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Abstract
Quantitative backscattered electron imaging is an established method to map mineral content distributions in bone and to 
determine the bone mineralization density distribution (BMDD). The method we applied was initially validated for a scan-
ning electron microscope (SEM) equipped with a tungsten hairpin cathode (thermionic electron emission) under strongly 
defined settings of SEM parameters. For several reasons, it would be interesting to migrate the technique to a SEM with a field 
emission electron source (FE-SEM), which, however, would require to work with different SEM parameter settings as have 
been validated for DSM 962. The FE-SEM has a much better spatial resolution based on an electron source size in the order 
of several 100 nanometers, corresponding to an about 105 to 106 times smaller source area compared to thermionic sources. 
In the present work, we compare BMDD between these two types of instruments in order to further validate the methodol-
ogy. We show that a transition to higher pixel resolution (1.76, 0.88, and 0.57 μm) results in shifts of the BMDD peak and 
BMDD width to higher values. Further the inter-device reproducibility of the mean calcium content shows a difference of 
up to 1 wt% Ca, while the technical variance of each device can be reduced to ±0.17 wt% Ca. Bearing in mind that shifts in 
calcium levels due to diseases, e.g., high turnover osteoporosis, are often in the range of 1 wt% Ca, both the bone samples 
of the patients as well as the control samples have to be measured on the same SEM device. Therefore, we also constructed 
new reference BMDD curves for adults to be used for FE-SEM data comparison.
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Introduction

From a material point of view, bone is a composite mate-
rial of a soft and tough organic collagen matrix reinforced 
with stiff and brittle inorganic hydroxylapatite nano-crystals 
[1, 2]. During an individual’s life span, bone forming and 
resorbing cells (osteoblasts and osteoclasts, respectively) 
steadily remodel bone, thus, allowing for mechanical adap-
tation and repairing material fatigue event like cracks. 
Osteoblasts lay down new bone in the form of collagen-
ous bone matrix (osteoid) that subsequently mineralizes. 
This mineralization process can be roughly separated in 
two phases. During the phase of primary mineralization, 
the newly formed bone achieves up to 70% mineral con-
tent in few days, whereas it takes up to months and even 
years to complete mineralization in the subsequent phase 
of secondary mineralization [3–8]. This interplay of bone 
formation and resorption leads to a specific pattern of bone 
packets of different age and, thus, of different mineralization 
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contents. A quantitative assessment of bone mineralization 
is important as many metabolic diseases, and medication 
may affect mineralization. Examples include (high and low 
bone turnover) osteoporosis [9–12], osteogenesis imper-
fecta [13–15], melorheostosis [16, 17], hypophosphatemia 
[18], hypophosphatasia [19, 20] as well as bisphosphonate 
[21–23] or teriparatide [24] treatment.

The clinical gold standard for characterization of the 
bone status of a patient is measuring the bone mineral den-
sity (BMD) via dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry (DXA). 
One of the major drawbacks of this technique is that the 
result of a DXA measurement is a 2-dimensional projection 
obtained from a radiography through the whole body. Thus, 
it is impossible to disentangle the effect of bone volume 
and matrix mineralization. In other words, DXA does not 
allow to discriminate if a larger absorption contrast stems 
from a larger amount of bone material in the beam path 
or from a higher mineralization of the bone matrix [25]. 
Another clinical sophisticated method is high-resolution 
peripheral quantitative computed tomography (HR-pQCT) 
[26, 27]. While it allows to measure 3-dimensional bone 
micro-architecture, the use of a polychromatic X-ray beam 
giving rise to beam hardening and its voxel resolution of 
approximately 80 μm limit the accuracy of the obtained 
volumetric BMD. The method of quantitative backscattered 
electron imaging (qBEI) has the potential to overcome these 
limitations. In contrast to x-rays used in DXA and HR-pQCT 
measurements, backscattered electrons provide information 
of mineralization density from a sample depth of only 1–2 
micrometers when working with beam electron energies of 
20 keV [28]. This means that instead of a 2D projection of 
a 3D measurement as is obtained in DXA, a qBEI analy-
sis gives truly 2D information on bone matrix mineraliza-
tion at the sample surface devoid of effects stemming from 
bone volume. Thus, the frequency histogram of degree in 
mineralization of the sample, the so-called bone mineraliza-
tion density distribution (BMDD) can be obtained directly 
from the backscattered electron images [29]. The method 
was first suggested by Alan Boyde [30] and further refined 
by Paul Roschger who used it extensively [31, 32]. Other 
groups throughout the world have also used it to measure 
bone mineral content in pathological situations [33–36]. 
Recently, evaluation protocols were developed to also assess 
osteocyte lacunae number, size, and shape from qBE images 
[15, 18, 37, 38]. However, it has to be emphasized that this 
method—in contrast to DXA and HR-pQCT—requires a 
bone biopsy sample.

The increasing popularity of the qBEI method for bone 
mineralization measurement makes it important to under-
stand how results from different groups and devices with 
different electron sources can be compared. With respect 
to the electron source, existing SEMs can be classified in 
two groups: thermionic and field emission electron guns. 

The physical principle of thermionic electron guns is to heat 
the material to high temperatures to allow some electrons 
to overcome the work-function energy barrier and escape 
into vacuum via thermal excitation. As this type of cathodes 
relies on thermal excitation and, thus, has to be operated 
at elevated temperatures, the resulting current density and 
its life time are generally low. Typical thermionic electron 
sources are made from tungsten or Lanthanum Hexaboride 
(LaB6 ). The second material has a lower working-function 
energy barrier compared to the first and, thus, can be oper-
ated at lower temperatures yielding a higher current density. 
In contrast to thermionic excitation, a field emission cath-
ode uses the physical principle of electric field amplification 
close to sharp tips. A field emission cathode is a metal wire 
ending with a sharp tip with a radius of several 100 nm . 
If this cathode is held at constant (negative) voltage, the 
electric field close to the tip becomes so large ( > 109 V/m ) 
that the working energy barrier is reduced and electrons can 
escape into vacuum. The current density is approximately 
a factor 105 larger compared to thermionic sources. Fur-
thermore, the small source size of a field emission cathode 
results also in a small beam divergence and, thus, higher 
brightness (current per solid angle) compared to a thermi-
onic source. As a field emission cathode can be operated at 
lower temperatures, its life time is considerably enhanced 
compared to a thermionic cathode (see also Fig. 1 for images 
of typical examples of the cathodes).

