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| Background

The current epizootic of high pathogenicity avian influenza virus (HPAIV) H5N1 in the United
W Kingdom (UK) has dwarfed all previous incursions. The scale of the incursions between 2020 and
. & 2023 drove the need to review gaps in our understanding of the virus incursion onto premises.
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i This study used qualitative methodologies to evaluate human behaviours on poultry farms that

S U= impact upon biosecurity and farmers experiences of disease management in relation to HPAIV.

Research Question:
What are farmers’ perceptions of biosecurity measures and how do they implement them?

Aims & Objectives: Methods

- To explore biosecurity and _ _
diseapse managemen¥ practices / \/ Premises included farms that haﬁ / Semi-structured interviews were\
on commercial poultry farms. 13 commercial poultry an HPAIV outbreak since 2021 used to enable in-depth discussions.

- To investigate farmers’ farms were visited in (case farms) and those thathad | . Ethnographic observations were
experiences and perceptions of England and Wales not (non-case farms). made to assess the reported
HPAIV. between May and * Recruitment of farm managers experiences of farmers when facing

- To explore farmers use and/or September 2023. was undertaken through incursions of HPAIV and physical

companies and trade

misuse of biosecurity on farms. K /

evidence of biosecurity practises.
associations. / K P J

Data analysis
Interviews, observation notes/diary entries and other information gathered during the

study were analysed to generate codes, patterns and themes amongst the data using
qgualitative data analysis software (NVivo 12).
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