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Assessing tumor contrast in radiographically
dense breast tissue using Diffuse Optical
Spectroscopic Imaging (DOSI)
Anaïs Leproux1, Amanda Durkin1, Montana Compton1, Albert E Cerussi1, Enrico Gratton2 and Bruce J Tromberg1*
Abstract

Introduction: Radiographic density adversely affects the performance of X-ray mammography and can be
particularly problematic in younger and high-risk women. Because of this limitation, there is significant ongoing
effort to develop alternative cancer screening and detection strategies for this population. This pilot study evaluates
the potential of Diffuse Optical Spectroscopic Imaging (DOSI) to image known tumors in dense breast tissue.

Methods: We performed a retrospective analysis on 24 radiographically dense breast cancer subjects measured
with DOSI over a four-year period (Breast Imaging Reporting and Data System - BI-RADS, category 3 and 4, average
age = 39 ± 7.6, average maximum size 31 ± 17 mm). Two previously-described DOSI contrast functions, the tissue optical
index (TOI) and the specific tumor component (STC), which are based upon the concentrations and spectral signatures of
hemoglobin, water and lipids, respectively, were used to form 2D optical images of breast tumors.

Results: Using TOI and STC, 21 out of 24 breast tumors were found to be statistically different from the surrounding
highly vascularized dense tissue and to be distinguishable from the areolar region. For these patients, the tumor to
normal contrast was 2.6 ± 1.2 (range 1.3 to 5.5) and 10.0 ± 7.5 (range 3.3 to 26.4) for TOI and STC, respectively. STC
images were particularly useful in eliminating metabolic background from the retroareolar region which led to
identification of two out of four retroareolar tumors.

Conclusions: Using both the abundance and the disposition of the tissue chromophores recovered from the DOSI
measurements, we were able to observe tumor contrast relative to dense breast tissue. These preliminary results suggest
that DOSI spectral characterization strategies may provide new information content that could help imaging breast
tumors in radiographically dense tissue and in particular in the areolar complex.
Introduction
Tumors and glandular tissue have a similar dense appear-
ance on mammography, making it difficult to distinguish
metabolically active normal breast tissue from cancer. As
a result, the performance of mammography in women
with high breast density is poor [1,2]. While the overall
sensitivity of mammography is about 75% and can be as
high as about 90% in postmenopausal fatty breasts, it
drastically drops to about 50% and 30% in women with
heterogeneous and extremely dense breasts, respectively
[3-5]. Younger and high-risk women who tend to have
denser breasts are particularly impacted by this limitation.
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Given these difficulties, there are conflicting opinions re-
garding the use of mammography. The National Cancer
Control Network (NCCN) recommends annual screening
for women over 40, while the U.S. Preventative Services
Task Force concluded that the risk of false positives and
complications from biopsies is too high for screening
mammography in pre- and peri-menopausal women, that
is, up to age 50 [6]. Although the risk of breast cancer is
low in this population, women in their 40s account for at
least a quarter of breast cancer diagnoses and up to 17%
of breast cancer deaths each year [6]. The National Cancer
Institute estimates that up to 20% of all breast cancers,
roughly 40,000/year in the U.S., are not discovered by
screening mammography. Moreover, breast cancer at a
young age tends to be more aggressive and less likely to
respond to treatment as compared to breast cancer in
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older women [7]. This stresses the importance of early de-
tection of breast cancer in women with dense breast tissue.
Detection and characterization of tumors in dense breasts

have been investigated using several alternative approaches,
such as magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), ultrasonography
(UN), digital mammography and positron emission tomog-
raphy (PET) [4,8-14]. Digital mammography has been
shown to have better tumor detectability in dense breasts
[13] compared to older film-based systems. The overall de-
tection rate, however, is still moderate in younger and high-
risk subjects [4]. Previous studies have shown that adding
screening ultrasound to mammography can improve over-
all performance in dense breasts [4,8,11], and that breast
MRI is generally not limited by breast density [12]. How-
ever, there are concerns that the use of both MRI and US
may increase false positive rates. Breast-dedicated PET has
been shown not to be independent of breast density and to
have a better specificity than MRI [14]. However, PET relies
on the injection of a radioactive tracer in the patient’s body.
Optical imaging has been predicted to improve sensitivity

and specificity in dense breast tissues, but this has not yet
been well established. Most published optical studies focus-
ing on lesion detection and characterization were performed
in heterogeneous breast density populations [15-21]. In-
creased hemoglobin and water content, as well as decreased
lipid content were observed in tumors compared to normal
surrounding breast tissue. Most studies have shown that
tumor contrast in hemoglobin concentration is the strongest
detection marker of tumors [22]. Mammographically dense
breast tissue also contains higher hemoglobin content, as a
result of the increased metabolic activity of fibro-glandular
tissues with respect to fatty breast tissue. This can minimize
the tumor to normal hemoglobin contrast limiting the ef-
fectiveness of Diffuse Optical Spectroscopic Imaging (DOSI)
and related optical imaging techniques to identify tumors in
dense breasts. There are few optical imaging studies that
have examined mammographically dense breast tissue. For
example, Taroni et al. proposed an optical index that corre-
lates with mammographic density [23]. This index is de-
rived from water, collagen and lipid content, combined with
a tissue scattering parameter, and is measured using time-
resolved transmittance spectroscopy. Blackmore et al. and
Blyschak et al. investigated the correlation between mam-
mographic density and optical transillumination spectros-
copy [24,25]. The objective of these studies was to assess
breast density as an indicator for breast cancer risk. To our
knowledge, the visualization, detection or characterization of
tumors in dense breast tissue has never been investigated
using optical techniques.
In this paper, we present a pilot study that prospectively

assesses the potential of DOSI to image breast cancer in 24
patients with dense parenchymal tissue of Breast Imaging
Reporting and Data System (BI-RADS) 3 and 4 using two
relatively new contrast functions. DOSI measures breast
tissue physiological properties and composition (for ex-
ample, tissue concentration of oxy- and deoxyhemoglobin,
water and lipid). The DOSI method employed in this study
is based on mapping tissue absorption and scattering spec-
tra (650 to 1,000 nm) [26] acquired using a hand-held
probe scanned over approximately 50 to 100 discrete loca-
tions on the breast for each subject. A tissue optical index
(TOI) that is sensitive to the metabolic activity of breast tis-
sue can be derived from these physiological properties
[17]. Moreover, using a double differential spectroscopy
technique, signatures of specific tumor components (STC)
can be obtained. The STC is based on detecting small
spectral shifts that are hypothesized to be related to the
unique disposition of chromophores present in malignant
tumors but not in normal or benign tissues [27]. Our
results suggest that there is complementary informa-
tion from TOI and STC regarding tissue breast tissue me-
tabolism and composition. Together, these contrast
functions were able to significantly discriminate 21 out
of 24 breast tumors from highly vascularized dense tis-
sue. These preliminary findings support the idea that
DOSI spectral characterization strategies may provide
new information content that could potentially support
breast cancer detection in radiographically dense tissue.

