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Abstract

Ticks have a negative effect on dairy and beef cattle production systems around the world
with the concomitant risk they represent for the transmission of some important infectious
diseases. Most tick control strategies currently advocated rely heavily on the use of
anthelmintics and acaricides. However, the regular use of any chemical to control infective
organisms poses the risk of developing resistant populations. World-wide reports of
antiparasitics with resistance to one or more of the available broad-spectrum groups are
therefore of great concern to all of those involved in advising on parasite control. To
maintain the production benefits of livestock production systems the efficacy of available
compounds must be maintained so that control measures remain effective. Among parasite
problems the control of ectoparasites mainly ticks almost depends on the use of acaricides.
Because of observed disadvantages of using acaricidal products, alternative methods may
minimize such emerging problems associated with these chemicals. There is a need to
develop new and improved methods of controlling ticks and monitoring of resistance in the
field, and to link their use with improved control strategies aimed at slowing down the
inevitable development of such resistance. One of the alternative methods is the use of host
resistance mainly tick resistant breed of cattle. It is very ideato apply integrated approaches
that should incorporate combination of classical and modern methods of tick control.

I ntroduction

Ticks are obligate, blood-feeding ectoparasites of
vertebrates, particularly mammals and birds. It has
been estimated that about 80% of the world population
of cattle is infested with ticks. The lifecycle of ticks
(both Ixodids and Argasids) undergo moulting stages
in their development; eggs, 6-legged larva, 8-legged
nymph and adult (Chartier et a., 2000). Ticks are most
numerous, particularly in tropical and sub-tropical
regions, and their impact on anima hedth and
production is greatest in these regions (Kettle, 1995).
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Ticks are considered as the most damaging livestock
pests on a global scade. Ticks are responsible for a
great diversity of livestock heath problems.
Approximately 80 % of the world’s cattle population
is at risk to tick infestation and tick-borne diseases
(Pegram, et al., 1993). Their infestation alone can give
rise to severe irritation and trauma, which results in
substantial economic losses from reduced milk yield,
skin and hide damage and reduced weight gain. As
vectors of pathogens, ticks are second only to
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mosquitoes and are responsible for the transmission of
protozoal, riskettsial, bacteriad and virad deseases
among domestic animals (Keating, 1983). According
to Mc-Cosker (1989) it is estimated that the global
costs of tick control and productivity losses account
for some 700 million USD annudlly.

Ticks are responsible for severe economic losses in
both dairy and beef cattle production in tropical
countries and is one of the major problems that animal
breeders face (Rony et a., 2010). It was reported by
many researchers that tick infestation in cattle causes
enormous financial losses in African countries and
responsible for loses $160 million annualy mainly due
to cattle mortality (Matthewson and Blackmann, 1983;
Dipeolu et a., 1992; Jonsson, 2006; Olwoch et al.,
2008; Smith and Parker, 2010).

Application of acaricidesin dips and sprays remains as
the conventional means of tick control over the past
many decades. This method has resulted in a profound
influence on livestock productivity through dramatic
reduction in the prevalence of tick infestation and tick-
borne diseases. Acaricides, particularly the stable and
persistent ones, have provided rapid and efficient
means of combating livestock ticks in many parts of
the world (Tatchell, 1987). This method has been and
still practiced in Ethiopia and likely to remain as one
of the most dependable weapon in the foreseeable
future (Regassa and De-Castro, 1993).

In many African countries cattle tick control depends
largely on the use of different chemicals such as
application of acaricides in dips and sprays remains as
the conventional means of tick control over the past
many decades. This method has resulted in a profound
influence on livestock productivity through dramatic
reduction in the prevalence of tick infestation and tick-
borne diseases. Acaricides, particularly the stable and
persistent ones, have provided rapid and efficient
means of combating livestock ticks in many parts of
the world (Tatchell , 1987). This method has been and
still practiced and likely to remain as one of the most

15

dependable weapon in the foreseeable future (Regassa
and De-Castro, 1993). However, their injudicious use
represents the greatest threat to livestock industry of
many countries. Over-reliance and misuse of most
chemical acaricides have resulted in arapid emergence
of resistant tick populations and objectionable
pesticide residues in the environment (Akhtar et al.,
2011).

Routine use of acaracide treatments is unacceptable
from an organic perspective. Strategies should be
developed which focus on prevent the diseases and
support the specific resistance of the animals to ticks
and the tick borne diseases. High host resistance is the
key to effective long-term tick control with total
resistance the ultimate aim. While improvements to
acaricides and vaccines are continuously pursued,
improvements to the most important single factor
controlling ticks, host resistance, have been neglected.
Resistance is as heritable as milk yield or growth and
in tropical breeds can be increased to very high levels
by selection. Despite this there are no current
examples of sustained selection for tick resistance
(Frisch, 1999).

