




 Society for Veterinary Epidemiology and Preventive Medicine 
 

Cite as: Dórea, F. and Brodbelt, D. (eds). Proceedings of the Society for Veterinary Epidemiology 
and Preventive Medicine annual meeting held in Berlin, Germany, SVEPM 

 
 (Views expressed in these proceedings are not necessarily those of the Editor or  

the Executive Committee of the Society) 
 

 
 



Campylobacter
Campylobacter

Brucella canis





Cygnus cygnus Branta leucopsis Cygnus olor
Anser anser



Anas platyrhynchos

Vw,c

ID50,f

Vw,c

c NEnv,c



ID50

rf

ID50 rf









Sus scrofa Sus scrofa domesticus





t
i

p

i
i

i p
t

i

i t



i
i

i

EasyABC





 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sus scrofa
 

 

 

 



Sus scrofa

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CAMPYLOBACTER CAMPYLOBACTER

Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter
Campylobacter

Campylobacter
Campylobacter 

Campylobacter

Campylobacter 

Campylobacter 



Campylobacter

Campylobacter Campylobacter

Campylobacter 

Gallus gallus

Campylobacter 

Campylobacter

Salmonella 

Campylobacter 

C. 
jejuni C. jejuni C. 
coli

Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter
Campylobacter 



Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter
Campylobacter

Campylobacter
Campylobacter

Campylobacter
Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter-

Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter
Campylobacter



Campylobacter

-
Campylobacter

Campylobacter

Campylobacter 

Campylobacter
 

Campylobacter 
Campylobacter 

Campylobacter

Campylobacter Campylobacter
.,

.
. 

Campylobacter 
Campylobacter

Campylobacter
Campylobacter

. .



Campylobacter

Campylobacter 

Campylobacter

Campylobacter
Campylobacter

Campylobacter Campylobacter











Enterococcus cecorum 

Enterococcus cecorum
Enterococcus cecorum 

 

Escherichia coli Enterococcus faecalis 

Escherichia coli

Enterococcus



 

 

 

 

Enterococcus Enterococcus 
cecorum

Enterococcus cecorum

Enterococcus cecorum 

Escherichia coli Enterococcus faecalis

Enterococcus 



E. cecorum
E. cecorum

E. 
cecorum









E. coli

Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae
Lawsonia intracellularis E. coli





Trichinella





National Action Plan (NAP) for management of 
antibiotic use and control of antimicrobial resistance in livestock production and aquaculture

Pangasius







1.Legislation and regulation 

Certification, labelling 
(market-driven)

3.NAP and other plans 
Commercial technology and 
product alternatives
On-farm management
Training and awareness

7.Activities with co-benefits 
(e.g. surveillance) 











Farmer 5 : “Biosecurity is very complicated to implement on a farm like ours. At some point, 
we have to adapt to the farm and do our the best we can.” 



 
Veterinarian 5 : “In fact, the biosecurity decree is not adapted to these types of farms. Because 
we're not going to make 12 anterooms, the guy's not going to change clothes 30 times a day, 
you know.” 

Trade union 1 : “I think that [...] societal expectations, the clientele we have, they don't want 
that model [keeping birds inside].” 

 
Farmer 13 : “In fact, we're forgotten by the system. [...] I really have to go fishing for 
information if I want to know anything. Otherwise, I have no information at all.” 



Government representative 1 : “You have to find competent people [...] they're not available 
everywhere. Professional assistance is not organised in certain regions”. 

Farmer 20 : “The whole thing made us all think about our own practices [...]. [...] We're 
questioning ourselves, but not with the same points of view as conventional commercial 
farmers.”
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i) Specification of prior distributions for true seroprevalence, test sensitivity and test 
specificity.  

B. canis these

ii) Specification of the likelihood function for the observed data. 
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iii) Calculation of posterior estimates for true seroprevalence, test sensitivity and test 
specificity  
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Brucella melitensis 
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Salmonella Mycobacterium avium Paratuberculosis
Neospora caninum
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boot: Bootstrap R (S-Plus) Functions





a priori
Was the selection process likely to select 

participants that were representative of the target population under investigation?



“Is there evidence that outcome assessors were 
adequately blinded to the groups?”

“Are objective, suitable and standard criteria used for measurement of the health 
outcomes?”

“Have the authors taken potential confounding factors in the design and/or analysis into 
account, and are the confounders in each group to be compared clearly described?”

“Were withdrawals and drop-outs reported in terms of numbers and/or 
reasons per group?”

“Are the statistical methods appropriate for the study type, design and/or the 
question, and were appropriate statistical methods used to account for missing data?”

“Are any measured outcomes missing, and do the conclusions reach beyond observed results?”













 



R





Culicoides



Culicoides

C. imicola’ ‘C. obsoletus/scoticus’
 

i
Culicoides

Culicoides

Culicoides





Culicoides

Culicoides



Erysipelothrix rhusiopathiae
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