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Abstract: Diffuse optical imaging is highly versatile and has a very broad range of
applications in biology and medicine. It covers diffuse optical tomography, fluorescence
diffuse optical tomography, bioluminescence and a number of other new imaging methods.
These methods of diffuse optical imaging have diversified instrument configurations, but
share the same core physical principle: light propagation in highly diffusive media, i.e.,
biological tissue. In this review, the author summarizes the latest development in
instrumentation and methodology available to diffuse optical imaging in terms of system
architecture, light source, photo-detection, spectral separation, signal modulation and, lastly,
imaging contrast.
Keywords: diffuse optical imaging; instrumentation; fluorescence; molecular imaging;
bioluminescence; tomography; clinical; preclinical

1. Introduction
Technology development of diffuse optics in biomedicine has been accelerated by the rapid and
exciting advances of photonics. There exist a large number of excellent review articles in the literature
regarding methodology, mathematical treatment and applications of the diffuse optics [1–11]. In this
review, the author intends to address this topic from an instrumentation point of view by broadly
covering various types of instruments used in diffuse optics with emphasis on biomedical diffuse optical
imaging (DOI). Due to the availability of the large amount of work on the theoretical bases of DOI
methods in the literature, theoretical analysis is not explicitly included and, rather, is distributed along
with the relevant instrumentation. The author is also hoping this work offers points of entry for interested
readers to explore the particular subtopics in depth.
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The discussions presented in this review article are divided into the following six categories: system
architecture, light source, photo-detection, spectral separation, signal modulation and imaging contrast.
Unlike in the other established biomedical imaging modalities, such as magnetic resonance imaging
(MRI), X-ray computed tomography (X-ray CT), positron emission tomography (PET), single-photon
emission computed tomography (SPECT) and ultrasound imaging, the instrumentation in diffuse optics
is highly diversified and can be optimized for the specific needs of the particular applications. As shown
in the following sections, the various instruments and methods that are available to diffuse optics can be
configured in a number of different ways to accomplish the specific goals. In addition, a particular piece
of instrument may be used in different ways and combined with different matching instruments.
2. System Architecture
At the system level, a complete DOI setup consists of five functional blocks: the light source, imaging
platform, photodetector, hardware controller and signal processor, shown in Figure 1. Among these
functional blocks, only the light source, imaging platform and photodetector are widely accepted as
independent components of instrumentation. The hardware controller functions either as an integral part
of a specific piece of hardware or as a part of the computer. The signal processor is mainly the computer
with various software, including mathematical models, signal processing algorithms and reconstruction
methods. In this review, the term, system architecture, refers to the relationship of the light source and
photodetector with respect to the imaging platform/subject.
Figure 1. Functional block diagram of a typical diffuse optical imaging (DOI) system (the
arrows show the direction of the signal and data flow).
Light source

Computer

Imaging platform

Photodetector

Hardware controller

Signal processor

2.1. Light Coupling
Fiber-coupled illumination and photo-detection have been adopted since the very early stage of
development of diffuse optics and are still being widely used. They can be found in diffuse optical
tomography (DOT), fluorescence diffuse optical tomography (FDOT) and near-infrared spectroscopy
(NIRS) of the human brain [12–14], human breast [15–17] and small animals [18–21]. The fiber optics
can be in direct contact with the surface of the imaging subject or in indirect contact via an optical
matching fluid. In most applications, multimode fibers are better suited, because of their larger numeric
aperture, which allows for a higher coupling efficiency, their higher power delivery capability and their
lower system cost, compared to the single-mode fibers. Conversely, if maintaining the coherence of light
or reducing pulse dispersion is required, using single-mode fibers is the optimal solution [22].
Nonetheless, the specific choice of single-mode or multi-mode fibers optics is also dependent on other

Photonics 2014, 1

11

factors of the instruments and applications, such as the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). For example, it was
shown very recently that multi-mode fibers significantly improved the SNR in diffuse correlation
spectroscopy due to the increased admittance of signals [23]. In multispectral imaging, light generated
from multiple diverging sources can be simultaneously coupled into a single optical fiber, e.g., using a
tilted coupling lens [24]. The advantages of fiber-coupling include high flexibility in hardware
configuration and improved instrument ruggedness. Optical fibers are also often used in small animal
imaging, human neuroimaging and multimodality imaging, because they provide reliable optical contact,
reduce the interference from hair and allow flexibility in system configuration and experimental setup,
e.g., [14,25–29]. The disadvantages of fiber-coupling include the limited mobility of the imaging subject,
reduced usable experiment duration due to discomfort and inconsistent skin-fiber coupling efficiency as
a result of variations in fiber contact and subject motion.
In noncontact light coupling designs, epi-illumination (i.e., reflectance) and trans-illumination (i.e.,
transmission) configurations are the most common choices. In the epi-illumination configuration, the
photodetector is on the same side of the imaging subject as the light source and measures the reflectance;
whereas in trans-illumination, the photodetector is on the opposite side and measures the transmittance.
Epi-illumination is best suited for imaging superficial features and can use either an unfocused or
focused/collimated light source to achieve wide-field or point illumination. In particular, wide-field epiillumination is widely used in commercial general-purpose fluorescence imagers for small animals. In
the trans-illumination configuration, a point light source (e.g., a laser beam or focused light spot) is
typically used to produce sufficient photon density to allow deep-penetration of the imaging subject. The
collimated light can be directed to the imaging subject via scanning devices, such as galvo-scanners or
translation stages [30,31]. This method is best suited for deep-tissue tomographic imaging.
2.2. Subject Positioning
In biomedical DOI, the common imaging subjects include parts of the human body (e.g., the brain
and breast) or whole small animals (e.g., mouse and rat). In human DOI, subject positioning is relatively
straightforward and standardized. In animal imaging, on the contrary, subject positioning is much more
versatile and affects imaging performance in complicated ways.
The most commonly adopted method for small animal positioning is to use a tablet or flatbed glass
to support the imaging subject [32]. Wide-field illumination is typically used with this positioning
method, but can be either on the same side or on the opposite side of the animal with respect to the
platform, i.e., either epi- or trans-illuminations, respectively. Compared to other configurations, this
design is less costly for instrumentation and easier for animal setup, but offers limited depth resolution
and reconstruction accuracy in tomographic imaging [33].
Analogous to the designs of X-ray CT scanners, the light sources (typically collimated, in a
trans-illumination configuration) and photodetectors can be mounted on a gantry that rotates about the
imaging subject. This design enables full-angle data acquisition, which results in deep tissue penetration
and isotropic image resolution. However, it requires precision manufacturing and motion control of the
large and heavy gantry, which significantly increases the system cost and reduces instrument portability.
Nonetheless, it can become a highly attractive design for multimodal imaging when integrated with
X-ray CT [34,35].
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A simple yet effective alternative way to achieve full-angle acquisition is to use angled or
cone-shaped reflective mirrors [36]. This method is especially suited for multimodal imaging, in which
the animal must be positioned within a confined space, e.g., the magnet bore of the MRI scanner,
the gantry of the X-ray CT scanner and the scintillator ring of the PET or SPECT scanner. However,
some engineering obstacles must be overcome, e.g., the variation of focal distance due to the differences
in mirror location, geometrical distortions due to the curved mirrors and the development of
calibration methods.
A major challenge in diffuse optics is to accurately model photon migration in irregularly-shaped and
highly heterogeneous biological tissue, which is computationally costly with existing modeling methods.
An alternative solution is to modify the imaging geometry by immersing the imaging subject (e.g., the
small animal or human breast) in optical index-matching fluid [37,38]. As a result of optical indexmatching, the boundary conditions for photon migration modeling is transformed from a highly irregular
shape to a simple cylinder or slab geometry, which have elegant analytical solutions if the internal
inhomogeneity of the imaging subject can be neglected. A variation of this method is to use an imaging
cassette that fits tightly around the animal and slightly compress the skin, thereby creating a well-defined
and self-contained imaging geometry. An additional advantage of using the imaging cassette is that it
can be easily transferred to other imaging equipment (e.g., MRI, X-ray CT and PET/SPECT) without
disturbing the animal’s posture, allowing for accurate and reliable registration of separately acquired
datasets.
A tradeoff solution between system complexity and imaging performance is to rotate the animal while
maintaining the imaging devices stationary. In this type of setups, the animal is typically positioned and
rotated vertically to maintain its posture and minimize interference with optical configuration. This
method can be used together with the imaging chamber or individually for free-space full-angle acquisition
[30,39].
3. Light Source
3.1. Lamp
Lamps are the most commonly used general-purpose light sources, because they are simple to use
and easy to maintain. With the proper choice of band-pass filters, halogen lamps are well suited for
epi-illumination fluorescence imaging. A notable limitation of conventional lamps is that it is difficult
to control and calibrate the output optical power accurately, making quantitative measurement difficult
without real-time monitoring of the optical power. Using a regulated power supply, variations in the
output optical power can be mitigated, e.g., MH100 by Dolan-Jenner (Boxborough, MA, USA).
The most commonly used lamps are metal-halide lamps and mercury arc lamps, which operate at
high temperatures and produce strong UV and infrared components in the spectrum, making them
difficult and costly to use in imaging. Additional equipment is usually required to remove the heat, ozone
and nitrogen oxide generated by the lamps due to the high temperature and UV emission. Because they
typically require 30 min to reach stable operation after ignition and 30 min to properly cool down before
re-ignition, the lamps often must be kept on between imaging sessions or experiments, which can
significantly reduce their usable lifespan.
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3.2. Laser
Diode lasers have always been the primary choices for collimated illumination in diffuse optics.
Because of their compact size, rugged structure, low power consumption and long lifespan, laser diodes
(LDs) are highly attractive candidates for system integration, particularly in portable, handheld and/or
battery-operated devices. Above a threshold current, the output optical power of the LDs are linearly
related to the driving current intensity under a given operating temperature, which makes them well
suited for quantitative measurement. In frequency domain (amplitude modulated) and time domain
(pulsed) measurements, the LDs are almost exclusively used because they are easy to modulate and can
be quickly switched on and off to generate a pulse train or to achieve time-multiplexed acquisition.
Interested readers are referred to the topical reviews on biomedical applications of
diode lasers [40].
LDs have little or limited wavelength tunability. For applications that require wavelengths varying
over a broad range, the best choice is typically tunable titanium-doped sapphire (Ti:Sapphire) lasers. The
Ti:Sapphire lasers are solid-state lasers that have a continuous tuning range typically between 680 and
1,080 nm. They produce a very narrow (~100 fs) and fast (~80 MHz) laser pulse train with an average
output optical power of >1 W at 800 nm. With the recent advances in photonics, hands-free and
maintenance-free commercial Ti:Sapphire laser systems are becoming widely available. The leading
choices of hands-free pulsed Ti:Sapphire lasers are the Chameleon product series by Coherent and the
Mai Tai series by Spectra-Physics (both located in Santa Clara, CA, USA). The main drawbacks of the
Ti:Sapphire lasers include large physical dimensions, high energy consumption, high system cost and
laser safety concerns.
In recent years, supercontinuum lasers have clearly become an attractive alternative to the Ti:Sapphire
lasers and are increasingly gaining attention, because of their broad emission spectrum (typically 400–
2,500 nm with a time-averaged power spectral density of ~1 mW/nm in the visible-NIR range at a 20
MHz repetition rate) and picosecond-pulse generation (<100 ps), e.g., the WhiteLase series by Fianium
(Southampton, United Kingdom) and the SuperK series by NKT Photonics (Birkerod, Denmark). With
the proper filters, a supercontinuum laser can be used as a universal tunable pulsed laser source. Note
that the main difference between a Ti:Sapphire laser and a supercontinuum laser is that the former
produces a monochromatic laser at a given time and can be tuned to specified wavelengths, whereas the
latter produces a broadband “white-light” laser. In diffuse optics, the effective pulse width is limited by
the highly scattering biological tissue, and the allowable optical power is limited to ~10 mW for
collimated beams. Note that the exact maximum allowable power (MAP) is dependent on the
wavelength, spot size, pulse width, repetition rate and type of tissue (refer to the ANSI Z136 Standards).
The features under investigation in DOI are often deeply embedded in the tissue, e.g., fluorescently
labeled tumors or functionally activated cortical areas of the brain. As a result, the temporal point-spread
function (TPSF) of the imaging subject in deep-tissue DOI is significantly broader than that of the laser
pulse. In addition, the lifetime constants of commonly used organic fluorophores in diffuse optics are on
the order of 0.5–5 ns, making picosecond-lasers sufficient for time domain sampling. For these reasons,
ultrafast femtosecond-lasers are not only unnecessary, but may also be detrimental in typical setups of
diffuse optics, as they emit significantly higher instantaneous power that limits the usable average optical
power, due to laser safety concerns.
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3.3. Light Emitting Diode
With recent advances in photonics, light-emitting diodes (LEDs) are replacing many of the light
sources that have been conventionally fulfilled by lamps and even lasers. One of the most notable
advances is the availability of high-power LEDs that can output optical power comparable to that of the
conventional halogen lamps. Compared to the conventional lamps, another attractive feature of LEDs is
that they can be modulated in both the frequency and time domains, because of their excellent output
linearity, short rise/fall time (1–10 ns) and low driving current (0.1–1 A). Among the commercially
available LEDs for diffuse optics, the modulation bandwidth is currently on the order of
100–1,000 MHz, and the minimum pulse width is typically 2–20 ns. Despite the fundamental differences
in coherence and collimation between LDs and LEDs, the performance of these two technologies, which
are pertinent to diffuse optics, are becoming increasingly comparable in terms of output optical power,
spectral width and pulse width. In addition, LED light sources are generally safer than lasers, which
often makes LEDs the preferred choice in handheld devices, e.g., [41]. In a recent report that compared
the SNRs of fluorescence in capillary gel electrophoresis, LEDs and lasers produced similar results
despite small variations in the baseline and stability [42]. It is worth noting that LEDs and LDs share
some similarities, but are distinct in important features, as summarized in Table 1.
Table 1. Comparisons of light-emitting diode (LED) and laser diode (LD) light sources.
Specifications

