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Effect of Lithotripsy on Holmium:YAG Optical Beam Profile
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ABSTRACT

Purpose: To determine the effect of holmium:YAG lithotripsy on the optical beam profile.
Materials and Methods: Beam profiles of the laser light from holmium:YAG optical fiber systems were char-

acterized with a pyroelectric camera. Beam profiles were measured with 272-mm and 365-mm optical fibers
both straight and bent to simulate lower-pole ureteronephroscopy. Struvite calculi were irradiated. Beam pro-
files and energy outputs were characterized for the fibers before and after ablation. Ablation crater geome-
try was characterized with optical coherence tomography.

Results: Undamaged, straight fibers produced a near-Gaussian beam profile. Craters showed a similar near-
Gaussian shape. Undamaged, bent 272-mm fibers produced a near-Gaussian beam but slightly flatter profile
than the straight fiber. The bent 272-mm fiber transmitted 99% to 100% of the energy, similar to the 100%
transmission of the straight fibers. After ablation, measured energy output dropped by 30% within 50 pulses
at 0.2 J pulse energy. The damaged fibers produced irregular beam profiles with hot spots. Craters showed
irregular contours.

Conclusions: During Ho:YAG lithotripsy, the beam profile at the optical fiber tip approaches a Gaussian
distribution. This shape corresponds to the crater produced on the stone surface. With further ablation, the
beam profile becomes erratic and unpredictable, with loss of lithotripsy efficiency. The findings provide fur-
ther insight into the photothermal mechanism of Ho:YAG lithotripsy.

INTRODUCTION

THE HOLMIUM:YAG LASER is the intracorporeal
lithotrite of choice for ureteroscopy.1 Unlike other

lithotripsy devices, which fragment stones in irregular fracture
planes, the photothermal mechanism of Ho:YAG lithotripsy
produces symmetric craters on the stone surface.2–6 These
craters increase in depth and width as pulse energy increases
and retain their symmetric appearance regardless of stone com-
position.7 Although fragmentation with a holmium laser may
take longer than with other devices, holmium:YAG lithotripsy
produces smaller fragments than other intracorporeal litho-
tripters.8 Holmium:YAG lithotripsy may be advantageous for
ureteronephroscopy, as optical energy may be delivered with
small-caliber flexible optical fibers.1,9,10

Because lithotripsy requires efficient delivery of optical energy
to the stone surface, optical fibers must function properly. Opti-
cal fiber damage during lithotripsy is associated with diminished
lithotripsy efficiency.5,11 In order to identify the mechanisms that
lead to diminished lithotripsy efficiency, we studied the effect of
lithotripsy on the optical beam profile. We also studied the effect
of bending the optical fibers, such as occurs during lower-pole
retrograde ureteronephroscopy, to determine the impact on opti-
cal beam transmission and beam profile.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Cleaved optical fibers of 272-mm and 365-mm diameter
(Slimline-200 and –365; Lumenis, Santa Clara, CA) were pol-
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ished using diamond lapping films with sequentially smaller
grit sizes (minimum grit size 1 mm). After polishing of the fiber,
the surface of the tip was examined under a microscope to con-
firm a smooth, flat, uniform surface.

The beam profile at the distal end of the optical fiber was
imaged with a microscope objective (magnification 20, numer-
ical aperture 0.4). The optical fiber tip was placed at the object
plane of the microscope objective, and the magnified beam was
viewed in the detector plane of the beam profiler (Pyrocam I;
Spiricon, Logan, UT). The beam profiler was based on a pyro-
electric detector array that was triggered by an external InAs
photodiode (EG&G, Judson, PA). The acquired images were
transferred to a personal computer equipped with a frame grab-
ber.

Optical fibers were used to ablate calculi of .95% struvite
composition. All calculi were cut with a dental diamond band
saw and sanded to create a smooth, flat surface. The calculi
were hydrated in deionized water for a minimum of 24 hours
then placed in a water cuvette. The Ho:YAG laser (VersaPulse;
Lumenis) was configured to deliver a pulse energy of 600 mJ
at 6 Hz. After 167 pulses (100 J irradiation), the damaged op-
tical fiber tip surface was reimaged with the beam profiler. The
fiber was repolished and redamaged prior to each damaged pro-
file measurement. The optical output of the fibers was mea-
sured using an energy detector (Molectron, Portland, OR) be-
fore and after ablation of struvite calculi up to 3500 pulses (600
mJ at 6 Hz). To avoid thermal damage to the energy detector,
the laser energy was set at 200 mJ for a single pulse.

