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Crossing the line — Tracking transboundary
diseases in trade and across international
borders in Zambia and Tanzania

Abstract

Transboundary diseases in small ruminants constitute a threat to health,
livelihoods and society in Zambia and Tanzania. Animal trade and movement, both
of which tend to increase close to international borders, are known drivers of
disease spread. This thesis was guided by three overarching aims. The first aim
was to investigate the impact of trade and border proximity on the seroprevalence
of peste des petits ruminants (PPR), contagious caprine pleuropneumonia (CCPP),
foot and mouth disease (FMD), sheeppox and goatpox (SGP), Rift Valley fever
(RVF), Crimean-Congo haemorrhagic fever (CCHF) and brucellosis in sheep and
goats in Zambia and in the Tanzania-Zambia border region. The second aim was to
investigate how the perceptions and practices of Zambian small ruminant traders
and slaughterhouse workers influence the risk of disease spread. The third aim was
to investigate the seropositivity rate of brucellosis, Q-fever and RVF in sheep and
goats in Zambia’s two largest small ruminant markets, and risks for exposure to
these and other zoonotic diseases at a market slaughterhouse. To meet these aims,
seroepidemiology was combined with semi-structured interviews, focus group
discussions and observations. The results indicated that most of the surveyed
pathogens are circulating in parts of Zambia and Tanzania, and proximity to
international borders was generally associated with reduced seroprevalence. While
the impact of trade on seroprevalence varied, the perceptions and practices of small
ruminant traders pose risks of disease dissemination through trade. The presence of
zoonotic pathogens at small ruminant markets in Zambia coupled with insanitary
procedures at slaughter represent potential threats to public health. In conclusion,
small ruminant transboundary diseases pose serious risks. Informed control
strategies adapted to the local context could mitigate these risks, improving the
health and welfare of animals and humans alike.

Keywords: sheep, goat, transboundary disease, zoonosis, international border,
trade, markets, epidemiology, semi-structured interviews, focus group discussions
Author’s address: Sara Lysholm, SLU, Department of Clinical Sciences, P.O. Box
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Crossing the line — Tracking transboundary
diseases in trade and across international
borders in Zambia and Tanzania

Sammanfattning

Smittsamma far- och getsjukdomar utgér hot mot hélsa, forsdrjning och
samhéllsutveckling i Zambia och Tanzania. Forflyttning av och handel med djur
kan bidra till sjukdomsspridning, och sédana aktiviteter tenderar att 6ka frekvens i
nérheten av landsgranser. Denna avhandling har tre 6vergripande syften. Det forsta
syftet var att undersdka hur handel och gransnirhet inverkar péa seroprevalensen av
peste des petits ruminants (PPR), smittsam pleuropneumoni (CCPP), mul- och
klovsjuka (FMD), far- och getkoppor (SGP), Rift Valley feber (RVF), Krim-
Kongo blodarfeber (CCHF) och brucellos hos far och getter i Zambia och i den
tanzaniska gransregionen mot Zambia. Det andra syftet var att utreda hur zambiska
djurhandlares och slaktares resonemang och agerande inverkar pa risken for
sjukdomsspridning. Det tredje syftet var att undersoka frekvensen av seropositivitet
for brucellos, Q-feber och RVF hos féar och getter pa de tva storsta marknaderna for
smé idisslare i Zambia, samt exponeringsrisker for dessa och andra zoonotiska
sjukdomar pa ett marknadsslakteri. For att uppné dessa syften kombinerades sero-
epidemiologi med semistrukturerade intervjuer, fokusgruppsdiskussioner och
observationer. Resultaten indikerar att de flesta av de undersokta smittimnena
cirkulerar i delar av sdvdl Zambia som Tanzania, och nérhet till internationella
granser var generellt associerat med ldgre seroprevalens. Djurhandelns inverkan pa
seroprevalensen varierade, men zambiska djurhandlares resonemang och agerande
visades kunna bidra till dkad sjukdomsspridning. Forekomsten av zoonotiska
smittimnen pa marknader for sma idisslare, i kombination med hélsovadliga
slaktprocedurer, utgér hot mot zambisk folkhdlsa. Sammanfattningsvis utgdr
infektionssjukdomar som drabbar far och getter allvarliga hot. For att minska dessa
hot krévs véilunderbyggda kontrollitgirder som &r anpassade efter lokala
forhéllanden, vilket kan leda till forbéttrad hilsa och vélfard hos sévil djur som
ménniskor.

Nyckelord: far, get, infektionssjukdom, zoonos, internationell grans, handel,
marknad, epidemiologi, semi-strukturerad intervju, fokusgruppsdiskussion
Forfattarens adress: Sara Lysholm, SLU, Institutionen for kliniska vetenskaper,
Box 7054, 75007 Uppsala, Sweden
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1. Introduction

The role agriculture plays in the fight against poverty and hunger is
well-recognized (Timmer 2005; Diao et al. 2010; Fan & Cho 2021). One of
the fastest growing agricultural subsectors in low- and lower-middle-
income countries is the livestock sector (Blench er al. 2003; Pica et al.
2008; FAO 2011; Enahoro et al. 2019), and its contribution to GDP is
growing rapidly (Thornton 2010). However, the sector has historically been
neglected by governments, aid organisations and in research, and it has
only received a fraction of the funding that has been allocated to crop
farming (Kruska et al. 2003). Approximately one billion people living on
less than 2 USD per day are partially or completely dependent on livestock,
which equates to approximately two thirds of the world’s rural poor and
one third of the urban poor. In Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA), there are
approximately 300 million farmers who, to varying extents, depend on
livestock for their livelihoods (Grace et al. 2012). These farmers produce a
large share of the crops and livestock products, and hence are vital to food
production in the region (Otte et al. 2012).

Historically, the focus of most livestock-related research activities and
investment strategies has been on cattle. However, since cattle are often
kept by more affluent farmers, this species may be less suitable if the goal
is to alleviate poverty and hunger. Small ruminants (sheep and goats),
however, are generally more common among poorer households (Perry et
al. 2002; Pica-Ciamarra et al. 2011). These species play multiple important
roles for millions of livestock farmers, for example as a source of income
and food and as a provider of livelihood security and resilience. In addition,
they generate income for several other value chain members, such as
traders and slaughterhouse workers, and constitute a source of animal-
derived food for many more consumers (FAO & OIE 2015).
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As a result of the importance of small ruminants to a large proportion of
the poor, infectious diseases affecting these species can have detrimental
effects on the livelihoods of millions of rural and urban citizens (Heffernan
2009; Pradere 2014). Such diseases can result in poor production, for
example through limited growth, reduced milk yields, abortions and
mortalities (Perry & Grace 2009), and the effects can be seen both in
individual animals and in whole herds or villages. As many of these
diseases are zoonotic and transmissible to humans, for example at slaughter
or through consumption of animal products, they can also have a serious
impact on public health (WHO 2012). Human activities play important
roles in the dissemination of animal diseases (Hidano et al. 2018). Aspects
such as trade and animal movements are well-known drivers of disease
spread (Sherman 2011), both of which tend to increase close to
international borders (Perry & Hedger 1984; Di Nardo et al. 2011; Picado
et al. 2011; Hamoonga et al. 2014; Sinkala et al. 2014a; Allepuz et al.
2015). Therefore, animal markets and border crossings can play important
roles in the epidemiology of small ruminant diseases.

This thesis combined seroepidemiology and qualitative data strategies to
address current knowledge gaps and expand the knowledge basis of the
circulation of selected small ruminant diseases in farms and markets in
Zambia and in the Tanzania-Zambia border region. The insights from this
work will not only benefit the small ruminant population, but also the
health and welfare of the millions of people who depend on them for their
livelihoods.

1.1 The importance of small ruminants to poor peoples’
livelihoods in Sub-Saharan Africa

Small ruminants are often termed as “the poor man’s cow” because of
their importance to poor livestock farmers (Omondi ef al. 2008). They are
relatively cheap to purchase and require comparatively little investment and
management (Peacock 2005; FAO 2013; de Haan et al. 2015). As they
reach sexual maturity at a young age, have short gestational periods and are
able to give birth to multiple young, herd size is comparatively easy to
maintain, despite the occurrence of adverse events such as droughts
(Peacock 2005; de Haan et al. 2015). Sheep and goats are versatile species
that can be incorporated in multiple farming systems and livelihood

18



strategies. Small ruminants can maintain their body weight even with
poorer feedstuff, and they generally fend better for themselves during
extreme climatic events. Compared with cattle, goats have a wider range of
foraging behaviour which enables them to survive on grass and foliage that
would be unsuitable for cattle (Lovelace et al. 1993; Ahmadu & Lovelace
2002; Joy et al. 2020). They can be kept in areas where crop production is
difficult, e.g. due to erratic or insufficient rainfall, high temperatures and
poor land quality (Peacock 2005; Degen 2007; Joy et al. 2020). In addition,
small ruminants often play important socio-economic roles, for example as
gifts to newly-weds, in different traditional ceremonies, and they can be
used to settle disputes within the community (Peacock 2005; Orskov 2011;
Ejlertsen ef al. 2013; de Haan et al. 2015).

An important benefit of keeping small ruminants is the ability to earn an
income through sales, either of live animals or animal products such as
meat, milk, skins, hides, wool or fibres (Peacock 2005; de Haan et al. 2015;
FAO & OIE 2016). As small ruminants are often sold locally, the market
base is large and easily accessible. The trade and market systems are often
informal, with comparatively few inherent standards and legal
requirements, making small ruminants easier to sell than many other
livestock species (de Haan er al. 2015). Therefore, sheep and goats are
major sources of income and contributors to the cash flow in farmer
households (Otte & Chilonda 2002; de Haan ef al. 2015; Kaumbata ef al.
2020). Thanks to their fast reproductive rate, small ruminants can be used
to both generate and accumulate assets (de Haan et al. 2015). In the
absence of financial institutions in many rural areas in low- and lower-
middle-income countries, small ruminants are frequently used as a means
of storing wealth. Keeping small ruminants can therefore considerably
improve a household’s resilience to external and internal shocks (Peacock
2005; Kosgey et al. 2008; Ejlertsen et al. 2013; de Haan et al. 2015).

In addition, sheep and goats can transform vegetation that is inedible or
unpalatable for humans, such as grass and foliage growing on non-arable
lands, into foods of high quality, bioavailability and nutrient density, such
as meat and milk (Otte et al. 2012; Smith et al. 2013). These products are
rich in protein, nutrients and micronutrients that are essential for
development and health (Neumann et al. 2003; Otte et al. 2012; Smith et
al. 2013; Jodlowski ef al. 2016). Hence, the presence of small ruminants
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can have a substantial positive effect on the food and nutrition security in
an area (Ayele & Peacock 2003).

In mixed crop-livestock systems, the faeces of small ruminants can be
used as manure to improve soil fertility (Peacock 2005; de Haan et al.
2015). Sheep and goats are also often used as insurance against crop failure
or as a buffer against shocks such as drought or flooding. Crops and
livestock are sensitive to different crises; thus, this practice diversifies
household risks, improves household resilience, and contributes to food and
income stability (de Haan er al. 2015). As the SSA region appears to be
experiencing extreme climatic events at an increasing rate (Serdeczny et al.
2017), this role is likely to become more important in future.

1.2 Infectious diseases as a hindrance to small ruminant
production and trade in Sub-Saharan Africa

Given the important roles of small ruminants, it is easy to understand
the detrimental effects that infectious diseases in these animals can have
(Heffernan 2009; Pradére 2014). Small ruminant diseases can be
manifested both as outbreaks of widespread mortalities, or as solitary cases
of mild, insidious clinical signs, and everything in between. Maintaining
animal health and welfare has been emphasised as a key measure to achieve
several of the UN’s 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) (Keeling et
al. 2019; Olmos Antillon et al. 2021), but in spite of this, livestock diseases
and their impact on sustainable development remain under-researched.
Furthermore, due to severe underreporting of animal diseases across SSA
(Grace et al. 2012), it is almost impossible to gauge accurately the burden
of several animal diseases in the region.

Goats, and to some extent sheep, are generally perceived as healthy and
disease resistant compared with many other species (Orskov 2011;
Lubungu & Mofya-Mukuka 2012). This perception has been supported by
analyses of animal disease data reported to the OIE (The World Bank
2011), however this can also be explained by potential differences in
disease reporting between different species. Diseases in small ruminants
represent serious problems and can have multiple negative effects on
farmer livelihood and wider society. They can lead to poor productivity in
various ways, such as limited growth, reduced milk yield, poor
reproductive performance and mortalities. In SSA, the high reproductive
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rate of sheep and goats is countered by high mortality in both adult and
young animals (Otte & Chilonda 2002).

1.2.1  Transboundary animal diseases

Many animal diseases have the potential to adversely affect animal
health and welfare, as well as human livelihoods. However, this is perhaps
particularly prominent in relation to transboundary animal diseases (TADs)
(OIE & FAO 2004; FAO 2021). Transboundary animal diseases can be
defined as epidemic diseases that are capable of rapid, cross-regional
spread and can have serious socio-economic impacts (OIE & FAO 2004;
Otte et al. 2004; Brown 2011; FAO 2021). They can be disseminated
through a variety of means, for example trade, movement of animals and
animal products, usage of contaminated biological products, or through
migratory animals and wind currents, depending on the pathogen. As TADs
are highly contagious and can spread irrespective of national and
international borders, regional cooperation is often required to control them
(OIE & FAO 2004; Otte et al. 2004). They often cause high morbidity and
mortality rates in susceptible populations and are therefore a constant threat
to the livelihoods of not only farmers, but also other actors within livestock
value chains. Furthermore, due to the severe magnitude of their effects,
they can also have serious impacts on national economies, due for example
to trade bans or disease intervention costs (FAO 2021). With increased
globalisation and international trade and travel, there are heightened risks
of transboundary diseases suddenly appearing a long way from endemic
areas (Otte et al. 2004; Domenech et al. 2006).

There are several small ruminant diseases that are classified as TADs.
Examples include peste des petits ruminants (PPR), contagious caprine
pleuropneumonia (CCPP), foot and mouth disease (FMD), and sheeppox
(SPP) and goatpox (GTP) (OIE & FAO 2004; Igbal Yatoo et al. 2019).
These diseases occur in areas where the majority of the world’s poor
livestock keepers are found and represent serious threats to livelihoods and
wider society. Furthermore, they have a considerable limiting effect on
efforts to intensify small ruminant production (Brown 2011; FAO & OIE
2016).

In order to control and limit the negative effects of TADs, detailed
knowledge of the epidemiology of these diseases is key. However, there are
knowledge gaps concerning the prevalence of these diseases in many parts
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of the world. In addition, greater knowledge is required of these pathogens’
epidemiological characteristics, including the impact of different risk and
protective factors on their seroprevalence.

1.2.2 Zoonotic transboundary diseases

A significant number of small ruminant diseases are zoonotic, i.e. they
are capable of being transmitted from animals to humans and vice versa. A
considerable proportion of the burden caused by these diseases is carried by
poor and marginalised communities in, for example, SSA (WHO 2012).
Humans are commonly infected when consuming animal products or
performing high-risk activities, such as tending to sick or injured animals or
slaughtering infected animals (WHO et al. 2006). Therefore, certain groups
of people are at greater risk of contracting zoonotic diseases, such as
livestock farmers, animal traders, slaughterhouse workers, veterinarians
and laboratory workers (FAO et al. 2006; Angelakis & Raoult 2010).

Several zoonotic diseases are classified as transboundary due to their
contagiousness, their severe socio-economic and public health effects, and
their ability to spread across regions. Examples include Rift Valley fever
(RVF), Crimean-Congo haemorrhagic fever (CCHF), brucellosis and Q-
fever (coxiellosis) (OIE & FAO 2004). These diseases can have adverse
effects on individual humans and society, for example due to mortality,
disability, treatment costs and lost income, in addition to poor production in
animals (Perry et al. 2002; Rushton et al. 2017).

In addition to being transboundary diseases, RVF, CCHF, brucellosis
and Q-fever are also frequently classified as neglected zoonotic diseases
(NZD). NZD are zoonotic diseases that are often associated with poverty
and predominately affect the lives and livelihoods of poor livestock keepers
in low- and lower-middle-income countries (King 2011). Due to the
considerable impact these diseases can have on human lives and
livelihoods, current knowledge regarding e.g. their prevalence in different
areas and important transmission pathways needs to be improved.

1.3 Small ruminant production in Zambia and Tanzania

Zambia and Tanzania are two neighbouring countries in south-east
Africa (Figure 1). Both countries are classified as least developed countries
(LDC) (United Nations 2021) and lower-middle-income countries (The
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World Bank 2021). Zambia and Tanzania both struggle with high levels of
poverty, especially in rural areas. The majority of the population still live in
rural areas, despite high urbanisation rates (The World Bank 2021).
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The main source of income in rural areas in Zambia and Tanzania is
crop farming, especially maize farming (Covarrubias et al. 2012; Chapoto
& Subakanya 2019). However, maize is drought-sensitive, which makes
these farmers vulnerable to weather abnormalities and extreme climatic
events. In both Zambia (Makondo & Thomas 2020) and Tanzania
(McSweeney et al. 2006), a trend towards higher average temperatures and
reduced amounts of rainfall has been observed, and projections for the

23



future indicate that this development will continue. Studies also indicate
that extreme climatic events will become increasingly common (Ngoma et
al. 2020), making the farming of crops such as maize more and more
difficult.

Therefore, livestock is increasingly recognised as a means to improve
resilience and promote agricultural diversification (Lubungu & Mofya-
Mukuka 2012; Mulenga et al. 2019). While the livestock sector’s
contribution to GDP is low in both Zambia and Tanzania, it constitutes an
important source of food, income and livelihood (Covarrubias et al. 2012;
Tembo et al. 2014; Kafle et al. 2016). In both countries, small ruminants
play important roles. In Zambia, goats are the most commonly kept
livestock species after poultry. The goat population is almost 3.6 million,
while the number of sheep is around 170 000. More than 99% of the goats
and 87% of the sheep are kept by traditional, non-commercial smallholder
farmers (Ministry of Fisheries and Livestock 2019). In Tanzania, the goat
and sheep populations are around 19 million and 5.6 million respectively,
with approximately 99% of the animals kept by traditional smallholders
(United Republic of Tanzania 2017). In Zambia and Tanzania, the average
herd size of sheep and goats is 7.5 and 7.4 (Ministry of Fisheries and
Livestock 2019) and 5.2 and 6.8 respectively (United Republic of Tanzania
2017). However, due to the large variation in herd size in both countries
(Covarrubias et al. 2012; Ministry of Fisheries and Livestock 2019), with a
comparatively small number of farmers keeping large herds and the
majority keeping smaller herds, average herd size can be a poor indicator of
the number of animals kept by the average farmer. In Zambia for example,
most goat and sheep- keeping households keep five goats/sheep or fewer
(Ministry of Fisheries and Livestock 2019).

1.3.1  Small ruminant health and disease in Zambia and Tanzania

While small ruminants are generally perceived as comparatively
healthy, high endemic disease prevalence and mortality rates are commonly
mentioned constraints to the sheep and goat sector in both Zambia and
Tanzania (Lovelace et al. 1993; MLFD 2010; Covarrubias et al. 2012;
Namonje-Kapembwa et al. 2016; Chipasha et al. 2017; Fischer et al.
2020a). The health situation is further aggravated by poor access to
veterinary services (Kivaria & Kapaga 2002; Chapoto & Subakanya 2019),
and in general poor adoption of preventive measures, such as vaccines,
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anthelmintic drugs and acaricides (Covarrubias et al. 2012; Chapoto &
Subakanya 2019).

While Zambia and Tanzania are neighbouring countries, there are
differences between the two in the small ruminant disease spectrum. In
Tanzania, high-impact transboundary diseases, such as PPR and CCPP, are
present (Kusiluka et al. 2000a; Kusiluka ef al. 2000b; Torsson et al. 2016),
while only antibodies to PPR, without linkage to clinical disease, have been
detected in Zambia (OIE 2016). However, due to porous borders, the high
frequency of cross-border livestock movement and trade, and poor
biosecurity, there is a substantial risk of PPR and CCPP being introduced
into Zambia from Tanzania (Chazya et al. 2014; Karimuribo et al. 2014;
Chazya et al. 2015). This kind of disease introduction could have severe
impacts on the small ruminant population and on the sheep and goat
farmers in the country, as well as on the Zambian economy. It also poses
serious risks to other countries in Southern Africa, e.g. to South Africa and
their wool industry.

1.4 Diseases in focus in this thesis

A brief description follows of the pathogens that have been studied as
part of this thesis. Some important aspects are summarised in Table 1
below.
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1.4.1 Peste des petits ruminants (PPR)

Peste des petits ruminants (PPR) is a contagious and frequently fatal
disease of sheep and goats, caused by a single-stranded negative-sense
RNA-virus, namely peste-des-petits-ruminants virus (PPRV) (species Small
ruminant morbillivirus). PPRV is a member of the Paramyxoviridae family
and Morbillivirus genus, and is closely related to Rinderpest virus (RPV),
canine distemper virus and measles virus (Amarasinghe et al. 2019). The
disease was first described in Cote d’Ivoire in western Africa in 1942
(Gargadennec & Lalanne 1942), and has since then expanded its range to
around 70 countries, mainly across Africa, Asia and the Middle East (OIE
& FAO 2015). In 2018, PPR was detected for the first time in the European
Union, when an outbreak was reported in Bulgaria (OIE 2018b).

There is only one known serotype of PPRV, however the virus can be
subdivided into four different lineages: lineage I predominately present in
western Africa, lineage Il in western and central Africa and lineage III in
eastern Africa. Lineage IV was originally mainly found in Asia and the
Middle East, but has since spread and is now widely present across Africa
as well (Parida ef al. 2015b). Small ruminants are the primary hosts of the
virus, and while cattle, pigs and camels are susceptible to it, there is
currently no indication that they play an important role in the viral
epidemiology (Rahman et al. 2020). In addition, numerous wildlife species
can develop clinical disease following infection, including gazelles,
impalas, Nubian ibex and many more. However, their role in the
epidemiology is unclear, and there are currently no indications that PPRV
circulates in wildlife separately from domestic small ruminants (Rahman et
al. 2018).

In naive sheep and goat populations, PPRV can cause morbidity and
case fatality rates (CFR) that are as high as 80-100% (Torsson et al. 2016).
The disease can manifest itself in a per-acute, acute, subacute and
subclinical form, and the acute form is the most common (Parida et al.
2015a). The per-acute form mainly affects goat kids that are four months or
older, when their maternal antibody levels start to wane. The incubation
period is short at around two days, after which the animal becomes
depressed and pyretic, with body temperatures as high as 40-42 °C. The
animal also develops congested mucous membranes, serous oculo-nasal
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discharge and severe diarrhoea, and will often die within a few days of the
onset of clinical signs (Parida ef al. 2015a).

In the acute form, the incubation period is generally between two and
seven days, and is followed by pyrexia of up to 41 °C that can last for up to
10 days. Subsequently, the animal develops serous oculo-nasal discharge
and congestion of mucous membranes (Parida et al. 2015a). The oculo-
nasal discharge can become mucopurulent and occlude the nostrils and
cause dyspnea (Parida et al. 2015a). Some animals will develop necrotic
stomatitis with painful sores on the oral mucous membranes, causing
inappetence and halitosis (Roeder & Obi 1999; Torsson et al. 2016). After
approximately 4-10 days, the animal develops diarrhoea, which is often
profuse and blood-stained, and leads to severe, sometimes fatal, states of
dehydration (Roeder & Obi 1999; Parida et al. 2015a; Torsson et al. 2016).
Affected animals will sometimes be coughing due to bronchitis and
pneumonia (Brown et al. 1991) and later become dyspnoeic (Parida et al.
2015a). Progressive weight loss is commonly seen and pregnant animals
will often abort (Roeder & Obi 1999; Torsson et al. 2016). Additionally,
the virus causes severe immunosuppression, making the animal more
vulnerable to secondary infections. Some animals will recover after 10-15
days post-infection and typically develop lifelong immunity (Roeder & Obi
1999; Parida et al. 2015a).

The sub-acute form is mainly seen in endemic areas and only leads to
mild clinical signs, such as a slightly elevated body temperature of up to 40
°C. The case fatality rate is generally low, although the impact on
production can be substantial (OIE & FAO 2015; Abubakar et al. 2016).
The subclinical form is mainly seen in large ruminants, such as cattle,
where the animal generates a strong antibody response and clears the virus
without displaying clinical signs (Parida et al. 2015a). According to what is
currently known, there is no carrier state or persistent infection (OIE 2020).

PPRYV is excreted in body fluids, e.g. tears, coughed secretions, ocular
and nasal discharge, and probably also in milk (OIE 2020). The virus is
mainly spread through direct contact between infected and naive animals,
but indirect contact with e.g. contaminated pastures and water sources can
also play a role (Clemmons et al. 2021). However, while PPRV can survive
for up to three days in meat, it is rapidly deactivated outside of its host in
most other circumstances, which limits the potential for indirect
transmission (Parida et al. 2016). Also, trade and movement of infected
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animals are likely to play an important role in the viral epidemiology
(Sherman 2011; SADC 2012; Spiegel & Havas 2019; Tounkara et al.
2019).

PPR is considered to be one of the most detrimental animal diseases
found today, especially in areas where dependence on small ruminants for
livelihood is high. The virus is estimated to cause losses of approximately
USD 1.5-2 billion annually (OIE & FAO 2015). This occurs in regions that
are home to more than 80% of the world’s small ruminant population and
330 million of the poorest people on the planet, many of whom depend on
sheep and goats for their livelihoods. Therefore, an eradication programme
has been launched with the goal to eradicate PPR by 2030. A key measure
to achieve viral control is vaccination, and there are several attenuated
vaccines available that confer long-term immunity. However, the
development of a cost-effective, thermotolerant, DIVA vaccine (i.e.
differentiating infected from vaccinated animals) is essential to the
successful eradication of the virus (OIE & FAO 2015).

1.4.2 Contagious caprine pleuropneumonia (CCPP)

Contagious caprine pleuropneumonia (CCPP) is caused by Mycoplasma
capricolum subsp. capripneumoniae (Mccp). Mccp, previously known as
Mycoplasma biotype F38, lacks cell wall and belongs to the class
Mollicutes and the genus Mycoplasma, which contains more than 100
different species. The species can be subdivided into four lineages,
corresponding to different geographic regions, and Mccp belongs to the
Mycoplasma mycoides cluster (Igbal Yatoo et al. 2019). CCPP was first
described in Algeria in 1873, and since then it has been reported in several
countries in Africa, the Middle East and Asia (Asmare et al. 2016). CCPP
has also been detected in the Thrace region of Turkey, and many suspect
that the disease is present in Armenia, Georgia, Greece, and southern
Russia, although this has not been confirmed (Ahaduzzaman 2021). While
goats are the primary host, Mccp can also cause disease in sheep
(Ahaduzzaman 2021) and various wild ruminant species such as the Nubian
ibex, Gerenuk and Laristan mouflon, following contact with infected goats
(Ahaduzzaman 2021). As Mccp has also been isolated from clinically
healthy sheep, the potential reservoir role of this species needs to be further
investigated in future studies (Litamoi et al. 1990; Igbal Yatoo et al. 2019).
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CCPP is highly contagious, with morbidity and CFR of up to 80-100%,
and generally higher in exotic breeds and non-endemic areas (Igbal Yatoo
et al. 2019). The incubation period is 9-16 days but it can go up to 45 days
in rare instances. The disease can manifest itself in per-acute, acute and
chronic forms, with the acute form the most common. In the per-acute
form, the animal dies within one to three days, generally with minimal
clinical signs. In the acute form, the animal generally develops high
pyrexia, depression, severe mucopurulent nasal discharge, anorexia,
coughing and severe dyspnoea (Smith & Sherman 2009; Ahaduzzaman
2021). Abortion is common in pregnant animals (Thiaucourt & Bolske
1996). Within five days the animal either starts to recover or dies, and at
post-mortem inspection, unilateral fibrinous pleuropneumonia is seen with
large amounts of mucopurulent to fibrinopurulent exudate (Asmare et al.
2016; Igbal Yatoo et al. 2019; Ahaduzzaman 2021). In endemic areas a
chronic form of the disease is sometimes seen, with clinical signs often
limited to mild nasal discharge and coughing during exercise (Thiaucourt &
Bolske 1996; Ahaduzzaman 2021).

The bacterium is spread through inhalation of contaminated droplets at
close contact (Thiaucourt & Bolske 1996; Smith & Sherman 2009;
Ahaduzzaman 2021). It has been suggested that disease in a herd of sand
gazelles resulted from airborne transmission from an unknown source over
a distance of at least 50 metres (Lignereux et al. 2018). Indirect
transmission does not seem to be of particular importance (Thiaucourt &
Bolske 1996) and the bacterial survival time outside of the host is short,
ranging from up to three days in tropical areas to fourteen days in temperate
climates (OIE 2009). There is currently no evidence of a carrier state of the
disease (Ahaduzzaman 2021). However, as outbreaks of CCPP have
occurred following the introduction of seemingly healthy animals into
flocks, this possibility should not be ruled out (Thiaucourt & Bolske 1996).

CCPP is one of the most severe diseases of goats known to man, and the
global burden has been estimated to be 507 million USD per annum. The
impact on both individual farmers and society is substantial, and Mccp is
an impediment to intensification of the small ruminant sector (Igbal Yatoo
et al. 2019). If detected early, CCPP can be treated successfully with
antibiotics (Smith & Sherman 2009). There is a bacterin vaccine available
that has the capacity to prevent clinical disease and resulting economic
losses, however it is relatively expensive and frequent revaccination is
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recommended, making it beyond the reach of most smallholder farmers
(Jores et al. 2020). There is currently no DIVA vaccine available.

1.4.3 Foot and mouth disease (FMD)

Foot and mouth disease (FMD) is caused by the foot and mouth disease
virus (FMDV), a non-enveloped single-stranded RNA virus that is a
member of the Aphtovirus genus in the Picornaviridae family. The virus
occurs in seven immunologically distinct serotypes, namely A, O, C, Asia
1, South African Territories (SAT) 1, SAT 2 and SAT 3. All but Asia 1 are
present in Africa, and SAT 1-3 are unique to the continent (Vosloo et al.
2002). The serotypes do not confer cross-immunity (Kitching 2005) and as
FMDV is prone to mutations, new FMDYV variants are constantly emerging
(Vosloo et al. 2002). The virus is enzootic in large areas of Africa, Asia,
the Middle East and cause outbreaks in parts of Eastern Europe and South
America (Brito et al. 2017). The pathogen is thought to circulate in
approximately 77% of the global livestock population (OIE 2018e). More
than 70 species of wild and domestic cloven-hooved animals, including
sheep, goats and cattle, have been found susceptible, although the
susceptibility varies considerably between species (Sinkala et al. 2014b).
Cattle are considered the primary domestic species host, and in wildlife
only the African buffalo is known to be able to maintain the virus and play
an important role in the viral epidemiology (Sinkala et al. 2014b).

While the CFR is low, ranging from around 1-5% in adults to 20% or
more in young animals, the virus is extremely contagious and the morbidity
rate can approach 100% (OIE 2013a). In small ruminants, FMDV will
generally only cause subclinical disease, although clinical cases do occur.
The incubation time is around 3-8 days, and the animals may develop
pyrexia and vesicles around the coronary band or interdigital space, while
oral lesions of the type often seen in cattle are rare (Barnett & Cox 1999).
Agalactia in lactating females and lameness are common clinical signs, and
lameness can occur both with and without visible foot lesions (Barnett &
Cox 1999). Vesicles may also form on the teats and occasionally on the
vulva and prepuce, and lactating animals may develop mastitis due to
secondary bacterial infections (Kitching & Hughes 2002). The viraemic
period, when the infected animal is most contagious, is generally 1-5 days
long (Kitching & Hughes 2002). Abortion has been reported and sudden
mortalities in lambs and kids resulting from myocarditis is relatively
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common. In these animals, grey or yellow streaking in the heart, resulting
from degeneration and necrosis of the myocardium, is often seen in post-
mortem inspection (Kitching & Hughes 2002).

FMDV is excreted in most body fluids, including saliva, faeces, urine,
milk and semen, as well as in the breath of an infected animal. Inhalation of
viral particles, entry through skin cuts and abrasions as well as ingestion,
e.g. of meat and milk, are important viral entry points (Kitching & Hughes
2002; Paton et al. 2018). In small ruminants, FMDYV is mainly transmitted
through direct contact between infected and susceptible animals, and the
virus can be excreted several days prior to the development of clinical signs
(Kitching & Hughes 2002). Spread by indirect contact with hands, clothing,
footwear or vehicles, for example, is also common, and the virus can be
disseminated by the wind for up to 60 km over land and 300 km over sea
(Hugh-Jones & Wright 1970; Kitching & Hughes 2002; OIE 2021).
However, studies in sheep indicate that the distance of aerosol spread of
FMDV excreted from this species is considerably smaller (Kitching &
Hughes 2002). FMDV can survive for days to months in fodder, organic
matter and the environment under suitable cool and moist conditions (Paton
et al. 2018). Furthermore, FMDV is present in several improperly
processed animal products, including meat, milk, offal, bones and hides
(Smith & Sherman 2009; Sherman 2011).

The presence of a carrier state can potentially play an important role in
the viral epidemiology. Sheep can remain carriers in tonsillar tissues for up
to nine weeks and goats for a slightly shorter period (Kitching & Hughes
2002). Cattle generally harbour the virus for six months, but some can
remain carriers for up to two years (Hedger 1968; Moonen & Schrijver
2000). Furthermore, African buffalo have been found to retain SAT
serotypes for five years or more (Condy et al. 1985). While human
infection has been described, severe disease is rare, and FMD is generally
not considered a public health threat (David & Brown 2001). Humans can,
however, harbour the virus for up to 48 hours in their respiratory tract,
which has implications for effective disease control in the age of
international air travel (OIE 2013a).

Studies in sheep indicate that this species excrete considerably lower
amounts of virus than cattle and pigs and therefore are less efficient viral
disseminators (Kitching & Hughes 2002). However, the mild and insidious
clinical picture in small ruminants enables them to act as a source of the
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infection for other, more susceptible species, such as cattle (Mansley et al.
2003; Smith & Sherman 2009; Sherman 2011). For example, small
ruminants have played important roles in disseminating FMDYV in previous
outbreaks in Turkey and Greece (Sherman 2011), as well as in the FMD
outbreak in the UK in 2001 (Mansley et al. 2003). Despite the possible role
of small ruminants in the epidemiology of FMD, limited attention has been
paid to this, and sheep and goats are often omitted from control and
vaccination programmes (Sherman 2011).

FMD is one of the most highly regulated livestock diseases in the world,
with extensive legislation and regulations in place to limit its spread
through the restriction of movement of animals and animal products
(Sherman 2011). The annual impact of FMD due to visible production
losses and the cost of vaccinations is estimated to be 6.5-21 billion USD in
endemic regions, and outbreaks in countries and zones free of FMD are
estimated to cause losses of more than 1.5 billion USD per year (Knight-
Jones & Rushton 2013). In endemic areas, vaccination is a recommended
control measure and DIVA vaccines are available, although immunity is
relatively short (Belsham 2020). The vaccines are inactivated to avoid the
risk of reversion to virulence, and formulated for the specific viral strain
and animal species for which they are intended. Many vaccines confer
protection for several strains, but there are currently no vaccines that
protects against all viral strains (OIE 2021).