The qBEI method relies on the fact that in a scanning 
electron microscope (SEM), the number of backscattered 
electrons (BEs) is dependent on the local atomic number 
Z of the specimen. For low atomic numbers ( Z ≲ 20 ), this 
dependence is approximately linear [28]. The mean Z values 
of bone with a varying fraction of organic matrix ( Z ≊ 6 ) 
and hydroxylapatite ( Z = 14.06 ) lie well in this range, pro-
vided that in addition to the normal composition of bone, no 
significant amounts of other (heavier) elements are present. 
This allows to deduce the local mineral content in bone from 
the measured backscattered electron yield when an electron 
beam is scanned over a bone surface in a SEM that was cali-
brated by reference standards with known Z numbers prior 
to measurements [29].

In principle, the linear dependency of backscattered 
electron yield at low atomic numbers is actually only 
fulfilled if the sample material is homogeneous down 
to the atomic scale (randomly dispersed atoms) within 
the interaction volume, i.e., the sampling volume of BEs 
generated by the electron beam impinging the sample 
surface. This condition is well fulfilled for pure crystals 
provided that the strongly ordered arrangement of atoms 
on the sample surface is destroyed by proper mechanical 
polishing. Otherwise the BE yield would be additionally 
influenced by crystal orientation. In contrast, for bone, 
which is a nano-composite of organic molecules (mainly 
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collagen) and nano-sized hydroxylapatite particles, the 
conditions of homogeneity within the sampling volume of 
BE are likely less strongly fulfilled. The dominant struc-
tural motif the bone material is built of, is the mineralized 
collagenous fibril of 50 to 200 nm in diameter impreg-
nated by 4-nm-thick plate-like crystals. These mineralized 
fibrils compose a lamellar structure with a period of about 
5 μm further forming the bone packets (basic structural 
units, BSUs). In consequence, not only the actual min-
eral content of the fibril, but also the amount of fibril 
material that is effectively sampled per pixel during scan-
ning might influence the BE intensity. Thus, instrumen-
tal parameters like beam size, beam divergence, beam 
electron intensity as well as spatial pixel resolution will 
potentially contribute to a BE contrast additionally to that 
of atomic number contrast.

Nevertheless, the size and specificity of this effect are 
hitherto unexplored. This gap shall be closed in the cur-
rent paper. We compare qBEI results from two different 
SEMs equipped with different electron sources. The first 
is a ZEISS DSM 962 with a tungsten hairpin cathode and 
the second a ZEISS field emission SEM SUPRA 40 (see 
Fig. 1 for images of the used cathodes). The former was 
used to validate the qBEI method and to establish refer-
ence BMDDs from healthy adults [32, 39]. Having these 
two different microscopes at hand and considering the 
issues discussed above, the question arises if measure-
ments on the two devices are (quantitatively) comparable. 
In particular, this answers the question if measurements 
on the field emission SEM can be compared to the refer-
ence BMDDs obtained earlier with the DSM 962. The 
broader impact of this research question is to answer, 
how results from different research groups obtained with 
SEMs with different electron sources and operated with 
different experimental settings (e.g., nominal magnifica-
tion), can be compared.

Material and Methods

Samples

The new reference curve on the SEM SUPRA 40 was 
decided to include only samples from the iliac crest from 
healthy individuals. Transiliac bone biopsy samples are 
by far the most common site for histopathological exami-
nation and diagnosis. Furthermore, using transiliac bone 
samples only allows to determine also a cortical reference 
BMDD (in contrast to the trabecular BMDD, the cortical 
BMDD is not site independent). For measurement of the 
adult reference BMDD iliac crest bone biopsy, samples 
from N = 25 individuals (7 males and 18 females) are cho-
sen for the analysis. 13 of these samples had already been 
included in the previously published reference obtained 
with the DSM 962 (Note, that this reference included spec-
imens also from other sites than the iliac crest) [39]. The 
remaining 12 specimens are obtained from autopsy sam-
ples of individuals with no known bone disease. All ethical 
requirements were approved by the Ethics Commission of 
the Medical University of Vienna (EK Nr. 1757/2013). 
The age range of all 25 samples is from 37 to 95 years 
(mean 68.7 ± 19 years). Each biopsy sample is partitioned 
in a cortical (comprising two cortices) and a trabecular 
region. All three regions are evaluated separately. The 
arithmetic mean of the two cortical BMDD curves of each 
sample defines the cortical sample’s BMDD [40]. The 25 
trabecular and cortical BMDD curves are averaged to give 
the reference curve. The reference BMDD parameters rep-
resent the arithmetic mean of the reference population.

Fig. 1  Representative images 
of the two types of cathodes 
discussed in the text. a Light 
microscopy image of a typical 
tungsten hairpin cathode used 
in the DSM 962. The red 
( r = 55 �m ) and yellow 
( r = 136 �m ) circles give an 
estimate of the source radius. b 
SEM image of the tip of a field 
emission cathode used in the 
SEM SUPRA 40 device. The 
green circle with r = 512 nm 
indicates the tip radius
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Sample Preparation

Sample preparation is described in detail elsewhere [32, 
39] and is only shortly recapitulated here. Native bone 
samples are immersed and stored in 70% ethanol. The 
embedding process is started by an alcohol and acetone 
series to dehydrate and degrease the samples. Then the 
sample is embedded in poly-methylmethacrylate (PMMA). 
The hardening process takes several days at elevated tem-
peratures of about 40 °C. When the hardening process is 
finished, the samples are trimmed and cut by a diamond 
saw (Buehler Isomet 1000) in a defined orientation for 
measurements. Then the surface is ground and polished 
(Logitech PM5). Finally, the sample is carbon coated 
(AGAR SEM carbon coater) to achieve a conducting sur-
face. Together with the bone sample, an aluminum sample 
of high purity (99.9999%, MAC Consultants UK) is also 
carbon coated producing a carbon coating of similar thick-
ness on the aluminum sample as on the bone sample. In the 
following, this is called the sample standard (in contrast to 
the main standard defined below). It is used to quantify the 
effect of the carbon deposition on the qBEI measurement.

Instrumentation

The data presented in this work have been obtained through 
measurements with two scanning electron microscopes 
equipped with different electron sources. The first is a Zeiss 
DSM 962 with a tungsten hairpin cathode, the second a Zeiss 
field emission SEM SUPRA 40 equipped with a Schottky 
field emission electron gun with zirconium envelope. Fig-
ure 1 shows images of the two cathodes used. Note the dif-
ference in tip radius for both sources that leads to differ-
ences in beam characteristics like diameter and divergence. 
In both devices, the backscattered detector is a 4-quadrant 

solid-state detector but of different size and fabrication. With 
both devices, measurements were performed at 20 kV. The 
working distance was 15 mm for the DSM 962 and 10 mm 
for the SEM SUPRA 40, respectively. The probe current 
(measured as the specimen current of a faraday cup) was 
110 pA for the DSM 962 and lay in the range of 280–320 pA 
for the SUPRA 40. These settings and a scanning speed of 
90 s per image resulted in approximately the same electron 
exposure (electrons/pixel) of the sample for both devices.