The beam profile was examined with the 272-mm optical
fibers bent to simulate bending of a flexible ureteroscope. We
made photocopies of 7F flexible ureteroscopes (models
11274AA, Karl Storz, Culver City, CA; URF-P3, Olympus,
Lake Success, NY; 7325.172, Richard Wolf, Vernon Hills, IL;
and DUR-8, ACMI-Circon, Stamford, CT) in maximally up-
ward flexion and downward deflection with a 272-mm optical
fiber through the working port. These copies were cut out and
taped on more rigid card stock. The 272-mm optical fibers were
taped to the photocopies to simulate the bent fiber in the uretero-
scope. Each fiber was then aligned with the beam profiling sys-
tem (above), and the beam profile was measured. The energy
output was compared for straight and bent fibers.

The craters on the stone surface produced from Ho:YAG
lithotripsy were characterized with optical coherence tomogra-
phy. Craters were produced using both undamaged, polished
fibers and damaged fibers. To create damaged fibers, polished,
undamaged fibers were used to ablate calculi at 600-mJ pulse
energy until a total of 100 J had been delivered. To compare
the ablation volumes of craters produced from straight and bent
fibers, the flat surfaces of plaster of Paris phantoms were irra-
diated with 500-mJ single-pulse energy. Ten ablation craters
(ten phantoms) per cohort were characterized with optical co-
herence tomography and the volumes analyzed with unpaired
t-tests.

RESULTS

The straight, undamaged fibers showed a near-Gaussian
beam profile (Fig. 1). After 100-J stone ablation, the beam pro-
file became erratic, with hot spots, irregular contours, and un-

predictable profiles (Fig. 2). Damaged fibers produced differ-
ent beam profiles in the various trials. During ablation, the mea-
sured output decreased approximately 30% within the first 50
pulses and stabilized thereafter (Fig. 3). With the fiber bent
maximally, the beam profile flattened but still approximated a
near-Gaussian profile (Fig. 4). Energy measurements from the
straight fibers were 100% of the selected laser delivery energy.
The energy measurements from the bent 272-mm fibers were
99% to 100% of the stated input energy. There were no de-
tectable differences among beam profiles or energy outputs with
fibers bent for the various ureteroscopy simulations. Optical co-
herence tomography images of craters produced with polished
fibers were approximately Gaussian, grossly comparable to
their beam profiles (Fig. 5). The craters from damaged fibers
exhibited irregular contours with grossly less fragmentation
than was obtained with the undamaged fibers. The ablation
crater volumes of the straight and bent fibers were 0.038 6
0.007 mm3 v 0.044 6 0.008 mm3, respectively (P 5 0.11).

DISCUSSION

The Ho:YAG laser emits optical energy in roughly a Gauss-
ian distribution. The near-Gaussian beam profile grossly con-
forms to the measured crater shapes. Previously, we had spec-
ulated that the symmetric crater shapes were attributable to
diffusion of thermal energy.7 However, the current data dem-
onstrate rather that the crater shape is affected by the beam pro-
file: Ho:YAG lithotripsy produces symmetric craters because
the beam profile is symmetric. The crater is deepest under the
fiber center because fluence and energy density are greatest at
this location. At the periphery of the fiber, fluence and energy
density are weakest, so the crater depth is minimal. Higher pulse
energy produces larger crater volumes as fluence and energy
density increase at all points along the fiber tip. Crater geome-
tries differ among fiber diameters, however, because of factors
such as fiber acceptance angle and fiber diameter, as energy
density and fluence diminish with a larger fiber diameter. Thus,
the same pulse energy produces a deeper and narrower crater
when using a small optical fiber and a more shallow and wider
crater with a larger optical fiber.12

In contrast, after contact lithotripsy, the beam profile is
changed dramatically and unpredictably. This finding is not un-
expected, as fiber damage during lithotripsy causes microfrac-
tures of the optical fiber tip.7,13 These fiber tip microfractures
produce decreased collimation with less forward transmission
of optical energy.11 The decreased measured optical output was
seen with the same (200-mJ) pulse energy input, implying that
forward transmission of energy was decreased. The difference
in the stated energy output and measured energy output is at-
tributable to the irregular surface of the damaged fiber tip,
which reflected and refracted optical energy in different direc-
tions, leading to noncollimated energy and energy scatter.5

Thus, some of the energy is redirected elsewhere and not con-
tributing to forward transmission directly under the fiber tip.
Optical fiber tip damage is greater as pulse energy increases,
particularly when it is .1.0 J. Calculus fragmentation efficiency
diminishes for calcium stones at pulse energies .1.0 J.11

Ablation craters that correspond to beam profiles are further
evidence of photothermal ablation caused by long-pulse (.250-
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FIG. 1. Beam profiles of straight, undamaged, polished optical fibers. (A) The 365-mm fiber. (B) The 272-mm fiber. Both fibers
provide near-Gaussian beam profiles.