Methods
DOSI instrument
A description of the basic components of our DOSI instru-
ment has been previously presented [28,29]. Briefly, DOSI
consists of a combined frequency-domain photon migration
(FDPM) component and a broadband steady-state (SS)
component integrated together to produce broadband ab-
sorption and scattering spectra of tissues from 650 to 1,000
nm. The FDPM component uses six laser diodes (Blue Sky
Research, Sanyo, Mitsubishi, Japan) at the wavelengths 658,
682, 785, 810, 830 and 850 nm. The breast is illuminated se-
quentially by each laser diode, which is intensity-modulated
at 401 modulation frequencies swept from 50 to 600 MHz.
The back-scattered light is detected by an avalanche photo-
diode (Hamamatsu model C5658 module, customized with
S6045-03 APD, Hamamatsu Photonics K.K., Solid State Div-
ision, 1126-1 Ichino-cho, Higashi-ku, Hamamatsu City 435-
8558, JAPAN) mounted inside a hand-held probe. The SS
component uses a high-intensity tungsten-halogen source
(Mikropack model HL-2000-HP-FHSA, Ocean Optics, Inc.,
830 Douglas Ave, Dunedin, FL 34698, USA) to illuminate
the tissue and the back-scattered light is detected by a
grating-based spectrometer (650 to 1,000 nm, 1,024 pixels,
BWTek model 611E, B&W Tek, Inc., 19 Shea Way, New-
ark, DE 19713, USA). The FDPM and SS sources are
coupled by optical fibers mounted into the hand-held probe.
The separation between source and detector fibers was 28
mm for both FDPM and SS with fibers placed in an overlap-
ping geometry [17].
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FDPM and SS data are combined to provide broadband
absorption (μa) and reduced scattering (μs’) spectra from
650 to 1,000 nm. In the FDPM measurement, the phase and
amplitude of the remitted light are recorded as functions of
modulation frequency and fit to a diffusive model of light
transport (semi-infinite boundary conditions) to recover μa
and μs’ at each of the six laser wavelengths. SS broadband
spectra were converted into absolute absorption spectra
using two simple steps. First, the spectral shape of the re-
duced scattering spectrum is assumed to follow a power law
of the form μs’ = Aμ-sp, where A is the scatter amplitude
and sp is the scatter power, or the exponent of the scattering
spectrum. The power-law fit to the FDPM discrete laser
diode spectrum provides a scatter correction for the SS re-
flectance spectrum. We then fit the SS reflectance intensity
at each of the laser diode wavelengths to the reflectance cal-
culated from the FDPM-measured absolute absorption
values. Thus, the SS reflectance spectrum intensity is scaled
using the FDPM discrete laser diode measurements. The ab-
solute absorption spectrum is then extracted by fitting the
corrected reflectance spectrum to a diffusion reflectance
model [29,30].

Spectral analysis
Spectral analysis is performed on the absorption data assum-
ing that the absorption in normal breast is caused mainly by
the tissue concentration (ct) of four main chromophores:
deoxyhemoglobin (ctHHb), oxyhemoglobin (ctO2Hb), water
(ctH2O) and bulk lipid. We recover these chromophore con-
centrations by fitting a linear combination of their basis mo-
lecular extinction coefficient spectra to the scatter-corrected
absorption spectrum [31]. ATOI representative of tissue me-
tabolism has been introduced previously [17]: TOI = ctHHb
x ctH2O/lipid. The TOI is typically used to identify the func-
tional/spatial extent of the lesion [17,32] and areola.
The STC is determined by taking the difference between

sample (that is, tumor) and reference (that is, healthy) tissue
absorption spectra and analyzing the residuals of the fit of
this first differential to the four-component basis chromo-
phores of breast tissue. Details of this method have been
reported [33,34]. Briefly, the first differential (between tumor
and healthy tissue absorption spectra tissue) provides a
spectrum that removes spectral components common to
both tissues. The second differential (between the aforemen-
tioned first differential and its fit to the four-chromophore
basis spectra) provides a spectrum containing the additional
contributions of chromophores not accounted in this fit.
This second differential fit is not to be confused with “second
derivative spectroscopy” where derivatives of the measured
intensity are fit to derivatives of the basis chromophore spec-
tra to obtain concentrations of the basis components. Ra-
ther, localized subtle spectral features not described by the
basis spectra are detected by fitting differences in absorp-
tion to the basis spectra of oxy- and deoxyhemoglobin,
water and lipid in one molecular state. Thus, the residual
of the chromophore fit to the first differential, known as
the STC spectrum, emphasizes the contributions of other
chromophores not accounted in the basis spectra fit (for
example, met-hemoglobin), and contains information on
shifts of water and lipid peaks that correlate with different
molecular states that differ between the sample and refer-
ence locations.
In order to quantify the STC spectrum, an STC index

was defined by the sum of all local residual variances Lk
calculated over five specific spectral regions [33]:

STCindex ¼
X5
k¼1

Lk ¼
X5
k¼1

X
i

STCi λi; x; yð Þ2=Nk

 !

ð1Þ
The local variance Lk is a function of the position on the

breast given by x and y coordinates. The index k indicates
a given spectral region and Nk indicates the total number
of wavelengths in the spectral region. STCi(λi, x, y) is the
value of the STC spectra at a given wavelength. The spec-
tral regions are as follows: 650 to 665 nm, 730 to 800 nm,
875 to 930 nm, 930 to 960 nm and 980 to 990 nm. These
five regions have been defined empirically to maximize the
differences between tumor and normal [33].
Using the TOI and STC index for each spatial measure-

ment point of the breast (see below for measurement de-
scription), TOI and STC index maps can be obtained [34].

Breast density
Breast density is often expressed using the BI-RADS.
The BI-RADS classification system defines four categories
for breast density, qualitatively based on the relative
amounts of fat and dense fibroglandular tissue observed
in a mammogram. BI-RADS 1 refers to almost entirely
fatty tissue; BI-RADS 2 refers to scattered fibroglandular
densities that could potentially obscure a lesion; BI-RADS
3 refers to a heterogeneously dense breast type and the
sensitivity of mammography may be lowered; BI-RADS 4
refers to an extremely dense breast type that will lower
the sensitivity of mammography [1].

