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Abstract

Background

Most smallholder farmers (SHFs) and marginalized populations (MPs) in Africa, Asia, and

Latin America depend on livestock for their livelihoods. However, significant numbers of

these animals do not achieve their potential, die due to disease, or transmit zoonotic dis-

eases. Existing vaccines could prevent and control some of these diseases, but frequently

the vaccines do not reach SHFs, especially MPs, making it necessary for specific vaccine

adoption strategies.

Principal findings

Several strategies that have the potential to increase the adoption of animal vaccines by

SHFs and MPs have been identified depending on the type of vaccines involved. The strate-

gies differed depending on whether the vaccines were aimed at diseases that cause eco-

nomic losses, government-controlled diseases, or neglected diseases. The adoption of

vaccines for neglected diseases presents a major challenge, because they are mostly for

zoonotic diseases that produce few or no clinical signs in the animals, making it more difficult

for the farmers to appreciate the value of the vaccines.

Strategies can be aimed at increasing the availability of quality vaccines, so that they are

produced in sufficient quantity, or aimed at increasing access and demand by SHFs and/or

MPs. Some of the strategies to increase vaccine adoption might not provide a definite solu-

tion but might facilitate vaccine uptake by decreasing barriers. These strategies are varied

and include technical considerations, policy components, involvement by the private sector

(local and international), and innovation.

Conclusions

Several strategies with the potential to reduce livestock morbidity and mortality, or prevent

zoonoses in SHFs communities and MPs through vaccination, require the involvement of

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989 February 7, 2019 1 / 17

a1111111111

a1111111111

a1111111111

a1111111111

a1111111111

OPEN ACCESS

Citation: Donadeu M, Nwankpa N, Abela-Ridder B,

Dungu B (2019) Strategies to increase adoption of

animal vaccines by smallholder farmers with focus

on neglected diseases and marginalized

populations. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 13(2): e0006989.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989

Editor: Charles E. Rupprecht, Wistar Institute,

UNITED STATES

Published: February 7, 2019

Copyright: © 2019 Donadeu et al. This is an open

access article distributed under the terms of the

Creative Commons Attribution License, which

permits unrestricted use, distribution, and

reproduction in any medium, provided the original

author and source are credited.

Funding: The author(s) received no specific

funding for this work.

Competing interests: The authors have declared

that no competing interests exist. The authors

alone are responsible for the views expressed in

this publication and they do not necessarily

represent the decisions, policy or views of their

respective employers.

http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2444-914X
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2019-02-07
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2019-02-07
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2019-02-07
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2019-02-07
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2019-02-07
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2019-02-07
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


donors and international organisations to stimulate and facilitate sustainable adoption. This

is especially the case for neglected zoonotic diseases. Support for national and regional

vaccine manufacturers is also required, especially for vaccines against diseases of interest

only in the developing world and public goods.

Introduction

Many smallholder farmers (SHFs) in Africa, Asia, and Latin America depend on animals for

their livelihoods. Livestock are critical to the livelihoods of poor livestock-keepers in the devel-

oping world, estimated to number between 600 and 900 million [1, 2]. Animals are critical

because they provide food, income, status, and are the financial reserve for the family. Unfor-

tunately, many of those animals die or do not achieve their productive potential, due to dis-

ease, affecting the income and livelihoods of millions of people. In addition, a number of

diseases affecting livestock in poor communities are due to zoonotic pathogens, causing mor-

bidity and mortality in the human population [3].

Some SHFs are members of communities that are particularly disadvantaged, either due to

ethnic, religious, or cultural reasons; their lifestyle such as mobile pastoralists; because they are

relatively few in number; or due to some other circumstances. These communities, which may

be referred to as marginalized populations (MPs), are highly vulnerable, typically the poorest

and those with the least access to health services. Poor communities living in rural remote areas

and in marginal urban areas are prominent among MPs. Often these communities are over-

looked by their own governments as well as by international agencies and donors, although

they are becoming more visible due to the “Leave no one behind” agenda of the Sustainable

Development Goals [4]. The dependence of MPs on their animals is particularly pronounced.

SHFs in developing countries can be considered to belong to different categories in terms

of their wealth, on what is referred to here as the poverty ladder (Fig 1). The poorest SHFs at

the bottom of the ladder tend to own only poultry. One step above, they tend to also own pigs

or small ruminants (SRs; sheep or goats), depending on cultural and environmental factors.

Less poor SHFs may own dairy cattle in small numbers, for example, in periurban areas, where

families might have one or two milking cows. The SHFs with the most resources are the ones

who own beef cattle, larger numbers of dairy cattle, or camels. Interventions aimed at improv-

ing the livelihood of SHFs that are directed at poultry, pigs, and SRs will benefit particularly

those SHFs with fewer resources, including MPs.

Women comprise approximately 70% of the world’s poor, as well as the majority of poor

livestock keepers [5]. Poultry, pigs, and SRs are the livestock species usually preferred by

women because they can be more easily managed, and in many instances, the income gener-

ated goes directly to them [6–12]. Any intervention aimed at improving animal health in poul-

try, pigs, and SRs such as vaccination is likely to provide benefits particularly to women SHFs.

Vaccines are one of the most cost-effective and sometimes the only means to prevent dis-

ease in livestock populations, including zoonotic diseases. Commercial vaccines are available

for prevention and control of many livestock diseases; however, these vaccines frequently do

not reach, and thus are not often used by, SHFs. Here, we seek to identify strategies that can

increase the adoption of animal vaccines by SHFs and MPs.

Methodology

Reference was made specially to reports prepared by agencies such as the Food and Agriculture

Organization (FAO) of the United Nations, the World Organisation for Animal Health (OIE),
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the World Health Organization (WHO), the authors’ previous work in the area [13], as well as

literature reviews (PubMed) and internet searches. A simplified vaccine supply chain was con-

sidered, because the focus of this paper is restricted to vaccines that are currently produced

commercially. The areas considered for the review were (1) manufacturing, (2) distribution,

(3) uptake by commercial farmers, (4) uptake by SHFs and/or MPs. Other areas such as

research, development, scaling-up, and registration were thus omitted. The uptake of vaccines

by commercial farmers in developing countries was included, because some of the structures

used by them could also benefit SHFs.

General considerations

Animal diseases were categorized in three main groups to facilitate the analysis, as follows.

Diseases that cause economic and/or production losses

Vaccines against these diseases are typically private goods (the term is used here to describe

vaccines that farmers are willing to purchase). Within this group, there are two types of

diseases:

• diseases of interest also in developed countries such as Newcastle disease (ND) and classical

swine fever (CSF);

• diseases of interest only in developing countries such as contagious caprine pleuropneumo-

nia (CCPP) or East Coast fever.

Fig 1. Livestock poverty ladder, species preference, and gender. Livestock species owned by the poor livestock keepers depend traditionally on their level of

resources. Women usually prefer poultry, pigs, small ruminants and dairy cattle in small numbers, although there are exceptions. Some silhouettes obtained from:

https://openclipart.org.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989.g001
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Government controlled diseases

This usually includes notifiable and transboundary diseases such as foot and mouth disease

(FMD) and Peste des petits ruminants (PPR). Vaccines for these diseases can be public (vac-

cines that farmers are not likely to purchase) or private goods. There is some variation between

countries, and some diseases such as contagious bovine pleuropneumonia (CBPP) can fit in

this category or the category above, depending on the country.