FIG. 2. Beam profiles of straight, damaged fibers. (A) The 365-mm fiber. (B) The 272-mm fiber. Both fibers exhibit irregular
beam profiles, hot spots, and unpredictable irradiance contours.

FIG. 3. Measured optical output during ablation. There is a rapid decline in measured energy forward of the optical fiber tip
within 50 pulses, then relatively steady output of approximately 60% to 70% of stated pulse energy.

http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showImage?doi=10.1089/08927790360587351&iName=master.img-000.jpg&w=449&h=163
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showImage?doi=10.1089/08927790360587351&iName=master.img-001.jpg&w=445&h=145
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showImage?doi=10.1089/08927790360587351&iName=master.img-001.jpg&w=445&h=145
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showImage?doi=10.1089/08927790360587351&iName=master.img-001.jpg&w=445&h=145
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showImage?doi=10.1089/08927790360587351&iName=master.img-004.jpg&w=311&h=182
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showImage?doi=10.1089/08927790360587351&iName=master.img-004.jpg&w=311&h=182


msec) Ho:YAG irradiation.2 In short pulse-duration lasers (,1
msec), photoacoustic effects are maximal when vapor bubble
geometry is largest.3 We would expect that if Ho:YAG
lithotripsy fragmented stones through photoacoustic mecha-
nisms, the largest beam profile would translate into the largest
vapor bubble, which in turn would produce the largest acoustic
transient and an irregular fragmentation effect.14 Instead, the
largest Ho:YAG beam profiles produced symmetric, repro-
ducible craters, evidence of a photothermal rather than a pho-

toacoustic mechanism. In fact, an increase in Ho:YAG pulse
energy produces an increase in the volume of these symmetric
craters without evidence of fracture, findings that can be ex-
plained only by a photothermal mechanism.12

Clinically, the data raise the question whether urologists
should cleave Ho:YAG fiber tips during prolonged lithotripsy
cases. Alternatively, urologists might use a fiber for a set num-
ber of pulses before exchanging it for another fiber. The ratio-
nale is that either maneuver may yield more efficient lithotripsy.
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FIG. 4. When polished, undamaged 272-mm fiber is bent to simulate retrograde ureteronephroscopy, beam approaches Gauss-
ian profile but is flatter than straight-fiber beam profiles. The beam profiles depict tallest, most narrow peak and near-Gaussian
profile for straight fiber configuration (A). As fiber bending radius is tightened, there are progressively shorter and wider pro-
files for fiber in maximal angel bend (approximately 140º) bending radii of 2 cm (B), 1.5 cm (C), and 1 cm (D).

FIG. 5. Typical stone crater profiles measured with optical coherence tomography of struvite calculi after single-pulse (600-
mJ) irradiation with 272-mm optical fiber. (A) Undamaged fiber produces crater profile similar to near-Gaussian beam profile.
(B) Damaged fiber produces an irregular crater with grossly less ablation than is obtained with undamaged fiber.
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At this point, however, we do not recommend either practice.
Our data show clearly that fragment removal rates diminish af-
ter 50 pulses (roughly 5 to 10 seconds of lithotripsy at cus-
tomary repetition rates) and thereafter remain stable at a di-
minished output. We assume it would take longer to repolish
or exchange fibers intraoperatively, and even then, the urolo-
gist would have to repeat the maneuver every 5 to 10 seconds
to ensure using a polished fiber. Enhanced optical fibers pro-
tected by a shield would seem a logical solution.

For all fibers bent similar to the manner used in lower-pole
nephroscopy, the beam profile changed only minimally, with a
slightly flatter distribution of optical energy. A minimal amount
of energy, less than 1%, was lost in transmission in the bent v
straight fiber. We infer that lower-pole retrograde uretero-
nephroscopy causes no significant laser leak to the ureteroscope
and no significant change in the optical output or distribution
of output. Anecdotally, we have experienced cases of lower-
pole retrograde ureteronephroscopy in which optical energy
damaged the inside of the ureteroscope. In this case, the fiber
was damaged at the site of maximal ureteroscope deflection af-
ter firing of the laser. However, using the bending simulations
and pulse energy of 0.6 J in this study, we were unable to re-
produce fiber damage at the site of bending. It is unclear if
higher pulse energies or greater bending (larger angle of de-
flection or smaller bending radius) might reproduce fiber dam-
age from optical damage. It is nonetheless prudent to verify that
optical fibers are intact prior to use. Urologists should confirm
the integrity of the optical fiber by turning the tracer beam on
high in a darkened operating room. Any bright spots along the
fiber, except the tracer beam exiting the fiber tip, would indi-
cate a fracture, and the fiber should be cleaved proximal to the
fracture or discarded.

