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Abstract 

Background  Heterotopic ossification (HO) is a frequent and debilitating complication of traumatic musculoskeletal 
injuries and orthopedic procedures. Prophylactic dosing of botulinum toxin type A (BTxA) holds potential as a novel 
treatment option if accurately distributed throughout soft-tissue volumes where protection is clinically desired. We 
developed a high-resolution, microcomputed tomography (microCT)-based imaging strategy to assess drug distribu-
tion and validated this platform by quantifying distribution achieved via a prototype delivery system versus a single-
bolus injection.

Methods  We injected an iodine-containing contrast agent (iodixanol 320 mg I/mL) into dissected rabbit muscula-
ture followed by microCT imaging and analysis. To contrast the performance of distributed versus bolus injections, 
a three-dimensional (3D) 64-cm3-printed soft-tissue holder was developed. A centered 2-cm3 volume of interest (VOI) 
was targeted with a single-bolus injection or an equal volume distributed injection delivered via a 3D-printed proto-
type. VOI drug coverage was quantified as a percentage of the VOI volume that was < 1.0 mm from the injected fluid.

Results  The microCT-based approach enabled high-resolution quantification of injection distribution within soft 
tissue. The distributed dosing prototype provided significantly greater tissue coverage of the targeted VOI (72 ± 3%, 
mean ± standard deviation) when compared to an equal volume bolus dose (43 ± 5%, p = 0.031) while also enhanc-
ing the precision of injection targeting.

Conclusions  A microCT-based imaging technique precisely quantifies drug distribution within a soft-tissue VOI, 
providing a path to overcome a barrier for clinical translation of prophylactic inhibition of HO by BTxA.

Relevance statement  This platform will facilitate rapid optimization of injection parameters for clinical devices used 
to effectively and safely inhibit the formation of heterotopic ossification.

Key points 

• MicroCT provides high-resolution quantification of soft-tissue drug distribution.

• Distributed dosing is required to maximize soft-tissue drug coverage.

• Imaging platform will enable rapid screening of 3D-printed drug distribution prototypes.
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Graphical Abstract

Background
Heterotopic ossification (HO) is defined as bone for-
mation that occurs in soft tissue outside the skeleton 
and is a frequent complication of surgical procedures 
required to address musculoskeletal traumas [1–3]. As 
the location of HO and trauma is commonly coinci-
dent, HO frequently forms near joints and causes pain, 
impaired movement, and, in the most severe cases, 
joint encapsulation leading to total loss of function [4, 
5]. Once HO is symptomatic, the only treatment option 
is surgical excision of the ectopic bone, which is costly, 
technically demanding, time-consuming, and has high 
recurrence rates reported in the range of 6 to 36% pred-
icated on anatomical location of the initial surgical pro-
cedure as well as surgical approach and timing [6–11].

The current standard of care for HO prevention is 
either high-dose-focused radiation therapy or a 1- to 
6-week postoperative course of a nonsteroidal anti-
inflammatory drugs (NSAID) such as indomethacin 
[12, 13]. The use of radiation therapy is limited by the 
lack of widespread availability, cost, and potential long-
term complications [14–16]. The reported benefits of 

NSAID therapy vary considerably across studies and 
indications (e.g., less effective for acetabular fracture 
fixation versus total hip replacement [17–20]). Recent 
studies have also raised concerns regarding the risk-
to-reward ratio of NSAIDs as an HO treatment [21] 
due to elevated gastrointestinal bleeding, increased 
cardiovascular events, and impaired fracture healing 
[22–25]. We therefore believe that a prophylactic HO 
intervention via local treatment of tissue with demon-
strably improved efficacy and safety versus NSAIDs will 
improve patient care and surgical outcomes.

Prophylactic treatment of soft tissue with botulinum 
toxin type A (BTxA) holds potential to achieve this 
goal. This strategy is derived from observations that 
trauma-induced disruption of neuromuscular signal-
ing causes a neuroinflammatory cascade that, in turn, 
drives differentiation of pluripotent cells into the bone-
forming osteoblasts that lead to HO [26–29]. In context 
with our recent studies of how neuromuscular dysfunc-
tion mediates bone cell activity [30–32], we speculated 
that BTxA-induced inhibition of neuromuscular func-
tion would inhibit HO. Using a murine model of bone 



Page 3 of 9Ausk et al. European Radiology Experimental            (2023) 7:38 	

morphogenetic protein-induced HO, we found that a 
single dose of BTxA reduced HO volume by 50% [33]. 
A series of subsequent studies then demonstrated that 
the effectiveness of this intervention was not due to 
the paralytic effect of BTxA but was spatially associ-
ated with the site where BTxA was injected [34]. Thus, 
translation of this intervention will require a device that 
enables targeted delivery of distributed small doses of 
BTxA within the muscle volume where protection from 
HO-related pain and dysfunction is clinically desirable.