Common tick speciesin Africa

In Africa, climatic (temperature and humidity) as well
as environmental conditions (vegetation) is so
favorable for biologica development of many tick
species. According to Jongegjan and Jongejan et al.
(2004) 650 different tick species infest cattle in
different agro-ecological sites. Out of seven reported
genera in Africa, four of them cause severe economic
losses economic infesting different breeds of cattle.
These are: Rhipicephalus, Amblyomma, Hyalomma
and the subgenus Rhipicephalus (formerly Boophilus)
(Table 1).

Hyalomma marginatumis widely distributed across
North Africa and Asia where it is reported from
Algeria, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Georgia, Iran, Irag, Israel, Morocco, Sudan, Syria,
Tunisiaand Turkey (Table 1).
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Table 1. Speciesticks and their distribution in Africa (Latif and Waker, 2004).

Tick Spp
Hyalomma spp.

R. appendiculatus

R. appendiculatus, R. evertsi, A. variegatum

I. ricinus, I. presulcatus, B. microplus, B. calcaratus R. bursa, Boophilus spp.
B. annulatus, B. calcaratus, B. decoloratus,B. microplus, R. e. evertsi, R. bursa,

R. appendiculatus, Haemaphysalispunctata
B. calcaratus

Boophilus spp. Amblyomma spp.

In Ethiopia several tick species of the genera
Amblyomma, Boophilus, Haemaphysalis,
Hyalommaand Rhipicephalus have been identified
(Morel, 1980). Tick surveys have been carried out in
different regions by different researchers (Pegram et
al., 1993; De Castro, 1994; Solomon, 1994; Yilma et
al., 1995; Seyoum, 2001). Out of 60 species of ticks
infesting both domestic and wild animals in the
continent, 33 of them are known to be most common
and are important parasites of cattle and other
livestock species (Pegram et al., 1993).

Among dominating species, R. microplus has extended
its range and is now present in al warm and humid
areas of the continent. The bont tick (A. hebraeum)
was reported to occur only in the warm, moist coastal
areas of South Africa. But, it has recently been
reported that A. hebraeum’s distribution is expanding
to the inland semiarid areas of South Africa. This
increase in the distribution of the bont tick in South
Africamay be associated with more prolonged periods
of drought as revealed by De La Fuente et al. (2008)
for the bont tick in Zimbabwe.

African tick resistant cattle breeds

Cattle differ widely in their resistance to ticks and tick
borne diseases. Wherever possible, tick-resistant cattle
should be promoted through selective breeding to
increase theresistance of cattle in a herd. This will
result in lighter tick infestations and reduce the
requirement for acaricide treatments. Continuously
selecting those animals for breeding that consistently
carry the smallest number of ticks is a good and cheap
strategy. Local cattle breeds are well-known for being
more resistant to tick borne diseases than exotic
breeds, which never had been exposed and therefore
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Distribution

Northern Africaand the
Sudan

East, Central and Southern
Africa

South and East Africa

Africa
N & S Africa

N &W Africa

East centra and southern
parts of Africa

also not naturally selected for resistance (Da Silva,
2007).

The earlier investigation results and conducted
researches by Bonsma in 1940s and Bonsma (1981) in
South Africa paved ways for studies on host-resistance
to tick infestations demonstrating that African
indigenous cattle carried far fewer ticks than British
beef cattle and reported much lower mortaity rate
than the British cattle. This pioneer work by Bonsma
was resurrected by researchersin Africa 40 years later.
Assessment and quantification of host-resistance were
carried out on several African indigenous breeds of
cattle (Table 1). Most of these breeds maintained tick-
resistance with high productivity trait (Jonsson, 2006).

Different researchers disclosed that many breeds of
cattle differences in their response to tick infestations.
Bos indicus pure breeds and cross breeds were
reported to be more resistant than Bos taurus breeds
(Da Silva, 2007). African cattle breed contain four
groups: humpless Bos taurus, humped Bos indicus,
Sanga (African humpless Bostaurus crossbred with
humped Bos indicus), and Zenga, defined as Sanga,
back crossed with Zebu. In addition to these four
categories, other African cattle breeds have been
recently derived through recent cross breeding with
exotic (Nyamushamba et al., 2017)). Reports by Ali
and De Castro (1993), showed that tick resistance
might vary among breeds and the species of infesting
ticks. Accordingly, Latif and Walker (2004) have
characterized and listed mgjor tick resistant zebu cattle
in Africa (Table 2). It is known that in many
subtropical and semi-arid environments in Africa,
indigenous dual-purpose breeds are highly resistant to
ticks, resulting in low infestation rates (Norval et a.,
1991; Nyamushamba et al., 2017).
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Table 2. Tick-resistant zebu cattle in Africa (Latif and Walker, 2004)