LED

LD

Technology
Semiconductor
Semiconductor
Photo-emission mechanism Electroluminescence
Stimulated emission
Optical power density
Low
High
Power consumption
Low
High
Power efficiency
High
Low
Optical output linearity
Linear
Linear above threshold
Temperature stability
High
Low
Spectral width
Broad (~50–100 nm)
Narrow (~1–10 nm)
Wavelength choices
Less
More
Wavelength tunability
No
Yes (limited)
Directionality
None
High
Coherence
No
Yes
Polarization
No
Yes
Speckling effect
No
Yes
Mode of operation
Multimode
Single- or multi-mode
Modulation bandwidth
Low
High
Lifespan
Longer
Long
Cost
Low
High
Operation
Easy/simple
Difficult/complex
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4. Photo-Detection
4.1. Discrete Photo-Sensitive Element
Photomultiplier tubes (PMTs) are well-established, highly sensitive photo-detection devices. When
photons impinge on the photocathode, an electron is generated and subsequently streamed toward a
series of cascaded dynodes by a focusing electrode. Photo-multiplication is achieved via multi-stage
acceleration of the electrons along the cascaded dynodes by an electric field. The exiting electrons that
are collected by the anode form an amplified signal of electric current. PMTs are widely used in
fiber-based configurations, particularly when the number of photodetectors are not very large (typically
less than ~100). PMTs have high sensitivity, high gain, short rise time and excellent linearity, but are
limited by their complex circuitry (requiring fast-switching of the high-voltage electric field), bulky size
and noticeable aging effect.
Avalanche photo-diodes (APDs) are relatively new members in the family of photodetectors for
diffuse optics [43]. APDs are also termed as the “solid-state PMTs”, because they are semiconductor
devices that achieve optical signal amplification in a way similar to that of PMTs: incoming photons are
eventually converted to electric current signals via avalanche breakdown within the reverse biased p-n
junctions of the semiconducting materials. Although some key parameters of APDs are not as impressive
as PMTs (in particular, higher dark current and lower signal gain), APDs have shown high potentials
because of their compact size, highly integrated circuitry, low power consumption and low voltage
operation (20–100 V for APDs vs. ~1,000 V for PMTs).
A special type of APD is the single-photon avalanche diode (SPAD). Contrary to APDs, SPADs are
biased above the avalanche voltage. Upon photon impact, a massive avalanche breakdown current is
generated to achieve single-photon detection sensitivity. As a result, SPADs are best suited for
photon-counting rather than analogue photo-electric signal amplification.
The conventional photo-sensing methods convert the influx of photons to electric signals (current or
voltage). Under low-light conditions, the signal gain and/or integration time must be increased to reach
sufficient SNR for signal readout. In ultralow-light imaging, however, this approach becomes
insufficient, because the signal intensity may become comparable to the noise, due to the dark current
and the readout process of the photo-sensing device. A less-utilized, but highly sensitive, method, termed
time-correlated single-photon counting (TCSPC), e.g., SPC-150 by Becker & Hickl and PicoHarp 300
by PicoQuant (both at Berlin, Germany), can be used to overcome this limitation. TCSPC measures the
photon statistics by time-tagging the individual incoming photons [44]. A TCSPC system consists of an
ultrafast photodetector and a photon-counter. When a photon impinges on the photodetector, which can
be a PMT or a SPAD, it generates a photoelectron that is subsequently amplified by orders of magnitude
and produces an electric pulse. The timing of this electric pulse is recorded by the photon-counter with
respect to the timing of the pulsed laser source. Eventually, the characteristics of the optical signal are
revealed by the distribution of the photon time-tags. This method is particularly well suited for ultralow
light measurements, because it has single-photon sensitivity and is not affected by the dark current and
readout noise. Furthermore, the performance of the TCSPC method is mainly determined by the timing
precision of the photon counter rather than the TPSF of the front-end photodetector, making it an
attractive solution for applications that require high sensitivity, less pulse broadening and true signal

