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Summary
Background:  Veterinary  homeopathy  has  led  a  somewhat  shadowy  existence  since  its  first  intro-
duction. Only  in  the  last  three  decades  has  the  number  of  clinical  trials  increased  considerably.
This literature  is  generally  not  well  perceived,  which  may  be  partly  a  consequence  of  the  diffuse
and somewhat  inaccessible  nature  of  some  of  the  relevant  research  publications.  The  Veterinary
Clinical Research  Database  for  Homeopathy  (VetCR)  was  launched  in  2006  to  provide  informa-
tion on  existing  clinical  research  in  veterinary  homeopathy  and  to  facilitate  the  preparation  of
systematic reviews.
Objective:  The  aim  of  the  present  report  is  to  provide  an  overview  of  this  first  database  on  clini-
cal research  in  veterinary  homeopathy,  with  a  special  focus  on  its  content  of  placebo  controlled
clinical trials  and  summarising  what  is  known  about  placebo  effects  in  animals.
Results:  In  April  2012,  the  VetCR  database  contained  302  data  records.  Among  these,  203  con-
trolled trials  were  identified:  146  randomised  and  57  non-randomised.  In  97  of  those  203  trials,
the homeopathic  medical  intervention  was  compared  to  placebo.

Comment:  A  program  of  formal  systematic  reviews  of  peer-reviewed  randomised  controlled
trials in  veterinary  homeopathy  is  now  underway;  detailed  findings  from  the  program’s  data
extraction and  appraisal  approach,  including  the  assessment  of  trial  quality  (risk  of  bias),  will
be reported  in  due  course.
© 2012  Elsevier  Ltd.  All  rights  reserved.
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Introduction

Homeopathy  was  originally  developed  to  treat  human
patients,1 but  already  in  1815,  the  founder  of  homeopa-

thy,  Samuel  Hahnemann,  stated  that  animals  most  probably
would  also  benefit  from  homeopathic  treatment  (cited  in2).
Further  early  contributions  were  made,  for  example,  by
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enzke  (provings  in  animals),  Günther  (handbook  on  vet-
rinary  homeopathy)  and  von  Bönninghausen  (various  case
eports)  in  the  middle  of  the  19th  century.3—7

Despite  its  promising  start  in  the  19th  century  (for
n  overview  see8,9),  veterinary  homeopathy  has  led  a
omewhat  shadowy  existence  since  these  first  contrib-
tions.  Only  in  the  last  three  decades  has  the  number
f  clinical  trials  increased  considerably.  This  literature  is

enerally  not  well  perceived,  which  may  be  partly  a  con-
equence  of  the  diffuse  and  somewhat  inaccessible  nature
f  some  of  the  relevant  research  publications.  The  Veteri-
ary  Clinical  Research  Database  for  Homeopathy  (VetCR,
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Table  1  Peer  reviewed  status  of  RCTs  and  NRCTs  in  veterinary  homeopathy.

#  of
records

# of  trial
records:
placebo
control

#  of  placebo
controlled  trial
records  in  repeat
publications

#  of  trial
records:
‘‘OTP’’a

#  of
publications

Mean  year  of
publication

Non-peer  reviewed,  non-randomised,
controlled  clinical  trials

45  17  —  28  30  1994

Peer reviewed,  non-randomised,
controlled  clinical  trials

12 3  —  9  12  2005

(Sub  totals  of  NRCTs)  (57) (20) — (37) (42) (1997)
Non-peer  reviewed,  randomised,

controlled  clinical  trials
92 47 10 45 78 1993

Peer reviewed,  randomised,  controlled
clinical  trials

54  30  3  24  48  1999

(Sub  totals  of  RCTs)  (146)  (77)  (13)  (69)  (126)  (1995)

Sum 203  97b 13  106  168
�  (=unique  placebo  controlled  trials)  84c

a ‘‘Other than placebo’’ control.
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b 17 of these trials include additional control groups besides the
c See online Table 1.

