence in first-time blood donors, two sources were used [21,22]. Both 
studies report as a limitation the lack of data on how confirmatory testing was performed across the EU/EEA. The 
methodology of the two studies differs in the covered time period (four-year average prevalence vs. one-year 
prevalence) [21,22] and the number and type of the included reporting institutions. They also report prevalence 
differently, either by first time donations [21] or by first-time donors [22]. Lieshout-Krikke et al. combined data 
from national competent authorities and blood establishments while Rautmann et al. present data from blood 
establishments reporting directly to the Council of Europe. Differences between the two sources of blood donor 
data can partially explain the variation in reported prevalence; some variation, however, can be due to trends. 
Poland, for example, reported a decrease in HBV prevalence between 2010 and 2013 [21] that appears to continue 
in 2014. Another factor responsible for differences between the two studies is the very low absolute number of 
positive donors for some countries, e.g. Malta. Data on prevalence in PWID was collected from the EMCDDA 
website [23]. The website lists the main limitations of EMCDDA’s data collection approach: variation in the sampling 
approach (e.g. participants from drug treatment, low-threshold, prisons, etc.), which may lead to variations in the 
target group; and defining PWID as ‘ever injectors’ or ‘current injectors’. A survey on hepatitis testing in the 
EU/EEA was referred to for data on the undiagnosed fraction [16]. The survey had a number of limitations which 
may have affected the validity of the results: respondents reported that the survey was challenging to complete, it 
was only available in English, and more than a third of EU/EEA countries did not respond.  

Although data on HBV DNA and HCV RNA prevalence were also extracted, this was reported by few studies and 
was therefore not analysed in this report. Incidence data were only found for a few groups, and comparability 
between studies was limited by the use of different units to express incidence. No incidence data were available for 
the general population which made it impossible to compare incidence rates in risk groups. Therefore, incidence 

data were not considered during data analysis.  
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5 Conclusions  

The scope of this project was to identify the population groups at increased risk and/or with a high burden of 
hepatitis B and C within the framework of developing an evidence-based public health guidance on testing for viral 
hepatitis in the EU/EEA. These population groups may need to be targeted and/or prioritised for HBV/HCV testing. 

A systematic review of the literature was performed to identify, collate, and assess available evidence on HBV and 
HCV incidence and prevalence in selected population groups. A qualitative approach was applied to compare the 
prevalence data gathered for each population group with the prevalence reported for the general population and/or 
proxy populations in that country, and against the intermediate HBV/HCV prevalence threshold of 2% as suggested 
by the latest WHO guidance [2]. 

For HBV, the following populations were deemed likely to be at higher risk of disease or have a high disease burden 
across the EU/EEA: dialysis/haemodialysis patients, PLHIV and PLHIV with multiple risks (MSM living with HIV, 

PWID living with HIV, PLHIV in prison). For HCV, these populations were: PWID, people in prison, PLHIV and PLHIV 
with multiple risks (PWID in prison, PWID living with HIV, homeless PWID, PLHIV in prison, MSM living with HIV), 
dialysis/haemodialysis patients, recipients of SoHO, diabetics, infants of mothers with chronic hepatitis C and other 
family members of people with chronic HCV. Populations that were identified as possibly at risk of HBV in certain 
regions or under certain circumstances are: PWID, MSM, people in prison and migrants. For HCV, these populations 
were: MSM, healthcare workers and migrants. For other population groups, data were insufficient to identify risk 
groups. Incidence data were very sparse and limited to certain population subgroups, such as MSM and PLHIV, and 
largely focused on HCV. The available evidence indicates transmission among MSM, PLHIV and people in prison, 
while HCV incidence among dialysis/haemodialysis patients at significant levels was reported only in older studies. 

The literature search for estimates of the undiagnosed fraction yielded very limited findings. The undiagnosed 
proportion of people infected with HBV and HBV was generally high among the general population in countries 
throughout the EU/EEA, suggesting widespread underdiagnosis. Based on these findings, it is advisable to scale up 
testing coverage, at least for population groups at higher risk or with a higher burden of HBV or HCV in order to 
achieve the WHO global goal of eliminating viral hepatitis. The European regional targets calls for diagnosing 50% 

of all people with chronic HBV/HCV by 2020 and 90% by 2030 [14]. 

The findings presented in this report will be integrated into a European guidance for HBV and HCV testing. This 
guidance is intended to support EU/EEA countries in the development of national guidelines and in the design and 
scale-up of testing interventions. 

6 Next steps  

The results and conclusions of this review will be incorporated into an evidence-based public health guidance on 
testing for viral hepatitis in the EU/EEA, intended to support EU/EEA Member States in their efforts to scale up 
hepatitis testing programmes.  

  



Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA TECHNICAL REPORT 

32 

References 

1. Hofstraat SHI, Falla AM, Duffell EF, Hahne SJM, Amato-Gauci AJ, Veldhuijzen IK, et al. Current prevalence 
of chronic hepatitis B and C virus infection in the general population, blood donors and pregnant women 
in the EU/EEA: a systematic review. Epidemiol Infect. 2017 Sep 11:1-13. 

2. World Health Organization. Guidelines on hepatitis B and C testing. Geneva: WHO, 2017 9789241549615. 

3. McHutchison JG. Understanding hepatitis C. The American journal of managed care. 2004;10(2 
Suppl):S21-9. 

4. Perz JF, Armstrong GL, Farrington LA, Hutin YJ, Bell BP. The contributions of hepatitis B virus and hepatitis 
C virus infections to cirrhosis and primary liver cancer worldwide. Journal of hepatology. 2006;45(4):529-
38. 

5. Schweitzer A, Horn J, Mikolajczyk RT, Krause G, Ott JJ. Estimations of worldwide prevalence of chronic 
hepatitis B virus infection: a systematic review of data published between 1965 and 2013. Lancet 
(London, England). 2015 Oct 17;386(10003):1546-55. 

6. Global prevalence and genotype distribution of hepatitis C virus infection in 2015: a modelling study. The 
lancet Gastroenterology & hepatology. 2017 Mar;2(3):161-76. 

7. Memon M, Memon M. Hepatitis C: an epidemiological review. Journal of viral hepatitis. 2002;9(2):84-100. 

8. Seeff LB. Natural history of chronic hepatitis C. Hepatology. 2002;36(5B). 

9. Shepard CW, Simard EP, Finelli L, Fiore AE, Bell BP. Hepatitis B virus infection: epidemiology and 
vaccination. Epidemiologic reviews. 2006;28(1):112-25. 

10. Schweitzer A, Horn J, Mikolajczyk RT, Krause G, Ott JJ. Estimations of worldwide prevalence of chronic 
hepatitis B virus infection: a systematic review of data published between 1965 and 2013. The Lancet. 

2015;386(10003):1546-55. 

11. Easterbrook PJ, Group WHOGD. Who to test and how to test for chronic hepatitis C infection - 2016 WHO 
testing guidance for low- and middle-income countries. J Hepatol. 2016 Oct;65(1 Suppl):S46-66. 

12. EASL 2017 Clinical Practice Guidelines on the management of hepatitis B virus infection. J Hepatol. 2017 
Aug;67(2):370-98. 

13. Kohli A, Shaffer A, Sherman A, Kottilil S. Treatment of hepatitis C: a systematic review. Jama. 
2014;312(6):631-40. 

14. World Health Organization. Action plan for the health sector response to viral hepatitis in the WHO 
European Region [Draft ]. 2016 [cited 10 Aug 2017]. Available from: http://www.euro.who.int/en/health-
topics/communicable-diseases/hepatitis/publications/2016/action-plan-for-the-health-sector-response-to-
viral-hepatitis-in-the-who-european-region.-draft-2016  

15. Hahné SJ, Veldhuijzen IK, Wiessing L, Lim T-A, Salminen M, van de Laar M. Infection with hepatitis B and 
C virus in Europe: a systematic review of prevalence and cost-effectiveness of screening. BMC infectious 
diseases. 2013;13(1):181. 

16. European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. Hepatitis B and C testing activities, needs and 
priorities in the EU/EEA. Stockholm, Sweden: 2017 TQ-02-17-594-EN-N. 

17. Van Tulder M, Furlan A, Bombardier C, Bouter L, Group EBotCCBR. Updated method guidelines for 
systematic reviews in the cochrane collaboration back review group. Spine. 2003;28(12):1290-9. 

