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Abstract 

Background:  Ovine footrot and contagious ovine digital dermatitis (CODD) are contagious mixed bacterial infec-
tions with major impacts on animal health and production. In Sweden, ovine footrot and CODD were first detected 
in 2004 and 2019, respectively. In 2009, a voluntary control programme for footrot was established, and a prevalence 
study in slaughter lambs was conducted, however, the distribution of footrot and CODD-associated bacteria is still 
unknown. This study examined the prevalence of Dichelobacter nodosus, Fusobacterium necrophorum and Treponema 
spp., as well as the current prevalence of footrot and CODD, in Swedish slaughter lambs.

Results:  A total of 2048 feet, from 512 slaughter lambs, were collected from eight slaughterhouses throughout 
Sweden in autumn 2020. All feet were visually examined for lesions of footrot and CODD and sampled for subsequent 
real-time polymerase chain reaction (PCR) analysis. Nine lambs (1.8%) had at least one foot affected with footrot (foot-
rot score ≥ 2). A CODD grade 1 lesion was detected in a single lamb (0.2%). The prevalence of D. nodosus, F. necropho-
rum and Treponema spp. was 6.1%, 7.6% and 90.6%, respectively. The D. nodosus detected were benign strains.

Conclusions:  The prevalence of footrot in Swedish slaughter lambs has been significantly reduced, from 5.8 to 1.8%, 
during the past 11 years. This indicates that preventive measures, such as the national control programme and elimi-
nation of footrot from affected flocks, have been effective. A single lamb (0.2%) was found with a CODD lesion (grade 
1). In Sweden, benign rather than virulent strains of D. nodosus seem to be the most common. Neither D. nodosus nor 
F. necrophorum were widespread among Swedish slaughter lambs, but both were more likely to be found in lambs 
with footrot. Treponema spp. was very commonly found in lambs with and without footrot, but there is a lack of infor-
mation on the individual Treponema spp. present in Swedish slaughter lambs and their potential pathogenicity.
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Background
Ovine footrot is a contagious disease that causes pain 
and lameness in affected animals [1]. The causative bac-
terium is believed to be the anaerobic and Gram-negative 

Dichelobacter nodosus, but other bacteria such as Fuso-
bacterium necrophorum and Treponema spp. may be 
involved in the development and progression of the dis-
ease [1–7]. Footrot lesions range from mild inflamma-
tion of the interdigital skin (benign footrot) to complete 
underrunning of the hoof capsule (virulent footrot) [1, 
8]. Disease severity depends on the virulence of the D. 
nodosus strain causing the infection [9], host suscepti-
bility [10] and environmental factors [11, 12]. D. nodo-
sus strains have traditionally been referred to as virulent 
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or benign based on the severity of disease caused under 
ideal climatic conditions [13]. More recently, whole-
genome sequencing has shown that virulent and benign 
strains differ in one of the acidic proteases (AprV2/B2) 
responsible for virulence [14], and real-time polymerase 
chain reaction (PCR) assays have been developed to dif-
ferentiate between the two variants [15, 16].

Footrot in sheep occurs world-wide and was first 
reported in Sweden in 2004 [17]. In 2009, a footrot preva-
lence study was conducted in slaughter lambs and found 
to be 5.8% at an individual animal level [18]. In Sweden, 
footrot is defined as the presence of at least one foot 
with footrot score ≥ 2 according to the scoring system 
devised by Stewart and Claxton [8] (Table 1). When the 
term footrot is used here, it is the Swedish definition that 
is referred to unless specifically stated otherwise. Foot-
rot score 1 is not considered to represent footrot disease 
in Sweden, as a footrot score 1 can also be due to envi-
ronmental factors. However, the study in 2009 [18] was 
based solely on pathological findings, and not detection 
of D. nodosus, and hence the distribution of the bac-
terium in Sweden is still unknown. Consequently, the 
proportion of asymptomatic carriers is also unknown, 
which has important implications for the control of the 
disease. It has previously been reported that benign as 
well as virulent strains of D. nodosus can be present in 
healthy sheep [12, 19–22], but this has not yet been con-
firmed for a random sample set in Sweden. Furthermore, 
the prevalence of F. necrophorum and Treponema spp. in 
Swedish sheep has yet to be investigated.

D. nodosus, F. necrophorum and Treponema spp. have 
previously been found in contagious ovine digital derma-
titis (CODD) lesions [23]. CODD causes pain and lame-
ness in affected animals and early cases typically present 
with erosion/ulceration at the coronary band. The two 
outbreaks of CODD that have occurred in Sweden were 
diagnosed in 2019 and 2020 [24], and involved several 
animals on two farms, both located in southern Sweden 
[24]. Footrot and CODD have recently been suggested to 
be different stages of the same disease, rather than dif-
ferent diseases [25], and five pathogens (D. nodosus, F. 

necrophorum, Treponema medium, T. phagedenis and T. 
pedis) have been found to be associated with all stages of 
these foot diseases [26].

Footrot has been a notifiable disease in Sweden since 
2008 and initially all sheep flocks testing positive for D. 
nodosus had to be reported to the Swedish Board of Agri-
culture. However, in 2021, the notification obligation 
changed to include only virulent strains of D. nodosus. A 
voluntary control programme for footrot was established 
in Sweden in 2009; by 2020, 328 out of 7900 Swedish 
sheep flocks were affiliated with the programme [27]. The 
programme aims to eliminate footrot, facilitate trade of 
footrot-free animals through a certification system, and 
to train veterinarians, sheep farmers and non-veterinary 
staff to perform clinical inspections and footrot scoring 
[27].

In this study, collection of lamb feet at slaughterhouses 
was used as the sampling strategy, though it should be 
noted that lambs with more severe foot lesions are not 
normally sent for slaughter, since they often are lame and 
under antibiotic treatment. Thus this strategy could lead 
to an underestimation of footrot prevalence, however, it 
was selected because it allowed a larger number of ani-
mals to be sampled in an efficient way. In addition, the 
procedure is non-invasive and ensured that the samples 
were relatively representative of the country, since the 
vast majority of sheep flocks send lambs for slaughter. 
This sampling strategy has also been used by others for 
surveillance of footrot [28], including the previous foot-
rot prevalence study in Sweden [18], making the results 
comparable over time.

The aims of this study were to determine the preva-
lence of D. nodosus, F. necrophorum and Treponema spp. 
in Swedish slaughter lambs and to determine the current 
prevalence of footrot and CODD.

