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Reasons for performing the study

Osteoarthritis (OA) is a common condition in dogs, often leading to pain, stiffness, and impaired mobility(1). Traditional
treatments include pain management and physical therapy, but these therapies are not always effective in managing
OA symptoms long-term(2). Polyacrylamide hydrogel (PAAG) is a promising new treatment option for OA, and its intra-
articular (1A) injection has shown potential in other species(3). However, there is limited evidence in veterinary medicine
regarding its use in canines. This study aims to assess owner-reported outcomes after IA injection of 2.5% polyacrylamide
hydrogel (2.5% iPAAG) in dogs diagnosed with OA.

Objective
The objective of the study was to evaluate the owner-reported outcomes following IA injection of 2.5% iPAAG in dogs

with OA. Specifically, the study aimed to assess the perceived efficacy, tolerability, and changes in the use of adjunctive
therapies post-treatment.

Methods

Between November 2023 and April 2024, owners of dogs treated with 2.5% iPAAG completed an anonymous online
survey. The survey assessed perceived efficacy, tolerability, quality of communication with veterinarians, and changes in
the use of other OA therapies following the treatment. Statistical methods, including frequency distributions and Likert
scale ratings, were used to evaluate the responses.

Results

A total of 150 joint injections were administered across 100 dogs, with 46 dogs receiving multiple joint injections. The
most frequently treated joints were the elbows (n =79), hips (n = 28), and shoulders (n = 21). 85% of owners reported
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Owner-reported secondary response and safety outcomes
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that their dog experienced relief from OA-related signs. Of the owners, 82% rated their dogs as “somewhat better”
or “much better” based on a 5-point Likert scale. Mild and self-limiting side effects occurred in 10% of dogs, with

injection site soreness being the most common. Forty-four percent of dogs receiving analgesics at the time of treatment , - N (%)
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