18. Shamseer L, Moher D, Clarke M, Ghersi D, Liberati A, Petticrew M, et al. Preferred reporting items for 
systematic review and meta-analysis protocols (PRISMA-P) 2015: elaboration and explanation. Bmj. 
2015;349:g7647. 

19. European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. Systematic review on hepatitis B and C prevalence in 
the EU/EEA 2016 TQ-02-16-837-EN-N. 

20. European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. Epidemiological assessment of hepatitis B and C 
among migrants in the EU/EEA Stockholm, Sweden: 2016 TQ-01-16-633-EN-N. 

21. Lieshout-Krikke RW, Domanovic D, De Kort W, Mayr W, Liumbruno GM, Pupella S, et al. Selection 
strategies for newly registered blood donors in European countries. Blood Transfus. 2016 Sep 27:1-7. 



TECHNICAL REPORT Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA 

33 

22. van Hoeven LR, Janssen MP, Rautmann G. The collection, testing and use of blood and blood components 

in Europe – 2012 report. Strasbourg: European Directorate for the Quality of Medicines & HealthCare, 
Council of Europe; 2015. Available from: 
https://www.edqm.eu/sites/default/files/the_collection_testing_and_use_of_blood_and_blood_component
s_in_europe_2012_report.pdf  

23. European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction. Statistical Bulletin 2017 – drug-related 
infectious diseases 2017 [internet]. Lisbon: EMCDDA; 2017 [cited 2017 6 Jun]. Available from: 
http://www.emcdda.europa.eu/data/stats2017/drid.  

24. The Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network (SIGN). Critical appraisal notes and checklists [internet]. 
Edinburgh, SIGN; 2017 [cited 2017 9 July]. Available from: http://www.sign.ac.uk/checklists-and-
notes.html.  

25. Chlibek R, Smetana J, Sosovickova R, Gal P, Dite P, Stepanova V, et al. Prevalence of hepatitis C virus in 
adult population in the Czech Republic – time for birth cohort screening. PLoS One. 2017;12(4):e0175525. 

26. Mena A, Moldes L, Meijide H, Canizares A, Castro-Iglesias A, Delgado M, et al. Seroprevalence of HCV and 
HIV infections by year of birth in Spain: impact of US CDC and USPSTF recommendations for HCV and HIV 
testing. PLoS One. 2014;9(12):e113062. 

27. Walewska-Zielecka B, Religioni U, Juszczyk G, Wawrzyniak ZM, Czerw A, Soszynski P, et al. Anti-hepatitis C 
virus seroprevalence in the working age population in Poland, 2004 to 2014. Euro Surveill. 2017 Jan 
12;22(2). 

28. Dougan S, Balogun MA, Elford J, Brant LJ, Sinka K, Evans BG, et al. Can current national surveillance 
systems in England and Wales monitor sexual transmission of hepatitis C among HIV-infected men who 
have sex with men? BMC Public Health. 2007 Jan 18;7:7. 

29. Treso B, Barcsay E, Tarjan A, Horvath G, Dencs A, Hettmann A, et al. Prevalence and correlates of HCV, 
HVB, and HIV infection among prison inmates and staff, Hungary. J Urban Health. 2012 Feb;89(1):108-16. 

30. Hagan H, Jordan AE, Neurer J, Cleland CM. Incidence of sexually transmitted hepatitis C virus infection in 
HIV-positive men who have sex with men. Aids. 2015 Nov;29(17):2335-45. 

31. Brouard C, Le Strat Y, Larsen C, Jauffret-Roustide M, Lot F, Pillonel J. The undiagnosed chronically-infected 
HCV population in France. Implications for expanded testing recommendations in 2014. PLoS One. 
2015;10(5):e0126920. 

32. Hutchinson SJ, Bird SM, Goldberg DJ. Modeling the current and future disease burden of hepatitis C 
among injection drug users in Scotland. Hepatology. 2005;42(3):711-23. 

33. Meffre C, Le Strat Y, Delarocque-Astagneau E, Dubois F, Antona D, Lemasson JM, et al. Prevalence of 
hepatitis B and hepatitis C virus infections in France in 2004: social factors are important predictors after 
adjusting for known risk factors. J Med Virol. 2010 Apr;82(4):546-55. 

34. Tsankova GS, Kostadinova T, Todorova TT. Seroprevalence of hepatitis B among pregnant women in Varna 
Region, Bulgaria. J Med Virol. 2016 Nov;88(11):2012-5. 

35. Ruffini E, Gesuita R, Compagnoni L, Tubaldi L, Infriccioli G, Vianelli P, et al. [Prenatal screening and the 
prevalence of hepatitis B infection in pregnant women in the Marche Region (Central Italy): differences 
between ethnic groups]. Epidemiol Prev. 2016 Mar-Apr;40(2):111-5. 

36. Orkin C, Jeffery-Smith A, Foster GR, Tong CY. Retrospective hepatitis C seroprevalence screening in the 
antenatal setting-should we be screening antenatal women? BMJ Open. 2016 May 26;6(5):e010661. 

37. Kopilovic B, Poljak M, Seme K, Klavs I. Hepatitis C virus infection among pregnant women in Slovenia: 
study on 31,849 samples obtained in four screening rounds during 1999, 2003, 2009 and 2013. Euro 
Surveill. 2015 Jun 04;20(22):21144. 

38. Cortina-Borja M, Williams D, Peckham CS, Bailey H, Thorne C. Hepatitis C virus seroprevalence in pregnant 
women delivering live-born infants in North Thames, England in 2012. Epidemiology and Infection. 
2016;144(3):627-34. 

39. Selvapatt N, Ward T, Bailey H, Bennett H, Thorne C, See LM, et al. Is antenatal screening for hepatitis C 
virus cost-effective? A decade's experience at a London centre. J Hepatol. 2015 Oct;63(4):797-804. 

40. Blome MA, Bjorkman P, Flamholc L, Jacobsson H, Molnegren V, Widell A. Minimal transmission of HIV 
despite persistently high transmission of hepatitis C virus in a Swedish needle exchange program. J Viral 
Hepat. 2011 Dec;18(12):831-9. 

https://www.edqm.eu/sites/default/files/the_collection_testing_and_use_of_blood_and_blood_components_in_europe_2012_report.pdf
https://www.edqm.eu/sites/default/files/the_collection_testing_and_use_of_blood_and_blood_components_in_europe_2012_report.pdf
http://www.emcdda.europa.eu/data/stats2017/drid
http://www.sign.ac.uk/checklists-and-notes.html
http://www.sign.ac.uk/checklists-and-notes.html


Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA TECHNICAL REPORT 

34 

41. Alexiev I. High Rate of Hepatitis B and C Coinfections Among People Living with HIV-1 in Bulgaria: 2010-

2014. AIDS Res Hum Retroviruses. 2016 Dec 19. 

42. Larsen C, Pialoux G, Salmon D, Antona D, Le Strat Y, Piroth L, et al. Prevalence of hepatitis C and hepatitis 
B infection in the HIV-infected population of France, 2004. Euro surveillance : bulletin européen sur les 
maladies transmissibles = European communicable disease bulletin. 2008;13(22). 

43. Cachafeiro SP, Caro-Murillo AM, Berenguer J, Segura F, Gutiérrez F, Vidal F, et al. Association of patients' 
geographic origins with viral hepatitis co-infection patterns, Spain. Emerging Infectious Diseases. 
2011;17(6):1116-9. 

44. Babudieri S, Longo B, Sarmati L, Starnini G, Dori L, Suligoi B, et al. Correlates of HIV, HBV, and HCV 
infections in a prison inmate population: results from a multicentre study in Italy. J Med Virol. 2005 
Jul;76(3):311-7. 

45. Dalgard O, Egeland A, Ervik R, Vilimas K, Skaug K, Steen TW. Risk factors for hepatitis C among injecting 

drug users in Oslo. Tidsskrift for den Norske lægeforening : tidsskrift for praktisk medicin, ny række. 
2009;129(2):101-4. 

46. Grzeszczuk A, Wandalowicz AD, Jaroszewicz J, Flisiak R. Prevalence and risk factors of HCV/HIV co-
infection and HCV genotype distribution in North-Eastern Poland. Hepatitis Monthly. 2015;15(7). 

