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Endoscopic non-ablative fractional 
laser therapy in an orthotopic colon 
tumour model
Su Woong Yoo1,2, Gyungseok Oh3, Abdul Mohaimen Safi2, Soonjoo Hwang2, Young-Seok Seo4, 
Kyung-Hwa Lee5, Young L. Kim6 & Euiheon Chung  2,3

Colorectal cancer is one of the leading causes of cancer-related deaths. Although several therapeutic 
management strategies are available at the early colon cancer stages, such as endoscopic mucosal or 
submucosal dissection, associated complications often include bleeding or bowel perforations. As an 
alternative approach, we investigated endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser (eNAFL) irradiation 
as a minimally invasive therapeutic modality for the treatment of early-stage colorectal cancer. 
By implanting SL4-DsRed colon cancer cells into the colons of the C57BL/6 mice, we developed an 
orthotopic colon tumour mouse model and demonstrated the early-stage tumour growth delay 
following the eNAFL irradiation. Additionally, we evaluated the temperature changes in the eNAFL-
irradiated area using numerical simulations, and induced inflammation using histological analysis. 
Our results indicate a minimal thermal damage confined to the irradiated spot, sparing the adjacent 
tissue and alteration in the tumour microenvironment. eNAFL irradiation may be clinically useful as a 
minimally invasive therapeutic intervention at the early stage of tumourigenesis. In future, an optimal 
eNAFL therapeutic dose should be determined, in order to increase the efficacy of this approach.

Colorectal cancer is the second most frequent cause of cancer-related deaths in the US1, and colonoscopy is firmly 
established as the mainstay of cancer prevention. Early-stage colon cancer is defined as cancer that is confined to 
the mucosa or submucosa and does not invade muscularis propria2. Currently, several therapeutic options for the 
early-stage colorectal cancer therapy using the endoscopy are available, such as snare polypectomy3, endoscopic 
mucosal resection4, and endoscopic submucosal dissection5. However, these treatment strategies are associated 
with complications such as bleeding or bowel perforations6–8. Additionally, despite the endoscopic tumour resec-
tion, residual tumour can be found, and approximately 13.1% of polyp recurrence rate was observed after endo-
scopic mucosal resection9. Other therapeutic options include radiation therapy, chemotherapy, immunotherapy, 
and targeted therapy, and a combination of these treatments may lead to the improvement in the progression-free 
or overall survival rates10–12. However, these approaches are primarily used for the treatment of the advance-stage 
colon cancer rather than the early-stage colon cancer13. Therefore, it would be beneficial for developing a treat-
ment method that could easily be integrated with conventional endoscopic systems to suppress early tumour 
growth in a minimally invasive manner.

We investigated non-ablative fractional laser (NAFL) as an alternative therapeutic modality. NAFL delivers 
infrared-wavelength non-ablative laser light to the tissue with pixelated pattern, and this treatment selectively 
induces wound response in the dermal tissue, while minimizing the damage to the epidermis, in contrast with the 
ablative laser treatments, which remove the epidermis of the irradiated area14. Currently, both ablative and NAFLs 
are widely used as a medical device. By replacing geriatric tissue with the newly-developed one, the texture and 
colour of the skin were shown to be significantly improved after irradiation15. Although the non-ablative laser 
treatment is less invasive, it was shown to have a limited therapeutic efficacy16, and fractional laser was developed 
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to enhance the therapeutic efficacy, as it delivers high-energy light to the skin in a pixelated pattern, whereas 
non-fractionated lasers irradiate the entire projected area17,18.

Recently, it was reported that fractional lasers can be used for skin cancer prevention, showing that, following 
repeated irradiations of the mouse skin by the fractional laser, tumour occurrence rate and tumour progression 
in the skin of mice maintained under ultraviolet light, were significantly lower than those in the non-irradiated 
skin19. These preventive effects may be useful for other epithelial tissues, such as colon and rectum, as well.

We recently reported the therapeutic efficacy of NAFL irradiation in a subcutaneous tumour model20. 
However, the ectopic model (colon cancer cells growing in skin) was shown to have limitations due to the differ-
ences in the tumour microenvironment21,22. Tumour response to therapy can be different depending on the local-
isation of the tumour23. Genetically engineered mouse models of cancer usually require a long time to develop 
tumours and the frequency, time, and location of primary tumours are less predictable22. Therefore, the use of the 
orthotopic tumour model with natural tumour environment is beneficial, as it is more predictable.

In this study, we developed an endoscopic NAFL (eNAFL) irradiation system to determine its therapeutic 
effects on the early-stage tumours. Initially, we developed an orthotopic colon tumour model, matching the orig-
inal anatomic location of the tumour by implanting SL4-DsRed cancer cells into the colon of C57BL/6 mouse. 
Following this, we examined the preclinical usefulness of fractional laser as a cancer therapeutic modality using 
the developed animal model. Additionally, using the numerical simulation and histological analysis, we examined 
the physiological processes induced by laser irradiation. Additional thermal imaging was performed to evaluate 
temperature changes in real time. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study reporting the use of a NAFL 
as an early cancer therapeutic modality in an endoscopic setting.

