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Abstract

Quantitative imaging of subcellular processes in living embryos, stem-cell systems, and organoid
models requires microscopy platforms that combine high spatial resolution, fast volumetric acquisi-
tion, long-term stability, and minimal phototoxicity. Single-objective light-sheet approaches based on
oblique plane microscopy (OPM) are well suited for live imaging in standard sample geometries, but
most existing implementations lack the optical calibration, timing precision, and end-to-end integra-
tion required for reproducible quantitative measurements.

Here we present a fully integrated and quantitatively characterized OPM platform engineered for
dynamic studies of transcription and nuclear organization in embryos, embryonic stem cells, and three-
dimensional culture systems. The system combines high–numerical-aperture remote refocusing with
tilt-invariant light-sheet scanning and hardware-timed synchronization of laser excitation, galvo scan-
ning, and camera readout. We provide a comprehensive characterization of the optical performance,
including point-spread function, sampling geometry, usable field of view, and system stability, estab-
lishing a well-defined framework for quantitative volumetric imaging.

To support high-throughput operation, we developed a unified acquisition and reconstruction
pipeline that enables real-time volumetric imaging at hardware-limited rates while preserving deter-
ministic timing and reproducible geometry. Using this platform, we demonstrate quantitative three-
dimensional imaging of MS2-labeled transcription sites in living Drosophila embryos, cultured mouse
embryonic stem cells, and mESC-derived gastruloids, enabling extraction of transcriptional intensity
traces across diverse biological contexts.

Together, this work establishes OPM as a robust and quantitatively calibrated single-objective
light-sheet platform for transcription imaging in complex living systems, providing a foundation for
future studies of gene regulation and nuclear dynamics across developmental and stem-cell models.

Introduction

Quantitatively imaging subcellular processes in living sys-
tems with high spatial and temporal resolution is central
to modern developmental and cellular biology. Many of
the most dynamic regulatory events—transcriptional burst-
ing, enhancer–promoter communication, chromatin mo-
tion, mRNA synthesis and transport, and mitotic reorgani-
zation of nuclear structure—unfold over seconds to minutes
and within crowded three-dimensional environments. Cap-
turing these processes in intact embryos, tissues, and stem-
cell–derived organoids requires imaging modalities that
combine high spatial resolution, fast volumetric acquisition,
low photodamage, and long-term stability under physiolog-
ical and cell-culture-friendly conditions. Meeting these re-
quirements remains a major experimental challenge.

Light-sheet fluorescence microscopy (LSFM) has trans-
formed the live imaging of intact biological systems by il-
luminating only the in-focus plane, dramatically reducing
photobleaching and phototoxicity relative to point-scanning
approaches [1, 2]. Classical selective-plane illumination mi-
croscopy (SPIM) architectures have enabled in toto imag-
ing of vertebrate development [3, 4], large-scale and long-
duration cell tracking [5], and rapid reconstruction of cel-
lular behaviors in embryogenesis[6]. However, these imag-
ing systems typically employ at least two orthogonal objec-
tives, a configuration which forces the use of non-standard
sample mounting geometries, resulting in a limited com-
patibility with many biological contexts of interest, such
as Drosophila embryos in halocarbon oil, adherent mam-
malian stem cells in standard culture dishes, or mechani-
cally sensitive three-dimensional organoids. These geomet-
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ric constraints remain a key bottleneck preventing the ap-
plication of LSFM to dynamic subcellular phenomena in
samples requiring conventional culture conditions.

The distinctive advantages of light-sheet microscopy for
live imaging have driven the development of new strate-
gies aimed at improving performance across spatial scales
and relaxing sample mounting constraints. Dual-view
SPIM (diSPIM) enabled isotropic four-dimensional imag-
ing of embryos and cultured cells [7], while axially swept
light-sheet microscopy (ASLM) and lattice light-sheet mi-
croscopy (LLSM) improved axial resolution and spatiotem-
poral fidelity in thick tissues [8, 9]. These light-sheet im-
plementations, however, still rely on at least two objectives
positioned in close proximity to the sample, which neces-
sitates specific mounting geometries and often limits their
broader adoption.

Oblique plane microscopy (OPM) provides an elegant so-
lution to the geometric constraints of classical LSFM by
generating and imaging a light sheet through a single pri-
mary objective in a standard inverted configuration [10],
which finally makes LSFM compatible with any standard
sample mounting having a bottom glass coverslip, such as
microscope slide, Petri dishes or glass-bottom multiwells
plates. The key point is that the excitation laser enters the
objective back focal plane off-axis, and this shift results in
a tilt of the generated light-sheet on the sample. The emit-
ted light, collected by the same objective, is then relayed
into a remote space [11] that compensates optical aberra-
tions before being re-imaged onto the camera. Advances
in remote refocusing with optimized relay optics [12, 13],
high-speed scanning strategies [14, 15], scanned oblique-
plane illumination / SOPi-style implementations [16, 17],
and galvanometer-scanned OPM architectures [18]—have
substantially expanded the accessible imaging volume, spa-
tial resolution, and volumetric acquisition rates achievable
in single-objective light-sheet systems. More recently, hy-
brid strategies that combine galvanometer scanning with
stage motion have further enlarged the accessible imaging
space while preserving single-objective compatibility [19].
In parallel, scan-lens-free remote-imaging approaches have
been introduced to reduce relay complexity and improve
photon transfer efficiency in OPM-style geometries [20, 21].

Collectively, these innovations reflect a broad effort to ex-
tend single-objective light-sheet microscopy toward higher
speed, larger imaging volumes, and improved compatibility
with standard specimen geometries. However, despite this
progress, many single-objective LSFM implementations re-
main primarily optimized for qualitative or phenomenolog-
ical imaging rather than for reproducible quantitative mea-
surements. In particular, quantitative studies of transcrip-
tional activity, chromatin architecture, and single-molecule
dynamics are often limited by incomplete or uneven charac-
terization of optical performance, non-deterministic hard-
ware synchronization during high-speed volumetric acqui-
sition, and the lack of an integrated end-to-end analysis
pipeline that links raw image data to calibrated biological
readouts.

First, the optical geometry of OPM imposes non-trivial
constraints on sampling density, PSF anisotropy, and recon-

struction accuracy. Although some variation in the effective
PSF is intrinsic to tilted-plane imaging, most implementa-
tions do not report quantitative characterization across the
usable field of view. In our system, we restrict imaging to
the diffraction-limited central region and explicitly measure
the relevant optical parameters, including transmission ef-
ficiency, light-sheet thickness, camera noise characteristics,
and flat-field response, as well as chromatic shifts intro-
duced by the remote-refocusing optics. Such characteriza-
tion is essential for defining valid sampling strategies and
for ensuring quantitative interpretation of fluorescence dy-
namics.

Second, most high-speed volumetric OPM systems rely
on software-timed synchronization of galvo scanning, laser
excitation, and camera exposure. Software-triggered
pipelines accumulate timing jitter and variable latencies,
which introduce spatiotemporal distortions and nonuni-
form exposure. In addition, current OPM implementa-
tions typically lack a unified hardware–software control in-
terface, requiring users to coordinate multiple devices in-
dependently and further compounding timing variability.
These timing errors disproportionately affect quantitative
measurements such as transcriptional bursting kinetics, en-
hancer–promoter correlations, chromatin-locus trajectories,
or single-molecule diffusion, where sub-millisecond preci-
sion is required.

Third, although OPM reconstruction methods exist, no
implementation provides a comprehensive end-to-end anal-
ysis pipeline that converts raw oblique volumes into stable,
reproducible biological measurements. Tasks such as nuclei
segmentation, single-particle detection, transcription-spot
intensity extraction, and 3D trajectory reconstruction are
typically handled by fragmented tools with no unified cali-
bration framework. As a result, OPM has not yet reached
the level of quantitative robustness needed for mechanistic
studies of gene regulation in vivo.