Subject selection and measurement procedure
A retrospective analysis was conducted on 24 breast cancer
subjects (average age = 39 ± 7.6, range 25 to 50) who were
measured with DOSI between 2007 and 2011 and met the
criteria of breast tumors and dense breast tissue BI-RADS
3 and 4. Subject information is shown in Additional file 1.
Lesion pathology was determined by core biopsy: the
study included 17 invasive ductal carcinomas (IDC), 5
invasive lobular carcinomas (ILC) and 2 ductal carcinomas
in situ (DCIS). Breast density was determined from mam-
mography: 16 subjects had extremely dense breast tissue
(BI-RADS 4), 7 subjects had heterogeneously dense breast
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tissue (BI-RADS 3). The breast density information was
not available for one subject: this subject was included in
the study as her tumor was retroareolar and was not
visible in mammography. Out of these 24 subjects, 21
were premenopausal, 2 were perimenopausal and 1 was
postmenopausal. The lesion sizes and locations were
determined by ultrasound examination and ranged from 8
to 70 mm with an average maximum size of 31 ± 17 mm.
All subjects provided informed written consent under
protocols approved by Institutional Review Board of the
University of California, Irvine.
DOSI measurements were performed using a standard

protocol [32]. The normal contralateral breast of five
subjects was not measured with DOSI, though ipsilateral
normal tissue was measured for all subjects. All subjects
were measured in a supine position. The DOSI probe
was placed against the breast tissue, and sequential mea-
surements were taken in a rectangular grid pattern using
10-mm spacing. Broadband absorption and reduced scat-
tering spectra (650 to 1,000 nm) were measured at each
location. The dimension of the grids ranged from 3 x 9 to
10 x 9 cm2 for the normal contralateral breast and from
5 x 9 to 13 x 13 cm2 for the ipsilateral breast. For better
visualization, the DOSI images presented in this paper
are interpolated images.

Data analysis
The areola was included, partly or entirely, in the field of
view of the DOSI images in 20 out of the 24 subjects.
For data analysis, the areolar regions were defined in the
TOI images and on the actual physical size of the areola.
The tumor region was defined around the peak values in
the TOI and STC index images and using the tumor size
given by the ultrasound examination. The normal tissue
in the ipsilateral breast was defined as the field of view
excluding the tumor and areola regions and an additional
1 cm wide zone around these regions. The tumor to
normal (T/N) contrast was defined by the average value in
the tumor region divided by the average value in the
background normal tissue region [35].
In the box plots presented in this paper, the box

represents the standard deviation and median of the
depicted values, the bar represents the total range
(minimum to maximum), and the square represents the
average value.
In the DOSI images, we refer to as “Cancelled Areolas”

the areola regions for which the DOSI signal is found
statistically lower than the signal from the tumor. Visually,
this corresponds to a highly attenuated signal at the areola
regions in the DOSI image due to the STC spectral pro-
cessing. Otherwise, we refer to the cases as “Not Cancelled
Areola”. We expect better identification of tumors in the
cases of “Cancelled Areola” as the areolar signal does not
obscure the signal from the tumor.
Consent section
Written informed consent was obtained from the patients
for publication of this manuscript and accompanying im-
ages. Copies of the written consents are available for review
by the Editor-in-Chief of this journal.

Statistical analysis
Statistical significance between the two groups was
performed using a one-tailed Wilcoxon test at alpha = 0.05.
The statistical significance between tumor and normal

dense tissue was established in the TOI and STC index
images of each patient in several steps. First, the statistical
significance of the difference between tumor and normal
tissue, as defined in the Data analysis section, was assessed
for both the STC and TOI datasets of each patient. Then,
for the subset of STC and TOI data exhibiting statistical
significance, we rejected the cases of missed tumors, which
we defined as cases where the signal from the normal tissue
was greater than from tumor tissue. For this resulting
subset of data, we determined the statistical signifi-
cance between tumor and areola regions in the case of
areolar tumors. Two areolar tumors that were not visu-
ally separated from the areola were also excluded from
the analysis. The number of STC and TOI datasets
exhibiting statistical difference between tumor and normal
dense breast tissue were based upon the final resulting
datasets of this process.

Results
We depict in Figure 1 the DOSI measurement process
of patient #3, a 39-year-old premenopausal female with
a 21 mm IDC in the upper outer part of her left breast.
Figure 1A presents the left craniocaudal view of the
mammogram of this patient. She was assessed with
BI-RADS 3 mammographic density. The arrow points at
the tumor location. Figure 1B illustrates the 60 x 60 mm2

DOSI measurement grid performed on this patient relative
to the tumor position and size, and areola. Figure 1C shows
the scatter-corrected absorption spectra of a tumor lo-
cation (dotted line) and a normal healthy tissue location
(solid line) of this breast. The lesion has a substantially
higher absorption than the normal breast tissue with
elevated hemoglobin (mainly 650 to 850 nm) and water
(mainly 950 to 1,000 nm) [17]. Figure 1D presents the
resulting TOI image of this measurement; note that this
image is not normalized. An area with increased TOI value
is observed and corresponds to the tumor location known
from ultrasound. Figure 1E presents the STC spectra of the
same tumor and normal tissue locations as shown in
Figure 1C. The tumor STC spectrum (dashed line) contains
greater peaks in absolute value in the hemoglobin region
and in the water region as compared to the normal tissue
STC spectrum (solid line) [27]. This can be interpreted as
the tumor region having greater malignant components



Figure 1 DOSI measurement with typical recovered absorption and STC spectra in tumor and normal tissue. A) Mammogram, left
craniocaudal view, of a 39-year-old female subject with a 21 mm IDC in the left breast with a BI-RADS 3 density. The arrow points at the tumor.
B) Schematic of the DOSI measurement grid for this subject. DOSI measurement locations are 10 mm apart in x and y directions. For this subject,
the 60 x 60 mm2 grid covers the lesion and some normal tissue. C) Absorption spectra in lesion (dotted line), and background (solid line). D) TOI
map. E) STC spectra in lesion (dotted line), and background (solid line). F) STC index map. Increased TOI and STC index values are found in the
tumor area, highlighted with the dash line circle. BI-RADS, Breast Imaging Reporting and Data System; DOSI, Diffuse Optical Spectroscopic
Imaging; IDC, Invasive ductal carcinomas; STC, Specific tumor component; TOI, Tissue optical index.
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than the surrounding healthy tissue. Figure 1F shows
the corresponding STC index image of this measure-
ment. An increased STC index value is observed in the
tumor region [36]. Note that the TOI and STC index maps
are top-down views.
Figure 2 illustrates a challenging case confounded by

the dense areola tissue. The subject is a 49-year-old
premenopausal female with IDC in the upper outer quad-
rant of the left breast and with a breast density of BI-RADS
4 (Patient #5). Figure 2A shows the mammogram of the
ipsilateral breast of this subject in the medio-craniocaudal
view. Figure 2B shows the schematic representation of the
DOSI measurement. Figure 2C, D presents the TOI and
STC index images of the ipsilateral breast, respectively, and
Figure 2G, H presents the TOI and STC index images of
the normal breast, respectively. In Figure 2C, we observe a
global increase in TOI value in the whole field of view.
However, the tumor (dashed line) shows the highest TOI
values. The TOI variations observed around the tumor and
areola (solid line) regions are most probably due to normal