Results
Development of orthotopic colon tumour model. In Table 1, an overall summary of three cancer cell 
injection methods used to make an orthotopic tumour model is presented. The success rates of intra-luminal 
seeding with laparotomy, intra-colonic wall injection with laparotomy, and endoscopic implantation of colorectal 
cancer methods were 20.0%, 75.0%, and 92.3%, respectively. Because of the various outcomes, different num-
bers of follow-up days following the cancer cell implantation were used. General eNAFL system is presented in 
Fig. 1A. Endoscopic implantation methods (Fig. 1B–D and Supplementary Video S1) led to the highest success 
rate, resulting in a short follow-up time without the requirement for laparotomy, a major surgical procedure. 
Therefore, we selected the endoscopic implantation method for the generation of the orthotopic colon tumour 
model.

Tumour growth delay induced by the eNAFL irradiation. We performed endoscopic imaging of the 
colonic walls in the control (n = 4) and eNAFL irradiated group (n = 5) every day for 1 week (Fig. 2A). Both 
white light and fluorescence imaging were performed to assess the tumour growth. Lower tumour growth rates 
were observed in the eNAFL-irradiated group than those in the control group according to both imaging modal-
ities. Visual scoring of the tumour growth based on the white light images revealed lower tumour grades in the 
eNAFL-irradiated group (Fig. 2B). Statistically significant differences between the two groups were observed at 
day 6 (p = 0.0079) and 7 (p = 0.0317) after cancer cell implantation.

Temperature distribution following the eNAFL irradiation, determined by using the numer-
ical simulation. To estimate the thermal effect of the eNAFL irradiation, we developed a computational 
numerical simulation model with a single irradiation spot on a tissue sample (Fig. 3A). In the simulation, a flat 
surface was assumed since the optical fibre tip was in full contact with the colonic mucosa during the irradia-
tion. Although we irradiated four spots on the tumour surface, the simulation using only one irradiation spot 
should reflect the actual physical process, as we sequentially irradiated each spot. For detailed thermal analysis, 
four points (a, b, c, and d) were selected at the distances of 0, 100, 150, and 200 µm, respectively, from the centre 
of the irradiation spot. The temporal changes in temperature at these four representative points show that the 
highest temperature increase occurs at the centre of the eNAFL irradiation spot (point a), while the lowest tem-
perature changes were observed in the point d (Fig. 3B). The peak temperature reaches approximately 65.5 °C at 
t = 2 s, after laser irradiation. Spatial temperature distribution within the incident plane containing the line α-α′ 
shows a high-temperature peak at the centre of the eNAFL irradiation spot during the heating and the natural 
cooling phases (Fig. 3C and D). After 2 s, the temperature was shown to decreases rapidly in the adjacent tissue 
(Fig. 3D, cooling phase). Temperature distribution at different time points (Fig. 3E–G) along cross-cut tissue 
images showed a minimal thermal propagation to the adjacent tissue, while the highest temperature was confined 
to the centre of the irradiation spot.

Methods
Success rate (%) (# of successful 
attempts/total used mice)

Last follow-up 
(days) Advantages Disadvantages

Intra-luminal seeding with 
laparotomy 20.0 (3/15) 45 Simultaneous introduction of 

a large number of cancer cells
Laparotomy is necessary;Complicated 
surgical procedure

Intra-colonic wall injection 
with laparotomy 75.0 (6/8) 21 Relatively simple procedure Laparotomy is necessary;High rate of 

failure of the intracolonic injections

Endoscopic implantation 92.3 (12/13) 10 Minimally invasive;Relatively 
faster tumour growth

Endoscopic tools are necessary;High rate 
of failure of the intracolonic injections

Table 1. Comparisons between the methods used to make the orthotopic tumour model.
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Histological analysis of the eNAFL-irradiated tissue changes with time. Haematoxylin & Eosin 
(H&E) staining of the colon specimens from control and tumour-bearing mice was performed. In healthy mice, 
the colonic structure was shown to be preserved prior to the eNAFL irradiation (Fig. 4A–C). However, consid-
erable mucosal changes were observed 6 h after the irradiation (Fig. 4D–F), together with the elongated nuclei 
cauterised by thermal damage and necrotic glands (Fig. 4F, black arrows). Many neutrophils were shown to infil-
trate into the mucosa and submucosa (Fig. 4F, red arrowheads). After 48 h, the eNAFL-irradiated tissues showed 
erosive changes in the healing processes, including a mild epithelial detachment and muco-inflammatory exu-
dates (Fig. 4G and H, and black arrows in Fig. 4I), together with the removal of the leukocytes from the mucosa.

In mice with the orthotopic colon tumours, similar histological changes were observed (Fig. 5). Prior to the 
irradiation, only some neutrophils (Fig. 5A, red arrowheads) were present near the tumour clusters implanted 
24 h earlier (Fig. 5A, black arrows). Six hours after the eNAFL irradiation, an increased number of inflammatory 
cells comprising mononuclear cells and neutrophils (Fig. 5B, red arrowheads) were identified around the tumour 
nest (Fig. 5B, black arrows). After 48 h, immune cells (Fig. 5C, red arrowheads) were observed at the periphery of 
the growing tumour mass (Fig. 5C, black arrows).

Discussion
We developed a novel eNAFL irradiation modality and examined its growth delay effects by using an orthotopic 
tumour model. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first endoscopic application of the thulium NAFL for 
the therapy of the gastrointestinal tract cancer. eNAFL irradiation resulted in statistically significant tumour 
growth delay. Although these results are consistent with those of a previous study that used the subcutaneous skin 
tumour model20, the results of our approach indicate an improved clinical significance against orthotopic tumour 
growth in an endoscopic setting.