To perform compositional analysis of samples using 
quantitative Energy Dispersive X-Ray spectroscopy (EDX), 
the SEM SUPRA 40 is equipped with an EDS Silicon Drift 
detector (X-Max, Oxford Instrument, UK). The analysis of 
EDX spectra is done using Oxford INCA software.

Calibration

The calibration procedure of the SEM includes two steps: (i) 
Since the BE signal intensity is highly sensitive to the work-
ing distance (WD) (i.e., the distance of the sample surface 
to the end of the SEM column and, thus, to the BE detector 
surface), the main standard (see below) and bone sample 
surface have to be adjusted for the exactly same WD. This is 
achieved by moving the samples mechanically into the fixed 
focal plane of electron beam. (ii) The backscattered signal 
is calibrated using two reference materials of known atomic 
number. We are using a dual-element reference sample of 
high purity containing aluminum (Z = 13) in the center sur-
rounded by carbon (Z = 6) called the main standard. The 
calibration routine consists in tuning the brightness and con-
trast of the detector in order to obtain a gray level of 25 ± 1 
for carbon and 225 ± 1 for aluminum. The gray value his-
togram from an image showing the main standard develops 
two distinct peaks. Brightness and contrast settings are used 

Fig. 2  Calibration procedure for quantitative measurements. a The 
main standard that is used for calibration. The light area corresponds 
to aluminum, the dark ones to carbon. b Corresponding gray-level 

histogram. Brightness and contrast of the detector are adjusted that 
the gray levels corresponding to carbon and aluminum are centered at 
25 and 225, respectively
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to shift both peaks simultaneously or to change the distance 
between them, respectively (see also Fig. 2).

Carbon Coating Correction (for SEM SUPRA 40 Only)

When contrast and brightness values are set for the main 
standard, the carbon-coated aluminum sample standard 
is measured. Due to coating, its mean Z value is reduced 
compared to the value of pure aluminum, and the gray-level 
histogram is shifted to values below 225. The thickness of 
the carbon layer on each sample is in the range of several 
tens of nanometers. Its exact value cannot be controlled. 
Thus, the gray-level reduction due to carbon coating varies 
from sample to sample. This effect is corrected using an 
aluminum sample standard coated simultaneously with the 
sample. This procedure shall ensure that sample and sam-
ple standard have similar carbon layer thicknesses. Then, 
a comparison of the (carbon coated) sample standard to 
the main standard consisting of pure, uncoated aluminum, 
allows to estimate the GL reduction due to coating. Reduc-
tions of up to 2-gray levels are tolerated. When the reduc-
tion is larger than 2, brightness and contrast are changed 
such that the main standard shows gray levels of 25 and 
223 for carbon and aluminum, respectively. Typically carbon 
coating reduces the measurement signal from 1 to 5 GLs. 
Then the measurement of the sample is performed. Dur-
ing measurement, the stability of the extractor current (the 
main regulator of the probe current) is monitored. After the 
measurement, the main standard is measured again. Shifts 
in the gray-level histograms of ±1 are accepted. Whenever 
stability of gray levels or extractor current is not achieved, 
the measurement is discarded.

Data Evaluation

8-Bit gray-scale images with pixel dimension 512 × 512 for 
the DSM 962 and 1024 × 768 for the SEM SUPRA 40 are 
collected. In the latter device, the pixel size is quadratic, 
while in the former, the pixel size is a factor 1.27 larger 
in scan direction than perpendicular to it. The rectangular 
pixel shape in the DSM 962 has no influence for the calcu-
lation of the BMDD as described below. The BMDD is a 
frequency distribution and does not contain any geometrical 
information. Of course, the pixel shape has to be considered 
when histomorphometric information like, e.g., trabecular 
thickness or cortical width are inferred from the image. In 
particular this is true for the depiction of the images them-
selves. In the current manuscript, all images obtained with 
the DSM 962 are scaled to a pixel dimension of 650 × 512 . 
In the case of the DSM 962, several non-overlapping areas of 
2.4 × 1.9 mm2 of the sample surface are scanned, while the 
entire sample surface is scanned with the SEM SUPRA 40. 
In the latter case, this allows for stitching the single pictures 

together to give an image of the entire surface of the sam-
ple of arbitrary pixel dimensions. In this case, images are 
recorded with a 5% overlap. The stitching is performed with 
an ImageJ plugin from Stephan Preibisch et al. [41].

The images are subsequently processed based on self-
written macros in ImageJ (https:// imagej. nih. gov/ ij/). All 
gray levels lower than 25 corresponding to PMMA and soft 
tissue of the bone marrow space are thresholded and set 
to gray level 0. Then the images are filtered and cleaned 
to remove debris and dirt. From the cleaned images, GL 
histograms are produced. Based on Eq. 4, these histograms 
are transformed into BMDDs that give the amount of bone 
surface mineralized with a certain calcium content. The 
BMDDs are normalized to 100% bone area. These curves 
are further processed as described elsewhere [29]. In par-
ticular, 5 main parameters describing the curve are evalu-
ated: (i) CaMean indicates the mean calcium content found 
in the sample

Here, BMDD
i
 is the i-th entry of the histogram and 

c
i
= 0.1733 ∗ i − 4.3326 denotes the corresponding calcium 

concentration in wt%. (ii) CaPeak indicates the most fre-
quently measured calcium content, i.e., the location of the 
peak of the curve. To reduce effects due to noise, CaPeak 
is not defined as the location of the maximum of the curve, 
but it is measured as the middle point between the locations 
where the BMDD has reached 75% of the maximum value on 
both sides. (iii) CaWidth indicates the heterogeneity of the 
mineralization and is measured as full width at half maxi-
mum of the curve. (iv) CaLow and (v) CaHigh indicate the 
percentage of bone material that is mineralized less than 
the 5th percentile and more than the 95th percentile of the 
reference BMDD curve, respectively.

Results

To answer the question, if the BMDD outcomes of both 
types of SEMs can be directly compared, the following 
analyses were performed: (i) The linear relation between 
backscattered electron yield and mean atomic number was 
verified for the two SEMs used (On the Relation Between 
Backscattered Electron Yield and Mean Atomic Number). 
(ii) The identical surface of the same sample was measured 
repeatedly with the same device. The time span between 
the measurements was even up to several years. This gave 
insight into the long-term stability of the devices, reproduc-
ibility of the measurement itself as well as on the stability of 
the resin embedded bone sample over time (Device Stability 
Over Time). (iii) A comparison of BMDDs obtained with 

(1)CaMean =
1

100

255
∑

i=0

c
i
× BMDD

i

https://imagej.nih.gov/ij/
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the same device at different magnifications was performed to 
apprehend how different magnifications affect the obtained 
images (Measurements with the Same Device at Different 
Magnifications). (iv) BMDDs from the identical sample but 
measured with two different SEM devices at the same spatial 
pixel resolution were compared. This could clarify the quan-
titative comparability of BMDD curves obtained from differ-
ent devices. The results showed that although both devices 
lead to qualitatively similar results, quantitatively the results 
were not equal. In particular, this means that BMDDs meas-
ured with the SEM SUPRA 40 cannot be used directly to 
compare them with the reference BMDD curves for healthy 
bone obtained with the DSM 962 [39] (Comparison Between 
Different Devices). (v) Consequently, it is described how 
new reference BMDDs were obtained for the new device 
(Reference BMDD Curves).

