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Abstract

Control of dog-mediated rabies relies on raising awareness, access to post-exposure pro-

phylaxis (PEP) and mass dog vaccination. To assess rabies awareness in Moramanga dis-

trict, Madagascar, where rabies is endemic, two complementary quantitative and qualitative

approaches were carried out in 2018. In the quantitative approach, a standardized question-

naire was administered to 334 randomized participants living in 170 households located less

than 5 km from the anti-rabies treatment center (ARTC) located in Moramanga city (thereaf-

ter called the central area), and in 164 households located more than 15 km away from the

ARTC in two rural communes (thereafter called the remote area). Logistic regression mod-

els were fitted to identify factors influencing knowledge and practice scores. The qualitative

approach consisted in semi-structured interviews conducted with 28 bite victims who had

consulted the ARTC, three owners of biting dogs, three ARTC staff and two local

authorities.

Overall, 15.6% (52/334) of households owned at least one dog. The dog-to-human ratio

was 1:17.6. The central area had a significantly higher dog bite incidence (0.53 per 100 per-

son-years, 95% CI: 0.31–0.85) compared to the remote area (0.22 per 100 person-years,

95% CI: 0.09–0.43) (p = 0.03). The care pathway following a bite depended on wound
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severity, how the dog was perceived and its owner’s willingness to cover costs. Rabies vac-

cination coverage in dogs in the remote area was extremely low (2.4%). Respondents knew

that vaccination prevented animal rabies but owners considered that their own dogs were

harmless and cited access and cost of vaccine as main barriers. Most respondents were not

aware of the existence of the ARTC (85.3%), did not know the importance of timely access

to PEP (92.2%) or that biting dogs should be isolated (89.5%) and monitored. Good knowl-

edge scores were significantly associated with having a higher socio-economic status (OR

= 2.08, CI = 1.33–3.26) and living in central area (OR = 1.91, CI = 1.22–3.00). Good practice

scores were significantly associated with living in central area (OR = 4.78, CI = 2.98–7.77)

and being aware of the ARTC’s existence (OR = 2.29, CI = 1.14–4.80).

In Madagascar, knowledge on rabies was disparate with important gaps on PEP and ani-

mal management. Awareness campaigns should inform communities (i) on the importance

of seeking PEP as soon as possible after an exposure, whatever the severity of the wound

and the type of biting dog who caused it, and (ii) on the existence and location of ARTCs

where free-of-charge PEP is available. They should also encourage owners to isolate and

monitor the health of biting dogs. Above all, awareness and dog vaccination campaigns

should be designed so as to reach the more vulnerable remote rural populations as knowl-

edge, good practices and vaccination coverage were lower in these areas. They should also

target households with a lower socio-economic status. If awareness campaigns are likely to

succeed in improving access to ARTCs in Madagascar, their impact on prompting dog own-

ers to vaccinate their own dogs seems more uncertain given the financial and access barri-

ers. Therefore, to reach the 70% dog vaccination coverage goal targeted in rabies

elimination programs, awareness campaigns must be combined with free-of-charge mass

dog vaccination.

Author summary

Despite effective animal and human vaccines, rabies causes over 59,000 human deaths

annually, mainly in children and in poor rural communities in Asia and Africa. World

Health Organization and partners have recently launched the “Zero by 30” global plan

which aims to end human deaths by dog-mediated rabies by 2030 by raising awareness,

increasing access to post-exposure prophylaxis (PEP) and mass dog vaccination.

In Madagascar, where rabies is endemic, a network of anti-rabies treatment centers

(ARTC) delivers free-of-charge vaccines to exposed patients. As little is known on rabies

awareness in Malagasy communities, we set up quantitative and qualitative surveys on

rabies knowledge, attitudes and practices (KAP).

Results showed that major hosts, main transmission routes, clinical signs and outcomes

were known by most respondents. Yet knowledge on the existence of ARTC, the useful-

ness and availability of PEP, usefulness of confining and monitoring biting dogs was very

low. Although bite incidence was lower, remote rural areas had more limited knowledge,

poorer practices on rabies and extremely low dog vaccination coverage, so awareness

campaigns should make sure remote rural populations are reached. If these campaigns are

likely to succeed in improving access to ARTCs, their impact on dog vaccination seems

more uncertain. Therefore, to reach dog vaccination coverage goals, the center-piece of
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rabies elimination strategies, awareness campaigns must be combined with free-of-charge

mass dog vaccination.

Introduction

Rabies is considered by the World Health Organization (WHO) as a neglected disease which

causes over 59,000 human deaths per year throughout the world in more than 150 countries

[1,2]. Most deaths occur in Asia and Africa, in poor rural communities. Half of the world noti-

fied cases are children under 15 years of age [1,3]. This acute, progressive and invariably fatal

encephalomyelitis, is caused by viruses belonging to the Lyssavirus genus (Mononegavirales
order, Rhabdoviridae family) [4] which are transmitted through the saliva of infected animals.

Among the Lyssavirus genus, Lyssavirus rabies species (RABV) is essentially transmitted by

carnivores, in particular domestic dogs and a variety of bat species, and is by far the most fre-

quent Lyssavirus infection in humans. In 99% of cases, transmission of RABV to humans

occurs through bites of infected dogs [3]. Rabies is described as "100% preventable" with the

existence of effective vaccines for animals and humans, but also "100% lethal" after the onset of

clinical signs [5]. The global financial burden of rabies is estimated to be US$124 billion annu-

ally, with 45% of this burden falling on Africa, where human mortality due to rabies is particu-

larly high [6]. The fact that dogs have no or very little economic value and the paramount need

for integrated One Health response contribute to the underreporting and neglect of rabies

[7,8]. In 2015, WHO, the World Organization for Animal Health (WOAH, ex-OIE), the Food

and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) and the Global Alliance for Rabies

Control (GARC) developed a global strategic plan to eliminate dog-mediated human rabies by

2030 (Zero by 30) [2]. To reduce human rabies risk, this plan relies on three main pillars: rais-

ing awareness of the population on rabies, access to PEP and mass dog vaccination [2].

In Madagascar, rabies is endemic and is a major public health problem. Each year, three to

10 human cases and about 50 to 60 animal rabies cases are confirmed by the National Refer-

ence Laboratory (LNR) [9,10]. These results probably reflect only the tip of the iceberg [10,11],

partly because of low awareness towards rabies, poor surveillance, combined with difficulties

to access anti-rabies treatment centers [12] and because of difficulties to sample suspect

human and animal cases (infected people often die at home, biting animals may be far away,

buried, sold, eaten or hard to find, lack of funding to reach animal and human suspect cases,

lack of training and material to sample, non-vaccination of people in charge of sampling) and

ship samples from remote rural areas [10,11,13]. Indeed, a recent study has estimated an

annual incidence of 960 (790 to 1120) human deaths per year due to rabies in Madagascar with

the current level of PEP avoiding a further 800 (640–970) deaths per year [12], globally in line

with previous estimates [14].

PEP was first delivered in Madagascar in 1898 when Institut Pasteur de Madagascar (IPM)

set up the first anti-rabies treatment center (ARTC) in Antananarivo, the capital city. This

ARTC is still active and delivers PEP to 6,000 patients per year on average [15]. To increase

access to PEP, the Ministry of Public Health has set up 30 other ARTCs distributed throughout

the country (in all 22 regions) [9,10,15,16]. Vaccines (VERORAB vaccine, Sanofi Pasteur,

Marcy l’Etoile, France) and syringes are provided to ARTCs free of charge by IPM. In turn,

PEP or at least the vaccine is free of charge for exposed patients. Madagascar is thus one of the

rare sub-Saharan African countries where rabies PEP is free and theoretically accessible at the

regional level for the entire country [17]. Yet geographic access to resources in Madagascar is

challenging: the country has one of the least developed road networks of the world with 5.4 km
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of roads per 100 km2 of land and only 11.4% of the population living less than 2 km away from

an all-season road [18]. Access to health care is a major problem, including at very local scales

such as the access to community health workers. Indeed, a recent study showed that the con-

sultation rate of community health workers was reduced by 28.1% for each increase of 1 km in

the distance with the patient’s house [19]. Similarly, access to PEP remains a major issue in

Madagascar [12]. Indeed, spatial modelling of access to PEP in Madagascar showed that travel

times to ARTCs significantly increased rabies death incidence and thus that most deaths

occurred in communities with the least access to ARTCs [12]. The Malagasy national PEP pro-

tocol follows the 2018 WHO guidelines and is known as abridged or updated Thai Red Cross

protocol or the Institut Pasteur du Cambodge regimen (i.e., the 3-dose intradermal 1 week

protocol) [20]. Rabies immunoglobulins are only available at the ARTC located at IPM in the

capital.

In African and Asian rabies endemic countries, rabies virus is transmitted to humans

mainly by dog bites [20]. Dogs in Madagascar resemble pariah dogs [21] and genetic analyses

suggest that contrary to human settlement, they originated entirely in Africa [22]. Their rela-

tion with man and how they are perceived today in Madagascar has been documented in the

vicinity of two conservation areas and results show that i) most owned dogs can roam freely

part or all the day, ii) most are kept for protection purposes (cited by more than 80% of own-

ers) and, to a lesser extent, for companionship (18.5–26.5%), iii) more than 50% of both dog

owners and non-dog owners had a negative perception of free-roaming dogs, and iv) the vast

majority of people approve of spay/neuter/vaccine programs and state that they would use

them if they were freely available [23,24].

Dog bite incidence estimates in Africa can vary greatly depending on multiple factors

including dog and human densities and demographic characteristics, dog-human relations

(interaction type and frequency) and social, economic and environmental settings. In Demo-

cratic Republic of Congo, 5 bites per 1,000 person-years were recorded [25]. An annual bite

incidence of 2.6% was recorded in Cameroon [26] whereas in Tanzania it reached 8% [27]. In

Ethiopia, 14.1% of households reported having had a member bitten in the past [28]. Another

study in Ethiopia reported 0/471 of people living in an urban area and 9/49 (18.4%) pastoralists

had a member of their household bitten in the last 5 years [29]. In a study carried out in 2007

in Antananarivo city, the capital of Madagascar, 5.4% and 11.1% of households of the 1st and

6th borough (arrondissement) respectively declared that at least one bite incident had occurred

among the members of their family [30]. In the provincial city of Moramanga (Madagascar),

in 2010, bite incidents among a member of the household were reported in 20.6% of house-

holds [8]. In the two latter studies carried out in Madagascar, the timing of the bite incident

and the precise denominator were not available, so precise estimates of bite incidence per per-

son were not calculated.

In Madagascar, dog owners can use either imported inactivated rabies vaccines or locally-

produced live attenuated rabies vaccines (Lyorab). A study evaluating dog vaccination cover-

age in Antananarivo in 2007–2008 showed that the percentage of dogs declared by owners as

regularly vaccinated against rabies was 21.6% (95% confidence interval (CI): [20.0%– 23.4%])

but the percentage dropped to 7.2% (95% CI: [6.2%– 8.4%] when considering those with a

valid vaccination certificate [31]. Similarly, in Moramanga city commune, in 2012, 37.0%

(111/300) of dog owning households declared vaccinating their dogs, but only 11.7% (35/300)

had a valid vaccination certificate [8], suggesting that most dogs did not receive the recom-

mended annual boosters. In rural areas, in the absence of mass dog vaccination campaigns, the

percentage of vaccinated dogs probably does not exceed 5% [32]. Mass dog vaccination cam-

paigns have been set up occasionally in a few localities by non-governmental organizations

such as Mad Dog Initiative [23,32], and in 2019 and 2020, by the government in Analamanga
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region and around Ambatondrazaka (Alaotra-Mangoro region), but the latter campaign was

hampered by the COVID-19 pandemic and other logistic issues [10]. The law in Madagascar

stipulates that a dog that has bitten a human must be observed by a veterinarian three times

during the following 15 days. In practice the law is rarely enforced [10] although the ARTCs

have the possibility to request the police if the dog owner does not comply with regulations.

Although there are a growing number of studies assessing knowledge, attitudes and prac-

tices (KAP) towards rabies in Africa [25–29,33–46] and elsewhere ([47–57]), to our knowledge,

the few studies on knowledge, attitudes and/or practices towards rabies carried out in Mada-

gascar [8,58] have not been published in scientific journals. One of these studies targeted only

dog owners (n = 96), from Antananarivo, in 2015, and showed that owners who owned pedi-

gree dogs had better knowledge and practices and that knowledge impacted practices [58]. In

this study, no socio-economic parameters on the participants were included. Among notable

results, 42 (43,8%) of owners thought that their dogs were not at risk of rabies, and among

them, 8 (19% of them) doubted that rabies existed, showing the need to increase awareness on

rabies. Another notable result was that 88.5% of owners knew that there was an ARTC at IPM

(the first ARTC created and the one with delivering PEP to the greatest number of patients).

