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ABSTRACT 

Porcine cysticercosis (PC) infection is a zoonotic disease of public health concern globally, caused 

by Taenia solium larvae. The prevalence of PC infection is highest where domestic pigs scavenge 

for food in poor sanitary conditions. Western Kenya, especially peri urban areas, have a high 

concentration of domestic pigs reared under the scavenging system, which likely expose pigs and 

humans to PC infections resulting in huge economic losses. The objectives of this study were to 

determine PC prevalence, PC management practices and loss in carcass value associated with PC 

infection along the pork value chain in Busia and Kakamega Counties of Western Kenya. Data 

was obtained on random sample of 162 farms with 400 pigs in cross-sectional survey of randomly 

selected villages. PC infection was based on T. solium cysts presence and Ag-ELISA test. The 

mean prevalence of T. solium cysts within the scavenging pig’ population sample was 3.8 at the 

farms and 5.3% at the slaughter slabs while PC infection prevalence from meat inspection was 

1.8%. Management practices at farm did not target controlling PC because majority of farmers 

reared pigs in free range scavenging (69.1%) though use of pit latrines (72.8%) was high but 

majority were not aware (82.7%) of the link between pig management system and PC, not aware 

(75.9%) of T. solium parasite and not aware (78.4%) of risk factors in the transmission of PC 

infection. The butchers associated pork from slaughter slabs (76.9%) and home slaughters (73.1%) 

with high risk. Consumers were in strong agreement that pork in the market is safe (86%), pork 

from the slaughter slabs is safer than pork from the farms (92%) and that pork from butcheries is 

safer than pork from the eateries (82%). PC infection in the sample villages was associated with 

an estimated annual loss of Kes 547,969.29 (US$ 5,478.70) worth of carcasses from meat 

inspection and would be Kes 1,613,465.10 (US$ 16,134.7) if carcasses were condemned on results 

of Ag-ELISA testing surveillance. While results provide evidence of PC infection being prevalent 

in Western Kenya and low awareness among farmers of management strategies for PC control and 

prevention, consumers perceive pork in the market as safe. The prevalence levels and low farmer 

awareness warrants enforcing mandatory pig confinement and effective use of latrines, effective 

meat inspection at local slaughter slabs and strengthening public education to create awareness on 

transmission risk factors and their control and prevention. Further studies should identify different 

Taenia species in cysticercoids pigs in Western Kenya to inform life cycles patterns for appropriate 

management intervention.  
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CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 Background information 

Porcine cysticercosis (PC) infection is a neglected zoonotic disease of global public health 

concern in pigs and human. The disease affects millions of people living in poverty riddled areas 

of Africa (Braae et al., 2015), Asia (Iweka & Ikeh, 2009) and Latin America (Cantey et al., 2014; 

Coyle et al., 2009). It is a food borne parasitic disease caused by the pork tapeworm Taenia solium 

larvae which also causes taeniasis in humans (Arora & Arora, 2012; Coral-Almeida et al., 2015; 

Adenuga et al., 2018) and constitute an important public health concern associated with human 

epilepsy (Food and Agriculture Organization/World Health Organization) [FAO/WHO], 2014; 

Karamon & Cencek, 2014; Mahanty & Garcia, 2010; Robertson et al., 2013;). It is estimated that 

30 % of all acquired epilepsy cases in Sub-Saharan Africa (Assana et al., 2013) and in Latin 

America (Bruno et al., 2013) are attributable to PC infections. In India, Singh et al. (2017) reported 

that 2.1 million persons suffered from neurocysticercosis associated with active epilepsy. 

Taeniasis/cysticercosis represents an important public health and economic burden in endemic 

countries (Lightowlers et al., 2016; Matos et al., 2011; Mkupasi et al., 2011; Ndimubanzi et al., 

2010; Rottbeck et al., 2013). 

The Food and Agriculture Organization and World Health Organization classify PC as one 

of the widely neglected tropical diseases that is currently re-emerging (Waiswa et al., 2009; (Food 

and Agriculture Organization) [FAO], 2014; (World Health Organization) [WHO], 2017) with 

infections linked to poverty among pig farmers, free roaming pig production system, poor sanitary 

conditions and destitute waste management practices (WHO, 2015). The PC infections cause huge 

economic losses through massive discarding of infected pork carcass deemed unfit for 

consumption (Trevisan et al., 2016) which for pig producers especially smallholder farmers are is 

a barrier in accessing formal markets (Coral-Almeida et al., 2015; Waiswa et al., 2009). The value 

of pigs and pork positive for PC infections may reduce by by up to half (Trevisan et al., 2015). 

This represents a reduction in income for smallholder farmers, which in addition jeopardize food 

safety and security. These are developmental issues relevant to transforming livelihoods of poor 

https://www.waterpathogens.org/book/taenia#ref11337
https://www.waterpathogens.org/book/taenia#ref11337
https://www.waterpathogens.org/book/taenia#ref11337
https://www.waterpathogens.org/book/taenia#ref11337
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farmers. The World Health Organization has responded to public health concerns about PC 

infections by committing to rolling out policies and measures to control and eradicate PC 

infections by 2020 (WHO, 2015).   

Poor pig management practices, and inadequate meat inspection and preparation 

procedures may sustain the life cycle of T. solium, making it more endemic and prevalent in both 

humans and pigs (Akoko et al., 2019; Moyano, 2014). Several epidemiological studies show that 

keeping pigs under free-range production system increases the risk of the infection in pigs (Assana 

et al., 2010; Braee et al., 2015b). Therefore, effort should be focused on managing of sanitary 

conditions, free range husbandry and absence or inadequate meat inspection which generally 

sustain the parasite ‘s life cycle (Weka et al., 2009). Breaking the life cycle of T. solium will be 

possible with systematic inspection of slaughter pigs and the official postmortem inspection at 

slaughter (Gracey et al., 1968).   

In Kenya, PC infection is prevalent in Western Kenya Counties of Busia and Kakamega 

where 40.6% of the pigs are affected and the seroprevalence from the cysticercoids pigs of 4.5% 

has been reported (Kagira et al., 2010). This high prevalence can be attributed to subsistence pig 

production system in which pigs freely scavenge for food in poor sanitary conditions, especially 

in peri-urban slums (Ng-Nguyen et al., 2018; WHO, 2015). The subsistence and scavenging pig 

production are characterized by lack of adequate sanitation and safe drinking water (Rottbeck et 

al., 2013) while a large proportion of pigs are managed without housing (73%). This is evidence 

of pig production under poor sanitary environment which easily predisposes them to infections by 

T. solium.  

Pork consumers in Western Kenya are likely to be exposed to PC infection due to the high 

prevalence (Githigia et al., 2007; Kagira et al., 2010; Mutua et al., 2007) observed. The PC 

infection prevalence in smallholder pig farms reflects weak or untargeted control management 

practices in the pork value chain, low awareness among stakeholders and wrong attitudes and 

perceptions about the risks of PC infection. Studies on PC in smallholder systems focus on 

prevalence and risk factors but often ignore to adopt one health concept, despite recognizing that 

it is a parasitic zoonotic disease. This necessitates further epidemiological studies to inform 

planning targeted control strategies because PC infection prevalence can stifle growth of the pork 
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sub-sector through barrier to accessing formal markets, cause of economic loss to farmers and 

traders arising from condemned carcasses, and link to epilepsy cases in humans. 

 

1.2 Statement of the Problem 

In the two Counties of Busia and Kakamega in Western Kenya, prevalence of porcine 

cysticercosis infection is up to 5.4% and empirical evidence associates high risk of Taenia solium 

infection with pork consumption (Thomas et al., 2016). This risk could increase further to affect 

more people as pig population continues to rise, evidenced by increased adoption. Yet pigs are 

managed under scavenging poor sanitary environment such as dumping sites, pork inspection is 

poor, infection surveillance is weak while producers, traders and consumer hold wrong attitudes 

towards PC transmission and association with epilepsy in humans. The situation portends human 

health risk and could render pig production unsustainable in Western Kenya. There is the need 

therefore to continually monitor prevalence, management practices and account for associated 

production losses to inform implementation of effective biosecurity measures in the pork value 

chain which would protect consumers and secure pig production and trade for livelihoods of 

smallholder farmers and traders.  

1.3 Objectives of the Study 

1.3.1 General Objective 

To contribute to sustainable pork value chain free from risk of Porcine Cysticercosis infection 

with improved management practices and minimal economic losses.   

1.3.2 Specific Objectives 

i. To determine the prevalence of porcine cysticercosis at production and slaughter points in 

Busia and Kakamega Counties.   

ii. To determine the management practices for control of porcine cysticercosis infections at 

production and slaughter points in Busia and Kakamega Counties.   

iii. To determine awareness, attitudes and perceptions on safety practices among farmers, 

butchers and pork consumers in Busia and Kakamega Counties.   
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iv. To determine the loss in carcass value associated with porcine cysticercosis infections at 

the slaughter slabs in Busia and Kakamega Counties.  

1.4 Research questions 

i. What is the prevalence of porcine cysticercosis infection at the production and slaughter 

slabs in Busia and Kakamega Counties?  

ii. What management practices are carried out at the production and slaughter slabs to control 

porcine cysticercosis infection in Busia and Kakamega Counties?  

iii. What is the level of awareness, attitudes and perceptions on safety practices among 

farmers, butchers and pork consumers in Busia and Kakamega Counties?   

iv. What is the monetary loss in carcass value from porcine cysticercosis infection at the 

slaughter slabs in Busia and Kakamega Counties?  

 

1.5 Justification of the study 

Pork is the fastest growing (325%) livestock production after poultry (300%) in Kenya 

(Behnke & Mthami, 2011). Busia and Kakamega are pig producing Counties in Western Kenya 

with a typical scavenging system which predisposes pigs to cysticercosis and taeniasis to humans. 

Studies on prevalence of porcine cysticercosis infection suggested that porcine cysticercosis 

infection can be traced to contaminated environment and presence of a tapeworm carrier at the 

production level. Porcine cysticercosis zoonosis possesses human health risk as well as economic 

losses for the pork industry due to carcass disposal. Enforcing inspections under high prevalence 

could mean rejection of entire or part of carcasses or resulting in huge economic losses from 

reduced carcass value. Studies have been done on the prevalence mostly by meat inspection but 

work on management systems is scanty. Empirical evidence to inform targeted management 

interventions is, however, unavailable.   

Weak pork inspection structures and home slaughter allows some carcasses to reach 

consumers without being inspected, hence spreading the disease to humans. Improved knowledge 

of the status of porcine cysticercosis infection, management practices, and production loss from 

empirical evidence can inform interventions to reduce disease prevalence, improve pork safety 

and increase income from pig production and trade.  



5 

 

 

 

This study, therefore, fills the knowledge gap by estimating the prevalence and loss in 

carcass value associated with porcine cysticercosis and identify effective biosecurity measures 

needed to reduce the infection. It also identifies priority education needs to improve awareness, 

change attitude and practices at the levels of production, trading and consumption of pork to 

increase income.   

This information could be valuable in understanding the risk to public health and economic 

ramifications on smallholder pig farmers, assessment of areas of interventions, identification and 

implementation of effective control strategies designed for porcine cysticercosis infection 

eradication in pigs.  

 

1.6 Scope and Limitations 

The study was confined to Busia and Kakamega Counties located in Western Kenya.   This 

study was first focused on blood collection from pigs at the farm and slaughter slabs followed by 

meat inspection records for all pigs slaughtered during the period of study. Secondly, gathering 

information on biosecurity measures practiced and level of awareness, attitudes and perceptions 

on safety practices related to the transmission of the porcine cysticercosis infection, pork quality, 

safety, and safe consumption of pork.  

To achieve the goal of this study, the actual prevalence of porcine cysticercosis among 

scavenging pigs in Western Kenya was determined, the management practices at the farm, and 

slaughter slabs were assessed. The awareness, attitudes and perceptions on safety practices for risk 

of porcine cysticercosis infection among farmers, butcher and consumers were then determined.  

The problem encountered during this research wasthat of obtaining information on carcass 

condemnations because slaughter slabs records had no meat inspection reporting cases of 

cysticercosis in pigs. One of the objectives of this study was to determine the loss in carcass value 

associated with porcine cysticercosis infections at the slaughter slabs using retrospective data, but 

it had limitations where no cases of cysticercosis in pigs were reported through meat inspection. 

The study was limited to villages known for concentration of pig producing households, pig 

slaughter slabs, pork butchery and pork consumers.   
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1.7 Ethical consideration 

Before the start of this research, the proposal of this study was submitted to and approved 

by the National Commission for Sciences, Technology and Innovation (NACOSTI), Kenya for 

ethical clearance, permit No: NACOSTI/P/19/80633/27786 (Appendix 2). Details of the impact 

and benefits of the study were explained to DVOs in Busia and Kakamega Counties, the key 

community leaders and participants in the study area.  

1.8 Definition of terms 

Biosecurity: In its common usage, biosecurity refers to the protection of health through avoidance 

of disease. It is therefore the implementation of hygiene and sanitary measures that can stop the 

introduction of a disease into a farm and or contain its spread within and between farms (Brennan 

& Christley, 2012; Gunn et al., 2008; Wilson, 2014).  Valeeva et al. (2011) defined biosecurity as 

a universal concept of direct significance to the sustainability of agriculture, environmental 

protection, including biodiversity, and food safety. In relation to food safety, Biosecurity is an 

integrated and strategic method used in the management and analysis of major risks to human 

animal and the associated risks for the environment. This was established based on recognition of 

the critical relationships between sectors and the potential for hazards to move in and between 

sectors, with system-wide consequences (INFOSAN, 2010; Mandal, 2019).     

Bio-exclusion (or external biosecurity): This is a biosecurity measure implemented which 

involves preventing the introduction of new pathogens (diseases) within a population/pig unit from 

outside source (Levis & Baker, 2011). It useful in the limitation of the level of animal ‘s exposure 

to pathogen below there should level for infection.  

Bio-containment (or internal biosecurity): This is the series of management practices that prevent 

the spread of disease agents between animal populations on a farm or the management practices 

designed to prevent the infectious agent from leaving the farm. It is also a very important process 

of protecting the food supply for consumers by reducing the consequences of diseases which 

includes immunization and quarantine ((Food and Agriculture Organization/World Organization 

for Animal Health) [FAO/OIE], 2010F).   

Cysticercosis: This is the tissue infection with larvae stage of the taenia solium pork tapeworm 

acquired from ingesting eggs excreted by a person who has an internal tapeworm.   
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Cysticercus:  A larval tapeworm at a stage in which the scolex is inverted in a sac, typically found 

encysted in the muscle tissue of the host.   

Disease: Refers to any subjective or objective departure, from physiological or psychological 

well-being.   

Disease burden: The impact of a health problem in a population which can be measured by 

financial cost, mortality, morbidity, or other indicators.  

Disease surveillance: This is the monitoring of a disease to establish patterns of its progression. 

This refers to the continuing scrutiny of all aspects of occurrence and spread of a disease that is 

pertinent to effective control.  

Food-borne diseases: These are defined as diseases which follow the ingestion of toxins, bacteria, 

and cells produced by microorganisms present in food (Okonko et al., 2010).  

Food safety: A biological, chemical or physical agent in, or condition of, food with the potential 

to cause an adverse health effect (Mandal, 2019).   

Food secure/security: A situation that exists when all people can have physically, socially and 

economically access to sufficient, nutritious and safe food that meets their food preferences and 

dietary needs for a healthy and active life (Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock, Fisheries and 

Irrigation, Kenya).  

Gender: Refers to qualities or characteristics that society ascribes to each sex after they have 

learned to be women and men. Within and between cultures, people perceived gender differently 

but with same consideration as the determination of power and resources for females and males 

(FAO, 2012). 

Infection: This is the invasion of an organism ‘s body tissues-causing agents, their multiplication, 

and the reaction of host tissues to the infection ‘s agents and the toxins they produce. In case of 

cysticercosis, infection is the evidence of preceding ingestion of T. solium ova which result in 

aborted development or presence of viable or degenerated or dead T. solium cysts wherever in the 

body irrespective of the positive antibody response. Include a positive serology for antibodies or 

antigen calcifications in brain, muscle, viable or degenerating parasites.  
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Livestock: Refers to animals such ascattle, sheep etc. that arekeptortradedas asourceofincomeand 

way of capital accumulation and savings, a source of protein, an index of social wealth and an 

outward sign of wealth (Moyo et al., 2010).  

Meat quality: This is normally defined by the compositional quality (lean to fat ratio) and the 

palatability factors such as visual appearance, smell, firmness, juiciness, tenderness, and flavour. 

Meat inspection: This is the principal method for ensuring the safety of meat. The purpose of 

meat inspection is to provide safe and wholesome meat for human consumption.   

Neurocysticercosis (NCC in humans): This is the evidence of T. solium infectiom of the brain 

with or without symptoms which occurs when an immature larval stage of the parasite has 

migrated to the brain. In the developing word, this is considered as the most common parasitic 

infection of the nervous system in human and the most frequent and preventable cause of epilepsy 

(Del Bruto et al., 2001).   

Neglected zoonotic diseases (NZDs): Diseases caused by a vector or carring species and which 

are transmitted between animal and human hosts. They are prevalent in many developing countries 

of Africa, South and Central America, and Asia. Some examples are: anthrax, bovine tuberculosis, 

brucellosis, cysticercosis, and echinococcosis rabies. Neglected zoonotic diseases have both direct 

and indirect effects on human health and they are sickening and killig livestock (Molyneux et al., 

2011).  

Onchospere: This is the larval form of a tapeworm once it has been ingested by an intermediate 

host animal (Ridley, 2011).  

One Health (OH): One Health recognizes that the health of humans is connected to the health of 

animals and the environment with the goal to encourage the collaborative efforts of multiple 

disciplines and sectors, working locally, nationally, regionally and globally, to achieve optimal 

health for humans and animals, and the environment (Mazet et al., 2009; Nabarro & Wannous, 

2014). 

Parasite: Refers to an organism living in, with, or on another organism.  

Porcine cysticercosis (PC): Is important food borne parasitic disease.   

Prevalence: In statistics, prevalence is a concept referring to the number of cases of a disease 

present a particular population at a given time. 

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/kept
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/kept
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/trade
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/trade
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/source
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/source
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/income
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/income
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A statistical concept referring to the number of cases of a disease that are present in a particular 

population at a given time.  

Risk: In epidemiology, a risk is a kind of measure: it is the number of new cases of a disease or 

other health event occurring within a given time period. It indicates the likelihood of developing 

the disease in the exposed group relative to those who are not exposed (Blumenthal et al., 2001).  

Sensitivity: is the ability of a test to correctly classify an individual which test positive as ′diseased 

and it constitutes the proportion of true positives. This equates to the laboratory definition where 

it means the ability of an analytical method to detect very small amounts of the analyte such as an 

antibosy or antigen. Therefore, a test considered as highly sensitive from a laboratory perspective 

is also likely to be sensitive from an epidemiological perpective (Parikh et al., 2008).  

Specificity: is the ability of a test to correctly classify an individual as disease-free and it is a 

proportion of animals without the diseases considered as proportion of true negatives. This equates 

to the laboratory definition where it means the ability of the test to react only when the particular 

analyte is present and not react to the presence of other compounds. Thus, a test highly specific 

from a laboratory perspective is also likely to be specific from an epidemiological perspective 

(Parikhet al., 2008). 

Seroprevalence: is usually a defined population testing positive for antibodies to T. solium cysts 

and less commonly positive for cestode antigen in serum.   

Taeniasis: The intestinal infection with adult tapeworm. 

Tapeworm: A parasitic flatworm or cestodes. Live tapeworm larvae (coenuri) are sometimes 

ingested by consuming undercooked food. Once inside the digestive tract, a larva can grow into a 

very large adult tapeworm and cause a disease.    

Value chain: A set of inter-connected activities, individuals or businesses that transport and 

transform a raw material from the original producer to the final consumer (Porter, 1985). From 

input supplies, the actors in the supply chain is comprised by producers, processors, importers and 

exporters who are engaged in various activities required to bring a product from its conception to 

its consumption. Therefore, the value chain can be described as an interaction between the supply 

and demand chains (Kula et al., 2006).   
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Zoonosis: A zoonosis is defined by the WHO as any disease or infection that is naturally 

transmissible from vertebrate animals to humans but can be perpetuated solely in nonhuman host 

animals‖ (FAO, 2020; Mandal, 2019; Maudlin et al., 2009; WHO, 2015).    
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CHAPTER TWO 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

This chapter emphasizes on general review of porcine cysticercosis infection and its 

prevalence with highlight on the status in Africa. The predisposing risk factors of PC, pork meat 

quality and safety, the production losses from PC and the conceptual model for PC infection 

assessment are provided.   

2.1. Importance and Distribution of Porcine Cysticercosis 

The Porcine cysticercosis (PC) infection is a commonly neglected serious tropical zoonotic 

disease, which is prevalent in many developing countries (Fleury et al., 2013; Mwape et al., 2013) 

with high effect on public health and agriculture and has caused significant economic losses 

worldwide such as seizures and death in pigs and humans (Dixon et al., 2020; Gonzalez et al., 

2016; Nkwengulila, 2014). The disease has remained largely neglected in West Africa but 

eradicable and easy to control (Melki et al., 2018; Willingham et al., 2010). T. solium parasite has 

been documented to be a high public health burden of ill health in humans (Carabin et al., 2011; 

Garcia et al., 2014). Owing to conditions related to poverty, such as poor management practices, 

inadequate sanitation and absence or lack of meat inspection and control, cysticercosis remains a 

veterinary problem and an important public health in endemic low-income and non-endemic 

countries in the world (Figure 1), where the reasons for its persistence have not been addressed 

effectively (Torgerson et al., 2015; Wardrop et al., 2016; Willingham et al., 2010).   

A study in South East Asia by Cook et al. (2019) confirmed the association of T. solium 

infection with lower relative levels of socio-economic development in endemic areas. Taenia 

solium cysticercosis can also cause neurocysticercosis, a fatal infection of the central nervous 

system (Beam et al., 2018; Wandra et al., 2015) and sometimes death (de Lange et al., 2019; Kula 

et al., 2006). Cysticercosis is also a serious constraint for the nutritional and economic well-being 

of smallholder farming communities in many countries of Africa (Ngowi et al., 2019), Latin 

America and Asia as it reduces the market value of pigs and renders pork unsafe to eat (World 

Organization for Animal Health/Special Program for Research and Training in Tropical Diseases) 

[WHO/TDR], 2012).  
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Figure 1: Global Distribution of Taeniasis and T. solium cysticercosis. 

Source: WHO, 2015 (http://atlasofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/11).  

Taeniasis and cysticercosis occur worldwide (White et al., 2018). Their occurrence is 

associated with certain cultural practices such as eating raw or undercooked pork, poor 

socioeconomic conditions and lack of knowledge on the mode of transmission of the parasite 

(Singh et al., 2013). The endemicity of T. solium porcine infections in the rural areas of developing 

countries (Moyano et al., 2014) has been associated with general poverty (Wandra et al., 2015), 

free ranging of pigs and outdoor defecation by humans where pigs can have access to environment 

with raw or improperly treated sewage effluent to irrigate vegetables and pastures where pigs feed 

(Jayashi et al., 2012; Krecek et al., 2012; Mwanyali et al., 2013). The zoonotic tapeworm T. solium 

has a two-host life cycle, the indirect one with humans as the definitive host, and pigs as a normal 

intermediate host harbouring the larval cysticerci (Donadeu et al., 2017). Cysticercosis in pigs 

results from the ingestion of T. solium eggs directly by faecal-oral route, or environments 

contaminated with human faeces whereas humans are infected through undercooked pork or 

improperly washed vegetables from contaminated environments (Floury et al., 2013; Singh et al., 

2010).  
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2.2 Epidemiology of Porcine Cysticercosis 

In epidemiology, prevalence is a comparison between the numbers of diseased animals 

with the total number of animals studied and is usually expressed as a percentage (Kenneth, 2012). 

Prevalence is the proportion of a population found to be affected by a disease. Compared to East 

African endemic countries, the overall estimated prevalence ‘s from 14 non-East African 

community endemic countries (Table 1) include Ghana (18.8%), Cameroun (19.5%), Mozambique 

(10.0%) and Egypt (30.0%). An average of 1.3 - 45.3% cases of cysticercosis in human beings 

were reported using Ab-ELISA (Antibody detection); 4.6 - 11.9% were detected using Ag-ELISA 

(Antigen detection); 6.9 - 16.7% using EITB and 23.2 to 54.6% were documented using CT scan 

reported for some countries such as Zambia, Burkina Faso, DRC, Burundi, Tanzania, Egypt, 

Ghana, Nigeria, Mozambique and Uganda (Shonyela et al., 2018).  

Cysticercosis in many countries of Africa was mainly attributed to the free-roaming pig 

production system, debased sanitary and hygienic conditions in rural areas as well as poor waste 

management practices. The contact between infective human faecal matter and pigs is imperative 

for the successful propagation of the parasite lifecycle (Figure 2). Once ingested, the eggs develop 

into the larval forms in pig intestine, which can reach to the blood stream and eventually form 

cysts (porcine cysticercosis). T. solium infection can also be transmitted from human-to human or 

from pig-to-human. This could be achieved through consumption of under-cooked pork by human 

beings or pigs drinking water contaminated by fecal matter (indirect) (Del Brutto, 2014; Flisser et 

al., 2011; Flisser & Gyorkos, 2007; Hidalgo, 2007; Kungu et al., 2017; WHO, 2016). Humans can 

also serve as intermediate hosts and develop the cystic form by accidental ingestion of T. solium 

eggs (Gonzalez et al., 2003; Lescano et al., 2007; Quet et al., 2010).  

 

 

 

  



14 
 

Table 1: Prevalence of Porcine Cysticercosis in Africa. 

Countries  Prevalence  

West Africa  

Burkina faso  
36.05%  

Gambia  4.80%  

Ghana  18.80%  

Nigeria  27.80%  

Senegal  13.20%  

Central Africa  

Cameroun  19.50%  

South Africa  

Mozambique  10.00%  

Zambia  24.32%  

Zimbabwe  28.60%  

Southern Africa South 

Africa  50.20%  

Madagascar  21.30%  

 Angola   6.80%  

North Africa  

Egypt   30.00%  

Chad  25.70%  

East Africa  

Burundi   25.70%  

Kenya  22.90%  

Rwanda  20.00%  

Tanzania  22.50%  

Uganda  18.00%  

Democratic Republic of Congo   39.60%  

Source: Shonyela et al. (2018) 
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Figure 2: Life cycle of Taenia solium 

Source: Pearson (2016) (http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-

diseases/cestodestapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis).  

 

2.3 Diagnosis of Porcine Cysticercosis Infection 

Animals affected are detected using various methods including lingual examination of live 

pigs; visual inspection of carcass at the slaughter slabs and serological testing. The diagnosis for 

T. solium cysticercosis in porcine has also been done by the DNA detection (Waema et al., 2020). 

http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes-tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
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Immunology (Immunochemistry and PCR) (Eom et al., 2011; Jeon et al., 2009) and serological 

methods which are ELISA techniques (Ag-ELISA, Ab-ELISA) using blood samples of infected 

pigs for antibodies or parasites antigens detection has been developed to confirm the disease in 

pigs (De Aluja et al., 2012; Guyatt et al., 2016; (World Organization for Animal Health) [OIE], 

2008). OIE, (2008) acknowledge a larger sensitivity of immuno-diagnostic techniques as 

compared to the diagnosis in live animals and the carcass dissection. The lingual examination 

appears to be inexpensive and easier for PC detection in field work but it is effective for highly 

infected pigs and has low sensitivity. It is used by meat safety checkers to detect palpable cysts in 

infected pigs as an indication of the disease (Chembensofu et al., 2017). The post-mortem 

inspection of the carcass has been reported as the best suited for meat inspection at the slaughter 

slabs (Goussanou et al., 2013) but this technique has been found to be less sensitive for moderately 

infected pigs (Dorny et al., 2004). The serological methods (ELISA techniques) typically show 

exposure to PC infection and active infections (Willingham, 2006). More recently diagnosis using 

molecular diagnostic technique (Guyatt et al., 2016; Karamon et al., 2013; Mayta et al., 2008; 

Sreedevi et al., 2012) and microscopic diagnostic methods (coprology) (Idika et al., 2017) has 

been reported for both cysticercosis and taeniasis. Hence, Johansen et al. (2017) found that PC has 

been misdiagnosed or under-diagnosed due to the fact that there are no applicable, cheap, sensitive 

and specific diagnostic tools for this disease. The diagnostic, control methods and the endemicity 

of Taenia solium are fairly well understood (Samorek-Pierog & Cencek, 2018).  

Prevalence may be specified as apparent prevalence (Ap) or true prevalence (Tp) (Lewis 

& Torgeson, 2012). The Ap is defined as the proportion of the pig population that tests positive 

using a diagnostic method, and Tp is the proportion of truly infected pigs in that population 

(Greiner & Gardner, 2000; Thrusfield, 2013). Sensitivity (SE) of a diagnostic test can be computed 

as the proportion of infected animals that the test detects as positive (Berkvens et al., 2006; Dorny 

et al., 2004). Specificity (SP) has been defined as the ability of a test to correctly classify an 

individual as disease-free (Parikh et al., 2008). The sensitivity of post-mortem inspection 

procedures is the probability of identifying bodies or parts thereof that contain grosslydetectable 

abnormalities likely to contain risks. It is recommended to establish their contribution to achieving 

overall public health goals (Code of hygienic practice for meat, 2005).  
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The World Health Organization (WHO) classifies PC as a neglected and re-emerging 

tropical disease (WHO, 2017). Shonyela et al. (2018) reported that the prevalence of PC in 

endemic African counties varies from 19.5% to 40% and it varies widely with the diagnostic 

methods used. The three methods commonly used in epidemiological survey are tongue 

examination, meat inspection and Ag-ELISA (Goussanouet al., 2014). Table 1 presents results 

from a review of 68 studies for 20 endemic countries between 2001 and 2017. Determination of 

prevalence by tongue inspection was 9.4% (Boa et al., 2006; Guyatt et al., 2016; Silva et al., 2012); 

15% by postmortem examination (Kagira et al., 2010; Phiri et al., 2006; Prasad et al., 2006;), 

24.7% by Enzyme-linked Immuno electro transfer Blot (EITB) technique and 29.7% by ELISA 

B158/B60 (Komba et al., 2013).  

Salient literature on PC prevalence suggests that the majority of studies (Bustos et al., 2012; 

Mwanyali et al., 2013; Mwape et al., 2013; Praet et al., 2013; Ramahefarisoa et al., 2010; Winkler 

et al., 2008; Winkler et al., 2009) in sub-Saharan Africa used Ag-ELISA and tongue inspection 

methods to detect PC whilst in East Africa many studies used seroprevalence as they considered 

it to be very sensitive (85-90%) and specific (92-96%) (Braee et al., 2014; Donadeu et al., 2017; 

Kungu et al., 2017; Nkouawa et al., 2017;Pondja et al., 2015).   

Studies on pig production in Zambia, Madagascar, West Cameroon, Tanzania, Kenya, 

South Africa and Mozambique reported Ag-ELISA sensitivity between 76.3% and 86.7% with 

specificity ranging between 84.1% and 98.9% (Komba et al., 2013; Krecek et al., 2008; Porphyre 

et al., 2015; Pouedet et al., 2002; Trevisan et al., 2017). Porcine cysticercosis infection in pigs is 

usually without noticeable signs apart from diarrhoea and myositis (Gonzalez et al., 2003). On the 

other hand, symptoms in human beings depend on the location, number of cysts and degeneration 

stage of the cysticerci in the host.   

In some cases, anorexia, loss of weight, abdominal pain and digestive upsets have been 

documented (Garcia et al., 2014; Webb & White, 2016; White, 2000). Cysts in the brain may lead 

to neurocysticercosis characterized by headache, epilepsy, paralysis and even death (Boa et al., 

2006; Carabin et al., 2011; Nsadha, 2013).  
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2.3.1 Meat inspection 

Meat inspection has been considered important worldwide from the food safety perspective 

(Luukkanen et al., 2015), performed to ensure that meat is clean and free from unwanted matter 

for human protection. Abattoirs are often very unhygienic and sources of cross contamination of 

foodstuffs destined for human consumption. This necessitates designing and implementing 

biosecurity plans to reduce and eliminate risk of disease transmission along the value chain, from 

farm to fork (Ocaido et al., 2013). Therefore, the ante-mortem inspection of animals and meat 

inspection are critical to ensure that only healthy animals and healthy meat enters the human food 

chain (FAO/OIE/World bank, 2011). In pigs, clinical signs are not well defined and this makes 

the ante mortem diagnosis based on clinical signs impossible (Sreedevi, 2013) and can only be 

visible at the stage of nervous symptoms exhibition characterized by the presence of cysticerci in 

the eye and brain of pig (Prasad et al., 2006). Nonetheless, it has been found to be more readily 

available and less costly than Ag-ELISA testing (Guyatt et al., 2016). Furthermore, the assessment 

of the prevalence from the tongue cyst-positive constitutes a potentially rapid epidemiological tool 

for high risk areas of cysticercosis (Guyatt et al., 2016). Several studies have been done on tongue 

inspection (de Aluja et al., 2008; Morales et al., 2008; Ngowi et al., 2009; Wohlgemut et al., 2010) 

and meat inspection to diagnose PC (Cruz et al., 1989; Gweba et al., 2010). Meat inspection has 

been reported as the main diagnostic procedure used in the diagnosis of metastodes of T. solium 

in the carcass. It is performed after the animals are slaughtered with the main purpose of 

identification and eliminating infected animals from the food chain. The provision of the routine 

meat inspection is made within official meat hygiene regulations following the predilected sites. 

It is done using visual inspection, palpation followed by incision of the various organs including 

masseter muscles, heart, gracilis muscles and diaphragm. Oesophagus, lungs, liver, stomach, 

spleen, kidney and subcutaneous fat are visually inspected for the presence of cysts (Faleke & 

Ogundipe, 2004). The incisions include parallel incisions into external and internal masseter 

muscles, a longitudinal incision along the length of the tongue, incision into the heart septum and 

three incisions into the triceps muscle (Boa et al., 2002; Kakoty et al., 2017). Cai et al. (2006) 

observed that the routine meat inspection is a useful method when animals are heavily infected 
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whereas in Zambia, Dorny et al. (2004) reported that meat inspection has high specificity, but low 

sensitivity 38.7% in case of light infestations.   

 

2.3.2 Sero-prevalence of porcine cysticercosis 

The seroprevalence of porcine cysticercosis is reportedto vary from one region to another 

(Ngowi et al., 2004). Serological methods have been reported to be helpful in parasite 

identification in endemic areas and monitoring of the control strategies in place (Gavidia et al., 

2013; Mohan et al., 2013; O ‘Neal et al., 2014). Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) is 

preferred because it is highly sensitive and specific and its application for circulating parasite 

antigens detection may present some diagnostic advantages since it demonstrates not only 

exposure but also active infections (Willingham, 2006). The assay is genus specific and therefore 

does not allow the differentiation between infections of the three different Taenia species 

commonly found in pigs (T. solium, T. hydatigena and T. asiatica) and it is a qualitative 

determination of viable metacestodes (cysticerci) of Taenia spp. in human and porcine serum 

samples but not appropriate in pig with low infection (Dorny et al., 2004). The Antigen (Ag) 

ELISA has been reported to have a sensitivity of 85% (Garcia et al., 2000) and a specificity of 

94.7% (Dorny et al., 2004) and 84.1% (Krecek et al., 2008).   

2.4 Biosecurity Measures for Porcine Cysticercosis Infection 

The concept of biosecurity is a strategic and integrated approach that alludes to 

implementation of hygiene and sanitary measures that can stop the introduction of a disease into 

a farm and/or contain its spread (Valeeva et al., 2011). It is a universal theory of direct importance 

to the sustainability of agriculture, and wide-ranging aspects of public health and protection of the 

environment, including biological diversity.   

Biosecurity covers the introduction of animal and plant diseases and pests, the introduction 

and release of living modified organism and their products, and the introduction and management 

of invasive alien species. It covers also the zoonoses and food safety. The aforementioned is 

therefore an indispensable part of risk management for pig producers. In pig farming, external and 

internal biosecurity measures can be distinguished within the herd (Alawneh et al., 2014). These 
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are important biosecurity measures applied in maintaining animal health by preventing the 

transmission of diseases at farm level, contributing to public health and improving livelihood of 

pig farmers (Laanen et al., 2013; Manuja et al., 2014).   

They also reduce the use of antimicrobials (Backhans et al., 2015; Postma et al., 2016). 

This application of farm biosecurity associated to hygiene management has been observed to 

influence positively on food safety (Andres & Davies, 2015). The poor implementation of 

biosecurity measures is therefore an exposure for pigs to the risk of PC (Assana et al., 2010). 

Estimating the extent of the risks of PC and its consequences on pig farming requires well 

maintained and updated pig production and management records. However, veterinary reports, 

farm records and other important statistics on pig farming are usually inaccurate or completely 

missing in various households and slaughter slabs. This poor level of biosecurity measures will 

require an intervention by the government’s officials in establishing the guidelines with focus on 

the farmer’s capacity building in pig farming and biosecurity practices in the pig sector. 

The transmission of the T. Solium is related to behavioural and environmental factors such as 

inadequate sanitation and hygiene, poor pig management and consumption of infected pork 

(Chenais et al., 2017; Fretin et al., 2013; Kylie et al., 2017; Ngowi et al., 2013). The introduction 

of strategies for control of the parasite aim at interrupting the various points in the life cycle with 

focus on both human and porcine hosts to ensure the safety of pork production (Floury et al., 2013). 

The application of biosecurity measures with pigs reared on free range system has been reported 

very difficult and almost impossible but commonly practiced in large herd with modern facilities 

(Bellini et al., 2016; Delsart et al., 2020; Kouam et al., 2020; Wormington, et al., 2019).  
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Figure 3: Interventions for control in the life cycle of T. solium. X indicates the areas of life 

cycle interruption  

Source: Devleesschauwer et al. (2014).  

 

2.4.1 Biosecurity measures for porcine cysticercosis infection at farm level 

The role of biosecurity in disease prevention and the increase of productivity at the farm 

level has been demonstrated by Kouam & Moussala. (2018) and reported as the cheapest way of 

diseases control in the herds. At farm level, the prevalence of various diseases is associated with 

the level of biosecurity applied as by different production systems (Pandolfi et al., 2018). From 

the consideration of the biosecurity practices in the pig industry, poor animal husbandry practices, 

absence of measures to restrict entry into the farms and the non-organized movement of animals 

has been qualified as challenges in many developing countries (FAO, 2012). But the observation 

of routine farm biosecurity constitutes a priority solution in the minimization of risk in diseases 

spread. The good health of animal has been reported to be contributing factor to the reduction of 

the disease prevalence which leads to an improved human health (Allievi et al., 2015). In pig 
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farms, knowing that the pig itself constitutes the main risk, biosecurity is considered as a 

combination of all measures taken to reduce the risk of any disease introduction and their spread. 

This mean to reduce the probability of diseases to occur following that zero risk is not easy to 

achieve (FAO, 2010).   

The risks for T. solium porcine infections in the rural areas identified include free ranging of 

pigs and outdoor lack of toilets where pigs can have access to human faeces, use of raw or 

improperly treated sewage effluent to irrigate vegetables and pastures where pigs feed; and 

involvement of human T. solium carriers in pig care (Komba et al., 2013; Zirintunda & Ekou, 

2015). In pig farming, the emergence or re-emergence of Taenia sp. larvae infection is generally 

predisposed by the pig rearing, poor sanitation and poor hygiene conditions during slaughter 

without adequate meat inspection enforcement (Gabriël et al., 2015, Ngowi et al., 2017). The 

interaction between the pathogens present on farms and others factors such as the housing, feed 

and management practices has been reported to be the contributing factors on the occurrence of a 

disease (Clark et al., 2019; Perry et al., 2013).    

The total confinement of pigs (Mbuthia et al., 2015) makes possible the application of 

biosecurity measures (Bellini et al., 2016). This has been recommended by Nantima et al. (2015b) 

as a component of proper biosecurity in good pig management. Considering the disease aspect, 

the extensive system has been reported to differ from intensive system where the management 

practices and disease control are easily applied. Therefore, animals are saved from diseases and 

consumer ‘s food safety guaranteed (Niemi et al., 2016). The intensification of livestock 

production is therefore feasible with a long-term application of One Health aiming on the 

mitigation of the health risks at the crossing point between animals and humans in different 

environments (Nabarro & Wannous, 2014). A case-control study on feed stuff and poor latrines 

revealed that feeding potato peels to pigs increased the risk of infection for pigs kept in elevated 

pens and on poorly maintained floors compared to pigs on a cemented floor (Braae et al., 2015).  

2.4.2 Biosecurity measures for porcine cysticercosis infection at the slaughter points 

Slaughterhouses are important stage for bio-containment in the pork value chain where 

risks of PC to consumers can be reduced with effective pork inspection (FAO, 2012; Saegerman 
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et al., 2012). During processing which begins with the arrival of animals at the abattoir, 

contamination can occur pre- and post-slaughter and the potential sources of contamination 

include other animals, water, contaminated surfaces, personnel, and poor technique.  Considering 

as a source of infection or pollution, the disposal of condemned carcass or meat require a careful 

control and the Hazard Analysis Critical Control Point (HACCP) system has been developed to 

ensure the safety of the final product. Therefore, the ante-mortem inspection of animals and meat 

inspection are critical to ensure that only healthy animals and healthy meat enters the human food 

chain (FAO/OIE/World bank, 2011).   

Taenia solium cysticercosis is a meat-borne parasitic disease with public health risk to 

producers, processors and consumers within the pork value chain. Therefore, enforcing control 

along the pork value chain is of public health importance (Porphyre et al., 2015). From the one 

health approach, disease control at livestock value chain level contributes to poverty alleviation, 

disease burden reduction and livelihoods improvement especially in the developing world (WHO, 

2009b). Abattoirs are often very unhygienic and sources of cross contamination of foodstuffs 

destined for human consumption. This necessitates designing and implementing biosecurity plan to 

reduce and eliminate risk of disease transmission along the value chain, from farm to fork (Ocaido 

et al., 2013). 

The leverage areas for addressing associated sustainability concern outcomes illustrated 

with the Casual Loop Diagram (CLD) (Figure 4) are the educational training on the pig management 

systems, Taenia solium cysticercosis and its transmission which need to be reinforced (R) and the 

effective biosecurity measures witch need to be balanced (B) and implemented correctly in the pork 

value chain. The reduced of PC prevalence will therefore contribute to the pork safety for consumers 

and increased income from pig production and trade. 

Prevention, control and possible elimination of Taenia solium require a one health approach 

(Rossi et al., 2016; Samorek-Pieróg & Censek, 2018) which facilitates closer collaboration between 

human and animal health. This approach was developed from one medicine in 1960s by Schwabe, 

(1984) to illustrate the similarity of human and Veterinary medicine (Calistri et al., 2013; Hitziger 

et al., 2018). This has contributed towards amalgamating the veterinary, human health and the 
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environmental sectors for public and animal health improvement (Dean et al., 2013; Narrod et al., 

2012; Zinsstag et al., 2009). 

 

 

- 

- 

 

 

 

Figure 4: Casual Loop Diagram (CLD) of biosecurity measures and control of porcine 

cysticercosis (Author proposed strategies). 

Therefore, several interventions for taeniasis and cysticercosis control has been suggested 

by the World Health Organization such as preventive chemotherapy; improved health education 

(Johansen et al., 2017); improved sanitation; improved pig husbandry; improved meat inspection 

and processing; vaccination of pigs; treatment of pigs and diagnosis and treatment of taeniasis 

cases in humans (WHO, 2014). Moreover, it has been found possible to interrupt the parasite‘s 

lifecycle by the combination of the effective vaccines application against porcine cysticercosis 

infection (Gilman et al., 2012; Lightowlers, 2013; Sánchez-Torres et al., 2019) and mass 

chemotherapy through the implementation of anthelmintic treatment interventions in both the 

human and porcine populations for cysticercosis and taeniasis respectively in endemic areas (Ash 

et al., 2017; Okello et al., 2016). The success in the eradication of porcine cysticercosis may 

involve the treatment of taeniasis in humans followed by the health education (Ngowi et al., 2011). 

Oxfendazole has been suggested to be the most effective anthelmintic (Moreno et al., 2012) against 
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muscle cysts with little orno side-effects (Johansen et al., 2017) and has been reported to induce 

protection against reinfection with T. solium for at least three months (Pondja et al., 2012).   

The improvement of the pig husbandry through pig confinement is a contributing factor to 

the reduction of PC risk, even other diseases (Gabriël et al., 2015). Studies elsewhere demonstrate 

that health education constitute an important element in the control of PC in endemic areas 

(Carabin et al., 2018; Ertel et al., 2017; Hobbs et al., 2019; Mwidunda, 2015; Ngowi et al., 2011). 

This can be associated with the implementation of good sanitation and hygiene when planning for 

long-term control strategies (Pruss-Ustun et al., 2014; Thys et al., 2016).  The introduction of 

strategies aimed at controlling Taenia solium seek to interrupt the parasite at various points in its 

life cycle in both human and porcine hosts to ensure safety of pork production (Floury et al., 2013; 

Thomas et al., 2016). Effective control of the parasite therefore requires knowledge of both its 

public health and economic ramifications (Lightowlers et al., 2016).   

Furthermore, it is important to understand the pattern of infections which entails: 

widespread human treatment to curb further spread of PC infections, combination of animal 

vaccination with health education (De Aluja et al., 2008; Lightowlers, 2013) and extensive animal 

vaccination as a preventive strategy. Moreover, there‘s need to introduce and enforce stringent 

laws, along with severe punishment which may promote behavioral change in pig management, 

better meat inspection procedures that promote food safety (Thomas et al., 2019), adequate meat 

handling and hygiene (Kyvsgaard et al., 2007), and appropriate human waste disposal (Chawhan 

et al., 2015) together with the mandatory pig confinement in areas of high PC infection in a bid to 

control spread of porcine cysticercosis (Mkupasi et al., 2017).  

