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Abstract – Label-free optical absorption microscopy techniques have evolved as effective tools for non-invasive 

chemical specific structural, and functional imaging. Yet most modern label-free microscopy modalities target only a 

fraction of the contrast afforded by an optical absorption interaction. We introduce a comprehensive optical absorption 

microscopy technique, Photon Absorption Remote Sensing (PARS), which simultaneously captures the dominant light 

matter interactions which occur as a pulse of light is absorbed by a molecule. In PARS, the optical scattering, 

attenuation, and the transient radiative and non-radiative relaxation processes are collected at each optical absorption 

event. This provides a complete representation of the absorption event, providing unique contrast presented here as 

the total absorption (TA) and quantum efficiency ratio (QER) measurements. By capturing a complete view of each 

absorption interaction, PARS bridges many of the specificity challenges associated with label-free imaging, facilitating 

recovery of a wider range of biomolecules than independent radiative or non-radiative modalities. To show the 

versatility of PARS, we explore imaging across a wide range of biological specimens, from single cells to in-vivo imaging 

of living subjects. These examples of label-free histopathological imaging, and vascular imaging illustrate some of the 

numerous fields where PARS may have profound impacts. Overall PARS may provide comprehensive label-free 

contrast in a wide variety of biological specimens, providing otherwise inaccessible visualizations, and representing a 

new a source of rich data to develop new AI and machine learning methods for diagnostics and visualization. 

 

I. Introduction  

Optical microscopy technologies continue to shape the landscape of medical diagnostics and personalized medicine, 

providing critical insights into microscopic structure, biomolecule function, and molecular composition. The most pervasive 

technologies rely on exogenous contrast agents and labels to capture specific molecular contrast 1–3. Unfortunately, exogenous 

contrast agents unavoidably interfere with specimens’ physical and chemical integrity 4–8. In many instances exogenous 

staining also necessitates intense sample preparation processes, such as fixation, embedding, and sectioning 8, which further 

alters sample chemistry and morphology 4–7. In contrast, label-free imaging may permit viewing the true microanatomy and 

biochemistry of living and preserved cells and tissues without external influences9,10. Subsequently, emerging label-free optical 

microscopy technologies have enormous capacity to profoundly transform biological understanding, potentially initiating a 

shift in the biomedical imaging paradigm, while advancing countless clinical and research processes 9–11.  

To this end, optical absorption techniques are formidable contenders in the label-free biomedical imaging field. 

Absorption interactions are largely driven by chemical structure and composition, positioning absorption imaging technologies 

as effective tools for non-invasive structural 10,12,13, functional imaging 14,15, and molecular imaging 10,14,16–18. Most 

biomolecules exhibit unique absorption profiles enabling selective and specific detection with high signal-to-background 

ratios 16,19. This permits label-free single molecule detection 17 and recovery of biomolecules’ composition 18,20,21, chemical 

state 14,22, and bonding 23–26 without altering sample chemistry. Consequently, absorption microscopy techniques such as 

fluorescence 13,14,16, photoacoustic 12,23, and photothermal imaging 17,27 are promising methods for safe non-invasive label-free 

visualization of biomolecules in living and fixed tissues and cells. These methods, especially fluorescence microscopy 12,13,23, 

have subsequently risen to the forefront of biomedical imaging research and commercialization. While these absorption 

microscopy techniques emerged as invaluable imaging methods, each target only a portion of the available contrast 

surrounding optical absorption events.  

Examining the light-matter interactions which occur during optical absorption events reveals the full range of contrasts 

offered by these phenomena. During absorption, a molecule will capture the energy of an incident photon (Figure 1). The 
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deposited energy will generate molecular scale vibrations 28,29. Depending on energy level this may simultaneously move an 

electron into a higher energy state 28,29. These excitation events may differ across the electromagnetic spectrum. Higher energy 

photons (e.g., UV to near-infrared) may generate excited state transitions, while low energy photons (e.g., far-infrared) mainly 

generate molecular vibrations. De-excitation from the excited state occurs through two main processes, radiative and non-

radiative transitions. During non-radiative relaxation, energy is shed to the surrounding media through collisions or vibrations, 

over the scale of picoseconds 28,29. During radiative relaxation, absorbed energy is released through the emission of photons 

over a period of pico- to nano- seconds, depending on the molecules excited state lifetime 29. The division of radiative vs. non-

radiative relaxation is dictated by several factors including the energy levels of the excited biomolecule 30, and the local 

environment (e.g., viscosity 31, pH and ion concentration 32, ambient temperature and pressure 33,34). In practice, the quantum 

yield 30 and the stokes shift 29 are used to describe the ratio of radiative to non-radiative relaxation. These properties 

characterize the percentage of absorbed photons re-emitted as radiative relaxation 30 and energy each emitted photon loses to 

vibrational transitions 29, respectively. 

Non-linear interactions such as harmonic generation 35,36, Raman scattering 37,38, or Brillouin scattering 39–42 may also 

occur. However, these events are less common than first order radiative or non-radiative transitions. Linear absorption cross-

sections are typically ~10−15 to 10−20𝑐𝑚2 39, whereas non-linear cross sections are orders of magnitude smaller. Raman 

scattering cross sections normally range around ~10−25 to 10−30𝑐𝑚2 39, while Brillouin effects are about three orders of 

magnitude smaller 40,41. Hence, measuring non-linear effects like Brillouin, or Raman scattering for biomedical imaging 

normally requires specialized highly sensitive optical systems due to their low occurrence rates 37,38,41–43.  Subsequently, first-

order radiative and non-radiative transitions are accepted as the dominant absorption mechanisms in most biological samples. 

 

Figure 1: Excitation and relaxation processes experienced within a biomolecule.  

Radiative relaxation is the most prevalent and widely adopted absorption contrast source as it forms the basis of 

fluorescence microscopy. In label-free biomedical imaging, autofluorescence targets endogenous fluorophores to provide 

label-free contrast. Autofluorescence has exploited emission amplitudes 13,16,44,45, spectra 13, and lifetimes 21,46 to discern 

essential photochemical properties including biomolecules’ bonding states 46,47, compositions 48, functional characteristics 14,46, 

and structures 13,16. Ultimately, the main limitation of label-free radiative methods, such as autofluorescence, is the availability 

of strong endogenous fluorophores 21 . Many critical biomolecules, such as hemoglobin and nucleic acids, exhibit low quantum 

yield corresponding to near zero fluorescence 49,50. Hence, while fluorescence dominates many commercial and clinical 

imaging applications, most common implementations rely on exogenous labels, and contrast agents.  

Non-radiative relaxation directly complements radiative absorption contrast, measuring the energy not emitted during 

radiative processes (i.e., energy lost to the stokes shift, internal conversion, and non-radiative decay). Subsequently, non-

radiative contrast may directly probe electronic or vibrational states 28,51, whereas radiative transitions involve an electronic 

state transition (Figure 1) 29. During non-radiative relaxation, excited molecules deposit heat into the surrounding media 

causing a cascade of effects (Figure 2) 28,29. The concentrated photothermal heating primarily results in localized thermoelastic 

expansion causing variation in sample density 17,28,52. If excitation is sufficiently rapid, on the scale of nano- to pico-seconds, 

expansion will outpace dissipation creating an appreciable pressure wave known as photoacoustic pressure 53,54. Resultant 

photoacoustic pressures will also modulate the sample density causing several secondary effects (Figure 2) 52.  

The cascading photothermal and photoacoustic perturbations provide several viable non-radiative contrast sources, all of 

which are tightly coupled by the thermodynamics governing a sample’s reaction to rapid heating 28,52. These effects may 

include localized changes in the refractive index due to temperature and pressure variations 52,55–58; surface deformation 59, 

and deflection 60,61; or propagating effects from the  ultrasonic/photoacoustic waves 52, including mechanical vibrations 12, 
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sample deformation and positional changes 62,63, resonance effects 64,65, and other effects related to high frequency ultrasound 

generation 66–68. 

 

Figure 2: Cascading effects generated from non-radiative relaxation processes within a sample. 