Breed Country Reference

Afrikander South Africa Bonsma (1940) in Bonsma (1981)
Brahman South Africa Rechav (1987), Rechav et al (1990)
Bonsmara South Africa Scholtz et a (1991)

Ngunis-Nkoni (Sanga) South Africa Scholtz et a (1992)

Boran Kenya de Castro (1991)

East African Zebu Kenya Latif et a (1991)

Kenana Sudan Latif (1984a)

Butana Sudan Latif (1984b)

Boran Ethiopia Ali (1989) in: de Castro (1991)

According to a number of authors, Zebu cattle (Bos
indicus) demonstrated higher and remarkable
resistance to ticks than European cattle, Bostaurus.
(Porto Neto et al. 2011; Madale; Wambura et a.,
1998; Latif and Walker, 2004; Jonsson, 2006; Da
Silvaet a. 2007).

Adey (2003) conducted a comparative study in the
Ghibe Valley, Ethiopia, to obtain information on the
resistance levels of four indigenous breeds of cattle
(Abigar, Gurage, Horro and Sheko) to natural
infestation with ticks. Resistance to ticks among
breeds was evaluated based on the cumulative log
transformed counts of total ticks, fully engorged
females and adult ticks. Based on the given
parameters, Horro and Gurage breeds were found to
exhibit significantly higher resistance to ticks than
Abigar and Sheko breeds (Table 4).

Numerous studies have been conducted to determine
the resistance of Nguni cattle to ticks infestation
(Muchenje et a., 2013; Marufu et al., 2010; Marufu et
a., 2013; Mapholi et al., 2014). Among them, Mwai et
a (2015) revedled that, the Tswana cattle from
Botswana are also resistant to tick challenges. These
findings were in agreement with Rege et a (2007)
who also studied the same breed of cattle. Meanwhile,
Khombe (2002) reported that Mashona cattle were
more resistant to ticks and with productivity level.
More recent reports by Marufu et a. (2011) indicated
that the resistance to ticks of sanga breed has been
attributed to coat characteristics such as colour, hair
length and density and also their grooming behaviour
and delayed cutaneous hypersensitivity reaction to tick
infestation (Marufu et d., 2014). Nyamushambaet al.,
(2017) characterized the level of resistance by some
African breeds of cattle (Table 3).

Table 3. Level of resistance to tick species by some cattle breed in Africa

Cattle breeds Leve of Tick species References
resistance

Nguni compared to Hereford & High Rh. decoloratus [Rechav et al., 1991]

Brahman

Zimbabiansanga compared to Nguni High A. variegatum, Rh. [Norval et a., 1996]

and Brahman decoloratus

Boran compared to Tulis High Rh. microplus [Frisch and O’Neill, 1998]

Nguni compared to Bonsmara and High Rh. appendiculatus [Muchenje et al., 2008]

Angus steers

Nguni breed compared to indigenous-  High Rh. appendicul atus, [Marufu et al., 2010]

exotic crosses (non-descript cattle) Hyalomma species

Nguni cattle compared to Bonsmara High Rh. microplus [Marufu et a., 2011]
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In Ethiopia studies on indigenous breeds such as
Boran and Horro (Bos indicus) and their crosses with
none African breeds of cattle such as Simmental,
Friesian and Jersy (Bos taurus) demonstrated that the
pure Horro and Boran breeds had lowest tick burdens.
The crosses of Horro with Simmental and Jersey
showed also high resistance than al the other crosses
and all crosses with Boran showed low resistance (Ali
and de Castro, 1993). In a study done among Arsi,
Boran and Boran Friesian cross breeds showed that
Arsi breed had higher resistance than Boran and its
cross (Solomon, 1994).

African Zebu (Bos indicus) is found to be more
resistant to infestation by ticks compared to taurine
animals (Piper et a., 2009; Roland et a., 2018).
However, among African taurine cattle, the N’Dama
and Ankole (humpless longhorns) have been reported
to be resistant to tick infestation (Mattioli et al., 2000;
Roland et al., 2018). In addition, Tswana cattle (South
African Sanga), from Botswana, have very high
tolerance to heavy tick challenges (Rege et a., 1999;
Marufu et a., 2010). According to Roland et al.
(2018), of African local cattle demonstrate
comparatively high resistance to local ticks of the
genera, Rhipicephalus, Boophilus and Hyalomma has
received recent attention.