Here, we present a fully integrated, quantitatively cal-
ibrated oblique plane microscopy platform engineered to
address these limitations. Our design combines high nu-
merical aperture remote refocusing with tilt-invariant light-
sheet scanning and a hardware-timed control architecture
that deterministically synchronizes laser excitation, galvo
scanning, and camera exposure, ensuring fixed latencies
and reproducible timing across planes, volumes, and long
time-lapse acquisitions. We provide a comprehensive opti-
cal and detector characterization, including PSF mapping
across field and depth, measurement of optical throughput,
and a calibrated camera noise model. Together, they es-
tablish a photon budget linking illumination parameters to
expected signal-to-noise performance.

To support high-throughput volumetric imaging, we de-
veloped an integrated acquisition software interface that
unifies all device communication within a Python-based
framework. This architecture combines user-friendly con-
trols for acquisition parameters, real-time visualization of
volumetric data, and high-performance processing that sus-
tains gigabyte-per-second throughput via multiprocessing
and shared-memory implementation. For downstream pro-
cessing, we developed a set of analysis modules for nuclei
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Figure 1. OPM optical layout, geometry, and sampling. (A) Simplified schematic of the single-objective oblique plane
microscopy (OPM) optical layout. An excitation beam (blue), pre-shaped by cylindrical optics, is delivered through the primary
objective (OBJ1, inverted configuration) to generate a planar illumination at an oblique angle θ = 30◦ with respect to the OBJ1
focal plane. Fluorescence emission (orange) is collected by the same objective and relayed into a remote-refocusing module, where
a third objective (OBJ3), tilted by the same angle θ, reimages the oblique plane onto the camera sensor. A dichroic beamsplitter
enables simultaneous dual-channel imaging with dedicated cameras. (B) A galvanometric mirror translates the tilted light sheet
laterally through the sample while maintaining a fixed illumination angle. Each camera frame captures a single oblique optical
section, and sequential acquisition of adjacent planes enables volumetric imaging. (C) During volumetric acquisition, fluorescence
emission is descanned by the same galvo, resulting in a geometric shear in the raw image stack in which consecutive oblique slices
are laterally displaced. Deskewing corrects this shear to reconstruct a geometrically accurate volume, yielding a coordinate system
(x′, y′, z′) that is rotated with respect to the laboratory frame (x, y, z). (D) The discrete sampling of adjacent oblique planes imposes
constraints on the galvo step size δ, which must be chosen such that pixels from consecutive frames align after deskewing. This
condition relates δ to the lateral pixel size px′y′ and the illumination angle θ; in our implementation, px′y′ = 115 nm and θ = 30◦,
and we select N = 5, corresponding to an effective axial sampling of pz′ = 330 nm. (E) Photographs of the assembled OPM system
showing the primary objective with integrated sample incubation chamber (top left), the scanning unit containing the galvo mirror
and relay optics (top center), the remote-refocusing module with objectives OBJ2 and OBJ3 (top right), and a top view of the
complete microscope assembly (bottom).

segmentation, 3D spot detection, sub-pixel Gaussian local-
ization, trajectory inference, and transcriptional activity
quantification. Together, these components constitute a
unified end-to-end framework that converts raw OPM im-
age stacks into biologically interpretable time series and
trajectories.

We demonstrate the capabilities of this platform across
three biologically diverse contexts. In Drosophila embryos,
we image 3D MS2 transcription sites and resolve sister chro-
matids at active loci, enabling direct measurement of tran-
scriptional bursting dynamics [22, 23]. In mouse embryonic
stem cells (mESCs), we quantify chromatin-locus dynamics
and MS2 bursting, extending classical fixed-cell and 2D live

imaging studies to fully three-dimensional volumes [24, 25].
Finally, in mESC-derived gastruloids [26, 27], we perform
3D transcription imaging in the context of a tissue over ex-
tended durations, demonstrating the system’s robustness
and low phototoxicity in complex multicellular aggregates.

Altogether, this work introduces a fully quantified, end-
to-end integrated OPM framework that integrates optical
engineering, hardware synchronization, high-throughput
computation, and quantitative image analysis. By enabling
precise measurements of transcriptional activity and nu-
clear dynamics across embryos, stem cells, and organoids,
this platform provides a versatile foundation for mechanis-
tic studies of gene regulation and tissue self-organization in
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vivo.

1 Optical layout, geometry, and sampling
in OPM

Our implementation (Fig. 1A) of oblique plane microscopy
(OPM) is based on the original concept introduced by
Dunsby [10] and subsequently extended to achieve high-
NA and high volumetric speed [11, 16, 12, 15, 13, 18]. The
core idea of OPM is to generate and image an oblique light
sheet through a single primary objective, enabling optical
sectioning while preserving full access to the sample on a
conventional inverted microscope configuration. This ge-
ometry is uniquely suited for imaging Drosophila embryos,
adherent mammalian stem cells, and three-dimensional
organoid systems that cannot be mounted easily in clas-
sical LSFM, having dual-objective or more complex config-
urations.

Single-objective illumination and fluorescence col-
lection. The primary optical element that defines the
geometry of the entire microscope is the high–numerical-
aperture (NA) objective (OBJ1), which is used for both
illumination and fluorescence collection. In our imple-
mentation, we employ a silicon oil–immersion objective
(NA 1.35), providing high photon-collection efficiency and
improved refractive-index matching to biological specimens
(n ≈ 1.35–1.38). This index matching minimizes spherical
aberrations and preserves image quality at depth, while the
working distance remains sufficient to accommodate thick
samples such as Drosophila embryos and gastruloids.
A high numerical aperture is required not only to achieve

high spatial resolution, which is jointly determined by
OBJ1 and the remote-refocusing optics described below,
but also to permit the lateral offset of the excitation beam
relative to the optical axis that is necessary to generate a
tilted light sheet without pupil clipping. The excitation
beam, pre-shaped by a Powell lens and a series of cylindri-
cal lenses, is therefore delivered through OBJ1 to form a
thin light sheet at an oblique angle of 30◦ with respect to
the focal plane (Fig. 1B).
The same primary objective collects the emitted fluores-

cence from the tilted illumination plane. Because this plane
is oblique with respect to the camera sensor, direct imaging
would place only a narrow line of the plane in focus accord-
ing to the Scheimpflug principle, while the remainder of
the field would be out of focus and increasingly distorted
by aberrations for regions above or below the focal plane,
as standard microscope objectives obey the sine condition
only. To overcome these limitations, the fluorescence is
relayed into a remote-refocusing module that optically re-
focuses the entire oblique plane and reimages it onto the
camera sensor at the correct orientation with compensated
aberrations, enabling diffraction-limited wide-field detec-
tion across the full oblique plane.

Remote refocusing and relay optics. The remote-
imaging module follows the aberration-free refocusing prin-
ciple described by Botcherby et al. [11]. In this config-
uration, a second objective (OBJ2) forms an intermedi-

ate image of the tilted light-sheet plane, and a third ob-
jective (OBJ3), tilted with respect to OBJ2 by an angle
matching the light-sheet tilt in the sample space, re-images
this plane onto the camera sensor (Fig. 1A). The relay
lenses between OBJ1 and OBJ2 are chosen to simultane-
ously satisfy the Abbe sine and Herschel conditions, ensur-
ing diffraction-limited performance across the full extent of
the oblique imaging plane. Achieving an aberration-free
replica of the fluorescence collected by OBJ1 further re-
quires that the magnification in the remote space, Mremote,
matches the ratio of the refractive indices of the two fo-
cal spaces [28]; in our implementation, Mremote = 1.4/1.
The overall system magnification is therefore given by the
product Mremote ×MOBJ3.
The optical train incorporates a pair of scan lenses and

a galvanometric mirror placed in a plane conjugate to the
back focal plane of OBJ1. Driving this galvo with a stair-
step waveform changes only the angle at which the exci-
tation beam enters the back focal plane, producing a pure
lateral translation of the light sheet through the sample
while maintaining a fixed tilt angle [16]. The emitted flu-
orescence is descanned by the same galvo before entering
the remote-refocusing module, such that the intermediate
image remains stationary on the camera sensor during volu-
metric acquisition. Because the illuminated plane intersects
the specimen at an angle θ relative to the OBJ1 focal plane,
the sample is spatially sampled along this oblique direction,
resulting in an obliquely oriented imaging volume. In the
recorded data, galvo descanning leads to a geometric shear
in the raw image stack, which must be explicitly corrected
during reconstruction.