ttp://www.carstens-stiftung.de/clinresvet/index.php)
as  launched  in  2006  to  provide  information  on  existing
linical  research  in  veterinary  homeopathy  and  to  facilitate
he  preparation  of  systematic  reviews  on  the  subject.10

Here  we  present  an  updated  overview  of  the  first
atabase  on  clinical  research  in  veterinary  homeopathy  with
ocus  on  its  content  of  placebo-controlled  clinical  trials.  We
lso  summarise  the  knowledge  on  placebo  effects  in  animals.

aterials and methods

etup  of  database:  Studies  to  be  included  in  the  VetCR
atabase  (http://www.carstens-stiftung.de/clinresvet/
ndex.php)  were  identified  by  searching  MEDLINE  database
www.pubmed.org)  and  by  analysing  e-mail  alerts  of
arious  journals  with  the  keywords  ‘‘homeopathy’’,
‘homeopathic’’,  ‘‘veterinary’’  and  ‘‘clinical  research’’.
urther  publications  were  found  by  screening  of  disserta-
ion  abstracts,  by  citation  tracking  and  hand-searching  of
omplementary  medicine  journals.  Besides  observational
tudies  and  clinical  trials,  selected  case  reports  and  case
eries  were  included,  but  no  basic  research  experiments
ere  incorporated;  the  latter  are  the  subject  of  the
omBRex  database.11

For  identification  of  controlled  clinical  trials  in
he  VetCR  database  the  search  strategy  was  as  fol-
ows:  Design  =  ‘‘randomised  controlled  clinical  trial’’  or
‘controlled  clinical  trial’’.

The  peer  review  status  of  each  relevant  journal  was
dentified  by  inspection  of  that  journal’s  published  infor-
ation  or  its  historical  peer-review  status  was  identified

rom  The  Serials  Directory,12 where  its  presence  in  the  Peer

eviewed  Index  enabled  its  designation  ‘‘peer  reviewed’’.
f  no  information  on  the  peer  reviewed  status  was  available,
ournals  were  designated  ‘‘non-peer  reviewed’’.  Books,
bstracts,  conference  proceedings,  theses/dissertations,

o
o
y
p

ebo group.

ewsletters,  letters,  reports  and  internet  reports  were
utomatically  defined  as  ‘‘non-peer  reviewed’’.

esults and discussion

n  April  2012,  the  database  contained  302  records.  About
alf  of  the  listed  records  were  randomised,  controlled  clin-
cal  trials  (RCTs:  n  =  146).  In  addition,  57  non-randomised,
ontrolled  clinical  trials  (NRCTs),  60  observational  studies,

 drug  provings  (or  in  modern  terms,  ‘‘homeopathic  patho-
enetic  trials’’),  11  case  series  and  24  case  reports  were
ound.  In  one  case,  the  study  design  was  unknown  (origi-
al  publication  not  available).  The  146  +  57  =  203  controlled
rials  are  the  subject  of  Table  1.

Each  publication  may  contain  multiple  numbers  of  trials,
esulting  in  more  than  one  database  record  for  the  given
ublication.  The  57  NRCTs  were  published  in  42  different
ublications  and  the  146  RCTs  in  126  different  publications.
he  mean  year  of  publication  was  1997  and  1995  for  NRCTs
peer  reviewed  and  non-peer  reviewed)  and  RCTs  (peer
eviewed  and  non-peer  reviewed),  respectively.  Most  of  the
isted  publications  (n  =  148;  88%)  were  published  in  the  last
0  years  (Fig.  1),  peaking  between  2005  and  2009  (n  =  43;
6%),  irrespective  of  randomised  (n  =  31)  or  non-randomised
esign  (n  =  12).

