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Abstract: Diffuse reflectance spectroscopy (DRS) has proven to be a powerful, reliable, and non-
invasive optical method for characterizing a specimen. Nevertheless, these methods are based
on a rudimentary interpretation of the spectral response and can be irrelevant to understanding
3D structures. In this work, we proposed adding optical modalities into a customized handheld
probe head in order to increase the number of parameters in DRS acquired from the light/matter
interaction. It consists of (1) placing the sample in a reflectance manual rotation stage to collect spectral
backscattered angularly resolved light and (2) illuminating it with two sequential linear polarization
orientations. We demonstrate that this innovative approach leads to a compact instrument, capable
of performing fast polarization-resolved spectroscopic analysis. Due to the significant amount of
data available with this technique in a short time, we observe sensitive quantitative discrimination
between two types of biological tissue provided by a raw rabbit leg. We believe that this technique
can pave the way for rapid meat quality check or biomedical diagnosis of pathological tissues in situ
at an early stage.

Keywords: diffuse reflectance spectroscopy; near-IR; non-invasive; tissue; polarization; fiber optics

1. Introduction

Technological assistance for medical diagnosis became an active field of research in
the last decade and consisted in investigating tissues and cells in a non-invasive way to
enhance the survival rates for cancer patients [1]. Particularly, optical methods proved
to be a powerful comprehensive way to fulfill the requirements imposed by the clinical
environment. Indeed, such instruments must be user-friendly for all operator profiles, low
cost, compact, portable, and efficient when differentiating sensitive tissues.

For decades, numerous spectroscopic works have studied the scattering and absorp-
tion properties in in vivo tissues [2,3]. Practically, most of the recent high-performance
devices are based on a non-linear process analysis such as Raman scattering or IR absorp-
tion [4,5]. Their limitations come from the high costs of the instruments and the special
training needed for the operators due to bulky setups that force the operator to manage
every aspect of the technique [6]. Among these methods, diffuse reflectance spectroscopy
(DRS) or elastic scattering spectroscopy [7–10] has emerged as a powerful tool offering
the possibility of real-time tissue differentiation [11,12]. It is achieved using a broadband
white light sent through a fiber into the tissue using inexpensive optical components. Af-
ter interacting with the tissue, the backscattered light is collected and analyzed using a
spectrometer. In such a manner, regions of interest (ROIs) can be deciphered in the reflected
spectrum that is highly specific for the absorption and scattering characteristics of the
individual tissue properties. Essentially, the heterogeneities inside the sample produce
multiple scattering, whereas the absorption is predominantly linked to hemoglobin or
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water through the tissue [13]. This method has been successfully applied to numerous
kinds of tissues, such as skin [14], breast [15], or lung [16] and to molecular concentration
monitoring [17]. More particularly, DRS has been mostly beneficial in the medical field
toward fast tissue diagnosis in a guided surgery for the near-IR [18], which explains that
the most recent advances have allowed for the fast implementation of new solutions such
as optimizing optical heads with a polarization modality [19], using multiple coherent light
sources simultaneously for diffuse and autofluorescence acquisition in imaging mode [20],
and the analysis which is post-processed with machine learning approach [21]. However,
analyzing a single spectrum from the reflectance light/matter interaction is not sensitive
enough to understand the complex 3D organization of a thick biological sample. On the
one hand, the distribution of the light scattering angle erases cumulative factors such as (1)
the roughness of the sample surface and (2) the molecular species under illumination [22].
More particularly, the scattering light is overly sensitive to the difference in size or the ratio
of the refractive index between scatters and the molecular content at the sub-micrometric
scale [23]. On the other hand, the tissue orientation could drastically modify the reflectance
spectrum by considering linear polarized light illumination. Certainly, a pointed example
could be taken from previous studies that mention the loss of polarization from the ran-
domness induced by pathological tissues [24,25]. On the contrary, highly organized tissues
such as muscles exhibit the preferential direction of the reflected light [26].

In this work, we develop a multiparametric DRS setup in the near-IR (NIR) for col-
lecting an optimal set of information from the light backscattering from the tissue surface.
More specifically, we have developed an innovative approach based on (1) the acquisition
of the polarization-resolved spectra based on the geometrical scattering angle that has
never been measured for biological tissues, and (2) an easy-to-handle 3D representation
of the variation of the DRS spectra through four distinct physical parameters without
requiring any deep knowledge from the operator or computational performances. In this
approach, we demonstrate our proficiency in measuring the spectral changes, sensitivity to
the molecular content of different tissues in the function of the scattering angle, and the
polarization of the light for capturing the geometrical local orientation available from a
raw rabbit leg. Here, the near-IR is used in order to opt for a low light dose in the thera-
peutic window and investigating without damaging the living organisms [27]. Finally, we
quantify and correlate spectral scattered measured absolute optical parameters, coming
from linear algebraic combinations of orthogonally polarized intensities, such as linear
dichroism, through a simple tissue classification method.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Samples Preparation

The scattering sample is a starch granule extracted from raw potatoes. Four potatoes
were peeled, shredded into small pieces, and mixed in a container with lukewarm distilled
water. The melted liquid was extracted separately from the residual potato pieces through
a filter several times. After one hour of decantation, the wet powder was separated from
the water and was left to stand for 24 h to obtain a dry, purified starch powder.