1.4.4 Sheeppox and goatpox (SGP)

Sheeppox (SPP) and goatpox (GTP), here abbreviated as SGP, are
ancient viral diseases caused by the sheeppox virus (SPPV) and goatpox
virus (GTPV), here named sheeppox and goatpox viruses (SGPV). The
viruses are large, enveloped, double-stranded DNA-viruses, classified in
the Capripoxvirus genus and Poxviridae family (Rao & Bandyopadhyay
2000). They are dispersed across the globe and present on multiple
continents, including northern and central Africa (predominately north of
the Equator), the Middle East and Asia, for example India and China
(Tuppurainen et al. 2017). Only one serotype is known and while most
SGPV strains are host specific, some are able to infect and cause disease in
both sheep and goats. There are currently no indications that wildlife plays
a role in the viral epidemiology (Tuppurainen et al. 2017).
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SGPV is highly infectious, with a morbidity rate that can be as high as
70-90%. The CFR is typically around 5-10% in endemic areas, but can
reach 100% and is typically higher in exotic breeds, young animals,
lactating females and animals reared in intensive systems (OIE 2013b). In
addition, the CFR can be high in native breeds if the disease has been
absent from a region for some time, or when it occurs together with other
pathogens, such as PPRV or FMDV (Rao & Bandyopadhyay 2000; Smith
& Sherman 2009; OIE 2013b). The incubation period is generally 4-15
days (Hamdi et al. 2021). While the disease is subclinical or mild in some
animals, other animals can develop severe, sometimes fatal disease. Early
clinical signs include pyrexia, which is followed within a few days by skin
macules that later develop into papules, either over the whole body or
localised in the groin, axilla and perineum (Rao & Bandyopadhyay 2000;
Hamdi ef al. 2021). In rare cases, the cutaneous lesions can coalesce, a
condition that is invariably fatal (OIE 2013b). Furthermore, some animals
develop internal lesions, such as in the respiratory and alimentary tract, and
also in these animals, mortality is high. Infected animals often stops eating
and develops rhinitis, conjunctivitis, mucopurulent ocular and nasal
discharge and enlarged regional lymph nodes, as well as lesions on e.g. the
external nares, lips, in the mouth, and on the vulva, prepuce, udder and
teats (Hamdi et al. 2021). Some become dyspnoeic due to pressure on the
upper respiratory tract from enlarged retropharyngeal lymph nodes, or from
secondary pneumonia (Aitken 2007; Smith & Sherman 2009). In the
animals that survive the infection, skin lesions become necrotic after
approximately 5-10 days, and the papules start to form skin scabs. The
scabs persist for approximately 4-6 weeks and are followed by permanent
scarring (OIE 2013b). Recovered animals are generally resistant to re-
infection, often also to other capripoxviruses and there is currently no
evidence of a carrier state (Tuppurainen et al. 2017).

The viruses are mainly transmitted through close contact with infected
individuals, through inhalation of aerosolised viral particles and less
commonly through contact with mucous membranes or damaged skin
(Aitken 2007; Hamdi et al. 2021). Transmission can also occur indirectly,
e.g. through contact with contaminated bedding, and experimental evidence
of transmission with biting fly vectors such as stable flies (Stomoxys
calcitrans) exist (Tuppurainen et al. 2017). After the viral lesions have
developed, infected animals excrete SGPV in skin scabs, skin lesions,
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saliva, ocular and nasal secretions, milk, urine and faeces (Smith &
Sherman 2009; Hamdi et al. 2021). The animal will stay infectious for
approximately one week until the skin lesions have started to become
necrotic (Aitken 2007; OIE 2013b). The viruses remain viable for up to
three months in wool/hair and skin scabs, and in unclean shaded pens for
up to six months (Smith & Sherman 2009; OIE 2013Db).

SGPV can cause severe losses through mortalities, poor weight gain,
reduced milk production and damage to wool and hides (Garner et al. 2000;
Smith & Sherman 2009; Limon et al. 2020; Hamdi et al. 2021). In endemic
countries, vaccination is the only effective way to control the spread
(Tuppurainen et al. 2014). Both live-attenuated and inactivated vaccines
have been developed to combat SGPV, however the inactivated vaccines
only give short-term immunity, while live attenuated vaccines can give
immunity for two years or more and are therefore much more commonly
used (Hamdi ef al. 2021). There are currently no commercial vaccines with
a DIVA component (Tuppurainen et al. 2017). Most, but not all, vaccines
confer some cross-protection for different strains for as well sheeppox and
goatpox (OIE 2013Db).

1.4.5 Rift Valley fever (RVF)

Rift Valley fever (RVF), caused by the Rift Valley fever virus (RVFV),
is a mosquito-borne enveloped negative-sense RNA virus that is a member
of the Phlebovirus genus in the Phenuiviridae family (previously
Bunyaviridae) (Wright et al. 2019). The disease was first described in
Kenya’s Rift Valley in the 1930s, and has since spread across the African
continent, including the island of Madagascar. The disease was first
described outside of Africa in 2000, when it was found on the Arabian
Peninsula (Sherman 2011). While only one serotype is currently known,
there are several different viral strains of variable virulence (OIE 2019).

RVF mainly affects domestic and wild ruminants and humans, while
some other species including camels are susceptible but will generally not
develop clinical signs (OIE 2019). Sheep, especially lambs, are considered
the most severely affected domestic species (Bird ef al. 2009). The disease
typically appears in epizootic outbreaks following heavy rain, sustained
flooding or the construction of irrigation schemes and hydrological dams,
which in turn is followed by mass-hatching of the mosquito vectors. In
general, these high precipitation events occur 5-25 years apart, and the
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longer the interval, the more animals will be immunologically naive and
hence the outbreak will be more dramatic (Dautu et al. 2012).

The incubation period ranges from a few hours to a few days, and is
generally at the shorter end of the spectrum for the more susceptible ages
and species (Pepin et al. 2010). RVF typically manifests itself in epizootic
outbreaks characterised by abortions in pregnant females with rates
approaching 100%, foetal malformations and mass mortalities in neonatal
animals, often due to acute hepatitis. Adult non-pregnant animals are often
asymptomatically infected, while some develop a mild febrile illness that is
easily overlooked, occasionally combined with ocular and nasal discharge
and gastrointestinal signs (Ikegami & Makino 2011). In lambs under two
weeks of age, the CFR can be as high as 100%, while in adult animals it
typically ranges from 10-20% (Pepin et al. 2010). There are currently no
indications of a carrier state (OIE 2018g).

Humans will generally develop a mild, self-limiting febrile illness. The
incubation period is around 4-6 days, after which symptoms such as
malaise, chills, weakness, dizziness, nausea, headache and joint pains can
be experienced. Pregnant women may abort (Ikegami & Makino 2011). For
most patients, these symptoms will subside, generally within a few days or
weeks. However, a small fraction of patients (ranging from 0.5-2%) will
develop complications, generally in the form of a haemorrhagic fever,
neurological signs resulting from encephalitis, or blindness due to
maculopathy or retinopathy (Chevalier et al. 2010; WHO 2018). Of these,
the haemorrhagic fever has a 50% CFR (WHO 2018), while the neurologic
and eye-related complications are rarely fatal but often lead to long-term or
permanent damage (Chevalier ef al. 2010; Ikegami & Makino 2011).

RVEFV is transmitted through bites from infected mosquitoes, and the
virus has been isolated from multiple mosquito species, although not all of
them are necessarily involved in the viral epidemiology. While certain
Aedes species associated with temporary water bodies are regarded as
maintenance vectors, some Culex species associated with permanent fresh
water are considered epidemic or amplifying vectors (Pepin et al. 2010).
The virus can be vertically transmitted within some Aedes spp. and is
known to survive for several years in mosquito eggs in dry conditions that
later hatch when conditions become suitable (OIE 2018g). RVFV is
thereby maintained in inter-epidemic periods, and the virus is continuously
circulating between the vector species and wild and domestic ruminants in
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some areas (Davies et al. 1992; Sumaye et al. 2013; Beechler et al. 2015;
Wensman et al. 2015; Mbotha et al. 2018; Saasa et al. 2018). RVFV can
also be transmitted through contact with excretions, tissues and organs
from viraemic animals, e.g. at slaughter or through contact with vaginal
secretions after abortions (Ikegami & Makino 2011). Humans can also
become infected by consuming undercooked meat or raw milk (Grossi-
Soyster et al. 2019). The infection constitutes an occupational risk for
several professional groups, including farmers, veterinarians, abattoir
workers and laboratory workers (Bingham & Jansen van Vuren 2020).

There is no specific treatment for RVF, although there are both
inactivated and live attenuated vaccines. Inactivated vaccines require
several boosters annually, but are considered safe to use on pregnant
animals as well, while live vaccines can induce abortions. There is
currently no DIVA strategy available for existing RVF vaccines (OIE
2019).

1.4.6 Crimean-Congo haemorrhagic fever (CCHF)

Crimean-Congo haemorrhagic fever (CCHF) is a disease caused by
Crimean-Congo haemorrhagic fever virus (CCHFV). CCHFV is a tick-
borne, enveloped, single-stranded negative-sense RNA-virus and is a
member of the genus Nairovirus in the Nairoviridae family (Garrison et al.
2020). The disease was first described in 1944 in Crimea, Russia, while the
virus was first identified in Congo two decades later (Whitehouse 2004).
CCHFYV can infect a large variety of species, including goats, sheep, cattle,
deer, hares, rodents, hedgehogs, camels and humans (Whitehouse 2004;
Spengler et al. 2016; Fanelli et al. 2021). However, CCHFV is only known
to cause disease in humans and suckling mice (Fanelli et al. 2021). The
virus is currently considered endemic in about fifty countries across Asia,
Africa, the Middle East and south-east Europe (Nasirian 2020). According
to current knowledge, CCHFV only exists as one serotype (OIE 2018f).

While animals are subclinically or inapparently infected, several
humans die from CCHFV infection every year. In humans, the disease
manifestation generally ranges from asymptomatic infection to mild flu-
like symptoms, while some develop a severe, sometimes fatal disease.
CCHF is characterised by four distinct phases, namely incubation, pre-
haemorrhagic, haemorrhagic and convalescent phase, although the severity
and duration of each phase varies greatly among patients (Whitehouse

38



2004). The incubation period is generally less than a week and is followed
by a sudden onset of high fever and symptoms such as chills, headache,
dizziness, diarrhoea, vomiting and abdominal pain. This is followed by the
haemorrhagic stage, where the patient may develop petechial bleeding,
ecchymosis, hematomas and/or bleeding from e.g. the gastrointestinal tract,
urinary tract, nose and respiratory tract (Whitehouse 2004). The CFR
ranges from 5-80% (Fanelli et al. 2021), but averages around 30%
(Nasirian 2020; Belobo et al. 2021). For the patients who survive the
convalescence period follows approximately 2-3 weeks after disease onset.
This stage is characterised by e.g. generalised weakness, sweating,
headache, dizziness, nausea, loss of memory and occasionally loss of hair.
While these problems generally disappear, they may stay with the patient
for a year or more (Whitehouse 2004).

CCHFYV is transmitted by different tick species, mainly within the
Hyalomma genus, but also members of the Rhipicephalus, Boophilus,
Dermacentor and Ixodes genera (Whitehouse 2004). After infection, most
animal species will only develop a mild and short-lived viraemia lasting for
up to two weeks, during which the animal can transmit the virus (Fanelli et
al. 2021). As far as is known, there are no indications of an animal species
that can carry the virus for a prolonged period of time, however ticks can
remain infected throughout their lifetime (Gargili et al. 2017). In addition
to tick bites, humans can become infected when in contact with infected
body fluids and tissues, e.g. when slaughtering a viraemic animal (Rai et al.
2008; Mostafavi et al. 2017) or when caring for a sick human patient, either
at home or in a hospital setting (Whitehouse 2004; Fanelli et al. 2021).
While CCHFV loses its infectiousness at boiling temperature, and only
survives for a short time in meat after slaughter, CCHF cases in humans
have been linked to consumption of raw meat (Fazlalipour et al. 2016).
Interestingly, multiple studies have observed an increased number of CCHF
cases in humans in connection with various religious festivals. At these
festivals, livestock are brought into towns and cities in large numbers and
subsequently slaughtered, often in open areas and by people without
training (Rai ef al. 2008; Nasirian 2020; Butt ef al. 2021). There are several
occupational groups that are at increased risk of infection, including
veterinarians, abattoir workers, laboratory workers and hospital workers
(Whitehouse 2004). Furthermore, being a livestock farmer is often
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identified as a risk factor for CCHFV exposure (Monsalve-Arteaga et al.
2020).

There is currently no vaccine commercially available for either humans
or animals. Therefore, viral control is mainly achieved through information
campaigns about how human disease can be prevented, and distributing
acaricides to prevent tick bites (OIE 2018f).

1.4.7 Brucellosis

Brucellosis is an ancient zoonotic disease caused by members of the
bacterial genus Brucella in the Brucellaceae family. Brucella spp. are
gram-negative, facultative intracellular cocco-bacilli that target monocytes
and macrophages (FAO ef al. 2006; Seleem et al. 2010). The bacteria are
non-motile, non-capsulated and non-spore-forming (Seleem et al. 2010).
Sheep and goats are typically affected by the most virulent subspecies, i.e.
Brucella (B.) melitensis. Sporadic infection with B. abortus and B. suis has
also been described, although this is believed to be rare (Rossetti et al.
2017). In addition, sheep are susceptible to B. ovis, the causative agent of
ovine epididymitis, to which goats have been proven susceptible in
experimental studies (Burgess ef al. 1985), but no natural cases have been
reported (OIE 2018d). This thesis focuses on brucellosis in sheep, goats
and humans caused by B. melitensis, B. abortus and B. suis.

The Brucellae tend to be somewhat host-specific, although cross-
infections occur, especially for B. melitensis and to a lesser extent B.
abortus and B. suis. In addition to small ruminants, B. melitensis can also
infect e.g. cattle and various wildlife species, often following contact with
domestic ruminants (OIE 2018c). B. abortus mainly affects cattle and B.
suis mostly pigs (FAO et al. 2006). The world distribution varies with
different subspecies, with B. melitensis widespread globally and is endemic
in many countries in Africa, Asia and the Middle East, as well as parts of
South America and the Mediterranean region (Rossetti et al. 2017).

Animal brucellosis generally gives rise to a sub-acute or chronic
disease. Following infection, a short-lived and transient bacteraemia
follows that often will pass without clinical signs, especially in young
animals and non-pregnant females (FAO et al. 2006). Pregnant animals can
develop placentitis, which usually leads to premature birth, the birth of
weak offspring, abortions or stillbirths in mid-to-late pregnancy (Rossetti et
al. 2017). In addition, infected small ruminants may also develop orchitis,
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epididymitis and arthritis, and brucellosis has been associated with
infertility in both sexes (Diaz Aparicio 2013). In general, sexually mature
animals are more susceptible, while young animals are more resistant.
Especially in sheep, but also in other species, there appear to be differences
in breed susceptibility (FAO et al. 20006).

Brucellosis in humans is also known as ‘undulant fever’, ‘Mediterranean
fever’ and ‘Malta fever’ (FAO et al. 2006). The majority of human cases
are caused by B. melitensis. The clinical manifestation is often vague and
the infection can present itself in many atypical forms, which prevents early
accurate diagnosis (FAO et al. 2006; Dean et al. 2012). The incubation
time is generally around 2-3 weeks, and for some patients the onset of
symptoms is slow and progresses over several weeks (Seleem et al. 2010).
Clinical signs range from a mild intermittent or remittent febrile illness,
which in some patients progresses to a severe, debilitating disease that can
be fatal. The patient may also experience general malaise, weakness,
inappetence, joint pain, neurologic signs, pneumonia and vomiting, for
example. Endocarditis is a relatively common sequelae, and pregnant
women may abort (Dean et al. 2012). Without treatment, the disease may
persist for weeks or months and, in some patients, progress to a chronic
form, where clinical signs relapse after a long period of being symptom-
free (FAO et al. 2006). The CFR is generally low at approximately 0.5%,
often caused by endocarditis (WHO 2015).

The bacteria can be excreted in uterine discharges, milk and semen, and
animals are generally infected through contact with placenta, foetal fluids
and vaginal discharges after parturition or abortion. While subsequent
pregnancies are usually carried to term, the infection persists and the
animal continues to shed bacteria in the afterbirth and in milk, although
generally at lower numbers (Diaz Aparicio 2013). Milk production is often
reduced, and permanent infection of the udder is common (FAO et al.
20006). Ingestion, inhalation or inoculation of mucosal surfaces or through
damaged skin are common infection routes, as well as artificial
insemination with infected semen or natural mating with a male shedding
bacteria. Humans can become infected when assisting a pregnant female at
parturition, removing birth material or when slaughtering an infected
animal, for example. Humans can also be infected through consumption of
unpasteurised milk and dairy products, and to a lesser extent undercooked
meat or offal. Foodborne transmission is generally caused by B. melitensis
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(FAO et al. 2006). In Africa, most human brucellosis cases are caused by
direct contact with shedding animals, and foodborne transmission play a
more minor role (WHO 2015). Farmers, veterinarians, abattoir workers and
laboratory workers are examples of professions that are at increased risk for
exposure to the bacteria (FAO et al. 2006; OIE 2018c).

The bacterial survival in the environment is short in warm weather, but
in colder temperatures in e.g. animal waste and manure, the survival time
can be several months (FAO et al 2006; Diaz Aparicio 2013). Of
epidemiological importance is the possibility of latent infections, resulting
from horizontal infection in utero or in the early post-natal period through
the consumption of colostrum. While most of these animals clear
themselves from the bacteria, some can retain the infection throughout their
lives but will generally not seroconvert until after the first abortion or
parturition (FAO et al. 2006; Diaz Aparicio 2013). Latent infection mainly
occurs in cattle, but has also been reported in sheep, and the possibility of it
occurring in other species cannot be excluded (FAO et al. 2006). These
animals pose a serious threat to eradication programmes.

Vaccines are efficient ways to reduce the burden on both animal and
human health, especially in endemic areas. Some vaccines are however
infectious to humans, can induce abortion in pregnant animals and do not
confer an absolute immunity. Unfortunately, the immunological response to
this vaccine cannot be differentiated from natural infection (Seleem et al.
2010).

1.4.8 Q-fever

Coxiella burnetii, the causative agent of Q-fever, is a ubiquitous acid-
fast, gram-negative aerobic obligate intracellular bacterium, and a member
of the bacterial family Coxiellaceae (Arricau-Bouvery & Rodolakis 2005).
The name of the disease is derived from an outbreak of febrile illness in
abattoir workers in Brisbane, Australia in 1935 that the physicians were
unable to diagnose, and therefore termed it ‘Q-fever’ for query fever
(Angelakis & Raoult 2010). The bacterium is pleiomorphic (coccoid to
short rods) and capable of forming endospores that survive for several
months in the environment (Arricau-Bouvery & Rodolakis 2005). In
nature, the bacterium exists in its virulent Phase 1 stage, also termed
‘smooth bacteria’. When cultivated in e.g. cell cultures or embryonated
eggs, the bacterium mutates irreversibly to its less virulent or attenuated
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Phase II form, also termed ‘rough bacteria’ (Smith & Sherman 2009). C.
burnetii can be isolated from a large variation of species, including
arthropods. However, sheep, goats and cattle are considered the main
sources of infection to humans, although cases of infection in dogs, cats,
rabbits and birds have also been described. The bacterium is present in
most countries across the globe, with the exception of New Zealand
(Angelakis & Raoult 2010).

Most infected sheep and goats do not develop clinical signs. However,
the infection can cause abortions, usually in late pregnancy, either as a
solitary case or in massive outbreaks. Some small ruminants can abort in
the subsequent pregnancy (Berri et al. 2007). Infection with C. burnetii can
also lead to stillbirths or birth of weak young (Aitken 2007; Smith &
Sherman 2009), and the presence of interstitial pneumonia in young
animals in connection with an abortion outbreak has been described (Moore
et al. 1991). In cattle, associations between C. burnetii and metritis and
infertility have been described, but this connection has as yet not been
made for small ruminants (Aitken 2007; OIE 2018a).

In humans, C. burnetii can give rise to a severe debilitating and
sometimes fatal disease. The incubation period is generally around 20 days,
and in most cases the infection is asymptomatic. Q-fever typically
manifests itself in an acute and a chronic form (Roest et al. 2011). In the
acute form, the patient develops a self-limiting, febrile flu-like illness,
sometimes accompanied by atypical pneumonia, hepatitis, myocarditis,
pericarditis, skin rashes and neurologic signs caused by
meningoencephalitis or peripheral neuropathy. Pregnant women can abort
or give birth prematurely (Angelakis & Raoult 2010). In about 2% of
patients, the infection will progress into chronic Q-fever (ECDC 2010).
This can happen several months or years after the initial infection, and
occurs almost exclusively in patients with predisposing conditions, such as
immunosuppression, vascular abnormalities and heart valve lesions
(Angelakis & Raoult 2010). The most common sequela to chronic Q-fever
is endocarditis, but vascular infection, osteomyelitis, pneumonia, hepatitis
or chronic fatigue syndrome are also common (Angelakis & Raoult 2010).
The case-fatality rate is 1-2% for acute and 5-50% for chronic Q-fever
(ECDC 2010).

Infected sheep and goats shed the bacterium in large numbers in
placenta, aborted foetuses, faeces, milk and vaginal secretions following
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both abortion and normal parturition. The vaginal shedding typically peaks
at the time of abortion or parturition, but some animals may continue to
shed for multiple months. For some females, the vaginal shedding can
resume in subsequent pregnancies (Aitken 2007). Additionally, the animal
may shed C. burnetii intermittently in milk for up to three months after
parturition (Berri et al. 2005). The bacterium is transmitted both directly
and indirectly. New hosts are mainly infected through inhalation, and the
organism can be spread with the wind for up to five kilometres (ECDC
2010). The bacterial spores survive for up to four months in dust, 12-16
months in wool and 18 months in tick faeces (Aitken 2007). Indirect
transmission can occur through contact with e.g. contaminated hay, manure
and wool or grazing on contaminated pastures. While C. burnetii persists in
around forty different tick species, ticks are not believed to play a
significant role in the epidemiology other than for wildlife species. Humans
can get infected when assisting animals at parturition or at slaughter, for
example. Ingestion, particularly of unpasteurised milk, is a possibility, but
the importance of this transmission pathway is currently unclear (Angelakis
& Raoult 2010). The bacterium is a clear occupational hazard for multiple
professions, including farmers, laboratory personnel, abattoir workers and
veterinarians (Angelakis & Raoult 2010; OIE 2018a).

Both animals and humans can be treated with tetracycline. In animals,
treatment does not prevent bacterial shedding, but it may reduce abortion
rates during an outbreak, and in some countries, treatment of all pregnant
small ruminants in an affected herd is recommended (Aitken 2007; Smith
& Sherman 2009). The acute form in humans generally resolves quickly
with or without antibiotic treatment. However, the chronic form requires
prolonged treatment for up to two years, and can result in death if left
untreated (Angelakis & Raoult 2010). There are inactivated vaccines
commercially available, but while they confer good protection, repeated
annual vaccination is recommended, especially of young animals. There is
also a human vaccine, but it is not widely available (OIE 2018a).
Unfortunately, there is currently no DIVA vaccine available (Rousset ef al.
2021).
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1.5 Livestock trade and movement and the potential
risks for disease dissemination

As a response to population growth, urbanisation and improved
livelihoods, the demand for animal-derived products around the world is
increasing, especially in developing countries (Delgado ef al. 1999). While
this demand is slowing down in many parts of the world, it remains high in
Africa, especially in urban areas (Latino et al. 2020). With the continuously
high population growth (Suzuki 2019), urbanisation rate (Saghir & Santoro
2018) and improved living standards in SSA, the annual meat demand is
projected to have doubled in the region by 2050 (Robinson et al. 2011).
This trend has also been seen in the small ruminant sector, as the demand
for mutton meat is projected to increase by 137% in the next few decades,
with the greatest increase in SSA and South Asia (FAO & OIE 2016). This
represents a golden opportunity for the rural poor to venture into the
livestock value chain, e.g. as farmers, traders or retailers, to reap the
benefits of this growing demand. Therefore, taking measures to increase the
trade of animals and animal products has been emphasised as an important
measure to alleviate poverty (Delgado et al. 1999; ILRI 2002; Scoones &
Wolmer 2006).

1.5.1 Trade and disease dissemination

However, while the increased demand for small ruminant meat
represents an opportunity for farmers to move out of poverty, it can also
contribute to the dissemination of infectious diseases. By moving animals
or animal products from one area to another, diseases can be introduced
into new regions. If a livestock disease is introduced into an area where the
animal population is naive, the potential impacts can be severe for the
individual animals and farmers as well as for society (Sherman 2011).
There are numerous examples of infectious diseases that have been widely
disseminated through animal movement and trade, including PPR (Kivaria
et al. 2013), RVF (Sherman 2011), SGP (Limon et al. 2020), and Q-fever
(Sanford et al. 1994). This clearly illustrates the immediate necessity to
study the impact of trade on disease epidemiology, and improve
understanding of trade patterns and other important mechanisms that can
contribute to increased or decreased disease dissemination linked to trade.

In SSA, the trade with small ruminants mainly occurs locally, with the
majority taking place in the informal sector (Scoones & Wolmer 2006;
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Perry & Grace 2009; Sherman 2011; de Haan et al. 2015; FAO & OIE
2016). Informal trade can be defined as trade that is unrecognised or
unrecorded by the government, usually without adhering to different
legislations on e.g. biosecurity and sanitation. Therefore, it is likely that the
risk of disease spread is particularly large within this channel (Little 2005;
Grace & Little 2020), and it can therefore be argued that this sector should
be targeted by research and intervention programmes.

1.5.2 Live animal markets and the dissemination of disease

Considerable amounts of animal trade are conducted at informal live
animal markets. These markets are important sources of income for various
value chain members, including farmers, traders, abattoir workers and
various retailers (Lysholm ef al. 2020; Naguib et al. 2021; WHO 2021),
and they constitute important sources of animal-derived food in many parts
of the world, including SSA (Naguib ef al. 2021). As many in the SSA
region lack access to cold storage, they prefer to buy live animals or fresh
products at live animal markets for immediate slaughter and or
consumption (Naguib et al. 2021; WHO 2021). While these markets are
frequented by people in all income classes, their comparatively low prices
make them particularly important to the urban poor (Hichaambwa 2012).

However, live animal markets, especially informal animal markets, can
also play an important role in the emergence and dissemination of
infectious pathogens. By bringing different species into close contact, often
under stressful and poor hygiene conditions, these markets create an
interface where pathogens can emerge and spread, both within and between
species (Guan et al. 2003; Lysholm et al. 2020; Naguib et al. 2021; WHO
2021). There are several examples of how animal diseases have been
disseminated at or in connection to animal markets, e.g. FMD (Mansley et
al. 2003; Ortiz-Pelaez et al. 2006; Robinson & Christley 2007) and
sleeping sickness (Févre ef al. 2001), and at goat markets in Nepal, PPRV
RNA and FMDV RNA have been detected in environmental samples
(Colenutt et al. 2021). In addition, outbreaks of zoonotic disease in humans
have been linked to animal markets on multiple occasions, such as the
severe Q-fever outbreak in Germany in 2003 (Porten et al. 20006).
Furthermore, animal markets have been associated with the emergence of
pandemic diseases, such as avian influenza (Wan et al. 2011; Zhang et al.
2014; Zhou et al. 2015; Zhou et al. 2016), SARS (CDC 2003; Guan ef al.
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2003) and, most recently, Covid-19 (Huang et al. 2020; Ren et al. 2020;
Zhang et al. 2020; WHO 2021). This clearly illustrates the pressing need to
address current knowledge gaps concerning the risks of disease
dissemination at informal live animal markets. This includes risks for
zoonotic disease spread, including those related to slaughter or
consumption of potentially contaminated food.

1.5.3 The animal trader

The animal trader holds a key position in the trade process and can act
to both contain and spread disease (Mubamba et al. 2018). It is therefore
highly relevant to understand how this actor understands and act on animal
disease. Previous research has mainly been in the form of quantitative
questionnaire studies, and has often focused on determining the traders’
factual knowledge levels (Neupane et al. 2012; Yu et al. 2013; Leslie et al.
2016; Elelu 2017). A common conclusion is that the traders have
insufficient knowledge regarding aspects such as how animal diseases are
transmitted. These studies often assume a direct causal link between
individual knowledge and behaviour. Therefore, they often suggest that
traders need to be educated about animal disease in order to reduce their
tendencies to engage in disease transmitting behaviours.

However, in a small number of qualitative studies investigating pig
traders’ perceptions and practices related to African swine fever (ASF), the
authors’ conclude that traders are generally knowledgeable about important
aspects such as disease transmission routes. The studies also indicate that
traders are aware of their potential role in disease dissemination, but
nevertheless frequently engage in risky activities (Dione et al. 2016;
Chenais et al. 2017; Lichoti ef al. 2017). This implies that the traders’ risky
behaviours are not solely caused by poor knowledge. More research is
needed to understand why traders engage in disease-transmitting activities
and to map the structural limitations that prevent them from taking fewer
risks.

1.5.4 The impact of animal movement and trade close to international
borders and larger roads — the example of FMD in Zambia and
Tanzania

In SSA, regional cross-border trade and movement of animals is
common, both in formal and informal networks (Di Nardo et al. 2011; de
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Haan ef al. 2015). As international borders typically are crossed at specific
crossing points, the frequency of animal movement is often increased there
(Di Nardo et al. 2011), which in turn can lead to increased pathogen
prevalence. In spatiotemporal studies in Zambia and Tanzania, clustering of
FMD outbreaks in cattle has been observed close to several international
borders (Perry & Hedger 1984; Picado et al. 2011; Hamoonga ef al. 2014;
Sinkala et al. 2014a; Allepuz et al. 2015). In Tanzania, FMD outbreaks
mainly occurred along the borders with Kenya, Uganda, Rwanda, Burundi,
the DRC and Zambia (Picado ef al. 2011; Allepuz et al. 2015). In Zambia,
the outbreaks were clustered along the borders with Zimbabwe, Botswana,
Namibia and Tanzania (Perry & Hedger 1984; Hamoonga et al. 2014;
Sinkala ef al. 2014a). Furthermore, clustering has been observed close to
main roads in both Tanzania (Allepuz et al. 2015) and Zambia (Hamoonga
et al. 2014). This includes the Tanzania-Zambia highway, or Tan-Zam
highway, which is an important road that connects the port in Dar Es
Salaam, Tanzania, with the Zambian capital Lusaka and beyond (Allepuz et
al. 2015). The findings of these studies indicate that both international trade
and the national movement of cattle, plays an important role in the
epidemiology of FMDV in the region. Whether this finding also applies to
other areas, species and pathogens has yet to be determined.
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2. Aims of the thesis

The overall aim of this thesis was to improve understanding of the
circulation of selected transboundary pathogens in sheep and goats on
farms and in markets in Zambia and in the Tanzania-Zambia border region.
Its more specific aims were to:

>

investigate the seroprevalence of PPRV, FMDV, SGPV, RVFV and
Brucella spp. in sheep and goats in the Tanzania-Zambia border
region (Paper I)

investigate the seroprevalence of Mccp, FMDV, SGPV, RVFV and
Brucella spp. in goats in four Zambian border districts and three
inland districts (Paper II)

assess the impact on seroprevalence of selected risk factors,
focusing on trade routines and proximity to international borders
(Papers I & 1)

explore the perceptions and practices of small ruminant traders on
sheep and goat health and disease, and the influence these have on
the risk of disease dissemination through trade (Paper I1I)
investigate the seropositivity rate of the zoonotic pathogens
Brucella spp., Coxiella burnetii and RVFV in sheep and goats at
two urban informal small livestock markets in Zambia (Paper 1V).
document slaughter routines, procedures and hygiene at an informal
slaughterhouse to understand the risks for occupational exposure to
zoonotic disease at slaughter and for contamination of meat and
viscera (Paper IV)
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Figure 2: The author collecting blood samples at a small livestock market in
Zambia. Photograph: Christabel Chimba
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3. Comments on materials and methods

This section contains an overview of, and comments on, the materials and
methods used in Papers I-IV. For more detailed information regarding the
methodology, please refer to the individual papers.

3.1 General study aspects

This thesis is based on data collected during three field trips to Zambia and
Tanzania and has resulted in Papers I-IV. A schematic overview of the field
work on which the thesis is based is presented in Table 2 below.
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Table 2: Schematic overview of the field work data on which this thesis is based,
including the time, location and focus of each trip, and the resulting scientific study

Data Location Activity Paper
collection
period
Lusaka small Semi-structured interviews - traders and other value 111
livestock chain actors
. market Observations - market activities

April-

May : : :

2018 Semi-structured interviews - slaughterhouse vV

workers and other value chain actors
Focus group discussions - slaughterhouse workers
Observations - Lusaka market slaughterhouse

Lusaka and Semi-structured interviews - slaughterhouse v
Kasumbalesa  workers and other value chain actors
small livestock  Observations - Lusaka market slaughterhouse
markets Serum samples from sheep and goats
Sept-Oct

2018 Tanzania- Serum samples from sheep and goats I
Zambia border
region

Four Zambian ~ Serum samples from sheep and goats I
districts with
an
international
border, three
Zambian
inland districts

Sept-Nov
2019

3.2 Selection of pathogens (Papers |, Il and V)

This thesis aimed to explore the circulation of transboundary diseases in
farms and markets in Zambia and in the Tanzania-Zambia border region. In
total, eight different pathogens were included in the thesis. These pathogens
were selected based on their importance in the region and their impact on
the individual and on society. Furthermore, pathogens with as wide a
variety of epidemiologic characteristics as possible were chosen, and
preference was given to those where livestock movement and trade played
a substantial role in the dissemination. Among the zoonotic pathogens,
preference was given to neglected zoonotic pathogens that are transmissible
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to humans during the slaughter of infected animals or through consumption
of undercooked meat.

3.2.1 Peste des petits ruminants virus (PPRV) (Paper I)

PPRV was chosen because it is often described as the most important
animal pathogen in areas where the dependence on small ruminants for
livelihoods is high. PPRV was also chosen because while PPRV is endemic
in Tanzania (Torsson et al. 2016) and PPRV nucleic acid has been
identified on multiple occasions in samples from different parts of the
country (Muse et al. 2012; Kivaria et al. 2013; Kgotlele et al. 2014;
Mahapatra et al. 2015; Misinzo et al. 2015; Kgotlele et al. 2019; Jones et
al. 2020), only antibodies without linkage to clinical disease have been
found in Zambia (OIE 2016). However, due to porous borders, poor
biosecurity and the high frequency of cross-border animal movement and
trade, the risk of PPRV being introduced to Zambia from Tanzania is high
(Chazya et al. 2014; Chazya et al. 2015). PPRV has also been detected in
neighbouring DRC (FAO 2012; Birindwa et al. 2017; Tshilenge et al.
2019) and Angola (OIE 2013c). The OIE and FAO aims to eradicate PPRV
by 2030 and to achieve this goal, knowledge of the seroprevalence and
important epidemiological characteristics in different areas is key (OIE &
FAO 2015). This thesis aims to contribute with information on these
aspects in the Tanzania-Zambia border region.

3.2.2 Mycoplasma capricolum subsp. capripneumoniae (Mccp)
(Paper II)

Mccp was chosen because it is considered one of the world’s most
detrimental diseases affecting goats (Asmare et al. 2016; Ahaduzzaman
2021). Mccp is present in Tanzania (Kusiluka et al. 2000a; Kusiluka et al.
2000b; Kgotlele et al. 2019), but has yet to be detected in Zambia.
However, due to the high frequencies of cross-border animal movement
and trade, as well as poor biosecurity in the region, there is a clear risk of
Mccp being introduced into Zambia from Tanzania (Karimuribo et al.
2014). This would have detrimental effects on the small ruminant
population in the region and on the people who depend on them for their
livelihoods.
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3.2.3 Foot and mouth disease virus (FMDV) (Papers | and Il)

FMDYV was selected as it is often put forward as the most important
transboundary animal disease on the planet (OIE & FAO 2004) due to its
high morbidity rate and severe impact on animal industries and the
economy through production losses and trade impairments (Sherman
2011). The virus is endemic in both Zambia (Hamoonga et al. 2014;
Sinkala et al. 2014a) and Tanzania (Picado et al. 2011; Allepuz et al.
2015), although in Zambia, research has thus far been focused on cattle. As
small ruminants often are subclinically infected and frequently are left out
from e.g. vaccination programs (Mansley et al. 2003; Sherman 2011), they
can act as a source of infection for more susceptible species such as cattle
and contribute to the dissemination of FMDV over large distances.
Therefore, improved understanding of the viral epidemiology in these
species is important to control the virus.

3.2.4 Sheeppox and goatpox virus (SGPV) (Paper I)

SGPV was chosen because of its severe effects on small ruminant
populations and smallholder livelihoods (Garner et al. 2000; Limon et al.
2020). The viruses are major constraints to the intensification of small
ruminant production (Hamdi ef al. 2021) which many argue is a necessity
to meet the projected increased demand for mutton meat in SSA (FAO &
OIE 2016). The presence of SGPV has been confirmed in Tanzania
(Kgotlele et al. 2019) as well as in neighbouring DRC (Birindwa et al.
2017), but has yet to be detected in Zambia. Seroprevalence studies in SSA
are few, and more information is needed on the presence and circulation of
SGPV in the region.

3.2.5 Rift Valley fever virus (RVFV) (Papers I, Il and 1V)

RVF is a transboundary, mosquito-borne, neglected zoonotic disease
that has a considerable impact on animal populations, individual farmers
and society at large. The disease is endemic in both Zambia and Tanzania,
although several years have passed since the last outbreaks (Dautu et al.
2012; Sindato et al. 2014; Ahmed et al. 2018). Slaughterhouse workers are
at increased risk of exposure to RVFV (lkegami & Makino 2011) and
people can become infected through the consumption of undercooked meat
(Grossi-Soyster et al. 2019). To reduce the disease burden in sheep, goats
and humans in Zambia and Tanzania, improved knowledge is needed on
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the circulation of RVFV in the small ruminant populations. Also, the
presence of the virus at livestock markets needs to be investigated because
of the high risk of human exposure at these locations.

