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Abstract

Diffuse optical tomography (DOT) use near-infrared light for imaging optical properties of biological tissues. Time-domain
DOT systems use pulsed lasers and measure time-varying temporal point spread function (TPSF), carrying information from
both superficial and deep layers of imaged target.

In this work, feasibility of nanosecond scale light pulses as sources for time-domain DOT is studied. Nanosecond sources
enable using relatively robust measurement setups with standard analog-to-digital converter waveform digitizers, such as
digital oscilloscopes. However, this type of systems have some properties, such as variations in source pulses and limited
temporal sampling, that could limit their usage. In this work, these different aspects and possible limitations were studied
with simulations and experiments.

Simulations showed that information carried by time-domain data of diffuse medium is on low frequencies. This enables
usage of relatively slow response time measurement electronics, and image processing using Fourier-transformed time-
domain data. Furthermore, the temporal sampling in measurements needs to be high enough to capture the TPSF, but this
rate can be achieved with standard digital oscilloscopes. It was shown that, although variations in light pulses of nanosecond
lasers are larger than those of picosecond sources, these variations do not affect significantly on image quality. Overall, the
simulations demonstrated the capability of nanosecond sources to be utilised in time-domain DOT in diffuse medium.

In this work, a prototype time-domain DOT experimental system utilising a high-energy nanosecond laser was constructed.
The system is relatively robust consisting of a nanosecond Nd:YAG laser combined with optical parametric oscillator for
light input and optical fibres for guiding the light, and avalanche photodetector and high-bandwidth oscilloscope for TPSF
measurements. The system was used in both absolute and difference imaging of two phantoms. The experiments verified
that both absorbing and scattering objects can be reconstructed with good quality with time-domain DOT using a nanosecond
laser.
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1 Introduction

Diffuse optical tomography (DOT) is an imaging modality that uses visible red and/or near-infrared light for imaging
spatially varying optical parameters in biological tissues [1} 2, 3]. Distribution of these optical parameters provide tissue
biochemical and structural information with applications, for example, in imaging of breast cancer, monitoring neonatal
brain, functional brain imaging and pre-clinical small animal studies [4} 5] 3} 6} [7].

Experimental DOT systems can be divided into three types depending on the light source that is used. These are
continuous wave (CW), time-domain (TD), and frequency domain (FD) i.e. intensity modulated systems. The CW sources
enable fast data acquisition and usage of simple detectors [8]. However, CW-DOT cannot distinguish between absorption
and scattering effects unless a reference measurement to enable difference imaging is available [9] 1. The FD-DOT systems
use radio-frequency modulated light sources for illumination, and measure amplitude attenuation and phase delay of the
transmitted light [2]. Time-domain diffuse optical tomography (TD-DOT) uses pulsed lasers for illuminating the tissues,
and the time-varying boundary exitance, i.e. temporal point spread function (TPSF), is measured. [10]. Both FD and TD
systems can be used for simultaneous absolute imaging of absorption and scattering distributions. In DOT, the TD system
are especially in the interest due to their capability to image through large thicknesses of tissue. Furthermore, in TD-DOT,
the information content of the measured TPSF is large, carrying information from both superficial and deep layers of the
tissue [2,[10].

Generally, the TD-DOT and near-infrared spectroscopy (NIRS) systems have been based on picosecond light sources.
Wavelength-tunable light having picosecond or less duration can be generated using Ti:Sapphire and supercontinuum lasers
[11, 12] [13] [14]. These lasers operate in tens of MHz pulse repetition rates and can provide several watts (Ti:Sapphire) to
several milliwatts (supercontinuum) of power per nanometer making them suitable sources for DOT. Single wavelengths can
be generated using high repetition rate pulsed laser diodes providing tens to hundreds picosecond long pulses [15,[16}[17,18].
The main advantage of them over the Ti:Sapphire and supercontinuum lasers are lower cost, easier operation and smaller
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footprint in the expense of single wavelength operation and lower output power. Measurements and light detection in
TD-DOT have been based on photon counting methods and/or time-gated detectors [15}[19, 20,11}, 21},22, 13,10, [18]. These
are known to be sensitive, have very high dynamic range, and they are relative fast methods for detecting light. The
sensitivity and high dynamic range enable measurements both near the light sources and over relatively large distances of
diffuse medium. Furthermore, the fast repetition rate of lasers enables detection of the entire TPSF in a reasonable time.
However, the photon counting methods require a large number of repetitions of light illuminations in order to capture the
entire TPSE. TD-DOT has been applied, for example, in imaging tissue-mimicking phantoms [19}[15,21] and breast imaging
[23,[18]. Further, multi-channel NIRS has been applied for example in brain studies [11} 22].

