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Purpose: To evaluate the clinical effects of an intra-articular injection of 117mSn-colloid for 
management of canine grade 1 or 2 elbow osteoarthritis (OA).
Patients and Methods: This was a prospective study in 23 dogs with grade 1 or 2 elbow 
OA. An orthopedic examination and elbow radiographs were performed to confirm the 
presence of OA. Dogs were randomly assigned to receive unilateral intra-articular (IA) 
injection of low-dose (LD: 1.0mCi, n =8), medium-dose (MD: 1.75mCi, n =6), or high- 
dose (HD: 2.5mCi, n =9) of 117mSn-colloid. The primary outcome measure was peak vertical 
force (PVF) from force-plate gait analysis and secondary outcome measures included the 
Canine Brief Pain Inventory score (CBPI) and elbow goniometry. The CBPI was evaluated at 
pretreatment and then monthly post treatment for 1 year, and goniometry and PVF were 
evaluated at pretreatment, and at 1, 3, 6, 9 and 12 months post treatment.
Results: PVF improved at 3, and 9 months compared to pretreatment values in the HD 
group. CBPI scores improved at most of the time points in all dose groups. There was no 
significant difference in elbow goniometry between treated and untreated elbows. There were 
no self-reports of any adverse effects of the injection by the owners and none were noted by 
the examining veterinarian at the time of regularly scheduled re-evaluations.
Conclusion: 117mSn IA injection was free of any obvious adverse effects, improved CBPI 
scores, and increased weight bearing in limbs with elbow OA providing preliminary evi-
dence that 117mSn may be beneficial in the management of elbow OA in dogs. Although 
17mSn appeared to be effective for management of elbow OA in these dogs, this pilot study 
has inherent limitations; therefore, future studies with larger numbers and with placebo group 
are needed.
Keywords: osteoarthritis, Radiosynoviorthesis, Tin-117m (117mSn), CBPI, goniometry, peak 
vertical force

Introduction
Canine elbow osteoarthritis (OA) is a common sequela from elbow dysplasia.1 

Elbow OA is a progressive joint disease characterized by decreased joint range of 
motion, pain, cartilage destruction, and osteophyte formation.1,2 Treatment is 
mainly palliative and current strategies often consist of medical management 
including NSAIDs, analgesics, nutraceuticals, weight control, physical rehabilita-
tion, and changes in activity level.1–3 Although daily use of NSAIDs may reduce 
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OA pain, these agents have the potential to cause or 
exacerbate renal, gastrointestinal, and hepatobiliary 
disorders.4 In addition, it may not be practical for some 
owners to administer daily medications. Surgery often fails 
to prevent progression of OA and may not provide super-
ior outcomes to medical management.5,6 Salvage proce-
dures such as elbow replacement have inconsistent 
outcomes and a high complication rate.1,7,8

Nonsurgical management will likely remain a viable 
treatment option for dogs with elbow OA; therefore, opti-
mization of current nonsurgical options and development 
of new innovative nonsurgical treatments are important. 
The use of intra-articular (IA) injections including platelet- 
rich plasma, dextrose prolotherapy, autologous protein 
solution, or stem cells has been reported for OA treatment 
with mixed results.9–12 Larger clinical studies are needed 
to fully understand the effects of these therapies on dogs 
with OA.

Synovitis precedes development of radiographic OA 
changes in humans and dogs.2,13,14 It is characterized by 
marked hyperplasia and permeability of the synovial lin-
ing, overexpression of proinflammatory cytokines, infiltra-
tion of inflammatory cells, production of degradative 
enzymes, and synovial neovascularization and 
proliferation.15 Inflammation sensitizes peripheral neurons 
in synovial tissue, resulting in joint pain.16 Marked syno-
vitis precedes structural changes in the progression of OA 
and early intervention targeting joint inflammation, prior 
to radiographic changes, can delay or prevent chronic 
arthritic changes.15 Low-dose radiation therapy has direct 
anti-inflammatory effects on the synovium.17 A small 
study of 5 dogs with elbow OA concluded that use of 
single-low-dose radiotherapy may have short-term clinical 
benefits.18

As synovitis is strongly implicated in OA pathogenesis, 
surgical and nonsurgical synovectomy (synoviorthesis) have 
been used to alleviate human synovitis symptoms.19 Another 
reported method to relieve synovitis is via radiosynoviorth-
esis (RSO), which involves IA injection of low-energy 
ionizing radiation to induce apoptosis and ablate inflamed 
synovial cells.20 Use of this therapy has been reported in 
humans to treat synovitis in an effort to prevent, delay, or 
limit arthritic changes.20 Radiosynoviorthesis, primarily 
involving yttrium-90 (90Y), erbium-169 (169Er), and rhe-
nium-186 (186Re), is an accepted outpatient therapy for 
treatment of early-stage chronic synovitis in humans with 
rheumatoid arthritis, psoriatic arthritis, hemophilic arthritis 
or OA.20,21 The success rate of RSO reported by Zuderman 

et al was 89% for rheumatoid arthritis and 79% for OA in 
humans.22 Tin 117m (117mSn) homogeneous colloid was 
specifically developed to avoid the serious outcomes follow-
ing treatment with high-energy beta emitters.23 Tin 117m 
colloid is a non-beta emitter with lower energy from which 
the conversion electrons have a therapeutic distance of 
activity of only 300 microns (0.3 mm).

Despite its many advantages, RSO is seldom performed 
in veterinary medicine, with limited reports including use of 
177lutetium-labeled zirconia in dogs and 117mSn homoge-
neous colloid in rats.24–26 In a recent prospective safety 
study of 5 dogs, blood, urine, feces, and organ scintigraphy 
counts showed that >99% of 117mSn activity was retained in 
the elbow joint for approximately 6–7 weeks.23 There were 
no adverse effects, and post-mortem evaluation revealed no 
joint damage. These findings, combined with the potential 
for protracted clinical improvement after a single IA injec-
tion, justify further evaluation of 117mSn for the management 
of canine OA. The authors designed the current study to 
assess the value of IA 117mSn for pain management in dogs 
with naturally occurring elbow OA. Specifically, the authors 
aimed to quantify changes in peak vertical force (PVF) from 
force plate gait analysis as the primary outcome measure and 
canine brief pain inventory (CBPI) scores and elbow gonio-
metry as secondary outcome measures, at multiple time- 
points for one year after a single unilateral IA injection of 
117mSn in dogs with grade 1 or 2 elbow OA. By limiting the 
study to unilateral elbow injection, the opposite leg is 
a source of comparison data. The hypothesis was that IA 
117mSn-colloid treatment is associated with clinically rele-
vant beneficial effects in dogs with elbow OA.

Patients and Methods
Study Design
The study was designed as a long-term longitudinal and 
prospective study using serial measurements in dogs. The 
study protocol was approved by the Institutional Animal 
Care and Use Committee and informed client consent was 
obtained prior to study enrollment.

