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Different BVDV control programmes
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Qualitative comparison of elements that influence the 
confidence of freedom from BVDV infection in disease 

control programmes in each of the six participating 
countries (FR-Brittany, IE, NL, SE, UK-Scotland, DE).

Different control programmes for BVDV.
Different definitions of herd-level BVDV-free status.

1 0%5 10.4%3 2% 3 2% 4 10%Herd-level prevalence of 
BVDV in breeding herds

2 Mandatory screening
/Voluntary follow-up

1 Mandatory1 Mandatory1 Mandatory 3 VoluntaryType of programme

Different contexts: ranking per aspect
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Introduction

What affects the free status of a herd?
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Territory 3:
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• Comparing control programmes is very complex: many factors collectively influence the confidence of freedom

• It was a challenge to precisely define the data of interest and to collect the information in such a way that it allows 
comparison between territories

• Because the territories included in this study were at very different phases of control or eradication, it was difficult 
to compare control programmes, therefore they were ranked per aspect

• It was impossible to qualitatively determine the relative contribution of each element to the overall confidence of 
freedom and a quantitative approach is needed
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