Neglected diseases

In human health, some infectious diseases such as leprosy and Chagas disease are called

neglected because they affect mainly the poor; they are associated with social determinants of

health, for example, inadequate access to health services, education, safe water, and basic sani-

tation; and do not receive enough attention, even though most of these diseases are treatable

and can be cured. As well as being important causes of morbidity and mortality, they contrib-

ute to significant stigma and discrimination in affected communities. These diseases are typi-

cally not prioritized by either governments or aid agencies, because they have other priorities

(for example, Malaria, HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis). Nor are they prioritized by drug and vaccine

developers and pharmaceutical companies due to their association with limited markets, likely

low profitability, and poor chances of recovering the cost of developing new products.

Similarly, in animal health, there are also neglected animal diseases that affect mainly ani-

mals of poor and marginalized populations in low-resource settings, and for which there are

not significant resources invested in trying to address them. Neglected animal diseases cause

decreased productivity and animal mortality, and some are zoonotic, impacting the livelihoods

of individuals and communities. Examples include Taenia solium, Echinococcus granulosus,
and dog-transmitted rabies. Vaccines for these animal diseases are typically public goods.

Zoonotic diseases, especially endemic ones, are of special importance because they have a

disproportionate impact on MPs [14, 15]. Zoonoses are represented in each group of diseases

mentioned above.

Some diseases can be categorized into more than one group; for example, Rift Valley fever

(RVF), which causes livestock production losses during outbreaks, is neglected during the

inter-epizootic stages in many countries, even if it remains a significant zoonotic disease dur-

ing this period.

Weak links in the supply chain of existing animal vaccines

If livestock vaccines are to be adopted by SHFs and/or MPs, it is necessary that vaccines are

available, accessible, and that there is a demand for them (Fig 2). Vaccines being available

Fig 2. Vaccine adoption. Vaccine adoption is the result of vaccine availability, vaccine access, and vaccine demand [13]. Each component is required to achieve vaccine

adoption. The figure assumes that the vaccine is safe and effective and that these are not limiting factors to vaccine adoption.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989.g002
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means that effective and safe vaccines exist, that they are produced at a large scale, and that they

are purchasable on the market; therefore, availability refers to the product itself. Vaccines should

also be accessible to SHFs, meaning that the farmers have access to them, for example, via local

agro-shops or from vaccinators. The term accessible also incorporates the affordability aspect.

Demand for vaccines refers to SHFs being aware of the existence of a vaccine and wanting to use

it because they value the potential benefits of using the vaccine. It is the product of availability,

access, and demand that determines the extent to which a vaccine is adopted [13] (Fig 2).

Supply chain links of existing animal vaccines for SHFs and/or MPs were analyzed accord-

ing to the disease categories referred to above, to identify the areas in which vaccine adoption

strategies should be targeted. Table 1 summarizes areas of weaknesses and the relative impor-

tance of the identified weaknesses.

Potential strategies to increase vaccine adoption by SHFs and/or

MPs

Strategies that could be implemented to increase vaccine adoption should not only consider

the use by SHFs (access and demand) but also vaccine manufacturing strategies that will

ensure adequate vaccine production (availability), because these are the main areas of weak-

ness in the existing vaccine supply chains (Table 1). Vaccine availability is a barrier for adop-

tion if the vaccine is not produced in sufficient quantity and good quality. Good quality

vaccines are important to induce effective immunity. Table 2 summarizes different potential

strategies that could secure vaccine production and increase vaccine use at SHFs and/or MPs

level, according to the different disease categories.

Strategies to improve adoption of vaccines for diseases associated with

economic and/or production losses

It is easier for farmers to appreciate the value of a vaccine if it prevents a disease that causes a

clear economic or production loss, especially if the disease causes high mortality. Cost of the

Table 1. Weak links in the supply chain of existing animal vaccines according to the different disease categories. Increased level of weakness is represented by a larger

number of +.

Vaccine supply

chain

Disease categories

Manufacturing Distribution Commercial use SHFs/ MPs use

Cause economic losses also in developed countries −1 − − ++

Cause economic losses only in developing countries +++2 ++ ++3 +++

Diseases controlled by governments +4 ?5 +6 +++

Neglected diseases +++7

(likely to increase)

+++ N/A +++++

1Not considered a weak link.
2Usually vaccines for this group of diseases are produced by local or regional manufacturers and not by large multinational companies. In most cases, there are few

manufacturers and not sufficient production capacity to meet the demand.
3Commercial farmers usually will find a way to access the vaccines they need and may buy them directly from the manufacturer or the importer.
4These vaccines are produced by local manufacturers but can also be produced by large multinational companies and be imported. In many instances, they are procured

through tenders.
5Distribution depends on government strategies.
6In some countries, farmers need to have a certificate of vaccination in order to sell the animals, so they are compelled to pay for the vaccine and will establish a supply

mechanism.
7 There are only one, or a few manufacturers at global level, and for some products, continuity of production is at risk due to a lack of demand.

Abbreviations: MPs, marginalized populations; N/A, not applicable; SHFs, smallholder farmers.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989.t001
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vaccine does not tend to be an issue if it is within reason from the SHF’s perspective. The

options to increase adoption of vaccines in these circumstances are the following.

Strategies to increase vaccine access.

1. Creation of a supply chain and access points. In many cases, vaccines do not reach the

rural retailers and/or farmers due to lack of access. Creating a sustainable supply chain linking

wholesalers to rural retailers, and rural retailers with animal vaccinators (veterinarians, com-

munity animal health workers [CAHWs], or authorized technicians), can overcome this

issue. Achieving this may require leadership by a private company or a nongovernmental

Table 2. Potential strategies to secure vaccine production and increase vaccine use by SHFs and/or MPs according to the different disease categories. Strategies are

generic and might not apply to all diseases in each group, or in all countries. The different strategies need to be considered within local, national, and regional contexts.

Some strategies may only provide a partial solution. See text for details.

Group of diseases Strategies at manufacturing level Strategies to increase vaccine adoption by SHFs/MPs

Cause economic losses also

in developed countries

Not applicable1 Access:

1. Creation of access points: creation of a sustainable supply via rural retailers

and local authorized vaccinators. Might include access to capital by local

retailers.

2. Establishment of community supply: vaccine supply through farmers

associations and other community structures.

3. Institution of prize mechanisms: prize mechanisms for distribution (assuming

there is capital available).

Demand:

4. Increasing awareness of vaccine benefits and disease control programs: can

include the development of vaccination programs.

5. Increased vaccine value: multivalent vaccines, integration of vaccines to

technical support packages.

Access and demand combined:

6. Technical considerations: small pack size and thermotolerance.

Cause economic losses only

in developing countries

Availability:

• Support local and regional vaccine manufacturers

to ensure there is enough supply of quality vaccine.

Access and demand:

As above, but when the private sector is involved, it will be mainly local;

therefore, strategies that require access to capital might not work or might be

limited in scale.

