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Absteact

This study was cartied out from 21% way 16 1 8June 2018, in order 1o estimate srevaloee of
bovine fascioliasis in cattle slaughtered in Gulu municipal abattoir. Prevalence of Fucioliasis
was caleulated as the number found infected with Fasciola, expressed as the perceninge of the
total number of cattle slaughtered. A total of 206 caltle consisiing of 92 females and 14 nudes
from local livestock traderswere inspected. The study involved actual posunortem exanination
of theslaughtered cattle. The livers were examined for the adult flukes. Pearson’s a‘iﬁ-sqmn_‘c (jx"}')
was used to cvaluate the association betiveen variablés (prevalence, sex, breed and age), A 95%
confidence fnterval and P-value less than 0.05 (ar 5% level of significanes) was constdéred
signi{icant fo all apalysis, The resull ¢f the investigation showed that 132 (64.04%) of the cantlc
wete infected with fasciodiasis. The prevalence rafe secorded for female caitle was 59.78% wad
for the male was 67.54%. The study showed no stadistical '1'-@.1;1'{%on-s;hip'(X"-'-”E-.L‘.ﬁ(}(i; PO amodng

v

the age categories of catlle with the prevalénce ol faseioliasis (<3 yeurs{00.34% woG4d), 34
vemrs (08.12%: n=4d7), Syears and above (67.74%:; nw"JI)) There was alse ned signilicant
difference (X7 1.332; P=0.248) in prevalence of {ascioliasis between males (07.54%6: =775 and

females (59.78%; n=33). The brecd of the anjmals were also not Sutisticelly ussociuted

{\‘“U 642; ]J“'U A2 with the prevalence ol fascioliasisbeiween the local breed (05,063 i1
and the exotic breed (36.52%; =133, Local climatic faclors, catile trade, loea) matagemen

praciices by loeal eommuunity, presence of saail Intermediate hosts are probably the main fuctors
influencing the incidence of disease in the present area of study.Control of saail Intermiediaie
host populadon and a study 1o find out the risk factors will help reduce rate-of nfection with

fasgioln speeles in Gula distriet.

i,




i CHAPTER ONE

1.1. Introduction

Fascioliasis is-a common disease of cattle and other ruminants caused by £ hepatics and 1

gigantica. The disease is wotldwide in distribution and Is lable for causing exiensive cconomic
losses to the livestock industryiRana, Roohi, & Khan, 2014} The cconomic losses due ©
fascicliasis are caused by mortality, morbidity, and reduced srowih rate, condemmation of fiver,
creased susceptibility to. secondary infections and the expense of comirol mcasured( Kaly,

2015),

Parasitism is amongst the major concerns for the development of lvestock seetor i wopics.
Fascioliasis is one of veterinary imporfamt pavasitic discases of runmuants Fasciolinsis way infe

all domestic animais, hwmnan and many wild species. but of economical nnpufmm in sheep ;;zin:‘!
catile(Zenzelmu et al,, 2017). s range has been increasing over tue hecause of wansfers of
patasitized animals from locations where the discase. s enzovlic 10 tun- endemie areast Vidhoan,

Martins, Avelar, & Bernardo, 2014)

The bhvesiock sector in Uganda has substanual contribution lo. e economy, the subsector
contribated 1.8 percent to toial GIIP at current prices, in the {iseal year 2003/ Lt Liownin Bureqn

of Suuistics, 2014). Exports are lintited beeausé of the prevalence of discases and laek of any

export-standard abattolr! live animals, meat and milk accounted for

imporls vatue in 2002(FAQ, 2005}

fess ey 003 porecnt of

Based on Livestock Census. 2008, the production of beel in 2013 was estimated o be 197,019
Metric tons, which was an increment of about 3.0 percent compared 1o 2012 with 191280 mouic
tops{Uganda Bureau of Swtsties, 20143 The naremont tn the fovel eof production aiso ensuic

wnproved nuirition in the country hewever, paragiiic diseases hke factoliagis couse o sigpiicant

ceonomie problem by lowering the productivity of eatife and in gddition e dasses row

condemnation of affecied organs.

Snails are mosdy found in swampy arcay. Most of the fuers in.Gule distriers and lkewise the

nétghboring distiicts use swampy waler for te diinking purpose of diele cattle nmboadso goe the
i i

animids wround tie swampy arcas. This mokes the animals 10 be at w high sk o dver Huie

i
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