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Introduction
Bovine Respiratory Disease (BRD) is the most common and 

economically important disease in beef cattle [1,2]. Current diagnostic 
methods rely almost exclusively on human visual observation resulting 
in misclassifications and potential delays in diagnosis [3,4]. Visual 
observation is commonly combined with rectal temperature resulting 
in low prognostic indicator of case outcome [5].

Cattle behavior may be continuously monitored to be 
indicative of the health or wellness state [6]. Continuous behavior 
monitoring technologies are available to remotely monitor calves to 
identify morbid animals more accurately compared to traditional 
observation methods [7-9]. One system specifically, Remote Early 
Disease Identification (REDI), has proven to be more accurate 
than human observers in identifying cattle with BRD resulting in 
earlier treatment of sick animals, better treatment response, and 
improved antimicrobial stewardship by only treating the truly ill 
animals [9-11]. REDI consists of continuous cattle movement 
monitoring generating locational, behavioral and social indices 
allowing a disease classification engine to determine BRD status for 
an individual animal. 

While technologies are available to identify the health or wellness 
state of an animal with improved diagnostic accuracy, the cost benefit 
relationship of implementing these systems needs to be evaluated 
compared to traditional methods [12]. Previous studies have indicated 
there is a potential limit in the cost of the automated systems to 
economically implement into field settings [13,14]. The objective of 
the study was to evaluate potential health, performance, and economic 
differences between calves monitored with REDI and conventional 
visual observation (CON). Our hypothesis was calves in the REDI 
group would have improved net economic returns compared to CON. 
These results will be important to determine the value of implementing 
the REDI system into commercial settings. 

Materials and Methods
A pen-level randomized, controlled clinical trial was conducted 

with replicates in multiple locations. The trial protocol and study 
procedures were reviewed and approved by the Professional Beef 
Services, LLC, Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee. Two 
locations were selected for study participation. At each location, a pen 
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Abstract
The present trial was conducted to evaluate potential health, performance, and economic differences between 

calves monitored with Remote Early Disease Identification (REDI) and Conventional Visual Observation (CON). 
Seven replicates of high risk cattle (n=614) for bovine respiratory disease were used in the trial. In each replicate, 
calves were randomly allocated to REDI or CON diagnostic modality and monitored for 30 days. Performance and 
health outcomes were evaluated for each replicate. Net economic returns were calculated for each replicate based 
on health and performance outcomes combined with calf prices. A separate economic analysis was performed 
to evaluate the sensitivity of net returns between the REDI and CON to fluctuation in calf prices. The number of 
calves initially treated for BRD tended (P=0.09) to be lower in REDI compared to CON, and the percentage of 
second treatments, and third treatments (P<0.01) were lower for the REDI group compared to the CON group. The 
REDI group had higher (P<0.01) first treatment success (85.9% ± 6.1) compared to CON (63.3% ± 0.1). No other 
performance, health, or economic differences were identified (P>0.10). As calf prices were increased, the difference 
in net returns between the diagnostic modalities increased; however, the magnitude of change was relatively 
minor. The REDI system showed health advantages which could translate to long-term value in animal welfare. No 
performance or economic differences were identified in this short-term trial, but further research may elicit longer 
term implications.
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between sensors and tags to calculate location of each calf in the pen at 
5 second intervals. Data were transferred from sensors to a local server 
where initial calculations of movement, proximity and social indices 
are performed prior to uploading of aggregated data to the cloud 
server. The cloud server applied the REDI disease classification engine 
to generate calf BRD status reports indicating which calves should be 
removed from the pen for daily treatments [9].

Data collection

All calves were weighed individually at arrival and trial 
conclusion (~30 days post-arrival) to determine changes in BW. 
The REDI system was used to monitor and identify BRD for the first 
30 days after arrival. Health events and treatments were recorded 
including individual animal identification, cohort number, date, 
event type (first, second, or third treatment for BRD; treatment 
for other disease), amount of antimicrobial used, and rectal 
temperature at the time of evaluation. A calf treated three times 
for BRD was defined as a chronic. Responses to treatments were 
recorded and calculated using the definitions in Table 1. Necropsies 
were performed on all cattle that died during the trial. Both REDI 
and CON calves were fed the same ration within replicate and 
location, and the amount of feed delivered to each pen was recorded 
daily in order to calculate feed intake and gain feed. 