Diseases controlled by

governments

Availability:

• Support vaccine manufacturers to ensure there is

enough supply of quality vaccine.

Access and demand:

1. Implementation of government policies that promote the use of vaccines.

2. Provide partially or fully subsidized vaccines only to SHFs/MPs and not to

commercial farmers.

3. Ensure vaccination policies promote cooperation amongst farmers and do not

interfere with other vaccination strategies.

4. Strengthening of the national veterinary services.

Neglected diseases Availability:

• Purchase guarantee (but this will not guarantee

distribution or vaccine use).

• Ensure demand for the vaccine.

Access:

1. Creation of vaccine and antigen banks or stockpiles (strategic reserves).

Demand:

2. Transformation of public goods into private goods: combination vaccines,

bundle products, expansion of label claims.

3. Development of disease control guidelines and large-scale demonstrations: to

encourage governments to take ownership and leadership

4. Demonstration of the benefit of neglected zoonotic disease control programs.

5. Social participation and community engagement.

Access and demand combined:

6. Integration with other animal health activities.

7. Integration with human health sector providers and other human health

interventions.

8. Technical considerations: One-shot vaccines (very important to reach remote

populations), thermotolerance, ease of application.

9. Institution of prize mechanisms: to stimulate technological platforms of

interest.

1Not considered to be a weakness in the vaccine supply chain.

Abbreviations: MPs, marginalized populations; SHFs, smallholder farmers.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989.t002
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organization (NGO) to stimulate the process. Some financial mechanisms such as providing

access to capital to the small retailers (for example, to secure a cold chain facility) might also be

required.

This strategy has been used for distribution of ND vaccine [13], and is the basis for opera-

tion by SIDAI in Kenya, a network of at least 150 franchises owned and managed by qualified

livestock professionals.

2. Establishment of community supply. Farmers’ associations may purchase veterinary

medicines and kits to facilitate supply to local SHFs (with adequate veterinarian supervision).

Because they buy in bulk, price discounts might be possible to incentivise vaccination at the

appropriate time. This strategy has been used in pastoralist communities in the north of

Argentina.

3. Institution of prize mechanisms. Prize mechanisms offered by philanthropic organiza-

tions and others to stimulate sustainable supply and distribution systems can be considered

but that would assume that capital is available to support the initiative, which may often not be

the case.

Strategies to increase vaccine demand.

4. Increase awareness of the benefits of vaccines and disease control programs. Many

SHFs are not aware of the benefits of the vaccines, and an increased awareness can stimulate

demand. This can be achieved through education by a variety of mechanisms, including radio

campaigns, product demonstrations, etc. Awareness through the development of appropriate

vaccination programs, tailored to the needs of SHFs, have proved valuable in encouraging vac-

cine usage. For example, in South Africa through Afrivet Training Services, farmers have been

trained on the value of vaccination and the value of following an appropriate vaccination

program.

5. Increase vaccine value to make them more attractive. This can be done through the use

of multivalent vaccines or integrating vaccines to SHFs’ technical support and extension

packages.

Strategies to increase both access and demand.

6. Technical considerations (use of thermotolerant vaccines and vaccines packaged in

smaller number of doses). Vaccines in packages containing a small number of doses are pref-

erable to SHFs; they are more cost effective and prevent wastage. Thermotolerance of the vac-

cines will ensure the quality of the product at the time of vaccination, especially in areas where

maintaining the cold chain is a challenge.

Some of the strategies mentioned can be supported by paraveterinary professionals, espe-

cially CAHWs. CAHWs play an important role as they facilitate the vaccine reaching the target

population. Regrettably, CAHWs often lack legal support, and they face several challenges

[16]. It is important for the sustainability of CAHW that they make enough money on a con-

tinuous basis from their work. Some of the strategies that can help achieve this—such as a cor-

rect pricing structure to ensure suitable margins, providing solution packages and provision of

the right vaccine accessories—have been described elsewhere [13]. Empirical data indicate that

CAHWs are desirable because they offer the needed care and attention that farmers want, are

located close to the farmers, have lower transaction costs, and are likely to be trusted by the

farmers [17]. This may not always be the case; for example, a survey in Ghana demonstrated

that government paravets were preferred to CAHWs because limited training of the CAHWs

led to them having higher costs and poor performance [18]. Tools to evaluate the performance

of paraveterinary professionals are included in the OIE Tool for the Evaluation of Performance

of Veterinary Services (OIE PVS Tool). They can be supplemented taking into consideration

stakeholders’ expectations and perceptions as well as national animal health objectives using

participatory tools such as those used in Cambodia [19] and Uganda [20].

Strategies to increase animal vaccine adoption for neglected diseases
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The strategies may be effective with SHFs but probably not with the most MPs because they

would be unlikely to afford any vaccination costs, making the support of government and phil-

anthropic agencies necessary.

Strategies to increase vaccine adoption for the group of diseases that

produce economic losses only in developing countries

For diseases causing economic losses only in developing countries, the manufacturing (and

consequent availability) of vaccines may be a bottleneck to vaccine supply. Often these vac-

cines are produced by local or regional manufacturers and not by multinational companies.

Local or regional manufacturers can be private, but in many countries, especially in Africa,

they are government owned. The challenges they face arise from a low production capacity (in

some cases, inadequate infrastructure, technical capacity, or technical knowledge) and/or a

lack of demand [13]. Many of them also produce vaccines against diseases that cause economic

losses in developed and developing countries, because these vaccines are most often profitable.

However, a major problem that is growing is that the revenue of local manufacturers from vac-

cines that also cause economic losses in developed countries is increasingly being eroded by

competition from multinational companies that are extending their range of activities to these

areas, targeting the most profitable vaccines. Therefore, the local laboratories are losing earn-

ings from the profitable vaccines that contribute substantially to cover their production fixed

costs and are left with the much needed but less profitable vaccines (including the vaccines for

diseases of economic importance only in developing countries and public-good vaccines).

Strategies to support local manufacturers should be encouraged, especially as already indi-

cated; they are the major manufacturers of vaccines against many public-good diseases and

diseases affecting exclusively developing countries.

To increase the use of vaccines against infections that only cause losses in developing coun-

tries, strategies similar to the ones already described in the section above can be used. How-

ever, participation of the private sector will likely be limited only to the local private sector

(multinational companies do not tend to produce vaccines for these diseases). In many

instances, only the government-owned vaccine manufacturing facilities will be involved. These

actors are more capital constrained than the multinational companies; therefore, strategies

such as awareness campaigns and creation of supply chains may be difficult to implement

without access to financial support.

Strategies to improve adoption of vaccines for government-controlled

diseases

For the diseases that are government controlled, vaccine usage by SHFs is determined by gov-

ernment policy. Some policies such as the requirement of vaccination certificates to move, sell,

or slaughter animals encourage the use of the vaccines.

Although government policies may dictate vaccination for certain diseases, constraints may

exist when governments provide vaccines at no cost to farmers, especially in situations in

which the government does not have resources to provide vaccines in sufficient quantity and

in a timely manner. In some other countries, farmers are compelled to pay for vaccines that

are government controlled, such as the FMD vaccine. Potential strategies that require large

commercial farmers to pay for the vaccine, whereas SHFs receive it at partially or fully subsi-

dised prices, might be an alternative solution to government paying for all farmers or all farm-

ers paying.