Figure 2 DOSI results of subject #5, IDC in the left breast, breast density BI-RADS 4. (A) Mammogram, left medio-craniocaudal view. The arrow
highlights the tumor location. (B) Schematic representation of the DOSI measurement in the ipsilateral breast. (C) TOI map of the ipsilateral breast.
(D) STC index map of the ipsilateral breast. (E) TOI values in tumor, areola and normal tissue of the ipsilateral breast. (F) STC index values in tumor,
areola and normal tissue of the ipsilateral breast. (G) TOI map of the contralateral breast. (H) STC index map of the contralateral breast. The square
represents the nipple location. The areolas are highlighted with the solid line circle, and the tumor by the dash line circle. BI-RADS, Breast Imaging
Reporting and Data System; DOSI, Diffuse Optical Spectroscopic Imaging; STC, Specific tumor component; TOI, Tissue optical index.
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physiology of this highly dense breast tissue. Because the
enhancements from the tumor and glandular tissue are
connected, this tumor is difficult to observe in the TOI
image. In Figure 2D, we observe an increase in STC index
value mainly in the tumor region. TOI fluctuations are also
present in the background but are negligible compared to
the signal from the lesion. Note that there is insufficient
contrast in the STC index map to reveal the areola.
Figure 2E, F show the box plots of the TOI and STC
index values of tumor, areola and normal tissue in the
ipsilateral breast. As visually observed in Figure 2C,
the highest TOI values are found in the tumor, but the
areola and normal background tissue also exhibit high
TOI values. Figure 2F shows that the STC signal from the
tumor is dominant over the normal dense breast tissue
including the areola, as visually observed in Figure 2D.
Figure 2G, H shows the TOI and STC index maps, re-
spectively, of the contralateral breast of this subject.
The areola region and glandular tissue are again mainly
observed in the TOI image.
We present in Figure 3 a more challenging case of a

retroaerolar lesion not detected by mammography. This
subject (patient #17) is a 42-year-old postmenopausal
female with a 23 mm retroareolar IDC at 6 to 7 o’clock in
the right breast. Figure 3A presents the mammogram of
this breast in the craniocaudal view, and Figure 3B shows
the DOSI measurement configuration. In Figure 3C, we
observe a general increase of TOI in an extended region
of the areola (the boundary of the areola is depicted by the
solid line). The lesion, highlighted by the dashed line, can-
not reliably be discriminated from the areola in this TOI
map. In Figure 3D, we observe an increase in STC index
value in the tumor region, which is overlaid by the areola
region. Figure 3E, F presents the box plots of the TOI and
STC index values of tumor, areola and normal tissue in
the ipsilateral breast. In these plots, the areola region
excludes the area of the tumor. In Figure 3E, the peak
TOI value is observed at the tumor location, but both the
areola and the tumor have similar TOI values, and the
areola and tumor cannot be spatially separated. The plot
in Figure 3F illustrates that the STC signal from the tumor
is different from the STC signal from the areola and normal
background tissue. This difference is statistically significant
(Wilcoxon test at alpha = 0.05, P-value <0.01). Figure 3F
also shows that the STC values from background and areola
range similarly, implying that the STC contrast function
may be insensitive to breast tissue density for this patient
[34]. Figure 3G, H shows the TOI and STC index maps,
respectively, of the contralateral breast of this subject. The
areola, contained within the solid line, is observed in the
TOI map but has a very low STC index signal. The contra-
lateral STC index maps show little enhancement from the
areola, suggesting that the increased values observed in the
ipsilateral STC index are mainly due to the tumor.
Table 1 reports the average (standard deviation and range)
of the mean ctO2Hb, ctHHb, H2O, lipid and TOI con-
centrations in the tumor, normal healthy breast tissue,
and areolar tissue. Elevated blood, water and TOI as
well as decreased lipid content are on average observed
in tumors and areolas compared to normal dense breast
tissue. The mean DOSI parameter differences between
tumor and normal dense tissue are all statistically signifi-
cant (Wilcoxon test at alpha = 0.05, P <0.01), while only
oxyhemoglobin is statistically different between tumor
and areolar tissue (Wilcoxon test at alpha = 0.05, P <0.01).
Figure 4 presents the normalized TOI and STC index
values for the 24 subjects in tumor, background and
areola. We observe that the background signal from
dense breast tissue is on average lower in the STC index
images than in the TOI images.
Statistically, 20 out of 24 lesions were significantly

different from the background normal tissue in the TOI
images (Wilcoxon test at alpha = 0.05, P-value <0.04)
and 22 out of 24 lesions in the STC index images
(Wilcoxon test at alpha = 0.05, P-value <0.04). For four
subjects, the signal from the tumor was statistically differ-
ent either in the TOI image or in the STC index image.
Only one lesion was found not statistically different from
the background in both the TOI and STC index images.
This lesion is a 16 mm DCIS tumor in a 25-year-old subject
with breast density of BI-RADS 4. An enhancement at the
tumor location was nevertheless observed in the TOI image
with a contrast of 1.3.
Unrelated to the statistical difference between tumor

and background normal tissue, the tumor region could
not be visually spatially separated from the areolar re-
gion in six patients in the TOI image and in two patients
in the STC index image due to the extended presence of
glandular tissue. For the tumors statistically different from
normal dense breast tissue and spatially indistinguishable
from the areola, the mean T/N contrast was 2.6 ± 1.2
(range 1.3 to 5.5) and 10.0 ± 7.5 (range 3.3 to 26.4) in the
TOI and STC index maps, respectively.
Among the four areolar lesions, two were not discrimi-

nated from the areola in both the TOI and STC index
images. In one subject, the lesion was separated from
the areola in both the TOI and STC index images. In the
last subject, shown in Figure 3, the lesion could not be
distinguished from the areola in the TOI image, but was
clearly resolved from the areola in the STC index image.
We observed an attenuated STC signal from the glandular
tissue including the areolar region in 11 subjects out of the
20 with the areola in the field of view, as seen for instance
in patients presented in Figures 2 and 3.