Tilted-plane geometry and coordinate transforma-
tion. Because the light sheet is oblique, the imaging coor-
dinate system (x′, y′, z′) defined by the oblique plane does
not coincide with the laboratory frame (x, y, z) (Fig. 1C).
For an illumination tilt angle θ, the two coordinate systems
are related by the following transfomation:x′

y′

z′

 =

1 0 0
0 cos θ − sin θ
0 sin θ cos θ

x
y
z

 .

Galvo scanning and descanning keep the fluorescence im-
age stationary on the camera sensor, such that each ac-
quired frame corresponds to a single oblique (x′, y′) plane of
the sample. While these individual planes are undistorted,
stacking them directly along the scan axis produces a vol-
ume in which consecutive slices are displaced relative to
one another, yielding a skewed representation in the (y′, z′)
plane. To obtain a geometrically correct volume, the data
are deskewed by applying an affine shear transformation
that re-aligns the oblique slices (Fig. 1C). This operation
corresponds to a coordinate transformation only and does
not alter the recorded signal, as it does not involve resam-
pling or interpolation. In practice, we perform this deskew-
ing during image analysis rather than during acquisition,
as generating deskewed volumes in real time would signifi-
cantly increase data size.

The resulting oblique coordinate system defines how cam-
era pixels sample the illuminated plane. We therefore next
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Figure 2. PSF and resolution characterization. (A) Measured point spread function (PSF) obtained by imaging sub-
diffraction fluorescent beads. Upper left : the PSF is axially elongated along the laboratory z axis but sampled along the oblique
direction z′, resulting in a tilted PSF in the rotated coordinate system (x′, y′, z′). Upper right and bottom: orthogonal cross-sections
y′z′, x′z′, and x′y′ of the measured PSF. Scale bar: 500 nm. (B) Line profiles extracted along the PSF principal axes (x, y, z) with
Gaussian fits yield full width at half maximum (FWHM) values of 295±30 nm along x, 305±30 nm along y, and 790±75 nm along
z (n > 1000 beads). (C) Lateral (x, y; upper) and axial (z; lower) resolution measured as a function of lateral position across the
field of view. (D) Lateral (x, y; upper) and axial (z; lower) resolution measured as a function of axial position within the sample
volume. Together, these measurements demonstrate diffraction-limited performance over a volumetric field of view of approximately
150× 150× 40 µm3.

consider how the choice of magnification and scan parame-
ters sets the effective voxel size in (x′, y′, z′).

Choice of magnifications and effective voxel size.
The lateral sampling of the oblique imaging plane is set by
the effective magnification in the remote-refocusing space.
As described above, this magnification is determined solely
by the ratio of refractive indices in the OBJ1 and OBJ2
focal spaces (n1/n2) and by the magnification of OBJ3.
In our configuration, the resulting system magnification of
∼ 56.5× yields an effective pixel size of px′ = py′ ≈ 115 nm
in the (x′, y′) plane, given the camera pixel size of 6.5 µm).
This provides appropriate Nyquist sampling relative to the
measured in-plane PSF (see Fig. 2), although the PSF is
anisotropic in the laboratory (x, y, z) frame while sampling
is performed along (x′, y′, z′). The out-of-plane sampling
pz′ is set independently by the galvo stair-step amplitude,
which determines the spacing between successive oblique
slices, and must be chosen to avoid undersampling of the
rotated PSF while maintaining hardware-limited volumet-
ric acquisition rates.

Figure 1 summarizes the complete optical path and ge-
ometric sampling principles that underlie the quantitative
characterization and biological applications described in the
sections that follow.

2 Point-spread function characterization
and spatial resolution

Quantitative imaging in OPM requires accurate knowledge
of the point-spread function (PSF) across the entire tilted
imaging plane. Because the illumination and detection
paths define an oblique optical section, the PSF geometry
differs from that of a conventional widefield or confocal mi-
croscope. In this section, we characterize the lateral and ax-
ial resolution of our system using sub-diffraction fluorescent
beads, and compare the measured PSF to sampling require-
ments derived in Sec. 1. These measurements follow in the
tradition of prior OPM implementations [10, 11, 12, 15, 18].

Experimental measurement of the PSF. We imaged
100 nm diameter fluorescent beads embedded in a low den-
sity agarose gel, ensuring isolated single-particle images
across the entire field of view, and applied the de-skewing
method described in Sec. 1. The reconstructed volume was
used to extract orthogonal slices through the bead in the
x′y′, x′z′, and y′z′ planes (Fig. 2A). To ensure uniform
illumination and detection across wavelengths, PSF mea-
surements were performed independently using 488, 561,
and 638 nm excitation, matching the conditions used for
the biological experiments presented later.

Lateral and axial resolution. The lateral full-width
at half-maximum (FWHM), FWHMxy, was estimated by

5



fitting the transverse bead intensity to a two-dimensional
Gaussian model (Fig. 2B). More complex PSF models (e.g.
Born–Wolf or vectorial models) were not required because
the bead diameter was significantly below the diffraction
limit.
The axial resolution FWHMz was obtained by extract-

ing line profiles along the reconstructed z-axis and fitting
these to a one-dimensional Gaussian. The measured axial
resolution is expected to be asymmetric due to the com-
bined effects of oblique illumination and of the overlap of
the numerical aperture cones of OBJ2 and OBJ3 in the
remote-refocusing unit. These effects have been described
qualitatively in prior OPM systems [15, 18].
Across the central 70% of the field of view, we obtained

lateral resolutions at 488 nm excitation of

FWHMx = 295± 30 nm,

FWHMy = 305± 30 nm

and an axial resolution of

FWHMz = 790± 75 nm,

which corresponds to diffraction-limited performance for a
single-objective light-sheet detection geometry over a us-
able field of view of approximately 150 × 150 × 40 µm3

(Fig.2C–D).

3 System stabilization and acquisition re-
producibility

Oblique plane microscopy introduces position-dependent
optical effects that arise from its tilted illumination and
detection geometry. In particular, axial displacement of
the sample relative to the primary objective (OBJ1) focal
plane alters the illumination profile of the light sheet and
modulates chromatic focal shifts along the detection path.
Quantitative imaging therefore requires correction of spa-
tially varying illumination and aberrations, which in turn
demands reproducible knowledge of the absolute imaging
position within the sample. In live specimens, where fidu-
cial markers are typically unavailable, applying corrections
calibrated on external reference samples necessitates a ro-
bust strategy for absolute sample positioning and long-term
stability.
To address these requirements, we implemented an aut-

ofocus and stabilization module that takes advantage of
the back-reflection of the excitation beam at the cover-
slip–specimen interface. This approach provides absolute
axial positioning relative to the OBJ1 focal plane and en-
ables compensation of mechanical instabilities (e.g. thermal
drift or vibrations) during extended acquisitions. Because
the method operates independently of the detection path,
it can be readily integrated into existing OPM implemen-
tations without modifying fluorescence imaging optics.