It is important that there are government policies to support and encourage livestock vacci-

nation. Onono and colleagues, 2017 [21], undertook an analysis of policy on the delivery of the

Strategies to increase animal vaccine adoption for neglected diseases
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CBPP vaccine and suggested the adoption of contractual agreements between the public and

private sectors to support the vaccination of susceptible herds. The authors suggest that this

policy would increase vaccination coverage of susceptible cattle herds. Policies should also

encourage cooperation amongst farmers, and they should not interfere with other strategies.

Initiatives to strengthen the national veterinary services, such as those promoted by the OIE

through the performance of veterinary services (PVS) system [22], should be recommended,

because robust veterinary services will be in a better position to develop and implement suit-

able adapted policies, including vaccination policies.

Strategies to improve adoption of vaccines for neglected diseases

Neglected diseases, including neglected zoonotic diseases (NZDs), are neglected because they

affect mainly the poor, they are not subject to compulsory reporting in most countries, and

they are not perceived as major public health burdens as compared to HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis,

and malaria. Most of them do not lead to epidemiological emergencies and consequently,

attract little attention from the media, donors, and the public sector. The private sector does

not consider this group as a lucrative target [23]. Some of the key examples of animal vaccines

in this group are the vaccines for porcine cysticercosis (used to stop the transmission of T.

solium, a parasite that causes epilepsy in humans), and the sheep vaccine for E. granulosus
(which produces hydatid disease and cystic echinococcosis in people). For both diseases, there

is little incentive for the farmers to vaccinate their animals, because the animals show no sign

of the disease and do not have additional economic value after vaccination. Another example

is RVF; during an epizootic outbreak, animals will be sick and SHFs might be interested in the

RVF vaccine, but during the long inter-epizootic outbreaks, there is no incentive or motivation

for farmers to use the vaccine.

The case for the control of zoonoses—including NZDs—using the One Health approach as

an equitable and effective method to achieve improved health in low and middle-income

countries has been presented by Cleaveland and colleagues [24]. They highlight that although

treatments are available for several endemic zoonoses, it is the disadvantaged and the poor

who are “left behind.” Although a wide range of potential interventions may be considered

that could improve the use of vaccination against NZDs, particular opportunities exist in rela-

tion to livestock vaccination strategies in Africa.

There is little or no commercial interest for the manufacturing of NZDs livestock vaccines.

A similar situation is encountered with vaccination against many of the neglected diseases of

humans; with the exception of some viral neglected tropical diseases, there has been minimal

industry interest, leaving them to a handful of nonprofit product development partnerships

[25].

Strategies to incentivize the manufacturers to produce livestock vaccines for NZDs, such as

a prize guarantee or purchase guarantee offered by philanthropic organizations and others,

will not be sustainable in the medium to long term and will not ensure that the vaccine reaches

SHFs and/or MPs unless other mechanisms for deployment are in place. The main incentive

for vaccine manufacturers is their corporate social responsibility, because profit margins are

small, and demand is erratic and extremely limited. Ensuring demand is probably the main

strategy to incentivize the manufacturers to continue producing the vaccine; this is critical,

especially for vaccines such as porcine cysticercosis in which there is only one manufacturer

worldwide and there is a substantial risk that the vaccine could be discontinued if there is a

lack of demand.

Options to increase or facilitate the demand for livestock NZDs vaccines by SHFs and/or

MPs can include the following.
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Strategies to increase vaccine access.

1. Creation of vaccine and antigen banks or stockpiles. The vaccine bank for the dog

rabies vaccine created by OIE has proven to be very successful in breaking the high-price–low-

demand cycle and generating a demand and supply cycle that can be reliably quantified [26].

By creating the vaccine bank and buying vaccine in large quantities, lower prices have been

achieved. The funds of the OIE Rabies Vaccine Bank cover vaccine production expenses and

transportation costs to the beneficiary countries so that countries can focus their resources in

other necessary areas, such as raising awareness of the disease, managing stray dog popula-

tions, and increasing access to treatment for humans [27]. From inception to October 2017,

over 19.1 million doses of rabies vaccines have been delivered or ordered for eligible countries

in Africa and Asia [28].

This stockpile strategy could also work with other NZDs such as RVF. RVF is a cyclic disease

that manifests in major outbreaks with long interepidemic periods of up to 15 years, depending

on various risk factors [29, 30]. Some countries conduct annual or biannual vaccinations, others

vaccinate following warnings of imminent RVF outbreaks, and yet some countries with spo-

radic outbreaks do not have control strategies [31]. Due to its irregular and cyclical nature,

SHFs do not use the vaccine routinely and when the need arises in the face of an outbreak, there

is usually not enough vaccines available. A rolling stock of vaccines managed at a national or

regional level could constitute a solution especially in countries without active RVF circulation

[32, 33]. There have been discussions to set up an antigen stockpile at the OIE or the Southern

African Development Community (SADC), but nothing has materialized so far.

Strategies to increase vaccine demand.

2. Transforming public goods into private goods. This can be done by combining vac-

cines for NZDs that are considered public goods with vaccines or other products that are of

interest to farmers. For example, the hydatidosis vaccine for sheep could be combined with the

clostridial vaccine (in some places, SHFs are willing to pay for the clostridial vaccine). RVF

vaccines could be combined with vaccines for other ruminant diseases of interest for SHFs. In

Latin America and South Asia, the porcine cysticercosis vaccine could be combined with CSF

vaccines. Creation of these new combined vaccines would require technical issues to be evalu-

ated and optimized—for example, antigen or adjuvant compatibility, different timing of vacci-

nation schedules, or the number of vaccinations needed to trigger immunity.

These options to transform public goods into private goods are limited, because these dis-

eases usually affect MPs that generally will not be able to afford any animal vaccine at all.

3. Developing disease control guidelines and implementing large-scale demonstrations.

The implementation of NZDs control programs is usually based on government (national or

sub-national) programs, supported by the governments themselves and by NGOs or philan-

thropic organizations. One of the key constraints for governments is the lack of knowledge

and guidelines for the implementation of control programs for some NZDs using animal vac-

cines. Although this knowledge is available for some diseases, such as dog-mediated rabies, it

is not so clear for other diseases, such as cysticercosis and hydatid disease. The technical infor-

mation is available at an individual level, but it is not available for control programs at popula-

tion level; for example, which animal categories should be vaccinated, with which frequency,

and at what period of the year? what should be the target coverage for vaccinations? This lack

of knowledge generates reluctance in governments to set up control programs.

Generation of this kind of knowledge is one of the key challenges. Governments usually do

not have the technical expertise or resources to generate this information, and researchers and

practitioners find it difficult to get the necessary support to conduct such programs. Donors

prefer to support more basic science projects, and many believe that when the vaccine is avail-

able, it is up to the farmers and governments to use it. Support, for example, has been obtained

Strategies to increase animal vaccine adoption for neglected diseases

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989 February 7, 2019 10 / 17

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989


to do field validations of the cysticercosis vaccine but very little to conduct large-scale control

programs that are simple enough for governments to replicate or scale up.