Vaccination in the control of porcine cysticercosis has been recognized as an important 

approach in preventing Taenia solium transmission and a potential and attractive method for 

controlling T. solium transmission (Cai et al., 2008; Lightowlers, 2010). Reference is made on the 

landscape analysis on control of Taenia solium, in which Chemoprophylaxis in pigs had been 

widely suggested as a control strategy (Assana et al., 2013; (Cysticercosis Working Group in 

Eastern and Southern Africa) [CGWESA], 2009; Fleury et al., 2013; Lightowlers, 2013; 

Lightowlers, 2010; Rosales-Mendoza et al., 2012).   
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Several experiments have been performed with success and several vaccines developed, of 

which two have progressed the furthest and have shown a high degree of potential for use in control 

of porcine cysticercosis infection (Flisser et al., 2004; Lightwolers, 2006).  In animals, neglected 

zoonotic diseases are generally asymptomatic or and may sometimes show few symptoms. This 

become a challenge to farmers in the use and choice of the vaccines to be used even thinking that 

these neglected zoonotic diseases, Taenia solium cysticercosis included may lead to the reduction 

of the productivity and reduction mortality with public health risk as some of them even though 

are zoonotic (King et al., 2011) and require a regular surveillance (Jacobson, 2010).   

Studies reported the use of TSOL18 (Weka et al., 2019), TSOL45, and S3Pvac, vaccines 

used in the vaccination of cysticercosis in pigs which showed positive effect. The vaccination has 

been recommended to be done in very young piglets for it to be effective in infection reduction. 

Unfortunately, this could not eliminate the larval forms of the parasite, T. solium (Sciutto et al., 

2007; Lightowlers, 2010). GALVmed is working on protecting livestock and improvement of 

human lives by promoting the vaccine. Antiparasitic medications are available and a vaccine 

ofTaenia solium is being developed (The Global Alliance for Livestock Veterinary Medicine) 

[GALVmed], 2017).  

2.5 Public Health Education 

Public health education creates an opportunity to gain local co-operation and hence 

increased effectiveness and sustainability of an intervention strategy. It should focus on local 

perceptions, knowledge and practices related to the disease as outlined by Gonzalez et al. (2006). 

Sankhyan et al. (2015) stated that the transmission of porcine cysticercosis infection was reported 

possible by eating cabbages rather by pork consumption and poor personal hygiene. Therefore, 

the success in the control and eradication require incorporation of the educational interventions 

about porcine cysticercosis infestation. Public health education could lead to a reduction of the 

risk of infection in humans (Ngowi et al., 2008). It can be used alone or in combination with other 

strategies.   

Ngowi et al. (2011) demonstrated that the protection of consumers from cysticercoids pork 

can be possible through the improvement of the knowledge about, attitudes towards and practices 

of the control of Taenia solium which has been successfully attained through introduction of health 
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education. Control programs are needed to manage this endemic disease in the short and medium 

term (WHO, 2010; WHO, 2013). Improvement in sanitary conditions and modernization of pig 

production has been recognized as effective control measures for cysticercosis (Garcia et al., 

2006).  

The implementation and success will require the involvement of a multilevel and multi-

disciplinary approach due to the complex epidemiology of Taenia solium. This will demand full 

collaboration from public workers, medical, Veterinarians and the communities working in a 

synergistic approach (Rossi et al., 2016; Samorek-Pieróg & Censek, 2018). Laxity of any of the 

actors will fail any control program (Kyvsgaard & Murrell, 2005; Murrell & Pawlowski, 2005). 

In China, two health education programs using mass media, personal communication and 

workshops for doctors successfully contributed in the reduction of the prevalence of taeniasis from 

0.045% to 0.002% in Henan Province from 1994-1996 and from 1.73% to 0.59% in Shangong 

Province (Wu et al., 2012).  

From 2002 to 2005, a health education program aimed at the control of T. solium was 

implemented in Tanzania utilizing a PRECEDE-PROCEED approach and was evaluated as a 

randomized control trial (Ngowi et al., 2008; Ngowi et al., 2009). In Mexico, the same approach 

reported a reduction of seroprevalence from 5.2% to 1.2% for PC by Ag-ELISA after one year of 

intervention (Sarti et al., 1997). A long-time health education research using mass education on 

good public health and improved pig husbandry practices for a long time was done (Ngowi et al., 

2008) in Mbulu district of Tanzania and proved to be effective in the reduction of cysticercosis 

infections.   

As a result, the awareness of T. Solium transmission and prevention was increased by more 

than 40% by rural farmers, the consumption of infected pork reduced by 20 %, and the incidence 

rate of porcine cysticercosis decreased by about 43% (Ngowi et al., 2008).  In another study using 

a combination of workshops and one-to-one interviews and training of smallholder farmers, the 

one-to-one interviews contributed a lot in the increase of knowledge about T. solium transmission 

and epilepsy from 32% to 51% at visit 2 and 62% at visit 3 (Wohlgemut et al., 2010). Public health 

education has been shown to be highly effective since it creates awareness in people on the impact 
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of cysticercosis in human and pigs and the possibility of eliminating it. However, it has to be 

implemented by knowledgeable people (Flisser et al., 2001).   

The economic impact of T. solium infection in pig farming is epitomized by production 

losses and lost trade opportunities as infected meat might be discarded or decrease in value. Studies 

conducted in Uganda, Tanzania, Zambia and Nepal revealed 86-100% of pig traders who rejected 

pork with cysts and this situation lead to both nutritional and financial losses (GALVmed, 2017).  

Successful reduction of the disease will require the collaboration from both medical public health 

and veterinary services to determine foci of the disease and devise control strategies (FAO, 2014; 

Johansen et al., 2014). The home slaughter also has been suggested as a potential component of 

intervention and control programmes in equipping all the people involved with a better 

understanding of the risks associated with animal farming and human behavioral practices through 

the reinforcement of extension services (EdiaAsuke et al., 2014; Mutua et al., 2011; Thys et al., 

2016). Gweba et al. (2010) has recommended the serological and epidemiological survey to be the 

required data for the effective and successful porcine cysticercosis control.   

2.6 Awareness, Attitudes and Perceptions about Risks for Porcine Cysticercosis Infection 

The public health education used alone or in combination with other strategies can inform 

effectiveness and sustainable reduction of the risk of infection in humans (Ngowi et al., 2008; 

Sorvillo et al., 2011). Creating public awareness is an important component of one of the health 

approaches involving human, veterinary, environmental and social sectors. This has been reported 

to be beneficial to workers, producers and consumers (Garcia et al., 2016). For most of the time 

African women have been neglected in the pig husbandry. Ngowi et al. (2011) considered women 

as essential constituent and recommended that they be integrated in the prevention and control 

programmes for Taenia solium infections. In Zambia, various tools have been used to promote the 

awareness of T. solium parasite, its transmission and change of the attitude vis-à-vis the risk of 

contamination (Gabriël et al., 2018; Lauridsen et al., 2017).   

This is due to the complex epidemiology of Taenia solium and for societal and political 

acceptance, commitment and engagement (CWGESA, 2009; GALVmed, 2017; Kungu et al., 

2017; Wu et al., 2012). Public health education can be effective because people are sensitized on 

the prevalence of human taeniasis and porcine cysticercosis, and methods that could possibly help 
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to eradicate these diseases (Madzimure et al., 2012). This together with the high level of consumer 

‘s knowledge about farming (Alonso et al., 2020) will also contribute to developing pig production 

systems (Carter et al., 2013; Riedel et al., 2012).   

 

2.7 Pig Production Systems 

2.7.1 Roles of pig production 

In the developing world, livestock remain very important and are a livelihood asset for 

smallholder farmers and marginalized people (Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation, 2012; Donadeu 

et al., 2019). Livestock species play economic and socio-cultural roles for rural households acting 

in different production systems and in different value chains by contributing to improve income 

and wellbeing of the family (Kristjanson et al., 2010). The social role of livestock is well 

understood from the gender aspect in livestock production (Bettencourt et al., 2014). In Africa, 

Latin American and Asia, livestock supports the livings of poor livestock keepers (FAO, 2011; 

Köhler-Rollefson, 2012), traders and labourers (Abdulhameed et al., 2018; FAO, 2019; Mwendia 

et al., 2018).  

In a large number of countries in sub-Saharian Africa, the modest figures for pig production 

do not reveal the status of the contributions that pigs make to food security and household regular 

cash income (Mbuthia et al., 2015; Roesel et al., 2019). This is despite pig production being 

characterized by smallholder farmers with  generally no more than one to five crossbred pigs, 

compared with the potential that pig production has on improving livelihoods of the majority of 

pig-rearing households (Deca et al., 2007; FAO, 2012; Huynh et al, 2006; Madzimure et al., 2012; 

Mutua et al., 2011) and provide an affordable source of high quality protein for human 

consumption in the region (Chiduwa et al., 2008; Kristjanson et al., 2004; Randolph et al., 2007; 

Yeshambel & Bimrew, 2014). The income from pig sales meets essential household and farming 

expenses, and provides some financial independence for women, in rural areas (Chauhan et al., 

2016; Kagira et al., 2010; Ouma et al., 2015; Tekle et al., 2013). The process to the achievement 

of gender equality, increasing of the household productivity and the improvement of the household 

health and nutrition is possible through women empowerment (Galiè et al., 2019; World Bank, 

2012). Pig farming has been reported to be important for farmer ‘s poverty alleviation and have 
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been known to contribute up to 50% of the total income of the family in Laos and Asia (Costard 

et al., 2009; Phengsavanh et al., 2010).   

Pork consumption has been increasing in the developing countries (Delgado, 2003). In 

keeping with this trend, in Western Kenya, pig keeping has become a popular small-holder activity 

for low-income families. The majority of the farmers (98%) in Kenya kept pigs for income 

generation (Dietze, 2011) as it has been also reported by Abah et al. (2019), Efrem et al. (2017) 

and Nath et al. (2013) in Nigeria, Ethiopia and India, respectively. In Brasilia (Mirinda, 2011) and 

Nagaland/India (Patr et al., 2014), the pig is raised for income generation and as source of pork 

for home consumption. A study by Kagira et al. (2010) showed that very few of them were for 

home consumption because the majority of farmers in Kenya have access to other sources of 

protein.   

Pig production in Kenya stands at 354,600 (FAO Statistical Databases [FAOSTAT], 2014) 

and PC affects 40.6% of this population and this greatly affects the economy. A population of 

66.8% and 53.0% in Busia and Kakamega Counties, respectively live below the poverty line, 

respectively (Kenya National Bureau of Statistics) [KNBS], 2019; (United Nations Development 

Program) [UNDP], 2008) and yet they undertake pig production. The smallholder pig system in 

Kenya operate under 3 different systems namely the traditional free-range, small-scale and 

intensive large-scale commercial farms which are mainly found in Nairobi, Rift valley and Kiambu 

(Kirima et al., 2017).  

 

2.7.2 Pig production systems 

Pig production systems, in most of the countries have been developed from the simplest to 

large-scale market-oriented enterprises. Based on the herd - size, the goals of the production and 

management practices, three mains systems exist, namely free-range system, small-scale confined 

pig production and large-scale confined pig production. The free-range system is the most 

common system practiced in urban and rural areas of developing countries (Bettencourt et al., 

2015). This system is characterized by free roaming in the household and surrounding area, 

scavenging and feeding in the street, from neighbouring land or forests around villages, or from 

garbage dumps. The pigs reared in the free-range system require minimal inputs and low 
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investment of labour, with no or limited money invested in concentrated feed or vaccines (FAO, 

2010).  

Pig farming systems in rural Kenya, especially in Western parts are traditional in which 

pigs are in scavenging system or at most confined at night and/or seasonally to protect crops 

(Mbuthia et al., 2015). The system uses local breeds of pigs or their crosses, with between 2 and 

10 pigs per farm (FAO, 2012; Kagira et al., 2010; (Kenya Meat Commission) [KMC], (2014) that 

is hardy and undemanding in terms of nutrition and management (Lekule et al., 2003; Mutua et 

al., 2012). 

In this system health risks are numerous and productivity is low due to low off take, lack 

of supplementary feeding, lack of proper housing, low reproductive rates, minimal health care and 

high mortality rate (Deca et al., 2007; Niraula et al., 2015; Nsoso et al., 2006; Praet et al., 2009). 

However, poor implementation of biosecurity measures exposes pigs to risk of PC disease. 

Estimating the extent of the risk and consequences requires good records but the reported statistics 

is often inaccurate.   

On the other hand, large-scale commercial farms can be distinguished with intensive and 

outdoor pig production (FAO, 2010). The commercial pig production using local breeds or even 

improved breeds of pigs has often demonstrated unsustainable and unprofitable owing to high 

input costs that include feed and infrastructure, housing and low market prices to justify the 

investment (Chabo et al., 2000). It has been reported apart from low productivity and as countries 

modernize, the traditional pig farming systems have disadvantages. Pigs can become a cause of 

conflict being destructive when crops and gardens are damaged; among free-ranging pigs, heavy 

losses may be experienced when access to modern roads with fast traffic (Ganaba et al., 2011). In 

large-scale outdoor pig production, animals are mainly outdoors and confined by fencing; there is 

therefore less need for investiment in mortar facilities and brick 

According to Mutua (2010), the potential for pig husbandry in Western Kenya has been 

under-utilized in their aspect of livelihoods improvement and rural poverty reduction. In Busia 

County, pig production accounts for 41% of livestock in smallholderfarming (Cate et al., 2011; 

Mutua et al., 2010b). Although pigs are relatively easy to keep and prolific (Petrus et al., 2011; 

Vicente et al., 2010) and thus easy to improve (Lekule, 2003; Mutua et al., 2010a), they are also 
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prone to infection from T. solium. The farmers additionally obtain outputs such as manure that is 

used as fertilizers and/or biogas (methane) production (FAO, 2003; Thomas et al., 

2016;http://www.infonet-biovision.org/AnimalHealth/manure).  

The system is found in developing and transition countries where pigs are confined to a 

shelter made with local materials to more modern housing. The pigs are completely dependent on 

their keeper for feed, and receive agricultural by-products, prepared feed, leaves, tree branches or 

crop residues (FAO, 2010). In East Africa, the small-scale pig production has been reported to 

contribute to the improvement of smallholder farm families ‘welfare and reduce farmer ‘s poverty 

(Dewey et al., 2011; Kristjanson et al., 2014; Ouma et al., 2015).   

Global human population and meat consumption have increased by a factor of 2.4 and 4.7, 

respectively (Fernandes et al., 2019). Growth in the pig population in Kenya and heads slaughtered 

has been observed since 2011 and in 2014 Kenya had an average of 350,000 pigs. In 2012, 12,950 

tonnes of pig meat was produced indicating a deficit in production. The per capita consumption of 

meat in Kenya is led by bovine meat at 12.2 kg, mutton/goat at 2.2 kg, and poultry at 0.6 kg.  The 

annual global meat consumption per head is increasing and expected to reach 72 kg until 2050 

(Miele, 2016). Pork consumption is at 0.4 kg, against Uganda ‘s 3.4 kg and South Africa ‘s 6.8 kg 

(FAOSTATS, 2014).   

Pig production is done by approximately 7000 producers that are either small-scale 

commercial farms, medium scale commercial farms and large integrated commercial farms. The 

small-scale farmers, estimated to be 5000, make up about 70% of pig producers in Kenya (FAO, 

2012). Small scale farmers are characterized by 5-100 pigs raised in a traditional free-range 

systems and are spread in Central, Rift Valley, Eastern, North Rift, Kisumu and parts of Western 

Kenya (Bergevoet & van Engelen, 2014).   

2.7.3 Pork value chain 

The Kenyan pig industry is much more structured with the pork value chain ensuring 

quality and meeting government policy and consumer demand (FAO, 2011). The majority (70%) 

of pig farmers are small-scale producers who supply pigs to local butchers whereas live pigs are 

traded on farm. However, large and medium scale pig farmers have their own licensed slaughter 

http://www.infonet-biovision.org/AnimalHealth/manure
http://www.infonet-biovision.org/AnimalHealth/manure
http://www.infonet-biovision.org/AnimalHealth/manure
http://www.infonet-biovision.org/AnimalHealth/manure
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slabs which are always inspected by the Department of Veterinary Services (DVS) (Mutua et al., 

2011). The smallholder pork producers face challenges of knowledge gap in the best practice both 

in pig husbandry and farm management. Due to this gap, the rural population is exposed to porcine 

cysticercosis as a zoonotic food borne disease. The complex epidemiology of Taenia solium, 

multi-disciplinary involvement and multilevel approach will be required in the success of the 

disease reduction and possibly the break of the cestode life cycle (Maurice, 2014).  

Considering the pork marketing, live pigs are sold at the farm gate, slaughtered pigs at the 

abattoirs, pork at the butcheries and processed products at specialized pork eateries (Levy et 

al.,2013). Eateries in Thika sell 80% of pork roasted and 20% as undifferentiated pork cuts, at an 

average of USD 4.67 per kg. In Western Kenya, the most important challenge faced by the pig 

production sector is the lack of appropriate pig slaughterhouses (Levy, 2014), and similarly in 

Botswana (Moreki & Mphinyane, 2011; Motsho & Moreki, 2012) and Zimbabwe (Mutambara, 

2013).  

Consumers have been qualified as key stakeholders within the food chain worldwide 

(Kjærnes & Lavik, 2007). The improvement of the livestock value chains is made possible through 

good hygiene and good management (Roberts et al., 2009). Therefore, the attitude of consumers 

regarding the occurrence of the disease is the evidence of the sustainability of the livestock 

industry (Niemi et al., 2020).  

Livestock production is key in the social and economic sustainability of developing and 

developed countries and it supplies substantial draft power in smallholder operations that make up 

the majority of international food production. Many changes have been observed by the FAO, 

(2019) in the livestock sector over the last fifty years despite of the increased demand of food from 

animals in the fast growing of the economy in the world. From the perspective of the pig 

production development in Kenya, pig and poultry meat has been progressively accepted as white 

meat and this has pushed considerably the level of its consumption (Bett et al., 2012; Bettencourt 

et al., 2015; FAO, 2012). Opposite to that, the United States Department of Agriculture has 

classified it as red meat and it plays an important role in people ‘s daily diet as they can provide 

very good source of protein, Vitamin B12, iron and selenium (Yenealem et al., 2020).  
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It constitutes also a good source of Vitamin C, niacin, phosphorus and zinc (USDA, 2018; 

Xiong et al., 2014). All over the industrialized world, protein is necessary for human growth and 

meat is one of the most nutritive sources of protein consumedby humans (Grigg, 1995; Rao et al., 

2009). Even though meat is generally perceived as a high value product in resource-poor 

communities (Melki et al., 2018), a number of public health issues which have had adverse effects 

on the production, trade and consumption of meat have been globally reported. Meat has been 

reported to be very delicate foods to spoilage (Bersisa et al., 2019; Birhanu et al., 2017). The meat 

is likely to be contaminated from production to it consumption and once contaminated, meat 

become a source of food-borne diseases and may lead to death (WHO, 2007). The risk of animal 

zoonoses appear to be the biggest cause of public concern with meat (FAO, 2020) for which the 

production plays a role in food security for households and income generation for the country. 

Therefore, the management of the safety of meat is crucial in public health protection by ensuring 

the access to the market and bolsters the economy of Kenya (Kariuki et al., 2013).  

Parasites have remained the most harmful pork borne hazards in the human life worldwide 

(Davies, 2011). Attention to parasite infection rate in domesticated animal, pigs included has 

therefore been increased (Inpankaew et al., 2015; Schär et al., 2014). From the one health concept, 

an integrated agenda has been made aimed at observing and improving health issues with 

consideration of human, animal, and environmental factors (WHO/TDR, 2012; Schureret al., 

2016). Some parasites are only transmitted to humans through contaminated food (Torgerson et 

al., 2015). However, tapeworms may infect human through food or direct contact with animals 

like it is for Taenia solium in pigs (Saw et al., 2015).  

In developing countries, studies have shown that generally many abattoirs and slaughter 

slabs are poorly constructed, and have poor slaughter and meat inspection facilities characterized 

mainly by poor hygienic and substandard conditions (Ghimire et al., 2013; Mdegelaet al., 2010; 

Melki et al., 2018; Mkupasi et al., 2011). Butchers can highly contribute to meat borne diseases 

and illness prevention (Khanal & Poudel, 2017; Ngasala et al., 2015).  

The handling of meat at butchery level requires formal training on butchering practices and 

licensing (Chepkemoi et al., 2015). This could contribute to a reduction in contamination at 

butchery level as the knowledge plays a key role in the prevention and control of diseases (Aburi, 
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2012; Khelkar et al., 2015). Taking into account sale of pork in informal markets has been 

characterized by human health risks, strict measures should also be enforced on slaughterhouse 

workers and consumers in collaboration with producers with the focus on risk reduction (Fahrion 

et al., 2014; Gizaw, 2019).  

Food systems cover an entire range of activities and actors in the production, processing, 

marketing, consumption, and disposal of food, including the inputs needed and outputs generated 

at each stage. Food safety hazards are increasingly being appreciated worldwide as a major public 

health problem, with important and widespread socioeconomic consequences for human welfare 

and economic performance (Jaffee et al., 2019). In both developed and developing countries, food-

borne diseases are a common but more common in the latter because of poor food handling and 

sanitation practices (Chepkemoi et al., 2015), inadequate food safety laws, and lack of education 

among food handlers (Haile Selassie et al., 2013).   

The WHO, (2015) reported that contaminated meat is one of the major causes of the global 

burden of food borne diseases for which eating contaminated food has been killing 420,000 every 

year with almost 1 in 10 people becoming sick. Furthermore, Food Borne Diseases (FBD) led to 

two different categories of costs. Firstly, they are associated with the public health impacts of 

unsafe food, productivity losses from ill-health and premature death, including the cost of medical 

care. Secondly, there areeconomic and social impacts of food safety failures on consumers, 

businesses and the economy as a whole (Jaffee et al., 2019).   

The harm caused by the disease such as the loss of productivity and several types of 

responses which can include the medical treatment and food recalls has been identified as potential 

economic costs associated with FBD (McLinden et al., 2014). Pork quality has a tremendous 

impact on the eating experience, and nothing is more important to farmers than providing a safe, 

wholesome product. The pork industry continues to seek for ways to improve pork safety and 

quality, production performance, animal welfare and the environment (Wayne, 2019). The public 

health protection is dependent on the participation of all actors in the livestock value chain 

(Ngasala et al., 2015; Nyokabi et al., 2018) since the livestock value chains act as important 

pathways for zoonosis (FAO, 2011).   
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The biosecurity measures could reduce the negative impacts of zoonoses (FAO, 2008), 

thereby ensuring the exclusion, eradication or effective management of risks posed by pests and 

diseases to the economy, environment and human health are ensured (Frampton, 2010). In East 

Africa and Kenya in particular, human and animal health sectors have been involved in the 

diseases surveillance but more work needs to be done in the integration between these sectors 

regarding the disease under-reporting and inefficiencies (Falzon et al., 2019).   

In 2017 the peri-urban areas in Kenya, an increase in pork eateries has been observed in 

addition to meat processing plant which pushed up the pig sales for 7.8% up where pigs 

slaughtered went up from 360,100 pigs up to 388,200 pigs (Ambrey, 2019; KNBS, 2019). To 

ensure food safety along the entire food chain, WHO is working in close collaboration with the 

World Organization for Animal Health (OIE), FAO and other international organizations (WHO, 

2019). Effective cooking of pork lowered the risk of exposure to infection with Taenia Solium 

infected pork. It is therefore advisable to cook the meat at 145-160°F (63–71°C) (Meester et al., 

2019; Rachel, 2019). The pork industry in Kenya and Africa has continued to expand (FAO, 2012). 

In Europe, the pig supply chains constitute an essential component in the food sector with 23.1 

billion kg of pork produced on average per year (Eurostat, 2018). Kenya ‘s pig industry is 

differentiated into specialized business units consisting of feed millers, producers, abattoirs, 

retaillers and processors. Smallholders pork producers face challenges of knowledge gap in the 

best practice in farms management and husbandry as businesses. The slaughter slabs have limited 

infrastructure and technology for pork handling; they lack cold storage infrastructure and rely on 

wood fuel to heat water for slaughter operations (FAO, 2012). Meat quality and safety are directly 

linked to public health and welfare. There are therefore highly relevant issues for the meat industry 

worldwide (Biswas & Mandal, 2020). Currently, consumers prefer food products with superior 

quality because the quality and safety have become the main factor for the food industry. But 

generally, consumers are at risk of death due to unsafe food consumption with billions of them 

being at high risk of acquiring food-borne diseases (WHO, 2015). In the developing countries, 

food borne diseases are mainly a consequence of a lack of inadequate sanitation where by the food 

safety laws are weak and the regulatory organizations are weak (Abdullahi et al., 2016; 

FAO/WHO, 2004).  When considering the food safety on a farm-to-table approach, Mwamakamba 
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et al. (2012) reported that food borne diseases are caused by factors which appeared at different 

points along the whole process. Therefore, the management of food quality will be required from 

the production, preparation to the consumption stage. The consumer, being the last checker, has 

to be able to ensure the safety of the food produced its consumption (Mwamakamba et al., 2012). 

This requires an examination and evaluation of the characteristics of food products in the processes 

of the food industry (Di Wu & Da-Wen Sun., 2013).  

Consumers around the world have different ideas about food safety compared to experts 

(Verbeke et al., 2010), however they have the right to believe that the foods they purchase and 

consume are of high quality and safe (FAO, 2019). In the food supply chain, the consumer ‘s level 

of trust depends on safety and quality associated with the production, marketing and consumption 

(Taylor et al., 2012). Therefore, there is a need to introduce prevention and control programmes 

which will contribute to the reduction of infection risk caused by meat-borne diseases to 

consumers (Melki et al., 2018). In addition to safeguarding the well-being of consumers, food 

safety as the foundation of a nutritious diet is also crucial to enable agricultural producers to gain 

access to markets. This in turn contributes to economic development and poverty alleviation 

(FAO, 2019; WHO/FAO, 2010). The upgrade of the pig value chain all over the world require 

small farms organization into groups for good practices applications, development of a quality 

assurance system feasible under smallholder conditions, strengthening of their capacity for 

appropriate market information in smallholder ‘s producers and the improvement of the cost and 

quality competitiveness (Nga et al., 2015; Niraula et al., 2015; Powell et al., 2011). The detection 

of infection during a pre-purchase examination by pig traders who are aware of the disease may 

often lead to a refuse to buy a suspect pig. Farms and whole communities may become stigmatized 

when they are known to sell infected pigs and/or pork contaminated with cysts (WHO/TDR, 2012). 

Porcine cysticercosis infection has already been reported in Teso South of Busia County among 

heavy pork consumer communities (Kenya News Agency) [KNA], 2018).   
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CHAPTER THREE 

PREVALENCE OF PORCINE CYSTICERCOSIS AMONG SCAVENGING PIGS IN 

WESTERN KENYA 

Abstract 

Porcine cysticercosis (PC) infection is a global neglected and re-emerging tropical disease, 

posing public health risk in endemic area. Smallholder farmers in Western Kenya continue to 

practice scavenging pig production. This study determined the prevalence of PC infection at the 

farms and slaughter slabs in a cross-sectional survey in two Counties (Busia and Kakamega) of 

Western Kenya. Two hundred and eighty-seven (287) heparinized blood samples were collected 

at the farm from 162 households in 9 villages and 113 pigs from 5 slaughter slabs. The prevalence 

of PC was detected through meat inspection at slaughter slabs, and the prevalence of Taenia solium 

antigen determined by using the ApDia AgELISA test at the farms and slaughter slabs. At meat 

inspection, the PC prevalence was 1.8%, while prevalence of Taenia Species cysts detected with 

Ag-ELISA test was 3.8% at the farms, and 5.3 % at the slaughter slabs. The Ag-ELISA test had 

sensitivity of 100% (95% CI: 19.79– 100.00) and specificity of 96.4% (95% CI: 90.49– 98.84). 

The PC prevalence levels observed among scavenging pigs in Western Kenya should be a cause 

of public health risk concern. This observation warrant enforcing mandatory pig confinement and 

use of latrines at the farms and meat inspection at local slaughter slabs. Further studies are 

recommended to identify different Taenia species in cysticercoids pigs in the region, which this 

study could not differentiate.   

Keywords: Pig, Taenia spp., meat inspection, ELISA test, Slaughter slabs, Smallholder farmers.  

3.1 Introduction 

Porcine Cysticercosis (PC) is a zoonotic, neglected food-borne disease of global public 

health concern and trade implications. The disease manifests itself as seizures and death in pigs 

and humans (Wardrop et al., 2016). Cysticercosis in pigs is transmitted by two species of 

tapeworms: Taenia solium, the zoonotic and T. hydatigena, and the non-zoonotic with the latter 

being rare in Africa (Gomez-Puerta et al., 2019; Nguyen et al., 2016). The zoonotic tapeworm T. 

solium has a two host life cycles; the indirect cycle with humans as the definitive hosts, and in pigs 
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as a normal intermediate host harboring the larval cysticerci (Donadeu et al., 2017). Cysticercosis 

in pigs results from ingesting T. solium eggs directly by fecal-oral route, or from environments 

contaminated with human harboring adult T. solium (Fleury et al., 2013). Human transmission of 

T. solium is typically through consumption of under-cooked pork or water containing fecal matter 

(indirect) (Kungu et al., 2017). The World Health Organization (WHO) classifies PC as a 

neglected and re-emerging tropical disease (WHO, 2017). The prevalence of PC in endemic 

African counties is variable, and up to 40% prevalence has been observed (Shonyela et al., 2018).  

Prevalence of PC can vary with the diagnostic methods used (Shonyela et al., 2018). For 

instance, prevalence estimated through tongue inspection is lower (9.4%) relative to prevalence 

estimated through postmortem examination (15%), while Enzyme-linked Immuno electro transfer 

Blot (EITB) technique and ELISA B158/B60 diagnosis is much higher (24.7 to 29.7%). This 

difference is due to the test sensitivity and specificity or the probability of having a positive or 

negative result. This emphasizes the necessity to complement screening (meat inspection) with 

diagnostic confirmatory tests (Ag-ELISA) that have high sensitivity and specificity in PC 

detection. The Enzyme Linked Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA) test is a useful quantifiable, precise 

and sensitive clinical diagnostic used widely in the detection of various infectious diseases. 

Considered as a gold standard method, it was used to indicate the presence or absence of porcine 

cysticercosis infection in pigs because it could detect both exposure and active infections which 

the meat inspection could not detect (Crowther, 2001). This study was undertaken to determine 

the prevalence of PC at the farm level and slaughter slabs in Busia and Kakamega Counties of 

Western Kenya, a region with prominent scavenging pig production systems in the country and 

considered endemic region for PC.  

3.2 Material and Methods 

3.2.1 Area of study 

The study was conducted in Busia and Kakamega Counties of Western Kenya (Figure 5). 

These Counties were purposely selected because they have high scavenging pig population. The 

current pig population was unknown in the two Counties, but last the census indicated that Busia 

had 21,315 while Kakamega has 6,198 pigs (KNBS, 2009).  
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The study was conducted in 5 slaughter slabs namely Musambaruwa, Matayos, Malinya, 

Khahega and Shinyalu in Busia and Kakamega Counties. Scavenging pigs are a livelihood asset 

in these Counties with the majority of residents being subsistence smallholder farmers (Kenya 

National Bureau of Statistics, 2013). The following livestock are reared in the two Counties: cattle 

(Zebu, dairy), hair sheep and rabbits, goats, pigs, poultry (layers, broilers, indigenous chicken, 

ducks, turkeys, geese and pigeons. 

 

 

Figure 5: Map of Kenya indicating Western Kenya (Red color). The red arrows indicate 

Busia and Kakamega Counties 

Source: Kenya National Bureau of Statistics (2019).  

 

Busia County is located at the extreme western region of the country and borders three 

other Counties including Bungoma to the North, Kakamega to the East, and Siaya to the south 

west. Part of Lake Victoria is in the County on the South East and borders with Uganda to the 

west. It lies between latitude 0º and 0º 45 north and longitude 34º 25 east (Source: Kenya National 
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Bureau of Statistics, 2013). Busia County covers an area of 1,628.4 km2 (628.7 sq. mi) and an 

estimated population of 893,681 and density of 550/km2 (1,400/sq. mi) with 7 sub-counties and 

35 wards (Source: County Commissioner ‘s Office, Busia, 2013). This County receives an annual 

rainfall of between 760 and 2000 mm.  Fifty per cent of the rain falls in the long rain season with 

its peak between late March and late May, while 25 per cent falls during the short rains between 

August and October. From December to February, we have the dry season while the temperatures 

for the whole Country are almost homogenous. The mean minimum temperature ranges between 

14 and 22oC while the annual mean maximum temperatures ranges between 26 and 30 oC (Kenya 

National Bureau of Statistics, 2010).   

Kakamega County is located in the Western Kenya and borders Bungoma and Trans Nzoia 

Counties to the north, Nandi and Uasin Gishu Counties to the east, Vihiga County to the south and 

Siaya County to the west. The County has an estimated population of 1,867,579 and density of 

682/km2. It covers an area of 3,033.8 km2 (1,171.4 sq, mi). Kakamega, second after Nairobi, has 

a largest rural population and is divided into twelve sub counties, six wards, one hundred and 

eighty-seven Village Units and four hundred community administrative areas. Above the sea level, 

the altitude ranges from 1,240 metres to 2,000 metres while the southern part of the county is made 

up of rugged granites rising in places to 1.950 metres and is hilly. In Kakamega, there are two 

main ecological zones namely; the Upper Medium (UM) and the Lower Medium (LM) which 

covers a major portion of the southern part of the county and the Centrak and Northern parts of it, 

repectively. The county has a very conducive climate for crop and animal production while the 

annual rainfall is ranging from 1280.1mm to 2214.1 mm per year with the rainfall pattern evenly 

distributed all year around December and February receiving light rains while March and July 

receiving heavy rains. The county has an average humidity of 67 percent with the temperatures 

ranging from 18oC to 29oC. The hottest months are January, February and March, with other 

months having relatively similar temperatures while July and August have relatively cold spells. 

Compared to the current increased in temperature, the maximum and minimum temperatures for 

the day and night time, respectively, have been on a warming trend throughout Kenya since the 

early 1960s. The Upper Medium covers the Central and Northern parts of the county. The second 
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ecological zone, the Lower Medium (LM), covers a major portion of the southern part of the 

county. 

 

3.2.2 Sample size determination 

The pig sample size of 400 pigs was determined using a formula for finite population with a known 

pig population size (Yamane (1967): 

 

Where  

n is the corrected sample size needed; N is the pig population size and e is 0.05 is the allowable 

margin of error set at 0.05.  

Let’s assume that the population of pigs for Busia district (21, 315, 00 pigs) and Kakamega East 

Sub-County (6, 198, 00 pigs). 

N= 21, 315, 00 pigs + 6, 198, 00 pigs = 27, 513, 00 pigs 

At 5 % MoE, the sample size would be: 

𝑛 =
27, 513, 00

(1 + 27, 513, 00(0.05 ∗ 0.05))
 

       = 399.99 ~ 400 pigs 

3.2.3 Procedure 

A cross-sectional survey was conducted in nine villages in Busia and Kakamega Counties 

which were identified by the local veterinary office as having the highest numbers of pig producing 

farmers and pig slaughter slabs. At farm level, pig producing households were randomly selected 

using simple random sampling procedure. The cross sectional survey was facilitated by field 

veterinary and public health officers knowledgeable about pig production distribution in the area. 

A total of 162 pig producing households with 400 pigs were subsequently sampled, 287 pigs from 

farm level and 113 pigs from slaughter slab as summarized in Table 2.  
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Table 2: Sampling level. 

Sampling  Busia  Kakamega  Total  

Farms  102  60  162  

Pig at the farms  200  87  287  

Pigs at the slaughter slabs  84  29  113  

Pork carcass at the slaughter slabs  84  29  113  

 

All pig slaughter slabs (5) in the two Counties were sampled where blood samples from 

slaughtered pigs were collected. Sampling was a multi-stage procedure with blood samples from 

all pigs on the farm if flock size was less than five, otherwise a maximum of 5 pigs excluding 

those younger than three months; lactating and pregnant sows were subjected to the test. 

Additionally, blood samples from pigs scheduled for slaughter and daily meat records from 

slaughtered pigs were obtained from slaughter slabs concomitantly. Piglets younger than three 

months were excluded because the cysts take about two months to develop after ingestion of the 

eggs. Pregnant and lactating sows being in physiological stages are vulnerable to stress and were 

therefore excluded. At the slaughter slabs, blood samples were taken from all pigs slaughtered in 

the duration of the data collection.  

The prevalence of PC was determined at farm level using Ag-ELISA test and at slaughter 

slabs using both meat inspection and Ag-ELISA test. Blood samples collected from 287 live pigs 

on 162 farms and from 113 live pigs and their pork carcasses from 5 slaughter slabs was handled 

with cool box and transported to the laboratory quickly. To ensure the quality of the sample 

collected, the serum was separated from clot as soon as possible and transferred to a clean storage 

tube to avoid hemolysis which could lead to false results. To make the procedure succefull and get 

quality results, various precautions were followed such as avoiding repeated freezing and thawing 
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of samples, interruption during the assay, transfer of each sample using a separate disposable tip 

to prevent the cross-contamination.  

Meat inspection 

The meat inspection as screening test was performed at 5 local slaughter slabs in the two 

study Counties following the standard procedure (Harenda et al., 2000). Daily records for meat 

inspection were collected also from slaughter slabs. Results of day-to-day meat inspection were 

recorded for the pigs slaughtered during the study period (Appendix 1). 

 
Blood sample collection and laboratory analysis 

Five milliliters of whole blood were collected using vacutainer 10 ml syringes from the 

external ear vein or the jugular vein of pigs and stored in a cool box at 4 - 8 °C to prevent hemolysis 

during transportation to the laboratories. Samples from Busia Country were transported to the 

International Livestock Research Institute (ILRI) laboratory in Busia, while samples from 

Kakamega County were transported to the Veterinary Investigation Laboratory (VIL) in 

Kakamega. In both laboratories, blood samples were sedimented by centrifugation at 3000 rpm 

for 5 minutes at 20°C to obtain cleaner sera from pigs at farm and slaughter slabs levels in which 

circulating antigen were detected for viable parasites diagnosis at Egerton University. The serum 

was then dispensed into 2 milliliter labeled Eppendorf tubes and stored at 4 °C. The serum samples 

were submitted to molecular laboratory in Animal Science Department at Egerton University, 

Njoro, Kenya, for freezing and preservation in a cool box at 4 - 8 °C for later Antigen (Ag) ELISA 

tests. The serum samples were analyzed using the ApDia Cysticercosis Antigen (Ag) ELISA test 

(REF 650501), an Enzyme Immunoassay for the qualitative determination of viable cysts of 

Taeniaspp. (Deckers et al., 2010).   

After blood samples (Appendix 1) collection and serum obtained, a 150 μl of serum samples 

were pre-treated using 150 μl 0f a 5% trichloroacetic acid (TCA) to break the antigen-antibody 

complexes following the instructions from the manufacturer ‘s manual (ApDia, Belgium). 

Microtiter plates were coated with with B158C11A10 monoclonal antibodies. A 100 µl of the pre-

treated samples/controls was added to each well and the samples were determining in duplo. It was 

then mixed immediately by vortexing. It was then mixed immediately by vortexing followed by 
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incubation for 5 to 20 minutes at room temperature, mixed again by vortexing, and then centrifuges 

the tubes for 5 to 9 minutes at 12000g. After centrifugation, the mixture was neutralized by adding 

150 μl of the supernatant into Eppendorf tubes with the same volume of a 0.156M 

carbonate/bicarbonate neutralized buffered solution which was then mixed by vortexing to the 

B158C11A10 monoclonal antibody-coated wells. The preparations were then allowed to incubate 

for 15 minutes at 20oC while shaking at 700-800 rpm. Unbound serum proteins were removed from 

microtiterstrips by a washing procedure with 300 µL of concentrated phosphate buffered washing 

solution which contains 0.05 % Proclin 300, apply 5 times by changing washing solutions for each 

cycle. Finally, the microtiterstrips was empty and the excess fluid was removed by blotting the 

inverted strips on absorber paper. A100 μl of peroxidase conjugated monoclonal B60H8A4 

antibodies which contains antimicrobial agents and an inert red dye was added to the wells then 

trips were seal securely with a microplate sealer. The preparations were again allowed to incubate 

for 15 minutes at 20oC while shaking at 700-800 rpm, followed the removal of the unbound 

conjugate by washing the microtiterstrips 5 times with 300 µL ofconcentrated phosphate buffered 

Washing Solution. A100 μl of chromogen solution was added to each well, containing H2O2 

(hydrogen peroxide) and tetramethylbenzidin, followed by incubation for 15 minutes at room 

temperature in absence of light. A 50 μl of 0.5M H2SO4, the stopping solution were added to each 

well). The reactions were established with a blue color develops in proportion to the amount of 

immune complex bound to the wells of the strips. The optical densities were read at 450 nm with 

reference wavelength 600-650 nm in a microplate reader within 15 minutes after stopping (ApDia, 

Belgium).  

Ethical consideration 

This research was authorized for implementation by the National Commission for 

Sciences, Technology and Innovation (NACOSTI), Permit No: NACOSTI/P/19/80633/27786. At 

the county level, consent was obtained from the County Director of Veterinary Services (CDVS) 

and community leaders and participants in the study area.  
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3.2.4 Data analysis 

The prevalence was computed from the daily meat inspection records at slaughter level 

considering the total number of animals slaughtered during the period of the data collection. The 

meat inspection was performed with the objective of looking for the presence of the cysts in the 

carcass/organs as unfit for consumption and absence of the cysts as fit for consumption. Results 

of meat inspection were gathered and recorded on daily basis for the pigs slaughtered during the 

period of data collection.  

The sensitivity and specificity of the diagnosis tests were computed using the two-by-two 

contingency table (Table 3). The True prevalence as a proportion of all animals tested as truly 

positive or actually infected at slaughter slabs level was therefore calculated.  

Table 3: Sensitivity and specificity. 

Diagnosis of prevalence   Tongue inspection  

Positive (Infected)  Negative (Uninfected)  

Ag-ELISA  Positive  a) = true positives  (b) = false positives  

Negative   (c) = false negatives  (d) = true negatives  

 Total  a+c  b+d  

 

All observed data were recorded, entered in Microsoft Excel (2007) and exported to the 

Statistical Analysis System 9.2 (SAS, 2008). Results on positive PC cases from visual meat 

inspection and from antigen ELISA test were analyzed for epidemiological measures using FREQ 

procedure of SAS (2008).  

The prevalence was computed from the serological tests and ELISA positive cases at the 

farm and slaughter slab sampling, using the formula of Pfeiffer (2013):   

Op= TD+/n x 100  

 

Where:   

Op = Observed Prevalence of disease, TD+ = Total diseased positive pigs, n = Total pigs ‘sample. 

The sensitivity was computed as: Sen= (TP/(TP+FN)) where, Sen= sensitivity, TP= True Positive, 
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and FN= False Negative. The specificity was then calculated as: Spec = (TN/ (TN+FP)) where, 

Spec = Specificity, TN= True Negative and FP=False Positive.  

Bayer ‘s theorem was applied to compute the likelihood that carcasses testing positive indeed had 

PC infection. The probability of a pig having the disease at the slaughter slabs level, given a 

positive result was then calculated as: P (A/X) = P(X/A) *P (A)/ (P(X/A) *P (A) + (P(X/~A)  

*P (~A).  

 

Where:   

P (A) = The probability of having pigs with Taenia cyst; P(X/A) = The probability of having true 

positives pigs and (P(X/~A) = The probability of having false positives pigs. The priori prevalence 

of PC in Western Kenya was assumed to be 5.3% (Thomas, 2013).  

3.3 Results 

3.3.1 Sample pig herd characteristics 

Out of the 400-pig sample population, serum samples collected were 287 at the farms and 

113 at the slaughter slabs. Of the slaughtered pigs, 74.3% (84/113) were in Busia and 25.7% 

(29/113) in Kakamega from a total of 162 households. A larger number of the slaughtered pigs 

were boars (66.7%) but at the farms, gilts (65.2%) were more than the boars (34.8%). Most of the 

sampled pigs (61.1%) were reared under the scavenging system, while some (38.9 %) were 

tethered during the day and released in the night.  

3.3.2 Prevalence of porcine cysticercosis 

Table 4 shows that the prevalence of PC detected with Ag-ELISA test was 3.8% (95% CI 

1.61 – 6.05%) at the farm and 5.3% (95% CI 1.18 – 9.44) at the slaughter slabs. The PC prevalence 

detected using Ag-ELISA was 2.1 to 2.9 times higher than that detected from meat inspections 

(1.8%: 95% CI 0.66 – 4.20).  
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Table 4: The PC prevalence of Ag-ELISA and meat inspection at farm and slaughter slabs 

levels. 

Sampling level  Tests  Number of Pigs   Test results   

 Positive (%)  Negative (%)  

Farms  

 

Ag-ELISA  

 

287  

 

3.8  

 

  96.2  

 

Slaughter slabs   Meat inspection  113  1.8    98.2  

 Ag-ELISA  113  5.3    94.7  

 

3.3.3 Sensitivity and specificity of the Ag-ELISA test 

The Ag-ELISA test had sensitivity of 100% (95% CI: 19.79– 100.00) and specificity of 

96.4% (95% CI: 90.49 – 98.84). The reliability of Ag-ELISA test was expressed by the true 

positive (66.7%, 95% CI: 5.999 – 75.8921) and false positive (39.2%, 95% CI: 24.1079 – 94.001) 

(Figure 6).  

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6: Percent true and false positives for porcine cysticercosis. 
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3.4 Discussion 

This paper discusses the prevalence of Porcine Cysticercosis determined from a cross-

sectional survey of pigs managed under scavenging system and subsistence livelihood in two 

Counties in Western Kenya. The scavenging system is a banned system in pig production and 

present a high risk of PC infection in some countries. The observed PC prevalence from Ag-ELISA 

test at the farms (3.8%); at the slaughter slabs (5.3%) and County (6.9% in Kakamega and 4.8% 

in Busia) was much lower than the levels observed within other Counties in Kenya and in endemic 

African countries. Eshitera et al. (2012) estimated 32.8% PC prevalence in Homa bay County. 

However, this county has a lower pig population compared to Busia and Kakamega (KNBS, 2009). 

