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Abstract
In evaluating the outcomes of stereotatic radiosurgery (SRS) in the treatment of spinal
metastases, authors have looked primarily at endpoints of pain relief and tumor growth
suppression. The question of structural stability has been raised, but the pattern of bone
remineralization has not been investigated in detail. With traditional radiation, both tumor
control and pain relief are modest, and resulting bone remineralization can reach 80% with
responsive tumors. SRS offers higher rates of both tumor growth control and pain relief (88%),
even for radioresistant tumors, but the protection from vertebral fracture is not improved when
there is more than 40% of the vertebra involved. We report a case of a partially
collapsed C2 vertebral body affected by multiple myeloma, which was surgically stabilized and
treated with CyberKnife SRS. Upon a 12-month follow-up period including CT imaging,
remineralization of the vertebral body was observed starting at three months post-SRS that
significantly progressed during the 12-month follow-up period. Final radiographic evaluation
showed almost complete restoration of the structure of the vertebral body and the associated
bone densities with significantly increased stability. This pattern of remineralization is
contrasted with reported results of traditional radiation therapy, and its implications for
stabilization are noted. 
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Introduction
There are over 700,000 new cases of cancer in the U.S. every year, and 35% will
experience metastases to the spine [1]  that will cause pain and may threaten cord function by
either direct compression of the cord or by indirect bony collapse with compression. When cord
compression presents, decompressing surgery often remains the first step in management,
followed by radiation. In the cases of a metastasis without cord compression, radiation is often
chosen for the pain relief and tumor control. Results in terms of tumor control and fracture
prevention from traditional radiation have been modest with the greatest limitation imposed by
the cord tolerance dose [2].

There have been several reports on the pattern of bone response to traditional radiation
treatments in cancer patients (Table 1). The earliest is Munzebach, et al. who studied 13
patients (75% with breast cancer) receiving a standard fractionated dose of 40 Gy over four wks.
With alpha/beta = 10 Gy, which is used throughout this publication, the Biological Equivalent
Dose (BED) was 48 Gy [3]. Dual energy CT was used to quantitate the calcium changes. They
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found that immediately following radiation, 50% showed less than 20% increase in
calcification, while the remaining  showed up to a 60% increase, all occurring in areas not
affected by tumor, i.e., the periphery of osteolytic changes. Three out of six patients who
showed remineralization were studied at four weeks post-treatment and half showed no
progression in remineralization, while three progressed slightly. The resulting bone pattern
was always abnormal (Figure 1). The remineralization progressed from the periphery to the
center of the metastatic lesion. They found no explanation of this pattern, in either tumor type
or amount of radiation given, and concluded that radiotherapy does not in every case lead to
the desired result of remineralization to prevent fracture of the vertebral body.

Author
Number
patients/
Diagn.

Fractionation
used Outcomes

Crone-
Munzebach
(1987) 
[3]    

12 Pts, 9
Breast CA
No change in
vert. height
of vertebral
body.

2.5 cGy/8
Fx   BED
25 Gy   

6/12 showed some remineralization at the periphery adjacent to tumor
with 50% further  increases at four wks post-treatment.               
                                                                                                       

Koswig 
(1999)   
[6]        

107 Pts with
Breast, 
Lung,
prostate and
lung               

8 Gy x 1 vs 3
Gy x 10 BED
14.4 Gy vs 39
Gy

Complete pain response 33% vs 31%. Remineralization 25% vs 73% .
 

Reinbold 
(1989) 
[5]      

19 Pts  Only
osteolytic
lesions.

2 Gy x 20 Fx
BED 48 Gy

13/19 showed complete pain relief, with 17% decrease immediately in
bone density followed by 34% increase at three months with
peripheral bone also increasing at both intervals. Non-responders
showed an initial drop (2%) in density and slight gain of 6% at three
months. Surrounding bone increased slightly in all cases. Final
trabecular pattern is always abnormal.  