Discussion
Using the TOI and STC index, 21 out of 24 breast tumors
were found to be statistically different from the surrounding



Figure 3 DOSI results of subject #17, a 42 y.o. woman with a retroareolar 23 mm IDC. (A) Mammogram, left craniocaudal view. (B) Schematic
representation of the DOSI measurement. (C) TOI map of the ipsilateral breast. (D) STC index map of the ipsilateral breast. (E) TOI values in tumor,
areola and normal tissue of the ipsilateral breast. (F) STC index values in tumor, areola and normal tissue of the ipsilateral breast. (G) TOI map of the
contralateral breast. (H) STC index map of the contralateral breast. The square represents the nipple location. The areolas are highlighted with the solid
line circle, and the tumor by the dash line circle. IDC, Invasive ductal carcinomas; STC, Specific tumor component; TOI, Tissue optical index.
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normal dense breast tissue and to be distinguishable from
the areolar region. Two out of the four areolar lesions were
discriminated from the areolar region in the optical images.
Drastic attenuation of the STC signal from the areola and
dense breast tissue was observed in 11 out of the 20
subjects who had the areola in the field of view.
Dense breast is characterized by a relatively high fibro-

glandular-to-lipid tissue ratio compared to normal breast.



Table 1 Average and standard deviation (minimum to
maximum) of the mean chromophore values in tumor
and normal breast tissue

Tumor Normal Areola

ctO2Hb 26.8* ± 10.7 17.8 ± 4.9 20.1** ± 5.9

(9.9 to 59.1) (9.7 to 32.9) (10.7 to 33.2)

ctHHb 8.3* ± 2.1 5.4 ± 1.2 8.1† ± 3.0

(4.1 to 11.8) (3.7 to 8.5) (4.8 to 17.0)

H2O 37.9* ± 12.9 26.9 ± 10.3 45.4† ± 11.7

(17.7 to 66.5) (17.0 to 64.3) (25.1 to 76.6)

lipid 58.2* ± 11.3 65.9 ± 11.3 51.6† ± 10.6

(35.4 to 88.6) (32.4 to 95.4) (28.6 to 71.9)

TOI 6.8* ± 5.5 2.9 ± 3.4 9.5† ± 8.2

(1.3 to 25.1) (0.9 to 18.1) (1.8 to 38.0)

STC 1,968.9* ± 3,701.0 336.2 ± 900.2 935.1 ± 1,688.3

(21.3 to 16,509.9) (16.1 to 4,450.0) (21.9 to 7,085.9)

*, **, † denote a statistically significant difference (Wilcoxon test at alpha = 0.05,
P <0.01) between tumor and normal, between tumor and areola, and between
areola and normal, respectively. ctO2Hb, Concentration of oxy-hemoglobin (μM);
ctHHB, Concentration of deoxyhemoglobin (μM); STC, Specific tumor
component; TOI, Tissue optical index.
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The tissue chromophore concentrations presented in Table 1
support this observation and agree with O’Sullivan et al.
who reported a significant difference in deoxyhemoglobin,
TOI and water between pre- and post-menopausal patients
[37]. These changes reflect the greater vascular density,
water content and metabolic activity of dense breast tissue
[38]. The elevated mean deoxyhemoglobin and water con-
tent found in highly glandular areolar tissue, (Table 1), is
also consistent with this concept.
A total of 16 out of 24 tumors were statistically different

from the background dense breast tissue and could be
distinguished from the areola region in the TOI map only.
For these 16 tumors, the TOI T/N contrast was 2.6 ± 1.2
(range 1.3 to 5.5). For comparison, the areola to normal
Figure 4 Box plot of the TOI and STC index in tumor, areola and norm
tissue of the ipsilateral breast. (B) STC index values in the visible tumor, are
component; TOI, Tissue optical index.
contrast in TOI was 3.1 ± 2.3 (range 1.1 to 8.4). Although
TOI contrast may exist between tumor and glandular
tissue, a high TOI signal is not exclusive to tumor and
can be observed in fibroglandular tissue. Significant in-
creases in mean hemoglobin, water and TOI, and de-
creases in mean lipids were observed in tumors relative to
normal breast tissue, see Table 1. These differences
are a direct result of tumor physiology and metabolism,
including angiogenesis, cellular proliferation (often very
high in young patients) and edema [15,17,39]. However,
mean deoxyhemoglobin, water and lipid content was com-
parable for tumor and areola regions. These results suggest
that even though contrast in TOI should be observable
between tumor and glandular tissue, the highly-dense
areolar complex may impact tumor to normal contrast.
This explains why only 16 out of the 24 tumors were
distinguishable from the normal dense breast tissue in
the TOI images.
The STC index quantifies small spectral shifts present

in the NIR absorption spectra of lesions that are believed
to be related to the unique molecular disposition of
chromophores present in malignant tumors [40,41]. STC
tumor to normal contrast is based upon the extent to
which the different molecular environment in tumor
versus healthy tissue is able to induce distortions in pure
component spectra [42,43]. As a result, the STC has spe-
cificity for malignant tumor tissue and not for normal
glandular/fibroglandular structures. The STC index is
thus less sensitive to breast density than the TOI. This
explains why STC values for 20 (versus 16 for the TOI)
out of 24 tumors were statistically different from normal
dense breast tissue and why STC index maps could be used
to identify tumors in the areolar region. The STC index
T/N contrast was 10.0 ± 7.2 (range 3.3 to 26.4), 3.8-fold
higher than TOI T/N values. For comparison, the STC
areola to normal contrast was 7.4 ± 17.9 (range 0.3 to 87.3).
Even though the absolute contrast in areola is on average
al tissue. (A) TOI values in the visible tumor, areola and normal
ola and normal tissue of the ipsilateral breast. STC, Specific tumor



Figure 5 Box plot of STC index: no contrast in 11 out of 20
areolas. STC index values in the background normal tissue, STC
Cancelled Areola, STC Not Cancelled Areola, and visible tumor.
The number of patients for each region of interest is shown
above each box. STC, Specific tumor component.