To create a reproducible orthotopic tumour model, we investigated different approaches, and showed that the 
cancer cell implantation mediated by the intra-colonic wall injection with laparotomy has a tumour-formation 
success rate comparable with that of the endoscopic implantation method. However, a dexterous procedure is 
required to inject cells into the submucosal layer of the thin colon, and the proper implantation of cancer cells 
is essential in this preclinical approach. In this study, the endoscopic implantation method resulted in a higher 
success rate. As a minimally invasive procedure, the advantage of this method is the lack of need for laparotomy, 
which inevitably induces a systemic inflammatory response. Zigmond et al.24 reported that, using this method, 
the tumour incidence in the surviving mice (95%) in over 200 implantation was 100%, always culminating with 
a tumour development at the injection site. Major complications associated with this procedure are bowel per-
foration and peritoneal seeding, which are primarily dependent on the required manual dexterity. Cancer cell 
leak into the abdominal cavity may lead to the peritoneal seeding without the tumour formation at the primary 
injection site.

Figure 1. Development of the orthotopic mouse colon tumour model. (A) Endoscopic non-ablative fractional 
laser and endoscopic needle system. (B) Eight-inch needle (white arrow) was inserted thorough the instrument 
channel of endoscopic system. (C) Endoscopic implantation of colon cancer cells into the colonic wall using the 
needle (white arrow) in vivo. (D) Haematoxylin & eosin staining of the implanted cancer cells. Tumour cells (T) 
grew in the submucosal (SM) space. Mucosa (M), submucosa (SM, black arrow), and muscularis propria (MP, 
white arrow) are presented.
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The biological mechanisms underlying the eNAFL irradiation of tissue have not been completely understood. 
Previous studies, investigating fractional laser irradiation effects on skin remodelling reported that the irradiated 
tissue shows local inflammation25–27, which can suppress tumour growth at the early tumour stages20,28. Similarly, 
our histological examinations at different time points after eNAFL treatment showed immune cell infiltration in 
the normal and tumour-harbouring colon tissue. Thermal injury and consequent tissue changes may induce the 
changes in the microenvironment of normal and tumour tissues. Tissue repairing processes after thermal damage 
require chemokines to recruit inflammatory cells in addition to vascular reactions. Here, we showed observed 
enhanced inflammatory responses in the colon tissue samples obtained from mice with and without tumour 
implantations. Therefore, the induced inflammation in the tumour microenvironment may have affected the 
observed tumour growth delay.

To understand the effects of eNAFL irradiation on the colon wall, we devised an infrared thermal imaging 
experiment to directly monitor the thermal effect throughout this process (Supplementary Methods). Since no 
thermal endoscopic instruments are available yet, we used an alternative approach, the imaging of an exposed 
inner colonic wall after surgical incision of the colon (Suppl. Fig. S1). After the irradiation of two sites at the 
luminal side of mucosal wall, mucosal focal changes were detected. Thermal images showed a rise in temperature, 
which then returned to the baseline temperature at the irradiation spot. The maximum temperature was reached 
in 2 s, by which time the spot was no longer irradiated, followed by the return of temperature to the baseline. The 
peak temperature change was ~20 °C. H&E staining of the tissues fixed at 1 h after the irradiation showed thermal 
damage, elongated nuclei, and extracted mucin content from the glandular cells. The extent of the damaged areas 
was 207.4 ± 17.0 μm in the mucosal layer of the colonic wall (n = 3), which was comparable to the core diame-
ter of the irradiation fibre. However, in the orthotopic tumour model, the tumours were located in the submu-
cosal space, and therefore, there was a minimal direct effect on the tumour cells. Further studies of combination 
therapeutic strategies, including those with hyperthermia29, are required to develop novel approaches that may 
increase therapeutic efficacy.

We additionally performed numerical simulations using a thick colon tissue model to understand the exposed 
colon tissue and the infrared thermal imaging results better (Suppl. Fig. S2). The peak temperature was shown 
to reach 50 °C in 2 s, and to decrease rapidly to the background body temperature. Thermal propagation to the 
adjacent tissue was relatively small, limiting the extent of the region in which the temperatures were over 40 °C to 
below approximately 300 μm, while the core of the multimode fibre encompassed 200 μm with the contact mode 

Figure 2. Therapeutic efficacy of the endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser (eNAFL) irradiation. (A) 
Endoscopic images of the orthotopic tumour models after eNAFL irradiation. Representative white light 
and fluorescence images of the control and eNAFL-irradiated mice are presented. (B) Blinded visual grading 
of the tumours in the orthotopic tumour model mice. eNAFL-irradiated group (n = 5) was shown to have 
lower average tumour grades than the control group (n = 4). *p < 0.05 (Mann-Whitney U test). All results are 
presented as mean ± standard deviation (SD).
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irradiation. The observed lesion size agreed with the results of this simulation as well. Therefore, eNAFL irradia-
tion can be safely applied, without inducing considerable thermal damage to the adjacent tissue.

The actual thermal imaging results showed a lower peak temperature compared with that obtained by the 
numerical simulation. In our simulation model, simplifying assumptions were used for the boundary condi-
tions, and the entire boundary was considered insulated and heat transfer was only the biological heat transfer. 
However, in experiments, the heat transfer may be more complicated: heat can be transferred to the nearby adja-
cent tissue, and free convection can occur through the boundary.