Wachenfeld
(1996)   [4]

14 Pts with
Breast CA
Osteolytic
and
osteoblastic
lesions

2 Gy x 15 Fx
BED 36 Gy

Osteolytic lesions showed no change immediately after radiation, with
increase at six wks and three mo. Chemotherapy showed
remineralization.  

TABLE 1: Reports on remineralization after radiation for spine metastases
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FIGURE 1: Vertebral Body Structural Deficiencies due to
Osteolysis

A similar response pattern was reported by Wachenfeld [4] who looked at 14 patients with
breast cancer receiving 30 Gy in 15 fx with a BED of 36 Gy. Patients were evaluated by CT
with 10 mm thick slices of the affected vertebra using a quantitative CT measurement
system. They found no change in mineral density at the conclusion of therapy, followed by a
30% increase at four weeks and 50% by three months for osteolytic lesions; the reverse occurred
for osteoblastic lesions. They urged chemotherapy as an additional means of increasing bone
density for stability. Rolf-Dieter Reinbold [5], also using quantitative CT of 8 mm sections in
the midplane of the vertebra, studied 19 patients receiving 40 Gy over four weeks with a BED of
48 Gy. Sixty-six percent had good pain relief, considered a positive response to radiation, and
this group showed a 20% drop in remineralization upon completion of radiation, followed at
three months by an increase to over 60% of original bone density. In non-responding patients
(33%), there was no change at completion of radiation and a slight rise of 20% at three
months. Both groups showed an initial decrease in bone density immediately after therapy, and
as well, the normal uninvolved bone showed increased density following radiotherapy. In
explaining the increase in density in normal bone following therapy, Reinbold suggested that
osteoblasts were stimulated by radiation accounting for the remineralization in successfully
responding tumors. He also concluded that the final pattern of remineralization of lytic areas
were rarely normal in appearance. In contrast to these reports of standard
fractionation schemas, Koswig, et al. [6] compared  the variation in remineralization
in accepted hypofractionation and single fraction schemas, 10 x 3 Gy and 1 x 8 Gy. The results
for both pain control and remineralization were followed over the following 30 months. Pain
control was complete in 33% of patients using either schema, and reached full response by 30
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days. Remineralization decreased for both groups at one month, while at six months there was
a significantly higher remineralization for the 10 fraction group reaching 80% above baseline vs.
only 20% for the single fraction group. In reporting responses by tumor type, they found that
the responses were uniform for the single fraction group, whereas with 10 fractions, the
patients with breast and prostate cancer reached 60-80% improvement, while the remaining
lung and renal cases remained below 40% improvement. Comparing the fractionation
schemas of 1 x 8 Gy (BED of 14.4 Gy) and 10 x 3 Gy (BED of 39 Gy) yields the following results: 
For patients in the single fraction group, the pain responses were complete in only 33% and the
remineralization rate was poor.  For patients in the 10 fraction group pain control and
remineralization were better, especially for breast and prostate cancer reaching 60-80%
improvement in remineralization. These results offered evidence that the responses of both
pain relief and remineralization was proportionately related to the BED. 

Stereotactic radiosurgery (SRS) and stereotactic body radiation therapy (SBRT) are new
approaches offering radiation doses that, unlike traditional radiation therapy, have the ablative
capability for even radio-resistant cancers [7-8]. The ability to deliver high doses, while sparing
the adjacent spinal cord, make it ideal for metastatic lesions to the spine, especially when
they have received prior full standard doses. With higher tumor ablation rates, one might
expect a correspondingly higher rate of remineralization with fewer instability crises than with
conventional radiation.

Case Presentation
A 62-year-old female with multiple myeloma, i.e., plasmacytoma located at C2, presented with
neck pain and evidence of pathological fracture of the posterior wall, and for that
reason underwent immediate posterior stabilization of the occiput to C5 (Figure 2). Two weeks
after surgery, she underwent CyberKnife SRS treatment in one session that lasted 135
minutes. A total of 18 Gy was delivered to the 77% isodose volume to a maximum total dose of
23.38 Gy that closely conformed to the target surface (Figure 3). The inverse treatment plan
directed 231 beams, which rendered coverage of 94.13% of the planning target volume
(PTV) and coverage of 97.4% of the gross tumor volume (GTV). The circular beams all measured
10 mm in diameter. The dose rate was set at 600 MU/min. GTV and PTV had a volume of 12.32

cm3 and 13.83 cm3, respectively.