47. Berenguer J, Rivero A, Jarrin I, Nunez MJ, Vivancos MJ, Crespo M, et al. Human Immunodeficiency 
Virus/Hepatitis C Virus Coinfection in Spain: Prevalence and Patient Characteristics. Open Forum Infect 
Dis. 2016 Mar;3(2):ofw059. 

48. Vallejo F, Barrio G, Brugal MT, Pulido J, Toro C, Sordo L, et al. High hepatitis C virus prevalence and 
incidence in a community cohort of young heroin injectors in a context of extensive harm reduction 
programmes. Journal of epidemiology and community health. 2015;69(6):599-603. 

49. Stenkvist J, Weiland O, Sönnerborg A, Blaxhult A, Falconer K. High HCV treatment uptake in the Swedish 
HIV/HCV co-infected cohort. Scandinavian Journal of Infectious Diseases. 2014;46(9):624-32. 

50. Balogun MA, Murphy N, Nunn S, Grant A, Andrews NJ, Teo CG, et al. Prevalence and incidence of hepatitis 
C in injecting drug users attending genitourinary medicine clinics. Epidemiology and Infection. 
2009;137(7):980-7. 

51. Turner J, Bansi L, Gilson R, Gazzard B, Walsh J, Pillay D, et al. The prevalence of hepatitis C virus (HCV) 
infection in HIV-positive individuals in the UK - Trends in HCV testing and the impact of HCV on HIV 
treatment outcomes. Journal of Viral Hepatitis. 2010;17(8):569-77. 

52. Cullen KJ, Hope VD, Croxford S, Shute J, Ncube F, Parry JV. Factors associated with recently acquired 
hepatitis C virus infection in people who inject drugs in England, Wales and Northern Ireland: New 
findings from an unlinked anonymous monitoring survey. Epidemiology and Infection. 2015;143(7):1398-
407. 

53. Hope VD, Hickman M, Ngui SL, Jones S, Telfer M, Bizzarri M, et al. Measuring the incidence, prevalence 
and genetic relatedness of hepatitis C infections among a community recruited sample of injecting drug 

users, using dried blood spots. Journal of Viral Hepatitis. 2011;18(4):262-70. 

54. Grogan L, Tiernan M, Geogeghan N, Smyth B, Keenan E. Bloodborne virus infections among drug users in 
Ireland: a retrospective cross-sectional survey of screening, prevalence, incidence and hepatitis B 
immunisation uptake. Ir J Med Sci. 2005 Apr-Jun;174(2):14-20. 

55. Puoti M, Lorenzini P, Cozzi-Lepri A, Gori A, Mastroianni C, Rizzardini G, et al. Incidence and progression to 
cirrhosis of new hepatitis C virus infections in persons living with human immunodeficiency virus. Clinical 
Microbiology and Infection. 2016. 

56. Van Den Berg CHSB, Smit C, Bakker M, Geskus RB, Berkhout B, Jurriaans S, et al. Major decline of 
hepatitis C virus incidence rate over two decades in a cohort of drug users. European Journal of 
Epidemiology. 2007;22(3):183-93. 

57. Folch C, Casabona J, Espelt A, Majo X, Merono M, Gonzalez V, et al. High Prevalence and Incidence of HIV 
and HCV Among New Injecting Drug Users With a Large Proportion of Migrants--Is Prevention Failing? 

Subst Use Misuse. 2016 Jan 28;51(2):250-60. 

58. Marco A, Gallego C, Cayla JA. Incidence of hepatitis c infection among prisoners by routine laboratory 
values during a 20-year period. PLoS ONE. 2014;9(2). 

59. Allen EJ, Palmateer NE, Hutchinson SJ, Cameron S, Goldberg DJ, Taylor A. Association between harm 
reduction intervention uptake and recent hepatitis C infection among people who inject drugs attending 



TECHNICAL REPORT Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA 

35 

sites that provide sterile injecting equipment in Scotland. International Journal of Drug Policy. 

2012;23(5):346-52. 

60. Brant LJ, Ramsay ME, Balogun MA, Boxall E, Hale A, Hurrelle M, et al. Diagnosis of acute hepatitis C virus 
infection and estimated incidence in low- and high-risk English populations. Journal of Viral Hepatitis. 
2008;15(12):871-7. 

61. Craine N, Hickman M, Parry JV, Smith J, Walker AM, Russell D, et al. Incidence of hepatitis C in drug 
injectors: the role of homelessness, opiate substitution treatment, equipment sharing, and community 
size. Epidemiol Infect. 2009 Sep;137(9):1255-65. 

62. Judd A, Hickman M, Jones S, McDonald T, Parry JV, Stimson GV, et al. Incidence of hepatitis C virus and 
HIV among new injecting drug users in London: Prospective cohort study. British Medical Journal. 
2005;330(7481):24-5. 

63. Taylor A, Munro A, Allen E, Dunleavy K, Cameron S, Miller L, et al. Low incidence of hepatitis C virus 

among prisoners in Scotland. Addiction (Abingdon, England). 2013;108(7):1296-304. 

64. Corbett RW, Prout V, Haynes D, Edwards C, Frankel AH. Problems associated with hemodialysis and travel. 
J Travel Med. 2014 Jul-Aug;21(4):255-9. 

65. Cadranel JF, Di Martino V, Lambrey G, Mourlhon C, Nalet B, Anciaux ML, et al. Prevalence of hepatitis C 
infection and risk factors in hospitalized diabetic patients: results of a cross-sectional study. European 
Journal of Gastroenterology and Hepatology. 2008;20(9):829-36. 

66. Mina P, Georgiadou SP, Rizos C, Dalekos GN, Rigopoulou EI. Prevalence of occult hepatitis B virus infection 
in haemodialysis patients from central Greece. World Journal of Gastroenterology. 2010;16(2):225-31. 

67. Zervou EK, Georgiadou SP, Liapi GK, Karabini F, Giogiakas V, Zisiadis K, et al. Markers of hepatitis viruses 
and human T-lymphotropic virus types I/II in patients who have undergone open-heart surgery: evidence 
of increased risk for exposure to HBV and HEV. Eur J Intern Med. 2005 Oct;16(6):424-8. 

68. Fabrizi F, De Vecchi AF, Como G, Lunghi G, Martin P. De novo HCV infection among dialysis patients: A 
prospective study by HCV core antigen ELISA assay. Alimentary Pharmacology and Therapeutics. 
2005;21(7):861-9. 

69. Tagliaferri A, Rivolta GF, Biasoli C, Valdre L, Rodorigo G, D'Inca M, et al. A web-based registry of inherited 
bleeding disorders in the region of Emilia-Romagna: results at three and a half years. Haemophilia. 2008 
Mar;14(2):343-54. 

70. Soverini V, Persico M, Bugianesi E, Forlani G, Salamone F, Massarone M, et al. HBV and HCV infection in 
type 2 diabetes mellitus: A survey in three diabetes units in different Italian areas. Acta Diabetologica. 
2011;48(4):337-43. 

71. Kuzminskis V, Žiginskiene E, Arune B, I. A registry of haemodialysis patients and the progress of 
haemodialysis services in Lithuania. Nephrology Dialysis Transplantation. 2005;20(12):2623-8. 

72. Kucharska M, Inglot M, Szymczak A, Rymer W, Zalewska M, Malyszczak K, et al. Co-infection of the 

hepatitis C virus with other blood-borne and hepatotropic viruses among hemophilia patients in Poland. 
Hepatitis Monthly. 2016;16(9). 

73. Ganczak M, Szych Z, Szczeniowski A, Dmytrzyk-Danilow G. [Attitudes of medical specialists toward HBV, 
HCV or HIV infected surgical staff and a sero-survey among staff members]. Med Pr. 2013;64(5):639-47. 

74. Rybacki M, Piekarska A, Wiszniewska M, Walusiak-Skorupa J. Hepatitis B and C infection: is it a problem in 
Polish healthcare workers? International journal of occupational medicine and environmental health. 
2013;26(3):430-9. 

75. Slusarczyk J, Malkowski P, Bobilewicz D, Juszczyk G. Cross-sectional, anonymous screening for 
asymptomatic HCV infection, immunity to HBV, and occult HBV infection among health care workers in 
Warsaw, Poland. Przegl Epidemiol. 2012;66(3):445-51. 

76. Schiller A, Timar R, Siriopol D, Timar B, Bob F, Schiller O, et al. Hepatitis B and C virus infection in the 
hemodialysis population from three romanian regions. Nephron. 2015;129(3):202-8. 