Inclusion Criteria
A convenience sample of 23 dogs was used in this study. 
No sample size calculation was performed. Dogs were 
eligible if they were, ≥8kg, at least 1 year of age, had 
a visible forelimb lameness or pain localizable to one or 
both elbows, had radiographic evidence of grade 1 or 2 
OA in one or both elbows based on international elbow 

https://doi.org/10.2147/VMRR.S295309                                                                                                                                                                                                                                

DovePress                                                                                                                                

Veterinary Medicine: Research and Reports 2021:12 118

Aulakh et al                                                                                                                                                           Dovepress

https://www.dovepress.com
https://www.dovepress.com


working group (IEWG) classification,27 had no clinically 
detectable abnormalities including pain in any other joint 
in the forelimbs, had no comorbid condition likely to 
preclude a 1-year survival, and had no surgical procedure 
on any leg in the past 4 months or received any joint 
injections previously. Elbow OA grading was performed 
by a single board-certified radiologist. All images were 
calibrated, and osteophyte size was prioritized over trabe-
cular pattern. Dogs with orthopedic disease affecting either 
hind limb were considered eligible as long as there was no 
visible lameness present in any of the hind limbs. Dogs 
being treated with nutraceuticals and/or medications such 
as NSAIDs were eligible provided they still had lameness 
or pain localizable to one or both elbow/s.

Study Protocol
Initially, information was collected from dog owners 
including signalment, duration of OA, and type and dura-
tion of current medications/supplements. Owners also 
completed the CBPI.28,29 After meeting initial evaluation 
requirements, all dogs received a baseline assessment 
within 30 days of treatment prior to study participation. 
Dogs had a physical examination, and the following vari-
ables were obtained: CBC, serum biochemistry, urinalysis 
(UA), bilateral elbow radiographs, bilateral elbow gonio-
metry and PVF using force plate gait analysis. These 
parameters were also collected post-treatment at 1, 3, 6, 
9, and 12 months. Bilateral elbow radiographs were per-
formed at the 12-month follow-up exam. Treatment 
included a unilateral IA injection of 117mSn in the elbow 
that was determined to be the source of observable lame-
ness or was more painful when observable lameness was 
not noted. Dogs were randomly assigned to one of the 
three 117mSn dose groups (normalized based on body sur-
face area, Supplementary Table 1): low dose (LD): 1.0 
mCi (millicuries) or 37 MBq (MegaBequerel), medium 
dose (MD): 1.75mCi or 64.75 MBq and high dose (HD): 
2.5mCi or 92.5 MBq, using a computer-generated rando-
mized table. Observers and owners were masked to the 
dose group except the radiologist who injected the colloid.

Primary Outcome Measures
Force Plate Gait Analysis: PVF
Both sites used the same model force-plate (OR6-WP 
-1000, Advanced Medical Technology Inc, Newton, MA) 
and commercially available force-plate analysis software. 
Data logging (100Hz, Acquire version 7.3, Sharon 
Software Inc, Dewitt, MI) was triggered by a force of 

5N on the force plate. Five successful trials at a velocity 
of 1.5–2.5m/sec and acceleration of 0.9 to −0.9m/sec2 

were recorded for each leg. Dogs were acclimated and 
trained to walk across the force plate during the pretreat-
ment gait trial. Trained handlers walked the dogs for all 
testing. PVF (N/kg) was recorded and normalized to body 
weight and the mean value of five trials was used for 
statistical analyses. Body weight distribution % (BW-D 
%) between the forelimbs was calculated according to 
the formula: BW-D% = PVFT/(PVFUT + PVFT) × 100%, 
where PVFT = mean PVF of the treated leg, and PVFUT = 
mean PVF of the contralateral untreated leg.

Determination of Positive Response Based on PVF
A positive response was defined as ≥5% increase in mean 
PVF at a single time point in the treated leg29–34 at months 
1, 3, 6, 9, and/or 12 compared with baseline (0 month) for 
each individual dog evaluated on the force plate.

Secondary Outcome Measures
CBPI
Owners completed the CBPI28,35 scores at initial evalua-
tion and then monthly from 1 through 12 months except 
for the 2nd month post treatment. The same individual was 
required to complete the survey each time. Owners did not 
have access to their previous scores at each follow-up 
visit.

Elbow Goniometry
A single boarded surgeon from each site performed 
a physical/orthopedic examination. Elbow goniometry 
was performed using a standard two-arm plastic goni-
ometer as previously described.36

IA 117mSn-Colloid Injection
Dogs were anesthetized, positioned in dorsal recumbency, 
and the medial aspect of the elbow to be injected was 
aseptically prepped. The homogeneous 117mSn-colloid 
(Synovetin OA®, Exubrion Therapeutics, Buford, GA) 
was injected into the joint as previously described.23 

After completion of the injection, dogs were recovered 
from anesthesia and discharged the following morning. 
Instructions for care and handling with regards to the 
radioisotope were provided to the owners. All disposables 
coming in contact with 117Sn were disposed of following 
all State Regulatory Commission guidelines. Tin 117m is 
a non-beta emitter in which “radiation burns” do not occur. 
The low-energy characteristics of the therapeutic 
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conversion electrons are very different from the higher 
energy beta emitters (90Y, 169Er, 186Re) commonly used 
in human RSO.20 As mentioned, elbow injection doses of 
Tin 117m were based on a chart based on body surface 
area (Supplementary Table 1) to allow clinicians to adhere 
to the ALARA (as low as reasonably achievable) princi-
ple. Previous studies in both laboratory rats and dogs in 
which histologic sections were obtained have shown that 
even with higher doses of homogeneous Tin 117m colloid, 
“beta burns” did not occur.23,25 Standard industry precau-
tions were taken when handling homogeneous tin colloid 
as with any unsealed radiation source as prescribed by the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Data Analysis
Data analyses were performed using JMP Pro 15.0 (SAS 
Institute Inc., Cary, NC). All continuous parameters were 
presented as mean ±SD and assessed with a repeated 
measure ANOVA with a mixed effect model was used 
with time as the fixed effect and each dog as the random 
effects with the variance compounds covariance structure 
within each dose group and within treated or untreated 
elbow. Kenward-Roger approximation was used to deter-
mine the degrees of freedom in the model. A contrast 
hypothesis was performed at each time point against 
baseline. Assumptions of these models (linearity, normal-
ity of residuals, and homoscedasticity of residuals) and 
influential data points were assessed by examining stan-
dardized residual and quantile plots, and the normality of 
residual was confirmed with the Shapiro–Wilk test. 
Ordinal subjective variables at each time point were pre-
sented as median (range). Due to small sample size, the 
data was combined and compared with baseline and 
untreated elbow using a Wilcoxon signed-rank test. The 
outcomes of positive response among 3 groups were 
evaluated with Fisher’s exact test. Significance was set 
at P <0.05.