These control program demonstrations would be extremely useful for governments to learn

key lessons, identify the main challenges and solutions, and obtain data that will facilitate the

better implementation and scale up to other parts of the country. Such large-scale demonstra-

tions have been implemented for rabies in Tanzania [34]; even if rabies was not eliminated,

there were major declines in dog bites and suspected rabies cases, with a concomitant fall in

the demand for postexposure prophylaxis (PEP). Lessons were learned on logistics, coordina-

tion, management, and technical issues that are of great value for future programs.

4. Demonstration of the value and benefits of NZDs control programs. Many govern-

ments and donors are only keen to support control programs when there is enough data on

the effectiveness of such control programs. An important challenge is the lack of sufficient

data to generate evidence, particularly from programs that incorporate new vaccines. Data

from small-scale vaccine trials are usually not sufficient to provide a clear cost/benefit analysis,

and there are insufficient resources to generate this data, which creates a vicious cycle. Esti-

mates, data generated in other countries, and prediction models can provide some useful

information but have important limitations.

Several tools have been developed to assist in this area. A One Health Framework has been

created to facilitate the estimation of the economic costs of zoonotic diseases [35]. The most

frequently cited measure to assess an intervention is the cost-effectiveness ratio based on cost

per disability-adjusted life year (DALY) averted. An example is the assessment of the human

health benefits from livestock brucellosis vaccination in Mongolia [36]. Other measures have

also been used, such as the separable cost method, the cost-benefit analysis, and more recently,

the zDALYs, (a modified DALY for zoonotic diseases) which have been developed to better

evaluate the burden of zoonotic diseases [37]. The strengths and weaknesses of each have been

evaluated [38]. The zDALY includes animal loss equivalents (ALEs), which is the monetary

value of animal health losses divided by the gross national income (GNI) per person, as well as

the DALY components. These measures can be very useful, but caution needs to be applied

when using these parameters in relation to diseases with focal distribution, or in MPs that are

affected in a disproportionate way, to avoid a “population dilution” factor. For example, evalu-

ating the cost effectiveness of a T. solium intervention in the Dalit communities of India and

Nepal might be diluted by the relatively large population of other castes at less risk of cysticer-

cosis in those countries. The pig-keeping Dalit communities are an example of a community

that is disproportionately affected; in 2007, it was reported that 20% of the Dalits didn’t have

access to safe drinking water, only 9.8% had access to sanitation (compared to 26% for other

castes), and 30%–40% of the villages surveyed reported that public health workers refused to

visit Dalit villages [39]. Therefore, using the national and/or regional statistics might not truly

reflect the impact in these MPs.

5. Social participation and community engagement. Creating awareness in the commu-

nity and in the wider group of stakeholders of the issues and the solutions involving vaccines is

a potential way to increase demand. This awareness might be created by governments (assum-

ing they have the resources and it is aligned with their priorities), but might also be created by

NGOs and philanthropic organizations.

Strategies to increase both vaccine access and demand.

6. Integration of vaccinations for NZDs with other animal health activities. Logistics are

a key constraint for vaccine adoption, and efforts towards their simplification and cost reduc-

tion can prove very valuable. Vaccinations for NZDs might be combined with other animal

health activities for which logistics and other costs are already covered. For example, the vac-

cine for RVF or the vaccine for hydatid vaccine could be combined with vaccines for the
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current global strategy for the control and eradication of PPR [40]. Technical challenges simi-

lar to the ones faced with multivalent vaccines would need to be overcome, such as the time of

vaccination or the number of doses required to trigger protective immunity.

7. Integration of vaccinations with the activities of human health sector providers and

other human health interventions. Community health workers (CHWs) in the human sector

have been identified as one strategy to address the shortage of health workers, particularly in

low-income countries. The roles and activities of the CHWs are enormously diverse within and

across countries and within programs. They can make a valuable contribution to the commu-

nity if appropriately trained and supported [41]. It is possible to integrate the work of CHWs to

interventions in the control of human and animal diseases, especially NZDs. Integration might

range from only sharing logistics to sharing staff. Joint human and animal vaccination cam-

paigns have been conducted in pastoralist settings (see “The case of nomadic pastoralist com-

munities” below), and recent studies about community perceptions on integrating animal

vaccination and public health workers in Uganda showed that participants believed that services

could work together, although some caveats were expressed [42]. Delivery of this strategy would

be facilitated by strengthening national veterinary services, as is being promoted the OIE [22],

as well as strengthening human health services, which is being promoted by WHO [43].

8. Technical considerations. The use of thermotolerant vaccines and vaccines less reliant on

cold chain are an added advantage, but when dealing with MPs, more emphasis should be placed

on vaccines that can trigger protective immunity following one immunization. Marginalized com-

munities are often in remote areas, and logistics, including the gathering of roaming and/or pastur-

ing animals, present enormous limitations, more so than vaccine cost or the cold chain. One-shot

vaccines could also facilitate the integration of NZD vaccinations with other animal health activities.

While thermotolerant vaccines become available, it is important to increase the capacity of the

cold chain to keep vaccines at optimal temperatures during longer periods of time and ensure vac-

cine quality. For example, better insulation boxes with novel materials could simplify logistics.

9. Prize mechanisms. Prize mechanisms, in which a monetary incentive is given when

reaching certain milestones, are currently being used to improve the vaccine for Brucella meli-
tensis under an AgResults multilateral initiative [44] to stimulate the participation of the pri-

vate sector. This mechanism is likely to be limited to vaccines that are of interest to the private

sector, and vaccines would need to have application beyond SHFs and/or MPs. A prize mecha-

nism is not likely to be effective for vaccines that relate only to NZDs. Prize mechanisms could

also be valuable to stimulate technological platforms that can help overcoming technical chal-

lenges, such as one-shot vaccines or thermotolerance, because these technologies could also be

applied to products of interest to the private companies.

The case of nomadic pastoralist communities

The mobility and dispersion of nomadic pastoralist communities presents major operational

and resource challenges to the provision of basic veterinary services. CAHWs have proven suc-

cessful in pastoralist areas [45], but they have limited coverage. Mobile veterinary services

have, and are being used, although they are not always successful [46]. A recent review of insti-

tutional arrangements to provide animal health services in Kenya and Uganda calls for the

establishment of public veterinary systems for the provision of veterinary services in pastoral

areas [47]. Challenges involved in delivering health services in these communities are applica-

ble to humans and animals, so under One Health approaches, the strategy described in seven

above of integrating human and animal health services, would be of particular interest. In

Chad, joint campaigns in nomadic communities demonstrated the feasibility of combining

vaccination programs for people and their livestock, extending the capacity of existing mobile
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veterinary teams for simultaneous vaccination of people and animals [48]. These joint cam-

paigns reduced the total costs, and more children and women were vaccinated per day during

joint vaccination rounds than during vaccinations of people only. Increased coverage of vacci-

nation of children was also observed in southern Sudan when undertaken together with vacci-

nation of cattle for rinderpest [46], and more recently in Nigeria [49] with joint vaccination of

people and animals.