Whether the existence of the 30 more recent provincial ARTCs benefit from the same notoriety

among the general population remains to be assessed. The second study consisted in a survey

carried out in Moramanga in 2010 among 746 households showed that 23.2% of households

owned at least one dog at the time of the study, 75.4% of participants knew that rabies could be

transmitted through the bite of an infected animal but only 19.1% knew that rabies was not

curable after symptom onset. Unfortunately, only global scores encompassing answers to sev-

eral questions on knowledge or practices were reported and not precise answers to specific

questions, making it more difficult to identify messages to target in awareness campaigns.

Although 5.3% of all individuals of the households (184/3444) had been bitten by a dog, data

on dog bite could only be collected on 93 participants who were physically present at the time

of the study (mainly women (65.6%)), and among these 93 bite victims, only 22 (23.7%)

received a full PEP. Those who had not sought PEP justified this behavior because of the small

size of the wound (51.5%), non-availability of the vaccine, the doctor or of the bite victim to go

to seek PEP (43.9%) and the cost (4.6%), suggesting that these victims might not have been

fully aware of what services were proposed in ARTC and how important it was to seek PEP.

So far, awareness-raising campaigns on rabies have been limited both in frequency and in

extent. No national awareness campaign has been set up in the last decade. Some non-govern-

mental organizations such as Mad Dog Initiative have set up awareness campaigns alongside

to their vaccination and spay/neuter campaigns in two districts of the eastern coast [23]. Occa-

sional initiatives are also set up to celebrate World Rabies Day (28th September), but these are

often limited to a few towns. Given the low level of education, the limited number of ARTCs

and veterinarians, the dramatically poor quality and quantity of roads resulting in strong isola-

tion and low access to human and animal healthcare [12], community knowledge on rabies is

probably limited. The way dogs are perceived, their role and the human-dog relationship also

impact perceptions and practices on rabies and need to be documented to better understand

potential barriers to rabies control [21,22].

Assessing KAP towards rabies is essential to target communities and messages to deliver

during awareness campaigns towards groups which need it the most and on elements which

hinder correct practices. To this end, a two-pronged approach was carried out in Moramanga

district, Madagascar: i) a quantitative approach on knowledge and practices towards rabies in

households located within 5 km from Moramanga city’s ARTC and in more remote house-

holds located more than 15 km away from the ARTC and ii) a qualitative approach comple-

menting the first approach, to better understand
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• interactions between humans and dogs including attitudes towards dogs, dog bites and dog

vaccination,

• biting dog management practices,

• and the care pathway after a bite in order to identify levers and obstacles to biomedical care

seeking behavior.

Methods

Ethical considerations

The study was conducted in compliance with the principles set out by the Declaration of Hel-

sinki, and the regulatory requirements of the Malagasy government on Health Research Ethics.

The protocol of the quantitative approach was approved by the National Ethics Committee for

Biomedical Research of Madagascar (N˚ 127-MSNP/CERBM, December 19th, 2017). A written

consent was obtained from all adult respondents. Inclusion of adult respondents were favored,

when possible, but if only minor respondents were available for the interview, a formal verbal

consent was obtained from their parents or guardians. A specific protocol for the qualitative

part of the study was approved by the National Ethics Committee for Biomedical Research of

Madagascar (N˚ 129-MSANP/CERBM, October 23rd, 2018).

For both surveys, the field teams ensured that the interviewees received clear and precise

information about the research process before starting the interviews. To this end, the objec-

tive and the study process, as well as its duration and modalities, were explained in detail to

each participant. It was specified that participants were free to choose to participate or not and

that each participant had the right to leave the interview at any time, without being obliged to

give any explanation. To ensure the confidentiality of the participants and of the information

gathered, (i) a code was attributed to each interviewee so that no-one could recognize them,

and their names never appeared in any documents relating to this study and (ii) digitalized

data was stored in a computer and protected with a password.

Study area

Moramanga district is located in the middle-eastern part of Madagascar, in the Alaotra-Man-

goro region, at the boundary between eastern tropical coastal areas and the more temperate

central highlands, at an average altitude of 900 m above sea level (Fig 1). National census data

recorded 350,724 inhabitants in 2018 in Moramanga district [59]. The main city of the district,

Moramanga city, is a medium-sized provincial city [60], located on the national road 2 joining

Antananarivo, the capital city (located at a road distance of 115 km) to Toamasina, the second

most populated city and chief seaport of the country (located at a road distance of 239 km) and

on national road 44 which leads to the most important rice-producing area of the country

(Ambatondrazaka area). Yet Alaotra Mangoro region remains poor: in 2013, 82% of roads

were earth roads, 76% of communes were not connected to the power grid and 78% did not

have access to a water network [61]. In 2018, considering a global multidimensional poverty

index (an index which reflects the deprivations faced in terms of education, health and living

status), the incidence of poverty in the region was 68.0%, close to the national mean value of

70.3%, making it the 7th least poor region of Madagascar (out of 22) [62].

Moramanga district encompasses a major industrial mine of nickel and cobalt (Ambatovy)

[60] and the Andasibe National Park. Alongside to mining and tourism, the main economic

activities of the district include timber exploitation, trade and agriculture [60]. Yet, a substan-

tial proportion of population lives in poverty: in 2008, a survey conducted by the United
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Fig 1. Map of the households in Moramanga district included in the quantitative study. Source of administrative

boundaries: https://data.humdata.org/dataset/cod-ab-mdg.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064.g001
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Nations estimated that 65% of the households in Moramanga city lived in precarious or infor-

mal housing and that the average daily income per person was 0.45US$, under the poverty line

[60].

Community knowledge and practices quantitative approach

Sampling design. Moramanga district was chosen for both studies because i) it is an area

where animal and human rabies are endemic [14], ii) there is an ARTC in Moramanga city,

and iii) previous data collected within the Moramanga Health Survey in Urban and Rural

areas in Madagascar (MHURAM project) [63] facilitated the description of the population in

the study area.

The MHURAM project aims to systematically collect information on causes of death

through verbal autopsies, filling an important gap as in Madagascar, the collection of this data

is so far only carried out in major cities. Interestingly, it is the only cohort in Madagascar

which covers both rural and urban communes. One of its specific aims is to establish baseline

demographic, socio-economic, environmental and health data in three of the 21 communes of

the district: Moramanga city commune, the main urban commune of the district, and two

adjoining rural communes, Ambohibary and Ampasimpotsy. Two further characteristics

make it an interesting study area: (i) the socio-demographic profile of its population is similar

to the general population of Madagascar and (ii) local authorities are collaborative [63].

Given that this KAP study aimed to include households located close (<5 km) and further

(>15 km) to the ARTC, the study area encompassed both the urban commune of Moramanga

city and the two adjoining rural communes Ambohibary and Ampasimpotsy. MHURAM cen-

sus data for 2014–2016 recorded 40,767 inhabitants in Moramanga city commune and 37,634

in the two rural communes [63]. In MHURAM study area, 63% of urban households had

access to electricity in urban area against only about 7% in rural area [63]. In the urban com-

mune of Moramanga, a previous study carried out in 2010 reported a mean dog-to-human

ratio of 1:7.2 (i.e., a total of 4,990 dogs) [8].

A prospective cross-sectional study was carried out from the 30th of October 2018 to the

22nd of December 2018 in three communes in Moramanga district (Moramanga city, Ambo-

hibary and Ampasimpotsy). We made the hypotheses that (i) most people living within Mora-

manga district would travel by foot to reach the ARTC given global poverty levels [62] and the

scarcity and poor conditions of the road network in Madagascar [18] and that (ii) even a small

distance of a few kilometers would impact KAP towards rabies. To test whether household dis-

tance to an ARTC impacted knowledge and practices, we arbitrarily chose to compare people

living in households located within 5 km of Moramanga ARTC, located in the urban com-

mune of Moramanga city or very close to it, thereafter called “central area” to people living in

more remote rural households, defined as located beyond a radius of 15 km from the ARTC,

thereafter called “remote area”. These more remote households were located in the two adjoin-

ing rural communes, Ambohibary and Ampasimpotsy (Fig 1). The choice of 5 km defining the

central area corresponded to a distance which would take roughly 1 hour to cover by foot,

whereas people living beyond 15 km, in the remote area, would need several hours to reach the

Moramanga ARTC by foot.

A randomized sample of household members were identified and interviewed. The ran-

domization was done from the households registered using a Global Positioning System (GPS)

in the study area of the MHURAM project (Fig 1). This study was initially designed to provide

some general information about dog bites in the study area. Dog bite incidence estimates in

Africa can vary greatly: annual bite incidences of 0.5% to 8% were recorded in Democratic

Republic of Congo [25] and Tanzania [27] respectively. A previous study in Moramanga city
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estimated that 20.6% of households had been bitten by a dog [8]. To be conservative, we esti-

mated that in the three communes of the study area, 25% of households could have been bitten

over the last five years as this would correspond to 1% of the household members being bitten

each year under the hypotheses that households would comprise 5 individuals on average and

that, in the households in which bites would occur, a single person per household would be bit-

ten in the 5-year period. Using the formula for large population size n = z2 * p(1 − p)/e2, the

sample size recommended for the estimation of a single proportion of p = 0.25 of households

having experienced a bite over the last 5 years, with a margin of error of e = 0.05 and a level of

confidence of 95% (z = 1,96) was 288 households. Considering a non-response rate of 10%, the

aim was to investigate at least 317 households. The same number of households were investi-

gated within 5 km radius of the Moramanga ARTC (central area) (n = 159 households) and

within those located beyond a radius of 15 km (remote area) (n = 159 households).

Inclusion criteria. Inclusion criteria in the MHURAM project were living in the Mora-

manga district and not planning on moving out in the next 3 months. The inclusion criteria

for the rabies quantitative study were household members already identified through the

MHURAM project (i.e., corresponding to the inclusion criteria of MHURAM) and who

agreed to sign an informed consent. Non-inclusion criteria were the household members that

were absent for more than 6 months, the household members where no adults were present

during the investigation or a refusal to participate.

Questionnaire. A standardized questionnaire was designed and pre-tested a first time

with 5 people interviewed in Antananarivo, within Institut Pasteur of Madagascar (Antanana-

rivo), and a second time with 8 people interviewed in Ambohitranjavidy and Tanambao, vil-

lages located in Moramanga city commune and 10 people living in Ankarahara, a village

located in the rural commune of Ambohibary. This enabled to check its clarity, structure,

design, pertinence of pre-identified answers and length. The pre-test in the field also lead to

better adapt some questions to the local dialect in order to facilitate understanding. The pre-

tested standardized questionnaire was administered to the head or another representative of

the household. Data collected were socio-economic characteristics, dog ownership and vacci-

nation history, history of household member bite reported in the last 5 years preceding the

study (characteristics of the bitten person, behaviors adopted after the bite, time to seek care,

type of care, prevention methods that were adopted after the bite), knowledge and practices

towards rabies, knowledge of the presence of an ARTC in the vicinity, its location and the type

of treatment delivered. Questions were read out to the respondents in Malagasy by trained

interviewers.

Knowledge score. A knowledge score was defined to rank the respondents’ answers to

questions relative to rabies transmission, clinical signs in humans and animals and prevention

which can impact practices, prevention and control and help design awareness campaigns. It

comprised 10 questions (i) “Can animals transmit rabies?” (2 points), (ii) “Which animals can

transmit rabies?” (1 point/right answer), (iii) “How can animals transmit rabies?” (1 point/

right answer), (iv) “Can transmission occur through a non-bleeding wound due to a bite?” (1

point) or (v) “by ingesting cooked meat or milk from a rabid animal?” (2 points), (vi) “Is rabies

fatal after the onset of clinical signs?” (2 points), (vii) “Can rabies be cured?” (2 points), (viii)

“What are the clinical signs of rabid animals?” (1 point/right answer), (ix) “Is human vaccina-

tion efficient?” (1 point), (x) “Are traditional treatments efficient?” (1 point). No points were

given to wrong or “do not know” answers and respondents who gave complementary correct

answers were given 0.25 points per answer. The maximum score was 26 points (without count-

ing complementary correct answers).

Practice score. A practice score was also defined to rank practices based on 3 questions (i)

“What should a person bitten by a dog do?” (1 point/right answer), (ii) “What can be done to
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prevent animal rabies?” (1 point/right answer), (iii) “What should you do with a dog who has

just bitten someone?” (1 point/right answer). No points were given to wrong or “do not know”

answers and respondents who gave complementary correct answers were given 0.25 points per

answer. The maximum score was 20 points (without counting complementary correct answers).