Results
Demographic characteristics of the study population are 
shown in Table 1. One dog in the LD-group received 
a much lower dose, about 40% lower than the prescribed 
dose of 117mSn-colloid, so that dog was excluded from 
the study. Another dog (female intact) from the HD- 
group was excluded because the owner reported the dog 
had rough play with two other large housemate dogs and 
was very sore in the front limbs especially on the treated 
limb at the one-month recheck and the same dog was 

bred later during the three-month recheck. The exclusion 
of these 2 dogs resulted in a total of 21 dogs in our study 
population. Duration of arthritis and type of medical 
management are shown in Supplementary Table 2. All 
dogs had visible unilateral lameness except 3 dogs (2 had 
bilateral grade 1 OA and 3rd one had bilateral grade 2 
OA). No adverse effects were observed on physical/ 
orthopedic examination or reported by owners, and no 
clinically significant laboratory findings were noted 
related to the IA injection of 117mSn at regularly sched-
uled re-evaluations.

Both PSS and PIS significantly improved at all time- 
points except for the 10-month (PSS) and the 10- and 11- 
month (PIS) (Table 2) scores compared to baseline. No 
significant differences were noted in QoL scores.

In the HD group for elbow extension there was a trend 
in improvement (approaching significance) in the treated 
leg at 6, and 9 months, respectively, compared to baseline 
(Table 3). Elbow extension also increased in the untreated 
leg at 9-month in the HD group and at 6-month in the MD 
group. In 1 dog from the MD-group, baseline force-plate 
data for the treated leg was missing and this dog died 
secondary to GDV after its 3-month evaluation. In 1 dog 
from the LD-group, five successful repeatable trials during 
force-plate data collection could not be obtained at the 
baseline evaluation. These 2 dogs were not included in 
the force plate data analysis. This resulted in a total of 19 
dogs for force plate data analysis. The mean peak vertical 
force improved in the treated leg in the HD group by 
5.4%, 12.0%, 10.1% and 12.3% at 1, 3, 6, and 9 months, 
respectively, compared to baseline. This increase was sta-
tistically significant at the 3- and 9-month time points. The 
mean PVF was significantly lower (by 9%) in the 
untreated leg at the12-month time point compared to base-
line (Table 4). In the HD group, the mean BW-D% for the 
treated leg improved compared to baseline and this 
improvement approached significance at 3- and 9-month 
time points (Table 4).

Based on the criteria mentioned above for a positive 
response, 17 of 19 dogs (89.5%) had a positive response 
(Table 5). There was no significant difference between the 
three dose groups for positive responses.

The radiographic OA scores significantly increased 
both in treated elbows and untreated elbows at 12-month 
recheck compared to pretreatment scores (Table 6). There 
was no significant difference in OA score change from 
baseline between treated and untreated elbows at the time 
of the 12-month evaluation for all dose groups (Table 6).
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Discussion
The ability to use RSO as a localized treatment with 
lasting results and no systemic adverse effects could 
make it a valuable therapeutic option for veterinary 
patients with OA. In our study, the use of IA 117mSn in 
dogs with elbow OA resulted in clinically relevant bene-
ficial effects lasting for up to 9 months-based on force 
plate data with statistically significant improvement at 3 
and 9 months post-injection and trending towards 
improvement (approaching significance) at 6 months post 

injection. The beneficial effects lasted for 1-year post 
injection based on CBPI data. This duration of RSO 
response is similar to what has been reported in humans 
where the response can last for a few months to several 
years.17

Radiosynoviorthesis (RSO) has been successfully used 
in human medicine for more than 60 years in many coun-
tries, particularly in Europe where it was first described 
and where its use conforms to guidelines published by the 
European Association of Nuclear Medicine.22,37–39 RSO 

Table 1 Demographic Characteristics for 21† Dogs with Naturally Occurring Elbow OA Based on 117mSn Dose Group

Dose 
Group

Breeds Sex 
(n)

*Age in 
years

*Weight in 
kgs

*BCS Out of 
9

OA Grade 
(T)

OA Grade 
(UT)

LD Beagle mix F/S=3 3a (1–11) 32.2b 

(23.1–57.2)

5c (4–7) 2 (L) 2

Dogue de Bordeaux 1 (R) 2M/ 
N=4

Golden Retriever Mix 2 (R) 1

Labrador Retriever 1 (L) 1

Labrador Retriever 2 (L) 1

Mix 1 (R) 1

Newfoundland 1 (L) 0

MD American Bulldog mix F/S=3 2.5a (1–12) 28.0b 

(19.6–66.82)

4.5c (4–7) 2 (L) 2

German Shepherd 2 (R) 2M=1

M/ 

N=2

Golden Retriever 1 (L) 2

Great Dane 2 (R) 2

Labrador Retriever Mix 2 (R) 2

Labrador Retriever Mix 1 (R) 1

HD Bulldog/Dalmatian mix F/S=5 3a (2–10) 24.2b 

(17.5–40.2)

5c (4–6) 1 (L) 1

German Shepherd 1 (L) 1M=1

Irish Soft Coated Wheaten 
Terrier

M/ 
N=2

1 (R) 2

Labrador Mastiff Mix 1 (L) 1

Labrador Retriever 2 (R) 1

Labrador Retriever 2 (L) 2

Mix 1 (R) 1

Rhodesian Ridgeback mix 1 (R) 1

Notes: †One dog in the LD-group received a much lower dose, about 40% lower than the prescribed dose of 117mSn-colloid, so that dog was excluded from the study. 
Another dog (female intact) from the HD-group was excluded because the owner reported the dog had rough play with other two large housemate dogs and was very sore 
in the front limbs especially on the treated limb at one-month recheck and the same dog was bred later during the three-month recheck. *Data is presented as median 
(range). abcSame superscript between groups indicate no significant difference for age, weight and BCS, respectively. 
Abbreviations: HD, high dose; MD, medium dose; LD, low dose; T, treated leg; UT, untreated leg; F/S, female spayed; M, male; M/N, male neutered; BCS, body condition 
score.

Veterinary Medicine: Research and Reports 2021:12                                                                          https://doi.org/10.2147/VMRR.S295309                                                                                                                                                                                                                       

DovePress                                                                                                                         
121

Dovepress                                                                                                                                                          Aulakh et al

https://www.dovepress.com
https://www.dovepress.com


has been an accepted outpatient therapy for treatment of 
early stage chronic synovitis in rheumatoid arthritis, psor-
iatic arthritis, hemophilic arthritis and OA patients for 

decades.39–41 Current standards in human clinical practice 
generally take a conservative approach by recommending 
initial treatment with front-line therapies including 

Table 3 Evolution of Elbow Extension, Flexion and Range of Motion from Baseline to Month-12 in Treated and Untreated Elbows in 
21 Dogs with Elbow OA for All Three 117mSn Dose Groups. The Means of Three Values for Elbow Extension and Flexion Were 
Recorded Bilaterally. The Data is Summarized as Mean ± Standard Deviation (SD)

Dose PT 1mo 3mo 6mo 9mo 12mo

Sample size HD 8 8 8 5 3 6
MD 6 6 5 5 3 3

LD 7 5 5 3 4 4

‡Extension Treated HD 158 ±4 160 ±6 160 ±6 165 ±4 168 ±7 161 ±9
p = 0.0527 p = 0.0508

