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Foot- and Mouth Disease - what makes our case
in Germany so special?
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Maul- und Klauenseuche in Brandenburg Bac kg ro u n d
Wasserbiiffel in Honow werden getotet , , , ,
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worden. Wie geht es in Brandenburg weiter? Alle Infos im Liveblog.
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First case since 1988

Ein Artikel von  UIf Grieger, Katharina Schmidt, Dirk Schaal, Kerstin Ewald Rostock
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Fig 1. Newspaper article on FMD on 10t January 2025 Fig 2. Location of the outbreak in the area of Berlin/Brandenburg
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Fig 3. Timeline of epidemiological investigation and lesions seen in animals culled on 10t January 2025 e
Epidemiological investigations yielded no indications for introductions via prs ok
- Animal Purchase - Vehicles / contaminated equipment
. Semen - Other farms in the neighbourhood
- Feed or bedding - Travel associated activities
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Conclusions - One herd only - Swift action of the local authorities
- Extremely low farm and animal density - ‘Crisis-proven’ area affected
- Low number of contacts - Most likely introduction: contaminated animal products

- Early detection of infection