Statistical analyses. A principal component analysis was done to create a socio-economic

score for the central more urban area and another one for the remote rural area based on

socio-economic variables such as house owner or tenant, type of house, type of wall, number

of bedrooms, availability of kitchen, shower and toilet, drinking water supply, energy supply

type, ownership of a mobile phone and a bike. The socio-economic score was calculated using

the factor scores from the first principal component as described by Vyas and Kumaranayake

(2006) [64]. As a first step, a descriptive analysis (means, frequencies and standard deviations)

of the variables related to socio-economic level (ownership of a mobile phone, television, bicy-

cle, bike, car, access to water and electricity, type of house, number of bedrooms. . .) in the

MHURAM initial census questionary [63] was carried out in order to inform decisions on

which variables to include in the analysis and potentially identify data management issues

(such as coding of variables and missing values). Qualitative categorical variables (such as the

type of wall or the type of house) were recoded into binary variables so they could be included

in the principal component analysis. Similar nominal variables with low frequencies were

combined together and similar variables with relatively high frequencies were kept as separate

variables. All binary variables created from categorical variables were included, including

those that had low frequencies but were not similar enough to other variables to be combined.

We excluded durable assets that were initially binary when they were owned by less than 2% of

households. Variables with high number of missing values were also excluded.

Principal component analysis was run using the correlation matrix to ensure that all data

had equal weight. The output was a table of factor scores for each variable included. Using the

factor scores from the first principal component as weights for each variable, a dependent vari-

able was constructed for each household and considered as the household’s socio-economic

score. The socio-economic score was then reclassified into two categories using the median as

the threshold within each area: high and low socio-economic status.

The knowledge and practice scores were reclassified into two categories using the median

as the threshold for the bivariate and multiple logistic regression analysis. This method is used

in similar international studies [33,41,43,51].

Variables associated with knowledge and practice were recoded as “correct” or “not cor-

rect”, the latter category combining “wrong” and “do not know” answers. Bivariate analyses

using Student’s t-test or the non-parametric Mann-Whitney test for continuous variables and

χ2 test or Fisher’s exact test for qualitative variables were carried out to compare household

characteristics between central and remote areas and to identify variables associated to knowl-

edge and practice scores. Individuals with missing values were omitted as missing data were

less than 5%. Variables associated with knowledge and practice scores with p values < 0.25

were considered for multivariable logistic regression analyses. Multivariable logistic regres-

sions were carried out using a backward and forward elimination based on the AIC (Akaike

Information Criteria). Variables with p values < 0.05 were considered significant in the final

models. Goodness-of-fit of the model was assessed by calculating the area under the Receiver

Operating Characteristic curve (AUC ROC), an AUC of 0.5 suggesting that the model does

not enable discrimination of individuals with high versus low knowledge and practice scores

and an AUC of 1 suggesting a perfect discrimination [65].

Spatial autocorrelation of the knowledge and practice scores and of the residues of the

knowledge and practice score models was assessed by calculating Moran’s global I index using

ArcMap and ArcToolbox components of ArcGis software (version 10.6, ESRI, 2018).
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Bite incidence was calculated at household level. A crude estimate of bite incidence at indi-

vidual level was calculated under the hypotheses that (1) each bitten person was only bitten

once, (2) neglecting any changes in the number of people in the household during the past five

years except for the equal dispatching of births during the 5 years for children under five years

old. Crude individual bite incidence was obtained by dividing the number of people bitten by

the estimated number of person-years in the investigated households.

Statistical analyses were performed on the R studio software (version 1.1.456, R Core Team,

2019) [66,67].

Qualitative approach

Study design and data collection. The survey was carried out in urban and rural com-

munes of Moramanga district in December 2018 and consisted in 36 semi-structured inter-

views targeting individuals (21 female, 15 male) bitten by a dog or scratched by a cat and

treated at the Moramanga ARTC in 2017 (n = 28), owners of biting dogs (n = 3), biomedical

managers at ARTC (n = 3, two doctors and one nurse,), and local authorities (Tangalamena or

village priests) at the community level (n = 2) (Table 1).

The 28 bitten or scratched individuals were selected out of the 679 individuals who sought

PEP at the ARTC in 2017 on the basis of 4 criteria: at least one vaccination carried out at the

ARTC, the existence of a telephone number and/or an exact address on the registration file,

the availability of the person for an interview, and accessibility of the locality by car. These 28

Table 1. Socio-demographic characteristics of participants of the qualitative survey and themes addressed.

Participant category Number and sex of

participants

Communes of origin of participants Main themes addressed during the

interview

Individuals bitten by a

dog or scratched by a cat

10 women and 7

men

Moramanga City (n = 4), Andasibe (n = 4), Moramanga suburbaine

(n = 3), Morarano (n = 2), Sabotsy Anjiro (n = 2), Anosibe An’ala

(n = 1), Tsirinala (n = 1)

- History of the biting or scratching

incident (where, when, how, by which

type of dog),

- Perception of dog bite and cat scratch,

- Home care and/or medical care seeking

after a bite, drivers of care pathway,

- Knowledge and sources of knowledge

about dog rabies,

- Biting or rabid dog management,

- Attitudes towards dog vaccination.

Parents of bitten children 9 women and 2 men Moramanga City (n = 5), Morarano Gare (n = 2), Ambohibary (n = 1),

Marovoay (n = 1), Tsirinala (n = 1), Vodiriana (n = 1)

Owners of biting dogs 2 women and 1 man Moramanga City (n = 1), Ambohibary (n = 1), Morarano Gare (n = 1) - History of the biting event, testimonial of

a bite,

- Care for the bitten individual by the

owners,

- Biting or rabid dog management in their

village,

- Attitudes towards dog vaccination.

Biomedical managers 3 men Not specified - Knowledge on rabies treatment and

vaccination following a bite or scratch,

- Management of exposed patients,

- Perception of patient’s healthcare seeking

behavior.

Traditional authority 2 men Ambohibary (n = 1) and Morarano Gare (n = 1) - Knowledge and perception on dog rabies

within the community,

- Management of exposed and suspect

cases within the village.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064.t001
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individuals were either bite or scratch victims or parents of bitten or scratched children

(Table 1). The Regional Direction of Public Health and ARTC caregivers facilitated the identi-

fication and localization of these participants. These 28 individuals resided in 8 communes

located between 5 and 30 km from Moramanga city (n = 27) and in the commune of Anosibe

an’Ala, 70 km from Moramanga (n = 1).

The themes addressed depended of the category of the participant (Table 1). All the ques-

tions were open questions such as “How is rabies perceived in your village?”, “What happened

when you were bitten by a dog?”, “What do you think of dog vaccination?”. All interviews

were carried out in Malagasy, recorded digitally with the approval of each participant. Inter-

views were then transcribed and translated into French. A thematic analysis of the Malagasy

transcripts was carried out using analyses grids with the aim to highlight recurrences and dis-

crepancies in the participants’ discourses.

Results

Quantitative approach on knowledge and practices

Demographic profile of the study population. In total, 334 households were included:

170 households located less than 5 km away from the ARTC (central area) and 164 households

located more than 15 km away from the ARTC (remote area) (Fig 1). The mean age of the

respondents was 40.8 years old and the sex ratio Male-to-Female was 0.7 (Table 2). Mean age

was similar in remote and central areas. There were significantly more women in the central

area (p = 0.04). There were more people living in the same household (4.7 vs. 3.9) and more

children under five-year-old (10.9% vs. 8.3%) in the remote area (p = 0.01).

Out of the 24 variables initially collected to describe the socio-economic status, 19 and 12

were kept to define the socioeconomic status in the central and remote areas respectively

because either less than 2% of households indicated owning these assets (such as a landline or

a truck for example) or because there were too many missing values (one variable, owning a

generator). The variables retained for each area, the values for each variable of the two first

components and the loadings of the principal component analysis are presented in S1 Table.

For one individual, the socio-economic score could not be calculated because the values of the

socio-economic variables were all missing.

As the calculation of the socio-economic status differed between each of the two areas, no

significant difference of distribution between high and low socio-economic statuses were

expected (p = 0.87).

Dog ownership. On average, at the time of the study, 15.6% of households owned dogs

and these households owned an average of 1.6 dogs (Table 2). Considering only owned dogs,

the overall dog-to-human ratio was 0.057 (i.e., one dog for 17.6 humans). Difference between

mean dog-to-human ratios per household in the remote area and central area was small and

not statistically significant. There were more dog owning households in the past five years in

the remote area (39.0 vs. 27.1%, p = 0.02). The percentage of vaccinated dogs was 26-fold

greater in the central area vs. the remote area (62.5% vs. 2.4%) and this difference had

increased compared to the situation 5 years before when it was 13-fold greater (44.4% vs.
3.5%). The detailed reasons for not vaccinating dogs are presented in S2 Table. Among the 27

households of the remote area which owned only unvaccinated dogs, the main reasons not to

vaccinate their dogs were the distance to a veterinarian, cited by 11 respondents (41%), fol-

lowed by not knowing it was possible to vaccinate dogs (four respondents, 15%), the lack of

funds to pay for the vaccine (three respondents, 11%) and the fact, according to respondents,

that it is uncommon to vaccinate dogs in rural areas (three respondents, 11%). In the 7 house-

holds of the central area which owned only unvaccinated dogs, none mentioned distance as a
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Table 2. Socio-demographic characteristics and dog ownership of respondents.

Central area Remote area Total P value1

Characteristics of households
Number (Nb) of households (HH) 170 164 334

Nb of people in investigated HH 669 774 1443

Mean Nb of people per HH Mean +/- SD 3.94 +/- 1.74 4.72 +/- 2.23 4.32 +/- 2.03 <0.001

Mean percentage of children < 5 years old (yo) per HH Mean % +/- SD 8.33 +/- 12.99 10.85 +/- 13.79 9.57 +/- 13.43 0.01

Children under 5 yo in HH (n (%) 0.02

- Yes 56 (32.9) 75 (45.7) 131 (39.2)

- No 114 (67.1) 89 (54.3) 203 (60.8)

Socio-economic status n (%) 0.872

- High 85 (50.0) 84 (51.2) 169 (50.6)

- Low 84 (49.4) 80 (48.8) 164 (49.1)

- Unknown 1 (0.6) 0 (0.0) 1 (0.3)

Characteristics of respondents
Age Mean +/- SD 40.65 +/- 16.16 40.9 +/- 14.79 40.79 +/- 15.47 0.862

Age class (in years) n (%) 0.232

- < 15 3 (1.8) 4 (2.4) 7 (2.1)

- [15–25[ 22 (12.9) 11 (6.7) 33 (9.9)

- [25–40[ 64 (37.6) 62 (37.8) 126 (37.7)

- [40–60[ 50 (29.4) 62 (37.8) 112 (33.5)

-� 60 28 (16.5) 23 (14.0) 51 (15.3)

- Unknown 3 (1.8) 2 (1.2) 5 (1.5)

Sex ratio (Male/Female) 0.56 0.88 0.70 0.062

Sex n (%) 0.042

- Female 107 (62.9) 86 (52.4) 193 (57.8)

- Male 60 (35.3) 76 (46.4) 136 (40.7)

- Unknown 3 (1.8) 2 (1.2) 5 (1.5)

Dog ownership during the past 5 years
Nb of HH which owned dogs n (%) 46 (27.1) 64 (39.0) 110 (32.9) 0.02

Nb of dogs owned 81 86 167

Nb of dogs per HH Mean +/- SD 0.48 +/- 0.97 0.52 +/- 0.84 0.50 +/- 0.91 0.63

Mean Nb of dogs per dog-owning household (DOHH) Mean +/- SD 1.76 +/- 1.12 1.34 +/- 0.84 1.51 +/- 0.98 0.04

Nb of HH owning at least one vaccinated dog n (% among DOHH) 19 (41.3) 3 (4.7) 22 (20.0) <0.0001

Nb of vaccinated dogs n (%) 36 (44.4) 3 (3.5) 39 (23.4) <0.0001

Mean Nb of vaccinated dogs within DOHH Mean +/- SD 0.78 +/- 1.28 0.047 +/- 0.21 0.35 +/- 0.91 <0.001

Current dog ownership
HH owning dogs n (%) 22 (12.9) 30 (18.3) 52 (15.6) 0.18

Nb dogs owned 40 42 82

Mean Nb of dogs currently owned per HH Mean +/- SD 0.24 +/- 0.71 0.26 +/- 0.80 0.25 +/- 0.75 0.80

Mean Nb of dogs currently owned per DOHH Mean +/- SD 1.82 +/- 1.01 1.40 +/- 1.38 1.58 +/- 1.24 0.21

Age category of dogs n (%) 0.09

- Puppies < 3 months old (mo) 2 (5.0) 8 (19.0) 10 (12.2)

- Dogs� 3 mo 38 (95.0) 34 (81.0) 72 (87.8)

Sex of dogs > 3 mo n (%) 0.14

- Female 20 (50.0) 12 (28.6) 32 (39.0)

- Male 18 (45.0) 22 (52.4) 40 (48.8)

HH owning at least one vaccinated dog n (% within DOHH) 15 (68.2) 1(3.3) 16 (30.8) <0.0001

Vaccinated dogs n (%) 25 (62.5) 1 (2.4) 26 (31.7) <0.0001

(Continued)

PLOS NEGLECTED TROPICAL DISEASES Knowledge, attitudes and practices towards rabies in Madagascar

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064 March 29, 2024 13 / 34

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064


barrier to vaccination. Reasons for not vaccinating were diverse in the central area (cost, time

constraint, didn’t know it was possible to vaccinate dogs or didn’t think it was useful) (S2

Table). Most of the respondents (n = 305, 91.3%, p = 0.06 between the two areas) believed dog

vaccination could prevent rabies transmission. One respondent (0.3%) answered that the vac-

cination could give rabies to the dog and another said that if they vaccinated their dog, thieves

would no longer be afraid of the dog. Significantly more people had benefited from a rabies

awareness campaign in the central area (30.0% vs. 11.6%, p<0.0001). Most respondents had

prior awareness of rabies (91.9% in both central and remote areas) but only 14.7% were aware

of the existence of the ARTC. The difference between the percentages of people who were

aware of the existence of the ARTC was not statistically significant but close to the 0.05 thresh-

old (p = 0.06) between the remote (11.0) and the central areas (18.2).

