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Abstract
Significance: Tumor detection and margin delineation are essential for successful tumor
resection. However, postsurgical positive margin rates remain high for many cancers. Raman
spectroscopy has shown promise as a highly accurate clinical spectroscopic diagnostic modality,
but its margin delineation capabilities are severely limited by the need for pointwise application.
Aim: We aim to extend Raman spectroscopic diagnostics and develop a multimodal computer
vision-based diagnostic system capable of both the detection and identification of suspicious
lesions and the precise delineation of disease margins.
Approach: We first apply visual tracking of a Raman spectroscopic probe to achieve real-time
tumor margin delineation. We then combine this system with protoporphyrin IX fluorescence
imaging to achieve fluorescence-guided Raman spectroscopic margin delineation.
Results: Our system enables real-time Raman spectroscopic tumor margin delineation for both
ex vivo human tumor biopsies and an in vivo tumor xenograft mouse model. We then further
demonstrate that the addition of protoporphyrin IX fluorescence imaging enables fluorescenceguided Raman spectroscopic margin delineation in a tissue phantom model.
Conclusions: Our image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system enables tumor
margin delineation and is compatible with both white light and fluorescence image guidance,
demonstrating the potential for our system to be developed toward clinical tumor resection
surgeries.
© The Authors. Published by SPIE under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 Unported License.
Distribution or reproduction of this work in whole or in part requires full attribution of the original publication, including its DOI. [DOI: 10.1117/1.JBO.26.3.036002]
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1 Introduction
Accurate delineation of tumor margins is essential for improving cancer survival rates, as incomplete tumor resection has been shown to significantly reduce long-term survival rates for a range
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of cancers.1–3 However, the need for maximal resection needs to be balanced with the goal of
healthy tissue preservation in order to minimize patient discomfort and functional impairment.
Many groups have thus been researching advanced imaging and spectroscopic techniques for
improved tumor visualization and margin delineation.4–7 Fluorescence-guided surgery (FGS)
has, for example, been employed with great success for the visualization of high-grade gliomas
using fluorophores, enabling improved rates of complete resection and progression-free survival
relative to conventional microsurgery.8–10 This technique has, however, been somewhat limited
by difficulties in the quantification of fluorescence levels due to varying tissue optical properties
and low sensitivities for early stage cancers.11–13
As an alternative, many groups have investigated the application of pointwise optical techniques such as fluorescence spectroscopy,7,14,15 reflectance spectroscopy,16–18 Raman spectroscopy,4,19,20 optical coherence tomography,21–23 and confocal endomicroscopy24,25 for cancer
detection and diagnosis. These techniques probe the optical or endogenous biomolecular properties of the tissue itself, revealing differences between healthy and diseased tissue that can be used
to provide accurate diagnoses. For example, fluorescence spectroscopy has been applied to skin
cancer diagnosis26,27 and as a quantitative adjunct to fluorescence imaging of gliomas during
brain surgery.11,15 Similarly, reflectance spectroscopy has been used for the detection of cervical
precancers in vivo16 and in combination with fluorescence spectroscopy for the in vivo detection
of breast, brain, and ovarian cancers.17,18,28 Raman spectroscopy, in particular, has enabled
highly accurate in vivo diagnosis of a range of cancers including breast, skin, colon, gastric,
and esophageal cancers, exploiting the interaction of light with molecular bonds to identify the
chemical species present in a sample.4,19,29–31
Although Raman spectroscopy has shown much promise in the accurate diagnosis of cancerous tissues, its application to tumor margin delineation is limited. Due to the infrequency of
Raman scattering events, which necessitates relatively long acquisition times (∼1 s per acquisition) to generate sufficient signal, pixel-by-pixel measurement of a surgical field of view (FOV)
is unfeasible as this quickly leads to imaging times of multiple hours for specimens as small as
1 mm2 .32,33 Though there have been attempts to reduce Raman spectroscopic imaging times
to enable tumor margin delineation, for example, by combining autofluorescence guidance
with selective Raman spectroscopic sampling, such approaches still require 12 to 24 min for
imaging.34,35
Instead, in vivo clinical diagnostic applications of Raman spectroscopy have relied on the
collection of point spectra via handheld fiber-optic probes.19,32 Pointwise application in this manner provides diagnostic information at discrete locations rather than a diagnostic image for a
large area, as is the case with fluorescence imaging.18 Although this approach can provide highly
accurate diagnoses of a given point, tumor margin delineation is unrealistic unless clinicians can
visualize and record diagnoses for many points simultaneously.36 Importantly, despite these
shortcomings, Raman spectroscopy offers a wealth of biochemical information that is complementary to the macroscopic morphological information provided by widefield imaging.
Therefore, the development of a system that effectively combines spatially co-registered spectroscopic diagnostic information with widefield imaging could vastly improve the clinical utility of
handheld Raman spectroscopic probes for tumor margin delineation.
Here we present a new approach for the acquisition of spatial Raman spectroscopic diagnostic information via computer vision tracking of a handheld spectroscopic probe. Our system
enables simultaneous recording of both the position and orientation (pose) of the Raman
spectroscopic probe as well as the diagnostic spectroscopic information for each measurement
acquisition. Together, the data are overlaid onto imaging of the surgical FOV to provide an
augmented reality (AR) display of the FOV. We demonstrate our system is capable of accurate
lesion mapping of both ex vivo human tumor biopsies and in vivo mouse xenograft tumors
under white light image guidance, providing comprehensive clinical control over diagnostic
parameters to enable system tuning to varied clinical contexts. We further show that our system
can be extended to include fluorescence image guidance, resulting in improved margin delineation of fluorescent optical tissue phantoms than fluorescence imaging alone. Our imageguided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system thus helps to bridge the gap between
point-based spectroscopic diagnoses and imaging information, overcoming the trade-off
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between diagnostic accuracy and FOV that has thus far limited Raman spectroscopic diagnostic systems.