FIGURE 2: C2 Tumor, PreOp; PTV (Red) and Cord (Yellow)
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FIGURE 3: CK Treatment Plan; Left: CK Beam Configuration;
Center: Axial View PTV (Red), 77% Isodose Line (Green); Right:
Spinal Canal (Yellow)

Concomitant chemotherapy was not used as part of the treatment. The patient experienced no
postoperative complications. Postoperative whole body PET-CT imaging revealed no significant
new abnormalities to suggest interval progression of disease when compared to preoperative
studies. The sequential CT scans of C2 revealed complete tumor ablation (Figure 4). Bone
remineralization of the C2 vertebra progressed slowly with remineralization of the cortex seen
at three months, followed by nearly complete body remineralization over next nine
month follow-up period. The pattern of remineralization appeared to mimic the original
trabecular pattern throughout the vertebrae. The posterior fusion progressed normally.

FIGURE 4: 1. Pre-Instrumentation and SRS; 2. Post-SRS at
three months; 3. Post-SRS at six months; 4. Post-SRS at 12
months.

Complete tumor ablation was achieved and sustained after 12 months in this C2 vertebra. The
cortical bone showed early repair by three months. This was followed by a gradual
remineralization throughout the vertebral body, achieving a near normal trabecular pattern by
12 months. The patient did not receive chemotherapy or bisphosphonates.

Discussion
The advent of SRS and SBRT offers an improved approach to radiation treatment of spine
metastases, while the goals of durable pain control and tumor suppression can be met with cord
sparing. Using the results of traditional radiation treatment as a measure, we might expect this
improved ablation with SRS and SBRT to translate into a better rate of remineralization. The
current literature supports this. Gerszten, et al. reporting their series of 339 patients with spine
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metastases treated with CyberKnife SBRT [9] used a maximum intra-tumoral dose ranging from
12.5 to 25 Gy (mean 20 Gy), showed long-term (five to 35 months) pain management with 86%
of the patients, long-term tumor control in 90% of the lesions treated with SRS as a primary
treatment modality and in 88% of lesions treated for radiographic tumor progression. They
reported an overall tumor control rate of 90%. Specifically excluded from this treatment were all
cases with demonstrated vertebral instability and all patients who had prior full standard
radiation. Gertzen does not comment on the postoperative appearance of the treated vertebral
lesions nor does he state that subsequent vertebral body instability did not occur.

In a separate prospective program, Gerszten, et al. [10] addressed patients whose spine
metastases presented with either compromised canals or with vertebral
fractures. Vertebroplasty was used to treat the instability followed 12 days later by SRS. In
these 26 patients, pain control with vertebroplasty was excellent, and tumor control with SRS
was excellent, except for two patients. One patient with a primary occular melanoma had poor
pain control and progressive instability requiring subsequent open decompression and
stabilization. Gerszten stated that the inability to control the cancer cells prevented the fracture
from healing. The second patient had a cholangiocarcinoma and reported poor pain control and
subsequent hip fracture that prevented further evaluation or treatments. The effect of bone
healing was not otherwise commented upon perhaps because of the vertebroplasty changes.