Usage of picosecond pulses with photon counting detection in TD-DOT has been motivated by good temporal resolution,
and the high repetition rate by fast acquisition time for in vivo imaging applications [10]. It has also been anticipated that a
high temporal resolution can provide a good spatial resolution, especially if early photons are detected [24, 25} 26]. On the
other hand, it has been recently shown that, in diffuse regime, information content of TD-DOT data is on low frequencies,
such that the reconstructed images are nevertheless low resolution [27]. That is, in diffuse medium, i.e. in a highly scattering
medium of size larger than several mean scattering lengths, only few frequencies are required to reconstruct absorption and
scattering with same resolution as with a full TD-DOT data [27].

In this paper, we study feasibility of nanosecond light sources in TD-DOT. Our work is motivated by the aspiration to
enhance and develop DOT systems that could be implemented together with other imaging modalities. Such multimodality
approaches include, for example, combining DOT with EEG, MRI and ultrasound [10], and photoacoustic tomography
[28, 129, 130]. Nanosecond lasers have been previously utilised in few NIRS studies to examine, for example, fruits [31} 32],
optical phantoms [33] and brain function [34]. Further, in [16,135] pulsed laser diodes with a pulse width between 100 —400 ps
were utilised in breast and phantom imaging, respectively. However, to our knowledge, nanosecond lasers have not been
utilised in tomography similarly as picosecond lasers are used in the state-of-the-art TD-DOT systems. If light illumination
in DOT is based on nanosecond sources, measurements can be performed using relatively robust measurement setups with
standard analog-to-digital converter waveform digitizers, such as digital oscilloscopes. In that case, the full TPSF can be
measured directly without a need for time-gating or photon counting.

In this paper, feasibility of nanosecond lasers is studied with numerical simulations to evaluate different aspects and
limitations of such systems in TD-DOT. These aspects include amplitude spectrum (frequency content) of data, coarse
temporal sampling and slow response time of detection, and light source variations. The results are compared against
TD-DOT simulations with picosecond light sources. Furthermore, feasibility of an experimental TD-DOT system with a
nanosecond Nd:YAG laser source is evaluated with phantom measurements. The same laser has previously been utilised in
photoacoustic tomography experiments [36].

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Theory and models for TD-DOT are described in Section [2| and the
experimental setup is described in Section 8] The numerical simulations are reported in Section 4} followed by experiments
in Section 5] Finally, the results are discussed and concluded in Section [6}

2 Theory

In DOT measurements, visible or near-infrared light is introduced to the imaged target, and the amount of transmitted light
is measured on various positions on the boundary using light sensitive detectors. This measurement is then repeated for
multiple illumination positions leading a set of DOT data. Then, an image of the optical parameters is reconstructed from
the measured data. In this work, we consider estimation of absorption and (reduced) scattering.

2.1 Modelling light propagation

Let us consider domain Q = R? with boundary dQ where d is the dimension of the domain (d = 2 or 3). Propagation of light
in a diffuse medium can be described using the diffusion approximation (DA) to the radiative transfer equation [37,[1]]. The
time-domain DA together with a Robin boundary condition is
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where ®(r, t) is the photon density at a point r and time instance f, (1, (r) is the absorption coefficient, and u.(r) is the reduced
scattering coefficient, ¢ is the speed of light in the medium, and Q(, t) is the pulsed (temporal) light source at source positions
s [1]. Further, parameter y, is a dimension dependent constant that takes values y, = 1/ and y3 = 1/4, a is a parameter
governing reflection at the boundary 0€), and  is an outward unit vector normal to the boundary.
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The measurement data in DOT is the boundary exitance I'* (¢,7), t = 1,..., T, where T is the temporal range of the output
signal at detector positions r — 0Q). The exitance can be solved from photon density as
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Fourier transform of the time-domain DA (I)-(2), results in the frequency domain DA
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where ®(r, w) is the photon density and Q(r, w) is the light source modulated at an angular frequency w. Furthermore, the
frequency domain exitance can be solved from the photon density as
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Utilising the relation between the time domain and frequency domain light transport models, it is possible to convert the
measured TD-DOT data to frequency domain, and to use that data at one or several frequencies [27]. For light sources with
a finite temporal length, the measurable data I'" (r, t) can be expressed as a convolution (x) of the source Q(r, t) and exitance
due to delta source 1"; (r,f) as

TT(r,t) =T (r,1) = Q(r1) @)
implying that taking a Fourier transform results in product (-) of their Fourier transforms (by convolution theorem)
FLH(r,t) = FTf (r,t) - FQ(r,t) 8)

Thus, for frequency domain computations, the Fourier transformed time-domain data needs to be divided by the Fourier
transform of the source term, and then light transport can be modelled directly in frequency domain using @)-(6) [27].

In this work, the solution of the DA is approximated with a finite element method [38]. The FE-approximation of the
time-domain DA (T)-(()) is implemented as described in [27] with the time-stepping implemented with a Crank-Nicholson
scheme. Further, the frequency domain FE-computations are implemented and Fourier series approximation is utilised
similarly as described in [27][39]. The TOAST++ software [40] is utilised in the FE-integrations.