MD 163 ±10 158 ±14 166 ±7 166 ±7 163 ±18 162 ±11

LD 158 ±12 158 ±4 156 ±5 162 ±4 164 ±5 164 ±4

‡Extension Untreated HD 162 ±3 163 ±2 159 ±5 162 ±7 169 ±2 158 ±7
p = 0.0565

MD 161 ±6 161 ±10 168 ±5 169 ±5 166 ±8 165 ±13
p = 0.0738

LD 161 ±10 164 ±2 159 ±7 163 ±6 161 ±5 163 ±8

‡Flexion Treated HD 30 ±9 27 ±8 27 ±10 28 ±5 24 ±4 34 ±11
MD 35 ±16 33 ±9 35 ±13 37 ±17 32 ±8 36 ±17
LD 39 ±9 40 ±12 41 ±12 42 ±17 36 ±7 43 ±19

‡Flexion Untreated HD 29 ±10 27 ±8 25 ±8 31 ±7 29 ±9 32 ±8
MD 35 ±16 31 ±9 33 ±9 39 ±12 32 ±10 28 ±7

LD 33 ±7 35 ±8 36 ±8 37 ±7 32 ±2 37 ±9

‡ROM Treated HD 127 ±10 134 ±12 133 ±15 136 ±8 144 ±11 127 ±19
MD 128 ±17 125 ±22 132 ±19 129 ±21 131 ±26 127 ±27
LD 120 ±18 117 ±14 115 ±8 120 ±15 128 ±8 121 ±17

‡ROM Untreated HD 134 ±8 136 ±8 134 ±12 132 ±13 140 ±11 127 ±13
MD 125 ±17 131 ±18 135 ±12 130 ±16 134 ±18 137 ±20

LD 128 ±15 129 ±7 123 ±8 126 ±7 129 ±3 126 ±11

Notes: ‡Elbow extension, flexion and range of motion are reported in degrees. 
Abbreviations: HD, high dose; MD, medium dose; LD, low dose; PT, pretreatment; ROM, range of motion.

Table 2 Canine Brief Pain Inventory (CBPI) Scores for 21 Dogs† with Elbow OA at Pretreatment and at Each Time-Point Post 
Treatment. Values are Presented as Median (Range)

‡CBPI Item PT 1mo 3mo 4mo 5mo 6mo 7mo 8mo 9mo 10mo 11mo 12mo

aPSS sum 14 

(4–25)

13* 

(0–29)

8* 

(0–21)

6* 

(0–18)

4* 

(0–24)

4* 

(0–22)

8* 

(0–23)

6* 

(0–24)

8* 

(0–30)

10 

(0–26)

8* 

(0–30)

6* 

(0–23)

bPIS sum 20 

(0–49)

13* 

(0–46)

7.5* 

(0–42)

5.5* 

(0–31)

6* 

(0–41)

3* 

(0–42)

9* 

(0–43)

8.5* 

(0–43)

11.5* 

(0–43)

12 

(0–43)

12 

(0–49)

9* 

(0–47)

CBPI total 
sum

37 

(8–70)

30* 

(1–75)

14.5* 

(0–63)

10* 

(0–49)

10* 

(0–63)

5* 

(0–64)

17* 

(0–66)

15* 

(0–67)

20.5* 

(0–64)

22 

(0–68)

20 

(0–79)

16* 

(0–70)

Notes: ‡CBPI is a two-part owner questionnaire that evaluates the Pain Severity Score (PSS, questions 1–4) and Pain Interference Score (PIS, questions 5–10) associated 
with daily activities. aRange 0–10 (no pain, extreme pain). bRange 0–10 (does not interfere, interferes completely). *Significant difference compared to pretreatment. †Due to 
small sample size the CBPI scores are combined for all dose groups (21 dogs). 
Abbreviation: PT, pretreatment.
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systemic NSAIDs, glucocorticoids, and local joint thera-
pies such as corticosteroid and hyaluronic acid injections 
prior to RSO.37 However, in patients that either respond 
poorly or have adverse side effects following these tradi-
tional therapies, RSO is a useful option that should now be 
considered in veterinary medicine. Traditional veterinary 
arthritis therapies when successful are oftentimes less 
costly than RSO using homogeneous tin colloid (117mSn). 
It can become costly when these initial traditional thera-
pies cannot successfully manage elbow osteoarthritis and 
alternatives such as stem cell or platelet-rich plasma thera-
pies are considered. The treatment in our study was eval-
uated specifically to manage canine arthritic elbows 
because oftentimes traditional veterinary arthritis therapies 
are not successful in dogs with elbow OA.1,2,4,9–12

The patients in this study were treated with homogeneous 
tin colloid (117mSn) containing microparticles (diameter 1.5 
to 20.0 microns) of the radioisotope tin 117m (117mSn). These 
microparticles when injected into a joint are engulfed by 
intra-articular macrophages, which are killed by apoptosis 
due to the tin 117m conversion electron (CE) radiation.41 

Admittedly, we had limited short-term evaluation for any 
adverse effects related to 117mSn injection. The absence of 
any adverse effects in the present study and in a previous 
experimental study, is most likely due to unique 

characteristics of 117mSn.23,25,26 Tin 117m emits abundant 
conversion electrons, low-energy particles with a short, non- 
diminishing penetration range of approximately 300μm in 
tissue. Other radionuclides that emit beta particles result in 
variable tissue penetration and can result in damaging irra-
diation of adjacent non-target tissues.20 117mSn has a ½ life of 
nearly 14 days, providing an ideal duration of effect spanning 
several ½ lives to achieve therapeutic results and to enable 
short-term stability during storage and handling. Studies in 
rats and colony bred dogs have confirmed the safety of 
structures within the joint (cartilage, bone) and adnexal 
structures following IA injection with homogeneous tin col-
loid (117mSn).23,26 In addition to conversion electrons, 117mSn 
emits γ radiation, which is non-therapeutic but readily detect-
able by scintigraphy. In humans, the risk of infection after IA 
RSO is very small (1:35,000) and septic arthritis is 
uncommon.20 Similarly, none of the dogs in our study devel-
oped any infection related to 117mSn IA injection. Overall, in 
humans RSO has very low rate of adverse effects.41 Joint 
flare ie more pain and joint effusion due to intensification of 
inflammation (radiosynovitis) within 2–4 weeks after RSO is 
the most common adverse effect.20 This may be considered 
a natural course of the treatment due to rapid and extensive 
synovial necrosis when using higher energy beta-emitters. In 
humans, the joint flare from radiosynovitis is the main reason 

Table 4 Evolution of PVF and BW-D% from Baseline to Month-12 in Nineteen† Dogs with Elbow OA for All Three 117Sn Dose 
Groups. The Data is Summarized as Mean ± Standard Deviation (SD)

Parameters Dose PT 1mo 3mo 6mo 9mo 12mo

Sample size HD 8 7 8 8 8 4
MD 5 5 5 5 3 3
LD 6 6 6 6 4 2

‡PVF Treated HD 9.3 ±1.5 9.8 ±2.1 10.4 ±1.8* 10.2 ±1.4 10.4 ±1.2* 9.2 ±0.9
p = 0.0301 p = 0.0655 p = 0.0262