For the quantitative tumour evaluation, we used white light images instead of the fluorescence signals, since 
the fluorescence signal intensity does not correlate well with the visual grade of the tumour (Suppl. Fig. S3). We 
determined the mean grey values as the fluorescence signal intensities and correlated these values with the grade 
obtained visually using the white light image, and no significant correlation was obtained (Pearson’s correla-
tion coefficient r = 0.045, p = 0.726, R2 = 0.002). This result may be explained as follows. The advanced tumours 
tended to bleed, and therefore, the absorption of blood may interfere with the fluorescence signal. Additionally, 
with the increase in the tumour size, the attenuation of fluorescence signal due to the tissue thickness can affect 
the resultant signal. These factors are not easily controlled, particularly in the later stages of tumour growth. 
Therefore, we used fluorescence signals only to confirm the presence of the cancer cells in the early stage of 
tumour growth and not for the quantitative tumour growth analysis. However, as the fluorescence labelling allows 

Figure 3. Numerical simulation of the endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser (eNAFL) irradiation of a colon. 
(A) Left: 3D image of the tissue model used for numerical simulation. Right: Cross-cut image of the 3D tissue 
model with the α-α′ plane. (B) Temporal analysis of temperature changes in four representative spots. (C and 
D) Spatial temperature distribution during heating (C) and cooling (D) periods in the tissue model. (E–G) 
Temperature distributions at different time points during and after laser irradiation. Cross sections were made 
through the centre of the tissue model.
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Figure 4. Histological changes induced by the endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser (eNAFL) irradiation in 
the normal mouse colons. Haematoxylin & eosin (H&E) staining images were obtained with at 100× (A,D,G), 
200× (B,E,H), and 400 × (C,F,I) magnification. (A–C) Tissue images before the eNAFL irradiation, with 
the normal glandular structure. (D–F) Tissues at 6 h after eNAFL irradiation. Black arrows, damaged nuclei; 
red arrowheads, immune cell infiltration. (G–I) Tissue images at 48 h after eNAFL irradiation. Black arrows, 
diffusely erosive mucosal layer.

Figure 5. Histological changes in the orthotopic colon tumour mouse tissues after endoscopic non-ablative 
fractional laser (eNAFL) irradiation. Haematoxylin & eosin (H&E) staining images were obtained at 
200× magnification. (A) Tumour tissue before the eNAFL irradiation. Black arrows, tumour cells located 
in the submucosal space; red arrowheads, immune cell infiltrations. (B) Colon tissue at 6 h after the eNAFL 
irradiation. Red arrowheads, many infiltrated immune cells; black arrows, tumour cells. (C) Colon tissue, at 48 h 
after the eNAFL irradiation. Black arrows, tumour cells invading mucosal tissue; red arrowheads, peripherally 
accumulated immune cells.
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the tracking of cells, our model could potentially be used to investigate the eNAFL treatment effects on metasta-
ses, when our orthotopic model is confirmed to produce consistent metastases to other organs.

Due to the mucus layer of the colon, the peak temperature after irradiation may be different in other tissues. 
We investigated several mouse tissue samples to evaluate temperature changes, using a thermal camera (Suppl. 
Fig. S4), and 70 mJ eNAFL irradiation were delivered at each location. The highest temperature peak was shown 
to occur in the black laser alignment paper at ear, dorsal skin, external colon, and internal colonic wall site, in a 
decreasing order. Therefore, for the optimisation of the therapeutic dose of eNAFL, the characteristics of target 
tissue should be considered as well.

Laser-induced cancer therapy was shown to have different outcomes, with some studies demonstrating 
inhibitory effects on tumour growth30,31, while the others reported contrasting results32,33. The characteristics 
of tumour cells, irradiating laser types or wavelengths, or the dose of irradiation may result in different tumour 
responses. Therefore, eNAFL treatment requires careful evaluation using distinct tumour types with the opti-
mised parameters.

In our study, eNAFL therapy was shown to delay tumour growth for approximately two days compared with 
that of the control group, before the tumours reached visual grade 3. Although this difference is small, it is signif-
icant. Bevacizumab (anti-vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) agent; Avastin) was shown to increase clini-
cal survival rates34, and with another chemotherapeutic drug, bevacizumab prolonged the overall survival for five 
months, which led to obtaining FDA approval35. However, a growth delay of 2–3 days was observed in preclinical 
xenograft models treated with the anti-VEGF antibody36. Therefore, the tumour growth delay observed here may 
be translatable to the clinic, and further investigations may improve current outcomes.

In conclusion, eNAFL therapy led to a tumour growth delay when applied for the treatment of the early-stage 
orthotopic colon tumour. However, both the treated and control groups showed persistent tumour growth in the 
later stages, showing that the application of this method alone may not lead to the desirable outcomes in clinic. 
Furthermore, a number of parameters should be considered, and some of them have not been optimised in this 
study, such as laser energy, the number of irradiation spots, irradiation duration, and others. Further optimisation 
and potential combination with other therapeutic modalities are warranted to improve treatment efficacy. This 
newly developed endoscopic approach has a great potential as a minimally invasive therapeutic interventional 
technology that can be applied at the early stage of tumourigenesis.