2.2 Image reconstruction

Let us denote the vectors of unknown absorption and (reduced) scattering coefficients as p, = (tas, ---, ya,N)T e RN and

T
us = (yg 1o y; N) € RN where N is the size of the discretisation. Further, let the measurement data vector be I'meas € RN"

where N, is the number of discretised data points. In TD-DOT, the data is the measured TPSFE. In the FD-DOT, data typically
is the logarithm of amplitude and phase of (complex) exitance. Further, let us denote the solution of the forward model, that
maps the absorption and scattering parameters to the data, as T (u,, pl).

In DOT, typically two types of images are reconstructed: absolute and difference images. In absolute imaging, one aims
at estimating absolute values of optical parameters using a single set of measurements during which the target is assumed
to be non-varying. In difference imaging, one is interested in the change in optical parameters between two measurements.

Let us first consider absolute imaging. The image reconstruction problem can be written as a minimisation problem
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where L, is a weighting matrix that, from the statistical point of view, can be interpreted as the Cholesky decompostion of
the inverse of the noise covariance matrix, i.e. I, 1 LELE [41,!42]. Further, the two latter terms in the minimised functional
@I) present prior information of the target, where 1, and 1,; are the means and L, and L, are the Cholesky decompostion
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of the covariance matrices of the prior model for absorption 1";31 = LEa L,, and scattering 1";51 = LESLPS. In this work, the
minimisation problem (9) is solved using a Gauss-Newton method [43) 44].

In difference imaging, two measurements are performed and the aim is to reconstruct the change in the optical parameters
between these measurements [[1]. Consider data I'L,s and I'2,, of two measurements obtained from a target with optical
parameters (ul, u!) and (u2, u?), respectively. The aim in difference imaging is to reconstruct the change in the optical

parameters 6y, = u2 — pl and 6pl = p? — pl! based on the difference of the measurements as

Ol'meas = 1-'%neas - 1-?r\eas = ](‘uéll’ [ngl) (6 ) Haéy; (10)



where the ] is the Jacobian of the forward model T'* evaluated at (u}, u2') [39]. The change in optical parameters is estimated
by solving a minimisation problem
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where Ls, Ls,, and Ly, are the Cholesky decompositions of the inverse of the covariance matrices of the noise and prior
model for the optical parameter change [39]. In this work, the difference imaging minimisation problem (1), is solved using
a MATLAB built-in mldivide function.

In this work, we use Gaussian Ornstein-Uhlenbeck prrocess [45] as the prior model for absorption and scattering. The
Onrnstein-Uhlenbeck covariance function is of the form
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where ¢ is the standard deviation of the prior and E is a matrix which has its elements defined as

Bij = exp(=||ri = 7jll/0) (13)

where i and j denote the row and column indices of the matrix, r; and r; denote the positions of the discretisation points,
and ¢ is the characteristic length scale of the prior describing the spatial distance that the parameter is expected to have
(significant) spatial correlation for [46,39].

3 Materials and methods

3.1 DOT system

The DOT system utilised in this work is illustrated in Fig. In the system, light source is a nanosecond Nd:YAG laser
(neodymium-doped yttrium aluminum garnet) combined with optical parametric oscillator (model NT352B; Ekspla Uab,
Lithuania). The laser can operate at 670 to 2600 nm wavelength band. The pulse energy at 670 to 825 nm band is > 90 mJ and
pulse repetition rate is 10 Hz. The pulse duration was approximately 3 ns. The laser was operated at 700 nm wavelength in
the experiments. The laser pulse energy was 0.85m] (average energy during the measurement session; +0.02 mJ standard
deviation when averaged over 100 pulses) and was measured with optical power meter with pyroelectric detector (models
StarBright and PESOBF-C, respectively; Ophir Photonics, Israel). This value was measured from the fiber end which was
connected to the target.

The laser output was directed to 3m long main optical fiber (multimode, diameter 1 mm, numerical aperture (NA)
0.22; Ceramoptec, Germany). The light from this primary fiber was further directed to 2m long secondary fiber (multi-
mode, diameter 1.5mm, NA 0.39; model M134L02, Thorlabs) using two reflecting collimators (models RPC12FC-P01 and
RPC12SMA-P01; Thorlabs) that was connected to a measurement tank containing a liquid optical phantom. The space
between the two reflective collimators served as a point to estimate the input light profile and pulse-to-pulse variation. For
that purpose, laser reflection from angled glass placed between the collimators was directed to an optical fiber connected to
a fast (2 GHz) biased silicon photodetector (model DET025AFC/M; Thorlabs). Neutral density filter in front of detector was
applied to limit light level below the saturation level of the detector.

Light transmitted through the target was gathered by an optical fiber (diameter 0.6 mm, NA 0.5; model M143L02,
Thorlabs) and then focused on the centre of an amplified avalanche photodetector (model APD430A/M; Thorlabs). The
detector has temperature-compensated reverse voltage regulation and wavelength operating range from 400 nm to 1000 nm.
The detection bandwidth ranges from DC to 400 MHz (—3 dB) and rise time is approximately 1ns. The detector gain was
set 10, which is the minimum value.