2 Materials and Methods
2.1 Fluorescence-Guided Raman Spectroscopic Probe-Tracking System and
Characterization
The image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system consisted of seven key components; a Raman spectroscopic probe with a 2.1-mm diameter tip (EmVision LLC37), a spectrograph (QEPro, OceanOptics), a Raman spectroscopy laser source (785 nm, 600 mW, BandW
Tek), a 405-nm LED light source (600 mW, Thorlabs), an 8-megapixel iSight camera (Apple)
with a 500-nm longpass filter (Edmund Optics), and a computer (Lenovo Thinkpad T460, Intel
Core i5-6200U CPU). System control software was developed in the MATLAB 2017B environment, using the MATLAB graphical user interface development environment, and the
MATLAB image processing and computer vision toolboxes. The Raman spectroscopic probe
was designed for close-proximity or direct contact Raman spectroscopic measurements (working
distance: <0.5 mm, 785-nm tissue penetration depth: ∼1 cm in skin, but tissue-dependent).38,39
Probe tracking accuracy was calculated using a video of probe movement in an ex vivo margin
delineation setting. Computed coordinate locations for each of the fiducial markers and the probe
tip were compared to ground truth coordinates, generated as the mean (n ¼ 3) user-identified
coordinates for each video frame. Mean computation time (n ¼ 3) was determined using native
MATLAB functions for the core algorithm processing loop during a typical ex vivo margin
delineation procedure.

2.2 Ex Vivo Raman Spectroscopic Margin Delineation of a Tissue Model
Ex vivo Raman spectroscopic margin delineation was performed on raw chicken tissue specimens, obtained from a local butcher on the day of experiments, using the image-guided Raman
spectroscopic probe-tracking system with a 785-nm laser at 100 mW power output and a 1-s
integration time. Here, chicken tissue served as a good model for validation of probe tracking
accuracy, with strong visual and spectroscopic lipid contrast enabling ready visual and Raman
spectroscopic tissue discrimination. This enabled evaluation of probe tracking accuracy independent of Raman spectroscopic diagnostic accuracy. Twenty-five Raman spectra were collected
from chicken muscle tissue and 25 from chicken fat tissue for a single chicken specimen. Spectra
were cropped to between 600 and 1800 cm−1 , background subtracted (Whittaker filter
λ ¼ 100; 000), normalized, and filtered (Savitzky-Golay, first order, frame width = 7) before
a partial least squares-discriminant analysis (PLS-DA) classification model of the spectra was
developed with a Venetian blinds cross validation using PLS Toolbox (Eigenvector Research,
Inc.) within the MATLAB environment. Next, between 22 and 26 spectral acquisitions were
obtained from additional chicken specimens and the previously developed PLS-DA model used
to delineate the fatty tissue. Algorithm-delineated areas of chicken fat tissue, with safety margin
sizes of 0, 1.5, and 3 mm, were compared to the ground-truth area and the sizes of true positive,
false negative, and false positive regions determined.

2.3 Ex Vivo Raman Spectroscopic Margin Delineation of Human Cancer
Tissues
Ten human skin squamous cell carcinoma (SCC) tumor biopsy samples and four human skin
normal biopsy samples were obtained from the Imperial College Healthcare Tissue Bank
(ICHTB) (see Sec. 2.8). Ex vivo Raman spectroscopic margin delineation was performed on
the human biopsy samples using the image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system
with a 785-nm laser at 100 mW power output and a 1-s integration time. Raman spectra
were acquired from each of four of the SCC tumor biopsy samples and three of the normal
biopsy samples cancerous tissue (n ¼ 201 spectra), normal (muscle/non-cancerous) tissue
Journal of Biomedical Optics
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(n ¼ 64 spectra), and normal (fatty) tissue (n ¼ 89 spectra) resulting in n ¼ 354 total. Spectra
were cropped to between 600 and 1800 cm−1 , background subtracted (Whittaker filter,
λ ¼ 100; 000), normalized, and filtered (Savitzky-Golay, first order, frame width = 7) before
a PLS-DA classification model of the spectra was developed with a Venetian blinds cross
validation using PLS Toolbox (Eigenvector Research, Inc.) within the MATLAB environment.
The PLS-DA model was then applied prospectively to discriminate between cancerous, normal
(muscle/non-cancerous), and normal (fatty) tissue on the remaining SCC tumor biopsy samples
with confirmation via adjacent hematoxylin and eosin (H&E) stained sections.

2.4 Histology of Human Tissues
10 μm cryosections of human tissue biopsy samples were obtained following water embedding
and freezing using a Bright OTF cryostat. Cryosections were subsequently formalin fixed and
stained with H&E in triplicate for each sample. Histology sample preparation and staining was
performed with the assistance of Lorraine Lawrence at Imperial College London’s Research
Histology Facility within the Facility for Imaging by Light Microscopy. Imaging of stained
sections was performed using a Zeiss Axio Observer widefield inverted microscope with a
20× objective.

2.5 In Vivo Raman Spectroscopic Margin Delineation of nu/nu Mouse Tumor
Xenograft Model
Two female nu/nu mice (12 weeks old, 25 to 30 g) were subcutaneously injected with 1 × 106
cells from a human colorectal carcinoma cell line, SW1222, on their right flank. Using the
image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system, 80 Raman spectra were collected
from control mouse tissue in vivo and 80 spectra from the SW1222 xenograft tumors in vivo
at 12 days after implantation. Spectra were cropped to between 600 and 1800 cm−1 , background
subtracted (Whittaker filter, λ ¼ 100;000), normalized, and filtered (Savitzky-Golay, first order,
frame width = 7) before a PLS-DA classification model of the spectra was developed with a
Venetian blinds cross validation using PLS Toolbox (Eigenvector Research, Inc.) within the
MATLAB environment. In vivo image-guided Raman spectroscopic margin delineation of a
SW1222 xenograft tumor in a third mouse was then performed using the image-guided
Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system with a 785-nm laser at 100 mW power output and
a 1-s integration time through prospective application of the previously developed PLS-DA
model.

2.6 Optical Tissue Phantom Construction for Fluorescence Guidance
MDA-MB-231 cells (ATCC) for optical tissue phantoms were grown at 37°C and 5% CO2 in
high glucose (4.5 g∕L) DMEM GlutaMax (Life Technologies) supplemented with 10% (v/v)
fetal bovine serum (FBS), 1× penicillin–streptomycin, 1× non-essential amino acids, and
20 mM pH 7.3 HEPES buffer solution. The cell line was authenticated using STR profiling.
Prior to inclusion in optical tissue phantoms, cells were trypsinized, spun down at 300 × g for
5 min, washed, and then fixed in 4% (v/v) PFA in PBS for 20 min. Optical tissue phantoms that
mimic tissue absorption and scattering were prepared using an adaptation of a previously established protocol,40 by combining agarose (Sigma-Aldrich), water, PBS (ThermoFisher), FBS
(ThermoFisher), homemade intralipid, and human hemoglobin. Homemade intralipid was made
by forming a solution of 20% (v/v) sunflower oil and 1% DSPC (Avanti Polar Lipids) in water.
Briefly, 200 mg of agarose was dissolved in a 10 mL 1:1 solution of H2 O∶PBS and heated at
100°C under constant stirring until a transparent solution was formed. Solution was then allowed
to cool slowly to 50°C. Once the solution reached 50°C, 2.6 mL FBS, 200 μL of homemade
intralipid solution, 200 μL of human hemoglobin, and 1 mL of 20 × 106 fixed MDA-MB-231
cells/mL were added and stirred through the solution. For fluorescence-guided applications,
varying amounts of 500 μM PPIX (Sigma-Aldrich) was also added to create 2, 4, and
20 μM PPIX fluorescent optical tissue phantoms. The solution was then poured into a mould
Journal of Biomedical Optics
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(e.g., cavity cut out of chicken tissue), as required, and allowed to cool to room temperature to set
before use.