Of  the  57  NRCT  records,  12  (21%)  were  published  in  peer
eviewed  journals  (Table  1),  whereas  37%  (n  =  54)  of  the  146
CT  records  passed  the  process  of  peer  review.  Altogether,
he  number  of  non-peer  reviewed  publications  was  almost
ouble  the  number  of  peer  reviewed  publications  (108:60),
ut  the  proportion  of  peer  reviewed  publications  (regardless

f  design)  clearly  increased  in  recent  years  (Fig.  2).  The  ratio
f  RCTs  to  NRCTs  (roughly  3:1)  has  been  rather  stable  in  5-
ear  periods  since  1975;  there  is  no  trend  towards  a  higher
ercentage  of  RCTs  (data  not  shown).

http://www.carstens-stiftung.de/clinresvet/index.php
http://www.carstens-stiftung.de/clinresvet/index.php
http://www.carstens-stiftung.de/clinresvet/index.php
http://www.pubmed.org/
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Figure  1  Absolute  numbers  of  publications  reporting  on  randomised  (black,  n  =  126)  and  non-randomised  (grey,  n  =  42)  controlled
clinical trials  from  1965  to  2012.  The  last  column  only  covers  a  3-year  period.

Figure  2  Percentage  of  peer  reviewed  publications  (black)  to  non-peer  reviewed  publications  (grey).  (a)  Randomised  controlled
clinical trials.  Between  1965  and  1969,  only  one  trial  was  published  in  a  peer  reviewed  journal  (data  omitted  for  clarity).  (b)
Non-randomised  controlled  clinical  trials.
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Table  2  Disorders/outcomes  in  84  unique  placebo  controlled  trials.

Disorder/outcome  Cattle  Pig  Horse  Dog  Hare/rabbit  Sheep  Goat  Chicken  Fish  Guineafowl  Suma

Mastitis  19  19
Postpartum  disorders  11  2  13
Skin disorders  1  3  1  5
Diarrhoea  2  2  1  5
Infections 2  2  1  5
Musculoskeletal  disorders  2  1  3
Behavioural disorders 3 3
Liver  disorders  2 2
Gastroenteritis 1 1
Immunomodulation  2 1 1 4
Performance  (reproduction)  7  2  2  5  2  18
Performance  (growth/health)  4  5  1  1  11

Suma 47 13  8  8  6  2  2  1  1  1
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a Some trials, more than one main outcome was investigated.

In  NRCTs,  homeopathy  was  tested  against  placebo-
reated  animals  (Table  1;  total  =  20  records:  3  peer
eviewed,  17  non-peer  reviewed)  or  other  controls  than
lacebo  (28  +  9  =  37  records).

In  47  of  the  non-peer  reviewed  RCTs,  homeopathy  was
ested  against  placebo-treated  animals  (Table  1).  In  45  tri-
ls,  placebo  was  not  the  control.  The  main  proportion  of
on-peer  reviewed  RCTs  were  theses  (n  =  52,  57%).

Thirty  of  the  peer  reviewed  RCTs  tested  homeopathy
gainst  placebo-treated  animals  (Table  1).  In  24  trials,
lacebo  was  not  the  control.

In  total,  placebo  controls  were  almost  equally  applied  in
eer  reviewed  trials  (3  +  30  =  33  records,  50%)  and  non-peer
eviewed  (17  +  47  =  64  records,  44%,  Table  1)  trials  (total:  97
rials).

Of  the  97  placebo  controlled  trials  (see  Table  1),
3  (=10  +  3)  records  were  repeat  publications  (leaving  84
ecords  of  unique  placebo  controlled  trials).  In  44  of
hose  84  records  (52%),  authors  reported  at  least  one
est  where  the  effect  of  homeopathic  treatment  was  sig-
ificantly  better  than  placebo  treatment.  However,  this
lso  included  trials,  where,  for  example,  more  than  80
ests  were  performed  and  only  one  test  yielded  a  sig-
ificant  difference  in  favour  of  homeopathic  treatment.
oreover,  only  a  small  number  of  those  trials  (fewer  than
0%)  accounted  statistically  for  the  problem  of  multiple
esting.  In  addition,  in  some  of  those  trials,  placebo  treat-
ent  yielded  significantly  better  results  than  homeopathic

reatment.
Ten  different  animal  species  and  12  different  disor-

ers/outcomes  were  investigated  in  the  84  unique  records
f  placebo  controlled  trials  (summarised  in  Table  2).  Farm
nimals  were  more  often  investigated  compared  to  com-
anion  animals.  Cattle  were  the  study  subjects  most  often
mployed  (n  =  43),  followed  by  pigs  (n  =  12)  and  dogs  and
orses  (n  =  8  each).  Most  trials  investigated  the  benefit  of
omeopathic  prophylaxis  or  treatment  in  mastitis  control