Implementation. As described in Sec. 1, the excitation
beam enters OBJ1 with a lateral offset to generate the
oblique illumination plane. A small fraction of the incident
light undergoes Fresnel reflection at the coverslip–specimen

interface and exits OBJ1 through the opposite side of the
back aperture. A D-shaped mirror positioned upstream
of the main dichroic redirects this back-propagating light
into a dedicated stabilization arm where a 1 mm pinhole
isolates the coverslip reflection from spurious optical re-
flections (Fig.3A). Additional relay optics project the iso-
lated signal onto a camera positioned at a sample-conjugate
plane. Axial displacement of the sample relative to OBJ1
produces a corresponding lateral displacement of the back-
reflection spot on the stabilization camera chip.

Sample repositioning. The sample repositioning routine
establishes a defined axial reference relative to the OBJ1
focal plane, providing a reproducible coordinate system for
position-dependent corrections. During sample prepara-
tion, coverslip mounting typically introduces a small tilt
that varies between specimens, rendering the lateral po-
sition of the back-reflection spot insufficient for absolute
positioning. Instead, we use the integrated back-reflection
intensity, which reaches a maximum when the coverslip sur-
face coincides with the OBJ1 focal plane, where the light-
sheet waist is minimal (Fig.3B). This maximum is iden-
tified by axially scanning the piezo stage and fitting the
resulting intensity profile with a second-order polynomial
(Fig.3C). The sample is then displaced by a predefined ax-
ial offset to center the imaging region symmetrically about
the light-sheet waist. Using a light-sheet numerical aper-
ture of NA = 0.3, this procedure yields repositioning preci-
sion of ±80 nm (Fig.3D) and is robust to sample-to-sample
variations.

Compensation of mechanical instabilities. While the
back-reflection intensity provides absolute axial referenc-
ing, the lateral position of the back-reflection spot reports
relative axial displacements during acquisition. A calibra-
tion procedure (Fig. 3E) establishes a linear relationship be-
tween lateral spot displacement and axial sample motion.
During time-lapse imaging, the system periodically mea-
sures the back-reflection position and compares it to the
reference value established at the start of the experiment.
Deviations are corrected by adjusting the sample stage us-
ing the calibrated conversion factor, restoring the imaging
plane to its target position. Each correction cycle requires
approximately 500 ms and maintains sub-micrometer ax-
ial stability; over a 12-hour acquisition, sample position
drift remained within ±25 nm (Fig.3F–G), effectively sup-
pressing fluctuations of the sample/OBJ1 positioning due
to thermal variations or other sources of mechanical insta-
bility.

Together, these stabilization procedures ensure that
position-dependent optical corrections remain valid
throughout long-term experiments and across independent
acquisitions. By enforcing reproducible axial positioning
and suppressing mechanical drifts, the autofocus module
provides a stable spatial reference frame that complements
the optical characterization described above and supports
reliable, quantitative time-resolved imaging.
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Figure 3. System stabilization via back-reflection–based autofocus. (A) Schematic of the autofocus optical path. Excita-
tion light reflected at the coverslip–sample interface is redirected by a D-shaped mirror into a dedicated optical arm and imaged onto
an auxiliary camera. Axial motion of the sample produces a measurable change in the back-reflection signal. (B) Determination of
the OBJ1 focal plane position from back-reflection intensity. Maximum reflected intensity occurs when the coverslip–sample interface
coincides with the focal plane of OBJ1, where the high-NA light sheet reaches its minimal waist. Left : interface at the focal plane.
Right : interface displaced from the focal plane. (C) Calibration of absolute axial positioning. Integrated back-reflection intensity
measured as a function of axial sample position (data points), with a polynomial fit (solid line) used to determine the focal plane
location. (D) Reproducibility of sample repositioning to the focal plane following repeated axial displacements. (E) Calibration
for active drift correction. Upper : polynomial fit of the back-reflection signal used to infer relative axial sample position. Lower :
resulting linear relationship between lateral displacement of the back-reflection spot and axial sample position. (F, G) Long-term
stability during extended acquisitions with autofocus feedback disabled (F) and enabled (G).

4 Hardware-timed synchronization

Timing precision is a fundamental requirement for high-rate
volumetric imaging, as it directly impacts both acquisition
efficiency and quantitative accuracy. In OPM, each volu-
metric acquisition consists of a sequence of oblique planes
sampled at defined galvanometric mirror positions, with
laser illumination and camera exposure accurately synchro-
nized. Over long time-lapse experiments, even small timing
errors or cumulative latency can distort the effective time
axis, introduce spatial misregistration between planes, or
lead to frame loss. Accurate quantitative measurements
therefore require both a detailed characterization of device-
specific latencies and a deterministic synchronization strat-
egy that remains stable over thousands of volumes.

Deterministic hardware synchronization. We imple-
mented a fully hardware-triggered acquisition scheme based
on a data-acquisition (DAQ) card that serves as the cen-
tral timing controller. As summarized in Fig. 4A–B, tim-
ing sequences corresponding to one complete volume are
precomputed on the host computer and loaded onto the
DAQ prior to imaging. During acquisition, the DAQ au-
tonomously executes these sequences, triggering successive
volumes at precisely defined intervals and ensuring deter-

ministic timing over long time-lapse experiments spanning
thousands of volumes.

Within each volume, the DAQ card coordinates gal-
vanometric mirror positioning, laser emission, and cam-
era integration using synchronized analog and digital out-
puts derived from a single phase-locked master clock. The
host computer operates asynchronously, capturing camera
frames for real-time visualization and downstream process-
ing (Sec. 5). Although this approach reduces the flexibil-
ity inherent to software-timed acquisition, it provides the
deterministic timing necessary for accurate time-resolved
measurements in high-speed volumetric imaging.

Device latencies and response characterization.
Camera exposure and laser emission are controlled via TTL
signals, with the HIGH state defining the integration and
illumination intervals. The galvanometric mirror is driven
by an analog stair-step waveform, in which each voltage
level corresponds to a discrete angular position defining a
specific oblique imaging plane. All devices exhibit finite
and reproducible response delays due to signal propagation
and electronic switching, typically on the order of tens of
microseconds. The galvo introduces additional latency as-
sociated with mechanical inertia, which can reach several
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Figure 4. Hardware synchronization of galvo, lasers, and camera. (A) Hardware architecture. A DAQ card functions
as the master timing controller, generating clock-synchronized analog (galvo) and digital (camera, laser) signals. Precomputed
timing sequences are loaded onto the DAQ for autonomous, deterministic execution during acquisition, ensuring fixed relative
timing between galvo motion, laser illumination, and camera exposure. The host computer asynchronously acquires frames for
visualization and processing. (B) Timing diagram for one volume acquisition. Command signals (black) sent to galvo (analog
staircase), camera (exposure gates), and laser (illumination pulses) are shown with measured device responses (blue). Finite
latencies between commands and responses require compensation to synchronize illumination with camera exposure during galvo
dwell periods. (C) Measured device latencies. Quantified response times for galvo (mechanical settling), camera (trigger delay),
and laser (switching time) enable compensation in the DAQ timing sequences, ensuring optimal synchronization and acquisition
efficiency.

hundred microseconds depending on the angular step size.

To compensate for these effects, we directly measured
device-specific response times (blue traces in Fig. 4B–C)
and incorporated the corresponding delays into the com-
mand timing sequences (black traces). This ensures that
laser illumination occurs exclusively during the camera in-
tegration window while the galvo remains stationary at the
target position for each plane. As a result, photon collec-
tion efficiency is maximized across the entire volume, dead
time between frames is minimized, and the achievable vol-
umetric acquisition rate is not limited by synchronization
artifacts.

