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tissue” [Ref. 1, (Opt. Lett. 39, 5355 (2014)], I used one set of experimental data for each 
of three cases (in Figs 2 and 3), while additional data sets were collected for each case, 
but were rejected and not used in the reported results. The data selection methodology 
used was the widely used delay-and-sum algorithm (Refs. 2 and 3) and was based on 
the underlying physics that the photoacoustic signal of tissue should tend to increase 
when heated over time (Ref. 4). This methodology was only applied to identify the 
unreliable experiment data. 

In addition, two sets of data for case 3 were used for the finite-element-based 
computation, but only one set was reported. The use of only one data set maintained 
consistency with the other cases reports and both of the data sets for case 3 showed very 
similar temperature imaging results. 
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