19)  and  postpartum  disorders  (13).  In  addition,  29  tri-
ls  investigated  the  effects  of  homeopathy  application  for
erformance  improvement  (health,  growth,  reproduction).

 complete  reference  list  of  all  84  trials  can  be  found  in  the

r
e
s
c

nline  version  at  http://www.sciencedirect.com/  (online
able  1).

The  quality  of  the  84  trials  appears  to  be  extremely
iverse  and  a  formal  quality  assessment  is  taking  place
ithin  a  program  of  systematic  reviews  of  RCTs  of  veterinary
omeopathy  that  involves  two  of  the  present  authors.13 In
he  course  of  this  program,  a  full  data  extraction,  includ-
ng  risk-of-bias  assessment  according  to  Cochrane  standards
http://www.cochrane.org/),  will  be  carried  out.

Only  six  trials  compared  homeopathic  treatment,
lacebo  treatment  and  untreated  animals  at  the  same
ime  (online  Table  2;  published  in  online  version  at
ttp://www.sciencedirect.com/ as  supplementary  data).  In
ve  of  six  trials,  no  significant  differences  were  found
etween  homeopathic  treatment  and  placebo  treatment.  In
ddition,  few  significant  differences  were  found  between
omeopathic/placebo  treatment  on  the  one  hand  and  the
ntreated  individuals  on  the  other  hand,  even  if  the  ten-
ency  of  the  majority  of  test  results  was  favourable  for
ither  homeopathic  or  placebo  treatment.  With  only  six
rials,  the  VetCR  database  does  not  provide  substantial
nformation  whether  the  treatment  and/or  context  effect
homeopathic  or  placebo)  is  better  than  no  treatment  at  all.
owever,  some  additional  information  on  placebo  effects  in
nimals  can  be  retrieved  from  the  conventional  veterinary
nd  animal  research  literature  and  have  been  reviewed  in
999  by  McMillan.14 With  respect  to  the  classical  concept
f  placebo,  animals  cannot  discriminate  between  drug  and
ood  or  verum  and  placebo  and  therefore  have  no  expec-
ation  regarding  recovery  (provided  they  have  not  been
onditioned  —  see  below).15 But  with  respect  to  modern  con-
epts  of  the  placebo  effect  or  context  effects,16—18 various
spects  have  been  reported  to  elicit  a  placebo  response  in
nimals.

Probably  best  known  from  Pavlov’s  dog  experiments19

s  the  phenomenon  of  classical  conditioning.18 Animals
an  recognise  known  people  and  circumstances  and  can

20
ecall  learned  cycles. Recently  it  has  been  shown  that
xposure  of  rats  to  a  drink  of  novel  taste  (conditioned
timulus)  followed  by  an  injection  of  the  immune  suppressor
yclosporine  (unconditioned  stimulus)  is  capable  of  priming

http://www.sciencedirect.com/
http://www.cochrane.org/
http://www.sciencedirect.com/
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rats  in  such  a  way  that  subsequent  sole  exposure  to  the  drink
suppresses  the  immune  system  to  the  same  or  similar  extent
as  another  injection  of  cyclosporine.  This  is  true  after  3  days’
break  without  conditioning  procedure  but  also  after  11  days;
the  effect  has  also  been  confirmed  in  humans.21