MD 9.9 ±3.3 10.4 ±3.7 9.9 ±3.6 9.6 ±2.6 10.9 ±1.4 10.0 ±1.4
LD 9.7 ±1.7 9.7 ±1.0 10.1 ±1.4 10.4 ±2.0 9.3 ±2.5 10.7 ±0.5

‡PVF Untreated HD 11.2 ±0.8 11.0 ±1.5 11.3 ±1.3 11.3 ±1.0 11.3 ±1.0 10.3 ±1.5*
p = 0.0244

MD 10.8 ±1.8 10.9 ±3.0 10.2 ±1.6 9.5 ±2.2 11.3 ±2.5 9.8 ±0.9

LD 10.8 ±1.6 10.6 ±1.8 11.3 ±1.5 11.0 ±2.1 10.3 ±2.5 10.7 ±0.4

BW-D % HD 45 ±3 47 ±7 48 ±6 47 ±3 48 ±3 47 ±4

p = 0.0872 p = 0.0592
MD 47 ±7 48 ±5 47 ±9 50 ±2 49 ±2 50 ±2

LD 47 ±4 48 ±3 47 ±2 49 ±1 47 ±3 50 ±2

Notes: *Significant difference compared with pretreatment values. ‡PVF reported as N/kg. †In 1 dog from the MD-group, baseline force-plate data for the treated leg was 
missing and this dog died secondary to GDV, so there was no follow-up available after its 3-month evaluation; in 1 dog from the LD-group, five successful repeatable trials 
during force-plate data collection at time of baseline could not be obtained. These 2 dogs were not included in the force plate data analysis. 
Abbreviations: HD, high dose; MD, medium dose; LD, low dose; PT, pretreatment; PVF, peak vertical force; BW-D %, body weight-distribution %.
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Table 5 Dog Number, 117mSn Dose Group, and Treatment Outcome in 19 Dogs Undergoing Force-Plate Analysis

Dog No. (Number of 
Follow-Up Visits)

117mSn 
Dose 

Group

Treated: % of Follow-Up Visits 
Indicating Positive Response

Untreated: % of Follow-Up Visits 
Indicating Positive Response

Treatment 
Outcomea

1 (5) HD 40% 0% PR

2 (5) LD 0% 40% no PR
3 (5) HD 40% 0% PR

4 (5) HD 20% 20% PR

5 (3) MD 33% 0% PR
6 (5) MD 80% 0% PR

7 (3) LD 33% 0% PR
8 (5) MD 40% 40% PR

9 (5) LD 40% 0% PR

10 (3) MD 0% 33% no PR
11 (4) HD 75% 75% PR

12 (3) LD 100% 67% PR

13 (4) LD 25% 25% PR
14 (4) HD 100% 0% PR

15 (4) HD 50% 0% PR

16 (5) HD 100% 100% PR
17 (3) HD 100% 0% PR

18 (4) LD 25% 25% PR

19 (5) MD 60% 80% PR

Total 19 dogs 8HD 5MD 

6LD

PR = 17/19

Number of dogs showing positive 

response for 1 time point:

Number of dogs showing positive 

response for 1 time point:
HD (8/8) = 100% (67.6–100) HD (3/8) = 37.5% (13.7–69.4)

MD (4/5) = 80% (37.5–96.4) MD (3/5) = 60% (23.1–88.2)

LD (5/6) = 83.3% (43.6–97) LD (4/6) = 66.7% (30.0–90.3)

Number of dogs showing positive 

responses for 2 time points:

Number of dogs showing positive 

responses for 2 time points:
HD (7/8) = 87.5% (52.9–97.8) HD (2/8) = 25% (7.1–59.1)

MD (3/5) = 60% (23.1–88.2) MD = 2/5 = 40% (11.8–76.9)

LD (2/6) = 33.3% (9.7–70.0) LD (2/6) = 33.3% (9.7–70.0)

Notes: aPositive response in the individual dog was defined as ≥ 5% increase in mean PVF at a single time point in the treated leg at months 1, 3, 6, 9, and/or 12, compared 
with baseline. 
Abbreviations: LD, low dose; MD, medium dose; HD, high dose; PR, positive response.

Table 6 Radiographic OA Scores for Treated and Untreated Elbows for Study Dogs with Elbow OA at Pretreatment and at 12-Month 
Recheck. The 12-Month Radiographs Were Available for 18 Dogs

PT 
Median 
(Range)

12-Month 
Median 
(Range)

P value for Comparing OA Grade at 
PT and 12-Month Time Points

P values for Comparing Progression of 
OA Between T and UT Elbows

OA score for 

T elbow

1 (1–2) 2 (1–3) 0.0010 0.726

OA score for UT 

elbow

1 (0–2) 2 (0–3) 0.0039

Abbreviations: T, treated leg; UT, untreated leg; PT, pretreatment; OA, osteoarthritis.
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to consider co-injection of steroids. Routinely steroids are co- 
injected into large joints (shoulder, knee, and hip) because 
radiosynovitis is common in these joints.20 Even though 
canine joints are much smaller than human joint but this 
should be taken into consideration in dogs also in future 
studies involving RSO of these large joints.

Both PSS and PIS significantly improved at all time 
points except for PSS at 10 months and for PIS at 10 and 
11 months which were not statistically significant com-
pared to baseline, but these scores were still improved 
compared with baseline. A caregiver placebo effect may 
have played a role in improvement of CBPI as this effect 
has been shown to occur approximately 57% of the time 
for pet owners evaluating their dogs with lameness from 
osteoarthritis.34 In addition to this a lack to control group 
makes this measure less ideal compared to force plate gait 
analysis to determine outcome. However, it would be 
implausible to expect a placebo effect to persist for the 
1-year duration of the study. In addition, the CBPI has 
been shown to allow reliable quantification of the owners’ 
assessment of the severity and impact of clinically relevant 
chronic pain-related behaviors with the dog in its normal 
environment.28,29 The QoL item (poor, fair, good, very 
good, excellent) is a stand-alone item and is used initially 
as a criterion validity assessment in the validation of the 
severity and interference scores.35 It takes very large 
changes in pain scores to elicit a change in the QoL 
category, which could be a potential reason why we did 
not see any significant improvement in this category.35 In 
future studies, QoL as an outcome measure should be 
better approached with a global assessment of change 
over time (ie, much worse, worse, same, better, much 
better).

Goniometry is an economic and simple measurement 
of joint angles used to objectively assess joint function.42 

Mean elbow extension improved by 7 degrees at 6-month 
and by 10 degrees at 9-month follow-up time point in the 
treated elbow in the HD-group. However, mean elbow 
extension also increased in the untreated leg by 7 degrees 
at 9 months in the HD group and by 8 degrees at 6 months 
in the MD group. Therefore, our results indicate that there 
was no significant difference in this outcome measure 
between treated and untreated elbows.