3.2.6 Crimean-Congo haemorrhagic fever virus (CCHFV) (Paper Il)

CCHF is a transboundary neglected zoonotic disease that, despite the
inapparent infection in most animal species, can lead to a severe,
sometimes fatal disease in humans (Whitehouse 2004). Therefore, while the
impact on livestock production is negligible, CCHFV can have a
substantial public health impact. Serological evidence of CCHFV
circulation has been detected in both Zambia (Kajihara et al. 2021) and
Tanzania (Hoogstraal 1979), as well as viral genetic material in ticks in
Zambia (Kajihara et al. 2021). Small ruminants and cattle play a crucial
role in the epidemiology of CCHF in humans (Spengler et al. 2016) and
serological screening in ruminants can help identify areas in which CCHFV
is circulating. These areas can then be targeted by various control measures,
such as information campaigns and tick preventative measures (OIE
2018f).

3.2.7 Brucella spp. (Papers |, Il and V)

Brucellosis is a neglected zoonotic disease that causes a severe burden
across the globe, particularly in developing countries (Grace et al. 2012).
The disease is present in both Zambia (Bell et al. 1977) and Tanzania
(Mellau et al. 2009; Assenga et al. 2015; Shirima & Kunda 2016), although
research in Zambia has mainly focused on cattle (Muma et al. 2006; Muma
et al. 2007a; Muma et al. 2007b; Muma et al. 2008; Muma et al. 2013;
Mfune et al. 2021). As most human cases are caused by B. melitensis which
mainly occurs in small ruminants, more research on brucellosis in these
species is warranted. Humans can become infected both through contact
with body fluids at slaughter and when consuming undercooked meat
(WHO 2015). Therefore, investigating the presence of the bacteria at small
livestock markets and risks for disease spread in these locations is
desirable.
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3.2.8 Coxiella burnetii (Paper 1V)

C. burnetii, the causative agent of Q-fever, is a neglected zoonotic
pathogen that has a substantial impact on animal populations, individual
farmers and wider society. The burden is especially large in low- and
lower-middle-income countries (Grace et al. 2012). Small ruminants are
important sources of human infection and cases of human disease have
been linked both to visiting a live animal market (Porten et al. 2006) and to
dwelling in the vicinity of a slaughterhouse (Carrieri et al. 2002).
Therefore, investigating if C. burnetii is circulating in source populations
for markets and slaughterhouses is highly relevant.

3.3 Study areas (Papers | and Il)

Paper I is based on research conducted in the Tanzania-Zambia border
region. The aim was to assess the impact of certain risk factors on the
seroprevalence of selected transboundary pathogens in sheep and goats,
focusing on trade routines and proximity to an international border, to a
town and to the Tan-Zam highway. This region was purposively selected as
PPRYV is considered endemic in Tanzania (Karimuribo et al. 2011; Kivaria
et al. 2013; Swai et al. 2013; Torsson et al. 2017; Kgotlele et al. 2019),
while only antibodies with no connection to clinical disease have been
found in Zambia (OIE 2016). Furthermore, the region has been identified as
a hotspot for FMD outbreaks in cattle on both sides of the border (Perry &
Hedger 1984; Picado et al. 2011; Hamoonga et al. 2014; Sinkala et al.
2014a; Allepuz et al. 2015). Clusters of FMD outbreaks have also been
found along the Tan-Zam highway and Tazara railway (Hamoonga et al.
2014; Allepuz et al. 2015). These are two important trade and
communication infrastructures that connect the Zambian capital of Lusaka
with the port to the Indian Ocean in Dar Es Salaam, Tanzania. Two districts
were purposively selected on both sides of the border in collaboration with
local partners. The choice was based on proximity to the Tanzania-Zambia
border, the presence of small ruminants, and the local district veterinary
officer giving permission for the research to be conducted. Furthermore,
one district in Zambia and two districts in Tanzania were purposively
chosen since the Tan-Zam highway and Tazara railway run through them
(Figure 3).
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Figure 3: Location of the visited districts in the Tanzania-Zambia border region,
and of the Tanzania-Zambia highway. Map created in QGIS version 3.4.4 software
(https://qgis.org) and kindly provided by Dr Jean Hakizimana.
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The aim of the study in Paper II was to continue to investigate the
impact of certain risk factors, focusing on border proximity and trade, on
the seroprevalence of selected transboundary pathogens of small ruminants.
Seven districts were purposively selected in collaboration with local
partners: four were adjacent to one or more international borders, and three
were inland districts (Figure 4). The choice of districts was based on their
location in the country (i.e. border or non-border district), goat density
(Namonje-Kapembwa ef al. 2016) and the local district veterinary officer
giving permission for the research to be conducted. Districts bordering
Malawi, Mozambique and Zimbabwe were included as cross-border trade
of sheep and goats between these countries and Zambia was common
according to local contacts. One district bordering Angola and one
bordering the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) were also selected as
PPRV has been detected in both countries (FAO 2012; OIE 2013c;
Birindwa et al. 2017; Tshilenge et al. 2019). Furthermore, the district
bordering the DRC was chosen based on the presence in the district of
Kasumbalesa market, i.e. a large market for small livestock where a lot of
international trade between Zambia and the DRC takes place. The inland
districts were chosen based on their accessibility from the capital Lusaka.
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Figure 4: Map of Zambia showing the locations of the visited districts:
I=Chavuma, 2=Chililalombwe, 3=Siavonga, 4=Vubwi, 5=Chibombo,
6=Mazabuka, 7=Monze. Map kindly provided by Emma Lysholm. Source: Esri,
USGS | Esri, © OpenStreetMap contributors, HERE, Garmin, FAO, NOAA,
USGS. www.arcgis.com

3.4 Study design and the challenges of collecting animal
samples in developing countries (Papers | and Il)

The studies in Papers I and II were conducted as cross-sectional studies
and aimed to investigate the impact of certain risk factors, such as trade and
border proximity, on the seroprevalence of selected transboundary
pathogens. In Paper I, both sheep and goats were targeted, while only goats
were included in Paper II as the number of sheep was low. Both studies
were conducted in two strata, namely Tanzania vs. Zambia in Paper I, and
border districts vs. non-border districts in Paper II. The individual animal
was the primary sampling unit. The sample size per stratum was calculated
using the Epitools online calculator ‘Sample size to estimate a true
prevalence with an imperfect test’, which can be found on the webpage
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www.epitools.ausvet.com.au (Ausvet, Australia). The calculator is based on
the instructions and formulae in Humphry et al. (2004). In the calculation,
an infinite population size was assumed, and a 95% confidence interval
(CI), 5% margin of error and 50% assumed true prevalence were used,
along with the sensitivity and specificity values from the ELISA with the
lowest values, in order to generate the largest required sample size.

This sample size calculation is based on a simple random sample and
did hence not take clustering in e.g. herds, villages and districts into
account. Clustering was disregarded as the small ruminant population
structures in both Zambia and Tanzania are largely unknown. The design
effect was not estimated due to the lack of information on e.g. the
composition of the sheep and goat populations and on disease prevalence in
the two countries (especially Zambia) and due to the inclusion of multiple
pathogens in the studies. To compensate for this, the sample size
calculation was made using a 50% assumed true prevalence and the
sensitivity and specificity values from the ELISA with the lowest values, to
generate a sample size estimation that was as large as possible. Under ideal
circumstances, however, the studies on which Papers I and II are based
would have been designed as multi-staged cluster sampling (Thrusfield
2005), preferably with access to secondary data of the number of farms and
animals present, and following pilot studies investigating disease
prevalence in the different areas.

3.4.1 Selection of villages, households, and animals (Papers | and II)

As most of the included pathogens in both studies are contagious and
have high morbidity rates, the hypothesis was that if a herd has been
exposed to a pathogen, a large proportion of the animals will be
seropositive. Furthermore, as small ruminants are often grazed communally
and meet at common water points, they are in frequent contact with sheep
and goats from other herds within the village, and can to a large extent be
expected to share pathogen burden. Therefore, the aim was to include as
many villages and herds/households keeping small ruminants as possible,
while at the same time maintaining a feasible sample scheme.

In both Papers I and II, village lists were collected from local veterinary
personnel and a random selection performed from these lists using the
‘Randomize tool’ in Microsoft Excel (Washington, USA). These lists were
later revised with the local district veterinary staff, and villages that were
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inaccessible or did not contain small ruminants were replaced. In Paper I,
the goal was to sample four herds per village. In Paper II, four herds per
village were sampled in the districts situated along an international border,
while three herds per village were targeted in the inland districts. If few
small ruminant herds were present in a village, all the herds that gave
consent were included and the number was complemented with herds in the
next village on the list or with herds from nearby villages. The herd
selection was performed using snowball sampling methodology, which is a
very efficient method to identify and include members of a target
population about which limited information is available and that may be
difficult to locate (Kendall et al. 2008; Hennink et al. 2020), such as
owners of small ruminants in Zambia and Tanzania. In brief, after
identifying the first small ruminant farmer, this farmer then directed the
research team to the next farmer, and so on. Hence, a main drawback is that
the selection is dependent upon previous participants, which constitutes a
risk for bias. For example, neighbours and farmers with a wide social
network are more likely to be included, whereas minority groups, or even
majorities that do not happen to be within the same social network as the
first farmer, are at risk of being excluded (Hennink ef al. 2020). In Paper I,
attempts were made to control for this bias and diversify the farmers being
included in the research by stratifying the selection based on herd size.
Hence, the farmers were asked to direct the research team to someone who
fulfilled one of the following conditions:

e kept fewer than five sheep and/or goats
e kept 5-15 sheep and/or goats
e kept more than 15 sheep and/or goats.

The goal was to include at least one herd from each herd size group per
village. If all three of the above-listed groups had been included with the
first three herds, no conditions were given for the last herd, meaning that
the farmer could direct the research team to any small ruminant herd,
regardless of its size. If it was not possible to find representatives from all
groups, another herd was included irrespective of the group to which it
belonged. However, this stratification was not possible in many villages,
especially in Zambia, as the number of small ruminant herds was small.
Consequently, this stratification strategy was not used in Paper II. Instead,
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the farmer was just asked to direct the research team to a goat herd,
irrespective of its size.

The stratification groups were formulated in collaboration with local
partners and based on the average herd sizes for sheep and goats in Zambia
(7.4 and 7.5, respectively) (Ministry of Fisheries and Livestock 2019) and
Tanzania (6.8 and 5.2, respectively) (United Republic of Tanzania 2017).
However, the variation in herd size is considerable in both countries
(Covarrubias et al. 2012; Ministry of Fisheries and Livestock 2019) and
therefore average herd size is probably a poor indicator of the number of
animals kept by the average Zambian or Tanzanian farmer. Therefore, if
this study were to be done again, this stratification would be omitted from
the study design.

The choice of which individual sheep or goats to sample was generally
non-random. By the time the research team arrived in the villages to collect
the samples, on several occasions the sheep and goats had already been let
out to graze. In these instances, the first animals caught were generally
sampled due to time constraint. As animals that are suffering or recovering
from disease are often weak, this may have influenced the serological
results. In instances where the animals were tethered or enclosed, an
attempt was made to randomise the selection by sampling every other
animal or every third animal for example. However, in many instances, the
farmers wanted to choose which animals were sampled. It is possible that
the farmers chose to propose the healthiest animals due to a desire to
present themselves as good farmers. However, farmers could also choose to
present the sickest animals out of a desire to find out what was causing the
animal’s illness. The process when the farmers chose which animal should
be sampled generally appeared random, and it is not possible to estimate
whether one of the two options was more common than the other.

3.4.2 Serum sample collection (Papers | and Il)

For each sampled individual, serum samples were collected from the
jugular vein, along with information on age, sex, origin and disease signs,
both on the day of sample collection and within the last year. The serum
was stored standing in cool boxes during the day, and at the end of each
day the separated serum was transferred to cryotubes that were
subsequently placed in a -20 °C freezer. The research team rarely had
access to centrifuges to spin the samples prior to separating the serum.
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Electric load shedding and unforeseen power cuts happened on an almost
daily basis when the samples included in Paper II were collected, and
frequently also during the data collection for Paper I. As access to
generators is limited in rural Zambia and Tanzania, the freezers stopped
working at these times, which caused problems in terms of sample storage.
Fortunately, the electric power cuts never lasted more than a few hours. As
soon as possible, the samples were transferred to a -80 °C freezer for long-
term storage.

3.4.3 Questionnaire interview (Papers | and Il)

A questionnaire was used to collect information on trade routines,
management practices, contact with domestic and wild ruminants, and herd
disease history. The questionnaire was written in English and translated
into the local language by an enumerator. In Tanzania, the questionnaire
interviews were performed in Kiswahili. In Zambia, the local language
differed in different regions. In Paper I, Namwanga was used in Nakonde
district and Mambwe in Momba district. In Paper II, Tonga was spoken in
Monze, Mazabuka and Siavonga districts, Lenya or Nyanja in Chibombo
district, Bemba in Chililalombwe district, Chewa in Vubwi district, and
Luvale in Chavuma district. The enumerator asked the questions orally,
clarified misunderstandings when necessary and recorded the respondent’s
answers in English by hand on the questionnaire sheet. The questionnaire
contained a mix of open and closed questions. The questionnaire used in
Paper I was not pre-tested prior to the study, but it was based on insights
from semi-structured interviews and focus group discussions with farmers
in the same area conducted earlier that year. The questionnaire used in
Paper II, however, was pre-tested prior to the study. In Paper I, the
questionnaire interviews were conducted by the same four people, and in
Paper II, multiple people were involved in the interviews. They were all
well-informed about the research purpose and proficient in both English
and the local language of the district. Also, a member of the research team
was present throughout the interviews and could therefore clarify any
confusion.
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3.5 Study area (Papers Ill and 1V)

Paper III aimed to investigate the perceptions and practices of Zambian
small ruminant traders on sheep and goat health and disease, and their
potential impact on the risk for disease dissemination through trade. Paper
IV aims to determine the seropositivity rates of selected zoonotic diseases
in sheep and goats in trade, as well as risks for occupational exposure to
these and other zoonotic diseases for slaughterhouse workers. Therefore,
the two largest markets for small ruminants in Zambia were visited, namely
the Lusaka and Kasumbalesa small livestock markets. The Lusaka market
is situated in the Chibolya township in the capital, while the Kasumbalesa
market is located close to a major border crossing-point to the DRC (Figure
5). The market activities are highly seasonal, with more trade taking place
towards the end of the month, in connection with celebrations and holidays
and prior to the due date of school fees. All market visits took place at
times of relatively low market activity. In spite of this, the atmosphere at
the market was often stressful, with pigs screaming and fighting, and loud
negotiations between traders and potential buyers.
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Figure 5: Map locations of the districts where the two surveyed markets are
situated: 1=Chililalombwe district, containing the Kasumbalesa small livestock
market, and 2=Lusaka district, containing the Lusaka small livestock market. Map
kindly provided by Emma Lysholm. Source: Esri, USGS | Esri, © OpenStreetMap

contributors, HERE, Garmin, FAO, NOAA, USGS. www.arcgis.com

The Lusaka and Kasumbalesa small livestock markets are informal and
at the time of the study visits, they were run by the Small Livestock
Association of Zambia (SLAZ). SLAZ is a non-governmental association
whose primary purpose is to establish a more organised market system for
small livestock in Zambia. At both markets, goats, pigs, sheep, chicken and
other fowl were sold (Figure 6). Goats were considerably more common
than sheep. In addition to animal pens, the Lusaka small livestock market
also had a veterinary shop (i.e. a store where veterinary drugs can be
purchased) and two slaughterhouses: one for small ruminants and one for
pigs. At the Kasumbalesa market, there was no veterinary shop or
designated slaughterhouse at the time of the study visits.
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Figure 6a-c: a) Sheep in pens at the Lusaka market. b) Pigs and goats in pens at the
Kasumbalesa market. c) Goats in a crowded pen at the Lusaka market.
Photographs: Sara Lysholm

3.6 Study design (Papers Ill and IV)

Paper 111 was designed as a case study, which Gillham (2000) defines as
a study of human activity embedded in the real world, which can only be
understood if witnessed in its context. The case study of Paper III consisted
of the Lusaka and Kasumbalesa small livestock markets. However, the fact
that both markets were run by the same association, were structurally
outlined in a similar manner, and many of the interviewed traders visited
both markets, warrants the two markets being treated as one case. Paper [V
employed a mixed-methods approach, combining quantitative sero-
epidemiological data with qualitative data strategies (Conroy 2005).
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In Paper 111, the unit of analysis was small livestock traders and in Paper
IV slaughterhouse workers. However, to enrich and triangulate the
information that was offered by the traders and slaughterhouse workers,
other value chain members present at the marketplace, including market
customers, veterinarians, transporters etc., were also included (Yin 1994;
Conroy 2005). The respondents were chosen using purposive sampling
techniques (Conroy 2005), where informants who fulfil certain criteria,
such as being a small ruminant trader, were targeted for inclusion in the
research. The data collection for Paper III took place in April-May and
September 2018. The visits to the Lusaka market were repeated until
saturation was reached in the information from the traders, meaning that no
new variations emerged in the collected data. At Kasumbalesa market, only
four visits were made due to time constraints. By dividing the data
collection over two field trips, a primary data analysis process could be
conducted after field trip 1, where the generated data was critically
evaluated. The insights were later used in preparation for the second field
trip. The data collection for Paper IV was conducted simultaneously with
that for Paper III. However, the field trip in September was dedicated to
serological data collection and analysis, hence qualitative data was only
obtained during the spring in 2018.

All data for Papers III and IV were collected with the same interpreter
who had prior experience of working in research projects and was a skilled
communicator. As the research findings were continuously being discussed,
she provided important assistance in clarifying and contextualising the data.
By working together for an extended period of time, she developed an
understanding for what kind of information was of interest to the project,
which enabled her to summarise the most important information from the
respondents, which in turn ensured that the interviews ran smoothly.

3.6.1 Semi-structured interviews (Papers Ill and V)

Semi-structured interviews (SSI) (Kruska et al. 2003) were the main
mode of data collection for both Papers III and IV. While the SSI in Paper
III were generally conducted individually, the SSI in Paper IV were
typically held in groups. In both studies, a topic guide developed from the
research questions was utilised to navigate the interviews, while at the same
time remaining open to new and unexpected information supplied by the
respondent (Gillham 2000). In Paper III, the topic guide mainly covered
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aspects such as the traders’ definition of health and disease in sheep and
goats, the actions they took if they discovered a sick small ruminant, and
factors in the wider trading situation that are important for determining
traders’ actions in relation to animal disease. In Paper IV, the topic guide
covered themes such as slaughter procedures, hygiene, and ante-mortem
and post-mortem findings. Most interviews were conducted in the local
languages of Nyanja or Bemba with an interpreter, and responses were
noted down by hand in detailed field notes that were transcribed that
evening (Southwold-Llewellyn 2002). In a small number of interviews, the
interpreter and the respondent did not speak the same language, and on
these occasions, other people present at the markets interpreted instead.
These interviews were judged to be of lower quality because they were
conducted with an untrained interpreter. This was taken into consideration
later in the data analysis.

3.6.2 Focus group discussions and participatory ranking
(Paper IV)

Two focus group discussions (Robson 2011) were performed with
slaughterhouse employees in Lusaka. The purpose of these sessions was to
complement and cross-check information from the SSI. One session was
performed with supervisors and one with workers to avoid the potential
power imbalance which can prevent free expressions of opinions out of fear
of repercussions (Kapoor 2002; Fischer et al. 2020b). Both groups were
convened by the slaughterhouse manager. The supervisor group consisted
of five respondents throughout the session, whereas the worker group
started with eleven participants, but they were then joined by several
temporary participants for parts of the discussion, taking the number of
participants up to a maximum of 20.

The focus group discussions were divided into two sections:

1) a group interview based on a topic guide that followed the same
themes as the individual interviews, i.e. slaughter routines,
procedures, hygiene, and ante-mortem and post-mortem findings

2) ranking exercises, where the participants were asked to list
important aspects related to a number of themes, such as good
slaughter hygiene, and subsequently rank the different listed aspects
in order of importance.
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The discussions were held in Nyanja, the local language, and were
facilitated by a moderator. The moderator followed the topic guide while
being open to following up any new information provided by the
participants. I was present during both focus groups and took notes from
the discussions, which were translated to me by the facilitator. Notes were
also taken by an assistant note-taker who is fluent in Nyanja. These notes
were transcribed later that day.

3.6.3 Observations (Papers Il and 1V)

One each visit to the Lusaka and Kasumbalesa markets, time between
interviews was spent observing the ongoing market activities. For Paper IV,
five sessions of observations were conducted at the slaughterhouse,
generally lasting for one to two hours. In addition, several shorter
observation sessions were conducted. The observations were used to
complement the SSI and FGD data, as they revealed information that was
not explicitly stated in the interviews or discussions, and aspects that were
beyond verbal descriptions. The observations were noted down in field
notes that were transcribed later that day. The observations focused on
documenting slaughter procedures and identifying steps at which meat and
organ hygiene was compromised or where the slaughterhouse workers were
put at risk of occupational exposure to pathogens.

3.7 Qualitative data coding and analysis (Papers IIl and
V)

All field notes were later thematically coded (Miles & Huberman 1994)
using the NVivo software (QSR International, Warrington, UK), a process
that started towards the end of the first field trip. The coding process was
inspired by a grounded theory approach, in which data collection and
analysis occur concurrently and data concepts emerge from the data
(Strauss & Corbin 1990). While the coding was guided by the research
questions, it was open to new emerging themes. The process was iterative,
and through repeated readings of the material (Miles & Huberman 1994;
Bowen 2006) and by theoretically informing the data analysis (Bowen
2006), more detailed themes were found in the initial broad themes of the
research questions.
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3.8 Rates of seropositivity at Lusaka and Kasumbalesa
small livestock markets (Paper 1V)

The seroepidemiological part of Paper IV was designed to provide a
cross-sectional view of the seropositivity rate of Brucella spp., Coxiella
burnetii and RVFV in small ruminants present at Lusaka and Kasumbalesa
markets. The study was based on a convenience sample scheme and the
selection of animals to sample was non-random, as it was the trader who
chose the sheep and goats from which samples could be taken. This was
generally a prerequisite for the traders to grant their permission. A sample
size was calculated prior to the study, but due to time constraints, the
estimated number could not be met. Therefore, the aim shifted to collecting
as many samples as the traders would allow us to, and to estimate
seropositivity rate rather than seroprevalence. At the Lusaka market, serum
samples were collected on three occasions over two weeks, while samples
were collected only once at the Kasumbalesa market. After collection, the
serum samples were placed in a vertical position in a cooler box to
coagulate and allow serum to separate. Later that evening, the serum was
transferred to cryotubes and stored at -20 °C until transportation to the
laboratory, where samples were stored at -80 °C until analysis.

3.9 Serological analysis (Papers I, Il and 1V)

For the serological analysis, commercially available enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assays (ELISA) were used. ELISA was chosen in
preference to other serological methods as it is a relatively simple, quick,
cost-efficient and robust procedure that is suitable for analysing large
quantities of samples, and because of the high sensitivity and specificity of
the utilised assays. The following kits were used: ID Screen PPR
competition ELISA (ID-vet, France), IDEXX CCPP Ab test (IDEXX, The
Netherlands), ID Screen FMD NSP competition (ID-vet, France), ID Screen
Capripox Double Antigen Multi-species (ID-vet, France), ID Screen Rift
Valley Fever Competition Multi-species (ID-vet, France), ID Screen CCHF
Double Antigen Multi-species (ID-vet, France) and ID Screen Q-Fever
Indirect Multi-species (ID-vet, France). All are competitive ELISAs, except
for the Capripox and CCHF ELISAs which are double-antigen ELISAs,
and the Q-fever ELISA which is an indirect ELISA. The Capripox ELISA
detects antibodies for the Capripoxviruses SPPV, GTPV, and lumpy skin
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disease virus (LSDV). For brucellosis, two different kits were used as all
samples in Zambia were analysed using Svanovir Brucella-Ab C-ELISA
(Boehringer-Ingelheim Svanova diagnostics, Sweden), whereas in
Tanzania, the LTELISA Brucella competitive ELISA kit, (LT Biotech,
Lithuania) was utilized. Both kits detect antibodies for B. melitensis, B.
abortus and B. suis. In Paper 1, the Brucella spp., analysis in Tanzania was
conducted more than one year after the others and at that time, a large
number of samples could no longer be located. Hence, the number of
analysed samples for Brucella spp., in Tanzania is lower compared to the
other pathogens included in Paper 1.

All kits were used and interpreted according to the manufacturers’
instructions. The sensitivity and specificity values of the individual assays
were obtained from the manufacturer. In addition, the literature was
scanned for independent studies on the tests’ analytical performance.

3.10 Statistical analysis (Paper I, Il and V)

In Papers I and II, true prevalence, and in Paper IV, the true
seropositivity rate, were calculated using the apparent prevalence as well as
the sensitivity and specificity of the respective ELISA, in accordance with
Rogan and Gladen (1978). Univariable and multivariable statistical
analyses were performed using Stata IC (StataCorp LLC, USA). In Paper
IV, only univariable analysis was conducted as a maximum of one risk
factor per pathogen was significant or close to significant (p < 0.25). As the
traders only had limited information about each animal, the included risk
factors were market, species, sex and provincial origin. The analyses were
performed using Chi2 test or Fischer’s exact test where applicable. Odds
ratio (OR) was calculated for the significant predictor variables using
logistic regression.

In Papers I and II, univariable and multivariable analyses were
conducted on both animal-level and herd-level data. A herd was considered
seropositive for a pathogen if one or more of the sampled animals in the
herd tested positive. Predictor variables included in the animal-level
analyses were for example age, sex, and species. In herd-level analyses,
trade routines, contact frequency with sheep and goats from other herds,
herd size, border proximity etc. were included. Univariable analysis was
conducted using the Chi2 test or Fischer’s exact test where applicable.
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Logistic regression was performed to estimate odds ratios for variables that
were not included in the multivariable analysis. For example, in Paper II,
the seroprevalence in districts situated at an international border was
compared with inland districts using logistic regression, while in the
multivariable analysis, the individual districts were included instead. This
was because the seroprevalence differed considerably between districts
within the same category, indicating that the seroprevalence was more
dependent on the district itself rather than on its proximity to an
international border.

Multilevel mixed-effects logistic regression analysis was guided by
directed acyclic graphs and performed using the meqrlogit command in
Stata. Using a mixed-effects model allowed the inclusion of variables of
primary interest as fixed (measurable), while random variables were
included to account for their potential unmeasured clustering effect. In
Paper I, included random variables were district, village, and herd in the
animal-level analysis, and district and village in the herd-level analysis (in
that hierarchical order, as village is nested within district, herd within
village, and animal within herd). In Paper II, the same random variables
were used except for district, which was included as a fixed variable.

All variables with a p-value of 0.25 or less in the univariable analysis
were included in the multi-level mixed-effects logistic regression analysis,
unless multicollinearity was detected, in which case the least relevant
variable was excluded. Multicollinearity was tested for in all the models
using variance inflation factor (VIF) and a cut-off value of ten was used.
For example, in Paper I, strong collinearity was identified between country
and grazing strategy and therefore, grazing strategy was removed from the
models. In both Paper I and II, a select number of predictor variables were
always included in the models as these were of special interest for the scope
of the studies. In Paper I, the time of the latest introduction of a new sheep
or goat, the last time a small ruminant was sold, and proximity to an
international border, a town and the Tan-Zam highway were always
included in the initial model. In Paper II, the frequency of purchasing and
selling small ruminants was always included in the initial model. Initially,
the full model was run, and the variable with the highest conjoined p-value
using the Wald Test was removed in a stepwise backward elimination
procedure. This continued until only one variable remained. Confounding
was controlled for in each step, and a variable was judged to be a
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confounder when it affected the coefficient of other models with > 20%.
Selection of the best-fitting model was subsequently performed using the
Akaike information criterion (AIC) and the likelihood ratio (LR) test. Also,
residual plots were examined visually according to Dohoo et al. (2003). A
p-value of <0.05 was considered statistically significant, but higher p-
values were also presented in the results to avoid excluding potential
associations between a variable and seropositivity or seronegativity.

3.11 Selected important ethical considerations (Papers I-
V)

In Papers I and 11, the head of the district veterinary staff in each district
was personally contacted and informed about the studies. In Papers I1I and
IV, visits were made to representatives of the organisation in charge of the
daily operations at the markets, including the head supervisor of the
slaughterhouse. They were informed about the research aims and asked for
consent for research activities to take place. Prior to data collection, each
individual (human) participant was informed about the research purpose,
and they were given the opportunity to ask any questions they might have.
All participants were informed that participation was voluntary and could
be interrupted at any time, without repercussions. In Papers I and II, written
consent was obtained, whereas in Papers III and IV oral consent was used.
Care was taken to ensure participant anonymity and confidentiality, e.g. by
limiting the collection of personal details and restricting access to research
data to members of the research team. The data included in Papers I and II
were collected in collaboration with local veterinary personnel, and they
were essential to gaining the farmers’ trust and ensuring their cooperation.
By spending extended periods of time at the markets and the
slaughterhouse in Papers IIl and IV, trusting relationships could be
established with the respondents. Carrying a notebook that was visible at all
times, during SSI, FGD and observations, served to remind participants that
they were being observed as part of a research project.

After completing the studies outlined in Papers I and II, the serological
results were distributed to the individual farmers and to the local veterinary
personnel. In the questionnaire interviews, several farmers expressed their
frustration that when samples had been collected from their animals on
previous occasions, they had never been informed of the results.
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4. Results and discussion

A selection of the results is presented and discussed in this section. For a
full report of the results, please refer to Papers I-1V.

4.1 Seroprevalence of selected transboundary diseases
in Zambia and Tanzania (Papers | and II)

4.1.1 Descriptive statistics (Papers | and II)

For Paper I, 977 serum samples from sheep and goats from 324 herds
were collected. Of these, 49.7% were obtained in Zambia and 50.3% in
Tanzania. The samples were tested for the presence of antibodies to PPR,
FMD, SGP, RVF and brucellosis. For Paper II, 962 goats from 280
different herds were sampled. Approximately 50.3% were sampled in a
district with at least one international border, and the remaining 49.7% in
an inland district. The samples were analysed for presence of antibodies to
CCPP, FMD, RVF, CCHF and brucellosis. In Paper I, seven farmers in
Tanzania had vaccinated their small ruminants for CCPP earlier in the same
year. No vaccination was reported by the farmers in Paper I1.

4.1.2 Apparent seroprevalence (Papers | and Il)

The apparent animal-level seroprevalences are illustrated in Table 3, and
herd-level seroprevalences in Table 4. Most of the sampled animals and
herds were seronegative for all the included pathogens, both in Paper I
(88.3% and 69.1% respectively) and Paper II (70.3% and 50.0%
respectively). However, some animals had seroconverted for two or more
pathogens (Paper I: 5.22% and Paper II: 3.53%).
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4.1.3 Seroprevalence of PPRV (Paper |)

In Paper I, the animal-level and herd-level seroprevalence in Tanzania
was 2.85% (95% CI 1.57-4.74) and 7.32% (95% CI 3.84-12.4). The
seroprevalence in goats was 2.85% (95 % CI 1.57-4.74) while none of the
27 sampled sheep tested positive. These results were low compared with
previous studies, where animal-level seroprevalence has ranged from 8.20-
45.5% in sheep and 10.8-49.5% in goats (Swai et al. 2009; Karimuribo
2011; Muse et al. 2012; Kivaria et al. 2013; Mbyuzi et al. 2014; Kgotlele et
al. 2016; Torsson et al. 2017; Herzog et al. 2019). Most of these studies
were conducted in the northern parts of Tanzania, which together with
differences in study design, the laboratory test used and surveyed years, at
least in part can explain the differences in seroprevalence compared with
Paper 1. However, in a study by Chota ef al. (2019) Mbozi district was
included, of which both Tunduma and Momba districts were part when the
study was conducted in 2016-2017. In this study, 17% of the 100 goats and
52.2% of the 23 sheep tested positive for presence of PPR-specific
antibodies (Chota et al. 2019). The study was conducted following a
vaccination campaign in the area that unfortunately had to be terminated in
2013 due to a lack of funding (E. S. Swai, personal communication). As
there is no DIVA wvaccine that enables differentiation between
seroconversion following natural infection and vaccination, and since the
vaccine generally gives rise to life-long immunity (Mariner et al. 2017), the
vaccination campaign can have contributed to the higher seroprevalence
observed by Chota er al. (2019). In Paper I, none of the participating
farmers reported their animals having been vaccinated for PPRV. As a
result of the previous vaccination campaign, the infectious pressure in the
area may have been reduced. This, together with the short population
turnover rate in small ruminants (Otte & Chilonda 2002), may explain the
low seroprevalence detected. Furthermore, the fact that none of the
seropositive animals were less than a year old, and only three seropositive
animals were three years old or less, can indicate limited viral activity in
the area in recent years.

While PPRYV is endemic in Tanzania, the virus has yet to be detected in
Zambia. So far, only antibodies without connection to clinical disease have
been found in the country (OIE 2016). In Paper I, only one goat of
approximately two years of age tested positive for antibodies to PPRV.
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This corresponds to an animal-level seroprevalence of 0.21% (95% CI
0.01-1.14). The seropositive animal had not been vaccinated and was
reported to have been born into the herd. While the seropositive goat in this
study tested positive using two separate ELISA kit batches, this result
needs to be verified with another methodology, preferably the virus
neutralisation test (VNT) or similar. Furthermore, to confirm presence of
PPRV in Zambia, the detection of the virus or viral genome would be
required.

4.1.4 Seroprevalence of Mccp (Paper I)

Mccep was included in Paper 11, which is the first report of the presence
of antibodies to CCPP in goats in Zambia. The animal-level and herd-level
seroprevalence detected were 10.1% (95% CI 8.25-12.2) and 17.1% (95 %
CI 12.9-22.1) respectively. Seropositive goats were detected in all surveyed
districts and age groups, which indicates that Mccp is circulating in the
country. None of the farmers reported that their goats had been vaccinated
to CCPP, and according to veterinary personnel in the area, no vaccination
campaign had been conducted.

4.1.5 Seroprevalence of FMDV (Papers | and 1)

FMDV is endemic in both Zambia and Tanzania (Picado et al. 2011;
Hamoonga et al. 2014; Sinkala et al. 2014a; Allepuz et al. 2015), and the
virus was included in both Papers I and II. These studies are the first that
investigates the seroprevalence of FMDV in small ruminants in Zambia.
Unfortunately, no attempt was made to type the serotype of FMDV present
in either Paper I or 11, but this would be interesting for future studies.

In Paper I, the seroprevalence was significantly higher in Tanzania, with
animal-level and herd-level seroprevalence estimated to be 16.9% (95% CI
13.7-20.5) and 33.5% (95% CI 26.4-41.3) in Tanzania, and 1.03% (95% CI
0.33-2.39) and 3.14% (95% CI 1.03-7.19) in Zambia. The animal-level
seroprevalence in goats was 8.85% (95% CI 7.12-10.8) and in sheep 14.8%
(95% CI 4.19-33.7), however, as only 27 sheep were sampled, this result
should be interpreted with caution. The detected seroprevalence was
surprisingly low in both Zambia and Tanzania, as the border region has
repeatedly been identified as a hotspot area for FMD outbreaks in cattle
(Picado et al. 2011; Hamoonga et al. 2014; Sinkala et al. 2014a; Allepuz et
al. 2015). The fact that the aerosol production of FMDYV in small ruminants
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is comparatively small (Kitching 2005) and their population turnover rate is
high compared with cattle (Otte & Chilonda 2002) are potential
explanations for the low seroprevalence detected. Therefore, small
ruminants could indeed play a role in the epidemiology of FMDYV in other
species, including cattle, in the region.

In Paper II, the detected animal-level and herd-level seroprevalence in
goats in Zambia was 10.9% (95% CI 9.01-13.1) and 22.1% (95% CI 17.4-
27.5) respectively. Seropositive goats were found across the country and in
all age groups, indicating widespread occurrence and active circulation of
the virus. However, the fact that the seroprevalence varied in different areas
indicated geographical clustering. The result from Paper II was
considerably higher than in Paper I, however as the two studies were
conducted in different years and areas of the country, comparisons should
be made with caution. Furthermore, there was an ongoing outbreak of FMD
in two of the surveyed districts included in Paper II (Mazabuka and Monze)
at the time of sample procurement. Excluding these two districts from the
analysis led to detected animal-level and herd-level seroprevalence of
3.88% (95% CI 2.53-5.68) and 12.0% (95% CI 7.84-17.3) respectively.
While this seroprevalence is lower, it is still higher than that found in Paper
I. Also, in Paper I, no seropositive animals under one year of age was
found, indicating limited viral activity in the surveyed region during the
year preceding the study. This is surprising given that the surveyed region
in Paper I is considered a hotspot area.