5 Software acquisition pipeline and recon-
struction throughput

OPM imaging generates data streams exceeding 1 GB/s per
camera, which can rapidly bottleneck acquisition if data
are not processed and offloaded in real time. Unmanaged
data accumulation leads to memory exhaustion and acqui-
sition failure, particularly during long time-lapse experi-
ments. To address these demands, we developed a custom

Python-based software framework that controls each device
and modality (real-time acquisition, processing, visualiza-
tion, and storage of volumetric data) without requiring to
alternate between the proprietary software of the devices
producers or tertiary software to perform specific functions.

Our implementation builds on the SOLS Python con-
trol framework [13], which we extensively adapted to ac-
commodate the specific hardware configuration and timing
requirements of our OPM implementation. For the user in-
terface, we adopted the graphical layout of the Brighteyes-
MCS platform as a design template and customized it to
the specific needs of our system. The backend control,
acquisition, and synchronization logic were developed in-
dependently and do not rely on existing Brighteyes-MCS
functionality. This separation between backend control and
frontend layout provides both low-level flexibility and ease
of use, enabling routine operation by users without exten-
sive programming experience.

Python software architecture. The software adopts a
modular, process-based architecture that decouples hard-
ware control from computationally intensive data process-
ing. Each hardware component is managed by a dedicated
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device module that encapsulates device-specific communi-
cation protocols. Most device modules operate within the
main process; camera modules, however, run in dedicated
subprocesses due to the substantial computational load as-
sociated with continuous frame acquisition and buffering.
This design circumvents Python’s Global Interpreter Lock
and enables true parallel execution at the cost of increased
inter-process communication complexity.

At startup, the main process launches the GUI and in-
stantiates all device modules, establishing hardware com-
munication and configuration interfaces. Once acquisition
parameters are defined, timing sequences are computed and
transferred to the DAQ, and a validation routine verifies
device readiness and configuration integrity. During acqui-
sition, preprocessing and postprocessing worker pools are
spawned, and shared circular buffers are allocated to enable
parallel data handling. Software-level device communica-
tion is suspended throughout acquisition, with all timing
governed exclusively by DAQ-generated hardware triggers.

Real-time data processing. The acquisition pipeline fol-
lows a shared-memory producer–consumer design. Cam-
era subprocesses continuously poll for incoming frames and
transfer data from camera buffers into shared acquisition
buffers. Upon completion of a volumetric stack, prepro-
cessing workers are notified via inter-process queues and
generate maximum-intensity projections along the princi-
pal axes. These projections are written to disk-backed
Zarr arrays and made available to the GUI for real-time
visualization. Subsequently, a postprocessing worker pool
asynchronously saves the raw volumetric data to disk.
This pipeline operates at hardware-limited speeds, prevent-
ing software-induced bottlenecks during sustained high-
throughput acquisition.

Graphical user interface. An integrated GUI provides
streamlined access to all hardware and acquisition param-
eters, facilitating routine operation of the microscope. The
interface supports the full imaging workflow, including aut-

9



ofocus routines, acquisition-parameter optimization, and
pre-acquisition visualization. During imaging, the GUI
continuously displays maximum-intensity projections re-
trieved from the shared Zarr arrays, providing real-time
feedback on acquisition progress and data quality.
Together, this software architecture ensures that data ac-

quisition, processing, and storage keep pace with hardware-
limited volumetric imaging rates without introducing com-
putational bottlenecks. By decoupling real-time acquisition
from downstream processing and visualization, the pipeline
preserves the deterministic timing enforced by hardware
synchronization (Sec. 4) while enabling immediate feedback
and scalable data handling.

6 Quantitative transcription imaging in
Drosophila embryos

To demonstrate the capabilities of the system for quanti-
tative live imaging, we applied OPM to transcriptional dy-
namics in developing Drosophila embryos. Early embryo-
genesis provides an ideal test case: rapid nuclear divisions
(cycle duration ∼10–20 min), stereotyped spatial pattern-
ing of gene expression, and the availability of MS2/MCP
fluorescent tagging for single-locus visualization combine
to impose stringent demands on imaging speed, photon ef-
ficiency, and long-term stability. Moreover, the established
quantitative framework for developmental transcription in
this system enables direct validation of our measurements
against prior benchmarks.
We focused on the gap gene Krüppel (Kr), which ex-

hibits a well-characterized spatial expression domain along
the anterior–posterior axis (Fig. 6A) and a consistent tem-
poral activation during nuclear cycles 12–14. Embryos were
imaged in a 100×120×20 µm3 volume at a volumetric rate
of 0.5 Hz over two hours, spanning multiple nuclear cycles
(Fig. 6B–D).

Long-term imaging with minimal photodamage.
High-speed volumetric imaging requires sustained illumi-
nation over thousands of acquisition cycles, raising con-
cerns about photobleaching and phototoxicity. To assess
imaging-induced perturbations, we quantified background
MCP–GFP fluorescence throughout extended time-lapse
acquisitions. Over three hours of continuous imaging at
0.5 Hz (> 4000 volumes), background fluorescence re-
mained stable (Fig. 6E), and embryos progressed through
normal nuclear divisions. These observations indicate that
the imaging conditions enable long-term volumetric acqui-
sition without detectable photobleaching or developmental
arrest.

Quantitative analysis of transcriptional dynamics.
The full imaged volume (Fig. 6D) captures hundreds of
nuclei simultaneously, enabling both population-level and
single-nucleus analysis. Spatial validation confirms mea-
surement fidelity: the extracted MS2 fluorescence profile
during nuclear cycle 13 (Fig. 6F) exhibits the characteristic
Kr expression domain centered at approximately 45–55%
embryo length, consistent with previous measurements [23].
Temporal analysis at the single-nucleus level (Fig. 6G) re-

veals stochastic transcriptional dynamics, with intensity
traces exhibiting bursts, plateau phases, and mitotic termi-
nations that can be interpreted using promoter-state mod-
els. The ability to extract hundreds of such traces from
defined spatial positions within a single embryo enables
statistical inference of transcriptional parameters and their
spatial variation along the morphogen gradient. Together
with complementary single-molecule mRNA tracking (Sup-
plementary Sec. S4), these measurements illustrate the suit-
ability of OPM for quantitative studies of transcriptional
regulation in Drosophila embryos.

7 Quantitative chromatin and transcrip-
tion dynamics in cultured mammalian
embryonic stem cells

We next applied OPM to mouse embryonic stem cells
(mESCs), which present distinct imaging challenges com-
pared to Drosophila embryos, including weaker transcrip-
tional signals and slower temporal dynamics. mESCs pro-
vide a powerful model for studying chromatin organiza-
tion, transcription, and nuclear architecture in a pluripo-
tent mammalian context, yet quantitative live imaging in
these systems has traditionally been limited by phototox-
icity during extended three-dimensional acquisitions. A
key advantage of the single-objective OPM geometry is its
compatibility with standard cell-culture formats: coverslip-
bottom dishes can be imaged directly on the primary ob-
jective within an environmental chamber, enabling obser-
vation of cells under conventional in vitro conditions with
regulated temperature, humidity, and CO2 concentration.

Photostability and phototoxicity in long-term imag-
ing. We imaged mESC colonies expressing MS2-labeled
Sox2 transcripts and nuclear markers in volumes of 150 ×
100 × 20 µm3 at a volumetric rate of one volume ev-
ery 10 s for more than two hours (Fig. 7A–B). To assess
photostability under these conditions, we monitored back-
ground MCP–GFP fluorescence intensity throughout the
acquisitions (Fig. 7C). The cytoplasmic MCP–GFP pool
remained stable over extended imaging sessions, with mini-
mal photobleaching despite continuous volumetric illumina-
tion. These observations indicate that light-sheet excitation
enables long-term imaging of moderately fluorescent mam-
malian specimens without detectable loss of fluorophore sig-
nal or adverse effects on cell viability.