2.7 Ex Vivo Fluorescence-Guided Raman Spectroscopic Margin Delineation
of Tissue Phantoms
Using the image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system, 25 to 30 Raman spectra
were collected from raw ex vivo chicken muscle tissue, raw ex vivo chicken fat tissue, and the 0-,
2, 4, and 20-μM PPIX optical tissue phantoms. Spectra were cropped to between 600 and
1800 cm−1 , background subtracted (Whittaker filter, λ ¼ 100;000), normalized to the area under
the curve, and filtered (Savitzky-Golay, first order, frame width = 7) before a PLS-DA classification model was developed with Venetian blinds cross validation using PLS Toolbox
(Eigenvector Research, Inc.) within the MATLAB environment. Ex vivo fluorescence-guided
Raman spectroscopic margin delineation was performed on additional raw chicken tissue specimens with 0, 2, or 4 μM PPIX optical tissue phantom inserts using the fluorescence-guided
Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system with a 785-nm laser at 100 mW and a 1-s integration
time and the previously developed PLS-DA model applied prospectively. For each specimen,
between 10 and 30 spectral acquisitions were obtained and used to delineate the fluorescent
optical tissue phantoms. Algorithm-delineated areas of fluorescent optical tissue phantom, with
safety margin sizes of 0, 3.5, and 7 mm, were compared to the ground truth area and the sizes of
true positive, false negative, and false positive regions determined.

2.8 Ethics Statements
Human samples used in this research project were obtained from the ICHTB. ICHTB is supported by the National Institute for Health Research (NIHR) Biomedical Research Centre based
at Imperial College Healthcare NHS Trust and Imperial College London. ICHTB is approved by
Wales REC3 to release human material for research (17/WA/0161), and the samples for this
project (R19022) were issued from the ICHTB Collection.
All animal studies were approved by the University College London Biological Services
Ethical Review Committee and licensed under the UK Home Office regulations and the
Guidance for the Operation of Animals (Scientific Procedures) Act 1986 (Home Office, London,
United Kingdom) and United Kingdom Coordinating Committee on Cancer Research
Guidelines for the Welfare and Use of Animals in Cancer Research.41

3 Results
3.1 Image-Guided Raman Spectroscopic System Development
Our image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system combines widefield imaging
with Raman spectroscopic information and consists of a camera for white light/fluorescence
imaging, a handheld fiber-optic probe, a laser and spectrograph for Raman spectroscopy, an
excitation light source, collection filter optics for fluorescence imaging, and a computer with
integrated software for clinical control (Fig. 1). Clinical application of our system necessitates
a probe-tracking algorithm that is robust under varied settings, including different lighting conditions, imaging devices, and spectroscopic probes. We therefore aimed to develop a system that
could be readily translated across different environments with minimal technical requirements.
To achieve this, we implemented a marker-based visual tracking algorithm that combines visual
detection and tracking of colored markers with a priori knowledge of probe geometry to determine the position and orientation (pose) of the probe for spatial diagnostics (Fig. S1 in the
Supplemental Materials).
In the probe-tracking schema we developed, initial manual identification of the colored, fiducial probe markers in the FOV enables HSV (hue, saturation, value)-based image segmentation
(Fig. S2 in the Supplemental Materials), which is then combined with a priori knowledge of the
probe and marker geometry for ratiometric calculation of the pose of both the spectroscopic
Journal of Biomedical Optics
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Fig. 1 Schematic of the image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system comprising
a camera for white light/fluorescence imaging, a handheld fiber-optic probe, a laser and spectrograph for Raman spectroscopy, an excitation light source, collection filter optics for fluorescence
imaging, and a computer with integrated software for clinical control.

probe and the probe tip (point of measurement acquisition) (Fig. S1, I and II in the Supplemental
Materials). The HSV color space is used here as it has been shown to be superior to the RGB
color space for surgical tool tracking due to its decoupling of the chromaticity and luminance
components.42,43 Continuous acquisition (Fig. S1, III in the Supplemental Materials) overlays the
tracked location of the probe tip onto the clinical imaging video and records Raman spectral
signal in real time. Upon user identification of a region of interest, the system (Fig. S1, IV
in the Supplemental Materials) records both the location of the probe tip and a Raman spectral
signal for diagnosis. This Raman spectral signal is then diagnosed in real-time through
application of a previously developed diagnostic model (e.g., PLS-DA) (Fig. S1, V in the
Supplemental Materials) and the diagnoses displayed at the probe tip coordinates are overlaid
onto the clinical imaging video. Positive diagnoses are then connected to form a boundary that
outlines the lesion margin. Importantly, the algorithm operates independently on each input
video frame, accessing any previously stored diagnostic measurements to update margin delineation at each step, to ensure robust performance following temporary occlusion of the spectroscopic probe (Fig. S3 in the Supplemental Materials).