Photothermal techniques provide non-radiative contrast by targeting various thermal expansion induced optical property 

modulations. For example, photothermal lensing microscopy captures non-radiative induced refractive index gradients by 

observing defocusing in a confocal probe beam 17, while photothermal deflection microscopy visualizes surface deformation 

based on probe beam deflection 60,61. These methods have been applied to capture details of cellular and tissue structures 

including morphology 27, dynamics and functional characteristics 18, along with biomolecule composition 69, and concentration 
70. Conversely, photoacoustic techniques target the thermo-elastic expansion induced acoustic waves to derive imaging 

contrast. Photoacoustic pressure signals are traditionally measured using contact based acoustically coupled ultrasound 

transducers 12,23,54, though several non-contact methods have been explored in recent years 71. In label-free biomedical imaging, 

photoacoustic absorption microscopy modalities have utilized acoustic signal amplitudes 12,15,23,72,73, time evolution 74, and 

frequency content 75 to discern properties including absorber structure 12,15,54,75, concentration 72,74, biomolecules composition 
20, and functional characteristics 15,73. Previously Haji Reza et al. developed a non-contact all-optical method, photoacoustic 

remote sensing, which targets photoacoustic initial pressure induced optical modulations to provide non-radiative contrast 58. 

This method has been explored by several groups for applications including histological and tissue imaging 76–81, non-

destructive testing 82, mechanical property measurement 83, vascular imaging 58,84,85, and ophthalmic imaging 86,87.   

In this manuscript we introduce Photon Absorption Remote Sensing (PARS), a comprehensive optical absorption 

microscopy technique which has evolved from a photoacoustic remote sensing method previously proposed by our group 88–

91 . PARS aims to capture the total optical interaction occurring as a pulse of light is absorbed by a molecule. By simultaneously 

measuring scattering, attenuation, and radiative and non-radiative relaxation PARS provides a complete representation of each 

absorption event. In PARS, a confocal probe is used to capture all non-radiative induced (photothermal and photoacoustic) 

optical modulations (Figure 2), while radiative emissions are measured directly by capturing emitted photons. At the same 

time, the reflection and/or transmission of the excitation and probe beams also provide coincident measurement of the optical 

scattering, and optical attenuation, respectively. By targeting all prevalent absorption effects at once, PARS directly combines 

the strengths of radiative (e.g., autofluorescence), and non-radiative (e.g., photothermal, and photoacoustic) techniques into a 

single modality. PARS may simultaneously access unique radiative and non-radiative signal features to probe biomolecule 

characteristics beyond the direct absorption amplitude. For example, radiative spectra may provide evidence of chemical 

structure 13,16 and bonding properties 14, while non-radiative signal evolution may elucidate local thermodynamic 

characteristics 92,93. Furthermore, capturing the entire absorption interaction provides PARS fundamental advantages as 

compared to alternative absorption modalities. First, the PARS contrast may not be limited by efficiency factors, such as the 

fluorescence quantum yield. Any biomolecule which absorbs light will offer some degree of PARS contrast (either radiative 

or non-radiative). Second, by capturing both absorption fractions PARS captures unique biomolecule specific features not 

available to independent radiative or non-radiative techniques. The combination of the PARS absorption contrasts can reveal 

biomolecule’s true optical absorption, independent of mechanism specific efficiency factors. The ratio of these absorption 

contrasts indicates the quantum efficiency characteristics of a biomolecule, proposed as the quantum efficiency ratio (QER) 
88.  

In this work, the first comprehensive explanation of the complete PARS mechanism is presented, highlighting the full 

array of contrasts provided by PARS microscopy. The unique imaging capabilities and visualizations afforded by PARS are 

explored across biological specimens, including animal models, preserved tissue specimens and, for the first time, single cells, 

and fresh unprocessed tissue squash preparations. In each specimen, PARS recovers the non-radiative absorption, radiative 
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emissions, and the optical scattering and attenuation. Concurrently, novel PARS specific visualizations are presented which 

highlight the total-absorption and quantum efficiency mapping of these specimens, providing a new unique dimension of 

contrast. In each sample, different excitation wavelengths are selected to optimally target relevant biomolecules revealing 

unique structures of interest. In these specimens, PARS captures a wide range of biomolecules including nucleic acids, 

scleroproteins, hemeproteins, and melanin, using a 266 nm and a 532 nm excitation source. This contrast reveals small- and 

large-scale structures from the subnuclear morphology of cells, through to sebaceous glands, hair follicles, and vascular 

features. These examples represent some of the potentially impactful applications for PARS in biomedical imaging. Overall, 

PARS holds promise as a powerful new high resolution absorption microscopy technique. This is the first modality specifically 

designed to capture all facets of each interaction, providing a deeper understanding of optical events. This may provide 

unprecedented label-free contrast in a wide variety of biological specimens, providing otherwise inaccessible visualizations, 

and representing a new a source of rich data to develop new AI and machine learning methods for diagnostics and visualization. 

II. Mechanism 

A. Overview 
PARS aims to view the entire absorption interaction. During a PARS acquisition, a pulse of excitation light is delivered 

to a specimen, then the transient absorption processes (radiative and non-radiative relaxation) are simultaneously captured 

providing a complete representation of each absorption event (Figure 3). Following excitation, a confocal probe is used to 

capture all non-radiative temperature (photothermal) and pressure (photoacoustic) optical modulations, while radiative 

emissions are measured directly (Figure 3). The exact composition and characteristics of these transient absorption signals are 

explored in the respective “Radiative Relaxation” and “Non-Radiative Relaxation sections below. In addition to these 

absorption measurements, PARS systems may capture the optical scattering or optical attenuation of any of the input optical 

beams such as the excitation or detection source.  

 

Figure 3: Overview of PARS image formation process. (a) Physical and optical processes observed during a PARS excitation and collection 

event. (b) Example of the PARS absorption signals associated with the excitation event of (a). 

B. Non-Radiative Relaxation 
When a pulse of excitation is absorbed, the localized non-radiative relaxation will induce a rapid photothermal temperature 

change. The photo thermal temperature generates thermoelastic expansion. If this process is sufficiently rapid 28,52–54, inducing 

expansion faster than surrounding material can relax, the heating will cause an appreciable photoacoustic pressure wave. The 

localized photothermal (Equation 1) and photoacoustic (Equation 2) modulations will then propagate according to the 

following thermodynamic equations: 

Equation 1:   
𝝏𝑻

𝝏𝒕
=

𝒌

𝝆𝑪𝒑
(

𝝏𝟐𝑻

𝝏𝒓𝟐) 

Equation 2:  
𝝏𝟐𝑷

𝝏𝒕𝟐
= 𝒗𝒔

𝟐 (
𝝏𝟐𝑷

𝝏𝒓𝟐) 

where 𝜌 is the density, 𝐶𝑝 is heat capacity, 𝑣𝑠 is the acoustic velocity, and 𝒌 is the thermal conductivity. These transient 

modulations give rise to a coupled perturbation in specimen properties, such as density, which drives many of the observable 

non-radiative effects described in Figure 2.  



Photon Absorption Remote Sensing (PARS) 

 5 

In PARS, a probe laser is used to observe the non-radiative relaxation induced modulations as they propagate from the 

excited location. When the probe is confocal to the excited location the observed signals are a superimposed mixture of 

photothermal and photoacoustic signals. These complex non-radiative modulations may be broadly characterized based on the 

thermal (photothermal) and pressure (photoacoustic) propagation rates. To define, these characteristics the thermal (𝜏𝑡) and a 

pressure (𝜏𝑝) time constants, are leveraged as derived by Bialkowski 28 , and Wang 53.   

Equation 3:   𝝉𝒕 =
𝒘𝟐𝝆𝑪𝒑

𝟒𝜿
 

Equation 4:   𝝉𝒑 =
𝟐𝒘

𝒗𝒔
 

where 𝐶𝑝 is the heat capacity at constant pressure, 𝜌 is the density, 𝛽 is the coefficient of thermal expansion, 𝑣𝑠 is the acoustic 

velocity, 𝑘 is the thermal conductivity, and 𝑤 is the limiting (i.e., smallest) radius of the excited region. 