Economic model

The approach was to calculate overall net returns for each pen of 
cattle with the different diagnostic modalities (REDI or CON). Health 
and performance data collected during the trial were used as inputs for 
the economic model. Net returns were calculated for each cohort with 
the following formula:

Net returns (NR)=(Sale price (SP) × Sale weight (SW))–(Purchase 
price (PP) × Purchase weight (PW))–Feed cost (FC)–Yardage (YD)–
Treatment cost (TC)–(Number of cattle deemed chronically ill (CH) 
× Chronic animal price (CP))–Cost for observer (CO)–Cost for REDI 
system (CR).

All feeder calf prices were obtained through the Missouri Weekly 
Weighted Average Feeder Cattle Report of the Agricultural Marketing 
Service from the United States Department of Agriculture (Agricultural 
Marketing Service: United States Department of Agriculture. Missouri 
Statewide Combined Feeder Cattle Wtd Avg, 2016). To minimize 
variation among replicates due to market fluctuations, the report from 
March 11, 2016 was used to establish SP and PP. For each replicate, 
prices were determined to the nearest 45 kg breakpoint and applied 
to all cattle in each replicate. The PW and SW were calculated based 
on individual cattle weights collected at arrival and trial completion. 

was equipped with the REDI monitoring hardware and a pen of the 
same capacity and configuration was selected as CON pen.

Sample size calculation

Net returns per animal for each treatment group was considered 
the primary outcome for the research study, and was used to determine 
sample size calculation estimates. A $7.00 per animal difference 
between treatment groups was used to calculate sample size with 
standard deviation equal to 5.00. Alpha was set at 0.05, and beta set to 
0.20 for the sample size calculation estimates using an R Core Team 
2016 commercial software package.

Study population

The study population was cattle deemed at high risk for BRD and 
was procured through commercial sale barn markets and transported 
greater than 10 h to study sites. The target population consisted of 
steers, heifers, or bulls with arrival weights ranging from 181 to 272 kg. 
Within  each  replicate, the same  gender  was  used  for  both treatment 
groups (male or female). If bulls were included in an arrival group, they 
were not castrated until after the trial period.

Treatment group assignment and application

The experimental unit for this project was pen (or housing group), 
and all treatments were applied at pen level. At arrival all cattle received 
processing procedures including antimicrobial metaphylaxis with 
gamithromycin (Zactran, Merial, Ltd, Duluth, GA, 6 mg per kg of BW), 
internal and external parasite control, vaccination for viral respiratory 
pathogens, and clostridial immunizations. The processing procedures 
were the same within both the CON and REDI groups in each replicate. 
Upon arrival, cattle from each cohort (load) were randomly allocated 
to REDI or CON groups. Cattle assigned to the REDI group were 
tagged with a REDI system tag at arrival and placed in the REDI pen.

Calves in REDI pens were treated for BRD based solely on the 
REDI system determination of health status [7,9,10]. The REDI 
system is a real-time location system which continuously captures calf 
behavior and activity in the pen [9]. Algorithms are used to evaluate 
calf behavior and activity indices to more accurately determine health 
status compared to visual observation [7,9]. Cattle in CON pens were 
observed daily by experienced personnel for any signs of clinical illness 
including depression, anorexia, nasal discharge, and lack of rumen fill, 
and treatment decisions were based on observed clinical illness and 
rectal temperatures >39.4°C [15-17].

Calves were eligible for treatment 5 days after metaphylaxis or 3 
days after a previous treatment. In both the REDI and CON groups, 
florfenicol (Nuflor, Merck Animal Health, Madison, NJ, 40 mg per 
kg of BW) was the initial BRD therapy. Cattle requiring a 2nd or 3rd 
BRD treatment were treated with tulathromycin (Draxxin, Zoetis Inc., 
Kalamazoo, MI 2.5 mg per kg of BW) and oxytetracycline (Biomycin 
200, Boehringer Ingelheim, St. Joseph, MO, 4.5 mg per kg of BW) 
respectively. In both REDI and CON pens, identification and treatment 
for all other disease conditions were conducted in accordance with the 
standard feedyard health protocols.