The biological specimen of interest for this work was a rabbit leg, known to present
strong optical contrast, from the muscle to the tendon regions. The tendon tissue was
harvested from a raw rabbit leg purchased from a butcher shop and was cleaned from
other connective tissue. The muscular tissue was rinsed several times using an ethanol
solution. The thickness of the muscle section is estimated to be around 1 mm down to
0.5 mm. The sections were fixed between a microscope slide and a coverslip, then imaged.
In the final application, a raw piece of rabbit leg was directly placed in the sample manual
rotation holder.

2.2. Experimental Setup and Principle

The single-fiber reflectance system is composed of a 1 W tungsten-halogen white-light
source (HL-2000-HP-FHSA, Ocean Optics Inc., Orlando, FL, USA), a portable NIR spec-
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trometer between 900 and 1600 nm (USB2000, Ocean Optics Inc., Orlando, FL, USA) with
an integration time of 3.8 ms–10 s, and a single-fiber inox optical probe enclosing fused mul-
timode fibers (designed by FOTON Institute and fabricated by IDIL, Lannion, France) able
to both illuminate and collect the light. The head-probe is formed by five optical bundles,
containing around 100 active fibers each, and distributed between two anti-symmetrical
pairs of distal bundles for emission and a single central bundle for collection as presented
Figure 1a.

Figure 1. (a) Front view schematics of the optical fiber probe head and the polarizer rotation holder.
(b) Schematics of the experimental in situ setup in DRS architecture. The red-line optical path
is emitted from the halogen lamp to the sample and the green-line optical path is the collected
backscattered light to the spectrometer. (c) Data analysis workflow of the multiparametric approach.
I‖(λ, θ) and I⊥(λ, θ) are the projected collected scattered polarization states; θscatt is the scattering
angle obtained from the sample placed on a manual rotation holder, with −45° and +45° (step
5°) range; r, LD, DOLP, and G are the anisotropy ratio, the linear dichroism, the degree of linear
polarization, and the grating factor, respectively.

In this work, only one distal bundle is connected to the lamp and the central bun-
dle sends the light to the spectrometer as presented in Figure 1b. All the devices (light
source, spectrometer, and fiber) are connected by SMA connectors that avoid any external
interaction with the light being studied.

The fibers have a numerical aperture (NA) of 0.39 allowing for a collection of ap-
proximately 80° in scattering angle. In front of the central collection bundle of the probe
head, a custom-built rotational mechanical polarization module is placed. It is composed
of a linear NIR polarizer film (LP, Sarelec, France) in a manual metallic holder. A stick is
attached to the holder to manually rotate the polarizer between the exact 0° and 90° angles.
Thus, the collected scattered light is projected into two orthogonal polarization states,
giving the spectral intensities noted I‖(λ) and I⊥(λ) as presented Figure 1a. These two
measurements are used to determine four parameters as the anisotropy ratio (r), the linear
dichroism (LD), the degree of linear polarization (DOLP), and the grating factor (G) through
the entire spectral range defined as

r(λ) =
I‖(λ)− I⊥(λ)

I‖(λ) + 2I⊥(λ)
(1)

LD(λ) = I‖(λ)− I⊥(λ) (2)

DOLP(λ) =
I‖(λ)− I⊥(λ)
I‖(λ) + I⊥(λ)

(3)
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G(λ) =
I‖(λ)
I⊥(λ)

(4)

r (−1 ≤ r ≤ 1) is widely used as an indicator of molecular size or diffusion in
fluorescence spectroscopy and expresses the preferential excitation of molecules with
transition dipoles oriented along a particular polarization direction [28]. LD (−1 ≤ LD ≤ 1)
corresponds to the difference of two absorption spectra between two orthogonal linear
polarizations and is linked to the macroscopic averaged orientation of the molecules [29].
DOLP (−1 ≤ DOLP ≤ 1) provides information on the tissue’s ability to reflect linear
polarization. The grating factor G (G ≥ 0) is an instrumental preference of the emission
optics for I‖(λ) rather than I⊥(λ).