High-bandwidth oscilloscope (model WavePro 254HD; Teledyne LeCroy, NY, USA) measured the signals of both optical
detectors. The oscilloscope has measurement bandwidth up to 2.5 GHz, 12-bit dynamic range, and it was operated in 50 ()
termination and coaxial cables. The sampling period was set to 50 ps. Signal acquisition mode was a sequence mode which
enables high accuracy measurements when the pulse repetition rate is low.

Each measurement consisted of 200 pulses. Oscilloscope was triggered using transistor-transistor logic (TTL) signal
with constant well-defined shape and amplitude from the laser Q-switch. TTL signal was used as the trigger instead of
light reflection from the glass plate since the beam profiles of laser pulses detected by the biased photodetector were found
to be varying and uneven in amplitude and shape. Trigger offset variation was found to be less than 50 ps indicating
good temporal repeatability. Time from the electrical trigger to laser pulse generation also varied. According to the laser
manufacturer, standard deviation of the jitter between the trigger and laser pulse is approximately 0.2ns. In this work, we
measured laser pulses and studied effect of their variations by simulations.

The signal detection under computer guidance was operated using LabView software (National Instruments, TX, USA)
through an ethernet connection. After each measurement the recorded 200 source pulses and 200 measurement signals were
averaged to provide time-domain source signal and measurement data.
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Figure 1: Illustration of the time-domain diffuse optical tomography system used in the study.

3.2 Optical phantom

Optical phantom used in the study was a liquid phantom inside a black plastic cylindrical tank. The inner height, inner
diameter, and wall thickness of the tank were 155mm, 80 mm and 5mm, respectively. On the tank wall, at the height of
77.5mm, 16 holes were drilled using 22.5° angular spacing. Eight of them had diameter of 3.2 mm and were used only as
light detection points. Another eight holes had 10 mm diameter and were used both light source and light detection points.
Liquid and the fibres were separated by a plastic membrane window (thickness 20 um, transmission approximately 95 %
at 700nm). The detector fibre having standard SM905 connector was directly connected and fixed to the detection points
having 3.2mm hole. When the detection was made from 10 mm holes, custom-made steel adapter and SMA bulkhead
adapter (HASMA; Thorlabs) were used to accommodate the fiber head to hole. Similar-type adapter was used when the
source fibre was connected to 10 mm holes. Adapter positioned the secondary source fiber end at 10 mm distance from
the plastic membrane and provided 8 mm diameter exit for light beam. The estimated fluence on the phantom surface was
1.7 m]J /cm?.

Clear glass tubes (Duran®; Duran Wheaton Kimble, NJ, USA) were used as a container for the liquid optical inclusions
that provided different optical properties compared to the background liquid. The glass tubes had 130 mm height, 13.5 mm
outer diameter, and 1 mm wall thickness. The tank had a removable plastic cover and the tubes were fixed to the cover
which kept them straight and in correct position inside the liquid. The tank was filled with the background liquid up to
around 130 mm height during the measurements.

Phantom liquid was made of degassed deionized water, Intralipid (20 %, Fresenius Kabi, Sweden) and India Ink (Royal
Talens, the Netherlands). The background solution had 1% concentration of Intralipid resulting in reduced scattering
p. = 1mm~! [47,[48]. Absorption at 700nm due to the Intralipid and water was estimated to be p, = 0.0008 mm~! [48].
This was tuned with India ink to get higher absorption [49]. Ink was diluted in degassed deionized water and sonicated
to provide absorption p, = 0.0056 mm~! providing total absorption i, = 0.0064 mm~! for the background. Scattering
inclusion was made by increasing the amount of Intralipid to 5% in background liquid and assuming linear dependence
between the scattering and Intralipid concentration. The estimated reduced scattering coefficient was therefore u, = 5mm™".

The absorbing inclusion was made by increasing the concentration of India ink to give absorption y, = 0.032mm™".

3.3 Tomographic measurement

Tomographic measurement sets were made using manual source and detector fiber positioning. Three measurements were
done: one with the liquid phantom (background measurements) and two having both scattering and absorbing inclusion
tubes placed in the liquid at two different orientations. Each measurement set was done using eight different source locations
and seven detector locations per source positions. Therefore, the total number of measurements was 56 per tomography.
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Figure 2: Experimental phantom tank (left) and illustration of source and detector locations, measurement protocol and
inclusion positions in the tomography experiments (right).

The source and detector positions and inclusion orientations are illustrated in Fig.