3.2 White Light-Guided Spectroscopic Margin Delineation
For ex vivo and in vivo applications, we implemented our spectroscopic margin delineation algorithm (Fig. S1 in the Supplemental Materials) within a clinician-facing graphical user interface
(GUI) that provides functionality for system calibration, diagnostic spectroscopic model development, and margin delineation. The image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system
Journal of Biomedical Optics
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control software provides both a raw video input display and an AR display of the surgical FoV,
with spatially co-registered spectroscopic diagnostic information overlaid onto the raw video
input.
To examine the potential for clinical operation of our system, we first investigated the probe
tracking and margin delineation accuracies as well as the computational performance of the
system (Fig. S4 in the Supplemental Materials). Validation of our image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system was performed using fresh chicken tissue, discriminating between
chicken muscle and chicken fat tissues. Here chicken tissue served as a good model for validation of probe tracking accuracy, with strong visual and spectroscopic lipid contrast enabling
ready visual and Raman spectroscopic tissue discrimination. This enabled evaluation of probe
tracking accuracy independent of Raman spectroscopic diagnostic accuracy. Our probe tracking
system achieved a mean probe tip tracking error of 1.07  0.50 mm for a 180-frame video
sequence of input size 640 × 480 pixels with a working distance of 20 cm, in line with existing
research and commercial optical tracking systems, which have reported errors of between 0.5
and 4 mm44–47 [Figs. S4(a), S4(c), and S4(d) in the Supplemental Materials]. Similarly, computational performance, measured during a mock spatial diagnostic procedure, yielded processing
times of 0.49  0.09 s (0.1-s Raman spectral integration time) for probe tracking and
1.90  0.13 s (1-s Raman spectral integration time) for diagnostic acquisitions [Fig. S4(b) in
the Supplemental Materials].
Although probe tracking here is not performed in real time [∼2 to 5 frames per second (fps)]
using a laptop, implementation on a more powerful computer together with code parallelization
would likely enable real-time performance. Indeed, real-time (>30 fps) surgical tool tracking
has been demonstrated using similar visual colored marker-based tracking approaches
(∼55 fps)48 and more recently with fully convolutional neural network deep learning strategies
(∼30 fps).49 The most significant impact on computational performance in our system is the
integration time required for the acquisition of Raman spectral data (0.1 s for continuous acquisitions during probe movement and 1 s for diagnostic acquisitions). In each case, the integration
times applied could likely be significantly reduced (by a factor of up to 10×) as in vivo Raman
spectroscopic diagnostics has been achieved using integration times as low as 0.1 s.19,50,51
To further support clinical operation, we implemented several features designed to enable
users to tailor spatial spectroscopic diagnostics to a particular patient or lesion (Fig. S5 in the
Supplemental Materials). These features include adjustable safety margins, automatic suggested
measurement locations, adjustable diagnostic thresholds, and video stabilization. Each of these
features is intended to maximize robustness of our system to different clinical settings and maintain clinician diagnostic control.
Using our previously developed PLS-DA model (Fig. S6 in the Supplemental Materials), we
evaluated the margin delineation accuracy of our image-guided Raman spectroscopic probetracking system for three ex vivo chicken tissue specimens. Delineated areas closely resembled
the ground-truth areas in each case, as determined via manual image segmentation (Fig. S7 in the
Supplemental Materials). Balancing true positive delineated area with false negative and false
positive delineated areas, the best results were obtained using a safety margin of 1.5 mm for this
particular setup, with a mean delineated true positive area of 86.5%, false negative of 13.5%, and
false positive of 21.7% (Fig. S8 in the Supplemental Materials).
Next, we examined the tissue discrimination capacity of our image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system ex vivo using a combination of human SCC biopsy samples
(n ¼ 10 tissues) and human normal (muscle/non-cancerous and fatty) tissue biopsy samples
obtained from abdominoplasty procedures (n ¼ 4 tissues). Raman spectra were acquired using
our image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system for cancerous tissue (n ¼ 201
spectra), normal (muscle/non-cancerous) tissue (n ¼ 64 spectra), and normal (fatty) tissue
(n ¼ 89 spectra) with a 1-s acquisition time. Together, these spectra were used to develop a
PLS-DA model discriminating between cancerous, normal (muscle/non-cancerous), and normal
(fatty) tissue with cross-validated accuracies of 92.0%, 90.6%, and 95.7%, respectively (Fig. 2
and Fig. S9 in the Supplemental Materials). Using this model, we were able to effectively delineate a region of cancerous tissue from surrounding normal (muscle/non-cancerous) and normal
(fatty) tissue for a human SCC biopsy sample, confirmed histologically using adjacent H&E
stained sections (Fig. 2 and Fig. S10 in the Supplemental Materials). The system displays
Journal of Biomedical Optics
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Fig. 2 (a) White light image of the bulk SCC biopsy specimen prior to first Raman diagnostic
acquisition. (b) White light image of the bulk tumor biopsy specimen with overlaid Raman spectral
measurements and tumor margin delineation (red line) (no safety margin shown) where green
squares indicate locations of negative (non-cancerous) measurements, red squares indicate locations of positive (cancerous) measurements, and the numbers inside each square indicate order of
acquisition. (c) Adjacent H&E stained section of SCC biopsy specimen (scale bar = 2 mm).
(d) Mean Raman spectra of cancerous, normal (non-fat), and fatty (normal) tissues (N ¼ 3 to
4 tissues, n ≥ 20 spectra). (e) PLS-DA latent variable 1 and 2 (LV1 and LV2) scores for cancerous,
normal (non-fat), and fatty (normal) tissues, where PLS-DA latent variables represent spectral
features of descending importance that best enable separation of the different tissue classes.

real-time spectroscopic information and automated PLS-DA diagnosis for each acquisition,
providing an AR display of the specimen where the locations of negative (non-cancerous)
acquisitions are displayed as green squares (with numbers indicating order of acquisition) and
the locations of positive (cancerous) acquisitions are displayed as red squares [Fig. 2(b)]. The
locations of positive diagnoses are then used to automatically delineate a predicted cancerous
region, updated in real time as subsequent diagnostic acquisitions are performed.

3.3 White Light-Guided Raman Spectroscopic Margin Delineation in
an In Vivo Mouse Model
We next investigated the feasibility of in vivo spectroscopic margin delineation in a nu/nu mouse
SW1222 colorectal cancer xenograft tumor model (Fig. 3). In vivo Raman spectra (n ¼ 320)
from SW1222 xenograft tumors and control flanks of two mice were collected across multiple
timepoints and used to develop a PLS-DA model with a cross-validated accuracy of 96.5%
[Fig. 3(d) and Fig. S11 in the Supplemental Materials]. Applying our system together with this
PLS-DA model enabled spectroscopic margin delineation of the SW1222 tumor tissue from the
surrounding healthy tissue. Crucially this process, in which each spectral acquisition takes ∼2 s,
can be performed in as little as 1 to 2 min depending on the complexity of tumor geometry.
However, we observed difficulties in performing margin delineation for the 3D SW1222 xenograft tumor due to our use of a single camera, providing only 2D vision. We anticipate that for
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Fig. 3 (a), (b) Screenshots from the image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system
GUI during spatial spectroscopic diagnosis of (a) an SW1222 colorectal xenograft tumor in a nu/nu
mouse and (b) with AR Raman margin delineation overlay. (c) Mean Raman spectra of control
tissue and SW1222 tumors (N ¼ 2, n ¼ 80) used for PLS-DA. (d) PLS-DA latent variable 1 and
2 (LV1 and LV2) scores for control tissue and SW1222 tumors.

in vivo applications, stereo camera imaging will be required for more accurate probe-tracking in
3D. Although margin delineation accuracy in this case is much harder to calculate than for an
ex vivo model due to the difficulties in obtaining ground truth data (e.g., co-registered histological imaging), this result points to the clinical potential of our image-guided Raman spectroscopic
probe-tracking system for aiding tumor resection procedures in intraoperative settings. While
promising, it should further be noted that for such clinical applications, margin delineation accuracy is dependent on both the probe tracking accuracy and the accuracy of the diagnostic model
itself, e.g., the PLS-DA model applied here.