Methods
Selection of slaughterhouses and collection of lamb feet
Slaughterhouses were selected based on the number 
of lambs slaughtered in 2019 as well as geographical 
location, with the aim to include the highest-volume 

Table 1  Footrot scoring system from Stewart and Claxton [8] and the Swedish definition of footrot used in this study

Footrot score Description Swedish definition

0 Healthy foot Not footrot

1 Inflammation of the interdigital skin with erosion of the epithelium Not footrot

2 Necrotising inflammation of the interdigital skin and part or all of the soft horn of the axial wall of the digit Footrot

3 Necrotising inflammation and underrunning of part or all of the soft horn of the heel and sole, not extending 
to the abaxial edge of the sole

Footrot

4 Underrunning extending to the abaxial edge of the sole Footrot

5 Necrotising inflammation of the laminae of the abaxial wall and underrunning of the hard horn Footrot
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slaughterhouses and to achieve a distribution represent-
ative of slaughter lambs across Sweden. Eight slaugh-
terhouses were selected, with the majority located in 
southern Sweden, including the island of Gotland, which 
has the highest sheep density in the country (Fig. 1).

The number (n) of lambs to be sampled was calculated 
using the equation [29]:

where Z is the z-score associated with a level of confi-
dence, P is prevalence and d represents precision. The 
prevalence was found to be 5.8% for footrot in 2009 [18], 
but no prevalence value was available for CODD and 
hence it was set to 50%. The precision (d) was set to 5% 
and using a 95% level of confidence gave Z = 1.96, result-
ing in n = approximately 400 lambs. However, the num-
ber was adjusted upwards to 512 (2048 lamb feet) to 
compensate for diagnostic sensitivity and possible loss 
of samples. A total of 500 lambs were included in the 

n =

(

Z
2
× P (1− P)

)

/d2

previous study in Sweden [18]. The number of lambs 
sampled at each slaughterhouse was set proportional to 
its slaughter volume during 2019. The total number of 
slaughtered lambs in Sweden during 2019 was 213,601 
[30].

Collection of lamb feet took place during September–
October 2020 and was performed by slaughterhouse 
staff. Autumn was chosen as the study period since it 
follows the summer, which in Sweden has relatively 
warm and moist weather considered to favour the clini-
cal manifestation of footrot. Autumn is also the period 
when the most lambs are slaughtered in Sweden. Staff 
were given detailed instructions on how to collect the 
feet and, in order to include as many flocks as possi-
ble, collection was performed for at least every tenth 
slaughtered lamb. From the selected lambs, all four feet 
were cut off, placed in plastic bags and sent by regular 
mail in padded envelopes, without special cooling, to 
the Department of Biomedical Sciences and Veterinary 
Public Health at the Swedish University of Agricultural 
Sciences (SLU). The majority of feet were dispatched 
directly after sampling and arrived at the laboratory 
within 1–3  days, with the exception of feet from Got-
land, which for practical reasons were kept in cold stor-
age for up to one week before being sent by regular 
mail.

The study was conducted in accordance with Swedish 
animal health regulations. Sampling of the animals was 
performed after slaughter and thus no ethical permis-
sion was required. SLU has a general permit to use ani-
mal by-products (Swedish Board of Agriculture, diary 
no. 6.7.18-13720/2019).

Pathological assessment of lamb feet
All 2048 feet were visually examined by at least two 
individuals trained by the Farm & Animal Health vet-
erinarian, who is responsible for the national footrot 
control programme. The feet were not cleaned prior to 
sampling to prevent bacteria from being washed away, 
with the exception of manual removal of large pieces of 
manure or straw. The 1–5 scoring system developed by 
Stewart and Claxton [8] (Table 1) was used to assess the 
feet for footrot lesions, while the 1–5 grading system 
developed by Angell et  al. [31] (Table  2) was used for 
CODD scoring. The lambs were given an overall lesion 
score according to the highest score of any one foot. For 
a lamb to be categorised as affected by footrot, at least 
one foot with footrot score ≥ 2 was required. However, 
footrot score 1 lesions were recorded separately from 
footrot score 0, in contrast to previous studies, where 
no distinction was made between these scores [16, 18].

Fig. 1  County-level sheep density in Sweden in 2019 and 
geographical location (1–8) of the eight selected slaughterhouses. 1 
Alunda; 2 Hörby; 3 Kalmar; 4 Ljungskile; 5 Skara; 6 Luleå; 7 Vikarbyn; 
8 Visby. Locations 1–5 are in southern Sweden, locations 6–7 in 
northern Sweden and location 8 on Gotland. Diagram created in 
QGIS 3.20.1-Odense (Free Software Foundation Inc., Boston, MA, USA) 
using sheep data from Swedish agricultural statistics compiled in 
2020 [30] and map and area data from Statistics Sweden (https://​scb.​
se/)

https://scb.se/
https://scb.se/
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Sampling and bacterial DNA extraction
Sampling was performed by the same persons who 
scored the feet, and was done with great care to ensure 
consistency between the samples. For example, one per-
son held the feet in the correct position while another 
person performed the sampling by spinning the swab 
one turn. The interdigital skin of all 2048 lamb feet was 
sampled with a FLOQSwab (Copan Italia s.p.a., Brescia, 
Italy) and the swabs were pooled by individual lamb into 
50 mL centrifuge tubes containing 4 mL liquid transport 
medium. The transport medium used was prepared by 
the National Veterinary Institute (SVA; Uppsala, Sweden) 
using the recipe in Amies et al. [32], with the exception 
that agar and charcoal were excluded. The centrifuge 
tubes were shaken for 5 min at 700–800 rpm and 2 mL 
of the liquid was transferred to a 2 mL microcentrifuge 
tube. Pre-treatment of the samples and DNA extraction 
were then performed as previously described [33]. In 
short, the samples were pelleted and lysed by G2 buffer 
(Qiagen, Hilden, Germany) and proteinase K (Qiagen). 
The extraction was performed using the EZ1 DNA Tis-
sue Kit (Qiagen) and the EZ1 DNA Bacterial protocol, 
in combination with the EZ1 Advanced XL instrument 
(Qiagen).

In addition, CODD lesions were sampled using an 
ESwab (Copan Italia s.p.a.) at the coronary band. DNA 
extraction was performed in the same way as for the 
pooled interdigital skin samples, but the volume used 
for DNA extraction was 0.5  mL liquid Amies transport 
medium, which was approximately half the volume of liq-
uid in the ESwab.

Real‑time PCR
The DNA extracted from all 512 pooled samples and the 
CODD samples were subjected to real-time PCR analy-
sis for the presence of D. nodosus as previously described 
[16]. In addition, D. nodosus-positive samples were ana-
lysed by the aprV2/B2 assay developed by Frosth et  al. 
[16] for virulence determination. All DNA extracts were 
also analysed for the presence of F. necrophorum and 
Treponema spp. by real-time PCR methods described in 

Jensen et al. [34] and Strub et al. [35], respectively, with 
some modifications. Both PCR assays were run using the 
TaqMan Fast Advanced Master Mix (Thermo Fisher Sci-
entific Inc., Waltham, MA, USA) with a total mastermix 
volume of 15 µL. Bovine serum albumin (BSA) (Sigma-
Aldrich, St Louis, MO, USA) was included at a final con-
centration of 0.1  mg/mL and the TaqMan Exogenous 
Internal Positive Control Reagents (Thermo Fisher Sci-
entific Inc.) were included as controls for possible PCR 
inhibition. The PCR programme consisted of 10  min at 
95  °C, followed by 45 cycles of 95  °C for 30 s and 60  °C 
for 1 min. In addition, the Fusobacterium assay was run 
with the two subspecies-specific probes in duplex, and 
not separately.