Single-cell transcriptional activity. Transcriptional
intensity traces extracted from individual cells (Fig. 7D)
demonstrate that OPM resolves Sox2 expression dynamics
at single-locus sensitivity in adherent mESCs. The traces
reveal substantial cell-to-cell variability in both baseline ac-
tivity, indicated by the red dashed mean line, and tempo-
ral dynamics, reflecting the intrinsic transcriptional het-
erogeneity of stem cell populations. Despite weaker fluo-
rescence signals and a lower signal-to-noise ratio than in
embryonic systems, individual transcriptional events re-
main clearly distinguishable from background, validating
the suitability of the platform for quantitative transcrip-
tion measurements under standard mammalian cell culture
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Figure 6. Quantitative transcription imaging in fly embryos. (A) Schematic representation of the Krüppel (Kr) expression
pattern along the anterior–posterior axis of a blastoderm stage Drosophila embryo. (B) Wide-field embryo image with fluorescently
marked surface nuclei (Histone-RFP label) at the end of a long-term time-lapse experiment (3h-post-oviposition), with the dashed
rectangle indicating the imaged field of view. (C) Time-lapse projections of a subregion of the imaged field of view at three
successive nuclear cycles: 12, 13, and 14. Nuclei are fluorescently labeled in red, while active transcription sites of the Kr gene
are visualized using the MS2/MCP–GFP system (see Methods [???]). (D) Projection of the full imaged field of view at the end
of the time-lapse experiment. (E) Background MCP–GFP fluorescence intensity measured over an extended time-lapse spanning
multiple nuclear cycles, demonstrating low photobleaching and phototoxicity during high-speed volumetric imaging. (F) Measured
Kr expression profile along the anterior–posterior axis during nuclear cycle 13, illustrating the quantitative fidelity of the acquired
transcriptional readouts. (G) Representative transcriptional intensity traces from individual nuclei, showing temporal dynamics
of Kr transcription across multiple nuclear cycles. Panels in this figure focus on MS2-labeled transcription sites and quantitative
transcriptional intensity measurements.

conditions.

8 Quantitative imaging in mammalian 3D
culture systems

We next applied OPM to mESC-derived gastruloids, which
recapitulate key aspects of early embryonic development
and represent the most demanding imaging conditions
among the systems examined here. Compared to monolayer
cell cultures, multicellular aggregates are optically hetero-
geneous and exhibit substantial light scattering, which de-
grades image quality with depth and poses challenges for
quantitative live imaging. Gastruloids were imaged at
120 hours post-aggregation, when anterior–posterior axis
specification is established (Fig. 8A). Focusing on the ante-
rior pole, where Sox2 transcription is active (Fig. 8B–C), we
acquired volumetric datasets spanning 200× 200× 30 µm3

every 10 s for three hours.

Photostability and long-term three-dimensional
imaging. Thick, scattering specimens exhibit spatially
varying optical properties that can lead to heterogeneous
illumination and position-dependent photodamage. To as-
sess imaging-induced perturbations under these conditions,

we monitored background MCP–GFP fluorescence at mul-
tiple positions within gastruloids during extended acquisi-
tions (Fig. 8D). Fluorescence levels remained stable across
all sampled locations despite optical heterogeneity, indicat-
ing low photobleaching and phototoxicity throughout the
imaged volume.

Single-cell transcriptional dynamics in a multicel-
lular context. Representative transcriptional intensity
traces from individual Sox2 transcription sites (Fig. 8E)
demonstrate that burst-like transcription dynamics are pre-
served within the three-dimensional gastruloid environ-
ment. These measurements show that OPM resolves tran-
scriptional activity at single-cell resolution in dense, self-
organizing multicellular structures. The ability to quantify
single-locus transcriptional dynamics in such optically com-
plex systems highlights the suitability of OPM for quanti-
tative studies of gene expression during mammalian devel-
opmental self-organization.

Discussion

The single-objective OPM implementation presented here
provides a quantitatively characterized and experimentally
robust platform for high-speed volumetric imaging across
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Figure 7. Quantitative transcription imaging in mouse embryonic stem cells. (A) Projection of a mouse embryonic stem
cell colony imaged using OPM. (B) Magnified view of the dashed region in panel A, showing segmented nuclei (orange outlines)
and active Sox2 transcription sites labeled using the MS2/MCP–GFP system. (C) Time evolution of the MCP–GFP background
fluorescence intensity during extended volumetric imaging, indicating low photobleaching and phototoxicity for moderately fluores-
cent specimens. (D) Representative transcriptional intensity traces from individual cells, illustrating burst-like Sox2 transcription
dynamics with alternating active and inactive periods. The red dashed line indicates the mean transcriptional activity over the
imaging session. Representative panels focus on MS2-labeled transcription sites and nuclear-scale transcription dynamics; extended
examples are provided in Supplementary Sec. S4.

a wide range of biological systems. By combining high
NA optics, tilt-invariant remote refocusing, well-calibrated
sampling geometry (Sec. 1), PSF characterization (Sec. 2),
precise hardware-timed synchronization (Sec. 4), and high-
throughput acquisition software (Sec. 5), the system de-
livers consistent, reproducible performance suitable for de-
manding quantitative applications. These capabilities dis-
tinguish OPM from many existing light-sheet implemen-
tations [29], positioning it as a powerful tool for studying
transcription and nuclear organization in vivo.

A central conceptual contribution of this work is the
transformation of OPM from a primarily descriptive imag-
ing modality into a fully quantitative measurement instru-
ment [30]. This system is calibrated at every level of the
imaging chain: sampling geometry, PSF shape and field
dependence, synchronization, and computational through-
put. Such end-to-end calibration is rare among single-
objective light-sheet implementations, providing defined
spatial and temporal performance metrics that can be re-
produced across sessions, samples, and experimental condi-
tions [31].

Two important aspects of quantitative imaging deserve
particular emphasis: flat-field correction and chromatic-
aberration correction. Both are essential for precise
intensity-based measurements, but both are substantially

more challenging in OPM than in conventional geometries.
Flat-field correction must account not only for illumination
non-uniformity [32], but also for the projection and shear
introduced by the oblique plane, which cause position-
dependent intensity distortions not present in standard
widefield or confocal imaging. Chromatic aberration cor-
rection is likewise nontrivial: the different illumination and
detection paths for each wavelength, combined with the tilt
of the imaging plane, produce wavelength-dependent shifts
that vary across the field of view. Accurate multi-color reg-
istration therefore requires wavelength-specific affine trans-
forms and calibration procedures similar to those developed
for multichannel single-molecule imaging. While not yet
fully generalized here, these corrections are critical founda-
tions for future quantitative extensions.

Looking ahead, several technical extensions could further
expand the capabilities of OPM. Two-photon excitation
represents a promising means of increasing imaging depth
in scattering tissues while maintaining single-objective ac-
cessibility, and early demonstrations of two-photon OPM
implementations have been reported [14, 33, 15]. Adaptive
optics provides a natural upgrade for correcting sample-
induced aberrations in organoids and embryonic tissues
[34]. Multi-view or hybrid illumination strategies could en-
hance isotropy and reduce residual blur in deep structures
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Figure 8. Quantitative transcription imaging in gastruloids. (A) Wide-field image of a whole gastruloid at 120 h of
the differentiation protocol, with the anterior–posterior axis indicated. (B) Volumetric projections of a gastruloid imaged using
OPM, showing the GFP signal composed of diffuse MCP–GFP background fluorescence with superimposed Sox2 transcription
sites. (C) Magnified view of the dashed region in panel B, highlighting individual Sox2 transcription spots. (D) Time evolution of
the MCP–GFP background fluorescence measured at different positions within the gastruloid, indicating low photobleaching and
phototoxicity during extended volumetric imaging in a thick, optically dense specimen. (E) Representative transcriptional intensity
traces from individual Sox2 transcription sites, showing that burst-like dynamics are maintained within the three-dimensional
gastruloid context. Panels focus on MS2-labeled transcription imaging and quantitative transcriptional intensity measurements in
three-dimensional multicellular systems.

while remaining compatible with a single-objective config-
uration. Each of these directions is feasible within the ex-
isting framework but will require careful stabilization and
quantitative calibration comparable to that performed here.