In  addition,  caring  treatment  (e.g.  petting  and  gen-
tle  handling)  can  increase  viability  under  stress,  improve
health,  promote  growth  and  increase  productivity  of
animals.22—27 It  has  been  shown  that  a  positive  relation-
ship  between  dairy  cows  and  stockpersons  correlates  with
improved  udder  health.28 In  this  context,  the  intensive
individual  consultation  in  homeopathy  is  of  importance.29

Empathy/person  effects  can  influence  the  heart  rate  and
blood  pressure  of  dogs  depending  on  which  attendant  is
entering  the  study  room.30,31 Similar  effects  have  been
reported  in  rabbits  and  horses  and  various  other  animals.32

In  addition,  animals  can  respond  to  emotional  states  of
humans33 and  the  presence  of  an  unafraid  rat  is  capable  of
calming  a  fearful  rat.34

Finally,  the  expectancy  of  owners  may  have  substantial
effects  on  the  study  outcome  in  such  trials  where  the  out-
come  is  assessed  by  the  owners  of  companion  animals.35—40

The  same  holds  true  for  therapists  if  they  are  not  completely
blinded  (therapist  expectancy).15,41

In  summary,  placebo  effects  can  have  an  impact  on  the
outcome  of  veterinary  studies,  but  if  the  study  design  is
adapted  accordingly,  their  influence  can  be  minimised29

(drug  application  via  drinking  water,  no  caring  treatment,
no  owner  assessment,  complete  blinding,  allocation  con-
cealment  and  randomisation,  adequate  run-in  and  follow-up
time).

Clinical  research  in  veterinary  homeopathy  has  some
inherent  disadvantages.  The  interview-based  repertorisa-
tion  is  limited  to  objective  parameters  and  interrogations  of
the  animal  owners.  Only  few  drug  provings  in  animals  exist
and  few  remedies  are  listed  in  a  Materia  Medica  (e.g.42).  In
several  cases,  a  human  repertory  (a  collection  of  symptoms
attained  after  drug  provings)  and  Materia  Medica  are  used
to  find  the  matching  homeopathic  remedy  (Similimum), an
approach  that  is  questioned  by  some  authors.43—47

However,  clinical  research  in  veterinary  homeopathy  also
has  some  inherent  advantages  compared  to  clinical  research
in  human  homeopathy:  The  environmental  conditions  can  be
considered  as  rather  stable  and  comparable  for  all  patients
when  located  in  the  same  isolated  pen,  kennel,  etc.  It  is  eas-
ier,  in  principle,  to  acquire  larger  numbers  of  participants,  at
least  of  livestock  animals,  and  to  maintain  blinding.  There-
fore,  studies  of  veterinary  homeopathy  that  account  for  the
above  mentioned  adaptations  of  the  study  design  may  be
more  useful  in  investigating  whether  homeopathic  remedies
have  specific  effects  over  and  above  those  of  placebo.29
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Appendix A. Supplementary data
Supplementary  data  associated  with  this  article  can  be
found,  in  the  online  version,  at  http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/
j.ctim.2012.11.009.

2

119

eferences

1. Hahnemann S. Organon of medicine. 6th ed. New Delhi, India:
B Jain Publishers Pvt. Ltd.; 2002, p 1—300.

2. Kaiser D. Wiederentdeckt: ein grundlegendes Manuskript
Hahnemanns. Zeitschrift für klassische Homöopathie und
Arzneipotenzierung 1989;33(3):112—20.

3. Genzke JCL. Meine Ansichten über die Zooiasis des Herrn
Thierarztes Lux und überhaupt über die Anwendung der
homöopathischen Heilmethode bei Thierkrankheiten. Allge-
meine Homöopathische Zeitung 1834;4(18):282—5.

4. Genzke JKL. Homöopathische Arzneimittellehre für
Thierärzte. Leipzig: Verlag Ludwig Schumann; 1837. p.
1—440.

5. Günther FA. Der homöopathische Thierarzt—–Erster Theil: Die
Krankheiten des Pferdes. Sondershausen, Germany: Eupel;
1844, p 1—340.

6. von Bönninghausen C. Die Hochpotenzen. Allgemeine
Homöopathische Zeitung 1850;38(23):358—66.