3.4 Fluorescence-Guided Spectroscopic Margin Delineation: Demonstration
in a Tissue Model
Although the in vivo and ex vivo margin delineation results achieved with our system under white
light guidance enabled the precise delineation of tumor margins, they do not address the first
essential component for successful tumor resection—the initial detection and identification of
suspicious lesions. Indeed, the macroscopic similarity between cancerous and healthy tissues is a
key driver behind high-postsurgical positive margin rates for many cancers. Therefore, to extend
our system for comprehensive tumor resection assistance, we implemented fluorescence guidance for our Raman spectroscopic margin delineation system.
After examining a range of fluorescent compounds currently employed for clinical and preclinical fluorescence-guidance applications, we selected the photosensitizer compound protoporphyrin IX (PPIX). As we have previously demonstrated,52 PPIX displays a low fluorescence
background at clinically relevant concentrations under 785 nm Raman excitation (as typically
applied in clinical Raman diagnostics) and is currently approved in the US and Europe for fluorescence-guided resection of high-grade gliomas.12,53–55
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Fig. 4 (a)–(c) Screenshots of the image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system during diagnosis and margin delineation of a 4-μM PPIX optical tissue phantom inserted into ex vivo
chicken muscle tissue: (a) white light image; (b) fluorescence image; and (c) AR overlay of Raman
margin delineation onto white light image.

In order to quantifiably demonstrate the benefit of fluorescence-guided Raman spectroscopic
margin delineation, we developed a series of tissue-mimicking fluorescent optical phantoms
containing cellular and serum components as well as varying PPIX concentrations (Fig. S12
in the Supplemental Materials). Raman spectroscopic characterization demonstrated small
differences in background fluorescent intensity between the 0-, 2-, and 4-μM PPIX optical tissue
phantoms with no obvious loss of Raman spectroscopic information, whereas the 20-μM optical
tissue phantom demonstrated considerable fluorescence background and was readily distinguished from the remaining optical tissue phantoms via principal component analysis.
Importantly, work quantifying the PPIX levels present in grade IV gliomas following the application of the PPIX precursor, 5-ALA, for FGS has indicated a mean concentration of 5.8 μM56
and we have previously demonstrated the possibility of performing Raman spectroscopic diagnostics in vivo on PPIX-containing tissues.52
We next developed a PLS-DA model to discriminate chicken muscle tissue from a nonfluorescent (0 μM PPIX) optical tissue phantom (100% cross-validated accuracy). Note that
as previously, the use of chicken tissue and optical tissue phantoms here enables validation
of probe-tracking performance independent of Raman spectroscopic diagnostic performance.
We then applied this PLS-DA model for fluorescence-guided Raman margin delineation of
both fluorescent and non-fluorescent optical tissue phantoms (Fig. S13 in the Supplemental
Materials). We were thus able to both detect fluorescent optical tissue phantoms within chicken
tissue via fluorescence imaging and perform margin delineation via Raman spectroscopy
(Fig. 4). Although Raman spectral discrimination of the optical tissue phantoms and chicken
tissue is trivial due to the significant spectral differences between the two materials, this experimental setup enabled a quantitative comparison of the margin delineation accuracy of our
image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system and fluorescence imaging alone for
a series of 0, 2, and 4 μM PPIX optical tissue phantoms (Fig. S14 in the Supplemental
Materials). Although Raman spectroscopic margin delineation accuracy remained constant
across the three PPIX concentrations, fluorescence imaging margin delineation was much more
dependent on the PPIX concentration, with fluorescence imaging unable to delineate the
non-fluorescent optical tissue phantom (0 μM PPIX) (Fig. S15 in the Supplemental Materials).
When excluding the 0-μM PPIX optical tissue phantom data results, our image-guided Raman
spectroscopic probe-tracking system performs as well as fluorescence imaging alone, with no
statistically significant difference in the true positive, false negative, or false positive areas
delineated by the two techniques (Student’s t-test, n ¼ 6) [Fig. S15(c) in the Supplemental
Materials]. However, our image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system significantly outperformed fluorescence imaging alone for the 0-μM PPIX optical tissue phantom, with
important implications for clinical applications to non-fluorescing tumor regions.
Next, to better assess the potential of our fluorescence-guided Raman spectroscopic probetracking system for tumor margin delineation, we created a composite optical tissue phantom
with regions of varied fluorescence intensity (PPIX concentration) (Fig. 5). Studies of FGS for
high-grade gliomas have documented varying fluorescence intensity across tumors, particularly
in necrotic cores, regions of occluded tissue, and, most importantly, at the tumor margins.12,57
Here margin delineation by our fluorescence-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking
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Fig. 5 (a) Photograph of the tumor mimicking fluorescent optical tissue phantom with regions of
varying PPIX concentration. (b) Photograph of the tumor mimicking fluorescent optical tissue
phantom with overlaid map of PPIX concentration regions. (c) Margin delineation accuracy for
the tumor mimicking fluorescent optical tissue phantom via fluorescence-guided Raman spectroscopic margin delineation with safety margins of 0, 3.5, and 7 mm, and via fluorescence imaging.
(d) Margin delineation of tumor mimicking optical tissue phantom using fluorescence-guided
Raman spectroscopic margin delineation (with safety margins of 0, 3.5, and 7 mm) and fluorescence imaging. (e) Corresponding true positive, false negative, and false positive areas for
fluorescence-guided Raman spectroscopic margin delineation (with safety margins of 0, 3.5, and
7 mm) and fluorescence imaging. Note that safety margins for the probe-tracking system are
dependent on both the probe tracking accuracy and the diagnostic model accuracy.