All PCR assays were run on a CFX Opus 96 Real-Time 
PCR Instrument (Bio-Rad Laboratories Inc., Hercules, 
CA, USA) and analysed with the CFX Maestro Software 
version 2.0 (Bio-Rad Laboratories Inc.) with default set-
tings. Samples were considered positive if they generated 
probe-specific fluorescent signals of quantification cycle 
(Cq) < 40. All PCR runs contained at least one nega-
tive control consisting of DNase- and RNase-free water 
(Sigma-Aldrich) and all PCR runs included positive con-
trols. For D. nodosus, isolates AN363/05 (aprV2 positive) 
and AN484/05 (aprB2 positive) (SVA) were used. The 
F.  necrophorum subspecies necrophorum CCUG 9994T 
and F.  necrophorum subspecies funduliforme CCUG 
42162T type strains (Culture Collection, University of 
Gothenburg, Sweden) were used in the Fusobacterium 
assay. The T. pedis DSM 18691 type strain (Leibniz Insti-
tute DSMZ-German Collection of Microorganisms and 
Cell Cultures GmbH, Braunschweig, Germany) was used 
as a positive control in the Treponema spp. assay.

Statistical analysis
The distributions of findings were summarised in Excel, 
while all statistical analyses were performed in Stata 
17.0 (StataCorp. 2021. College Station, TX: StataCorp 
LLC). The difference in prevalence of lambs with foot-
rot between the present and the previous (2009) national 

Table 2  CODD grading system from Angell et al. [31] used in this study

CODD grade Description

0 Healthy foot

1 Focal lesion, either proliferative or erosive/ulcerative, affecting the digital skin and coronary band. No underrunning of the hoof capsule

2 Separation between the hoof capsule and the lamellae affecting < 50% of the hoof wall. Swollen digits. Subcorneal tissue haemorrhagic 
often with purulent material adherent. Foul smell

3 As grade 2 but affecting 50–100% of the hoof wall

4 Horn beginning to regrow. Exposed subcorneal tissue roughened, haemorrhagic/necrotic, friable and easily traumatised. Affected digits 
often distinctly swollen and shortened

5 Horn regrown, surface smooth but distorted by circumferential ridges or creases. Digit often still wide and short
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screening was assessed using a two-sample test of pro-
portions (using the prtest command in Stata 17.0). Asso-
ciations between footrot scorings (dependent variable), 
detections of D. nodosus, F. necrophorum, Treponema 
spp., individually as well as in combination, and region 
(independent variables) were investigated using univari-
able multinomial logistic regression analysis (using the 
mlogit command in Stata 17.0). To investigate the differ-
ences between all categories of the dependent variable, 
this model was re-run changing the base category until all 
categories had been compared with each other. Associa-
tions between detections of D. nodosus, F. necrophorum 
and Treponema spp. (all as dependent variables in sepa-
rate analyses) and region (independent variable) were 
investigated by univariable logistic regression analysis 
(using the logit command in Stata 17.0). As only univari-
able analyses were performed, the fit of the multinomial 
logistic and the logistic models was not investigated.

Results
Prevalence of footrot and CODD
Of the 2048 lamb feet investigated, 17 were categorised 
as footrot score 2, 140 as footrot score 1 and 1891 as foot-
rot score 0 (Table 3, Fig. 2). No feet with footrot score ≥ 3 

were detected in the study. On an individual level, 1.8% 
of the lambs had at least one foot with footrot score 2, 
14.6% had footrot score 1 and 83.6% had footrot score 0 
(Table 3). Thus, 1.8% of the lambs in the study had footrot 
(Table 3). The prevalence was significantly lower than the 
level (5.8%) found in 2009 (P < 0.001) [18].

Only one foot from a single lamb had a CODD lesion 
(grade 1) in this study (0.2%), but 39 (7.6%) lambs had a 
superficial lesion or hair loss in the coronary band in at 
least one foot. All feet of the lamb with CODD grade 1 
were scored as footrot score 0.

Real‑time PCR of pooled swab samples
Dichelobacter nodosus
A total of 31 (6.1%; 95% CI 4.2–8.5%) of the 512 lambs 
tested positive for D. nodosus by real-time PCR. The 
proportion of D. nodosus findings was highest in the 
nine lambs with footrot score 2 (77.8%), but the bac-
terium was also detected in lambs with footrot score 
1 (13.3%) and 0 (3.3%) (Table  3). The results of the 
regression analysis showed a significantly higher rela-
tive risk ratio (RRR) of finding D. nodosus in lambs 
with footrot score 2 than in lambs with footrot score 
1 (RRR = 22.7; 95% CI 4.13–125.37; P < 0.001) or score 

Table 3  Distribution of Dichelobacter nodosus, Fusobacterium necrophorum and Treponema spp. and footrot scores in Swedish 
slaughter lambs

*In two samples (both footrot score 2), F. necrophorum subsp. necrophorum was detected. In the remaining 37 samples, F. necrophorum subsp. funduliforme was 
detected.

Footrot score 0 (%) Footrot score 1 (%) Footrot score 2 (%) Total

Number of feet studied 1891 (92.3) 140 (6.8) 17 (0.8) 2048

Number of lambs represented 428 (83.6) 75 (14.6) 9 (1.8) 512

Number of lambs with D. nodosus 14 (3.3) 10 (13.3) 7 (77.8) 31

Number of lambs with F. necrophorum 29 (6.8) 6 (8.0) 4 (44.4) 39*

Number of lambs with Treponema spp. 384 (89.7) 71 (94.7) 9 (100) 464

Fig. 2  Typical appearance of lamb feet with footrot score 0 (a), 1 (b) and 2 (c) found in this study. a Healthy foot with dry interdigital skin covered 
with a normal amount of hair; b foot with footrot score 1 with inflammation of the interdigital skin which can be seen through hair loss and redness 
of the skin; c foot with footrot score 2 with necrotising inflammation of the interdigital skin and skin horn junction covered with grey exudate and 
foul smell
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0 (RRR = 103.50; 95% CI 19.69–543.94; P < 0.001). The 
RRR of finding D. nodosus was also significantly higher 
in lambs with footrot score 1 than in lambs with footrot 
score 0 (RRR = 4.55; 95% CI 1.94–10.67; P < 0.001).

Twenty-six (83.9%) of the 31 D. nodosus-positive 
lambs tested positive for the aprB2 gene in the viru-
lence PCR, and the D. nodosus involved was there-
fore considered benign. No lamb tested positive for 
the aprV2 gene, and hence no virulent D. nodosus was 
detected in this study. The D. nodosus from five lambs, 
two with footrot score 1 and three with score 0, tested 
negative for both genes.