Before recording the sample reflectance Rs(λ), any spectrum is flatted by a post-
calibration step consisting in measuring the reference from a spectralon (Labsphere) and the
background spectra, Rre f and Rbg, respectively, as described in Ref. [30]. Thus, the corrected
spectrum from the sample R(λ) is obtained from the formula

R(λ) =
Rs(λ)− Rbg(λ)

Rre f (λ)− Rbg(λ)
(5)

Finally, the sample is placed in a manual rotation sample holder and at an optimal
distance from the fiber head for maximizing the illumination and collection. In such
a manner, the manual collection of the scattering light is measured from −45° to +45°,
by steps of 5°, according to the fiber optical axis as presented in Figure 1b and introduced an
incertitude of the angle estimation of 0.5°, which is acceptable considering that this work is
dedicated to measuring comparative parameters. The overall acquisition time by scattering
angle is a few seconds, which corresponds to whole measurements in around two minutes.
We believe that this time could be reduced by (1) placing the sample in a motorized and
automated angular holder and (2) motorizing the two orthogonal polarization orientations
in the probe head.

2.3. Polarized States Incertitude

For evaluating the accuracy of the polarized light backscattered collection through the
fiber, we place a linear polarizer on a spectralon surface after the fiber. Thus, we estimate
the incertitude compared to the Malus law by rotating the linear polarizer in the fiber
holder. As a result, the inaccuracy of the polarization light collection was estimated to be
less than 10% and erased from the divergence of the white source, the spectral response of
the LP, and the optical misalignment of the custom-built polarizer holder.

2.4. Image Acquisition

The images are collected through a modified commercial Leica DM4000M micro-
scope (Leica Microsystems, Wetzlar, Germany) dedicated to wide-field phase contrast and
polarization-resolved microscope. The imaging device is a Sony Tri-CCD 736×574 pixels
camera (Sony Group Corporation, Tokyo, Japan), and the images are captured and stored
using Sarfusoft software (Nanolane, Le Mans, France).

2.5. Data Analysis

All the spectra are recorded following the block diagram Figure 1c and processed
via Matlab (The MathWorksTM Inc., Natick, MA, USA). Briefly, for both polarization
states, spectra of the tissue reflectance are collected for all the scattering angles and the
results are presented in a 3D plot, where the axis corresponds to the wavelength (x-axis),
the spectral amplitude (z-axis), and the scattering angle (y-axis). Then, the two orthogonal
representations are compared to provide the desired parameter mentioned in Section 2.1.
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3. Results and Dicussions
3.1. Starch Granules

The characterization of starch granules under stress or thermal conditions is an emerg-
ing research topic for investigating food quality [31]. In order to optimize in vivo and in
situ measurements in a robust way, a large number of optical methods have been proposed
using polarimetry [32] or non-linear microscopy [33]. Indeed, the chiral supra-molecular
conformation of starch exhibits a strong anisotropic emission of the light at a non-incident
scattering angle due to its dipoles high-ordered arrangement and offers a potentially
powerful dataset using the multiparametric approach described in this work [34].

The extracted starch granules are used in this work to illustrate the capability of our
technique to measure the polarization optical response of molecules in a turbid medium.
The sample is presented under normal and polarization-resolved white source illumination,
i.e., crossed polarization, as seen in Figure 2.

Figure 2. 732 × 546 pixel images of starch granules from potato using a Leica microscope customized
with tri-CCD Sony camera and Sarfus software. (a) White lamp wide-field image and (b) crossed
polarization-resolved image.

As expected, the granules under polarized light in Figure 2b present a well-known
imaging quadratic pattern induced by the relative phase difference inside the 3D shell struc-
tures depending on the scattering angle. Thus, the scattering beams interfere destructively
in the forward direction and constructively out-axis.

As a next step, the starch granules are placed under white source illumination through
the optical probe-head providing the polarization spectra obtained from the calibration
procedure detailed using Equation (5), leading to the 3D representation reported in Figure 3.
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Figure 3. Multiparametric scattering sensing of starch granules from potatoes. (Top row) Raw parallel
and perpendicular spectra in function of the scattering angle. (Bottom row) The r and LD spectra in
function of the scattering angle.