On the Relation Between Backscattered Electron 
Yield and Mean Atomic Number

The main assumption of the qBEI method is that the back-
scattered electron coefficient, i.e., the number of electrons 
reflected back from the sample divided by the number of 
impinging electrons on the sample, shows—for light ele-
ments—a linear dependence on atomic number Z [28]. 
While for pure elements, the atomic number is known, in 
compounds, there is no natural choice on how to calculate a 
mean Z [42]. In a previous work from Roschger et al. [32]. 
the following formula suggested by Lloyd [43] was used:

Here, the sum runs over all elements i present in the com-
pound; N

i
 , A

i
, and Z

i
 are denoting the corresponding number 

per unit weight of the compound, atomic weight, and atomic 
number, respectively. Thus, a necessary test for the applica-
bility of the qBEI method is to verify the linear dependence 
of backscattered electron yield on the mean atomic number 
of the compound evaluated with Eq. 2. For the DSM 962, 
the linearity of the backscattered coefficient was verified for 
carbon, aluminum, fluorapatite, and MgF2 (all with certified 
micro analytical measured elemental composition data) in 
a previous study [32]. In the current work, the linearity of 
the backscattered signal for the DSM 962 and SEM SUPRA 
40 is verified by calibrating the device with the calibration 
reference standards of pure carbon and pure aluminum and 
subsequent gray-level measurements of 5 different miner-
als with estimated composition by semi-quantitative EDX 
analysis limited to an accuracy in elemental concentration 
of about 1 wt%.

Figure 3 shows the obtained gray levels (GLs) for the 
minerals measured with the two different SEMs and different 

(2)Zmean =

∑

i
N
i
A
i
Z
i

∑

i
N
i
A
i

.

nominal magnifications. The solid gray line denotes the cali-
bration line drawn between a GL of 25 for carbon ( Z

C
= 6 ) 

and GL 225 for aluminum ( ZAl = 13 ), respectively. The 
thickness of the line corresponds to the uncertainty of ±2 
GL in the calibration routine and due to carbon coating. 
Three observations can be made: first, the measured gray 
levels fall approximately on the calibration curve for both 
devices. Second, there are only slight variations in gray level 
when the same mineral is measured with different devices. 
Third, the results do not depend on magnification (for low 
magnifications up to a × 200). These results allow to use the 
calibration line as a linear relation between gray level GL 
and mean atomic number Zmean as follows:

As shown previously, under the assumption that bone is a 
mixture of stoichiometric hydroxylapatite and collagen the 
mean atomic number of bone depends linearly on calcium 
content. Consequently, the measured GL can be translated 
into local wt% Ca via [31, 32]

(3)GL = 200

(

Zmean − ZC

ZAl − ZC

)

+ 25.

(4)wt% Ca = k × GL − d.

Fig. 3  GLs measured for 5 different minerals: Kernite 
( Na2[B4O6(OH2)] ⋅ 3H2O ), Magnesite ( MgCO3 ), Magnesium Fluo-
ride ( MgF2 ), Periclase (MgO), and Dolomite ( CaMg[CO3]2 ) with 
two SEMs: a Zeiss DSM 962 equipped with a tungsten cathode and 
a Zeiss field emission SEM SUPRA 40. The mean Z number of the 
minerals was obtained by a compositional EDX analysis of the sam-
ples. GLs were measured with one nominal magnification of × 50 for 
the DSM962 and for three different nominal magnifications (× 65, ×  
130 and × 200) for the SEM SUPRA 40. The solid gray line denotes 
the calibration line: brightness and contrast of the detector are set 
such that pure carbon (Z = 6) and aluminum (Z = 13) have a gray 
level of 25 and 225, respectively. The thickness of the line corre-
sponds to a ±2 GL uncertainty due to instrument calibration and car-
bon coating
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The described calibration of the SEM device ensures that 
pure hydroxylapatite with 39.86 wt% Ca and Z

mean
= 14.06 

yields a GL of 255, while carbon with zero wt% Ca and 
Zmean = 6 gives a GL of 25. Thus, it is found that

Device Stability Over Time

To test the (long term) stability of the devices and the repro-
ducibility of measurements in time, iliac crest bone samples 
were measured repeatedly with the same device with a time 
lag of several years between the measurements. Figure 4 
shows the results: (A) contrasts measurements from the 
same sample taken in 2012 and 2017 measured with the 
DSM 962. Obviously, the measured curves coincide almost 
perfectly. This is also confirmed by the values of the param-
eters describing the shape of the BMDD: CaPeak, CaMean, 
and CaWidth do not differ more than 2 GLs between the 
measurements. This is compatible with the ±1 GLs changes 
accepted for the reference standards before and after meas-
urement. (B) A similar result of reproducibility is achieved 
for a sample measured repeatedly on the SEM SUPRA 40. 
Here, a measurement performed in 2018 was repeated 2 
years later in 2020. Also for these measurements, the BMDD 
parameters do not differ more than 2 GLs. This remarkable 
reproducibility of the qBEI measurements also indicates that 
the temporal stability of the PMMA embedded bone sample 
is high.

(5)k =
39.86

230
= 0.1733.

(6)d = − 25 × k = −4.3326.

Measurements with the Same Device at Different 
Magnifications

Another question concerns measurements on the same 
device with different magnifications. In Fig. 5, we show an 
example of images and BMDDs of one and the same bone 
surface measured with three different magnifications on the 
SEM SUPRA 40. It was ensured that the three measure-
ments were performed on exactly the same bone area. As 
the pixel resolution changes with magnification, this means 
that the obtained images have different pixel dimensions 
for the three investigated magnifications: 333 × 250 (mag. 
×65 ), 665 × 499 (mag. ×130 ) and 1024 × 768 (mag. ×200 ). 
Hence, observed differences in the measurements can be 
solely attributed to the changed magnification. The results 
show that there is a small shift to higher GLs with increasing 
magnification (CaPeak and CaMean increase approximately 
2 GLs from magnification × 65 to × 200). Furthermore, with 
increasing magnification also, a small broadening (increase 
in CaWidth) of the curve (one GL from magnification × 65 
to × 200) can be observed. Of note, the extent of the shift 
to higher CaPeak and CaWidth values with increasing mag-
nification varied considerably with different bone samples.