REDI configuration (REDI group only)

The REDI pen was equipped and data managed as in previous 
research, and all BRD identification for the REDI group was 
conducted remotely using REDI [9,10]. Each pen had multiple sensors 
surrounding the housing perimeter. Each calf received a REDI tag and 
the location engine software calculated the time of arrival of signals 

Therapy 
response 
variable

Description

1st BRD pull First time a calf was identified and treated for BRD following 
metaphylaxis (and post-metaphylaxis interval)

2nd BRD pull An animal that meets treatment requirement for therapy 2 within 
21 days of 1st pull for BRD

3rd BRD pull An animal that meets treatment requirement for therapy 3 within 
21 days of second therapy

Treatment 
success

An animal that is fully recovered following initial therapy 1 
treatment, no additional therapy required and the animal did not 
die during study period

Chronic An animal that receives 3 treatments for BRD or is deemed unfit 
to continue with cohort

Table 1: Definitions of calculated therapy response variables.
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The average ration cost as fed was $77 per metric ton, and FC was 
determined by multiplying the pounds of feed fed to each pen by the 
ration cost. Total pounds fed were not available for pens in replicate 
2; therefore, total pounds fed for replicate 2 were estimated based 
upon average gain to feed ratio of the other replicates included in the 
analysis. Yardage was assumed as $0.40 per animal per day on feed 
[18,19]. Average TC was calculated based on estimated product cost 
($23.60), and an additional $2.00 for labor and facilities charges [20]. 
Any animal treated ≥3 times during the study was considered CH. 
Labor costs associated with observation (CO) were calculated based on 
15 min of observation time (CON) or 5 min observation time (REDI) 
once daily with employee cost estimated at $18 per hour. The cost of 
the REDI system (CR) was estimated as US $10 per animal based upon 
projected system cost estimation and installation fees.

Statistical analysis

The diagnostic modalities (REDI and CON) were applied to the 
cohort-level and all evaluations were conducted using this experimental 
unit. The outcomes of interest included the results of the health and 
performance data as well as the economic model. Data were imported 
into R Core Team 2016 and linear mixed models were utilized to 
evaluate association of continuous variables (net returns, average 
daily gain) with the applied diagnostic modality. Generalized logistic 
regression models were used to calculate the probability of binomial 
outcomes of interest (morbidity, treatment success, and mortality) and 
potential associations with diagnostic modality. Random effects were 
included in each model for study site and replicate. Main effects were 
considered significant with P ≤ 0.05. 

Value of diagnostic modality at different calf prices

A separate economic analysis was performed to evaluate the 
difference in NR between the REDI and CON diagnostic modalities 
when the calf prices were changed. For each replicate, the PP and SP 
described above were changed by $10 per 45.5 kg of BW increments 
from baseline values used for the economic analysis. Range of values 
evaluated was from US -$80 per 45.5 kg of BW to US $80 per 45 kg of 
BW change from baseline for each replicate. The NR at the different 
cattle price intervals were calculated using the same formula described 
previously. Within each interval and replicate, the NR from the CON 
was subtracted from the NR for the REDI treatment group.

Results
Sample size calculation estimates were 8 replicates for each 

treatment group. The number of calves within each diagnostic 
modality ranged from 32 to 78 for each replicate. The number of calves 
within each diagnostic modality was the same within each replicate. 
Nine replicates at two locations were initiated, and seven replicates 
with 614 animals in each treatment group resulted in data for analysis. 
Two replicates of cattle (total of 4 pens and 174 animals) that did not 
complete the trial due to technical difficulties with the system. In each 
case there was a hardware/ software communication problem which 
was subsequently resolved, but not resolved in a time period to allow 
complete data collection from these trials. Two of the replicates were 
completed at 1 of the study sites, the remaining 5 replicates were 
performed at the other study site. Replicates 1, 3, 4, 5, and 7 were female 
calves; and replicates 2 and 6 consisted of male calves.