system vastly outperformed fluorescence imaging alone (87% true positive diagnostic area with
a safety margin of 3.5 mm versus 26% for fluorescence imaging), with our system detecting the
optical tissue phantom independent of PPIX concentration. In contrast, fluorescence imaging
was only able to detect the 4-μM PPIX region, due to the occlusion of the 2-μM PPIX region
under a thin layer (∼1 mm) of 0 μM PPIX optical tissue phantom.
This result thus demonstrates the complementarity of fluorescence imaging with Raman
spectroscopic diagnostics, whereby fluorescence imaging enables rapid identification of fluorescence positive regions followed by spatial spectroscopic diagnosis for accurate margin delineation independent of variations in fluorescence intensity. As such, by developing diagnostic
models that combine both fluorescence imaging information and Raman spectroscopic information, the two modalities could yield more accurate margin delineation in combination than either
modality would achieve in isolation. However, an important caveat to note is that margin delineation accuracy via our image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system is dependent
on both the probe tracking accuracy and the accuracy of the underlying diagnostic model for
spectroscopic discrimination between tumor and healthy tissue. Given the significant spectral
differences between the optical tissue phantoms and the chicken tissue used for these experiments, the results presented here reflect an idealized case where the underlying diagnostic model
has a 100% discrimination accuracy.

4 Conclusions and Outlook
High information content optical spectroscopies such as Raman spectroscopy have long held
promise for tumor margin delineation. However, the long acquisition times required have thus
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far restricted intraoperative Raman spectroscopy systems to point-based applications that do not
provide clinicians with a visual demarcation of a tumor boundary.4,31,58 In contrast, fluorescence
imaging enables visualization of a tumor’s extent, though this has typically been limited to
high-grade tumors that generate sufficient contrast.59 Tumor margin delineation is an important
clinical challenge as successful surgical treatment of tumors is highly dependent on the extent of
tumor resection and postsurgical positive margin rates remain as high as 15% to 60% for a host of
cancers.60,61
Our image-guided Raman spectroscopic probe-tracking system is designed to bridge the gap
between the high molecular information content of Raman spectroscopy and the visual-spatial
information provided by white light/fluorescence imaging. Through tracking the pose of a
Raman spectroscopic probe during spectral acquisitions, our system enables an AR display
of the surgical FOV, overlaying spatially co-registered spectroscopic diagnoses onto white
light/fluorescence video image input for margin delineation. This combination of spatial and
spectroscopic data thereby achieves rapid and accurate spectroscopic tumor margin delineation
for both ex vivo and in vivo settings.
Although our approach to tumor margin delineation has potential, several limitations will
need to be overcome in order to enable successful clinical application. First, performance should
be enhanced to enable real-time operation. Although much of this enhancement could be
achieved through improved code parallelization and computing hardware, this is also likely
to require the use of a more sensitive Raman spectrometer in order to reduce signal acquisition
times. Second, while the system currently provides a 2D AR overlay of spectroscopic and visual
information, robust clinical application will likely necessitate the use of multiple cameras for
stereo vision.62,63 This would enable improved depth perception for both probe tracking and
margin delineation that could better represent complex tumor contours in vivo. Importantly,
probe tracking accuracy and safety margin determination are both highly dependent on the working distance between the camera and the sample as well as any magnification optics in use.
As such, optimization of these parameters is essential for robust clinical implementation.
Finally, for fluorescence-guided approaches, care will need to be taken to develop diagnostic
models that include data from tumors with varying fluorescence intensities in order to maximize
performance.64 Although we have demonstrated fluorescence-guided Raman spectroscopy here
using only optical tissue phantoms, we have previously reported on the feasibility of Raman
spectroscopic diagnosis of PPIX-containing tissues in vivo and ex vivo.52 Combined, these developments would likely prepare our prototype system for more comprehensive preclinical and
clinical testing to evaluate its benefits for tumor resection surgeries.
In conclusion, the combination of Raman spectroscopic diagnosis with fluorescence imaging
and computer vision probe tracking thus opens exciting opportunities for clinical tumor resection
guidance. Given the improved cancer detection sensitivity spectroscopic methods have consistently shown relative to white light/fluorescence imaging modalities, our image-guided Raman
spectroscopic probe-tracking system will likely enable more accurate tumor margin delineation
and could lead to improved rates of complete resection and thus better patient outcomes.

Disclosures
The authors have no relevant financial interests in this article and no potential conflicts of interest
to disclose.

Acknowledgments
C.C.H. would like to acknowledge funding from the NanoMed Marie Skłodowska-Curie ITN
from the H2020 program under Grant No. 676137. M.S.B. would like to acknowledge support
from H2020 through the Individual Marie Skłodowska-Curie Fellowship “IMAGINE”
(No. 701713). M.Z.T. and T.L.K would like to acknowledge funding from the EPSRC for
the award of an Early Career Fellowship EP/L006472/1. R.K. is funded by the National
Institute for Health Research (NIHR) (Academic Clinical Lectureship) for this research project.
A.N. and M.M.S. would like to acknowledge support from the GlaxoSmithKline Engineered
Medicines Laboratory. D.J.S would like to acknowledge support from a British Heart
Journal of Biomedical Optics

036002-12

Downloaded From: https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/journals/Journal-of-Biomedical-Optics on 17 May 2021
Terms of Use: https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/terms-of-use

March 2021

•

Vol. 26(3)

Horgan et al.: Image-guided Raman spectroscopy probe-tracking for tumor margin delineation

Foundation Intermediate Basic Science Research Fellowship (No. FS/15/33/31608), the MRC
MR/R026416/1, and the Wellcome Trust. M.M.S. would like to acknowledge a Wellcome Trust
Senior Investigator Award (No. 098411/Z/12/Z). Note: This publication presents independent
research funded by the National Institute for Health Research. The views expressed are those
of the authors and not necessarily those of the National Health Service, the NIHR, the
Department of Health and Social Care, or Public Health England.

Code, Data, and Materials Availability
Raw data is available upon reasonable request from rdm-enquiries@imperial.ac.uk.