Unfortunately, this translational goal is not currently 
achievable as previous imaging strategies to visualize 
distribution of injected fluid within soft tissue (e.g., mag-
netic resonance imaging) have a native resolution nearly 
an order of magnitude lower than that is needed for 
this purpose [35]. In this study, we address this techni-
cal barrier by developing a microcomputed tomography 
(microCT)-based platform to quantify three-dimensional 
(3D) drug distribution within muscle. To validate our 
approach, we assessed whether a prototype 3D-printed 
distribution device enhanced drug distribution within a 
target volume of interest versus a bolus dose.

Methods
Study design overview
All studies were performed ex vivo with either harvested 
(leporine) or procured (porcine) tissues. Quantification 
of injection distribution was achieved through a combi-
nation of contrast agent injection and microCT scanning. 
A digital microinjection system was used to maximize 
reproducibility of injection volumes and control injection 
conditions, while a custom 3D-printed injection template 
was used to guide and deliver the contrast agent to tis-
sue volumes of interest (VOIs). To first determine if the 
imaging strategy applied could evaluate injection distri-
bution in our soft-tissue model, we quantified precise 
imaging thresholds required for microCT visualization of 
the injected contrast agent. We next applied this imaging 
strategy to quantify contrast agent in the VOI following 
either a distributed dosing protocol versus a single-bolus 
dose and compared these two approaches for their 
respective ability to provide drug coverage in the VOI.

Injection and microCT scanning
All injections were performed using a UMP3 UltraMicro-
Pump coupled with a Micro4 controller (World Precision 
Instruments, Sarasota, USA) which aliquoted precise 
injection volumes at a rate of 10 µL/s. A 500-µL syringe 
(Trajan Scientific and Medical, Victoria, Australia) cou-
pled with a 2″ 25-G beveled needle (Trajan) was used in 
all studies. Iodixanol, an iodinated x-ray contrast agent 
generally used for angiography, was chosen for microCT 
injection visualization. We used a 33% iodixanol 320 mg 

I/mL (Visipaque®, General Electric Healthcare, Chicago, 
USA) dilution (2:1 injectable saline to Visipaque 320; vis-
cosity 5.5 cP) as a model injectable solution. All speci-
mens were imaged using a vivaCT 40 scanner (Scanco 
Medical, Wanger-Brüttisellen, Switzerland) (voxel resolu-
tion 38 µm, 55 kVp, 145 µA, 200 ms). To provide an initial 
proof of concept for this technique, a portion of rabbit 
abductor muscle (5.6 cm3) was dissected from a freshly 
sacrificed rabbit, and a 60-µL bolus was injected. The 
specimen was imaged within 20 min and the distribution 
of the injection quantified by standard thresholding algo-
rithms [36] (Fig. 1).

Specimen holder and prototype injection template
Injection distribution was quantified in porcine shoulder 
specimens. To minimize tissue handling postinjection, 
we developed a 3D-printed 4 × 4 × 4 cm3 inner dimen-
sion muscle specimen holder (64 cm3). The specimen 
holder was printed to enable capping with injection tem-
plates of various configurations and included a mounting 
attachment for microCT imaging (Fig. 2). For this study, 
we modeled a target VOI as a cubic box with a volume of 
2 cm3 centered within the overall tissue volume (i.e., the 
VOI was 3.1% of total tissue volume). Precision injections 
were achieved using a custom template (forming the lid 
of the specimen holder) that provided 5 spaced locations 
in a quincunx pattern and a series of 3-printed spacers 
for each injection depth for a total of 15 injection sites. 
All 5 injections were performed consecutively at a single 
depth before moving to the next depth (moving superior 
to inferior within the specimen). The bolus injection was 
made using the centered port and middle depth.