7. von Bönninghausen C. Thierheilungen und Hochpotenzen. All-
gemeine Homöopathische Zeitung 1863;67(26):204—6.

8. Thiesmeier H. Ueber Homöopathie und ihre Anwendung in
der Tierheilkunde, Thesis. Hannover, Germany: Tierärztliche
Hochschule Hannover; 1920.

9. Lützen L. Die Geschichte der Anwendung des homöopathis-
chen Heilverfahrens in der Veterinärmedizin, Thesis. Berlin,
Germany: Freie Universität Berlin; 1967.

0. Clausen J, Albrecht H. Database on veterinary clinical research
in homeopathy. Homeopathy 2010;99(3):189—91.

1. Albrecht H, Van Wijk R, Dittloff S. A new database on basic
research in homeopathy. Homeopathy 2002;91(3):162—5.

2. The serials directory: an international reference book. 13th ed.
Birmingham, AL, United States: EBSCO Publishing; 1999.

3. Mathie RT, Hacke D, Clausen J. Randomised controlled
trials of veterinary homeopathy: characterising the peer-
reviewed research literature for systematic review. Homeopa-
thy 2012;101(4):196—203.

4. McMillan FD. The placebo effect in animals. Journal of the
American Veterinary Medical Association 1999;215(7):992—9.

5. Rijnberk A, Ramey DW. The end of veterinary homeopathy. Aus-
tralian Veterinary Journal 2007;85(12):513—6.

6. Shapiro AK. Etiological factors in placebo effect. Journal of the
American Medical Association 1964;187:712—4.

7. Shapiro AK, Shapiro E. The powerful placebo: from ancient
priest to modern physician. Baltimore, USA: John Hopkins Uni-
versity Press; 1997. p. 1—296.

8. Finniss DG, Kaptchuk TJ, Miller F, Benedetti F. Biological,
clinical, and ethical advances of placebo effects. Lancet
2010;375(9715):686—95.

9. Pavlov IP. Conditioned reflexes: an investigation of the phys-
iological activity of the cerebral cortex.  London, UK: Oxford
University Press; 1927.

0. Wolter H. Arzneiwirkungsprüfung an Caulophyllum D30. Der
Praktische Tierarzt 1966;47(9):431—501.

1. Wirth T, Ober K, Prager G, Vogelsang M, Benson S, Witzke O,
Kribben A, Engler H, Schedlowski M. Repeated recall of learned
immunosuppression: evidence from rats and men. Brain, Behav-
ior, and Immunity 2011;25(7):1444—51.

2. Gross WB.  The benefits of tender loving care. International
Journal of the Study of Animal Problems 1980;1(3):147—9.

3. Hemsworth PH, Brand A, Willems P. The behavioural response
of sows to the presence of human beings and its relation to
productivity. Livestock Production Science 1981;8(1):67—74.
4. Hammett FS. Studies of the thyroid apparatus: I. The stability
of the nervous system as a factor in the resistance of the albino
rat to the loss of the parathyroid secretion. American Journal
of Physiology — Legacy Content 1921;56(1):196—204.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ctim.2012.11.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ctim.2012.11.009


1

2

2

2

2

2

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

3

4

4

4

4

4

4

4

20  

5. Nerem RM, Levesque MJ, Cornhill JF. Social environ-
ment as a factor in diet-induced atherosclerosis. Science
1980;208(4451):1475—6.

6. Anderson SL, Gantt WH. The effect of person on cardiac and
motor responsivity to shock in dogs. Integrative Physiological
and Behavioral Science 1966;1(3):181—9.

7. Wilson DV, Berney CE, Peroni DL, Mullineaux DR, Robinson NE.
The effects of a single acupuncture treatment in horses with
severe recurrent airway obstruction. Equine Veterinary Journal
2004;36(6):489—94.

8. Ivemeyer S, Knierim U, Waiblinger S. Effect of human—animal
relationship and management on udder health in Swiss dairy
herds. Journal of Dairy Science 2011;94(12):5890—902.