77. Voiculescu M, Iliescu L, Ionescu C, Micu L, Ismail G, Zilisteanu D, et al. A cross-sectional epidemiological 
study of HBV, HCV, HDV and HEV prevalence in the SubCarpathian and South-Eastern regions of Romania. 
Journal of Gastrointestinal and Liver Diseases. 2010;19(1):43-8. 

78. Esparza-Martín N, Hernández-Betancor A, Suria-González S, Batista-García F, Braillard-Pocard P, Sánchez-
Santana AY, et al. Serology for Hepatitis B and C, HIV and syphilis in the initial evaluation of diabetes 
patients referred for an external Nephrology consultation. Nefrologia. 2013;33(1):124-7. 



Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA TECHNICAL REPORT 

36 

79. Izopet J, Sandres-Sauné K, Kamar N, Salama G, Dubois M, Pasquier C, et al. Incidence of HCV infection in 

French hemodialysis units: A prospective study. Journal of Medical Virology. 2005;77(1):70-6. 

80. Saune K, Kamar N, Miedouge M, Weclawiak H, Dubois M, Izopet J, et al. Decreased prevalence and 
incidence of HCV markers in haemodialysis units: a multicentric French survey. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 
2011 Jul;26(7):2309-16. 

81. Baid-Agrawal S, Schindler R, Reinke P, Staedtler A, Rimpler S, Malik B, et al. Prevalence of occult hepatitis 
C infection in chronic hemodialysis and kidney transplant patients. J Hepatol. 2014 May;60(5):928-33. 

82. Ross RS, Viazov S, Clauberg R, Wolters B, Fengler I, Eveld K, et al. Lack of de novo hepatitis C virus 
infections and absence of nosocomial transmissions of GB virus C in a large cohort of German 
haemodialysis patients. Journal of Viral Hepatitis. 2009;16(4):230-8. 

83. Vogt M, Klostermann B, Braun S, Busch R, Hess J, Frosner G, et al. Prevalence and clinical role of GBV-C 
infection after cardiac surgery in childhood: a study on 414 patients. J Infect. 2006 Jul;53(1):43-8. 

84. Sypsa V, Psichogiou M, Katsoulidou A, Skoutelis G, Moutafis S, Hadjiconstantinou V, et al. Incidence and 
patterns of hepatitis C virus seroconversion in a cohort of hemodialysis patients. American Journal of 
Kidney Diseases. 2005;45(2):334-43. 

85. Christofidou M, Jelastopulu E, Economides G, Spillopoulou I, Siagris D, Labropoulou-Karatza C, et al. 
Epidemiology of chronic hepatitis C virus infection in high risk groups. Hepatitis Monthly. 2008;8(1):11-6. 

86. Di Napoli A, Pezzotti P, Di Lallo D, Petrosillo N, Trivelloni C, Di Giulio S. Epidemiology of hepatitis C virus 
among long-term dialysis patients: a 9-year study in an Italian region. Am J Kidney Dis. 2006 
Oct;48(4):629-37. 

87. La Torre G, Miele L, Mannocci A, Chiaradia G, Berloco F, Gabrieli ML, et al. Correlates of HCV seropositivity 
among familial contacts of HCV positive patients. BMC Public Health. 2006;6. 

88. Federici AB, Santagostino E, Rumi MG, Russo A, Mancuso ME, Soffredini R, et al. The natural history of 
hepatitis C virus infection in Italian patients with von Willebrand's disease: A cohort study. Haematologica. 

2006;91(4):503-8. 

89. Marconi A, Candido S, Talamini R, Libra M, Nicoletti F, Spandidos DA, et al. Prevalence of hepatitis C virus 
infection among health-care workers: A 10-year survey. Molecular Medicine Reports. 2010;3(4):561-4. 

90. Montella M, Crispo A, Grimaldi M, Ruffolo P, Ronga D, Izzo F, et al. An assessment of hepatitis C virus 
infection among health-care workers of the National Cancer Institute of Naples, Southern Italy. European 
Journal of Public Health. 2005;15(5):467-9. 

91. Zaaijer HL, Appelman P, Frijstein G. Hepatitis C virus infection among transmission-prone medical 
personnel. European Journal of Clinical Microbiology and Infectious Diseases. 2012;31(7):1473-7. 

92. Flisiak R, Halota W, Horban A, Juszczyk J, Pawlowska M, Simon K. Prevalence and risk factors of HCV 
infection in Poland. European Journal of Gastroenterology and Hepatology. 2011;23(12):1213-7. 

93. Ganczak M, Bohatyrewicz A, Korzen M, Karakiewicz B. The comparison of sharps injuries reported by 

doctors versus nurses from surgical wards in the context of the prevalence of HBV, HCV and HIV 
infections. Pol Przegl Chir. 2012 Apr;84(4):190-5. 

94. Zagozdzon P, Parszuto J, Raj A, Calus-Kania D, Korczak A, Ejsmont J. [Prevalence and risk factors of 
chronic hepatitis C virus infection among health-care workers in Pomeranian voivodeship]. Przegl 
Epidemiol. 2009;63(1):39-43. 

95. Sporea I, Sirli R, Hogea C, Sink AA, Serban V. Diabetes mellitus and chronic HCV infection. Romanian 
journal of internal medicine = Revue roumaine de médecine interne. 2009;47(2):141-7. 

96. Gallego E, Lopez A, Perez J, Llamas F, Lorenzo I, Lopez E, et al. Effect of isolation measures on the 
incidence and prevalence of hepatitis C virus infection in hemodialysis. Nephron Clin Pract. 
2006;104(1):c1-6. 

97. Sjöberg K, Widell A, Verbaan H. Prevalence of hepatitis C in Swedish diabetics is low and comparable to 

that in health care workers. European Journal of Gastroenterology and Hepatology. 2008;20(2):135-8. 

98. Ghafur A, Raza M, Labbett W, Chawla A, Smith C, Ngui SL, et al. Travel-associated acquisition of hepatitis 
C virus infection in patients receiving haemodialysis. Nephrology Dialysis Transplantation. 
2007;22(9):2640-4. 

99. Ayzac L, Béruard M, Girard R, Hannoun J, Kuentz F, Marc JM, et al. Dialin: Infection surveillance network 
for haemodialysis patients. First results. Nephrologie et Therapeutique. 2009;5(1):41-51. 



TECHNICAL REPORT Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA 

37 

100. Ciancio A, Manzini P, Castagno F, D'Antico S, Reynaudo P, Coucourde L, et al. Digestive endoscopy is not a 

major risk factor for transmitting hepatitis C virus. Annals of Internal Medicine. 2005;142(11):903-9+I-45. 

101. Dounias G, Kypraiou E, Rachiotis G, Tsovili E, Kostopoulos S. Prevalence of hepatitis B virus markers in 
municipal solid waste workers in Keratsini (Greece). Occupational Medicine. 2005;55(1):60-3. 

102. Rachiotis G, Papagiannis D, Markas D, Thanasias E, Dounias G, Hadjichristodoulou C. Hepatitis B virus 
infection and waste collection: Prevalence, risk factors, and infection pathway. American Journal of 
Industrial Medicine. 2012;55(7):650-5. 

103. Tsovili E, Rachiotis G, Symvoulakis EK, Thanasias E, Giannisopoulou O, Papagiannis D, et al. Municipal 
waste collectors and hepatitis b and c virus infection: A cross-sectional study. Infezioni in Medicina. 
2014;22(4):271-6. 

104. Squeri R, La Fauci V, Sindoni L, Cannavò G, Ventura Spagnolo E. Study on hepatitis B and C serologic 
status among municipal solid waste workers in Messina (Italy). Journal of Preventive Medicine and 

Hygiene. 2006;47(3):110-3. 

105. Urbanus AT, van den Hoek A, Boonstra A, van Houdt R, de Bruijn LJ, Heijman T, et al. People with multiple 
tattoos and/or piercings are not at increased risk for HBV or HCV in The Netherlands. PLoS ONE. 
2011;6(9). 

106. Hope VD, Harris R, McVeigh J, Cullen KJ, Smith J, Parry JV, et al. Risk of HIV and hepatitis B and C over 
time among men who inject image and performance enhancing drugs in England and Wales: Results from 
cross-sectional prevalence surveys, 1992-2013. Journal of Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndromes. 
2016;71(3):331-7. 