4 Simulations

Numerical simulations were carried out to study the following aspects related to TD-DOT with nanosecond light sources.
Firstly, we wanted to study, if data obtained with nanosecond sources is lower in information such that it would lead to
different quality reconstructions than those obtained using picosecond light sources. Therefore, frequency spectra of data
simulated by nanosecond and picosecond sources were compared. Further, a comparison between absolute and difference
image reconstruction in DOT using nanosecond and picosecond light sources and one or multiple frequencies was performed.
Secondly, if DOT measurements are performed using digital oscilloscopes, temporal sampling is coarser and response time
of detection slower when compared to data given by time-correlated photon counting methods. Therefore, we studied the
effect of the temporal sampling of detection in nanosecond TD-DOT for data and image reconstruction. The slower response
time of detection corresponds to low-pass filtering in modelling, and thus it limits the frequencies that can be utilised in
image reconstruction. Thirdly, nanosecond lasers, such as the one used in our setup, can suffer large variations in light
pulse width and shape. Therefore, light pulse variations in nanosecond TD-DOT data were measured and their impact on
reconstructions were studied. The results were compared against picosecond sources with less variations. The simulations
were carried out in a Fujitsu Celcius W550 desktop workstation, with Intel®Xeon(R) W-2125 CPU @ 4.00GHz x8, using
MATLAB (R2017b, Mathworks, Natick, MA).

4.1 Data simulation

In numerical simulations, a circular domain Q = R? with a radius of 25mm was considered. The setup consisted of 16
sources and 16 detectors. The source and detector optodes were modelled as Gaussian surface patches with 2 mm width,
located at equi-spaced angular intervals on the boundary 0Q. We studied a target with background optical parameters
ta = 0.006mm~! and u, = 1mm~! and with one absorbing i, = 0.03mm~! and one scattering y, = 5mm~" inclusion.
The chosen optical parameters roughly corresponded to those observed in biological tissues [50], and our optical phantom
described earlier in Section For difference imaging, the reference data was simulated using constant background optical
parameter p, = 0.006mm ' and p, = Tmm~1.

The TD data was simulated using FE-approximation of the DA (I)-(2) in a mesh with 1369 nodes and 2622 triangular
elements. The nanosecond source pulse was modelled as a Gaussian pulse with a full width at half maximum of 3ns. For
comparison, data with a picosecond light sources was simulated. In that case, the pulse was modelled as a Gaussian pulse
with a full width at half maximum of 3 ps. The temporal discretisation for both nanosecond and picosecond data simulation
was 1 ps, and the temporal range was specified as 10000 ps. The total number of the simulated time-resolved measurements
was 12800000 (256 combination of sources and detectors, 50000 time steps).

In order to evaluate the data in the frequency domain, the time-domain data was Fourier transformed to frequency
domain. The source was deconvoluted from the data by dividing the frequency domain data by corresponding frequency
domain source term obtained through Fourier-transform [27]. Random measurement noise, that was drawn from a zero-
mean Gaussian distribution where the standard deviations were specified as 1% of the simulated noise-free frequency
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Figure 3: (a) Simulated source pulses of a 3 ns source (top row) and 3 ps source (bottom row), (b) amplitude spectra of the
source pulses, (c) simulated measurement data from a near (blue) and far (red) detector using a homogeneous target, (d)
amplitude spectra of the simulated data, and (e) amplitude spectra of the data deconvoluted with the source pulses.

domain data, was added to the data.

4.2 Image reconstruction

In the reconstructions, a FE-mesh with 1123 nodes and 2142 elements was used. The absolute () and difference image
reconstruction problems were solved using the Gauss-Newton method. The measurement noise was modelled using the
statistics of the simulated data, i.e. standard deviation was 1 % of the noise free data. The parameters of Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
prior were chosen such that, for absolute imaging, the prior means (1,,,, 17,;) were set as the background optical parameters
and the standard deviations (o,,,0,;) were set such that maximum target values corresponded to three standard deviations
from the background. For difference imaging, the prior means (175,, 1s,;) Were set to zero and the standard deviations
(604,,00,;) were set such that maximum target values corresponded to five standard deviations from the background. The
characteristic length scale was set as £ = § mm.
In addition to visual inspection, the accuracy of the estimates were evaluated by computing relative errors

I — o

E, = 100% -
H HytargetH

(14)
where 18! are the simulated target distributions for absorption or scattering, and fI are the estimated parameters interpo-
lated to the simulation grid.

4.3 Comparison of data and reconstructions using nanosecond and picosecond sources

First, frequency content of data simulated by nanosecond and picosecond pulses and reconstructions computed from this
data were investigated. It was studied, if data obtained with nanosecond sources has lower frequency content such that it
would lead to different quality reconstructions than those obtained from data using picosecond light sources.

In order to study the frequency content of the simulated TD-DOT data using 3ns and 3 ps light sources, we simulated
data for detector positions located close and far from the illuminating fibre. These detector positions correspond to locations
adjacent of the source fibre and on the opposite side of the simulation domain. The data was simulated with a target with
constant (background) optical parameters. The simulated source pulses and the corresponding data at near and far detectors
of nanosecond and picosecond sources are shown in Fig. B|together with the amplitude spectra the signals. The figure also
shows the amplitude spectra of the simulated data deconvoluted with their source pulses.