The PC prevalence in Homa bay County is within the range of 19.5 to 40% reported in other East 

African countries as well other African countries such as Ghana, Cameroun, Egypt and 

Mozambique (Shonyela et al., 2018) and South East Asia (Khaing et al., 2015). The mean PC 

prevalence detected on meat inspection were higher compared to those reported in India (0.3% - 

0.88%) by Satyaprakash et al. (2018) and Vaidya et al. (2018), but lower than those (4.4%) 

reported in Nairobi, Kenya and South Western Nigeria (Adesokan et al., 2019; Akoko et al., 2019). 

These results suggest that public health risk of porcine cysticercosis was relatively low in western 

Kenya.    

Although public health risk may be low in Western Kenya, Porcine Cysticercosis is 

classified an emerging disease and globally targeted for total eradication, especially where pigs 

are produced under scavenging systems as it is the case in rural villages of Western Kenya. In 

Brazil, similar PC prevalence levels (5.3%) as those observed in Western Kenya was deemed high 

(Emilio et al., 2017) considering the global goal commitment to eradicate the disease by 2020. 

Considering that a large majority of the pigs were managed under scavenging conditions with low 

sanitary practices, public health risk of PC infections should be of concern in the region to warrant 

enforcing mandatory pig confinement, proper use of latrines at the farms, meat inspection at local 

slaughter slabs, and strengthened diagnostic surveillance. Implementation of risk-based 

surveillance at meat inspection would check against the potential for high economic losses, 

increased public health risks and pork trade in Western Kenya. This is important because 

prevalence of Porcine Cysticercosis infection in Western Kenya can be traced to contaminated 
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environment and presence of a tapeworm carrier at the production level (Shonyela et al., 2018; 

Thomas, 2013).  

The observed PC prevalence in Western Kenya is within prevalence range (4.5 to 6.2%) 

observed in the same region between 2005 and 2013 (Thomas, 2013). This may be moderate 

prevalence compared to those exceeding 10% reported by WHO/FAO/OIE (2005) as highly 

endemic. Therefore, these results would suggest the presence of an endemic Taenia species 

infection in Western Kenya, probably sustained with predominant scavenging pig production 

under poor sanitary practices characterized by poor human fecal waste disposal. Proper use of 

latrines was limited in the area (27.2%). The poor pig management practices and inadequate meat 

inspection procedures sustains the life-cycle of Taenia spps consequently sustaining endemic 

conditions and prevalent in both humans and pigs   

However, this study could not differentiate between infections of different Taenia species 

in cysticercoids pigs as Ag-ELISA is genus specific and not species specific (T. solium, T. 

hydatigena, T. asiatica) (Devleesschauwer et al., 2014). Further studies could pursue identification 

of different Taenia species in cysticercoids pigs in the region to better inform targeted 

interventions.  

The sensitivity in this study was higher (100%) than 87% reported elsewhere (Krecek et 

al., 2011) and compared to the standard sensitivity and specificity of 80-90% while the positive 

and negative likelihood ratios 4-9 and 0.1-0.3 (Mitchell & Lucey, 2011). With the observed 

prevalence (1.8%), specificity (96.4%%), sensitivity (100%), true and false positives (33.3%, 

66.7% respectively), carcasses that tested positive had 60.8% chance of being truly PC infected. 

Conversely, the probability that samples testing positive being actually not PC infected was 39.2%. 

These results confirm findings by Fredriksson-Ahomaa (2014) who stipulated that meat inspection 

should not be solely used because it leads to the underestimation of the disease prevalence in an 

endemic area. 

Considered the Ag-ELISA as a gold standard method, it was used to indicate the presence 

or absence of porcine cysticercosis infection in pigs because it could detect both exposure and 

active infections which the meat inspection could not detect (Crowther, 2001; Thiha & Fatimah, 
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2015). This therefore suggests that Ag-ELISA test should be used as a screening test, followed by 

meat inspection to confirm the infection at slaughter slabs.   

3.5 Conclusion and recommendation 

Although it may be concluded that PC prevalence is relatively low in the Counties studied, 

public health risk intervention is warranted, considering that PC is a globally-neglected and re-

emerging tropical disease. The intervention should involve enforcing mandatory pig confinement, 

use of latrines in the farms, meat inspection at local slaughter slabs and performing Ag-ELISA test 

of the parasite. Further studies are needed to identify the species of Taenia responsible for PC.   
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CHAPTER FOUR 

PORCINE CYSTICERCOSIS CONTROL IN WESTERN KENYA: THE INTERLINK 

OF MANAGEMENT PRACTICES IN PIG FARMS AND MEAT INSPECTION 

PRACTICE AT SLAUGHTER SLABS 

Abstract 

The control of biosecurity is the one of the most challenges faced by smallholder pig farmers 

who rear in free range system, as it is the case in Busia and Kakamega Counties of Western Kenya. 

The probability of exposure in the free range farms is very high, though it is needed in the disease 

prevention. This study determined the management practices for controllong Porcine cysticercosis 

on pig and in porks at farms and slaughter slabs in the two Counties. A total of 162 pig rearing 

households at farm level, 26 butchers and 26 slaughter slab workers at the slaughter slabs level were 

interviewed using a structured questionnaire. Data was analyzed using SAS, the “Statistical 

Analysis System” programme. Results indicated that the frequently used management practices 

(p<0.05) at farm level were rearing pigs under free range (69.1 %), latrine ownership by household 

(87.7%) and use of pit latrines (72.8%) in household. At slaughter level, results of the butcher 

(76.9%) and workers from the slaughter slabs (62.5%) shown that meat inspection was not practiced 

adequately (p<0.05) in the two areas of study. The results suggest that pigs slaughtered for human 

consumption were not adequately inspected and therefore the study recommends for 

implementation of effective pig management practices at farm level and pork meat inspection at 

slaughter slabs to prevent PC infections and assure food safety along the pork value chain. 

Keywords: Swine, Taenia Solium, Biosecurity, Farmers, Pork  

4.1 Introduction 

Porcine cysticercosis is an infection of pigs with high effect on agriculture and public 

health (Dahourou et al., 2018; Thomas et al., 2016) and which is prevalent in many developing 

countries (Mwape et al., 2013). The disease is caused by Taenia soliumwhich also causes 

cysticercosis in pigs, seizures and death in pigs (Donadeu et al., 2016; Gonzales et al., 2016) and 

epilepsy in humans (Garcia et al., 2014; Nash & Garcia, 2011). The zoonotic tapeworm T. solium 

has a two-host life cycle with the indirect one in humans as the definitive host harboring the mature 
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tapeworm in the small intestine and causing taeniasis. The life cycle which cause porcine 

cysticercosis has pigs as normal intermediate host harboring the larva cysticerci with encysts in 

the muscles and the brain (Donadeu et al., 2017). The transmission of T. solium is related to 

behavioural, socioeconomic and environmental factors (Kylie et al., 2017; Wardrop et al., 2015). 

This was confirmed in as study in Western Kenya by Dermauw et al. (2018) who reported that the 

inadequacy in sanitation, meat inspection and cooking habits as contributing factors for T. solium 

spp. transmission. The requisite for the successful propagation of the parasite’s lifecycle is 

attributed to the contact with infected human faecal waste by pigs (Ngowi et al., 2013). 

 In pig farming, external and internal biosecurity measures are critical tools in the 

prevention of diseases transmission, improvement of livelioods of pig farmers and contribution to 

the public health (Laanen et al., 2013). Biosecurity encompasses bio-exclusion, bio-containment, 

and bio-management. The three practices are distinct, but often blended with sets of actions and 

overlapping components. Most often, pig producers focus on bio-exclusion and bio-management 

while neglecting bio-containment which is the prevention of the spread of disease agents to 

neighbors or even long-distance transfer. In bio-exclusion, the external biosecurity involves 

preventing the introduction of new pathogens/diseases from outside source within a pig unit while  

bio-management refers to control economically important infectious diseases that are already 

present in the farm population using a combined effort (Levis & Baker, 2011).  

The observation of routine farm biosecurity constitutes a priority solution in the 

minimization of risk in diseases spread (FAO/OIE/World Bank, 2010). A part from the welfare 

issues, it has been documented that the total confinement of pigs may also create other 

management problems such as the aggressiveness and biting (Bellini et al., 2016; Lara E. de la 

Casa, 2017; Mbuthia et al., 2015). The feasibility of the intensification of livestock production 

require long-term application of the One Health approach (Mazet et al., 2009) focusing on the 

mitigation of the health risks at the interfaces between animals and humans in different ecosystems 

(Nabarro & Wannous, 2014). Studies elsewhere have reported that the safe slaughter of pigs and 

monitoring of rejected carcasses found to be infected at farm level contributed to the interruption 

of the parasite life cycle (Shonyela et al., 2017). Poor implementation of biosecurity measures 

exposes pigs to the risk of PC disease (Bellini et al., 2016; Mbuthia et al., 2015). 
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A well maintained and updated pig production and management records are the requisite 

in estimating the extent of the risks of PC and its consequences to pig farming. However, the farm 

records, veterinary reports and other important statistics on pig farming are usually absent 

completely missing in various households and slaughter slabs or inaccurate. This study was carried 

out to determine the management practices frequently used by pigs rearing farmers and the level 

of implementation of meat inspection at various alaughter slabs in Busia and Kakamega Counties 

of Western Kenya. 

4.2 Materials and Methods 

4.2.1 Study site and questionnaire 

This study was conducted in Busia and Kakamega Counties of Western Kenya, from 

August to September 2018. The Western Kenya borders Uganda and covers an area of 8.361 km2 

(2,867.3 sq. miles) and a population density of 590/km2 (1,500/sq.mi) (Census 2019). Busia and 

Kakamega Counties are two of the forty-seven (47) Counties of Kenya (Figure 7) where 9 villages 

with high concentration of free scavenging pigs were selected for data collection. Those villages 

were Mundika, Bugengi, Nango’ma, Lwanya, and Murende in Busia County, and Shikulu, 

Shivagala, Lunenele for Idakho cental and Mukongolo for Idakho North in Kakamega County. 

From an estimated population of 5,021.843 in Western Kenya, the human population at risk of 

taeniasis is 893,681 and 1,867,579, respectively in Busia and Kakamega (KNBS, 2019). 

The climate is mainly tropical and varie due to altitude with the minimum temperatures 

ranging from 14oC to 18oC and maximum of 30oC to 36oC during the year. In April, the whole 

region experiences heaviest rainfull while the lowest is in January and the long rains is at its peak 

between late March and late May.  
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Figure 7: Map of Kenya indicate Western Kenya )Red color). The red arrows indicate Busia 

and Kakamega Counties 

Source:  KNBS (2019). 

4.2.2 Data collection 

Data collection strived for quality and integrity of data capture from the respondents. A 

structured questionnaire (Appendix 1) used was pre tested to improve relevance and was 

administered by trained enumerators fluent in the local languages and Kiswahili, though many of 

the respondents could speak and understand English language. Information on biosecurity 

measures influencing porcine cysticercosis (PC) infection and implemented at the production level 

and slaughter slabs in Busia and Kakamega Counties were collected.  

Qualitative data on management practices influencing the disease were collected using the 

structured questionnaires through interview (Appendix 1). During the intervieuw, the structured 

questionnaires were translated in the local languages and the National language for some 

participants. A structured questionnaire on management practices used in the pig farming at the 

farmer level was administered to 162 pig-rearings smallholder households, on the frequently used 

management practices. They were composed by 102 (63.75%) pig-rearing smallholders from 

Busia County and 60 (36.25%) from Kakamega County.  
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A separate questionnaire on meat inspection implementation at the slaughter slabs level was 

administered to 26 licensed butchers who brought their pigs at the slaughter slabs during the period 

of the data collection and 26 slaughter slabs workers to collect information on the level of 

implementation of meat inspection. All slaughter slabs (Khayega, Shinyalu, and Malinya from 

Kakamega county; Musambaruwa and Matayos from Busia county) in the selected clusters were 

sampled. Variables defining management practices and meat inspection implementation were 

collected using the binary response from farmers and slaughter slabs. Respondents would indicate 

whether they had frequently (yes) or had not frequently practiced (no) against a set of nine 

measures of management practices, namely, free-range pig keeping, use of outdoor defecation by 

humans, presence of latrine by the household, using of pit latrines by the household, sourcing 

water outside the farm, sourcing feed outside the farm, routine deworming, routine vaccination, 

presence of a fenced farm, and meat inspection (Table 5). 
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Table 5: Management practices, Type of Questions and Responses. 

Management practices  Type of Questions   Responses  

Free range pig keeping  Are your pigs kept outdoors?  Yes/No  

Use of outdoor defecation   Are outdoor bushes used for defecation?  Yes/No  

Presence of latrine at household  Does the household own a pit latrine?  Yes/No  

Use of pit latrine by household  
Does the household member use the pit 

latrine?  
Yes/No  

Sourcing water outside the farm  
Whether farmers Sourcing water outside the 

farm or not?  
Yes/No  

Sourcing feed outside the farm  
Whether farmers Sourcing feed outside the 

farm or not?  
Yes/No  

Routine de-worming  Are often your pigs dewormed?  Yes/No  

Routine vaccination  Whether farmer vaccinated pigs or not?  Yes/No  

Presence of a fenced farm  Whether farm had a fenced pig pen or not?   Yes/No  

Meat inspection  
Whether meat was inspected at the  

 

 Slaughter slabs in Busia/Kakamega or not?  Yes/No  

 

4.2.3 Data analysis 

Qualitative data on management practices from pig rearing households, butchers 

approached at the slaughter slabs and slaughter slab workers was entered into Microsoft Excel 

(2007) and exported to SAS version 9.1.3 (SAS, 2006) for analysis. Descriptive statistics was used 

to summarize respondents ‘demographic characteristics and management practices (James et al., 

2013).  
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4.3 Results 

4.3.1 Demographic characteristic of farmers and butchers by Counties 

A total of 214 respondents comprising of 162 pig rearing households, 26 butchers and 26 

slaughters slabs workers were interviewed at farm and slaughter slab points in Busia and 

Kakamega Counties of Western Kenya. Out of the 162 pig rearing households interviewed, 

majority, 37.7%, 26.5% and 10.5% were youthful farmers whose age groups varied between 21-

30, 31-40 and 11-20, respectively (Table 6). One quarter (25.5%) of the households interviewed 

were over 41-50 years old, and 53.1 % belonged to the female gender, while 41.7 % had no formal 

school education. Majority (77.2%) of farmers in Busia and Kakamega Counties had kept pigs for 

a period of 6 -10 years while 22.8% had kept them for an average period of 28-35 years (Table 6).  
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Table 6: Farmer’s demographic characteristic within Busia and Kakamega Counties (n=162). 

Characteristics Categories Frequency  Percent  

Age (years) [11–20] 41 25.3 

 [21– 30] 61 37.7 

 [31–40] 43 25.5 

 [41–50] 17 10.5 

Gender  Male  76 46.9 

 Female  86 53.1 

Education level  None  67 41.4 

 Primary  41 25.3 

 Secondary  46 28.4 

 College/University  8 4.9 

Farmer occupation   Farming  153 94.4 

 Public employee  4 2.5 

 Private employee  5 3.1 

Farmers ‘pig production 

Experience (years) 
[1–10] 125 77.2 

 [21 – 20] 31 19.1 

 [21 – 30] 4 2.5 

 [31 – 40] 1 0.6 

  [41 – 50] 1 0.6 

n = Number of butchers interviewed  
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For butchers, results in Table 7 indicate that out of the 26 respondents interviewed, 

majority, 53.9% were between 11-20 years old, 92.3% of them were male gender and 57.7% had 

secondary school education. Majority (46.2%) of butchers in Busia and Kakamega Counties had 

sold pigs for a period of 6 -10 years.  

Table 7: Butchers’ demographic characteristic within Busia and Kakamega Counties (n=26). 

Characteristics Categories Frequency  Percent  

Age (years) [11–20] 14 53.9 

 [21– 30] 5 19.2 

 [31–40] 5 19.2 

 [41–50] 2 7.7 

Gender  Male  24 92.3 

 Female  2 7.7 

Education level  None  0   0.0 

 Primary  9 34.6 

 Secondary  15 57.7 

 College/University  2 7.7 

Selling ‘pig 

Experience (years) 
[1–10] 12 46.2 

 [21 – 20] 9 34.6 

 [21 – 30] 5 19.2 

 [31 – 40] 0  0.0 

  [41 – 50] 0 0.0 

n = Number of butchers interviewed  

4.3.2 Pig farming management practices preventing PC infection at the production level 

The results (Table 8) shown that in Busia and Kakamega, more of the farmers frequently 

practiced (p<0.05) free ranging pig rearing system (69.1%), have latrines (87.6%) and use latrines 

(72.8%). However, more farmers did not frequently (p<0.05) use of outdoor defecation (66.7%), 

fencing the farm (77.8%), routine deworming (70.4%), sourcing water (92.0%) or sourcing feed 

(87.0%) outside the farm and vaccination (69.7%). 
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Table 8: Management practices implemented at farm level within Busia and Kakamega 

Counties (n=162). 

Management practices 
Practice 

frequently  
Count  Percent  OR  

  P- 

value  

Free range pig keeping  Yes 112 69.1 2.24 <.0001  

 No  50 30.9   

Use of outdoor defecation by 

humans  
Yes   54 33.3 0.5 <.0001  

 No  108 66.7   

Presence of latrine at household  Yes 142 87.6 7.1 <.0001  

 No 20 12.4   

Use of latrine by household  Yes  118 72.8 2.68 <.0001  

 No   44 27.2   

Sourcing water outside the farm Yes 13 8 0.09 <.0001  

 No  149 92   

Sourcing feeds outside the farm  Yes 21 13 0.15 <.0001  

 No  141 87   

Routine de-worming  Yes  48 29.6 0.42 
<.0001 

 

 No  114 70.4   

Routine vaccination  Yes 49 30.3 0.43 <.0001  

 No 113 69.9   

Presence of fenced Farm Yes 36 22.2 0.29 <.0001  

  No 126 77.8     

n = number of farmers interviewed; no (0) implies Not frequently, the management practice was not frequently 

practiced by the household while Yes (1) implied frequently, the management practice was frequently practiced.  

4.3.3 Management practice promoting PC infection at the slauther slabs point 

The results from Table 9 indicate the attitudes of butchers and slaughter slabs workers 

concerning the level of implementation of meat inspection as a management practice at slaughter 

slabs in the two Counties (Busia and Kakamega). While more of the slaughter slabs workers 
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(61.5%) and butchers (76.7%) attested that the meat inspection is frequently (p<0.05) done, and 

38.1% and 23.1% of them, respectively did not attest that.  

Table 9: Assessment of meat inspection implementation by respondents in the two Counties. 

Respondents  Meat inspection  Frequency  Percent  OR    P- value  

Butchers Frequently  20  76.9  3.3  0.006  

 
Not frequently  6  23.1  

  

Slaughter slabs 

Workers  
Frequently  16  61.5  1.6  0.2393  

 Not frequently  10  38.5    

 

4.4 Discussion 

This paper investigated factors favouring porcine cysticercosis in Busia and Kakamega 

Countries through the determination of the implementation of pig farming management practices 

and meat inspection at farm and slaughter slabs levels. The demographic descriptors reveal that 

out of the 162 farmer population intervieuwed, 37.7 % were aged between 21 and 30 years old, 

53.1 % were of the female gender, 41.4 % had no formal school education and 77.2 % had kept 

pigs for a period of 6 to 10 years of experience (Table 6). These findings were similar to those by 

Kagira et al. (2010) and Mutua et al. (2010a) who reported that the female gender dominated 

owning and rearing pigs in the rural areas of Western Kenya and other African countries (Ikwap 

et al., 2014; Karimuribo et al., 2011; Sibongiseni et al., 2016). The findings agree with a report by 

Ampaire & Totchschild (2010) who argued that in Africa, women are traditionally empowered to 

own and rear pigs as opposed to cattle. 

Results of this study also shows that out of 162 pig rearing households’ farmers 

interviewed, majority, 37.7 %, 26.5 % and 10.5 % were youthful people whose age groups varied 

between 21-30, 31-40 and 41-50, respectively and 53.1 % belonged to the female gender (Table 

6). These findings differed from early reports on pig’s farmer age ranges of 12-88 and 45-60 years 

in Homa bay and Embu Counties of Kenya (CARE International Kenya, 2017; Eshitera et al., 

2012; Kithinji et al., 2017). They also reported that 86.4 and 92.6 % pig farmers in Uganda and 
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Kenya (Embu County) respectively were male. This variation could be attributed to the socio-

cultural differences in Busia and Kakamega Counties, the two areas of this study. 

Pigs reared in the two Counties were predominantly under free range system at the farm 

level with 69.1 % of respondents (Table 8). Ownership and use of structurally dilapidated, 

unhygienic latrines for human waste disposal formed the main bio-exclusion, bio-containment, 

and bio-management practices with a prevalence ‘s of up to 87.7 and 72.8 % in the surveyed farms. 

Studies elsewhere, has established a significant positive relationship between inappropriate use of 

latrines and PC prevalence, (Eshitera et al., 2012; Sikasunge et al., 2007). It has been documented 

that the risk of acquiring T. solium infection which lead to the endemicity of the zoonotic porcine 

cysticercosis, is elevated when pigs are kept under free range system (WHO, 2015). Results in this 

study not only concur with this fact but also corroborated the information that pigs kept under free 

range pig production system, compounded by poor utilization or lack of latrines could have been 

the main contributing factors for the spread and endemicity of PC in the two Countries at farm 

level. 

In this study 76.9 % and 61.5 % of butchers and slaughters slabs workers reported that 

meat inspection was frequently implemented at slaughter slbs (Table 9). It was observed that meat 

inspection practice was occasionally ignored in some slaughter slabs when in seasons of high 

demand and was not thoroughly performed in the sense that infected animals could be slaughtered 

and uninspected pork easily found its way in to the human food chain. 

These observations concur with those od Gabriel et al. (2016), who reported inadequate 

meat inspection as as contributory factor to the spread of the infection by Taenia solium which 

could lead to the emergence or re-emergence of cysticercosis in pig farming systems. These results 

suggest that inadequate meat inspection is a critical factor influencing the spread of this disease in 

Busia and Kakamega Counties at the slaughter slabs level. 

 
4.5 Conclusions 

The free-range pig production system characterized by no fencing and scavenging, and 

inappropriate use of latrines were the critical poor used management that propagated and propelled 

PC infection at farm level in Busia and Kakamega Counties. As factor of biosecurity at slaughter 

slabs, the meat inspection practice was not adequate in the two counties of Western Kenya. These 
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results suggested that there is need for implementation of effective biosecurity measures to prevent 

PC infection and ensure food safety and quality along the pork value chain in Western Kenya. In 

their mandate to the reinforcement of the regulations by inspiring farmers through sensitization 

trainings and strengthening the meat inspection in Western Kenya, will require collaboration with 

policymakers. 

  



65 

 

 

 

CHAPTER FIVE 

PORCINE CYSTICERCOSIS RISKS: AWARENESS, ATTITUDES AND 

PERCEPTIONS ON SAFETY PRACTICES AMONG FARMERS, BUTCHERS AND 

CONSUMERS IN WESTERN KENYA 

 

Abstract 

In Africa, the demand for pork is increasing following the high need for animal protein in 

the household’s diets. But the safety and quality of pork remain a universal concern that needs 

intervention to assure consumers protection from Porcine Cysticercosis (PC) contamination. This 

study determines the awareness, attitudes and perceptions on safety risks associated with PC 

among farmers, butchers and consumers in Western Kenya. Data were obtained using structured 

questionnaires in cross-sectional survey interviews with 162 farmers, 26 butchers and 92 

consumers from Busia and Kakamega Counties. The data were in binary response and were 

analyzed using Chi - square test to detect differences in the frequency distributions. Results show 

that only two in ten farmers had knowledge of Taenia solium parasite (24.1% vs. 75.9%), risk 

factors in PC transmission (21.6% vs. 78.4%) and could associate pig management system with 

PC (17.3% vs. 82.7%). A larger proportion (p<0.01) of the butchers perceived pork from slaughter 

slabs (76.9% vs. 23.1%) and home slaughters (73.1% vs. 26.9%) as presenting high risks and pork 

from the butcheries (69.2% vs. 30.8%) as presenting no risks, but were not (p>0.05) in total 

agreement as to whether pork from the eateries (61.5% vs. 38.5%) was safe. Among the 

consumers, a larger proportion strongly agreed (p<0.05) that pork in the market was generally safe 

(85.9 % vs. 14.1%), pork from the slaughter slabs is safer than pork from the farms (92.2% vs. 

7.8%) and pork from butcheries was safer than pork from the eateries (81.5% vs. 18.5%). 

However, more consumers strongly disagreed (p<0.05) that pork from the eateries exposed them 

to cysticercosis (64.1% vs. 35.9%) while they were not (p>0.05) in total agreement as to whether 

undercooked pork is more likely to transmit cysticercosis. In the study area, the awareness of pig 

management and risk factors for PC transmission was low among farmers. Butchers and 

consumers perceived pork safety differently along the value chain. The study recommended 
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strengthening public education about PC risks and pork safety among all actors in the pork value 

chain in Western Kenya.  

Keywords: Pork; quality; safety; T. solium; porcine cysticercosis; value chain actors  

5.1 Introduction 

The pork industry in Kenya is growing and is differentiated into specialized business units 

along the value chain, consisting of feed millers, producers, abattoirs, processors and retailers. The 

pork value chain is organized in a way that live pigs are sold at the farm gate, slaughtered pigs at 

the abattoirs, pork sold at the butcheries and processed products sold at specialized pork eateries 

(Levy et al., 2013). In Western Kenya, smallholders dominate pork production but lack access to 

functionally good pig slaughterhouses to enhance pork safety for consumers (Levy, 2014). 

Improving pork safety and quality is important for consumers because in the food supply chain, 

the consumer level of trust depends on safety and quality associated with the product marketed 

(Taylor et al., 2012).  

Rapid growth in pork consumption should contribute (Bett et al., 2012; FAO, 2012) to 

improved food security and nutrition because pork is rich in protein, Vitamin B12, iron and 

selenium, Vitamin C, niacin, phosphorus and zinc (USDA, 2018). However, consumption of pork 

may expose consumers (Davies, 2011) to hazards and risk of Porcine Cysticercosis (PC) Taenia 

solium in pigs, associated with PC, may infest people through food following ingestion of the 

parasite larval cysts in undercooked and contaminated pork (Saw et al., 2015). Focus on the 

prevention, control and reduction of the hazard and risk to PC is thus a public health objective 

(Inpankaew et al., 2015; Schär et al., 2014). The public health objective promotes one health 

concept‖ for PC eradication (Schurer et al., 2016; Torgerson et al., 2015; WHO/TDR, 2012).   

Integrating public health education with control strategies could promote effective and 

sustainable reduction of the risk of PC infestation in humans (O'neal et al., 2012, Thys et al., 2016). 

Creating public awareness is an important component of one health approach‖ involving human, 

veterinary, environmental and social sectors. Integrated into One health concept ‘is public health 

education in combination with other control strategies for effective and sustainable eradication of 

the risk of PC infestation in humans (Ngowi et al., 2008; Sorvillo et al., 2011). Knowledge of 

awareness, attitudes and perceptions of safety practices among farmers, animal health workers, 



67 

 

 

 

butchery-owners and consumers in addressing risks of PC infestation is important for the control 

of Taenia solium (GALVmed, 2017; Kungu et al., 2017). This study examined the extent of 

awareness, attitudes and perceptions on safety practices among farmers, butchery-owners and 

consumers in Western Kenya on the risk factors for PC.   

5.2 Materials and Methods 

5.2.1 Study area 
 

This study was conducted in two of the forty-seven (47) Counties of Kenya namely Busia 

and Kakamega Counties located in the Western Kenya where nine (9) villages were considered 

for it high concentration of free scavenging pigs and 5 slaughter slabs (Appendix 3, 3.1.2). The 

Western region covers an area of 8.361 km2 (92,867.3 sq. miles) and borders Uganda. It has an 

estimated population of 5,021,843 as by the Census 2019. It has a density of 590/km2 (1,500/sq. 

miles). In Busia and Kakamega, scavenging pigs constitute a livelihood asset with the majority of 

the population being subsistence smallholder farmers (KNBS, 2013). The livestock reared in the 

two Counties is composed of Zebu and dairy cattle, local and dairy goats, hair sheep, pigs, poultry, 

rabbits and bee keeping. In Western region, the climate is generally tropical and vary by County 

due to altitude. With the minimum temperatures ranging from 14oC to 18oC and the maximum of 

30oC to 36oC throughout the year, the whole region experiences heaviest rainfall in April and 

lowest in January, with the long rains at its peak between late March and late May. In Busia and 

Kakamega, the human population at risk of taeniasis is represented by 893,681 and 1,867,579 

people, repectively (KNBS,2019). 

Busia County is located at the extreme region of the country in Western Kenya. This 

County borders Bungoma county to north, Kakamega County to the east and Siaya County to the 

south west. Its also borders with Uganda to the west and has a part of Lake Victoria in the South 

East of it. It lies between latitude 0º and 0º 45 north and longitude 34º 25 east (Source: Kenya 

National Bureau of Statistics, 2013). Busia County covers an area of 1,628.4 km2 (628.7 sq. mi). 

It has an estimated population of 893,681 and density of 550/km2 (1,400/sq. mi) with 7 sub-

counties and 35 wards (Source: County Commissioner ‘s Office, Busia, 2013). This County 

receives an annual rainfall of between 760 and 2000 mm and has the dry season from December 
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to February.  Fifty per cent of the rain falls in the long rain season which is at its peak between 

late March and late May, while 25 per cent falls during the short rains between August and 

October. The annual mean maximum temperatures range between 26 and 30°C while the mean 

minimum temperature range between 14 and 22°C. The temperatures for the whole Country are 

almost homogenous (Kenya National Bureau of Statistics, 2010).   

Kakamega County is situated in the Western part of Kenya and borders Bungoma and 

Trans Nzoia Counties to the North, Vihiga County to the South, Nandi and Uasin Gishu Counties 

to the East and Siaya County to the West. The County covers an area of 3,033.8 km2 (1,171.4 sq. 

mi) and an estimated population of 1,867,579 with a density of 682/km2. It is the second populous 

county after Nairobi with the largest rural population which is adminstratively divided into twelve 

sub counties, sixty wards, one hundred and eighty-seven Village Units and four hundred 

Community Administrative Areas. The altitude ranges from 1,240 meters to 2,000 metres above 

sea level. The southern part of the county is made up of rugged granites rising in places to 1,950 

metres above sea level and is hilly. The climate is very conducive for many activities including 

crop and animal production. There are two main ecological zone namely, the Lower Medium (LM) 

which covers a major portion of the southern part of the county and the Upper Medium (UM) 

which covers the Central and Northern parts of the county. The annual rainfall ranges from 

1280.1mm to 2214.1mm per year with the rainfall pattern evenly distributed all year round with 

March and July receiving heavy rains while December and February receive light rains. With an 

average humidity of 67 percent, the county has the temperatures ranging from 18 0C to 29 0C. 

January, February and March are the hottest months with other months having relatively similar 

temperatures except for July and August which have relatively cold spells. Since the early 1960s 

both minimum (night) and maximum (day) temperatures have been on a warming trend in Kenya 

while the current projections are indicating increases in temperature.  

5.2.2 Methodology 

To obtain relevant data needed to answer the study research question, a cross-sectional 

survey was conducted in nine rural villages in the two study Counties in the absence of quality 

production data, veterinary data and market data. Cross sectional survey enabled access to primary 
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data at the farms, slaughter slabs and from traders and consumers for a value chain situational 

analysis. Qualitative data on awareness, attitudes and perceptions on quality and safety risks issues 

associated with PC among group of farmers, butchers and pork consumers in Western Kenya was 

collected using structured questionnaires through intervieuw (Appendix 1) and which was 

translated in the local languages for somes paricipants and National language during the 

intervieuw. Structured questionnaires (Appendix 1) were administered to 280 respondents of 

which 162 were farmers, 26 were butchers and 92 were consumers. Snowball sampling was 

adopted for the survey to reach the targeted study population. Farmers were randomly selected 

from local villages known for high concentration of pigs. However, all licensed butchers from 26 

butcheries in Busia and Kakamega Counties were sampled with the help of slaughter slabs owners 

while consumers were approached at the pork butcheries. The structured questionnaires (Appendix 

1) had binary responses at production, trade and consumer levels. The responses involved the 

demographic characteristics, management practices implemented at farms and slaughters slabs 

which include farmer awareness about pig management, Taenia solium parasite and risk 

transmission factors for PC. Butchers and consumers were interviewed on attitudes and 

perceptions on safety practices for pork in the market.   

5.3 Statistical analysis 

Data collected was entered in Excel database, and thereafter exported to the Statistical 

Analysis System version 9.1.3 (SAS, 2006). The analysis was on frequency distribution with Chi-

square (χ2) test statistics to examine the relative differences in awareness, attitudes, and 

perceptions about safety practices.  

5.4 Results 

5.4.1 Demographic characteristic of the respondents 

Out of the 162 farmers who participated in the intervieuw, 37.7 % were between 21 and 30 

years old, 53.1 % were female by gender, 47.7 % had no formal school education and 77.2% had 

experience in keeping pigs for a period of 6 to 10 years (Table 6). Among the 26 butchers 

interviewed, 53.9 % were between 11-20 years of age, 92.3% were males, and 57.7% had attained 

primary level education, while 46.2% had 1-5 years of experience in pork butcher trade (Table 7). 
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The results (Table 10) indicate that of the 92 consumers interviewed, 48.9% were between 31-40 

years of age, 83.7% were females and 46.7% had not acquired formal education.  

Table 10: Consumer’s demographic characteristic within Busia and Kakamega Counties 

(n=92). 

Characteristics Categories Frequency  Percent  

Age (years) [11–20] 16 17.4 

 [21– 30] 25 27.2 

 [31–40] 45 48.9 

 [41–50] 6 6.5 

    

Gender  Male  15 16.3 

 Female  77 83.7 

    

Education level  None  43 46.7 

 Primary  37 40.2 

 Secondary  12 13.1 

  College/University  0 0.0 

n = Number of consumers interviewed  

5.4.2 Farmer’s awareness of risk of Porcine Cysticercosis 

Table 11 shows the frequency distribution of farmers by their awareness about the pig 

management systems, Taenia solium parasite and the possible risks factors of its transmission. The 

estimated frequencies among those interviewed showed that only about two-in-ten farmers 

declared being aware of the link between pig management system and PC compared (p<0.0001) 

to eight-in-ten (17.3% vs. 82.7%) who declared that they were not aware. Furthermore, results 

revealed that two-in-ten farmers declared that they were aware of the Taenia soliumparasite 

compared (p<0.0001) to eight-in-ten (24.1% vs. 75.9%) who claimed not being aware (χ2 43.556a, 

p.value 0.0001). Regarding awareness about risk factors in the transmission of porcine 

cysticercosis, only two-in-ten farmers were aware compared (p<0.0001) to eight-in-ten (21.6% vs. 

78.4%) who claimed not being aware.  
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Table 11: Frequency distribution of farmer’ by their awareness of transmission factors for 

T. solium cysticercosis. 

Awareness of:  Response  Frequency  Percent   (χ2)  P-value  

Knowledge about Taenia solium parasite    43.556  0.0001  

 Aware  39  24.1    

 Not aware  123  75.9    

Knowledge about the link between pig 

management systems and PC  

  69.358  0.0001  

 Aware  28  17.3    

 Not aware  134  82.7    

Knowledge about risks for PC transmission    52.247  0.0001  

 Aware  35  21.6    

 Not aware  127  78.4    

 

5.4.3 Butchers and consumers’ attitudes towards safety of pork in the market 

Table 12 presents the frequency distribution of butchers ‘attitudes to issues of safety of 

pork sold at different retail outlets along the value chain. While more (p<0.01) of the butchers 

interviewed had the perception that pork from slaughter slabs and home slaughters has high risks 

and pork from the butcheries has no risks, they could not (p>0.05) split on the safety of the pork 

from the eateries. For pork from slaughter slabs, about eight-in-ten of the butchers interviewed 

had the perception that risk was high compared to two-in-ten (76.9% vs. 23.1%) that had the 

perception that there are no risks. For pork from home slaughters, about seven-in-ten of the 

butchers interviewed had the perception that risk was high compared to three-in-ten (73.1% vs. 

26.91%) that had the perception that there were no risks.   

 

 

 



72 
 

Table 12: Frequency distribution of Butchers’ attitudes to safety of pork at different retail 

outlets. 

Pork sale point  Risk perception  Frequency  Percent  Chi-Square(χ2)  P- value  

Home slaughter    5.5385 0.0186 

 High risk 19 73.1   

 No risk  7  26.9    

Slaughter Slabs     7.5385  0.0060  

 High risk  20  76.9    

 No risk  6  23.1    

Butchery     3.8462  0.0499  

 High risk  8  30.8    

 No risk  18  69.2    

Eateries     1.3846  0.2393  

 High risk  10  38.5    

 No risk  16  61.5    

 

In contrast, pork from the butcheries had about three-in-ten perceiving that risk was high 

compared to seven-in-ten (30.8% vs. 69.2%) that had the perception that there were no risks. 

Though the perception of risk being high or no risk was not statistically different (p>0.05) for pork 

from the eateries, fewer had the perception that risk is high (38.5% vs. 61.5%).   

Table 13 presents the frequency distribution of consumer perception to safety of pork in 

the market in response to whether they strongly agreed or disagreed with the specific statements 

put to them. More of the consumers interviewed strongly agreed (p<0.05) that pork was generally 

safe (85.9% vs. 14.1%), that pork from the slaughter slab was safer than pork from the farm (92.4% 

vs. 7.6%) and that pork from butcheries is generally safer than pork from the eateries (81.5% vs. 

18.5%). However, more of the consumers (p<0.05) interviewed strongly disagreed that pork from 

the eateries exposed humans to cysticercosis (64.1% vs. 35.9%). On the other hand, consumers 

could not split (p>0.05) on whether undercooked pork was more likely to transmit cysticercosis to 

humans and whether they always cooked pork well before eating.  



73 

 

 

 

Table 13: Frequency distribution of consumer perception of safety of pork in the 

market(n=92). 

Perception Agreement Frequency Percent (χ2) P- value 

Pork sold is generally 

safe 

   47.3478 0.0001 

Strongly agree 79 85.9   

 Strongly disagree 13 14.1   

I always cook well the 

pork before eating 

   3.5217 0.0606 

Strongly agree 55 59.8   

 

Strongly disagree 37 40.2   

Undercooked pork is 

more likely to transmit 

cysticercosis to human 

   1.5652 0.2109 

Strongly agree 52 56.5   

Strongly disagree 40 43.5   

Pork from the slaughter 

slab is safer than pork 

from farm 

   66.1304 0.0001 

Strongly agree 85 92.4   

Strongly disagree 7 7.6   

Pork from butchers is 

generally safer than pork 

from the eateries 

   36.5652 0.0001 

Strongly agree 75 81.5   

Strongly disagree 17 18.5   

Pork from the eateries 

expose human to 

cysticercosis   

   7.3478 0.0067 

Strongly agree 33 35.9   

Strongly disagree 59 64.1    

n= number of respondents 
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5.5 Discussion 

This study investigated awareness, attitudes and perceptions on safety practices among 

farmers, butchers and consumers about the risk factors for PC in Western Kenya. Results showed 

only two-in-ten farmers had knowledge of Taenia solium parasite, risk factors in PC transmission 

and could associate pig management system with PC. These findings differed with those of 

Adenuga et al. (2018) who found high level of awareness among farmers, with seven in-ten 

(70.5%) being aware of porcine cysticercosis and about half (47.8%) knowing about its 

transmission as a zoonotic disease. Mishra et al. (2007) reported high level of awareness among 

farmers (59.1%) but with low awareness about pork tapeworm transmission (35.0%). These 

Results of the present study may have differed from those others because it was carried out in the 

rural area of Western Kenya where pig keeping had become a popular small-holder activity for 

low-income families where over half (57.6%) lived in poverty. These resource-poor families 

engage in pig production using the traditional scavenging feeding system because of inability to 

invest in modern housing, commercial feeds and herd health programme. Pig production is a 

diversification livelihood strategy and not a major source of income streams for these farmers. 

About half (50%) of the farmers were without formal school education to enable them be trained 

by extension staff on modern pig husbandry (Kithinji et al., 2017; Nantima et al., 2015a) as 

compared to pig farmers in Botswana and Tanzania where 15 to 25% of farmers had secondary 

education (Karimuribo et al., 2011; Nsoso et al., 2006).  

The results of this study concur with the findings of Sibongiseni et al. (2016) and Mwendia 

et al. (2018) which reported an association between poor knowledge of T. solium infections and 

poor hygiene by farmers. This practice was common in Western Kenya where farmers owned and 

used dilapidated, unhygienic latrines for human waste disposal. Therefore, this study suggests the 

need for farmers to be trained on the three variables namely, pig management systems, T. solium, 

porcine cysticercosis as important tools for control in the two areas.  

Results of this study showed that the risks of pork in the market were perceived to be high 

at slaughter slabs and home slaughters, and no risks at the butchery and eateries. Findings 

elsewhere by Fahrion et al. (2014); Fogang et al. (2015) and Ocaido et al. (2013), reported that 

pork from informal market was riskier to human health exposing consumers to zoonotic diseases. 
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The findings of this study are in agreement with reports of Ngasala et al. (2015) and Gayatri et al. 

(2017) who reported that butchers as knowledgeable people able to protect human beings through 

disease prevention and control. These results suggest the need for creation of awareness of the risk 

of disease transmission to butchery-owners along the pork value chain in the study area.   

Results revealed that the majority of consumers agree with the perceptions, all except for 

the eateries where consumers were less likely to agree in strong agreement about exposure to 

cysticercosis in the eateries. The present results confirm the findings by Kagira et al. (2010) and 

FAO (2012) that reported that most butchery in Western Kenya had restaurants/eateries attached 

where pork was sold was cooked (41%). The butcheries sold also raw pork (59%).  Studies in 

Burkina Faso (Ngowi et al., 2017), reported that, boiling was the common traditional method for 

cooking pork. Boiling of pork products exposes consumers to Taenia solium (Cook, 2015; 

Thomas, 2014) due to undercooking since consumers do enjoy and prefer the juiciness of the meat 

(Levy et al., 2014). A study by Nguhiu et al. (2020) in Thika Sub-County of Kiambu County of 

Kenya, reported frying as the preferred method by consumers. The boiling method may expose 

humans as it cannot kill all cysts. This expresses how consumers ignored the fact that pork from 

the eateries could expose humans to cysticercosis due to the practice of eating undercooked pork. 

It is also suggesting that health education could significantly increase knowledge and awareness 

of the disease, and can inspire behavioral change that will reduce disease transmission through 

thorough cooking practices.   

Consumers were not sure of the safety aspect of the meat consumed in the stall because of 

doubts of health inspection and meat source. Our findings confirmed those by Mutua et al. (2019) 

on the traceability approach for consumers along the traditional pork value chain in western Kenya. 

Hence, our results suggest the need for consumers to be educated on the pork eating habits as it 

predisposes humans to the utter risk of T. solium infection in the study area.  

 

5.6 Conclusion 

The study concluded that farmers from Western Kenya had little knowledge of pig management, 

Taenia parasite or its transmission. Results also indicate that butchers and consumers hold 

different views about where safe pork is found in the market. Therefore, public education about 

PC risks and pork safety is necessary among all stakeholders in the pork value chain in Western 
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Kenya. This should involve training pig farmers, pork meat consumers, butcheries to create 

awareness on transmission risk factors and strategies for the control of porcine cysticercosis. It 

should be possible to complement training with public education to stop consumer habits of eating 

undercooked pork from untraceable slaughter sources along the pork value chain, especially so in 

the local eateries. This predisposes humans to the risk of T. solium infection resulting in intestinal 

tapeworm when the pork eaten contains larval cysts. The stakeholders need to embrace multi-

sector one health approach to break the T. solium life cycle. The main components of this campaign 

are recruitment of qualified pork inspectors and enforcement of meat inspection practices as 

requisite to the control of PC in Busia and Kakamega Counties.  
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CHAPTER SIX 

LOSS IN CARCASS VALUE FROM PORCINE CYSTICERCOSIS INFECTION IN 

BUSIA AND KAKAMEGA COUNTIES, WESTERN KENYA 

Abstract 

The pig trade is commonly affected by a variety of infectious diseases. Cysticecosis is an 

important zoonotic parasitic disease causing a serious public health risk and significant financial 

losses due to pork condemnation and death in pigsworldwide. The direct monetary loss from 

Porcine Cysticercosis (PC) infections resulting from pork carcass condemnation at the slaughter 

slabs was estimated. Data was obtained from the slaughter slabs in two Counties (Busia and 

Kakamega) in Western Kenya. Out of 113 pigs slaughtered during the period of the study, PC 

detected during meat inspection was 1.8% (2/113 pigs) and during Ag-ELISA test was 5.3% (6/113 

pigs). Assuming total condemnation of the carcasses positive for PC when a carcass average weight 

was 50 Kg selling at a price of Kes 310 per Kilogram of pork, the direct monetary loss amounted 

to Kes 31,527.00 (US$ 315.27) were estimated with meat inspection. With Ag-ELISA testing 

surveillance, the loss was estimated to Kes 92,829.50 (US$ 928.30). For the recorded 5 pigs 

slaughtered daily in twenty-one days working, the monetary loss projected in a year would be Kes 

547,969.29 (US$ 5,478.7) with meat inspection and Kes 1,613,465.10 (US$ 16,134.70) with Ag-

ELISA testing surveillance. This study concluded that PC negatively affected the Western 

Kenya/national economy. The study recommends reinforcing the pig value chain since the pig 

sector has the potential to increase incomes for farmers, butchery owners and food security for 

consumers. This could play a key role in augmenting income from pig production and enhance trade 

in the markets for pig products.   

Keywords: Taenia Sollium, Pigs, Financial loss, Meat inspection, Ag-ELISA 

6.1 Introduction 

Porcine cysticercosis has been found to have high impact on public health and agriculture 

(Dahourou et al., 2018). The disease has already been reported in Teso South of Busia County 

among heavy pork consumer communities (Mutua et al., 2007). Pigs in that area are kept by 
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farmers under free range as it requires low inputs but at the same time poses a health risk to the 

farmers and consumers of pork (KNA, 2018). The presence of T. solium in the meat reduces the 

market value of pigs and makes pork unsafe to eat (Trevisan et al., 2017).  It also increases carcass 

condemnation or reduces meat prices, which leads to loss of food protein (Havelaar et al., 2015; 

Torgerson et al., 2015).  

Livestock have contributed to enhancing the viability of the economy and supporting the 

livelihoods of smallholder farmers and traders worldwide (ILRI, 2002; Phiri et al., 2003). The pig 

farming sector has a notable economic importance in augmenting farmers ‘income and 

implications on general public health in Kenya. In Busia and Kakamega Counties, many farmers 

are raising pigs as a source of household income and animal protein. Pigs are mainly kept under a 

scavenging system roaming in search of feed and later sold locally in the market to butchers 

directly or to livestock traders (Kagira et al., 2010). In the recent past pork consumption in Kenya 

has increased significantly but consumers face a health risk from Taenia solium causing porcine 

cysticercosis which is medically linked to epilepsy in humans (KNA, 2018). This is caused by the 

scarcity of veterinary services in rural areas where the majority of animals for slaughter come from 

(Kiswaga et al., 2014).   

Porcine Cysticercosis (PC) has been considered as an important parasitic tropical zoonotic 

disease causing significant economic losses (Torgerson, 2013) worldwide such as seizures in pigs 

and even death in humans (Braae et al., 2017; Gonzales et al., 2016).  In infected animals, the 

disease often causes no symptoms but has an important economic impact due to production losses 

from condemnation of infected carcasses and control measures (Goussanou et al., 2013; 

Pawlowski et al., 2005). The presence of cysts in the brain and spinal cord in humans lead to 

neurocysticercosis (CDC, 2019).  

In Mexico, one of endemic countries, the estimated annual monetary loss due to porcine 

cysticercosis is US$43 million (Flisser et al., 2003). According to Nkwengulila (2014) and 

Kiswaga et al. (2016), the annual monetary loss of US$ 144,449) and US$ 46,791.56 respectively 

due to PC has been estimated in Tanzania; where €25million (US$ 39.2 million) has been reported 

in ten West and Central African countries and Euros 17, 442, 000 in Nigeria alone (Zoli et al., 

2003). In Cameroon, pig production losses of €478,844 (Foyaca-Sibat et al., 2009) and in South 
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Africa, US$ 5 Million production losses have been recorded (Praet et al., 2009). In Eastern Cape 

Province of South Africa and in Mexico, losses of US$ 5.0 million and US$ 19,507,171 were 

estimated by Carabin et al. (2006) and Bhattarai et al. (2019), respectively. Due to scarcity of data 

on the loss in carcass value from porcine cysticercosis infection in Western Kenya, the objective 

of this study was to determine the direct monetary loss from porcine cysticercosis infection at 

slaughter slabs level in Busia and Kakamega Counties during the period of study.  

 

6.2 Material and methods 

 
6.2.1 Study area 

 
The study was conducted in 5 slaughter slabs namely Musambaruwa, Matayos, Malinya, 

Khahega and shinyalu in Busia and Kakamega Counties. Scavenging pigs are a livelihood asset in 

these Counties with the majority of residents being subsistence smallholder farmers (Kenya 

National Bureau of Statistics, 2013). The livestock reared in the two Coutries are the following:  

Dairy and Zebu cattle, pigs, dairy and local goats, hair sheep, poultry, bee keeping and rabbits. 

Busia County is located at the extreme region of the country and borders three counties 

namely: Bungoma to the north, Kakamega to the east and Siaya to the south west. Part of Lake 

Victoria is in the County on the South East and borders with Uganda to the west. It lies between 

latitude 0º and 0º 45 north and longitude 34º 25 east (KNBS 2013). Busia County covers an area 

of 1,628.4 km2 (628.7 sq. mi), has an estimated population of 893,681 and a density of 550/km2 

(1,400/sq. mi) with 7 sub-counties and 35 wards (Source: County Commissioner ‘s Office, Busia, 

2013). This County has the dry season from December to February and receives an annual rainfall 

of between 760 and 2000 mm. Fifty per cent of the rain falls in the long rain season which is at its 

peak between late March and late May, while 25 per cent falls during the short rains between 

August and October. The temperatures for the whole County are almost homogeneous. The mean 

minimum temperature ranges between 14 and 22oC while the annual mean maximum temperatures 

range between 26 and 30oC (KNBS, 2010). 

Kakamega County is located in the Western part of Kenya and borders Vihiga County to 

the South, Siaya County to the West, Bungoma and Trans Nzoia Counties to the North and Nandi 

and Uasin Gishu Counties to the East. The County covers an area of 3,033.8 km2 (1,171.4 sq. mi) 
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with an estimated population of 1,867,579 and a density of 682/km2. Kakamega has the largest 

rural population and is the second populous county after Nairobi. It is administratively divided 

into twelve sub counties, sixty wards, one hundred and eighty-seven villages and four hundred 

community administrative areas. The altitude ranges from 1,240 meters to 2,000 metres above sea 

level with the southern part being hilly and made up of rugged granites rising in places to 1,950 

metres above see level. The climate is very conducive for many activities including crop and 

animal production. There are two main ecological zones namely; the Upper Medium (UM) and 

the Lower Medium (LM). The Upper Medium covers the Central and Northern parts of the county. 

The second ecological zone, the Lower Medium (LM), covers a major portion of the southern part 

of the county. The annual rainfall ranges from 1280.1 mm to 2214.1 mm per year. The rainfall 

pattern is evenly distributed all year round with March and July receiving heavy rains while 

December and February receive light rains. The temperatures range from 18oC to 29oC with the 

hottest month being January, February and March while other months except for July and August 

which have relatively cold spells, are having quite similar temperatures. The minimum and 

maximum temperatures in Kenya have been on a warming trend since the early 1960s with an 

average of 67 percent of humidity but currently the projections are indicating increases in 

temperature. 

6.2.2 Methodology 

A face to face interview was carried out with slaughter slab owners and butchers to collect 

information on the total number of pigs slaughtered per day, the unit price per Kg in the market 

and the average carcass yield (Appendix 1). Due to the missing data at County and slaughter level, 

the actual prevalence of PC at slaughter slabs level in the two Counties using meat inspection and 

Ag-ELISA test were considered as primary data. The determination of the direct monetary loss in 

carcass value from porcine cysticercosis infection was therefore calculated based on the positive 

cases of PC infection detected which were assumed to be further condemnation and considered as 

total condemnation for determination of the direct loss in carcass value during the period and 

which was extrapolated to one year.   
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6.2.3 Data analysis 

Data generated was arranged and analysed in Excel 2007 spreadsheet. During the study 

period, a total of 113 pigs from slaughter slabs were considered for blood collection in Western 

Kenya. Among the 113 pigs slaughtered, 2 pigs (1.8%) were found positive through meat 

inspection and 6 pigs (5.3%) by Ag-ELISA test at slaughter slabs level. The average of slaughter 

figures per year of 1,825 pigs was calculated based on the average mean daily figure which was 5 

pigs and therefore the average pork butchery price of Kes 310/Kg were considered for 

determination of the direct monetary loss. Most pigs were slaughtered at 7 months and the average 

carcass yield of 50 Kg was considered. Sensitivity analysis was conducted to assess if prevalence 

reduction for the two different methods had effect on changes in the monetary loss due to PC in 

Western Kenya.  During the period of the study, from August to September 2018, one Kenya 

Shilling was equal to $ (United States Dollar) 0.01. Two different models were therefore 

considered to compute the direct annual loss.   

The model below of Ejeh et al. (2014) was used based on positive animals as follow:  

 

Where DEL is the Direct Economic Losses due to the total pork condemned, n is the total number 

of condemned pork for the period of study, W is the total weight of condemned pork in Kg and 

Av. P/Kg is the average price of condemned pork per Kg at the market in Kes.  n= 6 pigs for Ag-

ELISA and 2 pigs for meat inspection  

W= 50kg  

Av. P/Kg = Kes 310  

When considering the actual prevalence rate of 5.3% and 1.8% from the confirmed PC 

cases by Ag-ELISA and meat inspection, respectively, the direct loss in carcass value from porcine 

cysticercosis infection was calculated using the model of Ogurinade & Ogurinade, (1980).   

DAL= ∑AC*AP*CR   

Where AC= Annual pig slaughter rate of abattoir; AP = Average price of condemned pig carcass 

at the market; CR = Carcass condemnation rate at the abattoir and DAL= Direct annual loss due 

to carcass condemnation 
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For the case in this study, the period/duration of study was equal to 21 days (3 weeks):  

C = pig slaughter rate at slaughter slabs during the study days = 113 pigs  

P = Average price of condemned pig carcass at the market = 310 Kes/Kg  

CR = 5.3% Ag-ELISA and 1.8% for meat inspection  

6.3 Results 

Table 14 shows the computed direct monetary loss for the number of positive pig carcasses 

detected using Ag-ELISA and meat inspection with the assumption that positive carcasses are 

subjected total condemnations. The direct monetary loss was estimated at Kes 1,613,465.10 

equivalent to US$ 16,134.70 for Ag-ELISA and Kes 547,969.29 equivalent to US$ 5,479.7 for 

meat inspection.  

Table 14: Direct annual financial loss due to positive cases by Ag-ELISA and meat inspection 

in Western Kenya. 

Diagnosis method  

Total carcass 

condemned  

(n)  

Total 

carcass 

weight (Kg) 

condemned 

(W)  

Average 

price of 

carcass 

(Kes/kg)  

Production loss (Kes 

&US$/year) 

    Kes/year  US$/year  

Ag-ELISA test  6 50  Kes 310    Kes 92,829.50  US$  928.3  

Annual loss  
   

Kes1,613,465.1  US$6,134.7  

 

Meat inspection  

 

2 

 

50  

 

Kes 310  

 

Kes 31,527.00  

 

US$  315.3  

Annual loss                                Kes547,969.29    

US$5,479.7     

Exchange rate Kes 1 equivalent to US$ 0.01 (2018)   

Table 15 presents the annual estimated direct loss computed based on the actual PC 

prevalence by Ag-ELISA test and meat inspection at slaughter slabs level. For the financial loss 

based on the actual prevalence, the potential annual loss associated with PC at slaughter slabs was 
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estimated at Kes 32,269.30(US$ 322.69) with Ag-ELISA test diagnosis and Kes 10,959.39 (US$ 

109.59) with meat inspection.  

Table 15: Annual Financial loss due to PC based on the actual prevalences by Ag-ELISA and 

meat inspection in Western Kenya. 

Diagnosis 

method  

Pig 

carcasses (n) 

Price 

(Kes/carcass) 
CR (%) Loss (Kes)  Loss (US$)  

Ag-ELISA  113  Kes 310 0.053  Kes   1,856.59  US$ 18.57 

Annual loss     Kes 32,269.30  US$322.69 

 

Meat inspection  

 

113  

 

Kes 310 

 

0.018  

 

Kes   630.5  

 

  US$ 6.3 

Annual loss                Kes 10,959.39   US$ 109.59  

Exchange rate Kes 1 equivalent to US$ 0.01 (2018) 

Table 16 presents the average potential annual loss computed associated with PC at 

slaughter slabs considering losses computed from the positives cases and actual prevalence as by 

the two models by Ag-ELISA test and meat inspection. The average potential loss was estimated 

at Kes 822,867.20 equivalent to US$ 8,228.67 for Ag-ELISA and Kes 279, 464.34 equivalent to 

US$ 2,794.64 for meat inspection.  

Table 16: Average potential financial loss due to PC based positive cases and on the actual 

prevalences both by Ag-ELISA and meat inspection in Western Kenya. 

Diagnosis 

method  

Annual loss due to 

positive cases  

Annual loss 

based on actual 

prevalence   

Average  

potential loss  

(Kes)  

Average  

potential loss  

(US$)   

Ag-ELISA  Kes 1,613,465.10  Kes 32,269.30  Kes 822,867.20   US$ 8,228.67  

 

Meat 

inspection  

 

Kes 547,969.29  

 

 

Kes 10,959.39  

  

 

Kes 279,464.34   

 

US$ 2,794.64  

 

Exchange rate Kes 1 equivalent to US$ 0.01 (2018) 
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6.4 Discussion 

The direct costs related to condemnation of parts or whole carcasses are easy to capture 

compared to the indirect costs as a result of animal diseases and which are more difficult to capture. 

However, they can be considered as significant losses in agriculture related to Taenia solium 

infection of pigs caused by cystic stages of the parasite. Another loss of profit is affecting farmers 

when they do not sell the pork to official markets. (Carabin et al., 2006). T. solium cysticercosis 

is a tropical neglected disease that has been found to have high impact on agriculture and public 

health (Dahourou et al., 2018). Data from slaughter slabs on disease status has been qualified to 

be helpful in the estimation of the impact of parasitic diseases for better planning in development 

or improvement of control strategies (Ahmadi & Meshkehkar, 2011). In Western Kenya, the most 

important challenge faced by the pig production sector is the lack of appropriate pig 

slaughterhouses (Levy et al., 2014) Similar situations have been reported in Botswana (Motsho & 

Moreki, 2012) and Zimbabwe (Mutambara, 2013). The number on animal condemned (n) and the 

average weight of pigs (W) that were slaughtered at the slaughter slabs were the two parameters 

which influenced the direct monetary loss calculated. Different infection rates of PC prevalence 

ranging from 4.5 to 32.8 % observed in the region as reported in literature (Eshitera et al., 2012; 

Shonyela et al., 2018; Thomas et al., 2013) were considered to reflect the changes in the monetary 

losses. When the number of condemned animal (n) from the prevalence rate varied, the monetary 

loss also changed and increased. When the prevalence by meat inspection increased from 1.8 to 

11%, the loss change/increased from Kes 31,527.0equivalent to 315.3 US$ to Kes 170,500.0 

equivalent to US$ 1,705.0 and when the prevalence by Ag-ELISA test increased from 5.3 to 8%, 

the loss changed/increased from Kes 92,829.5 equivalent to US$ 928.3 to Kes 140,120.0 

equivalent to US$1,401.2 (Appendix 3, 3.4). 

This study estimated an annual loss of Kes 547,969.29 equal to US$ 5,478.7 with meat 

inspection and Kes 1,613,465.10 equal to US$ 16,134.70 (Table 14) with Ag-ELISA test due to 

porcine cysticercosis in Western Kenya. These losses were lower than the losses of US$ 144,449 

reported by Nkwengulila (2014) and US$ 46,791.56 by Kiswaga et al. (2016) in Tanzania. This 

indicates that the control method of PC at the slaughter slabs need to be reinforced in Western  



85 

 

 

 

Kenya. It was also lower than US$ 43 million, US$ 27,750,000 and US$ 19,360,620 reported in 

Mexico, West and Central African countries and Nigeria, respectively (Flisser et al., 2003; Zoli et 

al., 2003).   

This loss was also lower than US$ 531,516.84 and US$ 5Million reported in Cameroon,  

South Africa, respectively (Foyaca-Sibat et al., 2009; Praet et al., 2009). Other studies by Atawalna 

et al. (2015); Bhattarai et al. (2019) and Trevisan et al. (2018) reported in Mexico reported high 

economic loss of US$ 19,507,171, US$ 18,150.37 and around US$ 22,000 in Mexico, Ghanaand 

Mozambique, respectively as direct annual loss due to porcine cysticercosis. Assana et al. (2019) 

also reported a high direct financial loss of 165 million euros (US Dollar 195,376,500) in West 

and Central Africa. The disease prevalence, pig value and the total number of pigs slaughtered 

were factors contributing to the differences in losses in different Countries. This suggested a huge 

economic loss for the country and income reduction for pig smallholder farmers and butchery 

owners in Western Kenya. This was the first study to assess the loss in carcass value in Western 

Kenya region. Similar studies to assess the loss in carcass value and PC should be conducted in 

other regions of Kenya.  

6.5 Conclusion and recommendation 

This study estimated the annual loss in carcass value of Kes 547,969.29 (US$ 5,478.7) with 

meat inspection and Kes 1,613,465.10 (US$ 16,134.70) with Ag-ELISA test associated with 

porcine cysticercosis infection at the slaughter slabs in Western Kenya. It is therefore 

recommended that strengthening the pig value chain and developing strong PC control methods is 

needed. This is important at since the pig sector has the potential to increase incomes for farmers, 

butcher-owners and food security for consumers. From the study it is also recommended that an 

enforcement of the meat inspection practice be done.   
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CHAPTER SEVEN 

 GENERAL DISCUSSION, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS  

7.1 General Discussion 

Three issues from literature review informed this study on the prevalence, management 

practices and direct monetary loss associated with porcine cysticercosis (PC) infections along pork 

value chain in Busia and Kakamega Counties of western Kenya. One is the prevalence of PC 

infections being persistently relatively high (5.4%), justifying monitoring of the trends as 

interventions are implemented. Two is empirical evidence pointing to pork consumption being a 

high risk for Taenia solium infection (Thomas et al., 2016) yet it is a practice in the two study 

Counties with pig population growing, pointing to likelihood of the risk of infection increasing in 

the population. Three is predominance of pigs being managed under scavenging poor sanitary 

environment such as dumping sites, but pork inspection is poor, infection surveillance is weak 

while producers, traders and consumer have wrong attitudes towards PC transmission and 

association with epilepsy in humans (Kagira et al., 2010; Mutua et al., 2010; Nantima et al., 

2015a). Empirical evidence on these issues is relevant to sustaining livelihood that poor 

households derive from pig production.  

Results from this study revealed that porcine cysticercosis was prevalent in pigs reared 

under free range system. Findings elsewhere (Kavishe et al., 2017; Rottbeck et al., 2013; Thomas 

et al., 2016) showed that the prevalence was attributed to subsistence pig production system in 

which pigs freely scavenged for food in poor sanitary conditions and open spaces such as 

unutilized government lands, dumps sites, and undeveloped private holdings which easily 

predisposed them to infections by T. solium. Findings in this study are in agreement with findings 

by Moyano (2014) who reported that inadequate meat inspection and poor pig management 

practices sustain the life cycle of T. solium, making it more endemic and prevalent in both humans 

and pigs. These results suggested the development of clear management practices for PC infection 

control with consideration of economic and public health implications of PC.  

The mean PC prevalence based on Ag-ELISA test was 3.8% at farm level with 4.5 and 

2.3% for Busia and Kakamega, respectively (appendix 3). This finding was low compared to that 
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reported (9.9%) in the rural areas Eastern Minas Gerais of Brazil by Acevedo-Nieto et al. (2017). 

At slaughter slabs level, the prevalence based on Ag-ELISA test was 5.3% with 4.8 and 6.9% for 

Busia and Kakamega, respectively. These prevalences had been compared to others reported 

elsewhere in endemic countries and found to be low (Ganaba et al., 2011; Khaing et al., 2015; 

Pondja et al., 2010; Shonyela et al., 2018; Sithole et al., 2019). Furthermore, this seroprevalence 

using Ag-ELISA reported in Busia and Kakamega was attributed to lower infection rates in 

sampled pigs that was lower than the PC seroprevalence of 8.59% reported in Kathmandu Valley 

of Nepal (India) by Chaulagain et al. (2017), 9.9% in Brazil by Acevedo-Nieto et al. (2017) and 

26% in Tanzania by Lipendele et al. (2015). Findings from this study however, contrast with 

findings by Secka et al. (2010) who reported PC prevalence with 6.4 and 8.9% for Gambia and 

Senegal respectively using Ag-ELISA. These results indicated that the incidence of porcine 

cysticercosis in an endemic area may be influenced or affected by the generalized appropriate use 

of toilets and latrines.  

Results of the PC prevalence at meat inspection revealed a low public health risk of porcine 

cysticercosis in Western Kenya when compared to findings by Arriola et al. (2014) in Peru and 

Nguhiu et al. (2017) in Nairobi, Kenya, respectively. But there was a need of interventions after 

the disease had persisted for a long time and the system had never been improved. These results 

suggested that there were inadequate meat inspection procedures and wanting public health 

mechanisms.   

The prevalence findings in this study suggested the presence of an endemic infection in 

Western Kenya where pigs were predominantly reared under free range system, aggravated by 

poor human faecal waste disposal. This indicated that pork consumers in Western Kenya were 

likely to be exposed to PC infection due to the fact that the disease had persisted for eight years. 

This persistence of prevalence of PC was in line with finding by Braee et al. (2014) in Tanzania 

who reported a fluctuation in prevalence in three consecutive years, 15% (2012), 24% (2013) and 

20% (2014). A similar scenario of fluctuation had been reported by Pondja et al. (2015) in 

Mozambique where 5.6%, 33.3% and 66.7% were found for the first, second and third sampling 

rounds, respectively. A study in India and Romania reported 4.23% and 6.4% of prevalence in an 

area where porcine cysticercosis persisted to constrain the pork production improvement 
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(Chawhan et al., 2015; Oleleu et al., 2016). This suggests the need of support from the county 

government to smallholder farmers, to address the challenges hindering the development of the 

pig industry. Results from this study showed that Ag-ELISA was more sensitive than meat 

inspection in conformity with the study of Dermauw (2016) which showed that serological test 

provided better sensitivity than meat inspection. This therefore suggested that Ag-ELISA test 

should be used as a screening test followed by meat inspection to confirm the infection at slaughter. 

But this has been shown to be costly and require appropriate tool, access to the laboratory and 

expertise. It cannot be affordable to each one. In developing countries, diagnostic clinical 

laboratories are characterized by poor resources and are located with sometimes defective 

electrical supply and water supply. It has been reported that in rural areas of some countries, those 

laboratories lack skilled technical staffs (McNerney, 2015; Peeling et al., 2011). 

In Kenya, like in Southeast Asia, pigs represent an important source of food and income 

for smallholder farmers (Barennes et al., 2008; Khaing et al., 2015), when in Europe, the pig 

supply chains constitute a key component of the food sector (Eurostat, 2018). Study by Motsa ‘A 

et al. (2018) and Bienvenu et al. (2014) confirmed the positive impact of the pig production by 

smallholder rural farmers in Cameroun and in the Democratic Republic of Congo respectively. 

Results describe farmers and butcher’s demographic characteristics, management practices 

frequently implemented at farm and the level of meat inspection implementation at slaughter slab 

levels in Western Kenya.  

In the study area, gender balance was not emphasized whereby female headed households 

(53.1%) were more involved in pig farming compared to male headed household (46.9%). These 

results confirmed the idea that in Africa, by tradition women are allowed to own pigs and not cattle 

as reported by Tuyizere (2007). In Burkina Faso, a study by Ngowi et al. (2017) reported that, pig 

production remained particularly the main activity for women. This concurred also with the report 

from a study done in Uganda where 58% (Uganda Bureau of Statistics) [UBS], 2008-2010) of 

people involved in subsistence production were women meaning that African women supply food 

to their families and need to be empowered. This is also in agreement with the findings by 

Tatwangire, (2013) among small scale pig farmers Uganda. Other studies by Chuduwa et al. (2008) 

in Zimbabwe, Halimani et al. (2012) in South Africa, Nsoso et al. (2006) in Botswana and Petrus 
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et al. (2011) in Namibia, also reported that in rural areas more females were rearing pigs. A study 

by Ngowi et al. (2009) in the rural areas of Tanzania showed that 61% of females reared pigs.   

These results however, contradict the findings by Nantima et al. (2015) who reported that 

many pig keeping households in Uganda and Kenya were predominantly male headed (86.4%). 

The study also contradicts findings by Nwanta et al. (2011) and Kouam & Moussala (2018) who 

reported that 89% and 76.29% of pig farmers in Nigeria and Cameroun, respectively were male. 

This could be attributed to the cultural differences in the areas of study. Among the Embu County 

communities, the male gender are the ones who are involved in the husbandry of bigger livestock 

(pigs included) while women and youth in the smaller livestock (chicken and rabbits) (CARE 

International Kenya) [CARE], 2017). A study in West Papua by Iyai (2001) reported also that in 

smallholder pig keeping, gender played a prominent role with men playing the more prominent 

(>50%) than women, acting as farmer manager. Defang et al. (2014) reported that the lower 

participation of female farmers in raising pigs as compared to male could be as a result of drudgery, 

physically over-demanding work as well as capital-intensive nature of investment required by pig 

production, which discourages women. These results suggested the integration of the gender 

mainstreaming in the pig sector by the Government through pig farmers' sensitization to the 

adoption of the women empowering in Western Kenya.  

The routine farm bio-security measures are an important constituent in minimizing and 

controlling spread of diseases. Several epidemiological studies confirmed that in many endemic 

countries where pigs are reared in the free-ranging system, the risk by the infection to porcine 

cysticercosis is always high (Emilio et al., 2017; Ganaba et al., 2011; Tatwangire, 2013). This has 

been confirmed in Cameroon where a hyperendemicity of the disease has been reported with high 

prevalence of 24.6% using Ag-ELISA (Assana et al., 2010). Our findings revealed that in Busia 

and Kakamega Counties, farmers had pit latrines (waste disposal pits) constructed near the pig’s 

pens but not effectively and appropriately used. These findings confirmed reports by Gweba et al. 

(2010); Yohana et al. (2013) and Maganira et al. (2018) who reported a human to-pig transmission 

of PC through household waste, water and sources of pig feeds. It confirms also findings by Prüss-

Ustün et al. (2014) who reported that the effective use of pit latrines contributes to decrease of the 

Taenia solium spp spread in the endemic area. The findings from this study also showed that there 
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is a problem in terms of ownership and utilization of latrine by households where farmers having 

latrines were many (87.6%), and only 72.8% of them were using them. This could be a contributing 

factor to the persistence of porcine cysticercosis in an endemic area like Western Kenya. This 

attitude was confirmed by Pay et al. (2016) who reported 72.2% of farmers also having pit latrines 

with 25% of them continue to use the open defecation. This differs from study by Assana et al. 

(2010) and Maridadi et al. (2011) who reported 42.7% and 50% of smallholder’s farmers without 

pit latrines in Cameroon and Tanzania, respectively. These results suggested a minimal or lack of 

supervision or general lack of knowledge on proper means of disposing various types of human 

waste by farmers/community. Results from this study confirmed the findings by Kungu et al. 2015, 

Ng-Nguyen et al. 2018 and Yohana et al. (2013), who reported that the unhygienic conditions, pig 

free range practice and the poor pit latrines utilization promote the existence and persistence of 

porcine cysticercosis as they contribute to maintenance of the life cycle of Taenia solium. 

Therefore, this study demonstrated that meat inspection practice contributes to the safety of the 

pork when effectively practiced. This is in agreement with the findings by Mkupasi et al. (2017) 

who reported inadequate meat inspection as risk factor for PC transmission. These results 

suggested adoption of intensification in the pig farming for effective implementation of the 

biosecurity measures and effective practice of meat inspection with integration of all stakeholders 

in the pig value chain in Kenya.  

The assessment of the awareness, attitudes and perceptions on safety practices among 

farmers, butchery owners and consumers about the risk factors for PC in Western Kenya were 

carried out. Related studies in Western Kenya (Mwendia et al., 2018) revealed that diseases and 

farmers’ lack of technical knowledge on animal husbandry contributed to reduced animal 

productivity. This has been observed that the pig rearing still traditional and farmers were 

characterized by low knowledge related in issues associated to the pig rearing (farm management, 

hygiene and health) and the impact on the pig productions in Tanzania and Nepal, respectively 

(Braae et al., 2016; Niraula et al., 2015). Same observation has been reported by Singh et al. (2019) 

in India. Maridadi et al. (2011) reported that 75% of farmers being aware of porcine cysticercosis 

in Tanzania and recognize that Taenia solium infections is a public health problem in the 

community. Thirty-two (32.5%) were not aware of the lifecycle and this can facilitate the 



91 

 

 

 

transmission of the parasite in the community. Study by Kungu et al. (2015) demonstrated that in 

many developing countries of Latin America, Africa and South East Asia the lack of knowledge 

on porcine cysticercosis as a big challenge in the elimination of the disease. Results in this study 

confirm poor knowledge and low awareness of the risk factors associated with the transmission of 

Taenia solium by majority of farmers in Western Kenya. These may have led to a high risk of 

exposure to taeniasis and cysticercosis resulting to reduced pork production in Western Kenya. 

This study showed that the perception of pork in the market by butcherswho attributed the 

high risk to the home slaughters and slaughter slabs compared to that from butchery and eateries 

(Appendix 4). This is probably because butchers don’t trust the meat inspection practice done and 

some time the irregularity of it at the slaughter slabs but ignore that pork from the eateries could 

expose humans to taeniasis even though butchers were reported to contribute to the protection of 

humans through diseases prevention and control (Gayatri et al., 2017). The results from this study 

showed that health education could significantly increase knowledge and awareness of the disease 

and could inspire behavioral change that would reduce disease transmission through proper 

cooking.  

Regarding consumer perceptions of safety practice, this study shows that pork sold in the 

market was generally safe but still there was a problem on the cooking practices. Pork consumers 

strongly agreed that meat from eateries exposed humans to taeniasis and related ailments even 

though they lacked awareness on porcine cysticercosis. With the habit of selling cooked pork from 

the eateries (FAO, 2012), it was shown that the majority of pork consumed in the markets, was 

eaten undercooked as a preference (Dahourou et al., 2018). Results from this study confirmed 

other reports on the preferable pork cooking method in the region which can expose consumers to 

Taenia solium (Ngowi et al., 2017). Therefore, results from this study suggests the need for 

planning a training workshop focused on one health approach for pork consumers on the pork 

cooking and eating practices to minimize the risk to T. solium infection in the study area.  

The projected annual monetary loss of Kes 547,969.29equivalent to US$ 5,479.7 and Kes 

1,613,465.10 equivalent to US$ 16,134.70 due to porcine cysticercosis was estimated at the 

slaughter slabs point in Busia and Kakamega Counties, with meat inspection and Ag-ELISA test, 

respectively. These losses, influenced by the number of animals condemned (n) and the average 
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weight of pigs (W) found to be lower than losses from many other epidemic countries (Bhattarai 

et al., 2019; Kiswaga et al., 2016; Nkwengulila, 2014). This could be attributed to the lower 

prevalence of PC estimated in Western Kenya and confirmed what was stated by Ahmadi and 

Meshkehkar (2011) on disease control strategies. This has shown that there is a gap in the pig 

value chain in the study areas which result in the persistence of porcine cysticercosis in the study 

areas. There is also a gap in the dissemination of research findings by the researchers. This will 

require the development of mechanism of dissemination or reinforcement of the existing one by 

which researchers should go through to share their findings to help farmers ‘improvement through 

training workshop. The extension services of the University should also work or reinforce the 

existing collaboration with different institutions/stakeholders to facilitate this dissemination. 

Policymakers should also reinforce the meat inspection practice with equipped meat inspectors 

and reporting system whereby each slaughter slabs should keep record daily. Collaboration 

between DVOs (Directorate of Veterinary Services), Livestock officers and farmers should be 

reinforced to promote pig husbandry through technical assistance to farmers in Western Kenya, 

develop and modernize the pig sector. This suggests that porcine cysticercosis be eradicated 

through robust control measures in the study area. 

The following logical framework (Appendix 5) for porcine cysticercosis eradication in 

Western Kenya is suggested: Firstly, smallholders pig farmers should be in groups by 

villages/county and each farmer organization should have a lead that can represent them at the 

County level. Smallholders pig farmers will then be sensitized based on the high prevalence of 

cysticercosis in their area and the related negative impact to their own health and domestic 

economy. This will therefore help farmers to think, and opt for change of mindset to the 

transformation of the traditional practices to improved production system. This process will be 

initiated by trainings to improved production system and access to finance. The real change will 

start if pig farmers stop free range system, build pig houses and feed them with local feeds. Farmers 

will be able to keep and control biosecurity measures in their pig houses. The adoption of those 

activities by all pig farmers is the paramount milestone of a sustainable improved pig production 

system.   
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Secondly, the expected output of those activities is pig farmers improve their pig 

production system, from free range system to controlled production system, which will be verified 

by two main indicators as all farmers feed pigs only in pig houses and people have and use 

adequately pit latrines, reported by veterinary officers. Thirdly, if this improved production system 

becomes widespresad or adopted and sustainable, the reduction of meat condemnation at slaughter 

as an indicator of PC eradication from pig production in Western Kenya (Kakamega and Busia) 

will be observed by all operators of pork value chain and verified by researchers.   
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7.2 Conclusions 

i. Prevalence of porcine cysticercosis was 3.8% at production and 5.3% at the slaughter slabs 

points using Ag-ELISA test while 1.8% by meat inspection at the slaughter slabs in Busia 

and Kakamega Counties.  

ii. Management practices for control of porcine cysticercosis infections frequently used was 

free range scavenging system (69.1%), presence of latrine at household (87.6%) though 

with high use of pit latrines (72.8%) at production and weak meat inspection (69.2) at 

slaughter points in Busia and Kakamega Counties. 

iii. Farmers expressed low awareness about PC control and prevention actions with majority 

not aware (82.7%) of the link between pig management system and PC, not aware (75.9%) 

of T. solium parasite and not aware (78.4%) of risk factors in the transmission of PC 

infection. The butcher associated pork from slaughter slabs (76.9%) and home slaughters 

(73.1%) with high risk while they associated pork from the butchery (69.2%) and from 

eateries (61.5) with no risks. Consumers were in strong agreement that pork in the market 

is safe (86%), pork from the slaughter slabs is safer than pork from the farms (92%) and 

that pork from butcheries is safer than pork from the eateries (82%) in Busia and 

Kakamega Counties. 

iv. The annual loss in carcass value associated with porcine cysticercosis infections was Kes 

547,969.29 (US$ 5,478.7) worth of carcasses from meat inspection and would be Kes 

1,613,465.10 (US$ 16,134.70) if carcasses were condemned on results of Ag-ELISA 

testing surveillance for Busia and Kakamega Counties. 
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7.3 Recommendations 

The following recommendations are made for PC infections inWestern Kenya:  

i. Eradication of porcine cysticercosis at production and slaughter levels in Busia and 

Kakamega Counties, facilitated by the reinforcement of the collaboration between the 

veterinary officers, livestock officers and farmers  

ii. Sensitise pig farmers, butchers and slaughter slabs workers on the implementation of 

effective biosecurity measures at farm and slaughter slabs levels. Establishment of the 

basic guidelines by the Government Officials will be required to enforce mandatory pig 

confinement and effective use of latrines. 

iii. Create awareness on the risk factors for the transmission and strategies for the control of 

porcine cysticercosis. Adopt one health approach and strengthen public education about 

PC risks and pork safety in the pork value chain through heat treatment and freezing. 

Consumers to adopt for effective cooking of pork at the core temperature of 63-71oC (140-

149oF) and freezing at 10oC for 10 days to lower the risk of exposure to infection with 

Taenia solium. 

iv. Strengthen the pig value chain and and enforce meat inspection at slaughter slabs for public 

health protection and increase income generation for farmers. 

 

Recommendation for further studies 

 

Further studies are recommended: 

i. To identify different Taenia species in cysticercoids pigs in the region for public health 

purposes because the cause of disease development in human is more by T. solium 

proglottids compared to T. saginata proglottids. To use PCR as a very sensitive method of 

diagnosis compared to Ag-ELISA test to get more precision on the picture of the disease 

in Western Kenya. 

ii. To determine the monetary loss caused by porcine cysticercosis in others Counties of 

Kenya 

 



96 
 

 

REFERENCES 

Abah, K. O., Itodo, J. I., Ubah, S. A., & Shettima, I. (2019). Reproductive performance of pigs 

raised by intensive management system in Abuja, Nigeria. Veterinary World, 12(2), 305-

308. https://doi.org/10.14202/vetworld.2019.305-308.  

Abdulhameed, M. F., Habib, I., Al-Azizz, S. A., & Robertson, I. (2018). Cystic echinococcosis in 

marketed offal of sheep in Basrah, Iraq: Abattoir-based survey and a probabilistic model 

estimation of the direct economic losses due to hydatid cyst. Parasite Epidemiology and 

Control, 3(1), 43-51. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.parepi.2018.02.002. 

Abdullahi, A., Hassan, A., Kadarman, N., Saleh, A., Baraya, Y. S., & Lua, P. L. (2016). Food 

safety knowledge, attitude, and practice toward compliance with abattoir laws among the 

abattoir workers in Malaysia. International Journal of General Medicine, 9(1), 79-87. 

https://doi.org/10.2147/IJGM.S98436. 

Aburi, P. (2012). Assessment of hygiene practices used by small butchers and slaughter slabs in 

beef value chain in Juba Town-South Sudan. p. 1-51. Van Hall Larenstein University of 

Applied Science. 

Acevedo-Nieto, E. C., Pinto, P. S. A., Silva, L.F., Guimarães-Peixoto, R. P. M., Santos, T. O., 

Ducas, C. T. S., & Bevilacqua P. D. (2017). Prevalence and risk factors for porcine 

cysticercosis in rural communities of eastern Minas Gerais, Brazil. Pesquisa Veterinária 

Brasileira, 37(9), 905-910. https://doi.org/10.1590/s0100-736x2017000900001. 

Adenuga, A., Mateus, A., Ty, C., Borin, K., Holl, D., Sand, S., Duggan, V., Clark, M., Smithe, G. 

J. D., Coker, Rrew, V., & Rudge, J. W. (2018). Seroprevalence and awareness of porcine 

cysticercosis across different pig production systems in South-central Cambodia. Parasite 

Epidemiology and Control, 3(1), 1-12. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.parepi.2017.10.003.  

Adesokan, H. K., & Adeoye, F. A. (2019). Porcine cysticercosis in slaughtered pigs and factors 

related to Taenia solium transmission amongst abattoir workers in Ibadan, Nigeria. The 

Pan African Medical Journal, 32(145), 1-13. 

https://doi.org/10.11604/pamj.2019.32.145.10695.   

https://dx.doi.org/10.1016%2Fj.parepi.2018.02.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016%2Fj.parepi.2018.02.002
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJGM.S98436
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJGM.S98436
http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_serial&pid=0100-736X&lng=en&nrm=iso
http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_serial&pid=0100-736X&lng=en&nrm=iso
http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_serial&pid=0100-736X&lng=en&nrm=iso
http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_serial&pid=0100-736X&lng=en&nrm=iso
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0100-736x2017000900001
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0100-736x2017000900001
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0100-736x2017000900001
https://doi.org/10.1590/s0100-736x2017000900001


97 

 

 

 

Ahmadi, N. A., & Meshkehkar, M. (2011). An abattoir-based study on the prevalence and 

economic losses due to cystic echinococcosis in slaughtered herbivores in Ahwaz, 

southwestern Iran. Journal of Helminthology, 85(1), 33-9. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022149X10000234.  

Akoko, J. M., MacLeod, E., Thomas, L. F., Alarcon, P., Kang'ethe, E., Kivali, V., Muloi, D., 

Muinde P., Murungi, M.K., Gachoya, J., M., & Fèvre, E. M. (2019). Detection of 

circulating antigens for Taenia spp. in pigs slaughtered for consumption in Nairobi and 

surroundings, Kenya. Parasite Epidemiology and Control, 4(1), 1-5.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.parepi. 2019. e00093.  

Alawneh, J. I., Barnes, T. S., Parke, C., Lapuz, E., David, E., Basinang, V., Baluyut, A., Villar, E., 

Lopez, E. L., & Blackall, P. J. (2014). Description of the pig production systems, 

biosecurity practices and herd health providers in two provinces with high swine density in 

the Philippines.Preventive Veterinary Medicine 114(2), 73-87. http://doi.org/ 

10.1016/j.prevetmed.2014.01.020.  

Allievi, F., Vinnari, M., & Luukkanen, J. (2015). Meat consumption and production-analysis of 

efficiency, sufficiency and consistency of global trends. Journal of Cleaner Production, 

92(1), 142-151. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.12.075.  

Alonso, M. E., González-Montaña, J. R., & Lomillos, J. M. (2020). Consumers' concerns and 

perceptions of farm animal welfare. Animals: an open access journal from MDPI, 

10(385), 1-13. https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10030385. 

Ambrey Omboki, (2019). Livestock key to Kenya ‘s food security, Business Daily (Kenya).   

Ampaire, A., & Rothschild, M. F. (2010): Pigs, goats and chickens for rural development: Small 

holder farmer ‘s experience in Uganda. Livestock Research for Rural Development, 22(6), 

1-7. Retrieved July 5, 2020, from http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd22/6/ampa22102.htm. 

Andres, V. M., & Davies, R. H. (2015). Biosecurity Measures to Control Salmonella and Other 

Infectious Agents in Pig Farms: A Review. Comprehensive Reviews in Food Science and 

Food Safety, 14(4), 317-335. https://doi.org/10.1111/1541-4337.12137.  

https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10030385
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani10030385


98 
 

Arora, D. R., & Arora, B. B. (2012). Medical Parasitology (3rd ed.). Jakarta, India: CBS Publishers 

and Distributors, Pvt. Ltd., p. 129.  

Arriola, C. S., Gonzalez, A. E., Gomez-Puerta, L. A., Lopez-Urbina, M. T., Garcia, H. H., & 

Gilman, R. H. (2014). New insights in cysticercosis transmission. PLoS Neglected Tropical 

Diseases, 8(10), 1-4. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003247. 

Assana, E., Amadou, F., Thys, E., Lightowlers, M. W., Zoli, A. P., Dorny, P., & Geerts, S. (2010). 

Pig-farming systems and porcine cysticercosis in the North of Cameroon. Helminthology, 

84(4), 441-446. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022149X10000167. 

Ash, A., Okello, A.L., Khamlome, B., Inthavong, P., Allen, J., & Thomson, A.R.C.  (2017). 

Controlling Taenia solium and soil transmitted helminths in a northern Lao PDR village: 

impact of a triple dose albendazole regime. Acta Tropica, 174(1), 171-178.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2015.05.018.  

Assana, E., Awah-Ndukum, J., Zoli, A. P., Etchike, C. A., Mebenga, A. S., Chepnda, V., Donadeu, 

M., & Dungu, B., (2019). Pig populations at risk of Taenia solium cysticercosis and 

subsequent financial losses in West and Central Africa. Revue d’Elevage en Medecine 

Veterinaire des Pays Tropicaux, 72(2), 73-81. https://doi.org/10.19182/remvt.31257.  

Assana, E., Lightowlers, M. W., Zoli, A. P., & Geerts, S. (2013). Taenia solium 

taeniasis/cysticercosis in Africa: risk factors, epidemiology and prospects for control using 

vaccination. Veterinary Parasitology, 195(1-2), 14-23. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2012.12.022.  

Atawalna, J., Ewura, S., & Mensah. M. (2015). Prevalence and financial losses associated with 

porcine cysticercosis in the Kumasi metropolis of Ghana. International Journal of 

Livestock Research, 5(1), 21-26. https://doi.org/10.5455/IJLR.20150825044155.  

Backhans, A., Sjölund, M., Lindberg, A., Lindberg, A., & Emanuelson, U. I. F. (2015). 

Biosecurity level and health management practices in 60 Swedish farrow-to-finish herds. 

Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica 57(14), 1-11. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-0150103-5. 

Barennes, H., Sayasone, S., Odermatt, P., De Byuyne, A., Kongsakhone, S., Newton, P. N., 

Vongphrachanh, P., Martinez-Aussel, Strobel, B., & Dupouy-Camet, M. J. (2008). A major 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003247
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003247
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022149X10000167
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022149X10000167
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Lightowlers%20MW%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23312868
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Lightowlers%20MW%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23312868
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Zoli%20AP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23312868
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Zoli%20AP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23312868
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Geerts%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23312868
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Geerts%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23312868
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-015-0103-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-015-0103-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-015-0103-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-015-0103-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-015-0103-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-015-0103-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-015-0103-5


99 

 

 

 

trichinellosis outbreak suggesting a high endemicity of Trichinella infection in northern 

Laos. The American Journal of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene, 78(1), 40-44.    

Beam, M., Spencer, A., Fernandez, L., Atto, R., Muro, C., Vilchez, P., Gamboa, R., Olaya, S., 

Ayvar, V., Gonzalez, A. E., Garcia, H. H., &O'Neal, S. E. (2018).   For The Cysticercosis 

Working Group in Peru. Barriers to participation in a community-based program to control 

transmission of Taenia solium in Peru. The American Journal of Tropical Medicine and 

Hygiene, 98(6), 1748-1754. https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.17-0929. 

Behnke, R., & Muthami, D. (2011). The contribution of livestock to the Kenyan Economy, Odessa 

Centre.Great Wolford United Kingdom and Kenyan National Bureau of Statistics, 

Nairobie, Kenya.IGAD Livestock Policy Initiative. IGAD LPI Working Paper No. 03.  

Bellini, S., Rutili, D., & Guberti, V. (2016). Preventive measures aimed at minimizing the risk of 

African swine fever virus spread in pig farming systems, Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica, 

58 (82), 1-10. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-016-0264-x.  

Bergevoet, R. H. M., & Engelen, A. (2014). The Kenyan meat sector opportunities for Dutch 

agribusiness. (Report / LEI Wageningen UR; No. 2014-032). LEI Wageningen UR. 

https://edepot.wur.nl/370228.  

Berkvens, D., Speybroeck, N., Praet, N., Adel, A., & Lesaffre, E. (2006). Estimating disease 

prevalence in a Bayesian framework using probabilistic constraints. Epidemiology, 17(2), 

145-153. https://doi.org/10.1097/01. ede.0000198422.64801.8d. 

Bersisa, A., Tulu, D., & Negera, C. (2019). Investigation of bacteriological quality of meat from 

abattoir and butcher shops in Bishoftu, Central Ethiopia. International Journal of 

Microbiology, 1(2), 1-8. https://doi: 10.1155/2019/6416803.6416803.  

Bett, H. K., Musyoka, M. P., Peters, K. J., & Bolemann, W. (2012). Demand for Meat in the Rural 

and Urban Areas of Kenya: A Focus on the Indigenous Chicken. Economics Research 

International, 1, 1-10. http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2012/401472.   

Bettencourt, E. M. V., Tilman, M., Narciso, V., Carvalho, M. L. da S., & Henriques, P. D. de S. 

(2015). The Livestock roles in the wellbeing of rural communities of Timor-Leste, Brasília. 

https://dx.doi.org/10.4269%2Fajtmh.17-0929
https://dx.doi.org/10.4269%2Fajtmh.17-0929
https://dx.doi.org/10.4269%2Fajtmh.17-0929


100 
 

Revista de Economia e Sociologia Rural, 53(supl.1), S063-S080. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1234-56781806-94790053s01005. 

Bettencourt, E. M. V., Tilman, M., Narciso, V., Carvalho, M. L. S., & Henriques, P. D. S. (2014). 