107. Nielsen US, Simonsen AB, Halkier-Sorensen L, Larsen CS, Erikstrup C. Hepatitis B infection and vaccination 
coverage in men who have sex with men consulting a Danish venereal disease clinic. Infect Dis (Lond). 
2015 Aug;47(8):517-22. 

108. Jansen K, Thamm M, Bock CT, Scheufele R, Kucherer C, Muenstermann D, et al. High prevalence and high 
incidence of coinfection with hepatitis b, hepatitis c, and syphilis and low rate of effective vaccination 
against hepatitis b in HIV-positive men who have sex with men with known date of HIV seroconversion in 
Germany. PLoS One. 2015;10(11):e0142515. 

109. Elefsiniotis IS, Paparizos V, Botsi C, Pantazis KD, Katsambas A. Serological profile and virological evaluation 
of hepatitis B and hepatitis C virus infection among HIV infected patients in Greece. Central European 
Journal of Public Health. 2006;14(1):22-4. 

110. Andersen KL, Larsen CS, Petersen MS, Leutscher PD. Need for improvements in the surveillance and 
management of chronic viral hepatitis in HIV patients followed in a Danish outpatient clinic. Scand J Infect 
Dis. 2014 Aug;46(8):578-84. 

111. Heiligenberg M, Rijnders B, Van Der Loeff MFS, De Vries HJC, Van Der Meijden WI, Geerlings SE, et al. 
High prevalence of sexually transmitted infections in HIV-infected men during routine outpatient visits in 
the Netherlands. Sexually Transmitted Diseases. 2012;39(1):8-15. 

112. Hullegie SJ, van den Berk GE, Leyten EM, Arends JE, Lauw FN, van der Meer JT, et al. Acute hepatitis C in 
the Netherlands: characteristics of the epidemic in 2014. Clin Microbiol Infect. 2016 Feb;22(2):209.e1-3. 

113. Urbanus AT, Van De Laar TJW, Geskus R, Vanhommerig JW, Van Rooijen MS, Schinkel J, et al. Trends in 
hepatitis C virus infections among MSM attending a sexually transmitted infection clinic; 1995-2010. AIDS. 
2014;28(5):781-90. 

114. van Rooijen M, Heijman T, de Vrieze N, Urbanus A, Speksnijder A, van Leeuwen P, et al. Earlier Detection 
of Hepatitis C Virus Infection Through Routine Hepatitis C Virus Antibody Screening of Human 
Immunodeficiency Virus-Positive Men Who Have Sex With Men Attending A Sexually Transmitted Infection 
Outpatient Clinic: A Longitudinal Study. Sex Transm Dis. 2016 Sep;43(9):560-5. 

115. Scott C, Day S, Low E, Sullivan A, Atkins M, Asboe D. Unselected hepatitis C screening of men who have 
sex with men attending sexual health clinics. Journal of Infection. 2010;60(5):351-3. 

116. Cicconi P, Cozzi-Lepri A, Orlando G, Matteelli A, Girardi E, Degli Esposti A, et al. Recent acquired STD and 

the use of HAART in the Italian Cohort of Naive for Antiretrovirals (I.Co.N.A): Analysis of the incidence of 
newly acquired hepatitis B infection and syphilis. Infection. 2008;36(1):46-53. 

117. Van Rijckevorsel GGC, Sonder GJB, Bovée LPMJ, Thiesbrummel HFJ, Geskus RB, Van Den Hoek A. Trends 
in hepatitis A, B, and shigellosis compared with gonorrhea and syphilis in men who have sex with men in 
Amsterdam, 1992-2006. Sexually Transmitted Diseases. 2008;35(11):930-4. 



Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA TECHNICAL REPORT 

38 

118. Heuft MM, Houba SM, Van Den Berk GEL, Smissaert Van De Haere T, Van Dam AP, Dijksman LM, et al. 

Protective effect of hepatitis B virus-active antiretroviral therapy against primary hepatitis B virus infection. 
AIDS. 2014;28(7):999-1005. 

119. Apers L, Koole O, Bottieau E, Vandenbruaene M, Ophoff D, Van Esbroeck M, et al. Incidence of HCV and 
sexually transmitted diseases among HIV positive MSM in antwerp, Belgium, 2001-2011. Acta Clinica 
Belgica. 2013;68(6):421-6. 

120. Barfod TS, Omland LH, Katzenstein TL. Incidence and characteristics of sexually transmitted acute 
hepatitis C virus infection among HIV-positive men who have sex with men in Copenhagen, Denmark 
during four years (2006-2009): a retrospective cohort study. Scand J Infect Dis. 2011 Feb;43(2):145-8. 

121. Larsen C, Chaix ML, Strat Y, Velter A, Gervais A, Aupérin I, et al. Gaining greater insight into HCV 
emergence in HIV-infected men who have sex with men: The hepaig study. PLoS ONE. 2011;6(12). 

122. Van De Laar TJW, Van Der Bij AK, Prins M, Bruisten SM, Brinkman K, Ruys TA, et al. Increase in HCV 

incidence among men who have sex with men in Amsterdam most likely caused by sexual transmission. 
Journal of Infectious Diseases. 2007;196(2):230-8. 

123. Vanhommerig JW, Stolte IG, Lambers FA, Geskus RB, van de Laar TJ, Bruisten SM, et al. Stabilizing 
incidence of hepatitis C virus infection among men who have sex with men in Amsterdam. J Acquir 
Immune Defic Syndr. 2014 Aug 15;66(5):e111-5. 

124. Sobrino-Vegas P, Monge Corella S, Serrano-Villar S, Gutiérrez F, Masiá M, López Rodríguez C, et al. 
Incidence of Hepatitis C Virus (HCV) in a multicenter cohort of HIV-positive patients in Spain 2004-2011: 
Increasing rates of HCV diagnosis but not of HCV seroconversions. PLoS ONE. 2014;9(12). 

125. Giraudon I, Ruf M, Maguire H, Charlett A, Ncube F, Turner J, et al. Increase in diagnosed newly acquired 
hepatitis C in HIV-positive men who have sex with men across London and Brighton, 2002-2006: Is this 
an outbreak? Sexually Transmitted Infections. 2008;84(2):111-5. 

126. Martín Ibáñez I, López Vílchez MA, Lozano Blasco J, Mur Sierra A. Perinatal outcomes in immigrant 

women. Anales de Pediatria. 2006;64(6):550-6. 

127. Turner JM, Rider AT, Imrie J, Copas AJ, Edwards SG, Dodds JP, et al. Behavioural predictors of subsequent 
hepatitis C diagnosis in a UK clinic sample of HIV positive men who have sex with men. Sexually 
Transmitted Infections. 2006;82(4):298-300. 

128. Bottieau E, Apers L, Van Esbroeck M, Vandenbruaene M, Florence E. Hepatitis C virus infection in HIV-
infected men who have sex with men: sustained rising incidence in Antwerp, Belgium, 2001-2009. Euro 
Surveill. 2010 Sep 30;15(39):19673. 

129. Nigro L, Larocca L, Celesia BM, Montineri A, Sjoberg J, Caltabiano E, et al. Prevalence of HIV and other 
sexually transmitted diseases among Colombian and Dominican female sex workers living in Catania, 
Eastern Sicily. Journal of Immigrant and Minority Health. 2006;8(4):319-23. 

130. Cavlek TV, Margan IG, Lepej SZ, Kolaric B, Vince A. Seroprevalence, risk factors, and hepatitis C virus 
genotypes in groups with high-risk sexual behavior in Croatia. J Med Virol. 2009 Aug;81(8):1348-53. 

131. Uusküla A, Fischer K, Raudne R, Kilgi H, Krylov R, Salminen M, et al. A study on HIV and hepatitis C virus 
among commercial sex workers in Tallinn. Sexually Transmitted Infections. 2008;84(3):189-91. 

132. Urbanus AT, Van De Laar TJ, Geskus R, Vanhommerig JW, Van Rooijen MS, Schinkel J, et al. Trends in 
hepatitis C virus infections among MSM attending a sexually transmitted infection clinic; 1995-2010. Aids. 
2014 Mar 13;28(5):781-90. 

133. Brouard C, Pillonel J, Sogni P, Chollet A, Lazarus JV, Pascal X, et al. Hepatitis B virus in drug users in 
France: prevalence and vaccination history, ANRS-Coquelicot Survey 2011–2013. Epidemiology and 
Infection. 2017:1-11. 