The raw data are reported in the top row of Figure 3 corresponding to the parallel
and perpendicular spectra recorded in the function of the scattering angle provided by
the optical setup reported in the Section 2. The sample is placed on a glass microscope
slice; thus, no geometrical feature could contribute to any fluctuations in the scattering
amplitude. In this case, the light emission is specular, i.e., forward light emission, which
is confirmed by the Gaussian curves for both orthogonal polarization states in Figure 3
top. However, the magnitude difference between these two orthogonal scattering spectra, a
factor of about 1.5, indicates a privileged light emission orientation as can be visualized in
the images in Figure 2. This effect is induced by a preferential dipole transition excitation
direction from the illuminated molecules, resulting in anisotropic off-axis polarization
emission. Thereby, r and LD are shown in the bottom row of Figure 3 proving that the
sign and magnitude are angular-dependent on the sample orientation since these two
parameters are non-null. The LD scattering pattern for chiral molecules exhibits two
antisymmetric amplitudes related to forward emission, and is consistent with the Kramers–
Kronig dispersion relation [35]. The r function is almost negative and decreases drastically
at a high scattering angle, caused by the specular reflection on the plane surface. The LD
function is symmetrical with two identical absolute magnitudes in the positive and negative
signs. Usually, this pattern is well-observed for the visible wavelength range and LD
becomes negligible in the NIR. However, the curve is still Kramers–Kronig-consistent in the
function of the angle due to the conservation of the averaged macroscopic light emission
that implies no change in the complex dielectric function. In order to simplify, DOLP and
G are not presented for this sample, are assumed to be almost inconsequential for such
molecules, and exhibit a preferential circular polarized light [36]. In summary, Figure 3
plots express two distinct physical effects from the same illumination dominated by (1)
the Mie scattering in Figure 3 top and (2) the polarized light in Figure 3 bottom. More
precisely, the top Figure 3 plots indicate the averaged size of the scatters, and comparing
both parallel and perpendicular spectral intensities is interesting to obtain a general idea on
how the average dipolar orientation is. On the contrary, the bottom Figure 3 plots provide
a deeper understanding of the physical or mechanical properties of a material in different
spatial directions. Thus, Figure 3 bottom plots could allow for the localization of the chiral
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molecules hidden in a mixed/bulky environment in a label-free way or give access to
different structural order and orientation.

3.2. Rabbit Leg

In this work, the application of the optical technique reported in the Section 2
is dedicated to the differentiation of tissues, which are assumed to differ according
to (1) the molecular species under illumination, (2) the 3D arrangement, and (3) the
averaged orientation.

The raw rabbit leg used in this study is shown in Figure 4a in which the two areas
of interest are delimited by red and blue squares, corresponding to a mix of connec-
tive/muscular features (associated with fat and epithelial cells) and single muscular tissue
(tendon) ROIs, respectively.

Figure 4. (a) Raw rabbit leg with the ROIs presented for the connective/muscular (red) and single
muscular–tendon (blue) tissues. (b) Total polarized-resolved scattering intensity collected and
averaged over each region.

To correlate the optical fingerprint through the different parameters provided by this
instrument with the tissue type under illumination, we selected three ROIs for each area.
Figure 4b shows the scatter amplitudes as a function of angle, integrated over the entire
spectrum and averaged across the three ROIs for the connective/muscle and tendon areas.
In the blue plot, we can see that the single muscular tissues exhibit a stronger specular
behavior compared to the connective/muscular tissues. This could be explained by the Mie
theory which mentions an emission diagram linked to the type with a relative refractive
index and the size of the scatters [37]. Thus, the unique molecular specie under illumination
induces a straightforward reflection with weaker magnitudes at higher scattering angles.
Conversely in the red plot, a mixture of different types of scatters that formed the mixed
type of tissue (composed of muscle, fat, and epithelial), coupled with a multi-scattering
process, produce a stochastic light reflectance indifferently at any scattering angles [38].

More precisely, two typical areas of the specimen have been selected for imaging under
widefield microscopy without and with polarized light, as shown in Figure 5.
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Figure 5. 736 × 574 pixel images of a rabbit leg. Images show (a,c) the connective/muscular tissues
and (b,d) the tendon region (b,d). The images are obtained under total light intensity (a,b) and
polarized light (c,d) from a Leica microscope.

Figure 5a,c is related to the connective/muscular region and Figure 5b,d corresponds
to the tendon of the leg. The colors observed in the polarization images of Figure 5b,d
are induced by the dephasing effect of thick and scattered tissues on the polarized light,
highlighting specific tissue or biological arrangement. This modality is a powerful tool
for optical microscopy since it provides label-free contrasts of the sample organization
and drastically improves the quantitative information available from the light–matter
interaction [39]. In the images reported in Figure 5, the mixed tissue region (fat, epithelium,
and muscle) in Figure 5a,c appears disorganized in all 3D volumes, which explains the
blurred area in the images and their bulky aspect. On the contrary, the tendon region in
Figure 5b,d appears more organized and well-structured corresponding to the actin–myosin
complex that forms the retractable muscle.

As for the previous starch sample, we propose in Figure 6 the 3D multiparametric
representation of both regions visualized in the previous widefield microscopy images,
by means of the connective/muscular (top row) and tendon (bottom row) area, averaged
overall the ROIs. In this work, three regions of each tissue type were studied and presented
enough statistical data to demonstrate the potentiality of the technique to separate the
optical response of the two tissues as discussed below.