Fusobacterium necrophorum
A total of 39 (7.6%; 95% CI 5.5–10.3%) of the 512 lambs 
tested positive for F. necrophorum by real-time PCR. As 
seen for D. nodosus, the proportion of F. necrophorum 
was highest in lambs with footrot score 2 (44.4%), but 
it was also present in lambs with footrot score 1 (8.0%) 
and 0 (6.8%) (Table  3). The RRR of finding F. necro-
phorum was significantly higher in lambs with footrot 
score 2 than in lambs with footrot score 1 (RRR = 9.20; 
95% CI 1.94–43.65; P = 0.005) and 0 (RRR = 11.01; 95% 
CI 2.80–43.22; P = 0.001), but not in lambs with foot-
rot score 1 compared with lambs with footrot score 0 
(P = 0.70). The real-time PCR for F. necrophorum dis-
tinguished between the two subspecies necrophorum 
and funduliforme. Two samples (5.1%) tested positive 
for F. necrophorum subsp. necrophorum, both from 
lambs with footrot score 2, while the remaining 37 
samples (94.9%) tested positive for F. necrophorum 
subsp. funduliforme. The RRR of finding F. necropho-
rum subsp. necrophorum was significantly higher in 
lambs with footrot score 2 than in lambs with footrot 
score 1 (RRR = 64.25; 95% CI 63.48–65.02; P < 0.001) 
and 0 (RRR = 64.25; 95% CI 63.50–65.00; P < 0.001). 
There was no significant difference in RRR of finding F. 
necrophorum subsp. necrophorum between lambs with 
footrot score 1 or 0 (P = 1.00). There was no significant 
difference in RRR between footrot score and findings of 
F. necrophorum subsp. funduliforme (P = 0.33).

Treponema spp.
A total of 464 (90.6%; 95% CI 87.8–93.0%) of the 512 
lambs tested positive for Treponema spp. by real-time 
PCR. Treponema spp. was detected in 89.7%, 94.7% and 
100% of the samples from lambs with footrot score 0, 1 
and 2, respectively (Table  3). There was no significant 
association between footrot score and the presence of 
Treponema spp. (P = 0.14).

Combined analysis of Dichelobacter nodosus, Fusobacterium 
necrophorum and Treponema spp.
When combining all the bacterial results, 9.2% of the 
512 lambs had no bacterial finding, 0.2% had findings 
of only F.  necrophorum, 78.2% had findings of only 
Treponema spp., 4.7% had findings of both D. nodo-
sus and F. necrophorum, 6.1% had findings of both F. 
necrophorum and Treponema spp. and 1.4% had find-
ings of all three bacteria. The combinations of D. nodo-
sus, F.  necrophorum and Treponema spp. (44.4%) or 
D. nodosus and Treponema spp. (33.3%) were the most 
common findings in the 9 lambs with footrot score 
2, whereas the most common finding in the 75 lambs 
with footrot score 1 was Treponema spp. (73.3%) and 
the combination of D. nodosus and Treponema spp. 
(13.3%). In the 428 lambs with footrot score 0, only 
9.1% had findings of more than one bacterium, with F. 
necrophorum and Treponema spp. as the most common 
combination (5.8%).

The results of the regression analysis showed a signifi-
cantly higher RRR of finding the combination of D. nodo-
sus and Treponema spp. compared with Treponema spp. 
alone in lambs with footrot score 1 (RRR = 5.70; 95% CI 
2.31–14.06; P < 0.001) or score 2 (RRR = 47.08; 95% CI 
7.13–310.84; P < 0.001) than in lambs with footrot score 
0. Moreover, the RRR was significantly higher for find-
ing the combination of D.  nodosus, F. necrophorum and 
Treponema spp. compared with only Treponema spp. in 
lambs with footrot score 2 (RRR = 230.37; 95% CI 29.86–
1777.18; P < 0.001) than in lambs with footrot score 0. 
The RRR for finding the combination of D. nodosus and 
Treponema spp. was also significantly higher compared 
to finding no bacteria in lambs with footrot score 1 
(RRR = 9.77; 95% CI 2.57–37.15; P = 0.001) than in lambs 
with footrot score 0. The RRR was significantly higher for 
finding the combination of D.  nodosus and Treponema 
spp. compared with finding the combination F. necropho-
rum and Treponema spp. in lambs with footrot score 1 
(RRR = 3.79; 95% CI 1.10–13.03; P = 0.035) than in lambs 
with footrot score 0. The RRR was significantly higher for 
finding the combination of D.  nodosus and Treponema 
spp. compared with finding the only Treponema spp. in 
lambs with footrot score 2 (RRR = 8.25; 95% CI 1.22–
55.85; P = 0.03) than in lambs with footrot score 1.

Real‑time PCR of single swab sample (CODD lesion)
The ESwab taken at the coronary band of the lamb 
assessed as CODD grade 1 tested positive for 
Treponema spp. and F. necrophorum subsp. fundu-
liforme by real-time PCR, but negative for F. necropho-
rum subsp. necrophorum and D. nodosus.
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Geographical distribution
The geographical distribution of the nine lambs with 
footrot score 2 and the 75 lambs with footrot score 1 is 
shown in Table 4. Seven of the 311 lambs from southern 
Sweden (2.3%; 95% CI 0.9–4.6%), one lamb out of 155 
from Gotland (0.6%; 95% CI 0.02–3.5%), and one lamb 
out of 46 from northern Sweden (2.2%; 95% CI 0.05–
11.5%) had footrot score 2 (Table  4). There was no sta-
tistically significant difference in prevalence between the 
three regions, although there was a tendency for the RRR 
of finding lambs with footrot score 2, compared with 
finding lambs with footrot score 1, to be higher in south-
ern Sweden compared with Gotland (RRR = 2.03; 95% CI 
0.11–4.18; P = 0.06). Thirty-two of the 311 lambs from 
southern Sweden (10.3%; 95% CI 7.1–14.2%), 35 lambs 
out of 155 from Gotland (22.6%; 95% CI 16.3–30.0%) and 
eight lambs out of 46 from northern Sweden (17.4%; 95% 
CI 7.8–31.4%) had footrot score 1. The RRR of finding 
lambs with footrot score 1, compared with finding lambs 
with footrot score 0, was significantly higher on Gotland 
than in southern Sweden (RRR = 2.50; 95% CI 1.48–4.23; 
P = 0.001). No other significant associations were found 
between footrot score and region.

D. nodosus was detected in 28 of the 311 lambs from 
southern Sweden (9.0%; 95% CI 6.1–12.7%), two out of 
155 from Gotland (1.3%; 95% CI 0.2–4.6%) and one out 
of 46 from northern Sweden (2.2%; 95% CI 0.06–11.5%) 

(Table 5). The odds ratio (OR) of finding D. nodosus was 
significantly higher for lambs from southern Sweden 
(OR = 7.57; 95% CI 1.78–32.2; P = 0.006) than for lambs 
from Gotland. No other significant associations were 
found between detection of D. nodosus and geographi-
cal region.