In summary, this work establishes oblique plane mi-
croscopy as a robust and quantitatively calibrated single-
objective light-sheet platform for dynamic transcription
imaging in complex living systems. By integrating
high–numerical-aperture optical design, tilt-invariant light-
sheet scanning, deterministic hardware-timed synchroniza-
tion, and high-throughput acquisition software within a
single framework, we transform OPM from a primarily de-
scriptive imaging modality into a quantitative measurement
instrument. The resulting platform enables reproducible
three-dimensional imaging of MS2-labeled transcription
sites in intact Drosophila embryos, cultured mouse em-
bryonic stem cells, and self-organizing gastruloids, linking
optical performance directly to biologically interpretable
transcriptional readouts. Beyond these demonstrations,
the modular and fully characterized nature of the sys-
tem provides a foundation for future extensions, such as
multi-color transcription imaging, chromatin locus track-
ing, and deeper imaging in scattering tissues, while main-
taining compatibility with standard sample geometries. As
such, this work positions single-objective OPM as a versa-
tile and quantitative tool for investigating gene regulation
and nuclear dynamics across developmental and stem-cell

models.

Methods

Microscope description The microscope is based on a
single-objective oblique plane microscopy (OPM) architec-
ture, adapted and extended from the implementation de-
scribed in Ref. [18]. A high–numerical-aperture silicone
oil–immersion objective (Olympus UPLSANSAPO 100×,
NA 1.35, working distance 0.2 mm) serves as the primary
objective (OBJ1) for both illumination and fluorescence
collection in an inverted configuration.

Fluorescence collected by OBJ1 and tube lens TL1
(Olympus SWTLU-C) is relayed through a pair of achro-
matic scan lenses (Thorlabs CLS-SL), with a galvanomet-
ric mirror (Thorlabs GVS011) positioned in a plane conju-
gate to the back focal plane of OBJ1. A second objective
(OBJ2; Olympus UPLXAPO 40×, NA 0.95, working dis-
tance 0.18 mm), combined with a tube lens (TL2, effective
focal length 321 mm [13]), forms an intermediate image in
the remote space. The relay optics are designed to simul-
taneously satisfy the Abbe sine and Herschel conditions,
ensuring aberration-free remote refocusing. A third objec-
tive (OBJ3; Special Optics AMS-AGY v1.1), tilted at the
same angle of the light-sheet illumination on the sample,
forms with a tube lens TL3 (Nikon MXA20696) an unde-

13



formed image on the camera chip. OBJ3 is mounted on a
piezoelectric actuator (Edmund Optics 85-008, travel range
100 µm), which enables fine axial alignment of the remote
imaging plane.

To increase imaging throughput, a long-pass dichroic
beamsplitter (Semrock Di03-R561-t3-25×36), placed be-
tween OBJ3 and TL3, separates the emitted fluorescence
onto two channels that are imaged by two sCMOS cam-
eras (Hamamatsu C14440-20UP and C15440-20UP), which
operate in parallel. Longer-wavelength emission is trans-
mitted to one camera and shorter-wavelength emission is
reflected to the other. Camera-specific emission filters are
placed immediately upstream of each detector, and both
dichroics and emission filters are interchangeable to accom-
modate different fluorophore combinations.

Excitation light is provided by a four-line solid-state
laser (Cobolt Skyra, 405/488/561/638 nm) delivering pre-
aligned and collimated beams. The excitation beam is spa-
tially filtered using a single-mode fiber (Thorlabs S405-
XP) and collimated with an achromatic fiber-port colli-
mator (Thorlabs PAF2-A4A). The beam is expanded us-
ing two cylindrical-lens telescopes that independently con-
trol the vertical and horizontal beam dimensions. The
first telescope, consisting of a Powell lens (LaserLine Op-
tics LOCP-8.9R30-1.0) and an achromatic cylindrical lens
(Thorlabs ACY254-050-A, focal length 50 mm), produces
vertical elongation with a homogeneous intensity profile.
The second telescope, composed of achromatic cylindrical
lenses (Thorlabs ACY254-100-A and ACY254-250-A; focal
lengths 100 mm and 250 mm), provides horizontal expan-
sion with a magnification of 2.5×.

The expanded beam is mounted on a translation stage
(Thorlabs PT1/M with MB3090/M bracket) to enable con-
trolled lateral displacement, which sets the oblique illumi-
nation angle in the sample space. The beam is focused by
a cylindrical lens (Thorlabs ACY254-100-A, focal length
100 mm) onto a resonant scanner (Cambridge Technology
CRS, 12 kHz), positioned in a plane conjugate to the front
focal plane of OBJ1, enabling pivoting illumination to mini-
mize stripe artefacts [35]. The beam is subsequently relayed
by a spherical lens (Thorlabs AC254-100-A, focal length
100 mm) into the main detection path. An adjustable slit
(Thorlabs VA100), positioned in a plane conjugate to the
back focal plane of OBJ1, controls the effective light-sheet
numerical aperture NALS, and thus the light-sheet thick-
ness and Rayleigh range.

A dichroic beamsplitter (Semrock Di03-
R405/488/561/635-t3-25×36), placed between TL2
and OBJ2, couples the excitation and detection paths
by reflecting the excitation beam toward OBJ1 while
transmitting the collected fluorescence toward the remote-
refocusing optics. The shaped beam is delivered to OBJ1
with a controlled lateral offset relative to the optical axis,
generating a tilted illumination plane at an angle θ = 30◦

with respect to the OBJ1 focal plane.

Imaging of Drosophila embryos For two-color fluores-
cence imaging, His-RFP, MCP-GFP virgin females were
crossed with males carrying CRISPR-engineered MS2 loops

inserted into the gene of interest, here Krüppel (Kr).
The resulting embryos exhibited fluorescently labeled nu-
clei (His-RFP) and MS2-tagged transcription sites (MCP-
GFP). Embryos were manually dechorionated and mounted
between a 1.5H glass coverslip and an oxygen-permeable
film (Lumox 25, Sarstedt), then immersed in Halocarbon 27
oil. The oil provides the oxygen permeability required for
embryonic development and a refractive index (n ≈ 1.41)
closely matched to the silicone oil used for objective immer-
sion. Images were acquired at ambient conditions, with the
room climatised at 21 °C.

Imaging of mouse embryonic stem cells Mouse em-
bryonic stem cells expressing MCP-GFP and carrying MS2
loops inserted at the endogenous Sox2 locus were generated
in-house. Cells were thawed and expanded for two pas-
sages prior to imaging to ensure recovery and stable growth.
Cells were seeded onto Ibidi 35 mm glass-bottom dishes
(1.5H coverslip thickness) coated with poly-L-ornithine and
laminin to promote adhesion. Surfaces were incubated with
0.01% poly-L-ornithine (Sigma-Aldrich P4957) overnight
at 4 °C, washed with PBS, and then coated with laminin
(L2020-1MG) diluted 1:200 in PBS (5 µg/mL ; 1 mL per
well, 5 µg total) for 2 h at 37 °C prior to cell seeding. Seeded
dishes were incubated for 24 hours to allow the formation of
layered colonies. Immediately before imaging, the growth
medium was exchanged for an optically transparent imag-
ing medium. During imaging the sample was kept at the
optimal cell-growth conditions, i.e. 37 °C, 95% humidity
and 5% CO2.