The force-plate gait analysis is an established objective 
gold standard for quantification of leg function and pain in 
dogs with appendicular joint OA.29 It is considered to 
provide an accurate and unbiased assessment. However, 
without a placebo treatment group, we are unable to know 

if other external factors influenced the dogs in a way that 
may have resulted in improved leg function. A caregiver 
placebo effect as mentioned above does not exist for 
appropriately acquired force plate gait analysis. In addi-
tion, in a randomized, blinded, placebo-controlled cross-
over study where every dog received tramadol or 
carprofen or placebo during the study period, the authors 
found no change in PVF over a 10-day period in the 
placebo group.33 Additionally, in our study the untreated 
opposite leg served as a source of comparison data. The 
improvement noted in PVF in our study is larger than what 
has been previously reported.29,32,33

One of the limitations of this pilot study was a small 
sample size. Another limitation was the lack of a placebo 
or control group; however, OA is a progressive disease. 
The lack of any therapy for osteoarthritis would not have 
been acceptable for an ethical committee for running 
a control group for up to 1 year. While using client- 
owned dogs is a strength of the study, it is also 
a limitation. Studies of naturally occurring OA in dogs 
are associated with potential confounding factors, such as 
the potential for owner errors in study compliance and 
variations in the home environment. However, this is the 
environment in which the agent will be used and assessed 
by veterinarians and owners. Dogs were allowed to con-
tinue previous medical management (NSAIDs or other 
analgesics) during the study. It is possible that use of 
these medications could have biased our results. Ideally, 
dogs would have all been taken off of medical manage-
ment and undergone a washout period before enrollment. 
The authors elected to allow dogs to be continued on any 
previous medications for multiple reasons: to avoid 
increasing pain should the IA injection fail to control 
pain, to provide pain control in the untreated leg, to 
allow the study to be clinically relevant, and for the 
study to be reflective of the general canine population 
with OA. Future studies might include more stringent 
exclusion criteria. We focused on the elbow joint for con-
sistency; it would be interesting to know the effects of this 
treatment on other arthritic joints.

The safe use of any radioisotope requires documented 
training by veterinarians and support staff. There is 
a recommended licensing, treatment and post-treatment 
caretaker instruction process published by the US Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission for the safe use of 117mSn in the 
US.43 Unlike I-131 and Tc 99m radiation quarantine is not 
indicated for 117mSn as it is not excreted in any appreciable 
amount. Instead, 117mSn is retained within the joint and is 
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eventually cleared by the lymphatics to the liver as micro-
particles of inert (nonradioactive) tin.23,25,26 However, there 
are gamma emissions that must be measured at 1 meter post 
treatment to determine the amount of interaction with 
a patient by household members. All household members 
are to monitor and follow their interactions within 3 feet 
(from treated joint(s) to center of torso) prescribed by writ-
ten instructions for 2 weeks. For dogs in which there is an 
extended close association (sleeping in the same bed, sitting 
beneath an occupied office chair or in one’s lap > 4 hrs 
daily) there could be a longer period of abstaining from 
these behaviors for up to 4–6 weeks following 117mSn 
radiosynoviorthesis.43,44 All patients can return to normal 
activities and interactions with anyone beyond 3 feet imme-
diately post treatment.43,44

Clinical response to RSO is usually expected to have 
some “lag phase” that can last from weeks to months.20 In 
humans, the effect in the knee is seen as soon as 4 
weeks.20 In the current study, improvement was noted in 
dogs at 1-month evaluation, similar to humans. In humans, 
the full therapeutic impact of RSO can take 4–6 months 
and duration of response depends on already existing joint 
damage.20 Similarly in our study full therapeutic effect as 
shown by significantly improved objective measurements 
such as PVF (and improvement in BW-D% approaching 
significance) was achieved at 3 months post treatment. 
Advanced-stage OA and pre-existing joint damage are 
negative outcome predictors of RSO in humans.45 Thus, 
the best responders would be patients with limited joint 
damage or the patients with large amounts of inflamma-
tion/effusion rather than advanced degenerative changes. 
Our study population included dogs with mild to moderate 
(grade 1 to 2) degree of OA and, as in human studies, 
a good clinical response was noted. Future studies in dogs 
with advanced OA are indicated to evaluate the effects of 
IA 117mSn in those cases.

In conclusion, IA injection of 117mSn improved CBPI 
scores and increased weight-bearing associated with elbow 
OA, providing preliminary evidence that 17mSn is benefi-
cial in the management of elbow OA in dogs. This loca-
lized therapy with protracted results can be considered as 
an adjunct to other nonsurgical or surgical treatments or as 
a stand-alone therapy for elbow OA and might be useful 
for patients that cannot tolerate traditional OA medications 
such as NSAIDs. Although 17mSn appeared to be effective 
for the treatment of elbow OA, this pilot study has inher-
ent limitations; therefore, future studies with larger num-
bers of dogs and with placebo group are needed.

Ethics Statement
The study protocol was approved by Institutional Animal 
Care and Use Committee (Protocol #16-008) and the 
Radiation Safety Office of the Louisiana State University 
(site A) and Medical Director Board and Radiation Safety 
Committee of Gulf Coast Veterinary Specialists (site B). 
All dogs were client-owned and written consent was 
obtained before study enrollment. This study adhered to 
veterinary care best practice guidelines.

Acknowledgments
The authors thank the LSU and GCVS force-plate teams 
and Sarah Keeton, PhD for her invaluable assistance in 
managing all data records.

Disclosure
Dr Andrews reports grants from Exubrion Therapeutics, 
during the conduct of the study. Dr Lattimer reports grants 
from Exubrion Therapeutics, during the conduct of the 
study. Dr Lattimer, however, had a career long interest in 
therapeutics of this type and has participated in privately and 
publicly funded work that employs radiopharmaceuticals 
and devices. None of this work has been done in the last 
several years except that associated with the parent project to 
this work. The study was funded by Exubrion Therapeutics, 
Buford, GA, USA. Drs. Aulakh, Hudson, and Fabiani are 
advisory board members for Exubrion Therapeutics and 
receive a small honorarium for consultation. All authors 
declare no other conflicts of interest related to this report.

References
1. Krotscheck U, Bottcher P. Surgical diseases of the elbow. In: 

Veterinary Surgery: Small Animal. Vol. 1. 2nd ed. St. Louis, MS: 
Elsevier; 2018.