Leproux et al. Breast Cancer Research 2013, 15:R89 Page 10 of 12
http://breast-cancer-research.com/content/15/5/R89
higher in the STC index images than in the TOI images
(7.4 versus 3.1, respectively), the mean values in the areola
relative to the tumor are lower in the STC index images
than in the TOI images (0.4 ± 0.2 and 0.2 ± 0.2, respect-
ively; see Figure 4). We also observe in Figure 4 that the
background signal from the dense normal breast tissue in
the STC index images is on average lower than the back-
ground normal signal in the TOI images (0.17 ± 0.10 and
0.06 ± 0.05, respectively). Figure 3 presents the case of an
areolar tumor that was not detected using mammography.
Even though TOI tumor to background contrast is
observed at the tumor region, the lesion cannot be
discriminated from the areola in the TOI image. The
featureless STC index map of the opposite normal breast
suggests that the STC is not sensitive to the areolar sig-
nal of this subject. As a result, we can assume that the
STC index enhancement observed in the tumor breast
(and, more specifically, at the tumor area as predicted by
ultrasound (US)) is primarily due to the tumor. Similar at-
tenuation of the areola region occurred in 11 out of 20 sub-
jects and did not correlate with BI-RADS breast density.
The areola measurements were divided into two sub-

categories according to the DOSI enhancement. In the
case of a highly attenuated DOSI signal, the areolas are
referred to as “Cancelled Areola”; otherwise, the areolas
are referred to as “Not Cancelled Areola”. We observed
1 and 11 cases of “Cancelled Areolas” in the TOI and STC
index images, respectively. The TOI case of “Cancelled
Areola” was found in a peri-menopausal woman with high
breast density (BI-RADS 4). High TOI signal is usually
seen in the areola complex of similar breast tissue type.
For this particular case, we suspect the tumor had ex-
ceptionally high metabolic activity that was driving the
unusually elevated TOI tumor values relative to normal
dense tissue. The tumor had a Tubular Nuclear Mitotic
(TNM) score of 9/9, which potentially supports this con-
jecture. Unfortunately, other specific details of the tumor
pathology, such as hormone receptor and HER2 status, or
ki67 index were not available for this patient. Figure 5
summarizes the STC index values in background normal
tissue, lesion and areola. This plot shows that the STC sig-
nal from the “Cancelled Areola” is in the same range as
the signal from the background normal tissue. In these
cases, the STC index is only sensitive to the tumor and
the dense glandular breast tissue of the areola is similar to
the background healthy tissue. Since the areolar region
contains the densest glandular tissue of the breast, this re-
sult suggests that DOSI has the potential to detect tumors
in some young and very dense breast where other imaging
modalities may fail.
The underlying reason for the cancellation of glandular

tissue in the STC index maps of only 11 out of 20 subjects
is not yet fully understood. One possibility is that the
metabolic activity occurring in the fibroglandular
normal tissue of premenopausal women may be in-
volved. Breast parenchyma is known to change
throughout the menstrual cycle. This may result in
changes for certain chromophores, such as water, in the
glandular tissue that could be misclassified as malignant tis-
sue. A modified STC index would be required to compen-
sate for these variations. Another possibility is that the
spectral bands used for the calculation of the STC index
are not optimal for tumor identification. More work is re-
quired to refine the choices of these bands to obtain an
index purely unique to malignant tumors. This should im-
prove the STC index capabilities to reliably visualize all tu-
mors in dense breast tissue by fully attenuating the signal
from glandular tissue.
While only the TOI and STC index were investigated

in this work, other combinations of variables will be
explored in future research.
The average maximum dimension of the tumors included

in this study was 31 mm (range 12 to 70 mm). It is of im-
portance to be able to also visualize smaller breast cancers.
By our protocol criteria, we measure tumors that are at
least 10 mm in the greatest dimension. In this study, we
investigated these tumors as a proof of the concept that
DOSI contrast could be obtained in tumors located in
dense breasts. The impact of tumor depth was also not
addressed in this work because the DOSI probe incorpo-
rated a single imaging view. We expect that some of the
results presented in this study may vary depending upon
tumor depth and size. However, we suspect that the STC
signal is less susceptible to depth dependent variation than
the TOI. This is due to the fact that STC contrast is highly
sensitive to small differences in normalized spectral fea-
tures while TOI contrast is based on absolute differences
in T/N spectral amplitudes.
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Conclusion
In summary, the high spectral content of DOSI measure-
ments can be used to create complementary contrast func-
tions based on the abundance and disposition of intrinsic
tissue chromophores. These features may be useful in tumor
detection and diagnosis in difficult to access dense breast re-
gions, such as the areolar complex and other highly
vascularized, metabolically active glandular structures.

Additional file

Additional file 1: Subject and tumor information.

Abbreviations
BI-RADS: Breast Imaging Reporting and Data System; ctH2O: Amount of water
(%); ctHHb: Concentration of deoxy-hemoglobin (μM); ctO2Hb: Concentration of
oxy-hemoglobin (μM); DCIS: Ductal carcinomas in situ; DOSI: Diffuse Optical
Spectroscopic Imaging; ER: Estrogen receptor; FDPM: Frequency-domain photon
migration; HER2: c-erbB2; IDC: Invasive ductal carcinomas; ILC: Invasive lobular
carcinomas; L: Left; NA: Not applicable; NAv: Not available; peri: Perimenopausal;
PET: Positron emission tomography; post: Postmenopausal; PR: Progesterone
receptor; pre: Premenopausal; R: Right; SS: Steady-state (SS); STC: Specific tumor
component; TOI: Tissue optical index; T/N: Tumor to normal; TNM: Tubular
Nuclear Mitotic score.

Competing interests
BT, AC, and EG report patents and disclosures, owned by the University of
California, which are related to the optical technology and analysis methods
described in this work. The other authors do not have competing interests. The
diffuse optical imaging instrumentation described was constructed in a university
laboratory and this research was completed using federal grant support.

Authors’ contributions
AL designed the study, acquired the data, carried out the data processing
and analysis, and drafted the manuscript. AFD and MC assisted with data
acquisition and patients’ accrual. AEC and BJT were involved in the
interpretation of results. AEC, EG and BJT conceived of the study and helped
to draft the manuscript. BJT participated in the study design and
coordination. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
The authors wish to thank the patients who generously volunteered for this study.
Beckman Laser Institute programmatic support from the Arnold and Mabel
Beckman Foundation is gratefully acknowledged.
This work was supported by National Institutes of Health Grants P41RR01192
and P41EB015890 (Laser Microbeam and Medical Program: LAMMP),
U54-CA105480 (Network for Translational Research in Optical Imaging:
NTROI), U54-CA136400, R01-CA142989, NCI-2P30CA62203 (University of
California, Irvine Cancer Center Support Grant), Air Force Research
Laboratory Agreement Number FA9550-04-1-0101, and NCI-T32CA009054
(University of California, Irvine Institutional Training Grant). E.G.
acknowledges the National Institutes of Health Laboratory for
Fluorescence Dynamics grant P41-RR03155.