Comparing the four parameters presented in the Section 2, similarities are observed
for r and DOLP, but they differ between both regions. The reason for this lies in the
mathematical definition of these two parameters, which only differ by a factor of two
in the intensity ratio [40]. LD is becoming a zero parameter for both tissues but exhibits
differences at higher scattering angles. Indeed, since LD is sensitive to averaged molec-
ular order, at this NIR wavelength range, the two bulky tissues appear to be too similar,
and cannot produce any significant dichroism difference in the forward direction. The r
and G parameters exhibit the highest difference spelled out by their extreme sensitivity to
the macroscopic biological organization. Since incoherent light interacts more efficiently
with weak-ordered structures such as raw thick tissues, it provides enough quantitative
information for differentiating both tissues [22].
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Figure 6. Multidimensional representation of the four averaged parameters studied in this work (a)
over the connective/muscular ROIs and (b) over the tendon ROIs. The parameters r, LD, DOLP,
and G correspond to the anisotropy ratio, the linear dichroism, the degree of linear polarization,
and the grating factor, respectively.

To look more closely at the statistical dispersion of the parameter amplitudes and
understand the influence of the 3D illumination location, Figure 7 reports the integrated
spectra in the function of the scattering angle over all of the three ROIs for the connec-
tive/muscular tissues (red) and tendon (blue). For clarity reasons, each bar corresponds
to the three integrated spectral values by area related to the scattering angle. In such a
manner, the contribution of the negligible magnitudes observed in Figure 6 at lower wave-
lengths can be silenced. Additionally, such statistical analysis improves the sensitivity of
the multiparametric approach and quantifies the degree of randomness of the macroscopic
biological organization.

Figure 7. Multidimensional estimation of the four parameters integrated over the whole spectra with
the three ROIs per tissue type. The parameters r, LD, DOLP, and G correspond to the anisotropy ratio,
the linear dichroism, the degree of linear polarization, and the grating factor, respectively. The three
spectral integrated values have been reported in a single bar where the red and blue correspond to
the connective/muscular and tendon tissues areas, respectively.
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The statistical distribution of the averaged magnitudes of the four parameters from
Figure 7 is reported in Table 1. It resumes the mean values and the statistical distribution
for the overall scattering angular range which provides a relative estimation of the four
polarimetric parameters to discriminate two types of tissue.

Table 1. Statistical estimation of the averages and the standard deviations of the four polarimetric
parameters for each scattering angles from Figure 7. The values correspond to the integrated spectra
per scattering angle. r, LD, DOLP, and G are the anisotropy ratio, linear dichroism, degree of linear
polarization, and grating factor, respectively.

r LD DOLP G

Muscle 14.3± 10.6 1.9± 3.6 16.8± 14.8 536.2± 37.6
Tendon 2.4± 22.9 −2.7± 14.6 −1.4± 37.0 516.6± 40.4

From Table 1, the mean distribution for each scattering angle presents a simple marker
for discriminating both tissues and the associated standard deviation could be used to
evaluate the degree of organization of the specimen. In principle, the surface roughness
and molecular content are different depending on the position of the illumination, leading
to diverse optical responses on the surface. Table 1 witnesses this diversity of the biological
organization through the dispersion of the statistical values. More precisely, the mean
and standard deviation for the connective/muscular ROIs are globally not influenced by
the incident angle and the measurements are reproducible independently of the tissue
location. However, the tendons’ ROIs exhibit a stronger dependence on the light excitation,
and the magnitudes of each parameter are clearly more important at high scattering angles
compared to the muscle area. For instance, the corresponding standard deviations are twice
as high as for the muscle ROIs, except for G. This is caused by the illumination volume
and the size of the scatters being different for both tissues. As we mentioned in Figure 4,
the connective tissues present a Lambertian-type reflectance, i.e., angularly isotropic, so
all the tissues could have similar behavior independently of light direction. In addition,
the specificity of each molecule, composed of bulky tissues and numerous different types
of molecules, is blurred in the fingerprint averaged by the incoherent illumination. On the
contrary, the tendons are thicker and are composed of fewer different molecular species.
Therefore, this induces a specular reflection, i.e., directive, and thus, more sensitive to the
overall geometry and tissue orientation. This explains the higher standard deviation at a
high scattering angle, especially verified by LD and DOLP in which the discrimination is
greater. This is important because any weak modification in the light amplitude would
be hidden in a small signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) for a wide scattering angle range. Thus,
we can conclude that for such measurement, the most optimal contrast between different
biological tissues may be obtained from the collected light at more than 45° related to the
illumination direction.