Photonics 2014, 1

16

representation. A number of noncontact small animal DOI systems using the TCSPC method with PMTs
have been developed in recent years [45–47].
4.2. Integrated Photo-Sensing Array
Many applications of diffuse optics require a large number of photodetectors, particularly when high
spatial resolution is desired. The primary choice to meet this need is indisputably charge-coupled devices
(CCDs). Optical emission from the imaging subject can be coupled to the CCD either via an imaging
lens or fiber optics. Using CCDs, high-density spatial sampling can be achieved easily, which
dramatically mitigates the limitation of the underdetermined inverse problem in diffuse optical
reconstruction [37]. A CCD is an array of p-doped metal-oxide-semiconductor capacitors integrated with
charge-transfer readout circuits. Photons impinged at these biased metal-oxide interface are converted
into electrons and are subsequently stored in the capacitors. By the end of the imaging integration time,
the stored electric charges are transferred to the readout registers and quantized via analog-to-digital
conversion. Variations in photonic designs will result in CCD chips that have different characteristics in
photon-electron conversion efficiency, dark current generation, image transfer and readout noise, each
of which is a compounded result of multiple factors in the photonic designs. There exists a large number
of manufacturers of scientific CCD cameras. The specific choice of camera is dependent on the
specifications of the imaging experiment, e.g., signal intensity, image matrix size and frame rate.
Designed for low-light imaging, an intensified CCD (ICCD) is basically an image intensifier coupled
to a CCD. The image intensifier mainly consists of a micro-channel plate (MCP) that is located between
a photocathode and a phosphor screen. The photocathode converts the incoming photons into
photoelectrons, which are accelerated toward the MCP by a high-voltage electric field between the two
components. The MCP is a 2D array of continuous-dynode electron multipliers (i.e., the micro-channels)
that amplifies the input photoelectrons with a gain controlled by an adjustable bias voltage. The
amplified electron beam exits the MCP, impinges on the phosphor screen and is converted to photons,
which are coupled to the CCD for signal sensing. Coupling of the optical output from the image intensifier
to the CCD can be implemented either with lenses, e.g., PicoStar HR by LaVision (Goettingen, Germany),
or fiber optics, e.g., PI-MAX 4 by Princeton Instruments (Trenton, NJ, USA). The lens-coupling
configuration is simple and detachable, thereby doubling the ICCD camera as a CCD camera. However,
this configuration suffers from low coupling efficiency and is subject to lens-related optical aberrations.
In contrast, fiber-coupling gives significantly higher coupling efficiency, but typically has honey coneshaped artifacts in the images when the light level is low. The image intensifier often also functions as
an ultrafast electronic shutter in time-resolved acquisition. Although the typical use of the ICCDs is in
time domain photo-sensing, they have also been used in the frequency domain by modulating the MCP
bias voltage with radiofrequency (RF) signals [48].
Electron multiplying CCD (EMCCD) is essentially a CCD with on-chip electron multiplication and
charge-to-voltage conversion stages to significantly improve the SNR by reducing the contribution of
image readout noise, e.g., the iXon series by Andor Technology (Belfast, United Kingdom). Compared
to the conventional CCDs, the EMCCDs offer high performance in low-light imaging in terms of short
integration time and a high SNR, thanks to the electron multiplication stage. In particular, the frame rate
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in low-light imaging is significantly improved. Despite their higher costs, EMCCDs have become highly
attractive upgrade replacements in many applications that conventionally use CCDs, e.g., [49].
Complementary metal-oxide semiconductor (CMOS) imaging sensors were invented in the same era
as the CCDs, but have only recently been available for scientific imaging; therefore, often termed
sCMOS to emphasize that their performance meets scientific-grade specifications, e.g., the ORCA-Flash
series by Hamamatsu Photonics (Shizuoka, Japan). Different from the CCDs, which output analog
signals of the image pixel-by-pixel, the CMOS imagers produce digitized signals of all pixels in parallel.
As a result, although the CMOS imagers suffer from lower optical efficiency, due to the reduced pixel
filling factor, they are better suited for applications that require a high frame rate and a larger dynamic range
[50,51].
In diffuse optics, the most relevant specification is arguably the SNR, which is a collective result of
the imaging instruments, operational parameters and experimental conditions. The signal level is given
by the photon fluence rate multiplied by the integration time and the photo-electric amplifications,
whereas the noise level is a complex function of the quantum noise, dark current noise, readout noise,
amplifier noise figure and digitization noise. A rule of thumb for continuous wave imaging is that under
moderate-to-high light conditions, the CCD is the best performer; whereas under ultralow-light
conditions, the EMCCD consistently outperforms the ICCD, which is, in turn, superior to the CCD.
Nonetheless, in practice, the specific choice of the imaging sensor has to be made based on the particular
application and imaging equipment. For example, the quantum noise can become dominant in imaging,
as the CCD can use back-illumination (on back-thinned chips) to significantly improve the quantum
efficiency from typically 50% to >90% in the visible spectrum, whereas the photon admittance rate of
the image intensifier in the ICCD can be considerably degraded in order to accomplish ultrafast gating.
5. Spectral Separation
In fluorescence and multispectral imaging, optical filters are routinely used for spectral separation.
The most commonly used are dielectric interference filters: band-pass/-stop and long-/short-pass edge
filters that are used to selectively admit or reject certain bands of the light spectrum. Depending on the
specific optical design, dichroic filters may also be used to separate mixed optical signals that share the
same light path. Because interference filters discriminate different wavelengths of light through the
thickness of their dielectric coatings, varying the light incident angle can significantly alter the center
wavelength of this type of filter. This is a factor that must be taken into consideration in designing lenscoupled photo-detection instruments, because the viewing angle of the imaging lens can be fairly large
in biomedical imaging. For example, assuming a typical viewing angle of 45° for the imaging lens, the
admitted fluorescent emission contains a substantial component that is 26 nm shorter than the specified
center wavelength of 800 nm with normal light incident, using the formula given in [52] and assuming
that the effective index of refraction of the fused silica substrate is 1.5. As a result, partial overlapping
of the excitation and emission bands may occur, introduce a considerable amount of background signal
and significantly reduce imaging contrast and detection sensitivity. On the other hand, this angledependent shift of the center wavelength has been successfully used to produce tunable filters that can
achieve a tuning range of 10%–20% of the center wavelength at normal incidence by varying the incident
angle.

Photonics 2014, 1

18

Other spectral separation methods that are available to diffuse optics include standard spectrometers
that are based on refraction prism or diffraction grating, liquid crystal tunable filters [53] and acousto-optic
tunable filers [54]. With the continuously tunable filters, multi-fluorophore discrimination can be
dramatically enhanced by spectral deconvolution [55], and high-content fluorescent samples can be
quickly and effectively analyzed using synchronous fluorescence, which scans the spectrum of interest
with a fixed excitation-emission wavelength distance [56].
6. Signal Modulation
6.1. Amplitude Modulation
Frequency domain measurement methods are established for the amplitude modulation of the
excitation light and the demodulation of the detected optical emission. Amplitude modulation can be
conveniently applied to LDs and LEDs by modulating the driving current (within the linear range) with
sinusoidal waves. Mathematically speaking, the driving current of LDs and LEDs can be expressed as S
= DC + AC × sin(ωt + φ), where S is the modulated signal, DC is the time-averaged signal intensity, AC
is the modulation intensity, ω is the angular modulation frequency, φ is the modulation phase delay and
t is time. Note that the variables, DC and AC, represent the terms borrowed from the electrical
terminology of direct current (DC) and alternating current (AC), which are the two independent
frequency components of the driving current in amplitude modulation. The DC signal (i.e., the signal
offset) is predominantly determined by the absorption coefficient of tissue; the AC signal (i.e., the
modulation) is determined jointly by the absorption and scattering coefficients; and the phase signal, φ,
reflects the mean time of flight of the photons through the tissue, a function of the tissue scattering
coefficient. By increasing the modulation frequency, the SNR of the phase and modulation depth
(defined as AC/DC) measurements can be significantly improved [57].
Among the reported circuitry architectures for signal demodulation in frequency domain diffuse
optics, heterodyne and homodyne are most commonly adopted, because of their high efficiency and
simplicity. The heterodyne and homodyne architectures share the same strategy in radiofrequency (RF)
signal detection in that the input high-frequency RF signal is multiplied by a reference signal in an analog
mixer and down-shifted to a lower frequency for sampling (Figure 2). This detection strategy
significantly simplifies circuit design and improves performance in demodulation, because of the shift
from high-frequency to low-frequency. The main difference between these two architectures is the
source of the reference frequency: the heterodyne architecture uses a high-precision local oscillator (LO)
as the reference and generates an intermediate frequency (IF, also known as the beat frequency) signal
that is the difference of the RF and the LO frequency; and by contrast, the homodyne architecture uses
the carrier wave as the reference signal and directly transfers the RF signals to the baseband, and
therefore, it is also known as the Zero IF or Direct-Conversion architecture. Generally speaking, the
heterodyne architecture has better sampling performance in terms of precision and noise, and the
homodyne architecture is significantly simpler and less expensive to implement.
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Figure 2. Generalized diagram of the heterodyne and homodyne demodulation architectures.

The frequency domain instruments typically use LDs or LEDs as the light sources and use PMTs or
APDs as the photodetectors. The source and detectors are usually fiber-coupled and adopt a topology to
cover the imaging area with multiple source-detector distances. A particular source-detector combination
defines a measurement channel. These measurement channels can be either time-multiplexed or
frequency-multiplexed. In the time-multiplex design, only one source is activated at a time, while all the
detectors are receiving. The sources are activated and deactivated in turn using RF switching (positiveintrinsic-negative diodes, resonance selection circuits or relay) or optical switches [58–60]. In the
frequency-multiplexed design, heterodyne circuitry architecture must be used to produce IF signals at
different frequencies for frequency-based separation at the signal sampling stage. It is noteworthy that
the strategy of frequency-multiplexing can also be applied to multichannel continuous-wave instruments
with very low modulation frequency to improve the efficiency of acquisition [61].
An important subcategory of the frequency domain measurement methods is phase detection, which
is highly sensitive to the changes in tissue scattering coefficient [62,63]. Quadrature detection
(i.e., separating the real and imaginary parts of the RF signal) and zero-cross detection are the two main
methods of choice. Note that amplitude-phase crosstalk exists due to the changes in detector rise time in
response to the varying light intensity and due to internal RF coupling of the detector, particularly when
the modulation depth is low [64]. Using the zero-cross method, a highly compact handheld device for
breast cancer screening was developed, which identifies potential inhomogeneity in breast tissue by
detecting the phase difference [41]. A comprehensive review on the instrumentation for signal phase
detection using the frequency domain method is given in [63].
6.2. Temporal Modulation
Time domain methods in diffuse optics are primarily established for the time-resolved measurement
of the light emission from biological tissues in response to pulsed optical excitation (Figure 3). Lasers
have been most frequently used in this area of application, because of their ability to generate stable
pulse train with a narrow pulse width and a high optical power density. Recently, high-performance
pulsed LEDs have been available commercially and are finding increasingly more applications in this
area, because of their simplicity and low cost. Using time-resolved photo-sensing methods, the spread
of the temporally focused (i.e., narrow pulse) light input is characterized to reveal the underlying
biological tissue: the pulse intensity signifies tissue attenuation; the pulse width is tightly related to tissue
scattering; and the pulse delay is related to both tissue thickness and scattering. More in-depth
discussions of the quantitative relation of these parameters can be found in [62,65–70]. A special case
of the temporal modulation methods is the so-called early photon (also known as ballistic photon)

Photonics 2014, 1

20

imaging method, which uses ultrafast laser and detector time-gating to reduce the TPSF of the imaging
system, thereby improving the spatial resolution [71–73].
Figure 3. Schematics of the temporal modulation methods. TPSF, temporal point-spread function.