These time constants describe the time required for most of the pressure or thermal modulation to propagate from the 

excited region 57,94. Generally acoustic decay times are orders of magnitude shorter than the thermal relaxation. The thermal 

time constant (𝜏𝑡), derived from Newton’s law of cooling characterizes the exponential decay of heat from the excited region, 

corresponding to 𝑇(τt) =  0.632 ⋅ T0, and 𝑇(4 ⋅ τt) =  0.018 ⋅ T0 57,94. The acoustic time constant 𝜏𝑝 corresponds to the time 

required for the initial photoacoustic pressure to fully transit across the excited region, subsequently describing how rapidly 

specimens to react to the generated acoustic or pressure waves 53,54. By extension several essential principles can be derived 

from these time constants. First, these constants describe the excitation pulse width required to generate non-radiative signals. 

Like other photoacoustic or photothermal methods, excitation must occur faster than the acoustic (𝜏𝑎) or thermal (𝜏𝑡) 

confinement times to achieve appreciable pressure or temperature changes 28,53. Second, these values indicate the time required 

between excitation events to avoid overlapping non-radiative relaxation signals. To avoid mixing acoustic or thermal signals 

from independent excitation events an excited location must be allowed to relax for the acoustic (𝜏𝑎) or four times the thermal 

(4 ⋅ 𝜏𝑡) time constant, respectively.  

As an example, non-radiative signals generated in some idealized samples are presented in Figure 4. The first example, 

(Figure 4 (a)) is a 3 𝜇𝑚 spherical polystyrene absorber in a homogenous Polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) media. The second 

example (Figure 4 (b)) is a solution of 3.15 𝑚𝑀 melanin dissolved in DMSO. The corresponding excitation and relaxation 

characteristics of the non-radiative signals are outlined in Table 1 (calculations are shown in Supplemental Information 

Section: PARS Initial Temperature and Pressure). In these examples, the predicted signal lifetime of the pressure and 

temperature signals correspond well to the theoretical values, with small differences attributed to effects of surrounding 

microenvironment (i.e., thermal properties mismatch and acoustic impedance mismatch at sample boundaries). To capture 

these measurements, the photodiode bandwidth and digitization bandwidths were selected to fully observe the transient 

modulations. This means both rapid (high frequency) pressure modulation, and lower frequency thermal signals are collected 

simultaneously. Designing the detection system in this fashion is a critical requirement since systems using inappropriate 

bandwidth photodiodes for detection, and\or analog filters for noise performance, will view distorted signal shapes (e.g., lag, 

distortion, ringing) due to the bandwidth limits and other effects of those devices 95. 

Table 1: Non-radiative signal generation, relaxation, and measurement parameters corresponding to the non-radiative time domain signals 

in (Figure 4). Corresponding calculations are shown in Supplemental Information Section: PARS Initial Temperature and Pressure.  

Sample Pulse 

Energy 

Temperature 

Rise 

Initial 

Pressure 

Thermal Time 

Constant (𝜏𝑡) 

Acoustic Time 

Constant (𝜏𝑎) 

Bandwidth Limits 

Lower Upper 

Melanin in 

DMSO 
20 𝜇𝐽 0.175°𝐶 0.3 𝑀𝑃𝑎 56 𝑚𝑠 340 𝑛𝑠 0 Hz 10 MHz 

Polystyrene 

in PDMS 
5 𝑛𝐽 10°𝐶 9.3 𝑀𝑃𝑎 5 𝜇𝑠 1.3 𝑛𝑠 30 kHz 1.6 GHz 

Under these ideal conditions, (i.e., polystyrene in PDMS and Melanin in DMSO (Figure 4)), the pressure and temperature 

relaxation portions of the non-radiative signal are apparent. In real world biological samples, differentiating the signal 

contributors is a more challenging. Several external factors can affect the non-radiative time domain shape including sample 

conditions, environmental conditions, and the experimental system design. Hence, in heterogenous biological samples, where 

PARS is normally applied, the non-radiative signals become inherently more complex. This is apparent from the striking 

differences in the non-radiative signals recovered from the array of biological samples (Figure 4 (b)). In these inhomogeneous 
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specimens numerous second order effects may influence the non-radiative signals. For instance, acoustic reflections or shear 

waves, may arise from the various interfaces and acoustic scatterers in these specimens. An example of an acoustic reflection 

artifact is observed in the Melanin in DMSO example (Figure 4 b), where a secondary reflection from within the liquid sample 

holder is present in the non-radiative modulation.  In addition, the thermodynamic energy propagation, as outlined in Equation 

1 and Equation 2, will have external dependencies on environmental factors such as local temperature and pressure which are 

not accounted for in the living specimens. Hence, determining the exact signal composition may be difficult in many cases. 

As an alternative, our previous works have instead leveraged blinded clustering approaches to label different tissue types based 

on signal similarity 96. This method leverages some of the non-radiative relaxations rich temporal data while avoiding the 

challenges of interpreting signal composition. 

In practice, the PARS systems collect the entire non-radiative induced modulation (outlined in Figure 2), with the 

understanding that signals will be a combination of pressure and temperature effects across short time scales (pico- to nano-

seconds), and mostly thermal effects over the longer term (nano-seconds and on). These non-radiative relaxation signals can 

be processed in numerous ways such as maximum amplitude projection, matched filtering, lock in extraction, or box-car 

averaging. The various extraction methods may be selected to accentuate different features. For instance, maximum amplitude 

projection targets the large initial temperature and pressure peak, while matched filtering illustrates signal energy within a 

given frequency band. In this work, the non-radiative modulation energy is measured from the probe signal by calculating the 

integral of the observed non-radiative perturbations. This provides a relative measurement of the entire non-radiative relaxation 

intensity at each excited location.  

 
Figure 4: Unfiltered PARS time domain signals from various samples. (a) PARS signal generated from a 3 𝜇𝑚 spherical polystyrene 

absorber in a homogenous semi-infinite Polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) media. (b) PARS signal generated from homogenous semi-infinite 

solution of Melanin in DMSO at a concentration of 3.15 mM. (c) Transient non-radiative relaxation signals captured from a variety of 

different specimens. A selection of single time domains (right) corresponding to one pixel of the final images (left) are presented underneath. 

Time domain signals have been centered to an initial value of zero, while the modulation amplitude has been normalized to give a peak 

modulation amplitude of 1. 
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C. Radiative Relaxation 
In most instances, fluorescence relaxation is assumed to be the dominant radiative event as fluorescence cross sections 

are several orders of magnitude lower than competing non-linear processes 37,38,41–43.  This implies the radiative relaxation will 

exhibit similar biomolecule specific spectra and lifetimes features as observed in fluorescence microscopy. Furthermore, the 

portion of absorbed photons which are re-emitted through radiative relaxation is expected to be directly proportional to the 

fluorescence quantum yield, or the quantum efficiency. In the PARS systems presented in this work, all radiative emissions 

are collected with an objective lens, spectrally filtered to remove any residual excitation or detection light, then directed to a 

single detector (i.e., avalanche photodiode). The amplitude or energy of the optical emissions is extracted to provide an 

absolute measurement of the total energy released through radiative relaxation processes.  

D. Total-Absorption Measurements 
By capturing both absorption fractions from a single excitation event PARS may access unique biomolecule specific 

features not available to independent radiative or non-radiative techniques. PARS also avoids any challenges associated with 

image or data fusion, which arise from using independent radiative or non-radiative modalities concurrently. First, the 

combination or sum of the absorption contrasts reveal biomolecule’s true optical absorption, independent of mechanism 

specific efficiency factors, such as fluorescence quantum yield, or photothermal conversion efficiency. This measurement is 

denoted as the total absorption (TA), and is calculated as follows: 

Equation 5:  𝑬𝒊𝒏 ∝ 𝑬𝒕𝒂 = 𝑬𝑵𝑹 + 𝑬𝑹 

Where 𝐸𝑡𝑎 , the total absorption, is directly correlated to the absorbed energy, denoted as 𝐸𝑖𝑛 in Figure 1. The portions of 

energy measured are similarly denoted as  𝐸𝑁𝑅for the energy emitted through non-radiative relaxation, and 𝐸𝑅 for the energy 

released through radiative relaxation.  