The REDI system illustrated lower probability of second and third 
treatment and a greater probability of first treatment success when 
compared to CON (P<0.01; Table 2). The number of calves initially 
treated for BRD tended (P=0.09) to be lower for the REDI group 

compared to the CON group. No other differences in performance 
or health were identified. Economic outcomes were evaluated for 
potential associations with treatment group (Table 3). No statistical 
difference (P=0.25) in net returns (US $/animal) or other economic 
variables were identified between REDI and CON treatment groups. 
Differences in net returns between REDI and CON treatment groups 
by fluctuating calf prices from baseline values are displayed in Figure 
1. As calf prices increased, the difference in net returns between the 
diagnostic modalities increased.

Discussion
High-risk beef calves were able to be obtained for the study 

with naturally occurring disease challenge to evaluate the diagnostic 
modalities. Previous research has evaluated the health and performance 
outcomes comparing conventional management with metaphylaxis to 
calves monitored with the REDI system without metaphylaxis [15]. To 
the authors’ knowledge, this is the first study evaluating the use of a 
continuous behavior monitoring system in addition to metaphylaxis 
in high risk calves.

REDI CON P value
Average arrival weight (kg) 225.7 ± 16.5 226.3 ± 16.5 0.79
Average end weight (kg) 252.3 ± 21.7 253.3 ± 21.7 0.73
Average daily gain (kg/d) 0.87 ± 0.29 0.89 ± 0.29 0.59
Average weight gain (kg/

animal) 26.2 ± 8.3 25.7 ± 8.3 0.47

Total feed delivered as fed 
(kg) 10454.3 ± 2127.9 10660.7 ± 2127.9 0.23

Gain:feed 0.1 ± 0.02 0.1 ± 0.02 0.36
BRD 1st treatments (%) 17.9 ± 5.2 23.6 ± 6.3 0.09
BRD 2nd treatments (%) 0.8 ± 0.9 3.7 ± 4 <0.01
BRD 3rd treatments (%) 0.2 ± 0.2 1.1 ± 1.1 0.01

Mortality risk (%) 0.6 ± 0.7 0.7 ± 0.9 0.62
Treatment success (%) 85.9 ± 6.1 63.3 ± 0.1 <0.01

Average days on feed 1st 
treatment (days) 13.1 ± 2.1 13 ± 2.1 0.96

Average rectal temperature 
at 1st treatment (°C) 40.4 ± 0.22 40.4 ± 0.22 0.93

Average body weight at 1st 
treatment (kg) 225 ± 20.34 228.4 ± 20.34 0.37

Average doses antimicrobial/
animal (n) 0.25 ± 0.19 0.41 ± 0.19 0.21

Table 2: Model-adjusted least square means ± SE pen-level health and 
performance outcomes based on diagnostic method (REDI: Remote Early Disease 
Identification System; CON: Conventional Visual Observation). Statistical model 
included fixed effect for treatment group and random effects for study site and 
replicate. 

REDI CON P value
Initial cattle value (US $/

animal) 1226.74 ± 360.99 1219.92 ± 360.99 0.68

End cattle value (US $/
animal) 1287.34 ± 361.98 1268.73 ± 361.98 0.35

Feed cost (US $/animal) 27 ± 5.39 26.47 ± 5.39 0.23
Yardage cost (US $/animal) 16.91 ± 5.25 17 ± 5.25 0.14

Treatment cost (US $/
animal) 7.87 ± 5.13 12.17 ± 5.13 0.35

Cost chronics (US $/animal) 6.66 ± 15.04 22.27 ± 15.01 0.29
Net returns (US $/animal) -4.65 ± 58.27 -21.56 ± 58.27 0.25

Table 3: Model-adjusted least square means ± SE pen-level economic outcomes 
based on diagnostic method (REDI: Remote Early Disease Identification System; 
CON: Conventional Visual Observation). Statistical model included fixed effect for 
treatment group and random effects for study site and replicate. 
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No difference identified in performance outcomes between 
treatment groups was expected. The relatively small sample size based 
on experimental units (n=7) and short duration of the trial (30 days) 
resulted in decreased ability to identify a difference between treatment 
groups for performance outcomes. The majority of BRD incidence 
occurs during the first 45 days on feed [21,22]. Numerically, the 
performance outcomes between treatment groups were similar though. 
Further research is needed to monitor calves to closeout to identify 
long-term performance differences between treatment groups.