From a system point of view, the acquired signal is the product of the input light pulse convolved
with the transfer functions of the excitation optics, the biological system under imaging, the photo-sensing
optics and the photo-electronics for signal detection. Mathematical analysis and experimental
verifications in the time domain have been conducted extensively for diffuse optics in the past, e.g., as
described in [62,65,66,74–78]. As a rule of thumb, the overall TPSF of the diffuse optics system can be
approximated by summing the characteristic time delays and pulse widths of the TPSFs of the constituent
subsystems. It is widely accepted that the temporal resolution in time domain DOI is limited by the
photodetector or the imaging subject, for a representative system with the following specifications: the
lasers has a pulse width of 100 fs to 10 ps full width at half maximum (FWHM); the intensifier gating
speed of the ICCD cameras is 200 ps or greater [79]; and the TPSF of biological tissue typically has a
FWHM on the order of nanoseconds, dependent on the tissue thickness and the scattering coefficient
[74].
6.3. Spatial Modulation
Spatial domain modulation is a relatively new method in DOI. It uses a spatially modulated light
source to create structured illumination with adjustable patterns that effectively samples at multiple
points in the space-frequency domain [80–82]. In terms of instrumentation, spatial modulation can be
achieved in a number of different ways, e.g., by using glass templates [83], micro-mirror arrays [80],
liquid crystal devices [84,85] or, potentially, other devices, e.g., [86,87]. With the recent advances in
semiconductor technology, spatial modulation in DOI is primarily implemented using 2D micro-mirror
arrays in integrated circuit chips that can be conveniently controlled directly via digital signals or in the
form of digital projectors [80]. This type of device is commonly referred to as a digital micro-mirror device
(DMDs), which is essentially a chip-level array of addressable light switches: the mirrors are mounted
on individual microscopic hinges and can be independently tilted toward binary angles (i.e., the “on”
and “off” states), creating structured light by selectively reflecting a uniform light source [88].
The spatial modulation method allows deeper penetration compared to the conventional wide-field
imaging methods [89,90] and offers higher spatial resolution or faster acquisition speed compared to the
laser-scanning methods [91,92].
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6.4. Fourier Analysis
The Fourier analysis method is one of the most important tools in signal processing. It is well known
that Fourier transform relates the time domain to the time-frequency domain and the spatial domain to
the space-frequency domain. As a result, despite the distinct differences in instrumentation, the Fourier
method can be used to conveniently process data between the duo of the time domain and the timefrequency domain [70,93], as well as between the spatial domain and space-frequency domain [94].
A special application of the Fourier method is the so-called lock-in method, which, by synchronizing the
timing of photo-detection to that of the light pulse train, creates an equivalent narrow-band band-pass
filter in the time-frequency domain to dramatically improve the signal-to-background contrast [95].
Analogous to that in the time-frequency domain, the lock-in method can also be used in the spacefrequency domain to augment the contrast of spatially modulated signals [82].
7. Imaging Contrast
7.1. Tissue Absorption and Scattering
In diffuse optical tomography (DOT) and near-infrared spectroscopy (NIRS), the contrast is tissue
absorption and scattering coefficients, which alter the intensity, phase/time delay and the
spatial/temporal pulse spread of the input light, but not the emission wavelength. In the near-infrared
spectrum, which spans approximately 650–900 nm, tissue absorption primarily stems from the
hemoglobin molecules in the red blood cells. Hemoglobin is an excellent endogenous contrast agent for
investigating blood oxygenation and tissue perfusion. Using two wavelengths (e.g., 690 and 830 nm),
typically on both sides of the isosbestic point of oxyhemoglobin and deoxyhemoglobin at ~800 nm, the
concentrations of oxy- and deoxy-hemoglobin can be measured [96], the ratio of which is the level of
blood oxygenation and the sum of which is the level of tissue perfusion. The concentrations of water and
lipids can also be investigated with additional photon wavelengths or modulation frequencies [97,98].
These important physiological parameters have been extensively used in studies of cerebral
hemodynamics [14,28,60,63,90], tumor biology [8,11,15,32,45,72,99–103], and other diseases [104–111].
The tissue scattering coefficient has been associated with the electrical activity of activated neurons in
in vitro studies [112–114]. The changes in the scattering coefficient of bulk brain tissue have been
observed in the human brain upon functional activation [115,116].
7.2. Fluorescence
Fluorescence diffuse optical tomography (FDOT), also known as fluorescence molecular tomography
and fluorescence-mediated tomography (FMT), is an optical equivalent of the established radionuclide
molecular imaging. For this reason, it is often considered an important optical molecular imaging
method. It visualizes fluorescently labeled features or probes with high sensitivity and, more importantly,
without using radioactive tracers. In its most basic applications, the contrast in FDOT is fluorescence
intensity, which is linearly related to the fluorophore concentration, but is also strongly modulated by its
depth in tissue, as well as the tissue optical properties. Other characteristics of fluorophores have also
been used as the contrast mechanisms, particularly the fluorescence lifetime constant that has been
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investigated using both the frequency domain or time domain methods [44,69,102,117–122]. With the
proper fluorescent probes, FDOT can be potentially used to indirectly visualize a broad range of
physiological parameters, such as Ca2+ activity [123], neurovascular coupling [124], tissue oxygenation
[125], tissue pH values [126], cell membrane potential [127], nanomedicine delivery [128] and a number
of other parameters that are summarized in [129].
Recently, up-conversion luminescent nanoparticles were introduced into the area of biomedical
optical imaging. The defining feature of these up-conversion nanoparticles is that they absorb two photons
with lower energy (e.g., in the NIR region) and emit at a higher energy level (e.g., red) via a nonlinear
conversion process [130]. Compared to the conventional fluorescent probes, this type of nanoparticle
has the advantages of deep penetration (due to low-energy excitation photons) and low background
signal (far separation of the emission from the excitation band) [131].
7.3. Bioluminescence
Bioluminescence is a special imaging method, because it does not involve an excitation light source.
It is included in this review because its optical emission is within the spectrum of interest (the visible-NIR
range) and also because it has similar instrumentation and reconstruction methodology as DOT and
FDOT [132–134]. A distinct benefit of using bioluminescence is that imaging contrast and sensitivity
are orders of magnitude higher than those of FDOT, because the background signal induced by the light
source is eliminated.
7.4. High-Energy Radiation
X-ray luminescence is a new addition to the field of DOI. It uses a collimated X-ray beam to excite
phosphor nanoparticles that emit optical photons in the red-NIR range and reconstruct 3D distributions
of the phosphor using the characteristics of the X-ray beam as priors [135–137]. Recently, the cone beam
X-ray source was successfully applied to the same imaging principle and has significantly improved the
imaging throughput [138]. This imaging method has high potentials in biomedical imaging, as it inherently
combines the high resolution of X-ray CT and the high sensitivity of optical detection.
Cherenkov luminescence occurs when charged particles traveling in a dielectric medium have a
velocity greater than that of light in the medium [139]. The significance of this physical phenomenon
for biomedical imaging is that visible photons can be observed upon high-energy radiation on biological
tissue. In water, the threshold energy of Cherenkov luminescence is 0.263 MeV for electrons [140],
making the optical detection of β-emitting radioactive tracers feasible. This technology is becoming an
alternative to the conventional PET imaging in both preclinical and clinical applications [141–145]. Note
that as Cherenkov emission is a broadband spectrum dominated by UV and extending into the NIR
region with increasingly lower intensity, deep-tissue imaging is challenging with a low concentration of
radionuclides and/or short imaging integration time.
A very recent advance in Cherenkov imaging is to use external high-energy radiation sources, such
as linear accelerators, to induce Cherenkov luminescence in tissue [146,147]. Because the medical
accelerators have high radiation energy (e.g., 6–18 MV for X-ray photon beams and 6–21 for electron
beams) and dose rate (e.g., 1–200 MU/min), the penetration and SNR of Cherenkov imaging are
significantly improved. As a result, a number of new applications become feasible, such as Cherenkov-
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excited fluorescence [148], Cherenkov tissue spectroscopy [149], radiation beam profiling [150] and
radiation dose monitoring [151].
8. Conclusions
As shown in this review article, the instruments and methods available for biomedical diffuse optical
imaging are highly diverse and flexible. The optimal implementation of the instrumentation is dependent
on the given biomedical application: a particular design of instrument outperforms other designs only
under specific imaging requirements (e.g., epi-illumination vs. trans-illumination); and similarly, one
type of device can only be best suited for the given experimental conditions (e.g., CCD vs. ICCD).
On one hand, it is apparent that designing one best instrument for all applications is an unrealistic task.
On the other hand, it is such diversity and flexibility of instrumentation that makes diffuse optics highly
adaptive and broadly applicable to so many applications in biology and medicine.
Acknowledgments
This work was supported by the National Center for Research Resources and the National Institute
of Biomedical Imaging and Bioengineering of the National Institutes of Health through grant numbers
R21RR025824, R21EB015907 and R01AI096305.
Conflicts of Interest
The author declares no conflict of interest.
References
1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

7.