Methods
The development of the eNAFL system. A thulium fibre-based fractional laser system (1927 nm, 
Lavieen, WONTECH, Daejeon, South Korea) was combined with a multi-channel endoscopy system (Fig. 6A 
and B). After disassembling the handpiece, the output of the thulium laser (continuous wave mode) was coupled 
to a multimode fibre (FG200LEA, Thorlabs, Newton, NJ, USA) through a fibre port coupler (PAF-SMA-11D, 
Thorlabs, Newton, NJ, USA). The core, cladding, and coating diameters of the multimode fibre with 0.22 NA 
were 200 µm, 220 µm, and 320 µm, respectively. The distal tip of the coupled multimode fibre was inserted into 
the instrument channel of the endoscope (Fig. 6C). The output laser power was measured using a power meter 
(PM100A) with an InGaAs detector (S148C, Thorlabs, Newton, NJ, USA).

Development of the orthotopic colon tumour model. This study was approved by the Institutional 
Animal Care and Use Committee of the Gwangju Institute of Science and Technology (GIST-2016-32) and all 
experiments were performed in accordance with relevant guidelines and regulations. We attempted three differ-
ent approaches in order to find an optimal orthotopic colon tumour model.

The first approach was the intraluminal seeding with laparotomy of colon cancer cells. Six-week-old female 
C57BL/6 mice were placed in the supine position anaesthetised with zoletil/xylazine mixture in a saline solu-
tion (60/10 mg/kg body weight). A polyethylene tube (PE10, inner diameter: 0.28 mm, outer diameter: 0.61 mm, 
Becton Dickinson, Sparks, MD, USA) was applied to the tip of the 30-gauge needle. After mouse laparotomy, 
distal colon was found with intestinal forceps. The upper portion of the colon was lightly ligated with poly-
amide monofilament, non-absorbable suture materials (Daflon 3-0, B. Braun Surgical, S.A. Rubi. Spain). PE10 
tube tip was inserted via anus to the ligated site of the colon. Trypsin-EDTA solution (150 µL, Gibco, Invitrogen 
Corporation, Grand Island, NY, USA) was introduced into the lumen via PE10 tip and incubated for 10 min to 
irritate mucosal barrier, which was followed by washing with PBS. The distal portion of the colon was temporarily 
ligated using the same suture. Afterwards, 1 × 106 SL4-DsRed cells in 50 µL PBS suspensions were injected via 
the PE10 tube into the colonic lumen. After 30-min incubation, the suture and PE10 tips were removed. Mouse 
peritoneum and the abdominal wall were sutured with polyglactin suture materials (Vicryl 6-0, ETHICON, Inc., 
Guaynabo, Puerto Rico). Ketoprofen (5 mg/kg) was subcutaneously injected for pain control.

The second approach was the intra-colonic wall injection with laparotomy of colon cancer cells. Laparotomies 
were performed under anaesthesia, and 1 × 105 SL4-DsRed cells in 10 µL PBS were injected into the colonic wall 
using 28-gauge needle attached to the 10-µL Hamilton syringe (701RN, Hamilton Syringe Company, Reno, NV, 
USA). After the injection, mouse peritoneum and the abdominal wall were sutured as described.

The final approach was the endoscopic implantation of colon cancer cells. A home-built multi-channel mouse 
endoscopic system was used for the endoscopic investigation37. Endoscopic needle injection was described pre-
viously24. Under anaesthesia, the endoscopic tip was inserted into mouse anus. Eight-inch needle (30-gauge, 
bevelled at 45 degrees, Cadence, Inc., VA, USA) was inserted via the instrument channel of an endoscope, and 
1 × 105 SL4-DsRed cells in 30 µL PBS were injected.

After the orthotopic cancer cell implantation, we performed endoscopic imaging to compare tumour forma-
tion rate and the follow-up period. Successful implantation was determined by the presence of red fluorescence 
in the colonic wall during the follow-up endoscopic examinations, performed twice weekly. Overall tumour pro-
duction success rate and the last follow-up days to tumour formation were recorded. After comparing these three 
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orthotopic tumour implantation methods, we selected the best approach for eNAFL irradiation. Fluorescence 
images were obtained using a scientific colour CCD camera (QIClick, QImaging, Surrey, BC, Canada; Binning: 4, 
exposure time: 100 ms) and the RGB-based image was converted into a 16-bit grayscale image using the ImageJ 
software (NIH, Bethesda, MD, USA).

eNAFL irradiation of the orthotopic colon tumour model. Nine mice with orthotopic tumours were 
randomly separated into the irradiation (n = 5) and control (n = 4) groups (Fig. 6D). All orthotopic colon tumour 
mice were generated using the endoscopic implantation method. All mice had Ds-Red-emitting tumour cells in 
the colonic wall (visual grade 0 or 1) confirmed by fluorescence endoscopy at on one day after cancer cell implan-
tation. A total of 70 mJ energy (35 mJ/s × 2 s) were delivered to each spot via the multimode fibre tip with contact 
mode to the colonic wall. The irradiation group had four irradiation spots around the tumour cell accumulation 
(two by two manner). We used the same total irradiation energy (70 mJ/spot) as in our previous study20. To imi-
tate the fractionated laser treatment, we used a simple irradiation at four spots. The control group mice did not 
receive any treatment. Follow-up endoscopic examinations were performed using the fluorescence and white 
light imaging.