The role of innovation and the private sector in vaccine adoption by SHFs

and/or MPs

Innovation will play a vital role in increasing the adoption of animal vaccines by SHFs and/or

MPs. However, to date, the major emphasis of schemes to increase innovation have been made

at the top of the vaccine chain, that is, in research and development (R&D). It is important to

include innovation at all stages of the vaccine chain, including deployment. Often it is not the

existence of an effective vaccine per se that limits the usefulness and value of a vaccine, espe-

cially in MPs. Other factors that affect availability, access, and demand often play a vital role,

and there is a great need for investment in innovation at all levels of the vaccine chain.

It is important to differentiate between the international and local private sectors, because

they have different incentives and their main markets are different. The private sector has an

important role to play; it is the provider of animal vaccines of commercial interest. In some

cases, vaccines for NZDs have been developed by the private sector at its own expense or with

considerable internal inputs. These few manufacturers that are prepared to invest in NZDs

vaccines should be encouraged and supported.

The efforts of the private sector have been focused mainly on vaccine R&D and vaccine pro-

duction and have rarely incorporated distribution and promotion of products for SHFs and/or

MPs. The international private sector should be encouraged to participate at all levels of the

vaccine chain; however, promotional activities with the private sector should not be under-

taken at the expense of the local sector, especially when it is fragile and incipient. In many

cases, the local private sector exists but lacks capital or business knowledge to develop. Fund-

ing mechanisms through philanthropic agencies should not promote competition, but they

should rather consider the long-term impact on the local sector. Currently, there are several

donor initiatives supporting international companies to expand in Africa; the impact of these

initiatives on the local private sector and in the availability of public goods in the long term is

to be seen, but concerns have been raised.

Conclusions

The adoption of animal vaccines by SHFs and especially MPs to reduce livestock morbidity

and mortality, and to control and prevent NZDs, could be increased by diverse strategies.

These strategies vary depending on the disease, the local context, and the opportunities avail-

able. Some of the strategies described will facilitate the adoption of the vaccines but will not

necessarily ensure or guarantee the vaccine use; they might be, however, extremely useful at

removing some of the key barriers.

Strategies aimed at increasing the adoption of vaccines of commercial interest might be sup-

ported by the private sector and the SHFs themselves but might not work in MPs as these popu-

lations will be unlikely to afford any vaccine. Supporting local and regional manufacturers is of

critical importance, especially for vaccines of diseases that are only present in developing coun-

tries and for many NZDs in which the global demand is low. Many of the strategies aimed at

increasing adoption of vaccines for NZDs require international and philanthropic support, for

example, to stimulate and support governments to establish disease control programs.
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Key learning points

1. Existing vaccines that can prevent livestock diseases affecting animals owned by

SHFs and MPs are often not adopted, affecting the animals and the livelihood of

people who depend on their animals.

2. New strategies are required to increase adoption of animal vaccines by SHFs and

MPs; they should consider the types of diseases at which the vaccines are aimed

and differentiate between vaccines against diseases that cause economic losses,

vaccines for government-controlled diseases, and vaccines for neglected diseases.

3. Strategies to increase vaccine adoption need to be varied and should include tech-

nical considerations, policy, involvement by the private sector (local and interna-

tional), social participation, and innovation.

4. Neglected diseases, especially NZDs, have a high impact on MPs, and there is little

incentive for farmers to vaccinate their animals, because their livestock may not

show clinical signs of the disease. The global animal health industry does not con-

sider vaccines against this group of diseases as a profitable target. These vaccines

are usually public goods used in disease control programs; therefore, the role of

governments and philanthropic organizations in their adoption is essential.

5. Supporting local and regional manufacturers is very important, especially for vac-

cines against diseases that are only present in developing countries and for many

NZDs in which the global demand is low.

Key papers in the field

1. World Health Organization. The control of Neglected Zoonotic Diseases–a route

to poverty alleviation. Geneva, 2005.

2. Shaw APM, Rushton J, Roth F, Torgerson PR. DALYs, dollars and dogs: how best

to analyse the economics of controlling zoonoses. Rev Sci Tech. 2017;36(1):147–

61.

3. Donadeu M, Dungu B. Market Development & Adoption: Lessons learned and

observations during Phase 1 of Protecting Livestock, Saving Human Life (PLSHL-

1) programme. 2013. Available from: http://vetvac.org/galvmed/docRep/docs/20_

GALVmed_MDA_Lessons_Learned_PLSLHL_1__2013_EXTERNAL.pdf. [cited

2018 February 1].

4. Ilukor J. Improving the delivery of veterinary services in Africa: insights from the

empirical application of transaction costs theory in Uganda and Kenya. Rev Sci

Tech. 2017;36(1):279–89

Strategies to increase animal vaccine adoption for neglected diseases

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989 February 7, 2019 14 / 17

http://vetvac.org/galvmed/docRep/docs/20_GALVmed_MDA_Lessons_Learned_PLSLHL_1__2013_EXTERNAL.pdf
http://vetvac.org/galvmed/docRep/docs/20_GALVmed_MDA_Lessons_Learned_PLSLHL_1__2013_EXTERNAL.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989


Acknowledgments

We thank Professor Marshall Lightowlers and Professor Andrew Peters for their valuable com-

ments and the revision of the manuscript.

Disclaimer

The authors alone are responsible for the views expressed in this publication, and they do not

necessarily represent the decisions, policy, or views or their respective employers.

References

1. Thornton PK, Kruska RL, Henninger N, Krisjansons PM, Reid RS, Robinson TP. Locating poor livestock

keepers at the global level for research and development targeting. Land Use Policy. 2003; 20:311–22.

2. Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation. Agricultural development—livestock overview and approach. Bill &

Melinda Gates Foundation, 2012.

3. World Health Organization (WHO). The control of neglected zoonotic diseases: a route to poverty allevi-

ation. Report of a joint WHO/DFID-AHP meeting, 20 and 21 September 2005. Geneva, Switzerland:

World Health Organization, 2006.

4. Daniels M. Defining marginalised; DFID’s Leave no one behind agenda 2017.Available from: https://

www.ukaiddirect.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/Defining-marginalised.pdf. [cited 2018 27 March

2018].

5. Köhler-Rollefson I. Invisible guardians—Women manage livestock diversity. Rome, Italy: FAO, 2012.

6. Kristjanson P, Waters-Bayer A, Johnson N, Tipilda A, Njuki J, Baltenweck I, et al. Livestock and Wom-

en’s Livelihoods: A Review of the Recent Evidence. Discussion Paper No. 20. Nairobi, Kenya: ILRI,

2010.

7. Ampaire A, Rothschild MF. Pigs, goats and chickens for rural development: small holder farmer’s expe-

rience in Uganda. Livest Res Rural Dev. 2010; 22:1.

8. Carter NA, Humphries S, Grace D, Ouma EA, Dewey CE. Men and women farmers’ perceptions of

adopting improved diets for pigs in Uganda: decision-making, income allocation, and intra-household

strategies that mitigate relative disadvantage. Agriculture & Food Security. 2017; 6(1):18. https://doi.

org/10.1186/s40066-017-0095-7

9. Niraula K, Ibrahim F, Stewart T. A study on the role of women in the pig sector in Kailali & Dhankuta dis-

tricts, Nepal. Samarth-NMDP, 2015.