Boas, D.A.; Dale, A.M.; Franceschini, M.A. Diffuse optical imaging of brain activation:
Approaches to optimizing image sensitivity, resolution, and accuracy. Neuroimage 2004,
23, S275–S288.
Intes, X.; Chance, B. Non-PET functional imaging techniques: Optical. Radiol. Clin. North Am.
2005, 43, 221–234.
Hielscher, A.H. Optical tomographic imaging of small animals. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 2005, 16,
79–88.
Gibson, A.P.; Hebden, J.C.; Arridge, S.R. Recent advances in diffuse optical imaging. Phys. Med.
Biol. 2005, 50, R1–R43.
Zhao, H.; Gao, F.; Tanikawa, Y.; Yamada, Y. Time-resolved diffuse optical tomography and its
application to in vitro and in vivo imaging. J. Biomed. Opt. 2007, 12, 062107.
Dehghani, H.; Srinivasan, S.; Pogue, B.W.; Gibson, A. Numerical modelling and image
reconstruction in diffuse optical tomography. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. A Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 2009,
367, 3073–3093.
Leblond, F.; Davis, S.C.; Valdes, P.A.; Pogue, B.W. Pre-clinical whole-body fluorescence imaging:
Review of instruments, methods and applications. J. Photochem. Photobiol. B 2010, 98, 77–94.

Photonics 2014, 1
8.

9.
10.
11.
12.

13.
14.
15.
16.

17.

18.
19.

20.
21.

22.
23.

24.
25.

24

Brown, J.Q.; Bydlon, T.M.; Richards, L.M.; Yu, B.; Kennedy, S.A.; Geradts, J.; Wilke, L.G.;
Junker, M.; Gallagher, J.; Barry, W.; et al. Optical assessment of tumor resection margins in the
breast. IEEE J. Sel. Top. Quantum Electron. 2010, 16, 530–544.
Arridge, S.R. Methods in diffuse optical imaging. Philos. Trans. Ser. A 2011, 369, 4558–4576.
O’Sullivan, T.D.; Cerussi, A.E.; Cuccia, D.J.; Tromberg, B.J. Diffuse optical imaging using
spatially and temporally modulated light. J. Biomed. Opt. 2012, 17, 071311.
Busch, D.R.; Choe, R.; Durduran, T.; Yodh, A.G. Towards non-invasive characterization of breast
cancer and cancer metabolism with diffuse optics. PET Clin. 2013, 8, 345–356.
Boas, D.A.; Gaudette, T.; Strangman, G.; Cheng, X.; Marota, J.J.; Mandeville, J.B. The accuracy
of near infrared spectroscopy and imaging during focal changes in cerebral hemodynamics.
Neuroimage 2001, 13, 76–90.
Zhang, X.; Toronov, V.; Webb, A. Simultaneous integrated diffuse optical tomography and
functional magnetic resonance imaging of the human brain. Opt. Express 2005, 13, 5513–5521.
Gratton, E.; Toronov, V.; Wolf, U.; Wolf, M.; Webb, A. Measurement of brain activity by
near-infrared light. J. Biomed. Opt. 2005, 10, 11008.
Intes, X.; Ripoll, J.; Chen, Y.; Nioka, S.; Yodh, A.G.; Chance, B. In vivo continuous-wave optical
breast imaging enhanced with Indocyanine Green. Med. Phys. 2003, 30, 1039–1047.
Tromberg, B.J.; Pogue, B.W.; Paulsen, K.D.; Yodh, A.G.; Boas, D.A.; Cerussi, A.E. Assessing the
future of diffuse optical imaging technologies for breast cancer management. Med. Phys. 2008, 35,
2443–2451.
Brown, J.Q.; Wilke, L.G.; Geradts, J.; Kennedy, S.A.; Palmer, G.M.; Ramanujam, N. Quantitative
optical spectroscopy: A robust tool for direct measurement of breast cancer vascular oxygenation
and total hemoglobin content in vivo. Cancer Res. 2009, 69, 2919–2926.
Hillman, E.M.; Moore, A. All-optical anatomical co-registration for molecular imaging of small
animals using dynamic contrast. Nat. Photonics 2007, 1, 526–530.
Zhang, X.; Badea, C.; Hood, G.; Wetzel, A.; Qi, Y.; Stiles, J.; Johnson, G.A. High-resolution
reconstruction of fluorescent inclusions in mouse thorax using anatomically guided sampling and
parallel Monte Carlo computing. Biomed. Opt. Express 2011, 2, 2449–2460.
Vasquez, K.O.; Casavant, C.; Peterson, J.D. Quantitative whole body biodistribution of fluorescentlabeled agents by non-invasive tomographic imaging. PLoS One 2011, 6, e20594.
Ale, A.; Ermolayev, V.; Herzog, E.; Cohrs, C.; de Angelis, M.H.; Ntziachristos, V. FMT-XCT:
In vivo animal studies with hybrid fluorescence molecular tomography-X-ray computed
tomography. Nat. Methods 2012, 9, 615–620.
Boas, D.A.; Campbell, L.E.; Yodh, A.G. Scattering and imaging with diffusing temporal field
correlations. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1995, 75, 1855–1858.
He, L.; Lin, Y.; Shang, Y.; Shelton, B.J.; Yu, G.Q. Using optical fibers with different modes to
improve the signal-to-noise ratio of diffuse correlation spectroscopy flow-oximeter measurements.
J. Biomed. Opt. 2013, 18, 037001.
McGinily, S.J.; Abram, R.H.; Riis, E.; Ferguson, A.I. Efficient coupling of several broad area laser
diodes into an optical fiber. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2006, 77, 116101.
Jiang, H.; Xu, Y.; Iftimia, N. Experimental three-dimensional optical image reconstruction of
heterogeneous turbid media from continuous-wave data. Opt. Express 2000, 7, 204–209.

Photonics 2014, 1

25

26. Franceschini, M.A.; Toronov, V.; Filiaci, M.; Gratton, E.; Fantini, S. On-line optical imaging of the
human brain with 160-ms temporal resolution. Opt. Express 2000, 6, 49–57.
27. McBride, T.O.; Pogue, B.W.; Jiang, S.; Osterberg, U.L.; Paulsen, K.D. A parallel-detection
frequency-domain near-infrared tomography system for hemoglobin imaging of the breast in vivo.
Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2001, 72, 1817–1824.
28. Toronov, V.Y.; Zhang, X.; Webb, A.G. A spatial and temporal comparison of hemodynamic signals
measured using optical and functional magnetic resonance imaging during activation in the human
primary visual cortex. Neuroimage 2007, 34, 1136–1148.
29. Fu, H.L.; Yu, B.; Lo, J.Y.; Palmer, G.M.; Kuech, T.F.; Ramanujam, N. A low-cost, portable, and
quantitative spectral imaging system for application to biological tissues. Opt. Express 2010, 18,
12630–12645.
30. Deliolanis, N.; Lasser, T.; Hyde, D.; Soubret, A.; Ripoll, J.; Ntziachristos, V. Free-space
fluorescence molecular tomography utilizing 360 degrees geometry projections. Opt. Lett. 2007,
32, 382–384.
31. Zhang, X.; Badea, C.T.; Johnson, G.A. Three-dimensional reconstruction in free-space whole-body
fluorescence tomography of mice using optically reconstructed surface and atlas anatomy.
J. Biomed. Opt. 2009, 14, 064010.
32. Koenig, A.; Herve, L.; Josserand, V.; Berger, M.; Boutet, J.; da Silva, A.; Dinten, J.M.; Peltie, P.;
Coll, J.L.; Rizo, P. In vivo mice lung tumor follow-up with fluorescence diffuse optical tomography.
J. Biomed. Opt. 2008, 13, 011008.
33. Pogue, B.W.; Gibbs, S.L.; Chen, B.; Savellano, M. Fluorescence imaging in vivo: Raster
scanned point-source imaging provides more accurate quantification than broad beam geometries.
Technol. Cancer Res. Treat. 2004, 3, 15–21.
34. Ale, A.; Schulz, R.B.; Sarantopoulos, A.; Ntziachristos, V. Imaging performance of a hybrid x-ray
computed tomography-fluorescence molecular tomography system using priors. Med. Phys. 2010,
37, 1976–1986.
35. Yan, H.; Lin, Y.; Barber, W.C.; Unlu, M.B.; Gulsen, G. A gantry-based tri-modality system for
bioluminescence tomography. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2012, 83, 043708.
36. Li, C.; Mitchell, G.S.; Dutta, J.; Ahn, S.; Leahy, R.M.; Cherry, S.R. A three-dimensional
multispectral fluorescence optical tomography imaging system for small animals based on a conical
mirror design. Opt. Express 2009, 17, 7571–7585.
37. Graves, E.E.; Ripoll, J.; Weissleder, R.; Ntziachristos, V. A submillimeter resolution fluorescence
molecular imaging system for small animal imaging. Med. Phys. 2003, 30, 901–911.
38. Corlu, A.; Choe, R.; Durduran, T.; Rosen, M.A.; Schweiger, M.; Arridge, S.R.; Schnall, M.D.;
Yodh, A.G. Three-dimensional in vivo fluorescence diffuse optical tomography of breast cancer in
humans. Opt. Express 2007, 15, 6696–6716.
39. Zhang, X.; Badea, C.; Jacob, M.; Johnson, G.A. Development of a noncontact 3-D fluorescence
tomography system for small animal in vivo imaging. Proc. Soc. Photo Opt. Instrum. Eng. 2009,
7191, doi:10.1117/12.808199.
40. Muller, A.; Marshall, S.; Jensen, O.B.; Fricke, J.; Wenzel, H.; Sumpf, B.; Andersen, P.E. Diode
laser based light sources for biomedical applications. Laser Photonics Rev. 2013, 7, 605–627.