Author details
1Irvine, Beckman Laser Institute, University of California, 1002 Health Sciences
Road, Irvine, CA 92612, USA. 2Irvine, Laboratory for Fluorescence Dynamics,
University of California, Irvine, CA 92612, USA.

Received: 27 November 2012 Accepted: 23 August 2013
Published: 26 September 2013

References
1. Hersh MR: Imaging the dense breast. Appl Radiol 2004, 33:22.
2. Buist DSM, Porter PL, Lehman C, Taplin SH, White E: Factors contributing to

mammography failure in women aged 40–49 years. J Natl Cancer Inst
2004, 96:1432–1440.
3. Bevers TB, Anderson BO, Bonaccio E, Buys S, Daly MB, Dempsey PJ, Farrar
WB, Fleming I, Garber JE, Harris RE, Helvie M, Hoover S, Krontiras H, Shaw S,
Singletary E, Sugg Skinner C, Smith ML, Tsangaris TN, Wiley EL, Williams C,
National Comprehensive Cancer Network: Breast cancer screening and
diagnosis. J Natl Compr Canc Netw 2009, 7:1060–1096.

4. Berg WA, Blume JD, Cormack JB, Mendelson EB, Lehrer D, Böhm-Vélez
M, Pisano ED, Jong RA, Evans WP, Morton MJ, Mahoney MC, Larsen LH,
Barr RG, Farria DM, Marques HS, Boparai K, ACRIN 6666 Investigators:
Combined screening with ultrasound and mammography vs
mammography alone in women at elevated risk of breast cancer.
JAMA 2008, 299:2151–2163.

5. Mandelson MT, Oestreicher N, Porter PL, White D, Finder CA, Taplin SH,
White E: Breast density as a predictor of mammographic detection:
comparison of interval- and screen-detected cancers. J Natl Cancer Inst
2000, 92:1081–1087.

6. US Preventive Services Task Force: Screening for breast cancer: U.S.
Preventive Services Task Force recommendation statement. Ann Intern
Med 2009, 151:716–726. W-236. Erratum in: Ann Intern Med 2010, 152:688.
Ann Intern Med 2010, 152:199-200.

7. Fredholm H, Eaker S, Frisell J, Holmberg L, Fredriksson I, Lindman H: Breast
cancer in young women: poor survival despite intensive treatment.
PLoS ONE 2009, 4:e7695.

8. Kelly K, Dean J, Comulada W, Lee S-J: Breast cancer detection using
automated whole breast ultrasound and mammography in
radiographically dense breasts. Eur Radiol 2010, 20:734–742.

9. Kole AC, Nieweg OE, Pruim J, Hoekstra HJ, Koops HS, Roodenburg JL,
Vaalburg W, Vermey A: Detection of unknown occult primary
tumors using positron emission tomography. Cancer 1998,
82:1160–1166.

10. Morris EA, Liberman L, Ballon DJ, Robson M, Abramson AF, Heerdt A,
Dershaw DD: MRI of occult breast carcinoma in a high-risk population.
Am J Roentgenol 2003, 181:619–626.

11. Crystal P, Strano SD, Shcharynski S, Koretz MJ: Using sonography to screen
women with mammographically dense breasts. Am J Roentgenol 2003,
181:177–182.

12. Buchanan C, Morris E, Dorn P, Borgen P, Van Zee K: Utility of breast
magnetic resonance imaging in patients with occult primary breast
cancer. Ann Surg Oncol 2005, 12:1045–1053.

13. Pisano ED, Gatsonis C, Hendrick E, Yaffe M, Baum JK, Acharyya S, Conant EF,
Fajardo LL, Bassett L, D’Orsi C, Jong R, Rebner M, Digital Mammographic
Imaging Screening Trial (DMIST) Investigators Group: Diagnostic
performance of digital versus film mammography for breast-cancer
screening. N Engl J Med 2005, 353:1773–1783.

14. Schilling K, Narayanan D, Kalinyak J, The J, Velasquez M, Kahn S, Saady M,
Mahal R, Chrystal L: Positron emission mammography in breast cancer
presurgical planning: comparisons with magnetic resonance imaging.
Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging 2011, 38:23–36.

15. Taroni P, Torricelli A, Spinelli L, Pifferi A, Arpaia F, Danesini G, Cubeddu R:
Time-resolved optical mammography between 637 and 985 nm: clinical
study on the detection and identification of breast lesions. Phys Med Biol
2005, 50:2469–2488.

16. Wang J, Jiang SD, Li ZZ, DiFlorio-Alexander RM, Barth RJ, Kaufman PA,
Pogue BW, Paulsen KD: In vivo quantitative imaging of normal and
cancerous breast tissue using broadband diffuse optical tomography.
Med Phys 2010, 37:3715–3724.

17. Cerussi A, Shah N, Hsiang D, Durkin A, Butler J, Tromberg BJ: In vivo
absorption, scattering, and physiologic properties of 58 malignant breast
tumors determined by broadband diffuse optical spectroscopy. J Biomed
Opt 2006, 11:044005.

18. Choe R, Konecky SD, Corlu A, Lee K, Durduran T, Busch DR, Pathak S,
Czerniecki BJ, Tchou J, Fraker DL, Demichele A, Chance B, Arridge SR,
Schweiger M, Culver JP, Schnall MD, Putt ME, Rosen MA, Yodh AG:
Differentiation of benign and malignant breast tumors by in-vivo three-
dimensional parallel-plate diffuse optical tomography. J Biomed Opt 2009,
14:024020.

19. Colak SB, van der Mark MB, Hooft GW, Hoogenraad JH, van der Linden ES,
Kuijpers FA: Clinical optical tomography and NIR spectroscopy for breast
cancer detection. IEEE J Sel Top Quant 1999, 5:1143–1158.

20. Fang Q, Selb J, Carp SA, Boverman G, Miller EL, Brooks DH, Moore RH,
Kopans DB, Boas DA: Combined optical and X-ray tomosynthesis breast
imaging. Radiology 2011, 258:89–97.

http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/bcr3485-S1.pdf


Leproux et al. Breast Cancer Research 2013, 15:R89 Page 12 of 12
http://breast-cancer-research.com/content/15/5/R89
21. Enfield LC, Gibson AP, Everdell NL, Delpy DT, Schweiger M, Arridge SR,
Richardson C, Keshtgar M, Douek M, Hebden JC: Three-dimensional
time-resolved optical mammography of the uncompressed breast.
Appl Optics 2007, 46:3628–3638.