Fig. 1  MicroCT rendering of a single injection. A 5.6-cm3 abductor 
muscle volume (light red) with a single 60-µL injection (arrow) 
oblique to the primary muscle fiber orientation of the sample 
(angling from upper right to lower left; blue line). The distributed 
volume was a three-dimensional spindle aligned with the muscle 
fiber orientation (dark red)
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Tissue specimens were randomly assigned to one of 
three experimental groups (n = 8 per group): group 1 – a 
single-bolus injection targeted to the center of the VOI 
(bolus, total injection volume 450 µL); group 2 consist-
ing of 15 injections, each 30-μL distributed throughout 
the VOI (Distributed); and group 3 naive controls (Unin-
jected). Immediately following completion of assigned 
injections, the entire test specimen holder was imaged 
with tissue specimen in place.

Quantification of fluid distribution in muscle
All high-resolution microCT images were acquired using 
a Scanco vivaCT 40. Specifically, a 38-µm voxel resolu-
tion scan was obtained of the center of the injection spec-
imen holder to quantify both the VOI and a sufficient 
volume of surrounding tissue (cylindrical scan volume; 
diameter 3.7 cm, length 2.0 cm). To remove image noise 
and enhance the edge detection of injection volumes, all 
raw images were passed through a Gaussian filter (sigma 
1.2, support 2.0), followed by identification of the tar-
geted VOI in each scan.

To determine the imaging threshold required to vis-
ualize the contrast agent, we performed a parametric 
examination of the Uninjected group. From this analy-
sis, a threshold of 258 hydroxyapatite (HA)/cm3 was 
identified as the minimum required to produce zero 
false-positive voxels in the Uninjected group (Fig.  3). 
This threshold was then applied to all samples to iden-
tify injection distribution within the targeted VOI 
(Fig.  4). Per standard image thresholding techniques, a 

visual inspection of the correspondence between two-
dimensional binarized images and the original gray-
scale images was performed to confirm the validity of 
the threshold value chosen (Fig. 4). Given our previous 
experimental data suggesting that soft tissue within 
1 mm of BTxA injection would be protected from HO 
formation [34], we next performed a 3D dilation on the 
segmented volumes (MATLAB, Fig. 4). This dilated vol-
ume was used to quantify our primary outcome meas-
ure, the effective drug coverage (i.e., the percentage of 
the targeted VOI that was within 1 mm of any voxel 
determined to contain injected fluid). As a secondary 
measure, we quantified off-target injected drug (i.e., 
dosing that is likely ineffective for this targeted applica-
tion). We quantified injected fluid outside of concentric 
volumes larger than the VOI in 1 cm3 increments from 
4 to 7 cm3 as a percentage of total injected fluid volume.

Statistics
Two outcome measures were quantified: (1) effective 
drug coverage within the targeted VOI and (2) off-tar-
get fluid volume. One-way ANOVA were used to deter-
mine differences in effective drug coverage between 
Bolus, Distributed, and Uninjected groups. As homoge-
neity of variance was not observed between the groups, 
a nonparametric Kruskal-Wallis test with a post hoc 
Dunn test was performed. Similarly, differences in off-
target fluid volumes in Bolus and Distributed dosing 
groups were determined by pairwise comparison using 
Mann-Whitney U-tests. The p-values lower than 0.05 
were considered significant.

Results
Injection coverage within the targeted VOI was signifi-
cantly increased in the Distributed group compared with 
the Bolus group (Fig. 5). Specifically, a bolus injection tar-
geted at the center of the VOI produced a median injec-
tion drug coverage of 44% of the VOI (mean 43%, Fig. 5, 
bolus). Distributing the same injection volume via the 
prototype delivery template significantly increased the 
median injection coverage (median 75%, mean 72%, p = 
0.031, Fig.  5, Distributed). Finally, bolus dose off-target 
fluid volume exceeded that of distributed dosing outside 
of a 7 cm3 region centered on the VOI (+86%, p = 0.041, 
Fig. 6).

Discussion
The inability to visualize and quantify soft-tissue injec-
tion volumes at high resolution impairs the ability to 
rigorously explore how injection parameters (e.g., nee-
dle spacing, injection conditions) alter the precision and 
accuracy of drug distribution within complex muscular 

Fig. 2  Three-dimensional printed injection specimen holder. 
The injection specimen holder (gray, volume 64 cm3) enabled 
quantification of drug distribution strategies within a targeted 
volume of interest that was 3.1% of the total tissue volume 
(green, volume 2 cm3). Drug patterning was achieved by altering 
the injection port(s) orientation on the lid in combination 
with spacers that precisely controlled injection depth(s). The 
distributed dosing injection port pattern is visible on the lid
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anatomy. We developed a microCT-based platform that 
overcomes this barrier. We assessed the feasibility of this 
approach by comparing on- and off-target fluid distribu-
tion for equal volume bolus versus distributed injections 
within a tissue volume that was 30 times larger than the 
targeted VOI. We observed that the 3D-printed pro-
totype drug distribution device enhanced drug cover-
age within the VOI and reduced off-target injected fluid 
volume.