Photonics 2014, 1

26

41. Chance, B.; Zhao, Z.; Wen, S.; Chen, Y. Simple ac circuit for breast cancer detection and object
detection. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2006, 77, doi:10.1063/1.2205151.
42. Rodat-Boutonnet, A.; Naccache, P.; Morin, A.; Fabre, J.; Feurer, B.; Couderc, F. A comparative
study of LED-induced fluorescence and laser-induced fluorescence in SDS-CGE: Application to
the analysis of antibodies. Electrophoresis 2012, 33, 1709–1714.
43. Bargigia, I.; Tosi, A.; Bahgat Shehata, A.; Della Frera, A.; Farina, A.; Bassi, A.; Taroni, P.;
Dalla Mora, A.; Zappa, F.; Cubeddu, R.; et al. Time-resolved diffuse optical spectroscopy up to
1700 nm by means of a time-gated InGaAs/InP single-photon avalanche diode. Appl. Spectrosc.
2012, 66, 944–950.
44. Becker, W.; Bergmann, A.; Hink, M.A.; Konig, K.; Benndorf, K.; Biskup, C. Fluorescence lifetime
imaging by time-correlated single-photon counting. Microsc. Res. Tech. 2004, 63, 58–66.
45. Bloch, S.; Lesage, F.; McIntosh, L.; Gandjbakhche, A.; Liang, K.; Achilefu, S. Whole-body
fluorescence lifetime imaging of a tumor-targeted near-infrared molecular probe in mice.
J. Biomed. Opt. 2005, 10, 054003.
46. Brambilla, M.; Spinelli, L.; Pifferi, A.; Torricelli, A.; Cubeddu, R. Time-resolved scanning system
for double reflectance and transmittance fluorescence imaging of diffusive media.
Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2008, 79, 013103.
47. Lapointe, E.; Pichette, J.; Berube-Lauziere, Y. A multi-view time-domain non-contact diffuse
optical tomography scanner with dual wavelength detection for intrinsic and fluorescence small
animal imaging. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2012, 83, 063703.
48. Godavarty, A.; Eppstein, M.J.; Zhang, C.; Theru, S.; Thompson, A.B.; Gurfinkel, M.;
Sevick-Muraca, E.M. Fluorescence-enhanced optical imaging in large tissue volumes using a gainmodulated ICCD camera. Phys. Med. Biol. 2003, 48, 1701–1720.
49. Patwardhan, S.; Bloch, S.; Achilefu, S.; Culver, J. Time-dependent whole-body fluorescence
tomography of probe bio-distributions in mice. Opt. Express 2005, 13, 2564–2577.
50. Hernandez-Palacios, J.; Randeberg, L.L. Intercomparison of EMCCD- and sCMOS-based imaging
spectrometers for biomedical applications in low-light conditions. Proc. Soc. Photo Opt. Instrum.
Eng. 2012, 8215, doi:10.1117/12.909680.
51. Valdes, P.A.; Jacobs, V.L.; Wilson, B.C.; Leblond, F.; Roberts, D.W.; Paulsen, K.D. System and
methods for wide-field quantitative fluorescence imaging during neurosurgery. Opt. Lett. 2013, 38,
2786–2788.
52. Baillard, X.; Gauguet, A.; Bize, S.; Lemonde, P.; Laurent, P.; Clairon, A.; Rosenbusch, P.
Interference-filter-stabilized external-cavity diode lasers. Opt. Commu. 2006, 266, 609–613.
53. Gebhart, S.C.; Thompson, R.C.; Mahadevan-Jansen, A. Liquid-crystal tunable filter spectral
imaging for brain tumor demarcation. Appl. Opt. 2007, 46, 1896–1910.
54. Hueber, D.M.; Stevenson, C.L.; Vo-Dinh, T. Fast scanning synchronous luminescence spectrometer
based on acousto-optic tunable filters. Appl. Spectrosc. 1995, 49, 1624–1631.
55. Xu, H.; Rice, B.W. In-vivo fluorescence imaging with a multivariate curve resolution spectral
unmixing technique. J. Biomed. Opt. 2009, 14, 064011.
56. Liu, Q.; Chen, K.; Martin, M.; Wintenberg, A.; Lenarduzzi, R.; Panjehpour, M.; Overholt, B.F.;
Vo-Dinh, T. Development of a synchronous fluorescence imaging system and data analysis
methods. Opt. Express 2007, 15, 12583–12594.

Photonics 2014, 1

27

57. Toronov, V.; D’Amico, E.; Hueber, D.; Gratton, E.; Barbieri, B.; Webb, A. Optimization of the
signal-to-noise ratio of frequency-domain instrumentation for near-infrared spectro-imaging of the
human brain. Opt. Express 2003, 11, 2717–2729.
58. Fantini, S.; Franceschinifantini, M.A.; Maier, J.S.; Walker, S.A.; Barbieri, B.; Gratton, E.
Frequency-domain multichannel optical-detector for noninvasive tissue spectroscopy and oximetry.
Opt. Eng. 1995, 34, 32–42.
59. Siegel, A.; Marota, J.J.; Boas, D. Design and evaluation of a continuous-wave diffuse optical
tomography system. Opt. Express 1999, 4, 287–298.
60. Yu, G.; Durduran, T.; Furuya, D.; Greenberg, J.H.; Yodh, A.G. Frequency-domain multiplexing
system for in vivo diffuse light measurements of rapid cerebral hemodynamics. Appl. Opt. 2003,
42, 2931–2939.
61. Joseph, D.K.; Huppert, T.J.; Franceschini, M.A.; Boas, D.A. Diffuse optical tomography system to
image brain activation with improved spatial resolution and validation with functional magnetic
resonance imaging. Appl. Opt. 2006, 45, 8142–8151.
62. Arridge, S.R.; Cope, M.; Delpy, D.T. The theoretical basis for the determination of optical
pathlengths in tissue: Temporal and frequency analysis. Phys. Med. Biol. 1992, 37, 1531–1560.
63. Chance, B.; Cope, M.; Gratton, E.; Ramanujam, N.; Tromberg, B. Phase measurement of light
absorption and scatter in human tissue. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 1998, 69, 3457–3481.
64. Alford, K.; Wickramasinghe, Y. Phase-amplitude crosstalk in intensity modulated near infrared
spectroscopy. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2000, 71, 2191–2195.
65. Arridge, S.R.; Hebden, J.C. Optical imaging in medicine: II. Modeling and reconstruction.
Phys. Med. Biol. 1997, 42, 841–853.
66. Hall, D.; Ma, G.; Lesage, F.; Wang, Y. Simple time-domain optical method for estimating
the depth and concentration of a fluorescent inclusion in a turbid medium. Opt. Lett. 2004, 29,
2258–2260.
67. Selb, J.; Dale, A.M.; Boas, D.A. Linear 3D reconstruction of time-domain diffuse optical imaging
differential data: Improved depth localization and lateral resolution. Opt. Express 2007, 15, 16400–
16412.
68. Leblond, F.; Dehghani, H.; Kepshire, D.; Pogue, B.W. Early-photon fluorescence tomography:
Spatial resolution improvements and noise stability considerations. J. Opt. Soc. Am. A Opt. Image
Sci. Vis. 2009, 26, 1444–1457.
69. Chen, J.; Venugopal, V.; Intes, X. Monte Carlo based method for fluorescence tomographic imaging
with lifetime multiplexing using time gates. Biomed. Opt. Express 2011, 2, 871–886.
70. Pulkkinen, A.; Tarvainen, T. Truncated Fourier-series approximation of the time-domain radiative
transfer equation using finite elements. J. Opt. Soc. Am. A Opt. Image Sci. Vis. 2013, 30, 470–478.
71. Yoo, K.M.; Das, B.B.; Alfano, R.R. Imaging of a translucent object hidden in a highly scattering
medium from the early portion of the diffuse component of a transmitted ultrafast laser pulse.
Opt. Lett. 1992, 17, 958–960.
72. Niedre, M.J.; de Kleine, R.H.; Aikawa, E.; Kirsch, D.G.; Weissleder, R.; Ntziachristos, V. Early
photon tomography allows fluorescence detection of lung carcinomas and disease progression in
mice in vivo. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2008, 105, 19126–19131.