M echanism of breed resistance against ticks

Resistance to tick infestation is not uniform among
individuals and local breeds of cattle. It was reported
that in many African countries, indigenous dual
purpose breeds are highly resistant to ticks, resulting
in low infestation level by ticks (Mattioli et a., 2000;
Roland et d., 2018). As indicated by Porto Neto et al.
(2011), different levels of resistance occur in all
breeds, but this is manifested more strongly in zebu
cattle and their crosses.

Host resistance to ticks is the ability of a host, once
primed, to mount an immune response to components
of the saliva of feeding ticks, debilitating or killing
them. The methodology for studying the levels of host
resistance to Ixodid ticks involves the assessment of
several feeding and fertility parameters like reduced
number of feeding ticks, engorgement weight, length
of feeding period, egg production, percentage of egg
hatching, and increased mortality of egg and larvae
(Piper et d., 2009).
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Indigenous cattle resistance to ticks could be innate or
acquired. The defense mechanisms, may include tick
avoidance, grooming, skin characteristics and more
specific immunological responses, are involved in
reducing the number of ticks parasitizing cattle.
Avoidance was attributed to the sighting of the ticks
(Latif and Walker, 2004, Piper et d., 2009).

African indigenous cattle breed (Bos indicus) naturally
self-grooms and groom each other thoroughly and
frequently. Quite fewer ticks were found on those
animals that were able to groom (Latif and Walker,
2004; Roland et al., 2018).

Following infestations by ticks, cutaneous
hypersensitivity reaction develops and followed by
spontaneous or acquired resistance against invading
ectopratasites. The mechanism responsible for
acquired resistance to ticks has been suggested to be a
mast cell-dependent  eosinophil  hypersensitivity
(Minjauw and de Castro, 2000). Resistance can be
passively transferred with viable lymph node cells but
not with serum from resistant hosts. This passage
method of tick resistance suggests a delayed
hypersensitivity mechanism for the acquisition of
resistance (Lodos et al., 2000; Latif and Walker, 2004)
followed by increased blood histamine level resulting
in increased of cutaneous basophils or mast cells
which continuously degranulate in the region of ticks
attachment to produce more and more histamine. The
histamine has shown to stimulate detachment of tick
larvae (Akhtar et a., 2011; Bowman et al., 1996).

Itching sensation results from immunological
mediators induced by tick antigen which stimulates
grooming. However, dislodging of ticks in the case of
two-three host ticks by grooming may simply be a
response to the irritation of ticks walking on the skin
while seeking their predilection sites before
attachment (Mooring et a., 1995).

Differences in serum concentration of some proteins
(e.g. haptoglobulin and transferrin) were confirmed
and these could potentially be used as biomarkers to
monitor the level of tick infestation (Shyma et al.,
2015). Regitano et a. (2008) reported that in naturally
infected cross breed B. taurus X B. indicus s and aso
in pure B. indicus, genotypes for a microsatellite
marker close to the interleukin-4 locus were associated
with tick numbers.
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Some  findings aso  shows  that tick
immunosuppression of the host enhance the

establishment of tick transmitted pathogens in the
host. In laboratory animals and cattle that are resistant
to tick infestations, tick-induced immunosuppression
has not been observed and thus speculated that
resistant hosts might have a mechanism of escaping
the immunomodulatory act of feeding ticks that made
such hosts capable of maintaining low burden of tick
infestation (Wikel and Bergman, 1997). Knowledge of
the mechanism is very essentia for it helps in
designing successful immunological strategies to
control ticksin susceptible hosts.

Factors affecting the level of host resistanceto ticks

According to Minjauw and De Castro (2000), the level
of host resistance against tick infestation can be
influenced by numerous factors such as physiological,
environmental of and the degree to expression of host
resistance to ticks or. Other factors such as nutrition,
sex, pregnancy, lactation, age, exposure to ticks, breed
and tick density play key roles (FAO, 2004). Pregnant
cows aso found to be more sensitive than non-
pregnant and carried a higher number of ticks mainly
during the late stages of the pregnancy (Gasparin et
al., 2007).

According to Minjauw and De Castro (2003); Foster et
a. (2007), skin thickness play an important role on
host resistance to ticks, even though, contradictory
results were reported on this issue, the coat type, hair
density and skin secretions may have some roles.
Contemporary group comparison reveals lighter
colored animals are more resistant than dark colored
ones (Fraga et al., 2003).

A wide range of acquired humoral and cell mediated
immune responses have been observed in laboratory
animals as well as in cattle. The scenario of humoral
immunity starts from langerhans cells trapping tick
salivary molecules in the epidermis and migrating to
the nearby draining lymph nodes where they act as
antigen-presenting cells for specifically reactive host
lymphocytes, which results in production of
circulating tick reactive antibodies (Wikel and
Bergman, 1997).