4. Conclusions

In this work, we have implemented a multiparametric approach for characterizing
raw biological specimens in a remote in situ mode. The instrument prototype is based on a
collection of spectra through a customized optical fiber, providing direct, easily handled,
and low-cost measurements. We have proposed to measure the optical fingerprint of
well-known anisotropic chiral molecules placed on a microscope slide. This preparation
suffers from inhibiting the 3D organization contributions but offers the advantage of
presenting a dataset in adequation with the literature. In parallel, we have investigated
the optical fingerprint of a raw rabbit leg for quantifying the difference between two types
of tissues in the angular and polarization-resolved process. In summary, we showed
that the Lambertian-type reflection from the connective/muscular tissues is produced by
multiple scattering with numerous different molecular species, which can be considered
as a bulk region. Thus, this is expressed through small changes of the associated four
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parameters over the scattering angles. On the contrary, tendon tissues are composed of
fewer different species and strongly oriented fibers; thus, the specular reflection expresses
a higher angular variation of the multiparametric approach. Furthermore, having access to
all these parameters simultaneously allowed for a simpler analysis of how the illuminated
sample is organized and discriminating different tissues in situ without preparation of
the sample. In future work, we propose an upgrade of the technique to speed up the
measurement and simplify the multimodal use of the instrument. First, the collected
linear polarizer will be placed in a small motorized rotation stage, synchronized with the
acquisition of the spectra by polarization states. In parallel, the sample holder could be
synchronized with a stepper motor driver. Second, we propose automating the spectra
acquisition without moving parts for measuring clinical tissue to put forward a scoring
approach and classification in medical diagnosis.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.L.G.; methodology, G.L., M.H. and A.L.G.; validation,
L.F. and G.L.; investigation, G.L. and A.L.G.; formal analysis, R.L.P. and A.L.G.; resources, R.L.P.,
J.-M.G. and A.L.G.; writing—review and editing, L.P., M.H. and A.L.G.; supervision, A.L.G.; project
administration, J.-M.G. and A.L.G. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The datasets generated and/or analyzed and the Matlab algorithm in
the current paper are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank the butcher shop “Boucherie Audigou” (Lannion) for provid-
ing the biological specimen.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Anderson, R.; Parrish, J. The optics of human skin. J. Investig. Dermatol. 1981, 77, 13–19. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Applegate, M.; Istfan, R.; Spink, S.; Tank, A.; Roblyer, D. Recent advances in high speed diffuse optical imaging in biomedicine.

APL Photonics 2020, 5, 040802. [CrossRef]
3. Jacques, S. Optical properties of biological tissues: A review. Phys. Med. Biol. 2013, 58, R37–R61. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Hawthorne, F. Spectroscopic Methods in Mineralogy and Geology; Reviews in Mineralogy; De Gruyter: Berlin, Germany, 1988.

[CrossRef]
5. Majumder, S.; Keller, M.; Boulos, F.; Kelley, M.; Jansen, A.M. Comparison of autofluorescence, diffuse reflectance, and Raman

spectroscopy for breast tissue discrimination. J. Biomed. Opt. 2008, 13, 054009. [CrossRef]
6. Artyushenko, V.; Schulte, F.; Zabarylo, U.; Berlien, H.P.; Usenov, I.; Gilani, T.S.; Eichler, H.; Pieszczek, L.; Bogomolov, A.; Krause,

H.; et al. Spectral fiber sensors for cancer diagnostics in vitro. In Proceedings of the Clinical and Biomedical Spectroscopy and Imaging
IV; Brown, J., Deckert, V., Eds.; Optica Publishing Group: Washington, DC, USA, 2015; Volume 9537, p. 953720. [CrossRef]

7. Baltussen, E.; Snaebjornsson, P.; de Koning, S.B.; Sterenborg, H.; Aalbers, A.; Kok, N.; Beets, G.; Hendriks, B.; Kuhlmann, K.;
Ruers, T. Diffuse reflectance spectroscopy as a tool for real-time tissue assessment during colorectal cancer surgery. J. Biomed. Opt.
2017, 22, 106014. [CrossRef]

8. Orozco-Guillén, E.; Delgado-Atencio, J.; Vázquez-Montiel, S.; Castro-Ramos, J.; Cunill-Rodríguez, M. Review of current
techniques to analyze diffuse reflectance spectra for diagnosis of skin lesions. AIP Conf. Proc. 2008, 1032, 262–264. [CrossRef]

9. Tseregorodtseva, P.; Buiankin, K.; Yakimov, B.; Kamalov, A.; Budylin, G.; Shirshin, E. Single-fiber diffuse reflectance spectroscopy
and spatial frequency domain imaging in surgery guidance: A study on optical phantoms. Materials 2021, 14, 7502. [CrossRef]

10. Mitchell, M. Fundamentals and applications of Diffuse Reflectance Infrared Fourier Transform (DRIFT) Spectroscopy. Adv. Chem.
1993, 236, 351–375. [CrossRef]

11. Sircan-Kuçuksayan, A.; Denkceken, T.; Canpolat, M. Differentiating cancerous tissues from noncancerous tissues using single-fiber.
J. Biomed. Opt. 2015, 20, 115007. [CrossRef]