Comparison Between Different Devices

Another point concerns the comparison of measurements 
obtained from the two different devices at very similar spa-
tial resolution. Figure 6 shows a comparison of the same 
surface investigated with pixel resolution 2.24 × 1.76 �m2 
(DSM 962) and 1.76 × 1.76 �m2 (SEM SUPRA 40). Note 
that the pixel resolution for the DSM 962 is rectangular 
and can, thus, only be matched with one dimension for 
the quadratic pixel size in the SEM SUPRA 40. The same 

Fig. 4  Repeated measurement of one sample on the same device. a 
BMDD from an iliac crest biopsy sample measured with the DSM 
962 in the year 2012 and 2017, respectively. b The same sample 
measured on the SEM SUPRA 40 in 2018 and 2020, respectively. 

Additionally, CaPeak, CaMean, and CaWidth are given for the two 
curves (in wt% Ca as well as in GLs). The measured parameters do 
not differ more than 2 GLs
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features (size and shape of bone packets) can be qualita-
tively observed in both images. Nevertheless, the image 
obtained with the SEM SUPRA 40 appears to be structured 
on a smaller scale compared to that acquired with the DSM 
962: (i) Qualitatively, this can be visualized by smearing of 
the cement lines in the SUPRA 40 image compared to the 
DSM 962 image. (ii) Quantitatively, it can be noticed in the 
BMDD analysis of the images showing a shift to higher min-
eralizations (for instance, CaMean was found to be increased 
up to 1 wt% Ca) and a broadening of the curve obtained from 
the SUPRA 40 compared to the DSM 962.

Reference BMDD Curves

The previously reported trabecular reference BMDD for 
adults was obtained with the DSM 962 at a pixel resolution 
of 4.54 × 3.57 �m2 [39]. This pixel size was found to be 
suitable to quantify the mineral content within the individual 
bone structural units (BSUs) that bone is composed of, while 
keeping the number of the scanned images low. In the SEM 
SUPRA 40, the pixel size compatible with the instrumental 
parameter settings for qBEI was found to be not larger than 
1.76 × 1.76 �m2 . However, the new instrument is equipped 

with an automated scan procedure. This allows to record sin-
gle images from the entire bone surface. Subsequently, the 
images can be stitched to obtain one large qBEI image of the 
whole bone area. Thus, the qBEI-BMDD analysis became 
even faster with the SEM SUPRA 40 compared to the DSM 
962, although the former requires to acquire a larger num-
ber of single images. Moreover, the additional advantage 
of using a smaller pixel size is that it reduces the partial 
filled volume effect as discussed in [29]. As shown in fig-
ure 5, such a change in pixel size alone can induce changes 
in BMDD outcomes. Further, Fig. 6 shows that there is also 
a significant change in the BMDD to higher CaPeak and 
larger CaWidth values when switching to the SUPRA 40 
device at the same pixel resolution. Hence, it is evident that 
BMDDs acquired with the SEM SUPRA 40 cannot be com-
pared against the reference curves obtained with the DSM 
962. Consequently, new references for the SEM SUPRA 40 
have been recorded. The results are summarized in Fig. 7: 
(A) shows the trabecular and cortical reference BMDDs for 
adults obtained with the SEM SUPRA 40. The BMDD peak 
shows consistently a shift to higher mineralizations and a 
broadening compared to the previously reported BMDD 
obtained with the DSM 962 [39]. Moreover, the shifts are of 

Fig. 5  Typical images obtained from measurements of the same ROI 
with different nominal magnifications and corresponding BMDD 
curves. a × 65 with pixel resolution 1.76 μm, b × 130 with pixel res-

olution 0.88 μm, c × 200 with pixel resolution 0.57 μm. All images 
show the same area of 587 × 440 �m2 and have be obtained with the 
SEM SUPRA 40. d Corresponding BMDDs
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the same order of magnitude as found for the single BMDDs 
shown, e.g., in Fig. 6. The trabecular and cortical reference 
BMDD obtained with the SEM SUPRA 40 are similar in 
peak position and shape. (B) shows that the BMDD param-
eters for cortical and trabecular bone all lie within one SD 
reflecting the similarity between trabecular and cortical 
BMDD of transiliac bone samples. New CaLow and CaHigh 
values are obtained as percentage of bone area mineralized 
below 18.20 wt% Ca and above 26.86 wt% Ca, respectively. 
These values correspond to the 5th and 95th percentiles of 
the new trabecular reference BMDD for adults.

Discussion

The measurements of the backscattered electron yield as 
a function of mean atomic number Z of different mineral 
crystals confirmed a linear dependence in the range of Z 
corresponding to bone ( Z ≈ 10 ). This linear dependence was 
found equal for different pixel resolutions and both devices 
with different electron sources (DSM 962 with a tungsten 
hairpin cathode and SEM SUPRA 40 with a field emission 
cathode). These results justify the use of Eq. 4 to relate 
measured GL and local calcium content in bone samples that 
lies at the heart of the qBEI method for SEMs independent 
of their specific electron source.

Further, we observed that there is a clear broadening of 
the BMDD peak as well as a GL shift in the BMDDs to 

Fig. 6  Images and corresponding BMDD curves of the same surface 
(covering a region of 500 × 500 �m2 ) measured with the same reso-
lution (1.76 μm/pixel) with both devices. a Image obtained with the 
DSM 962 and b with the SEM SUPRA 40. The same features (bone 

packet size and shape) can be observed in both images shown. c The 
BMDD curves show that there is a significant shift to higher miner-
alizations and broadening of the curve for the SEM SUPRA 40 com-
pared to the DSM 962
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higher mineralization levels when measured at similar pixel 
resolution by SEM SUPRA 40 compared to DSM 962. Such 
a shift is consistently found for all samples measured and 
is in the range up to 1.0 wt% Ca for the BMDD parameter 
CaMean. One of the main reasons for the observed discrep-
ancies seems to be the difference in beam characteristics 
for the two devices. The electron source size is 100 to 1000 
times smaller for the field emission compared to the tung-
sten cathode. The smaller source size causes a much less 
divergent and smaller beam diameter at the imaged sample 
surface for the SEM SUPRA 40 compared to the DSM 962 
[28]. One particular feature of a field emission microscope 
is that the beam size is the same for all nominal magnifi-
cations, while for the DSM 962 the beam size has to be 
adjusted for each magnification. Consequently, the beam 
electron interaction volume in the sample material, respec-
tively, the escape area of the backscattered electrons from 
the sample surface, is much smaller for the SEM SUPRA 40 
compared to the DSM 962 (nevertheless, still much larger 
than the beam diameter for both devices [28]). Most impor-
tantly, for both devices, the escape area is smaller than the 

