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INTRODUCTION MATERIALS AND METHODS

The use of antibiotics in farm animals Is pelieved to be |Validated Questionnaire with 4 sections:
one of the factors driving the emergence of antibiotic-
resistant bacteria (ARB). The evaluation of Knowledge

(K). Attitude (A) and Practices (P) of farmers allows the « KAP assessment (7 guestions each).

design of appropriate educational actions for [Scoring:Correctanswer =1, Incorrect answer= 0.
responsible antimicrobial use (AMU). Levels: Bad (0-2), Good (3-5), Very Good (6-7).

Alms. To assess the Knowledge (K), Attitudes (A), and JThe guestionnaire was distributed by farmers

Practices (P) of small ruminant farmers in Portuga assoclations and completed face-to-face by
regarding antimicrobial use, resistance, and residues. researchers.

RESULTS

Based on 267 answers, farmers KAP were
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KAP levels were positively influenced by farmers’
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nigher KAP levels, particularly in knowledge. The gap| - &« & s
oetween attitudes and practices highlights the need| . e 7
for targeted education. Strengthening training and, 4

awareness among small ruminant farmers is essentia
to promote responsipble AMU and combat resistance.
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