Given our interest in developing a platform that would 
be scalable at various stages of clinical translation (i.e., to 
large animal model and human cadaver testing), we cre-
ated a 3D-printed radiolucent injection specimen holder 
that would enable rapid parametric assessment of injec-
tion distribution prototypes. We then used an automated 
threshold identification protocol to define the diffuse 
edges of the injection and developed postprocessing 
algorithms to quantify effective fluid coverage within the 
VOI and off-target injected fluid outside the VOI. The 
combination of microCT and an iodinated contrast agent 
enabled high-resolution visualizations of the injection 
fields. This was anticipated as similar approaches have 
been used in varied contexts, albeit with much reduced 
(3 × to 15 ×) image resolution [37, 38]. For example, visu-
alization of bolus insulin injection in the subcutaneous 

fat layer of anesthetized pigs successfully quantified 
injection distribution variation in nonstriated tissue [37]. 
CT has also been used to produce intramuscular fiducial 
markers for tumor bed identification [38]. Unlike our 
study, the authors created a “sticky” injectable that mini-
mally diffused in order to image tumor resection sur-
faces. In the context of these studies, our data provides 
further support for the potential of this approach to suc-
cessfully image fluids of varied viscosity.

Our study has several limitations. First, we precisely 
quantified drug distribution in ex vivo specimens. Our 
goal is to use this technique to optimize the design of 
devices to inhibit HO in live animal and clinical appli-
cations. We recognize that the final distribution of 
injections will vary in vivo due to factors that alter 
drug profusion/absorption such as muscle disruption 
(by trauma or surgery) and muscle contraction. How-
ever, we believe that the insight gained through ex vivo 
studies (excised rabbit tissue for preclinical testing and 
cadaveric samples for clinical applications) will enable 
development of injection devices whose soft-tissue cov-
erage profile will significantly exceed freehand injection. 
Ultimately, the proof of this strategy will occur not by 
imaging injection distribution in live tissue but also by 
correlating HO inhibition in the soft-tissue volumes we 

Fig. 3  MicroCT threshold determination. Following image smoothing with a Gaussian filter, the volumes of interest of Uninjected specimens 
were segmented across a range of threshold levels to determine the lowest threshold capable of separating soft-tissue and injection of the iodine 
contrast agent. The global threshold of 258 hydroxyapatite (HA)/cm3 (red arrow) was chosen as it produced no false positives (i.e., soft tissue 
incorrectly identified as injected with contrast agent) and applied throughout the study
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target for protection. Another limitation is that we quan-
tified on-target and off-target injected fluid differently. 
We defined effective “drug” coverage within the VOI as 
on-target, as an optimal intervention will most effectively 
distribute the least required drug to achieve efficacy. We 
implemented a 1-mm dilation around any voxel identi-
fied as fluid based on preclinical preliminary studies con-
firming that the beneficial effect of the intervention was 
mitigated 4 mm away from the injected site [34]. While 
altering this parameter would alter absolute values, it 
is clear from visual image inspection that our platform 
readily identifies varied fluid distributions within a small 
VOI (Fig.  4). Off-target dosing (i.e., dosing that would 
not effectively inhibit HO in the targeted region) was 

reduced by the distributed dosing strategy. Although the 
relative difference between experimental conditions may 
have been influenced by our confined tissue test volume, 
we believe that the centered bolus dose provides a con-
servative comparison for the efficacy of distributed dos-
ing. Finally, we used a single viscosity solution similar to 
blood (3.5–5.5 cP, [39]), which is higher than the inject-
able solution being modeled (BTxA in saline). We would 
anticipate that altering injection viscosity would alter 
absolute, but not relative results. Given the ability of our 
platform to image fluid of varied viscosity, future para-
metric studies will be conducted to confirm this thesis.