22. Leff DR, Warren OJ, Enfield LC, Gibson A, Athanasiou T, Patten DK, Hebden
J, Yang GZ, Darzi A: Diffuse optical imaging of the healthy and diseased
breast: A systematic review. Breast Cancer Res Treat 2008, 108:9–22.

23. Taroni P, Pifferi A, Quarto G, Spinelli L, Torricelli A, Abbate F, Villa A,
Balestreri N, Menna S, Cassano E, Cubeddu R: Noninvasive assessment of
breast cancer risk using time-resolved diffuse optical spectroscopy.
J Biomed Opt 2010, 15:060501.

24. Blackmore KM, Knight JA, Jong R, Lilge L: Assessing breast tissue density
by transillumination breast spectroscopy (TIBS): an intermediate
indicator of cancer risk. Br J Radiol 2007, 80:545–556.

25. Blyschak K, Simick M, Jong R, Lilge L: Classification of breast tissue density
by optical transillumination spectroscopy: optical and physiological
effects governing predictive value. Med Phys 2004, 31:1398–1414.

26. Tromberg BJ, Cerussi A, Shah N, Compton M, Durkin A, Hsiang D, Butler J,
Mehta R: Imaging in breast cancer: diffuse optics in breast cancer:
detecting tumors in pre-menopausal women and monitoring
neoadjuvant chemotherapy. Breast Cancer Res 2005, 7:279–285.

27. Kukreti S, Cerussi A, Tromberg B, Gratton E: Intrinsic tumor biomarkers
revealed by novel double-differential spectroscopic analysis of
near-infrared spectra. J Biomed Opt 2007, 12:020509.

28. Pham TH, Coquoz O, Fishkin JB, Anderson E, Tromberg BJ: Broad
bandwidth frequency domain instrument for quantitative tissue optical
spectroscopy. Rev Sci Instrum 2000, 71:2500–2513.

29. Bevilacqua F, Berger AJ, Cerussi AE, Jakubowski D, Tromberg BJ: Broadband
absorption spectroscopy in turbid media by combined frequency-domain
and steady-state methods. Appl Optics 2000, 39:6498–6507.

30. Jakubowski D, Bevilacqua F, Merritt S, Cerussi A, Tromberg B: Quantitative
absorption and scattering spectra in thick tissues using broadband
diffuse optical spectroscopy. In Biomedical Optical Imaging. Edited by
Fujimoto JG, Farkas DL. New York: Oxford University Press; 2009:330–355.

31. Cerussi AE, Jakubowski D, Shah N, Bevilacqua F, Lanning R, Berger AJ,
Hsiang D, Butler J, Holcombe RF, Tromberg BJ: Spectroscopy enhances
the information content of optical mammography. J Biomed Opt 2002,
7:60–71.

32. Tanamai W, Chen C, Siavoshi S, Cerussi A: Diffuse optical spectroscopy
measurements of healing in breast tissue after core biopsy: case study.
J Biomed Opt 2009, 14:014024.

33. Kukreti S, Cerussi AE, Tanamai VW, Tromberg BJ, Rita M, David H, Gratton E:
Intrinsic near-infrared spectroscopic biomarkers applied for evaluation of
final pathological response to neaoadjuvant chemotherapy. Breast Cancer
Res Treat 2007, 106:S218–S250.

34. Leproux A, Cerussi A, Tanamai VW, Durkin A, Compton M, Tromberg BJ,
Gratton E: Impact of contralateral and ipsilateral reference tissue
selection on self-referencing differential spectroscopy for breast cancer
detection. J Biomed Opt 2011, 16:116019.

35. Roblyer D, Ueda S, Cerussi A, Tanamai W, Durkin A, Mehta R, Hsiang D,
Butler JA, McLaren C, Chen W-P, Tromberg B: Optical imaging of breast
cancer oxyhemoglobin flare correlates with neoadjuvant chemotherapy
response one day after starting treatment. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 2011,
108:14626–14631.

36. Kukreti S, Cerussi AE, Tanamai W, Hsiang D, Tromberg BJ, Gratton E:
Characterization of metabolic differences between benign and
malignant tumors: high-spectral-resolution diffuse optical spectroscopy.
Radiology 2010, 254:277–284.

37. O’Sullivan T, Leproux A, Chen J-H, Bahri S, Matlock A, Roblyer D, McLaren C,
Chen W-P, Cerussi A, Su M-Y, Tromberg BJ: Optical imaging correlates with
magnetic resonance imaging breast density and reveals composition
changes during neoadjuvant chemotherapy. Breast Cancer Res 2013, 15:R14.

38. Thomsen S, Tatman D: Physiological and pathological factors of human
breast disease that can influence optical diagnosisa. Ann N Y Acad Sci
1998, 838:171–193.

39. Pakalniskis MG, Wells WA, Schwab MC, Froehlich HM, Jiang S, Li Z, Tosteson
TD, Poplack SP, Kaufman PA, Pogue BW, Paulsen KD: Tumor angiogenesis
change estimated by using diffuse optical spectroscopic tomography:
demonstrated correlation in women undergoing neoadjuvant
chemotherapy for invasive breast cancer. Radiology 2011, 259:365–374.
40. Aboagye EO, Bhujwalla ZM: Malignant transformation alters membrane
choline phospholipid metabolism of human mammary epithelial cells.
Cancer Res 1999, 59:80–84.

41. Hilvo M, Denkert C, Lehtinen L, Müller B, Brockmöller S, Seppänen-Laakso T,
Budczies J, Bucher E, Yetukuri L, Castillo S, Berg E, Nygren H, Sysi-Aho M,
Griffin JL, Fiehn O, Loibl S, Richter-Ehrenstein C, Radke C, Hyötyläinen T,
Kallioniemi O, Iljin K, Oresic M: Novel theranostic opportunities offered by
characterization of altered membrane lipid metabolism in breast cancer
progression. Cancer Res 2011, 71:3236–3245.

42. Paran Y, Bendel P, Margalit R, Degani H: Water diffusion in the different
microenvironments of breast cancer. NMR Biomed 2004, 17:170–180.

43. Katz-Brull R, Lavin PT, Lenkinski RE: Clinical utility of proton magnetic
resonance spectroscopy in characterizing breast lesions. J Natl Cancer Inst
2002, 94:1197–1203.

doi:10.1186/bcr3485
Cite this article as: Leproux et al.: Assessing tumor contrast in
radiographically dense breast tissue using Diffuse Optical Spectroscopic
Imaging (DOSI). Breast Cancer Research 2013 15:R89.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Introduction
	Methods
	DOSI instrument
	Spectral analysis
	Breast density
	Subject selection and measurement procedure
	Data analysis
	Consent section
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Additional file
	Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice




