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Veterinary surveillance
at country level
The number of veterinarians engaged in animal health 
activities (normalized to susceptible animals) was 
significantly lower for ‘Enzootic’ countries compared 
to ‘Epizootic’ (p value = 0.02) and to ‘Absent’ countries 
(p value = 0.02) (Figure 5). No statistically significant 
differences were observed between ‘Absent’ and 
‘Enzootic’ countries (p value = 0.2).

Discussion
This paper reports the status of PTB at European 
level, summarizing the official information reported 

particular, the divergence between disease status is 
0.06 for time unit. The selected model fits very well 
with the heterogeneous data on reported outbreaks 
(Figure 4).

Table I. Reported wild species for the selected countries for PTB from 2012 
to 2017 [Data from World Animal Health Information System (WAHIS)].

Country Reported wild species affected by PTB

Belgium

Capreolus capreolus

Cervus elaphus

Cabra ibex

Germany Cervidae

Hungary
Cervus elaphus

Sus scrofa

Italy

Cervus elaphus

Capreolus capreolus

Rupicapra rupicapra

Cabra ibex

Argali sheep

Muflon

Ovis ammon

Ovis musimon

Dama dama

Netherlands Cervidae (unidentified)

Spain

Capra pyrenaica

Cervus elaphus

Dama dama

Switzerland Wildlife (species unkown)

United Kingdom of Great 
Britain & N. Ireland

Camelidae

Cervidae
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Figure 3. Percentage of countries reporting PTB presence from 2010 to 
2017. Black line shows the real values and red line shows the trend.
[Data from World Animal Health Information System (WAHIS)].

Figure 2. PTB presence in wild species reported by European countries in the period 2010‑2017 (Data from World Animal Health Information System 
(WAHIS).
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