The decrease in the percentage of calves treated for BRD 1, 2, and 
3 times in the REDI group compared to the CON group provides 
some interesting results. In this study, both treatment groups were 
metaphylactically administered antimicrobials to reduce the incidence 
of BRD consistent with industry practices [23]. Meta-analysis of the 
use of metaphylaxis has been shown to reduce morbidity 53% and 
mortality 47% [24]. Even with use of metaphylaxis decreasing the 
morbidity in the study, the REDI system tended to identify fewer 
animals morbid compared to CON. Diagnosis of BRD based upon 
visual observation has been shown to have relatively low diagnostic 
sensitivity and specificity [3,4,25]. The low diagnostic sensitivity and 
specificity of the visual observation method results in false negative 
(truly diseased animal which appears clinically healthy) and false 
positive (truly healthy animal which appears clinically diseased) [26]. 
The REDI system has been shown to have greater diagnostic sensitivity 
and specificity values compared to visual observation resulting in a 
greater percentage of calves correctly classified [7,12]. 

The greater treatment success in the REDI treatment group 
compared to the CON group is consistent with correctly identifying the 
morbid and healthy animals. The REDI system has been able to identify 
morbid animals 0.75 days before visual observation [9]. The earlier 
identification of morbid animals results in improved treatment efficacy 
[27,28]. The improved treatment success and earlier identification of 
morbid animals should result in more judicious use of antimicrobials 
through fewer total treatments. Previous research has shown the REDI 
system has decreased the average doses of antimicrobial per animal 
compared to visual observation with metaphylaxis [15]; however in the 

previous study, metaphylaxis of antimicrobials was only performed to 
the visual observation group which is different from the current study 
[10]. Additional research evaluating the use of continuous behavior 
monitoring systems and relationship with antimicrobial use is needed.

A conservative rectal temperature cut-off of >39.4°C was used for 
case definition of BRD in the CON whereas rectal temperature was 
not included in REDI case definition [15]. Case definition of BRD 
in the REDI group was determined entirely based upon behavioral 
indices [9]. The conservative rectal temperature utilized as part of the 
case definition for CON may be a potential reason for the increase in 
the percentage of calves treated for BRD 1, 2, and 3 times compared 
to the REDI group by identifying animals which may not have been 
truly morbid [12]; however treatment success was still greater in the 
REDI treatment group compared to CON. If more BRD cases were 
identified and treated in the CON group which were not truly morbid, 
then treatment success should have been greater in the CON group 
compared to REDI due to apparent spontaneous cure. No differences 
were identified in average rectal temperature at first pull for BRD across 
treatment groups. Diagnoses and treatment outcomes evaluated in the 
current study further demonstrate the improved diagnostic accuracy of 
the REDI system compared to CON as previously described [7,9,10].

Not being able to detect a difference in NR between treatment 
groups was unexpected, but likely influenced by the large variability 
in net returns among replicates. Further research is needed with 
additional cohorts evaluated to determine if a difference in NR truly 
exists between treatment groups. Standardized cattle price estimates 
were used to decrease the variability of NR due to the temporal market 
cycle [29,30]. Previous research indicated the cost of implementing a 
continuous behavior monitoring system had to be less than US $3.50 
per animal to be economically profitable compared to conventional 
visual observation methods [14]. In the current study, costs for the 
REDI system were US $10 per animal. These costs were determined 
based upon expected price to implement the diagnostic modality in 
a commercial feedlot or background setting. Additional research is 
needed to determine if the numerical economic differences observed 
truly represents outcomes from different populations [31].

The direction of change in difference of NR between REDI and CON 
groups at different calf prices was expected. The price of calves was not 
very sensitive to the difference in NR between the diagnostic modalities 
evaluated. The sensitivity results are consistent with previous studies 
[13,14]. The decision to implement a continuous behavior monitoring 
system to identify calves with BRD appears to not be greatly influenced 
by the price of cattle.

Potential limitations of the study include the relative small sample 
size and short duration to evaluate the long-term performance and 
health implications of the REDI system compared to CON. Mortality 
risk is the primary driver for NR, and commonly does not occur until 
later in the feeding period [13,32,33]. Longer term studies in a variety 
of environments need to be performed to fully evaluate the potential 
differences among the diagnostic modalities.