Knowledge score. Table 3 presents the answers to questions relative to the knowledge

score. The following p values mentioned hereafter compare the percentage of respondents giv-

ing correct answers in the remote and central areas (see S3 Table for detailed distribution in

the two areas). The majority of respondents (93.7% (313/334)) knew that animals could trans-

mit rabies (96.7% (297/307) among the respondents who had prior awareness of rabies) (p =
0.035, 96.5% in central vs. 90.9% in remote areas). Among the 313 respondents who knew ani-

mals could transmit rabies, 98.7% knew that dogs could transmit rabies (p = 0.6), 75.7% knew

that cats could transmit rabies but only 29.4% knew that ruminants could also transmit rabies.

Although more respondents from the remote area knew that ruminants could transmit rabies

(p = 0.002), this percentage remained low in both areas (37.6% vs. 22.0%). Significantly more

respondents from the central area knew that lemurs could transmit rabies (26.2% vs. 9.4%,

p<0.001) and that rodents didn’t (45.7% vs. 28.2%). Respondents knew that rabies could be

transmitted through bites (97.9%), scratches (80.0%) or by a lick on a wound (70.9%, with sig-

nificantly (p = 0.006) more respondents in the central area) but only 21.8% knew that it could

be transmitted by manipulating meat and 83.5% believed that eating cooked meat or milk

from a rabid animal was at risk. Most respondents cited aggressive behavior (86.2%, with more

participants from the remote area citing this symptom, 92.1% vs. 80.0%, p = 0.002) and drool

(88.0%) as clinical signs of rabies in animals. Most respondents (95.5%) knew that rabies was

fatal, however, to the question if rabies was curable, the majority also answered yes (90.4%).

Most of the respondents believed that the human rabies vaccine was effective and only 4.5%

thought that traditional treatments were effective.

The median score for correct responses regarding rabies knowledge was 16.25 (min = 0,

[Q1 = 15; Q3 = 18,] max = 22) and the average score was 15.8 (+/-SD = 3.4). The central area

Table 2. (Continued)

Central area Remote area Total P value1

Mean Nb of vaccinated dogs within DOHH Mean +/- SD 1.14 +/- 1.21 0.03 +/- 0.18 0.50 +/- 0.96 <0.001

Overall dog-to-human ratio 0.060 (1:16.7) 0.054 (1:18.4) 0.057 (1:17.6)

Mean dog-to-human ratio per HH (95% CI) 0.063 0.057 0.060 0.79

(0.032–0.093) (0.027–0.087) (0.038–0.081)

Awareness
Prior awareness of rabies n (%) 157 (92.4) 150 (91.5) 307 (91.9) 0.77

Benefited from rabies awareness campaign n (%) 51 (30.0) 19 (11.6) 70 (21.0) <0.0001

Aware of the existence of the ARTC n (%) 31 (18.2) 18 (11.0) 49 (14.7) 0.06

1P values� 0.05 are presented in bold.
2P values were calculated without taking into account individuals with missing values

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064.t002
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Table 3. Knowledge score details.

Score for correct

answer

Answers: N (%) Respondents n P valuea Central/

RemoteNo Yes Do not

know

Can animals transmit rabies? 2 2 (0.6) 313 (93.7)b 19 (5.7) 334 0.04 C

If yes, which animals? 313

Ruminants 1 115 (36.7) 92 (29.4) 106 (33.9) 0.002 R

Dogs 1 1 (0.3) 309 (98.7) 3(1.0) 0.62

Cats 1 33 (10.5) 237 (75.7) 43 (13.8) 0.20

Lemurs 1 95 (30.4) 57 (18.2) 161 (51.4) <0.001 C

Birds/wild birds 1 152 (48.6) 14 (4.5) 147 (46.9) 0.10

Rodents 1 117 (37.4) 75 (24.0) 121 (38.6) 0.001 C

Extra pointsc

Bat 0.25 1 (0.3)
Pig 0.25 1 (0.3)
Fossa (Cryptoprocta ferox) 0.25 1 (0.3)

How is rabies transmitted? 334

Touching sick animals 1 262 (78.4) 39 (11.7) 33 (9.9) 0.86

Bite 1 1 (0.3) 327 (97.9) 6 (1.8) 0.28

Scratch 1 37 (11.1) 267 (80.0) 30 (8.9) 0.05

Meat manipulation 1 193 (57.8) 73 (21.8) 68 (20.4) 0.07

Animal licking a wound 1 49 (14.7) 237 (70.9) 48 (14.4) 0.006 C

Contact with urine/feces 1 213 (63.8) 44 (13.2) 77 (23.0) 0.89

Can rabies be transmitted through a non-bleeding wound

caused by a dog bite?

1 53 (15.9) 242 (72.4) 39 (11.7) 334 0.84

Can rabies be transmitted by ingesting cooked meat or milk

from a rabid animal?

2 18 (5.4) 279 (83.5) 37 (11.1) 334 0.06

What are the clinical signs of animal rabies? 334

Underweight 1 233 (69.8) 70 (21.0) 31 (9.3) 0.20

Aggressive 39 (11.7) 287 (85.9) 8 (2.4) 0.002 R

Drool 16 (4.8) 294 (88.0) 24 (7.2) 0.43

Extra pointsc

Confusiond 0.25 44 (13.2)
Unusual vocalisation 0.25 11(3.3)
Paralysis 0.25 8(2.4)
Agitation, hyperactivity 0,25 5(1.5)
Unusual/fixed gaze 0.25 3(0.9)

Is rabies fatal? 2 5 (1.5) 319 (95.5) 10 (3.0) 334 0.74

Is rabies curable? 2 10 (3.0) 302 (90.4) 22 (6.6) 334 0.10

Is human vaccination effective against rabies? 1 46 (13.8) 244 (73.1) 44 (13.1) 334 0.24

Is traditional medicine effective against rabies? 1 246 (73.7) 15 (4.5) 73 (21.8) 334 0.66

a The p value compares the variables between remote and central areas (p values < 0.05 are in bold). C (central) and R (remote) indicate the area in which more correct

answers were observed.
b Correct answers are represented with shaded areas.
c 0.25 extra points were given for other correct answers given.
d Confusion included "disorientation, runs without direction, does not recognize its owner or commands, behaviour change, distraught"

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064.t003
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had a better (p<0.002) knowledge (mean = 16.41 (+/-SD = 2.73)) than the remote area

(mean = 15.21 (+/-SD = 3.82)).

Results of bivariate analyses showing which variables were associated to the knowledge

score are displayed in S4 Table. The variables socio-economic status (p = 0.001), type of area (p
=<0.01), having prior awareness of rabies (p = 0.07), being aware of the existence of the

ARTC (p = 0.10), having benefited from rabies awareness campaign (p = 0.12) and having

owned a dog in the previous 5 years (p = 0.19) were considered for the multivariable logistic

regression analyses. The knowledge score on rabies of current dog owners and respondents

from households which did not own a dog was not statistically significantly different.

Table 4 shows the results of the final multivariable logistic regression model for the knowl-

edge score on rabies. The model with the lowest AIC included four variables: having a higher

socio-economic status, living in the central area, having prior awareness of rabies and having

owned a dog during the last 5 years were associated with a higher knowledge score (although

the associations of the last two covariates with the knowledge score were not significant).

Detailed model selection is presented in S5 Table. Alternative model obtained in the upward

stepwise approach was very similar as it included the three first covariates. The area under the

ROC curve of the final model was 0.65 (95% CI: 0.59–0.70). Although spatial autocorrelation

analyses based on Moran’s I global index showed that the knowledge score displayed signifi-

cant spatial clustering (p = 0.004) when assessed for the entire zone, no significant spatial auto-

correlation was detected for the knowledge score within the central and remote areas

individually (S6A Table). Importantly, no significant spatial autocorrelation of the residues of

the knowledge score model was detected at the three scales tested (entire, central and remote

areas) (S6B Table).

Practice score. Overall, 142 respondents (42.5%) knew someone who had been bitten.

Yet, only 25 (7.5%) households (consisting of 17 households from the central area (10.0% of

households of the central area) and 8 households of the remote area (4.9% of households of the

remote area)) out of 334 answered that a member of the household had been bitten by an ani-

mal in the last 5 years (the difference is not statistically significant at the household level,

p = 0.08). In a further 6 (central) households, someone visiting the household had been bitten.

Bites concerned only one household member each time. Bite event numbers within the house-

holds (n = 17 in central and 8 in remote area) were divided by the person-years in the

Table 4. Multivariable logistic regression model for the rabies knowledge score.

Respondents n (%) with a knowledge score < /�median (N = 333*) P value Adjusted OR (95% CI)

Socio-economic status 0.001

- Low 96 (58.18) / 68 (40.48) 1

- High 69 (41.82) / 100 (59.52) 2.08 (1.33–3.26)

Area 0.005

- Remote 93 (56.36) / 71 (42.26) 1

- Central 72 (43.64) / 97 (57.74) 1.91 (1.22–3.00)

Prior awareness of rabies 0.16

- No 18 (10.91) / 9 (5.36) 1

- Yes 147 (89.09) / 159 (94.64) 1.85 (0.81–4.49)

Having owned a dog during the last 5 years 0.11

- Remote 116 (70.30) / 107 (63.69) 1

- Central 49 (29.70) / 61 (36.31) 1.49 (0.92–2.42)

* Analysis was performed on 333 individuals as one individual with no value for the socio-economic status was removed.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064.t004
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households (3213 and 3686 person-years in central and remote areas respectively), giving a

crude estimated bite incidence of 0.53 per 100 person-years (95% CI: 0.31–0.85) in the central

area and of 0.22 per 100 person-years (95% CI: 0.09–0.43) in the remote area (p = 0.03).

Bite victim characteristics and practices are presented in S7 Table. The mean age of the 31

bitten people was 22 years old (+/-SD = 17, range 1–50). Out of them, 4 were children under

the age of 5 (13%). All 8 bite events in the remote area occurred outside the house, as well as

15/23 (65%) of bite events in the central area. Most attacks were not provoked (n = 19, 61%).

Twenty respondents (65%) answered that the person consulted a health care center after the

bite, 16 (52%) benefited from PEP (4/6 visitors in the central area, 7/17 households of the cen-

tral area and 5/8 households of the remote area) and the average time to seek a health care cen-

ter was 0.6 days (+/-SD = 0.82). Reasons for not consulting a health care center (11 people)

were the cost (n = 2), the wound was small (n = 2), the victim could not leave his/her work or

occupation (n = 2), the distance to the health care center (n = 1, from the remote area), the vic-

tim was a visitor of a household in which one member was a doctor (n = 1), the dog was

thought to be too young to be at risk (n = 1) or was vaccinated against rabies (n = 1) or it was

brought to be treated by a traditional practitioner after the bite (n = 1) (see S7 Table). The aver-

age number of times the person had to return to the health care center to get PEP was 3.6

times (+/-SD = 0.81). Four persons (13%) had a complication after the bite. Among them 3

had not visited a health center after the bite. Thirty of the 31 (97%) bite victims were healthy 3

months after the bite and one (3%) was deceased. The deceased person was a visitor who had

not gone to a health center after being bitten because someone in the visited household was a

doctor. We do not have more information on the cause of death.

Table 5 shows the details of the practice score for the 334 respondents (see S8 Table for

detailed distribution in the two areas). The median score for correct responses towards prac-

tices to prevent rabies was 12 (min = 4, [Q1 = 11; Q3 = 13], max = 16) and the average score

was 11.8 (+/-SD = 1.78). Practice score was significantly lower (p<0.001) in the remote

(mean = 11.2 (+/-SD = 1.52)) compared to the central area (mean = 12.3 (+/-SD = 1.84)).