4.1.6 Seroprevalence of SGPV (Paper I)

While SGPV genetic material has been found in Tanzania (Kgotlele et
al. 2019) and the DRC (Birindwa et al. 2017), it has yet to be detected in
Zambia. No seroprevalence studies in Zambia, Tanzania or any of the
neighbouring countries have previously been conducted. In Paper I, only
one two-year old goat in Tanzania tested positive for the presence of
antibodies to SGPV, corresponding to an animal-level seroprevalence of
0.20% (95% CI 0.01-1.13). None of the sampled animals in Zambia tested
positive. The ELISA that was used in Paper I also detects antibodies to
lumpy skin disease virus (LSDV), which has been detected in the region
previously (Mweene ef al. 1996). While experimental infection of LSDV in
sheep and goats has been reported (Namazi & Khodakaram Tafti 2021)
there is no evidence of this occurring naturally, and the risk is therefore low
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that the seropositive goat in this study had seroconverted following
exposure to LSDV. Due to the potential of a false positive result, more
research is needed to elucidate whether SGPV is present and circulating in
small ruminants in the Tanzania-Zambia border region.

4.1.7 Seroprevalence of RVFV (Papers | and IlI)

RVFYV is endemic in both Zambia and Tanzania, but no outbreak has
been reported in Zambia since 1989 (Dautu et al. 2012) and in Tanzania
since 2007 (Sindato et al. 2014; Ahmed et al. 2018). In Paper I, the animal-
level and herd-level seroprevalence 3.26% (95% CI 1.87-5.24) and 9.15%
(95% CI 5.21-14.6) in Tanzania and 2.26% (95% CI 1.14-4.01) and 5.62%
(95% CI 2.60-10.4) in Zambia. The seroprevalence in goats was 2.74%
(95% CI 1.80-3.98), while one of the 27 sheep tested positive,
corresponding to a seroprevalence of 3.70% (95% CI 0.09-19.0).
Seropositive animals were detected in all age groups and therefore these
results indicated inter-epidemic circulation of RVFV in the area.
Indications of this has previously been found in the SSA region, for
example in Kenya (Mbotha ef al. 2018), Zambia (Davies ef al. 1992; Saasa
et al. 2018) and Tanzania (Sumaye ef al. 2013; Wensman ef al. 2015).

The results from Tanzania in Paper I were slightly lower compared with
previous studies conducted during inter-epizootic periods, where animal-
level seroprevalence has ranged from 7.70-12.5% in sheep and 4.70-12.5%
in goats (Sumaye et al. 2013; Kifaro ef al. 2014; Wensman et al. 2015).
These studies were conducted four (Sumaye et al. 2013; Kifaro et al. 2014)
and seven years (Wensman et al. 2015) after the most recent reported
epizootic outbreak. Particularly in the studies of Sumaye et al. (2013) and
Kifaro et al. (2014), but also in the study of Wensman et al. (2015), it is
possible that some of the sampled animals were alive and seroconverted
during the outbreak. In Zambia, the RVF seroprevalence in livestock has in
previous studies generally been investigated following an epizootic
outbreak (Hussein ef al. 1985; Morita 1988; Ghirotti et al. 1991; Davies et
al. 1992; Samui et al. 1997). In a more recent study conducted by Saasa et
al. (2018), the seroprevalence in cattle in 2014, during an inter-epidemic
period, was estimated to 5.4%, which is similar to the result in Paper 1.

In Paper 11, the seroprevalence was considerably lower than in Paper I,
as only two animals tested positive, which equals an animal-level and herd-
level seroprevalence of 0.21% (95% CI 0.02-0.75) and 0.71% (95% CI

81



0.09-2.56) respectively. Although also these seroconversions could have
been due to inter-epidemic circulation of RVFV, the possibility of false
positive laboratory results must not be excluded. One potential explanation
for the difference in seroprevalence in Zambia between Papers I and II is
the difference in sample regions. As the northern parts of the country
receive more rainfall (Makondo & Thomas 2020), it is possible that the
activity of the mosquito vector is higher in this region.

4.1.8 Seroprevalence of CCHFV (Paper Il)

The presence of antibodies to CCHFV was included in Paper II. The
detected animal-level and herd-level seroprevalence was 3.43% (95% CI
2.37-4.78) and 8.93% (95% CI 5.86-12.9) respectively. Seropositive
animals were found in all age groups and in all districts except one,
indicating viral circulation in large areas of the country. The result can be
compared to a recent study on cattle in Zambia, where an 8.4% animal-
level seroprevalence was found (Kajihara et al. 2021). In addition to
differences in surveyed areas and years as well as in study design and
methodology, the higher seroprevalence in cattle can be caused by an in
general larger Hyalomma spp. tick burden in this species (Spengler et al.
2016).

4.1.9 Seroprevalence of Brucella spp. (Papers | and II)

Brucella spp. is endemic in both Zambia and Tanzania. In Paper I, the
seroprevalence in goats was 6.89% (95% CI 5.07-9.11), while none of the
18 analysed sheep samples tested positive. The detected animal-level and
herd-level seroprevalence was 20.0% (95% CI 14.5-26.5) and 38.1% (95%
CI 26.1-51.2) in Tanzania, and 1.65% (95% CI 0.71-3.22) and 5.00% (95%
CI 2.18-9.61) in Zambia. The seroprevalence was significantly higher in
Tanzania than Zambia, however as the ELISA kits used differed between
the two countries, comparisons should be made with caution. While the low
seroprevalence in Zambia is in line with findings in a previous study Muma
et al. (2006), the detected seroprevalence in Tanzania is considerably
higher than in previous reports, where results have ranged from 0-1.6%
(Assenga et al. 2015; Shirima & Kunda 2016).

In Paper II, the detected seroprevalence in Zambia was considerably
higher than that found in Paper I, with an animal-level and herd-level
seroprevalence of 8.97% (95% CI 7.24-11.0) and 18.2% (95% CI 13.9-
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23.2) respectively. As the surveyed year and regions differed between
Papers 1 and II, comparisons should be made with caution. Seropositive
animals were found in all surveyed districts and in all age groups, which is
line with the bacteria’s endemic status. The seroprevalence in Siavonga
district was significantly higher than in the other visited districts, with an
animal-level and herd-level seroprevalence of 41.7% (95% CI 32.7-51.0)
and 72.5% (95% CI 56.1-85.4) respectively. If the results from Siavonga
are excluded from the seroprevalence calculation, animal-level and herd-
level results were 4.29% (95% CI 3.02-5.89) and 9.17% (95% CI 5.83-
13.5) respectively, i.e. more in line with the detected results in Paper I.

4.2 The impact of selected predictor variables on
seroprevalence (Papers | and Il)

The association between predictor variables (or risk factors and
protective factors) and seroprevalence was calculated on both animal-level
and herd-level data. In general, the analyses identified the same variables as
risk factors or protective factors in both animal-level and herd-level data. A
selected few of these predictor variables are presented here. For a full list,
please see Papers I and II and the supplementary materials of the respective
papers. Unless otherwise specified, the results presented here are herd-level
predictor variables.

421 The impact of proximity to an international border on
seroprevalence (Papers | and 1)

In previous studies performed in Zambia and Tanzania, outbreaks of
FMD in cattle have been found to be clustered along several international
borders, including the Tanzania-Zambia border (Perry & Hedger 1984;
Picado et al. 2011; Hamoonga et al. 2014; Sinkala et al. 2014a; Allepuz et
al. 2015). One probable explanation for this is that animal trade and
movement tend to increase close to some international borders (Di Nardo et
al. 2011). In this thesis, the aim was to investigate if border proximity had
an impact on the seroprevalence of selected transboundary diseases in small
ruminants.

Paper I investigated whether the seroprevalence differed between herds
situated 10 km or less (<10 km), more than 10 km to 30 km (>10-30 km) or
more than 30 km (>30 km) from an international border. The results were
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surprising, as a positive association between seroprevalence and border
proximity was only observed for brucellosis. For brucellosis, herds situated
<10 km (OR 4.05, 95% CI 0.94-17.4, p=0.060), or >10-30 km (OR 4.43,
95% CI 1.22-16.1, p=0.024), from an international border were more likely
to be seropositive, although the difference was only statistically significant
for the >10-30 km group. For PPR (OR 6.83, 95% CI 1.37-34.0, p=0.019)
and FMD (OR 5.68, 95% CI 1.58-20.3, p=0.008), however, the
seroprevalence was significantly higher in households situated 30 km or
more from a border. The same tendency was seen for RVF, although the
association was not statistically significant (OR 2.54, 95% CI 0.86-7.53,
p=0.093).

In Paper II, the seroprevalence in districts situated at one or more
international borders was compared with inland districts in univariable
analysis, while the individual districts were included in the multivariable
analysis. In the univariable analysis, the rate of seropositivity in herd-level
data was significantly higher in inland districts for CCPP (OR 4.66, 95% CI
2.33-9.29, p<0.001), FMD (OR 4.14, 95% CI 2.26-7.61, p<0.001) and
CCHF (OR 4.83, 95% CI 1.86-12.5, p=0.001). For RVF, both seropositive
animals originated from districts with international borders, but the
difference was not statistically significant (p=0.508), while for brucellosis,
the seroprevalence was significantly higher in districts that have an
international border (OR 2.03, 95% CI 1.05-3.92, p=0.034). In the
multivariable analysis, the seroprevalence in all the surveyed inland
districts except Chibombo was significantly higher for at least one
pathogen, namely FMD (OR 22.7, 95% CI 3.62-143, p=0.001) in Monze
district, and CCPP (OR 987, 95% CI 7.45-130794, p=0.006), brucellosis
(OR 9.55, 95% CI 1.39-65.4, p=0.022) and CCHF (OR 46.1, 95% CI 2.58-
823, p=0.009) in Mazabuka district. In the districts situated at an
international border, however, only the seroprevalence of brucellosis (OR
110, 95% CI 13.9-865, p<0.001) was significantly higher in Siavonga
district.

Hence, the findings in Papers I and II differed considerably from the
results of previous studies. The earlier studies analysed the spatio-temporal
nationwide distribution of reported FMD outbreaks in cattle. In Paper I, all
the herds that participated were situated within a 90 km radius of an
international border. Therefore, an outbreak of a disease in any of these
herds would probably have been identified as having occurred in proximity
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to a border in a spatial analysis. In Paper II, the surveyed inland districts
were all situated close to the capital Lusaka and in areas of the country with
the largest small ruminant populations (Ministry of Fisheries and Livestock
2019). Furthermore, long distance trade and movement are more common
in these areas and farmers are generally considered to be business oriented
and likely to engage in trade (Lubungu et al. 2012; Namonje-Kapembwa et
al. 2016; Chapoto & Subakanya 2019). This can contribute to the higher
seroprevalence observed in these areas compared to the border districts,
which were more remote and less densely populated by both humans and
small ruminants.

It is noteworthy that in both studies, brucellosis is the only disease
where the ratio of seropositivity was higher close to international borders.
In Paper I, the vast majority of the seropositive animals were found in
Tanzania. Unfortunately, less than 40% of the Tanzanian samples could be
analysed for presence of antibodies to Brucella spp. Among these samples,
disproportionately few were situated more than thirty kilometres from the
border, which may have affected the result. In Paper II, the higher
seroprevalence in border districts was likely affected by the very high
seroprevalence in Siavonga district, where animal and herd-level
seroprevalence was 41.7% and 72.5% respectively. Excluding Siavonga
district from the analysis, the animal and herd-level seroprevalence in
districts with an international border was significantly lower than that of the
inland districts, indicating a negligible impact of border proximity on the
seroprevalence of brucellosis also in Paper II.

4.2.2 The impact of trade on seroprevalence (Papers | and Il)

Trade is a well-known risk factor that has been associated with the
dissemination of multiple pathogens, including FMD (Mansley et al. 2003;
Ortiz-Pelaez et al. 2006; Robinson & Christley 2007), PPR (Kivaria et al.
2013) and RVF (Sherman 2011). In Paper I, a non-significant association
between herd seropositivity for FMDV and buying sheep and goats at
markets or from traders was identified (OR 2.47, 95% CI 0.95-6.43,
p=0.065). At livestock markets, animals are often kept under stressful
conditions in close proximity, facilitating pathogen exposure and spread
(Naguib et al. 2021). Traders often move between villages in search of
animals to buy and later resell, thereby mixing animals from different herds
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and villages (as was found in Paper III), thereby potentially contributing to
the dissemination of animal diseases.

Frequent introduction of new animals into a herd has been associated
with increased seroprevalence of, for example, brucellosis (Asmare et al.
2013; Nthiwa et al. 2019) and FMD (Osmani et al. 2021) in previous
studies. However, in Papers I and II, no associations between
seroprevalence and the time of the latest introduction of an animal into the
herd (Paper I) or frequency of purchasing new animals (Paper II) was
identified for most of the diseases. In general, for both Papers I and II, it
was rare for the small ruminant-keeping households visited to acquire new
animals for the herd. The ones that did mostly bought them from other
farmers in the village or from nearby villages. Most small ruminants were
mainly grazed on communal grazing grounds and came into frequent
contact with sheep and goats from other herds in the area. Therefore, they
are likely to regularly come into contact with the potential pool of source
animals from which the farmer would be buying, which could explain why
acquiring new animals was not generally identified as a risk factor. The
only exception was brucellosis. In Paper I, the seroprevalence of brucellosis
was higher in herds that had not introduced new animals into the herd in
the last year, although this association was non-significant (OR 3.72, 95%
CI 0.96-14.4, p=0.057). In Paper II, the animal-level seroprevalence of
brucellosis was higher in herds that bought new animals at least once every
two years, compared to herds that either bought at least on a yearly basis or
more rarely, although this association was not statistically significant (OR
4.26, 95% CI 0.72-25.1, p=0.109). While not having introduced new
animals to the herd in the last year (Paper I) is not necessarily the same as
not buying new animals frequently or at all (Paper II), one potential
interpretation of the combined results is that the seroprevalence of
brucellosis in herds where new animals are introduced more frequently is
lower than in herds where this occurs more rarely. This could be the result
of differences in biosecurity measures that aim to reduce the risk of
introducing disease with new animals, such as quarantining new purchased
animals for certain time periods. Unfortunately, the usage of biosecurity
measures was not investigated in this thesis.

The impact of selling small ruminants also varied between the
pathogens. In Paper II, selling animals twice a year or more was associated
with increased seroprevalence of Brucella spp. (OR 4.13, 95% CI 1.07-

86



16.0, p=0.040). One possible explanation for this is that small ruminant
farmers often sell to traders who move between herds and villages taking
already purchased animals with them, allowing them to intermingle with
local goats before the traders move on with what they have bought
(Namonje-Kapembwa et al. 2016). Conversely, in Paper 11, non-significant
associations between selling more rarely than once every two years, or
never, and increased seroprevalence for FMDV (2.88 0.99-8.43, p=0.053)
in herd-level data, and Mccp (OR 3.90, 95% CI 0.85-17.9, p=0.080) in
animal-level data, were found. It is possible that the farmers who had
observed signs of these diseases in their animals were withholding them
from sale for this reason, thus reducing the potential outflow of seropositive
animals from the herd through trade.

4.2.3 Other selected risk factors and their impact on seroprevalence
(Paper 1)

In addition to the impact of border proximity and trade, the analyses
identified a few other variables associated with seroprevalence that are
worth highlighting. In Paper I, associations between proximity to a town
and seropositivity for FMDV on herd-level data (OR 79.2, 95% CI 4.52-
1389, p=0.003), and Brucella spp., on animal-level data (OR 9.68, 95% CI
2.17-43.2, p=0.003), were identified. In the Tanzania-Zambia border
region, ‘goat soup’ (or ‘supu ya mbuzi’) is considered a delicacy and is
often sold at local restaurants. Therefore, many farmers trek or transport
their goats to a nearby town to sell them to a restaurant owner. As many
restaurants have limited access to cold storage space, the goats are
generally kept alive until the meat is needed. During this time, it is possible
that the goats come into contact with local animals at e.g. communal
pastures, enabling them to exchange infectious pathogens.

In an earlier study, clustering of FMD outbreaks in cattle along the Tan-
Zam highway (Allepuz et al. 2015) was identified. Cattle are often moved
along this road to markets or slaughterhouses in other parts of the country.
Surprisingly, in Paper I, the detected seroprevalence of FMDV was higher
in herds situated 30 km or more from this major infrastructural route,
although this association was not statistically significant (OR 11.8, 95% CI
0.93-150, p=0.057). Compared with cattle, small ruminants are often sold
locally (Namonje-Kapembwa et al. 2016), which possibly reduces the
significance of a large trade route such as the Tan-Zam highway. However,

87



this should be interpreted with caution, as the vast majority of the
participating herds were situated more than 30 km from the highway, which
may have biased the results.

4.3 The informal small ruminant market and trade
system in Zambia, and potential implications for
disease spread (Papers Il and 1V)

4.3.1 Small ruminant trade in Zambia and the potential for
dissemination of disease (Papers Il and 1V)

At the two largest small ruminant markets in Zambia, namely the
Lusaka and Kasumbalesa small livestock markets, small ruminants from
different parts of the country were mixed and kept in close proximity. Most
of the animals came from districts in Southern Province, followed by
Eastern and Central Provinces (Figure 7). Most of the small ruminants sold
were slaughtered for consumption, however, a small fraction was kept alive
and transported to farms in different parts of the country. The markets were
often visited by traders from other countries, mainly the DRC but also
Angola. These traders would purchase animals and transport them back to
their home countries, where they generally were slaughtered for
consumption upon arrival, but some were kept alive and used for e.g.
dowry payments. At the time of visits, there was no animal health
surveillance system in place and hygiene conditions were poor, with limited
access to water for maintaining personal hygiene and for cleaning.
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4.3.2 Perceptions and practices of small ruminant traders related to
the trade of sheep and goats with signs of disease (Paper Ill)

Most of the sheep and goat traders who participated in the study
presented in Paper III either traded with small ruminants with clinical signs
of disease or believed it to be more or less acceptable to do so, at least
under certain conditions. Overall, the respondents’ motivation for trading
sick sheep and goats can be grouped into three different categories:

In the first category, the traders appeared unaware of the risks associated
with selling sick small ruminants or unwilling to accept them as such, e.g.
by avoiding to classify certain clinical signs as potential indications of
disease. For example, many respondents stated that selling coughing sheep
and goats was acceptable, as they viewed coughing as a result of different
weather conditions rather than as a potential indication of infection by a
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pathogen. Furthermore, several traders were comfortable with selling sick
sheep and goats for consumption, as they did not believe that consumption
of small ruminants with clinical signs could result in human disease.

In the second category, the traders assigned responsibility of preventing
disease transmission in trade elsewhere, most commonly to the veterinary
authorities. In order to transport animals in Zambia, a veterinary certificate
must be obtained prior to transport where the health of the animals is
certified (Parliament of Zambia 1994; Parliament of Zambia 2010). This
certificate should subsequently be checked regularly at veterinary
checkpoints en route. Many traders therefore believed that the veterinary
authorities were responsible for preventing the presence of sick animals in
trade and at the markets. However, in Paper IlI, several shortcomings of the
system were identified that reduces its ability to prevent transportation of
sick animals. For example, the process for issuing the veterinary certificate
varied considerably and, in some districts, it was reported that veterinarians
would sign the papers without ever seeing the animals.

In the third category, the respondents were aware of the risks associated
with selling sick small ruminants but did not see any other feasible
alternatives than selling the animal. Some would attempt to sell the sick
small ruminant quickly to avoid it succumbing to the illness before being
sold, while others would slaughter it and sell the meat instead. These
traders often expressed feelings of moral conflict, but were unable to
withhold the animals from sale or transport them away from the market,
most commonly due to financial limitations.

“I know selling sick animals is wrong, but what can I do? I don’t have
the ability to treat them like I would if my goats at home got sick. I can’t
transport them back home because it’s too expensive. My only option is to

sell them to avoid losing money.”
Trader at the Kasumbalesa small livestock market

4.3.3 Knowledge levels and risky behaviours (Paper Ill)

In previous studies, lack of knowledge is a commonly stated reason as
to why traders engage in risky behaviours, such as trading sick animals
(Neupane et al. 2012; Yu et al. 2013; Leslie et al. 2016; Elelu 2017). These
studies often conclude that the traders should be educated about the
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associated risks as this would reduce their tendency to buy and sell sick
animals. However, previous studies on farmers indicate that individual
farmers’ normative frames of reference (Jansen ef al. 2009), attitudes
on disease risks (Garforth et al. 2013), perceived effectiveness of control
measures (Jansen et al. 2009; Garforth et al. 2013), sense of responsibility
for preventing disease spread (Garforth ef al. 2013) and financial and other
structural constraints (Fischer et al. 2019) have a greater influence on how
farmers act on animal disease than their factual knowledge. In Paper III, the
respondent traders traded sick small ruminants for a wide variety of
reasons, and the results indicate that only some traders would be
significantly affected by a knowledge improvement
campaign. Consequently, there is a clear need for researchers to move away
from focusing on identifying and curing knowledge gaps. Other structural
or procedural aspects that can contribute to the dissemination of disease in
trade, as well as different limitations that prevent value chain actors to act
in less risky ways, must also be acknowledged and included in future
intervention strategies.

4.3.4 The ‘good trader’ (Paper IlI)

As people gain respect and social standing by abiding by norms
embedded in their community culture (Burton 2004; Sutherland &
Darnhofer 2012; Saunders 2016), it is relevant to study this aspect to
understand why they reason and act the way that they do. The importance
of understanding the concept of the model peer has been recognised and for
example, it has been shown that ‘good farmer’ ideals have an impact on
how farmers reason and behave (Burton 2004; Sutherland & Darnhofer
2012; Saunders 2016). Similarly, the findings in Paper III show that
adhering to ‘good trader’ ideals was an important driver also for how the
traders reasoned and behaved. However, the results indicate that the traders
relate to a different culture and context than the farmers in studies on the
cultural shaping of farmer behaviour. For example, while farmers often
highlight the importance of establishing a relationship with their animals
(Naylor et al. 2016; Shortall et al. 2017; Fischer et al. 2019), the traders in
the Paper III emphasised the ability to build relationships with people, i.e.
being good at dealing with clients. Hence, being a good trader has less to
do with how animals are cared for and more to do with maintaining good
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customer relations. Therefore, influencing customer demands is likely to be
an efficient way to adjust traders’ perceptions and practices.

“A good trader is someone who can relate to customers and be good to
them, even if they are rude back, and someone who keeps the environment
clean to attract customers”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

Some respondents also described a “good trader” as someone who keeps
animals that look healthy. However, this was emphasised because it attracts
clients and not because it is beneficial from an animal health perspective.

“A good trader is someone who trades with animals that are clean and
look fat and healthy, since this is what attracts customers”
Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

4.3.5 Seropositivity rates of selected zoonotic diseases in sheep and
goats at the Lusaka and Kasumbalesa small livestock markets
(Paper 1V)

The seropositivity rates of the selected zoonotic pathogens were 10.1%
(Brucella spp.), 5.91% (Coxiella burnetii) and 0.84% (RVFV) in sheep and
goats at the livestock markets (Table 5). Only two animals tested positive
for presence of antibodies to RVFV, and it cannot be ruled out that these
animals are false positives.

Table 5: Seropositivity rates in percent, with 95% confidence interval in
parentheses

Total (%) Lusaka (%) Kasumbalesa (%)
Brucella spp. 10.1 (6.60-14.7) = 4.26 (1.17-10.5) 14.0 (8.76-20.8)
Coxiella burnetii 5.91 (3.27-9.71) 7.45 (3.05-14.7) 4.90 (1.99-9.83)
RVFV 0.84 (0.10-3.01) 0 (0-3.85)F 1.40 (0.17-4.96)

1 One-sided confidence interval (97.5%)

These results were not surprising as all three pathogens have previously
been detected in Zambia (Bell ef al. 1977; Qiu et al. 2013) and no RVF
outbreak has been reported in the last three decades (Dautu et al. 2012).
The presence of Brucella spp. and Coxiella burnetii in the markets’ source
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populations constitute occupational hazards for the workers at the Lusaka
market slaughterhouse (FAO et al. 2006, Angelakis & Raoult 2010;
Ikegami & Makino 2011). Furthermore, as Brucella spp. and RVFV can
infect people through the consumption of undercooked meat (FAO et al.
2006; OIE 2019), it also constitutes a risk for the thousands of people who
consume the meat and offal that leaves the studied markets.

4.3.6 Zoonotic disease risks at the Lusaka market slaughterhouse
(Paper 1V)

Considerable research has been conducted to investigate the working
and hygiene conditions at slaughterhouses in low- and lower-middle-
income countries around the world, including Sub-Saharan Africa (Nonga
et al. 2010; Bello ef al. 2011; Komba et al. 2012; Wamalwa et al. 2012;
Ndalama et al. 2013; Cook et al. 2017a; Mpundu et al. 2019; Phiri et al.
2020). However, these studies have generally been conducted in the formal
rather than the informal sector, and tend to focus on the slaughter of cattle,
poultry and pigs, not small ruminants.

At the informal small ruminant slaughterhouse at the Lusaka small
livestock market, the everyday operations at the slaughterhouse were
performed by workers who worked under supervisors. The workers lacked
formal education, which has been associated with increased bacterial
contamination of carcasses in a previous study (Wamalwa et al. 2012). The
workers generally commenced the slaughter procedure by hanging the
animal upside down and slitting the throat to bleed it, without prior
stunning. Following the bleeding, the slaughterhouse worker skinned the
animal and opened up the abdomen and thorax to remove internal organs,
without tying the oesophagus or colon prior to removal. To keep track of
which body parts and organs came from which animal, the workers would
generally place them on the inside of the pelt on the floor.

Multiple hygiene pitfalls and risks of occupational exposure and for
contamination of meat and offal were observed in the slaughterhouse
(Table 6 and Figure 8). For example, the workers did not have access to
work-specific clothing or footwear, or to any personal protective equipment
such as plastic gloves or aprons, which in previous studies has been
associated with an increased risk of exposure to Brucella spp. (Nabukenya
et al. 2013; Esmaeili et al. 2016; Awah-Ndukum et al. 2018) and
Leptospira spp. (Cook et al. 2017b). The workers mainly used two different
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tools when conducting their work, i.e. a knife and a bucket containing
water. This water was used to clean intestines of faccal material by dipping
them in the water and letting it rinse through, and as a result, the water was
often contaminated by faecal matter. The workers also used the water to
clean the knife and their arms and hands, which led to their subsequent
contamination. The workers would also frequently use their hands to scoop
out water and throw it onto the carcass to clean it from blood and dirt,
thereby also contaminating the meat and offal.

The washing of carcasses is forbidden in many countries, including
Sweden (European Commission 2004), but it has been described in several
slaughterhouses in Sub-Saharan Africa. While the intention is to clean the
carcass and organs, it has been shown to constitute a source of bacterial
contamination in previous studies in Zambia (Mpundu et al. 2019) and
Nigeria (Bello ef al. 2011). Hence, in Paper IV, this practice constituted a
severe risk of both occupational exposure and the spread of foodborne
disease. However, most of the workers perceived the washing of meat and
intestines as crucial to good slaughter hygiene. The workers believed that
this procedure made the meat taste good, ensured a good reputation among
customers, and prevented the meat from going bad. The workers even
believed that consumers could get sick if they ate meat that had not been
washed.

At the time of visits, there were no ante-mortem or post-mortem
inspections performed by trained personnel. In addition to increasing the
risk of the spread of foodborne disease, the absence of ante-mortem
inspection services exposes the workers, and potentially also other people
present in the slaughterhouse, to a wide array of sick animals (Ray et al.
2009; Mohamed et al. 2010; Cook et al. 2017b). According to the workers,
it was rare for the animals to display clinical signs prior to slaughter,
although ocular and nasal discharge was sometimes seen. Also, it was
reportedly uncommon for the workers to discover macroscopic
abnormalities on the carcass or organs after slaughter. The most common
findings were ulcers on the intestines, followed by soft, watery lungs,
sometimes filled with pus, and occasionally sores on the lungs or in the
thoracic cavity. Upon noticing these findings, the worker would inform the
customer. According to two of the respondents, buyers could demand a
discount or a refund if parts of the meat and/or certain organs needed to be
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discarded. This could potentially make the workers less inclined to reveal
post-mortem findings, as it would reduce their income.

Figure 8a-d. a) A slaughterhouse worker washing hands in a bucket with water
mixed with intestinal contents. b) A worker preparing slaughter offal c¢) Organs
kept on the pelt of the slaughtered animal for identification d) Dehiding of a
recently slaughtered goat. Note the lollipop in the worker’s mouth. Photographs:
Sara Lysholm

95



Table 6: Selected human exposure risks to zoonotic pathogens connected to the
slaughterhouse at the Lusaka small livestock market. ‘Workers’ refers to
occupational hazards for the slaughterhouse workers. ‘Non-workers’ refers to the
risks to people in the slaughterhouse who do not perform slaughter procedures,
mainly customers. ‘Meat and organs’ refer to risks of contamination of the carcass

and offal.

Workers

Non-
workers

Meat
and
organs

Infrastructure

-Batch slaughter*

-Sewage outlet clogging, floors
flooded with contaminated water
-Customers allowed to move
freely within the building
-Customer waiting area only
partially demarcated

X
X
X

XX XK

Sanitation

-Insufficient cleaning of floor and
surfaces

-Poor routines for cleaning tools
etc.

-Washing tools with
contaminated water

-Carcass washing with
contaminated water

-Meat preparation on the same
piece of cardboard, throughout
the day

-No usage of soap to clean the
knife

xoooxX X

>

X

xoox X

o

Personal
hygiene

-Poor access to hand sanitation
facilities

-Handwashing with contaminated
water

-No use of soap to clean hands
and arms

-No work clothes

-No work footwear

-No personal protective
equipment (gloves, aprons etc.)

=

>

o R T

>

XX X

Other

-No ante-mortem inspection
-No post-mortem inspection
-No formal training of
slaughterhouse workers
-Fly infestation

-Frequent forming of
condensation

ol Tl

ol o T

*Batch slaughter refers to the practice of performing all steps in the slaughter procedure in

one place, next to animals and carcasses at other steps in the procedure
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5. Conclusions

This thesis has investigated different aspects of the circulation of
transboundary animal diseases (TADs) in small ruminants in farms and
markets in Zambia and the Tanzania-Zambia border region. First, it focused
on determining the impact of trade and border proximity on the
seroprevalence of selected TADs. The second focus was to investigate how
the perceptions and practices of small ruminant traders influenced the risk
of disease dissemination through trade. Lastly, the thesis aimed to
determine the presence of selected zoonotic pathogens at two urban
informal small livestock markets, and the possible impacts of this presence
on public health in Zambia. The main findings of this thesis are:

» Mccp, FMDV, CCHFV and Brucella spp. were circulating in
the small ruminant population in different regions in Zambia.
While RVFV appeared to be present in the Tanzania-Zambia
border region, only limited serological indications of the
circulation of PPRV, and no signs of SGPV, were found in this
area.

» PPRV, FMDV, RVFV and Brucella spp. were circulating in the
sheep and goat population in Tanzania close to the Zambian
border. However, only limited serological indications of the
circulation of SGPV were detected.

» With the possible exception of brucellosis, the impact of

proximity to an international border appeared negligible. The
impact of trade varied considerably between different TADs.
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For example, the purchase of small ruminants from markets or
traders was identified as a risk factor for FMDV. While the
introduction of new animals to the herd was not identified as a
risk factor or protective factor for most of the pathogens, selling
sheep and goats frequently (Brucella spp.) and not selling at all
(FMDYV, Mccp) were identified as potential risk factors.

There were considerable risks of dissemination of disease
within the informal small ruminant trade system in Zambia, and
this risk was aggravated by traders’ perceptions and practices.
For example, the traders frequently traded sheep and goats
showing clinical signs of disease as they either appeared
unaware or indifferent to the associated risks, experienced
financial constraints or assigned responsibility for disease
prevention to other value chain actors.

In previous research, lack of knowledge is a common reason
given for why traders engage in behaviours that can contribute
to the transmission of diseases, such as trading sick animals. In
the work included in this thesis, the respondent traders bought
and sold sick small ruminants for a range of different reasons.
Only some of the respondents could therefore be expected to
change their behaviour following a knowledge improvement
campaign.

When the respondent small ruminant traders were asked to
describe a model trader, they often mentioned being good at
establishing favourable relationships with customers. This
indicates that influencing client demands would be likely to be
an efficient way of modifying traders’ perceptions and
practices.

Brucella spp. and Coxiella burnetii were circulating in the
source population for the Lusaka and Kasumbalesa sheep and
goat markets. This can have severe potential impacts on public
health in Zambia, since both bacteria are transmissible to



humans at slaughter and, in the case of Brucella spp., when
consuming undercooked meat.

Several occupational hazards and risks of foodborne disease
spread were seen at the informal slaughterhouse at the small
livestock market in Lusaka. The washing of intestines in a
bucket of water was perceived by most of the slaughterhouse
workers to be the most important step to ensure good hygiene at
slaughter. However, as this led to faecal contamination of the
water in the bucket, which was later used to wash the carcass,
the knife and the slaughterer’s arms and hands, in reality this
was one of the practices that compromised hygiene the most.
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6. Future perspectives

Small ruminants play important roles in livelihood security around the
world. Following the projected increase in demand for mutton meat (FAO
& OIE 2016), and with climatic projections indicating less suitable crop
farming conditions (Ramirez Villegas & Thomton 2015), these species are
likely to become more important in future. However, their role is threatened
by infectious diseases, which could severely hinder the sustainable
intensification of the small ruminant sector (Sherman 2011). Diseases such
as PPR are continuously spreading into new areas, with severe implications
for local sheep and goat populations and peoples’ livelihoods (FAO & OIE
2016). Researching the important mechanisms behind their spread is
imperative if the impact of small ruminant diseases is to be limited. This
includes understanding the effect of societal structures and networks, such
as the organization of trade, trade fluctuations and animal movement
patterns (Ayebazibwe et al. 2010; Di Nardo et al. 2011; Sherman 2011),
and how these patterns are altered e.g. close to important infrastructures
and larger towns. To understand the human impact on the risk for disease
spread, the focus of research also needs to move beyond the individual and
beyond curing knowledge gaps. The actions of farmers and traders are not
merely an outcome of their knowledge, but also of cultural expectations
and structural limitations, for example (Burton 2004; Shortall ef al. 2017).

Transboundary diseases often attract considerable attention from
policymakers, researchers, stakeholders and the public (Rossiter & Al
Hammadi 2008). While endemic diseases typically receive less focus
(Carslake et al. 2011), their impact on animal welfare and farmers’
livelihoods can be considerable, and they are often perceived by
stakeholders to be more important than transboundary diseases (Rushton et
al. 2017; Fischer et al. 2020a). For research to gain local relevance and be

101



accepted by members of the value chain, endemic diseases should also be
included in future research efforts.

Small ruminants have historically often been of lower priority for policy
makers, veterinary services and stakeholders compared with e.g. cattle. In
many low- and lower-middle-income countries, access to veterinary
diagnostic services is limited (Mathew 2017; Chapoto & Subakanya 2019;
George et al. 2021). This, combined with the fact that poverty-constrained
households are often unable to spend scarce resources on diagnostic
services, means that infectious diseases in small ruminants often go
undetected (de Haan et al. 2015). Therefore, it is important to improve
knowledge about which pathogens are causing which clinical signs in sheep
and goats, and also how different microorganisms together cause disease in
these species. Metagenomic studies, i.e. the ability to study uncultured
microbial communities in samples without prior sequence knowledge, can
provide important insights and holds great future promise (Blomstrém
2011).

Animal markets play vital socio-cultural roles (Naguib ef al. 2021).
However, these markets have repeatedly attracted attention for their
presumed role in the emergence and spread of animal diseases, most
recently during the Covid-19 pandemic (Naguib ef al. 2021; WHO 2021).
Following disease outbreaks, bans on market activities are often introduced
temporarily (Yuan et al. 2015; Xiao et al. 2021). By removing the supply
of, but not the demand for, market products, these top-down-imposed bans
risk pushing the trade into the black markets (Bonwitt et al. 2018), and
hence may increase rather than decrease the risk of disease spread (Roe &
Lee 2021). Therefore, taking measures that reduce the risk of disease
emergence and spread at animal markets is important, while allowing
market activities to be maintained. Mapping the presence of pathogens at
live animal markets, along with key mechanisms for animal-animal and
animal-human spread, is essential. Furthermore, when formulating
interventions aimed at reducing the risk of disease spread at markets, the
inclusive and voluntary participation of the stakeholders concerned is
required if the change is to be sustainable (Lysholm et al. 2020).