References
1. N. Sanai and M. S. Berger, “Surgical oncology for gliomas: the state of the art,” Nat. Rev.
Clin. Oncol. 15, 112–125 (2018).
2. T. F. Wood et al., “Does complete resection of melanoma metastatic to solid intra-abdominal
organs improve survival?” Ann. Surg. Oncol. 8, 658–662 (2001).
3. R. D. Schulick and M. F. Brennan, “Long-term survival after complete resection and repeat
resection in patients with adrenocortical carcinoma,” Ann. Surg. Oncol. 6, 719–726 (1999).
4. A. S. Haka et al., “In vivo margin assessment during partial mastectomy breast surgery using
Raman spectroscopy,” Cancer Res. 66, 3317–3322 (2006).
5. A. L. Vahrmeijer et al., “Image-guided cancer surgery using near-infrared fluorescence,”
Nat. Rev. Clin. Oncol. 10, 507–518 (2013).
6. S. H. Yun and S. J. J. Kwok, “Light in diagnosis, therapy and surgery,” Nat. Biomed. Eng.
1, 0008 (2017).
7. P. A. Valdés et al., “Quantitative, spectrally-resolved intraoperative fluorescence imaging,”
Sci. Rep. 2, 798 (2012).
8. W. Stummer et al., “Fluorescence-guided surgery with 5-aminolevulinic acid for resection of
malignant glioma: a randomised controlled multicentre phase III trial,” Lancet Oncol.
7, 392–401 (2006).
9. M. S. Eljamel, C. Goodman, and H. Moseley, “ALA and Photofrin® Fluorescence-guided
resection and repetitive PDT in glioblastoma multiforme: a single centre Phase III randomised controlled trial,” Lasers Med. Sci. 23, 361–367 (2008).
10. S. Zhao et al., “Intraoperative fluorescence-guided resection of high-grade malignant gliomas using 5-aminolevulinic acid-induced porphyrins: a systematic review and meta-analysis
of prospective studies,” PLoS One 8, e63682 (2013).
11. P. A. Valdés et al., “Quantitative fluorescence using 5-aminolevulinic acid-induced protoporphyrin IX biomarker as a surgical adjunct in low-grade glioma surgery,” J. Neurosurg.
123, 771–780 (2015).
12. J. C. Ton and W. Stummer, “Fluorescence-guided resection of malignant gliomas using
5-aminolevulinic acid: practical use, risks, and pitfalls,” Clin. Neurosurg. 55, 20–26 (2008).
13. Z. Huang et al., “Fluorescence-guided resection of brain tumor: review of the significance of
intraoperative quantification of protoporphyrin IX fluorescence,” Neurophotonics 4, 011011
(2017).
14. A. Kim et al., “Quantification of in vivo fluorescence decoupled from the effects of tissue
optical properties using fiber-optic spectroscopy measurements,” J. Biomed. Opt. 15, 067006
(2010).
15. P. A. Valdés et al., “Quantitative fluorescence in intracranial tumor: implications for
ALA-induced PpIX as an intraoperative biomarker,” J. Neurosurg. 115, 11–17 (2011).
16. Y. N. Mirabal et al., “Reflectance spectroscopy for in vivo detection of cervical precancer,”
J. Biomed. Opt. 7, 587 (2002).
17. Z. Volynskaya et al., “Diagnosing breast cancer using diffuse reflectance spectroscopy and
intrinsic fluorescence spectroscopy,” J. Biomed. Opt. 13, 024012 (2008).
18. P. A. Valdés et al., “Combined fluorescence and reflectance spectroscopy for in vivo
quantification of cancer biomarkers in low- and high-grade glioma surgery,” J. Biomed. Opt.
16, 116007 (2011).
Journal of Biomedical Optics

036002-13

Downloaded From: https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/journals/Journal-of-Biomedical-Optics on 17 May 2021
Terms of Use: https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/terms-of-use

March 2021

•

Vol. 26(3)

Horgan et al.: Image-guided Raman spectroscopy probe-tracking for tumor margin delineation

19. M. S. Bergholt et al., “Simultaneous fingerprint and high-wavenumber fiber-optic Raman
spectroscopy enhances real-time in vivo diagnosis of adenomatous polyps during colonoscopy,” J. Biophotonics 9, 333–342 (2016).
20. M. Jermyn et al., “Intraoperative brain cancer detection with Raman spectroscopy in
humans,” Sci. Transl. Med. 7, 274ra19 (2015).
21. L. P. Hariri et al., “Endoscopic optical coherence tomography and laser-induced fluorescence spectroscopy in a murine colon cancer model,” Lasers Surg. Med. 38, 305–313
(2006).
22. J. G. Fujimoto et al., “Optical biopsy and imaging using optical coherence tomography,”
Nat. Med. 1, 970–972 (1995).
23. A. M. Zysk et al., “Intraoperative assessment of final margins with a handheld optical
imaging probe during breast-conserving surgery may reduce the reoperation rate: results of
a multicenter study,” Ann. Surg. Oncol. 22, 3356–3362 (2015).
24. R. Kiesslich et al., “In vivo histology of barrett’s esophagus and associated neoplasia by
confocal laser endomicroscopy,” Clin. Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 4, 979–987 (2006).
25. K. B. Dunbar et al., “Confocal laser endomicroscopy in Barrett’s esophagus and endoscopically inapparent Barrett’s neoplasia: a prospective, randomized, double-blind, controlled,
crossover trial,” Gastrointest. Endosc. 70, 645–654 (2009).
26. L. Brancaleon et al., “In vivo fluorescence spectroscopy of nonmelanoma skin cancer,”
Photochem. Photobiol. 73, 178–183 (2001).
27. M. Panjehpour et al., “Laser-induced fluorescence spectroscopy for in vivo diagnosis of
non-melanoma skin cancers,” Lasers Surg. Med. 31, 367–373 (2002).
28. U. Utzinger et al., “Reflectance spectroscopy for in vivo characterization of ovarian tissue,”
Lasers Surg. Med. 28, 56–66 (2001).
29. M. S. Bergholt et al., “In vivo diagnosis of esophageal cancer using image-guided Raman
endoscopy and biomolecular modeling,” Technol. Cancer Res. Treat. 10, 103–112 (2011).
30. H. Lui et al., “Real-time Raman spectroscopy for in vivo skin cancer diagnosis,” Cancer
Res. 72, 2491–2500 (2012).
31. M. S. Bergholt et al., “Fiber-optic Raman spectroscopy probes gastric carcinogenesis in vivo
at endoscopy,” J. Biophotonics 6, 49–59 (2013).
32. I. Pence and A. Mahadevan-Jansen, “Clinical instrumentation and applications of Raman
spectroscopy,” Chem. Soc. Rev. 45, 1958–1979 (2016).
33. T. J. E. Hubbard, A. Shore, and N. Stone, “Raman spectroscopy for rapid intra-operative
margin analysis of surgically excised tumour specimens,” Analyst 144, 6479–6496 (2019).
34. K. Kong et al., “Diagnosis of tumors during tissue-conserving surgery with integrated
autofluorescence and Raman scattering microscopy,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A.
110, 15189–15194 (2013).
35. D. W. Shipp et al., “Intraoperative spectroscopic assessment of surgical margins during
breast conserving surgery,” Breast Cancer Res. 20, 69 (2018).
36. E. C. C. Cauberg et al., “A new generation of optical diagnostics for bladder cancer: technology, diagnostic accuracy, and future applications,” Eur. Urol. 56, 287–297 (2009).
37. EmVision, “Multi-spectroscopy Raman probe,” 2020, https://emvisionllc.com/probes/
(accessed 24 November 2020).
38. J. Mo, W. Zheng, and Z. Huang, “Fiber-optic Raman probe couples ball lens for depthselected Raman measurements of epithelial tissue,” Biomed. Opt. Express 1, 17–30 (2010).
39. E. B. Hanlon et al., “Prospects for in vivo Raman spectroscopy,” Phys. Med. Biol. 45,
R1–R59 (2000).
40. G. Wagnières et al., “An optical phantom with tissue-like properties in the visible for use in
PDT and fluorescence spectroscopy,” Phys. Med. Biol. 42, 1415–1426 (1997).
41. P. Workman et al., “Guidelines for the welfare and use of animals in cancer research,”
Br. J. Cancer 102, 1555–1577 (2010).
42. C. Doignon, F. Nageotte, and M. De Mathelin, “Detection of grey regions in color images:
application to the segmentation of a surgical instrument in robotized laparoscopy,” in IEEE/
RSJ Int. Conf. Intell. Robot. Syst. (IEEE Cat. No.04CH37566), Vol. 4, pp. 3394–3399 (2004).
43. S. Speidel et al., “Tracking of instruments in minimally invasive surgery for surgical skill
analysis,” Lect. Notes Comput. Sci. 4091, 148–155 (2006).
Journal of Biomedical Optics