Following a dog bite, only 45.5% of the respondents said they would wash the wound with

significantly more people washing the wound in the central area (p = 0.011). Overall, 87.7% of

people would seek care from conventional medicine: around 30% would seek medical advice

from a doctor, nearly 60% would go to a medical center and 6.6% would seek PEP. Intention

to seek care was significantly higher in the central area towards PEP (11.8% vs. 1.2%, p<0.001),

medical centers (66% vs. 53%, p = 0.017) and veterinarians (7.1 vs. 1.8%, p = 0.021). S9 Table

compares the practices carried out by the 25 members of households who had been bitten to

what the respondents said a bitten person should do after a bite. Overall, only 45 respondents

(13.5%) mentioned at least one unconventional method to treat the wound (the most fre-

quently cited method being applying oil (38 respondents). Opposite, human rabies vaccination

was considered efficient by 73.1% of respondents and 305 (91.3%) said that dog vaccination

prevented animal rabies. Yet only 5.7% of respondents would isolate the dog, 4.5% would con-

sult a veterinarian and 24.9% would kill the dog.

Concerning practices to adopt if a known dog bit a person, 163 respondents (48.8%)

answered they would kill the dog (with significantly less respondents saying they would kill the

dog in central areas, 64% vs. 37%, p<0.01) and only 64 respondents (19.2%) would call a veter-

inarian (with a significantly higher rate in the central area (29% vs. 9.1%, p<0.001)). Signifi-

cantly higher rates of respondents would call or consult a doctor in the central area (40% vs.
15%, p<0.001).

Results of bivariate analyses showing which variables were associated with the practice

score are shown in S10 Table. The variables gender (p = 0.09), area (p<0.001), socio-economic

status (p = 0.06), dog ownership in the last five years (p = 0.12), having prior awareness of
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rabies (p = 0.02), being aware of the existence of the ARTC (p = 0.002) and having benefited

from a rabies awareness campaign (p = 0.02) were considered for the multivariable logistic

regression analyses as explanatory variables of a greater practice score (practice score > =

median). Opposite, respondents who currently owned dogs did not have better practices than

respondents who did not own dogs (p = 0.9). Respondents with a higher knowledge score also

had a significantly higher practice score (p = 0.002).

Table 6 shows the final multivariable logistic regression model for the practice score

(detailed model selection process is presented in S11 Table). Living in the central area, having

Table 5. Practice score details.

Score for correct answer Answers (n = 334) P valuea Central/ Remote

No Yes Do not know

What should a bitten person do

Nothing 1 324 (97.0)b 7 (2.1) 3 (0.9) 0.75

Wash the wound 1 176 (52.7) 152 (45.5) 6 (1.8) 0.01 C

Consult a traditional healer 1 328 (98.2) 1 (0.3) 5 (1.5) >0.99

Apply mud on the wound 1 329 (98.5) 0 (0.0) 5 (1.5) 0.68

Apply cooked rice on the wound 1 325 (97.3) 2 (0.6) 7 (2.1) 0.33

Call or consult a doctor 1 234 (70.0) 97 (29.1) 3 (0.9) 0.12

Call or consult a veterinarian 1 316 (94.6) 15 (4.5) 3 (0.9) 0.02 C

Seek a medical center 1 132 (39.5) 199 (59.6) 3 (0.9) 0.02 C

Seek PEP* 1 308 (92.2) 22 (6.6) 4 (1.2) <0.001 C

Isolate dog to place it under observation 1 311 (93.1) 19 (5.7) 4 (1.2) 0.88

Screen the dog for rabies 1 306 (91.6) 22 (6.6) 6 (1.8) 0.008 R

Kill the dog 1 247 (73.9) 83 (24.9) 4 (1.2) 0.41

Extra pointsc

Advise the victim to seek for care 0.25 1 (0.3)
Advise the dog owner to isolate the dog 0.25 1 (0.3)

How can we prevent animal rabies

Vaccination 1 15 (4.5) 305 (91.3) 14 (4.2) 0.14

Feeding the animal 1 253 (75.6) 53 (15.9) 28 (8.5) 0.84

Extra points
Bring it to the veterinarian 0.25 1 (0.3)

What should you do if a dog you know has bitten someone

Consult or call a veterinarian* 1 269 (80.5) 64 (19.2) 1 (0.3) <0.001 C

Consult or call a doctor 1 242 (72.5) 92 (27.5) 0 (0.0) <0.001 C

Consult a traditional healer 1 334 (100) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) /

Isolate the dog 1 299 (89.5) 35 (10.5) 0 (0.0) 0.67

Kill the dog* 1 170 (50.9) 163 (48.8) 1 (0.3) <0.001 C

Nothing 1 310 (92.8) 23 (6.9) 1 (0.3) 0.35

Extra points
Wash the wound 0.25 1 (0.3)
Send the victim to Institut Pasteur 0.25 1 (0.3)
Advise the owner to consult a veterinarian 0.25 5 (1.5)

a The p value compares the variables between remote and central areas (p values < 0.05 are in bold). C (central) and R (remote) indicate the area in which more correct

answers were observed.
b Correct answers are represented with shaded areas.
c 0.25 extra points were given for other correct answers given.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064.t005
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prior awareness of the ARTC’s existence and of rabies, and having a high socio-economic sta-

tus were associated with a higher practice score (although the associations of the last two

covariates with the practice score were not significant). Alternative model obtained in the

upward stepwise approach was very similar as it included the three first covariates. The model

had an acceptable discrimination capacity (AUC ROC = 0.73; 95% CI: 0.68–0.79). Although

the practice score displayed significant spatial clustering (p<10−6) when assessed for the entire

zone, no significant spatial autocorrelation was detected for the knowledge score within the

central and remote areas individually (S6C Table). Importantly, no significant spatial autocor-

relation of the residues of the practice score model was detected at the three scales tested

(entire, central and remote areas) (S6D Table).

Qualitative survey

Types of human-dog interaction. The results of the qualitative study highlight the exis-

tence of five categories of dogs, which are differentiated by their interactions and proximity

with humans, whether they are owned or not, whether they are free to roam or not, their role

and where they are present (central and/or rural areas) (Table 7). The first category consists in

unowned free-roaming dogs, present in both rural and central areas and perceived as represent-

ing a threat or at least a nuisance to humans. It includes feral dogs (i.e., domestic dogs which

have reverted to the wild state and are no longer directly dependent upon humans). The four

other categories are all owned dogs. The second category consists of free-roaming guard dogs,

present in rural and, to a lesser extent, in urban areas. They belong to an individual owner or to

Table 6. Multivariable logistic regression model for the practice score.

Respondents n (%) with a practice score < /�median (N = 328*) P value Adjusted OR (95% CI)

Area <0.0001

- Remote 111 (68.10) / 51 (30.91) 1

- Central 52 (31.90) / 114 (69.09) 4.78 (2.98–7.77)

Awareness of the ARTC’s existence 0.02

- No 149 (91.41) / 131 (79.39) 1

- Yes 14 (8.59) / 34 (20.61) 2.29 (1.14–4.80)

Prior awareness of rabies 0.09

- No 18 (11.04) / 8 (4.85) 1

- Yes 145 (88.96) / 157 (95.15) 2.21 (0.90–5.85)

Socio-economic status 0.12

- Low 88 (53.99) / 73 (44.24) 1

- High 75 (46.01) / 92 (55.76) 1.47 (0.91–2.38)

* Analysis was performed on 328 individuals as one individual with no value for the socio-economic status and five individuals with no values for the sex were removed.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064.t006

Table 7. Dog typology.

Category Owned/ unowned Dog mobility Role Location Proximity to humans

1 Unowned Free-roaming / Rural and urban Very low to null

2 Owned (individual or community) Free-roaming Guard dog Rural (and urban but lesser extent) Familiar

3 Owned Restrained Guard dog Urban Familiar but low contacts

4 Owned Free-roaming Hunting dog Rural Familiar

5 Owned Restrained Pet dog Urban exclusively Very close proximity

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064.t007
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a community with which they are familiar. Yet, in the opinion of interviewees, as all free-roam-

ing dogs, they represent a threat, even if they live relatively close to humans. The third category

consists of restrained guard dogs. They are confined on the owner’s property (often in the

courtyard) and they have no contact with humans or only at a distance. The fourth category

consists in free-roaming hunting dogs, present exclusively in the remote areas. The majority of

dogs fall into the two categories of guard dogs as for most families the primary function of a

dog is to protect the household and belongings against the intrusion of strangers. The last cate-

gory is exclusively encountered in urban areas and consists in pet dogs which are considered as

members of the family and cared for, the owners being responsible of their well-being, feeding,

grooming and medical care including vaccination. Very few dogs belong to this category.

Despite half of the bite victims, parents of bitten children and owners of biting dogs

(n = 10/21) who discussed this topic mentioned dog vaccination as a means to prevent rabies

transmission, the majority of dogs are not vaccinated. The main reason for not vaccinating a

dog against rabies is that the dog is considered harmless by its owners and “does not bite”. The

second reason for not vaccinating is the cost: budget for dog vaccination is not a priority in the

household’s budget. As a 60-year-old man said: “today’s work will allow us to buy food for the

day. How can we find money for dog’s shots?”. Dog vaccination is considered as something

intended for rich families who live in close contact with their dog. Three people in the remote

rural area replied “it is not in our habits in rural areas”. Qualitative interviews suggest that the

main perceived advantage of rabies vaccination is avoiding the social disruption and financial

impacts in the event of a bite. Indeed, if a dog bites someone, social pressure will be strong on

the owner to incite him/her to take in charge health costs after exposure.

Practices concerning bite management: Care pathway. Of the 28 people bitten, 19 were

bitten by free-roaming dogs, 7 by guard dogs and 2 by pet dogs. No bites were made by feral

dogs even though this category represented the greatest threat in terms of bites in the eyes of

the interviewees.

Out of the 28 bite victims, rabies was confirmed in the biting dog for 7 of them. Among the

7 victims of a confirmed rabid dog, three were bitten by someone else’s dog and four by their

own dog. The three bitten by someone else’s rabid dog went to the nearest local health center

(a basic health care center level II, called “centre de santé de base II” or “CSBII” in Madagascar)

before being referred to the ARTC in Moramanga hospital. Among the four who had been bit-

ten by their own rabid dog, one went to a CSBII before being referred to the ARTC and three

went directly to the ARTC, on the day following the bite or a few days later in one case. In 5

out of 7 cases, the dog was suspected of rabies because it had already bitten 2 or 3 other people

the same day. In the 2 remaining cases, the dog presented an unusual behavior, exhibiting

signs of restlessness or aggressiveness (biting without reason unusual objects such as dry

banana leaves), drool and “mad eyes”. Rabies was confirmed only after the bite victims had

gone to the ARTC for vaccination, by post-mortem laboratory analyses on brain samples. The

dogs had either been slaughtered or died of the disease a few days after having bitten people.

Some had been buried and were dug-up for the post-mortem analyses. If the dog was declared

vaccinated by its owner, which was very rare, the bite was not considered as being at risk and

no biomedical care was sought.

Most respondents said that wounds caused by a dog bite should be washed with soap and

almost all of them declared doing so to get rid of “microbes” or the “poison” injected by the

dog’s teeth. If the bitten person considered that the dog was not rabid (and the bite was “acci-

dental”) or because of unawareness, washing with soap and putting hair styling oil, kitchen oil

or zebu fat on the wound was considered sufficient. Respondents considered that superficial

bites due to known or unknown dogs could be ignored and left unwashed. Most respondents

(15/28) considered that bitten people should immediately seek the dog’s owner to know if the
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dog was vaccinated, to ask him to treat the wound (wash it with soap and apply oil) and to sup-

port treatment costs. On the contrary, if the dog was a free-roaming dog or a feral dog, the vic-

tim should be brought to a health center, either after or without washing the wound with soap.

For the biting dog, in most cases, the biting event had no consequences. Contrary to com-

mon belief, dogs were rarely killed after a single bite. Out of the 5 respondents who said they

had killed the biting dog, four of them were owners who had been bitten by their own dog.

Surveillance of biting dogs through confinement and daily observation for clinical signs of

rabies were very rarely mentioned or carried out by respondents. Only 2/28 tied the dog to

monitor it as recommended by the vet.

Three factors influenced medical care seeking behavior after a bite event. The first factor was

the advice given by acquaintances, the community or the family. Most patients said they had

followed the advice to go to a health center. Some acquaintances had mentioned rabies risk.

Advice coming from family members was particularly valued. If a rabies case had occurred

within the community, the story of that event encouraged the bite victim to seek medical care.

Secondly, if the dog owner accepted to cover costs (8/28), the bite victim went to the health cen-

ter. Finally, the last factor which influenced the care pathway was whether the dog was per-

ceived as rabid (drool on the dog’s muzzle, mad eyes), in which case the victim, eventually

under the pressure of his/her family, went to the health center more rapidly than otherwise.

