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t class developed by Westham, based on Prof. Schlein & Dr. Muller

smission in a peri-domestic environment

de ago and included the method, application, deployment

and ove

* |In 2016 tudies were conducted in Mali, which demonstrated

da Gates Foundation, our focus is on vector control in sub-

deployment right after WHO-PQ approval of ATSB® (expected 2025)
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dology

& Kill’ approach to eliminate mosquitoes that feed on a bait attractant

ontrol which exploits mosquito sugar-feeding behavior

ugar for their immediate energy needs before seeking a
blood

* Adult mosqLt epending on species)

ors signal to mosquitoes that a sugar meal is available.
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ATSB® Application (continue)

Main capabilities of the new method for malaria control

Qutdoor vector control method

e Targets exophilic mosquitoes with limited exposure to core vector control
methods (IRS, LLINs), and propose to sustain malaria transmission

control

e Prolonged outdoor use (6 months) without the need for CO2 generation

Oral delivery of insecticides

e Bypasses resistance mechanisms (penetration through wax/cuticle layer)

e Allows repurposing existing active ingredients with different modes of

action for vector control, lowering probability for resistance development
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conducted a successful proof-of-

design and manufacturing

ere completed (next slide)
trials in Mali, Zambia and Kenya

process is on track as we are waiting for

stration (Epi trial results) @ tham
7
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B Trials

ali using ASBs (without dinotefuran) to determine level
elines in the different locations.

that corresponds to 30% reduction in malaria incidence.
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In progress since November 2021 in Zambia

arm,

stations

dloyment in 70 clusters Cohort study Entomological monitoring
2,450 Children age 1-14 20 clusters
2 x 6 month seasonal 8 months
cohorts

1 x interim analyses
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Kenya

Mali

ment in 70 clusters

6 clusters

stations

Cohort study
Children age 1-14

4 x 6 month cohorts
2 x interim analyses

Cohort study
Children age 5-14

2 x 8 month cohorts
1 x interim analyses

Entomological monitoring
16 clusters
12 months

Entomological monitoring
30 clusters
24 months
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we plan to initiate an access plan which includes the following:
cal requirements

nd national regulatory requirements

otential challenges and define deployment strategy

¢ health value by 2024 and secure WHO-PQ listing in 2025
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asked questions

Environmental
The bait-stati ent behind

tection (vs. personal protection)




| Intervention for outdoor use and is expected to address the gaps

ing/kill rate of 2-3% would translate in a substantial

We are in dy for access and scale up in 2025

» We are looki icipate potential challenges and define deployment

e challenges and the potential of this new intervention

@estham 13
CO.



Thank you
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ervations (honeybees) on ATSBs

on ATSBs at e Two wild colonies of Apis mellifera are present at
the field station in Zambia where ATSBs have been
hung for over six months.

or over 6

® The colonies are <120m from the ATSBs and
remain active.

Google Earth
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ambia ASB trial (1)
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