102



References

Abubakar, M., Manzoor, S., Wensman, J.J., Torsson, E., Qurban, A. & Munir, M.
(2016). Molecular and epidemiological features of Peste des petits
ruminants outbreak during endemic situation. Hosts and Viruses, 3(4),
123.

Ahaduzzaman, M. (2021). Contagious caprine pleuropneumonia (CCPP): A
systematic review and meta-analysis of the prevalence in sheep and goats.
Transbound Emerg Dis, 68(3), 1332-1344.
https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.13794

Ahmadu, B. & Lovelace, C.E.A. (2002). Production characteristics of local
Zambian goats under semi-arid conditions. Small Rumin Res, 45(2), 179-
183. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0921-4488(02)00098-6

Ahmed, A., Makame, J., Robert, F., Julius, K. & Mecky, M. (2018). Sero-
prevalence and spatial distribution of Rift Valley fever infection among
agro-pastoral and pastoral communities during Interepidemic period in the
Serengeti ecosystem, northern Tanzania. BMC Infect Dis, 18(1), 276.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3183-9

Aitken, 1.D. (2007). Diseases of Sheep. 4th edition. Oxford, UK: Blackwell
Science.

Allepuz, A., Stevenson, M., Kivaria, F., Berkvens, D., Casal, J. & Picado, A.
(2015). Risk factors for foot-and-mouth disease in Tanzania, 2001-2006.
Transbound Emerg Dis, 62(2), 127-36. https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12087

Amarasinghe, G.K., Ayllon, M.A., Bao, Y., Basler, C.F., Bavari, S., Blasdell, K.R.,
Briese, T., Brown, P.A., Bukreyev, A., Balkema-Buschmann, A.,
Buchholz, U.J., Chabi-Jesus, C., Chandran, K., Chiapponi, C., Crozier, 1.,
de Swart, R.L., Dietzgen, R.G., Dolnik, O., Drexler, J.F., Diirrwald, R.,
Dundon, W.G., Duprex, W.P., Dye, J.M., Easton, A.J., Fooks, A.R.,
Formenty, P.B.H., Fouchier, R.A.M., Freitas-Astua, J., Griffiths, A.,
Hewson, R., Horie, M., Hyndman, T.H., Jiang, D., Kitajima, E.W.,
Kobinger, G.P., Kondd, H., Kurath, G., Kuzmin, I.V., Lamb, R.A.,
Lavazza, A., Lee, B., Lelli, D., Leroy, E.M., Li, J., Maes, P., Marzano,
S.L., Moreno, A., Miihlberger, E., Netesov, S.V., Nowotny, N., Nylund,
A., Okland, A.L., Palacios, G., Palyi, B., Paweska, J.T., Payne, S.L.,
Prosperi, A., Ramos-Gonzalez, P.L., Rima, B.K., Rota, P., Rubbenstroth,
D., Shi, M., Simmonds, P., Smither, S.J., Sozzi, E., Spann, K., Stenglein,
M.D., Stone, D.M., Takada, A., Tesh, R.B., Tomonaga, K., Tordo, N.,
Towner, J.S., van den Hoogen, B., Vasilakis, N., Wahl, V., Walker, P.J.,
Wang, L.F., Whitfield, A.E., Williams, J.V., Zerbini, F.M., Zhang, T.,

103



Zhang, Y.Z. & Kuhn, J.H. (2019). Taxonomy of the order
Mononegavirales: update 2019. Arch Virol, 164(7), 1967-1980.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00705-019-04247-4

Angelakis, E. & Raoult, D. (2010). Q Fever. Vet Microbiol, 140(3-4), 297-309.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2009.07.016

Arricau-Bouvery, N. & Rodolakis, A. (2005). Is Q fever an emerging or re-
emerging zoonosis? Vet Res, 36(3), 327-49.
https://doi.org/10.1051/vetres:2005010

Asmare, K., Abayneh, T., Mekuria, S., Ayelet, G., Sibhat, B., Skjerve, E., Szonyi,
B. & Wieland, B. (2016). A meta-analysis of contagious caprine
pleuropneumonia (CCPP) in Ethiopia. Acta Trop, 158, 231-239.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2016.02.023

Asmare, K., Sibhat, B., Molla, W., Ayelet, G., Shiferaw, J., Martin, A.D., Skjerve,
E. & Godfroid, J. (2013). The status of bovine brucellosis in Ethiopia with
special emphasis on exotic and cross bred cattle in dairy and breeding
farms. Acta Trop, 126(3), 186-92.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2013.02.015

Assenga, J.A., Matemba, L.E., Muller, S.K., Malakalinga, J.J. & Kazwala, R.R.
(2015). Epidemiology of Brucella infection in the human, livestock and
wildlife interface in the Katavi-Rukwa ecosystem, Tanzania. BMC Vet
Res, 11, 189. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-015-0504-8

Awah-Ndukum, J., Mouiche, M.M.M., Kouonmo-Ngnoyum, L., Bayang, H.N.,
Manchang, T.K., Poueme, R.S.N., Kouamo, J., Ngu-Ngwa, V., Assana,
E., Feussom, K.J.M. & Zoli, A.P. (2018). Seroprevalence and risk factors
of brucellosis among slaughtered indigenous cattle, abattoir personnel and
pregnant women in Ngaoundéré, Cameroon. BMC Infect Dis, 18(1), 611.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3522-x

Ayebazibwe, C., Tjernehgj, K., Mwiine, F.N., Muwanika, V.B., Okurut, A.R.,
Siegismund, H.R. & Alexandersen, S. (2010). Patterns, risk factors and
characteristics of reported and perceived foot-and-mouth disease (FMD)
in Uganda. Trop Anim Health Prod, 42(7), 1547-59.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-010-9605-3

Ayele, Z. & Peacock, C. (2003). Improving access to and consumption of animal
source foods in rural households: the experiences of a women-focused
goat development program in the highlands of Ethiopia. J Nutr, 133(11
Suppl 2), 3981s-3986s. https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/133.11.3981S

Barnett, P.V. & Cox, S.J. (1999). The role of small ruminants in the epidemiology
and transmission of foot-and-mouth disease. Vet J, 158(1), 6-13.
https://doi.org/10.1053/tvjl.1998.0338

Beechler, B.R., Bengis, R., Swanepoel, R., Paweska, J.T., Kemp, A., van Vuren,
P.J., Joubert, J., Ezenwa, V.O. & Jolles, A.E. (2015). Rift valley Fever in
Kruger national park: do buffalo play a role in the inter-epidemic
circulation of virus? Transbound Emerg Dis, 62(1), 24-32.
https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12197

104



Bell, L.M., Hayles, L.B. & Chanda, A.B. (1977). Serological evidence of Brucella
mellitensis infection in goats and eland in Zambia. Vet Rec, 101(15), 305.
https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.101.15.305-a

Bello, M., Lawan, M.K., Kwaga, J. K. & Raji, M.A. (2011). Assessment of carcass
contamination with E. coli O157 before and after washing with water at
abattoirs in Nigeria. Int J Food Microbiol, 150(2-3), 184-6.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2011.07.029

Belobo, J.T.E., Kenmoe, S., Kengne-Nde, C., Emoh, C.P.D., Bowo-Ngandji, A.,
Tchatchouang, S., Sowe Wobessi, J.N., Mbongue Mikangue, C.A.,
Tazokong, H.R., Kingue Bebey, S.R., Atembeh Noura, E., Ka'e, A.C.,
Guiamdjo Simo, R.E., Modiyinji, A.F., Ngongang, D.T., Che, E.,
Kenfack, S., Nzukui, N.D., Amvongo Adjia, N., Babassagana, [.T.,
Mahamat, G., Mbaga, D.S., Mbacham, W F., Sadeuh-Mbah, S.A. &
Njouom, R. (2021). Worldwide epidemiology of Crimean-Congo
Hemorrhagic Fever Virus in humans, ticks and other animal species, a
systematic review and meta-analysis. PLoS Negl Trop Dis, 15(4),
€0009299. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0009299

Belsham, G.J. (2020). Towards improvements in foot-and-mouth disease vaccine
performance. Acta Vet Scand, 62(1), 20. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-
020-00519-1

Berri, M., Rousset, E., Champion, J.L., Russo, P. & Rodolakis, A. (2007). Goats
may experience reproductive failures and shed Coxiella burnetii at two
successive parturitions after a Q fever infection. Res Vet Sci, 83(1), 47-52.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rvsc.2006.11.001

Berri, M., Rousset, E., Hechard, C., Champion, J.L., Dufour, P., Russo, P. &
Rodolakis, A. (2005). Progression of Q fever and Coxiella burnetii
shedding in milk after an outbreak of enzootic abortion in a goat herd. Vet
Rec, 156(17), 548-9. https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.156.17.548

Bingham, J. & Jansen van Vuren, P. (2020). Rift Valley fever: a review. Microbiol
Aust, 41(1), 28-32.

Bird, B.H., Ksiazek, T.G., Nichol, S.T. & Maclachlan, N.J. (2009). Rift Valley
fever virus. J Am Vet Med Assoc, 234(7), 883-93.
https://doi.org/10.2460/javma.234.7.883

Birindwa, B.A., George, G.C., Ntagereka, B.P., Christoper, O. & Lilly, B.C.
(2017). Mixed infection of peste-des-petits ruminants and Capripox in
goats in South Kivu, Democratic Republic of Congo. J Adv Vet Anim Res,
4(4), 348-355. https://doi.org/http://doi.org/10.5455/javar.2017.d233

Blench, R., Chapman, R. & Slaymaker, T. (2003). 4 Study of the Role of Livestock
in Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers. PPLPI Working Paper No. 1.
Rome, Italy.

Blomstrom, A.-L. (2011). Viral metagenomics as an emerging and powerful tool in
veterinary medicine. Vet O, 31(3), 107-114.

105



Bonwitt, J., Dawson, M., Kandeh, M., Ansumana, R., Sahr, F., Brown, H. & Kelly,
A.H. (2018). Unintended consequences of the ‘bushmeat ban’in West
Africa during the 2013-2016 Ebola virus disease epidemic. Soc Sci Med,
200, 166-173.

Bowen, G.A. (2006). Grounded Theory and Sensitizing Concepts. Int J Qual
Methods, 5(3), 12-23.

Brito, B.P., Rodriguez, L.L., Hammond, J.M., Pinto, J. & Perez, A.M. (2017).
Review of the Global Distribution of Foot-and-Mouth Disease Virus from
2007 to 2014. Transbound Emerg Dis, 64(2), 316-332.
https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12373

Brown, C. (2011). Transboundary diseases of goats. Small Rumin Res, 98(1-3), 21-
25.

Brown, C.C., Mariner, J.C. & Olander, H.J. (1991). An immunohistochemical
study of the pneumonia caused by peste des petits ruminants virus. Vet
Pathol, 28(2), 166-70. https://doi.org/10.1177/030098589102800209

Burgess, G.W., Spencer, T.L. & Norris, M.J. (1985). Experimental infection of
goats with Brucella ovis. Aust Vet J, 62(8), 262-4.
https://doi.org/10.1111/1.1751-0813.1985.tb14247.x

Burton, R.J.F. (2004). Seeing Through the ‘Good Farmer’s’ Eyes: Towards
Developing an Understanding of the Social Symbolic Value of
Productivist” Behaviour. Sociol Ruralis, 44(2), 195-215.

Butt, M.H., Ahmad, A., Misbah, S., Mallhi, T.H. & Khan, Y.H. (2021). Crimean-
Congo hemorrhagic fever and Eid-Ul-Adha: A potential threat during the
COVID-19 pandemic. J Med Virol, 93(2), 618-619.
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmv.26388

Carrieri, M.P., Tissot-Dupont, H., Rey, D., Brousse, P., Renard, H., Obadia, Y. &
Raoult, D. (2002). Investigation of a slaughterhouse-related outbreak of Q
fever in the French Alps. Eur J Clin Microbiol Infect Dis, 21(1), 17-21.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10096-001-0645-5

Carslake, D., Grant, W., Green, L.E., Cave, J., Greaves, J., Keeling, M.,
McEldowney, J., Weldegebriel, H. & Medley, G.F. (2011). Endemic
cattle diseases: comparative epidemiology and governance. Philos Trans
R Soc Lond, B, Biol. Sci, 366(1573), 1975-1986.

CDC (2003). Prevalence of IgG antibody to SARS-associated coronavirus in
animal traders--Guangdong Province, China, 2003. MMWR Morb Mortal
Wkly Rep, 52(41), 986-7.

Chapoto, A. & Subakanya, M. (2019). Rural Agricultural Livelihoods Survey 2019
report. Technical Paper. Lusaka, Zambia.
https://www.iapri.org.zm/rural-agricultural-livelihoods-survey-2019-
report/

Chazya, R., Mkandawire, E., Muma, J.B., Mwacalimba, K.K., Karimuribo, E. &
Simuunza, M. (2015). Peste des petits ruminants (PPR) introduction into
Nothern Zambia from Tanzania via live goat consignment: A quantitative

106



risk assessment study. International Journal of Science and Agriculture,
2(7), 1-23.

Chazya, R., Muma, J.B., Mwacalimba, K.K., Karimuribo, E., Mkandawire, E. &
Simuunza, M. (2014). A qualitative assessment of the risk of introducing
peste des petits ruminants into northern zambia from Tanzania. Vet Med
Int, 2014, 202618. https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/202618

Chenais, E., Bogvist, S., Sternberg-Lewerin, S., Emanuelson, U., Ouma, E., Dione,
M., Aliro, T., Crafoord, F., Masembe, C. & Stahl, K. (2017). Knowledge,
Attitudes and Practices Related to African Swine Fever Within
Smallholder Pig Production in Northern Uganda. Transbound Emerg Dis,
64(1), 101-115. https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12347

Chevalier, V., Pépin, M., Plée, L. & Lancelot, R. (2010). Rift Valley fever--a threat
for Europe? Euro Surveill, 15(10), 19506.

Chipasha, H., Ariyawardana, A. & Mortlock, M.Y. (2017). Smallholder goat
farmers’ market participation in Choma district, Zambia. African J Food
Agric Nutr Dev, 17(1), 11691-11708.
https://doi.org/10.18697/ajfand.77.16175

Chota, A., Shirima, G. & Kusiluka, L. (2019). Risk factors associated with
Mycoplasma capricolum subspecies capripneumoniae and morbillivirus
infection in small ruminants in Tanzania. Trop Anim Health Prod, 51(7),
1807-1815. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-019-01981-4

Clemmons, E.A., Alfson, K.J. & Dutton, J.W., 3rd (2021). Transboundary Animal
Diseases, an Overview of 17 Diseases with Potential for Global Spread
and Serious Consequences. Animals (Basel), 11(7).
https://doi.org/10.3390/anil 1072039

Colenutt, C., Brown, E., Paton, D.J., Mahapatra, M., Parida, S., Nelson, N., Maud,
J., Motta, P., Sumption, K., Adhikari, B., Kafle, S.C., Upadhyaya, M.,
Pandey, S.K. & Gubbins, S. (2021). Environmental sampling for the
detection of foot-and-mouth disease virus and peste des petits ruminants
virus in a live goat market, Nepal. Transbound Emerg Dis.
https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.14257

Condy, J.B., Hedger, R.S., Hamblin, C. & Barnett, I.T. (1985). The duration of the
foot-and-mouth disease virus carrier state in African buffalo (i) in the
individual animal and (ii) in a free-living herd. Comp Immunol Microbiol
Infect Dis, 8(3-4), 259-65. https://doi.org/10.1016/0147-9571(85)90004-9

Conroy, C. (2005). Participatory Livestock Research: A Guide. London, UK:
Natural Resources Institute.

Cook, E.A., de Glanville, W.A., Thomas, L.F., Kariuki, S., Bronsvoort, BM. &
Févre, E.M. (2017a). Working conditions and public health risks in
slaughterhouses in western Kenya. BMC Public Health, 17(1), 14.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-016-3923-y

Cook, E.A., de Glanville, W.A., Thomas, L.F., Kariuki, S., Bronsvoort, BM. &
Fevre, E.M. (2017b). Risk factors for leptospirosis seropositivity in

107



slaughterhouse workers in western Kenya. Occup Environ Med, 74(5),
357-365. https://doi.org/10.1136/0oemed-2016-103895

Covarrubias, K., Nsiima, L. & Zezza, A. (2012). Livestock and livelihoods in rural
Tanzania. A descriptive analysis of the 2009 National Panel Survey. Joint
paper of the Wrold Bank, FAO, AU-IBAR, ILRI and the Tanzania Ministry
of Livestock and Fisheries Development.

Dautu, G., Sindato, C., Mweene, A.S., Samui, K.L., Roy, P., Noad, R., Paweska, J.,
Majiwa, P.A.O. & Musoke, A.J. (2012). Rift Valley fever: Real or
perceived threat for Zambia. Onderstepoort J Vet Res, 79(2), 6 pages.
https://doi.org/10.4102/0jvr.v79i2.466

David, W. & Brown, G. (2001). Foot and mouth disease in human beings. Lancet,
357(9267), 1463. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(00)04670-5

Davies, F.G., Kilelu, E., Linthicum, K.J. & Pegram, R.G. (1992). Patterns of Rift
Valley fever activity in Zambia. Epidemiol Infect, 108(1), 185-91.
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0950268800049633

de Haan, N.C., Kimani, T., Rushton, J. & Lubroth, J. (2015). Why Is Small
Ruminant Health Important - Peste des Petits Ruminants and Its Impact
on Poverty and Economics? In: Munir, M. (ed.) Peste des Petits
Ruminants Virus. Berlin Heidelberg: Springer Berling Heidelberg. 195-
226.

Dean, A.S., Crump, L., Greter, H., Hattendorf, J., Schelling, E. & Zinsstag, J.
(2012). Clinical manifestations of human brucellosis: a systematic review
and meta-analysis. PLoS Negl Trop Dis, 6(12), €1929.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001929

Degen, A.A. (2007). Sheep and goat milk in pastoral societies. Small Rumin Res,
68(1-2), 7-19. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smallrumres.2006.09.020

Delgado, C., Rosegant, M., Steinfeld, H., Ehui, S. & Courbois, C. (1999).
Livestock to 2020 The Next Food Revolution. (Food, Agriculture and the
Environment Discussion Paper 28). Washington D.C, USA.

Di Nardo, A., Knowles, N.J. & Paton, D.J. (2011). Combining livestock trade
patterns with phylogenetics to help understand the spread of foot and
mouth disease in sub-Saharan Africa, the Middle East and Southeast Asia.
Rev Sci Tech, 30(1), 63-85. https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.30.1.2022

Diao, X., Hazell, P. & Thurlow, J. (2010). The Role of Agriculture in African
Development. World Dev, 38(10), 1375-1383.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2009.06.011

Diaz Aparicio, E. (2013). Epidemiology of brucellosis in domestic animals caused
by Brucella melitensis, Brucella suis and Brucella abortus. Rev Sci Tech,
32(1), 43-51, 53-60.

Dione, M., Ouma, E., Opio, F., Kawuma, B. & Pezo, D. (2016). Qualitative
analysis of the risks and practices associated with the spread of African
swine fever within the smallholder pig value chains in Uganda. Prev Vet
Med, 135, 102-112. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2016.11.001

108



Dohoo, I., Martin, W. & Stryhn, H. (2003). Veterinary Epidemiologic Research.
Charlottetown, PEI, Canada: AVC Inc.

Domenech, J., Lubroth, J., Eddi, C., Martin, V. & Roger, F. (2006). Regional and
international approaches on prevention and control of animal
transboundary and emerging diseases. Ann N Y Acad Sci, 1081, 90-107.
https://doi.org/10.1196/annals.1373.010

ECDC (2010). Risk assessment on Q fever. Technical Report. Stockholm, Sweden.

Ejlertsen, M., Poole, J. & Marshall, K. (2013). Traditional breeding objectives and
practices of goat, sheep and cattle smallholders in The Gambia and
implications in relation to the design of breeding interventions. Trop Anim
Health Prod, 45(1), 219-29. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0194-1

Elelu, N. (2017). Epidemiological risk factors of knowledge and preventive
practice regarding avian influenza among poultry farmers and live bird
traders in Ikorodu, Lagos State, Nigeria. Int J Vet Sci Med, 5(1), 47-52.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijvsm.2017.03.002

Enahoro, D., Mason-D'Croz, D., Mul, M., Rich, K.M., Robinson, T.P., Thornton,
P. & Staal, S.S. (2019). Supporting sustainable expansion of livestock
production in South Asia and Sub-Saharan Africa: Scenario analysis of
investment options. Glob Food Sec, 20, 114-121.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.2fs.2019.01.001

Esmaeili, S., Naddaf, S.R., Pourhossein, B., Hashemi Shahraki, A., Bagheri Amiri,
F., Gouya, M.M. & Mostafavi, E. (2016). Seroprevalence of Brucellosis,
Leptospirosis, and Q Fever among Butchers and Slaughterhouse Workers
in South-Eastern Iran. PLoS One, 11(1), €0144953.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0144953

European Commission. Regulation (EC) 853/2004 of 29 April 2004 laying down
specific hygiene rules for on the hygiene of foodstuffs. https://eur-
lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/SV/TXT/?qid=1565180485667&uri=CELEX:32004R0853

Fan, S.G. & Cho, E.E. (2021). Paths out of poverty: International experience. J
Integr Agric, 20(4), 857-867. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2095-
3119(20)63295-6

Fanelli, A., Tizzani, P. & Buonavoglia, D. (2021). Crimean-Congo Haemorrhagic
Fever (CCHF) in animals: Global characterization and evolution from
2006 to 2019. Transbound Emerg Dis. https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.14120

FAO (2011). Mapping supply and demand for animal-source foods to 2030, by
T.P. Robinson & F. Pozzi. Animal Production and Health Working Paper.
No. 2. Rome.

FAO (2012). FAO responds to PPR epidemic in the Democratic Republic of the
Congo. Vet Rec, 171(1), 7. https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.e4525

FAO (2013). Supporting livelihoods and building resilience through Peste des
Petits Ruminants (PPR) and small ruminant diseases control. Animal
Production and Health Position Paper. Rome (Italy).

109



FAO (2021). EMPRESTAD:s.
http://www.fao.org/ag/againfo/programmes/en/empres/diseases.asp

FAO & OIE (2015). Global Strategy for the control and eradication of PPR.
Rome.

FAO & OIE (2016). Peste des Petits ruminants global eradication programme -
Contributing to food security, poverty alleviation and resilience. Five
years (2017-2021). Rome, Italy.

FAO, OIE & WHO (2006). Brucellosis in humans and animals. Geneva
(Switzerland): FAO, OIE & WHO.

Fazlalipour, M., Baniasadi, V., Mirghiasi, S.M., Jalali, T., Khakifirouz, S., Azad-
Manjiri, S., Mahmoodi, V., Naderi, H.R., Zarandi, R. & Salehi-Vaziri, M.
(2016). Crimean-Congo Hemorrhagic Fever Due to Consumption of Raw
Meat: Case Reports From East-North of Iran. Jpn J Infect Dis, 69(3), 270-
1. https://doi.org/10.7883/yoken.JJID.2015.498

Fevre, E.M., Coleman, P.G., Odiit, M., Magona, J.W., Welburn, S.C. &
Woolhouse, M.E. (2001). The origins of a new Trypanosoma brucei
rhodesiense sleeping sickness outbreak in eastern Uganda. Lancet,
358(9282), 625-8. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(01)05778-6

Fischer, K., Lysholm, S. & Johansson Wensman, J. (2020a). Factors Enabling
Sustainable Goat Production in Zambia. Stockholm, Sweden.
https://www.siani.se/sv/publication/factors-enabling-sustainable-goat-
production-in-zambia/

Fischer, K., Schulz, K. & Chenais, E. (2020b). “Can we agree on that”? Plurality,
power and language in participatory research. Prev Vet Med, 180, 104991.

Fischer, K., Sjostrom, K., Stiernstrom, A. & Emanuelson, U. (2019). Dairy
farmers' perspectives on antibiotic use: A qualitative study. J Dairy Sci,
102(3), 2724-2737. https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2018-15015

Garforth, C.J., Bailey, A.P. & Tranter, R.B. (2013). Farmers' attitudes to disease
risk management in England: a comparative analysis of sheep and pig
farmers. Prev Vet Med, 110(3-4), 456-66.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2013.02.018

Gargadennec, L. & Lalanne, A. (1942). La Peste des Petits Ruminants. Bull Serv
Zoo A OF,5,15-21.

Gargili, A., Estrada-Pefia, A., Spengler, J.R., Lukashev, A., Nuttall, P.A. & Bente,
D.A. (2017). The role of ticks in the maintenance and transmission of
Crimean-Congo hemorrhagic fever virus: A review of published field and
laboratory studies. Antiviral Res, 144, 93-119.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2017.05.010

Garner, M.G., Sawarkar, S.D., Brett, E.K., Edwards, J.R., Kulkarni, V.B., Boyle,
D.B. & Singh, S.N. (2000). The extent and impact of sheep pox and goat
pox in the state of Maharashtra, India. Trop Anim Health Prod, 32(4),
205-23. https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1005263601964

Garrison, A.R., Alkhovsky AnbxoBckuit Cepreit Baamumuposuy, S.V., AvSic-
Zupanc, T., Bente, D.A., Bergeron, E., Burt, F., Di Paola, N., Ergiinay,

110



K., Hewson, R., Kuhn, J.H., Mirazimi, A., Papa, A., Sall, A.A., Spengler,
J.R., Palacios, G. & Consortium, I.R. (2020). ICTV Virus Taxonomy
Profile: Nairoviridae. J Gen Virol, 101(8), 798-799.
https://doi.org/10.1099/jgv.0.001485

George, J., Hisler, B., Komba, E., Sindato, C., Rweyemamu, M. & Mlangwa, J.
(2021). Towards an integrated animal health surveillance system in
Tanzania: making better use of existing and potential data sources for
early warning surveillance. BMC Vet Res, 17(1), 109.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-021-02789-x

Ghirotti, M., Semproni, G., De Meneghi, D., Mungaba, F.N., Nannini, D., Calzetta,
G. & Paganico, G. (1991). Sero-prevalences of selected cattle diseases in
the Kafue flats of Zambia. Vet Res Commun, 15(1), 25-36.
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00497787

Gillham, B. (2000). Case Study Research Methods. 1 ed edition. London & New
York: Continuum.

Grace, D. & Little, P. (2020). Informal trade in livestock and livestock products.
Rev Sci Tech, 39(1), 183-192. https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.39.1.3071

Grace, D., Mutua, F., Ochungo, P., Kruska, R., Jones, K., Brierley, L., Lapar, L.,
Said, M., Herrero, M., Phuc, P.M., Thao, N.B., Akuku, I. & Oguto, F.
(2012). Mapping of poverty and likely zoonoses hotspots. Zoonoses
Project 4. Report to the UK Department for International Development.
Nairobi, Kenya.

Grossi-Soyster, E.N., Lee, J., King, C.H. & LaBeaud, A.D. (2019). The influence
of raw milk exposures on Rift Valley fever virus transmission. PLoS Negl
Trop Dis, 13(3), e0007258. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007258

Guan, Y., Zheng, B.J., He, Y.Q., Liu, X.L., Zhuang, Z.X., Cheung, C.L., Luo,
S.W., Li, P.H., Zhang, L.J., Guan, Y.J., Butt, KM., Wong, K.L., Chan,
K.W., Lim, W., Shortridge, K.F., Yuen, K.Y, Peiris, J.S. & Poon, L.L.
(2003). Isolation and characterization of viruses related to the SARS
coronavirus from animals in southern China. Science, 302(5643), 276-8.
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1087139

Hamdi, J., Munyanduki, H., Omari Tadlaoui, K., El Harrak, M. & Fassi Fihri, O.
(2021). Capripoxvirus Infections in Ruminants: A Review.
Microorganisms, 9(5). https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms9050902

Hamoonga, R., Stevenson, M.A., Allepuz, A., Carpenter, T.E. & Sinkala, Y.
(2014). Risk factors for foot-and-mouth disease in Zambia, 1981-2012.
Prev Vet Med, 114(1), 64-71.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2014.01.014

Hedger, R.S. (1968). The isolation and characterization of foot-and-mouth disease
virus from clinically normal herds of cattle in Botswana. J Hyg (Lond),
66(1), 27-36. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0022172400040912

Heffernan, C. (2009). Panzootics and the poor: devising a global livestock disease
prioritisation framework for poverty alleviation. Rev Sci Tech, 28(3), 897-
907.

111



Hennink, M., Hutter, I. & Bailey, A. (2020). Qualitative Research Methods. 2 nd
edition. London, UK: Sage Publishing.

Herzog, C.M., de Glanville, W.A., Willett, B.J., Kibona, T.J., Cattadori, .M.,
Kapur, V., Hudson, P.J., Buza, J., Cleaveland, S. & Bjernstad, O.N.
(2019). Pastoral production is associated with increased peste des petits
ruminants seroprevalence in northern Tanzania across sheep, goats and
cattle. Epidemiol Infect, 147, e242.
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0950268819001262

Hichaambwa, M. (2012). Urban Consumption Patterns of Livestock Products in
Zambia and Implications for Policy. Working Paper No. 65. Lusaka
(Zambia): Institute, I.A.P.R. https://doi.org/10.22004/ag.econ.132343

Hidano, A., Enticott, G., Christley, R.M. & Gates, M.C. (2018). Modeling
Dynamic Human Behavioral Changes in Animal Disease Models:
Challenges and Opportunities for Addressing Bias. Front Vet Sci, 5, 137.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2018.00137

Hoogstraal, H. (1979). The epidemiology of tick-borne Crimean-Congo
hemorrhagic fever in Asia, Europe, and Africa. J Med Entomol, 15(4),
307-417. https://doi.org/10.1093/jmedent/15.4.307

Huang, C., Wang, Y., Li, X., Ren, L., Zhao, J., Hu, Y., Zhang, L., Fan, G., Xu, J.,
Gu, X., Cheng, Z., Yu, T., Xia, J., Wei, Y., Wu, W, Xie, X, Yin, W., Li,
H., Liu, M., Xiao, Y., Gao, H., Guo, L., Xie, J., Wang, G., Jiang, R., Gao,
Z.,Jin, Q., Wang, J. & Cao, B. (2020). Clinical features of patients
infected with 2019 novel coronavirus in Wuhan, China. Lancet,
395(10223), 497-506. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(20)30183-5

Hugh-Jones, M.E. & Wright, P.B. (1970). Studies on the 1967-8 foot-and-mouth
disease epidemic. The relation of weather to the spread of disease. J Hyg
(Lond), 68(2), 253-71. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0022172400028722

Humphry, R.-W., Cameron, A. & Gunn, G.J. (2004). A practical approach to
calculate sample size for herd prevalence surveys. Prev Vet Med, 65(3-4),
173-88. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2004.07.003

Hussein, N.A., Snacken, M., Moorhouse, P.D.S. & Moussa, M.I. (1985). A
serological study of Rift Valley fever in Zambia. Rev Sci Tech, 4(2), 325-
330. https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.4.2.198

Ikegami, T. & Makino, S. (2011). The pathogenesis of Rift Valley fever. Viruses,
3(5), 493-519. https://doi.org/10.3390/v3050493

ILRI (2002). Livestock - a pathway out of poverty. ILRI’s strategy to 2010.
Nairobi, Kenya.

Igbal Yatoo, M., Raffiq Parray, O., Tauseef Bashir, S., Ahmed Bhat, R.,
Gopalakrishnan, A., Karthik, K., Dhama, K. & Vir Singh, S. (2019).
Contagious caprine pleuropneumonia - a comprehensive review. Vet Q,
39(1), 1-25. https://doi.org/10.1080/01652176.2019.1580826

Jansen, J., van den Borne, B.H., Renes, R.J., van Schaik, G., Lam, T.J. & Leeuwis,
C. (2009). Explaining mastitis incidence in Dutch dairy farming: the

112



influence of farmers' attitudes and behaviour. Prev Vet Med, 92(3), 210-
23. https://doi.org/10.1016/].prevetmed.2009.08.015

Jodlowski, M., Winter-Nelson, A., Baylis, K. & Goldsmith, P.D. (2016). Milk in
the Data: Food Security Impacts from a Livestock Field Experiment in
Zambia. World Dev, 77, 99-114.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2015.08.009

Jones, B.A., Mahapatra, M., Chubwa, C., Clarke, B., Batten, C., Hicks, H.,
Henstock, M., Keyyu, J., Kock, R. & Parida, S. (2020). Characterisation
of Peste Des Petits Ruminants Disease in Pastoralist Flocks in
Ngorongoro District of Northern Tanzania and Bluetongue Virus Co-
Infection. Viruses, 12(4). https://doi.org/10.3390/v12040389

Jores, J., Baldwin, C., Blanchard, A., Browning, G.F., Colston, A., Gerdts, V.,
Goovaerts, D., Heller, M., Juleff, N., Labroussaa, F., Liljander, A.,
Muuka, G., Nene, V., Nir-Paz, R., Sacchini, F., Summerfield, A.,
Thiaucourt, F., Unger, H., Vashee, S., Wang, X. & Salt, J. (2020).
Contagious Bovine and Caprine Pleuropneumonia: a research
community's recommendations for the development of better vaccines.
NPJ Vaccines, 5(1), 66. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41541-020-00214-2

Joy, A., Dunshea, F.R., Leury, B.J., Clarke, 1.J., DiGiacomo, K. & Chauhan, S.S.
(2020). Resilience of Small Ruminants to Climate Change and Increased
Environmental Temperature: A Review. Animals (Basel), 10(5).
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10050867

Kafle, K., Winter-Nelson, A. & Goldsmith, P. (2016). Does 25 cents more per day
make a difference? The impact of livestock transfer and development in
rural Zambia. Food Policy, 63(2016), 62-72.

Kajihara, M., Simuunza, M., Saasa, N., Dautu, G., Mori-Kajihara, A., Qiu, Y.,
Nakao, R., Eto, Y., Furumoto, H., Hang'ombe, B.M., Orba, Y., Sawa, H.,
Simulundu, E., Fukushi, S., Morikawa, S., Saijo, M., Arikawa, J.,
Kabilika, S., Monze, M., Mukonka, V., Mweene, A., Takada, A. &
Yoshimatsu, K. (2021). Serologic and molecular evidence for circulation
of Crimean-Congo hemorrhagic fever virus in ticks and cattle in Zambia.
PLoS Negl Trop Dis, 15(6), €0009452.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0009452

Kapoor, I. (2002). The devil's in the theory: A critical assessment of Robert
Chambers' work on participatory development. Third World Q, 23(1),
101-117. https://doi.org/10.1080/01436590220108199

Karimuribo, E., Chungu, G. & Kambarage, D.M. (2014). A qualitative assessment
of the risk of introducing Contagious Caprine Pleuropneumonia into
Zambia from south-western Tanzania. TVJ, 29(1).

Karimuribo, E.D., Loomu, P.M., Mellau, L.S. & Swai, E.S. (2011). Retrospective
study on sero-epidemiology of peste des petits ruminants before its
official confirmation in northern Tanzania in 2008. Res Opin Anim Vet
Sci, 1(3), 184-187.

113



Kaumbata, W., Banda, L., Mészaros, G., Gondwe, T., Woodward-Greene, M.J.,
Rosen, B.D., Van Tassell, C.P., Solkner, J. & Wurzinger, M. (2020).
Tangible and intangible benefits of local goats rearing in smallholder
farms in Malawi. Small Rumin Res, 187.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smallrumres.2020.106095

Keeling, L., Tunén, H., Olmos Antillon, G., Berg, C., Jones, M., Stuardo, L.,
Swanson, J., Wallenbeck, A., Winckler, C. & Blokhuis, H. (2019).
Animal Welfare and the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals.
Front Vet Sci, 6, 336. https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2019.00336

Kendall, C., Kerr, L.R., Gondim, R.C., Werneck, G.L., Macena, R.H., Pontes,
M.K., Johnston, L.G., Sabin, K. & McFarland, W. (2008). An empirical
comparison of respondent-driven sampling, time location sampling, and
snowball sampling for behavioral surveillance in men who have sex with
men, Fortaleza, Brazil. AIDS Behav, 12(4 Suppl), S97-104.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10461-008-9390-4

Kgotlele, T., Chota, A., Chubwa, C., Nyasebwa, O., Lyimo, B., Torsson, E.,
Karimuribo, E., Kasanga, C.J., Wensman, J.J., Misinzo, G., Shirima, G. &
Kusiluka, L. (2019). Detection of peste des petits ruminants and
concurrent secondary diseases in sheep and goats in Ngorongoro district,
Tanzania. Comp Clin Path, 28, 755-759.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s00580-018-2848-5

Kgotlele, T., Macha, E.S., Kasanga, C.J., Kusiluka, L.J., Karimuribo, E.D., Van
Doorsselaere, J., Wensman, J.J., Munir, M. & Misinzo, G. (2014). Partial
genetic characterization of peste des petits ruminants virus from goats in
northern and eastern Tanzania. Transbound Emerg Dis, 61 (Suppl 1), 56-
62. https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12229

Kgotlele, T., Torsson, E., Kasanga, C., Wensman, J.J. & Misinzo, G. (2016).
Seroprevalence of Peste Des Petits Ruminants virus from samples
collected in different regions of Tanzania in 2013 and 2015. J Vet Sci
Technol, 7(6).