Discussion

The aim of this study was to assess KAP towards rabies in Moramanga district. In particular,

the quantitative approach aimed to assess if distance to an ARTC, among other factors,

impacted knowledge and practices, and using a complementary qualitative approach, we

aimed to better understand (i) attitudes toward dogs, dog bites and dog vaccination, (ii) care

seeking behavior after a bite and (iii) biting dog management practices. KAP surveys can pro-

vide valuable descriptive information on complex issues and can help assess what aspects of a

problem can be improved through awareness campaigns. Quantitative KAP studies are some-

times criticized because they fail to explain the logic behind people’s attitudes and practices.

Opposite, qualitative studies provide more detailed information through in-depth interviews

with key informants which can help better understand the logic behind some behaviors. Yet,

they are sometimes criticized because the number of people interviewed is usually small and

not randomly sampled and therefore not considered as representative of a wider population.

This is illustrated in this qualitative study, as the bite victims interviewed were recruited

through the ARTC and they are thus not representative of all bite victims of Moramanga, in

particular they are not representative of those who did not seek care. These qualitative

approaches are not designed to produce numerical estimates and statistical models but they

can be useful to understand the reasons underlying attitudes and behaviors. To better address

the limitations inherent to each type of KAP surveys, we combined complementary quantita-

tive and qualitative approaches on the topic so that the latter could shed light on the context

and clarify answers to the quantitative questionnaire, as in Sikana et al. (2021) [45].

Dogs: Population estimates, types and vaccination

Dog populations have seldom been studied in Madagascar yet results on dog ownership show

considerable heterogeneity. A study carried out in the capital city in 2007 showed that dog

ownership was very common (88.9% of households) and the dog-to-human ratio was 1:4.5

[31]. The previous study carried out in Moramanga city in 2011 had found that 23.2% of

households owned at least one dog and that the mean dog-to-human ratio was 1:7.2 [8]. Our

results in the central area, in or very close to the urban commune of Moramanga, show an
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even smaller percentage of dog-owning households (12.9%) and a lower dog-to-human ratio

(1:16.7). It is difficult to draw conclusions on eventual trends as these estimates were obtained

in two areas at two different time points. They might indicate that (i) there could be less dogs

per habitant in the provincial city of Moramanga than in the capital city, and/or that (ii) the

number of dogs per habitant could have strongly declined over the years (- 51.1% compared to

2011) in Moramanga. To assess these two hypotheses, it would be necessary to determine

whether a similar decline in the number of dogs per habitant was also observed in Antanana-

rivo since 2007 and to collect more data on dog population estimates from different areas in

Madagascar. Apart from focusing in only one district, another limit of this study is that we did

not assess the relative importance unowned dogs versus owned ones. Future studies should

therefore include several districts and include the estimation of unowned dogs. In a context

where most dogs are free-roaming, it is often difficult to be certain that a dog has no owner,

yet this information is very useful to plan dog vaccination campaigns.

Within Moramanga district, differences in dog-to-human ratios between remote and cen-

tral areas were not statistically significant, perhaps because we were comparing (i) a central

area which consisted in a provincial town and not a very dense urban area and (ii) a remote

area within the district, where households were less than 30 km away from the ARTC. In

Africa, dog-to-human ratios are often higher in rural areas than in urban areas [68–71]. Mora-

manga dog-to-human ratio was closer to values usually observed in urban African areas as in

Tanzania [70], Kenya [72] or Chad [73]. To assess whether differences between urban and

rural areas are less important in Madagascar than elsewhere in Africa, more data on dog popu-

lations in Madagascar need to be collected.

The study of Rakotonirainy showed that the dog-to-human ratio displayed strong heteroge-

neity within Moramanga city: it ranged from 1:4.2 to 1:19 depending on the fokontany (infra-

communal division) [8]. Factors driving these differences were not explored. Paucity of data

on estimates of dog population in Madagascar and heterogeneity of estimates [8,74] both call

for more studies on this topic to better inform dog vaccination campaigns. Precise estimates of

dog populations, dog demographic parameters such as lifespan, as estimated in Cambodia

[74], mapping of dog populations at the national scale, as done in Thailand [75] would be par-

ticularly useful to parametrize rabies transmission models and identify most efficient vaccina-

tion strategies and resource allocation.

Five categories of dogs were identified in Moramanga: free-roaming unowned dogs, two

categories of guard dogs (free-roaming and restrained), free-roaming hunting dogs and the

less common pet dogs. As in Valenta et al. (2016) and Rakotonirainy (2012), the main role of

dogs was personal and property protection [8,24]. Unsurprisingly, attachment to dogs was low

[11] and, free-roaming unknown dogs were considered more at risk of contracting rabies than

owned well-known dogs [11,76], although data collected in this study and in other studies car-

ried out in Madagascar [8,10] suggest that most bite incidents are due to owned dogs.

The qualitative survey showed that most dogs were not vaccinated, as in most sub-Saharan

African settings [1]. Yet the quantitative study showed that a surprisingly high percentage of

dogs were declared as vaccinated in the central area (62.5% vs. 2.4%). This high vaccination

coverage in the central area could have resulted from the 2018 vaccination campaign (over

1,700 dogs vaccinated) carried out in Moramanga city by the non-governmental organization

Mad Dog Initiative with Madagascar’s Ministry of Public Health, Ministry of Agriculture,

Livestock and Fisheries and other collaborators [32]. Because of this campaign, vaccination

coverage in Moramanga city commune should not be considered as representative of other

urban areas of the country. In 2011, Rakotonirainy had found that 37% of the dogs in Mora-

manga city (urban commune) were declared vaccinated by their owner and 11.7% had a vacci-

nation card proving that the dog was vaccinated [8]. These estimates are more in line with
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results obtained in Antananarivo in 2014–2015 where 25% of the dogs were declared vacci-

nated [58]. In rural areas, where 80% of the population lives, a coverage under 5% was

expected, in line with the low coverage estimated by Hampson et al. (2015) for the country [1].

In any case, even if the vaccination coverage in Moramanga city is higher than in the outlying

villages, it remains under the 70% coverage threshold needed to control and eventually elimi-

nate the disease [3,77] and the fact that the city is surrounded by areas where the coverage is

extremely low jeopardizes control efforts in the long term. Mass dog vaccination is the key-

stone of rabies control and elimination [3], and campaigns should be repeated regularly

enough to ensure that herd immunity is maintained despite dog population turnover [3]. They

should also take into account the local ecology of dogs, including whether they are confined or

free-roaming, owned by individuals, communities or unowned. Mass dog vaccination cam-

paigns are of utmost importance as dog-mediated rabies can’t be eliminated without them.

They have repeatedly been shown to be effective, opposite to dog culling which does not

reduce dog density or rabies circulation in the long term [3].

The qualitative survey confirmed that dog vaccination was not a priority because of the

weak relations between humans and dogs within the household and of the vaccination cost. In

the quantitative study, the main barriers to vaccination were the distance to a place where dogs

could be vaccinated (especially in the remote rural area), followed by the cost of vaccination.

Results on the distance barrier are in line with Beyene et al. (2018) who showed that distance

from veterinarians was the best predictor for the intention to vaccinate animals [34]. They are

also in line with Castillo-Neyra et al. (2017) who identified distance to the vaccination point

and difficult topography in peri-urban areas of Arequipa, Peru as barriers to vaccination [78].

They are also in line with recent work in Moramanga district which compared two vaccination

deployment strategies and showed that vaccine provided by the veterinarian during routine

visits in the village achieved better spatial coverage than static vaccination points [32] and with

a study carried out in Menabe (western part of Madagascar) where physical accessibility to the

ARTC and to canine vaccines at the district level were identified by the interviewees as major

levers to improve rabies prevention [79]. In Madagascar, the cost of vaccine was also showed

to be an important barrier by some authors [58,79].

The identification of cost and access to animal health practitioners as important barriers to

dog vaccination suggests that awareness raising campaigns promoting dog vaccination will not

succeed on their own. Indeed, the most effective way to overcome cost and access issues is

free-of-charge mass dog vaccination designed to maximise spatial outreach. Filla et al. (2021)

showed that (i) past vaccination campaigns in Madagascar were well accepted by communities

if the vaccination was free but fewer people were ready to vaccinate if the vaccination was not

free and (ii) asking for owners to pay a nominal fee could be counterproductive [32]. There-

fore, to reach dog vaccination coverage goals, the center-piece of rabies elimination strategies,

we strongly recommend authorities in charge of rabies control to focus efforts on free-of-

charge mass dog vaccination. Providing vaccine through routine visits of veterinarians have

been shown to be more effective to reach more remote rural communities than static vaccina-

tion points in the Malagasy context [32]. Thus, to reach vaccination coverage targets, aware-

ness campaigns need to be organized simultaneously with free-of-charge mass dog vaccination

with high spatial outreach. Communities should be informed on efficacy, safety and impor-

tance of dog vaccination, as well as practical modalities of the vaccination campaign.

Prior awareness and knowledge on rabies

Overall, a high proportion of respondents had prior awareness of rabies (91.9%), both in the

remote and central area, suggesting that this was not a consequence of the vaccination
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campaign organized by Mad Dog Initiative (focused in the urban commune of Moramanga).

Such levels are similar to previous findings in Moramanga [8] and in other rural areas in Africa

[27,35,37,40,43] and in Asia [47,49]. These results are not surprising given the regular confir-

mation of human and animal rabies cases in the Moramanga area [14]. Yet, this question

should be interpreted with caution as among the 27 respondents who said they did not have

prior awareness of rabies, 23 (85%) correctly answered that rabies could be transmitted

through a bite. Furthermore, out of the 27, 17 (63%) chose to answer the question if rabies

could be transmitted by animals and only 10 (37%) answered that they did not know. Out of

the 17 who answered the latter question, 16 (94%) answered that rabies could be transmitted

by animals and only one (6%) that rabies could not be transmitted by animals suggesting that

the proportion who really guessed what to answer was low. This question on prior awareness

of rabies might have been biased because of a reinterpretation of the question, people who had

prior awareness of rabies but were not sure of being able to talk of rabies in detail might have

answered “no” to the question “are you aware of rabies?”. This may limit our understanding

on how to reduce the proportion of people who say they don’t have prior awareness of rabies,

a variable which was retained both the knowledge and practice score models (although the

association was not statistically significant).

Here 21.0% of respondents (n = 70) in the study mentioned having benefited from rabies

awareness campaign, with a larger proportion in the central area (30.0% vs. 11.6%, p<0.001).

Although most of the respondents had benefited from the campaign recently in both areas

(mean = 1.6 and 1.3 years, p = 0.5), having benefited from an awareness campaign was not sig-

nificantly associated to better knowledge or practice scores. The qualitative survey showed that

acquaintances were the principal source of information on what to do when someone has been

bitten, in line with previous results in Moramanga [8] and with other studies in Africa [41,80].

Regarding knowledge on rabies, overall, many aspects of rabies were well-known such as

the main species involved virus transmission, main transmission pathways (bites, scratches,

contact with saliva on broken skin), main symptoms in animals (drool, aggressivity) and that

rabies was fatal. Yet few people knew that ruminants could also transmit rabies (29.4%), as

commonly observed in other settings [27,37,51]. Over 90% of respondents thought rabies was

curable, but this could be due to an unclear wording of the question (interview bias) as it is not

clear whether they were referring to rabies infection before or after symptom onset and if they

were referring to PEP as the cure.

Lack of knowledge on the existence of ARTCs and the necessity to seek PEP as soon as pos-

sible are probably the knowledge gaps which have the most deleterious impact on the Zero by

30 goal. Indeed, the percentage of respondents who were aware of the existence of the ARTC

was dramatically low (14.7%), even among those living less than 5 km away (18.2% vs. 11.0%

in the remote area, p = 0.06). It is crucial to inform the population on the existence and loca-

tion of ARTC, the availability of free-of-charge vaccine for exposed patients in ARTCs and

that PEP should be sought as rapidly as possible as rabies is fatal after the onset of clinical

signs. People also need to know that rabies can be transmitted even through superficial

wounds and that all dogs can transmit rabies (not just feral ones).

A large majority of respondents (83.5%) thought that rabies could be transmitted by the

ingestion of meat or milk from a rabid animal. This is much more than in Ethiopia for example

where only 2% and 0.5% of respondents (n = 400) said that rabies could be transmitted

through the ingestion of raw meat and raw milk respectively [37]. Raising awareness on the

fact that people who have eaten meat from a rabid animal do not need to seek PEP would also

be very useful, as this situation occurs regularly in Madagascar and leads to important groups

of people visiting the ARTC to seek PEP (when a large number of people from a locality have

eaten meat from a rabid zebu for example), and this wastage can lead to vaccine shortage. This
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wastage is important: in Moramanga, 20% of patients reporting for PEP at the ARTC were

classified as low-to-no risk contacts [14].

Bite victims and bite management practices

The percentage of households in which a member had been bitten (7.5%) was similar to what

was observed in Moramanga city in 2011 [8] but much lower than what was observed in Tan-

zania [27] where approximately the same percentage of households owned dogs, but where

household size and the number of dogs per household were greater than what we observed

here.