9. Hektoen L. Review of the current involvement of homeopa-
thy in veterinary practice and research. Veterinary Record
2005;157(8):224—9.

0. Gantt WH, Newton JEO, Royer FL, Stephens JH. Effect
of person. Integrative Physiological and Behavioral Science
1966;1(1):18—35.

1. Newton JEO, Ehrlich W. Coronary blood flow in dogs: effect
of person. Integrative Physiological and Behavioral Science
1969;4(2):81—8.

2. Lynch JJ, Fregin GF, Mackie JB, Monroe Jr RR. Heart rate
changes in the horse to human contact. Psychophysiology
1974;11(4):472—8.

3. Feddersen-Petersen D. Some interactive aspects between dogs
and their owners: are there reciprocal influences between
both inter- and intraspecific communication? Applied Animal
Behaviour Science 1994;40(1):78—84.

4. Davitz JR, Mason DJ. Socially facilitated reduction of a fear
response in rats. Journal of Comparative and Physiological Psy-
chology 1955;48(3):149—51.

5. Ivanovas G. Alles placebo oder wie? Homöopathie konkret
2011;1:95—102.
6. Oberkirchner U. Eigenblut-Nosodentherapie bei Hunden mit
allergisch bedingtem Juckreiz. Homöopathischer Ansatz zur
Therapie der caninen Allergie, Thesis. Wien, Austria: Veter-
inärmedizinische Universität Wien; 2008.

4

J.  Clausen  et  al.

7. Cracknell NR, Mills DS. A double-blind placebo-controlled study
into the efficacy of a homeopathic remedy for fear of fire-
work noises in the dog (Canis familiaris). Veterinary Journal
2008;177(1):80—8.

8. Cracknell NR, Mills DS. An evaluation of owner expectation on
apparent treatment effect in a blinded comparison of 2 home-
opathic remedies for firework noise sensitivity in dogs. Journal
of Veterinary Behavior: Clinical Applications and Research
2011;6(1):21—30.

9. Munana KR, Zhang D, Patterson EE. Placebo effect in
canine epilepsy trials. Journal of Veterinary Internal Medicine
2010;24(1):166—70.

0. Jaeger GT, Larsen S, Moe L. Stratification, blinding and
placebo effect in a randomized, double blind placebo-
controlled clinical trial of gold bead implantation in dogs with
hip dysplasia. Acta Veterinaria Scandinavica 2005;46(1—2):
57—68.

1. Buffington CA. Complementary and alternative veterinary
medicine and urologic conditions. Clinical Techniques in Small
Animal Practice 2002;17(1):34—6.

2. King G. Veterinärhomöopathie—–Einführung und Materia med-
ica. Hannover: Schlütersche Verlagsanstalt und Druckerei; 1992.
p. 1—232.

3. Lagoni N. Arzneimittelrechtliche Aspekte zur Homöopathie
in der Veterinärmedizin. Praktische Tierarzt 1983;1983
(10):890—6.

4. Löscher W. Homöopathie—–Eine wirksame und risikoarme Alter-
native zur konventionellen Pharmakotherapie? Teil 2: Nachweis
der Wirksamkeit beim Tier. Deutsche Tierärztliche Wochen-
schrift 1992;99(3):85—124.

5. Schütte A. Ist Forschung in der Veterinärhomöopathie gerecht-
fertigt? Berliner und Munchener tierarztliche Wochenschrift
1994;107(7):229—36.

6. Wolter H. Weitere Erfahrungen mit  Flor de Piedra. Allgemeine

Homöopathische Zeitung 1969;214(10):433—9.

7. Schütte A. Leitfaden zur homöopathischen Behandlung von
Schweinen.  1st ed. Essen, Germany: KVC Verlag; 2006. p.
1—118.


	Veterinary Clinical Research Database for Homeopathy: Placebo-controlled trials
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results and discussion
	Conflict of interest statement
	Appendix A Supplementary data
	Appendix A Supplementary data