134. Brugal MT, Pulido J, Toro C, De La Fuente L, Bravo MJ, Ballesta R, et al. Injecting, sexual risk behaviors 
and HIV infection in young cocaine and heroin users in Spain project itinere group. European Addiction 
Research. 2009;15(3):171-8. 

135. Grammatico-Guillon L, Arnault E, Rollier S, Bonnemaison G, Dubois F, Rusch E. [Community-based 
screening: a motivating experience for drug users]. Sante Publique. 2015 Sep-Oct;27(5):633-9. 

136. Bravo MJ, Vallejo F, Barrio G, Brugal MT, Molist G, Pulido J, et al. HCV seroconversion among never-
injecting heroin users at baseline: No predictors identified other than starting injection. International 
Journal of Drug Policy. 2012;23(5):415-9. 



TECHNICAL REPORT Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA 

39 

137. Cicconi P, Cozzi-Lepri A, Phillips A, Puoti M, Antonucci G, Manconi PE, et al. Is the increased risk of liver 

enzyme elevation in patients co-infected with HIV and hepatitis virus greater in those taking antiretroviral 
therapy? AIDS. 2007;21(5):599-606. 

138. Monarca R, Madeddu G, Ranieri R, Carbonara S, Leo G, Sardo M, et al. HIV treatment and care among 
Italian inmates: A one-month point survey. BMC Infectious Diseases. 2015;15(1). 

139. Sanarico N, D'Amato S, Bruni R, Rovetto C, Salvi E, Di Zeo P, et al. Correlates of infection and molecular 
characterization of blood-borne HIV, HCV, and HBV infections in HIV-1 infected inmates in Italy: An 
observational cross-sectional study. Medicine (Baltimore). 2016 Nov;95(44):e5257. 

140. Zhang S, Van Sighem A, Kesselring A, Gras L, Prins J, Hassink E, et al. Risk of non-AIDS-defining events 
among HIV-infected patients not yet on antiretroviral therapy. HIV Medicine. 2015;16(5):265-72. 

141. Ruta SM, Matusa RF, Sultana C, Manolescu L, Kozinetz CA, Kline MW, et al. High prevalence of hepatitis B 
virus markers in Romanian adolescents with human immunodeficiency virus infection. MedGenMed 

Medscape General Medicine. 2005;7(1). 

142. González-García JJ, Mahillo B, Hernández S, Pacheco R, Diz S, García P, et al. Prevalences of hepatitis virus 
coinfection and indications for chronic hepatitis C virus treatment and liver transplantation in Spanish HIV-
infected patients. The GESIDA 29/02 and FIPSE 12185/01 multicenter study. Enfermedades Infecciosas y 
Microbiologia Clinica. 2005;23(6):340-8. 

143. Llenas-García J, Rubio R, Hernando A, Fiorante S, Maseda D, Matarranz M, et al. Clinico-epidemiological 
characteristics of HIV-positive immigrants: Study of 371 cases. Enfermedades Infecciosas y Microbiologia 
Clinica. 2012;30(8):441-51. 

144. Price H, Bansi L, Sabin CA, Bhagani S, Burroughs A, Chadwick D, et al. Hepatitis B Virus Infection in HIV-
Positive Individuals in the UK Collaborative HIV Cohort (UK CHIC) Study. PLoS ONE. 2012;7(11). 

145. Ghosn J, Deveau C, Goujard C, Garrigue I, Saïchi N, Galimand J, et al. Increase in hepatitis C virus 
incidence in HIV-1-infected patients followed up since primary infection. Sexually Transmitted Infections. 

2006;82(6):458-60. 

146. Surah S, Kieran J, O'Dea S, Shiel C, Raffee S, Mulcahy F, et al. Use of the Alcohol Use Disorders 
Identification Test (AUDIT) to determine the prevalence of alcohol misuse among HIV-infected individuals. 
International Journal of STD and AIDS. 2013;24(7):517-21. 

147. Škamperle M, Seme K, Lunar MM, Maver PJ, Tomažič J, Vovko TD, et al. Prevalence, genotype distribution, 
and risk factors for hepatitis C infection among HIV-infected individuals in Slovenia: A 1986-2013 update. 
Acta Dermatovenerologica Alpina, Pannonica et Adriatica. 2014;23(2):25-6. 

148. Rivero-Juarez A, Gutierrez-Valencia A, Castano M, Merino D, Neukam K, Rios-Villegas MJ, et al. Dimension 
of chronic hepatitis C virus in HIV-infected patients in the interferon-free era: an overview from south 
Spain. Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis. 2015 Nov;34(11):2247-55. 

149. Martin NK, Thornton A, Hickman M, Sabin C, Nelson M, Cooke GS, et al. Can Hepatitis C Virus (HCV) 
Direct-Acting Antiviral Treatment as Prevention Reverse the HCV Epidemic Among Men Who Have Sex 
With Men in the United Kingdom? Epidemiological and Modeling Insights. Clin Infect Dis. 2016 May 
01;62(9):1072-80. 

150. Boesecke C, Grint D, Soriano V, Lundgren JD, d'Arminio Monforte A, Mitsura VM, et al. Hepatitis C 
seroconversions in HIV infection across Europe: Which regions and patient groups are affected? Liver 
International. 2015;35(11):2384-91. 

151. Jacomet C, Guyot-Lenat A, Bonny C, Henquell C, Rude M, Dydymski S, et al. Addressing the challenges of 
chronic viral infections and addiction in prisons: the PRODEPIST study. Eur J Public Health. 2016 
Feb;26(1):122-8. 

152. Whelan J, Sonder G, Heuker J, van den Hoek A. Incidence of acute hepatitis B in different ethnic groups in 
a low-endemic country, 1992-2009: Increased risk in second generation migrants. Vaccine. 
2012;30(38):5651-5. 

153. El-Hamad I, Pezzoli MC, Chiari E, Scarcella C, Vassallo F, Puoti M, et al. Point-of-care screening, 

prevalence, and risk factors for hepatitis B infection among 3,728 mainly undocumented migrants from 
Non-EU countries in northern Italy. Journal of Travel Medicine. 2015;22(2):78-86. 

154. Mockenhaupt FP, Barbre KA, Jensenius M, Larsen CS, Barnett ED, Stauffer W, et al. Profile of illness in 
syrian refugees: A geosentinel analysis, 2013 to 2015. Eurosurveillance. 2016;21(10). 



Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA TECHNICAL REPORT 

40 

155. Cochrane A, Evlampidou I, Irish C, Ingle SM, Hickman M. Hepatitis B infection prevalence by country of 

birth in migrant populations in a large UK city. Journal of Clinical Virology. 2015;68:79-82. 

156. Coenen S, van Meer S, Vrolijk JM, Richter C, van Erpecum KJ, Mostert MC, et al. Clinical impact of five 
large-scale screening projects for chronic hepatitis B in Chinese migrants in the Netherlands. Liver 
International. 2016;36(10):1425-32. 

157. Pazdiora P, Bohmova Z, Kubatova A, Menclova I, Moravkova I, Pruchova J, et al. Screening family and 
sexual contacts of HBsAg+ persons in the Pilsen region. Epidemiol Mikrobiol Imunol. 2012 Sep;61(3):51-7. 

158. Zervou EK, Gatselis NK, Xanthi E, Ziciadis K, Georgiadou SP, Dalekos GN. Intrafamilial spread of hepatitis B 
virus infection in Greece. Eur J Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2005 Sep;17(9):911-5. 

159. Mariné-Barjoan E, Berrébi A, Giordanengo V, Favre SF, Haas H, Moreigne M, et al. HCV/HIV co-infection, 
HCV viral load and mode of delivery: Risk factors for mother-to-child transmission of hepatitis C virus? 
AIDS. 2007;21(13):1811-5. 

160. McMenamin MB, Jackson AD, Lambert J, Hall W, Butler K, Coulter-Smith S, et al. Obstetric management of 
hepatitis C-positive mothers: analysis of vertical transmission in 559 mother-infant pairs. American Journal 
of Obstetrics and Gynecology. 2008;199(3):315.e1-.e5. 

161. Veronesi L, Verrotti Di Pianella C, Benassi L, Benaglia G, Affanni P, Tanzi ML. Mother to child transmission 
of Hepatitis C Virus in a province of Northern Italy. Journal of Preventive Medicine and Hygiene. 
2007;48(2):47-9. 