The role of livestock functions in the wellbeing and development of Timor-Leste rural 

communities. Livestock Research for Rural Development, 26(69). 

http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd26/4/bett26069.htm. 

Bhattarai, R., Carabin, H., Proaño, J.V., Flores-Rivera, J., Corona, T., Flisser, A., LeónMaldonado, 

L., & Budke, C.M. (2019). The monetary burden of cysticercosis in Mexico. PLoS 

Neglected Tropical Diseases, 13(7), 1-19.  https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007501. 

Bienvenu, P. P., Christelle, B., Andre, T., Honore, K., & Jerome, B. (2014). Smallholder pig 

production systems along a periurbanrural gradient in the Western provinces of the 

Democratic Republic of Congo. Journal of Agriculture and Rural Development in the 

Tropics and Subtropics, 115(1), 9–22.  

http://www.jarts.info/index.php/jarts/article/download/2014020344851/811. 

Bill, & Melinda Gates Foundation. (2012). Agricultural development-livestock overview and 

approach. Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation, Global development program. Page 1-10.   

Birhanu, W., Weldegebriel, S., Bassazin, G., Mitku, F., Birku, L., & Tadesse, M. (2017). 

Assesment of microbiological quality and meat handling practices in butcher shops and 

abattoir found in Gondar town, Ethiopia. International Journal of Microbiological 

Research, 8(2), 59-68. https://doi.org/10.5829/idosi.ijmr.2017.59.68.  

Biswas, A. K., & Mandal, P. K. (2020). Current perspectives of meat quality evaluation: 

techniques, technologies, and challenges. Meat quality analysis. Advanced Evaluation 

Methods, Techniques, and Technologies, 1(1), 1-17.   

Blumenthal, U.J., Fleisher, J. M., Esrey, S.A., & Peasey, A. (2001). Epidemiology: a tool for the 

assessment of risk. World Health Organization (WHO). Chapter 7, IWA Publishing, 

London, UK. ISBN: 1 900222 280.  

Boa, M. E., Kassuku, A. A., Willingham, A. L. 3rd, Keyyu, J. D., Phiri, I. K., & Nansen, P. (2002). 

Distribution and density of cysticerci of Taenia solium by muscle groups and organs in 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1234-56781806-94790053s01005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1234-56781806-94790053s01005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1234-56781806-94790053s01005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1234-56781806-94790053s01005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1234-56781806-94790053s01005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1234-56781806-94790053s01005
http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd26/4/bett26069.htm
http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd26/4/bett26069.htm
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007501
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007501
http://www.jarts.info/index.php/jarts/article/download/2014020344851/811
http://www.jarts.info/index.php/jarts/article/download/2014020344851/811
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B978012819233700001X#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B978012819233700001X#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/book/9780128192337
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/book/9780128192337


101 

 

 

 

naturally infected local finished pigs in Tanzania. Veterinary Parasitology, 106, 155-164. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4017 (02)00037-7. 

Boa, M. E., Mahundi, E. A., Kassuku, A. A., Willingham, A. L., & Kyvsgaard, N. C., (2006).  

Epidemiological survey of swine cysticercosis using ante-mortem and post-mortem 

examination tests in the southern highlands of Tanzania. Journal of Veterinary 

Parasitology, 139(1-3), 249-255. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2006.02.012. 

Braae, U. C., Devleesschauwer, B., Sithole, F., Wang, Z., & Willingham, A. L. (2017). Mapping 

occurrence of Taenia solium taeniosis/cysticercosis and areas at risk of porcine 

cysticercosis in Central America and the Caribbean basin. Parasites and Vectors, 10(424), 

1-9. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-017-2362-7. 

Braae, U. C., Penrith, M-L., Ngowi, H. A., Lekule, F., & Johansen, M. V. (2016). Awareness 

concerning optimal pig production management and animal welfare among smallholder 

farmers in Tanzania. Animal Welfare, 25(8), 439-446. 

https://doi.org/10.7120/09627286.25.4.439. 

Braae, U. C., Magnussen, P., Ndawi, B., Harrison, W., Lekule, F., & Johansen, M. V. (2015b). 

Effect of repeated mass drug administration with praziquantel and track and treat of 

taeniosis cases on the prevalence of taeniosis in Taenia solium endemic rural communities 

of Tanzania. Acta Tropica, 165(1), 246-251.  

Braae, U. C., Saarnak, C. F. L., Mukaratirwa, S., Devleesschauwer, B., Magnussen, P., & 

Johansen, M. V. (2015). Taenia solium taeniosis/cysticercosis and the co-distribution with 

schistosomiasis in Africa. Journal of Parasites and Vectors, 8, 323. 

http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0938-7. 

Braae, U. C., Magnussen, P., Lekule, F., Harrison, W., & Johansen, M. V. (2014). Temporal 

fluctuations in the sero-prevalence of Taenia solium cysticercosis in pigs in Mbeya Region, 

Tanzania. Parasites and Vectors, 7(574), 1-7. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071014-0574-7. 

Brennan, M. L., & Christley, R. M. (2012). Biosecurity on cattle farms: a study in north-west 

England. PloS One, 7(1), 1-8. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0028139. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2006.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2006.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-017-2362-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-017-2362-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-017-2362-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-017-2362-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-017-2362-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-017-2362-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-017-2362-7
https://doi.org/10.7120/09627286.25.4.439
https://doi.org/10.7120/09627286.25.4.439
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0938-7
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0938-7
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0938-7
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0938-7
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0938-7
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0938-7
http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0938-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-014-0574-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-014-0574-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-014-0574-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-014-0574-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-014-0574-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-014-0574-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-014-0574-7
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0028139
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0028139


102 
 

Bruno, E., Bartoloni, A., Zammarchi, L., Strohmeyer, M., Bartalesi, F., Bustos, J. A., Saul 

Santivanez, S., Garcıa, H. H., Alessandra Nicoletti, A., & the COHEMI Project Study 

Group. (2013). Epilepsy and neurocysticercosis in Latin America: A systematic review and 

meta-analysis. PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 7(10), 1-11.  

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002480.   

Bustos, J. A., Rodriguez, S., Jimenez, J. A., Jimenez, J. A., Luz, M., Moyano, Castillo, Y., Ayvar, 

V., Allan, J. C., Craig, P. S., Gonzalez, A. E., Gilman, R. h., Tsang, V. C. W., & Garcia, 

H. H., (2012). For the Cysticercosis Working Group in Peru. Clinical and Vaccine 

Immunology, 19 (4), 570-573. https://doi.org/10.1128/CVI.05428-11.  

Cai, X. P., Zheng, Y. D, Luo X. N., Jing Z. Z, Hu, M., & Lu, C. P. (2006). Immunodiagnosis of 

cysticercosis in China. Journal of Applied Research, 6(1), 69-76.  

Cai, X., Yuan, G., Zheng, Y., Luo, X., Zhang, S., Ding, J., Jing, Z., & Lu, C. (2008). Effective 

production and purification of the glycosylated TSOL18 antigen, which is protective 

against pig cysticercosis. Infection and Immunity, 76(2), 767-770. 

Calistri, P., Iannetti, S., Danzetta, M. L., Narcisi, V., Cito, F., Di Sabatino, D., Bruno, R., Sauro,  

F., Atzeni, M., Carvelli, A., & Giovannini, A. (2013). The Components of ‗One World – 

One Health ‘Approach. Transboundary and Emerging Diseases, 60(s2), 413. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12145.  

Carabin, H., Millogo, A., Ngowi, H. A., Bauer, C., Dermauw, V., Koné, A. C., Sahlu, I., Salvator, 

A. L., Preux, P. M., Somé, T.,Tarnagda, Z., Gabriël, S., Cissé, R., Ouédraogo, J. B., Cowan, 

L. D., Boncoeur-Martel, M. P., Dorny, P., & Ganaba, R. (2018). Effectiveness of a 

community-based educational programme in reducing the cumulative incidence and 

prevalence of human Taenia solium cysticercosis in Burkina Faso in 201114 (EFECAB): 

a cluster-randomised controlled trial. The Lancet Global health, 6(4), e411-e425. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X (18)30027-5. 

Carabin, H., Ndimubanzi, P. C., Budke, C. M., Nguyen, H., Qian, Y., Cowan, S., Rainwater, E., 

& Dickey, M. (2011). Clinical manifestations associated with neurocysticercosis: a 

systematic revieuw. PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 5(5), 1-13.  

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sahlu%20I%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sahlu%20I%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Salvator%20AL%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Salvator%20AL%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Preux%20PM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Preux%20PM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Som%C3%A9%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Som%C3%A9%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Tarnagda%20Z%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Tarnagda%20Z%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gabri%C3%ABl%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gabri%C3%ABl%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ciss%C3%A9%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ciss%C3%A9%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ou%C3%A9draogo%20JB%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ou%C3%A9draogo%20JB%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ou%C3%A9draogo%20JB%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Cowan%20LD%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Cowan%20LD%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Cowan%20LD%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Boncoeur-Martel%20MP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Boncoeur-Martel%20MP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Boncoeur-Martel%20MP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Boncoeur-Martel%20MP%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Dorny%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=29530423


103 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001152.  

Carabin, H., Krecek, R.C., Cowan, L.D., Michael, L., Foyaca-Sibat, H., Nash, T., & Willingham 

Iii, A.L. (2006). Estimation of the cost of Taenia solium cysticercosis in Eastern Cape 

Province, South Africa. Tropical Medicine and International Health, 11(6), 906-916.  

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3156.2006.01627.x. 

CARE International Kenya (2017). Community-Adaptation-Action-Plans-in-Embu County 

Kenya. Findings on vulnerability to climate change and community adaptation action 

planning in Iria-Itune, Kamarandi, Mutwabare and Ntharawe communities, Mbeere North 

and South, Embu, Kenya 2015-2016. 56 pp.  

Carter, N., Dewey, C., Mutua, F., de Lange, C., & Grace, D. (2013). Average daily gain of local 

pigs on rural and peri-urban smallholder farms in two districts of Western Kenya. Tropical 

Animal Health and Production, 45(7), 1533-1538.  

Cate, E. D., Florence, K. M., Mike, L., & Jared, M. W. (2011). Educating people participating in 

the pig -industry to reduce epilepsy due to Taenia solium. Novel Aspects on Epilepsy, 12, 

213-220.  

CDC. (2019). Parasites - Cysticercosis. Global diseases and threat. Centrer of Disease Control and 

Prevention. 

Chabo, R. G, Malope, P., & Babusi, B. (2000). Pig productivity: A case study for South-Eastern 

Botswana. Livestock Research for Rural Development, 12(3). 

Chauhan, R., Kumar, R., & Thakur, S. (2018). A study to assess the knowledge, attitude, and 

practices about blood donation among medical students of a medical college in North India. 

Journal of Family Medicine and Primary Care, 7(4), 693-697.   

Chaulagain, R., Sharma, B., Shrestha, S. P., & Acharya, S. (2017). Prevalence of porcine 

cysticercosis and its associated factors in Kathmandu valley, NEPAL. Journal of 

Agriculture and Forestry University, 1 (1), 153-159.  

Chawhan, P., Singh, B. B., Sharma, R., & Gill, J. P. S., (2015). Prevalence and molecular 

epidemiology of porcine cysticercosis in naturally infected pigs (Sus scrofa) in Punjab, 

India. Revue Scientifique Et Technique OIE (International Office of Epizootics), 34(3), 

953-960. http://doi.org/10.20506/rst.34.3.2408. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3156.2006.01627.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3156.2006.01627.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3156.2006.01627.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3156.2006.01627.x
http://doi.org/10.20506/rst.34.3.2408
http://doi.org/10.20506/rst.34.3.2408


104 
 

Chembensofu, M., Mwape, K. E., Van Damme, I., Hobbs, E., Phiri, I. K., Masuku, M., Van Hul, 

A., Chota, A., Speybroeck, N., Berkvens, D., Dorny, P., & Gabriël, S. (2017). Revisiting 

the detection of porcine cysticercosis based on full carcass dissections of naturally Taenia 

solium infected pigs. Parasites and Vectors, 10(572), 1-9.   

Chenais, E., Sternberg-Lewerin, S., Boqvist, S., Liu, L., LeBlanc, N., Aliro, T., Masembe, C., & 

Stahl, K. (2017). African swine fever outbreak on a medium sized farm in Uganda: 

Biosecurity breaches and within-farm virus contamination. Journal of Tropical Animal 

Health and Production, 49(2), 337-346. 

Chepkemoi, S., Lamuka, P.O., Abong, G.O., & Matofari, J. (2015). Sanitation and Hygiene Meat 

Handling Practices in Small and Medium Enterprise butcheries in Kenya -Case Study of 

Nairobi and Isiolo Counties. Internet Journal of Food Safety, 17(1), 64-74.  

Chiduwa, G., Chimonyo, M., Halimani, T. E., Chisambara, S. R., &Dzama, K. (2008). Herd 

dynamics and contribution of indigenous pigs to the livelihoods of rural farmers in a semi-

arid area of sub-saharian country. Journal of Tropical Animal Health and Production, 

40(2), 125-136. 

Clark, B., Panzone, L. A., Stewart, G. B., Kyriazakis, I., Niemi, J. K., Latvala, T., Tranter, R., 

Jones, P., & Frewer, L. J. (2019). Consumer attitudes towards production diseases in 

intensive production systems. PloS One, 14(1), 20-24. 

Code of hygienic practice for meat. (2005). CAC/RCP 58-2005. P 1-52.  

Cook, M. A., & Phuc, P. D. (2019). Review of biological and chemical health risks associated with 

pork consumption in Vietnam: Major pathogens and hazards identified in Southeast Asia. 

Journal of Food Quality, 1(1), 1-10.   

Coral-Almeida, M., Gabriël, S., Abatih, E. N., Praet, N., Benitez, W., & Dorny, P. (2015). Taenia 

solium Human Cysticercosis: A systematic review of sero-epidemiological data from 

endemic zones around the World. PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 9(7), 1-20. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003919. 

Costard, S., Porphyre, V., Messad, S., Rakotondrahanta, S., Vidon, H., Roger, F., & Pfeiffer, D. 

U. (2009). Multivariate analysis of management and biosecurity practices in smallholder 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003919
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003919
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003919


105 

 

 

 

pig farms in Madagascar. Preventive Veterinary Medicine, 92(3), 199-209. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2009.08.010. 

Coyle, C. M., & Tanowitz, H. B. (2009). Diagnosis and treatment of neurocysticercosis. 

Interdisciplinary Perspectives on Infectious Diseases, 1(1), 1-9. 

http://doi.org/10.1155/2009/180742. 

Crowther, J. R. (2001). The Elisa Guidebook. Humana Press: New York, NY, USA.  

Cruz, M., Davis, A., Dixon, H., Pawlowski, Z. S., & Proano, J. (1989). Operational studies on the 

control of Taenia solium taeniasis/cysticercosis in Ecuador. Bulletin of the World Health 

Organization, 67(4), 401-07.   

CWGESA. (2009). The cysticercosis working group in Eastern and Subsaharan Africa. 

https://www.onehealthcommission.org/en/one_health_resources/whos_who_in_one_heal

t h/cysticercosis_working_group_cwgesa/.  

Dahourou, L.D, Gbati, O.B, Millogo, A., Dicko, A., Roamba, C.R., & Pangui, L.J. (2018). 

Analysis of the knowledge, attitudes and practices of populations in four villages of the 

Boucle du Mouhoun Region (Burkina Faso) Regarding Tænia solium life cycle. Health, 

10(1), 95-106. https://doi.org/10.4236/health.2018.101008. 

Davies, P.R. (2011).  Intensive swine production and pork safety. Foodborne Pathogens Disease, 

8(2), 189-201. https://doi.org/10.1089/fpd.2010.0717. 

De Aluja, A. S., Soto, J. M., & Sciutto, E. (2012). A Programme to control taeniosis /cysticercosis 

(Taenia solium) in Mexico. Current Topics in Tropical Medicine,19, 323332. Dr. Alfonso 

Rodriguez-Morales (Ed.), ISBN: 978-953-51-0274-8. http://www.intechopen.com.  

De Aluja, A. S. (2008). Cysticercosis in the pig. Current Topic in Medicinal Chemistry, 8, 368- 

374. https://doi.org/10.2174/156802608783790794.   

De Lange, A., Mahanty, S. & Raimondo, J.V. (2019). Model systems for investigating disease 

processes in neurocysticercosis. Parasitology, 146(5), 553-562.  

Dean, A.S., Bonfoh, B., Kulo, A. E., Boukaya, G. A., Amidou, M., Hattendorf, J., Pilo, P., & 

Schelling, E. (2013). Epidemiology of brucellosis and Q Fever in linked human and animal 

populations in Northern Togo. PLoS ONE, 8(8), 1-8.   

https://doi.org/10.1016/j
https://doi.org/10.1016/j
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2009.08.010
https://doi.org/10.4236/health.2018.101008
https://doi.org/10.4236/health.2018.101008
https://doi.org/10.1089/fpd.2010.0717
https://doi.org/10.1089/fpd.2010.0717


106 
 

Deca, R., Thorpe, W. M., Lapar, L., & Kumar, A., (2007). Assam ‘s pig sub-sector: current status, 

constraints and opportunities. Project Report. ILRI, New Dehli, India. 

Deckers, N., & Dorny, P. (2010). Immunodiagnosis of Taenia Solium Taeniosis/Cysticercosis. 

Trends in Parasitolgy, 26 (3), 137-144.  

Defang, H. F., Kana, J. R., Bime, M. J, Ndebi, G., Yemele, F., Zoli, P. A., Manjeli, Y., Teguia, A., 

& Tchoumboue, J. (2014). Socioeconomic and technical characteristics of pig farming in 

the urban and peri - urban zone of Dschang - West region of Cameroon. Discourse Journal 

of Agriculture and Food Sciences, 2(1), 11-20.   

Del Brutto O. H. (2014). Neurocysticercosis. The Neurohospitalist, 4(4), 205-212.   

Del Brutto, O. H., Rajshekhar, V., White, A. C. Jr., Tsang, V. C., Nash, T. E.,Takayanagui, O. M., 

Schantz, P. M., Evans, C. A., Flisser, A., Correa, D., Botero, D., Allan, J. C., Sarti, E, 

Gonzalez, A. E., Gilman, R. H., & García, H. H.(2001). Proposed diagnostic criteria for 

neurocysticercosis. Neurology, 57(2), 177-183.  

Delgado, C. L., (2003). Rising consumption of meat and milk in developing countries has created 

a new food revolution. The Journal of Nutrition, 133, 3907S-3910S. 

Delsart, M., Pol, F., Dufour, B., Rose, N., & Fablet, C. (2020). Pig farming in alternative systems: 

Strengths and challenges in terms of animal welfare, biosecurity, animal health and pork 

safety. Agriculture, 10(7), 1-34. https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture10070261. 

Dermauw, V., Dorny, P., Braae, U. C., Devleesschauwer, B., Robertson, L. J., Saratsis, A., & 

Thomas, L. F. (2018). Epidemiology of Taenia saginata taeniosis/cysticercosis: A 

systematic review of the distribution in southern and eastern Africa. Parasites and Vectors, 

11(578). https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s13071-018-3163-3. 

Dermauw, V., Ganaba, R., Cissé, A., Ouedraogo, B., Millogo, A., Tarnagda, Z., Van Hul, A., 

Gabriel, S., Carabin H., & Dorny, P., (2016). Taenia hydatigena in pigs in Burkina Faso:  

A cross-sectional abattoir study. Veterinary Parasitology, 230(1), 9-13. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2016.10.022. 

Devleesschauwer, B., Ale, A., Torgerson, P., Praet, N., Maertens de Noordhout, C., Pandey, B. D., 

Pun, S. B., Lake, R., Vercruyse, J., Joshi, D. D., Havelaar, A. H., Duchateau, L., Dorny, P., 

& Speybroeck, N. (2014). The burden of parasitic zoonoses in Nepal: A systematic review. 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Del%20Brutto%20OH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Del%20Brutto%20OH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Rajshekhar%20V%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Rajshekhar%20V%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=White%20AC%20Jr%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=White%20AC%20Jr%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Tsang%20VC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Tsang%20VC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Nash%20TE%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Nash%20TE%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Takayanagui%20OM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Takayanagui%20OM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Takayanagui%20OM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Schantz%20PM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Schantz%20PM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Evans%20CA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Evans%20CA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Flisser%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Flisser%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Correa%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Correa%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Botero%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Botero%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Allan%20JC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Allan%20JC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sarti%20E%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sarti%20E%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sarti%20E%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gonzalez%20AE%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gonzalez%20AE%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gilman%20RH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gilman%20RH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gilman%20RH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Garc%C3%ADa%20HH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Garc%C3%ADa%20HH%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=11480424
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s13071-018-3163-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s13071-018-3163-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s13071-018-3163-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s13071-018-3163-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s13071-018-3163-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s13071-018-3163-3
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1186/s13071-018-3163-3


107 

 

 

 

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 8(1), 1-13. 

http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002634.  

Dewey, C. E., Wohlegemut, J. M., Levy, M., & Mutua, F.K. (2011). The impact of political crisis 

on smallholder pig farmers in Western Kenya, 2006-2008*. Journal of Modern African 

Studies, 49(3), 455-73. © Cambridge University Press.   

http://doi.org/10. 1017/S0022278X1 1000280. 

Di Wu, & Da-Wen Sun. (2013). Advanced applications of hyperspectral imaging technology for 

food quality and safety analysis and assessment: A review - Part II: Applications. 

Innovation Food Science and Emerging Technologies, 19 (1), 15-28. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ifset.2013.04.016. 

Dietze, K. (2011). Pigs for Prosperity. FAO Diversification booklet number 15. ISBN 978-92-

5107068-0. FAO, Rome, Italy.  

Dixon, M. A., Braae, U. C., Winskill, P., Devleesschauwer, B., Trevisan, C., Van Damme, I., 

Walker, M., Hamley, J., Ramiandrasoa, S. N., Schmidt, V., Gabriël, S., Harrison, W., & 

Basáñez, M. G. (2020). Modelling for Taenia solium control strategies beyond 2020. 

Bulletin of the World Health Organization, 98(3), 198-205. 

https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.19.238485. 

Donadeu, M., Fahrion, A. S., Olliaro, P. L., & Abela-Ridder, B. (2017). Target product profiles 

for the diagnosis of Taenia solium taeniasis, neurocysticercosis and porcine cysticercosis. 

PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 11(9), 1-18. 

http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0005875.  

Donadeu, M., Lightowlers, M. W., Fahrion, A. S., Kessels, J., & Abela-Ridder, B. (2016). Taenia 

solium: WHO endemicity map update. Weekly Epidemiological Record, 91(49- 50), 595-

9. pmid:27966846.  

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), 1-17.  

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

https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.19.238485
https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.19.238485
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0006989


108 
 

Dorny, P., Phiri, I. K., Vercruysse, J., Gabriel, S., Willingham, A. L., Brandt, J., Victor, B., 

Speybroeck, N., & Berkvens, D. (2004). A Bayesian approach for estimating values for 

prevalence and diagnostic test characteristics of porcine cysticercosis. International 

Journal of Parasitology, 34(5), 569-576.  

Edia-Asuke, A. U., Inabo, H. I., Umoh, V. J., Whong, C. M., Asuke, S., & Edeh, R. E. (2014). 

Assessment of sanitary conditions of unregistered pig slaughter slabs and post mortem 

examination of pigs for Taenia solium metacestodes in Kaduna metropolis, Nigeria. 

Infectious Diseases of Poverty, 3(45), 1-7. http://doi.org/10.1186/2049-9957-3-45.  

Efrem, G., Getachew, A., Mengistu, U., & Yoseph, M. (2017). Husbandry Practices, Farmers 

‘Perception and constraints of pig farming in Bishoftu and Holeta Areas, Central Ethiopia. 

East African Journal of Veterinary and Animal Sciences, 1(1), 31-40.  

Ejeh, E. F., Raji, M. A., Bello, M., Lawan, F. A., Francis, M. I., Kudi, A. C., & Cadmus, S. I. B. 

(2014). Prevalence and direct economic losses from bovine tuberculosis in Makurdi, 

Nigeria. Veterinary Medicine International, 1(1), 1-6.  

http://doi.org/10.1155/2014/904861. 

Emilio, C., Acevedo-Nieto, Pinto, P. S. A., Silva, L. F., Guimarães-Peixoto, R. P. M., Santos, T. 

O., Ducas, C. T. S., & Bevilacqua, P. D. (2017). Prevalence and risk factors for porcine 

cysticercosis in rural communities of Eastern Minas Gerais, Brazil. Pesquisa Veterinária 

Brasileira, 37(9), 905-910. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-736X2017000900001.  

Eom, K. S., Chai, J. Y., Yong, T. S., Min, D. Y. Rim, H. J., Kihamia, C., & Jeon, H. K (2011). 

Morphologic and genetic identification of Taenia tapeworms in Tanzania and DNA 

genotyping of Taenia solium. The Korean Journal of Parasitology, 49(4), 399-403. 

https://doi.org/10.3347/kjp.2011.49.4.399. 

Ertel, R. L., Braae, U. C., Ngowi, H. A., & Johansen, M. V. (2017). Assessment of a computerbased 

Taenia solium health education tool - The Viscious worm ‘on knowledge uptake among 

professionals and their attitudes towards the program. Acta Tropica, 165(1), 240-245. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2015.10.022. Eurostat. (2018).   

http://doi.org/10.1155/2014/904861
http://doi.org/10.1155/2014/904861
https://doi.org/10.3347/kjp.2011.49.4.399
https://doi.org/10.3347/kjp.2011.49.4.399


109 

 

 

 

Eshitera, E. E., Githigia, S. M., Kitala, P., Thomas, L. F., Fèvre, E. M., Harrison, L. J. S., Mwihia, 

E. W., Otieno, R. O., Ojiambo, F., & Maingi, N. (2012). Prevalence of porcine 

cysticercosis and associated risk factors in Homa Bay District, Kenya. BMC Journal of 

Veterinary Research, 8(234), 1-6. https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-8-234.  

Eurostat data : Agriculture 2018. Available from:http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/data/database.Last 

visited 20 March 2020. 

Fahrion, A. S., Jamir, L., Richa, K., Begum, S., Rutsa, V., Ao, S., Padmakumar, V. P., Deka, R. 

P., & Grace, D. (2014). Food-safety hazards in the pork chain in Nagaland, North East 

India: implications for human health. International Journal of Environmental Research and 

Public Health, 11(1), 403-417. https://doi:10.3390/ijerph110100403.  

Faleke, O. O., & Ogundipe, G. A. T. (2004). Taenia saginata cysticercosis in Oyo State, Nigeria. 

Tropical Veterinarian, 22(3), 113-117 https://doi:10.4314/tv.v22i3.4562. 

Falzon, L.  C., Alumusa, L., Amanya, F., Kang ‘ethe, E., Kariuki, S., Momanyi, K., Muinde, P., 

Murungi, M. K., Njoroge, S. M., Ogendo, A., Ogola, J., Rushton, J., Woolhouse, M.E.J., 

& Fevre E. M. (2019). One Health in Action: Operational aspects of an integrated 

surveillance system for zoonoses in Western Kenya. Frontiers in Veterinary Science, 

6(252), 1-13. https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2019.00252.  

FAO. (2020). Meat and meat products. 

FAO. (2019). Animal Production and health.http://www.fao.org/animal-health/en/. 

FAO. (Food and Agriculture Organization) (2019). Food safety. 

FAO. (2019). Animal Production. FAO ‘s Role in Animal Production. [(Accessed on 27 December 

2019)]; Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, 2019. Available 

online:http://www.fao.org/animal-production/en/. 

FAO. (2014). FAOSTATS. Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, Rome, Italy. 

FAO. (2012). Invisible Guardians - Women manage livestock diversity. FAO Animal Production 

and Health Paper No. 174. Rome, Italy.  

FAO. (2012). Pig Sector in Kenya.FAO Animal Production and Health Livestock Country 

Reviews. No. 3. Rome. Available from: www.fao.org [2012-02-00].  

http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/data/database
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/data/database
https://doi.org/10.4314/tv.v22i3.4562
http://www.fao.org/animal-health/en/
http://www.fao.org/animal-health/en/
http://www.fao.org/animal-health/en/
http://www.fao.org/animal-health/en/
http://www.fao.org/animal-production/en/
http://www.fao.org/animal-production/en/
http://www.fao.org/animal-production/en/
http://www.fao.org/animal-production/en/


110 
 

FAO. (2011). Avalue chain approach to animal diseases risk management – Technical foundations 

and practical framework for field application. Animal Production and Health Guidelines.1st 

ed. Rome, Italy, FAO. 

FAO. (2011). The State of Food and Agriculture. Women in Agriculture: Closing the Gender Gap 

for Development. Rome, Italy: FAO.   

FAO/OIE/World Bank (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations/World 

Organisation for Animal Health/World Bank), (2011). Good practices for biosecurity in the 

pig sector. FAO Animal Production and Health Paper 169, 1-92, Rome.ISSN 0254-6019. 

FAO. (2008). Biosecurity for highly pathogenic avian influenza: Issues and options. Rome, Italy.  

http://www.fao.org/3/a-i0359e.pdf).   

FAO/WHO [Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations/World Health 

Organization]. (2014). Multicriteria-based ranking for risk management of food-borne 

parasites. Microbiological Risk Assessment Series No. 23. Rome. 302pp. Rome, Italy. 

FAO/WHO. (2004). Bangkok, Thailand: Regional Office for Africa. Developing and maintaining 

food safety control systems for Africa current status and prospects for change, Second 

FAO/WHO Global Forum of Food Safety Regulators. Bangkok, Thailand: Regional Office 

for Africa; 2004. pp. 12-14.  

Fernandes, J., Blache, D., Maloney, S. K., Martin, G. B., Venusm B., Walker, F. R., Head, B., & 

Tilbrook, A. (2019). Addressing animal welfare through collaborative stakeholder 

networks. Agriculture, 9(132), 1-14. https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture9060132.   

Floury, A., Sciutto, E., Aluja, A., Larralde, C., Agudelo, S., Garcia, G.M., Fandi o, J., Guerra, R., 

Nunes, C., Carvalho de Arag o, S., Sato, M., Abraham, R., Carpio, A., Santillan, F., 

Milagros Cortez A.M, Rojas, G., Ferrer, E, Cruz Manuel Aguilar, C.M., Dur n, J.C., Garate, 

T., & Parkhouse, R.M.E. (2013). Control of Taenia Solium transmission of taeniosis and 

cysticercosis in endemic Countries: The roles of continental networks of specialists and of 

local health authorities, novel aspects on cysticercosis and neurocysticercosis, Humberto 

Foyaca Sibat, IntechOpen. Journal of Veterinary Research 5(11), 93-112. 

http://doi.org/10.5772/51286.  

http://www.fao.org/3/a-i0359e.pdf
http://www.fao.org/3/a-i0359e.pdf
http://www.fao.org/3/a-i0359e.pdf
http://www.fao.org/3/a-i0359e.pdf


111 

 

 

 

Flisser A., & Lightowlers, M. W. (2001). Vaccination against Taenia solium Cysticercosis.Short 

communication. Memórias do Instituto Oswaldo Cruz, 96(3), 353-356, Rio de Janeiro.    

Flisser, A., Craig, P. S., &Ito, A. (2011). Palmer SR, Lord Soulsby, Torgerson PR, Brown DWG, 

editor. Cysticercosis and taeniosis: Taenia solium, Taenia saginata and Taenia asiatica; 

pp. 625-642. https://doi.org/10.1093/med/9780198570028.003.0058.  

Flisser, A., & Gyorkos, T. (2007). Contribution of immunodiagnostic tests to 

epidemiological/intervention studies of cysticercosis/taeniosis in Mexico. Journal of 

Parasite Immunology, 29(12), 637-649. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-

3024.2007.00981.x. 

Flisser, A., Gauci, C. G., Zoli, A., Martinez-Ocaña, J., Garza-Rodriguez, A., DominguezAlpizar, 

J. L., Maravilla, P., Rodriguez-Canul, R., Avila, G., Aguilar-Vega, L., Kyngdon, C., Geerts, 

S., & Lightowlers, M. W. (2004). Induction of protection against porcine cysticercosis by 

vaccination with recombinant oncosphere antigens. Infection and Immunity, 72(9), 5292-

5297. https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.72.9.5292-5297.2004.  

Flisser, A., Sarti, E., Lightowlers, M., & Schantz, P. (2003). Neurocysticercosis: regional status, 

epidemiology, impact and control measures in the Americas. Acta Tropica, 87, 43-51.  

Fogang, Y. F., Savadogo, A. A., Camara, M., Toffa, D. H., Basse, A., Sow, A. D., & Ndiaye M.  

M. (2015). Managing neurocysticercosis: Challenges and solutions. International Journal 

of General Medicine, 8, 333-344. https://doi.org/10.2147/IJGM.S73249.  

Foyaca-Sibat, H., Cowan, L. D., Carabin, H., Targonska, I., Anwary, M. A, Serrano-Ocaña, G., 

Krecek, R. C., & Willingham III, A. L. (2009). Accuracy of serological testing for the 

diagnosis of prevalent neurocysticercosis in outpatients with epilepsy, Eastern Cape 

Province, South Africa. PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 3(12), 1-7.  

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0000562. 

Frampton, E. R. (2010). Biosafety in the broader context of biosecurity. Principles and concepts 

of biosecurity. The FAO international technical conference on agricultural biotechnologies 

in developing countries: Options and opportunities in crops, forestry, livestock, fisheries 

and agro-industry to face the challenges of food insecurity and climate change.   

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0000562
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0000562


112 
 

Fredriksson-Ahomaa, (2014). Risk  Based Meat Inspection, 1st edition. Wiley-Blackwell; 728 

pages. ISBN-13: 978-1118525869.  

Fretin, D., Mori, M., Czaplicki, G., Quinet, C., Maquet, B., Godfroid, J., & Saegerman, C., (2013). 

Unexpected Brucella suis biovar 2 infection in a dairy cow, Belgium. Emerging Infectious 

Diseases, 19(12), 2053-2054. https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1912.130506. 

from:http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/data/database. 

Gabriël, S., Mwape, K. E., Phiri, I. K., Devleesschauwer, B., & Dorny, P. (2018). Taenia solium 

control in Zambia: The potholed road to success. Parasite Epidemiology and Control, 4(1), 

1-11. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.parepi.2018.e00082. 

Gabriël, S., Dorny, P., Mwape, E. K., Trevisan, C., Braae, U. C., Magnussen, P., Thys, S., Bulaya, 

C., Phiri, I. K., Sikasunge, C., Makungu, C., Afonso, S., Nicolau, Q., & Johansen, M. V. 

(2017). Control of Taenia solium taeniasis/cysticercosis: The best way forward for sub-

Saharan Africa? Acta Tropica, 165(1), 252-260.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2016.04.010. 

Gabriël, S., Johansen, M. V., Pozio, E., Smit, G. S., Devleesschauwer, B., Allepuz, A., 

Papadopoulos, E., van der Giessen, J., & Dorny, P. (2015). Human migration and pig/pork 

import in the European Union: What are the implications for Taenia solium infections? 

Journal of Veterinary Parasitology, 213[1-2], 38-45. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2015.03.006. 

Galiè, A., Teufel, N., Korir, L., Baltenweck, I., & Webb Girard, A. (2019). The women ‘s 

empowerment in livestock index. Social Indicators Research, 142(1), 799-825. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-018-1934-z. 

GALVmed. (2017).   Protecting livestock, improving human lives. WHO. 

Ganaba, R., Praet, N., Carabin, H., Millogo, A., Tarnagda, Z., Dorny, P., Hounton S., Sow 

A.,NitiémaP., & Cowan, L. D. (2011). Factors associated with the prevalence of circulating 

antigens to porcine cysticercosis in three villages of Burkina Faso. PLoS Neglected 

Tropical Diseases, 5(1), 1-7. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0000927.   

Garcia, H. H., Gonzalez, A. E., Tsang, V. C., O'Neal, S. E., Llanos-Zavalaga, F., Gonzalvez, G., 

Romero, J., Rodriguez, S., Moyano, L. M., Ayvar, V., Diaz, A., Hightower, A., Craig, P.  

https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1912.130506
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1912.130506
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/data/database
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/data/database
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.parepi.2018.e00082
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.parepi.2018.e00082
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2016.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2016.04.010
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.1016%2Fj.vetpar.2015.03.006
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.1016%2Fj.vetpar.2015.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-018-1934-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-018-1934-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-018-1934-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-018-1934-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-018-1934-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-018-1934-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-018-1934-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-018-1934-z
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Hounton%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21245913
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Niti%26%23x000e9%3Bma%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21245913
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Niti%26%23x000e9%3Bma%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=21245913


113 

 

 

 

S., Lightowlers, M. W., Gauci, C. G., Leontsini, E., Gilman, R. H., &Cysticercosis 

Working Group in Peru (2016). Elimination of Taenia solium Transmission in Northern 

Peru. The New England Journal of Medicine, 374(24), 2335-2344.  

https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1515520.  

Garcia, H. H, Nash, T. E., & Del Brutto, O. H. (2014). Clinical symptoms, diagnosis, and treatment 

of neurocysticercosis. Lancet Neurology, 13 (12), 1202-1215. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(14)70094-8.  

Garcia, H. H., Gonzalez, A. E., Del Brutto, O. H., Tsang, V. C., Llanos-Zavalaga, F., Gonzalvez, 

G., Romero, J., & Gilman, R. H. (2007). Strategies for the elimination of 

taeniasis/cysticercosis. Journal of Neurology Science; 262, 153–157.  

Garcia, H. H., Gonzalez, A. E., Gilman, R. H., moulton, L. H., Verastegui, M., rodriguez, S., 

gavidia, C., tsang, V. C., & PERU, C. W. G. I. (2006). Combined human and porcine mass 

chemotherapy for the control of T. solium. American Journal of Tropical Medicine and 

Hygiene, 74, 850-5. 

Gavidia, C. M., Verastegui, M. R., Garcia, H. H., Lopez-Urbina, T., Tsang, V. C., Pan, W., Gilman, 

R. H., Gonzalez, A. E., & Cysticercosis Working Group in Peru (2013). Relationship 

between serum antibodies and Taenia solium larvae burden in pigs raised in field 

conditions. Plos Neglected Tropical Diseases, 7(5), 1-8.  

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002192. 

Gayatri, K., & Poudel, S. (2017). Factors associated with meat safety knowledge and practices 

among butchers of Ratnanagar Municipality, Chitwan, Nepal: A cross-sectional Study.  

Asia Pacific Journal of Public Health, 29(8), 683-691.  

https://doi.org/10.1177/1010539517743850. 

Ghimire, L., Dhakal, S., Pandeya, Y., Chaulagain, S., Mahato, B., Satyal, R., & Singh, D. (2013). 

Assessment of pork handlers ‘knowledge and hygienic status of pig meat shops of Chitwan 

district focusing campylobacteriosis risk factors. International Journal of Infection and 

Microbiology, 2(1), 17-21. https://doi.org/10.3126/ijim.v2i1.8004.  

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002192
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002192
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/1010539517743850
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/1010539517743850
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/1010539517743850
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1010539517743850
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1010539517743850


114 
 

Gilman, R. H., Gonzalez, A. E., Llanos-Zavalaga, F., Tsang, V. C., Garcia, H. H., & Cysticercosis 

Working Group in Peru (2012). Prevention and control of Taenia solium 

taeniasis/cysticercosis in Peru.  Pathogens and Global Health, 106(5), 312-318.  

https://doi.org/10.1179/2047773212Y.0000000045. 

Githigia, S., Murekefu, A., &Otieno, R. (2007).  Prevalence of porcine cysticercosis and risk 

factors for Taenia solium taeniosis in Funyula Division of Busia District, Kenya. Kenya 

Veterinarian, 29(1), 37-39.  

Gizaw, Z. (2019).  Public health risks related to food safety issues in the food market: a systematic 

literature review. Environmental Health and Preventive Medicine, 24(68), 1- 

21. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12199-019-0825-5. 

Gomez-Puerta, L., Vargas-Calla, A., Castillo, Y., Lopez-Urbina, M. T., Dorny, P., Garcia, H. H., 

E. Gonzalez, A. E., O ‘Neal, S. E., & the Cysticercosis Working Group in Peru, (2019). 

Evaluation of cross-reactivity to Taenia hydatigena and Echinococcus granulosus in the 

enzyme-linked immunoelectrotransfer blot assay for the diagnosis of porcine cysticercosis. 

Parasites and Vectors, 12(57), 1-7. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-018-3279-5.  

Gonzales, I., Rivera, J. T., & Garcia, H. H. (2016). Pathogenesis of Taenia solium taeniasis and 

cysticercosis. Parasite Immunology, 38(3), 136-146. https://doi:10.1111/pim.12307. 

Gonzalez, A. E., Garcia, H. H., Gilman, R. H., Moulton, L. H., Verastegui, M., Rodriguez, S., 

Gavidia, C., Tsang, V. C., & Cysticercosis Working Group in Peru. (2006). Combined 

human and porcine mass chemotherapy for the control of T. solium. The American Journal 

of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene, 74(5), 850-855. 

https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.2006.74.850. 

Gonzalez, A. E., Garcia, H. H., Gilman, R. H., & Tsang, V. C. W. (2003). Cysticercosis Working 

Group in Peru. Control of Taenia solium. Acta Tropica, 87(1), 103-109. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-706X (03)00025-1. 

 Goussanou, J. S. E., Kpodekon, M. T., Youssao, A. K. I., Farougou, S., & Korsak, N. (2014). 

Epidemiological tools for effective surveillance of porcine cysticercosis in Africa, 

Veterinary World, 7(3), 125-134. https://doi.org/10.14202/vetworld.2014.125-134. 

https://dx.doi.org/10.1179%2F2047773212Y.0000000045
https://dx.doi.org/10.1179%2F2047773212Y.0000000045
https://doi.org/10.1111/pim.12307
https://doi.org/10.1111/pim.12307
https://www.ajtmh.org/content/journals/14761645
https://www.ajtmh.org/content/journals/14761645
https://www.ajtmh.org/content/journals/14761645
https://www.ajtmh.org/content/journals/14761645
https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.2006.74.850
https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.2006.74.850


115 

 

 

 

Goussanou, J. S. E., Kpodekon, M. T., Saegerman, C., Gabriël, S., Dorny, P., & Korsak, N., (2013). 

Spatial distribution and risks factors of porcine cysticercosis in southern Benin based meat 

inspection records. International Research Journal of Microbiology, 4(8), 188-196. 

https://doi.org/10.14303/irjm.2013.043. 

Gracey J. F. (1986). Parasitic diseases: Meat hygiene (8th edition). Tindall, UK: English Language 

Book Society, Bailliere, p. 391-3.   

Greiner, M., & Gardner, I. A. (2000). Epidemiologic issues in the validation of veterinary 

diagnostic tests, Preventive Veterinary Medicine, 45(1-2), 3-22. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s01675877(00)00114-8. 

Grigg, D. (1995). The pattern of world protein consumption. Geoforum, 26(1), 1-17. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/0016-7185(94)00020-8.   

Gunn, G. J., Heffernan, C., Hall, M., McLeod, A., & Hovi, M. (2008). Measuring and comparing 

constraints to improved biosecurity amongst GB farmers, veterinarians and the auxiliary 

industries. Preventive Veterinary Medicine, 84(3-4), 310-23. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2007.12.003.   

Guyatt, H. L., & Fèvre, E. M. (2016). Lingual palpation for porcine cysticercosis: a rapid 

epidemiological tool for estimating prevalence and community risk in Africa. Tropical 

Medicine and International Health, 21(10), 1319-1323. http://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12760. 

Gweba. M., Faleke, O. O., Junaidu, A., Fayibi, J. P., & Fajinmi, A. O. (2010). Some risk factors 

for Taenia Solium cysticercosis in semi-intensively raised pigs in Zuru, Nigeria. 

Veterinaria Italiana, 46(1), 57-67.  

Haileselassie, M., Taddele, H., Adhana, K., & Kalayou, S. (2013). Food safety knowledge and 

practices of abattoir and butchery shops and the microbial profile of meat in Mekelle City, 

Ethiopia. Asian Pacific Journal of Tropical Biomedicine, 3(5), 407-412. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S2221-1691(13)60085-4.  

Halimani, T. E., Muchadeyi, F. C., Chimonyo, M., & Dzama, K. (2012). Some insights into the 

phenotypic and genetic diversity of indigenous pigs in Southern Africa. South African 

Journal of Animal Science, 42(5), 507-510.  http://doi.org/10.4314/sajas.v42i5.13. 

https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.14303%2Firjm.2013.043
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.14303%2Firjm.2013.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-5877(00)00114-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-5877(00)00114-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-5877(00)00114-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-5877(00)00114-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-5877(00)00114-8
http://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12760
http://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12760
http://doi.org/10.4314/sajas.v42i5.13
http://doi.org/10.4314/sajas.v42i5.13


116 
 

Havelaar, A. H., Kirk, M. D., Torgerson, P. R, Gibb, H. J, Hald, T, Lake, R. J, Praet, N., Bellinger, 

D. C., de Silva, N. R., Gargouri, N., Speybroeck, N., Cawthorne, A., Mathers, C., Stein, 

C., Angulo, F.J., & Devleesschauwer, B. (2015). World Health Organization Global 

Estimates and Regional Comparisons of the Burden of Foodborne Disease in 2010. PLoS 

Medicine, 12(12), 1-23. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001923. 

Herenda, D., Chambers, P. G., Ettriqui, A., Seneviratna, P., & da Silva, P. (2000). Manual on meat 

inspection for developing countries. FAO Animal production and health, paper 119, Rome. 

ISBN 92-5-103304-8. 

Hidalgo, R. I. R. (2007). The epidemology of Taenia spp. and cysticercosis in Ecuador, Ph. D 

Thesis, Universiteit Gent, Belgium. 

Hitziger, M., Esposito, R., Canali, M., Aragrande, M., Häsler, B., & Rüegg, S. R. (2018). 

Knowledge integration in One Health policy formulation, implementation and evaluation. 

Bulletin of World Health Organization, 96(3), 211-218. 

https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.17.202705. 

Hobbs, E. C., Mwape, K. E., Devleesschauwer, B., Van Damme, I., Krit, M., Berkvens, D., Zulu,  

G., Mambwe, M., Chembensofu, M., Trevisan, C., Baauw, J., Phiri, I. K., Speybroeck, N., 

Ketzis, J., Dorny, P., Willingham, A. L., & Gabrie, S. (2019). Effects of The Vicious Worm 

‘educational tool on Taenia solium knowledge retention in Zambian primary school 

students after one year. PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 13(5), 1-15. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007336. 