CONCLUSIONS

The beam profile during Ho:YAG lithotripsy approaches a
Gaussian shape but becomes erratic with fiber damage after ab-
lation. The altered beam profile yields less efficient lithotripsy.

REFERENCES

1. Sofer M, Watterson JD, Wollin TA, Nott L, Razvi H, Denstedt JD.
Holmium:YAG laser lithotripsy for upper urinary tract calculi in
598 patients. J Urol 2002;167:31–34.

2. Vassar GJ, Chan KF, Teichman JMH, Glickman RD, Weintraub
ST, Pfefer TJ, Welch AJ. Holmium:YAG lithotripsy: Photothermal
mechanism. J Endourol 1999;13:181–190.

3. Rink K, Delacretaz G, Salanthe RP. Fragmentation process of cur-
rent laser lithotriptors. Lasers Surg Med 1995;16:134.

4. Zhong P, Tong H-L, Cocks FH, Pearle MS, Preminger GM. Tran-
sient cavitation and acoustic emission produced by different laser
lithotripters. J Endourol 1999;12:371–378.

5. Vassar GJ, Teichman JMH, Glickman RD. Holmium:YAG
lithotripsy efficiency varies with energy density. J Urol 1998;160:
471–476.

6. Teichman JMH, Rao RD, Rogenes VJ, Harris JM. Ureteroscopic
management of ureteral calculi: Electrohydraulic versus
holmium:YAG lithotripsy. J Urol 1997;158:1357.

7. Teichman JMH, Vassar GJ, Glickman RD. Holmium:YAG
lithotripsy efficiency varies with stone composition. Urology 1998;
52:392–397.

8. Teichman JMH, Vassar GJ, Bishoff JG, Bellman GC. Holmium:YAG
lithotripsy yields smaller fragments than Lithoclast, pulse dye or
electrohydraulic lithotripsy. J Urol 1998;159:17–28.

9. Grasso M, Conlin M, Bagley D. Retrograde ureteropyeloscopic
treatment of 2 cm or greater upper urinary tract and minor staghorn
calculi. J Urol 1998;160:346.

10. Hollenbeck BK, Schuster TG, Faerber GJ, Wolf JS. Flexible
ureteroscopy in conjuction with in-situ lithotripsy for lower pole
calculi. Urology 2001;58:299.

11. Spore SS, Teichman JMH, Corbin NS, Champion PC, Williamson
EA, Glickman RD. Holmium:YAG lithotripsy: Optimal power set-
tings. J Endourol 1999;13:559–566.

12. Lee H, Ryan RT, Teichman JMH, Kim J, Choi B, Navanit V, Arak-
eri NV, Welch AJ. Stone retropulsion during holmium:YAG
lithotripsy. J Urol 2003;169:881–885.

13. Grant SA, Soufiane A, Shirk G, Martin SW. Degradation-induced
transmission losses in silica optical fibers. Lasers Surg Med 1997;
21:65.

14. Chan KF, Pfefer TJ, Teichman JMH, Welch AJ. A perspective on
laser lithotripsy: The fragmentation process. J Endourol 2001;15:
257–273.