Several reports of other SRS and SBRT systems have discussed post-treatment incidence of
vertebral fractures. Chang, et al. [2] used a near-simultaneous computed tomography-guided
SBRT, in 63 patients. Thirty-two patients were treated with 6 Gy for five fractions to a total dose
of 30 Gy with a BED of 48 Gy; a second group of patients received 9 Gy in three fractions. SBRT
was considered for definitive treatment in 60% of the patients. A 77% control rate was reported,
and one case of vertebral body collapse requiring stabilization. They attribute the failure rate
to: 1) the failure to adequately extend the radiation field posteriorly beyond the area of visible
tumor to include the pedicles and posterior elements, and 2) the under-dosing of the epidural
space in an attempt to limit the spinal cord dose. Laufer, et al. [11] reported results with single
fraction image-guided IMRT delivering 8-24 Gy, with median dose 24 Gy, for spinal metastases
in 63 patients, with 90% local control rate, but with 39% developing progressive vertebral
fractures which occurred only in areas of lytic lesions involving more than 20% of the vertebral
body. Thirty percent of patients had initial baseline fractures. In comparing pretreated
vertebral body tumor involvement to subsequent post-treatment risk of vertebral collapse, it
was found that the risk with 40%, 60%, and 80% involvement was 14x, 24x, and 85x higher than
with 20% involvement. The conclusion would seem to be that radiation alone could not be
relied upon to prevent collapses. This seems intuitive since it takes time for remineralization to
occur, and if during that time period stresses are greater than residual bone could support, then
instability would be expected.

Furthermore, it has been shown that above a delivered dose of 20 Gy to the vertebral body,
bone necrosis can be introduced that would prevent timely remineralization. In the case
presented here, the prescription dose of 18 Gy was below that threshold, and therefore, bone
necrosis could be prevented.

Conclusions
If SRS and SBRT are capable of ablating cancer with 85-100% efficiency, as has been reported
[12-13], we should expect to see remineralization occurring concurrently with eventual
reconstitution of the spine's stability. Our case report suggests that this can be an achievable
outcome. In cases with extensive vertebral involvement, prophylactic stabilization or
concurrent use of external bracing remains advisable, given the slow nature of the
remineralization process.

2014 Weidlich et al. Cureus 6(3): e167. DOI 10.7759/cureus.167 6 of 7



Additional Information
Disclosures
Human subjects: All authors have confirmed that this study did not involve human
participants or tissue. Conflicts of interest: In compliance with the ICMJE uniform disclosure
form, all authors declare the following: Payment/services info: All authors have declared that
no financial support was received from any organization for the submitted work. Financial
relationships: All authors have declared that they have no financial relationships at present or
within the previous three years with any organizations that might have an interest in the
submitted work. Other relationships: All authors have declared that there are no other
relationships or activities that could appear to have influenced the submitted work.

References
1. Klimo P Jr, Schmidt MH: Surgical management of spinal metastases . Oncologist. 2004, 9:188-

96.
2. Chang EL, Shiu AS, Mendel E, Mathews LA, Mahajan A, Allen PK, Weinberg JS, Brown BW,

Wang XS, Woo SY, Cleeland C, Maor MH, Rhines LD. : Phase I/II study of stereotactic body
radiotherapy for spinal metastasis and its pattern of failure. J Neurosurg Spine. 2007, 7:151–
160.

3. Crone-Münzebrock W, Spielmann RP: Quantification of recalcification of irradiated vertebral
body osteolyses by dual-energy computed tomography. Eur J Radiol. 1987, 7:1-5.

4. Wachenfeld I, Sanner G, Böttcher HD, Kollath J: The remineralization of the vertebral
metastases of breast carcinoma after radiotherapy [in German]. Strahlenther Onkol. 1996,
172:332-41.

5. Reinbold WD, Wannenmacher M, Hodapp N, Adler CP: Osteodensitometry of vertebral
metastases after radiotherapy using quantitative computed tomography. Skeletal Radiol.
1989, 18:517-21.

6. Koswig S, Budach V: Remineralization and pain relief in bone metastases after after different
radiotherapy fractions (10 times 3 Gy vs. 1 time 8 Gy). A prospective study [in German].
Strahlenther Onkol. 1999, 175:500-8.