Photonics 2014, 1

28

73. Idlahcen, S.; Mees, L.; Roze, C.; Girasole, T.; Blaisot, J.B. Time gate, optical layout, and wavelength
effects on ballistic imaging. J. Opt. Soc. Am. A Opt. Image Sci. Vis. 2009, 26, 1995–2004.
74. Madsen, S.J.; Wilson, B.C.; Patterson, M.S.; Park, Y.D.; Jacques, S.L.; Hefetz, Y. Experimental
tests of a simple diffusion model for the estimation of scattering and absorption coefficients of turbid
media from time-resolved diffuse reflectance measurements. Appl. Opt. 1992, 31, 3509–3517.
75. Kumar, A.T.; Raymond, S.B.; Bacskai, B.J.; Boas, D.A. Comparison of frequency-domain and
time-domain fluorescence lifetime tomography. Opt. Lett. 2008, 33, 470–472.
76. Keren, S.; Gheysens, O.; Levin, C.S.; Gambhir, S.S. A comparison between a time domain and
continuous wave small animal optical imaging system. IEEE Trans. Med. Imaging 2008, 27, 58–63.
77. Li, Z.; Niedre, M. Hybrid use of early and quasi-continuous wave photons in time-domain
tomographic imaging for improved resolution and quantitative accuracy. Biomed. Opt. Express
2011, 2, 665–679.
78. Arridge, S.R.; Schotland, J.C. Optical tomography: Forward and inverse problems. Inverse Probl.
2009, 25, 123010.
79. Turner, G.M.; Zacharakis, G.; Soubret, A.; Ripoll, J.; Ntziachristos, V. Complete-angle projection
diffuse optical tomography by use of early photons. Opt. Lett. 2005, 30, 409–411.
80. Cuccia, D.J.; Bevilacqua, F.; Durkin, A.J.; Tromberg, B.J. Modulated imaging: Quantitative
analysis and tomography of turbid media in the spatial-frequency domain. Opt. Lett. 2005, 30,
1354–1356.
81. D’Andrea, C.; Ducros, N.; Bassi, A.; Arridge, S.; Valentini, G. Fast 3D optical reconstruction in
turbid media using spatially modulated light. Biomed. Opt. Express 2010, 1, 471–481.
82. Lousberg, G.P.; Lundeberg, L.D.; Boiko, D.L.; Kapon, E. Space-domain lock-in amplifier based on
a liquid-crystal spatial light modulator. Opt. Lett. 2006, 31, 990–992.
83. Dognitz, N.; Wagnieres, G. Determination of tissue optical properties by steady-state spatial
frequency-domain reflectometry. Laser Med. Sci. 1998, 13, 55–65.
84. Smith, P.J.; Taylor, C.M.; Shaw, A.J.; McCabe, E.M. Programmable array microscopy with a
ferroelectric liquid-crystal spatial light modulator. Appl. Opt. 2000, 39, 2664–2669.
85. Grosse, M.; Buehl, J.; Babovsky, H.; Kiessling, A.; Kowarschik, R. 3D shape measurement of
macroscopic objects in digital off-axis holography using structured illumination. Opt. Lett. 2010,
35, 1233–1235.
86. Gregory, D.A.; Juday, R.D.; Sampsell, J.; Gale, R.; Cohn, R.W.; Monroe, S.E., Jr. Optical
characteristics of a deformable-mirror spatial light modulator. Opt. Lett. 1988, 13, 10–12.
87. Warde, C.; Schiller, C.M.; Bounds, J.; Horsky, T.N.; Melnik, G.; Dillon, R. Charge-transfer-plate
spatial light modulators. Appl. Opt. 1992, 31, 3971–3979.
88. Bansal, V.; Saggau, P. Digital micromirror devices: Principles and applications in imaging.
Cold Spring Harb. Protoc. 2013, 2013, 404–411.
89. Hillman, E.M.; Boas, D.A.; Dale, A.M.; Dunn, A.K. Laminar optical tomography: Demonstration
of millimeter-scale depth-resolved imaging in turbid media. Opt. Lett. 2004, 29, 1650–1652.
90. Hillman, E.M.; Devor, A.; Bouchard, M.B.; Dunn, A.K.; Krauss, G.W.; Skoch, J.; Bacskai, B.J.;
Dale, A.M.; Boas, D.A. Depth-resolved optical imaging and microscopy of vascular compartment
dynamics during somatosensory stimulation. Neuroimage 2007, 35, 89–104.

Photonics 2014, 1

29

91. Mazhar, A.; Cuccia, D.J.; Gioux, S.; Durkin, A.J.; Frangioni, J.V.; Tromberg, B.J. Structured
illumination enhances resolution and contrast in thick tissue fluorescence imaging. J. Biomed. Opt.
2010, 15, 010506.
92. Laughney, A.M.; Krishnaswamy, V.; Rice, T.B.; Cuccia, D.J.; Barth, R.J.; Tromberg, B.J.; Paulsen,
K.D.; Pogue, B.W.; Wells, W.A. System analysis of spatial frequency domain imaging for
quantitative mapping of surgically resected breast tissues. J. Biomed. Opt. 2013, 18, 036012.
93. Ziegler, R.; Nielsen, T.; Koehler, T.; Grosenick, D.; Steinkellner, O.; Hagen, A.; Macdonald, R.;
Rinneberg, H. Nonlinear reconstruction of absorption and fluorescence contrast from measured
diffuse transmittance and reflectance of a compressed-breast-simulating phantom. Appl. Opt. 2009,
48, 4651–4662.
94. Ripoll, J. Hybrid Fourier-real space method for diffuse optical tomography. Opt. Lett. 2010, 35,
688–690.
95. Yoo, K.M.; Xing, Q.; Alfano, R.R. Imaging objects hidden in highly scattering media using
femtosecond second-harmonic-generation cross-correlation time gating. Opt. Lett. 1991, 16, 1019–
1021.
96. Sato, H.; Kiguchi, M.; Kawaguchi, F.; Maki, A. Practicality of wavelength selection to improve
signal-to-noise ratio in near-infrared spectroscopy. Neuroimage 2004, 21, 1554–1562.
97. Chance, B.; Luo, Q.; Nioka, S.; Alsop, D.C.; Detre, J.A. Optical investigations of physiology:
A study of intrinsic and extrinsic biomedical contrast. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci. 1997,
352, 707–716.
98. Spichtig, S.; Hornung, R.; Brown, D.W.; Haensse, D.; Wolf, M. Multifrequency frequency-domain
spectrometer for tissue analysis. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2009, 80, 024301.
99. Nioka, S.; Chance, B. NIR spectroscopic detection of breast cancer. Technol. Cancer Res. Treat.
2005, 4, 497–512.
100. Kepshire, D.S.; Gibbs-Strauss, S.L.; O’Hara, J.A.; Hutchins, M.; Mincu, N.; Leblond, F.; Khayat, M.;
Dehghani, H.; Srinivasan, S.; Pogue, B.W. Imaging of glioma tumor with endogenous fluorescence
tomography. J. Biomed. Opt. 2009, 14, 030501.
101. Gulsen, G.; Birgul, O.; Unlu, M.B.; Shafiiha, R.; Nalcioglu, O. Combined diffuse optical tomography
(DOT) and MRI system for cancer imaging in small animals. Technol. Cancer Res. Treat. 2006, 5,
351–363.
102. Nothdurft, R.E.; Patwardhan, S.V.; Akers, W.; Ye, Y.; Achilefu, S.; Culver, J.P. In vivo
fluorescence lifetime tomography. J. Biomed. Opt. 2009, 14, 024004.
103. Mitsiades, C.S.; Mitsiades, N.S.; Bronson, R.T.; Chauhan, D.; Munshi, N.; Treon, S.P.;
Maxwell, C.A.; Pilarski, L.; Hideshima, T.; Hoffman, R.M.; et al. Fluorescence imaging of
multiple myeloma cells in a clinically relevant SCID/NOD in vivo model: Biologic and clinical
implications. Cancer Res. 2003, 63, 6689–6696.
104. Chen, J.; Tung, C.H.; Mahmood, U.; Ntziachristos, V.; Gyurko, R.; Fishman, M.C.; Huang, P.L.;
Weissleder, R. In vivo imaging of proteolytic activity in atherosclerosis. Circulation 2002, 105,
2766–2771.
105. Chen, W.T.; Mahmood, U.; Weissleder, R.; Tung, C.H. Arthritis imaging using a near-infrared
fluorescence folate-targeted probe. Arthritis Res. Ther. 2005, 7, R310–R317.

Photonics 2014, 1

30

106. Shepherd, J.; Hilderbrand, S.A.; Waterman, P.; Heinecke, J.W.; Weissleder, R.; Libby, P.
A fluorescent probe for the detection of myeloperoxidase activity in atherosclerosis-associated
macrophages. Chem. Biol. 2007, 14, 1221–1231.
107. Nahrendorf, M.; Sosnovik, D.E.; Waterman, P.; Swirski, F.K.; Pande, A.N.; Aikawa, E.;
Figueiredo, J.L.; Pittet, M.J.; Weissleder, R. Dual channel optical tomographic imaging of
leukocyte recruitment and protease activity in the healing myocardial infarct. Circ. Res. 2007, 100,
1218–1225.
108. Aikawa, E.; Nahrendorf, M.; Figueiredo, J.L.; Swirski, F.K.; Shtatland, T.; Kohler, R.H.;
Jaffer, F.A.; Aikawa, M.; Weissleder, R. Osteogenesis associates with inflammation in early-stage
atherosclerosis evaluated by molecular imaging in vivo. Circulation 2007, 116, 2841–2850.
109. Haller, J.; Hyde, D.; Deliolanis, N.; de Kleine, R.; Niedre, M.; Ntziachristos, V. Visualization of
pulmonary inflammation using noninvasive fluorescence molecular imaging. J. Appl. Physiol.
2008, 104, 795–802.
110. Cortez-Retamozo, V.; Swirski, F.K.; Waterman, P.; Yuan, H.; Figueiredo, J.L.; Newton, A.P.;
Upadhyay, R.; Vinegoni, C.; Kohler, R.; Blois, J.; et al. Real-time assessment of inflammation and
treatment response in a mouse model of allergic airway inflammation. J. Clin. Investig. 2008, 118,
4058–4066.
111. Vinegoni, C.; Botnaru, I.; Aikawa, E.; Calfon, M.A.; Iwamoto, Y.; Folco, E.J.; Ntziachristos, V.;
Weissleder, R.; Libby, P.; Jaffer, F.A. Indocyanine green enables near-infrared fluorescence
imaging of lipid-rich, inflamed atherosclerotic plaques. Sci. Transl. Med. 2011, 3, doi:10.1126/
scitranslmed.3001577.
112. Stepnoski, R.A.; LaPorta, A.; Raccuia-Behling, F.; Blonder, G.E.; Slusher, R.E.; Kleinfeld, D.
Noninvasive detection of changes in membrane potential in cultured neurons by light scattering.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 1991, 88, 9382–9386.
113. Rector, D.M.; Poe, G.R.; Kristensen, M.P.; Harper, R.M. Light scattering changes follow evoked
potentials from hippocampal Schaeffer collateral stimulation. J. Neurophys. 1997, 78, 1707–1713.
114. Rector, D.M.; Carter, K.M.; Volegov, P.L.; George, J.S. Spatio-temporal mapping of rat whisker
barrels with fast scattered light signals. Neuroimage 2005, 26, 619–627.
115. Gratton, G.; Fabiani, M. The event-related optical signal (EROS) in visual cortex: Replicability,
consistency, localization, and resolution. Psychophysiology 2003, 40, 561–571.
116. Chiarelli, A.M.; Di Vacri, A.; Romani, G.L.; Merla, A. Fast optical signal in visual cortex:
Improving detection by General Linear Convolution Model. Neuroimage 2012, 66C, 194–202.
117. Jiang, H. Frequency-domain fluorescent diffusion tomography: A finite-element-based algorithm
and simulations. Appl. Opt. 1998, 37, 5337–5343.
118. Kumar, A.T.; Raymond, S.B.; Dunn, A.K.; Bacskai, B.J.; Boas, D.A. A time domain fluorescence
tomography system for small animal imaging. IEEE Trans. Med. Imaging 2008, 27, 1152–1163.
119. Berezin, M.Y.; Achilefu, S. Fluorescence lifetime measurements and biological imaging. Chem. Rev.
2010, 110, 2641–2684.
120. Jiang, P.C.; Grundfest, W.S.; Stafsudd, O.M. Quasi-real-time fluorescence imaging with lifetime
dependent contrast. J. Biomed. Opt. 2011, 16, 086001.