nominal magnification given by the pixel size. This means 
that not everything located in the pixel contributes to the 
measured signal. Therefore, some details of the structure 
(such as cement lines) may actually be under-sampled or 
even missed in the SEM SUPRA 40 mapping. This explains 
the observation of smearing of cement lines in the SEM 
SUPRA 40 compared to the DSM 962 presented in Fig. 6. 
A measurement with higher pixel resolution will, however, 
reveal many more details in the device with the field emis-
sion cathode (see, e.g., the gradual increase in magnification 
for the SEM SUPRA 40 in Fig. 5). The consequence is that 
the lower inherent resolution of the DSM has some advan-
tages for (low resolution) qBEI mapping, while the field 
emission microscope has clear advantages for high-resolu-
tion imaging. This effect is likely leading to the described 
alterations in BMDD characteristics compared to the DSM 
962. Noteworthy that in case of homogeneous samples like 
Z standards, differences in beam diameter at focal plane 
also lead to consistently higher BE signal outcomes for the 
SEM SUPRA 40 compared to the DSM 962. In contrast, 
differences in magnification do not change the BE signal 
outcomes for the SEM SUPRA 40, which are consistent 
with the fact that in this device, spot size (beam diameter 
at sample surface) does not change with magnification (see 
Fig. 3). Both observations support the assumption that the 
above-described effect of BMDD GL shift originates from 
the inhomogeneous hierarchically structured bone material. 
Consequently, a numerical rescaling of the BMDD curves 
of the FE-SEM is not feasible as the shift in GL between the 
two devices is not a function of the device alone but depends 
also on the ultrastructural characteristics of the sectioned 
bone sample surface.

In contrast, measurements with the identical device are 
highly reproducible over the range of years with a variation 
of ±1 GL, i.e., 0.17 wt% Ca. This is much better than the 
variations of up to ±6 GL (1.0 wt% Ca) found between the 
different devices. Consequently, the stability of the device 
(sample chamber, detector, and electronics) and also of the 
PMMA embedded sample itself, allows to compare measure-
ments obtained from the same device over years.

These observations allow drawing the following conclu-
sions: qBEI measurements can be quantitatively compared 
when they are (i) measured with the same device and (ii) 
measured under exactly the same conditions (especially the 
same magnification). If the stability of the device can be 
ensured the achieved relative accuracy (within one device) 
can be as good as 0.2 wt% Ca or ±1 GL . On the other hand, 
the different types of electron beams used in the two devices 
lead to differences in measured parameters of up to 1.0 
wt% Ca or ±6 GL for instance in case of CaMean.

In particular, this has implications on the trabecular refer-
ence BMDD for healthy adults published in reference [39]. 
In this paper, it was shown that the trabecular BMDD in 

Fig. 7  Adult trabecular and cortical references and corresponding 
BMDD parameters obtained from the SEM SUPRA 40. a Adult tra-
becular and cortical reference BMDDs. The insets show the single 
BMDDs used for averaging to obtain the corresponding reference 
BMDD. b The obtained BMDD parameters for the presented single 
BMDD curves are shown as mean ± SD and median [25%; 75%], 
respectively. Median and quartiles are obtained using the python 
numpy library
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healthy adults is independent of age, sex, skeletal site, and 
ethnicity. Consequently, measurements on arbitrary samples 
can be compared against these references to gain insight into 
the mineralization pattern, e.g., if the sample is normal-, 
hypo- or hyper-mineralized. As changes in BMDD param-
eters due to diseases, like e.g., osteoporosis or osteogenesis 
imperfecta, are often in the range of ±1 wt% Ca [29] which 
is similar to the changes due to different electron sources, 
direct comparisons between measurements obtained from 
different devices or obtained under different settings, e.g., 
magnification, are impossible. As the published reference 
was obtained with the DSM 962, they cannot be compared 
against BMDDs obtained with the newer device SEM 
SUPRA 40. Consequently, new reference curves for the 
SEM SUPRA 40 had to be obtained. Additionally to the 
trabecular reference BMDD, also a cortical reference was 
established from the same individuals at the same anatomi-
cal site (iliac crest).

Conclusions

This paper discussed the dependence of the BE signal on the 
type of electron source present in the used SEM (thermionic 
or field emission cathode). Understanding this effect is of 
special importance when the BE yield is used to deduce 
information on the quantitative composition of a sample as 
is, e.g., done in a qBEI measurement on bone samples. It 
was shown that the linear relation of BE signal on sample 
composition is fulfilled for both investigated cathodes. Nev-
ertheless, in addition to the atomic number contrast, a small 
gray-level shift to higher values was found for measurements 
with smaller electron beams obtained with a field emission 
cathode compared to a tungsten hairpin cathode. This shift 
was found consistently for pure and homogeneous Z stand-
ards as well as for hierarchical and inhomogeneous bone 
samples. The shift is small in absolute values, but in the 
same order of magnitude as changes in BMDD values due 
to diseases, like osteoporosis or osteogenesis imperfecta. On 
the other hand, measurements with the same type of cathode 
were found to be highly reproducible over time scales of 
several years. Nevertheless, on the same device, systematic 
shifts in BE yield were also detected for measurements with 
different magnifications. These results show that quantitative 
comparisons between qBEI measurements are only valid, 
when the measurements were obtained with the same device 
and the same measurement conditions. In particular, this 
has implications when BMDD curves are compared against 
reference values. The measured BMDD data can only be 
compared with data obtained with a similar device.

Acknowledgements We are grateful to Christian Lengauer, Depart-
ment of Mineralogy and Crystallography, University of Vienna, for 

providing the investigated mineral samples. We thank Petra Keplinger, 
Sonja Lueger, and Phaedra Messmer for sample preparation and meas-
urements. This study was supported by the AUVA (Research funds of 
the Austrian workers compensation board) and OEGK (Austrian Social 
Health Insurance Fund).

Author Contributions MH and SB conceived the experiments. MH, 
SB, and BM analyzed the experiments. All authors discussed the 
results. MH wrote the manuscript. All authors reviewed the manuscript.

Funding Open Access funding enabled and organized by Projekt 
DEAL.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest Markus A. Hartmann, Stéphane Blouin, Barbara 
M. Misof, Nadja Fratzl-Zelman, Paul Roschger, Andrea Berzlanovich, 
Gerlinde M. Gruber, Peter C. Brugger, Jochen Zwerina and Peter Frat-
zl declare that they have no conflict of interest.

