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Supplementary Figure 1: Meta-analysis of antibiotic resistance prevalence in STEC.
The figure presents a series of subplots, each corresponding to the prevalence of resistance to a specific antibiotic in STEC samples from various studies. Each blue dot represents the proportion of isolates showing resistance in a particular study. The horizontal position of the dot indicates the percentage of isolates that were resistant, while the dot's vertical position corresponds to a specific study. Horizontal lines extending from each dot represent the 95% confidence interval of the resistance proportion for that study. The red dot in the first position of each subplot represents the pooled estimate of the resistance rate from a random effects model. The horizontal lines connected to the red dot indicate the 95% CIs of the pooled estimate. Beside each pooled estimate dot is a label specifying the exact resistance percentage and the corresponding 95% CIs. 
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Supplementary Figure 2: Meta-analysis of antibiotic resistance prevalence in ETEC.
The figure presents a series of subplots, each corresponding to the prevalence of resistance to a specific antibiotic in ETEC samples from various studies. Each blue dot represents the proportion of isolates showing resistance in a particular study. The horizontal position of the dot indicates the percentage of resistant isolates, while the dot's vertical position corresponds to a specific study. Horizontal lines extending from each dot represent the 95% confidence interval of the resistance proportion for that study. The red dot in the first position of each subplot represents the pooled estimate of the resistance rate from a random effects model. The horizontal lines connected to the red dot indicate the 95% CIs of the pooled estimate. Beside each pooled estimate dot is a label specifying the exact resistance percentage and the corresponding 95% CIs. 
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Supplementary Figure 3: Meta-analysis of antibiotic resistance prevalence in EPEC.
The figure presents a series of subplots, each corresponding to the prevalence of resistance to a specific antibiotic in EPEC samples from various studies. Each blue dot represents the proportion of isolates showing resistance in a particular study. The horizontal position of the dot indicates the percentage of resistant isolates, while the dot's vertical position corresponds to a specific study. Horizontal lines extending from each dot represent the 95% confidence interval of the resistance proportion for that study. The red dot in the first position of each subplot represents the pooled estimate of the resistance rate from a random effects model. The horizontal lines connected to the red dot indicate the 95% CIs of the pooled estimate. Beside each pooled estimate dot is a label specifying the exact resistance percentage and the corresponding 95% CIs. 
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Supplementary Figure 4: Meta-analysis of antibiotic resistance prevalence in EIEC.
The figure presents a series of subplots, each corresponding to the prevalence of resistance to a specific antibiotic in EIEC samples from various studies. Each blue dot represents the proportion of isolates showing resistance in a particular study. The horizontal position of the dot indicates the percentage of resistant samples, while the dot's vertical position corresponds to a specific study. Horizontal lines extending from each dot represent the 95% confidence interval of the resistance proportion for that study. The red dot in the first position of each subplot represents the pooled estimate of the resistance rate from a random effects model. The horizontal lines connected to the red dot indicate the 95% CIs of the pooled estimate. Beside each pooled estimate dot is a label specifying the exact resistance percentage and the corresponding 95% CIs. 
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Supplementary Figure 5: Meta-analysis of antibiotic resistance prevalence in EAEC.
The figure presents a series of subplots, each corresponding to the prevalence of resistance to a specific antibiotic in EAEC samples from various studies. Each blue dot represents the proportion of isolates showing resistance in a particular study. The horizontal position of the dot indicates the percentage of samples that were resistant, while the dot's vertical position corresponds to a specific study. Horizontal lines extending from each dot represent the 95% confidence interval of the resistance proportion for that study. The red dot in the first position of each subplot represents the pooled estimate of the resistance rate from a random effects model. The horizontal lines connected to the red dot indicate the 95% CIs of the pooled estimate. Beside each pooled estimate dot is a label specifying the exact resistance percentage and the corresponding 95% CIs. 
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