Kifaro, E.G., Nkangaga, J., Joshua, G., Sallu, R., Yongolo, M., Dautu, G. &
Kasanga, C.J. (2014). Epidemiological study of Rift Valley fever virus in
Kigoma, Tanzania. Onderstepoort J Vet Res, 81(2), E1-5.
https://doi.org/10.4102/0jvr.v81i2.717

King, L. (2011). NEGLECTED ZOONOTIC DISEASES. In: Institute of Medicine
(US) Forum on Microbial Threats. The Causes and Impacts of Neglected
Tropical and Zoonotic Diseases: Opportunities for Integrated
Intervention Strategies. Washington (DC): National Academies Press
(US). https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK62511/

Kitching R.P. (2005) Global Epidemiology and Prospects for Control of Foot-
and-Mouth Disease. In: Mahy B.W. (eds) Foot-and-Mouth Disease
Virus. Current Topics in Microbiology and Immunology, vol 288.
Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg. https://doi.org/10.1007/3-540-27109-0_6

114



Kitching, R.P. & Hughes, G.J. (2002). Clinical variation in foot and mouth disease:
sheep and goats. Rev Sci Tech, 21(3), 505-12.
https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.21.3.1342

Kivaria, F.M. & Kapaga, A.M. (2002). Review of current problems and
shortcomings in the Tanzanian animal health information system with
suggestions on improvement. Onderstepoort J Vet Res, 69(4), 305-14.

Kivaria, F.M., Kwiatek, O., Kapaga, A.M., Swai, E.S., Libeau, G., Moshy, W.,
Mbyuzi, A.O. & Gladson, J. (2013). The incursion, persistence and spread
of peste des petits ruminants in Tanzania: Epidemiological patterns and
predictions. Onderstepoort J Vet Res, 80(1). 10 pages.
https://doi.org/10.4102/0jvr.v80il.593

Knight-Jones, T.J. & Rushton, J. (2013). The economic impacts of foot and mouth
disease - what are they, how big are they and where do they occur? Prev
Vet Med, 112(3-4), 161-73.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2013.07.013

Komba, E.V., Komba, E.V., Mkupasi, E.M., Mbyuzi, A.O., Mshamu, S.,
Luwumba, D., Busagwe, Z. & Mzula, A. (2012). Sanitary practices and
occurrence of zoonotic conditions in cattle at slaughter in Morogoro
Municipality, Tanzania: implications for public health. Tanzan J Health
Res, 14(2), 131-8. https://doi.org/10.4314/thrb.v14i2.6

Kosgey, I.S., Rowlands, G.J., van Arendonk, J.A.M. & Baker, R.L. (2008). Small
ruminant production in smallholder and pastoral/extensive farming
systems in Kenya. Small Rumin Res, 77(1), 11-24.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smallrumres.2008.02.005

Kruska, R.L., Reid, R.S., Thornton, P.K., Henninger, N. & Kristjanson, P.M.
(2003). Mapping livestock-oriented agricultural production systems for
the developing world. Agricultural Systems, 77(1), 39-63.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0308-521X(02)00085-9

Kusiluka, L.J., Ojeniyi, B., Friis, N.F., Kazwala, R.R. & Kokotovic, B. (2000a).
Mycoplasmas isolated from the respiratory tract of cattle and goats in
Tanzania. Acta Vet Scand, 41(3), 299-309.
https://doi.org/10.1186/bf03549638

Kusiluka, L.J., Semuguruka, W.D., Kazwala, R.R., Ojeniy, B. & Friis, N.F.
(2000b). Demonstration of Mycoplasma capricolum subsp.
capripneumoniae and Mycoplasma mycoides subsp. mycoides, small
colony type in outbreaks of caprine pleuropneumonia in eastern Tanzania.
Acta Vet Scand, 41(3), 311-9. https://doi.org/10.1186/bf03549639

Latino, L.R., Pica-Ciamarra, U. & Wisser, D. (2020). Africa: The livestock
revolution urbanizes. Glob Food Sec, 26, 100399.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2020.100399

Leslie, E.E.C., Geong, M., Abdurrahman, M., Ward, M.P. & Toribio, J.-A.L.M.L.
(2016). Live pig markets in eastern Indonesia: Trader characteristics,
biosecurity and implications for disease spread. Acta Trop, 155(2016), 95-
103. https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2015.12.014

115



Lichoti, J.K., Davies, J., Maru, Y., Kitala, P.M., Githigia, S.M., Okoth, E.,
Bukachi, S.A., Okuthe, S. & Bishop, R.P. (2017). Pig traders' networks on
the Kenya-Uganda border highlight potential for mitigation of African
swine fever virus transmission and improved ASF disease risk
management. Prev Vet Med, 140, 87-96.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2017.03.005

Lignereux, L., Chaber, A.L., Saegerman, C., Manso-Silvén, L., Peyraud, A.,
Apolloni, A. & Thiaucourt, F. (2018). Unexpected field observations and
transmission dynamics of contagious caprine pleuropneumonia in a sand
gazelle herd. Prev Vet Med, 157, 70-77.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2018.06.002

Limon, G., Gamawa, A.A., Ahmed, A.L., Lyons, N.A. & Beard, P.M. (2020).
Epidemiological Characteristics and Economic Impact of Lumpy Skin
Disease, Sheeppox and Goatpox Among Subsistence Farmers in
Northeast Nigeria. Front Vet Sci, 7, 8.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2020.00008

Litamoi, J.K., Wanyangu, S.W. & Simam, P.K. (1990). Isolation of Mycoplasma
biotype F38 from sheep in Kenya. Trop Anim Health Prod, 22(4), 260-2.
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02240409

Little, P. (2005). Unofficial trade when states are weak: the case of cross-border
commerce in the Horn of Africa. Research Paper 2005/013. In: UNU-
WIDER, Helsinki.

Lovelace, C.E.A., Lungu, J.C.N., Masebe, P.O.C., Sakala, B., Nyirenda, L.,
Sikazwe, G. & Mizinga, K.M. (1993). Reproductive performance of
Zambian goats under drought conditions. Improving the Productivity of
Indigenous African Livestock. IAEA-TECDOC, 708, 73-80.

Lubungu, M., Chapoto, A. & Tembo, G. (2012). Smallholder Farmers
Participation in Livestock Markets: The Case of Zambian Farmers.
Working Paper 66. Lusaka, Zambia.

Lubungu, M. & Mofya-Mukuka, R. (2012). The status of the smallholder livestock
sector in Zambia. Technical Report 1. Lusaka, Zambia.

Lysholm, S., Malmberg, M., Chenais, E. & Lindahl, J. (2020). Better than a ban:
Preventing the next pandemic with stronger biosecurity at live animal
markets. https://www.siani.se/news-story/better-than-a-ban-preventing-
the-next-pandemic-by-improving-biosecurity-at-live-animal-markets/

Mahapatra, M., Sayalel, K., Muniraju, M., Eblate, E., Fyumagwa, R., Shilinde, L.,
Mdaki, M., Keyyu, J., Parida, S. & Kock, R. (2015). Spillover of Peste
des Petits Ruminants Virus from Domestic to Wild Ruminants in the
Serengeti Ecosystem, Tanzania. Emerg Infect Dis, 21(12), 2230-4.
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid2112.150223

Makondo, C.C. & Thomas, D.S.G. (2020). Seasonal and intra-seasonal rainfall and
drought characteristics as indicators of climate change and variability in
Southern Africa: a focus on Kabwe and Livingstone in Zambia. Theor

116



Appl Climatol, 140(1-2), 271-284. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00704-019-
03029-x

Mansley, L.M., Dunlop, P.J., Whiteside, S.M. & Smith, R.G. (2003). Early
dissemination of foot-and-mouth disease virus through sheep marketing in
February 2001. Vet Rec, 153(2), 43-50.
https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.153.2.43

Mariner, J.C., Gachanja, J., Tindih, S.H. & Toye, P. (2017). A thermostable
presentation of the live, attenuated peste des petits ruminants vaccine in
use in Africa and Asia. Vaccine, 35(30), 3773-3779.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2017.05.040

Mathew, C. (2017). Infections associated with reproductive disorders in cattle in
Tanzania: occurrence, characterisation and impact. Department of
Production Animal Clinical Sciences. Oslo, Norway: Norweigan
University of Life Sciences.

Mbotha, D., Bett, B., Kairu-Wanyoike, S., Grace, D., Kihara, A., Wainaina, M.,
Hoppenheit, A., Clausen, P.H. & Lindahl, J. (2018). Inter-epidemic Rift
Valley fever virus seroconversions in an irrigation scheme in Bura, south-
east Kenya. Transbound Emerg Dis, 65(1), e55-e62.
https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12674

Mbyuzi, A.O., Komba, E.V., Kimera, S.I. & Kambarage, D.M. (2014). Sero-
prevalence and associated risk factors of peste des petits ruminants and
contagious caprine pleuro-pneumonia in goats and sheep in the Southern
Zone of Tanzania. Prev Vet Med, 116(1-2), 138-44.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2014.06.013

McSweeney, C., New, M. & Lizcano, G. (2006). UNDP Climate Change Country
Profiles: Tanzania. New York, USA.

Mellau, L.S.B., Kuya, S.L. & Wambura, P.N. (2009). Seroprevalence of
brucellosis in domestic ruminants in livestock-wildlife interface: A case
study of Ngorongoro Conservation Area, Arusha, Tanzania. TVJ, 26(1),
44-50.

Mfune, R.L., Mubanga, M., Silwambea, 1., Sagamiko, F., Mudenda, S., Daka, V.,
Godfroid, J., Hangombe, B.M. & Muma, J.B. (2021). Seroprevalence of
Bovine Brucellosis in Selected Districts of Zambia. Int J Environ Res
Public Health, 18(4). https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph 18041436

Miles, M. & Huberman, M. (1994). Qualitative data analysis: An expanded
sourcebook. 2 edition. Sage, California: Thousand Oaks.

Ministry of Fisheries and Livestock (2019). The 2017/2018 Livestock and
Aquaculture Census Summary report. Lusaka, Zambia.

Misinzo, G., Kgotlele, T., Muse, E.A., Van Doorsselaere, J., Berg, M. & Munir, M.
(2015). Peste des petits ruminants virus lineage II and IV From goats in
southern Tanzania during an outbreak in 2011. Hosts and Viruses, 2(1), 1.

MLFD (2010). Livestock sector development strategy. Dar Es Salaam, Tanzania.

Mohamed, M., Mosha, F., Mghamba, J., Zaki, S.R., Shieh, W.J., Paweska, J.,
Omulo, S., Gikundi, S., Mmbuji, P., Bloland, P., Zeidner, N., Kalinga, R.,

117



Breiman, R.F. & Njenga, M.K. (2010). Epidemiologic and clinical aspects
of a Rift Valley fever outbreak in humans in Tanzania, 2007. Am J Trop
Med Hyg, 83(2 Suppl), 22-7. https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.2010.09-0318

Monsalve-Arteaga, L., Alonso-Sardon, M., Mufioz Bellido, J.L., Vicente Santiago,
M.B., Vieira Lista, M.C., Lopez Aban, J., Muro, A. & Belhassen-Garcia,
M. (2020). Seroprevalence of Crimean-Congo hemorrhagic fever in
humans in the World Health Organization European region: A systematic
review. PLoS Negl Trop Dis, 14(3), e0008094.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0008094

Moonen, P. & Schrijver, R. (2000). Carriers of foot-and-mouth disease virus: a
review. Vet Q, 22(4), 193-7.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01652176.2000.9695056

Moore, J.D., Barr, B.C., Daft, B.M. & O'Connor, M.T. (1991). Pathology and
diagnosis of Coxiella burnetii infection in a goat herd. Vet Pathol, 28(1),
81-4. https://doi.org/10.1177/030098589102800112

Morita, C. (1988). Prevalence of Rift Valley Fever in Lusaka and Mazabuka,
Zambia. Zentralbl Veterinarmed B, 35(3), 157-60.
https://doi.org/10.1111/§.1439-0450.1988.tb00482.x

Mostafavi, E., Pourhossein, B., Esmaeili, S., Bagheri Amiri, F., Khakifirouz, S.,
Shah-Hosseini, N. & Tabatabaei, S.M. (2017). Seroepidemiology and risk
factors of Crimean-Congo Hemorrhagic Fever among butchers and
slaughterhouse workers in southeastern Iran. Int J Infect Dis, 64, 85-89.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].ijid.2017.09.008

Mpundu, P., Mbewe, A.R., Muma, J.B., Zgambo, J. & Munyeme, M. (2019).
Evaluation of Bacterial Contamination in Dressed Chickens in Lusaka
Abattoirs. Front Public Health, 7, 19.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2019.00019

Mubamba, C., Ramsay, G., Abolnik, C., Dautu, G. & Gummow, B. (2018).
Combining value chain and social network analysis as a viable tool for
informing targeted disease surveillance in the rural poultry sector of
Zambia. Transbound Emerg Dis, 65(6), 1786-1796.
https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12953

Muhangi, D., Masembe, C., Berg, M., Stdhl, K. & Ocaido, M. (2014). Practices in
the pig value chain in Uganda; implications to African swine fever
transmission. Livest Res Rural Dev, 26(5), 7 pp.

Mulenga, B., Kabisa, M. & Chapoto, A. (2019). Zambia Agriculture Status Report
2019. Lusaka, Zambia.

Muma, J.B., Godfroid, J., Samui, K.L. & Skjerve, E. (2007a). The role of Brucella
infection in abortions among traditional cattle reared in proximity to
wildlife on the Kafue flats of Zambia. Rev Sci Tech, 26(3), 721-30.

Muma, J.B., Samui, K., Munyeme, M., Lund, A., Ielsen, K., Chimana, H. &
Chisenga, C. (2008). Brucellosis in Rural Communities in Zambia and
Factors Associated with Increased anti-Brucella spp. antibody Presence.
UNZA Journal of Science and Technology, 12(2), 9-18.

118



Muma, J.B., Samui, K.L., Oloya, J., Munyeme, M. & Skjerve, E. (2007b). Risk
factors for brucellosis in indigenous cattle reared in livestock-wildlife
interface areas of Zambia. Prev Vet Med, 80(4), 306-17.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2007.03.003

Muma, J.B., Samui, K.L., Siamudaala, V.M., Oloya, J., Matop, G., Omer, M.K.,
Munyeme, M., Mubita, C. & Skjerve, E. (2006). Prevalence of antibodies
to Brucella spp. and individual risk factors of infection in traditional
cattle, goats and sheep reared in livestock-wildlife interface areas of
Zambia. Trop Anim Health Prod, 38(3), 195-206.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-006-4320-9

Muma, J.B., Syakalima, M., Munyeme, M., Zulu, V.C., Simuunza, M. & Kurata,
M. (2013). Bovine tuberculosis and brucellosis in traditionally managed
livestock in selected districts of southern province of zambia. Vet Med Int,
2013, 730367. https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/730367

Muse, E.A., Karimuribo, E.D., Gitao, G.C., Misinzo, G., Mellau, L.S., Msoffe,
P.L., Swai, E.S. & Albano, M.O. (2012). Epidemiological investigation
into the introduction and factors for spread of Peste des Petits Ruminants,
southern Tanzania. Onderstepoort J Vet Res, 79(2), 457.
https://doi.org/10.4102/0jvr.v79i2.457

Mweene, A.S., Pandey, G.S., Sinyangwe, P., Nambota, A., Samui, K. & Kida, H.
(1996). Viral diseases of livestock in Zambia. Jpn J Vet Res, 44(2), 89-
105.

Nabukenya, 1., Kaddu-Mulindwa, D. & Nasinyama, G.W. (2013). Survey of
Brucella infection and malaria among Abattoir workers in Kampala and
Mbarara Districts, Uganda. BMC Public Health, 13, 901.
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-13-901

Naguib, M.M,, Li, R, Ling, J., Grace, D., Nguyen-Viet, H. & Lindahl, J.F. (2021).
Live and Wet Markets: Food Access versus the Risk of Disease
Emergence. Trends Microbiol, 29(7), 573-581.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tim.2021.02.007

Namazi, F. & Khodakaram Tafti, A. (2021). Lumpy skin disease, an emerging
transboundary viral disease: A review. Vet Med Sci, 7(3), 888-896.
https://doi.org/10.1002/vms3.434

Namonje-Kapembwa, Chiwawa, H. & Sitko, N. (2016). Value Chain Analysis of
Goats in Zambia: Challenges and Opportunities of Linking Smallholders
to Markets. Working Paper 117. Lusaka (Zambia).

Nasirian, H. (2020). New aspects about Crimean-Congo hemorrhagic fever
(CCHF) cases and associated fatality trends: A global systematic review
and meta-analysis. Comp Immunol Microbiol Infect Dis, 69, 101429.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cimid.2020.101429

Naylor, R., Hamilton-Webb, A., Little, R. & Maye, D. (2016). The ‘Good Farmer’:
Farmer Identities and the Control of Exotic Livestock Disease in England.
Sociol Ruralis, 58(1), 3-19. https://doi.org/10.1111/soru.12127

119



Ndalama, E., Mdegela, R.H. & Nonga, H.E. (2013). Assessment of hygienic
practices and faecal contamination of beef at Vingunguti slaughterhouse
in Dar es salaam, Tanzania. TVJ, 28(2), 16-25.

Neumann, C.G., Bwibo, N.O., Murphy, S.P., Sigman, M., Whaley, S., Allen, L.H.,
Guthrie, D., Weiss, R.E. & Demment, M.W. (2003). Animal source foods
improve dietary quality, micronutrient status, growth and cognitive
function in Kenyan school children: background, study design and
baseline findings. J Nutr, 133(11 Suppl 2), 3941s5-3949s.
https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/133.11.39418S

Neupane, D., Khanal, V., Ghimire, K., Aro, A.R. & Leppin, A. (2012).
Knowledge, attitudes and practices related to avian influenza among
poultry workers in Nepal: a cross sectional study. BMC Infect Dis, 12, 76.
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2334-12-76

Ngoma, H., Lupiya, P., Kabisa, M. & Hartley, F. (2020). Impacts of climate
change on agriculture and household welfare in Zambia - an economy-
wide analysis. SA-TIED Working paper #132.

Nonga, H.E., Sells, P. & Karimuribo, E.D. (2010). Occurrences of thermophilic
Campylobacter in cattle slaughtered at Morogoro municipal abattoir,
Tanzania. Trop Anim Health Prod, 42(1), 73-8.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-009-9387-7

Nthiwa, D., Alonso, S., Odongo, D., Kenya, E. & Bett, B. (2019). Zoonotic
Pathogen Seroprevalence in Cattle in a Wildlife-Livestock Interface,
Kenya. Ecohealth, 16(4), 712-725. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10393-019-
01453-7

OIE (2009). Contagious Caprine Pleuropneumonia - Technical disease card. Paris,
France.

OIE (2013a). Foot and mouth disease. Technical Disease Cards. Paris, France.

OIE (2013b). Sheep Pox and Goat Pox-Technical disease card. Paris, France.

OIE (2013c). Event summary: Peste des petits ruminants, Angola.
https://www.oie.int/wahis_2/public/wahid.php/Reviewreport/Review/vie
wsummary?fupser=&dothis=&reportid=12408

OIE (2016). Peste des petits ruminants, Zambia Final report.
https://www.oie.int/wahis_2/public/wahid.php/Reviewreport/Review?rep
ortid=19686

OIE (2018a). Q fever. Terrestrial Manual. Chapter 3.1.16. . Paris, France.

OIE (2018b). Event summary: Peste des petits ruminants, Bulgaria.
https://www.oie.int/wahis_2/public/wahid.php/Reviewreport/Review/vie
wsummary?reportid=30943

OIE (2018c). Brucellosis (Brucella abortus, B.melitensis and B.suis) (Infection
with B.abortus, B.melitensis and B.suis). Terrestrial Manual. Chapter
3.1.4. Paris, France.

OIE (2018d). Ovine Epididymitis. OIE Terrestrial Manual. Chapter 3.8.7. Paris,
France.

120



OIE (2018e). Foot and mouth disease. https://www.oie.int/en/disease/foot-and-
mouth-disease/

OIE (2018f). Crimean-Congo Haemorrhagic Fever. Terrestrial Manual. Chapter
3.1.5. Paris, France.

OIE (2018g). Rift Valley fever (Infection with Rift Valley fever virus). Terrestrial
Manual. Chapter 3.1.18. Paris, France.

OIE (2019). Rift Valley Fever. Technical Disease Cards. Paris, France.

OIE (2020). Peste des petits ruminants. Technical disease cards. Paris, France.

OIE (2021). Foot and mouth disease (infection with foot and mouth disease virus).
Terrestrial Manual. Chapter 3.1.8. Paris, France.

OIE & FAO (2004). The Global Framework for the Progressive Control of
Transboundary Animal Diseases (GF-TADs). Paris (France).

OIE & FAO (2015). Global Strategy for the Control and Eradication of PPR.
Rome.

Olmos Antillon, G., Tundn, H., de Oliveira, D., Jones, M., Wallenbeck, A.,
Swanson, J., Blokhuis, H. & Keeling, L. (2021). Animal welfare and the
united nations’ sustainable development goals—broadening students’
perspectives. Sustainability (Switzerland), 13(6).
https://doi.org/10.3390/sul13063328

Omondi, [.A., Baltenweck, I., Drucker, A.G., Obare, G.A. & Zander, K.K. (2008).
Valuing goat genetic resources: a pro-poor growth strategy in the Kenyan
semi-arid tropics. Trop Anim Health Prod, 40(8), 583-96.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-008-9137-2

Orskov, E.R. (2011). Goat production on a global basis. Small Rumin Res, 98(1-3),
9-11. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smallrumres.2011.03.009

Ortiz-Pelaez, A., Pfeiffer, D.U., Soares-Magalhies, R.J. & Guitian, F.J. (2006).
Use of social network analysis to characterize the pattern of animal
movements in the initial phases of the 2001 foot and mouth disease
(FMD) epidemic in the UK. Prev Vet Med, 76(1-2), 40-55.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2006.04.007

Osmani, A., Robertson, I.D. & Habib, 1. (2021). Seroprevalence and risk factors
for foot-and-mouth disease in cattle in Baghlan Province, Afghanistan.
Vet Med Sci. https://doi.org/10.1002/vms3.477

Otte, J., Costales, A., Dijkman, J., Pica-Ciamarra, U., Robinson, T., Ahuja, V., Ly,
C. & Roland-Holst, D. (2012). Livestock sector development for poverty
reduction: an economic and policy perspective - Livestock’s many virtues.
Rome: Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations.

Otte, M. & Chilonda, P. (2002). Cattle and small ruminant production systems in
sub-Saharan Africa - A systematic review. Rome.

Otte, M., Nugent, R. & McLeod, A. (2004). Transboundary Animal Diseases:
Assessment of socio-economic impacts and institutional responses.
Livestock Policy Discussion Paper No. 9.

Parida, S., Couacy-Hymann, E., Pope, R.A., Mahapatra, M., El Harrak, M.,
Brownlie, J. & Banyard, A.C. (2015a). Pathology of peste des petits

121



ruminants. In: Munir M. (eds) Peste des petits ruminants virus. Springer,
Berlin, Heidelberg. 51-67.

Parida, S., Muniraju, M., Altan, E., Baazizi, R., Raj, G.D. & Mahapatra, M. (2016).
Emergence of PPR and its threat to Europe. Small Rumin Res, 142, 16-21.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smallrumres.2016.02.018

Parida, S., Muniraju, M., Mahapatra, M., Muthuchelvan, D., Buczkowski, H. &
Banyard, A.C. (2015b). Peste des petits ruminants. Vet Microbiol, 181(1-
2), 90-106. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2015.08.009

Parliament of Zambia. Stock Disease Act. Lusaka, Zambia: Parliament of Zambia.

Parliament of Zambia. Animal Health Act. Lusaka, Zambia: Parliament of Zambia.

Paton, D.J., Gubbins, S. & King, D.P. (2018). Understanding the transmission of
foot-and-mouth disease virus at different scales. Curr Opin Virol, 28, 85-
91. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2017.11.013

Peacock, C. (2005). Goats - A pathway out of poverty. Small Rumin Res, 60(1-2
SPEC. ISS.), 179-186. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smallrumres.2005.06.01 1

Pepin, M., Bouloy, M., Bird, B.H., Kemp, A. & Paweska, J. (2010). Rift Valley
fever virus(Bunyaviridae: Phlebovirus): an update on pathogenesis,
molecular epidemiology, vectors, diagnostics and prevention. Vet Res,
41(6), 61. https://doi.org/10.1051/vetres/2010033

Perry, B. & Grace, D. (2009). The impacts of livestock diseases and their control
on growth and development processes that are pro-poor. Philos Trans R
Soc Lond B Biol Sci, 364(1530), 2643-55.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2009.0097

Perry, B.D. & Hedger, R.S. (1984). History and epidemiology of foot-and mouth
disease in Zambia: A review. Trop Anim Health Prod, 16, 107-114.

Perry, B.D., Randolph, T.E., McDermott, J.J., Scones, K.R. & Thornton, P.K.
(2002). Investing in animal health research to alleviate poverty. Nairobi
(Kenya): ILRI.

Phiri, N., Mainda, G., Mukuma, M., Sinyangwe, N.N., Banda, L.J., Kwenda, G.,
Muonga, E.M., Flavien, B.N., Mwansa, M., Yamba, K., Munyeme, M. &
Muma, J.B. (2020). Antibiotic-resistant Salmonella species and
Escherichia coli in broiler chickens from 2 farms, abattoirs and open
markets in selected districts of Zambia. J Epidemiol Res, 6(1), 13-21.

Pica, G., Pica-Ciamarra, U. & Otte, J. (2008). The Livestock Sector in the World
Development Report 2008: Re-assessing the Policy Priorities. PPLPI
Research Report 08-07. Rome.

Pica-Ciamarra, U., Tasciotti, L., Otte, J. & Zezza, A. (2011). Livestock assets,
livestock income and rural households - Cross-country evidence from
household surveys. Rome.

Picado, A., Speybroeck, N., Kivaria, F., Mosha, R.M., Sumaye, R.D., Casal, J. &
Berkvens, D. (2011). Foot-and-mouth disease in Tanzania from 2001 to
2006. Transbound Emerg Dis, 58(1), 44-52.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1865-1682.2010.01180.x

122



Porten, K., Rissland, J., Tigges, A., Broll, S., Hopp, W., Lunemann, M., van
Treeck, U., Kimmig, P., Brockmann, S.O., Wagner-Wiening, C.,
Hellenbrand, W. & Buchholz, U. (2006). A super-spreading ewe infects
hundreds with Q fever at a farmers' market in Germany. BMC Infect Dis,
6, 147. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2334-6-147

Pradére, J.P. (2014). Improving animal health and livestock productivity to reduce
poverty. Rev Sci Tech, 33(3), 735-44, 723-34.

Qiu, Y., Nakao, R., Namangala, B. & Sugimoto, C. (2013). First genetic detection
of Coxiella burnetii in Zambian livestock. Am J Trop Med Hyg, 89(3),
518-9. https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.13-0162

Rahman, A.U., Dhama, K., Ali, Q., Hussain, I., Oneeb, M., Chaudhary, U.,
Wensman, J.J. & Shabbir, M.Z. (2020). Peste des petits ruminants in large
ruminants, camels and unusual hosts. Ver Q, 40(1), 35-42.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01652176.2020.1714096

Rahman, A.U., Wensman, J.J., Abubakar, M., Shabbir, M.Z. & Rossiter, P. (2018).
Peste des petits ruminants in wild ungulates. Trop Anim Health Prod,
50(8), 1815-1819. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-018-1623-6

Rai, M.A., Khanani, M.R., Warraich, H.J., Hayat, A. & Ali, S.H. (2008). Crimean-
Congo hemorrhagic fever in Pakistan. J Med Virol, 80(6), 1004-6.
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmv.21159

Ramirez Villegas, J. & Thornton, P.K. (2015). Climate change impacts on African
crop production. CCAFS Working Paper.

Rao, T.V. & Bandyopadhyay, S.K. (2000). A comprehensive review of goat pox
and sheep pox and their diagnosis. Anim Health Res Rev, 1(2), 127-36.
https://doi.org/10.1017/s14662523000001 16

Ray, T.K., Hutin, Y.J. & Murhekar, M.V. (2009). Cutaneous anthrax, West Bengal,
India, 2007. Emerg Infect Dis, 15(3), 497-9.
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1503.080972

Ren, L.L., Wang, Y.M., Wu, Z.Q., Xiang, Z.C., Guo, L., Xu, T., Jiang, Y.Z.,
Xiong, Y., Li, Y.J.,, Li, X.W., Li, H., Fan, G.H., Gu, X.Y., Xiao, Y., Gao,
H., Xu, J.Y., Yang, F., Wang, X.M., Wu, C., Chen, L., Liu, Y.W., Liu, B.,
Yang, J., Wang, X.R., Dong, J., Li, L., Huang, C.L., Zhao, J.P., Hu, Y.,
Cheng, Z.S., Liu, L.L., Qian, Z.H., Qin, C., Jin, Q., Cao, B. & Wang, J.W.
(2020). Identification of a novel coronavirus causing severe pneumonia in
human: a descriptive study. Chin Med J (Engl), 133(9), 1015-1024.
https://doi.org/10.1097/cm9.0000000000000722

Robinson, S.E. & Christley, R.M. (2007). Exploring the role of auction markets in
cattle movements within Great Britain. Prev Vet Med, 81(1-3), 21-37.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2007.04.011

Robinson, T.P., Thornton, P.K., Franceschini, G., Kruska, R., Chiozza, F.,
Notenbaert, A., Cecchi, G., Herrero, M., Epprecht, M., Fritz, S., You, L.,
Conchedda, G. & See, L. (2011). Global livestock production systems.
Rome.

123



Robson, C. (2011). Real World Research: A Resource for Users of Social Research
Methods in Applied Settings. 3 edition. John Wiley & Sons Ltd.

Roe, D. & Lee, T.M. (2021). Possible negative consequences of a wildlife trade
ban. Nature Sustainability, 4(1), 5-6.

Roeder, P. & Obi, T. (1999). Recognizing PPR a field manual. Rome.

Roest, H.I., Tilburg, J.J., van der Hoek, W., Vellema, P., van Zijderveld, F.G.,
Klaassen, C.H. & Raoult, D. (2011). The Q fever epidemic in The
Netherlands: history, onset, response and reflection. Epidemiol Infect,
139(1), 1-12. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0950268810002268

Rogan, W.J. & Gladen, B. (1978). Estimating prevalence from the results of a
screening test. Am J Epidemiol, 107(1), 71-6.
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.aje.al 12510

Rossetti, C.A., Arenas-Gamboa, A.M. & Maurizio, E. (2017). Caprine brucellosis:
A historically neglected disease with significant impact on public health.
PLoS Negl Trop Dis, 11(8), €0005692.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005692

Rossiter, P.B. & Al Hammadi, N. (2008). Living with transboundary animal
diseases (TADs). Trop Anim Health Prod, 41(7), 999.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-008-9266-7

Rousset, E., Lurier, T., Jourdain, E. & Thiéry, R. (2021). Diagnostic methods for Q
fever in ruminants: contribution to the validation of performances and to
their harmonization. In: Gemeinsamen Arbeitstagung der Nationalen
Referenzlabore Chlamydiose, Q-Fieber, Paratuberkulose und
Tuberkulose der Rinder-Online-Tagung veranstaltet. 13.

Rushton, J., Uggla, A. & Magnusson, U. (2017). Animal health in development —
its role for poverty reduction and human welfare. Stockholm, Sweden.

Saasa, N., Kajihara, M., Dautu, G., Mori-Kajihara, A., Fukushi, S., Sinkala, Y.,
Morikawa, S., Mweene, A., Takada, A., Yoshimatsu, K. & Arikawa, J.
(2018). Expression of a Recombinant Nucleocapsid Protein of Rift Valley
Fever Virus in Vero Cells as an Immunofluorescence Antigen and Its Use
for Serosurveillance in Traditional Cattle Herds in Zambia. Vector Borne
Zoonotic Dis, 18(5), 273-277. https://doi.org/10.1089/vbz.2017.2186

SADC (2012). Southern African Development Community (SADC) control strategy
for peste des petit ruminants (PPR).

Saghir, J. & Santoro, J. (2018). Urbanization in Sub-Saharan Africa - Meeting
Challenges by Bridging Stakeholders. Washington DC, USA. https://csis-
website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-
public/publication/180411 Saghir UrbanizationAfrica Web.pdf

Samui, K.L., Inoue, S., Mweene, A.S., Nambota, A.M., Mlangwa, J.E., Chilonda,
P., Onuma, M. & Morita, C. (1997). Distribution of Rift Valley fever
among cattle in Zambia. Jpn J Med Sci Biol, 50(2), 73-7.
https://doi.org/10.7883/yoken1952.50.73

124



Sanford, S.E., Josephson, G.K. & MacDonald, A. (1994). Coxiella burnetii (Q
fever) abortion storms in goat herds after attendance at an annual fair. Can
Vet J, 35(6), 376-8.

Saunders, F.P. (2016). Complex Shades of Green: Gradually Changing Notions of
the ‘Good Farmer’ in a Swedish Context. Sociol Ruralis, 56(3).
https://doi.org/10.1111/soru.12115

Scoones, I. & Wolmer, W. (20006). Livestock, Disease, Trade and Markets: Policy
Choices for the Livestock Sector in Africa. Working Paper 269. Brighton,
UK.

Seleem, M.N., Boyle, S.M. & Sriranganathan, N. (2010). Brucellosis: a re-
emerging zoonosis. Vet Microbiol, 140(3-4), 392-8.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2009.06.021

Serdeczny, O., Adams, S., Baarsch, F., Coumou, D., Robinson, A., Hare, W_,
Schaeffer, M., Perrette, M. & Reinhardt, J. (2017). Climate change
impacts in Sub-Saharan Africa: from physical changes to their social
repercussions. Reg Environ Change, 17(6), 1585-1600.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-015-0910-2

Sherman, D.M. (2011). The spread of pathogens through trade in small ruminants
and their products. Rev Sci Tech, 30(1), 207-17.
https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.30.1.2036

Shirima, G.M. & Kunda, J.S. (2016). Prevalence of brucellosis in the human,
livestock and wildlife interface areas of Serengeti National Park,
Tanzania. Onderstepoort J Vet Res, 83(1), al032.
https://doi.org/10.4102/0jvr.v83il.1032

Shortall, O., Sutherland, L.-A., Ruston, A. & Kaler, J. (2017). True Cowmen and
Commercial Farmers: Exploring Vets’ and Diary Farmers’ Contrasting
Views of ‘Good Farming’ in Relation to Biosecurity. Sociol Ruralis,
58(3), 583-603. https://doi.org/10.1111/soru.12205

Sindato, C., Karimuribo, E.D., Pfeiffer, D.U., Mboera, L.E., Kivaria, F., Dautu, G.,
Bernard, B. & Paweska, J.T. (2014). Spatial and temporal pattern of Rift
Valley fever outbreaks in Tanzania; 1930 to 2007. PLoS One, 9(2),
e88897. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0088897

Sinkala, Y., Simuunza, M., Muma, J.B., Pfeiffer, D.U., Kasanga, C.J. & Mweene,
A. (2014a). Foot and mouth disease in Zambia: spatial and temporal
distributions of outbreaks, assessment of clusters and implications for
control. Onderstepoort J Vet Res, 81(2), E1-6.
https://doi.org/10.4102/0jvr.v81i2.741

Sinkala, Y., Simuunza, M., Pfeiffer, D.U., Munang'andu, H.M., Mulumba, M.,
Kasanga, C.J., Muma, J.B. & Mweene, A.S. (2014b). Challenges and
economic implications in the control of foot and mouth disease in sub-
saharan Africa: lessons from the zambian experience. Vet Med Int, 2014,
373921. https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/373921

Smith, J., Sones, K., Grace, D., MacMillan, S., Tarawali, S. & Herrero, M. (2013).
Beyond milk, meat, and eggs: Role of livestock in food and nutrition

125



security. Animal Frontiers, 3(1), 6-13. https://doi.org/10.2527/af.2013-
0002

Smith, M.C. & Sherman, D.M. (2009). Goat Medicine. 2nd Edition edition. Iowa,
USA: Wiley-Blackwell.