Human and animal rights and informed consent Human bone autopsy 
samples were provided by the Unit of Forensic Gerontology, Center 
of Forensic Science and the Center for Anatomy and Cell Biology, 
Department of Anatomy of the Medical University of Vienna. This 
study was approved by the Ethics Commission of the Medical Univer-
sity of Vienna and performed according to the criteria defined by the 
rules of the committee (EK no. 1757/2013).

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, 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 Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted 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 licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

 1. Fratzl P, Weinkamer R (2007) Nature’s hierarchical materials. 
Prog Mater Sci 52:1263

 2. Jäger I, Fratzl P (2000) Mineralized collagen fibrils: a mechanical 
model with staggered arrangement of mineral particles. Biophys 
J 79:1737

 3. Boivin G, Meunier PJ (2002) The degree of mineralization of bone 
tissue measured by computerized quantitative contact microradi-
ography. Calcif Tissue Int 70(6):503–511

 4. Akkus O, Polyakova-Akkus A, Adar F, Schaffler MB (2003) 
Aging of microstructural compartments in human compact bone. 
J Bone Miner Res 18(6):1012–1019

 5. Misof BM, Roschger P, Cosman F, Kurland ES, Tesch W, Mess-
mer P, Dempster DW, Nieves J, Shane E, Fratzl P, Klaushofer 
K, Bilezikian J, Lindsay R (2003) Effects of intermittent para-
thyroid hormone administration on bone mineralization den-
sity in iliac crest biopsies from patients with osteoporosis: A 
paired study before and after treatment. J Clin Endocrinol Metab 
88(3):1150–1156

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


201Quantitative Backscattered Electron Imaging of Bone Using a Thermionic or a Field Emission…

1 3

 6. Ruffoni D, Fratzl P, Roschger P, Klaushofer K, Weinkamer R 
(2007) The bone mineralization density distribution as a finger-
print of the mineralization process. Bone 40(5):1308–1319

 7. Boivin G, Farlay D, Bala Y, Doublier A, Meunier PJ, Delmas PD 
(2009) Influence of remodeling on the mineralization of bone tis-
sue. Osteoporos Int 20(6):1023–1026

 8. Misof BM, Roschger P, Zhou H, Nieves JW, Bostrom M, Cosman 
F, Lindsay R, Klaushofer K, Dempster DW (2020) No evidence 
for alteration in early secondary mineralization by either alen-
dronate, teriparatide or combination of both in transiliac bone 
biopsy samples from postmenopausal osteoporotic patients. Bone 
Rep 12:100253

 9. Busse B, Hahn M, Soltau M, Zustin J, Püschel K, Duda GN, 
Amling M (2009) Increased calcium content and inhomogeneity 
of mineralization render bone toughness in osteoporosis: minerali-
zation, morphology and biomechanics of human single trabeculae. 
Bone 45(6):1034–1043

 10. Nawrot-Wawrzyniak K, Misof BM, Roschger P, Pańczyk-
Tomaszewska M, Ziółkowska H, Klaushofer K, Fratzl-Zelman N 
(2013) Changes in bone matrix mineralization after growth hor-
mone treatment in children and adolescents with chronic kidney 
failure treated by dialysis: A paired biopsy study. Am J Kidney 
Dis 61(5):767–777

 11. Fratzl-Zelman N, Valta H, Pereira RC, Misof BM, Roschger P, 
Jalanko H, Wesseling-Perry K, Klaushofer K, Mäkitie O (2017) 
Abnormally high and heterogeneous bone matrix mineralization 
after childhood solid organ transplantation: a complex pathology 
of low bone turnover and local defects in mineralization. J Bone 
Miner Res 32(5):1116–1125

 12. Pekkinen M, Terhal PA, Botto LD, Henning P, Mäkitie RE, 
Roschger P, Jain A, Kol M, Kjellberg MA, Paschalis EP, van Gas-
sen K, Murray M, Bayrak-Toydemir P, Magnusson MK, Jans J, 
Kausar M, Carey JC, Somerharju P, Lerner UH, Olkkonen VM, 
Klaushofer K, Holthuis JCM, Mäkitie O (2019) Osteoporosis and 
skeletal dysplasia caused by pathogenic variants in SGMS2. JCI 
Insight 4(7):126180

 13. Fratzl-Zelman N, Schmidt I, Roschger P, Roschger A, Glorieux 
FH, Klaushofer K, Wagermaier W, Rauch F, Fratzl P (2015) 
Unique micro- and nano-scale mineralization pattern of human 
osteogenesis imperfecta type VI bone. Bone 73:233–241

 14. Marini JC, Forlino A, Bächinger HP, Bishop NJ, Byers PH, De 
Paepe A, Fassier F, Fratzl-Zelman N, Kozloff KM, Krakow D, 
Montpetit K, Semler O (2017) Osteogenesis imperfecta. Nat Rev 
Dis Primers 3(1):17052

 15. Blouin S, Fratzl-Zelman N, Glorieux FH, Roschger P, Klaushofer K, 
Marini JC, Rauch F (2017) Hypermineralization and high osteocyte 
lacunar density in osteogenesis imperfecta type V bone indicate exu-
berant primary bone formation. J Bone Miner Res 32(9):1884–1892

 16. Fratzl-Zelman N, Roschger P, Kang H, Jha S, Roschger A, Blouin S, 
Deng Z, Cabral WA, Ivovic A, Katz J, Siegel RM, Klaushofer K, Fratzl 
P, Bhattacharyya T, Marini JC (2019) Melorheostotic bone lesions 
caused by somatic mutations in MAP2K1 have deteriorated micro-
architecture and periosteal reaction. J Bone Miner Res 34(5):883–895

 17. Kang H, Jha S, Ivovic A, Fratzl-Zelman N, Deng Z, Mitra A, 
Cabral WA, Hanson EP, Lange E, Cowen EW, Katz J, Roschger 
P, Klaushofer K, Dale RK, Siegel RM, Bhattacharyya T, Marini 
JC (2020) Somatic SMAD3-activating mutations cause melorhe-
ostosis by up-regulating the TGF-�/SMAD pathway. J Exp Med 
217(5):e20191499

 18. Fratzl-Zelman N, Gamsjaeger S, Blouin S, Kocijan R, Plasenzotti 
P, Rokidi S, Nawrot-Wawrzyniak K, Roetzer K, Uyanik G, Haeu-
sler G, Shane E, Cohen A, Klaushofer K, Paschalis EP, Roschger 
P, Fratzl P, Zwerina J, Zwettler E (2020) Alterations of bone mate-
rial properties in adult patients with x-linked hypophosphatemia 
(XLH). J Struct Biol 211(3):107556

 19. Millán JL, Whyte MP (2016) Alkaline phosphatase and hypophos-
phatasia. Calcif Tissue Int 98(4):398–416

 20. Rolvien T, Schmidt T, Schmidt FN, von Kroge S, Busse B, Amling 
M, Barvencik F (2019) Recovery of bone mineralization and qual-
ity during asfotase alfa treatment in an adult patient with infantile-
onset hypophosphatasia. Bone 127:67–74