Our approach focused on developing a platform and 
outcome measures capable of detecting differences in 

Fig. 4  Image processing algorithm from image acquisition to quantification. Representative raw two-dimensional microCT images 
from Uninjected, bolus, and distributed dosing groups. The two-dimensional images are from the center of the volume of interest (VOI, white box). 
Standard microCT filtering and thresholding were applied to quantify drug distribution within each VOI (segmented). Finally, the drug coverage 
was quantified by three-dimensional dilation of the segmented and filtered image (dilated, < 1 mm)



Page 7 of 9Ausk et al. European Radiology Experimental            (2023) 7:38 	

injected fluid distribution at sufficient resolution to 
enable future optimization. We implemented a best-
case bolus condition as the bolus injection was cen-
tered within the VOI (i.e., 0.63 cm from outer edge of 

the VOI). In contrast, 80% of the distributed prototype 
injections (12 of 15) were within 0.13 cm of an outer 
edge of the VOI. Our goal was not to optimize a distri-
bution strategy, as we recognize that many variables of a 

Fig. 5  Bolus versus distributed drug coverage. Drug coverage (red) within the volume of interest (VOI, blue box) was significantly enhanced 
by distributed dosing (a). To visualize the drug distribution within the VOI, the dilation is constrained by the boundaries of the VOI. Box and whisker 
plot (b) illustrating the drug coverage within the target VOI. Distributed dosing increased median coverage by 70% when compared to bolus 
dosing (*p = 0.031)

Fig. 6  Off-target fluid volume. Box and whisker plots illustrating the percentage of injection outside of increasing concentric volumes centered 
about the 2-cm3 volume of interest (from 4 to 7 cm3). Bolus injections (orange) demonstrated elevated variability versus distributed dosing (red). As 
volume was increased, median escaped fluid volume was reduced by distributed dosing, reaching significance outside of 7 cm3 (*p = 0.041)
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drug delivery system must to be explored to achieve this 
objective (e.g., injection volume, injection speed, number 
of injections, spacing). However, these data emphasize 
that a distribution device is essential, as even an unop-
timized prototype significantly improved effective drug 
coverage and reduced off-target injected fluid. Practi-
cally, this is a manifestation of a portion of the injected 
fluid migrating along muscle fiber orientation away from 
the targeted VOI, a phenomenon that is likely to be exac-
erbated within a complex surgical field with multiple 
muscle fiber orientations and surgical disruptions. This 
injection phenomenon highlights the difficulty inherent 
in using BTxA as HO prophylaxis, as targeting a variety 
of endplate zones in muscle will require a diffuse distri-
bution of drug [35, 40] while seeking the minimize effec-
tive dose for drug safety considerations. Ultimately, our 
data suggest that although freehand manual delivery (as 
approximated by the spatially centered bolus injection) 
may randomly be accurate, the elevated variability of 
this strategy is not desirable. Distributed dosing will not 
only enhanced targeting precision (thus minimizing the 
required dose of BTxA), but it will also reduce the poten-
tial for excessive and/or off-target BTxA to induce unde-
sirable musculoskeletal side effects [41, 42].

In summary, we have developed a microCT-based 
platform capable of quantifying drug distribution within 
muscle at a 38-µm voxel resolution. As the injection loca-
tions and depths of a 3D-printed template can be readily 
permutated, this platform will enable rapid optimization 
of injection parameters (e.g., port locations, dose volume, 
injection speed, and needle gauge) to most efficiently tar-
get a soft-tissue region where HO inhibition is desired 
while minimizing off-target injected fluid.
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3D	� Three-dimensional
BTxA	� Botulinum toxin type A
HO	� Heterotopic ossification
MicroCT	� Microcomputed tomography
NSAIDs	� Nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs
VOI	� Volume of interest

Authors’ contributions
All authors made substantial contributions to the conception of this work. 
BA, AT, PH, SB, and TG designed the work. Data acquisition was done by 
BA, AT, and PH, while data interpretation was performed by BA, PH, SB, and 
TG. BA and PH created new software used in this work. Finally, BA, PH, SB, 
and TG drafted the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final 
manuscript.

Funding
STTR (AR074337, PI: JG, Subcontract PI: SB), Sigvard T. Hansen Jr. Endowed 
Chair (TG), and Zimmer Fracture Biology Professorship (SB).

Availability of data and materials
All data generated or analyzed during this study are included in this published 
article.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
All animal experiments were performed using protocols and procedures 
approved by the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee of the Univer-
sity of Washington.

Consent for publication
Not applicable

Competing interests
BA, JG, TG, and SB are co-founders of the In Situ Therapeutic Solutions Inc. The 
other authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1 In Situ Therapeutic Solutions Inc, Seattle, USA. 2 Department of Orthopaedics 
and Sports Medicine, University of Washington, Seattle, USA. 