Breed resistance against ticks and itsimplication
Knowledge and clear understanding of the breed

resistance to ticks could improve breeding programs to
get more improved breed of animalsthat are resistant
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to tick infestation and do have desired productive trait
(Minjauw and De Castro, 2000; Maphoali et al., 2014).
Wharton (1983) and Frisch (1999), indicated that
breed resistance is heritable where breeding and
selection for tick resistance are possible not only in
African indigenous cattle (Zebu) but aso within
European breeds.

Genetic variation in resistance of livestock should be
guantified within and across breeds so that appropriate
strategies are adopted in breeding programs. The host
and tick genomics and their proteomics, such as gene
expression profiles, are likely to facilitate studies
addressing the sequencing, annotation, and functional
analysis of their entire genomes (Frisch, 1999;
Mapholi et al., 2014).

Nyamushamba et al. (2017) and Piper et a., (2009),
demonstrated aternative methods of tick control and
concluded that the utilization of host resistance, while
offering an attractive approach to tick control.
Resistance is an acquired characteristic and each
animal developsits own level of resistance in response
to tick challenge compared with other breeds.

Conclusion and Recommendations

Ticks, due to their direct impact and the diseases they
transmit, are one of the major constraints to the
development of cattle breeding in Africa. In many
African countries cattle tick control dependslargely on
the use of different chemicals such as application of
acaricides in dips and sprays remans as the
conventional means of tick control over the past many
decades. However, their injudicious use represents the
greatest threat to livestock industry of many countries.
Over-reliance and misuse of most chemical acaricides
have resulted in a rapid emergence of resistant tick
populations and objectionable pesticide residues in the
environment. Regular and routine use of acaracide
treatments is unacceptable from an organic
perspective. Strategies should be developed which
focus on prevent the diseases and support the
specific resistance of the animals to ticks and the tick
borne diseases. High host resistance is the key to
effective long-term tick control with total resistance
the ultimate aim. Even though, difficult to get absolute
resistance for ticks, breed resistance against ticksis an
important trait to be used for tick control. The
selection should be based on the values for resistance
level and production traits in order to achieve the
desired result. Selection for resistance should be based
on tick numbers surviving on cattle exposed either
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naturally or artificialy to tick challenge. Cattle breeds,
which have been introduced into areas where ticks are
endemic, may display a very low degree of natura
resistance to ticks. Breeding for genetic resistance is
one of the promising ways artificial challenges which
may open anew insight for a noble tick control.

Refer ences

Adey, F 2003. A Comparative Study of Four
Indigenous Cattle Breeds for Tick Resistance and
Tick- Borne Diseases in Ghibe Valey, A Thesis
submitted to The School of Graduate Studies, in
partia fulfilment for the Degree of Master of
Science in Biology (Parasitology) Addis Ababa
University School of Graduate Studies
Department of Biology June 2003.

Akhtar, M., F Muhammad., LA. Lodhi., |. Hussain and
MI. Anwar 2011. Immunity against Ticks—A
Review. Pakistan Veterinary Journal, 31, 9-16.

Ali, M. and JJ. De Castro, 1993. Host resistance to
ticks (Acari: Ixodidae) in different breeds of
cattle at Bako, Ethiopia. Trop. Anim. Health and
Prod., 25: 215-222.

Bonsma, JC 1981. Breeding tick-repellent cattle. In:
Whittheed G B and Gibson J D
(eds), Tick biology and control. Tick Research
Unit, Rhodes University, Grahamstown South
Africa. pp. 67-77.

Bowman, AS., JW. Dilwith and JR. Saver 1996. Tick
salivary prostaglandins, presence, origin and
significance. Parasitol. Today, 12, 388-396.

Chartier, C., J. Itard PC. Morel and PM. Troncy 2000.
“Précis de parasitologie vétérinaire
tropicale,” Collection Universités Francophones,
vol. 67, article 02, 2000.

Da Silva, AM., MM. De Alencar., LC. De Almeida
Regitano., MC. De Sena Oliveira., W. Barioni
2007. Artificid infestation of Boophilus
microplus in beef cattle heifers of four genetic
groups. Genet MolBiol 30:1150-1155.

De Castro, JJ 1994. Tick survey, Ethiopia: a survey of
tick species in western Ethiopia, including
previous findings and recommendations for
further tick surveys in Ethiopia UNDP/ FAO.
Rome 79pp.

20

Dipeolu, O., OA. Mongi., DK. Punyua., AA. Latif.,
OA. Amoo and JR. Odhiambo 1992. Current
concepts and approach to control of livestock
ticks in Africa. Discovery and innovation, 1992,
4, 36-44.