As it can be seen from column (b) of Fig. |3} picosecond sources have higher frequency content than nanosecond sources.
It can also be seen (columns (d) and (e)), that data measured near the source have higher frequency content than data
measured far from the source. However, although data obtained using nanosecond and picosecond sources have different
spectra (column (d)), the information that they provide from the target is similar, which can be seen in the amplitude spectra
of the data deconvoluted with their source pulses (column (e)). It is especially notable that the frequency content of data
measured far from the source (red lines in column (e)), that carries most information on target interior, is low. This predicts
that resolution of images reconstructed from this data will be low.
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number of frequencies generated with a 3ns light source. Columns from left to right: (a) Simulated target, and (b)-(f)
estimates obtained using one to five frequencies. Relative errors of the estimates are give below each image. Statistics
of estimation errors using 100 target distributions are shown as ‘boxplots’ in (g).
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number of frequencies generated with a 3 ps light source. Columns from left to right: (a) Simulated target, and (b)-(f)
estimates obtained using one to five frequencies. Relative errors of the estimates are give below each image. Statistics
of estimation errors using 100 target distributions are shown as ‘boxplots” in (g).
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Figure 6: Difference imaging of absorption 1, (top row) and scattering p, (bottom row) distributions using data at different
number of frequencies generated with 3ns light sources. Columns from left to right: (a) Simulated target difference, and
(b)-(f) estimates obtained using one to five frequencies. Relative errors of the estimates are give below each image.
Statistics of estimation errors using 100 target distributions are shown as ‘boxplots” in (g).

The absolute and difference reconstructions using data at different number of frequencies were computed using data simu-
lated both with 3 ns and 3 ps light sources. The frequencies that were used were f = 66.66,133.33,200.00, 266.66, 333.33 MHz.
Notice that the first frequencies utilised are close to those typically used in frequency domain DOT systems. The absolute
reconstructions using 3ns light source are shown in Fig. [ and for 3 ps light source in Fig. [5| for a different number of
frequencies. Further, the difference images using 3 ns light source are shown in Fig. [p|and for 3 ps light source in Fig. [7]
Statistics of relative errors of the reconstructions using 100 noise realisations are also shown.
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Figure 7: Difference imaging of absorption 1, (top row) and scattering p, (bottom row) distributions using data at different
number of frequencies generated with 3 ps light sources. Columns from left to right: (a) Simulated target difference, and
(b)-(f) estimates obtained using one to five frequencies. Relative errors of the estimates are give below each image.
Statistics of estimation errors using 100 target distributions are shown as ‘boxplots” in (g).
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Figure 8: Simulated TPSF at 1ps interval (black solid line) on a detector located opposite to the source position in
the simulation domain. Sampled TPSFs at 500 ps, 1000 ps and 2000 ps temporal resolutions (blue, red and green lines,
respectively).

The results show no apparent differences between reconstructions from data generated with nanosecond or picosecond
light sources. Furthermore, both absolute and difference imaging reconstruct the absorbing and scattering inclusion positions
with similar accuracy regardless of the number of frequencies used. On the other hand, the contrast of the images is improved
if the number of frequencies is larger than one. However, the contrast does not significantly improve if more than three
frequencies are utilised. This corresponds to our earlier findings showing that utilising multiple frequencies in imaging in
diffuse medium improves reconstructions, but only up to few frequencies when compared to full time-domain data [27].
Based on these simulations, we chose to use data at three frequencies in later simulations of this work, as it provided
reconstructions with adequate quality and accuracy.

If DOT measurements are performed using oscilloscopes, such as in our system described in Section |3} response time
of detection is slow. This can be modelled as a low-pass filter in frequency domain computations. In practise, this limits
the frequencies in data that can be obtained and used in reconstructions. In the experimental system used in this paper, the
cut-off frequency is approximately 400 MHz, and thus the frequencies that were used were limited below this.

4.4 Reconstructions using data sampled at different temporal resolutions

Next, the effect of low temporal sampling of data on image reconstruction was studied. Therefore, samples at different
time-intervals were taken from the simulated time-domain data. The simulated data, i.e. TPSF, on a detector located
opposite to the source on the other side of the simulation domain generated by a 3 ns light pulse and the signals sampled
with different temporal resolutions are illustrated in Fig. [8| As it can be seen, coarse sampling does not capture the original
TPSF completely, that can be expected to lead artefacts in the reconstructions.

Then, the signals with different temporal resolutions were Fourier-transformed to frequency domain where absolute and
difference reconstructions were computed using three frequencies of data, f = 66.66, 133.33, 200.00 MHz. For difference
imaging, the simulated reference data was sampled using the same temporal sampling and transformed to frequency domain.
The absolute reconstructions from data at different temporal sampling are shown in Fig. [0} and the difference images from
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by sampling the measured TPSFs at (b) 1 ps, (c) 50 ps, (d) 500 ps, (e) 1000 ps, (f) 2000 ps and (g) 3000 ps temporal resolution.
Relative errors of the estimates are given below each image.
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Figure 10: Difference imaging of absorption 0y, (top row) and scattering ou (bottom row) distributions from 3 ns light
source data sampled at different temporal discretisations. Columns from left to right: (a) Simulated target difference, and
estimates obtained by sampling the measured TPSFs at (b) 1ps, (c) 50 ps, (d) 500 ps, (e) 1000 ps, (f) 2000 ps and (g) 3000 ps
temporal resolution. Relative errors of the estimates are given below each image.