Southwold-Llewellyn, S. (2002). Methods and Techniques for Field Research.
Wageningen, The Netherlands: Wageningen Agricultural University.

Spengler, J.R., Bergeron, E. & Rollin, P.E. (2016). Seroepidemiological Studies of
Crimean-Congo Hemorrhagic Fever Virus in Domestic and Wild
Animals. PLoS Negl Trop Dis, 10(1), e0004210.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004210

Spiegel, K.A. & Havas, K.A. (2019). The socioeconomic factors surrounding the
initial emergence of peste des petits ruminants in Kenya, Uganda, and
Tanzania from 2006 through 2008. Transbound Emerg Dis, 66(2), 627-
633. https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.13116

Strauss, A. & Corbin, J. (1990). Basics of qualitative research: Grounded theory
procedures and techniques. Newbury Park, CA: Sage.

Sumaye, R.D., Geubbels, E., Mbeyela, E. & Berkvens, D. (2013). Inter-epidemic
transmission of Rift Valley fever in livestock in the Kilombero River
Valley, Tanzania: a cross-sectional survey. PLoS Negl Trop Dis, 7(8),
€2356. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002356

Sutherland, L.-A. & Darnhofer, I. (2012). Of organic farmers and ‘good farmers’:
Changing habitus in rural England. J Rural Stud, 28, 232-240.

Suzuki, E. (2019). World’s population will continue to grow and will reach nearly
10 billion by 2050. https://blogs.worldbank.org/opendata/worlds-
population-will-continue-grow-and-will-reach-nearly-10-billion-2050

Swai, E.S., Kaaya, J.E. & Noah, E.Y. (2013). Antibody response to Mycoplasma
capricolum subsp. capripneumoniae bacterium in small holder dairy goats
in Tanzania. Trop Anim Health Prod, 45(7), 1603-8.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-013-0405-4

Swai, E.S., Kapaga, A., Kivaria, F., Tinuga, D., Joshua, G. & Sanka, P. (2009).
Prevalence and distribution of Peste des petits ruminants virus antibodies
in various districts of Tanzania. Vet Res Commun, 33(8), 927-36.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11259-009-9311-7

Tembo, G., Tembo, A., Goma, F., Kapekele, E. & Sambo, J. (2014). Livelihood
Activities and the Role of Livestock in Smallholder Farming
Communities of Southern Zambia. Open J Soc Sci, 2, 299-307.

The World Bank (2011). World livestock disease atlas: a quantitative analysis of
global animal health data (2006-2009). Washington DC.

The World Bank (2021). The World Bank Data. https://data.worldbank.org

Thiaucourt, F. & Bolske, G. (1996). Contagious caprine pleuropneumonia and
other pulmonary mycoplasmoses of sheep and goats. Rev Sci Tech, 15(4),
1397-414. https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.15.4.990

126



Thornton, P.K. (2010). Livestock production: recent trends, future prospects.
Philos Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci, 365(1554), 2853-67.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2010.0134

Thrusfield, M. (2005). Surveys. In: Veterinary Epidemiology. Third Edition.
Oxford, UK: Wiley-Blackwell. 228-246.

Timmer, P. (2005). Agriculture and Pro-Poor Growth: An Asian Perspective.
Working Paper Number 63. Washington DC, USA.

Torsson, E., Berg, M., Misinzo, G., Herbe, 1., Kgotlele, T., Paarni, M., Roos, N.,
Blomstrom, A.L., Stahl, K. & Johansson Wensman, J. (2017).
Seroprevalence and risk factors for peste des petits ruminants and selected
differential diagnosis in sheep and goats in Tanzania. Infect Ecol
Epidemiol, 7(1), 1368336.
https://doi.org/10.1080/20008686.2017.1368336

Torsson, E., Kgotlele, T., Berg, M., Mtui-Malamsha, N., Swai, E.S., Wensman, J.J.
& Misinzo, G. (2016). History and current status of peste des petits
ruminants virus in Tanzania. Infect Ecol Epidemiol, 6(1), 32701.
https://doi.org/10.3402/iee.v6.32701

Tounkara, K., Kwiatek, O., Niang, M., Abou Kounta Sidibe, C., Sery, A., Dakouo,
M., Salami, H., Lo, M.M., Ba, A., Diop, M., El Mamy, A.B., El Arbi,
A.S., Barry, Y., Isselmou, E., Habiboullah, H., Lella, A.S., Doumbia, B.,
Gueya, M.B., Savadogo, J., Ouattara, L., Minougou, G., Libeau, G. &
Bataille, A. (2019). Genetic Evidence for Transboundary Circulation of
Peste Des Petits Ruminants Across West Africa. Front Vet Sci, 6, 275.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2019.00275

Tshilenge, G.M., Walandila, J.S., Kikukama, D.B., Masumu, J., Katshay Balowa,
L., Cattoli, G., Bushu, E., Mpiana Tshipambe, S. & Dundon, W.G.
(2019). Peste des petits ruminants viruses of lineages II and III identified
in the Democratic Republic of the Congo. Vet Microbiol, 239, 108493.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2019.108493

Tuppurainen, E.S., Pearson, C.R., Bachanek-Bankowska, K., Knowles, N.J.,
Amareen, S., Frost, L., Henstock, M.R., Lamien, C.E., Diallo, A. &
Mertens, P.P. (2014). Characterization of sheep pox virus vaccine for
cattle against lumpy skin disease virus. Antiviral Res, 109(100), 1-6.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2014.06.009

Tuppurainen, E.S.M., Venter, E.H., Shisler, J.L., Gari, G., Mekonnen, G.A., Juleff,
N., Lyons, N.A., De Clercq, K., Upton, C., Bowden, T.R., Babiuk, S. &
Babiuk, L.A. (2017). Review: Capripoxvirus Diseases: Current Status and
Opportunities for Control. Transbound Emerg Dis, 64(3), 729-745.
https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12444

United Nations (2021). LDCs at a Glance.

https://www.un.org/development/desa/dpad/least-developed-country-
category/ldcs-at-a-glance.html

United Republic of Tanzania (2017). 2016/17 Annual Agriculture Sample Survey

Crop & Livestock Report. Dar Es Salaam, Tanzania.

127



https://www.nbs.go.tz/nbs/takwimu/Agriculture/2016-
17_AASS%20Report%20_Final.pdf.

Vosloo, W., Bastos, A.D., Sangare, O., Hargreaves, S.K. & Thomson, G.R. (2002).
Review of the status and control of foot and mouth disease in sub-Saharan
Africa. Rev Sci Tech, 21(3), 437-49.
https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.21.3.1349

Wamalwa, K., Castiello, M., Ombui, J.N. & Gathuma, J. (2012). Capacity
building: benchmark for production of meat with low levels of bacterial
contamination in local slaughterhouses in Somaliland. Trop Anim Health
Prod, 44(3), 427-33. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-011-9914-1

Wan, X.F., Dong, L., Lan, Y., Long, L.P., Xu, C., Zou, S., Li, Z., Wen, L., Cai, Z.,
Wang, W., Li, X., Yuan, F., Sui, H., Zhang, Y., Dong, J., Sun, S., Gao,
Y., Wang, M., Bai, T., Yang, L., Li, D., Yang, W., Yu, H., Wang, S.,
Feng, Z., Wang, Y., Guo, Y., Webby, R.J. & Shu, Y. (2011). Indications
that live poultry markets are a major source of human H5N1 influenza
virus infection in China. J Virol, 85(24), 13432-8.
https://doi.org/10.1128/jvi.05266-11

Wensman, J.J., Lindahl, J., Wachtmeister, N., Torsson, E., Gwakisa, P., Kasanga,
C. & Misinzo, G. (2015). A study of Rift Valley fever virus in Morogoro
and Arusha regions of Tanzania - serology and farmers' perceptions.
Infect Ecol Epidemiol, 5,30025. https://doi.org/10.3402/iee.v5.30025

Whitehouse, C.A. (2004). Crimean-Congo hemorrhagic fever. Antiviral Res, 64(3),
145-60. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.antiviral.2004.08.001

WHO (2012). Research Priorities for Zoonoses and Marginalized Infections -
Technical report of the TDR Disease Reference Group on Zoonoses and
Marginalized Infectious Diseases of Poverty.

WHO (2015). WHO estimates of the global burden of foodborne diseases:
foodborne disease burden epidemiology reference group 2007-2015.
WHO Press, Geneva, Switzerland.

WHO (2018). Rift Valley fever. https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-
sheets/detail/rift-valley-fever

WHO (2021). Reducing public health risks associated with the sale of live wild
animals of mammalian species in traditional food markets. Geneva.

WHO, FAO & OIE (2006). The Control of Neglected Zoonotic Diseases - a route
to poverty alleviation. Report of a joint WHO/DFID-AHP Meeting with
the participation of FAO and OIE. Geneva, Switzerland: Organization,
W.H.

Wright, D., Kortekaas, J., Bowden, T.A. & Warimwe, G.M. (2019). Rift Valley
fever: biology and epidemiology. J Gen Virol, 100(8), 1187-1199.
https://doi.org/10.1099/jgv.0.001296

Xiao, X., Newman, C., Buesching, C.D., Macdonald, D.W. & Zhou, Z.M. (2021).
Animal sales from Wuhan wet markets immediately prior to the COVID-
19 pandemic. Sci Rep, 11(1), 11898. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-
91470-2

128



Yin, R. (1994). Case study research: Design and methods. 2 ed edition. Thousand
Oaks, California: Sage.

Yu, Q., Liu, L., Pu, J., Zhao, J., Sun, Y., Shen, G., Wei, H., Zhu, J., Zheng, R.,
Xiong, D., Liu, X. & Liu, J. (2013). Risk perceptions for avian influenza
virus infection among poultry workers, China. Emerg Infect Dis, 19(2),
313-6. https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1902.120251

Yuan, J., Lau, E.H,, Li, K., Leung, Y.H., Yang, Z., Xie, C., Liu, Y., Liu, Y., Ma,
X., Liu, J, Li, X., Chen, K., Luo, L., Di, B., Cowling, B.J., Tang, X.,
Leung, G.M., Wang, M. & Peiris, M. (2015). Effect of Live Poultry
Market Closure on Avian Influenza A(H7N9) Virus Activity in
Guangzhou, China, 2014. Emerg Infect Dis, 21(10), 1784-93.
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid2110.150623

Zhang, T., Bi, Y., Tian, H., Li, X, Liu, D., Wu, Y., Jin, T., Wang, Y., Chen, Q.,
Chen, Z., Chang, J., Gao, G.F. & Xu, B. (2014). Human infection with
influenza virus A(HION8) from live poultry markets, China, 2014. Emerg
Infect Dis, 20(12), 2076-9. https://doi.org/10.3201/eid2012.140911

Zhang, X., Chen, X., Zhang, Z., Roy, A. & Shen, Y. (2020). Strategies to trace
back the origin of COVID-19. J Infect, 80(6), e39-e40.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jinf.2020.03.032

Zhou, J., Wu, J., Zeng, X., Huang, G., Zou, L., Song, Y., Gopinath, D., Zhang, X.,
Kang, M., Lin, J., Cowling, B.J., Lindsley, W.G., Ke, C., Peiris, J.S. &
Yen, H.L. (2016). Isolation of HSN6, H7N9 and HIN2 avian influenza A
viruses from air sampled at live poultry markets in China, 2014 and 2015.
Euro Surveill, 21(35). https://doi.org/10.2807/1560-
7917.Es.2016.21.35.30331

Zhou, X., Li, Y., Wang, Y., Edwards, J., Guo, F., Clements, A.C., Huang, B. &
Magalhaes, R.J. (2015). The role of live poultry movement and live bird
market biosecurity in the epidemiology of influenza A (H7N9): A cross-
sectional observational study in four eastern China provinces. J Infect,
71(4), 470-9. https://doi.org/10.1016/1.jinf.2015.06.012

129






Popular science summary

Sheep and goats play an important role for poor people in the Global
South. They are comparatively cheap to buy and keep, and they can survive
under harsh conditions. As such they are important sources of meat, milk
and hides, as well as of income and savings. Therefore, when these animals
get ill it can have a serious impact on peoples’ livelihood. The impact can
be particularly large following an outbreak of a transboundary disease.
Transboundary diseases are infectious diseases that can spread quickly over
large distances, for example between countries and regions. They can cause
high rates of disease and death and are therefore a constant threat to
peoples’ livelihoods and society. Some transboundary diseases are also
zoonotic, which means that they can infect and cause disease in both
humans and animals.

In order to minimise the occurrence of transboundary diseases, it is
important to identify the areas in which they are present. It is equally
essential to identify the mechanisms that contribute to their spread. This
thesis focused on determining the presence of selected transboundary
diseases in blood samples collected from sheep and goats. The impacts of
potential risk factors were also studied, focusing on the effects of trade and
proximity to international borders. In addition, we investigated how traders
and slaughterhouse workers understand and act on diseases in sheep and
goats, and how this can lead to increased or decreased risks of disease
spread. Lastly, we studied the presence of zoonotic diseases at two sheep
and goat markets in Zambia, and the potential impact of this presence on
human health.

In the first paper, we investigated the presence of the transboundary
diseases peste des petits ruminants (PPR), foot and mouth disease (FMD),
sheeppox and goatpox (SGP), Rift Valley fever (RVF) and brucellosis in
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sheep and goats in the Tanzania-Zambia border region. The paper also
analysed the impact of potential risk factors, focusing on trade and
proximity to an international border. The results indicated that most of the
above-mentioned diseases are present. However, whether SGP occurs in the
region or not, and whether PPR is present in Zambia, needs to be
investigated in future studies. Buying sheep and goats from traders or at
markets was associated with a greater risk to being exposed to FMD and in
general, herds situated close to an international border were less likely to
have been exposed to the surveyed diseases.

The second paper aimed to further investigate the presence of selected
transboundary diseases in goats in Zambia — contagious caprine
pleuropneumonia (CCPP), FMD, RVF, Crimean-Congo haemorrhagic
fever (CCHF) and brucellosis. Also, the impact of potential risk factors was
studied, focusing on trade and border proximity. The results indicated that
most of the surveyed diseases were present. As only two goats tested
positive for RVF, the presence of this disease should be further investigated
in future studies. The impact on trade varied depending on the disease, and
generally herds in districts adjacent to an international border were less
likely to have been exposed to the surveyed diseases.

Trade in livestock can cause spread of infectious diseases, and the trader
plays a key role in the trade process. In the third paper, interviews with
small ruminant traders were performed at the two largest informal markets
for small livestock in Zambia. The goal was to find out how small ruminant
traders understand and act on diseases in small ruminants in trade. It was
found that many traders believed that it was acceptable to sell sheep and
goats that were showing signs of sickness, at least under certain
circumstances. Poor knowledge did not appear to be the only reason for
this, which is in contrast to the findings of several previous studies. When
asked to describe a ‘good trader’, many emphasised taking good care of
customers. This indicates that traders’ behaviours are influenced by
customer demands.

Live animal markets bring humans and animals of different species into
close proximity. Humans attending these markets and associated
slaughterhouses risk being infected by a zoonotic disease, for example
when slaughtering an infected animal or when consuming animal-derived
food. In the fourth paper, the presence of the zoonotic diseases brucellosis,
Q-fever/coxiellosis and RVF was analysed in sheep and goats present at the
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same small ruminant markets as those studied in the third paper. The results
indicated that both brucellosis and Q-fever are circulating in the markets’
source populations. The activities at a market slaughterhouse were also
observed, and interviews and group discussions were held with
slaughterhouse workers. Multiple slaughter procedures were observed that
could expose slaughterhouse workers to zoonotic disease and lead to the
contamination of meat and organs. Hence the study shows that the informal
small ruminant market system in Zambia poses risks to human health.

In conclusion, the results in this thesis indicate that several
transboundary animal diseases are circulating in the sheep and goat
populations in Zambia and in the Tanzania-Zambia border region. Human
activities at small livestock markets in Zambia can contribute to their
spread, both to other sheep and goats and to humans. By taking steps to
reduce the presence of sheep and goat infectious diseases, considerable
improvements can be made to the health and welfare of animals and
humans alike.
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Popularvetenskaplig sammanfattning

Far och getter fyller viktiga funktioner for ménniskor i globala sddern.
De ar forhéllandevis billiga att kopa och dga, och de kan klara sig under
magra levnadsforhdllanden. De utgoér viktiga kéllor for bland annat
inkomst, kott, mjolk och péls. Sjukdomar hos far och getter kan darfor fa
allvarliga konsekvenser for ménniskors levnadssituation. Effekterna &ar
formodligen extra patagliga ndr de orsakas av sa kallade “transboundary
animal diseases”, vilket kan Oversittas till “gridnsoverskridande
djursjukdomar”. Dessa infektionssjukdomar har en forméga att spridas
snabbt dver stora avstand, till exempel mellan olika ldnder och regioner. De
kan orsaka stora antal sjukdomsfall och dodsfall, och utgdr darfor sténdiga
hot mot ménniskors liv och hilsa och mot samhéllet. Vissa av sjukdomarna
ar zoonotiska, vilket betyder att de kan infektera och orsaka sjukdom hos
savél djur som ménniskor.

For att minska forekomsten av dessa gransoverskridande djursjukdomar
ar det viktigt att hitta de omradden dér smittorna forekommer. Det &r ocksa
viktigt att identifiera mekanismer som bidrar till deras spridning. I denna
avhandling  undersoktes  forekomsten av ettt fital utvalda
gransoverskridande sjukdomar i blodprover fran far och getter. Pdverkan av
vissa potentiella riskfaktorer studerades ocksa, med ett fokus pé inverkan
av handel och nérhet till internationella grianser. Vi har ocksad undersokt hur
zambiska djurhandlare och slaktare resonerar och agerar nér far och getter
visar tecken pa sjukdom, och hur detta kan leda till minskad eller 6kad risk
for sjukdomsspridning. Slutligen har vi studerat forekomsten av utvalda
zoonotiska sjukdomar pé far- och getmarknader i Zambia och vilka risker
detta kan f& p&d ménniskors hélsa.

I den forsta studien undersoktes forekomsten av de grinsoverskridande
sjukdomarna peste des petits ruminants (PPR), mul- och klovsjuka (FMD),
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fér- och getkoppor (SGP), Rift Valley feber (RVF) och brucellos hos fér
och getter i gransregionen mellan Zambia och Tanzania. Piverkan av
potentiella riskfaktorer analyserades ocksd, med fokus pad inverkan av
gransnirhet och djurhandel. Resultatet tyder pa att de flesta av de studerade
sjukdomarna férekommer i regionen. Huruvida SGP finns i grainsomrédet,
och om PPR férekommer 1 Zambia eller inte, behdver dock utredas vidare 1
framtida studier. Att kdpa far och getter pd marknader eller av djurhandlare
var associerat med Okad exponeringsrisk for FMD. Flockar som fanns i
ndrheten av internationella grinser Iopte generellt ldgre risk att vara
exponerade for de studerade sjukdomarna.

Den andra studien dmnade att ytterligare undersdoka forekomsten av
gransoverskridande sjukdomar hos getter i Zambia. Sjukdomarna smittsam
pleuropneumoni (CCPP), FMD, RVF, Krim-Kongo bldodarfeber och
brucellos, inkluderades i studien. Utover detta analyserades ocksa paverkan
av olika riskfaktorer, med fokus pa djurhandel och grinsnérhet. Resultaten
pekar pa att de flesta av sjukdomarna forekommer i de undersokta
omradena. Eftersom bara tva getter testade positivt for RVF bor
forekomsten av denna sjukdom utredas vidare i framtida studier. Inverkan
av handel varierade mellan de olika sjukdomarna, och generellt var risken
for exponering lagre bland flockar i grdnsnira distrikt. For brucellos
utgjorde dock griansndra distrikt en riskfaktor.

Handel med djur kan bidra till spridning av infektionssjukdomar, och i
denna process spelar djurhandlaren en viktig roll. I den tredje studien
utfordes intervjuer med djurhandlare pd de tvd storsta informella
marknaderna for far och getter i Zambia. Mélet var att forstd hur dessa
djurhandlare resonerar och agerar avseende sjukdom hos far och getter i
handel. Vi upptéckte att manga djurhandlare ansag att det var okej att sdlja
djur med tecken pa sjukdom, i alla fall under vissa forutsittningar. Till
skillnad fran tidigare forskning tyder resultaten i denna studie pa att detta
inte enbart beror pa bristfdllig kunskap. Nér djurhandlarna ombads att
berdtta vad som kdnnetecknar en bra djurhandlare betonade manga vikten
av att ta vdl hand om sina kunder. Detta tyder pd att djurhandlarnas
beteende kan paverkas av kundernas efterfragan.

Mainniskor och djur av olika arter kan komma i ndra kontakt med
varandra pa djurmarknader. Ménniskor som vistas pa dessa marknader och
pa de slakterier som ofta finns pd marknadsomradena, riskerar att smittas
av zoonotiska sjukdomar. Detta kan till exempel ske vid slakt av ett
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infekterat djur eller vid konsumtion av exempelvis kott. I den fjarde studien
undersoktes forekomsten av de zoonotiska sjukdomarna brucellos, Q-
feber/coxiellos och Rift Valley feber, hos far och getter pd samma
djurmarknader som studerades i den tredje studien. Resultatet tyder pé att
bade brucellos och Q-feber cirkulerar i de flockar vars djur senare siljs till
marknaderna. Dessutom observerades de dagliga aktiviteterna pa ett
marknadsslakteri, och intervjuer och gruppdiskussioner genomfordes med
slaktarna. Flera slaktprocedurer observerades som bade kan exponera
slaktarna for zoonotiska sjukdomar och leda till kontaminering av kott och
organ. Studien visar ddrmed att det informella marknadssystemet utgor ett
potentiellt hot mot ménniskors hélsa.

Sammanfattningsvis tyder resultaten i denna avhandling pa att flera
gransoverskridande sjukdomar cirkulerar i Zambias och Tanzanias far- och
getpopulationer. Manniskors aktiviteter pad zambiska far- och getmarknader
kan bidra till spridning av dessa sjukdomar, savil till djur som till
ménniskor. Genom att vidta atgirder for att minska forekomsten av dessa
sjukdomar kan stora forbattringar astadkommas for béde djurs och
ménniskors hélsa och vélbefinnande.
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Abstract

Trade in animals and animal products is a key factor in the transmission of infectious dis-
eases. Livestock traders play an important role in this process, yet there is little knowledge
of traders’ perceptions of animal disease or their associated actions. The aim of this study
was to investigate perceptions and practices of Zambian small ruminant traders with regard
to sheep and goat health and disease. It also analysed how existing perceptions and prac-
tices might affect risks of disease transmission through trade. A case study was performed
at the two largest small livestock markets in Zambia: the Lusaka market in the capital and
the Kasumbalesa market near the border with the Democratic Republic of Congo. Semi-
structured interviews with 47 traders performed in April-May and September 2018 represent
the core material. Zambian small ruminant traders frequently trade animals that have clinical
signs of disease, either because they appear unaware or indifferent to the associated risks,
experience financial constraints or assign responsibility for disease prevention to other
value chain actors. In their decision about whether or not to sell a visibly sick small ruminant,
traders appear to consider whether the clinical sign is perceived as ‘natural’ or the result of
an illness, whether the buyer is aware of the animal’s health condition, and whether the ani-
mal is sold for consumption or breeding purposes. Traders appear to regard the veterinary
certificate required to transport small ruminants in Zambia as proof of health, placing the
responsibility for potential disease in traded animals on the veterinary authorities. In their
description of a model trader, taking good care of and being sensitive to customer needs
was emphasized, indicating that an efficient way to encourage traders to change their
behaviour is to influence customer demands. In contrast to the focus in previous studies on
identifying and filling knowledge gaps, the present study show that lack of knowledge is not
central to why traders engage in disease-transmitting behaviour. Greater awareness of
other reasons for certain perceptions and practices could lead to the formulation of risk com-
munication strategies and mitigation measures that are relevant for the local context, as well
as alternative strategies for changing trader behaviour.

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0233611

June 22, 2020 1/15



PLOS ONE

Zambian sheep and goat traders and small ruminant health and disease

Competing interests: The authors have declared
that no competing interests exist.

Introduction

Market participation and trade among smallholder livestock farmers has received increased
recognition in recent years as it is expected to offer an important route out of poverty [1, 2].
However, with growing livestock trade and market engagement, the risk of disseminating
infectious diseases also increases. Livestock markets serve as congregation points for animals
from various regions, where pathogens can be disseminated, e.g. highly pathogenic avian influ-
enza (HPAI) in multiple locations [3], sleeping sickness (African trypanosomiasis) in Uganda
[4] and peste des petits ruminants across Africa [5-8]. A significant proportion of the animals
sold at urban markets are slaughtered for human consumption, which in the case of substan-
dard or absent veterinary inspections and unhygienic slaughter procedures constitute severe
public health risks [9]. Outbreaks of human disease have also been linked to visiting animal
markets, e.g. Q-fever [10], SARS [11] and more recently, COVID-19 in Wuhan, China [12].

While much informal livestock trade, especially in rural areas, occurs directly between
farmers and customers, it also frequently involves middlemen (traders) who purchase animals
from farmers and resell to final customers. Owing to their key position between the producer
and the customer, traders can play a central role in the spread or containment of infectious
pathogens. Therefore, it is highly relevant for efficient disease control to understand how indi-
viduals in this group reason and act in relation to animal health and disease. In rural Zambia,
small ruminant trade mostly occurs directly between farmers and customers, but a considerable
amount also occurs through traders selling at informal urban markets [9, 13]. The focus of this
study was on traders selling animals at these urban markets. Animals that are traded there are
often transported over long distances and across several contact points, where sheep and goats
from different areas can mix and pathogens be exchanged. Additionally, due to the informal
nature of this market chain, market biosecurity and public health protective measures tend to
be less controlled by Zambian authorities than in more formalised systems [9]. The health status
of small ruminants in Zambia is generally considered good, while several sheep and goat infec-
tions with high morbidity and mortality rates are known to be present in neighbouring coun-
tries. These include contagious caprine pleuropneumonia (CCPP) [14-17], sheep and goat pox
(SGP) [18], and peste des petits ruminants (PPR) [7, 14, 16-20]. There is a non-negligible risk of
these pathogens being introduced in Zambia, e.g. through informal international trade.

Previous research on the perceptions and practices of farmers with regard
to animal disease

The importance of investigating farmers’ perceptions and practices concerning animal health and
disease in order to find effective ways of containing infections, has recently received increased rec-
ognition. It is commonly stated within the field of veterinary medicine that farmers fail to comply
with recommendations on e.g. disease control owing to a lack of knowledge. Therefore, the focus
is frequently on educating farmers about animal diseases [21]. While improving knowledge is
important, studies on farmers in different parts of the world indicate that financial and other
structural constraints [22], as well as individual farmers’ normative frames of reference [23], sense
of responsibility for preventing disease [24], attitudes regarding disease risks [24], and perceived
effectiveness of control measures [23, 24] have a greater influence on how farmers act on the basis
of disease, treatment and veterinary advice than their factual knowledge.

In recent research, the importance of understanding the concept of “model peers” has been
recognised. For example, ideals of what a “good” farmer is have been shown to have a substan-
tial effect on farmers’ perceptions and practices. It is acknowledged that since farmers, like
people in general, gain social standing by abiding by norms embedded in their community cul-
ture [25-27], it is relevant to study this aspect in order to understand why farmers reason and
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act the way they do. Studies on livestock farmers in Europe and the US have shown that while
there is an emphasis on running a financially successful farm [26] and e.g. low mortality rates
[24], it is often judged as equally important to have close emotional ties with one’s animals and
be skilled at judging animal health by eye [22, 28, 29]. “Good farmer” ideals are often locally
specific, as geographic closeness, regional conditions and local farming practices have been
shown to influence the attributes considered desirable [25].

Previous research on trader perceptions and practices related to animal
disease

Results from studies on farmers’ perceptions and practices on animal health and disease
should not be uncritically extrapolated to traders, since they generally work in different con-
texts and have different relationships with the animals. For example, traders typically keep
each animal for a limited time and so are unlikely to learn about the specific traits of each ani-
mal, which has been highlighted by farmers as an important means of identifying and inter-
preting animal sickness and health [22, 28, 29]. Furthermore, keeping animals during a limited
time is likely to reduce incentives to ensure good long-term animal health. To date, only a lim-
ited number of studies have been performed with the purpose of understanding the knowl-
edge, attitudes and practices of traders related to animal health and disease. The majority of
these are in the form of quantitative questionnaire studies and cover poultry trade and avian
influenza (AI) [30-32] or pig trade and African or classical swine fever (ASF and CSF) [33,
34]. Many of these studies focus on determining factual knowledge levels. A common conclu-
sion drawn is that knowledge among traders is low on various disease features, e.g. clinical
signs and transmission routes. Therefore, a collective recommendation is often to take action
to improve traders’ knowledge.

A group of studies stand out for adopting a qualitative approach to the study of traders’ per-
ceptions and practices with regard to ASF [35-38]. These studies indicate that traders generally
are knowledgeable about major clinical signs and transmission routes [35, 36] and are often
aware of their potential role in disseminating ASF. In spite of this awareness, traders frequently
engage in activities that can contribute to dissemination of the virus [35-37]. These studies
therefore indicate that the risky behaviours employed by traders are unlikely to be due solely
to a lack of factual knowledge.

In summary, few studies to date have investigated the relationship between traders’ percep-
tions and practices on animal health and disease and effects on disease transmission. In light
of this research gap, the aim of the present study was to investigate perceptions and practices
of Zambian small ruminant traders in relation to sheep and goat health and disease, and to
analyse how these might affect risks of disease transmission through trade. To meet these aims,
the following research questions guided the work:

1. how do Zambian sheep and goat traders define health and disease in their animals;

2. what factors in the wider trading situation are important for determining traders’ actions
with regard to animal disease;

3. what actions do different disease signs warrant from the trader.

Materials and methods
Description of the case study

The study was designed as a case study, i.e. a study of “a unit of human activity embedded in
the real world; which can only be understood in its context” [39]. The case study consists of
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the two largest small livestock markets in Zambia: the Lusaka small livestock market, situated
in the outskirts of Lusaka in Chibolya township, and the Kasumbalesa small livestock market
in the Copperbelt province, adjacent to the border point with the Democratic Republic of
Congo (DRC). At the time of the visits, both markets were run by the Small Livestock Associa-
tion of Zambia (SLAZ), a non-governmental association whose primary purpose is to establish
amore organised market system for small livestock in Zambia. The Lusaka small livestock
market predominantly trades in goats, pigs, chickens, other fowl and sheep. The market place
contains animal pens, a veterinary shop and two slaughterhouses—one for small ruminants and
one for pigs. At Kasumbalesa small livestock market, goats, pigs, sheep, chicken and other fowl
are sold. There was no veterinary shop or designated slaughterhouse for small ruminants at
the time of our visits. Many of the respondents conducted trade at both the Kasumbalesa and
Lusaka markets, warranting the treatment of trade at these two markets as one case. In both
market places, goats were significantly more common than sheep. According to the respon-
dents, trade is highly seasonal, with more market activity around celebrations and festivities, as
well as prior to the due date of school fees.

Data collection

Data were collected by the first author at the Lusaka small livestock market in April, May and
September 2018, and one field visit to Kasumbalesa in September 2018. Authors 2-4 also vis-
ited the Lusaka small livestock market in April 2018 and November 2019, allowing the authors
to discuss the material together as a group. In all, 21 days were spent at the Lusaka market and
four days at the Kasumbalesa market. All data collection occurred in seasons of low trade activ-
ity. The main method of data collection was semi-structured interviews with traders present at
the market places; 35 traders in Lusaka and 12 traders in Kasumbalesa. A topic guide devel-
oped from the research questions was utilised to navigate the interviews with each respondent,
while at the same time keeping an openness to new and unexpected information given by the
interviewee [39].

During each visit to Lusaka small livestock market, the majority of traders that had not
already participated were approached to obtain oral consent for an interview. Around 10%
declined to participate, often due to lack of time. Visits at Lusaka market were repeated until
saturation in the information coming out from interviews with traders was reached, meaning
that no new variations to answers emerged. At Kasumbalesa market, only four visits were
made due to time constraints. As the majority of the traders at both markets were men, less
than 15% of the respondents in this study are women. All interviews were performed with an
interpreter and responses were noted down by hand by the first author. In Lusaka, most of the
interviews were performed in the local language Nyanja, while in Kasumbalesa, Bemba was
most commonly spoken. In a small number of interviews, the interpreter and the respondent
did not speak the same language, and on these occasions other people at the markets inter-
preted. These interviews were judged to be of lower quality because they were performed with
an untrained interpreter, which later was taken into account in the analysis.

To enrich our understanding of the market and trade situation, and to triangulate the
responses from traders, interviews with other value chain members were also performed. In
Lusaka, five slaughterhouse workers, four transporters, four veterinary shop workers, three
SLAZ employees and 20 market customers (of whom two came from the DRC, two were farm-
ers buying for breeding purposes, and 16 were buying for consumption) were interviewed
about their reason for visiting the market, their role in the value chain and their perceptions
on animal health and disease. At the Kasumbalesa small livestock market, nine market
customers, of whom eight were from the DRC and one a farmer from a nearby town, were
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interviewed. Only individuals aged 18 and above were allowed to participate. To triangulate
the information given during interviews [40], and to get a richer understanding of the trading
context, observations were made of all activities at the markets. These observations were noted
down by hand by the first author in detailed field notes [41].

Data analysis

Analysis was facilitated by the use of NVivo 12.2.0 software (QSR International, Warrington,
UK) and performed by the first author guided by the fourth author. All interviews were the-
matically coded [42], a process that was guided by the research questions, while being open to
new emerging themes. Coding was an iterative process where more detailed themes could be
found in the initial broad themes of the research questions, through repeated readings of the
material [42, 43] and by theoretically informing later rounds of analysis [43]. For example,
early thematic analysis was further refined in the light of the literature on being a ‘good
farmer’. This led us to identify a sub-theme in the trader-responses, regarding how traders val-
ued being a good trader. Interviews from other stakeholders and observations of market activi-
ties were used to enrich and to triangulate the understanding of emerging themes in the
trader-interviews. The quotations in the text are based on written notes from interviews and
are thus not verbatim, however the meaning and essence of the respondents’ words, as sup-
plied by the interpreter, have not been altered.

Ethical considerations

Before starting the work, author 1 and 2 visited SLAZ representatives at the markets to explain
the purpose of the study and obtain permission to conduct the research. Prior to commencing
the interviews, oral informed consent was obtained from every participant. Care was taken to
ensure respondent anonymity and confidentiality by only collecting personal data relevant for
the study and never disclosing information related to individual informants to members out-
side the research team. The study sought and received ethical approval by the ILRI Institu-
tional Research Ethics Committee (ILRI-IREC2018-04).

Results

The traders in this study came from both rural and urban areas. Traders from rural areas are
commonly farmers in addition to their trading activities and will often trade both their own
animals and those purchased from other farmers. The area that different rural traders cover in
search of sheep and goats for sale varies, but can extend to up to a few hours on foot, by bike or
motorized vehicle. Previously bought small ruminants often accompany the traders from one
village to the next and are allowed to intermingle with the animals there. Several traders also
keep the sheep and goats bought for trade with their own animals at home for some time. Due
to high transportation costs, rural traders generally co-organise transport to the markets,
resulting in more intermingling.

Prior to transporting animals to markets, a stock movement permit has to be obtained. In
brief, this process includes obtaining a certificate from the village headman and the police,
who mainly certify that the animals have not been stolen. Furthermore, a certificate from the
district council is required, as well as a veterinary clearance to certify that the animals are
healthy [44, 45]. The permit, and ideally also the health of the transported animals, is then con-
trolled at police and veterinary checkpoints along the larger roads [38]. Upon arriving at the
Lusaka market, the rural traders generally sell their animals to urban traders, who then sell to
market customers. More rarely, rural traders sell animals directly to markets customers.
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The majority of the sheep and goats sold at the Lusaka and Kasumbalesa small livestock
markets are slaughtered for human consumption. In Lusaka, many are slaughtered at the local
slaughterhouse, while others are taken to nearby slaughterhouses or slaughtered by the buyers
themselves. At the Lusaka slaughterhouse, no ante- or post-mortem inspection was performed
at the time of the study visits. Customers who frequently purchase small ruminants for con-
sumption include suppliers for restaurants, bars, hotels, market meat sellers, butchers and peo-
ple buying for home consumption. A small fraction of purchased animals is kept alive and
transported back to farms, mainly for breeding purposes. At both markets, but particularly in
Kasumbalesa, traders from neighbouring countries (mainly DRC), purchase small ruminants
and transport them back to their home countries where they typically are slaughtered for
consumption.