Bite incidence crude estimates were higher in the central area than in the remote area (0.53

vs. 0.22 per 100 person-years respectively) despite similar dog-to-human ratios. Reasons

explaining this difference should be further explored. Are contacts with dogs more frequent in

areas where urban fabric is denser? Are the types and contexts of contacts different? Bite inci-

dence is multifactorial and varies greatly across countries, making it difficult to compare situa-

tions. Nevertheless, bite incidence in the central area was very similar to what was observed in

Democratic Republic of Congo (5.2 per 1000 person-years) [25], despite a lower dog-to-

human ratio (1:37.7) than in Moramanga. A more precise assessment of bite incidence and its

spatial heterogeneity, as well as a more thorough understanding of factors driving bite inci-

dence would be useful to better target prevention measures.

Concerning practices after a bite, only 45.5% of respondents considered the wound should

be washed, similar to what was observed in Morocco [36]. Superficial wounds were more likely

to be disregarded, as observed in other studies [8,76]. Overall, 87.7% would seek medical

advice from a doctor or go to a medical center, but only 6.6% stated that the bitten person

should seek PEP. The percentage of respondents who mentioned that bite victims should seek

PEP was very low, as in Cameroon (Barbosa Costa 2018). The qualitative survey confirmed

that PEP was not sought immediately. The care pathway comprised firstly a visit to the dog’s

owner to know if the dog was vaccinated and if the owner was willing to cover the costs, and

only in a second stage the bite victim would eventually consult a health center, which in turn

referred the patient to an ARTC. The willingness to avoid social conflicts within the commu-

nity was strong: the bite victim usually did not want to confront the owner and create a conflict

in the community if the owner did not accept to cover the care costs, in accordance with the

Malagasy cultural concept of “fihavanana”, strong social links and moral obligations which

entail to take care of others as kins and mutually help each other to guarantee social harmony

and unity [81]. The whole process is likely to slow down PEP delivery, possibly reducing the

chances of survival. Awareness campaigns should explain the importance of wound washing

and of immediately seeking PEP after a bite. Population including dog owners should be

aware that PEP is available and free in ARTCs.

KAP studies in Asia and Africa have shown that traditional treatments can be very frequent

[28,36,51,82] and can act as barriers to seek medical treatment [41]. In our study, only 0.3%

said they would seek traditional treatment after a bite, in line with the 4.5% of respondents

who believed that traditional treatments were effective against rabies, much less than what was

documented in Ethiopia [35], Morocco [36] or India [51]. As field investigators were clearly

identified as linked to conventional medicine, a social desirability or courtesy bias could have

impacted these results as suggested by the fact that more respondents reported using tradi-

tional treatments when questioned on their practices (11.4% (n = 38) of respondents answered

they would treat the wound with oil) than when asked if they would seek traditional treatments

in the event of a bite (0.3% reported they would seek this type of treatment). Use of oil was also

frequently mentioned in the qualitative study, yet this did not seem to exclude seeking

PLOS NEGLECTED TROPICAL DISEASES Knowledge, attitudes and practices towards rabies in Madagascar

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064 March 29, 2024 25 / 34

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064


biomedical care in health centers and in the ARTC (since respondents of the qualitative survey

were recruited through the ARTC). A malaria anthropology study conducted in Madagascar

showed that traditional beliefs are very present in Madagascar but traditional beliefs and bio-

medical explanations are not mutually exclusive [83]. Another study in Madagascar concluded

that too much emphasis had been given to traditional practices and social norms as barriers to

changing attitudes and behaviors towards health [84]. Although some cultural practices

remained strong, in many cases, the obstacles were rather of the order of supply, distance and

cost of services rather than cultural beliefs and traditions according to that study [84].

Concerning the fate of the biting dog, the consequences of a bite varied between two

extremes: either nothing happened to the dog, either it was killed. When a person was bitten

by a dog, 24.9% thought the dog should be killed, but if a known dog had bitten someone, then

48.8% would consider killing it. Similar results were found in the qualitative approach: the dog

was killed mainly if the owner did it himself (as in four of the five cases where the dog was

killed). Indeed, if the dog was known, the person could more easily decide to kill it in order to

maintain social cohesion, but when the dog was not known, then they left the owners take

their responsibilities and decide what to do with the dog. Thus, it showed the importance of

social pressure not to disrupt relations in the community and also the weak attachment to

dogs.

Only 5.7% mentioned that the dog should be restricted and placed under observation, and

this finding was confirmed in the qualitative study. Awareness campaigns should aim to pro-

mote this practice, adapting it to the context, which, in poor and/or remote rural households

might mean isolating the dog at home due to cost and low access to veterinarians. Alongside to

awareness campaigns, increasing access to veterinarians and animal health workers would of

course also contribute to improve practices, surveillance and animal health in general.

Factors associated to knowledge and practices

Several factors impacting knowledge and practices towards rabies in the community of Mora-

manga were identified. Respondents with high socio-economic status (OR = 2.08) and living

in the central area within 5 km of the ARTC (OR = 1.91) were significantly likely to be more

knowledgeable. Two further variables improved the model although their associations with the

knowledge score were not statistically significant: having prior awareness of rabies (OR = 1.85)

and having owned a dog in the previous 5 years (OR = 1.49). Respondents living in the central

area (OR = 4.78) and who were aware of the ARTC’s existence (OR = 2.29) were significantly

more likely to have better practices. Prior awareness of rabies (OR = 2.21) and having a high

socio-economic status (OR = 1.47) contributed to improve the model although their associa-

tions with the practice score were not statistically significant. Respondents with a higher

knowledge score also had a significantly higher practice score. Overall, results show that prior

awareness on rabies and the ARTC are key to increase appropriate health seeking practices

and that remote rural areas and households with low socio-economic status need to be specifi-

cally targeted.

Distance to the ARTC impacted both knowledge and practices despite testing only a limited

range of distances as households from the remote area were all less than 30 km away from the

ARTC. Knowing that 36% of the population are estimated to live at least 3 hours away from

the closest ARTC [12] and that some households may be located 50 to 100 km from an ARTC

question as to what are the KAP in households which are located further than 30 km from the

closest ARTC. A KAP study targeting these very remote communities would help fill this

important knowledge gap as these populations may be even less knowledgeable towards rabies

prevention and at greater risk of not seeking PEP.
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The socio-economic status and level of education are well-known factors associated with

better knowledge and practices in several KAP studies [26,33,51]. Our study confirms the asso-

ciation of socio-economic factors with the knowledge score but the association was not statisti-

cally significant with the practice score. This might partly be explained by the fact that PEP is

free-of-charge for exposed patients in Madagascar. Unfortunately, individual information on

the level of education was not collected in this study. The MHURAM project showed that in

the urban commune of Moramanga, 2.4% of people never went to school, 31.6% had gone to

primary school, 59.0% to middle school and 7.0% to high school or to a professional school

whereas in the rural communes, 11% never went to school, 60.5% had gone to primary school,

27.7% to middle school and 0.8% to high school or professional school [63]. As level of educa-

tion was lower in the rural communes, it would be important to disentangle the effects of the

two to know whether part of the effect of living in the remote rural area on the decrease of

knowledge and practice scores, observed in our models, is due to more limited access to educa-

tion. Awareness on the disease and on PEP might in turn be associated with a higher level of

education, whether they act as proxies of the latter remains yet to be fully explored.

Conclusions and recommendations

This qualitative and quantitative community-based survey on knowledge, attitudes and prac-

tices on rabies in Moramanga community showed that the knowledge in the community was

rather satisfying concerning the role of dogs in transmission but limited knowledge and unfa-

vorable practices were found in terms of appropriate first aid measures, recourse to medical

care and animal management. A key finding of this study was the negative impact of living in

more rural communes further from the ARTC on both scores. This suggests that awareness

campaigns should be particularly strengthened in remote rural areas and their coverage care-

fully monitored to make sure they reach the greatest number of households. Another key find-

ing was that being aware of the ARTC’s existence was associated with better practices,

suggesting that awareness campaigns should clearly inform populations on the existence, loca-

tion and availability of free-of charge PEP in the ARTCs, alongside to the necessity to seek PEP

when exposed. Finally, within both areas, households with lower socio-economic status should

be targeted to improve knowledge on rabies.

This survey also collected some key figures for rabies control such as the percentage of

households owning dogs, dog-to-human ratios, the percentage of vaccinated dogs and bite

incidence which are important when designing mass dog vaccination campaigns. It also

showed that several factors impacted the steps of the care pathway: the severity of the wound,

how the biting dog was perceived and to which category it belonged, whether its owner said it

was vaccinated (whether he had a vaccination certificate or not) and whether the owner agreed

to cover costs.

Overall, awareness campaigns should focus on (i) the necessity to wash the wound with

soap and seek PEP as soon as possible after a bite, and (ii) the availability of free-of-charge PEP

for exposed patients in ARTCs and their locations. They should encourage seeking care after

the bite of any category of dog, and even if the wound is superficial. They should also encour-

age owners of biting dogs to confine (or attach) and monitor the health and behavior of biting

dogs at home if they are unable to seek the services of animal health care workers. Although

bite incidence was lower, remote areas had more limited knowledge, poorer practices on rabies

and extremely low dog vaccination coverage, so awareness and vaccination campaigns should

be carefully designed so as to make sure more remote rural populations are reached.

Finally, if awareness campaigns are likely to succeed in improving access to ARTCs in Mad-

agascar, contributing to the Zero by 30 goal, their impact on dog vaccination seems more
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uncertain because vaccination costs and low access to animal health practitioners are impor-

tant barriers in rural communities. Therefore, to reach dog vaccination coverage goals

enabling rabies elimination, we strongly recommend combining awareness campaigns with

free-of-charge mass dog vaccination with high spatial outreach.
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Soa Fy Andriamandimby, Dany Bakoly Ranoaritiana, Virginie Rajaonarivony, Laurence

Randrianasolo, Laurence Baril, Chiarella Mattern, Rila Ratovoson, Hélène Guis.

References
1. Hampson K, Coudeville L, Lembo T, Sambo M, Kieffer A, Attlan M, et al. Estimating the global burden of

endemic canine rabies. PLoS neglected tropical diseases. 2015; 9(4):e0003709. https://doi.org/10.

1371/journal.pntd.0003709 PMID: 25881058.

2. WHO, FAO, OIE, GARC. Zero by 30: the global strategic plan to end human deaths from dog-mediated

rabies by 20. Geneva: 2018.

3. World Health Organization. WHO Expert Consultation on Rabies, third report. Geneva, Switzerland

2018. 185 p.

PLOS NEGLECTED TROPICAL DISEASES Knowledge, attitudes and practices towards rabies in Madagascar

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064 March 29, 2024 29 / 34

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003709
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003709
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25881058
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064


4. Fooks AR, Shipley R, Markotter W, Tordo N, Freuling CM, Muller T, et al. Renewed Public Health Threat

from Emerging Lyssaviruses. Viruses. 2021; 13(9). https://doi.org/10.3390/v13091769 PMID:

34578350.

5. Abela-Ridder B. Rabies: 100 per cent fatal, 100 per cent preventable. Vet Rec. 2015; 177(6):148–9.

https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.h4196 PMID: 26251539.

6. Anderson A, Shwiff SA. The Cost of Canine Rabies on Four Continents. Transboundary and emerging

diseases. 2015; 62(4):446–52. https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12168 PMID: 24112194.

7. Nel LH. Discrepancies in data reporting for rabies, Africa. Emerg Infect Dis. 2013; 19(4):529–33. https://

doi.org/10.3201/eid1904.120185 PMID: 23628197.

8. Rakotonirainy N. Dog ecology and knowledge about rabies by the population of Moramanga district.

Veterinary Thesis: University of Antananarivo, Madagascar. 2012. http://biblio.univ-antananarivo.mg/

pdfs/rakotonirainyNorofaliana_MED_VET_12.pdf.

9. Andriamandimby SF, Heraud JM, Ramiandrasoa R, Ratsitorahina M, Rasambainarivo JH, Dacheux L,

et al. Surveillance and control of rabies in La Reunion, Mayotte, and Madagascar. Veterinary research.

2013; 44:77. https://doi.org/10.1186/1297-9716-44-77 PMID: 24016204.

10. Andriamandimby SF, Volasoa MH, Razafindraibe NP, Ranoaritiana DB, Razafindramparany MH, Rafi-

sandratantsoa T, et al. Rabies surveillance in Madagascar from 2011 to 2021: can we reach the target?

Frontiers in veterinary science. 2023; 10. https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2023.1270532 PMID: 37901098

11. Dreyfus A, Volasoa MH, Guis H, Razafindraibe NP, Razafindramparany MH, Arivony Nomenjanahary

L, et al. Challenges of rabies surveillance in Madagascar based on a mixed method survey amongst vet-

erinary health officers. Frontiers in veterinary science. 2024; 11. https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2024.