Furthermore, the differential ratio of relaxation fraction indicates the propensity of a biomolecule to undergo radiative or 

non-radiative decay. This ratio is proposed as the quantum efficiency ratio (QER). It is calculated from the respective 

intensities and total absorption as follows: 

Equation 6:  𝑸𝑬𝑹 =
𝑬𝑹−𝑬𝑵𝑹

𝑬𝑻𝑨
 

The QER is proposed as biomolecule specific characteristic which provides insights into the efficiency with which 

biological tissues or materials convert absorbed light into other forms of energy, such as heat or acoustic signals. This metric 

will be directly correlated to the fluorescence quantum yield, and the fluorescent emission spectra. In practice, the QER is a 

unitless ratio, which scales from -1 for perfectly non-radiative to 1 for perfectly radiative events. Since the value is computed 

as a ratio, it may be calculated and represented independently of molecule concentration. Notably, the proposed QER is 

different than the fluorescence quantum yield. The fluorescence quantum yield is a ratio of number of photons absorbed to 

number of photons re-emitted through fluorescence. Conversely, QER is a ratio of total non-radiative relaxation energy to 

radiative relaxation energy. Non-radiative relaxation will include the energy lost to the quantum yield and vibrational 

relaxation during radiative processes, not just the quantum yield. This means the QER is expected to be correlated to, but not 

equivalent to, the fluorescence quantum yield. As a result, the QER is expected to be influenced by similar factors which affect 

fluorescent yield such as the energy levels of the excited biomolecule 30, or the local environment (e.g., viscosity 31, pH and 

ion concentration 32, ambient temperature and pressure 33,34). This may have significant utility across a range of applications, 

For instance, the QER in tissues could indicate areas of metabolic activity or areas rich in certain chromophores. 

III. Methods 

A. PARS System Architecture 
The PARS microscopes presented in this work are composed of four essential subsystems (Figure 5), (1) an excitation 

source, (2) a radiative detection pathway, (3) a non-radiative detection pathway, and (4) an imaging head. In these systems, 

the excitation source dictates the absorption contrast by inducing the PARS absorption events. The radiative detection pathway 

measures optical emissions from the excited region. The non-radiative detection pathway observes the non-radiative induced 

modulations in the local optical properties using a colocalized probe beam. There are some differences between specific 

implementations, however the core functions remain the same between the two embodiments. 



Photon Absorption Remote Sensing (PARS) 

 8 

The notable architecture difference between the PARS systems is largely driven by the imaging application, and optical 

characteristics of the target samples. The first microscope is a transmission mode design featuring mechanical scanning, which 

is optimized for imaging thin translucent specimens including fixed cell samples, and thin sections of preserved tissues. This 

embodiment uses a 400 𝑝𝑠 pulsed 266 𝑛𝑚 and a 400 𝑝𝑠 pulsed 532 𝑛𝑚 excitation, with a 405 nm detection, to perform 

histological imaging of preserved cells and tissues 97. The second microscope is a reflection mode design featuring optical 

scanning, which is optimized for imaging thick living specimens including chicken embryo models, and murine ears. The in-

vivo architecture uses a 1.5 𝑛𝑠 pulsed 532 𝑛𝑚 excitation, with an 830 nm detection, to image vascular structure. Further detail 

on the image collection and reconstruction processes are outlined by Tweel et al.97, and Tummon-Simmons et al. 98, for the 

thin specimen imaging system and the in-vivo imaging system respectively. 

 

Figure 5: Example system diagrams of the two PARS system used in this work. System components are as follows: SF (Spectral Filter), M 

(Mirror), Cond. (Condenser Lens), PD (Photodiode), Obj. (Objective Lens), DM (Dichroic Mirror), AD (Aspheric Doublet), and BS (Beam 

Splitter). 

B. Image Formation 

PARS operates in a point scanning architecture meaning each excitation event forms one pixel in the final 

image. At each excitation event the transient relaxation effects, scattering, and reference correction measurements 

are observed using photodiodes, then digitized with a high-speed analog digital converter. These signals are 

processed to produce a single intensity value when forming images. In addition to the optical signals, a position 

signal is recorded from the scanning system at each excitation event. The excitation point is then moved across the 

sample, either optically 98, or mechanically 97, to probe different points. The lateral spacing between excitation 

events is varied depending on the desired pixel density of the output images. For example, the thin specimen 

imaging system uses a point spacing of ~250nm/pixel for a 40x equivalent magnification 97, while the in-vivo 

imaging system targets around ~1μm/pixel 98.  
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Images are normally presented directly as intensity values providing a grayscale image. However, two other 

approaches are presented here which are used to produce merged multiple-contrast PARS images. 

QER+TA Colorization: The TA and QER measurements can be visualized directly or can be merged to create a hybrid 

visualization. Merging the TA and QER data captures both the QER biomolecule specificity, and the TA true absorption 

measurement. In this work, the hue saturation value (HSV) image space is used to create a hybrid QER + TA image.  This is 

performed using the following formula: 

[𝑯, 𝑺, 𝑽] = [𝑸𝑬𝑹, 𝑻𝑨, 𝑻𝑨] 

In this case, the hue is defined by the QER, while the saturation and value are determined from the TA measurement, enabling 

interpretation of both TA and QER contrasts simultaneously. This means the color of the image will be defined by the quantum 

efficiency at the location, while the intensity and brightness will be defined by the total absorption. 

Total Absorption Colorization: An alternative method to view multiple absorption contrasts simultaneously is to merge 

several images into a single color space. Here, the RGB space is used to present a 3-channel multispectral image, which 

contains a different absorption contrast in each respective color channel. In this case, the following formula was used: 

[𝑹, 𝑮, 𝑩] = [𝑵𝑹𝟐𝟔𝟔, 𝑹𝟐𝟔𝟔, 𝐦𝐚𝐱(𝑵𝑹𝟓𝟑𝟐, 𝑹𝟓𝟑𝟐)] 

Here the red channel (R) contains the non-radiative 266 nm relaxation signals, the blue channel (B) contains the radiative 266 

nm relaxation signals. Finally, the green channel (G) contains the maximum of the non-radiative and radiative 532 nm 

relaxation signals. This allows all four relaxation signals to be viewed simultaneously in some fashion. 

C. Sample Preparation 

Cell Samples: Cells used in this study were U87 MG human glioblastoma cells, obtained courtesy of Dr. Ron Moore's lab 

in the University of Alberta under an approved University of Waterloo Ethics Protocol (Humans: #44595). Specimens were 

prepared according to the following procedure. Cells were cultured from frozen authenticated cell lines and grown in a T-25 

flask in a CO2 incubator (conditions: 5% CO2, 37C) and allowed to divide. The U87 MG cells were sub-cultured weekly and 

once 70% confluency was established the growing cells were split and seeded onto an 8-well chamber slide. Once adhered, 

cells were gently rinsed with phosphate buffered saline (PBS) at room temperature and fixed with ice cold methanol for a 

period of 5 minutes to ensure fixation. Fixed cell samples were transferred from the cell culture lab to the imaging facility and 

imaged directly. Once the imaging was completed, the sample was disposed of according to University of Waterloo biosafety 

protocols. All human cell culture experiments were conducted in accordance with the government of Canada guidelines and 

regulations, such as “Ethical Conduct for Research Involving Humans (TCPS 2)”. 