Traders’ perceptions of small ruminant health and disease

When the respondents were asked what they looked for when purchasing sheep and goats,
nearly all of them answered that they primarily look at the size of the animal and whether or
not it appears healthy. Many defined being healthy as the absence of various clinical signs, e.g.
dull coat, weakness, nasal discharge and diarrhoea. However, the majority mentioned fatness
as the most important indication of health, and some respondents even believed that it is
impossible for a fat sheep or goat to be ill.

“I only buy fat and healthy goats, they don’t get sick.”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

Several respondents stated that it is rare to witness signs of disease in small ruminants at the
market. However, when asked specifically about whether they had witnessed specific clinical
signs, e.g. diarrhoea or coughing, several traders admitted that they observed such signs on a
regular basis. The clinical signs that were described included diarrhoea, coughing, ocular and
nasal discharge, abortion, sudden death and “skin disease”, i.e. an ectoparasitic skin infection
manifested by severe pruritus and thickened abraded skin. When asked which specific diseases
the respondents had experienced in traded sheep and goats, they generally described clinical
signs rather than specific diseases. The only exception was foot and mouth disease (FMD),
which was mentioned by some respondents. When asked about causes of the clinical signs, no
respondent spontaneously mentioned the possibility of an infectious pathogen. Only when
asked specifically whether certain clinical signs could be caused by viruses, bacteria or parasites
did a few respondents answer that this was a possibility. Instead, the respondents generally
believed that abortion, for example, is invariably caused by beatings or being squeezed together
in transport, diarrhoea by feed changes or consuming unsuitable objects, coughing and ocular
and nasal discharge by weather changes and dirty environments, skin disease by rain and
insufficient cleaning of the pen, and sudden death by stress during transport.

“With my own goats at home I have problems with skin disease, which is caused by rain. I
treat it by building a shelter for them. I don’t understand why they get it! It can’t just be
because of the rain; rainwater in itself is not harmful. There must be something else as well, in
addition to the rain.”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

At the same time, most respondents were aware that diarrhoea, coughing and skin disease,
for example, can be transmitted between animals. Commonly mentioned transmission
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pathways included airborne spread, eating or drinking together, and coming into contact with
animals from far away, e.g. through trade.

“Trade can contribute to the spread of diseases. For example, if you buy a goat with diarrhoea
and take it home, and then the diarrhoea ends up on the grass which another goat eats, it can
also get diarrhoea.”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

Trade in small ruminants showing signs of clinical disease

Several respondents stated that they would not engage in trading sick small ruminants. Some
attributed this to their own experience and ability to detect diseased sheep and goats, which
prevented them from buying and hence also selling sick animals. Other respondents had a
humbler view of their ability to identify disease in small ruminants, but believed that they did
not keep the animals long enough for them to develop disease. However, the most commonly
cited reason for animals not being sick in the care of the traders was the requirement to obtain
veterinary clearance as part of the stock movement permit prior to transporting the animals to
markets. Many regarded this process as a guarantee of health and the absence of disease in all
animals that were being traded at the markets.

“It would be possible for trade to contribute to spreading animal diseases, but not with the
stock movement permit system. The permit ensures that only healthy animals are traded.”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

Some respondents argued that the system with stock movement permits means that exclud-
ing sick animals from trade is the responsibility of the veterinary authorities, not the members
of the value chain.

“It is the responsibility of the council and the veterinarians to prevent diseases from getting to
Chibolya.”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

However, the interviews indicated that the process for acquiring a veterinary clearance var-
ied considerably between districts. According to a small number of informants, the veterinar-
ian in their district just signs the certificate without seeing the animals. Others stated that the
veterinarian performs a visual examination of all the animals as well as a physical examination
of a selected few. The most common answer was that the veterinarian performs a visual exami-
nation of the whole group (not examining individuals) and then issues the certificate. In addi-
tion, at veterinary checkpoints during transportation, several traders reported that while the
permit itself is controlled, the animals themselves are only looked at occasionally. Also, accord-
ing to several informants, as corruption is widespread in Zambia, bribing personnel at check-
points is common, which further impedes the efficiency of the stock movement permit system.

Several interviewees initially stated that they never had and never would engage in trade
with animals that were sick. Many stressed that it could be harmful for their business as they
risk losing customers if it was detected and exposed, or that they could get in trouble with the
Zambian authorities. Others described the sale of sick animals as immoral and that it con-
flicted with their religious beliefs, while others refrained because it “felt wrong” or because of a
reluctance to contribute to disseminating disease among sheep and goats or to consumers.
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“I would never sell a sick goat, no matter how mild the disease was. If I did, I would contribute
to spreading the disease or putting people at risk of getting sick.”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

However, with several respondents, a different picture emerged when enquiries were made
about whether it is acceptable to sell sheep and goats with specific clinical signs. The majority
of the informants believed that selling sheep and goats that are coughing and have nasal and
ocular discharge is acceptable, since they either perceived these clinical signs to be very mild or
to not stem from disease, but rather from a dirty environment or the weather. According to
some, trading sheep and goats with coughs or ocular and nasal discharge is acceptable, but
only when it is not caused by disease. When asked to explain how they could be sure whether a
clinical sign was due to a disease or not, some admitted that they could not be sure, while oth-
ers stated that they examined the general health appearance of the small ruminant in question.
More specifically, if a coughing animal otherwise appears healthy (i.e. it is not thin or weak for
example), they would deduce that it is fit for trade. However, reasoning varied significantly
concerning the trade of sheep and goats with diarrhoea and what traders referred to as skin
disease. Some believed that it is acceptable since they perceived these clinical signs to be mild
and easily treatable, and in the case of diarrhoea, that it is not caused by disease but rather by
ingesting unfamiliar feeds or unsuitable objects. Others were of the opinion that selling sheep
and goats with diarrhoea or an ectoparasitic skin infection is deeply immoral because they are
severe, sometimes deadly diseases and are often difficult to treat.

Upon probing, it turned out that several interviewees were prepared to sell sick sheep and
goats with any clinical signs of illness. Some participants considered selling sick animals to be
an acceptable practice, provided the buyer is made aware of the health status of the small rumi-
nant. Additionally, a few respondents were comfortable with trading diseased animals pro-
vided they are sold for consumption and not for keeping by farmers, as they believed that the
disease cannot be transmitted to humans, only to other sheep and goats. Two traders stated
that since customers at the markets did not care about whether the animals they purchased
were sick or not, they were also choosing to overlook it.

“Kasumbalesa is the end point for the goats and the sheep. The majority are being sold for con-
sumption and then it does not matter, nobody cares whether they are sick or not.”

Trader at the Kasumbalesa small livestock market

However, several respondents expressed feelings of moral conflict, but did not see any
other financially feasible alternative than selling the animal. The possible negative financial
impacts mentioned by the traders included lost income for the diseased small ruminant as well
as costs associated with transporting the sick animal away from the market.

“I know selling sick animals is wrong, but what can I do? I don’t have the ability to treat them
like I would if my goats at home got sick. I can’t transport them back home because it’s too
expensive. My only option is to sell them to avoid losing money.”

Trader at the Kasumbalesa small livestock market

A few respondents stated that they would attempt to sell the animal quickly after discover-
ing signs of disease to avoid it succumbing to illness prior to being sold. One trader disclosed
that he would slaughter the sick animal and sell the meat to avoid lost income, since he would
get paid more for the meat than for an animal displaying clinical signs of illness.
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The majority of respondent traders reported avoiding purchasing sick sheep or goats. This
was mainly out of fear of financial losses, either if the sick animal died or if it transmitted the
disease to the other sheep and goats. Nonetheless, some interviewees mentioned that they
sometimes buy small ruminants with diseases that they perceive to be mild and/or treatable at
a low cost, such as ocular and nasal discharge or skin disease. They then treat the illness and
make a profit by selling the animal at a usual price.

When small ruminants with signs of disease appear at the market, perceptions regarding
the correct mode of action varied significantly. None of the traders reported the disease to
market officials or authorities. A few informants stated that they would keep the sick animal
for various lengths of time to allow it to recover. Some mentioned buying medicines, but this
was uncommon. The most common action mentioned was to proceed with the sale of the sick
animal without attempting treatment or other further actions. During the study visit to the
Lusaka small livestock market, no preventative measures were instituted for the market as a
whole, but according to SLAZ personnel, there were plans to introduce such measures, primar-
ily in the form of training workshops for value chain members. When individual traders were
asked whether they took disease prevention measures at the market, the majority replied that
they did not, although some mentioned providing feed and water of good quality for their ani-
mals. In spite of this, all the informants took at least one disease prevention measure, most
commonly cleaning the pen. However, this was not necessarily regarded as a preventive mea-
sure, but was used to attract customers.

Traders’ perceptions of public health-related hazards and the practices that
cause them

Several interviewees were aware of the hazards associated with the consumption of sick ani-
mals, primarily the risk of falling ill from the same disease, but many also feared residues from
previous medical treatments. However, several respondents would consume meat from sick
animals, despite being aware or at least suspicious of the risks associated with this.

“Every cold season my village experiences a strange outbreak that affects all grazing animals.
They suddenly collapse and die, blood comes out of their noses and their bodies become
bloated. When we open the carcasses, their lungs are filled with blood. We haven’t asked the
veterinarians for help because they are located very far away from us. We usually eat the car-
casses to avoid losses.”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market, describing the consumption of possible
anthrax cases

Some participants explained their readiness to consume products from sick animals by not
perceiving various clinical signs as the result of disease, but rather due to what is perceived as
natural processes. Others expressed confidence in their own ability to determine whether the
clinical sign poses a health risk to the consumer or not. A few respondents described a strong
love for eating meat and an unwillingness to waste food.

“Have we ever slaughtered an animal because it was sick? Yes, many times, we ate the meat
and nothing happened! It’s because we love meat so much. We’d rather take the risk of getting
sick than waste food.”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market
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Furthermore, several participants believed that they have taken protective measures that
remove the risk of food-borne infections, for example by always boiling meat before consump-
tion or discarding certain organs (e.g. the intestines if the animal has diarrhoea, lungs if it is
coughing etc).

A practice that perhaps poses greater risks to public health than slaughtering and consum-
ing diseased sheep and goats is consuming animals that have died on their own. Most respon-
dents stated that although they knew several people who ate animals that had died on their
own, they would never do this themselves, either due to a strong feeling of repulsion, religious
beliefs or out of fear of succumbing to the same illness as the animal. Respondents who admit-
ted to consuming self-dead animals often justified this by their great love of meat and unwill-
ingness to waste food. Additionally, several misconceptions were identified among the
respondents, e.g. that boiling the meat ensures that disease cannot be spread to the consumer.

“Eating the meat from a sick animal or from an animal that has died on its own is okay as
long as the meat is boiled first.”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

At the Lusaka and Kasumbalesa markets, there were designated locations for disposing of
dead animals, and thus the sale of self-dead animals was not an accepted practice. Most of the
traders interviewed stated that they had never and would never sell the body of an animal that
had died on its own, either because it is immoral or forbidden according to their religion.
However, a few traders admitted to selling bodies of animals that had died on their own, and
several respondents stated that some buyers visit the markets solely to buy dead animals at
cheap prices. One transporter described how he would sell animals that had died during trans-
port, most commonly to meat vendors outside bars that specialised in selling meat to people
on their way home after a night out.

“I sometimes sell the bodies of animals that die during transport for a cheap price. I do it
because I feel bad for the owner who needs the income from the sale. Usually they are sold to
owners of barbeque stands outside bars.”

Transporter and trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

Being a “good trader”

When the respondents were asked about being a “good trader”, it was clear that being per-
ceived as good by their peers was considered important. The most commonly mentioned char-
acteristic of a good trader was being good at dealing with people, more specifically at
establishing favourable relationships with customers, even if they are rude, and being a skilled
price negotiator. Many also emphasised the importance of keeping the trade environment
clean because this attracts customers.

“A model trader is someone who can relate to customers and be good to them, even if they are
rude back. A good trader will also keep the environment clean to attract customers”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

Some also defined a “good trader” as someone who keeps animals that look healthy. How-

ever, this was mainly emphasised because it attracts market customers rather than because it is
beneficial from an animal health perspective.
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“A good trader is someone who trades with animals that are clean and look fat and healthy,
since this is what attracts customers”

Trader at the Lusaka small livestock market

Discussion

The Lusaka and Kasumbalesa small livestock markets congregate small ruminants from differ-
ent regions across Zambia and therefore pose major risks for disease dissemination. Further-
more, as the majority of animals sold enter the human food chain, many of which are
slaughtered without ante- or post-mortem inspections, the Zambian small ruminant trade sys-
tem poses a significant public health risk. The results of this study show that the risks of disease
dissemination and to public health are increased by traders’ practices. The majority of the
respondent Zambian sheep and goat traders were found to be either engaged in trade with dis-
eased small ruminants or believed that it is more or less acceptable to do so, at least under cer-
tain circumstances. Several traders restricted themselves to only engaging in trade with sick
sheep and goats when the clinical sign is considered mild or due to natural processes, or to
only selling diseased small ruminants for consumption and not to farmers. Many interviewees
reasoned that the Zambian stock movement permit system absolves them from responsibility
for preventing disease dissemination, since the animals have been certified as healthy by a vet-
erinarian and are subsequently checked at veterinary checkpoints enroute to the markets.
However, this study indicates that the stock movement permit system is not adequately imple-
mented to detect disease, and previous research has demonstrated that the veterinary check-
points are often undermanned and commonly bypassed [38]. It appears as though the transfer
permit system has primarily made value chain members focus on obtaining the correct paper-
work, with limited reflection on why this is important, rather than actively taking steps to pre-
vent the dissemination of disease.

The respondents’ motivation for participating in trade with sick small ruminants can be
grouped into three different categories. The first category expressed feelings of moral conflict,
but lacked the financial means to withhold the animals from sale or transport them away from
the market. The second category were either unaware of the associated hazards or appeared
unwilling to accept them as such, e.g. by (strategically or otherwise) downplaying the relevance
of certain clinical signs or avoiding to classify them as signs of disease. The third category
attempted to assign the responsibility elsewhere, either to buyers by making them aware of the
animal’s health condition or to the authorities who are responsible for issuing the pre-trans-
portation veterinary certificate. In previous research among traders, lack of knowledge is a
commonly stated reason for risky behaviours such as trading sick animals [30-32, 34]. The
traders in the current study trade diseased small ruminants for a span of different reasons and
would therefore be likely to need different forms of intervention strategies to stop this risky
behaviour. The results of this study indicate that only some traders would be significantly
affected by a knowledge improvement campaign. Consequently, there is a clear need for
research and outreach projects to adapt their agendas and move beyond simply attempting to
improve knowledge among value chain actors.

While research on traders’ perceptions and practices related to animal health and disease is
limited, a significant number of studies have been performed with the same focus on livestock
farmers. Similar to studies focusing on farmers’ perceptions of animal welfare and disease, the
present study indicates that the wider culture of trading and being a respectable trader in the
eyes of one’s peers is an important driver for how traders reasoned and behaved in relation to
sick animals. However, this study clearly shows that the traders relate to a different culture and
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context when creating their perceptions on animal health and disease than the farmers in stud-
ies on the cultural shaping of farmer behaviour. While farmers often highlight the importance
of establishing a relationship with their animals [22, 28-29], the traders in the present study
emphasised their ability to build relationships with people, i.e. being good at dealing with cli-
ents. Hence, being a good trader has less to do with how animals are cared for and more to do
with maintaining good customer relations. Influencing client demands is therefore likely to be
an efficient way of adjusting traders’ perceptions and practices.

The study visits to both markets were conducted at times of comparatively low trade activ-
ity. Visiting the markets during the peak trade season would have increased the possibility to
observe trader behavior during disease outbreaks, as more animals and people present means
increased risk of disease dissemination. At the time of the study visits, both the Lusaka and
Kasumbalesa markets were run by the Small Livestock Association of Zambia (SLAZ). Several
of the respondent traders, slaughterhouse workers, transporters etc. were members of the asso-
ciation. While this may have reduced respondents’ willingness to supply information that
could project a negative image of the organisation, we do not believe that this had any signifi-
cant bearing on their ability to answer the research questions. In this study, the respondent
traders were treated as a homogenous group, and differences related to gender, country of ori-
gin etc. were not investigated. These are relevant aspects for exploration in future larger
studies.

Conclusions

In conclusion, while lack of knowledge is a common explanation in the existing scientific liter-
ature as to why traders, through their actions, engage in behaviours that can lead to disease
contamination and spread, this study indicates that the reality is far more complex than that.
This warrants a shift in the focus of research and outreach projects from simply identifying
knowledge gaps to understanding the underlying reasons and drivers behind certain behav-
iours. Through increased awareness of traders’ perceptions and practices, risk mitigation mea-
sures and communication strategies relevant for the local context can be formulated. This
could reduce the risks of trade and market-associated disease dissemination, which would lead
to improved small ruminant health and smallholder farmer livelihoods in Zambia.

Supporting information

S1 File. An overview interview guide for the topics that were covered in the semi-struc-
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(DOCX)

Acknowledgments

We would like to extend our sincerest gratitude to the participants of this study for their
invaluable contribution to this study. We would also like to express our great gratitude to
everyone who has facilitated our work, especially to Ms Christabel Chimba and employees at
the Small Livestock Association of Zambia.

Author Contributions
Conceptualization: Klara Fischer.
Data curation: Sara Lysholm.

Formal analysis: Sara Lysholm, Klara Fischer.

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0233611  June 22, 2020 12/15



PLOS ONE

Zambian sheep and goat traders and small ruminant health and disease

Funding acquisition: Jonas Johansson Wensman.

Investigation: Sara Lysholm.

Methodology: Sara Lysholm, Klara Fischer.

Project administration: Sara Lysholm, Jonas Johansson Wensman, Musso Munyeme.

Supervision: Jonas Johansson Wensman, Musso Munyeme, Klara Fischer.

Writing - original draft: Sara Lysholm.

Writing - review & editing: Jonas Johansson Wensman, Musso Munyeme, Klara Fischer.

References

1.

Delgado C, Rosegrant M, Steinfeld H, Ehui S, Courboi C. Livestock to 2020 —The Next Food Revolution.
Food, Agriculture and the Environment Discussion Paper 28. IFPRI, Washington D.C. 1999.

ILRI. Livestock a pathway out of poverty. ILRI’s strategy to 2010. Nairobi, Kenya: ILRI. 2002.

Kilpatrick AM, Chmura AA, Gibbons DW, Fleischer RC, Marra PP, Daszak P. Predicting the global
spread of HSN1 avian influenza. PNAS. 2006; 103 (51): 19368—19373 https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.
0609227103 PMID: 17158217

Févre EM, Coleman PG, Odiit M, Magona JW, Welbum SC, Woolhouse MEJ. The origins of a new Try-
panosoma brucei rhodesiense sleeping sickness outbreak in eastern Uganda. The Lancet. 2001; 358:
625-628

Muse EA, Karimuribo ED, Gitao GC, Misinzo G, Mellau LSB, Msofe PLM, et al. Epidemiological investi-
gation into the introduction and factors for spread of Peste des Petts Ruminants, southern Tanzania.
Onderstepoort Journal of Veterinary Research. 2012; 79(2)

OIE. Event summary: Peste des petits ruminants, Angola; 2013 Dec 30 [cited Jul 1 2019]. In: oie.int
[internet]Available from: http://www.oie.int/wahis_2/public/wahid.php/Reviewreport/Review/
viewsummary?reportid = 12408

Kivaria FM, Kwiatek O, Kapaga AM, Swai ES, Libeau G, Moshy W, et al. The incursion, persistence
and spread of peste des petits ruminants in Tanzania: Epidemiological patterns and predictions. Onder-
stepoort J Vet Res. 2013; 80(1): 1-10

Parida S, Muniraju M, Altan E, Baazi R, Dhinakar Raj G, Mahapatra M. Emergence of PPR and its threat
to Europe. Small Rumin Res. 2016; 142:16-21 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smallrumres.2016.02.018
PMID: 27695194

Namonje-Kapembwa, N, Chiwawa H, Sitko N. Value Chain Analysis of Goats in Zambia: Challenges
and Opportunities of Linking Smallholders to Markets. Indaba Agricultural Policy Research Institute
(IAPRI) Working Paper 117. Lusaka, Zambia. 2016. Available: http://www.iapri.org.zm

Porten K, Rissland J, Tigges A, Broll S, Hopp W, Lunemann, van Treeck U, Kimmig P, Brockmann SO,
Wagner-Wiening C, Hellenbrand W, Buchholz U. A super-spreading ewe infects hundreds with Q fever
at a farmers’ market in Germany. BMC Infectious Diseases. 2006; 6(147)

Guan M, Zheng BJ, He YQ, Liu XL, Liu XL, Zhuang ZX, Cheung CL, Luo SW, Li PH, Zhang LJ, Guan
YJ, Butt KM, Wong KL, Chan KW, Lim W, Shortridge KF, Yuen KY, Peiris JSM, Poon LLM. Isolation
and Characterization of Viruses Related to the SARS Coronavirus from Animals in Southern China. Sci-
ence. 2003; 302(5643): 276-278 https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1087139 PMID: 12958366

Huang C, Wang VY, Li X, RenL, Zhao J,Hu Y, Zhang L, Fan G, Xu J, Gu X, Cheng Z, Yu T, Xia J, Wei Y,
Wu W, Xie X, Yin W, Li H, Liu M, Xiao Y, Gao H, Guo L, Xie J, Wang G, Jiang R, Gao Z, Jin Q, Wang J,
Cao B. Clinical features of patients infected with 2019 novel coronavirus in Wuhan, China. The Lancet.
2020.

Chipasha H, Ariyawardana A, Mortlock MY. Smallholder market participation in Choma district, Zambia.
Afr. J. Food Agric. Nutr. Dev. 2017; 17(1): 11691-11708

Kgotlele T, Chota A, Chubwa CC, Nyasebwa O, Lyimo B, Torsson E., et al. Detection of peste des petits
ruminants and concurrent secondary diseases in sheep and goats in Ngorongoro district, Tanzania.
Comparative Clinical Pathology. 2019; 28(3):755-759

Swai ES, Kaaya JE, Noah EY. Antibody response to Mycoplasma capricolum subsp. capripneumoniae
bacterium in small holder dairy goats in Tanzania. Trop Anim Health Prod. 2013; 45(7): 1603-1608
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-013-0405-4 PMID: 23558376

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0233611  June 22, 2020 13/15



PLOS ONE

Zambian sheep and goat traders and small ruminant health and disease

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32

33.

34.

35.

36.

Torsson E, Berg M, Misinzo G, Herbe |, Kgotlele T, Paarni M, et al. Seroprevalence and risk factors for
peste des petits ruminants and selected differential diagnosis in sheep and goats in Tanzania. Infection
Ecology & Epidemiology. 2017; 7(1)

Chota A, Shirima G, Kusluka L. Risk factors associated with Mycoplasma capricolum subspecies
capripneumoniae and morbillivirus infection in small ruminants in Tanzania. Trop Anim Health Prod.
Forthcoming 2019.

Birindwa BA, George GC, Ntagereka BP, Christopher O, Lilly BC. Mixed infection of peste-des-petits
ruminants and Capripox in goats in South Kivu, Democratic Republic of Congo. Journal of Advanced
Veterinary and Animal Research. 2017; 4(4): 348-355

Karimuribo ED, Loomu PM, Mellau LSB, Swai ES. Retrospective study on sero-epidemiology of peste
des petits ruminants before its official confirmation in northern Tanzania in 2008. Research Opinions in
Animal & Veterinary Sciences. 2011; 1(3): 184-187

FAO. FAO responds to PPR epidemic in the Democratic Republic of the Congo. Veterinary Record
2012; 171(7)

Hamilton L. Bridging the divide between theory and practice: taking a co-productive approach to vet-
farmer relationships. Food Ethics. 2018; 1(3): 221-233

Fischer K, Sjostrom K, Stiernstrom A, Emanuelsson U. Dairy farmers’ perspectives on antibiotic use: A
qualitative study. Journal of Dairy Science. 2019; 102(3): 2724-2737 https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2018-
15015 PMID: 30612802

Jansen J, van den Borne BH, Renes RJ, van Shaik G, Lam TJ, Leeuwis C. Explaining mastitis incidence
in Dutch dairy farming: the influence of farmers’ attitudes and behaviour. Prev Vet Med. 2009; 92(3):
210-223 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2009.08.015 PMID: 19800700

Garforth CJ, Bailey AP, Tranter RB. Farmers’ attitudes to disease risk management in England: A com-
parative analysis of sheep and pig farmers. Prev Vet Med. 2013; 110: 456466 https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.prevetmed.2013.02.018 PMID: 23490144

Sutherland L-A, Darnhofer |. Of organic farmers and ‘good farmers’: Changing habitus in rural England.
Journal of Rural Studies. 2012; 28: 232—240

Burton RJF. Seeing Through the ‘Good Farmer's’ Eyes: Towards Developing an Understanding of the
Social Symbolic Value of ‘Productivist’ Behaviour. Sociologia Ruralis. 2004; 44(2):195-215

Saunders FP. 2015. Complex Shades of Green: Gradually Changing Notions of the ‘Good Farmer’in a
Swedish Context. Sociologia Ruralis. 2015; 56(3): 391-407

Naylor R, Hamilton-Webb A, Little R, Maye D. The ‘Good Farmer’: Farmer Identities and the Control of
Exotic Livestock Disease in England. Sociologia Ruralis. 2016; 58(1): 3-19

Shortall O, Sutherland LA, Ruston A, Kaler J. True Cowmen and Commercial Farmers: Exploring Vets’
and Dairy Farmers’ Contrasting Views of ‘Good Farming’ in. Relation to Biosecurity. Sociologia Ruralis.
2017; 58(3): 583-603

Neupane D, Khanal V, Ghimire K, Aro AR, Leppin A. Knowledge, attitudes and practices related to
avian influenza among poultry workers in Nepal: a cross sectional study. BMC Infectious Diseases.
2012; 12(76): 1-7

Elelu N. Epidemiological risk factors of knowledge and preventive practice regarding avian influenza
among poultry farmers and live bird traders in Ikorodu, Lagos State, Nigeria. International Journal of
Veterinary Science and Medicine. 2017; 5:47-52 https://doi.org/10.1016/}.ijlvsm.2017.03.002 PMID:
30255048

YuQ, LiuL, PuJ, Zhao J, Sun Y, Shen G, Wei H, Zhu J, Zheng R, Xiong D, Liu X, Liu J. Risk Percep-
tions for Avian Influenza Virus Infection among Poultry Workers, China. Emerging Infectious Diseases.
2013; 19(2): 313-316 https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1902.120251 PMID: 23343592

Muhangi D, Masembe C, Berg M, Stahl K, Ocaido M. Practises in the pig value chain in Uganda; impli-
cations to African swine fever transmission. Livestock Research for Rural Development. 2014; 26(5)

Leslie E, Geong M, Abdurrahman M, Ward M, Toribio J. Live pig markets in eastern Indonesia: Trader
characteristics, biosecurity and implications for disease spread. Acta Tropica. 2016; 155: 95-103
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2015.12.014 PMID: 26739656

Chenais E, Boqvist S, Sternberg-Lewerin S, Emanuelsson U, Ouma E, Dione M et al. Knowledge, Atti-
tudes and Practices Related to African Swine Fever Within Smallholder Pig Production in Northern
Uganda. Transboundary and Emerging Diseases. 2017; 64(1) 101-105 https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.
12347 PMID: 25876769

Lichoti Kasiiti J, Davies J, Maru Y, Kitala PM, Githigia SM, Okoth W, et al. Pig traders’ networks on the
Kenya-Uganda border highlight potential for mitigation of African swine fever virus transmission and
improved disease risk management. Preventive Veterinary Medicine. 2017; 140: 87-96 https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.prevetmed.2017.03.005 PMID: 28460754

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0233611  June 22, 2020 14/15



PLOS ONE

Zambian sheep and goat traders and small ruminant health and disease

37.

38.

39.
40.
41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

Dione M, Ouma E, Opio F, Kawuma B, Pezo D. 2016. Qualitative analysis of the risks and practices
associated with the spread of African swine fever within the smallholder pig value chains in Uganda.
Preventive Veterinary Medicine. 2016; 135: 102—112 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2016.11.001
PMID: 27931922

Siamupa C, Saasa N, Phiri AM. Contribution of market value chain to the control of African swine fever
in Zambia. Trop Anim Health Prod. 2018; 50(1):177-185 https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-017-1419-0
PMID: 28986685

Gillham B. Case Study Research Methods. 1 ed. London New York: Continuum; 2000

Yin R. Case study research: Design and methods. 2 ed. Thousand Oaks, California: Sage; 1994

Southwold-Llewellyn S. Methods and Techniques for Field Research. Wageningen: Wageningen Agri-
cultural University. 2002.

Miles M, Huberman M. Qualitative data analysis: An expanded sourcebook. 2 ed. Thousand Oaks,
California: Sage; 1994

Bowen GA. Grounded Theory and Sensitizing Concepts. International Journal of Qualitative Methods.
2006; 5(3): 12-23

Parliament of Zambia. Stock Disease Act. Act No. 13 of 1994. Lusaka, Zambia: National Assembly of
Zambia. Available: http://www.parliament.gov.zm/node/1179

Parliament of Zambia. Animal Health Act. Act No. 27 of 2010. Lusaka, Zambia: National Assembly of
Zambia [http://www.parliament.gov.zm/node/3376]

PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0233611  June 22, 2020 15/15






AcTA UNIVERSITATIS AGRICULTURAE SUECIAE

Doctorar THESsIs NoO. 2021:79

Transboundary diseases in small ruminants are threats to health, livelihoods and society
in Zambia and Tanzania. Animal trade and movement, both of which tend to increase
close to international borders, are known drivers of disease dissemination. This thesis
has combined seroepidemiology and qualitative data strategies to explore the circulation
of selected small ruminant transboundary diseases in Zambia and in the Tanzania-

Zambia border region, with a focus on the impact of trade and border proximity.

Sara Lysholm received her postgraduate education at the Department of Clinical
Sciences, Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences. She obtained her MSc in
veterinary medicine in 2017, at the Faculty of Veterinary Medicine and Animal Science

at the same university.

Acta Universitatis Agriculturae Sueciae presents doctoral theses from the Swedish

University of Agricultural Sciences (SLU).

SLU generates knowledge for the sustainable use of biological natural resources.
Research, education, extension, as well as environmental monitoring and assessment

are used to achieve this goal.

Online publication of thesis summary: http://pub.epsilon.slu.se/

ISSN 1652-6880
ISBN (print version) 978-91-7760-835-6
ISBN (electronic version) 978-91-7760-836-3




 
 
    
   HistoryItem_V1
   AddNumbers
        
     Range: From page 14 to page 142; only even numbered pages
     Font: ArialMT 8.5 point
     Origin: bottom left
     Offset: horizontal 70.87 points, vertical 44.22 points
     Prefix text: ''
     Suffix text: ''
     Colour: Default (black)
      

        
     D:20211103151631
      

        
     1
     1
     
     BL
     
     1
     1
     1
     1
     1
     14
     ArialMT
     1
     0
     0
     1611
     487
     0
     1
     R0
     8.5000
            
                
         Even
         14
         SubDoc
         142
              

       CurrentAVDoc
          

     [Sys:ComputerName]
     70.8661
     44.2205
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

        
     137
     142
     141
     ec8fa2e0-c5bd-4c5a-a92e-666555f5858d
     65
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   Nup
        
     Create a new document
     Trim unused space from sheets: no
     Allow pages to be scaled: no
     Margins and crop marks: none
     Sheet size: 8.268 x 11.693 inches / 210.0 x 297.0 mm
     Sheet orientation: tall
     Layout: rows 1 down, columns 1 across
     Align: top left
      

        
     D:20211103151742
      

        
     0.0000
     10.0000
     20.0000
     0
     Corners
     0.3000
     ToFit
     1
     1
     0.7000
     0
     0 
     1
     0.0000
     1
            
       D:20131112102841
       841.8898
       a4
       Blank
       595.2756
          

     Tall
     749
     363
     0.0000
     TL
     0
            
       PDDoc
          

     0.0000
     0
     2
     0
     0
     0 
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   TrimAndShift
        
     Range: all pages
     Trim: none
     Shift: move down by 28.35 points
     Normalise (advanced option): 'original'
     Keep bleed margin: no
      

        
     D:20211103151744
      

        
     32
     1
     0
     No
     771
     395
     Fixed
     Down
     28.3465
     0.0000
            
                
         Both
         AllDoc
              

       PDDoc
          

     None
     0.0000
     Top
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

        
     142
     141
     142
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   TrimAndShift
        
     Range: all even numbered pages
     Trim: none
     Shift: move right by 119.06 points
     Normalise (advanced option): 'original'
     Keep bleed margin: no
      

        
     D:20211103151745
      

        
     32
     1
     0
     No
     771
     395
     Fixed
     Right
     119.0551
     0.0000
            
                
         Even
         AllDoc
              

       PDDoc
          

     None
     0.0000
     Top
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

        
     142
     141
     71
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   TrimAndShift
        
     Range: all pages
     Create a new document
     Trim: none
     Shift: move down by 53.86 points
     Normalise (advanced option): 'original'
     Keep bleed margin: no
      

        
     D:20211103152850
      

        
     32
     1
     1
     No
     1086
     515
     Fixed
     Down
     53.8583
     0.0000
            
                
         Both
         AllDoc
              

       PDDoc
          

     None
     0.0000
     Top
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

        
     226
     225
     226
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   TrimAndShift
        
     Range: all odd numbered pages
     Trim: none
     Shift: move right by 59.53 points
     Normalise (advanced option): 'original'
     Keep bleed margin: no
      

        
     D:20211103152852
      

        
     32
     1
     0
     No
     1086
     515
     Fixed
     Right
     59.5276
     0.0000
            
                
         Odd
         AllDoc
              

       PDDoc
          

     None
     0.0000
     Top
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

        
     226
     224
     113
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   TrimAndShift
        
     Range: all even numbered pages
     Trim: none
     Shift: move left by 59.53 points
     Normalise (advanced option): 'original'
     Keep bleed margin: no
      

        
     D:20211103152853
      

        
     32
     1
     0
     No
     1086
     515
     Fixed
     Left
     59.5276
     0.0000
            
                
         Even
         AllDoc
              

       PDDoc
          

     None
     0.0000
     Top
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

        
     226
     225
     113
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   PageSizes
        
     Range: all pages
     Size: 7.008 x 9.724 inches / 178.0 x 247.0 mm
     Action: Make all pages the same size
     Scale: No scaling (crop or pad)
     Rotate: Never
      

        
     D:20211103152854
      

        
     0
            
       D:20210901103534
       700.1575
       S5+5mm
       Blank
       504.5669
          

     Tall
     1
     0
     1062
     442
     qi3alphabase[QI 3.0/QHI 3.0 alpha]
     None
     None
            
                
         AllDoc
              

       PDDoc
          

      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

        
     226
     225
     226
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   DefineBleed
        
     Range: all pages
     Request: bleed all round 14.17 points
     Bleed area is outside visible: no
      

        
     D:20211103152854
      

        
     0.0000
     1
     0.0000
     14.1732
     0
     1056
     459
     0.0000
     Fixed
            
                
         Both
         AllDoc
              

       PDDoc
          

     0.0000
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

        
     226
     225
     226
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   Nup
        
     Create a new document
     Trim unused space from sheets: no
     Allow pages to be scaled: no
     Margins: left 0.00, top 0.00, right 0.00, bottom 0.00 points
     Horizontal spacing (points): 0 
     Vertical spacing (points): 0 
     Crop style 1, width 0.30, length 20.00, distance 10.00 (points)
     Add frames around each page: no
     Sheet size: 7.008 x 9.724 inches / 178.0 x 247.0 mm
     Sheet orientation: best fit
     Layout: rows 1 down, columns 1 across
     Align: centre
      

        
     D:20211103152912
      

        
     0.0000
     10.0000
     20.0000
     1
     Corners
     0.3000
     ToFit
     0
     0
     1
     1
     0.7000
     0
     0 
     1
     0.0000
     1
            
       D:20210901104157
       700.1575
       S5+5mm
       Blank
       504.5669
          

     Best
     828
     595
     0.0000
     C
     0
            
       PDDoc
          

     0.0000
     0
     2
     1
     0
     0 
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   DefineBleed
        
     Range: all pages
     Request: bleed all round 14.17 points
     Bleed area is outside visible: no
      

        
     D:20211103152912
      

        
     0.0000
     1
     0.0000
     14.1732
     0
     1056
     459
     0.0000
     Fixed
            
                
         Both
         AllDoc
              

      
       PDDoc
          

     0.0000
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus4
     Quite Imposing Plus 4.0g
     Quite Imposing Plus 4
     1
      

        
     226
     225
     226
      

   1
  

 HistoryList_V1
 qi2base