The two samples from lambs with footrot score 2 that 
tested positive for F. necrophorum subsp. necrophorum 
were both from southern Sweden (Table 5). No signifi-
cant associations were found between detections of F. 
necrophorum, F. necrophorum subsp. necrophorum or 
F. necrophorum subsp. funduliforme and geographical 
region.

Treponema spp. was found in 271 of the 311 lambs 
from southern Sweden (87.1%; 95% CI 82.9–90.6%), 147 
out of 155 from Gotland (94.8%; 95% CI 90.1–97.7%) 
and 46 out of 46 from northern Sweden (100%; 95% CI 
92.3–100.0%) (Table  5). The OR of finding Treponema 
spp. was significantly higher for lambs from Gotland 
(OR = 2.71; 95% CI 1.34–5.95; P = 0.01) than for lambs 
from southern Sweden. No other significant asso-
ciations were seen between findings of Treponema 
spp. and region; observations from northern Sweden 
were omitted since region predicted the presence of 
Treponema spp. perfectly in that case (i.e. 100% of the 
lambs from northern Sweden were positive).

Table 4  Geographical distribution of footrot scores in Swedish slaughter lambs

a Slaughterhouses located in Alunda, Hörby, Kalmar, Ljungskile and Skara
b Slaughterhouses located in Luleå and Vikarbyn
c Slaughterhouse located in Visby

Geographical region Footrot score 0 (%) Footrot score 1 (%) Footrot score 2 (%) Number 
of lambs, 
total

Southern Swedena 272 (87.5) 32 (10.3) 7 (2.3) 311

Northern Swedenb 37 (80.4) 8 (17.4) 1 (2.2) 46

Gotlandc 119 (76.8) 35 (22.6) 1 (0.6) 155

Table 5  Distribution of Dichelobacter nodosus, Fusobacterium necrophorum and Treponema spp. in slaughter lambs from different 
geographical regions of Sweden

a Slaughterhouses located in Alunda, Hörby, Kalmar, Ljungskile and Skara
b Slaughterhouses located in Luleå and Vikarbyn
c Slaughterhouse located in Visby

Geographical region Number of lambs 
with D. nodosus 
(%)

Number of lambs with 
F. necrophorum subsp. 
necrophorum (%)

Number of lambs with 
F. necrophorum subsp. 
funduliforme (%)

Number of lambs 
with Treponema spp. 
(%)

Number 
of lambs, 
total

Southern Swedena 28 (9.0) 2 (0.6) 25 (8.0) 271 (87.1) 311

Northern Swedenb 1 (2.2) 0 2 (4.3) 46 (100) 46

Gotlandc 2 (1.3) 0 10 (6.5) 147 (94.8) 155
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Discussion
This study has shown that the current prevalence of 
footrot in Swedish slaughter lambs is 1.8%, which is sig-
nificantly lower than in the previous survey (2009) [18]. 
No statistically significant difference in the prevalence 
of footrot was found between the three geographi-
cal regions (northern Sweden, southern Sweden and 
Gotland). In the previous survey, a significantly higher 
prevalence of footrot was found in northern vs. south-
ern Sweden, but this was unexpected, since most flocks 
with footrot were found in southern Sweden [18]. More 
samples from northern Sweden would probably have 
been required in both studies in order to obtain more 
reliable regional comparisons. We still chose to follow 
the design of the previous survey to make the best pos-
sible comparison of national footrot prevalence over 
time and to increase the chance of finding CODD, a 
rare disease in Sweden. The two cases of CODD diag-
nosed so far have both been in southern Sweden [24]. 
A single lamb (0.2%) was found with a CODD lesion 
(grade 1) in this study. However, grade 1 lesions have 
been shown to resolve on their own and can be caused 
by factors other than CODD, such as trauma [26].

Several measures against footrot have been taken 
in Sweden since 2009, which could explain the reduc-
tion in prevalence from 5.8% to 1.8%. The most obvi-
ous measure is the control programme and, although 
only a minority (4.2%) of Swedish flocks participate 
in the programme, almost all top breeding flocks are 
included. A footrot-free status is mandatory at three of 
the four Swedish pedigree auctions and is strongly rec-
ommended for all trading of breeding animals in order 
to reduce spread within the country [36]. Footrot has 
also received more general attention in Sweden since 
the previous prevalence study, which may have led to 
increased awareness among sheep farmers, veterinar-
ians and others who come into contact with sheep. 
However, it is unlikely that the decline in prevalence 
can be attributed to more lame animals being sent for 
slaughter in the previous prevalence study compared 
to the present, given that the transport of lame ani-
mals has been banned in Sweden for many years. There 
are also no reports from the authorities that slaugh-
ter lambs are being retained by sheep farmers due to 
problems with footrot; this would have been noticed 
as an animal welfare issue and moreover, contact with 
a veterinarian is required in Sweden for antibiotics to 
be prescribed. Within the control programme itself, 
the number of cases of footrot has decreased from 20 
in 2009 to five  in 2020 [27]. Hoof health and infection 
prevention in sheep flocks have received further atten-
tion in the past 2  years since the first case of CODD 
was diagnosed in Sweden [24]. These targeted measures 

may be some of the reasons why the prevalence of foot-
rot disease has decreased.

The prevalence of D.  nodosus in Swedish slaughter 
lambs (6.1%) was determined for the first time in 2020. 
The proportion of asymptomatic carriers was shown to 
be twice the number of lambs with footrot. Even though 
all D.  nodosus-positive flocks reported to the Swedish 
Board of Agriculture in 2019 were located in southern 
Sweden [37], D. nodosus was detected in all three regions 
investigated in this study. As expected, D.  nodosus was 
most common in lambs with footrot score 2 (77.8%). 
However, detection of D. nodosus was significantly more 
common in lambs with score 1 than in those with score 
0, and it may be possible that lambs with score 1 and 
positive results for D.  nodosus were in early lesion pro-
gression and would have eventually developed footrot. 
The prevalence of D.  nodosus and footrot observed in 
this study was lower than that reported previously for 
other countries [38, 39]. However, it is difficult to make 
direct comparisons between different countries as data 
collection methods and study design often differ, as well 
as the clinical assessment and the definitions of footrot 
used. All D. nodosus detected in this study was benign, 
which is consistent with the results from previous studies 
conducted in Sweden [16, 40, 41]. This differs from the 
situation in other countries such as the United Kingdom, 
Switzerland and Germany, where virulent strains were 
more frequently found than benign strains [4, 20, 38, 39].

The prevalence of F. necrophorum was 7.6%; this bac-
terium was more commonly found in lambs with footrot 
than in healthy lambs (footrot score < 2), which is con-
sistent with findings in a previous Swedish field study 
[16]. The occurrence of F.  necrophorum in sheep with 
footrot has been reported in several countries [4, 5, 42], 
but few prevalence studies on random sample sets have 
been conducted. This may be because F. necrophorum has 
long been considered ubiquitous in soil, but Clifton et al. 
[7] recently showed that F. necrophorum is actually rarely 
found in soils and that few animals excrete it in their fae-
ces [7]. The subspecies funduliforme, which is considered 
less virulent than subspecies necrophorum [43], was most 
prevalent in Swedish slaughter lambs. This differs from 
findings in Maboni et  al. [4], where the majority of the 
F. necrophorum-positive samples were of subspecies nec-
rophorum, but more severe footrot lesions were included 
in that study and F. necrophorum has been suggested to 
aggravate damage to the feet [5].