data at different temporal sampling are shown in Fig. [10] As it can be seen from Fig. [J} the absolute reconstructions obtained
from data with temporal sampling between 1 ps and 1000 ps look qualitatively similar. Further, the relative errors of the
estimates are approximately the same. However, when temporal sampling decreases even more, the reconstructions suffer
from artefacts, that are substantial at low temporal sampling (images with 2000 ps and 3000 ps temporal resolution), and
the relative errors increase. It can further be seen from Fig. [10] that difference imaging cancels out the errors caused by a
low temporal sampling to some extent. However, when the sampling is in the same level as the source pulse width, the
difference imaging cannot correct image artefacts either.

In general, the simulations demonstrate that low temporal sampling should not affect on the reconstructions as long as
the sampling is high enough to capture the temporal features of the data. In our experimental setup, the temporal sampling
is 50 ps and that should not affect the reconstructions.

4.5 Reconstructions in the presence of light source variations

Nanosecond lasers suffer from larger variations in light pulse width and shape than picosecond lasers. Therefore, we studied
with simulations the effect of light source variations on image reconstruction. The results were compared against picosecond
sources with less variations.

For this, we measured 10 light source pulses of the laser of the experimental setup, with 50 ps sampling. Then, these
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Figure 11: Effect of nanosecond source variations on absolute and difference reconstructions. (a) Normalised source pulses
(red line) and the corresponding normalised simulated data (blue line). (b) Simulated target, and (c) absolute absorption
Ha and scattering . reconstructions. (c) Simulated target difference, and (e) difference absorption ou, and scattering ou
reconstructions in the presence of source variations.
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Figure 12: Effect of picosecond source variations on absolute and difference reconstructions. (a) Simulated normalised
source pulses (red line) and the corresponding normalised simulated data (blue line). (b) Absolute absorption u, and
scattering u; reconstructions and (c) difference absorption 6y, and scattering dp, reconstructions in the presence of source
variations.

source signals were interpolated to 0.5 ps duration and were used as light sources in simulations to simulate 10 TD-DOT
data sets. These source pulses and data were averaged similarly as in data processing of the experimental system. The
reference data for difference imaging was simulated and processed similarly. Measured source pulses are show in Fig.
(a) together with the corresponding simulated data. In order to compare the reconstructions to picosecond lasers that have
less variations, a proportional source pulse variations were simulated to the picosecond light sources. For that, 1400 source
pulses were measured and their amplitude and temporal (phase) variations were calculated to be 0.03 (arbitrary units) and
0.23 ns respectively. These were then scaled to picosecond range and used to simulate 10 picosecond sources and simulate
TD-DOT data. Simulated picosecond source signals together with the corresponding simulated data are shown in Fig.
(a).

Then, the simulated signals were Fourier transformed to the frequency domain, and absolute and difference images were
reconstructed similarly as earlier using data at three frequencies f = 66.66, 133.33, 200.00 MHz. The absolute and difference
reconstructions are shown in Fig. [11|for data simulated with nanosecond light pulses and in Fig. for data simulated
with picosecond light pulses. As it can be seen, the source variations do not result in any additional loss of image quality,
compared to absolute and difference images obtained without source pulse fluctuations in Figs. #land |6} It can also be seen
that there are no significant differences between reconstructions from nanosecond and picosecond lasers. That is, although
nanosecond lasers have larger variations, it seems that those do not affect the accuracy of the reconstructed images.
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Figure 13: (a) Raw measurement data from the homogeneous reference phantom showing the source pulse (red) and the
measurement pulse (blue) measured using an adjacent source-detector pair. (b) Mean data from 200 samples of source (red)
and measurement pulses (blue) in a truncated temporal interval. (c) Logarithm of amplitude (first half of the x-axis) and
phase (second half of the x-axis) of the Fourier transformed measurements for all source-detector configurations from a
phantom with two inclusions (red), homogeneous phantom (blue), and their difference (green).

5 Experiments

DOT measurements were performed using the experimental system and phantoms described in Section (3| Two cylindrical
phantoms with an absorbing inclusion and a scattering inclusion approximately five times the value of the background
parameters were studied. The phantoms are illustrated in Fig. [2|together with the measurement protocol. The measurements
were performed using eight source locations (S1-S8) and seven detector locations (D1-D7). Furthermore, measurements
with a homogeneous reference phantom were made. The reference data was utilised in difference imaging. In addition, it
was used to provide a computational calibration measurement for absolute imaging.

A raw measurement signal collected from the homogeneous reference phantom on a detector adjacent to a source is
shown in Fig. [13|(a). The measurement data was averaged over 200 the samples and truncated to a temporal window of the
measurement pulse width as shown in Fig. 13| (b). Then, the data was Fourier-transformed to the frequency domain and
deconvoluted with a source by dividing the Fourier-transformed data with the corresponding Fourier-transformed source
pulse. The Fourier transformed data at frequency f = 159.36 MHz for all source-detector combinations is shown in Fig.
(o).

