
 

 

 

S2 Table. Input parameters used to calculate the marginal cost of FPT (MarginalCostFPT)  

 
  Scenario 
 Law1 Baseline Alternative 

RRi or impact of FPT 

Mortality  LN 2.12 (0.19) 2.41 (0.20) 
BRD 2 LN 1.75 (0.08) 2.27 (0.17) 
Diarrhoea LN 1.51 (0.18) 1.81 (0.07) 
Omphalitis LN /// 1.91 (0.08) 
Septicaemia LN /// 1.91 (0.08) 
∆ADG 2,3 (g/d) N 54 (48) 81 (76) 

Prevalence in populations without FPT 

��������	
���
����	
(%) // 0.048 4/ 0.069 5 

��������
����	
3 (%) N 0.283 (0.127) 

������	�����	
����	
3 (%) N 0.227 (0.127) 

��������	
����
����	
(%) //  0.05 

����������	���	
����	
 (%) //  0.03 

Unit cost (Ci) 

	�����	
���	������ ���!"  
3 (dairy, €)  125 (9) 125 (9) 

	�����	
���	������ ���!"
3
 (beef, €)  375 (22) /// 

�����	
���#$%&'&()�%(�&*
6 Cconc (€/ton) /// /// 250/125/175 

�����	
���#$%&'&()�%(�&*
6 Selling Price3 (€/Kg 

BW) 
N /// 

2.4 (0.13)/ 
3.0 (0.12)/ 

2.56 (0.038) 
�����	
���#$%&'&()�%(�&*

6, Selling Weight (Kg 

BW) 
/// /// 337/285/374 

�����	
���#$%&'&()�%(�&*
6 QtyConc (Kg) /// /// 290/141/400 

C,-._0123
3 (€/100 Kg BW) N 17.6 (3.8) 17.6 (3.8) 

C.45116275_0123
3 (€/100 Kg BW) N 17.6 (4.1) 17.6 (4.1) 

C.45116275_8497:
3 (€) N 40.0 (7.6) 40.0 (7.6) 

C;<365=4>4?_0123
3 (€/100 Kg BW) N 8.5 (1.5) 8.5 (1.5) 

C;<365=4>4?_8497:
3 (€) N 150 (25.5) 150 (25.5) 

C@73>4A57<45_0123
3 (€/100 Kg BW) N 27.84 (3.8) 27.84 (3.8) 

C��B�C	�D��EB!F (€/day) /// 0.74 1.28 
Selling Price, Beef 3 (€/Kg BW) N 2.56 (0.04) 2.70 (0.15) 

Technical parameters 

Body weight of dairy calves 3,7
 (Kg) N 57.5 (8.9) 57.5 (8.9) 

Body weight of beef calves 3,7 (Kg) N 75.0 (12.7) 75 (12.7) 
ADG, dairy 3 (g)  615 (18) 615 (18) 
Selling age, beef (months) /// 8.5 8.3 

 



 

 

 

1: LN=LogNormal, N=Normal; 2: Average daily gain reduction due to FTP and bovine respiratory diseases; 3:  

mean (and SD); 4: Beef; 5: Dairy; 6: formula is selling price * selling weight – CConc * QtyConc; only applies to 

beef cattle; 7:  particularly during treatment. 

 

All the details of the final calculations are available in another study [1]. Unit costs (�B) were derived from 

different sources. These have been explained in detail elsewhere [2-4]. G�HHIJK	��IL�, G�HHIJK	M�IKℎO, POQ�R! , 

SK�	IJ	T	UO	LUH�IJK	#1, 	���B�C	�D�EEB!F and XY�UOIZJ	Z[	\���TIJK were adapted from French Livestock Institute 

publications [5,6]. 	�����	
���	������ ���!" was the market value [7].  ����������	was defined by the authors 

based on health consequences and common medical protocols.	Based on the authors’ expertise, �B is explained in 

Table S1. Medicines were chosen according to the most common protocols observed in the field, and prices were 

defined as the sale prices recommended by veterinary clinics in 2014 (www.centravet.fr). 
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