Treponema spp. was detected in the majority of the 
slaughter lambs (90.6%) and there was no significant 
association between footrot score and the presence 
of Treponema spp. Similarly, in a previous field study 
Treponema spp. was found in 18 of 20 sheep flocks [16]. 
Duncan et  al. [25] also found no association between 
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Treponema spp. and feet with footrot and CODD lesions 
at a family level (Spirochetaceae). The real-time PCR used 
in this study and the previous Swedish studies [16, 35] 
detected the entire Treponema genus and did not distin-
guish between commensal and pathogenic species. The 
presence of Treponema may need to be investigated at 
species level to determine whether there is an associa-
tion with diseased feet. Certain species of Treponema, 
such as T. phagedenis, T. medium and T. pedis, have pre-
viously been shown to be associated with CODD [23, 
26]. However, a significant association of Treponema 
at a genus level and footrot was found in this study in 
lambs with findings of D. nodosus and F. necrophorum in 
combination with Treponema, which is in line with the 
study by Staton et al. [26]. In lambs with footrot in this 
study, D. nodosus, F. necrophorum and Treponema spp. or 
D. nodosus and Treponema spp. were the most common 
findings.

There was good compliance between the pathological 
and real-time PCR findings, although D.  nodosus was 
detected in a lower proportion of lambs with footrot than 
in the previous prevalence study [18] (77.8% compared 
with 96.6%). Possible explanations are that the samples 
were pooled in this study and that the transport time was 
longer, which may have affected bacterial survival. Pool-
ing of samples in a similar way but in groups of five has 
previously shown a slight decrease in analytical sensitiv-
ity [41]. Real-time PCR does not require viable bacteria, 
however, non-intact bacterial cells and free DNA may be 
lost during DNA preparation when centrifugation is used 
to concentrate samples. The low prevalence of D. nodo-
sus and F.  necrophorum accurately represents the situa-
tion of few lambs having footrot or CODD, especially 
since all D. nodosus found was benign and the majority of 
F. necrophorum was of the lesser virulent subspecies, fun-
duliforme. The high prevalence of Treponema spp. needs 
to be investigated in more detail, preferably at a species 
level.

Conclusions
The prevalence of footrot in Swedish slaughter lambs has 
been significantly reduced, from 5.8 to 1.8%, in the past 
11 years. This decrease is positive for animal health and 
production in the sheep industry. It also indicates that 
preventive measures such as the national footrot con-
trol programme and elimination of footrot from affected 
flocks have had an effect on the prevalence of the disease. 
A single lamb (0.2%) was found to have a CODD lesion 
(grade 1). In Sweden, benign strains of D. nodosus seem 
to be the most common. Neither D. nodosus nor F. nec-
rophorum were widespread among Swedish slaughter 
lambs, but both were more commonly found in lambs 
with footrot. Treponema spp. was very commonly found 

in lambs with and without footrot, but there is a lack of 
information on the individual Treponema species present 
in slaughter lambs and their potential pathogenicity.

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank the staff of the participating slaughterhouses (Got-
lands Slagteri AB, KLS Ugglarps AB Hörby, KLS Ugglarps AB Kalmar, Ljungskile 
Kött AB, Lundsbols Lammslakteri AB, Norrbottensgårdens Slakteri AB, Siljans 
Chark AB and Skara Lammslakteri AB) for providing the lamb feet needed to 
perform the study. Lise-Lotte Fernström and Moa Skarin at the Department 
of Biomedical Sciences and Veterinary Public Health are thanked for technical 
assistance. We are also grateful to the Swedish Farmers’ Foundation for Agricul-
tural Research for its financial contribution to the study.

Prior publication
Data have not been published previously.

Authors’ contributions
SF, UK, AN and AR initiated and designed the study. UK was responsible for 
contact with the slaughterhouses and for providing training on the footrot 
and CODD scoring systems used. RA, AR and SF performed the visual inspec-
tions of the lamb feet and the laboratory work. AN performed the statistical 
analysis and contributed to drafting the manuscript. All authors were involved 
in interpretation of results and in drawing conclusions. SF and AR wrote the 
first draft of the manuscript. All authors have read and approved the final 
manuscript.

Funding
Open access funding provided by Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences. 
This study was funded by the Swedish Farmers’ Foundation for Agricultural 
Research (grant number O-19-20-310). The funding body had no role in the 
design of the study, in collection, analysis and interpretation of the data or in 
writing the manuscript.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and/or analysed in this study are available from the cor-
responding author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
This study did not require official or institutional ethical approval. The animals 
were handled according to high ethical standards and national legislation.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1 Department of Biomedical Sciences and Veterinary Public Health, Faculty 
of Veterinary Medicine and Animal Science, Swedish University of Agricultural 
Sciences (SLU), P.O. Box 7036, 750 07 Uppsala, Sweden. 2 District Veterinarians 
Tibro, Norra Vägen 9, 543 35 Tibro, Sweden. 3 Farm & Animal Health, Kungsän-
gens Gård, 753 23 Uppsala, Sweden. 4 Department of Clinical Sciences, Faculty 
of Veterinary Medicine and Animal Science, Swedish University of Agricultural 
Sciences (SLU), P.O. Box 7054, 750 07 Uppsala, Sweden. 

Received: 6 December 2021   Accepted: 20 February 2022

References
	1.	 Beveridge WIB. Foot-rot in sheep: a transmissible disease due to infection 

with Fusiformis nodosus (nsp). Studies on its cause, epidemiology and 
control. Melbourne (Bulletin No. 140): Council for scientific and industrial 
research. 1941. https://​doi.​org/​10.​25919/​hvxc-​y142.

https://doi.org/10.25919/hvxc-y142.


Page 10 of 11Rosander et al. Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica            (2022) 64:6 

	2.	 Egerton JR, Parsonson IM. Benign foot-rot—a specific interdigital der-
matitis of sheep associated with infection by less proteolytic strains of 
Fusiformis nodosus. Aust Vet J. 1969;45:345–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​
1751-​0813.​1969.​tb066​06.x.

	3.	 Egerton JR, Roberts DS, Parsonson IM. The aetiology and pathogenesis 
of ovine foot-rot. I. Histological study of the bacterial invasion. J Comp 
Pathol. 1969;79:207–16.

	4.	 Maboni G, Frosth S, Aspán A, Tötemeyer S. Ovine footrot: new insights 
into bacterial colonisation. Vet Rec. 2016. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1136/​vr.​
103610.

	5.	 Witcomb LA, Green LE, Kaler J, Ul-Hassan A, Calvo-Bado LA, Medley GF, 
et al. A longitudinal study of the role of Dichelobacter nodosus and Fuso-
bacterium necrophorum load in initiation and severity of footrot in sheep. 
Prev Vet Med. 2014. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​preve​tmed.​2014.​03.​004.