FAO, 2004. Acaricide Resistance: Diagnosis,
Management and Prevention.  Guidelines
Resistance Management and Integrated Parasite
Control in Ruminants, Animal Production and
Health Division, Agriculture Department, Food
and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations, Rome, 25-77.

Foster, A., A. Jackson., GL. De Alteiro 2007. Skin
diseases of South American Camelids. In Pract
29:216-222.

Frisch, JE., CJ. O’Neill 1998. Comparative evaluation
of beef cattle breeds of African European and
Indian origins. 2. Resistance to cattle ticks and
gastrointestinal nematodes. Anim Sci 67:39-48.

Frisch. JE 1999). Towards a Permanent Solution for
Controlling Cattle Ticks. Int J Parasitol, 29
(2):57-71; discussion 73-5.

Gasparin, G., M. Miyata, LL. Coutinho 2007.
Mapping of quantitative trait loci controlling tick
[Rhipicephalus (Boophilus) microplus] resistance
on bovine chromosomes 5, 7 and 14. Anim Genet
38:453-459.

Jonggan, F., G. Uilenberg 2004. The global
importance of ticks. Parasitology 129:S3-S14
Jonsson, NN 2006. The productivity effects of cattle
tick (Boophilus microplus) infestation on cattle,
with particular reference to Bosindicus cattle and

their crosses. Vet Parasitol 137:1-10.

Kettle, DS 1995. Medica and veterinary entomology.
(2nd edn), CAB international, UK, pp. 420-460.

Keating, M1 1983. Tick control by chemical Ixocicides
in Kenya A review 1912-1918. Trop. Anim. Hlth.
Prod., , 15, 1-6.

Khombe, CT 2002. Genetic improvement of
indigenous cattle breeds in Zimbabwe: A case
study of the Mashona group breeding scheme.
http://agtr.ilri.cgiar.org/index.php?
option=comcontent & task=view &
id=82& Itemid=99.

Latif, AA 1984b. Resistance to Hyalomma anatolicum
anatolicum Koch (1844) and Rhipicephalus
everts Neumann (1897) (Ixodoidae/Ixodidae) by
catle in the Sudan. Insect Science and
Application, , 6, 509-511.



Int. J. Adv. Multidiscip. Res. (2020). 7(12): 14-23

Latif, AA 1984a Res stanceto natural tick infestations
in different breeds of cattle in the Sudan. Insect
Science and its Application, 5, 95-97.

Latif, AA and AR. Waker 2004. An Introduction to
the Biology and Control of Ticks in Africa
ICTTD-2 Project, 1-29.

Lodos, J.,, O. Boue and J. Fuente 2000. Moddl to
Simulate the Effect of Vaccination against
Boophilus Ticks on Cattle. Veterinary
Parasitology, 87, 315-326.

Mapholi, N., MC. Marufu.,, A. Mawashe 2014.
Towards a genomics approach to tick (Acari:
Ixodidae) control in cattle: a review. Ticks Tick
Borne Dis; 5:475-83.

Mc-Cosker, PJ 1989. Global aspects of the
management and control of ticks of veterinary
importance. Rec. Adv. Acarol., I, New York
Academic Press.

Marufu, CM., M. Chimonyo., K. Dzama., C Mapiye
(2010). Seroprevaence of tick-borne diseases in
smallholder cattle reared on sweet and sour
rangelands in a semi-arid area of South Africa
Vet J; 184:71-6.

Marufu MC, Chimonyo M, Mapiye C, Dzama K 2011.
Tick loads in cattle raised on sweet and sour
rangelands in the low-input farming areas of
South Africa. Trop Anim Health Prod;43:307-13.

Marufu, MC, M, Chimonyo., BJ. Mans.,, K. Dzama
2013. Cutaneous hypersensitivity responses to
Rhipicephalus tick larval antigens in pre-
sensitized cattle. Ticks Tick Borne Dis;4:311-6.

Marufu, MC., K. Dzama, M. Chimonyo, 2014.
Cellular responses to Rhipicephalus microplus
infestations in pre-sensitised cattle with differing
phenotypes of infestation.
ExpApplAcarol;62:241-52.

Mattioli, RC., VS. Pandey., M. Murray and JL.
Fitzpatrick 2000: Immunogenetic influences on
tick resistance in African cattle with particular
reference to trypanotolerant N’Dama (Bostaurus)
and trypanosusceptible Gobra zebu (Bosindicus)
cattle. ActaTrop.75:263-277.

Matthewson, MD and GG. Blackmann 1980.
Resistance to certain  organophosphorus
ixodicides in strains of Boophilus decoloratus
from Zambia. Vet. Rec., 1980, 107, 491.