Received: 21 March 2023   Accepted: 12 May 2023

References
	1.	 Foruria AM, Augustin S, Morrey BF, Sanchez-Sotelo J (2013) Heterotopic 

ossification after surgery for fractures and fracture-dislocations involving 
the proximal aspect of the radius or ulna. J Bone Joint Surg Am 95:e66. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​2106/​JBJS.K.​01533

	2.	 Potter BK, Burns TC, Lacap AP, Granville RR, Gajewski DA (2007) Hetero-
topic ossification following traumatic and combat-related amputations. 
Prevalence, risk factors, and preliminary results of excision. J Bone Joint 
Surg Am 89:476–486. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2106/​JBJS.F.​00412

	3.	 Tippets DM, Zaryanov AV, Burke WV et al (2014) Incidence of heterotopic 
ossification in direct anterior total hip arthroplasty: a retrospective radio-
graphic review. J Arthroplasty 29:1835–1838. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
arth.​2014.​04.​027

	4.	 Kaliyaperumal K, Sathappan SS, Peng LY (2008) Total hip arthroplasty 
for ankylosed hip secondary to heterotopic ossification. J Arthroplasty 
23:470–475. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​arth.​2007.​03.​041

	5.	 Veltman ES, Lindenhovius AL, Kloen P (2014) Improvements in elbow 
motion after resection of heterotopic bone: a systematic review. 
Strategies Trauma Limb Reconstr 9:65–71. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s11751-​014-​0192-0

	6.	 Salazar D, Golz A, Israel H, Marra G (2014) Heterotopic ossification of the 
elbow treated with surgical resection: risk factors, bony ankylosis, and 
complications. Clin Orthop Relat Res 472:2269–2275. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​s11999-​014-​3591-0

	7.	 Redmond JM, Keegan MA, Gupta A, Worsham JR, Hammarstedt JE, Domb 
BG (2017) Outcomes of heterotopic ossification excision following revi-
sion hip arthroscopy. J Hip Preserv Surg 4:164–169. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1093/​jhps/​hnx010

	8.	 Wu XB, Yang MH, Zhu SW et al (2014) Surgical resection of severe hetero-
topic ossification after open reduction and internal fixation of acetabular 
fractures: a case series of 18 patients. Injury 45:1604–1610. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/j.​injury.​2014.​05.​018

	9.	 Chalidis B, Stengel D, Giannoudis PV (2007) Early excision and late exci-
sion of heterotopic ossification after traumatic brain injury are equivalent: 
a systematic review of the literature. J Neurotrauma 24:1675–1686. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1089/​neu.​2007.​0342

	10.	 Pavey GJ, Polfer EM, Nappo KE, Tintle SM, Forsberg JA, Potter BK (2015) 
What risk factors predict recurrence of heterotopic ossification after exci-
sion in combat-related amputations? Clin Orthop Relat Res 473:2814–
2824. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11999-​015-​4266-1

	11.	 Chen S, Yu SY, Yan H et al (2015) The time point in surgical excision of 
heterotopic ossification of post-traumatic stiff elbow: recommenda-
tion for early excision followed by early exercise. J Shoulder Elbow Surg 
24:1165–1171. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jse.​2015.​05.​044

	12.	 Sagi HC, Jordan CJ, Barei DP, Serrano-Riera R, Steverson B (2014) Indo-
methacin prophylaxis for heterotopic ossification after acetabular fracture 

https://doi.org/10.2106/JBJS.K.01533
https://doi.org/10.2106/JBJS.F.00412
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arth.2014.04.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arth.2014.04.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arth.2007.03.041
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11751-014-0192-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11751-014-0192-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11999-014-3591-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11999-014-3591-0
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhps/hnx010
https://doi.org/10.1093/jhps/hnx010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.injury.2014.05.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.injury.2014.05.018
https://doi.org/10.1089/neu.2007.0342
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11999-015-4266-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jse.2015.05.044


Page 9 of 9Ausk et al. European Radiology Experimental            (2023) 7:38 	

surgery increases the risk for nonunion of the posterior wall. J Orthop 
Trauma 28:377–383. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1097/​BOT.​00000​00000​000049

	13.	 Popovic M, Agarwal A, Zhang L et al (2014) Radiotherapy for the prophy-
laxis of heterotopic ossification: a systematic review and meta-analysis 
of published data. Radiother Oncol 113:10–17. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
radonc.​2014.​08.​025