	6.	 Witcomb LA, Green LE, Calvo-Bado LA, Russell CL, Smith EM, Grogono-
Thomas R, et al. First study of pathogen load and localisation of ovine 
footrot using fluorescence in situ hybridisation (FISH). Vet Microbiol. 
2015;176:321–7. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​vetmic.​2015.​01.​022.

	7.	 Clifton R, Giebel K, Liu NLBH, Purdy KJ, Green LE. Sites of persistence of 
Fusobacterium necrophorum and Dichelobacter nodosus: a paradigm shift 
in understanding the epidemiology of footrot in sheep. Sci Rep. 2019. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41598-​019-​50822-9.

	8.	 Stewart DJ, Claxton PD. Ovine foot rot: clinical diagnosis and bacteriol-
ogy. In: Corner LA, Bagust TJ, editors. Australian standard diagnostic 
techniques for animal diseases. East Melbourne: CSIRO; 1993. p. 1–27.

	9.	 Stewart DJ, Peterson JE, Vaughan JA, Clark BL, Emery DL, Caldwell JB, et al. 
The pathogenicity and cultural characteristics of virulent, intermediate 
and benign strains of Bacteroides nodosus causing ovine foot-rot. Aust Vet 
J. 1986;63:317–26. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1751-​0813.​1986.​tb028​75.x.

	10.	 Emery DL, Stewart DJ, Clark BL. The comparative susceptibility of five 
breeds of sheep to foot-rot. Aust Vet J. 1984;61:85–8.

	11.	 Graham NP, Egerton JR. Pathogenesis of ovine foot-rot: the role of some 
environmental factors. Aust Vet J. 1968;44:235–40.

	12.	 Depiazzi LJ, Roberts WD, Hawkins CD, Palmer MA, Pitman DR, McQuade 
NC, et al. Severity and persistence of footrot in Merino sheep experi-
mentally infected with a protease thermostable strain of Dichelobacter 
nodosus at five sites. Aust Vet J. 1998;76:32–8.

	13.	 Kennan RM, Han X, Porter CJ, Rood JI. The pathogenesis of ovine footrot. 
Vet Microbiol. 2011;153:59–66. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​vetmic.​2011.​04.​
005.

	14.	 Kennan RM, Gilhuus M, Frosth S, Seemann T, Dhungyel OP, Whittington 
RJ, et al. Genomic evidence for a globally distributed, bimodal population 
in the ovine footrot pathogen Dichelobacter nodosus. MBio. 2014. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1128/​mBio.​01821-​14.

	15.	 Stäuble A, Steiner A, Frey J, Kuhnert P. Simultaneous detection and 
discrimination of virulent and benign Dichelobacter nodosus in sheep of 
flocks affected by foot rot and in clinically healthy flocks by competitive 
real-time PCR. J Clin Microbiol. 2014;52:1228–31. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1128/​
JCM.​03485-​13.

	16.	 Frosth S, König U, Nyman AK, Pringle M, Aspán A. Characterisation of 
Dichelobacter nodosus and detection of Fusobacterium necrophorum and 
Treponema spp. in sheep with different clinical manifestations of footrot. 
Vet Microbiol. 2015;179:82–90. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​vetmic.​2015.​02.​
034.

	17.	 Olofsson A, Bergsten C, Björk AH. Smittsam klövsjukdom hos får diagnos-
tiserad för första gången i Sverige (Infectious claw disease diagnosed for 
the first time in Sweden). Svensk Vet Tidn. 2005;11:11–4.

	18.	 König U, Nyman AK, de Verdier K. Prevalence of footrot in Swedish 
slaughter lambs. Acta Vet Scand. 2011;53:27. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
1751-​0147-​53-​27.

	19.	 Glynn T. Benign footrot—an epidemiological investigation into the 
occurrence, effects on production, response to treatment and influence 
of environmental factors. Aust Vet J. 1993;70:7–12.

	20.	 Moore LJ, Wassink GJ, Green LE, Grogono-Thomas R. The detection and 
characterisation of Dichelobacter nodosus from cases of ovine footrot in 
England and Wales. Vet Microbiol. 2005;108:57–67. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​vetmic.​2005.​01.​029.

	21.	 Calvo-Bado LA, Oakley BB, Dowd SE, Green LE, Medley GF, Ul-Hassan A, 
et al. Ovine pedomics: the first study of the ovine foot 16S rRNA-based 
microbiome. ISME J. 2011. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​ismej.​2011.​25.

	22.	 Vatn S, Hektoen L, Høyland B, Reiersen A, Kampen AH, Jørgensen HJ. 
Elimination of severe footrot from the Norwegian sheep population—a 
progress report. Small Rumin Res. 2012;106:11–3.

	23.	 Sullivan LE, Clegg SR, Angell JW, Newbrook K, Blowey RW, Carter SD, 
et al. High-level association of bovine digital dermatitis Treponema 
spp. with contagious ovine digital dermatitis lesions and presence of 
Fusobacterium necrophorum and Dichelobacter nodosus. J Clin Microbiol. 
2015;53:1628–38. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1128/​JCM.​00180-​15.

	24.	 Bernhard M, Frosth S, König U. First report on outbreaks of contagious 
ovine digital dermatitis in Sweden. Acta Vet Scand. 2021;63:29. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s13028-​021-​00595-x.

	25.	 Duncan JS, Angell JW, Richards P, Lenzi L, Staton GJ, Grove-White D, et al. 
The dysbiosis of ovine foot microbiome during the development and 
treatment of contagious ovine digital dermatitis. Anim Microbiome. 
2021;3:19. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s42523-​021-​00078-4.

	26.	 Staton GJ, Angell JW, Grove-White D, Clegg SR, Carter SD, Evans NJ, et al. 
Contagious ovine digital dermatitis: a novel bacterial etiology and lesion 
pathogenesis. Front Vet Sci. 2021;8:722461. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fvets.​
2021.​722461.

	27.	 National Veterinary Institute. Surveillance of infectious diseases in animals 
and humans in Sweden 2020. Sweden: National Veterinary Institute (SVA) 
report series no 68, ISSN 1654–7098 .https://​www.​sva.​se/​media/​8d9a8​
045b7​b057f/​surve​illan​ce-​of-​infec​tious-​disea​ses-​in-​anima​ls-​and-​humans-​
in-​sweden-​2020.​pdf. Accessed on 18 Nov 2021.

	28.	 Kampen AH, Moldal T, Vatn S, Tarpai A. The surveillance programme for 
footrot in Norway 2020, report no 15. Norway: Norwegian Veterinary 
Institute; 2021. https://​www.​vetin​st.​no/​overv​aking/​fotra​te-​sau. Accessed 
16 Nov 2021.