162. Minola E, Baldo V, Baldovin T, Trivello R, Floreani A. Intrafamilial transmission of hepatitis C virus infection. 
European Journal of Epidemiology. 2006;21(4):293-7. 

163. Bacalhau S, Timóteo C, Do Agro J. Perinatal transmission of hepatitis C virus: Santo André Hospital, Leiria 
2002-2006. Acta Medica Portuguesa. 2010;23(3):391-8. 

164. Claret G, Noguera A, Esteva C, Muñoz-Almagro C, Sánchez E, Fortuny C. Mother-to-child transmission of 
hepatitis C virus infection in Barcelona, Spain: A prospective study. European Journal of Pediatrics. 

2007;166(12):1297-9. 

165. Garcia-Tejedor A, Maiques-Montesinos V, Diago-Almela VJ, Pereda-Perez A, Alberola-Cuñat V, López-
Hontangas JL, et al. Risk factors for vertical transmission of hepatitis C virus: A single center experience 
with 710 HCV-infected mothers. European Journal of Obstetrics Gynecology and Reproductive Biology. 
2015;194:173-7. 

166. Amoroso A, Asensi-Botet F, Pereda A, Balossini V, Bona G, Zaffaroni M, et al. A significan sex—but not 
elective cesarean section—effect on mother-to-child transmission of hepatitis C virus infection. Journal of 
Infectious Diseases. 2005;61(4):1872-9. 

167. Burek V, Horvat J, Butorac K, Mikulic R. Viral hepatitis B, C and HIV infection in Croatian prisons. Epidemiol 
Infect. 2010 Nov;138(11):1610-20. 

168. Gergely A, Bechet S, Goujon C, Benabdelmoumen G, Consigny PH. Hepatitis B screening in travelers: A 

retrospective analysis. Travel Medicine and Infectious Disease. 2014;12(6):707-12. 

169. Luzzati R, Zatta M, Pavan N, Serafin M, Maurel C, Trombetta C, et al. Prevalence of Human 
Immunodeficiency Virus, Hepatitis B Virus, and Hepatitis C Virus Infections Among Transgender Persons 
Referred to an Italian Center for Total Sex Reassignment Surgery. Sex Transm Dis. 2016 Jul;43(7):407-11. 

170. Sahajian F, Vanhems P, Bailly F, Fabry J, Trepo C, Sepetjan M. Screening campaign of hepatitis C among 
underprivileged people consulting in health centres of Lyon area, France. European Journal of Public 
Health. 2007;17(3):263-71. 

171. Hansen N, Hay G, Cowan S, Jepsen P, Bygum Krarup H, Obel N, et al. Hepatitis B prevalence in Denmark - 
An estimate based on nationwide registers and a national screening programme, as on 31 December 
2007. Eurosurveillance. 2013;18(47). 

172. Christensen PB, Hay G, Jepsen P, Omland LH, Just SA, Krarup HB, et al. Hepatitis C prevalence in Denmark 
-an estimate based on multiple national registers. BMC Infectious Diseases. 2012;12. 

173. Wolffram I, Petroff D, Batz O, Jedrysiak K, Kramer J, Tenckhoff H, et al. Prevalence of elevated ALT values, 
HBsAg, and anti-HCV in the primary care setting and evaluation of guideline defined hepatitis risk 
scenarios. J Hepatol. 2015 Jun;62(6):1256-64. 

174. Vermehren J, Schlosser B, Domke D, Elanjimattom S, Müller C, Hintereder G, et al. High prevalence of 
anti-HCV antibodies in two metropolitan emergency departments in Germany: A prospective screening 
analysis of 28,809 patients. PLoS ONE. 2012;7(7). 



TECHNICAL REPORT Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA 

41 

175. Papatheodoridis G, Sypsa V, Kantzanou M, Nikolakopoulos I, Hatzakis A. Estimating the treatment cascade 

of chronic hepatitis B and C in Greece using a telephone survey. Journal of Viral Hepatitis. 
2015;22(4):409-15. 

176. Pneumaticos SG, Savvidou C, Tsiakalos A, Sipsas NV. Seroprevalence of HIV, HBV and HCV in orthopaedic 
patients at a tertiary hospital in Greece. European Journal of Orthopaedic Surgery and Traumatology. 
2012;22(1):57-60. 

177. Ippolito AM, Niro GA, Fontana R, Lotti G, Gioffreda D, Valvano MR, et al. Unawareness of HBV infection 
among inpatients in a Southern Italian hospital. Journal of Viral Hepatitis. 2011;18(7):e206-e11. 

178. Hahne SJ, De Melker HE, Kretzschmar M, Mollema L, Van Der Klis FR, Van Der Sande MA, et al. Prevalence 
of hepatitis B virus infection in The Netherlands in 1996 and 2007. Epidemiol Infect. 2012 
Aug;140(8):1469-80. 

179. Sakem B, Madalinski K, Nydegger U, Stepien M, Godzik P, Kolakowska A, et al. Hepatitis C virus 

epidemiology and prevention in Polish and Swiss population - similar and contrasting experiences. Ann 
Agric Environ Med. 2016 Sep;23(3):425-31. 

180. European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. Antenatal screening for HIV, hepatitis B, syphilis and 
rubella susceptibility in the EU/EEA – addressing the vulnerable populations. Stockholm: ECDC, 2017. 

181. Centres for Disease Control and Prevention. Testing Recommendations for Hepatitis C Virus Infection. 
CDC, 2015. 

182. Hepatitis C virus prevalence and level of intervention required to achieve the WHO targets for elimination 
in the European Union by 2030: a modelling study. The lancet Gastroenterology & hepatology. 2017 
May;2(5):325-36. 

183. Edmunds WJ, Medley GF, Nokes DJ, Hall AJ, Whittle HC. The influence of age on the development of the 
hepatitis B carrier state. Proc Biol Sci. 1993 Aug 23;253(1337):197-201. 

184. Montella M, Crispo A, Grimaldi M, Angeletti C, Amore A, Ronga D, et al. Prevalence of hepatitis C virus 

infection in different population groups in southern Italy. Infection. 2005;33(1):9-12. 

185. Sanderson S, Tatt ID, Higgins JP. Tools for assessing quality and susceptibility to bias in observational 
studies in epidemiology: a systematic review and annotated bibliography. International journal of 
epidemiology. 2007 Jun;36(3):666-76. 

186. Institute of Medicine. Hepatitis and Liver Cancer: A National Strategy for Prevention and Control of 
Hepatitis B and C. Washington DC: IOM. 2010. 

187. European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control, European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug 
Addiction. Prevention and control of infectious diseases among people who inject drugs. Stockholm: 
ECDC. Stockholm: ECDC, 2011. 

188. Haute Autorité de Santé. Biological screening strategies for Hepatitis B and C. Saint-Denis: HAS. 2011. 

189. National Institute for Health and Care Excellence. Hepatitis B and C testing: people at risk of infection. 

London: NICE 2012. 

190. Canadian Association for the Study of the Liver. Management of chronic hepatitis B: CASL consensus 
guidelines. Edmonton: CASL. 2012. 

191. British HIV Association. Guidelines for the management of hepatitis viruses in adults infected with HIV. 
London: BHIVA. 2013. 

192. Association Francaise pour l'Etude du Foie. Management of patients with hepatitis B or hepatitis C virus 
infection. Paris: AFEF 2014. 

193. Health Protection Surveillance Centre. Blood-borne viruses in the haemodialysis, CAPD and renal 
transplantation setting. Dublin: HPSC 2014. 

194. U.S. Preventive Services Task Force. Hepatitis B Virus Infection: Screening. Rockville, MA: USPSTF. 2014. 

195. European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control. HIV and STI prevention among men who have sex 
with men. Stockholm: ECDC; 2015. 

196. Australasian Society for HIV, Viral Hepatitis and Sexual Health Medicine. National Hepatitis B testing policy. 
Sydney: ASHM; 2015. 

197. World Health Organization. Hepatitis B and C testing. Geneva: WHO; 2016. 

198. Health Council of the Netherlands. Screening of risk groups for Hepatitis B and C. The Hague; 2016. 



Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA TECHNICAL REPORT 

42 

199. Nederlands Huisartsen Genootschap. Guideline on viral Hepatitis and other liver diseases. Utrecht: NHG. 

2016. 