Photonics 2014, 1

31

121. McGinty, J.; Stuckey, D.W.; Soloviev, V.Y.; Laine, R.; Wylezinska-Arridge, M.; Wells, D.J.;
Arridge, S.R.; French, P.M.W.; Hajnal, J.V.; Sardini, A. In vivo fluorescence lifetime tomography
of a FRET probe expressed in mouse. Biomed. Opt. Express 2011, 2, 1907–1917.
122. Marcu, L. Fluorescence lifetime techniques in medical applications. Ann. Biomed. Eng. 2012, 40,
304–331.
123. Liu, X.; Yang, P.S.; Yang, W.; Yue, D.T. Enzyme-inhibitor-like tuning of Ca(2+) channel
connectivity with calmodulin. Nature 2010, 463, 968–972.
124. Shen, Z.; Lu, Z.; Chhatbar, P.Y.; O’Herron, P.; Kara, P. An artery-specific fluorescent dye for
studying neurovascular coupling. Nat. Methods 2012, 9, 273–276.
125. Dmitriev, R.I.; Zhdanov, A.V.; Nolan, Y.M.; Papkovsky, D.B. Imaging of neurosphere
oxygenation with phosphorescent probes. Biomaterials 2013, 34, 9307–9317.
126. Hille, C.; Berg, M.; Bressel, L.; Munzke, D.; Primus, P.; Lohmannsroben, H.G.; Dosche, C. Timedomain fluorescence lifetime imaging for intracellular pH sensing in living tissues.
Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 2008, 391, 1871–1879.
127. Caldwell, B.J.; Wellner, M.; Mitrea, B.G.; Pertsov, A.M.; Zemlin, C.W. Probing field-induced
tissue polarization using transillumination fluorescent imaging. Biophys. J. 2010, 99, 2058–2066.
128. Ho, Y.P.; Chen, H.H.; Leong, K.W.; Wang, T.H. Evaluating the intracellular stability and
unpacking of DNA nanocomplexes by quantum dots-FRET. J. Control Release 2006, 116, 83–89.
129. Becker, W. Fluorescence lifetime imaging--techniques and applications. J. Microsc. 2012, 247,
119–136.
130. Vinegoni, C.; Razansky, D.; Hilderbrand, S.A.; Shao, F.; Ntziachristos, V.; Weissleder, R.
Transillumination fluorescence imaging in mice using biocompatible upconverting nanoparticles.
Opt. Lett. 2009, 34, 2566–2568.
131. Wang, M.; Abbineni, G.; Clevenger, A.; Mao, C.; Xu, S. Upconversion nanoparticles: Synthesis,
surface modification and biological applications. Nanomedicine 2011, 7, 710–729.
132. Cong, W.; Wang, G.; Kumar, D.; Liu, Y.; Jiang, M.; Wang, L.; Hoffman, E.; McLennan, G.;
McCray, P.; Zabner, J.; et al. Practical reconstruction method for bioluminescence tomography.
Opt. Express 2005, 13, 6756–6771.
133. Alexandrakis, G.; Rannou, F.R.; Chatziioannou, A.F. Tomographic bioluminescence imaging by
use of a combined optical-PET (OPET) system: A computer simulation feasibility study.
Phys. Med. Biol. 2005, 50, 4225–4241.
134. Chaudhari, A.J.; Darvas, F.; Bading, J.R.; Moats, R.A.; Conti, P.S.; Smith, D.J.; Cherry, S.R.;
Leahy, R.M. Hyperspectral and multispectral bioluminescence optical tomography for small
animal imaging. Phys. Med. Biol. 2005, 50, 5421–5441.
135. Pratx, G.; Carpenter, C.M.; Sun, C.; Xing, L. X-ray luminescence computed tomography via
selective excitation: A feasibility study. IEEE Trans. Med. Imaging 2010, 29, 1992–1999.
136. Cong, W.; Shen, H.; Wang, G. Spectrally resolving and scattering-compensated X-ray
luminescence/fluorescence computed tomography. J. Biomed. Opt. 2011, 16, 066014.
137. Li, C.; Di, K.; Bec, J.; Cherry, S.R. X-ray luminescence optical tomography imaging: Experimental
studies. Opt. Lett. 2013, 38, 2339–2341.
138. Chen, D.; Zhu, S.; Yi, H.; Zhang, X.; Chen, D.; Liang, J.; Tian, J. Cone beam x-ray luminescence
computed tomography: A feasibility study. Med. Phys. 2013, 40, 031111.

Photonics 2014, 1

32

139. Cherenkov, P.A. Radiation from high-speed particles. Science 1960, 131, 136–142.
140. Ross, H.H. Measurement of beta-emitting nuclides using cerenkov radiation. Anal. Chem. 1969,
41, 1260–1265.
141. Cheng, Z.; Levi, J.; Xiong, Z.; Gheysens, O.; Keren, S.; Chen, X.; Gambhir, S.S. Near-infrared
fluorescent deoxyglucose analogue for tumor optical imaging in cell culture and living mice.
Bioconjug. Chem. 2006, 17, 662–669.
142. Dothager, R.S.; Goiffon, R.J.; Jackson, E.; Harpstrite, S.; Piwnica-Worms, D. Cerenkov radiation
energy transfer (CRET) imaging: A novel method for optical imaging of PET isotopes in biological
systems. PLoS One 2010, 5, e13300.
143. Mitchell, G.S.; Gill, R.K.; Boucher, D.L.; Li, C.; Cherry, S.R. In vivo Cerenkov luminescence
imaging: A new tool for molecular imaging. Philos. Trans. A Math. Phys. Eng. Sci. 2011, 369,
4605–4619.
144. Zhang, X.; Kuo, C.; Moore, A.; Ran, C. In vivo optical imaging of interscapular brown adipose
tissue with (18)F-FDG via Cerenkov luminescence imaging. PLoS one 2013, 8, e62007.
145. Spinelli, A.E.; Ferdeghini, M.; Cavedon, C.; Zivelonghi, E.; Calandrino, R.; Fenzi, A.;
Sbarbati, A.; Boschi, F. First human Cerenkography. J. Biomed. Opt. 2013, 18, 20502.
146. Newman, F.; Asadi-Zeydabadi, M.; Durairaj, V.D.; Ding, M.; Stuhr, K.; Kavanagh, B. Visual
sensations during megavoltage radiotherapy to the orbit attributable to Cherenkov radiation.
Med. Phys. 2008, 35, 77–80.
147. Axelsson, J.; Davis, S.C.; Gladstone, D.J.; Pogue, B.W. Cerenkov emission induced by external
beam radiation stimulates molecular fluorescence. Med. Phys. 2011, 38, 4127–4132.
148. Demers, J.L.; Davis, S.C.; Zhang, R.; Gladstone, D.J.; Pogue, B.W. Cerenkov excited fluorescence
tomography using external beam radiation. Opt. Lett. 2013, 38, 1364–1366.
149. Glaser, A.K.; Zhang, R.; Davis, S.C.; Gladstone, D.J.; Pogue, B.W. Time-gated Cherenkov emission
spectroscopy from linear accelerator irradiation of tissue phantoms. Opt. Lett. 2012, 37, 1193–1195.
150. Glaser, A.K.; Davis, S.C.; McClatchy, D.M.; Zhang, R.; Pogue, B.W.; Gladstone, D.J.
Projection imaging of photon beams by the Cerenkov effect. Med. Phys. 2013, 40, 012101.
151. Zhang, R.; Fox, C.J.; Glaser, A.K.; Gladstone, D.J.; Pogue, B.W. Superficial dosimetry imaging of
Cerenkov emission in electron beam radiotherapy of phantoms. Phys. Med. Biol. 2013, 58, 5477–5493.
© 2014 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article
distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/).