Cell culture. Murine colon cancer cells (SL4-DsRed) were cultured for the use in syngeneic xenograft tumour 
models. This cell line was kindly provided by the Edwin L. Steel Laboratory (Massachusetts General Hospital and 
Harvard Medical School, MA, USA). SL4-DsRed cells were cultured in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium/
Ham’s F-12 (DMEM/F12) 1:1 medium supplemented with L-glutamine and 2.438 g/L NaHCO3, 10% foetal 
bovine serum (FBS), and 1% penicillin/streptomycin solution. All media and reagents were purchased from 
Gibco (Invitrogen Corporation, Grand Island, NY, USA).

Numerical simulation of the temperature distribution following the eNAFL irradiation. To 
determine the spatiotemporal thermal effect on the colon tissue during and after NAFL irradiation, we modelled 
the tissue of interest as a cylindrical shape with radius of 5 mm and the thickness (h) of 500 μm. The laser beam 

Figure 6. An endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser (eNAFL) system for the treatment of orthotopic 
mouse colon tumours. (A) Schematic illustration of the eNAFL system. (B) Images of the endoscope. (C) 
eNAFL delivering multimode fibre was inserted via the instrument channel of the endoscope. (D) Schematic 
representation of the experiment. Tumour-bearing mice were divided into the irradiated and control groups. 
eNAFL (70 mJ/spot) was applied in the irradiated group. Serial tumour volume was measured to estimate the 
therapeutic efficacy of the eNAFL irradiation for 1 week.
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has been modelled as a spatially distributed heat source on the surface by using a built-in Gaussian pulse function, 
where the beam size (diameter, 200 μm) with a standard deviation of three has been considered, which accounts 
for 99.7% of the total laser power (35 mW), in order to closely match the real experimental conditions. The laser 
irradiation lasted for 2 s on the tissue surface. The surrounding colon tissue was modelled using the extra-fine tet-
rahedral swept mesh method, which facilities only a single thin element through the thickness, while maintaining 
reasonable size in the plane. The numerical computation of the photothermal analysis of the colon model was 
performed using a commercially available software (Comsol Multiphysics Version 5.1, COMSOL Inc., CA, USA). 
Eq. (1) represents the governing equation for heat transfer through the tissue with laser irradiation:

ρ
∂
∂

= ∇ ⋅ ∇ + +C T
t

k T Q Q( ) (1)p bio laser

This equation represents the general form of the heat diffusion equation where T, ρ, Cp, k, t, Qbio, and Qlaser are the 
temperature of tissue, density, specific heat, thermal conductivity, time, non-directional heat exchange by blood 
perfusion, and heat source by laser absorption into the tissue, respectively. Qbio is based on the Pennes bioheat 
equation, presented as Eq. (2)38:

ρ= ω − +Q C T T Q( ) , (2)bio b b b b m

with the blood density ρb, blood specific heat capacity Cb, blood perfusion rate ωb, blood temperature Tb, and 
metabolic heat generation Qm

20. Due to the lack of colon-specific thermal properties, we used thermal properties 
of the skin and the blood to solve the bioheat equation. All parameters used in our tissue model are based on the 
information provided in our previous report20. The results of this simulation were displayed as a spatial and tem-
poral distribution of temperature throughout the tissue model.

Visual grading of the tumour growth. Tumour growth in the colonic lumen was examined using a 
custom-built endoscope capable of both white light and fluorescence imaging. Endoscopic scoring of tumour 
development was done according to the methods described in the previous reports39,40. Briefly, tumour size was 
graded as follows: grade 1, very small but detectable tumour; grade 2, tumour covering up to one-eighth of the 
colonic circumference; grade 3, tumour covering up to a quarter of the colonic circumference; grade 4, tumour 
covering up to one half of the colonic circumference; and grade 5, tumour covering more than a half of the colonic 
circumference. Additionally, we added grade 0 to this scale, representing tumours undetectable by using white 
light, but with the detectable cancer cell fluorescence signal. Tumour grade was assessed by the blinded personnel 
experienced in preclinical endoscopy. Statistical analyses were performed to evaluate the difference in the tumour 
grade between the eNAFL-irradiated group and the control group, using Mann-Whitney U test. Statistical analy-
ses were performed using GraphPad Prism 6 (GraphPad Software Inc., La Jolla, CA, USA).

Histological analysis of the tissue changes following the eNAFL treatment. To evaluate the tis-
sue responses to the eNAFL irradiation, histological analyses of both control and tumour-bearing mice were 
performed. Control and tumour-bearing mouse colons were extracted before, 6 h after, and 48 h after eNAFL 
irradiation. Tissue changes and immune cell infiltration rates were evaluated using the H&E staining.

Data availability statement. The datasets generated and/or analysed during the current study are available 
from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

References
 1. Howlader, N. et al. SEER Cancer Statistics Review, 1975–2014, National Cancer Institute. Bethesda, MD, http://seer.cancer.gov/

csr/1975_2014/, based on November 2016 SEER data submission, posted to the SEER web site, April 2017 (2017).
 2. Ribeiro, M. S. & Wallace, M. B. Endoscopic treatment of early cancer of the colon. Gastroenterology & Hepatology 11, 445–452 

(2015).
 3. Waye, J. D. Advanced polypectomy. Gastrointestinal Endoscopy Clinics of North America 15, 733–756 (2005).
 4. Puli, S. R. et al. Meta-analysis and systematic review of colorectal endoscopic mucosal resection. World Journal of Gastroenterology 

15, 4273–4277 (2009).
 5. Saito, Y. et al. A prospective, multicenter study of 1111 colorectal endoscopic submucosal dissections (with video). Gastrointestinal 