Unstained Thin Tissue Sections: Several unstained formalin fixed paraffin embedded human skin tissues were imaged 

for this work. The tissue preparation protocol follows standard clinical practice guidelines. In general, to prepare samples 

tissues are placed in (10% neutral buffered formalin) formalin, within 20 minutes of resection. Samples are fixed for 24 to 48 

hours. Post fixation, tissues are dehydrated using a series of graded alcohols, then rinsed with xylene to facilitate the clearing 

of the tissue. Specimens are then infiltrated and embedded in paraffin wax forming formalin fixed paraffin embedded (FFPE) 

tissue blocks. Thin tissue sections (~4-5 µm) are cut from the FFPE blocks and fixed to microscope slides. Unstained thin 

tissue sections are briefly heated to 60ºC to remove excess paraffin before imaging. After PARS imaging is completed, tissue 

sections are stained with hematoxylin and eosin (H&E).  Stained sections are imaged using a 40x digital pathology scanner 

(MorphoLens 1, Morphle Labs). The preprocessed but unstained tissue sections were provided by clinical collaborators at the 

Cross-Cancer Institute (Edmonton, Alberta, Canada) from anonymous patient donors. Samples were fully anonymized, and 

no patient information or identifiers were provided to the researchers. Under the condition that samples were archival tissues 

not required for patient diagnosis, patient consent was waived by the ethics committee.  This study was performed in 

accordance with ethics protocols approved by the Research Ethics Board of Alberta (Protocol ID: HREBA.CC-18-0277) and 

the University of Waterloo Health Research Ethics Committee (Photoacoustic Remote Sensing (PARS) Microscopy of Surgical 

Resection, Needle Biopsy, and Pathology Specimens; Protocol ID: 40275). All human tissue experiments were conducted in 

accordance with the government of Canada guidelines and regulations, such as “Ethical Conduct for Research Involving 

Humans (TCPS 2)”. 

Chicken embryo models: Several chicken embryo models were used as vascular imaging phantoms in this study. 

Specimen preparation was performed as follows. Fertilized White Leghorn eggs were incubated in a consumer egg hatcher. 
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The eggs were incubated for 3 days then chicken embryos were carefully extracted from the shells and transferred to 

customized holders. Chicken embryos were then stored in an incubator at steady ~37°𝐶, and > 70% humidity (GFQ 

Manufacturing, SKU 1502W). Chicken embryo models were imaged at different times >10 days post incubation. All chicken 

embryo models were cultured and maintained in accordance with the University of Waterloo Health Research Ethics 

Committee (Protocol ID: 44703). 

Mouse Models: Charles River SKH1 Hairless Mice models were used as vascular imaging phantoms in this study. During 

imaging, 5% isoflurane/oxygen mixture was used to anesthetize the mouse. Once anesthetized, the mouse was placed into a 

custom animal holder. During imaging, an infrared thermal heating pad was used to maintain body temperature at ~37 °𝐶. 

Concurrently, suitable levels of anesthesia were maintained at ~1.5% isoflurane/oxygen (is this the flow rate?). Animal 

response was continually monitored through observation of physical attributes including breathing rate, physical responses, 

and body temperature. Prior to imaging, Nair was used to treat the target ear removing any hairs (Nair, Church & Dwight Co., 

Inc.). All experimental procedures using the SKH1Mus models were carried out in accordance with University of Waterloo 

Health Research Ethics Committee (Protocol ID: 44703). 

IV. Results 

The PARS systems were applied to imaging a range of relevant biological samples including preserved cell specimens, 

thin sections of preserved (formalin fixed paraffin embedded tissues), murine brain tissue squash preparations, and in-vivo 

specimens. For each sample, a series of images is presented highlighting the contrasts collected during each PARS acquisition.  

A. Cytological Imaging of Human Cells 

First, the thin specimen PARS microscope was applied to image fixed U87 human brain malignant glioma 

cells. The resulting scattering/attenuation, and absorption (non-radiative and radiative) images from one section 

are presented in Figure 6 a, b, and c respectively. While the scattering/attenuation image highlights predominately 

cells surface structure, the absorption fractions illuminate internal cell features exhibiting strong UV absorption. 

The two absorption images used to form the TA + QER representation as outlined in the “Mechanism: Total 

Absorption Measurements” section, resulting in Figure 6 d. In this representation, the QER (color) can reveal subtle 

differences in the relative relaxation intensity across each cell. For example, the dendrites and axons are colored in 

blue shades indicating these features exhibit predominantly non-radiative contrast. The nuclei and nucleoli are 

highlighted in green and yellow indicating strong radiative and non-radiative relaxation. Finally, the soma and 

intranuclear space are largely colored red corresponding to strong radiative relaxation. 

 

Figure 6: PARS images of fixed U-87 human malignant glioma cells. (a) Scattering contrast images captured from the unmodulated non-

radiative detection during PARS imaging of the fixed cell samples. (b) UV (266 nm) non-radiative relaxation of the same section of cells 

presented in (a). (c) Corresponding UV (266 nm) radiative relaxation. (d) QER based cell image, calculated from the radiative and non-

radiative relaxation. The color is determined from the QER, which is -1 for perfectly non-radiative relaxation and 1 for perfectly radiative 

relaxation. Scale bars: (upper) 100 𝜇𝑚, (lower) 65 𝜇𝑚. 
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B. Histology Imaging of Thin Human Tissue Specimens 
The PARS histology microscope was also applied to imaging thin sections of preserved human skin and breast tissue samples. 

Two excitation wavelengths (532 nm and 266 nm) were applied to imaging these tissue sections. The resulting contrast are 

presented in Figure 7. The scattering/attenuation (Figure 7 a) showing primarily the surface structure is collected from the 405 

nm probe. Concurrently, the non-radiative (Figure 7 b), radiative (Figure 7 c) and QER images (Figure 7 d), are shown in (i) 

for the 266 nm excitation and (ii) for the 532 nm excitation. Under 266 nm excitation, the non-radiative contrast generally 

highlights nuclear features along the epidermis and subdermal vessels, while the radiative contrast reveals connective tissues 

across the sample. With the 532 nm green excitation, the non-radiative contrast captures several features including RBCs 

within subdermal vasculature, and melanin along the basal layer of the epidermis. The radiative contrast highlights the 

connective tissues across the entire tissue, similar to the 266 nm radiative image. Analogous structures are observed in the 

QER images. Biomolecules, such as DNA, which are characterized by low quantum yields correspond to negative QER values, 

while those with higher quantum yields, such as collagen, elastin exhibit positive QER values. 

 

Figure 7: PARS images of thin sections of formalin fixed paraffin embedded (FFPE) skin tissues. (a) Scattering contrast images captured 

from the unmodulated non-radiative detection during PARS imaging of the FFPE tissue sections. (b) Non-radiative relaxation of the same 

section of tissues presented in “a”. (i) 266 nm (ii) 532 nm. (c) Radiative relaxation image corresponding to the same section of tissues as 

shown in “a” & “b”. (i) 266 nm (ii) 532 nm. (d) QER + TA image, the color comes from the QER, while the intensity and saturation is 

derived from the TA. For reference, -1 indicates perfectly non-radiative relaxation and 1 indicates perfectly radiative relaxation. (i) 266 nm. 

(ii) 532 nm. Scale bar: 100 𝜇𝑚 

Further images showing whole slide PARS images of an entire skin tissue section from a gross resection, and a breast 

tissue needle core biopsy sample are shown in Figure 8. These wide field images are collected according to the processes 

outlined by Tweel et al.97.  These PARS “total absorption” TA images are created by merging the multiwavelength non-

radiative and radiative contrast into an RGB image, where red is the non-radiative 266 nm contrast, blue is the radiative 266 

nm contrast, and green is the maximum of the non-radiative and radiative 532 nm contrast.  
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Figure 8: Example of PARS imaging in thin sections of preserved human (a) skin and (b) breast tissues, compared to the same section 

stained with H&E. The PARS total absorption image where red shows the 266 nm non-radiative relaxation, blue shows 266 nm radiative 

relaxation, and green shows the maximum of the 532 nm non-radiative or radiative relaxation. Corresponding ground truth chemically 

stained brightfield microscope image are presented from the same tissue section. Scale bar: (a-i) 500 μm, (iii) 50 μm, (v) 50 μm, (viii) 

20 μm, (ix) 5 μm, (b-i) 500 μm, (iii) 100 μm. 
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As in the example section in Figure 7, the 266 nm non-radiative contrast (Red) highlights predominantly nuclei. An 

example is shown in Figure 8 (a-vii), which shows a single nuclear structure wherein heterochromatin distribution, and 

nucleolus located within the single nuclei are resolved. The 266 nm radiative contrast (Blue) highlights biomolecules, such as 

keratin, and elastin, which exhibit higher quantum yields. For example, a connective tissue growth is shown in in Figure 8 (b-

i) and (b-ii) in blue, extending from the basement membrane of a necrotic gland. This likely contains high concentrations of 

scleroproteins (e.g., collagen, elastin, laminin). With the 532 nm excitation, similar proteins provide strong radiative contrast, 

while RBC’s and melanin give exceptional non-radiative contrast. As in Figure 7, melanin is observed along the basal layer of 

the epidermis in Figure 8. In Figure 8 (b), a dense pocket of red blood cells is observed in the tissue sample exhibiting strong 

non-radiative signal. In contrast, 532 nm radiative signal is observed throughout the tissue, and specifically around the hair 

follicle.  