10. Dietze K. Pigs for prosperity. Rome, Italy: Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations

(FAO), 2011.

11. Kryger KN, Thomsen KA, Whyte MA, Dissing M. FAO. Smallholder poultry production–livelihoods, food

security and sociocultural significance. Paper No. 4. Rome, Italy: Food and Agriculture Organization of

the United Nations (FAO), 2010.

12. Wong JT, de Bruyn J, Bagnol B, Grieve H, Li M, Pym R, et al. Small-scale poultry and food security in

resource-poor settings: A review. Global Food Security. 2017; 15:43–52. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.

2017.04.003.

13. Donadeu M, Dungu B. Market Development & Adoption: Lessons learned and observations during

Phase 1 of Protecting Livestock, Saving Human Life (PLSHL-1) programme. GALVmed (Global Alli-

ance for Livestock Veterinary Medicines), 2013. http://vetvac.org/galvmed/docRep/docs/20_

GALVmed_MDA_Lessons_Learned_PLSLHL_1__2013_EXTERNAL.pdf. [cited 2018 February 1].

14. Molyneux D, Hallaj Z, Keusch GT, McManus DP, Ngowi H, Cleaveland S, et al. Zoonoses and margina-

lised infectious diseases of poverty: where do we stand? Parasit Vectors. 2011; 4:106. Epub 2011/06/16.

https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-106 PMID: 21672216; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC3128850.

15. King L. Neglected zoonotic diseases In: Institute of Medicine (US) Forum on Medical Threats, editor.

The Causes and Impacts of Neglected Tropical and Zoonotic Diseases: Opportunities for Integrated

Intervention Strategies. Washington (DC): National Academies Press (US); 2011.

16. Catley A, Leyland T, Mariner JC, Akabwai DM, Admassu B, Asfaw W, et al. Para-veterinary profession-

als and the development of quality, self-sustaining community-based services. Rev Sci Tech. 2004; 23

(1):225–52; discussion 391–401. Epub 2004/06/18. PMID: 15200100.

17. Ilukor J, Birner R, Nielsen T. Addressing governance challenges in the provision of animal health ser-

vices: A review of the literature and empirical application transaction cost theory. Prev Vet Med. 2015;

122(1–2):1–13. Epub 2015/10/20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2015.10.003 PMID: 26477330.

Strategies to increase animal vaccine adoption for neglected diseases

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989 February 7, 2019 15 / 17

https://www.ukaiddirect.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/Defining-marginalised.pdf
https://www.ukaiddirect.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/Defining-marginalised.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40066-017-0095-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40066-017-0095-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2017.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2017.04.003
http://vetvac.org/galvmed/docRep/docs/20_GALVmed_MDA_Lessons_Learned_PLSLHL_1__2013_EXTERNAL.pdf
http://vetvac.org/galvmed/docRep/docs/20_GALVmed_MDA_Lessons_Learned_PLSLHL_1__2013_EXTERNAL.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-106
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21672216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15200100
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2015.10.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26477330
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989


18. Mockshell J, Ilukor J, Birner R. Providing animal health services to the poor in Northern Ghana: rethink-

ing the role of community animal health workers? Trop Anim Health Prod. 2014; 46(2):475–80. Epub

2013/12/19. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-013-0518-9 PMID: 24346862.

19. Calba C, Ponsich A, Nam S, Collineau L, Min S, Thonnat J, et al. Development of a participatory tool for

the evaluation of Village Animal Health Workers in Cambodia. Acta Trop. 2014; 134:17–28. Epub 2014/

03/04. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2014.02.013 PMID: 24583141.

20. Bugeza J, Kankya C, Muleme J, Akandinda A, Sserugga J, Nantima N, et al. Participatory evaluation of

delivery of animal health care services by community animal health workers in Karamoja region of

Uganda. PLoS ONENE. 2017; 12(6):e0179110. Epub 2017/06/09. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.

pone.0179110 PMID: 28594945; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC5464622.

21. Onono JO, Wieland B, Suleiman A, Rushton J. Policy analysis for delivery of contagious bovine pleuro-

pneumonia control strategies in sub-Saharan Africa. Rev Sci Tech. 2017; 36(1):195–205. Epub 2017/

09/20. https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.36.1.2621 PMID: 28926016.

22. World Organisation for Animal Health (OIE). Strengthening Veterinary Services throught the OIE PVS

pathway. Paris, France: World Organisation for Animal Health (OIE), 2018.

23. Ehrenberg JP, Ault SK. Neglected diseases of neglected populations: thinking to reshape the determi-

nants of health in Latin America and the Caribbean. BMC Public Health. 2005; 5:119. Epub 2005/11/15.

https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-5-119 PMID: 16283932; PubMed Central PMCID:

PMCPMC1318484.

24. Cleaveland S, Sharp J, Abela-Ridder B, Allan KJ, Buza J, Crump JA, et al. One Health contributions

towards more effective and equitable approaches to health in low- and middle-income countries. Philos

Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci. 2017; 372(1725). Epub 2017/06/07. https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2016.

0168 PMID: 28584176; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC5468693.

25. Hotez PJ. The Global Fight to Develop Antipoverty Vaccines in the Antivax Era. Hum Vaccin Immun-

other. 2018:0. Epub 2018/02/03. https://doi.org/10.1080/21645515.2018.1430542 PMID: 29393710.

26. Abela-Ridder B, Martin S, Gongal G, Engels D. Rabies vaccine stockpile: fixing the supply chain. Bull

World Health Organ. 2016; 94(9):635-A. Epub 2016/10/07. https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.16.183012

PMID: 27708465; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC5034646.

27. World Organisation for Animal Health (OIE). OIE Vaccine Bank for Rabies 2016.Available from: http://

www.oie.int/fileadmin/Home/eng/Media_Center/docs/pdf/Rabies_portal/EN_BrochRVB.pdf. [cited

2018 February 7].

28. World Organisation for Animal Health (OIE). Vaccine Banks 2018. Available from: http://www.oie.int/

support-to-oie-members/vaccine-bank/. [cited 2018 February 7].

29. Hightower A, Kinkade C, Nguku PM, Anyangu A, Mutonga D, Omolo J, et al. Relationship of climate,

geography, and geology to the incidence of Rift Valley fever in Kenya during the 2006–2007 outbreak.

Am J Trop Med Hyg. 2012; 86(2):373–80. Epub 2012/02/04. https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.2012.11-

0450 PMID: 22302875; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC3269292.

30. Metras R, Jewell C, Porphyre T, Thompson PN, Pfeiffer DU, Collins LM, et al. Risk factors associated

with Rift Valley fever epidemics in South Africa in 2008–11. Sci Rep. 2015; 5:9492. Epub 2015/03/26.

https://doi.org/10.1038/srep09492 PMID: 25804974; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC4372659.

31. Dungu B, Lubisi BA, Ikegami T. Rift Valley fever vaccines: current and future needs. Curr Opin Virol.

2018; 29:8–15. Epub 2018/03/08. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2018.02.001 PMID: 29514112.

