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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of a skin.
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Table. 1. Optical properties at the wavelength of 1600nm.
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Fig. 3 Fraction of absorbed energy at the dermis layer (Fgermis)-
(left) depth z, = 0.035mm (right) z, = 0.17mm
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Fig. 4 Detected diffuse reflectance for source-detector distances.
(left) depth z, = 0.035mm (right) z, = 0.17mm
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Fig. 8 Detected diffuse reflectance with and without
consideration of the surface reflection on a fiber.
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