2. Coppieters E, Gielen I, Verhoeven G, et al. Erosion of the medial 
compartment of the canine elbow: occurrence, diagnosis and currently 
available treatment options. Vet Comp Orthop Traumatol. 
2015;28:9–18. doi:10.3415/VCOT-13-12-0147

3. Sanderson RO, Beata C, Flipo RM, et al. Systematic review of the 
management of canine osteoarthritis. Vet Rec. 2009;164:418–424. 
doi:10.1136/vr.164.14.418

4. Innes JF, Clayton J, Lascelles BD. Review of the safety and efficacy of 
long-term NSAID use in the treatment of canine osteoarthritis. Vet Rec. 
2010;166:226–230. doi:10.1136/vr.c97

5. Burton NJ, Owen MR, Kirk LS, et al. Conservative versus arthro-
scopic management for medial coronoid process disease in dogs: 
a prospective gait evaluation. Vet Surg. 2011;40:972–980. 
doi:10.1111/j.1532-950X.2011.00900.x

6. Dempsey LM, Maddox TW, Comerford EJ, et al. A comparison of 
owner-assessed long-term outcome of arthroscopic intervention versus 
conservative managemento f dogs with medial coronoid process 
disease. Vet Comp Orthop Traumatol. 2019;32:1–9. doi:10.1055/ 
s-0038-1676293

https://doi.org/10.2147/VMRR.S295309                                                                                                                                                                                                                                

DovePress                                                                                                                                

Veterinary Medicine: Research and Reports 2021:12 126

Aulakh et al                                                                                                                                                           Dovepress

https://doi.org/10.3415/VCOT-13-12-0147
https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.164.14.418
https://doi.org/10.1136/vr.c97
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-950X.2011.00900.x
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0038-1676293
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0038-1676293
https://www.dovepress.com
https://www.dovepress.com


7. Dejardin L, Guillou R. Total elbow replacement in dogs. In: 
Johnston S, Tobias K, editors. Veterinary Surgery: Small Animal. 
Vol. 1. 2nd ed. St. Louis, MS: Elsevier;2018:885–896

8. Conzemius MG, Aper RL, Corti LB. Short-term outcome after total 
elbow arthroplasty in dogs with severe, naturally occurring 
osteoarthritis. Vet Surg. 2003;32:545–552. doi:10.1111/j.1532- 
950X.2003.00545.x

9. Franklin SP, Cook JL. Prospective trial of autologous conditioned 
plasma versus hyaluronan plus corticosteroid for elbow osteoarthritis 
in dogs. Can Vet J. 2013;54:881–884.

10. Guercio A, Di Marco P, Casella S, et al. Production of canine 
mesenchymal stem cells from adipose tissue and their application in 
dogs with chronic osteoarthritis of the humeroradial joints. Cell Biol 
Int. 2012;36:189–194. doi:10.1042/CBI20110304

11. Wanstrath AW, Hettlich BF, Su L, et al. Evaluation of a single 
intra-articular injection of autologous protein solution for treatment 
of osteoarthritis in a canine population. Vet Surg. 2016;45:764–774. 
doi:10.1111/vsu.12512

12. Sherwood JM, Roush JK, Armbrust LJ, et al. Prospective evaluation 
of intra-articular dextrose prolotherapy for treatment of osteoarthritis 
in dogs. J Am Anim Hosp Assoc. 2017;53:135–142. doi:10.5326/ 
JAAHA-MS-6508

13. Quinn R, Preston C. Arthroscopic assessment of osteochondrosis of 
the medial humeral condyle treated with debridement and sliding 
humeral osteotomy. Vet Surg. 2014;43:814–818. doi:10.1111/j.1532- 
950X.2014.12260.x

14. Sellam J, Berenbaum F. The role of synovitis in pathophysiology and 
clinical symptoms of osteoarthritis. Nat Rev Rheumatol. 
2010;6:625–635. doi:10.1038/nrrheum.2010.159

15. de Lange-brokaar BJ, Ioan-Facsinay A, van Osch GJ, et al. Synovial 
inflammation, immune cells and their cytokines in osteoarthritis: a 
review. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2012;20:1484–1499. doi:10.1016/j. 
joca.2012.08.027

16. McDougall JJ. Arthritis and pain. Neurogenic origin of joint pain. 
Arthritis Res Ther. 2006;8:220. doi:10.1186/ar2069

17. Kresnik E, Mikosch P, Gallowitsch HJ, et al. Clinical outcome of 
radiosynoviorthesis: a meta-analysis including 2190 treated joints. 
Nucl Med Commun. 2002;23:683–688. doi:10.1097/00006231- 
200207000-00013

18. Kapatkin AS, Nordquist B, Garcia TC, et al. Effect of single dose 
radiation therapy on weight-bearing lameness in dogs with elbow 
osteoarthritis. Vet Comp Orthop Traumatol. 2016;29:338–343. 
doi:10.3415/VCOT-15-11-0183

19. Ishii K, Inaba Y, Mochida Y, et al. Good long-term outcome of 
synovectomy in advanced stages of the rheumatoid elbow. Acta 
Orthop. 2012;83:374–378. doi:10.3109/17453674.2012.702391

20. Chojnowski MM, Felis-Giemza A, Kobylecka M. Radionuclide syno-
vectomy - essentials for rheumatologists. Reumatologia. 
2016;3:108–116. doi:10.5114/reum.2016.61210

21. Szentesi M, Nagy Z, Géher P, et al. A prospective observational study 
on the long-term results of. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 
2019;46:1633–1641. doi:10.1007/s00259-019-04350-3

22. Zuderman L, Liepe K, Zöphel K, et al. Radiosynoviorthesis (RSO): 
influencing factors and therapy monitoring. Ann Nucl Med. 
2008;22:735–741. doi:10.1007/s12149-008-0167-7

23. Lattimer JC, Selting KA, Lunceford JM, et al. Intraarticular injection 
of a Tin-117 m radiosynoviorthesis agent in normal canine elbows 
causes no adverse effects. Vet Radiol Ultrasound. 2019;60:567–574. 
doi:10.1111/vru.12757

24. Polyak A, Nagy LN, Drotar E, et al. Lu-177-labeled zirconia parti-
cles for radiation synovectomy. Cancer Biother Radiopharm. 
2015;30:433–438. doi:10.1089/cbr.2015.1881

25. Doerr C, Stevenson NR, Gonzales G. Homogeneous Sn-117m col- 
loid radiosynovectomy results in rat models of joint disease 
[abstract]. J Nucl Med. 2015;1243.

26. Doerr C, Bendele A, Simon J. Validation of the use of homoge- neous 
Sn-117m colloid radiosynoviorthesis in a GLP osteoarthritis rat 
model [abstract]. J Nucl Med. 2016;323.

27. Ondreka N, Tellhelm B. Explanation of grading according to IEWG 
and discussion of cases, Proceedings, 31th annual meeting of the 
International Elbow Working Group (IEWG), Verona, Italy; 2017. 
Available from: http://www.vet-iewg.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/ 
03/IEWG-proceedings2016.pdf. Accessed May 5, 2021.