1270547 PMID: 38487708

12. Rajeev M, Guis H, Edosoa GT, Hanitriniaina C, Randrianarijaona A, Mangahasimbola RT, et al. How

geographic access to care shapes disease burden: The current impact of post-exposure prophylaxis

and potential for expanded access to prevent human rabies deaths in Madagascar. PLoS neglected

tropical diseases. 2021; 15(4):e0008821. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0008821 PMID:

33901194.

13. Rasolonjatovo FS, Guis H, Rajeev M, Dacheux L, Arivony Nomenjanahary L, Razafitrimo G, et al.

Enabling animal rabies diagnostic in low-access areas: Sensitivity and specificity of a molecular diag-

nostic test from cerebral tissue dried on filter paper. PLoS neglected tropical diseases. 2020; 14(3):

e0008116. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0008116 PMID: 32142519.

14. Rajeev M, Edosoa G, Hanitriniaina C, Andriamandimby SF, Guis H, Ramiandrasoa R, et al. Healthcare

utilization, provisioning of post-exposure prophylaxis, and estimation of human rabies burden in Mada-

gascar. Vaccine. 2019; 37 Suppl 1:A35–A44. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2018.11.011 PMID:

30509692.

15. Leblanc C. Rabies in Madagascar: a three-pronged survey of knowledge and practices among health

care providers from anti-rabies treatment centers, veterinarians and the community of Moramanga.

Paris: Conservatoire National des Arts et Métiers (CNAM) Master thesis: Paris, France. 2019.

16. Rasolonjatovo F. Evaluation of filter paper for moleular diagnosis of rabic virus infection. Veterinary The-

sis: University of Antananarivo, Madagascar. 2017.

17. Sreenivasan N, Li A, Shiferaw M, Tran CH, Wallace R, Blanton J, et al. Overview of rabies post-expo-

sure prophylaxis access, procurement and distribution in selected countries in Asia and Africa, 2017–

2018. Vaccine. 2019; 37 Suppl 1:A6–A13. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2019.04.024 PMID:

31471150.

18. World Bank. How are roads changing lives in Madagascar? 2023 [cited 2023 25/09/2023]. https://www.

worldbank.org/en/results/2023/02/10/how-are-roads-changing-lives-in-madagascar.

19. Evans MV, Andreambeloson T, Randriamihaja M, Ihantamalala F, Cordier L, Cowley G, et al. Geo-

graphic barriers to care persist at the community healthcare level: Evidence from rural Madagascar.

PLOS Glob Public Health. 2022; 2(12):e0001028. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgph.0001028 PMID:

36962826.

20. World Health Organization. Rabies vaccines: WHO position paper, April 2018—Recommendations.

WHO Wkly Epidemiol Rec. 2018; 93(16):201–2019. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2018.06.061

PMID: 30107991

21. Dechambre E. Origine des animaux domestiques de Madagascar. La terre et la vie. 1951; 4:187–96.

22. Ardalan A, Oskarsson MCR, van Asch B, Rabakonandriania E, Savolainen P. African origin for Mada-

gascan dogs revealed by mtDNA analysis. Royal Society Open Science. 2015; 2(140552). https://doi.

org/10.1098/rsos.140552 PMID: 26064658

23. Kshirsagar AR, Applebaum JW, Randriana Z, Rajaonarivelo T, Rafaliarison RR, Farris ZJ, et al.

Human-Dog Relationships across Communities Surrounding Ranomafana and Andasibe-Mantadia

PLOS NEGLECTED TROPICAL DISEASES Knowledge, attitudes and practices towards rabies in Madagascar

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064 March 29, 2024 30 / 34

https://doi.org/10.3390/v13091769
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34578350
https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.h4196
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26251539
https://doi.org/10.1111/tbed.12168
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24112194
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1904.120185
https://doi.org/10.3201/eid1904.120185
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23628197
http://biblio.univ-antananarivo.mg/pdfs/rakotonirainyNorofaliana_MED_VET_12.pdf
http://biblio.univ-antananarivo.mg/pdfs/rakotonirainyNorofaliana_MED_VET_12.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/1297-9716-44-77
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24016204
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2023.1270532
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37901098
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2024.1270547
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2024.1270547
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/38487708
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0008821
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33901194
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0008116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32142519
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2018.11.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30509692
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2019.04.024
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31471150
https://www.worldbank.org/en/results/2023/02/10/how-are-roads-changing-lives-in-madagascar
https://www.worldbank.org/en/results/2023/02/10/how-are-roads-changing-lives-in-madagascar
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgph.0001028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36962826
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2018.06.061
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30107991
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.140552
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsos.140552
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26064658
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064


National Parks, Madagascar. Journal of Ethnobiology. 2020; 40(4):483–98. https://doi.org/10.2993/

0278-0771-40.4.483

24. Valenta K, Gettinger-Larson JA, Chapman CA, Farris ZJ. Barking up the right tree: Understanding local

attitudes towards dogs in villages surrounding Ranomafana National Park, Madagascar can benefit

applied conservation. Madagascar Conservation & Development 2016; 11(2):87–90. https://doi.org/10.

4314/mcd.v11i2

25. Mbilo C, Kabongo JB, Pyana PP, Nlonda L, Nzita RW, Luntadila B, et al. Dog Ecology, Bite Incidence,

and Disease Awareness: A Cross-Sectional Survey among a Rabies-Affected Community in the Demo-

cratic Republic of the Congo. Vaccines. 2019; 7(3). https://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines7030098 PMID:

31454908.

26. Barbosa Costa G, Gilbert A, Monroe B, Blanton J, Ngam Ngam S, Recuenco S, et al. The influence of

poverty and rabies knowledge on healthcare seeking behaviors and dog ownership, Cameroon. PloS

one. 2018; 13(6):e0197330. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0197330 PMID: 29927935.

27. Sambo M, Lembo T, Cleaveland S, Ferguson HM, Sikana L, Simon C, et al. Knowledge, attitudes and

practices (KAP) about rabies prevention and control: a community survey in Tanzania. PLoS neglected

tropical diseases. 2014; 8(12):e3310. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003310 PMID: 25473834.

28. Hagos WG, Muchie KF, Gebru GG, Mezgebe GG, Reda KA, Dachew BA. Assessment of knowledge,

attitude and practice towards rabies and associated factors among household heads in Mekelle city,

Ethiopia. BMC public health. 2020; 20(1):57. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-020-8145-7 PMID:

31937297.

29. Tschopp R, Bekele S, Aseffa A. Dog Demography, Animal Bite Management and Rabies Knowledge-

Attitude and Practices in the Awash Basin, Eastern Ethiopia. PLoS neglected tropical diseases. 2016;

10(2):e0004471. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004471 PMID: 26900855.

30. Rakotonandrasana H. Dogs and risks of rabies in Ist and 6th Arrondissement of C.U.A. Veterinary The-

sis: University of Antananarivo, Madagascar. 2008.

31. Ratsitorahina M, Rasambainarivo JH, Raharimanana S, Rakotonandrasana H, Andriamiarisoa MP,

Rakalomanana FA, et al. Dog ecology and demography in Antananarivo, 2007. BMC veterinary

research. 2009; 5:21. https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-5-21 PMID: 19486516.

32. Filla C, Rajeev M, Randriana Z, Hanitriniana C, Rafaliarison RR, Edosoa GT, et al. Lessons Learned

and Paths Forward for Rabies Dog Vaccination in Madagascar: A Case Study of Pilot Vaccination Cam-

paigns in Moramanga District. Tropical medicine and infectious disease. 2021; 6(2):48. https://doi.org/

10.3390/tropicalmed6020048 PMID: 33921499

33. Awuni B, Tarkang E, Manu E, Amu H, Ayanore MA, Aku FY, et al. Dog Owners’ Knowledge about

Rabies and Other Factors That Influence Canine Anti-Rabies Vaccination in the Upper East Region of

Ghana. Tropical medicine and infectious disease. 2019; 4(3). https://doi.org/10.3390/

tropicalmed4030115 PMID: 31426558.

34. Beyene TJ, Mindaye B, Leta S, Cernicchiaro N, Revie CW. Understanding Factors Influencing Dog

Owners’ Intention to Vaccinate Against Rabies Evaluated Using Health Belief Model Constructs. Fron-

tiers in veterinary science. 2018; 5:159. https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2018.00159 PMID: 30050912.

35. Bihon A, Meresa D, Tesfaw A. Rabies: Knowledge, Attitude and Practices in and Around South Gondar,

North West Ethiopia. Diseases. 2020; 8(1). https://doi.org/10.3390/diseases8010005 PMID: 32102458.

36. Bouaddi K, Bitar A, Bouslikhane M, Ferssiwi A, Fitani A, Mshelbwala PP. Knowledge, Attitudes, and

Practices Regarding Rabies in El Jadida Region, Morocco. Veterinary sciences. 2020; 7(1). https://doi.

org/10.3390/vetsci7010029 PMID: 32121594.

37. Digafe RT, Kifelew LG, Mechesso AF. Knowledge, attitudes and practices towards rabies: question-

naire survey in rural household heads of Gondar Zuria District, Ethiopia. BMC research notes. 2015;

8:400. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13104-015-1357-8 PMID: 26328612.

38. Ebuy Y, Alemayehu T, Reda M, M B, Bsrat A. Community Knowledge, Attitude and Practice on Rabies,

Incidence in Humans and Animals and Risk Factors to Rabies in Selected Districts of Tigray Region,

Ethiopia. Nigerian Veterinary Journal. 2019; 40(2):147–63. https://doi.org/10.4314/nvj.v40i2.7

39. Edukugho AA, Umoh JU, Diem M, Ajani O, Uba B, Okeke L, et al. Knowledge, attitudes and practices

towards rabies prevention among residents of Abuja municipal area council, Federal Capital Territory,

Nigeria. Pan African Medical Journal 2018; 31(21). https://doi.org/10.11604/pamj.2018.31.21.15120

PMID: 30918548

40. Guadu T, Shite A, Chanie M, Bogale B, Fentahun T. Assessment of Knowledge, Attitude and Practices

about Rabiesand Associated Factors: In the Case of Bahir Dar Town. Global Veterinaria. 2014; 13

(3):348–54. https://doi.org/10.5829/idosi.gv.2014.13.03.8579

41. Kabeta T, Deresa B, Tigre W, Ward MP, Mor SM. Knowledge, Attitudes and Practices of Animal Bite

Victims Attending an Anti-rabies Health Center in Jimma Town, Ethiopia. PLoS neglected tropical dis-

eases. 2015; 9(6):e0003867. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003867 PMID: 26114573.

PLOS NEGLECTED TROPICAL DISEASES Knowledge, attitudes and practices towards rabies in Madagascar

PLOS Neglected Tropical Diseases | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064 March 29, 2024 31 / 34

https://doi.org/10.2993/0278-0771-40.4.483
https://doi.org/10.2993/0278-0771-40.4.483
https://doi.org/10.4314/mcd.v11i2
https://doi.org/10.4314/mcd.v11i2
https://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines7030098
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31454908
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0197330
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29927935
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003310
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25473834
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-020-8145-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31937297
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0004471
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26900855
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-5-21
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19486516
https://doi.org/10.3390/tropicalmed6020048
https://doi.org/10.3390/tropicalmed6020048
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33921499
https://doi.org/10.3390/tropicalmed4030115
https://doi.org/10.3390/tropicalmed4030115
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31426558
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2018.00159
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30050912
https://doi.org/10.3390/diseases8010005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32102458
https://doi.org/10.3390/vetsci7010029
https://doi.org/10.3390/vetsci7010029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32121594
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13104-015-1357-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26328612
https://doi.org/10.4314/nvj.v40i2.7
https://doi.org/10.11604/pamj.2018.31.21.15120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30918548
https://doi.org/10.5829/idosi.gv.2014.13.03.8579
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003867
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26114573
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0012064


42. Kiffner C, Latzer M, Vise R, Benson H, Hammon E, Kioko J. Comparative knowledge, attitudes, and

practices regarding anthrax, brucellosis, and rabies in three districts of northern Tanzania. BMC public

health. 2019; 19(1):1625. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-019-7900-0 PMID: 31796011.

43. Ntampaka P, Nyaga PN, Niragire F, Gathumbi JK, Tukei M. Knowledge, attitudes and practices regard-

ing rabies and its control among dog owners in Kigali city, Rwanda. PloS one. 2019; 14(8):e0210044.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210044 PMID: 31430285.
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globaux du recensement général de la population et de l’habitation de 2018 de Madagascar (RGPH-3).

Tableaux statistiques. Antananarivo, Madagascar: INSTAT, 2020.

60. UN Habitat. Madagascar: Urban profile of Moramanga. Nairobi, Kenya: UN Habitat, 2012. https://

unhabitat.org/madagascar-moramanga-urban-profile-french-language-version.

61. CREAM (Centre de recherches d’études et d’appui à l’analyse économique àMadagascar). Monogra-
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