036002-14

Downloaded From: https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/journals/Journal-of-Biomedical-Optics on 17 May 2021
Terms of Use: https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/terms-of-use

March 2021

•

Vol. 26(3)

Horgan et al.: Image-guided Raman spectroscopy probe-tracking for tumor margin delineation

44. L. Zhang et al., “Real-time surgical tool tracking and pose estimation using a hybrid
cylindrical marker,” Int. J. Comput. Assist. Radiol. Surg. 12, 921–930 (2017).
45. R. Khadem et al., “Comparative tracking error analysis of five different optical tracking
systems,” Comput. Aided Surg. 5, 98–107 (2000).
46. F. Chassat and S. Lavall, “Experimental protocol of accuracy evaluation of 6-D localizers for
computer-integrated surgery: application to four optical localizers,” Lect. Notes Comput.
Sci. 1496, 277–284 (1998).
47. M. K. Chmarra, C. A. Grimbergen, and J. Dankelman, “Systems for tracking minimally
invasive surgical instruments,” Minim. Invasive Ther. 16, 328–340 (2009).
48. L. Bouarfa et al., “In-vivo real-time tracking of surgical instruments in endoscopic video,”
Minimally Invasive Ther. Allied Technol. 21, 129–134 (2012).
49. L. C. Garcia-Peraza-Herrera et al., “Real-time segmentation of non-rigid surgical tools
based on deep learning and tracking,” Lect. Notes Comput. Sci. 10170, 84–95 (2017).
50. M. S. Bergholt et al., “Fiberoptic confocal Raman spectroscopy for real-time in vivo
diagnosis of dysplasia in Barrett’s Esophagus,” Gastroenterology 146, 27–32 (2014).
51. J. Wang et al., “Simultaneous fingerprint and high-wavenumber fiber-optic Raman spectroscopy improves in vivo diagnosis of esophageal squamous cell carcinoma at endoscopy,”
Sci. Rep. 5, 12957 (2015).
52. C. C. Horgan et al., “Integrated photodynamic Raman theranostic system for cancer diagnosis, treatment, and post-treatment molecular monitoring,” Theranostics 11, 2006–2019
(2021).
53. P. S. Low, S. Singhal, and M. Srinivasarao, “Fluorescence-guided surgery of cancer: applications, tools and perspectives,” Curr. Opin. Chem. Biol. 45, 64–72 (2018).
54. B. K. Hendricks, N. Sanai, and W. Stummer, “Fluorescence-guided surgery with aminolevulinic acid for low-grade gliomas,” J. Neurooncol. 141(1), 13–18 (2019).
55. D. Y. Zhang, S. Singhal, and J. Y. K. Lee, “Optical principles of fluorescence-guided brain
tumor surgery: a practical primer for the neurosurgeon,” Neurosurgery 85(3), 312–324
(2018).
56. A. Johansson et al., “5-aminolevulinic acid-induced protoporphyrin IX levels in tissue of
human malignant brain tumors,” Photochem. Photobiol. 86, 1373–1378 (2010).
57. W. Stummer et al., “Fluorescence-guided resection of glioblastoma multiforme by using
5-aminolevulinic acid-induced porphyrins: a prospective study in 52 consecutive patients,”
J. Neurosurg. 93, 1003–1013 (2000).
58. S. Duraipandian et al., “Real-time Raman spectroscopy for in vivo, online gastric cancer
diagnosis during clinical endoscopic examination in vivo,” J. Biomed. Opt. 17, 081418
(2012).
59. K. E. Tipirneni et al., “Oncologic procedures amenable to fluorescence-guided surgery,”
Ann. Surg. 266, 36–47 (2017).
60. N. Sanai et al., “Intraoperative confocal microscopy in the visualization of 5-aminolevulinic
acid fluorescence in low-grade gliomas,” J. Neurosurg. 115, 740–748 (2011).
61. Z. A. Dotan et al., “Positive surgical margins in soft tissue following radical cystectomy for
bladder cancer and cancer specific survival,” J. Urol. 178, 2308–2313 (2007).
62. G. H. Ballantyne and F. Moll, “The da Vinci telerobotic surgical system: the virtual operative field and telepresence surgery,” Surg. Clin. North Am. 83, 1293–1304 (2003).
63. D. Stoyanov, “Surgical vision,” Ann. Biomed. Eng. 40, 332–345 (2012).
64. M. C. M. Grimbergen et al., “Raman spectroscopy of bladder tissue in the presence of
5-aminolevulinic acid,” J. Photochem. Photobiol. B Biol. 95, 170–176 (2009).
Biographies of the authors are not available.

Journal of Biomedical Optics

036002-15

Downloaded From: https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/journals/Journal-of-Biomedical-Optics on 17 May 2021
Terms of Use: https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/terms-of-use

March 2021

•

Vol. 26(3)