Endoscopy 72, 1217–1225 (2010).
 6. Moss, A., Bourke, M. J. & Metz, A. J. A randomized, double-blind trial of succinylated gelatin submucosal injection for endoscopic 

resection of large sessile polyps of the colon. The American Journal of Gastroenterology 105, 2375–2382 (2010).
 7. Toyonaga, T., Nishino, E., Man, I. M., East, J. E. & Azuma, T. Principles of quality controlled endoscopic submucosal dissection with 

appropriate dissection level and high quality resected specimen. Clinical Endoscopy 45, 362–374 (2012).
 8. Oda, I., Suzuki, H., Nonaka, S. & Yoshinaga, S. Complications of gastric endoscopic submucosal dissection. Digestive Endoscopy 

25(Suppl 1), 71–78 (2013).
 9. Ortiz, A. M., Bhargavi, P., Zuckerman, M. J. & Othman, M. O. Endoscopic mucosal resection recurrence rate for colorectal lesions. 

Southern Medical Journal 107, 615–621 (2014).
 10. Kim, J. S., Kim, J. S., Cho, M. J., Song, K. S. & Yoon, W. H. Preoperative chemoradiation using oral capecitabine in locally advanced 

rectal cancer. International Journal of Radiation Oncology, Biology, Physics 54, 403–408 (2002).
 11. Rodel, C. et al. Phase I/II trial of capecitabine, oxaliplatin, and radiation for rectal cancer. Journal of clinical oncology 21, 3098–3104 

(2003).
 12. Krishnan, S. et al. Phase II study of capecitabine (Xeloda) and concomitant boost radiotherapy in patients with locally advanced 

rectal cancer. International Journal of Radiation Oncology, Biology, Physics 66, 762–771 (2006).
 13. Benson, A. B. 3rd et al. Colon Cancer, Version 1.2017, NCCN Clinical Practice Guidelines in Oncology. J Natl Compr Canc Netw 15, 

370–398 (2017).
 14. Manstein, D., Herron, G. S., Sink, R. K., Tanner, H. & Anderson, R. R. Fractional photothermolysis: a new concept for cutaneous 

remodeling using microscopic patterns of thermal injury. Lasers in Surgery and Medicine 34, 426–438 (2004).

http://seer.cancer.gov/csr/1975_2014/
http://seer.cancer.gov/csr/1975_2014/


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 0SCIENTIfIC REpORtS |  (2018) 8:1673  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-19792-2

 15. Mezzana, P., Valeriani, M. & Valeriani, R. Combined fractional resurfacing (10600 nm/1540 nm): Tridimensional imaging 
evaluation of a new device for skin rejuvenation. Journal of Cosmetic and Laser Therapy 18, 397–402 (2016).

 16. Grema, H., Greve, B. & Raulin, C. Facial rhytides–subsurfacing or resurfacing? A review. Lasers in Surgery and Medicine 32, 405–412 
(2003).

 17. Nanni, C. A. & Alster, T. S. Complications of carbon dioxide laser resurfacing. An evaluation of 500 patients. Dermatologic Surgery 
24, 315–320 (1998).

 18. Fulton, J. E. Jr. Complications of laser resurfacing. Methods of prevention and management. Dermatologic surgery 24, 91–99 (1998).
 19. Gye, J., Ahn, S. K., Kwon, J. E. & Hong, S. P. Use of fractional CO2 laser decreases the risk of skin cancer development during 

ultraviolet exposure in hairless mice. Dermatologic Surgery 41, 378–386 (2015).
 20. Yoo, S. W. et al. Non-ablative fractional thulium laser irradiation suppresses early tumor growth. Current Optics and Photonics 1, 

51–59 (2017).
 21. White, A. C., Levy, J. A. & McGrath, C. M. Site-selective growth of a hormone-responsive human breast carcinoma in athymic mice. 

Cancer Res 42, 906–912 (1982).
 22. Talmadge, J. E., Singh, R. K., Fidler, I. J. & Raz, A. Murine models to evaluate novel and conventional therapeutic strategies for 

cancer. American Journal of Pathology 170, 793–804 (2007).
 23. Wilmanns, C., Fan, D., O’Brian, C. A., Bucana, C. D. & Fidler, I. J. Orthotopic and ectopic organ environments differentially 

influence the sensitivity of murine colon carcinoma cells to doxorubicin and 5-fluorouracil. International Journal of Cancer 52, 
98–104 (1992).

 24. Zigmond, E. et al. Utilization of murine colonoscopy for orthotopic implantation of colorectal cancer. PLoS One 6, e28858 (2011).
 25. Laubach, H. J., Tannous, Z., Anderson, R. R. & Manstein, D. Skin responses to fractional photothermolysis. Lasers in Surgery and 

Medicine 38, 142–149 (2006).
 26. Vasily, D. B., Cerino, M. E., Ziselman, E. M. & Zeina, S. T. Non-ablative fractional resurfacing of surgical and post-traumatic scars. 

Journal of Drugs in Dermatology 8, 998–1005 (2009).
 27. Orringer, J. S., Rittie, L., Baker, D., Voorhees, J. J. & Fisher, G. Molecular mechanisms of nonablative fractionated laser resurfacing. 

Br J Dermatol 163, 757–768 (2010).
 28. Ma, Y. M. et al. A pilot study on acute inflammation and cancer: a new balance between IFN-gamma and TGF-beta in melanoma. 