12. Langhout, G.; Spliethoff, J.; Schmitz, S.; Aalbers, A.; van Velthuysen, M.L.; Hendriks, B.; Ruers, T.; Kuhlmann, K. Differentiation
of healthy and malignant tissue in colon cancer patients using optical spectroscopy: A tool for image guided surgery. Lasers Surg.
Med. 2015, 47, 559–565. [CrossRef]

13. Akter, S.; Hossain, M.G.; Nishidate, I.; Hazama, H.; Awazu, K. Medical applications of reflectance spectroscopy in the diffusive
and sub-diffusive regimes. J. Infrared Spectrosc. 2018, 1–14. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1111/1523-1747.ep12479191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7252245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5139647
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/58/11/R37
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23666068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/9781501508974
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.2975962
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/ECBO.2015.953720
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JBO.22.10.106014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2979287
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ma14247502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ba-1993-0236.ch013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JBO.20.11.115007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lsm.22388
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0967033518806637


Sensors 2023, 23, 2911 12 of 13

14. Louie, D.; Tchvialeva, L.; Kalia, S.; Lui, H.; Lee, T.K. Constructing a portable optical polarimetry probe in vivo skin cancer
detection. J. Biomed. Opt. 2021, 26, 035001. [CrossRef]

15. de Boer, L.; Molenkamp, B.; Bydlon, T.; Hendriks, B.; Wesseling, J.; Sterenborg, H.; Ruers, T. Fat/water ratios measured with
diffuse reflectance spectroscopy to detect breast tumour boundaries. Breast Cancer Res. Treat. 2015, 152, 509–518. [CrossRef]

16. Spliethoff, J.; Evers, D.; Klomp, H.; van Sandick, J.; Wouters, M.; Nachabe, R.; Lucassen, G.; Hendriks, B.; Wesseling, J.; Ruers, T.
Improved identification of peripheral lung tumours by using diffuse reflectance and fluorescence spectroscopy. Lung Cancer 2013,
80, 165–171. [CrossRef]

17. Guevara, E.; Gonzalez, F. Joint optical-electrical technique for non-invasive glucose monitoring. Rev. Mex. De Fis. 2010,
56, 430–434.

18. Ehlen, L.; Zabarylo, U.; Speichinger, F.; Bogomolov, A.; Belikova, V.; Bibikova, O.; Artyushenko, V.; Minet, O.; Beyer, K.; Kreis, M.;
et al. Synergy of fluorescence and near-infrared spectroscopy in detection of colorectal cancer. J. Surg. Res. 2019, 242, 349–356.
[CrossRef]

19. Trout, R.; Gnanatheepam, E.; Gado, A.; Reik, C.; Ramella-Roman, J.; Hunter, M.; Schnelldorfer, T.; Georgakoudi, I. Polarization
enhanced laparoscope for improved visualization of tissue structural changes associated with peritoneal cancer metastasis.
Biomed. Opt. Express 2022, 13, 571–589. [CrossRef]

20. Blondel, W.; Delconte, A.; Khairallah, G.; Marchal, F.; Gavoille, A.; Amouroux, M. Spatially-resolved multiply-excited autofluores-
cence and diffuse reflectance spectroscopy: SpectroLive medical device for skin in vivo optical biopsy. Electronics 2021, 10, 243.
[CrossRef]

21. Tan, B.; You, W.; Huang, C.; Xiao, T.; Tian, S.; Luo, L.; Xiong, N. An intelligent near-infrared diffuse Reflectance Spectroscopy
scheme for the non-destructive testing of the sugar content in cherry tomato fruit. Electronics 2022, 11, 3504. [CrossRef]

22. Tuchin, V. Polarized light interaction with tissues. J. Biomed. Opt. 2016, 21, 071114. [CrossRef]
23. Le Gratiet, A.; Marongiu, R.; Diaspro, A. Circular Intensity Differential Scattering for label-free chromatin characterization: A

review for optical microscopy. Polymers 2020, 21, 2428. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
24. Dubreuil, M.; Babilotte, P.; Martin, L.; Sevrain, D.; Rivet, S.; Le Grand, Y.; Le Brun, G.; Turlin, B.; Le Jeune, B. Mueller matrix

polarimetry for improved liver fibrosis diagnosis. Polymers 2012, 37, 1061–1063. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
25. Pierangelo, A.; Nazac, A.; Benali, A.; Validire, P.; Cohen, H.; Novikova, T.; Haj Ibrahim, B.; Manhas, S.; Fallet, C.; Antonelli, M.R.;

et al. Polarimetric imaging of uterine cervix: A case study. Opt. Express 2013, 21, 14120–14130. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
26. Rouède, D.; Coumailleau, P.; Schaub, E.; Bellanger, J.; Blanchard-Desce, M.; Tiaho, F. Myofibrillar misalignment correlated with

triad disappearance of mdx mouse gastrocnemius muscle probed by SHG microscopy. Biomed. Opt. Express 2014, 5, 858–875.
[CrossRef]

