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The results were analyzed using SPSS versionzu. TIle results showed an overall prevalence of

lumpy' skin disease in-cattle as ·26% out of me roo randomly .selected animals. Of the lon cattle

sampled and examined using the observational method following the pathognomonic. signs

displayed by the-disease; 38 were males, 62 were females, 6.5cross breeds and 35JoGaJ breeds.
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ABSTRACT

the study was, todetermine.the prevalence of lumpy skin disease in wakiso town council

according to age, sex, breedand parish: A total of 100 cattle wereselected: Ill'5different parishes-

usinga stratified.random sampling.

Tbe results of t11~'study showed that the disease was more in female 00.6%, n=62rthan.il1 male

(18.4%, 11=38)" more in local. breeds (28.6%, n=35) than in cross breeds (24.6%, ··.n=65), was

relatively higher at the age groupof 2-4 years (37%, ri=46) and lower at the age group of 1month

to. 1 year .(.8.8%~'n=34). At the age of-5-6 :years',the percentage. was (3Q.8%, n=13) and. at 7 and

above years it was (28.6%, 11=7), high in. three parishes namely; Kayungal gombe parisf; (50%),

Ktsiri1biri (55%)., Ssala/kkona, (25%). There was a significant difference (p<O.05) in the

prevalence.of lumpy skin disease according" to parish and .age -and there wasnosignificant

difference (p>0 .OS) in the prevalence lumpy skin disease according to sex and breed,

It was concluded that the prevalence of lumpyskin disease \VaS high in.older animals than in

younger animals .and high in three'parishes namely; KaYUng~rgoh1be .parish (5.0%)..Kisimbiri

(55%), Ssala/kkona, (25%).

It-was recommended that a similar research should be carried out in the surrounding sub counties. . .. .. . " ~" .

so as to determine the prevalence-of lumpy skin disease to aid in thedesignof a comprehensive

disease control strategy forthe whole district.
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION

1.0. Introduction

1.1 Background

Lumpy.skirr disease (I:,SD) is a: skill disease which is a .pox .disease ofcattle.that is caused by
Neethling' poxvirus and it can be acute, or sub-acute, Iris characterized by fever, deve.lopll1eIit

of firm skin nodules, enlarged lymph nodes, and ulcerative lesions. particularly of the, mucous

membrane of'fhe.mouth.Il'rozesky -& Barnard, 1982;J'uppura.inen, B.s.; Venter, E.R and
Ccetzer, 2005.). LSD is characterized by economic losses due.to reduced milk production,

poor ~rowth, infertility •.abortion, and sometimes death. severe and permanent damage can

occurto hides, decreasing their commercial value' according to (Abdulqa, Rahman, Dyary, &
Othman,' 2(16)

The disease was first described in Northern Rhodesia (currently Zambia) in [929 (Ahmed &

Dessouki, '2'0 13)..and It was then spread to Africa, Middle East and recently to. Caucasus and

Balkan countries .posing emerging risk to Europe and other countries.

LSD was first found and.diagnosed in East Africa (Kenya) in 1957; Sudan in .1972, and in

west Africa in 1974. Tanzania, Kenya, Zimbabwe, Somalia and the Cameroon, a1&.Q reported

an outbreaks of epizootic LSD between '198i and' 1986 w~th mortality rates of20% ill.

affected cattle. The disease was restricted to some countries in sub-Saharan, Africa between

1929(LJ,inlPYskill disease, 1995),

TIle outbreak of Lumpy skill disease has been noticed in various districts iri Uganda namely;

kakumiro iu2017, gulu in.20l3, rnubende in 2018, mbarara in::2007, kiruhura in20J 7,
rukungiri in 201.6 and currently there-is an outbreak in wakiso district which has caused lots

of losses t() farmers and Little mfcrmatlon is published on the prevalence. of lumpy skip

disease in, tBe,present.studY'area,
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