Huynh, T. T. T., Aarnink, A. J. A., Drucker, A., &Verstegen, M. W. A. (2006). Pig production in 

Cambodia, Laos, Philippines, and Vietnam: A review, Asian Journal of Agriculture and 

Development, 3(1-2), 69-90.  

Idika, I. K., Njoga, U. J., Ezeh, I. O., Iheagwam, C. N., Ezenduka, E. V., Njoga, E., & Onah, D. N. 

(2017). Re-evaluation of porcine cysticercosis in Nsukka area of Enugu State, Nigeria. 

Asian Pacific Journal Tropical Disease, 7(1), 519-522. 

https://doi.org/10.12980/APJTD.7.2017D7-7.   

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001923
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001923
https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.17.202705
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007336
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0007336


117 

 

 

 

Ikwap, K., Jacobson, M., Lundeheim, N., Owiny, D. O., Nasinyama, G. W., Fellstrom, C., & 

Erume, J. (2014): Characterization of pig production in Gulu and Soroti districts in northern 

and eastern Uganda. Livestock Research for Rural Development.26(74). 

http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd26/4/ikwa26074.htm.  

ILRI. (2002). Investing in animal health research to alleviate poverty. Nairobi, Kenya. 

International Livestock Research Institute. Pp 17-22, available at 

[http://www.ilri.org/Infoserv/webpub/Fulldocs/InvestAnim/index.htm], web site visited on 

2 July 2008.  

INFOSAN (International Food Safety Authorities Network). (2010). Biosecurity: an integrated 

approach to manage risk to human, animal and plant life and health.  

Inpankaew, T., Murrell, K. D., Pinyopanuwat, N., Chhoun, C., Khov. K., Sem, T.,S orn, S., Muth, 

S., & Dalsgaard, A.(2015). A survey for potentially zoonotic gastrointestinal parasites of 

dogs and pigs in Cambodia. Acta Parasitology, 60(4), 601-604. https://doi.org/10.1515/ap-

2015-0083.  

Iweka, R. P., & Ikeh, E. (2009). Seroprevalence of cysticercosis and intestinal parasitism in pigs 

in Jos Metropolis. Journal of Animal and Veterinary Advances, 8(5), 83-887. 

http://medwelljournals.com/abstract/?https://doi=javaa.2009.883.887. 

Iyai, D. A. (2011). Characteristic of the three pigkeeping systems on performances of smallholding 

pig Farmers at Manokwari, West Papua. Indonesia Journal of Animal Science, 13(2), 83-

91. https://doi.org/10.25077/jpi.13.2.83.91.  

Jacobson J. (2010). Neglected and other infectious diseases. Paper presented at NTD Network 

Meeting; Atlanta, GA.   

Jaffee, S., Henson. S., Unnevehr. L., Grace, D., & Cassou, E. (2019). The Safe Food 

Imperative.Accelerating Progress in Low- and Middle-income countries. The World Bank 

Group, Washington. http://doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1345-0. 

James, G., Witten, D., Hastie, T., & Tibshirani, R. (2013). An Introduction to Statistical Learning: 

with Applications in R, Springer Texts in Statistics 103, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-

14614-7138-7 3, © Springer Science+Business Media New York. 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Inpankaew%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Inpankaew%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Murrell%20KD%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Murrell%20KD%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Pinyopanuwat%20N%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Pinyopanuwat%20N%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chhoun%20C%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chhoun%20C%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Khov%20K%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Khov%20K%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sem%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sem%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sorn%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sorn%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sorn%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Muth%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Muth%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Dalsgaard%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Dalsgaard%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=26408577
http://medwelljournals.com/abstract/?https://doi=javaa.2009.883.887
http://medwelljournals.com/abstract/?https://doi=javaa.2009.883.887
http://doi.org/10.1596/978
http://doi.org/10.1596/978
http://dx.doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1345-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1345-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1345-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1345-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1345-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1345-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1345-0


118 
 

Jayashi, C. M., Arroyo, G., Lightowlers, M. W., García, H. H., Rodríguez, S., &Gonzalez, A. E. 

(2012). Seroprevalence and Risk Factors for Taenia solium Cysticercosis in Rural Pigs of 

Northern Peru. PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 6(7), 1-5. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001733.  

Jeon, H. K., Chai, J. Y., Kong, Y., Waikagul, J., Insisiengmay, B., Rim, H. J., & Eom, K. S. (2009). 

Differential diagnosis of Taenia asiatica using multiplex PCR. Experimental Parasitology, 

121(2), 151-156. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exppara.2008.10.014.  

Johansen, M. V., Trevisan, C., Gabriël, S., Magnussen, P., & Braae, U. C. (2017). Are we ready 

for Taenia solium cysticercosis elimination in sub-Saharan Africa? Parasitology, 144(1), 

59-64. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0031182016000500.  

Johansen, M., Trevisan, C., Braae, U., Magnussen, Ertel, R. P., Mejer, H., & Saarnak, C. F. (2014). 

The Vicious Worm: a computer-based Taenia solium education tool. Trends Parasitology, 

30(8), 372-374. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pt.2014.06.003.   

Kagira, J. M., Kanyari, N., Maingi, N., Githigia, S. M., Ng ‘ang ‘a, J. C., & Karuga, J. W. (2010). 

Characteristics of the smallholder free range pig production system in Western Kenya. 

Tropical Animal Health Production, 42(5), 865–873.  

Kagira, J. M., Maingi, N., Kanyari, P. W. N., Githigia, S. M., Ng'ang'a, J. C., & Gachohi, J. M. 

(2009). Characteristics of pig trade in low income settings in Busia District, Kenya. 

Tanzania Veterinary Journal, 27(1), 27-35. 

Kagira, J. M., Maingi, N., Kanyari, P. W. N., Githigia, S. M. Ng ‘ang ‘a, J. C., & Gachohi, J. M. 

(2010). Seroprevalence of Cysticercus cellulosae and associated risk factors in freerange 

pigs in Kenya. Journal of Helminthology, 84, 398-403.    

Kakoty, K., Hussain, P., Islam, S., Hazarika, R. A., Mahato, G., & Kalita, M. K. (2017). Detection 

of Cysticercus cellulosae in slaughtered pigs through meat inspection and confirmation by 

PCR assay. Journal of Entomology and Zoology Studies, 5(4), 1420-1423.  

Karamon, J., Sroka, J., Cencek, T., Różycki, M., Chmurzyńska, E., Bilska-Zając, E., Zdybel, J., 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Mejer%20H%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25017127
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Mejer%20H%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25017127
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Saarnak%20CF%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25017127
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Saarnak%20CF%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=25017127


119 

 

 

 

Nowak, P., Kędzierska, J., & Dębiak, P. (2013). Optimisation and comparison of three 

PCR procedures for molecular identification of Taenia solium. Bulletin of the Veterinary 

Institute in Pulawy, 57(4), 507-512. https://doi.org/10.2478/bvip-2013-0088. 

Karimuribo, E. D., Chenyambuga, S. W., Makene, V. W., & Mathias, S. (2011): Characteristics 

and production constraints of rural-based small-scale pig farming in Iringa region, 

Tanzania. Livestock Research for Rural Development, 23(172).  

http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd23/8/Kari23172.htm. 

Kariuki, S., Onsare, R., Mwituria, J., Ng ‘etich, R., Nafula, C., Karimi, K., Karimi, P., Njeruh, F., 

Irungu, P., & Mitema, E. (2013). Improving food safety in meat value chains in Kenya. 

Kavishe, M. D. B., Mkupasi, E. M., Komba, E. V. G., & Ngowi, H. A. (2017). Prevalence and risk 

factors associated with porcine cysticercosis transmission in Babati district, Tanzania. 

Livestock Research for Rural Development, 29(1). September 26, 2017. 

Kenneth, J. R., (2012). Epidemiology: An Introduction. p. 53. ISBN 978-0-19-975455-7. In: Food 

Protection Trends, 1(1), 172-179. FAO/WHO Project Report. 

KNBS (2019). Kenyan livestock sector to grow exponentially ‘, Kenya National Bureau of 

Statistics Economic survey. Kenya National Bureau of Statistics, Nairobie, Kenya 

KNBS (2019). (Kenya Population and Housing Census: Volume I. Population by County and Sub-

County. Kenya National Bureau of Statistics, Nairobi, Kenya. 

KNA. (2018). Pig disease a threat to pork consumers. 

KNBS (2012). Final report of the IEBC as ratified in the National Assembly Constituencies and 

County Assembly wards Order, National Bureau of Statistics, Nairobie, Kenya.  

KNBS (2009). (National Population and Housing Census, Kenya National Bureau of Statistics, 

Nairobi, Kenya. Released on 31st August 2010. 

Khaing, T. A., Bawm, S. S., Wai, H. Y., & Htun, L. L. (2015). Epidemiological Survey on Porcine 

Cysticercosis in Nay Pyi Taw Area, Myanmar. Journal of Veterinary Medicine, 1(1), 1-5. 

http://doi.org/10.1155/2015/340828. 

Khanal, G., & Poudel, S. (2017). Factors associated with meat safety knowledge and practices 

among butchers of Ratnanagar Municipality, Chitwan, Nepal: A cross-sectional study. Asia 

https://doi.org/10.2478/bvip-2013-0088
https://doi.org/10.2478/bvip-2013-0088
https://doi.org/10.2478/bvip-2013-0088
https://doi.org/10.2478/bvip-2013-0088
https://doi.org/10.2478/bvip-2013-0088
http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd23/8/Kari23172.htm
http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd23/8/Kari23172.htm
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Independent_Electoral_and_Boundaries_Commission
http://doi.org/10.11
http://doi.org/10.11


120 
 

Pacific Journal of Public Health, 29(8), 683-691. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1010539517743850.  

Khelkar, T., & Tiwari, M. (2015). A comparative study of hygienic status of butcher ‘s and identify 

bacteria among the slaughters of meat, chicken and fish markets of Jagdalpur city, 

Chhattisgarh, India. International Research Journal of Biological Sciences, 4(1), 16- 

24. Available online at: www.isca.in, www.isca.me  

King, L. (2011). The causes and impacts of neglected tropical and zoonotic diseases: Opportunities 

for integrated intervention strategies. Neglected zoonotic diseases in: Institute of Medicine 

(US) Forum on Medical Threats, editor. Washington (DC): The National Academies Press. 

https://doi.org/10.17226/13087.  

Kirima, R., Ikusya, K., Ndathi, J., & Murangiri, R., (2017). Characterization of pig production 

systems in Embu West Sub County, Embu County, Kenya. International Journal of 

Advanced Research, 5, 1527-1533. https://doi.org/10.21474/IJAR01/4566.  

Kiswaga, C., Kambarage, D. M., & Kimera, S. I. (2014). Tick-borne disease infections in the 

traditional cattle farming system in Same district, Tanzania. Tanzania Veterinary Journal, 

29(2), 18-25.  

Kiswaga, C., Mayenga, E. L., Silayo, F. V., & Swai, E. S. (2016). Prevalence, causes and economic 

losses resulting from condemnations in the slaughterhouses/slabs in Eastern and North-

eastern zones of Tanzania. Livestock Research for Rural Development. Volume  

28, Article #198.http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd28/11/kisw28198.html 

Kithinji, R. K., Kanui, T. I., Ndathi, J. N. A., & Mwobobia, R. M. (2017). Characterization of pig 

production systems in Embu West Sub County, Embu County, Kenya. International 

Journal of Advanced Research, 5(6), 1527-1533. https://doi.org/10.21474/IJAR01/4566.  

Kjærnes, U., & Lavik, R. (2007). Farm animal welfare and food consumption practices: Results 

from surveys in seven countries. Cardiff: School of City and Regional Planning, Cardiff 

Univeristy.  

Köhler-Rollefson, I. (2012). Invisible Guardians-Women manage livestock diversity. Rome, Italy: 

FAO, 2012.   

https://doi.org/10.17226/13087


121 

 

 

 

Komba, E. V., Kimbi, E. C., Ngowi, H. A., Kimera, S. I., Mlangwa, J. E., Lekule, F. P., Sikasunge, 

C. S., Willingham III, A.L., Johansen, M. V., & Thamsborg, S.M. (2013). Prevalence of 

porcine cysticercosis and associated risk factors in smallholder pig production systems in 

Mbeya region, southern highlands of Tanzania. Veterinary Parasitology, 198(3-4), 284-91. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2013.09.020. 

Kouam, M. K., Jacouba, M. & Moussala, J. O. (2020). Management and biosecurity practices on 

pig farms in the Western Highlands of Cameroon (Central Africa). Vererinary Medicine 

and Science, 6(1), 82-91. https://doi.org/10.1002/vms3.211. 

Kouam, M. K., & Moussala, J. O. (2018). Assessment of factors influencing the implementation 

of biosecurity measures on pig farms in the Western Highlands of Cameroon (Central 

Africa). Veterinary Medicine International, 1(1), 1-9. 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/9173646. 

Krecek, R. C., Michael, L. M., Schantz, P. M., Ntanjana, L., Smith, M. F., Dorny, P., Harrison, L. 

J. S., Grimm, F., Praet, N., & Willingham. (2008). Prevalence of Taenia solium 

cysticercosis in swine from a community-based study in 21 villages of the Eastern Cape 

province, South Africa. Veterinary Parasitology, 154(1-2), 38-47. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2008.03.005.  

Krecek, R. C., Mohammed, H., Michae, l. L.M., Schantz, P. M., Ntanjana, L., Morey, L., Were, 

R. S., & Willingham III, A. L. (2012). Risk factors of porcine cysticercosis in the Eastern 

Cape Province, South Africa. PLoS ONE, 7(5), 1-5. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0037718‘ 

Krecek, R. C., Michael, L. M., Schantz, P. M., Ntanjana, L., Smith, M. F., Dorny, P., Harrison, L. 

J. S., Grimm, F, Praet, N., & Willingham, A. L. (2011). Corrigendum to Prevalence of 

Taenia solium cysticercosis in swine from a community-based study in 21 villages of the 

Eastern Cape Province, South Africa. Veterinary Parasitology, 183(1-2), 198200. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2011.09.033. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2013.09.020
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/action/doSearch?ContribAuthorStored=Kouam%2C+Marc+K
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/action/doSearch?ContribAuthorStored=Jacouba%2C+Manjeli
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/action/doSearch?ContribAuthorStored=Moussala%2C+Junior+O
https://doi.org/10.1002/vms3.211
https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/9173646
https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/9173646
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0037718
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0037718
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2011.09.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2011.09.033


122 
 

Kristjanson, P., Krishna, A., Radeny, M., & Nindo, W. (2014). Pathways out of poverty in western 

Kenya and the role of livestock. Pro-Poor Livestock Policy Initiative Working Paper, No. 

14. Rome: FAO. https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/1212.  

Kristjanson, P., Waters-Bayer, A., Johnson, N., Tipilda, A., Njuki, J., Baltenweck, I., Grace, D., & 

MacMillan, S. (2010). Livestock and women ‘s livelihoods: A review of the recent 

evidence. ILRI Discussion Paper No. 20, 1-34. Nairobi, Kenya: ILRI.   

Kula, O., Downing, J., & Field, M. (2006). Globalization and the small firm: An industry value 

chain approach to economic growth and poverty reduction, microREPORT#42, February 

2006, USAID.  

Kungu, J. M., Dione, M. M., Ejobi, F., Ocaido, M., & Grace, D. (2017). Risk factors, perceptions 

and practices associated with Taenia solium cysticercosis and its control in the smallholder 

pig production systems in Uganda: a cross-sectional survey. BMC Infectious Diseases, 

17(1), 10-19. http://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-016-2122-x. 

Kungu, J.M., Dione, M.M., Ejobi, F., & Ocaido, M. (2015). Status of Taenia solium cysticercosis 

and predisposing factors in developing countries involved in pig farming. International 

Journal of One Health, 1(2), 6-13. https://doi.org/10.14202/IJOH.2015.6-13.  

Kylie, J., Brash, M., Whiteman, A., Tapscott, B., Slavic, D., Weese, J. S., & Turner, P. V. (2017). 

Biosecurity practices and causes of enteritis on Ontario meat rabbit farms. Canadian 

Veterinary Journal, 58(6), 571– 578. 

Kyvsgaard, N. C., & Murrell, K. D. (2005). Chapter 5, Prevention.In K.D. Murrell, ed. 

WHO/FAO/OIEGuidelines for the surveillance, prevention and control of taeniasis and 

cysticercosis. Paris, OIE.  

Kyvsgaard, N. C., Johansen, M. V., & Carabin, H. (2007). Simulating transmission and control 

of Taenia solium infections using a Reed-Frost stochastic model. International Journal of 

Parasitology, 37(5), 547-558. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpara.2006.11.018. 

Laanen, M., Persoons, D., Ribbens, S., de Jong, E., Callens, B., Strubbe, M., Maes, D., & Dewulf, 

J. (2013). Relationship between biosecurity and production/antimicrobial treatment 

characteristics in pig herds. Veterinary Journal, 198(2), 508-12. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tvjl.2013.08.029.  

https://cgspace.cgiar.org/handle/10568/1212
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-016-2122-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpara.2006.11.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpara.2006.11.018


123 

 

 

 

Lara E. de la Casa (2017). Intensive pig farming: Ethical considerations. derechoanimal.info, p. 1-

8. ISSN 2462-7518. 

Lauridsen, S., Braae, U. C., Ngowi, H. A., & Johansen, M. V. (2019). Impacts of using the 

electronic-health education program - The Vicious Worm ‘for prevention of Taenia solium. 

Acta Tropica, 193(1), 18-22. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2019.02.018.   

Lekule, F. P., & Kyvsgaard, N. C. (2003). Improving pig husbandry in tropical resource-poor 

communities and its potential to reduce risk of porcine cysticercosis. Journal of Acta 

Tropica; 87(1), 111-117. http://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-706X(03)00026-3. 

Lescano, A. G., Garcia H. H., Gilman, M. C. G., Tsang, V. C. W., Gavidia, C. M., Rodriguez, S.,  

Moulton, L. H., Green, J. A., & Gonzalez, A. E. (2007). Swine Cysticercosis Hotspots 

Surrounding Taenia Solium Tapeworm Carriers. American Journal of Tropical Medicine 

and Hygiene, 76(2), 376-383.  

Levis, D. G., & Baker, R. B. (2011). Biosecurity of pigs and farm security. University of Nebraska 

Press 1111- Lincoln, NE 68588-0630. 

Levy, M. A., Dewey, C. E., Weersink, A., Mutua, F. K., & Poljak, Z. (2013). Pig marketing and 

factors associated with prices and margins in Western Kenya. Journal of Agricultural 

Economics and Development, 2(10), 371-383.  

Levy, M.A., Dewey, C. E., Poljak, Z., Weersink, A., & Mutua, F. K. (2014). Comparing the 

operations and challenges of pig butchers in rural and peri-urban settings of western Kenya. 

African Journal of Agricultural Research, 9(1), 125-136. 

https://doi.org/10.5897/AJAR12.2174.  

Lewis, F.I., & Torgerson, P. R. (2012). A tutorial in estimating the prevalence of disease in humans 

and animals in the absence of a gold standard diagnostic. Emerging Themes in 

Epidemiology, 9(9), 1-8. http://doi.org/10.1186/1742-7622-9-9.  

Lightowlers, M. W. (2010) Eradication of Taenia solium cysticercosis: A role for vaccination of 

pigs. International Journal of Parasitology, 40(10), 1183-1192. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpara.2010.05.001.  

http://doi.org/10.1016/S0001
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0001-706X(03)00026-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0001-706X(03)00026-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0001-706X(03)00026-3


124 
 

Lightowlers, M. W., Garcia, H. H., Gauci, C. G., Donadeu, M., & Abela-Ridder, B. (2016). 

Monitoring the outcomes of interventions against Taenia solium: options and suggestions. 

Parasite Immunology, 38(3), 158-169. https://doi.org/10.1111/pim.12291.  

Lightowlers, M. W. (2013). Control of Taenia solium taeniasis/cysticercosis: past practices and 

new possibilities. Journal of Parasitology, 140, 1566-1577. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0031182013001005.  

Lipendele, C. P., Lekule, F. P., Mushi, D. E., Ngowi, H., Kimbi, E. C., Mejer, H., Thamsborg, S. 

M., & Johansen, M. V. (2015). Productivity and parasitic infections of pigs kept under 

different management systems by smallholder farmers in Mbeya and Mbozi districts, 

Tanzania. Tropical Animal Health Production, 47(6), 1121-1130. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250015-0836-1. 

Luukkanen, J., Kotisalo, N., Fredriksson-Ahomaa, M., & Lundén, J. (2015). Distribution and 

importance of meat inspection tasks in Finnish high-capacity slaughterhouses. Food 

Control, 57(1), 246-251. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2015.03.044. 

Madzimure, J., Chimonyo, M., Zander, K. K., & Dzama, K. (2012). Potential for using indigenous 

pigs in subsistence-oriented and market-oriented small-scale farming systems of Southern 

Africa. Tropical Animal Health and Production, 45(1), 135-42. 

http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0184-3. 

Maganira, J. D., Hepelwa, N. I., & Mwang‘onde, B. J. (2018).Seroprevalence of Porcine 

Cysticercosis in Ludewa District, Njombe, Tanzania. Advances in Infectious Diseases, 

8(3), 151-161. https://doi.org/10.4236/aid.2018.83014.  

Mahanty, S., & Garcia, H. H. (2010). Cysticercosis and neurocysticercosis as pathogens affecting 

the nervous system. Progress in Neurobiology, 91(2), 172-84. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2009.12.008.  

Mandal, A. (2019). What is Biosecurity? News-Medical. Retrieved on July 18, 2020 from 

https://www.news-medical.net/health/What-is-Biosecurity.aspx. 

Manuja, B.K., Manuja, A., & Singh, R. K. (2014). Globalization and livestock biosecurity. 

Agriculture Research, 3(1), 22-31. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40003-014-0097-7.  

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0836-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0836-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0836-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0836-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0836-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0836-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0836-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2015.03.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2015.03.044
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0184-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0184-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0184-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0184-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0184-3
https://www.news-medical.net/health/What-is-Biosecurity.aspx
https://www.news-medical.net/health/What-is-Biosecurity.aspx
https://www.news-medical.net/health/What-is-Biosecurity.aspx
https://www.news-medical.net/health/What-is-Biosecurity.aspx
https://www.news-medical.net/health/What-is-Biosecurity.aspx
https://www.news-medical.net/health/What-is-Biosecurity.aspx
https://www.news-medical.net/health/What-is-Biosecurity.aspx
https://www.news-medical.net/health/What-is-Biosecurity.aspx


125 

 

 

 

Maridadi, A. F., Lwelamira, J., & Simime, F. G. (2011). Knowledge and practices related to T. 

solium Cysticercosis-Taeniasis among smallholder farmers in selected villages in Kilolo 

District in Iringa Region in Southern Highlands of Tanzania. International Journal of 

Animal and Veterinary Advances, 3(3), 196-201. 

Matos, C., Sitoe, C., Afonso, S., Banze, J., Baptista, J., Dias, G., Rodrigues, F., Atanásio, a, 

Nhamusso, A, Penrith, M. L., & Willingham III, A L. (2011). A pilot study of common 

health problems in smallholder pigs in Angónia and Boane districts, Mozambique. Journal 

of the South African Veterinary Association, 82(3), 166-169. 

http://doi.org/10.4102/jsava.v82i3.55. 

Maudlin, I., Eisler, M. C., & Welburn, S. C. (2009). Neglected and endemic zoonoses. 

Philosophical transactions of the Royal Society of London.Series B, Biological sciences, 

364(1530), 2777-2787. https://doi.org/1098/rstb.2009.0067.  

Maurice, J. (2014). Of pigs and people-WHO prepares to battle cysticercosis. Lancet: 384, 9943, 

p571-572. http://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)61353-2. 

Mayta, H., Gilman, R. H., Prendergast, E., Castillo, J. P., Tinoco, Y. O., Garcia, H. H., Gonzalez, 

A. E., Sterling, C. R., & Cysticercosis Working Group in Peru (2008). Nested PCR for 

specific diagnosis of Taenia solium taeniasis. Journal of Clinical Microbiology, 46(1), 286-

289. https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.01172-07. 

Mazet, J. A. K., Clifford, D. L, Coppolillo, P. B., Deolalikar, A. B., Erickson, J. D., & Kazwala,  

R. R. (2009). A One Health‖ approach to address emerging zoonoses: The HALI Project in 

Tanzania. PLoS Medicine, 6(12), 1-5.   

Mbuthia, J. M., Rewe, T. O., & Kahi, A. K. (2015). Evaluation of pig production practices, 

constraints and opportunities for improvement in smallholder production systems in Kenya, 

Tropical Animal Health and Production, 47(2), 369-376. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250014-0730-2.  

McLinden, T., Sargeant, J., Thomas, M., Papadopoulos, A., & Fazil, A. (2014). Component Costs 

of Foodborne Illness: A Scoping Review. BMC Public Health, 14(1), 1-12. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-14-509. 

https://doi.org/10.4102/jsava.v82i3.55
https://doi.org/10.4102/jsava.v82i3.55
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0140
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)61353-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)61353-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)61353-2
https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.01172-07
https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.01172-07
https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.01172-07


126 
 

McNerney, R. (2015). Diagnostics for Developing Countries.Diagnostics (Basel, Switzerland), 

5(2), 200-209. https://doi.org/10.3390/diagnostics5020200.  

Mdegela, R. H., Laurence, K., & Nonga, H. E. (2010). Occurrence of thermophilic 

Campylobacter in pigs slaughtered at Morogoro slaughter slab, Tanzania. Tropical 

Animal Health and Production, 43(1), 83-87. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250010-9657-

4.   

Meester, M., Swart, A, Deng, H., van Roon, A., Trevisan, C., Dorny., P., Gabriël, S., VieiraPinto, 

M., Johansen, M. V., & van der Giessen, J. (2019). A quantitative risk assessment for 

human Taenia solium exposure from home slaughtered pigs in European countries. 

Parasites and Vectors, 12(82), 1-18. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-019-3320-3.  

Melki, J., Koffi, E., Boka, M., Touré, A., Soumahoro, M. K., & Jambou, R. (2018). Taenia solium 

cysticercosis in West Africa: status update. Parasite, 25 (49), 1-11. 

https://doi.org/10.1051/parasite/2018048. 

Miele, M. (2016). Public attitudes and understanding of animal welfare standards: Could one 

welfare help? Animal welfare for a better world; Proceedings of the 4th OIE Global 

Conference on Animal Welfare; Guadalajara, Mexico.6–8 December 2016; [(accessed on 

12 December 2019)]. Available athttps://www.oie.int/eng/animal-

welfareconf2016/programme.html. 

Miranda, S. (2011). Género e Agricultura em Quatro Distritos de Timor-Leste (Bobonaro, Ermera, 

Manatuto e Viqueque), Secretaria de Estado para a Promoç o da Igualdade, Díli, Timor-

Leste.  

Mishra, D., Kalra, V., & Aggarwal, K. (2007). Awareness about taeniasis and neurocysticercosis 

among municipal schoolteachers in Delhi. Journal of Communicable Diseases, 39(4), 225-

8. 

Mitchell, A. M., & Lucey, C. R. (2011). A qualitative approach to Bayes' theorem. Evidence-Based 

Medicine, 16(6), 163-167. http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/ebm-2011-0007. 

Mkupasi, E. M., Kilemile, A., Mandike, O., Prosper L., & Ngowi, H. (2017). Porcine 

Cysticercosis–An emerging neglected food-borne parasitic zoonosis in urban settings in 

https://doi.org/10.1051/parasite/2018048.
https://doi.org/10.1051/parasite/2018048.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/ebm-2011-0007


127 

 

 

 

Tanzania: Need for immediate control strategies. Tanzania Veterinary Journal, 35(1), 112-

7. Special Issue of TVA Proceedings. 

Mkupasi, E. M., Ngowi, H. A., & Nonga, H. E. (2011). Prevalence of extra-intestinal porcine 

helminth infections and assessment of sanitary conditions of pig slaughter slabs in Dar es 

Salaam City, Tanzania. Tropical Animal Health and Production, 43(2), 417-423. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-010-9708-x.  

Mkupasi, E. M., Sikasunge, C. S., Ngowi, H. A., & Johansen, M. V. (2013). Efficacy and Safety 

of Anthelmintics Tested against Taenia solium Cysticercosis in Pigs. PLoS Neglected 

Tropical Diseases, 7(7), 1-7.  

Mohan, V. R., Tharmalingam, J., Muliyil, J., Oommen, A., Dorny, P., Vercruysse, J., & Vedantam, 

R. (2013). Prevalence of porcine cysticercosis in Vellore, South India. Transactions of the 

Royal Society of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene, 107(1), 62-64. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/trstmh/trs003. 

Molyneux, D., Hallaj, Z., Keusch, G. T., McManus, D. P., Ngowi, H., Cleaveland, S., 

RamosJimenez, P., Gotuzzo, E., Kar, K., Sanchez, A., Garba, A., Carabin, H., Bassili, A., 

Chaignat, C. L., Meslin, F. X., Abushama, H. M., Willingham, A. L., & Kioy, D. (2011). 

Zoonoses and marginalised infectious diseases of poverty: where do we stand? Parasites 

and Vectors, 4(106), 1-6. https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-106. 

Montsho, T., & Moreki, J. C. (2012). Challenges in Commercial Pig production in Botswana. 

Journal of Agricultural Technology, 8(4), 1161-1170. Available online 

http://www.ijataatsea.com  

Morales, J., Martinez, J. J., Rosetti, M., Fleury, A., Maza, V., Hernandez, M., Villalobos, N., 

Fragosos, G., de Alija, A. S., Larralde, C., & Sciutto, E. (2008). Spatial distribution of  

Taenia solium porcine cysticercosis within a rural area of Mexico. PLoS Neglected 

Tropical Diseases, 2(9),1-7. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0000284.  

Moreki, J. C., & Mphinyane, H. G. (2011). Opportunities and challenges of pig production in 

Botswana. Livestock Research for Rural Development, 23(4). Article#87. 

http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd23/4/more23087.htm  

https://www.ajol.info/index.php/tvj/issue/view/17476
https://www.ajol.info/index.php/tvj/issue/view/17476
https://doi.org/10.1093/trstmh/trs003
https://doi.org/10.1093/trstmh/trs003
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-106
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-106
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-106
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-106
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-106
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-106
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-3305-4-106


128 
 

Moreno, L., Lopez-Urbina, M. T., Faras, C., Domingue, G., Donadeu, M., Dungu, B., Garcia, H. 

H., Gomez-Puerta, L. A., Lanusse, C., & Gonzalez, A. E. (2012). A high oxfendazole dose 

to control porcine cysticercosis: Pharmacokinetics and tissue residue profiles. Food and 

Chemical Toxicology, 50(10), 3819-3825. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2012.07.023. 

Motsa‘A, J. S., Defang, H. F., & Keambou, C. T. (2018). Socio-economic and technical 

characteristics of pig (Sus scrofa domesticus) production system in the humid forest with 

monomodal rainfall agroecological zone of Cameroon. International Journal of Biological 

and Chemical Sciences, 12(5), 2318-2327. https://doi.org/10.4314/ijbcs.v12i5.31  

Moyano, L. M., Saito, M., Montano, S. M., Gonzalvez, G., Olyaya, S., Ayvar, V., Gonzalez, I., 

Larrauri, L., Tsang, V. C. W., Llanos, F., Rodriguez, S., Gonzalez, A. E., Gilman, R. H., 

& Garcia, H. H. (2014). Neurocysticercosis as a cause of epilepsy and seizures in two 

community-based studies in a cysticercosis-endemic region in Peru. PLoS Journal of 

Neglected Tropical Diseases; 8(2), 1- 9. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002692.  

Moyo, S., & SwanepoeL, F. J. C. (2010). Multifuncionality of livestock in developing 

communities. In: The role of livestock in developing communities: Enhancing 

multifunctionality, edited by Frans Swanepoel, Aldo Stroebel and Siboniso Moyo, 

Copublished by The Technical Centre for Agricultural and Rural Cooperation (CTA) and 

University of the Free State.  

Murrell K. D., (2005). Epidemiology of Taeniosis and Cysticercosis. In: Guidelines for the 

surveillance, prevention and control of taeniosis/cyticercosis., (eds) Murrell K. D, Dorny 

P, Flisser A., Geerts S., Kyvsgaard N.C., & McManus, D., Paris, France. Pp.73-92.   

Mutambara, J. (2013). A preliminary review of regulatory constraints affecting pig industry in 

Zimbabwe. Livestock Research for Rural Development, 25(43). 

http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd25/3/muta25043.htm. 

Mutua, F. K., Dewey, C. E., Arimi, S. M., Ogara, W. O., Githigia, S. M., Levy, M. A., & Schelling, 

E. (2010b). Pig management in rural villages of Busia and Kakamega District in Western 

Kenya. Proceedings of the 21st International Pig Veterinary Society Congress, Vancouver: 

278.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2012.07.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2012.07.023
http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd25/3/muta25043.htm
http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd25/3/muta25043.htm


129 

 

 

 

Mutua, F. K., Dewey, C. E., Arimi, S. M., Ogara, W. O., Githigia, S. M., Levy, M. A., & Schelling, 

E. (2011). Indigenous pig management practices in rural villages of Western Kenya. 

Livestock Research for Rural Development, 23(7), 1-7. 

http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd23/7/mutu23144.htm 

Mutua, F. K., Dewey, C., Arimi, S., Ogara, W., Levy, M., & Schelling, E. (2012). A description 

of local pig feeding systems in village smallholder farms of western Kenya. Tropical 

Animal Health and Production, 44(6), 1157-1162. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-011-

0052-6. 

Mutua, F., Arimi, S., Ogara, W., Dewey, C., & Schelling, E. (2010a). Farmer perceptions on 

indigenous pig farming in Kakamega District, Western Kenya, Nordic Journal of African 

Studies, 19(1), 43-57.  

http://www.njas.helsinki.fi/abstracts/vol19num1/abstract_19_1_3.html 

Mutua, F., Lindahl, J., & Randolph, D. (2019). Possibilities of establishing a smallholder pig 

identification and traceability system in Kenya. Tropical Animal Health and Production, 

52(1), 859-870. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-019-02077-9. 

Mutua, F. K., Randolph, T. F., Arimi, S. M., Kitala, P. M., Githigia, S. M., Willingham, A. L., 

& Njeruh, F. M. (2007). Palpable lingual cysts, a possible indicator of porcine 

cysticercosis, in Teso District, Western Kenya. Journal of Swine Health Production, 15(4), 

206-212. AGR: IND43929095. 

Mwamakamba, L., Mensah, P., Kwakye T. A., Darkwah-Odame, J., Jallow, A., & Maiga, F. 

(2012). Developing and maintaining national food safety control systems: experiences from 

the who African region. African Journal of Food Agriculture, Nutrition and Development, 

12(4), 1-14.  

 Mwanjali, G., Kihamia, C., Kakoko, D. V. C., Lekule, F., Ngowi, H., Johansen, M. V., 

Thamsborg, S. M., & Willingham, A. L. (2013). Prevalence and Risk Factors Associated 

with Human Taenia Solium Infections in Mbozi District, Mbeya Region, Tanzania. PLoS 

Neglected Tropical Diseases, 7(3), 1-8. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002102. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-011-0052-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-011-0052-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-011-0052-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-011-0052-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-011-0052-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-011-0052-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-011-0052-6
http://www.njas.helsinki.fi/abstracts/vol19num1/abstract_19_1_3.html
http://www.njas.helsinki.fi/abstracts/vol19num1/abstract_19_1_3.html
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-019-02077-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-019-02077-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-019-02077-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-019-02077-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-019-02077-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-019-02077-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-019-02077-9
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002102


130 
 

Mwape, K. E., Phiri, I. K., Praet, N., Speybroeck, N., Muma, J. B., Dorny, P., & Gabriel, S. (2013). 

The incidence of human cysticercosis in a rural community of Eastern Zambia. PLoS 

Neglected Tropical Diseases. 7(3), 1-7. http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002142. 

Mwendia, S., & Notenbaert, An. (2018). Review of livestock production in Kakamega, Busia and 

Bungoma Counties in Western Kenya. International Center for Tropical Agriculture 

(CIAT), 1-5, Nairobi, Kenya. 

Mwidunda, S. A., Carabin, H., Matuja, W. B. M., Winkler, A. S., & Ngowi, H. A. (2015). A School 

Based Cluster Randomised Health Education Intervention Trial for Improving Knowledge 

and Attitudes Related to Taenia solium Cysticercosis and Taeniasis in Mbulu District, 

Northern Tanzania. PLoS ONE, 10(2): 1-17. http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0118541  

Nabarro, D., & Wannous, C. (2014). The potential contribution of livestock to food and nutrition 

security: the application of the One Health approach in livestock policy and practice, Revue 

Scientifique Et Technique De l'OIE (International Office of Epizootics), 33(2), 475-485.  

Nantima, N., Ocaido, M., Davies, J., Dione, M. M., Okoth, E., Mugisha, A., & Bishop, R. (2015a). 

Characterization of smallholder pig production systems in four districts along the Uganda-

Kenya border. Livestock Research for Rural Development, 27(166). 

Nantima, N., Ocaido, M., Ouma, E., Davies, J., Okoth, E., & Bishop, R. (2015b). Risk factors 

associated with occurrence of African swine fever outbreaks in smallholder pig farms in 

four districts along the Uganda-Kenya border. Tropical Animal Health and Production, 

47(3), 589-595. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0768-9. 

Narrod, C., Zinsstag, J., & Tiongco, M. (2012). A One Health framework for estimating the 

economic costs of zoonotic diseases on society. EcoHealth, 9, 150-162. https://doi: 

10.1007/s10393-012-0747-9.  

Nash, T. E., & Garcia, H. H. (2011). Diagnosis and treatment of neurocysticercosis. Nature 

Reviews. Neurology, 7(10), 584–594.   

Nath, B. G., Pathak, P. K., Ngachan, S. V., Tripathi, A. K., & Mohanty, A. K. (2013). 

Characterization of smallholder pig production system: productive and reproductive 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0768-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0768-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0768-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0768-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0768-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0768-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0768-9


131 

 

 

 

performances of local and crossbred pigs in Sikkim Himalayan region. Tropical Animal 

Health and Production, 45(7): 1513-1518. http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-013-0391-6.   

Ndimubanzi, P. C., Carabin, H., Budke, C. M., Nguyen, H., Qian, Y. J., Rainwater, E., Dickey M., 

Reynolds, S., & Stoner, J. A. (2010). A systematic review of the frequency of 

neurocyticercosis with a focus on people with epilepsy. PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 

4(11): 1-17. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0000870.  

Nga, N. T. D., Huyen, N. T. T., Hung, P. V., Ha, D. N., Long. T. V., Be, D. T., Unger, F., & Lapar, 

L. (2015). Household pork consumption behaviour in Vietnam: Implications for pro-

smallholder pig value chain upgrading. Presented at the Tropentag 2015, Berlin,  

Germany, 16-18 September 2015. Hanoi, Vietnam: Vietnam National University of 

Agriculture.  

Ngasala, J. U., Nonga, H. E., & Mtambo, M. M. (2015). Assessment of raw milk quality and 

stakeholders' awareness on milk-borne health risks in Arusha City and Meru District, 

Tanzania. Tropical Animal Health and Production, 47(5), 927-32. 

http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250015-0810-y. 

Ng-Nguyen, D., Noh, J., Breen, K., Stevenson, M. A., Handali, S., & Traub, R. J. (2018). The 

epidemiology of porcine Taenia solium cysticercosis in communities of the Central 

Highlands in Vietnam. Parasites Vectors, 11(360), 1-8.  https://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-

018-2945-y.  

Ngowi, H. A., Mkupasi, E. M., Lekule, F. P., Willingham III, A. L., & Thamsborg, S. M. (2011): 

Impact of farmer education on their knowledge, attitudes, and practices in southern 

Tanzania: a case for Taenia solium control. Livestock Research for Rural Development, 

23(1), 2. 

Ngowi, H. A., Mlangwa, J. E. D., Mlozi, M. R. S., Tolma, E. L., Kassuku, A. A., Carabin, H., & 

Willingham III, A. L. (2009). Implementation and evaluation of a health-promotion 

strategy for control of Taenia solium infections in northern Tanzania. International Journal 

of Health Promotion and Education, 47(1), 24-34. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/14635240.2009.10708154 

https://doi.org/10.1080/14635240.2009.10708154
https://doi.org/10.1080/14635240.2009.10708154


132 
 

Ngowi, H. A., Mukaratirwa, S., Lekule, F. P., Maingi, N., Waiswa, C., Sikasunge, C., Afonso, S., 

Sumbu, J., Ramiandrasoa, S., Penrith, M. L., & Willingham III, A. L. (2013). Agricultural 

impact of porcine cyisticercosis in Africa: A revieuw. Novel  

Ngowi, H., Ozbolt, I., Millogo, A., Dermauw, V., Somé, T., Spicer, P., Jervis, L. L., Ganaba, R., 

Gabriel, S., Pierre Dorny, P., & Carabin, H. (2017). Development of a health education 

intervention strategy using an implementation research method to control taeniasis and 

cysticercosis in Burkina Faso. Infectious Diseases of Poverty, 6(95), 1-15.  

https://doi.org/10.1186/s40249-017-0308-0. 

Ngowi, H. A., Carabin, H., Kassuku, A. A., Mlozi, M. R. S., Mlangwa, J. E. D., & Willingham III, 

A. L. (2008). A health-education intervention trial to reduce porcine cysticercosis in Mbulu 

District, Tanzania. Preventive Veterinary Medicine, 85, 52-67.  

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2007.12.014. 

Ngowi, H. A., Kassuku, A. A., Maeda, G. E. M., Boa, M. E., Carabin, H., & Willingham, A. L. 

(2004). Risk factors for the prevalence of porcine cystcercosis in Mbulu District, Tanzania. 

Journal of Veterinary Parasitology, 120(4): 275-283.  

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2004.01.015. 

Nguhiu, P., Kabuage, L., Warutere, P., Kinyua, K., & Kanina, P. (2020). Emergence of 

Cysticercosis, a neglected meat-borne notifiable zoonosis in Thika sub County of Kiambu 

County, Kenya. African Journal of Rural Development, 4(2), 203-209.  

http://www.afjrd.org/jos/index.php/afjrd/article/view/775. 

Nguhiu, P., Ngugi, L., Kabui, K., & Matonge, P. (2017). Seroprevalence of porcine cysticercosis 

and associated risk factors in pigs slaughtered in abattoirs in Thika, Kiambu County, 

Kenya. Journal of Life Sciences, 11(7), 321-326.http://doi.org/10.17265/1934-

7391/2017.07.002. 

Nguyen, M. T., Gabriel, S., Abath, E. N., & Dorny, P. (2016). A systematic review on the global 

occurrence of Taenia hydatigena in pigs and cattle. Veterinary Parasitology, 226(1), 97-

103. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2016.06.034.  

https://doi.org/10.1186/s40249-017-0308-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40249-017-0308-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40249-017-0308-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40249-017-0308-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40249-017-0308-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40249-017-0308-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40249-017-0308-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2007.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2007.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2004.01.015
http://www.afjrd.org/jos/index.php/afjrd/article/view/775
http://www.afjrd.org/jos/index.php/afjrd/article/view/775
http://doi.org/10.17265/1934-7391/2017.07.002
http://doi.org/10.17265/1934-7391/2017.07.002


133 

 

 

 

Niemi, J. K., Sahlström, L., Kyyrö, J., Lyytikäinen, T., & Sinisalo, A. (2016). Farm characteristics 

and perceptions regarding costs contribute to the adoption of biosecurity in finnish pig and 

cattle farms. Review of Agricultural, Food and Environmental Studies, 97(4):215-23. 

https://doi.org/10/1007/s41130-016-0022-5. 

Niemi, J., Bennett, R., Clark, B., Frewer, L., Jones, P., Rimmler, T., & Tranter, R. (2020). A value 

chain analysis of interventions to control production diseases in the intensive pig 

production sector. PloS One, 15(4), 1-25. https://doi.org/ 10.1371/journal.pone.0231338.  

Niraula, K., Ibrahim, F., & Stewart, T. (2015). A study of the role of women in the pig sector in 

Kailali and Dhankuta districts, Nepal.Samarth-NMDP Samarth-pig-study.pdf.1-47 pages. 

Nkouawa, A., Dschanou, A. R., Moyou-Somo, R., Sako, Y., & Ito, A. (2017). Seroprevalence and 

risk factors of human cysticercosis and taeniasis prevalence in a highly endemic area of 

epilepsy in Bangoua, west Cameroon. Acta Tropica, 165(1), 116-120. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2015.12.019. 

Nkwengulila, G. (2014). The financial costs associated with porcine cysticercosis and epilepsy in 

Iringa Rural District. Journal of Health, 6(21), 2959-2965.  

http://doi.org/10.4236/health.2014.621334.  

Nsadha, Z., Thomas, L. F., Févre, E. M., Nasinyama, G., Ojok, L., & Waiswa, C. (2014). 

Prevalence of porcine cysticercosis in the Lake Kyoga Basin, Uganda. BMC Veterinary 

Research, 10 (239), 1-6.https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-014-0239-y. 

Nsoso, S. J., Mannathoko, G. G., & Modise, K. (2006). Monitoring production, health and 

marketing of indigenous Tswana pigs in Ramotswa village of Botswana. Livestock 

Research for Rural Development, 18(9): 1-15. 

http://www.cipav.org.co/lrrd/lrrd18/9/nsos18125.htm. ISSN 0121-3784. 