 21. Pérez-López F (2004) Postmenopausal osteoporosis and alen-
dronate. Maturitas 48:179

 22. Zoehrer R, Roschger P, Paschalis EP, Hofstaetter JG, Durchschlag 
E, Fratzl P, Phipps R, Klaushofer K (2006) Effects of 3- and 
5-year treatment with risedronate on bone mineralization density 
distribution in triple biopsies of the iliac crest in postmenopausal 
women. J Bone Miner Res 21(7):1106–1112

 23. Rao SH, Evans KD, Oberbauer AM, Martin RB (2008) Bisphos-
phonate treatment in the OIM mouse model alters bone modeling 
during growth. J Biomech 41:3371

 24. Dempster DW, Roschger P, Misof BM, Zhou H, Paschalis EP, 
Alam J, Ruff VA, Klaushofer K, Taylor KA (2016) Differential 
effects of teriparatide and zoledronic acid on bone mineralization 
density distribution at 6 and 24 months in the SHOTZ study. J 
Bone Miner Res 31(8):1527–1535

 25. Fratzl P, Roschger P, Fratzl-Zelman N, Paschalis EP, Phipps R, 
Klaushofer K (2007) Evidence that treatment with risedronate in 
women with postmenopausal osteoporosis affects bone minerali-
zation and bone volume. Calcif Tissue Int 81:73

 26. Burghardt AJ, Buie HR, Laib A, Majumdar S, Boyd SK (2010) 
Reproducibility of direct quantitative measures of cortical bone 
microarchitecture of the distal radius and tibia by HR-pQCT. Bone 
47(3):519–528

 27. Cheung AM, Adachi JD, Hanley DA, Kendler DL, Davison KS, 
Josse R, Brown JP, Ste-Marie LG, Kremer R, Erlandson MC, 
Dian L (2013) High-resolution peripheral quantitative computed 
tomography for the assessment of bone strength and structure: a 
review by the Canadian bone strength working group. Curr Osteo-
poros Rep 11(2):136–146

 28. Goldstein JI, Newbury DE, Echlin P, Joy DC, Romig AD, Lyman 
CE, Fiori C, Lifshin E (2017) Scanning electron microscopy and 
X-ray microanalysis, 2nd edn. Plenum Press, New York

 29. Roschger P, Paschalis EP, Fratzl P, Klaushofer K (2008) Bone min-
eralization density distribution in health and disease. Bone 42:456

 30. Reid SA, Boyde A (1987) Changes in the mineral density distribu-
tion in human bone with age: image analysis using backscattered 
electrons in the SEM. J Bone Miner Res 2(1):13–22

 31. Roschger P, Plenk H, Klaushofer K, Eschberger J (1995) A new 
scanning electron microscopy approach to the quantification of 
bone mineral distribution: backscattered electron image grey-
levels correlated to calcium K alpha-line intensities. Scanning 
Microsc 9(1):75–86

 32. Roschger P, Fratzl P, Eschberger J, Klaushofer K (1998) Valida-
tion of quantitative backscattered electron imaging for the meas-
urement of mineral density distribution in human bone biopsies. 
Bone 23:319

 33. Busse B, Djonic D, Milovanovic P, Hahn M, Püschel K, Ritchie 
RO, Djuric M, Amling M (2010) Decrease in the osteocyte lacu-
nar density accompanied by hypermineralized lacunar occlusion 
reveals failure and delay of remodeling in aged human bone. 
Aging Cell 9(6):1065–1075

 34. Zebaze RMD, Jones AC, Pandy MG, Knackstedt MA, Seeman 
E (2011) Differences in the degree of bone tissue mineralization 
account for little of the differences in tissue elastic properties. 
Bone 48(6):1246–1251

 35. Ng AH, Willett TL, Alman BA, Grynpas MD (2014) Develop-
ment, validation and characterization of a novel mouse model of 
adynamic bone disease (ABD). Bone 68:57–66



202 M. A. Hartmann et al.

1 3

 36. Aguado E, Mabilleau G, Goyenvalle E, Chappard D (2017) Hypo-
dynamia alters bone quality and trabecular microarchitecture. Cal-
cif Tissue Int 100(4):332–340

 37. Misof BM, Blouin S, Roschger P, Werzowa J, Klaushofer K, 
Lehmann G (2019) Bone matrix mineralization and osteocyte 
lacunae characteristics in patients with chronic kidney disease - 
mineral bone disorder (CKD-MBD). J Musculoskelet Neuronal 
Interact 19:196–206

 38. Jandl NM, von Kroge S, Stürznickel J, Baranowsky A, Stock-
hausen KE, Mushumba H, Beil FT, Püschel K, Amling M, 
Rolvien T (2020) Large osteocyte lacunae in iliac crest infantile 
bone are not associated with impaired mineral distribution or signs 
of osteocytic osteolysis. Bone 135:115324

 39. Roschger P, Gupta HS, Berzanovich A, Dempster DW, Fratzl 
P, Cosman F, Parisien M, Lindsay R, Nieves JW, Klaushofer K 
(2003) Constant mineralization density distribution in cancellous 
human bone. Bone 32:316

 40. Misof BM, Dempster DW, Zhou H, Roschger P, Fratzl-Zelman N, 
Fratzl P, Silverberg SJ, Shane E, Cohen A, Stein E, Nickolas TL 

(2014) Relationship of bone mineralization density distribution 
(BMDD) in cortical and cancellous bone within the iliac crest of 
healthy premenopausal women. Calcif Tissue Int 95(4):332–339

 41. Preibisch S, Saalfeld S, Tomancak P (2009) Globally optimal 
stitching of tiled 3d microscopic image acquisitions. Bioinfor-
matics 25(11):1463–1465

 42. Howell PGT, Davy KMW, Boyde A (1998) Mean atomic number 
and backscattered electron coefficient calculations for some mate-
rials with low mean atomic number. Scanning 20(1):35–40

 43. Lloyd G (1987) Atomic number and crystallographic contrast 
images with the SEM: a review of backscattered electron tech-
niques. Mineral Mag 51:3–19

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


	Quantitative Backscattered Electron Imaging of Bone Using a Thermionic or a Field Emission Electron Source
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Material and Methods
	Samples
	Sample Preparation
	Instrumentation
	Calibration
	Carbon Coating Correction (for SEM SUPRA 40 Only)
	Data Evaluation

	Results
	On the Relation Between Backscattered Electron Yield and Mean Atomic Number
	Device Stability Over Time
	Measurements with the Same Device at Different Magnifications
	Comparison Between Different Devices
	Reference BMDD Curves

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements 
	References