C. Thin Brain Tissue Squash Preparations Imaging: 
In addition to preserved specimens, unprocessed squashed murine brain tissue samples were also imaged using the PARS 

histology microscope. Using the 266 nm excitation, the PARS contrast in the squashed specimens is similar to the results in 

the thin tissue sections, and fixed cell samples. Scattering/attenuation, and absorption images are shown in Figure 9 (i) through 

(iii) from two sections of squashed tissue. The scattering/attenuation image from the close-up region (Figure 9 a) shows the 

tissue structure, and some red blood cells, which appear as black spots due to their strong 405 nm absorption. The non-radiative 

266 nm absorption (Figure 9 (ii)) shows nuclear structures, and surrounding axons. The radiative contrast (Figure 9 (iii)) 

broadly highlights the soma of the dense brain tissues throughout the squash preparation. Corresponding tissue features are 

highlighted in the QER image (Figure 9 (iv)), where nuclei which exhibit a negative QER values corresponding to a quantum 

yield near zero, while the surrounding tissues exhibit positive QER values.  
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Figure 9: Example of PARS imaging in murine brain tissue squash preparations. (a) Scattering and attenuation contrast measured from the 

405 nm probe source. Note: the dark black spots in the image are presumed to be red blood cells which exhibit high absorption of the 405 

nm probe. (b) Non-radiative absorption of the 266 nm excitation. (c) Radiative contrast from the 266 nm excitation source. (d) QER + TA 

image, the color comes from the QER, while the intensity and saturation are derived from the TA. Where -1 indicates perfectly non-radiative 

relaxation and 1 indicates perfectly radiative relaxation. Scale bars: (a) 250 𝜇𝑚, (b) 100 𝜇𝑚, (c) 100 𝜇𝑚 
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D. In-vivo Red Blood Cell Imaging 
The in-vivo PARS microscope was applied to imaging living specimens. In this case, 532 nm visible excitation was used 

to image CAM (Figure 10 a) and mouse ear models (Figure 10 b). In these samples which do not exhibit pigment, the main 

source of non-radiative contrast comes from hemoglobin, meaning RBC’s and blood vessels give exceptional non-radiative 

contrast. In the mouse ear (Figure 10 (b-ii)) the complex web of larger vessels is observed propagating throughout the ear, 

while the CAM (Figure 10 (a-ii)) exhibits a very different complex webbing of capillaries across the entire surface. Regarding 

the radiative contrast, several fluorescent biomolecular targets including cartilage matrices, collagen networks, and hair 

follicles are observed in the mouse ear (Figure 10 (b-iii)).  For example, the sebaceous glands are observed throughout the 

image characterized by the clusters of circular structures. In the chicken embryo, the main source of radiative contrast comes 

from the homogenous yolk layer below the vessel structures, meaning the chicken embryo exhibits fewer complex structures 

in the radiative images.  

 

Figure 10: Example of PARS imaging using a 532 nm excitation in thick in-vivo samples. (a) PARS images from a chicken embryo model. 

(b) PARS images from a mouse ear. i) Optical scattering from the 830 nm detection source ii) non-radiative relaxation contrast from the 532 

nm excitation. iii) Radiative relaxation contrast from the 532 nm excitation source. (iv) QER + TA image, the color comes from the QER, 

while the intensity and saturation are derived from the TA. Where -1 indicates perfectly non-radiative relaxation and 1 indicates perfectly 

radiative relaxation. Scale bar: (a) 100 𝜇𝑚, (b) 100 𝜇𝑚 

V. Discussion 

Most prominent microscopy modalities target a single aspect of absorption interactions to provide contrast. For instance, 

photothermal microscopy targets only non-radiative thermal transients, photoacoustic imaging targets exclusively propagating 

photoacoustic pressures, and autofluorescence microscopy solely relies on radiative relaxation effects. In contrast, PARS non-

discriminately captures all non-radiative (temperature (photothermal) and pressure (photoacoustic)) and radiative (e.g., 

autofluorescence) signals simultaneously from every absorption event. Concurrently measuring these absorption processes 

also enables new contrasts in the QER, and the TA (described in “Mechanism: Total Absorption Measurements”). PARS may 

also provide additional measurements of optical properties, such as the scattering and/or attenuation of the excitation and 

probe beams. For example, in thin specimens (cells, FFPE tissues, and tissue squash preparations) the optical attenuation is 

captured by measuring the level of the 405 nm probe transmitted through the sample light prior to excitation. This reveals the 

structural morphology of the specimen and may also reveal highly absorbing regions of the specimen. This effect is observed 

in the brain tissue squash preparations (Figure 9 (c-i)) where the 405 nm probe laser is highly absorbed by hemoglobin and 

red blood cells. As a result, the blood cells appear as black spots within the 405 nm detection attenuation image. 
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There are numerous applications, which may benefit from PARS rich absorption (and scattering) data. One relevant 

example is the development of label-free emulated histochemical stains using deep-learning. In current histopathology labs, 

tissues must undergo extensive processing to produce thin transmissible samples. These translucent sections are colored using 

exogenous contrast agents, which highlight structures of interest for pathological analysis. The most common stain, widely 

used in cancer diagnosis, is hematoxylin and eosin (H&E). Hematoxylin stains the anionic structures such as chromatin in 

purple, while eosin stains cationic structures such as protein molecules contained in connective tissues in shades of pink 8. 

Though other specialized stains such as periodic acid Schiff, Jones Stain, or Masson’s Trichrome are used depending on the 

diagnostic task. These staining processes can fundamentally alter tissue chemistry and structure, rendering specimen’s 

incompatible with adjunct analysis 6,99. In clinical settings the standard is to prepare an individual tissue section for each stain 

or exogenous label. Hence, clinicians must balance the requirement to conserve invaluable tissue specimens, with the benefits 

of analyzing samples with different histochemical, and immunohistochemical stains. While these tests provide valuable 

diagnostic markers, cutting multiple sections to stain with a variety of contrasts can quickly expend valuable tissue samples 

increasing the potential need for further biopsies. This motivates the development of label-free emulated histochemical stains 

using deep-learning. In this processes samples undergo label-free imaging, then a virtual histochemical (i.e., H&E, PAS, Jones 

Stain, Masson’s Trichrome) image is developed without impacting the tissue specimen. This allows samples to be retained for 

further processing enhancing the diagnostic utility of each tissue.  

 Several groups have recently applied deep-learning image transforms to convert autofluorescence images into emulated 

histological stains including hematoxylin and eosin (H&E), Jones Stain, and masons trichome stains 44,45,100–104. While 

autofluorescence techniques have achieved success thus far, certain essential diagnostic features which are required for 

diagnostics do not exhibit unique or measurable radiative (autofluorescence) contrast 49,50. In freshly resected tissues DNA and 

nuclei exhibit a fluorescence quantum yield near zero 50, meaning nuclei appear as dark spots lacking radiative signal (Figure 

9 (iii)). In thin FFPE specimens DNA and nuclei do not exhibit unique autofluorescence signals meaning they are largely 

indistinguishable from the connective tissues (Figure 7 (iii)). Deep learning methods may be required to differentiate, and 

label nuclei based on morphology. By capturing both radiative and non-radiative relaxation fractions, PARS overcomes the 

critical shortcomings in imaging specificity encountered by autofluorescence methods. Any biomolecule which absorbs light 

will offer some degree of PARS contrast (either radiative or non-radiative) provided there is sufficient sensitivity to capture 

the signals. In FFPE (Figure 7(ii)) and fresh tissues (Figure 9 (ii)), DNA and nuclei are directly identified by their strong non-

radiative relaxation signals. In the context of virtual staining, the rich PARS data may enable robust virtual staining models 

ideally avoiding the heavy reliance on structural interpretation. Recent works have shown that these PARS virtual H&E 

staining methods are diagnostically equivalent to the gold standard chemical H&E method based on clinical concordance 

studies 105.  

