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Part 1: Epidemiologic Modeling:

CONCLUSIONS

* North American Animal Disease Simulation Model
(NAADSM) version 3.2.19.

* The animal population covered Arkansas, Colorado,
Kansas, Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas.

* 12 types of farms, including 5 different sizes of feedlots.

« Epidemiologic modeling suggests that alternative control strategies for feedlots do not increase the severity of an outbreak, assuming adequate
biosecurity. Feedlots will need strong biosecurity in order to allow for feed delivery and routine animal care.
« Alternative control strategies may increase the odds of a longer outbreak duration by 1 week or more.
REF ERENCES * Under the baseline scenario, for the 95™ percentile outbreak, it would take 19,000 man hours to depopulate, dispose of animal carcasses, and
disinfect the feedlot. The alternatives using controlled slaughter would require less man power for response, assuming markets can be identified
for the meat, but require a large number of trucks and slaughter capacity.
* Economic modeling results suggest that alternative control strategies for feedlots do not significantly increase or decrease producer welfare losses

Part 2: National, quarterly partial equilibrium model
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Fact Sheet. .,
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* The results in this May 2015 draft of the poster represent preliminary results that will be updated prior to the 2015 AAEA meetings.
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