27. Hjeij, M.; Poffo, L.; Billiot, B.; Le Page, R.; Besnard, P.; Goujon, J.M. Mid-infrared speckle reduction technique for hyperspectral
imaging. In Proceedings of the Optics, Photonics and Digital Technologies for Imaging Applications VII; Schelkens, P., Kozacki, T., Eds.;
SPIE: Strasbourd, France, 2022; Volume 12138. [CrossRef]

28. Camacho, R.; Täuber, D.; Scheblykin, I. Fluorescence anisotropy reloaded-emerging polarization microscopy methods for
assessing chromophores’ organization and excitation energy transfer in single molecules, particles, films, and beyond. Adv. Mater.
2019, 31, 1805671. [CrossRef]

29. Gunther, L.; Knoester, J.; Kohler, J. Limitations of linear dichroism spectroscopy for elucidating structural issues of light-harvesting
aggregates in chlorosomes. Molecules 2021, 26, 899. [CrossRef]

30. Nishidate, I.; Mizushima, C.; Yoshida, K.; Kawauchi, S.; Sato, S.; Sato, M. In vivo estimation of light scattering and absorption
properties of rat brain using a single-reflectance fiber probe during cortical spreading depression. J. Biomed. Opt. 2015, 20, 27003.
[CrossRef]

31. Gallant, D.; Bouchet, B.; Buléon, A.; Pérez, S. Physical characteristics of starch granules and susceptibility to enzymatic
degradation. Eur. J. Clin. Nutr. 1992, 46, S3–S16.

32. Han, C.Y.; Du, C.Y.; Chen, D.F. Evaluation of structural and molecular variation of starch granules during the gelatinization
process by using the rapid Mueller matrix imaging polarimetry system. Opt. Express 2018, 26, 15851–15866. [CrossRef]

33. Mazumder, N.; Qiu, J.; Foreman, M.; Romero, C.M.; Torok, P.; Kao, F. Stokes vector-based polarization resolved second harmonic
microscopy of starch granules. Biomed. Opt. Express 2013, 4, 538–547. [CrossRef]

34. Oostergetel, G.; van Bruggen, E. The crystalline domains in potato starch granules are arranged in a helical fashion. Carbohydr.
Polym. 1993, 21, 7–12. [CrossRef]

35. Arteaga, O.; Canillas, A.; Crusats, J.; El-Hachemi, Z.; Llorens, J.; Sorrenti, A.; Ribo, J.M. Flow effects in supramolecular chirality.
Isr. J. Chem. 2011, 51, 1007–1016. [CrossRef]

36. Thomas, A.; Chervy, T.; Azzini, S.; Li, M.; George, J.; Genet, C.; Ebbesen, T. Mueller polarimetry of chiral supramolecular assembly.
J. Phys. Chem. C 2018, 122, 14205–14212. [CrossRef]

37. Ghosh, N.; Vitkin, A. Tissue polarimetry: Concepts, challenges, applications, and outlook. J. Biomed. Opt. 2019, 16, 110801.
[CrossRef]

38. Bohren, C.; Huffman, D. Absorption and scattering of light by small particles. In Absorption and Scattering of Light by Small
Particles, 1st ed.; John Wiley & Sons Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 1998.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JBO.26.3.035001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10549-015-3487-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.lungcan.2013.01.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jss.2019.05.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/BOE.443926
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/electronics10030243
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/electronics11213504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JBO.21.7.071114
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym12102428
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33096877
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OL.37.001061
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22446225
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.21.014120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23787602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/BOE.5.000858
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/12.2621817
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201805671
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules26040899
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JBO.20.2.027003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.26.015851
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/BOE.4.000538
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0144-8617(93)90110-P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ijch.201100043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b01867
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.3652896


Sensors 2023, 23, 2911 13 of 13

39. Le Gratiet, A.; D’Amora, M.; Duocastella, M.; Marongiu, R.; Bendandi, A.; Giordani, S.; Bianchini, P.; Diaspro, A. Zebrafish
structural development in Mueller-matrix scanning microscopy. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 19974. [CrossRef]

40. Sheppard, C.; Bendandi, A.; Gratiet, A.L.; Diaspro, A. Eigenvalues of the coherency matrix for exact backscattering. J. Opt. Soc.
Am. A 2019, 36, 1540–1550. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56610-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSAA.36.001540

	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Samples Preparation
	Experimental Setup and Principle
	Polarized States Incertitude
	Image Acquisition
	Data Analysis

	Results and Dicussions
	Starch Granules
	Rabbit Leg

	Conclusions
	References