The inherent strength of the PARS raw data to illustrate substantial biochemical contrast is exemplified in the thin 

specimens, including the cells (Figure 6), thin tissue sections (Figure 7 and Figure 8), and the brain tissue squash preparations 

(Figure 9). In each of these samples, the PARS images enable high resolution assessment of tissue morphology down to the 

subcellular level, with sufficient contrast and quality to perform detailed tissue assessments. In whole slide images of human 

tissue samples (Figure 8), the 266 nm non-radiative contrast (shown in red) directly highlights nuclear structures, while the 

266 nm radiative contrast (shown in blue) reveals the connective tissue structures. An example of a connective tissue growth 

is shown in in Figure 8 (b-i) and (b-ii) in blue, extending from the basement membrane of a necrotic gland. In contrast, this 

structure is much less clear in the corresponding H&E image of the same section. In the skin tissue section shown in Figure 8 

(a), the PARS reveals the melanin distribution located along the basal layer of the epidermis (highlighted in green). This feature 

does not appear in the H&E image as the melanin is too sparse to appear without labelling, and H&E does not specifically 

target melanin. In the needle core biopsy of breast tissue Figure 8 (b-ii), red blood cells are clearly visible in green. These 

vascular features are much less prevalent in the H&E image. Notably, in these PARS images several aspects of the multi-

channel PARS data must be discarded to form 3 channel RGB representations. For instance, these images are formed using 

only the radiative and non-radiative relaxation energy and do not include information from the time domain signal evolution. 

The same observation also applies to the PARS emulated H&E images. In many cases, the native PARS contrast may illustrate 

more structures than H&E stain which are discarded to match H&E staining contrast.  

A critical advantage is that this PARS label-free contrast is derived directly from endogenous chromophores. This imparts 

inherent versatility meaning PARS does not require extensive sample processing prior to imaging. Directly imaging living and 

fresh samples may aid in improving biological understandings, by avoiding the chemical and morphological changes induced 

by sample preservation and preparation processes. For instance, compare the nuclear contrast observed in the fixed brain tissue 

specimens (Figure 6), and the fresh murine brain tissue (Figure 9). In the fresh squash preparations, the nuclei exhibit 
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essentially no-appreciable radiative contrast, corresponding to a QER near -1 indicating nearly 100% non-radiative relaxation 

(Figure 9 (iv)). In the preserved cell samples (Figure 6 (iv)), and thin tissue sections (Figure 7 (iv)), the nuclei exhibit some 

appreciable radiative contrast, corresponding to a QER value between -0.8 and 0, indicating appreciable radiative and non-

radiative relaxation. PARS directly captures these differences illustrating the potential confounding factors associated with 

fixation and preparation. Future studies could explore the differences in visualizations obtained from various fixation and 

preparation methods.  

Collecting endogenous contrast also imparts significant benefits specifically when imaging living tissue specimens. Many 

of the exogenous labels used in biological specimens cannot be used in living subjects, limiting translational applicability. 

PARS imaging is conducted label-free in an all-optical long working distance (>1cm) architecture using laser fluences below 

the ANSI laser safety exposure limits 98. This means PARS imaging does not interfere with specimen integrity. There are 

numerous examples of motivating applications where PARS imaging may be beneficial. In the case of cell specimens, PARS 

may enable non-invasive longitudinal studies exploring functions including cell growth, and division. Alternatively, vascular 

imaging plays a critical role in investigations of diseases including cancer 106, stroke 107, diabetic retinopathy 108, and age-

related macular degeneration 109. One particularly impactful vascular imaging application arises in ophthalmic imaging. 

Numerous works have shown that structural and functional changes in retinal microvasculature act as independent predictors 

for critical diseases including hypertension 110, diabetes 111, coronary disease 112, renal disease 113, and stroke 114. There are no 

clinically accepted methods for measuring structural and functional parameters, like blood oxygen saturation, in the eye 

ophthalmic imaging 115. Subsequently, there is significant motivation for a label-free technique, like PARS, to capture these 

critical diagnostic structures in-vivo. 

As exhibited here, PARS can capture detailed structures ranging from layers of vasculature contrast to local structural 

components including cartilage matrices, and sebaceous glands (Figure 10). These structures range from large scale 

vasculature observed in the mouse ear (Figure 10 b) down to the micron scale single capillary networks observed in the CAM 

model (Figure 10 a). By capturing both radiative and non-radiative relaxation fractions PARS can provide enhanced 

visualizations as compared to alternative modalities. For example, in the murine ear model shown in Figure 10 (b), vasculature 

is observed to be wrapped around the sebaceous glands and hair follicles supplying blood to the tissues. These unique 

visualizations reveal critical context for understanding the role of the vasculature, as well as improving our understanding of 

the nuanced interactions of different structures. Furthermore, this example illustrates a key motivation of PARS imaging. Due 

to the high photothermal conversion efficiency of heme proteins, the vasculature in the CAM (Figure 10 a) and mouse ear 

(Figure 10 b) appear exclusively in the non-radiative decay image. Conversely, the surrounding tissues appear only in the 

radiative fraction. While the connective tissues will exhibit some non-radiative contrast, generating appreciable signal with 

the 532 nm excitation may require excessive excitation energy deposition. However, by targeting all relaxation effects, PARS 

can visualize both vasculature and surrounding structures from a single excitation event, while under the ANSI limit.  

VI. Future Directions 

A. Applications  
One primary application where PARS may be impactful is histopathology. In practice, PARS virtual histopathology has 

recently shown exceptional virtual H&E capabilities, facilitating diagnostic equivalence to chemically stained histopathology 
105. This method may soon be extended to provide emulation of additional histochemical stains such as Toluidine Blue stain, 

PAS, and Jones Stain, from the same PARS scan. Beyond histochemistry, development of label-free immunohistochemical 

staining using deep learning is expected to be a major avenue of development in the coming years 116. PARS holds great 

potential to provide outstanding label-free emulation of histo- and immunohisto-chemical stains. By capturing the entire 

absorption interaction and adding an extra dimension of contrast, PARS overcomes many of the challenges associated with 

current label-free histopathology methods. In addition, PARS has the unique advantage of providing analogous contrast and 

quality in both thin preserved tissue specimens (Figure 6 - Figure 8) and unprocessed tissues (Figure 9). Future works will 

focus on developing and exploring PARS histological imaging and immunohistochemical analysis in fresh unprocessed tissues 

(squash preparations, or bulk tissues).  

Regarding in-vivo imaging, PARS absorption contrast is ideal for capturing functional parameters such as blood 

oxygenation, and flow rate. By targeting non-radiative relaxation PARS captures excellent contrast from hemoglobin and red 

blood cells 98, facilitating high sensitivity to oxy- and deoxy- hemoglobin states. Visualizing the complete absorption 

interaction (radiative and non-radiative) may further enhance blood oxygenation sensitivity by unmixing confounding 

absorbers, such as melanin, which can cause issues with current oxygenation measurement techniques 117. Finally, by directly 
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targeting hemoglobin PARS can observe red blood cells movement through vessels 98, providing sensitive blood flow 

measurement from low- to high-flow regimes. The combination of blood flow, and blood oxygenation measurement may 

provide access to new diagnostic features such as the metabolic rate of oxygen (MRO2) 118. These capabilities lend directly 

towards angiogenesis, and ophthalmologic investigations. In angiogenesis PARS may enable non-invasive label-fee 

longitudinal observation of angiogenesis processes, while simultaneously providing structural context of surrounding tissue 

structures. In ophthalmology, PARS offers a potentially revolutionary method of capturing structural and functional (i.e., blood 

flow rate, and oxygenation) parameters of the eye in a non-contact label-free fashion. Measuring these functional parameters 

in eye would represent a paradigm shift in currently available diagnostic factors, enabling a deeper understanding of numerous 

diseases including hypertension, diabetes, coronary disease, renal disease, and stroke, which exhibit retinal microvasculature 

indicators 119.  