	14.	 Farris MK, Chowdhry VK, Lemke S, Kilpatrick M, Lacombe M (2012) Osteo-
sarcoma following single fraction radiation prophylaxis for heterotopic 
ossification. Radiat Oncol 7:140. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​1748-​717X-7-​140

	15.	 Hamid N, Ashraf N, Bosse MJ et al (2010) Radiation therapy for hetero-
topic ossification prophylaxis acutely after elbow trauma: a prospective 
randomized study. J Bone Joint Surg Am 92:2032–2038. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​2106/​JBJS.I.​01435

	16.	 Freije SL, Kushdilian MV, Burney HN, Zang Y, Saito NG (2021) A retrospec-
tive analysis of 287 patients undergoing prophylactic radiation therapy 
for the prevention of heterotopic ossification. Adv Radiat Oncol 6:100625. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​adro.​2020.​11.​010

	17.	 Kan SL, Yang B, Ning GZ et al (2015) Nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory 
drugs as prophylaxis for heterotopic ossification after total hip arthro-
plasty: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Medicine (Baltimore) 
94:e828. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1097/​MD.​00000​00000​000828

	18.	 Karunakar MA, Sen A, Bosse MJ, Sims SH, Goulet JA, Kellam JF (2006) 
Indometacin as prophylaxis for heterotopic ossification after the opera-
tive treatment of fractures of the acetabulum. J Bone Joint Surg Br 
88:1613–1617. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1302/​0301-​620X.​88B12.​18151

	19.	 Matta JM, Siebenrock KA (1997) Does indomethacin reduce heterotopic 
bone formation after operations for acetabular fractures? A prospective 
randomised study. J Bone Joint Surg Br 79b:959–963. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1302/​0301-​620x.​79b6.​6889

	20.	 Bochat K, Mattin AC, Ricciardo BJ (2021) The efficacy of nonsteroidal anti-
inflammatories in the prevention of heterotopic ossification following 
elbow trauma surgery. JSES Int 5:793–796. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jseint.​
2021.​04.​004

	21.	 Beckmann JT, Wylie JD, Kapron AL, Hanson JA, Maak TG, Aoki SK (2014) 
The effect of NSAID prophylaxis and operative variables on heterotopic 
ossification after hip arthroscopy. Am J Sports Med 42:1359–1364. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​03635​46514​526361

	22.	 Banovac K, Williams JM, Patrick LD, Haniff YM (2001) Prevention of hetero-
topic ossification after spinal cord injury with indomethacin. Spinal Cord 
39:370–374. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​sj.​sc.​31011​66

	23.	 Bresalier RS, Sandler RS, Quan H et al (2005) Cardiovascular events associ-
ated with rofecoxib in a colorectal adenoma chemoprevention trial. N 
Engl J Med 352:1092–1102. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1056/​NEJMo​a0504​93

	24.	 Board TN, Karva A, Board RE, Gambhir AK, Porter ML (2007) The prophy-
laxis and treatment of heterotopic ossification following lower limb 
arthroplasty. J Bone Joint Surg Br 89:434–440. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1302/​
0301-​620X.​89B4.​18845

	25.	 Dahners LE, Mullis BH (2004) Effects of nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory 
drugs on bone formation and soft-tissue healing. J Am Acad Orthop Surg 
12:139–143

	26.	 Kan L, Lounev VY, Pignolo RJ et al (2011) Substance P signaling mediates 
BMP-dependent heterotopic ossification. J Cell Biochem 112:2759–2772. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​jcb.​23259

	27.	 Salisbury E, Rodenberg E, Sonnet C et al (2011) Sensory nerve induced 
inflammation contributes to heterotopic ossification. J Cell Biochem 
112:2748–2758. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​jcb.​23225

	28.	 Salisbury E, Sonnet C, Heggeness M, Davis AR, Olmsted-Davis E (2010) 
Heterotopic ossification has some nerve. Crit Rev Eukaryot Gene Expr 
20:313–324

	29.	 Davis EL, Davis AR, Gugala Z, Olmsted-Davis EA (2018) Is heterotopic 
ossification getting nervous?: The role of the peripheral nervous system 
in heterotopic ossification. Bone 109:22–27. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
bone.​2017.​07.​016

	30.	 Ausk BJ, Huber P, Poliachik SL, Bain SD, Srinivasan S, Gross TS (2012) Corti-
cal bone resorption following muscle paralysis is spatially heterogeneous. 
Bone 50:14–22. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​bone.​2011.​08.​028