Overall, calves in the REDI group had decreased percentage of 
calves treated 1, 2, and 3 times; and improved treatment efficacy. No 
economic statistical differences were identified, but REDI calves had 
a numerical advantage of $16.91 per animal including the cost of 
the monitoring system. Additional research is necessary to evaluate 
if the numerical economic differences observed between treatment 
groups truly exist. The REDI system showed advantages which could 
translate to long-term value in animal welfare and potential economic 
advantages. 

Figure 1: Difference in average (±SE) net returns between Remote Early 
Disease Identification (REDI) and Conventional Visual Observation (CON) 
diagnostic methods for bovine respiratory disease by change in calf prices 
from baseline values. Baseline prices were established from the March 11, 
2016 Missouri weekly weighted average feeder cattle report of the agricultural 
marketing service from the United States, Department of Agriculture based 
upon sex, average arrival weight, and average sale weight for each replicate. 
Purchase price and sale price were simultaneously increased or decreased at 
US $10 per 45.5 kg.



Citation: White BJ, Goehl DR, Theurer ME, Abell KM (2017) Determining Health, Performance, and Economic Value of Using a Remote Early Disease 
Identification System Compared to Conventional Method for Diagnosis of Bovine Respiratory Disease. J Anim Health Behav Sci 1: 106. 

Page 5 of 5

Volume 1 • Issue 2 • 1000106J Anim Health Behav Sci, an open access journal

Acknowledgement

Funding for this project was supported by the Small Business 
Innovation Research Program-Phase I of the National Institute of Food 
and Agriculture, USDA; grant number 2015-33610-23504.

References

1. Galyean ML, Perino LJ, Duff GC (1999) Interaction of cattle health/immunity
and nutrition. J Anim Sci 77: 1120-1134.

2. Lechtenberg K, Daniels C, Royer G, Bechtol D, Chester S, et al. (2011) Field
efficacy study of gamithromycin for the control of bovine respiratory disease in 
cattle at high risk of developing the disease. Int J Appl Res Vet M 9: 184-192.

3. Amrine DE, White BJ, Larson R, Anderson DE, Mosier DA, et al. (2013) Precision 
and accuracy of clinical illness scores, compared with pulmonary consolidation 
scores, in holstein calves with experimentally induced mycoplasma bovis
pneumonia. Am J Vet Res 74: 310-315.

4. White BJ, Renter DG (2009) Bayesian estimation of the performance of using
clinical observations and harvest lung lesions for diagnosing bovine respiratory 
disease in post-weaned beef calves. J Vet Diagn Invest 21: 446-453.

5. Theurer ME, White BJ, Larson RL, Holstein KK, Amrine DE (2014) Relationship 
between rectal temperature at first treatment for bovine respiratory disease 
complex in feedlot calves and the probability of not finishing the production 
cycle. J Am Vet Med Assoc 245: 1279-1285.

6. Theurer ME, Amrine DE, White BJ (2013) Remote non-invasive assessment of 
pain and health status in cattle. Vet Clin North Am Food Anim Pract 29: 59-74.

7. White BJ, Goehl DR, Amrine DE, Booker C, Wildman B, et al. (2016) Bayesian 
evaluation of clinical diagnostic test characteristics of visual observations and
remote monitoring to diagnose bovine respiratory disease in beef calves. Prev
Vet Med 126: 74-80.

8. Wolfger B, Schwartzkopf GKS, Barkema HW, Pajor EA, Levy M, et al. (2015)
Feeding behavior as an early predictor of bovine respiratory disease in north
american feedlot systems. J Anim Sci 93: 377-385.

9. White BJ, Goehl DR, Amrine DE (2015) Comparison of a remote early disease 
identification (redi) system to visual observations to identify cattle with bovine 
respiratory diseases. Int J Appl Res Vet M 13: 23-30.

10.	White BJ, Amrine DE, Goehl DR (2015) Determination of value of bovine
respiratory disease control using a remote early disease identification system 
compared with conventional methods of metaphylaxis and visual observations. 
J Anim Sci 93: 4115-4122.