Address reprint requests to:
Joel Teichman, M.D., FRCSC

Division of Urology
University of British Columbia

St. Paul’s Hospital C305
1081 Burrard Street

Vancouver, BC, Canada V6Z 1Y6

E-mail: jteichman@providencehealth.bc.ca

CHANGES IN LASER BEAM PROFILE 67

http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?pmid=9679900&crossref=10.1097%2F00005392-199808000-00049
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?pmid=9679874&crossref=10.1097%2F00005392-199808000-00014
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?pmid=11743269&crossref=10.1097%2F00005392-200201000-00009
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?pmid=9228642&crossref=10.1002%2F%28SICI%291096-9101%281997%2921%3A1%3C65%3A%3AAID-LSM10%3E3.0.CO%3B2-8
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?system=10.1089%2F089277901750161737&pmid=11339391
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?pmid=9302119&crossref=10.1097%2F00005392-199710000-00010
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?system=10.1089%2Fend.1999.13.181&pmid=10360498
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?pmid=9730449&crossref=10.1016%2FS0090-4295%2898%2900239-8
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?system=10.1089%2Fend.1999.13.559&pmid=10597125
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?pmid=7769958&crossref=10.1002%2Flsm.1900160203
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?system=10.1089%2Fend.1998.12.371&pmid=9726407
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?pmid=9400428&crossref=10.1016%2FS0022-5347%2801%2963998-3
http://online.liebertpub.com/action/showLinks?pmid=12576805&crossref=10.1097%2F01.ju.0000046367.49923.c6
howar_000
Highlight

howar_000
Highlight



This article has been cited by:

1. Tariq A. Khemees, David M. Shore, Michael Antiporda, Joel M.H. Teichman, Bodo E. Knudsen. 2013.
Evaluation of a New 240-μm Single-Use Holmium:YAG Optical Fiber for Flexible Ureteroscopy. Journal
of Endourology 27:4, 475-479. [Abstract] [Full Text HTML] [Full Text PDF] [Full Text PDF with Links]

2. Jason Sea, Lee M. Jonat, Ben H. Chew, Jinze Qiu, Bingqing Wang, John Hoopman, Thomas Milner, Joel
M.H. Teichman. 2012. Optimal Power Settings for Holmium:YAG Lithotripsy. The Journal of Urology
. [CrossRef]

3. Oliver Varban, Dean Assimos, Corey Passman, Carl Westcott. 2010. Laparoscopic common bile duct
exploration and holmium laser lithotripsy: a novel approach to the management of common bile duct
stones. Surgical Endoscopy 24, 1759-1764. [CrossRef]

4. Adam C. Mues, Joel M.H. Teichman, Bodo E. Knudsen. 2009. Quantification of Holmium:Yttrium
Aluminum Garnet Optical Tip Degradation. Journal of Endourology 23:9, 1425-1428. [Abstract] [Full Text
PDF] [Full Text PDF with Links]

5. Adam C. Mues, Joel M.H. Teichman, Bodo E. Knudsen. 2009. Evaluation of 24 Holmium:YAG Laser
Optical Fibers for Flexible Ureteroscopy. The Journal of Urology 182, 348-354. [CrossRef]

6. Andrew J. Marks, Adam C. Mues, Bodo E. Knudsen, Joel M.H. Teichman. 2008. Holmium:Yttrium-
Aluminum-Garnet Lithotripsy Proximal Fiber Failures From Laser and Fiber Mismatch. Urology 71,
1049-1051. [CrossRef]

7. Sam N. Chawla, Mark F. Chang, Andrew Chang, James Lenoir, Demetrius H. Bagley. 2008. Effectiveness
of High-Frequency Holmium:YAG Laser Stone Fragmentation: The “Popcorn Effect”. Journal of
Endourology 22:4, 645-650. [Abstract] [Full Text PDF] [Full Text PDF with Links]

8. Bodo E. Knudsen, Randolph D. Glickman, Kenneth J. Stallman, Saher Maswadi, Ben H. Chew, Darren T.
Beiko, John D. Denstedt, Joel M.H. Teichman. 2005. Performance and Safety of Holmium: YAG Laser
Optical Fibers. Journal of Endourology 19:9, 1092-1097. [Abstract] [Full Text PDF] [Full Text PDF with
Links]

9. Sidney Lang. 2005. Guide to the Literature of Piezoelectricity and Pyroelectricity. 23. Ferroelectrics 321,
91-204. [CrossRef]

10. Kenneth Stallman, Joel TeichmanLasers in urology 497-512. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/end.2012.0513
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/full/10.1089/end.2012.0513
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/pdf/10.1089/end.2012.0513
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/pdfplus/10.1089/end.2012.0513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.juro.2011.10.147
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00464-009-0837-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/end.2009.0384
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/pdf/10.1089/end.2009.0384
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/pdf/10.1089/end.2009.0384
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/pdfplus/10.1089/end.2009.0384
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.juro.2009.02.112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.urology.2007.10.060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/end.2007.9843
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/pdf/10.1089/end.2007.9843
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/pdfplus/10.1089/end.2007.9843
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/end.2005.19.1092
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/pdf/10.1089/end.2005.19.1092
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/pdfplus/10.1089/end.2005.19.1092
http://online.liebertpub.com/doi/pdfplus/10.1089/end.2005.19.1092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00150190500259707
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/9780203420898-36