Nwanta, J. A., Shoyinka, S. V. O., Chah, K. F., Onunkwo, J. I., Onyenwe, I. W., Eze, I., Iheagwam, 

C. N., Njoga, E. O., Onyema, I., Ogbu, K. I., Mbegbu, E. C., Nnadozie, P. N., Ibe, E.C., & 

Oladimeji. K. T. (2011). Production characteristics, disease prevalence, and herd-health 

management of pigs in Southeast Nigeria. Journal of Swine Health and Production, 19 (6): 

331–339. Available online at http://www.aasv.org/shap.html. 

https://doi.org/10/1007/s41130-016-0022-5
https://doi.org/10/1007/s41130-016-0022-5
https://doi.org/10/1007/s41130-016-0022-5
https://doi.org/10/1007/s41130-016-0022-5
https://doi.org/10/1007/s41130-016-0022-5
https://doi.org/10/1007/s41130-016-0022-5
https://doi.org/10/1007/s41130-016-0022-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2015.12.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2015.12.019
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-014-0239-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-014-0239-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-014-0239-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-014-0239-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-014-0239-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-014-0239-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-014-0239-y


134 
 

Nyokabi, S., Birner, R., Bett, B., Isuyi, L., Grace, D., Güttler, D., & Lindahl, J. (2018). Informal 

value chain actors' knowledge and perceptions about zoonotic diseases and biosecurity in 

Kenya and the importance for food safety and public health. Tropical animal health and 

production, 50(3), 509-518. http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-017-1460-z.  

O‘neal, S. E., Townes, J. M., Wilkins, P. P., Noh, J. C., Lee, D., Rodriguez, S., Garcia, H. C., & 

Stauffer, W. M. (2012). Seroprevalence of antibodies against Taenia soliumcysticerci 

among refugees resettled in United States. Emerging Infectious Diseases, 18(3): 431438. 

http://doi.org/10.3201/eid1803.111367. 

Ocaido, M., Roesel, K., & Grace, D. (2013). Food safety and zoonotic hazards in pig value chains 

in East Africa. Oral presentation at the First African Regional Conference of the 

International Association on Ecology and Health (Africa 2013 Ecohealth), Grand-Bassam, 

Cote d ‘Ivoire, 1-5 October 2013. Kampala, Uganda: Makerere University. www. 

Slideshare.net  

Ogurinade A., & Ogunrinade B. I. (1980). Economic importance of bovine fascioliasis in Nigeria. 

Tropical Animal Health and Production,12(3),155-60. 

http://doi.org/10.1007/BF02242647.  

OIE: Manual of Diagnostic Tests and Vaccines for Terrestrial Animals. Paris 2008, chapter 2.9.5. 

Okello, A. L., Thomas, L., Inthavong, P., Ash. A., Khamlome, B., Keokamphet, C., Newberry, K., 

Gauci, C. G., Gabriël, S., Dorny, P., Thompson, R.C.A., Lightowlers, M. W., & Allen, J. 

(2016). Assessing the impact of a joint human-porcine intervention package for Taenia 

solium control: results of a pilot study from northern Lao PDR. Acta Tropical, 159(1), 185-

191. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2016.03.012. 

Okonko, I., Ukut, I-O. E., Ikpoh, I. S, Nkang A. O., Udeze, A. O., Babalola, T. A., Mejeha, O. K., 

& Fajobi, E. A. (2010). Assessment of bacteriological quality of fresh Meats sold in Calabar 

Metropolis, Nigeria. Electronic Journal of Environmental, Agricultural and Food 

Chemistry, 9(1):89-100. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/238658470.  

https://dx.doi.org/10.3201%2Feid1803.111367
https://dx.doi.org/10.3201%2Feid1803.111367
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2016.03.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2016.03.012
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/238658470


135 

 

 

 

Oleleu, A. M., Gherman, C. M., Blaga, R., Györke, A., & Cozma, V. (2016). Seroprevalence of 

porcine cysticercosis and influence of some associated risk factors in Northwestern 

Romania. Acta Veterinary, 85(1), 121-126. http://doi.org/10.2754/avb201685020121.  

O'Neal, S. E., Moyano, L. M., Ayvar, V., Rodriguez, S., Gavidia, C., Wilkins, P. P., Gilman, R. 

H., Garcia, H. H., Gonzalez, A. E. & Cysticercosis Working Group in Peru (2014). Ring-

screening to control endemic transmission of Taenia solium. PLoS Neglected Tropical 

Diseases, 8(9), 1-10. http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003125. 

online:https://www.oie.int/eng/animal-welfare-conf2016/PTT/2.2.%20Miele.pdf. 

Ouma, E. A., Dione, M. M., Lule, P., Pezo, D., Marshall, K., Roesel, K., Mayega, L., Kiryabwire, 

D., Nadiope, G., & Jagwe, J. (2015). Smallholder pig value chain assessment in Uganda: 

Results from producer focus group discussions and key informant interviews. ILRI Project 

Report. Nairobi, Kenya: ILRI.  

Pandolfi, F., Edwards, S.A., Maes, D., & Kyriazakis, I. (2018). Connecting Different Data sources 

to assess the interconnections between Biosecurity, health, Welfare, and Performance in 

commercial Pig Farms in Great Britain. Frontiers in Veterinary Science, 5(41), 1-13. 

http://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2018.00041.  

Parikh, R., Mathai, A., Parikh, S., Chandra Sekhar, G., & Thomas, R. (2008). Understanding and 

using sensitivity, specificity and predictive values. Journal of Ophthalmology, 56(1), 45–

50. http://doi.org/10.4103/0301-4738.37595.  

Patr, M. K., Sonuwara, B., & Bidyut, C. D. (2014). Problems and prospects of traditional pig 

farming for tribal livelihood in Nagaland. Indian Research Journal of Extension Education, 

14 (4), 2-7. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268518731.  

Pawlowski, Z., Allan, J., & Sarti, E. (2005). Control of Taenia solium taeniasis/cysticercosis: From 

research towards implementation. International Journal Parasitology, 35(11-12), 1221-32. 

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpara.2005.07.015.  

Pearson. (2016). (http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-

diseases/cestodestapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis).  

https://www.oie.int/eng/animal-welfare-conf2016/PTT/2.2.%20Miele.pdf
https://www.oie.int/eng/animal-welfare-conf2016/PTT/2.2.%20Miele.pdf
https://www.oie.int/eng/animal-welfare-conf2016/PTT/2.2.%20Miele.pdf
https://www.oie.int/eng/animal-welfare-conf2016/PTT/2.2.%20Miele.pdf
https://www.oie.int/eng/animal-welfare-conf2016/PTT/2.2.%20Miele.pdf
https://www.oie.int/eng/animal-welfare-conf2016/PTT/2.2.%20Miele.pdf
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis
http://www.msdmanuals.com/professional/infectious-diseases/cestodes%20tapeworms/taenia-solium-pork-tapeworm-infection-and-cysticercosis


136 
 

Peeling R., & McNerney, R. (2011). Increasing access to diagnostics through technology transfer 

and local production. WHO; Geneva, Switzerland. 

Perry, B.D., Grace, D., & Sones, K. (2013). Current drivers and future directions of global 

livestock disease dynamics. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 110(52), 

20871-20877. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1012953108. 

Petrus, N. P., Mpofu, I., Schneider, M. B., & Nepembe, M. (2011). The constraints and potentials 

of pig production among communal farmers in Etayi Constituency of Namibia. Livestock 

Research for Rural Development, 23(7), 159. http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd23/7/petr23159.htm.  

Pfeiffer D.U. (2013). Veterinary Epidemiology: An Introduction. United Kingdom: 

WileyBlackwell. ISBN 978-1-4051-7694. 

Phengsavanh, P., Ogle, B., Stür, W., Frankow-Lindberg, B. E., & Lindberg, J. E. (2010). Feeding 

and performance of pigs in smallholder production systems in Northern Lao PDR. Tropical 

Animal Health and Production, 42(8), 1627–1633. http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-010-

9612-4. 

Phiri I. K., Dorny P., Gabriel, S., Willian A. L., Sikasunge, C., Siziyas, S., & Vercruysse J. (2006). 

Assessment of routine inspection methods for porcine cysticercosis in Zambian village 

pigs. Journal of Helminthology, 80(1), 69-72. http://doi.org/10.1079/joh2005314.  

Phiri, I. K., Ngowi, H., Afonso, S., Matenga, E., Boa, M., Mukaratrwa, S., Githigia, S., Saimo, 

M., Sikasunge, C., Maingi, N., Lubega, G. W., Kassuku, A., Michael, L., Siziya, S., 

Krecek, R. C., Noormahomed, E., Vilhena, M., Dorny, P., & Willingham III, A. L. (2003). 

The emergence of Taenia solium cystcercosis in Eastern and Southern Africa as a serious 

agricultural problem and public health risk. Acta Tropica 87, 13-23.  

http://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-706X(03)00051-2.   

Pondja, A., Neves, L., Mlangwa, J., Afonso, S., Fafetine, J., Willingham, A. L. III, Thamsborget,  

S. M., & Johansenlan, M.V. (2012). Use of oxfendazole to control porcine cysticercosis in 

a high-endemic area of Mozambique. PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 6(5), 1-5. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001651. 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1012953108
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1012953108
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001651
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0001651


137 

 

 

 

Porphyre, V., Betson, M., Rabezanahary, H., Mboussou, Y., Zafindraibe, N. J., Andriamanivo, H., 

Costard, S., Pfeiffer, D. U., & Michault, A. (2015). Taenia solium porcine cysticercosis in 

Madagascar: comparison of immuno-diagnostic techniques and estimation of the 

prevalence in pork carcasses traded in Antananarivo city. Journal of Veterinary 

Parasitology, 219(1), 77-83. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2015.08.027.  

Porter, M. E. (1985). Competitive Advantage: Creating and Sustaining Superior Performance.New 

York: Free Press.  

Postma, M., Backhans, A., Collineau L., Loesken, S., Sjölund, M., Belloc, C., Emanuelson, U., 

Grosse, B. E., Stärk, K.D.C., & Dewulf, J.(2016). The biosecurity status and its associations 

with production and management characteristics in farrow-to-finish pig herds. 

Animal,10(3), 478-489. http://doi.org/10.1017/S1751731115002487.  

Pouedet, M. S., Zoli, A., P., Nguekam, A., Vondou L., Assana E., Speybroeck, N., Berkvens, 

D., Dorny, P., Brandt, J., & Geerts S. (2002). Epidemiological survey of swine 

cysticercosis in two rural communities of West Cameroon. Veterinary Parasitology, 

106(1), 45-54. http://doi.org/10.1016/s0304-4017(02)00035-3.  

Powell, D. A., Jacob, C. J., & Chapman, B. J. (2011). Enhancing food safety culture to reduce rates 

of foodborne illness. Food Control, 22(1), 817-822. 

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2010.12.009. 

Praet, N., Verweij, J. J., Mwape, K. E., Phiri, I. K.,Muma, J. B., Zulu, G., Van Lieshout, L., 

Rodriguez-Hidalgo, R., Benitez-Ortiz, W., Dorny, P., & Gabriël, S.(2013). Bayesian 

modelling to estimate the test characteristics of coprology, coproantigen ELISA and a 

novel real-time PCR for the diagnosis of taeniasis. Tropical Medicine and International 

Health, 18(5), 608-14. http://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12089. 

Praet, N., Speybroeck, N., Manzanedo, R., Berkvens, D., Nsame, N.., Forninwe, D., Zoli A., Quet, 

F., Preux, P. M., Carabin, H., & Geerts, S. (2009). The Disease Burden of Taenia solium 

Cysticercosis in Cameroon. PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 3(3), 1-8. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0000406.  

https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=M.%20Postma&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=M.%20Postma&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=A.%20Backhans&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=A.%20Backhans&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=L.%20Collineau&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=L.%20Collineau&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=S.%20Loesken&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=S.%20Loesken&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=M.%20Sj%C3%B6lund&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=M.%20Sj%C3%B6lund&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=C.%20Belloc&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=C.%20Belloc&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=U.%20Emanuelson&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=E.%20Grosse%20Beilage&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=E.%20Grosse%20Beilage&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=K.%20D.%20C.%20St%C3%A4rk&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=K.%20D.%20C.%20St%C3%A4rk&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=K.%20D.%20C.%20St%C3%A4rk&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=K.%20D.%20C.%20St%C3%A4rk&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=K.%20D.%20C.%20St%C3%A4rk&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=J.%20Dewulf&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=J.%20Dewulf&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.cambridge.org/core/search?filters%5BauthorTerms%5D=J.%20Dewulf&eventCode=SE-AU
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.1016%2Fj.foodcont.2010.12.009
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.1016%2Fj.foodcont.2010.12.009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Praet%20N%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Praet%20N%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Verweij%20JJ%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Verweij%20JJ%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Mwape%20KE%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Mwape%20KE%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Phiri%20IK%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Phiri%20IK%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Muma%20JB%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Muma%20JB%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Zulu%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Zulu%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=van%20Lieshout%20L%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=van%20Lieshout%20L%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=van%20Lieshout%20L%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Rodriguez-Hidalgo%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Rodriguez-Hidalgo%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Rodriguez-Hidalgo%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Rodriguez-Hidalgo%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Benitez-Ortiz%20W%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Benitez-Ortiz%20W%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Benitez-Ortiz%20W%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Benitez-Ortiz%20W%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Dorny%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Dorny%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gabri%C3%ABl%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Gabri%C3%ABl%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23464616
https://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12089
https://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12089


138 
 

Prasad, K. N., Chawla, S., Prasad, A., Tripathi, M., Husain, N., & Gupta, R. K. (2006). Clinical 

signs for identification of neurocysticercosis in swine naturally infected with Taenia 

solium. Parasitology International, 55(2), 151-154. 

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.parint.2006.01.002. 

Pray, I. W., Swanson, D. J., Ayvar, V., Muro, C., Moyano, L. M., Gonzalez, A. E., Garcia, H. H., 

O'Neal, S. E., & Cysticercosis Working Group in Peru (2016). GPS Tracking of Free-

Ranging Pigs to Evaluate Ring Strategies for the Control of Cysticercosis/Taeniasis in Peru. 

PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 10(4), 1-15. 

http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004591. 

Prüss-Ustün, A., Bartram, J., Clasen, T., Colford, J. M. Jr., Cumming, O., Curtis, V., Bonjour, S., 

Dangour, A. D., De France, J., Fewtrell, L., Freeman, M. C., Gordon, B., Hunter, P. R., 

Johnston, R. B., Mathers, C., Mäusezahl, D., Medlicott, K., Neira, M., Stocks, M., Wolf, 

J., & Cairncross, S. (2014). Burden of disease from inadequate water, sanitation and 

hygiene in low- and middle-income settings: a retrospective analysis of data from 145 

countries. Tropical Medicine and International Health, 19(8), 894-905. 

http://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12329. 

Quet, F., Guerchet, M., Pion, S. D., Ngoungou, E. B., Nicoletti, A., & Preux, P.M. (2010). Meta-

analysis of the association between cysticercosis and epilepsy in Africa. Epilepsia, 51(5), 

830-837. http://doi.org/10.1111/j.  

Rachael, L. (2019). Pork Temperature: How to Safely Cook Pork. Unicef: Healthline.  

Ramahefarisoa, R., M., Rakotondrazaka, M., Jambou, R., & Carod, J. F. (2010). Comparison of 

ELISA and PCR assays for the diagnosis of porcine cysticercosis. Veterinary Parasitology, 

173(3-4), 336-339. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2010.05.002. 

Randolph, T., Schelling, E., Grace, D., Nicholson, C., Leroy, J., Cole, D., Demment, M., Omore, 

A., Zinsstag, J., & Ruel, M. (2007). Invited review: role of livestock in human nutrition and 

health for poverty reduction in developing countries. Journal Animal Sciences, 85(11), 

2788-800. https://doi.org/10.2527/jas.2007-0467. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.parint.2006.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.parint.2006.01.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1371%2Fjournal.pntd.0004591
https://dx.doi.org/10.1371%2Fjournal.pntd.0004591
https://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12329
https://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12329
https://www.healthline.com/nutrition-team
https://www.healthline.com/nutrition-team
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2010.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2010.05.002
https://doi.org/10.2527/jas.2007-0467
https://doi.org/10.2527/jas.2007-0467
https://doi.org/10.2527/jas.2007-0467


139 

 

 

 

Rao, V. A., Thulasi, G., & Ruban, S.W. (2009). Meat quality characteristics of nondescript buffalos 

as affected by age and sex. World Applied Science Journal, 6(8), 1058-1065. 

http://www.idosi.org/wasj/wasj6(8)/8.pdf. 

Ridley, J. (2011). Parasitology for Medical and Clinical Laboratory Professionals. Cengage 

Leaming. P.170. ISBN 1-133-417001-9. 

Riedel, S., Schiborra, A., Huelsebusch, C., Huanming, M., & Schlecht, E. (2012). Opportunities 

and challenges for smallholder pig production systems in a mountainous region of 

Xishuangbanna, Yunnan Province, China. Tropical Animal Health and Production, 44(8), 

1971–1980. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0166-5. 

Roberts, H., Jager, L., & Blight, G. (2009).  Waste-handling practices at red meat abattoirs in South 

Africa. Waste Management and Research, 27(1), 25-30.  

http://doi.org/10.1177/0734242X07085754.  

Robertson, L. J., van der Giessen, J. W., Batz, M. B., Kojima, M., & Cahill, S. (2013). Have 

foodborne parasites finally become a global concern? Trends Parasitology, 29(3), 101-103. 

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pt.2012.12.004.  

Roesel, K., Ejobi, F., Dione, M., Pezo, D., Ouma, E., Kungu, J., Clausen, P. H., & Grace, D. (2019). 

Knowledge, attitudes and practices of pork consumers in Uganda. Global Food Security, 

20(1), 26-36. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2018.12.00. 

Rosales-Mendoza, S., Govea-Alonso, D. O., Monreal-Escalante, E., Fragoso, G., & Sciutto, E. 

(2012). Developing plant-based vaccines against neglected tropical diseases: Where are 

we? Vaccine, 31(1), 40-48. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2012.10.094. 

Rossi, G. A.M., Almeida, H. M.S., Guimarães-Peixoto R. P. M., Acevedo-Nieto E. C., Pinto, P. S. 

A., Vidal, A. M. C., Mathias, L. A., & Oliveira, L. G. (2016). Testing pigs of non-technified 

rearing farms for serum antibodies against Taenia solium in a region of the state of São 

Paulo, Brazil. Pesquisa Veterinária Brasileira, 36(3), 141-144. 

https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-736X2016000300001. 

Rottbeck, R., Nshimiyimana, J. F., Tugirimana, P., Du¨ll, U. E., Sattler, J., Hategekimana, J. C., 

Hitayezu, J., Bruckmaier, I., Borchert, M., Gahutu, J. B., Dieckmann, S., Harms, G., 

http://www.idosi.org/wasj/wasj6(8)/8.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0166-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0166-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0166-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0166-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0166-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0166-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-012-0166-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2018.12.00
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2018.12.00
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2012.10.094
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2012.10.094
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-736X2016000300001
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-736X2016000300001
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-736X2016000300001
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-736X2016000300001


140 
 

Mockenhaupt, F. P., & Ignatius, R. (2013). High prevalence of cysticercosis in people with 

epilepsy in Southern Rwanda. PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases, 7(11), 1-10. 

http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002558. 

Saegerman, C., Dal Pozzo, F., & Humblet, M. F. (2012). Reducing hazards for humans from 

animals: Emerging and re-emerging zoonoses. Italian Journal of Public Health, 9(2), 13- 

24. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0000500. 

Samorek-Pieróg, M., Karamon, J., & Cencek, T. (2018). Identification and Control of Sources of 

Taenia Solium Infection - the Attempts to Eradicate the Parasite. Journal of Veterinary 

Research, 62(1), 27-34. https://doi.org/10.1515/jvetres-2018-0004.  

Sánchez-Torres N. Y., Juan R. Bobadilla, J. R., Laclette J. P., & Marco V. José, M. V. (2019). 

How to eliminate taeniasis/cysticercosis: porcine vaccination and human chemotherapy 

(Part 2). Theoretical Biology and Medical Modelling, 16(4), 1-14.  

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12976-019-0100-x  

Sankhyan, P., Gupta, S., & Singh, G. (2015). Knowledge about, attitudes towards, practices 

regarding Taenia solium cysticercosis among people attending an epilepsy clinic in India. 

International Journal of Epilepsy, 2(1), 6-10. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijep.2015.03.003.  

Sarti, E., Flisser, A., Schantz, P. M., Gleizer, M., Loya, M., A. gustin, A. Plancarte, A., G.  Avila, 

Allan, J., Craig P., Bronfman, M., & Wijeyaratne P. (1997). Sarti E Development and 

evaluation of a health education intervention against Taenia solium in a rural community 

in Mexico.Source: The American Journal of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene, 56(2), 127-

132. http://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.1997.56.127.  

SAS Institute Inc. (2006). Base SAS® 9.1.3 Procedures Guide. (2nded.). Volumes 1, 2, 3, and 4. 

Cary, NC: SAS Institute Inc.   

Satyaprakash, K., Khan, W. A., Chaudhari, S. P., Shinde, S. V., Kurkure, N. V., & Kolte, S. W. 

(2018). Pathological and molecular identification of porcine cysticercosis in Maharashtra, 

India. Acta Parasitologica,  63(4), 784-790. http://doi.org/10.1515/ap-2018-0094. 

Saw Bawm, & Lat Lat Htun. (2015). Parasitic zoonoses in livestock and domestic animals of  

myanmar and neighbouring Countries. Asian Journal of Animal and Veterinary  

Advances, 10(11), 740-751.https://doi.org/10.3923/ajava.2015.740.751. 

https://dx.doi.org/10.1371%2Fjournal.pntd.0002558
https://dx.doi.org/10.1371%2Fjournal.pntd.0002558
https://www.researchgate.net/scientific-contributions/2090017346_Waqar_A_Khan
https://www.researchgate.net/scientific-contributions/2090017346_Waqar_A_Khan
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Shilpshri_Shinde
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Nitin_Kurkure
https://www.researchgate.net/scientific-contributions/2148837744_Sunil_W_Kolte
https://www.researchgate.net/scientific-contributions/2148837744_Sunil_W_Kolte
https://www.researchgate.net/journal/1230-2821_Acta_Parasitologica
https://www.researchgate.net/journal/1230-2821_Acta_Parasitologica
https://www.researchgate.net/journal/1230-2821_Acta_Parasitologica
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/ap-2018-0094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/ap-2018-0094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/ap-2018-0094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/ap-2018-0094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/ap-2018-0094


141 

 

 

 

Schär, F., Inpankaew, T., Traub, R.J., Khieu, V., Dalsgaard,A., Chimnoi, W., Chhoun,C., Sok, D., 

Marti, H., Muth, S., & Odermatt, P. (2014). The prevalence and diversity of intestinal 

parasitic infections in humans and domestic animals in a rural Cambodian village. 

Parasitology International., 63(4), 597-603. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.parint.2014.03.007.  

Schurer, J. M., Mosites, E., Meschke, C.Li.S., & Rabinowitz, P. R. (2016). Community-based 

surveillance of zoonotic parasites in One Health ‘world: A systematic revieuw. One Health, 

2(1), 166-174.  https://doi.org/10.1016/j.onehlt.2016.11.002. 

Schwabe C. W. (1984). Veterinary Medicine and Human Health. Baltimore, USA: Williams and 

Wilkins ltd.  

Sciutto, E., Morales, J., Martinez, J. J., Toledo, A., Villalobos, M. N., Cruz-Revilla, C., Meneses, 

G., Hernandez, M., Diaz, A., Rodarte, L. F., Acero, G., Gevorkian, G., Manoutcharian,  

K., Paniagua, J., Fragoso, G., Fleury, A., Larralde, R., De Aluja, A. S., & Larralde, C. 

(2007). Further evaluation of the synthetic peptide vaccine S3Pvac against Taenia solium 

cysticercosis in pigs in an endemic town of Mexico. Parasitology, 134(Pt 1), 129-133.  

http://doi.org/10.1017/S0031182006001132.  

Secka, A., Marcotty, T., De Deken, R., Van Marck, E., & Geerts, S. (2010). Porcine cysticercosis 

and risk factors in the Gambia and Senegal. Journal of parasitology, 1(1), 1-6. 

http://doi.org/10.1155/2010/823892. 

Shonyela, S. M., Mkupasi S. M., Sikalizyo S. C., Kabemba E. M., Ngowi H. A., & Phiri I. (2017). 

An epidemiological survey of porcine cysticercosis in Nyasa District, Ruvumu Region, 

Tanzania. Parasite Epidemiology and control, 2(4), 35-41. 

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.parepi.2017.09.002. 

Shonyela, S.M., Yang, G. L., & Wang, C.F. (2018). Current Status of Prevalence, Possible Control 

and Risk Factors Associated with Porcine Cysticercosis from Endemic Countries in Africa. 

World Journal of Vaccines, 8(3), 53-80. http://doi.org/10.4236/wjv.2018.83006. 

Sibongiseni, T. G., Oguttu, J. W., & Masafu, M. M. (2016). Pig farming in rural South 

Africa: A case study of uThukelaDistrict in KwaZulu-Natal. IndianJournal of Animal 

Research, 50(4), 614-620. https://doi.org/10.18805/ijar.11175. 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sch%C3%A4r%20F%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sch%C3%A4r%20F%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Inpankaew%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Inpankaew%20T%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Traub%20RJ%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Traub%20RJ%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Khieu%20V%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Khieu%20V%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Dalsgaard%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Dalsgaard%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Dalsgaard%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Dalsgaard%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chimnoi%20W%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chimnoi%20W%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chhoun%20C%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chhoun%20C%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chhoun%20C%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chhoun%20C%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sok%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sok%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sok%20D%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Marti%20H%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Marti%20H%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Muth%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Muth%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Odermatt%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Odermatt%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24704609
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24704609
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.onehlt.2016.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.onehlt.2016.11.002
http://doi.org/10.1155/2010/823892
http://doi.org/10.1155/2010/823892
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016%2Fj.parepi.2017.09.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016%2Fj.parepi.2017.09.002
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.4236%2Fwjv.2018.83006
https://www.researchgate.net/deref/http%3A%2F%2Fdx.doi.org%2F10.4236%2Fwjv.2018.83006
https://doi.org/10.18805/ijar.11175
https://doi.org/10.18805/ijar.11175


142 
 

Sikasunge, C. S., Phiri, I. K., Phiri, A. M., Dorny, P., Siziya, S., & Willingham, A. L. (2007). Risk 

factors associated with porcine cysticercosis in selected districts of Eastern and Southern 

provinces of Zambia. Journal of Veterinary Parasitology, 143(1), 59-66. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2006.07.023. 

Silva, M. R., Uyhara, C. N. S., Silva, F. H., Espindola, N. M., Poleti, M. D., Vaz, A. J., Meirelles, 

F. V., & Maia, A. A. M. (2012). Cysticercosis in experimentally and naturally infected 

pigs: parasitological and immunological diagnosis. Pesquisa Veterinária Brasileira, 32(4), 

297-302. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-736X2012000400005.  

Singh, B. B., Kaur, R., Gill, G. S., Gill, J. P. S., Soni, R. K., & Aulakh, R. S. (2019). Knowledge, 

attitude and practices relating to zoonotic diseases among livestock farmers in Punjab, 

India. Acta Tropica, 189(1), 15-21. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2018.09.021. 

Singh, B. B., Khatkar, M. S., Gill, J. P., & Dhand N. K. (2017). Estimation of the health and 

economic burden of neurocysticercosis in India. Acta Tropica., 165(1), 161-169. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2016.01.017.  

Singh, B. B., Ghatak, S., Banga, H. S., Gill, J. P. S., & Singh, B. (2013). Veterinary urban hygiene 

challenge for India. Revue scientifique et technique. Office International des Epizooties, 

32(3), 645-656. http://doi.org/10.20506/rst.32.3.2251. 

Singh, B. B., Sharma, R., Sharma, J. K., & Juyal, P. D. (2010). Parasitic zoonoses in India: an 

overview. Revue scientifique et technique OIE (International Office of Epizootics), 29(3), 

629-37. http://doi.org/10.20506/rst.29.3.2007. 

Sithole, M. I., Bekker,  J. L., Tsotetsi-Khambule, A. M., & Mukaratirwa, S. (2019). Ineffectiveness 

of meat inspection in the detection of Taenia solium cysticerci in pigs slaughtered at two 

abattoirs in the Eastern Cape Province of South Africa. Veterinary Parasitology: Regional 

Studies and Reports, 17(1):1-8. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vprsr.2019.100299. 

Sorvillo, F., Wilkins, P., Shafir, S., & Eberhard, M. (2011). Public health implications of 

cysticercosis acquired in the United States. Emerging Infectious Diseases, 17(1), 1–6. 

http://doi.org/10.3201/eid1701.101210. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2006.07.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2006.07.023
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0001706X17314341?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0001706X17314341?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0001706X17314341?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0001706X17314341?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0001706X17314341?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0001706X17314341?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0001706X17314341?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0001706X17314341?via%3Dihub#!
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2018.09.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2018.09.021
http://doi.org/10.20506/rst.32.3.2251
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sithole%20MI%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Sithole%20MI%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Bekker%20JL%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Bekker%20JL%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Tsotetsi-Khambule%20AM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Tsotetsi-Khambule%20AM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Tsotetsi-Khambule%20AM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Mukaratirwa%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Mukaratirwa%20S%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31303223
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31303223
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vprsr.2019.100299
https://dx.doi.org/10.3201%2Feid1701.101210
https://dx.doi.org/10.3201%2Feid1701.101210


143 

 

 

 

Sreedevi, C. (2013). Diagnosis of Taenia solium metacestode infection in pigs: A Review. 

International Journal of Veterinary Health Science and Research, 01(02), 09-15. 

http://doi.org/10.19070/2332-2748-130003. 

Sreedevi, C., Hafeez, M., Kumar, P. A., Rayulu, V. C., Subramanyam, K. V., & Sudhakar, K. 

(2012). PCR test for detecting Taenia solium cysticercosis in pig carcasses. Tropical 

Animal Health Production, 44(1), 95-99. http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-011-9893-2.  

Statistical Analysis System (2008). Statistical Analysis System (2008). Statistical analytical 

systems guide for personal computers. Cary, NC: SAS Institute Inc. Target Product Profiles 

for the Diagnosis of Taenia solium Taeniasis, Neurocysticercosis and Porcine 

Cysticercosis.   

Tatwangire, A. (2013). Situation analysis of smallholder pig value chains in Uganda. 

http://livestock-fish.wikispaces.com/VCD+Uganda.  

Taylor, A., Coveney, J., Ward, P. R., Dal Grande, E., Mamerow, L., Henderson, J., & Meyer, S. 

B. (2012). The Australian Food and Trust Survey: Demographic indicators associated with 

food safety and quality concerns. Food Control,25(2), 476-483.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2011.11.003. 

Tekle, T., Tesfay, A., & Kifleyohannes, T. (2013). Smallholder pig production and its constraints 

in Mekelle and southern zone of Tigray region, north Ethiopia. Livestock Research and 

Rural Development, 25(184), 1-5. http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd25/10/tekl25184.htm. 

Thiha, A. & Fatimah, I. (2015). A Colorimetric Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA) 

Detection Platform for a Point-of-Care Dengue Detection System on a Lab-on-Compact-

Disc. Sensors, 15(5), 11431-11441. https://doi.org/10.3390/s150511431. 

Thomas, L. F., Cook, E. A. J., Fèvre, E. M., & Rushton, J. (2019). Control of Taenia solium; A 

case for public and private sector investment. Frontiers in Veterinary Science, 6(176), 1-

10. https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2019.00176.  

Thomas, L. F., Harrison, L. J. S., Toye, P., de Glanville, W. A., Cook, E. A. J., Wamae, C. N., 

http://doi.org/10.19070/2332
http://doi.org/10.19070/2332
http://dx.doi.org/10.19070/2332-2748-130003
http://dx.doi.org/10.19070/2332-2748-130003
http://dx.doi.org/10.19070/2332-2748-130003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2011.11.003.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2011.11.003.
http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd25/10/tekl25184.htm
http://www.lrrd.org/lrrd25/10/tekl25184.htm
https://doi.org/10.3390/s150511431


144 
 

& Fèvre, E. M. (2016). Prevalence of Taenia solium cysticercosis in pigs entering the food 

chain in western Kenya. Journal of Tropical Animal Health and Production, 48(1), 233-

238. http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0949-6. 

Thomas, L. F. (2014). Epidemiology of Taenia solium Cysticercosis in Western Kenya, PhD 

thesis, University of Edinburgh). 

Thomas, L.F., de Glanville, W., Cook, E., & Fevre, E. (2013). The spatial ecology of freeranging 

domestic pigs (Sus scrofa) in western Kenya. BMC Veterinary Research, 9(46): 1-12. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-46. 

Thrusfield, M. V. (2013). Veterinary Epidemiology; Thrusfield MV, editor: Blackwell Science, 

Oxford.  

Thys, S., Mwape, K. E., Lefèvre, P., Dorny, P., Phiri, A., Marcotty, T, Phiri, I. K., & Gabriël, S. 

(2016). Why pigs are free-roaming: communities ‘perceptions, knowledge and practices 

regarding pig management and taeniosis/cysticercosis in a Taenia solium endemic rural 

area in Eastern Zambia. Veterinary Parasitology, 225(1), 33-42. 

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetpar.2016.05.029.  

Torgerson, P. R. (2013). One world health: Socioeconomic burden and parasitic disease control 

priorities. Veterinary Parasiology, 195(3-4): 223-232. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001920.   

Torgerson, P. R., Devleesschauwer, B., Praet, N., Speybroeck, N., Willingham, A. L., Kasuga, F., 

Rokni, M. B., Zhou, X. N., Fèvre, E. M., Sripa, B., Gargouri, N., Fürst, T., Budke, C. M., 

Carabin, H., Kirk, M. D., Angulo, F. J., Havelaar, A., & de Silva, N. (2015). World Health 

Organization estimates of the global and regional disease burden of 11 foodborne parasitic 

diseases, 2010: A Data Synthesis. PLoS Medicine, 12(12), 1-22. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001920. 

Trevisan, C., Devleesschauwer, B., Praet, N., Pondja, A., Assane, Y. A., Dorny, P., Thamsborg, S. 

M., Magnussen, P., & Johansen, M. V. (2018). Assessment of the societal cost of Taenia 

solium in Angónia district, Mozambique. BMC Infectious Diseases, 18(127), 1-11. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3030-z. 

http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0949-6
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0949-6
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0949-6
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0949-6
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11250-015-0949-6
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Lian_Thomas2
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Lian_Thomas2
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-46
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-46
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-46
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-46
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-46
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-46
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-9-46
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001920
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001920
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3030-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3030-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3030-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3030-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3030-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3030-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3030-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-018-3030-z


145 

 

 

 

Trevisan, C., Devleesschauwer, B., Schmidt, V., Winkler, A.S., Harrison, W., & Johansen, M.V. 

(2017). The societal cost of Taenia solium cysticercosis in Tanzania. Acta Tropica, 165 (1), 

141-154. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2015.12.021.  

Trevisan, M. S., & Walser, T. M. (2015). Evaluability Assessment: Improving Evaluation Quality 

and Use. California: Thousand Oaks, Sage. 181 pages. ISBN 978-1452282442.  

Tuyizere, A. (2007). Gender and development. The role of religion and clture. Kampala: Fountain 

Publishers Ltd.   

Uganda Bureau of Statistics (UBS). Livestock numbers (thousand animals), 2008-2010. 

http://www.ubos.org/onlinefiles/uploads/ubos/pdf%20documents/Agric_T1_2011.pdf. 

Accessed 24 September 2019. 

USDA (United States Department of Agriculture), (2018). NutritionData.com [WWW Document]. 

Natl. Nutr. Database.URLhttp://nutritiondata.self.com/facts/porkproducts/2203/2. 

Vaidya, V., Paturkar, A., Zende, R., Gatne, M., Dighe, D., Waghmare, R., Moon, S., Bhave, S., 

Jadhav, P., & Wavhal, N. (2018). Scenario of porcine cysticercosis and human taeniasis in 

Maharashtra State, India. Turk Journal of Veterinary and Animal Sciences, 42(1), 353-358. 

http://doi.org/10.3906/vet-1707-23.  

Valeeva, N. I., Van Asseldonk, M. A., & Backus, G. B. (2011). Perceived risk and strategy efficacy 

as motivators of risk management strategy adoption to prevent animal diseases in pig 

farming. Journal of Preventive Veterinary Medicine, 102, 284-295. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2011.08.005.  

Verbeke, W., Perez Cueto Eulert, F. J. A., de Barcellos, M. D., Krystallis, A., & Grunert, K. G. 

(2010). European citizen and consumer attitudes and preferences regarding beef and pork. 

Meat Science, 84, 284-292. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2009.05.001.  

Vicente, R.E., Manuel, S.R., Antón G., & Gustavo, A. G. C., (2010). Feed conversion rate and 

estimated energy balance of free grazing Iberian pigs. Elsevier Livestock Science, 132(1), 

152-156. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.livsci.2010.05.019.  

http://www.ubos.org/onlinefiles/uploads/ubos/pdf%20documents/Agric_T1_2011.pdf
http://nutritiondata.self.com/facts/pork-products/2203/2
http://nutritiondata.self.com/facts/pork-products/2203/2
http://nutritiondata.self.com/facts/pork-products/2203/2
http://nutritiondata.self.com/facts/pork-products/2203/2


146 
 

Waema, M. W., Misinzo, G., Kagira, J. M., Agola, E. L., & Ngowi, H. A. (2020). DNADetection 

Based Diagnostics for Taenia solium Cysticercosis in Porcine. Journal of Parasitology 

Research, 1(1), 1-7. https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/5706981. 

Waiswa, C., Fèvre, E. M., Nsadha, Z., Sikasunge, C. S., & Willingham, A. L. (2009). Porcine 

cysticercosis in Southeast Uganda: Seroprevalence in Kamuli and Kaliro Districts. Journal 

of Parasitology Research, 3(23), 1-5. http://doi.org/10.1155/2009/375493. 

Wandra, T., Swastika, K., Dharmawan, N. S., Purba, I. E., Sudarmaja, I. M., Yoshida, T., Sako, 

Y., Okamoto, M., Eka Diarthini, N. L., Sri Laksemi, D. A., Yanagida, T., Nakao, M., & 

Ito, A. (2015). The present situation and towards the prevention and control of 

neurocysticercosis on the tropical island, Bali, Indonesia. Parasites and Vectors, 8(148), 1-

11. http://doi.org/10.1186/s13071-015-0755-z.  

Wardrop, N. A., Thomas, L. F., Atkinson, P. M., de Glanville, W. A., Cook, E. A., Wamae, C. N., 

Gabriel, S., Dorny, P., Harrison, L. J. S., & Fèvre, E. M. (2016). Correction: The influence 

of socio-economic, behavioural and environmental factors on Taenia spp. transmission in 

Western Kenya: Evidence from a cross-sectional survey in humans and pigs. PLoS 

Neglected Tropical Diseases, 10(1), 1-16. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004394. 

Wardrop, N. A., Thomas, L. F., Atkinson, P. M., de Glanville, W. A., Cook, E. A., Wamae, C. N., 

Gabriël, S., Dorny, P., Harrison, L. J., & Fèvre, E. M. (2015). The influence of socio-

economic, behavioural and environmental factors on taenia spp. transmission in Western 

Kenya: Evidence from a cross-sectional survey in humans and pigs. PLoS Neglected 

Tropical Diseases, 9(12), 1-16. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004223, 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004394. 

Wayne Du. (2019).  Pork safety and quality: Feed withdrawal prior to slaughter. Factsheet- Pork 

Quality Assurance Program Lead/OMAFRA. ISSN 1198-712. Ontario.  

Webb, C. M., & White, A. C. Jr. (2016). Update on the diagnosis and management of 

neurocysticercosis. Current Infectious Disease Reports, 18(12), 44. 

http://doi.org/10.1007/s11908-016-0547-4. 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/5706981
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/5706981
http://doi.org/10.1155/2009/375493
http://doi.org/10.1155/2009/375493
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004394
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004394
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004223
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004223
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004394
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004394
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Webb%20CM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=27787774
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=White%20AC%20Jr%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=27787774
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11908-016-0547-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11908-016-0547-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11908-016-0547-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11908-016-0547-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11908-016-0547-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11908-016-0547-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11908-016-0547-4


147 

 

 

 

Weka, R. P., & Ikeh, E. I. (2009). Sero-prevalence of cysticercosis and intestinal parasitism in pigs 

in Jos Metropolis. Journal of Animal Veterinary Advanced, 8(5), 883-887. 

https://medwelljournals.com/abstract/?doi=javaa.2009.883.887.  

Weka, R. P, Kamani, J., Cogan, T., Eisler, M., & Morgan, E. R. (2019). Overview of Taenia solium 

cysticercosis in West Africa. Acta Tropica, 190(1), 329-338. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2018.12.012. 

White, Jr. A. C. (2000). Neurocysticercosis: updates on epidemiology, pathogenesis, diagnosis, 

and management. Annual Review of Medicine, 51(1):187–206. http://doi: 

10.1146/annurev.med.51.1.187. 

WHO. (2017). Taeniasis/cysticercosis Fact Sheet Updated March 

2017.http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs376/en/. 

WHO (World Health Organization). (2015). Investing to overcome the global impact of Neglected 

Tropical Diseases. Third WHO Report on Neglected Tropical Diseases. 

WHO/HTM/NTD/2015.1, Geneva, Switzerland.  

WHO. (2015). Estimates of the global burden of food borne diseases. World Health 

Organization.World Health Organization. 2015. WHO estimates of the global burden of 

foodborne diseases. 

WHO. Food Safety and Food Borne Illness. Geneva, Switzerland: World Health Organization; 

2007. Fact sheet No. 237.  

WHO/FAO. (2010). Basic steps to improve safety of street-vended food. International Food Safety 

Authorities Network (INFOSAN). Information Note No.3/2010-Safety of streetvended 

food. 

WHO/FAO/OIE. (2005). Guidelines for the surveillance, prevention and control of 

taeniosis/cysticercosis. Murrell, K. D. Ed Paris: World Organization for Animal Health.  

193 p. 

WHO/TDR Disease Reference Group on Zoonoses and Marginalized Infectious Diseases of 

Poverty. (2012). Research priorities for zoonoses and marginalized infections. Report 971, 

World Health Organization, Switzerland. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2018.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actatropica.2018.12.012
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs376/en/
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs376/en/


148 
 

Willingham 3rd A. L., Wu,Hai-Wei., Conlan, J., & Satrija, F.(2010). Combating Taenia solium 

cysticercosis in Southeast Asia an opportunity for improving human health and livestock 

production. Advanced Parasitology, 72(1), 235-66. http://doi.org/10.1016/S0065308X 

(10)72009-1. 

Willingham, A. L., & Engels, D. (2006). Control of Taenia solium cysticercosis/taeniosis. 

Advanced Parasitology, 61(1), 509-566. http://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-308X(05)61012-3.  

Wilson, S-J. (2014). Developing an On-Farm Biosecurity Plan for Your Grazing Enterprise. 

Canberra: Livestock Biosecurity Network.  

Winkler, A. S., Blocher, J., Auer, H., Gotwald, T., Matuja, W., & Schmutzhard, E. (2009). 

Epilepsy and neurocysticercosis in Rural Tanzania-An imaging study. Epilepsia, 50(5), 

987-993. http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1528-1167.2008.01867.x.  

Winkler, A. S., Blocher, J., Auer, H., Gotwald, T., Matuja, W., & Schmutzhard, E. (2008). 

Anticysticercal and antitoxocaral antibodies in people with epilepsy in Rural Tanzania. 

Transactions of the Royal Society of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene, 102(10), 1032-1038. 

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.trstmh.2008.05.004. 

Wohlgemut J., Dewey C., Levy M., & Mutua F. (2010). Evaluating the efficacy of teaching 

methods regarding prevention of human epilepsy caused by Taenia solium 

neurocysticercosis in Western Kenya. American Journal of Tropical Medicine and 

Hygiene, 82(4), 634-42.http://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.2010.09-0404. 

World Bank. (2012). World Development Report 2012: Gender equality and development. 

Washington, DC: World Bank.   

Wormington, J. D., Golnar, A., Poh, K. C., Kading, R. C., Martin, E., Hamer, S. A., & Hamer, G. 

L. (2019). Risk of african swine fever virus sylvatic establishment and spillover to domestic 

swine in the United States. Vector Borne Zoonotic Diseases, 19(7), 506-511. 

https://doi.org/10.1089/vbz.2018.2386. 

 

Wu, W., Qian, X., Huang, Y., & Hong, Q. (2012). A review of the control of clonorchiasis sinensis 

and Taenia solium taeniasis/cysticercosis in China. Parasitology Research, 111(5), 1879–

1884. http://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-012-3152-y. 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Willingham+AL+3rd&cauthor_id=20624534
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Wu+HW&cauthor_id=20624534
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Wu+HW&cauthor_id=20624534
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Wu+HW&cauthor_id=20624534
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Wu+HW&cauthor_id=20624534
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Conlan+J&cauthor_id=20624534
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Satrija+F&cauthor_id=20624534
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=Satrija+F&cauthor_id=20624534
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trstmh.2008.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trstmh.2008.05.004
https://dx.doi.org/10.4269%2Fajtmh.2010.09-0404
https://dx.doi.org/10.4269%2Fajtmh.2010.09-0404
https://dx.doi.org/10.4269%2Fajtmh.2010.09-0404
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-012-3152-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-012-3152-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-012-3152-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-012-3152-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-012-3152-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-012-3152-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-012-3152-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00436-012-3152-y


149 

 

 

 

Xiong, Z., Sun, D. W., Zeng, X. A., & Xie, A.(2014). Recent developments of hyperspectral 

imaging systems and their applications in detecting quality attributes of red meats: A 

review. Journal of Food Engineering, (1), 1-13. 

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2014.02.004. 

Yamane, T. (1967). Statistics: An Introductory Analysis (2nd Ed.). New York: Harper and Row.  

Yenealem, D. G., Yallew, W. W., & Abdulmajid, S. (2020). Food safety practice and 

associated factors among meat handlers in Gondar Town: A cross-sectional study. 

Journal of Environmental and Public Health, 1(1), 1-7. 

http://doi.org/10.1155/2020/7421745.  

Yeshambel, M., & Bimrew, A. (2014). Assessment of pig production and constraints in Mecha 

district, Amhara Region, Northwestern Ethiopia. Advances in Agriculture, 1(1), 1-5. 

http://doi.org/10.1155/2014/329254. 

Yohana, C., Mwita, C.J., & Nkwengulila, G. (2013). The prevalence of porcine cysticercosis and 

risk factors for taeniasis in Iringa Rural Distict. International Journal of Animal and 

Veterinary Advances, 5(6), 251-255. http://doi.org/10.19026/ijava.5.5606. 

