Suggested format for
NABSnet Significant Disease Investigation Reports

To complete a NABSnet SDI the veterinarian must prepare a written report that enables the network to understand and share key (de-identified) details of significant disease investigations in northern Australia.
The suggested format is designed to facilitate easy-to-do, consistent, good quality case reporting. It’s a guide – not prescriptive – but the headings should be considered. Most reports will be 2-3 pages.
It should be possible to quickly alter the final report to make it suitable for the client by editing technical terms. Closing the loop for the client is a powerful way to encourage their participation in future investigations. A written report becomes part of the property’s records, providing a useful, factual account as time moves on and people change.

This template includes some content from an SDI report as an example.

When sending the SDI report to the NABSet Vet advisor, check that you have attached:
· All final laboratory reports
· Relevant photos
Once the report is finalized and approved by the vet advisor an invoice can be prepared to assist with the costs of the investigation.





Nabsnet SDI report template with notes 
June 2026

NABSnet Significant Disease Investigation Report

1. Title of the report - make it short and informative
Extensive necrotising skin lesions in young cattle

2. Summary (topic sentence/s) - brief overview - engage the reader
Include time, date of the outbreak, scale (mortality/morbidity), location and the presenting signs 
Load up this sentence up to get engagement from the reader. Put interesting information up front e.g. scale, species, timing. Use commas wisely.
In February 2025, within a 40-head beef herd in North Queensland, severe and extensive necrotising skin lesions developed over a one-week period on the flanks and sides of 18 young steers and heifers. Similar lesions had been observed in a smaller number of young cattle on the same property in 2022 and 2024 wet seasons.
3. Case description and clinical history (case definition, temporal, spatial and animal clustering):
a. Presenting signs – what did the owner observe? Relevant history.
b. Morbidity and mortality rates (number sick or dead – number of at-risk animals)
c. Pattern of disease outbreak – are than any clusters of cases?
i. Time  - include timeline if appropriate
ii. Place – include map if it helps add clarification
iii. Animal characteristics- describe or use a table. 
Presenting signs: The owner reported severe and extensive skin lesions developing on the rumps, flanks and sides of 18 young steers and heifers in a herd of 40 animals, representing a morbidity rate of 45% 
Temporal Clustering:
Previous cases occurred in January, February, and April of 2022 (three cases) and 2024 (two cases). In 2025, cases emerged in early February. Lesions developed both one week and five months post-branding. Animals branded in January were 1.62 times more likely to develop lesions than those branded in September.
Spatial Clustering:
The cattle were bred on a property located 40 km away; however, lesions were only reported after the animals were relocated to the owner’s home property where they were rotationally grazed across four pasture paddocks dominated by Wynn Cassia.
Clustering in Animal Characteristics:
During the 2025 outbreak:
· One group of heifers (10/12 affected) was branded one week prior to lesion development.
· Another group of younger cattle (weaners/yearlings, 8/16 affected) developed lesions five months after branding.
· Only weaners, yearlings, and heifers were affected. Unweaned and unbranded calves (n=2), as well as older cattle (8 cows, 2 bulls), remained unaffected.
· All breeds on the property, including Brahman, Brahman crosses, and one British breed calf, were affected.
4. Investigation
a) Clinical signs – key abnormalities – add photos if possible
Necrotising skin lesions primarily developed on the flanks, often associated with the site of fire branding but, in some cases, appearing on the back or sides without direct relation to the brand site. The skin at the periphery of the lesions was inflamed and pruritic, leading to frequent licking by affected animals. The necrotic skin sloughed, leaving an open, raw granulating wound.

b) Gross postmortem findings – significant lesions – add clear labelled photos
Lesion sizes ranged from a few centimetres in diameter to the size of a dinner plate, occasionally extending forward over the flank.

c) Paddock and environment examination
The paddocks grazed are low lying at the end of a valley. At the time of the visit some areas were covered with surface water that drained into a creek and then into the Walsh River. Weeds were collected and identified including Bluetop, Cape ivy, Calotrope, Chinese mint, Sensitive weed, Snake weed, and Sickle Pod. Although some of these can be toxic to stock, it seemed unlikely that any could be responsible for the lesions observed.

d) List of differential diagnoses - include any Emergency Animal Disease (EAD) exclusions
Differential diagnoses include:
· Photosensitisation due to hepatopathy following ingestion of toxic plants
· Dermatophilosis
· Fungal skin infection
· Caustic or thermal burn
· Lumpy Skin Disease 

e) Laboratory results – summary of key results. Complete lab reports will be attached
Histopathological examination indicated consistency with a caustic or thermal burn. No significant microbiological agents were isolated. Testing for pestivirus, Malignant catarrhal fever and Lumpy Skin Disease was negative. Blood biochemistry from the 2025 outbreak revealed no evidence of liver pathology.

5. Interpretation - Your assessment based on field and lab results. Management, environmental and animal (MEA) factors that may have been (a) reducing resistance or (b) increasing exposure
There is a strong association between branding wounds, lesion location, and occurrence during the late wet season, particularly after heavy rainfall. The disease predominantly affects young cattle of multiple breeds and skin colours after arriving at a single, relatively small property.
Potential contributing factors include:
· High wet-season rainfall, heat, and humidity.
· Insect irritation and prolonged water pooling in pastures.
· Compromised skin integrity due to branding wounds, yarding, transport injuries, insect bites, or possible mechanical trauma from bulls.
These environmental conditions are common across northern Queensland, yet this outbreak is highly localised, suggesting additional unidentified contributing factors specific to this property.

6. Discussion - any limitations in investigation or samples taken and other points of interest
Several unresolved questions remain at the conclusion of this investigation:
· What causes a small wound, usually associated with branding, to develop into extensive necrotising lesions?
· Why do some lesions emerge five months post-branding?
· How do non-brand-associated lesions develop?
· Why do similar branding practices on other properties under comparable weather conditions not result in lesions?

7. Recommendations - strategies to increase resistance and reduce exposure (a) for immediate action and (b) long-term preventative measures 
Our recommendations include:
· Avoid branding cattle during the wet season.
· Until the aetiology is better understood, consider implementing enhanced monitoring of branding (and other wounds), and provide affected cattle with access to shade, insect protection, and a non-green feed diet to potentially mitigate lesion development.
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