	31.	 Ausk BJ, Huber P, Srinivasan S et al (2013) Metaphyseal and diaphyseal 
bone loss in the tibia following transient muscle paralysis are spatiotem-
porally distinct resorption events. Bone 57:413–422. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​bone.​2013.​09.​009

	32.	 Ausk BJ, Worton LE, Smigiel KS et al (2017) Muscle paralysis induces bone 
marrow inflammation and predisposition to formation of giant osteo-
clasts. Am J Physiol Cell Physiol 313:C533–C540. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1152/​
ajpce​ll.​00363.​2016

	33.	 Ausk BJ, Gross TS, Bain SD (2015) Botulinum toxin-induced muscle 
paralysis inhibits heterotopic bone formation. Clin Orthop Relat Res 
473:2825–2830. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11999-​015-​4271-4

	34.	 Ausk BJ, Bain SD, Gross TS (2020) Methods for inhibiting heterotopic 
ossification. UNIV WASHINGTON, US Patent 10,835,689, 17 Nov 2020

	35.	 Elwischger K, Kasprian G, Weber M et al (2014) Intramuscular distribution 
of botulinum toxin–visualized by MRI. J Neurol Sci 344:76–79. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/j.​jns.​2014.​06.​028

	36.	 Bouxsein ML, Boyd SK, Christiansen BA, Guldberg RE, Jepsen KJ, Muller R 
(2010) Guidelines for assessment of bone microstructure in rodents using 
micro-computed tomography. J Bone Miner Res 25:1468–1486. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1002/​jbmr.​141

	37.	 Thomsen M, Poulsen M, Bech M et al (2012) Visualization of subcutane-
ous insulin injections by x-ray computed tomography. Phys Med Biol 
57:7191–7203. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1088/​0031-​9155/​57/​21/​7191

	38.	 Steybe D, Poxleitner P, Voss PJ et al (2021) Evaluation of computed 
tomography settings in the context of visualization and discrimination 
of low dose injections of a novel liquid soft tissue fiducial marker in head 
and neck imaging. BMC Med Imaging 21:157. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
s12880-​021-​00689-y

	39.	 Nader E, Skinner S, Romana M et al (2019) Blood rheology: key param-
eters, impact on blood flow, role in sickle cell disease and effects of 
exercise. Front Physiol 10:1329. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3389/​fphys.​2019.​01329

	40.	 Hallett M (2015) Explanation of timing of botulinum neurotoxin effects, 
onset and duration, and clinical ways of influencing them. Toxicon 
107:64–67. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​toxic​on.​2015.​07.​013

	41.	 Aliprantis AO, Stolina M, Kostenuik PJ et al (2012) Transient muscle paraly-
sis degrades bone via rapid osteoclastogenesis. FASEB J 26:1110–1118. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1096/​fj.​11-​196642

	42.	 Warner SE, Sanford DA, Becker BA, Bain SD, Srinivasan S, Gross TS (2006) 
Botox induced muscle paralysis rapidly degrades bone. Bone 38:257–264. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​bone.​2005.​08.​009. (S8756-3282(05)00340-6 [pii])

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1097/BOT.0000000000000049
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radonc.2014.08.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radonc.2014.08.025
https://doi.org/10.1186/1748-717X-7-140
https://doi.org/10.2106/JBJS.I.01435
https://doi.org/10.2106/JBJS.I.01435
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.adro.2020.11.010
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000000828
https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620X.88B12.18151
https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620x.79b6.6889
https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620x.79b6.6889
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jseint.2021.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jseint.2021.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1177/0363546514526361
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.sc.3101166
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa050493
https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620X.89B4.18845
https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620X.89B4.18845
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcb.23259
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcb.23225
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bone.2017.07.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bone.2017.07.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bone.2011.08.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bone.2013.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bone.2013.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpcell.00363.2016
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpcell.00363.2016
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11999-015-4271-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2014.06.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2014.06.028
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbmr.141
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbmr.141
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/57/21/7191
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12880-021-00689-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12880-021-00689-y
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2019.01329
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxicon.2015.07.013
https://doi.org/10.1096/fj.11-196642
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bone.2005.08.009

	A microCT-based platform to quantify drug targeting
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 
	Relevance statement 
	Key points 

	Background
	Methods
	Study design overview
	Injection and microCT scanning
	Specimen holder and prototype injection template
	Quantification of fluid distribution in muscle
	Statistics

	Results
	Discussion
	References