Minjauw, B., A. McLeod 2003. Tick-borne diseases
and poverty. The impact of ticks and tick-borne
diseases on the livelihoods of small scale and
margina livestock owners in India and Eastern
and Southern Africa. Research Report, DFID
Animal Health Programme, Centre for Tropical

21

Veterinary Medicine, University of Edinburgh, p 116.

Minjauw, B and JJ. De Castro 2000. Host Resistance
to Ticks and Tick-Borne Diseases. Its Role in
Integrated Control. Breeding for Diseases
Resistance in Farm Animals. CAB Internationa,
153-169.

Mooring MS, AA. McKenzie, LH Benjamin 1995.
Role of sex and breeding status in grooming and
total tick load of impala.BehavEcolSociobiol
39:259-266.

Morel, PC 1980. Study on Ethiopian Ticks. IEMVT,
Ministre des affares d’ etageres 332 pp.

Muchenje, V., K. Dzama., M. Chimonyo., JG. Raats.,
PE. Strydom 2008. Meat quality of Nguni,
Bonsmara and Aberdeen Angus steers raised on
natural pasture in the Eastern Cape, South Africa.
Meat Sci;79:20-8.

Muchenje, V., K. Dzama, M. Chimonyo., PE.
Strydom 2013. Tick susceptibility and its effects
on growth performance and carcass Chimonyo
characteristics of Nguni, Bonsmara and Angus
steers raised on natura pasture. Animal; 2:298-
304.

Mwai, O., O. Hanotte.,, YJ. Kwon., S. Cho 2015.
African indigenous cattle: unique genetic
resources in a rapidly changing world. Asian-
Australas. J. Anim. Sci;28:911-21.

Norval RAI,. Lawrence JA, Young AS, Perry BD,
Dolan TT, Scott J (1991). Theileria parva
influence of vector, parasite and host
relationships on the nature and distribution of
theileriosis in southern Africa. Parasitology, 102:
247-356.

Norval, RAIl., RW. Sutherst., JD. Kerr 1996.
Infestation of the Amblyomma hebrasum (Acari:
Ixodidae) on different breeds of the cattle in
Zimbabwe. ExpApplAcarol;20:223-30.

Nyamushamba., GB., V. Muchenje.,, C. Mapiye O.
Tada 2017. Conservation of Indigenous Cattle
Genetic Resources in  Southern  Africa’s
Smallholder Areas: Turning Threats into
Opportunities. Asian Australasian Journal of
Animal Sciences 30(5).

Olwoch., JM., B, FA. Reyers, BFN. Engelbrecht
Erasmus. 2008. Climate change and the tick-
borne disease, Theileriosis (East Coast fever) in
sub-Saharan Africa. J. Arid Environ;72:108-20.

Pegram, RG., H. Hoogstraal and HY. Wassef 1993.
Ticks (Acari:lxodoidea) of Ethiopia. |I.
Distribution, ecology and host relationships of
species infesting livestock. Bull. Entomol. Res.,
71, 339-359.



Int. J. Adv. Multidiscip. Res. (2020). 7(12): 14-23

Piper, EK., NN. Jonsson., C. Gondro 2009.
Immunological profiles of Bostaurus and
Bosindicus cattle infested with the cattle tick,
Rhipicephalus  (Boophilus) microplus. Clin
Vaccine Immunol; 16:1074-86.

Porto Neto, LR., NN. Jonsson., MJ. D’Occhio., W.
Barendse 2011. Molecular genetic approaches for
identifying the basis of variation in resistance to
tick infestation in cattle. Veterinary Parasitology
180; 165-172.

Rechav, Y., MW. Kostrzewski., DA. Els 1987.
Resistance of indigenous African cattle to the tick
Amblyomma Vaerigutum.ExpApplAcarol;
12:229-41.

Rechav., Y and L. Hay 1992. The effects of nutritiona
status of rabbits and sheep on their resistance to
the ticks Rhipicephalusevertsieverts  and
Rhi picephal usappendicul atus. Experimental
Applied of Acarology, 15:171-179.

Rechav, Y and MW. Kostrzewski 1991. Relative
resistance of six cattle breeds to the tick
Boophilus  decoloratus in  south  Africa
Onderstepoort Journal of Veterinary Research, |,
58, 181-186.

Rechav, Y 1990. Naturally Acquired resistance to
ticks A global view.lnsect science and its
Application, , 13(4), 495- 504.

Regassa, A and JJ. De-Castro 1993. Tick resistance to
acaricides in Western Ethiopia. Trop. Anim. Hith.
Prod., , 25, 69-74.