	29.	 Daniel WW. Biostatistics: a foundation for analysis in the health sciences. 
7th ed. New York: Wiley; 1999.

	30.	 Statistics Sweden. Agricultural Statistics 2020. Sweden: Official Statistics 
of Sweden. https://​jordb​ruksv​erket.​se/​downl​oad/​18.​78dd5​d7d17​3e2fb​
bcda9​8893/​15973​90150​166/​JS_​2020.​pdf. Accessed on 14 Nov 2021.

	31.	 Angell JW, Blundell R, Grove-White DH, Duncan JS. Clinical and radio-
graphic features of contagious ovine digital dermatitis and a novel lesion 
grading system. Vet Rec. 2015;176:544. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1136/​vr.​102978.

	32.	 Amies CR. A modified formula for the preparation of Stuart’s transport 
medium. Can J Public Health. 1967;58:296–300.

	33.	 Frosth S, Slettemeås JS, Jørgensen HJ, Angen Ø, Aspan A. Development 
and comparison of a real-time PCR assay for detection of Dichelobacter 
nodosus with culturing and conventional PCR: harmonisation between 
three laboratories. Acta Vet Scand. 2012;54:6. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
1751-​0147-​54-6.

	34.	 Jensen A, Hagelskjaer Kristensen L, Prag J. Detection of Fusobacterium 
necrophorum subsp. funduliforme in tonsillitis in young adults by real-
time PCR. Clin Microbiol Infect. 2007;13:695–701.

	35.	 Strub S, van der Ploeg JR, Nuss K, Wyss C, Luginbuhl A, Steiner A. Quanti-
tation of Guggenheimella bovis and treponemes in bovine tissues related 
to digital dermatitis. FEMS Microbiol Lett. 2007;269:48–53. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1111/j.​1574-​6968.​2006.​00604.x.

	36.	 Winter AC. Footrot control and eradication (elimination) strategies. Small 
Rumin Res. 2009;86:90–3. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​small​rumres.​2009.​09.​
026.

	37.	 Swedish Board of Agriculture. Annual report on notifiable diseases of 
animals 2019. Sweden: Swedish Board of Agriculture. https://​djur.​jordb​
ruksv​erket.​se/​downl​oad/​18.​3a2a8​b8417​1950f​8cca8​0788/​15874​67632​
223/%​C3%​85rss​tatis​tik%​202019.​pdf. Accessed on 14 Nov 2021.

	38.	 Ardüser F, Moore-Jones G, Gobeli Brawand S, Durr S, Steiner A, Ryser-
Degiorgis MP, et al. Dichelobacter nodosus in sheep, cattle, goats and 
South American camelids in Switzerland-assessing prevalence in poten-
tial hosts in order to design targeted disease control measures. Prev Vet 
Med. 2020;178:104688. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​preve​tmed.​2019.​05.​001.

	39.	 Storms J, Wirth A, Vasiliadis D, Brodard I, Hamann-Tholken A, Ambros C, 
et al. Prevalence of Dichelobacter nodosus and ovine footrot in German 
sheep flocks. Animals (Basel). 2021. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​ani11​041102.

	40.	 Frosth S. Dichelobacter nodosus and footrot in Swedish sheep. Increased 
knowledge and improved laboratory diagnostics. Department of 
Biomedical Sciences and Veterinary Public Health. Uppsala: Swedish 
University of Agricultural Sciences; 2016. p. 71.

	41.	 Frosth S, König U, Nyman AK, Aspán A. Sample pooling for real-time 
PCR detection and virulence determination of the footrot pathogen 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-0813.1969.tb06606.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-0813.1969.tb06606.x
https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.103610
https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.103610
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2014.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2015.01.022
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50822-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-0813.1986.tb02875.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2011.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2011.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01821-14
https://doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01821-14
https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.03485-13
https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.03485-13
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2015.02.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2015.02.034
https://doi.org/10.1186/1751-0147-53-27
https://doi.org/10.1186/1751-0147-53-27
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2005.01.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vetmic.2005.01.029
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2011.25
https://doi.org/10.1128/JCM.00180-15
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-021-00595-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13028-021-00595-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s42523-021-00078-4
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2021.722461
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2021.722461
https://www.sva.se/media/8d9a8045b7b057f/surveillance-of-infectious-diseases-in-animals-and-humans-in-sweden-2020.pdf
https://www.sva.se/media/8d9a8045b7b057f/surveillance-of-infectious-diseases-in-animals-and-humans-in-sweden-2020.pdf
https://www.sva.se/media/8d9a8045b7b057f/surveillance-of-infectious-diseases-in-animals-and-humans-in-sweden-2020.pdf
https://www.vetinst.no/overvaking/fotrate-sau
https://jordbruksverket.se/download/18.78dd5d7d173e2fbbcda98893/1597390150166/JS_2020.pdf
https://jordbruksverket.se/download/18.78dd5d7d173e2fbbcda98893/1597390150166/JS_2020.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.102978
https://doi.org/10.1186/1751-0147-54-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/1751-0147-54-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.2006.00604.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.2006.00604.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smallrumres.2009.09.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smallrumres.2009.09.026
https://djur.jordbruksverket.se/download/18.3a2a8b84171950f8cca80788/1587467632223/%C3%85rsstatistik%202019.pdf
https://djur.jordbruksverket.se/download/18.3a2a8b84171950f8cca80788/1587467632223/%C3%85rsstatistik%202019.pdf
https://djur.jordbruksverket.se/download/18.3a2a8b84171950f8cca80788/1587467632223/%C3%85rsstatistik%202019.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prevetmed.2019.05.001
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani11041102


Page 11 of 11Rosander et al. Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica            (2022) 64:6 	

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

Dichelobacter nodosus. Vet Res Commun. 2017;41:189–93. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1007/​s11259-​017-​9686-9.

	42.	 Farooq S, Wani SA, Hassan MN, Aalamgeer S, Kashoo ZA, Magray SN, 
et al. The detection and prevalence of leukotoxin gene variant strains of 
Fusobacterium necrophorum in footrot lesions of sheep in Kashmir, India. 
Anaerobe. 2018;51:36–41. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​anaer​obe.​2018.​03.​
010.

	43.	 Tan ZL, Nagaraja TG, Chengappa MM. Fusobacterium necrophorum infec-
tions: virulence factors, pathogenic mechanism and control measures. 
Vet Res Commun. 1996;20:113–40.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11259-017-9686-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11259-017-9686-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anaerobe.2018.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anaerobe.2018.03.010

	Prevalence of bacterial species associated with ovine footrot and contagious ovine digital dermatitis in Swedish slaughter lambs
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Background
	Methods
	Selection of slaughterhouses and collection of lamb feet
	Pathological assessment of lamb feet
	Sampling and bacterial DNA extraction
	Real-time PCR
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Prevalence of footrot and CODD
	Real-time PCR of pooled swab samples
	Dichelobacter nodosus
	Fusobacterium necrophorum
	Treponema spp.
	Combined analysis of Dichelobacter nodosus, Fusobacterium necrophorum and Treponema spp.

	Real-time PCR of single swab sample (CODD lesion)
	Geographical distribution

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References