11. White BJ, Goehl DR, Amrine DE (2014) Comparison of a remote early disease 
identification (REDI) system to visual observations to identify cattle with bovine 
respiratory diseases.

12.	Theurer ME, White BJ, Renter DG (2015) Optimizing feedlot diagnostic testing 
strategies using test characteristics, disease prevalence, and relative costs of
misdiagnosis. Food Anim Pract 31: 483-493.

13.	Theurer ME, White BJ, Larson RL, Schroeder TC (2015) A stochastic model
to determine the economic value of changing diagnostic test characteristics for 
identification of cattle for treatment of bovine respiratory disease. J Anim Sci 
93: 1398-1410.

14.	Wolfger B, Manns BJ, Barkema HW, Schwartzkopf GKS, Dorin C, et al. (2015) 
Evaluating the cost implications of a radio frequency identification feeding 
system for early detection of bovine respiratory disease in feedlot cattle. Prev
Vet Med 118: 285-292.

15.	Theurer ME (2015) Rectal temperature and bovine respiratory disease
outcome. Am Assoc Bovine Pract pp: 52-54.

16.	Smith RA, Stokka GL, Radostits O, Griffin D (2001) Health and production 
management in beef feedlots. Herd Health: Food Animal Production Medicine
pp: 592-595.

17.	Apley M (2006) Bovine respiratory disease: Pathogenesis, clinical signs, and
treatment in lightweight calves. Vet Clin North Am Food Anim Pract 22: 399-411.

18.	Adams D, Klopfenstein T, Erickson G, Mark D, Luebbe M, et al. (2010) The
economic effects of sorting cattle by weight and time of year into different
production systems. Prof Anim Sci 26: 595-602.

19.	Belasco EJ, Taylor MR, Goodwin BK, Schroeder TC (2009) Probabilistic
models of yield, price, and revenue risks for fed cattle production. J Agr Appl
Econ 41: 91-105.

20.	Usda (2013) Types and costs of respiratory disease treatments in US, Feedlots. 
Fort Collins p: 2.

21.	Babcock AH, Renter DG, White BJ, Dubnicka SR, Scott HM (2010) Temporal
distributions of respiratory disease events within cohorts of feedlot cattle and
associations with cattle health and performance indices. Prev Vet Med 97: 198-
219.

22.	Thompson PN, Stone A, Schultheiss WA (2006) Use of treatment records 
and lung lesion scoring to estimate the effect of respiratory disease on growth
during early and late finishing periods in south african feedlot cattle. J Anim Sci 
84: 488-498.

23.	Ives SE, Richeson JT (2015) Use of antimicrobial metaphylaxis for the control
of bovine respiratory disease in high-risk cattle. The Veterinary Clinics of North 
America 31: 341-350.

24.	Wileman BW, Thomson DU, Reinhardt CD, Renter DG (2009) Analysis of
modern technologies commonly used in beef cattle production: Conventional
beef production versus nonconventional production using meta-analysis. J
Anim Sci 87: 3418-3426.

25.	Leruste H, Brscic M, Heutinck LF, Visser EK, Wolthuis FM, et al. (2012) The
relationship between clinical signs of respiratory system disorders and lung
lesions at slaughter in veal calves. Prev Vet Med 105: 93-100.

26.	Dohoo I, Martin W, Stryhn H (2009) Screening and diagnostic tests. Vet
Epidemiol Res pp: 92-127.

27.	Janzen ED, Stockdale PH, Acres SD, Babiuk LA (1984) Therapeutic
and prophylactic effects of some antibiotics on experimental pneumonic
pasteurellosis. Can Vet J 25: 78-81.

28.	Ferran AA, Toutain PL, Bousquet MA (2011) Impact of early versus later
fluoroquinolone treatment on the clinical; microbiological and resistance 
outcomes in a mouse-lung model of pasteurella multocida infection. Vet
Microbiol 148: 292-297.

29.	Mintert J (2003) Beef feedlot industry. Vet Clin North Am Food Anim Pract 19: 
387-395.

30.	Peel DS (2003) Beef cattle growing and backgrounding programs. Vet Clin
North Am Food Anim Pract 19: 365-385.

31.	White BJ, Larson RL, Theurer ME (2016) Interpreting statistics from published
research to answer clinical and management questions. J Anim Sci p: 94.