Rege, JEO., W. Ayalew., E. Getahun 2007. Domestic
Animal Genetic Resources Information System
(DAGRIS). Addis Ababa, Ethiopia: International
Livestock Research Institute.

Rege, JEO and CL. Tawah 1999. The state of African
catle genetic resources Il. Geographical
digtribution, characteristics and uses of present-
day breeds and strains. Anim.Genet.Res.Inf.26:1-
25.

Regitano, LCA., AMG. Ibdlli., G. Gasparin 2008. On
the search for markers of tick resistance in
bovines. In: Pinard MH, Gay C, Pastoret PP,
Dodet B (eds) Anima genomics for animal
health. Karger, Basel, pp 225-230.

Rony, SA, MMH. Mondal., N. Begun., MA Islam., S.
Affroze 2010. Epidemiology of ectoparasitic
infestations in cattle at Bhawa Forest Area,
Gazipur, Bangladesh. J Vet Med;8:27-33.

22

Roland Eric  Yessinou, Camus Adoligbe, Yao
Akpo, Justin  Adinci, Issaka Youssao Abdou
Karim, and Souaibou Farougou (2018).
Sengitivity of Different Cattle Breeds to the
Infestation  of Cattle  ticks Amblyomma
variegatum, Rhi picephalus microplus,
and Hyalomma spp. on the Natural Pastures of
Opkara Farm, Benin. Journa of Parasitology
Research, 20 (9-16).

Saeed, AM., PN. Ward., D.Light, JW Durkin and RT
Wilson 1987. Characterization of Kenana cattle at
Um Banein, Sudan. ILCA Research Report 16.
ILCA (International Livestock Centre for Africa),
Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. 46 pp.

Sauer, JR., JL. McSwain and RC. Essenberg 1994.
Cell membrane receptors and regulation of cell
function in ticks and blood- sucking insects. Int.
J. Parasitol., 24, 33-57.

Scholtz, MM., AM. Spickett., PE. Lombard., CB.
Englin. 1991. The effect of tick infestation on the
productivity of cows of three breeds of cattle.
Onderstepoort J Vet Res;58:71-4.

Scholtz, MM.., AM. Spickett., PE. Lombard 1992. The
effect of tick infestation on the productivity of
two breeds of cattle. Vet Res; 60:25-29.

Seyoum, Z 2001. Study of ticks and tick-borne
diseases on zebu cattle at Girana Valley in North
Wollo zone.EV A proceedings, 16, 129-143.

Shyma, KP., JP. Gupta, V Singh 2015. Breeding
strategies for tick resistance in tropical cattle: a
sustainable approach for tick control. J Parasit
Dis (Jan-Mar  2015) 39(1):1-6. DOI
10.1007/s12639-013-0294-5.

Smith, ER., DM. Parker 2010. Tick communities at
the expanding wildlife/ cattle interface in the
Eastern Cape Province, South Africa
implications for Corridor disease. J S Afr Vet
Assoc;81:237-40.

Solomon, G 1994. The off- host population dynamics
of ticks at Abernossa ranch.EVA proceedings, 8,
36-40.

Tatchell, RJ 1987. Interactions between ticks and their
hosts.International journal for Parasitology, 17(2),
597- 606.

Wambura, PN., PS. Gwakisa, RS. Silayo., EA.
Rugaimukamu 1998. Breed-associated resistance
to tick infestation in Bos indicus and their crosses
with Bostaurus. Vet Parasitol 77:63-70 cattle
breeds in East Africa Ann N Y AcadSci
849:195-208.



Int. J. Adv. Multidiscip. Res. (2020). 7(12): 14-23

Wharton, RH., KRS. Hary., PR. Wilkinson., KB.
Utech and BM. Kelley 1983. A comparison of
cattle tick control by pasture spelling, planned
dipping, and tick resistant cattle. Australian
Journal of Agricultural Research 20:783-793.

Wikel, SK and D. Bergman 1997. Tick-host
immunology: significant  advances  and
challenging opportunities. Parasitol. Today, 13,
383-389.

Yilma, JM., WS. Daniel and PH. Dorchies 1995.
Survey of ticks infesting domestic ruminants in
south Wallo region of Ethiopia.Revué. Méd.Vét.,
146, 213-220.

AccessthisArticlein Online

Website:
WWW.ijarm.com

Subject:
Veterinary
Quick Response Medicine
Code

DOI:10.22192/ijamr.2020.07.12.003

How to citethis article:
Y acob Hailu Tolossa and Birhane Wakjira. (2020). Review on ticks resistant breed of cattlein Africaand its

practical importance for tick control. Int. J. Adv. Multidiscip. Res. 7(12): 14-23.
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.22192/ijamr.2020.07.12.003

23