B. Contrasts  
There are several avenues to extend the PARS contrast will be explored in future works. For example, additional excitation 

wavelengths may be integrated, each targeting a unique set of biomolecules. Alternatively, the features recovered from each 

radiative and non-radiative measurement can be expanded. In the current embodiment, the total radiative emissions amplitude 

is captured using single detector. In future works, other features such as the emission spectra, or signal lifetime of the radiative 

emissions may be leveraged. Emission spectra are biomolecule specific and are dictated by molecules’ bonding states 47, 

compositions 48, functional characteristics 14, and structures 13,16. Lifetime or decay time depends on several biologically 

relevant parameters including protein binding 46, metabolic state 125, oxygen concentration 126, and pH and Ion concentrations 
127. Conversely, the non-radiative modulation is currently integrated which ignores the non-radiative signals rich temporal 

information. Given the strong thermodynamic dependencies of the transient photothermal and photoacoustic non-radiative 

signals, PARS may directly access meaningful information on local material properties. Some preliminary works have 

explored blind clustering and unmixing of time domain features96 for discretization of tissue types and enhancement of virtual 

histological staining. However, targeted methods may provide more quantitative measurements. For example, thermal effects 

may elucidate features including absorber size 120, thermal conductivity 93, heat capacity 121, while pressure effects may indicate 

parameters such as sample size and shape 75, gruneissen parameter 122, and speed of sound 123. This cellular scale 

thermodynamic mapping may facilitate a new avenue of malignancy diagnostics 124.  

VII. Conclusions 

This work provides the first comprehensive explanation of PARS, a promising new optical absorption microscopy 

technique. The complete PARS mechanism is explored illustrating the comprehensive array of contrasts, which are derived 

directly from endogenous chromophores. Simultaneous measurement of scattering, attenuation, and radiative and non-

radiative relaxation are presented from a range of samples. Specimens including preserved cells and tissues, fresh unprocessed 

resected tissues, and living in-vivo specimens are imaged, for the first time, exemplifying PARS versatility across a range of 

biological scales. By targeting all prevalent absorption effects at once, PARS directly combines the strengths of radiative (e.g., 

autofluorescence), and non-radiative (e.g., photothermal, and photoacoustic) techniques into a single modality. This means 

PARS facilitates an enhanced recovery of a wider range of biomolecules than independent radiative or non-radiative 

modalities, as shown through imaging of the fresh brain preparations, and in-vivo specimens. In addition, through capturing a 

comprehensive representation of each absorption interaction, PARS unlocks new optical absorption characteristics through 

the TA and QER measurements. The samples explored here a few of the numerous applications where PARS may have 

profound impacts. In the context of virtual staining, the rich PARS data may enable robust virtual staining models, ideal for 

enabling label-free histopathological assessment of tissues. In the context of in-vivo imaging PARS reveals critical interplay 

between vascular structures and surrounding tissues, ideal for ophthalmic and angiogenesis imaging applications. Overall 

PARS may provide comprehensive label-free contrast in a wide variety of biological specimens, providing otherwise 

inaccessible visualizations. In the era of big data, and AI driven diagnostics, this rich combination of  scattering, attenuation, 

and absorption (radiative and non-radiative) represents an exciting new avenue to access deep label-free data. 
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Supplementary 
A. PARS Initial Temperature and Pressure  

A. Polystyrene absorber in Polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) media: 

The following calculations were used to determine the initial photoacoustic pressure and photothermal temperature 

rise induce in a PARS excitation event of a 3 μm polystyrene microsphere, following the equations laid out by 

Wang et al 1. The sample properties are outlined in Table 1 below 2. The sample is excited using a 515 nm and 1 ps 

pulsed excitation source, with a pulse energy of 5 nJ, focused to a focal spot diameter of 20 μm. This excitation 

corresponds to a fluence of  1.5 mJ/cm2 . 

Assuming an absorption coefficient of 𝜇𝑎 = 104 cm−1, the total deposited energy per unit volume is calculated 

as: 

    
𝐄𝐪𝐮𝐚𝐭𝐢𝐨𝐧 𝟏:        𝐴𝑒 =  𝐹 ∗ 𝜇𝑎 =  15 J/cm3 

This corresponds to a temperature rise of 10°𝐶: 

𝐄𝐪𝐮𝐚𝐭𝐢𝐨𝐧 𝟐:            Δ𝑇 =
𝐴𝑒

𝜌𝐶𝑉
 ≈  10°C 

This temperature rise will in turn induce an initial pressure rise of  ~9.3 MPa: 

𝐄𝐪𝐮𝐚𝐭𝐢𝐨𝐧 𝟑:        𝑃0 = 𝛤𝐴𝑒  ≈ 9.3 MPa 

Where, Γ is the gruneissen parameter calculated as:  

𝐄𝐪𝐮𝐚𝐭𝐢𝐨𝐧 𝟒:      𝛤 =
𝛽

𝜅𝜌𝐶𝑉
=

𝛽𝑉𝑠
2

𝐶𝑃
≈ 0.62 

 

B. Melanin in Dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) solution: 

The initial photoacoustic pressure and photothermal temperature rise generated within a 10 mm optical path length 

cuvette containing a liquid melanin sample with a concentration of 3.15 mM in pure DMSO solution is determined. 

The thermophysical properties of the solution are outlined in Table 1 below 1. The excitation laser with 516 nm 

wavelength and 3 ns pulse duration is focused on the surface of the cuvette with a focal spot size of ~ 500 m. The 

pulse energy is 20 J. This excitation corresponds to a fluence of  1 mJ/cm2.  

Considering the absorption coefficient for melanin3,  𝜇𝑎~ 1200 cm−1M−1 at 𝜆 = 515 nm, in the current scenario 

with a molar concentration of melanin at 0.25 mol/L (equivalent to 3mM in 12 mL DMSO), the absorption 

coefficient is found to be 𝜇𝑎 = 378 cm−1. The total deposited energy per unit volume is calculated as: 

𝐄𝐪𝐮𝐚𝐭𝐢𝐨𝐧 𝟓:        𝐴𝑒 =  𝐹 ∗ 𝜇𝑎 =  378 m J/cm3 

This corresponds to a temperature rise of 175 mK: 

𝐄𝐪𝐮𝐚𝐭𝐢𝐨𝐧 𝟔:        Δ𝑇 =
𝐴𝑒

𝜌𝐶𝑉
 ≈  175 mK 
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This temperature rise will in turn induce an initial pressure rise of  ~0.3 MPa: 

𝐄𝐪𝐮𝐚𝐭𝐢𝐨𝐧 𝟕:        𝑃0 = 𝛤𝐴𝑒  ≈ 0.3 MPa 

Where, Γ is the gruneissen parameter calculated as:  

𝐄𝐪𝐮𝐚𝐭𝐢𝐨𝐧 𝟖:        𝛤 =
𝛽

𝜅𝜌𝐶𝑉
=

𝛽𝑉𝑠
2

𝐶𝑃
≈ 0.9 

 

Table 1: Material Properties of polystyrene [2] and melanin solution in DMSO [4] 

 Polystyrene Melanin in DMSO  

Density 𝜌 (kg/m3) 1050 1095 

Specific heat capacity 𝐶𝑝 (J/kg K) 1400 1968 

Thermal conductivity K (W/m-K) .034 0.6 

Sound speed 𝑣 (m/s) 2350 1489 

Isothermal compressibility 𝜅 (1/Pa) 220e-12 45.4e-11 

Volumetric expansion coefficient (1/K) 2.1e-4 8.8e-4 

 

References: 
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