Journal of Experimental & Clinical Cancer Research 28, 23 (2009).
 29. Sapareto, S. A. & Dewey, W. C. Thermal dose determination in cancer therapy. International Journal of Radiation Oncology, Biology, 

Physics 10, 787–800 (1984).
 30. Abe, M., Fujisawa, K., Suzuki, H., Sugimoto, T. & Kanno, T. Role of 830 nm low reactive level laser on the growth of an implanted 

glioma in mice. Keio Journal of Medicine 42, 177–179 (1993).
 31. de Castro, J. L., Pinheiro, A. L., Werneck, C. E. & Soares, C. P. The effect of laser therapy on the proliferation of oral KB carcinoma 

cells: an in vitro study. Photomedicine and Laser Surgery 23, 586–589 (2005).
 32. Frigo, L. et al. The effect of low-level laser irradiation (In-Ga-Al-AsP - 660 nm) on melanoma in vitro and in vivo. BMC Cancer 9, 404 

(2009).
 33. Marchesini, R., Dasdia, T., Melloni, E. & Rocca, E. Effect of low-energy laser irradiation on colony formation capability in different 

human tumor cells in vitro. Lasers in Surgery and Medicine 9, 59–62 (1989).
 34. Pavlidis, E. T. & Pavlidis, T. E. Role of bevacizumab in colorectal cancer growth and its adverse effects: a review. World Journal of 

Gastroenterology 19, 5051–5060 (2013).
 35. Hurwitz, H. et al. Bevacizumab plus irinotecan, fluorouracil, and leucovorin for metastatic colorectal cancer. New England Journal 

of Medicine 350, 2335–2342 (2004).
 36. Cesca, M. et al. Bevacizumab-induced inhibition of angiogenesis promotes a more homogeneous intratumoral distribution of 

paclitaxel, improving the antitumor response. Molecular Cancer Therapeutics 15, 125–135 (2016).
 37. Oh, G. et al. Intravital imaging of mouse colonic adenoma using MMP-based molecular probes with multi-channel fluorescence 

endoscopy. Biomedical Optics Express 5, 1677–1689 (2014).
 38. Pennes, H. H. Analysis of tissue and arterial blood temperatures in the resting human forearm. Journal of Applied Physiology 1, 

93–122 (1948).
 39. Becker, C., Fantini, M. C. & Neurath, M. F. High resolution colonoscopy in live mice. Nature Protocols 1, 2900–2904 (2006).
 40. Becker, C. et al. In vivo imaging of colitis and colon cancer development in mice using high resolution chromoendoscopy. Gut 54, 

950–954 (2005).

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank Ms. Jihye Yang (from the Department of Biomedical Science and Engineering, 
Institute of Integrated Technology (IIT), Gwangju Institute of Science and Technology (GIST), Gwangju, 
Republic of Korea) for experimental help, and Ellis Lee from GIST for proofreading the manuscript. This 
work was supported in part by the Korea Foundation for Cancer Research (KFCR-2014-003), GIST Research 
Institute (GRI), and the GIST-Caltech Research Collaboration Project through a grant provided by GIST in 
2017. Furthermore, this work was supported by the Brain Research Program (NRF-2017M3C7A 1044964) and 
research grant (NRF-2016R1A2B4015381) of the National Research Foundation (NRF), funded by the Korean 
government (MEST), and by KBRI basic research program through Korea Brain Research institute funded by the 
Ministry of Science, ICT, and Future Planning (17-BR-04).

Author Contributions
S.W.Y., G.O., S.J.H. performed the experiments. A.M.S. analysed the numerical analysis. K.H.L. analysed 
histologic data. Y.S.S. and Y.L.K. addressed data analysis and study design. All authors contributed to writing the 
manuscript. E.C. supervised the project.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-19792-2.
Competing Interests: The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-19792-2


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 1SCIENTIfIC REpORtS |  (2018) 8:1673  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-19792-2

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2018

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser therapy in an orthotopic colon tumour model
	Results
	Development of orthotopic colon tumour model. 
	Tumour growth delay induced by the eNAFL irradiation. 
	Temperature distribution following the eNAFL irradiation, determined by using the numerical simulation. 
	Histological analysis of the eNAFL-irradiated tissue changes with time. 

	Discussion
	Methods
	The development of the eNAFL system. 
	Development of the orthotopic colon tumour model. 
	eNAFL irradiation of the orthotopic colon tumour model. 
	Cell culture. 
	Numerical simulation of the temperature distribution following the eNAFL irradiation. 
	Visual grading of the tumour growth. 
	Histological analysis of the tissue changes following the eNAFL treatment. 
	Data availability statement. 

	Acknowledgements
	Figure 1 Development of the orthotopic mouse colon tumour model.
	Figure 2 Therapeutic efficacy of the endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser (eNAFL) irradiation.
	Figure 3 Numerical simulation of the endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser (eNAFL) irradiation of a colon.
	Figure 4 Histological changes induced by the endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser (eNAFL) irradiation in the normal mouse colons.
	Figure 5 Histological changes in the orthotopic colon tumour mouse tissues after endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser (eNAFL) irradiation.
	Figure 6 An endoscopic non-ablative fractional laser (eNAFL) system for the treatment of orthotopic mouse colon tumours.
	Table 1 Comparisons between the methods used to make the orthotopic tumour model.