The difference and absolute reconstructions were computed from frequency domain data at frequency f = 159.36 MHz.
In reconstructions, a 2D computation domain was considered. The domain was discretised using 1369 nodes and 2622
elements. The absolute reconstructions were computed by minimising (9) and the difference reconstructions were computed
by minimising (1I). The minimisation problems were solved using Gauss-Newton method similarly as for simulated data.
For absolute imaging, the measurements with inclusions were precalibrated using the following procedure. Calibration
coefficients for individual source-detector pairs were computed by taking the difference between the experimental refer-
ence measurements and simulated reference measurements. Then, this difference was subtracted from the experimental
measurements with inclusions, and the subtracted measurements were considered as calibrated data.

Reconstructed absolute and difference images for the two phantoms are shown in Fig. As it can be seen, the
location of absorption and scattering inclusions can be distinguished both using absolute and difference imaging. Also the
difference in inclusion positions between the two phantoms is clearly visible both in absolute and difference imaging. The
absorption images show some cross-talk from the scattering inclusion, that is especially evident in the difference images,
but the magnitude of the cross-talk is very low. The scattering images, on the other hand, have more artefacts both in
absolute and difference imaging. The difference imaging shows less artifacts than absorption images. That is typical in
DOT since difference imaging compensates both measurement and modelling errors. Overall, all reconstructions can be
regarded as good quality DOT images. However, the estimated inclusion values do not reach the correct absolute values of
the inclusions. This can be due to, for example, relatively low number of measurement positions that are all located on a
single plane of the 3D object.

6 Discussion and conclusions
In this work, feasibility of utilising nanosecond sources in TD-DOT was investigated. Different aspects and possible
limitations of TD-DOT systems with nanosecond sources were studied with simulations and experiments.

First, frequency content of time-domain DOT data simulated with nanosecond light sources was studied and compared
against picosecond source systems. The simulations verified the previous findings [27] that information of diffuse medium is
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on low frequencies. This enables image reconstruction using Fourier-transformed time-domain data using few frequencies.
Furthermore, it enables usage of measurement electronics with slower response time. Second, effect of temporal sampling
was studied. The simulations showed that temporal sampling needs to be high enough to capture the TPSFE. This sampling
can be achieved with standard digital oscilloscopes. Third, nanosecond lasers can suffer from light pulse variations. It was
shown that, although these variations are large, they do not affect significantly on image quality. Overall, the simulations
demonstrated the capability of nanosecond sources to be utilised in TD-DOT in diffuse medium.

Then, a prototype TD-DOT experimental system utilising a high-energy nanosecond source was constructed. The
system consisted of a nanosecond Nd:YAG laser combined with optical parametric oscillator for light input, optical fibres
and collimators for guiding the light, and avalanche photodetector and high-bandwidth oscilloscope for measurements.
The system is relatively robust. For example, detector is temperature-compensated, it does not require cooling and can
be operated in normal room lighting without saturation. The pros of the system include broad wavelength tuning range
for multiwavelength imaging as well as high energy per wavelength and pulse, that would enable directing the light to
multiple fibres. Further, relative impacts of pulse temporal spreading in long optical fibres, inaccuracies on fibre lengths,
or changes in environmental conditions such as temperature and vibrations are smaller for nanosecond pulses and could
provide robustness and stability for the approach. Furthermore, a nanosecond laser and a established digitizer based signal
detection enable compatibility of the system with other techniques such as ultrasound imaging (signal waveform detection)
and photoacoustic tomography (signal waveform detection and laser source). The cons of the system include poor laser
pulse stability, that was not an issue in the experiments of the study but can be significant in some other applications, and
the low pulse repetition frequency of the laser. Also the dynamic range and sensitivity of the system may have limitations
in larger targets, which would require more research.

The DOT system was used in both absolute and difference imaging of two phantoms. It was shown that both absorbing
and scattering objects could be reconstructed. The locations of the inclusions were found, and the cross-talk between the
absorbing and scattering targets was low. The reconstructions could be improved, for example, by adding more measurement
layers to the phantom and extending modelling to 3D.

The simulations and experiments of this work were the first study demonstrating usage of nanosecond sources in TD-
DOT. The nanosecond system can be utilised in diffuse medium, that is in highly scattering medium when the imaged
target size is larger than multiple free scattering lengths. However, its performance, for example, in dilute medium where
photons travel faster from source to detector or with measurement setups with short source-detector distances were not
studied. Overall, developments of DOT systems are guided by potential applications and their different requirements on,
for example, imaging depth, speed, invasiveness, scalability and multimodality [10]. Therefore, further work is needed for
the development of the proposed setup, and finding the applications where it could be seen as most beneficial. The system
could be further developed by building source energy specific light detection utilising, for example, neutral density filters
or laser beam attenuators. Sensitivity of the system could be increased using large diameter detection fibre bundles.
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