7. Gerszten PC, Mendel E, Yamada Y: Radiotherapy and radiosurgery for metastatic spine
disease: what are the options, indications, and outcomes?. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2009,
34:S78-79. 10.1097/BRS.0b013e3181b8b6f5

8. Lo SS, Fakiris AJ, Chang EL, Mayr NA, Wang JZ, Papiez L, Teh BS, McGarry RC, Cardenes HR,
Timmerman RD: Stereotactic body radiation therapy: a novel treatment modality . Nat Rev
Clin Oncol. 2010, 7:44-54. 10.1038/nrclinonc.2009.188

9. Gerszten PC, Burton SA, Ozhasoglu C, Welch WC: Radiosurgery for spinal metastases: Clinical
experience in 500 cases from a single institution. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2007, 32:193-9.

10. Gerszten PC, Germanwala A, Burton SA, Welch WC, Ozhasoglu C, Vogel WJ: Combination
kyphoplasty and spinal radiosurgery: A new treatment paradigm for pathological fractures.
Neurosurg Focus. 2005, 18:e8.

11. Laufer A, Rose P, Lis E, Bilsky M, Yamada Y: An Analysis of Risk Factors for Vertebral Body
Fracture Following High dose Single-fraction Image Guided Intensity Modulated Radiotherapy
(IG IMRT) of Spine Metastases. Int. J. Radiation Oncology, Biol., Phys. 2008, 72:S52.
10.1016/j.ijrobp.2008.06.884

12. Sahgal A, Larson DA, Chang EL: Stereotactic body radiosurgery for spinal metastases: A
critical review. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2008, 71:652-65. 10.1016/j.ijrobp.2008.02.060

13. Lo SS, Fakiris AJ, Teh BS, Cardenes HR, Henderson MA, Forquer JA, Papiez L, McGarry RC,
Wang JZ, Li K, Mayr NA, Timmerman RD: Stereotactic body radiation therapy for
oligometastases. Expert Rev Anticancer Ther. 2009, 9:621-35. 10.1586/era.09.15

2014 Weidlich et al. Cureus 6(3): e167. DOI 10.7759/cureus.167 7 of 7

https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=intitle:Surgical management of spinal metastases
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=intitle:Phase I/II study of  stereotactic body radiotherapy for spinal metastasis and its pattern of failure
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=intitle:Quantification of recalcification of irradiated vertebral body osteolyses by dual-energy computed tomography
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=intitle:The remineralization of the vertebral metastases of breast carcinoma after radiotherapy [in German]
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=intitle:Osteodensitometry of vertebral metastases after radiotherapy using quantitative computed tomography
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=intitle:Remineralization and pain relief in bone metastases after after different radiotherapy fractions (10 times 3 Gy vs. 1 time 8 Gy). A prospective study [in German]
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e3181b8b6f5
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e3181b8b6f5
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrclinonc.2009.188
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrclinonc.2009.188
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=intitle:Radiosurgery for spinal metastases: Clinical experience in 500 cases from a single institution
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?q=intitle:Combination kyphoplasty and spinal radiosurgery: A new treatment paradigm for pathological fractures
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2008.06.884
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2008.06.884
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2008.02.060
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2008.02.060
https://dx.doi.org/10.1586/era.09.15
https://dx.doi.org/10.1586/era.09.15

	Remineralization in a Case of Spinal Metastasis Following Radiation Treatment with CyberKnife Stereotactic Radiosurgery
	Abstract
	Introduction
	TABLE 1: Reports on remineralization after radiation for spine metastases
	FIGURE 1: Vertebral Body Structural Deficiencies due to Osteolysis

	Case Presentation
	FIGURE 2: C2 Tumor, PreOp; PTV (Red) and Cord (Yellow)
	FIGURE 3: CK Treatment Plan; Left: CK Beam Configuration; Center: Axial View PTV (Red), 77% Isodose Line (Green); Right: Spinal Canal (Yellow)
	FIGURE 4: 1. Pre-Instrumentation and SRS; 2. Post-SRS at three months; 3. Post-SRS at six months; 4. Post-SRS at 12 months.

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Additional Information
	Disclosures

	References