32. Dungu B, Donadeu M, Bouloy M. Vaccination for the control of Rift Valley fever in enzootic and epizootic

situations. Dev Biol (Basel). 2013; 135:61–72. https://doi.org/10.1159/000157178 PMID: 23689884.

33. Dungu B, Lubisi AB, Ikegami N. Rift Valley fever vaccines: current and future methods. Current Opinion

in Virology. 2018; 29:8–15. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2018.02.001. PMID: 29514112

34. Mpolya EA, Lembo T, Lushasi K, Mancy R, Mbunda EM, Makungu S, et al. Toward Elimination of Dog-

Mediated Human Rabies: Experiences from Implementing a Large-scale Demonstration Project in

Southern Tanzania. Front Vet Sci. 2017; 4:21. Epub 2017/03/23. https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2017.

00021 PMID: 28321400; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC5337520.

35. Narrod C, Zinsstag J, Tiongco M. A one health framework for estimating the economic costs of zoonotic

diseases on society. Ecohealth. 2012; 9(2):150–62. Epub 2012/03/08. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10393-

012-0747-9 PMID: 22395956; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC3415616.

36. Roth F, Zinsstag J, Orkhon D, Chimed-Ochir G, Hutton G, Cosivi O, et al. Human health benefits from

livestock vaccination for brucellosis: case study. Bull World Health Organ. 2003; 81(12):867–76. Epub

2004/03/05. PMID: 14997239; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC2572379.

37. Torgerson PR, Ruegg S, Devleesschauwer B, Abela-Ridder B, Havelaar AH, Shaw A, et al. zDALY: An

adjusted indicator to estimate the burden of zoonotic diseases. One Health. 2018; 5(June 2018):40–5.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.onehlt.2017.11.003. PMID: 29911164

Strategies to increase animal vaccine adoption for neglected diseases

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989 February 7, 2019 16 / 17

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-013-0518-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24346862
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2014.02.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24583141
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179110
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179110
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28594945
https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.36.1.2621
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28926016
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-5-119
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16283932
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2016.0168
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2016.0168
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28584176
https://doi.org/10.1080/21645515.2018.1430542
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29393710
https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.16.183012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27708465
http://www.oie.int/fileadmin/Home/eng/Media_Center/docs/pdf/Rabies_portal/EN_BrochRVB.pdf
http://www.oie.int/fileadmin/Home/eng/Media_Center/docs/pdf/Rabies_portal/EN_BrochRVB.pdf
http://www.oie.int/support-to-oie-members/vaccine-bank/
http://www.oie.int/support-to-oie-members/vaccine-bank/
https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.2012.11-0450
https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.2012.11-0450
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22302875
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep09492
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25804974
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2018.02.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29514112
https://doi.org/10.1159/000157178
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23689884
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2018.02.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29514112
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2017.00021
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2017.00021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28321400
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10393-012-0747-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10393-012-0747-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22395956
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14997239
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.onehlt.2017.11.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29911164
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989


38. Shaw APM, Rushton J, Roth F, Torgerson PR. DALYs, dollars and dogs: how best to analyse the eco-

nomics of controlling zoonoses. Rev Sci Tech. 2017; 36(1):147–61. Epub 2017/09/20. https://doi.org/

10.20506/rst.36.1.2618 PMID: 28926019.

39. Centre for human rights and global justice (CHR&GJ) & Human Rights Watch. Hidden Apartheid—

Caste discrimination against India’s "untouchables". New York, USA: New York University School of

Law, 2007.

40. World Organisation for Animal Health (OIE), Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations

(FAO). Global strategy for the control and eradication of PPR. Contributing to food security, poverty alle-

viation and resilience. Five years (2017–2021). Rome, Italy: FAO, OIE, 2016.

41. Lehmann U, Sanders D. Community health workers: What do we know about them?. The state of the

evidence on programmes, activities, costs and impact on health outcomes of using community health

workers. Geneva, Switzerland: World Health Organizaiton, 2007.

42. Kansiime C, Atuyambe LM, Asiimwe BB, Mugisha A, Mugisha S, Guma V, et al. Community Percep-

tions on Integrating Animal Vaccination and Health Education by Veterinary and Public Health Workers

in the Prevention of Brucellosis among Pastoral Communities of South Western Uganda. PLoS

ONENE. 2015; 10(7):e0132206. Epub 2015/07/29. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0132206

PMID: 26218368; PubMed Central PMCID: PMCPMC4517904.

43. World Health Organization (WHO). Strengthening health systems to improve health outcomes—

WHO’s framework for action. Geneva, Switzerland: World Health Organization (WHO), 2007.

44. AgResults. Brucellosis vaccine prize [Webpage]. 2017. Available from: https://brucellosisvaccine.org/.

[cited 2018 February 8].

45. Catley A, Leyland T. Community participation and the delivery of veterinary services in Africa. Prev Vet

Med. 2001; 49(1–2):95–113. Epub 2001/03/27. PMID: 11267692.

46. Ward DE, Ruppanner R, Marchot PJ, Hansen JW. One medicine-practical application for non-seden-

tary pastoral populations. Nomadic peoples. 1993; 32:55–63.

47. Ilukor J. Improving the delivery of veterinary services in Africa: insights from the empirical application of

transaction costs theory in Uganda and Kenya. Rev Sci Tech. 2017; 36(1):279–89. Epub 2017/09/20.

https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.36.1.2628 PMID: 28926009.

48. Schelling E, Bechir M, Ahmed MA, Wyss K, Randolph TF, Zinsstag J. Human and animal vaccination

delivery to remote nomadic families, Chad. Emerg Infect Dis. 2007; 13(3):373–9. Epub 2007/06/08.

https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1303.060391 PMID: 17552089; PubMed Central PMCID:

PMCPMC2725911.

49. Bomo IM, Waziri NE, Nguku P, Tsofo A. Integrated human and animal vaccination delivery to Nomadic

Fulani communities in Northern Nigeria 2015. International Journal of Infectious Diseases. 2016; 45

(1):22. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijid.2016.02.082

Strategies to increase animal vaccine adoption for neglected diseases

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989 February 7, 2019 17 / 17

https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.36.1.2618
https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.36.1.2618
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28926019
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0132206
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26218368
https://brucellosisvaccine.org/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11267692
https://doi.org/10.20506/rst.36.1.2628
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28926009
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1303.060391
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17552089
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijid.2016.02.082
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989


 

Minerva Access is the Institutional Repository of The University of Melbourne

 

 

Author/s: 

Donadeu, M; Nwankpa, N; Abela-Ridder, B; Dungu, B

 

Title: 

Strategies to increase adoption of animal vaccines by smallholder farmers with focus on

neglected diseases and marginalized populations

 

Date: 

2019-02-07

 

Citation: 

Donadeu, M., Nwankpa, N., Abela-Ridder, B.  &  Dungu, B. (2019). Strategies to increase

adoption of animal vaccines by smallholder farmers with focus on neglected diseases and

marginalized populations. PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 13 (2),

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989.

 

Persistent Link: 

http://hdl.handle.net/11343/250790

 

File Description:

published version

License: 

CC BY