Zinsstag, J., Schelling, E., Bonfoh, B., Fooks, A. R., Kasymbekov, J., Waltner-Toews, D., &  

Tanner, M. (2009). Towards a one health ‘‘research and application tool box. Veterinaria 

Italiana, 45 (1), 121–133.  

Zirintunda, G., & Ekou, J. (2015). Occurrence of porcine cysticercosis in free-ranging pigs 

delivered to slaughter points in Arapai, Soroti district, Uganda. Journal of Veterinary 

Research, 82(1), 1-5. http://doi.org/10.4102/ojvr.v82i1.888.   

Zoli, A., Shey-Njila, O., Assana, E., Nguekam, J. P., Dorny, P., Brandt, J., & Geerts, S. (2003). 

Regional Status, Epidemiology and Impact of Taenia solium Cysticercosis in Western and 

Central Africa. Acta Tropica, 87(1), 35-42. http://doi.org/10.1016/s0001-706x(03)00053-

6. 

 

 

  

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0260877414000648?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0260877414000648?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0260877414000648?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0260877414000648?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0260877414000648?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0260877414000648?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0260877414000648?via%3Dihub#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/02608774
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/02608774
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2014.02.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2014.02.004
http://doi.org/10.1155/2
http://doi.org/10.1155/2
https://doi.org/10.19026/ijava.5.5606
https://doi.org/10.19026/ijava.5.5606
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0001-706x(03)00053-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0001-706x(03)00053-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0001-706x(03)00053-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0001-706x(03)00053-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0001-706x(03)00053-6


150 
 

APPENDICES 

Appendix 1: Questionnaires for farmers, butchers, slaughter sabs workers and consumer’s 

interviews 

 

EGERTON UNIVERSITY  

Faculty of Agriculture - Department of Animal Sciences  

Research topic: Assessing prevalence, biosecurity measures and lost carcass-value 

associated with porcine cysticercosis along pork value chain in Western Kenya 

Questionnaires for farmers, butchers, slaughter sabs workers and consumer’s interviews  

Consent seeking 

Dear Sir/Madam, this survey is conducted by Marie-Françoise Mwabonimana, a PhD student of 

Egerton University-Njoro Campus, in the Department of Animal Sciences in partial fulfillment for 

a PhD in Livestock Production Systems. I am collecting blood samples on pig, data on 

management practices at farm and slaughter slabs points, awareness factors associated with T. 

solium cysticercosis transmission, Bucthers ‘s attitudes to risk related to pork meat in the market 

and consumer ‘s perceptions on safety practices. The interview will take approximately 20 minutes 

and your participation is keystone to the success of this study. We are kindly asking for your 

consent to be part of the study. Results from this survey will be usefull in the control of porcine 

cysticercosis through application of effective biosecurity measures, improvement of pork safety 

for consumers and increase income from pig production and trade with effective biosecurity 

measures in the pork value chain. The information provided will be used for academic purposes 

only and will be treated with ultimate confidentiality.  

Farmer consent obtained / __ /1. Yes 2. No   

Thank you  
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PART I. Objective 1  

Prevalence of porcine cysticercosis in scavenging pigs in Western Kenya 

SECTION A: Demographic characteristics of farmers 

Date---------------------------------------------------        Questionnaires no--------------------------  

Enumerators name-----------------------------------        Tel no---------------------------------------  

Name of the farmer/spouse/herdsman (i.e. the person interviewed): ----------------------------  

County------------------------Village----------------------------- (1=Busia; 2= Kakamega)  

Gender: [       ]        [1= male; 2 = female]  

Educational level [      ][1 = none; 2 = primary; 3 = secondary; 4 = College/University]  

Age in years: [   ]   [1 = 11-20; 2 = 21-30; 3 = 31-40; 4 = 41-50; 5 = 51-60; 6 = 61-70]  

Occupation: [    ]    [1= Farming; 2= Public employee; 3= Private employee]   

Years kept pigs: [    ][1= 1-5; 2= 6-10; 3= 11-15; 4= 16-20; 5= 21-25] 

Herd characteristics: Female: F; Male: M 

 Piglets  Weaners   growers  Breeding growers  

Females      

Males       

Herd sum      

 

SECTION B: Blood sample collection B1/at the farm 

 Pig 1  Pig 2  Pig 3  Pig 4  Pig 5  

Serology test       

B2/at the slaughter slabs 

 Pig 1  Pig 2  Pig 3  Pig 4  Pig 5  

Serology test         

Meat inspection (1= Passed; 0 = Condemned)       
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PART II. Objective 2  

Questionnaire for research on the management practices in pig farms and meat inspection 

practice at slaughter slabs in Busia and Kakamega Counties, Western Kenya 

Questionnaire for farmers, butchers and slaughter slabs workers 

SECTION A: Pig farm  

A.1. Farmers demographic characteristics 

 

Date---------------------------------------------------        Questionnaires no--------------------------  

Enumerators name-----------------------------------        Tel no---------------------------------------  

Name of the farmer/spouse/herdsman (i.e. the person interviewed): ----------------------------  

County------------------------Village----------------------------- (1=Busia; 2= Kakamega)  

Gender: [       ]        [1= male; 2 = female]  

Educational level [      ][1 = none; 2 = primary; 3 = secondary; 4 = College/University]  

Age in years: [   ]   [1 = 11-20; 2 = 21-30; 3 = 31-40; 4 = 41-50; 5 = 51-60; 6 = 61-70]   

Occupation: [    ]    [1= Farming; 2= Public employee; 3= Private employee]   

Years kept pigs: [    ][1= 1-5; 2= 6-10; 3= 11-15; 4= 16-20; 5= 21-25]  
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A.2. Pig farming management practices implemented in Busia and Kakamega Counties 

Sample dicrete choice: Please score the implemented measure for stopping the spread of 

porcine cysticercosis on and in the farm and slaughter slabs 

No.  Management practices  Type of Questions  Practice (1,0)  

 Respondent: Farmers  

 

Frequently 

practiced (1)  

= Yes  

Not 

Frequently 

practiced (0) = 

No  

1.  Free range pig keeping  Are your pigs kept 

outdoors?  

  

2.  Use of outdoor 

defecation   

Are outdoor bushes used for 

defecation?  

  

3.  Presence of latrine at 

household  

Does the household own a 

pit latrine?  

  

 

4.  Use of pit latrine by 

household  

Does the household 

member use the pit latrine?  

  

 

5.  Sourcing water outside 

the farm  

Whether farmers Sourcing 

water outside the farm or 

not?  

  

6.  Sourcing feed outside the 

farm  Whether farmers Sourcing 

feed outside the farm or not?  

  

 

7.  Routine de-worming  Are often your pigs 

dewormed?  

  

8  Routine vaccination  Whether farmer vaccinated 

pigs or not?  

  

9  Presence of a fenced 

farm  

Whether farm had a fenced 

pig pen or not?   
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SECTION B: Slaughter slabs 

 

B.1. Butchers and slaughters worker ‘s demographic characteristics  

Date---------------------------------------------------        Questionnaires no--------------------------  

Enumerators name-----------------------------------        Tel no--------------------------------------- 

Name of the butchers or slaughter slabs worker interviewed: ---------------------------- County------

------------------Slaughter slabs----------------------------- (1=Busia; 2= Kakamega)  

Gender: [       ]        [1= male; 2 = female]  

Educational level [      ][1 = none; 2 = primary; 3 = secondary; 4 = College/University]  

Age in years: [   ]   [1 = 11-20; 2 = 21-30; 3 = 31-40; 4 = 41-50; 5 = 51-60; 6 = 61-70]   

Occupation: [    ]    [1= Farming; 2= Public employee; 3= Private employee]   

Only for Butchers Years of selling pork: [    ][1= 1-5; 2= 6-10; 3= 11-15; 4= 16-20; 5= 21-25]  

B.2. Meat inspection practice implementation at slaughter slabs within Busia and Kakamega 

Counties 

Sample dicrete choice: Please score the meat inspection as whether it was adequately 

implemented or not at the slaughter slabs in Busia/Kakamega Counties?  

No.  Respondents  Meat inspection/Question  Practice (1,0)  

   Frequently 

practiced  

(1) = Yes  

Not  

Frequently 

practiced  

(0)= No  

1.  Butchers Whether meat was adequately inspected at the 

slaughter slabs in Busia/Kakamega or not?  
 

 

2. Slaughter slabs 

Workers 

Whether meat was adequately inspected at 

the slaughter slabs in Busia/Kakamega or 

not?  

 

 

Thank you for your participation. 
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PART III. Objective 3 

Questionnaire for research on porcine cysticercosis risks: Awareness, attitudes and 

perceptions on safety practices by farmers, butchers and consumers in Western Kenya 

Questionnaire for farmers, butchers and consumers 

 
 

SECTION A: Pig farm/Butchers/Slaughter slabs Workers  

A.1. Farmers demographic characteristics 

Date---------------------------------------------------        Questionnaires no--------------------------  

Enumerators name-----------------------------------        Tel no---------------------------------------  

Name of the farmer/spouse/herdsman (i.e. the person interviewed): ----------------------------  

County------------------------Village----------------------------- (1=Busia; 2= Kakamega)  

Gender: [       ]        [1= male; 2 = female]  

Educational level [      ][1 = none; 2 = primary; 3 = secondary; 4 = College/University]  

Age in years: [   ]   [1 = 11-20; 2 = 21-30; 3 = 31-40; 4 = 41-50; 5 = 51-60; 6 = 61-70]   

Occupation: [    ]    [1= Farming; 2= Public employee; 3= Private employee]   

Years kept pigs: [    ][1= 1-5; 2= 6-10; 3= 11-15; 4= 16-20; 5= 21-25]  

Only for Butcher-owners  

Years of selling pork: [    ][1= 1-5; 2= 6-10; 3= 11-15; 4= 16-20; 5= 21-25]  
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SECTION B: Awareness, attitude and perceptions on safety practices by farmers, butchers 

and consumers 

B/1. Farmer subjective awareness about risk factors in the transmission of porcine cysticercosis 

Please rate your awareness on the following issues: 

No.  Statement  Codes (1,0)  

  Aware (1)  Not aware(0)  

1  Awareness of knowlegde about taenia solium cysticercosis    

2  Awareness of knowledge about the link between pigs management 

systems and PC  

  

3  Awareness of knowledge about risks for PC transmission (free 

ranging system of pigs, ignorance about life cycle of T. solium 
parasite, lack or absence of toilets, lack of pork inspection and home 
slaughter) 

  

 

B/2.Bucthers ‘attitudes 

 Rank the following pork safety issues according to how concerned you are about them   

Risk perception  Pork sale point     

Pork from home 

slaughter (the farm) 

Pork from the 

slauther slabs  

Pork from the 

butchersy 

Pork from the 

eateries 

High risk (1)     

No (0)     

 

B/3.Consumer ‘s perceptions on safety practices of pork in the market   

No.  Perception  Agreement (1,0)  

  Strongly  agree 

(1)  
Strongly 

disagree (0)  

1.  Pork sold in Busia/Kakamega is in general safe    

2.  I always well cook the pork before eating     

3.  Undercooked pork is more likely to transmit cysticercosis to human      

4.  Pork from the slauther slab is safer than pork from the farm     

5.  Pork from the butchers is generally  safe than pork from the eateries    

6.  Pork from the eateries expose human to taeniasis    

 

Thank you for your contribution.  
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PART IV. Objective 4 

Loss in carcass value from porcine cysticercosis infection at the slaughter during the period 

of the study 

 

Questionnaire for slaughter slab owners and butchers 

 

Q1. How many pigs are they slaughtered daily? 

Q2. What is the unit price of pork per Kg in the market, in Kes? 

Q3. What is the average carcass yield? 

 

Thank you for your contribution.  
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Appendix 2: Research clearance permit from the National Commission for Science 

Technology and Innovation 
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Appendix 3: Statistical analysis details 

3.1 Objective 1: Determining prevalence of porcine cysticercosis at farm and slaughter 

levels Busia and Kakamega 

3.1.1 SAS results  

a. The PC prevalence based on Ag-ELISA at farm level in Busia and Kakamega Counties  

a.1) The PC prevalence based on Ag-ELISA at farm level in Busia County The SAS 

System         

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

                                                                                    Cumulative    Cumulative  

                   ELISAFarmBu    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

                             1             9           4.50                9                4.50                              

   0  191        95.50            200            100.00   

                                           Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square   165.6200  

DF                           1  

Pr > ChiSq      <.0001  

Sample Size = 200  

 

a.2) The PC prevalence based on Ag-ELISA at farm level in kakamega County  
                                            The SAS System           

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

            Cumulative    Cumulative  
                   ELISAFarmKa    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 85           97.70             85            97.70  
1 2             2.30            87          100.00                            

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    79.1839  

DF                         1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 87  

 

a.3)The mean PC prevalence based on Ag-ELISA at farm level within Busia and kakamega Counties  

                                            The SAS System       

The MEANS Procedure  

                                  Analysis Variable: ELISAFarmBuKa  

                   N            Mean          Std Dev         Minimum         Maximum  

                 287       0.0383275       0.1923211               0         1.0000000  
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                                            The SAS System           

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

                                                                       Cumulative    Cumulative  

ELISAFarmBuKa    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

 1         11        3.83           11             3.83  

 0          276              96.17         287               100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square   244.6864  

DF                          1  

Pr > ChiSq       <.0001  

Sample Size = 287 

b) The PC prevalence based on Ag-ELISA at slaughter slabs level in Busia and Kakamega 

b.1) The PC prevalence based on Ag-ELISA at slaughter slabs level in Busia County  

                                            The SAS System           

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

            Cumulative    Cumulative  

ELISASlgtBu   Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 80      95.24          80              5.24  

1 44.76           84          100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    68.7619  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 84  

b.2) The PC prevalence based on Ag-ELISA at slaughter slabs level in Kakamega County  

                                     The SAS System       

                                   The FREQ Procedure  

                       Cumulative    Cumulative  

 ELISASlgtKa    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 27           93.10           27                 3.10  

1 2               6.90           29             100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    21.5517  

DF                       1  

Pr > ChiSq      <.0001  

Sample Size = 29  

b.3) The mean PC prevalence based on Ag-ELISA at slaughter slabs level within Busia and Kakamega Counties  
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                                        The SAS System           

                                       The MEANS Procedure  

                                  Analysis Variable: ELISASlgtBuKa  

                   N            Mean         Std Dev         Minimum         Maximum  

                 113       0.0530973     0.2252264            0            1.0000000  

 

    The SAS System           

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

  Cumulative    Cumulative  

ELISASlgtBuKa    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

1107          94.69           107           94.69  

0 6          5.31            113         100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    90.2743  

 DF                        1  

Pr > ChiSq      <.0001  

Sample Size = 113  

c) The PC prevalence based on meat inspection at slaughter slabs level in Busia and 

Kakamega Counties 

c.1) The PC prevalence based on meat inspection in Busia County  
   The SAS System                                                                

The FREQ Procedure  

     Cumulative    Cumulative  

MeatinspSlgtBu    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

 1 82        97.62            82         97.62  

0    2                 2.38            84                 100.00  

   Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    76.1905  

DF                        1  

Pr > ChiSq      <.0001  

Sample Size = 84  

 

 

 

 

c.2) The PC prevalence based on meat inspection in Kakamega County The 

SAS System          
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   The FREQ Procedure 

                    Cumulative    Cumulative  

                 MeatinspSlgtKa    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

                              0                  29                100.00         29           100.00  

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     0.0000  

 DF                    0  

Pr > ChiSq     .  

Sample Size = 29  

 

c.3) The mean PC prevalence based on meat inspection at slaughter slabs level within Busia and  

Kakamega Counties  
                                       The SAS System           

                                         The MEANS Procedure  

                                Analysis Variable: MeatinspSlgtBuKa  

                   N            Mean         Std Dev         Minimum         Maximum  

                 113       0.0176991    0.1324428               0           1.0000000  

 

 The SAS System          

The FREQ Procedure  

       Cumulative    Cumulative  

MeatinspSlgtBuKa    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 111       98.23             111               98.23  

1 2           1.77             113             100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square   105.1416  

DF                       1  

Pr > ChiSq      <.0001  

Sample Size = 113  
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3.1.2 Summary of prevalence by County/village and slaughter  

a) Prevalence of meat inspection records by County/village and slaughter 

County   
Slaughter   Pigs sampled  Positive cases   Prevalence (%)  

Busia  Musambaruwa  79  2  2.5  

 
Matayos  5  0  0  

 Sub/Total  84  2  2.9  

Kakamega  Malinya  9  0  0  

 Khahega  13  0  0  

 Shinyalu  7  0  0  

 
Sub/Total  29  0  0  

 
Total  113  2  1.8  

 

b)  Seroprevalence by County/ Village at farm level based on Ag-ELISA  

County  Village  Pig sampled  Positive cases  Prevalence (%)  

Busia  Mundika  51  5  9.8  

 Bugengi  39  2  5.1  

 Nang'oma  42  1  2.4  

 Lwanya  58  1  1.7  

 Murende  10  0  0  

 Sub/Total  200  9  4.5  

Kakamega  Idakho Central (3)  54  1  1.9  

 Idakho North (1)  33  1  3  

 
Sub/Total  87  2  2.3  

 Total  287  11  3.8  

Idakho Central villages: Shikulu, Shivagala, Lunenele and Idakho North: Mukongolo 
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c)  Seroprevalence by County/Village at slaughter slabs level  

County   
Slaughter   Pigs sampled  Positive cases   Prevalence (%)  

Busia  Musambaruwa  79  4  5.1  

 Matayos  5  0  0  

 Sub/Total  84  4  4.8  

Kakamega  Malinya  9  0  0  

 Khahega  13  2  15.4  

 Shinyalu  7  0  0  

 Sub/Total  29  2  6.9  

 
Total  113  6  5.3  
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3.2 Objective 2: Identifying management practices in pig’s farms and meat inspection 

practice at slaughter slabs  

a) Farmer’s demographic characteristic by County 

Variables  Statement  
Busia County 

(n =102)  Kakamega County   

(n = 60)  

Overall (n = 

162)  

Age (years) 11-20  29.4 % (30)  18.3 % (11)  25.3 % (41)  

 21-30  40.2 % (41)  33.3 % (20)  37.7 % (61)  

 31-40  25.5 % (26)  28.3 % (17)  25.5 % (43)  

 41-50  4.9 % (5)  20.0 % (12)  10.5 % (17)  

Gender  
Male  50.0 % (51)   41.7% (25)   46.9 % (76)  

 Female  50.0 % (51)   58.3 % (35)    53.1 % (86)  

Education level  
None   43.1 % (44)  38.3 % (23)  41.4 % (67)  

 Primary  17.6 % (18)  38.3 % (23)  25.3 % (41)  

 Secondary  33.3 % (34)  20.0 % (12)  28.4 % (46)  

 College/University    5.9 % (6)   3.3 % (2)  4.9 % (8)  

Farmer occupation   Farming  92.2 % (94)  98.3 % (59)   94.4 % (153)  

 Public employee   2.9 % (3)  1.7 % (1)  2.5 % (4)  

 Private employee   4.9 % (5)  0.0 % (0)  3.1 % (5)  

Farmers‘ pig  

production 

experience 

(years) 

1-10  

11-20  

86.3 % (88)  

10.8 % (11)  

61.6 % (37)  

 33.3 % (20)   

77.2 % (125)  

19.1 % (31)  

 21-30   3.0 % (3)  1.7 % (1)  2.5 % (4)  

 31-40   0.0 % (0)   1.7 % (1)     0.6 % (1)  

 41-50   0.0 % (0)       1.7 % (1)  0.6 % (1)  
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b) Pig farming management practices implemented in Busia County (n=102) 

Managemnt practices   Practice (0,1)  

Frequently(1)    Not frequently (0)  

Free ranging pig rearing  77.5% (79)   22.5% (23)            

Use of outdoor defecation by humans  27.5% (28)  72.5% (74)  

Latrine ownership by household  86.3% (88)                13.7% (14)  

Use of latrine in household  68.6% (70)  31.4% (32)  

Source of water use  10.8% (11)  89.2% (91)  

Source of feed  13.7% (14)  86.3% (88)  

Routine de-worming  42.2% (43)  57.8% (59)  

Routine vaccination  12.8% (13)  87.2% (89)  

Fencing of the farm  20.6% (21)  79.4% (81)  

N= number of farmers intervieuwed; had not frequently (0) implies the management 

practicesbiosecurity measure was not practiced by the household while had frequent (1) implied 

the management practices was frequently practiced.  

c) Pig farming management practices implemented in Kakamega County (n=60) 

Management practices   Practice (0,1)  

Frequently (1)   Not frequently(0)  

Free range pig keeping  55.0% (33)   45.0% (27)  

Use of outdoor defecation by humans  43.3% (26)   56.7% (34)  

Latrine ownership by household  90.0% (54)   10.0% (6) 

Use of latrine by household  80.0% (48)   20.0% (12)  

Source of water use   3.3% (2)   96.7% (58)  

Source of feed           11.7 %(7)   88.3% (53)  

Routine de-worming             8.3% (5)   91.7%(55)  

Routine vaccination  60.0% (36)   40.0% (24)  

Fencing of the farm  25.0% (15)   75.0% (45)  

n= number of farmers intervieuwed; Not frequently (0) implies themanagement practices was not practiced by the 

household while Frequent (1) implied the management practiceswas frequently practiced.  
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d. Assessment of meat inspection implementation by respondents by County 

Meat 

inspection  Level  Practice (0,1)  Busia   

Kakamega   Overall %  

 

Butchers   Not frequently (0)  30.8 % (4)    15.4 % (2)  

 

23.1% (6)  

 

 Frequently (1)  69.2 % (9)  

 

  84.6% (11)  

 

76.9 %(20)  

 Workers  Not frequently (0)  41.7 % (6)    33.3% (4)  38.5% (10)  

  Frequently (1)  58.3 % (8)  66.7 % (8)   61.5% (16)  

n= number of farmers intervieuwed; Not (0) implies adequate meat inspection was not done by 

respective respondents while frequent (1) implies adequate meat inspection was frequently done. 

e. SAS results  

e.1) Biosecurity measures practiced at farm level in Busia and Kakamega Counties (n=162) 

e.1.1) Biosecurity measures proportions   
                                            The SAS System         

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

              Cumulative    Cumulative  

 ELISA    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

1                11        6.79              11               6.79    

 0              151             93.21            162           100.00  

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square   120.9877  

DF                        1  

Pr > ChiSq       <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  

 

                      Cumulative    Cumulative  

frange    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

   1              112               69.14           112           69.14  

         0                50               30.86           162          100.00   

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    23.7284  

DF                            1  

Pr > ChiSq      <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  

 

 

 

 



169 

 

 

 

                          Cumulative    Cumulative  

 Outdoor    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

 

0 108         66.67           108           66.67   

1 54          33.33           162         100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    18.0000  

DF                   1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  

 

  Cumulative    Cumulative  

 Hlatr    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

 1             142                87.65         142             87.65  

0 20               12.35          162           100.00  

 
Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    91.8765  

 DF                            1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  

                                                                         Cumulative    Cumulative  

                     Uselatr    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

1 118       72.84          118          72.84  

            0                 44       27.16          162        100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    33.8025  

DF                     1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 162   

  Cumulative    Cumulative  

 Water    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 149           91.98           149           91.98  

1   13             8.02           162         100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square   114.1728  

 DF                      1  

 Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 162   
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Cumulative    Cumulative  

                      Feed    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

          1              21            12.96            21             12.96  

 0            141            87.04           162          100.00   

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    88.8889  

 DF                     1  

 Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  

 

                                                 Cumulative    Cumulative  

Dew    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 114             70.37           114             70.37  

1 48             29.63           162           100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  
Chi-Square    26.8889  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  

 

                                        Cumulative    Cumulative  

  Vacc    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 113       69.75           113       69.75  

1 49       30.25           162      100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  
Chi-Square    25.2840 DF                   

  1  

Pr > ChiSq      <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  

 

                          Cumulative    Cumulative  

  Fence    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 126             77.78           126                77.78  

1 36             22.22           162              100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  
Chi-Square    50.0000  

DF                            1  

Pr > ChiSq      <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  
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e.2) Meat Inspection implementation at Slaughter Slabs (n = 52) 

e.2.1) Assessment of the attitude Butcher-owners on meat inspection practice in the two Counties 

(n = 26) 
The SAS System  

                                         The MEANS Procedure  

                                 Analysis Variable: ButcherAttitude  

                   N            Mean         Std Dev         Minimum         Maximum  

                  26          0.7692308    0.4296689                 0         1.0000000  

The FREQ Procedure  

Cumulative    Cumulative  

 ButcherAttitude    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 6             23.08            6                   23.08  

1 20             76.92          26                 100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     7.5385  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     0.0060 Sample 

Size = 26  

 

e.2.2) Assessment of the attitude slaughter slabs workers on meat inspection practice in the two Counties (n = 26)The 

SAS System  

                                                            The MEANS Procedure  

                                 Analysis Variable: WorkersAttitude  

                   N            Mean         Std Dev         Minimum         Maximum  

                  26     0.6153846     0.4961389                     0         1.0000000  

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

     Cumulative    Cumulative  

                 WorkersAttitude    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

                      1                          16                  61.54             16                61.54  

         0                 10        38.46             26              100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     1.3846  

DF                    1   

Pr > ChiSq     0.2393  

Sample Size = 26  
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3.3 Objective 3:  Determining the level of awareness, attitudes and perceptions on safety 

practices among farmers, butchers and consumers in Western Kenya 

1. SAS results  

a) Determining farmer subjective awareness on factors associated with T. solium cysticercosis 

transmission   

a.1) SAS results on awareness of farmers for Busia County The 

SAS System  

 

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

    Cumulative    Cumulative  

 Tsolium    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 86         84.31            86                84.31  

1 16        15.69           102        100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    48.0392  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 102  

 

                      Cumulative    Cumulative  

Mngt    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 92               90.20            92             90.20  

1 10                 9.80           102         100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    65.9216  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 102  

 

                              Cumulative    Cumulative  

                      Risk    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 88                  86.27         88                 86.27  

1 14                  13.73       102               100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    53.6863  

DF                            1  

Pr > ChiSq      <.0001  

Sample Size = 102  
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a.2) SAS results on awareness for Kakamega County  
                                            The SAS System               

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

                                                            Cumulative    Cumulative  

                     Tsolium    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 37       61.67            37        61.67  

1 23       38.33            60       100.00  

 

Chi-Square Testfor Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     3.2667  

DF                           1  

   Pr > ChiSq     0.0707  

Sample Size = 60  

 

    Cumulative Cumulative             

Mngt    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 42           70.00               42              70.00  

1 18           30.00                60            100.00  

 

Chi-Square Testfor Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     9.6000  

DF                  1  

 Pr > ChiSq     0.0019  

Sample Size = 60  

   

    Cumulative    Cumulatie  

                      Risk    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 39         65.00            39            65.00  

1 21         35.00            60          100.00     

 

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     5.4000  

DF                           1  

Pr > ChiSq       0.0201  

Sample Size = 60  
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a.3) Overall farmer’s subjective awareness on factors associated with T. solium cysticercosis transmission within 

Busia and Kakamega Counties (n = 162)  
The SAS System              

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

                                                Cumulative    Cumulative  

                     Tsolium    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 123          75.93           123            75.93   

1 39          24.07           162              100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  
Chi-Square    43.5556  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  

 

                               Cumulative    Cumulative  

                      Mngt    Frequency     Percent      Frequency      Percent  

0 134         82.72            134                82.72  

1 28            17.28          162              100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  
Chi-Square    69.3580  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  

                                Cumulative    Cumulative  

Risk    Frequency     Percent      Frequency       Percent  

0 127            78.40           127               78.40  

1 35            21.60           162             100.00  

 

   Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    52.2469  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 162  
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b) Determination of overall Butchers’s attitudes to pork meat safety issues in the market 

within Busia and Kakamega (n = 26) 

b.1Butchers’s demographic characteristic 

Variables  Statement  Busia County  (N =13)  Kakamega  
County  (N = 13)  

Overall  (N = 26)  

Age (years) 11-20  38.4 % (5)   69.2 % (9)    53.9 % (14)  

 21-30  30.8 % (4)     7.7 % (1)     19.2 % (5)  

 

 
31-40  30.8 % (4)     7.7 % (1)     19.2 % (5)  

 

41-50   0.0 % (0)  15.4 % (2)  7.7 % (2)  

Gender  
Male    84.6 % (11)  100.0 % (13)   92.3 % (24)  

  Female        15.4 % (2)     0.0 % (0)  7.7 % (2)  

Education level  
None   0.0 % (0)     0.0 % (0)  0.0 % (0)   

 Primary  53.9 % (7)    15.4 % (2)     34.6 % (9)  

  Secondary        38.4 % (5)    76.9 % (10)     57.7 % (15)  

 College/University   7.7 % (1)    7.7 % (1)     7.7 % (2)  

Year of selling pig   1-5  30.8 % (4)   61.5 % (8)     46.2 % (12)  

 
6-10  61.5 % (8)     7.7 % (1)      34.6 % (9)  

 11-15   7.7 % (1)   30.8 % (4)      19.2 % (5)  

 16-20     0.0 % (0)    0.0 % (0)        0.0 % (0)  

 

b.2 SAS outputs  
           The SAS System              

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

                                Cumulative    Cumulative  

                      Home    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

           1              19         73.08            19          73.08  

0 7      26.92            26              100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     5.5385  

  DF                   1  

  Pr > ChiSq     0.0186  

Sample Size = 26  
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                             Cumulative    Cumulative  

Slaughter    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0   6              23.08           6              23.08  

1 20       76.92         26            100.00  

 

 

 Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     7.5385  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     0.0060  

Sample Size = 26  

 

                                                Cumulative    Cumulative  

                    Butchery    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

1                    8             30.77             8               30.77  

0                  18             69.23              26            100.00      

 

   Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     3.8462  

 DF                   1  

Pr > ChiSq     0.0499  

Sample Size = 26  

 

                                 Cumulative    Cumulative  

                    Eateries    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

                           0            16        61.54              16             61.54  
                           1          

 

 10        38.46                    26           100.00   

   
Chi-Square     1.3846  
DF                    1  
Pr > ChiSq     0.2393  
Sample Size = 26  

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  
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c) Determining practices of consumers about pork quality and safety within Busia and 

Kakamega (n = 92) 

c.1Demographic characteristic of Consumers within Busia and Kakamega Counties   

Variables  Statement  Busia  (n = 52)  

 

Kakamega (n = 40)  

Overall   

(n = 92 )  

Age in year  11-20  25.0 % (13)  7.5 % (3)  17.4 % (16)  

 21-30  21.2 % (11)  35.0 % (14)  27.2 % (25)  

 31-40  46.2 % (24)  52.5 % (21)   48.9 % (45)  

 41-50  7.7 % (4)   5.0 % (2)   6.5  (6)  

Gender  

Male   

Female  

17.3 % (9)  

 82.7 % (43)  

15.0 % (6)  

  85.0 % (34)  

16.3 % (15)  

 83.7 (77)  

Education level  

None  

Primary  

65.4 % (34)  

34.6 % (18)  

22.5 % (9)  

  47.5 % (19)  

46.7 % (43)  

40.2 % (37)  

 Secondary  0.0 % (0)   30.0 % (12)  13.1 % (12)  

 College/University  0.0 % (0)  0.0 % (0)  0.0 % (0)  

n = Number of consumers interviewed  

c.2   SAS outputs 

           The SAS System              

                                          The FREQ Procedure  

                                Cumulative    Cumulative  

                  Porksold    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

1          79              85.87            79               85.87  

0 13              14.13            92             100.00  

 

   Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    47.3478  

  DF                   1  

  Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 92  
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                                                                 Cumulative    Cumulative  

                    Welcooked    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

1 54              58.70            54               58.70  

   0                     38              41.30             92              100.00  

    

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions 
Chi-Square     2.7826  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     0.0953  

Sample Size = 92  

                      Cumulative    Cumulative  

                   Undercooked    Frequency    Percent    Frequency     Percent  

0 40           43.48         40                 43.48  

1 52           56.52         92               100.00  

 

   Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     1.5652  

DF                    1  

  Pr > ChiSq     0.2109  

Sample Size = 92  

   

                                                                 Cumulative    Cumulative  

Unfit    Frequency     Percent      Frequency      Percent  

1              85          92.39            85                  92.39             0     

7             7.61            92                100.00  

 

 Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    66.1304  

DF                    1  

  Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 92  

        Cumulative    Cumulative  

Safer    Frequency     Percent       Frequency      Percent  

 1              75        81.52            75                 81.52  

                      0          17      18.48               92             100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    36.5652  

DF                    1  

  Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 92  
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                  Cumulative    Cumulative  

                  Cysticercosis    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 33               35.87          33               35.87  

0 59                64.13          92             100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     7.3478  

  DF                   1  

Pr > ChiSq     0.0067  

Sample Size = 92  

    

                Cumulative    Cumulative  

                    Porksold    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

1 79           85.87          79              85.87  

0   13          14.13         92            100.00  

 

            Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    47.3478  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 92  

    

                                                                Cumulative    Cumulative  

                    Welcooked    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

1 55             59.78           55              59.78  

                0                  37            40.22            92            100.00  

 

   Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     3.5217  

  DF                   1  

Pr > ChiSq     0.0606  

Sample Size = 92  

 

             Cumulative    Cumulative  

                   Undercooked    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

0 40                   43.48            40                43.48  

1 52                   56.52            92              100.00  

 

   Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     1.5652  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     0.2109  

Sample Size = 92  
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                                       Cumulative    Cumulative  

 Unfit    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

 1              85              92.39            85               92.39  

0 7                7.61            92           100.00  

 

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    66.1304  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 92  

  

                         Cumulative    Cumulative  

  Safer    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

1 75               81.52            75                81.52   

0              17               18.48            92              100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square    36.5652  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     <.0001  

Sample Size = 92  

             Cumulative    Cumulative  

                  Cysticercosis    Frequency     Percent     Frequency      Percent  

                              1           33               35.87            33                35.87  

                              0           59               64.13            92              100.00  

 

Chi-Square Test for Equal Proportions  

Chi-Square     7.3478  

DF                    1  

Pr > ChiSq     0.0067  

Sample Size = 92  
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3.4 Objective 4:  Determination of the monetary loss in carcass value associated with 

porcine cysticercosis infestations at the slaughter Western Kenya 

a) Monetary loss estimation due to meat inspection and Ag-ELISA due to porcine cysticercosis 

in Western Kenya 

Total nb slaughtered 113   

DEL=nW*Av.P/Kg 
 

 
 

% condemned/ meat inspection  1.8      
% condemned/ Ag/ELISA 5.3      
n1 meat inspection 2.034      
n2 Ag-ELISA 5.989      
W/pig  50   KES Dolla  
Total W n1 101.7   1 0.01  
Total W n2 299.45   100 1  
Average price/Kg 310      
Average pig/day 5  Annual/Pigs  Weeks Annual in dolla 

Working days  21 Dollar                        

1,825 
365 days 52  

Economic loss n1 Kes            31,527.0 $                

315.3 
Kes     547,969.3 Kes        

547,969.3 
Kes 546,468.0 $           

5,479.7 
Economic loss n2 Kes             

92,829.5 
$                

928.3 
Kes  1,613,465.1   $        16,134.7 

 

b) Sensitivity analysis for estimated economic loss of PC by meat inspection and Ag-ELISA 

based on change in the number of condemned (n) pork in Western Kenya 

 Meat inspection  Kes Dolla Ag-ELISA   Kes Dolla 

                              

1.80 
Kes     31,527.0 $ 315.3  5.3 Kes      92,829.5 $             928.3 

 1 Kes      15,500.0 $     155.0  1 Kes    17,515.0 $             175.2 

 2 Kes     31,000.0 $      310.0  2 Kes      35,030.0 $             350.3 

 3 Kes     46,500.0 $      465.0  3 Kes    52,545.0 $             525.5 

 4 Kes      62,000.0 $      620.0  4 Kes      70,060.0 $             700.6 

 5 Kes     77,500.0 $      775.0  5 Kes      87,575.0 $             875.8 

Variable n 6 Kes    93,000.0 $      930.0  6 Kes  105,090.0 $           1,050.9 

 7 Kes   108,500.0 $   1,085.0  7 Kes   122,605.0 $           1,226.1 

 8 Kes   124,000.0 $   1,240.0  8 Kes    140,120.0 $           1,401.2 

 9 Kes    139,500.0 $   1,395.0  9 Kes    157,635.0 $           1,576.4 

 9 Kes    139,500.0 $   1,395.0  9 Kes   157,635.0 $           1,576.4 

 10 Kes   155,000.0 $   1,550.0  10 Kes    175,150.0 $           1,751.5 

 11 Kes    170,500.0 $   1,705.0  11 Kes    192,665.0 $           1,926.7 

 12 Kes   186,000.0 $   1,860.0  12 Kes   210,180.0 $           2,101.8 
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c) Sensitivity analysis for estimated economic loss of PC by meat inspection at slaughter slabs 

when both n and W vary in Western Kenya 

     Variable weigth (W)   

 Kes   31,527.0 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 

 1 Kes         9,300.0 Kes      10,850.0 Kes     12,400.0 Kes      13,950.0 Kes     15,500.0 Kes     17,050.0 Kes     18,600.0 

 2 Kes      18,600.0 Kes      21,700.0 Kes     24,800.0 Kes      27,900.0 Kes     31,000.0 Kes     34,100.0 Kes     37,200.0 

 3 Kes       27,900.0 Kes      32,550.0 Kes     37,200.0 Kes      41,850.0 Kes     46,500.0 Kes     51,150.0 Kes     55,800.0 

 4 Kes      37,200.0 Kes      43,400.0 Kes     49,600.0 Kes      55,800.0 Kes     62,000.0 Kes     68,200.0 Kes     74,400.0 

 5 Kes      46,500.0 Kes      54,250.0 Kes     62,000.0 Kes      69,750.0 Kes     77,500.0 Kes     85,250.0 Kes     93,000.0 

Variable n 6 Kes      55,800.0 Kes      65,100.0 Kes     74,400.0 Kes      83,700.0 Kes     93,000.0 Kes   102,300.0 Kes   111,600.0 

 7 Kes      65,100.0 Kes     75,950.0 Kes     86,800.0 Kes      97,650.0 Kes   108,500.0 Kes   119,350.0 Kes   130,200.0 

 8 Kes      74,400.0 Kes     86,800.0 Kes     99,200.0 Kes    111,600.0 Kes   124,000.0 Kes   136,400.0 Kes   148,800.0 

 9 Kes      83,700.0 Kes     97,650.0 Kes   111,600.0 Kes    125,550.0 Kes   139,500.0 Kes   153,450.0 Kes   167,400.0 

 10 Kes      93,000.0 Kes   108,500.0 Kes   124,000.0 Kes    139,500.0 Kes   155,000.0 Kes   170,500.0 Kes   186,000.0 

 11 Kes    102,300.0 Kes   119,350.0 Kes   136,400.0 Kes    153,450.0 Kes   170,500.0 Kes   187,550.0 Kes   204,600.0 

 12 Kes    111,600.0 Kes  130,200.0 Kes   148,800.0 Kes    167,400.0 Kes   186,000.0 Kes   204,600.0 Kes   223,200.0 

 13 Kes    120,900.0 Kes  141,050.0 Kes   161,200.0 Kes    181,350.0 Kes   201,500.0 Kes   221,650.0 Kes   241,800.0 

 14 Kes    130,200.0 Kes  151,900.0 Kes   173,600.0 Kes    195,300.0 Kes    217,000.0 Kes   238,700.0 Kes   260,400.0 

 15 Kes    139,500.0 Kes  162,750.0 Kes   186,000.0 Kes    209,250.0 KES   232,500.0 Kes   255,750.0 Kes   279,000.0 

 16 Kes    148,800.0 Kes  173,600.0 Kes   198,400.0 Kes    223,200.0 KES   248,000.0 Kes   272,800.0 Kes   297,600.0 

 17 Kes    158,100.0 Kes  184,450.0 Kes   210,800.0 Kes    237,150.0 KES   263,500.0 Kes   289,850.0 Kes   316,200.0 

 18 Kes    167,400.0 Kes  195,300.0 Kes   223,200.0 Kes   251,100.0 Kes   279,000.0 Kes   306,900.0 Kes   334,800.0 

 19 Kes    176,700.0 Kes  206,150.0 Kes   235,600.0 Kes   265,050.0 Kes   294,500.0 Kes   323,950.0 Kes   353,400.0 

 20 Kes   186,000.0 Kes   217,000.0 Kes   248,000.0 Kes   279,000.0 Kes   310,000.0 Kes   341,000.0 Kes   372,000.0 

 21 Kes   195,300.0 Kes   227,850.0 Kes   260,400.0 Kes   292,950.0 Kes   325,500.0 Kes   358,050.0 Kes   390,600.0 

 22 Kes   204,600.0 Kes   238,700.0 Kes   272,800.0 Kes   306,900.0 Kes   341,000.0 Kes   375,100.0 Kes   409,200.0 

 23 Kes   213,900.0 Kes   249,550.0 Kes   285,200.0 Kes   320,850.0 Kes   356,500.0 Kes   392,150.0 Kes   427,800.0 

 24 Kes    223,200.0 Kes   260,400.0 Kes   297,600.0 Kes   334,800.0 Kes   372,000.0 Kes    409,200.0 Kes   446,400.0 

 25 Kes    232,500.0 Kes    271,250.0 Kes   310,000.0 Kes   348,750.0 Kes   387,500.0 Kes    426,250.0 Kes   465,000.0 

 26 Kes    241,800.0 Kes   282,100.0 Kes   322,400.0 Kes   362,700.0 Kes   403,000.0 Kes    443,300.0 Kes   483,600.0 

 27 Kes   251,100.0 Kes    292,950.0 Kes   334,800.0 Kes   376,650.0 Kes   418,500.0 Kes    460,350.0 Kes   502,200.0 

 28 Kes    260,400.0 Kes   303,800.0 Kes  347,200.0 Kes   390,600.0 Kes   434,000.0 Kes    477,400.0 Kes   520,800.0 

 29 Kes    269,700.0 Kes   314,650.0 Kes   359,600.0 Kes   404,550.0 Kes   449,500.0 Kes    494,450.0 Kes   539,400.0 

 30 Kes    279,000.0 Kes   325,500.0 Kes   372,000.0 Kes   418,500.0 Kes   465,000.0 Kes   511,500.0 Kes   558,000.0 

 31 Kes    288,300.0 Kes   336,350.0 Kes  384,400.0 Kes   432,450.0 Kes   480,500.0 Kes   528,550.0 Kes   576,600.0 

 32 Kes    297,600.0 Kes   347,200.0 Kes   396,800.0 Kes   446,400.0 Kes   496,000.0 Kes   545,600.0 Kes   595,200.0 

 33 Kes    306,900.0 Kes   358,050.0 Kes  409,200.0 Kes   460,350.0 Kes   511,500.0 Kes    562,650.0 Kes   613,800.0 

 34 Kes    316,200.0 Kes   368,900.0 Kes   421,600.0 Kes   474,300.0 Kes   527,000.0 Kes   579,700.0 Kes   632,400.0 

 36 Kes    334,800.0 Kes   390,600.0 Kes   446,400.0 Kes   502,200.0 Kes   558,000.0 Kes   613,800.0 Kes   669,600.0 

 36 Kes    334,800.0 Kes   390,600.0 Kes   446,400.0 Kes   502,200.0 Kes  558,000.0 Kes   613,800.0 Kes   669,600.0 

 37 Kes    344,100.0 Kes   401,450.0 Kes   458,800.0 Kes   516,150.0 Kes   573,500.0 Kes   630,850.0 Kes   688,200.0 
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Appendix 4: List of conferences presentations and publications 

I. Conferences presentations 

1. Animal Production Society of Kenya 

 

 

Mwabonimana, F., King’ori, A., Ingwaya, C., Shakala, E. and Bebe, B. (2019). Prevalence for 

Porcine Cysticercosis in Busia and Kakamega Counties, Western Kenya. Proceedings of the 

Animal Production Society of Kenya (APSK) 2019 Annual Scientific Symposium held in April 9-

11, 2019 at Hotel Waterbuck, Nakuru, Kenya. Pp 114-120.   
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2. AGRO 2019 Conference and Exhibition 

 

Mwabonimana, F., King’ori, A., Ingwaya, C. and Bebe, B. (2019). Biosecurity measures for 

porcine cysticercosis infections at farm and slaughter in Busia and Kakamega Counties, Western 

Kenya. Paper presented and certificate issued at the Agro 2019 Conference and Exhibition, 

University of Nairobi, College of Agriculture and Veterinary Sciences, Faculty of Agriculture, 

Kabete, Kenya.  



185 

 

 

 

II. Abstracts of publications 

Paper one 
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Paper Two  
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Paper Three  
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Appendix 5: Proposed Strategy for the Control of porcine cysticercosis in Western Kenya 
(Busia and Kakamega, Counties) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Western Kenya with sustained pork value chain free from risk of Porcine Cysticercosis infection 

with improved management practices and minimal economic losses in order to protect consumers 

and secure pig production and trade for livelihoods of smallholder farmers and traders. 

 

 

 

Increasing economic income through cysticercosis eradication in pig production in western Kenya 

 

 

To eradicate Cysticercosis disease from pig production in Western Kenya 

(Kakamega and Busia Counties), thereby 

 

Control the infected Counties (Busia 

and Kakamega): the actual prevalence 

5.3 % decreases to 0% and no 

condemnations in slaugters slabs 

 

Prevent the non-infected Counties 

from PC contamination 

 

Disease treatment Awareness and 

communication 

Effective biosecurity 

measures 

Research Legislation 

and policy 
Coordination 

partnership 
Resource mobilization 

Pigs 

smallholder’s 

farmers 

grouped in 

hubs 

 Awareness of farmers, butchers and consumers 

about PC control and prevention actions is raised 

up 

 One health approach by all actors of the pork 

value chain is well understood  

 change from extensive pig production system to 

intensive system production is adopted 

 

 Intensive pig production system is 

prospered and sustained  

 Capacity of meat inspectors is 

strengthened 

 

 Prevalence of PC is eradicated 

 

 COMPONENTS OF THE CONTROL STRATEGY 

 OUTPUTS 

 

SPECIFIC OBJECTIVES 

 

GENERAL OBJECTIVE 

 

VISION 

 

 
Improving Pig farming system 

 

 
Improving livelihoods of smallholder pig 

farms and all pigs/pork value chain actors 

 