200. International Union against Sexually Transmitted Infections. Guidelines (received from ECDC). IUSTI. 
2016. 

201. Almasio PL, Babudieri S, Barbarini G, Brunetto M, Conte D, Dentico P, et al. Recommendations for the 
prevention, diagnosis, and treatment of chronic hepatitis B and C in special population groups (migrants, 
intravenous drug users and prison inmates). Dig Liver Dis. 2011 Aug;43(8):589-95. 

202. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Action Plan for the Prevention, Care, & Treatment of Viral 
Hepatitis. Atlanta, GA: CDC; 2014–2016. 

203. National Health Service. Hepatitis C: Essential information for professionals and guidance on testing. 
Leeds: NHS; 2004. 

204. Rijksinstituut voor Volksgezondheid en Milieu. LCI guideline Hepatitis C. Bilthoven: RIVM. 2011. 

205. Health Service Executive. National Hepatitis C Strategy. Dublin: HSE. 2011-2014. 

206. Australasian Society for HIV, Viral Hepatitis and Sexual Health Medicine. National Hepatitis C testing policy. 
Sydney: ASHM; 2012. 

207. U.S. Preventive Services Task Force. Hepatitis C: Screening. Rockville, MA: USPSTF; 2013. 

208. The Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines Network (SIGN). Management of hepatitis C. Edinburgh: SIGN; 
2013. 

209. World Gastroenterology Organisation. Diagnosis, management and prevention of hepatitis C, World 
Gastroenterology Organisation global guideline. Milwaukee, WI; 2013. 

210. American Association for the Study of Liver Diseases. Recommendations for Testing, Managing, and 
Treating Hepatitis C. Alexandria, VA: AASLD; 2016. 

 



ECDC is committed to ensuring the transparency and independence of its work

In accordance with the Staff Regulations for Officials and Conditions of Employment of Other Servants of the European Union and the 
ECDC Independence Policy, ECDC staff members shall not, in the performance of their duties, deal with a matter in which, directly or 
indirectly, they have any personal interest such as to impair their independence. Declarations of interest must be received from any 
prospective contractor(s) before any contract can be awarded.
www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/about-us/transparency

HOW TO OBTAIN EU PUBLICATIONS
Free publications:
•	 one	copy: 
via	EU	Bookshop	(http://bookshop.europa.eu);

•	 more	than	one	copy	or	posters/maps: 
from	the	European	Union’s	representations	(http://ec.europa.eu/represent_en.htm);	
from	the	delegations	in	non-EU	countries	(http://eeas.europa.eu/delegations/index_en.htm);
by	contacting	the	Europe	Direct	service	(http://europa.eu/europedirect/index_en.htm)	or 
calling 00 800 6 7 8 9 10 11 (freephone number from anywhere in the EU) (*).

(*)	The	information	given	is	free,	as	are	most	calls	(though	some	operators,	phone	boxes	or	hotels	may	charge	you).

Priced publications:
•	 via	EU	Bookshop	(http://bookshop.europa.eu).

European Centre for Disease 
Prevention and Control (ECDC)

Gustav III:s Boulevard 40
169 73 Solna, Sweden

Tel. +46 858 60 1000
Fax	+46	858 60 1001
www.ecdc.europa.eu 

An agency of the European Union 
www.europa.eu

Subscribe to our publications 
www.ecdc.europa.eu/en/publications

Contact us 
publications@ecdc.europa.eu

 Follow us on Twitter 
@ECDC_EU 

 Like our Facebook page 
www.facebook.com/ECDC.EU


	Cover
	Inside cover
	Hepatitis B and C epidemiology in selected population groups in the EU/EEA
	Abbreviations
	Glossary
	Executive summary
	1 Background
	Scope and objectives

	2 Review methods
	2.1 Identification of potential high-risk/high-burden population groups
	Table 1. Population subgroups possibly at risk of HBV/HCV or with a high burden of disease and other groups of interest

	2.2 Research questions
	Table 2. PICO for research question 1
	Table 3. PICO for research question 2

	2.3 Search strategy
	Literature search
	Table 4. Overview of searches for research question 1

	Additional data sources and grey literature
	Table 5. Data sources searched per outcome and population group


	2.4 Selection process
	Peer-reviewed literature
	Table 6. Inclusion and exclusion criteria for research question 1
	Table 7. Inclusion and exclusion criteria for research question 2

	Grey literature

	2.5 Data extraction
	Peer-reviewed literature
	Grey literature

	2.6 Quality assessment
	Peer-reviewed literature
	Grey literature

	2.7 Evidence summary

	3 Review results
	3.1 Systematic literature search
	Research question 1
	Research question 2

	3.2 Additional data sources
	Research question 1
	Research question 2

	3.3 Prevalence and incidence of HBV and HCV infections
	General and proxy populations
	Table 8. HBV prevalence estimates for the general population, pregnant women and first-time blood donors, per EU/EEA country
	Table 9. HCV prevalence per country for the general population, pregnant women and first-time blood donors, per EU/EEA country

	Birth cohorts
	Table 10. Age groups/birth cohorts by HCV prevalence range and country

	Population groups characterised by common HBV/HCV transmission routes
	Transmission via percutaneous injuries and iatrogenic transmission
	People who inject drugs
	Table 11. HBV prevalence among PWID, by EU/EEA country and risk category
	Table 12. HCV prevalence among PWID, by EU/EEA country and risk category
	Table 13. HCV incidence among PWID, by EU/EEA country and risk category, cases per 100 person-years

	Population groups at risk of nosocomial and iatrogenic transmission
	Table 14. HBV prevalence in population groups at risk for nosocomial and iatrogenic transmission by EU/EEA country
	Table 15. HCV prevalence in population groups at risk of nosocomial and iatrogenic transmission by EU/EEA country
	Table 16. HCV incidence in population groups at risk of nosocomial and iatrogenic transmission by EU/EEA country, cases per 100 person-years

	Other groups with exposure to percutaneous injuries
	Table 17. HBV prevalence in population groups at risk of transmission via contaminated needles or other sharp objects, by EU/EEA country and category
	Table 18. HCV prevalence in population groups at risk of transmission via contaminated needles, by EU/EEA country and category


	Sexual transmission
	Men who have sex with men
	Table 19. HBV prevalence among MSM, by EU/EEA country and risk category
	Table 20. HCV prevalence among MSM, by EU/EEA country and risk category
	Table 21. Incidence of HBV in MSM per country, cases per 100 person-years
	Table 22. Incidence of HCV in MSM per country, cases per 100 person-years

	Other groups at risk of sexual transmission
	Table 23. HCV prevalence among population groups at risk of sexual transmission by EU/EEA country and category


	Intranasal transmission
	Intranasal drug users


	Vulnerable populations and mixed transmission groups
	People living with HIV
	Table 24. HBV prevalence among PLHIV, by EU/EEA country and risk category
	Table 25. HCV prevalence among PLHIV, by EU/EEA country and risk category
	Table 26. HBV incidence among PLHIV, by EU/EEA country and risk category, cases per 100 person-years
	Table 27. HCV incidence among PLHIV, by EU/EEA country and risk category, cases per 100 person-years

	People in prison
	Table 28. HBV prevalence among people in prison, by EU/EEA country and risk category
	Table 29. HCV prevalence among people in prison by EU/EEA country and risk category

	Migrants
	Table 30. HBV prevalence among migrants, by country of origin and category
	Table 31. HCV prevalence among migrants, by country of origin and category

	Family, household and sexual partners
	Table 32. HCV prevalence in family/household/sexual partners of HCV-positive persons, by EU/EEA country

	Other vulnerable populations/mixed exposure groups
	Table 33. HBV prevalence among other risk groups, by EU/EEA country
	Table 34. HCV prevalence among other risk groups, by EU/EEA country



	3.4 Undiagnosed fraction
	Table 35. Undiagnosed proportion of HBV and HCV cases in the general population or proxy populations, by EU/EEA country


	4 Discussion
	General population, proxy populations and birth cohorts
	Population groups likely to be at higher risk or with a high burden of disease across the EU/EEA
	Population groups with heterogenous patterns of risk and/or burden of disease across the EU/EEA
	Population groups for which limited or no evidence was found
	Limitations

	5 Conclusions
	6 Next steps
	References

	Back cover