28. Brown DC, Boston RC, Coyne JC, et al. Ability of the canine brief 
pain inventory to detect response to treatment in dogs with 
osteoarthritis. J Am Vet Med Assoc. 2008;233:1278–1283. 
doi:10.2460/javma.233.8.1278

29. Brown DC, Boston RC, Farrar JT. Comparison of force plate gait 
analysis and owner assessment of pain using the Canine Brief Pain 
Inventory in dogs with osteoarthritis. J Vet Intern Med. 
2013;27:22–30. doi:10.1111/jvim.12004

30. Roush JK, Cross AR, Renberg WC, et al. Evaluation of the effects of 
dietary supplementation with fish oil omega-3 fatty acids on weight 
bearing in dogs with osteoarthritis. J Am Vet Med Assoc. 
2010;236:67–73. doi:10.2460/javma.236.1.67

31. Mirza MH, Bommala P, Richbourg HA, Rademacher N, 
Kearney MT, Lopez MJ. Gait changes vary among horses with 
naturally occurring osteoarthritis following intra-articular administra-
tion of autologous platelet-rich plasma. Front Veterin Sci. 2016;3. 
doi:10.3389/fvets.2016.00029

32. Vijarnsorn M, Kwananocha I, Kashemsant N, et al. The effectiveness 
of marine based fatty acid compound (PCSO-524) and firocoxib in 
the treatment of canine osteoarthritis. BMC Vet Res. 2019;15:349. 
doi:10.1186/s12917-019-2110-7

33. Budsberg SC, Torres BT, Kleine SA, et al. Lack of effectiveness of 
tramadol hydrochloride for the treatment of pain and joint dysfunc-
tion in dogs with chronic osteoarthritis. J Am Vet Med Assoc. 
2018;252:427–432. doi:10.2460/javma.252.4.427

34. Conzemius MG, Evans RB. Caregiver placebo effect for dogs with 
lameness from osteoarthritis. J Am Vet Med Assoc. 
2012;241:1314–1319. doi:10.2460/javma.241.10.1314

35. Brown DC. The canine brief pain inventory; 2021. Available from: 
www.caninebpi.com. Accessed May 5, 2021.

36. Jaegger G, Marcellin-Little DJ, Levine D. Reliability of goniometry 
in labrador retrievers. Am J Vet Res. 2002;63:979–986. doi:10.2460/ 
ajvr.2002.63.979

37. Kampen WU, Voth M, Pinkert J, et al. Therapeutic status of radio-
synoviorthesis of the knee with yttrium [90Y] colloid in rheumatoid 
arthritis and related indications. Rheumatology (Oxford). 
2007;46:16–24. doi:10.1093/rheumatology/kel352

38. Karavida N, Notopoulos A. Radiation Synovectomy: an effective 
alternative treatment for inflamed small joints. Hippokratia. 
2010;14:22–27.

39. Klett R, Lange U, Haas H, et al. Radiosynoviorthesis of 
medium-sized joints with rhenium-186-sulphide colloid: a review of 
the literature. Rheumatology (Oxford). 2007;46:1531–1537. 
doi:10.1093/rheumatology/kem155

40. Schneider P, Farahati J, Reiners C. Radiosynovectomy in rheumatol-
ogy, orthopedics, and hemophilia. J Nucl Med. 2005;46(Suppl 
1):48S–54S.

41. Knut L. Radiosynovectomy in the therapeutic management of 
arthritis. World J Nucl Med. 2015;14:10–15. doi:10.4103/1450- 
1147.150509

42. Lascelles BD, Dong YH, Marcellin-Little DJ, et al. Relationship of 
orthopedic examination, goniometric measurements, and radio-
graphic signs of degenerative joint disease in cats. BMC Vet Res. 
2012;8:10. doi:10.1186/1746-6148-8-10

43. Procedure for use of Synovetin OA® [Note: licensee to modify to 
match specific facility operations]; 2021. Available from: https:// 
www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2028/ML20282A514.pdf. Accessed May 5, 
2021.

Veterinary Medicine: Research and Reports 2021:12                                                                          https://doi.org/10.2147/VMRR.S295309                                                                                                                                                                                                                       

DovePress                                                                                                                         
127

Dovepress                                                                                                                                                          Aulakh et al

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-950X.2003.00545.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-950X.2003.00545.x
https://doi.org/10.1042/CBI20110304
https://doi.org/10.1111/vsu.12512
https://doi.org/10.5326/JAAHA-MS-6508
https://doi.org/10.5326/JAAHA-MS-6508
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-950X.2014.12260.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-950X.2014.12260.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrrheum.2010.159
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joca.2012.08.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joca.2012.08.027
https://doi.org/10.1186/ar2069
https://doi.org/10.1097/00006231-200207000-00013
https://doi.org/10.1097/00006231-200207000-00013
https://doi.org/10.3415/VCOT-15-11-0183
https://doi.org/10.3109/17453674.2012.702391
https://doi.org/10.5114/reum.2016.61210
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-019-04350-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12149-008-0167-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/vru.12757
https://doi.org/10.1089/cbr.2015.1881
http://www.vet-iewg.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/IEWG-proceedings2016.pdf
http://www.vet-iewg.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/03/IEWG-proceedings2016.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2460/javma.233.8.1278
https://doi.org/10.1111/jvim.12004
https://doi.org/10.2460/javma.236.1.67
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2016.00029
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12917-019-2110-7
https://doi.org/10.2460/javma.252.4.427
https://doi.org/10.2460/javma.241.10.1314
http://www.caninebpi.com
https://doi.org/10.2460/ajvr.2002.63.979
https://doi.org/10.2460/ajvr.2002.63.979
https://doi.org/10.1093/rheumatology/kel352
https://doi.org/10.1093/rheumatology/kem155
https://doi.org/10.4103/1450-1147.150509
https://doi.org/10.4103/1450-1147.150509
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-6148-8-10
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2028/ML20282A514.pdf
https://www.nrc.gov/docs/ML2028/ML20282A514.pdf
https://www.dovepress.com
https://www.dovepress.com


44. Wendt RE, Selting KA, Lattimer JC, et al. Radiation safety consid-
erations in the treatment of canine skeletal conditions using 153Sm, 
90Y, and 117mSn. Health Phys. 2020;118:702–710. doi:10.1097/ 
HP.0000000000001222

45. Liepe K. Efficacy of radiosynovectomy in rheumatoid arthritis. 
Rheumatol Int. 2012;32:3219–3224. doi:10.1007/s00296-011-2143-0

Veterinary Medicine: Research and Reports                                                                                      Dovepress 

Publish your work in this journal 
Veterinary Medicine: Research and Reports is an international, peer- 
reviewed, open access journal publishing original research, case 
reports, editorials, reviews and commentaries on all areas of veterinary 
medicine. The manuscript management system is completely online 

and includes a very quick and fair peer-review system. Visit 
http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php to read real quotes from 
published authors.   

Submit your manuscript here: http://www.dovepress.com/veterinary-medicine-research-and-reports-journal

DovePress                                                                                              Veterinary Medicine: Research and Reports 2021:12 128

Aulakh et al                                                                                                                                                           Dovepress

https://doi.org/10.1097/HP.0000000000001222
https://doi.org/10.1097/HP.0000000000001222
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00296-011-2143-0
https://www.dovepress.com
http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php
https://www.facebook.com/DoveMedicalPress/
https://twitter.com/dovepress
https://www.linkedin.com/company/dove-medical-press
https://www.youtube.com/user/dovepress
https://www.dovepress.com
https://www.dovepress.com

	Introduction
	Patients and Methods
	Study Design
	Inclusion Criteria
	Study Protocol
	Primary Outcome Measures
	Force Plate Gait Analysis: PVF
	Determination of Positive Response Based on PVF

	Secondary Outcome Measures
	CBPI
	Elbow Goniometry

	IA <sup>117m</sup>Sn-Colloid Injection
	Data Analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Ethics Statement
	Acknowledgments
	Disclosure
	References