32.	Edwards A (1996) Respiratory diseases of feedlot cattle in central USA. Bov
Pract 30: 5-10.

33.	Schroeder TC, Albright ML, Langemeier MR, Mintert J (1993) Factors affecting 
cattle feeding profitability. J Am Soc Farm Man Rural Appras 57: 58-54.

https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/77/5/1120
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/77/5/1120
http://www.jarvm.com/articles/Vol9Iss3/Tessman1.pdf
http://www.jarvm.com/articles/Vol9Iss3/Tessman1.pdf
http://www.jarvm.com/articles/Vol9Iss3/Tessman1.pdf
http://avmajournals.avma.org/doi/abs/10.2460/ajvr.74.2.310?journalCode=ajvr
http://avmajournals.avma.org/doi/abs/10.2460/ajvr.74.2.310?journalCode=ajvr
http://avmajournals.avma.org/doi/abs/10.2460/ajvr.74.2.310?journalCode=ajvr
http://avmajournals.avma.org/doi/abs/10.2460/ajvr.74.2.310?journalCode=ajvr
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/104063870902100405
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/104063870902100405
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/104063870902100405
http://avmajournals.avma.org/doi/abs/10.2460/javma.245.11.1279
http://avmajournals.avma.org/doi/abs/10.2460/javma.245.11.1279
http://avmajournals.avma.org/doi/abs/10.2460/javma.245.11.1279
http://avmajournals.avma.org/doi/abs/10.2460/javma.245.11.1279
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0749072012000990
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0749072012000990
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587716300447
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587716300447
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587716300447
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587716300447
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/1/377
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/1/377
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/1/377
http://www.jarvm.com/articles/Vol13Iss1/Vol13 Iss1White.pdf
http://www.jarvm.com/articles/Vol13Iss1/Vol13 Iss1White.pdf
http://www.jarvm.com/articles/Vol13Iss1/Vol13 Iss1White.pdf
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/8/4115
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/8/4115
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/8/4115
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/8/4115
http://www.jarvm.com/articles/Vol13Iss1/Vol13 Iss1White.pdf
http://www.jarvm.com/articles/Vol13Iss1/Vol13 Iss1White.pdf
http://www.jarvm.com/articles/Vol13Iss1/Vol13 Iss1White.pdf
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0749072015000389
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0749072015000389
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0749072015000389
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/3/1398
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/3/1398
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/3/1398
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/93/3/1398
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587714004127
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587714004127
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587714004127
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587714004127
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1080744615306562
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1080744615306562
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1080744615306562
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/journal-of-agricultural-and-applied-economics/article/probabilistic-models-of-yield-price-and-revenue-risks-for-fed-cattle-production/BA122F03817614E7AF01BA94B1AE6475
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/journal-of-agricultural-and-applied-economics/article/probabilistic-models-of-yield-price-and-revenue-risks-for-fed-cattle-production/BA122F03817614E7AF01BA94B1AE6475
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/journal-of-agricultural-and-applied-economics/article/probabilistic-models-of-yield-price-and-revenue-risks-for-fed-cattle-production/BA122F03817614E7AF01BA94B1AE6475
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/84/2/0840488
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/84/2/0840488
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/84/2/0840488
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/84/2/0840488
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0749072015000444
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0749072015000444
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0749072015000444
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/87/10/3418
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/87/10/3418
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/87/10/3418
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/87/10/3418
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587712000335
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587712000335
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167587712000335
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/104063871102300102
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/104063871102300102
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037811351000427X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037811351000427X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037811351000427X
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S037811351000427X
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/94/11/4959
https://dl.sciencesocieties.org/publications/jas/abstracts/94/11/4959
https://search.proquest.com/openview/c4c264ab0043501eced99289c524a074/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=18750&diss=y
https://search.proquest.com/openview/c4c264ab0043501eced99289c524a074/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=18750&diss=y

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Abbreviations
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Sample size calculation
	Study population
	Treatment group assignment and application
	REDI configuration (REDI group only)
	Data collection
	Economic model
	Statistical analysis
	Value of diagnostic modality at different calf prices

	Results
	Discussion
	Acknowledgement
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Figure 1
	References

