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Meta analysis on HIV-negative partners’ or lovers’ sero-conversion among

HIV sero-discordant couples in China

LIANG Xin, PENG Xiao-xia (School of Public Health , Capital Medical University , Beijing

100069, China)

[Abstract] Objective To investigate HIV sero-conversion in HIV-negative partners or lovers among HIV sero-

discordant couples. Methods China National Knowledge Infrastructure(CNKI), Wangfang data, and PubMed were

retrieved, literatures about HIV sero-conversion in HIV-negative partners or lovers among HIV sero-discordant

couples were included in the study, Meta analysis was performed by R software. Results There were 11 literatures

were included in the study, Meta analysis showed that HIV-negative partners’ or lovers’ overall sero-conversion
y y g p

rates among HIV sero-discordant couples in China was 1. 0

/100 person-year; in different economic levels and epi-

demic areas, HIV-negative partners’ or lovers’ sero-conversion rates were both 1. 0/100 person-year. Conclusion

The HIV-negative partners’ or lovers’ sero-conversion rates among HIV sero-discordant couples in China are not

high.
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Figure 1

ro-discordant couples in China

Forest plot of Meta analysis on HIV-negative partners’ or lovers” HIV overall sero-conversion rates among HIV se-
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Figure 2 Forest plot of Meta analysis on sero-conversion rates in different economic area
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Figure 3 Forest plot of Meta analysis on sero-conversion rates in different epidemic areas
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Figure 4 Funnel plot of publication bias
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