Imaging of stem-cell–derived organoids Gastruloids
were generated from the same MS2-labeled mESC line de-
scribed above. Gastruloids were imaged at 120 hours af-
ter aggregation and mounted in Ibidi 35 mm glass-bottom
dishes similarly coated with poly-L-ornithine . Approxi-
mately 20 gastruloids were collected and embedded in 3D
Life Dextran-PEG hydrogel FG as previously described
[36]. A total volume of 60 µL of hydrogel at a final con-
centration of 0.8 mM was used to limit bulk motion while
allowing continued growth. The hydrogel containing the
gastruloids was deposited within a 0.50 mm-thick adhesive
ring (Delta Microscopies, slide wells D70366-13), covered
with a membrane (Isopore filter, 5.0 µm pore size, 13 mm
diameter; Merck, TMTP01300), and secured with a sec-
ond 0.25 mm-thick adhesive ring (Delta Microscopies, slide
wells D70366-12). Dishes were centrifuged at 100g for 2 min
and incubated for 13 min to allow gel polymerization, after
which 2 mL of N2B27 medium was added on top. Anal-
ogously to what described for stem cells, the sample was
kept at the optimal cell-growth conditions.
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Supplementary Information

An integrated quantitative single-objective light-sheet microscope
for subcellular dynamics in embryos and cultured multicellular systems

S1. Sampling constraints, image geometry, and 3D reconstruction

The oblique illumination geometry of OPM introduces unique constraints on spatial sampling, image formation, and nu-
merical reconstruction. Building on the coordinate transformation introduced in Sec. 1, we describe how camera-recorded
data in the tilted (x′, y′, z′) space are related to the laboratory frame (x, y, z) (Fig. 1), define sampling requirements for
faithful reconstruction, and detail the deskewing and affine transformations applied during analysis. Galvo scanning and
descanning generate a series of laterally undistorted oblique (x′, y′) planes that are displaced along z′, producing a skewed
volume that must be corrected by an affine deskewing transformation before further analysis.

Sampling requirements and Nyquist criteria. The rotation of the image plane imposes anisotropic sampling that
depends jointly on the camera pixel pitch, system magnification, and illumination tilt. For an effective pixel size scam on
the camera and total magnification Meff , the in-plane sampling in the oblique frame is:

sx′ =
scam
Meff

, sy′ =
scam
Meff

.

After rotation back to the laboratory frame, the effective sampling becomes:

sy = sy′ cos θ, sz = sy′ sin θ.

Thus, for a given tilt angle θ, the y and z sampling intervals differ by a factor of tan θ.

Galvo scanning and uniform slice spacing. To sample the volume uniformly, the galvanometric mirror is driven with
a calibrated stair-step waveform that ensures linear scanning in z′. Any nonlinearity in the galvo response would introduce
compression or stretching of the reconstructed volume along z. For a galvo scan amplitude A and optical geometry defined
by the conjugate pupil relationships, the slice spacing in the oblique frame is:

∆z′ =
αA

Nslices
,

where α is the angle-to-lateral-displacement conversion factor. The laboratory-frame slice spacing is then:

∆z = ∆z′ cos θ.

Deskewing and affine transformation. Raw OPM images appear sheared because each oblique slice is shifted laterally
by an amount proportional to its axial position. Reconstruction consists of deskewing (undoing lateral shear) followed by
an affine rotation mapping the tilted y′–z′ plane back to the laboratory frame. Because both operations are linear, the
transformation can be represented as a 3× 3 affine matrix and implemented efficiently during analysis.

Field-of-view and clipping constraints. For sufficiently large scanning amplitudes or wide fields of view, the remote-
refocusing pupil can partially occlude the tilted imaging plane, producing PSF broadening and reduced signal. This effect
is a direct geometric consequence of remote refocusing and sets a fundamental limit on the usable scan range. We quantify
this limit empirically by scanning fluorescent beads across the volume and identifying clipping regions where the PSF
broadens or the signal drops.

Mechanical layout and sample geometry. To support homogeneous illumination and quantitative imaging across the
usable field of view, the excitation beam is pre-shaped using a Powell lens and a series of cylindrical lenses. A resonant
mirror is incorporated to suppress stripe artefacts, and an adjustable slit placed in a plane conjugate to the illumination
pupil allows tuning of the effective light-sheet numerical aperture. Sample positioning is achieved using a piezo stage,
with optional coarse positioning, to place the region of interest reproducibly within the imaging volume. Fluorescence
detection is performed using dual-camera imaging, in which emitted light is spectrally separated by a dichroic beamsplitter
depending on the imaging condition, with each camera equipped with its own emission filter set. The primary sCMOS
camera records oblique-plane fluorescence images for quantitative analysis, while a secondary widefield camera provides
sample context and facilitates routine alignment and targeting. In addition, a dedicated auxiliary camera positioned
upstream of the main emission dichroic is used exclusively for back-reflection–based autofocus and drift compensation
(Sec. 3), without introducing additional optics into the fluorescence detection path.
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S2. Photon budget, transmission, and camera noise

Accurate quantitative imaging requires not only the optical characterization described in Secs. 1–2 but also a detailed
understanding of how efficiently photons are transmitted through the detection path and converted into measurable
electronic signals. Because many biological measurements operate near the photon-limited regime—such as transcription-
site intensity extraction and faint locus localization—the overall photon budget sets the achievable signal-to-noise ratio.

Optical transmission of the detection path. The fraction of detected photons is determined jointly by the optical
transmission of the relay optics and the detector QE. To quantify this contribution, we measured the throughput from
the primary objective to the camera by recording a calibrated fluorescence signal before and after the remote-refocusing
module and emission filters. Across 488, 561, and 594 nm excitation, the total transmission of the detection chain ranged
from 40–55%, consistent with expected losses at each interface. This transmission factor enters directly into downstream
estimates of photon budgets and localization uncertainties.

Photon-transfer measurement of system gain. To convert measured pixel values into photon counts, we performed
a photon-transfer calibration by acquiring uniform-field images at increasing brightness and analyzing the mean–variance
relationship. The resulting photon-transfer curve shows the expected linear dependence in the shot-noise regime, with
slope and intercept yielding the system gain g and read noise σread, respectively. Photon-transfer analysis is a widely used
method in detector characterization [37].

Across all settings used in OPM acquisition, we measured g = 0.43± 0.01 e−/ADU and σread = 1.2–1.5 e−.

Read noise, fixed-pattern noise, and hot pixels. The electronic noise floor of the detector was quantified using dark-
frame sequences acquired at the same frame rates used during OPM imaging. The temporal distribution of pixel values is
Gaussian with standard deviation matching the PTC-derived σread, indicating stable and stationary read noise. Spatially
correlated noise components—fixed-pattern noise (FPN)—were extracted by subtracting long-term pixel averages. FPN
is a known feature of sCMOS detectors and is typically corrected through offset/dark-frame subtraction [38].

Hot pixels were identified as those exhibiting persistent offsets exceeding five times the temporal noise level. These
pixels accounted for less than 0.02% of the sensor array and were masked or interpolated during preprocessing. After
correction, hot pixels and FPN contributed negligibly to the noise budget.

Detector quantum efficiency and linearity. The detector’s quantum efficiency (QE) and linearity were characterized
using uniform-field exposures across a range of intensities and exposure times. The mean signal remained linear over
more than 95% of the full-well capacity, with deviations only near saturation. Combining QE with optical transmission
measurements yields the total photon-detection efficiency used in quantitative intensity interpretation.

S3. Image analysis: segmentation, spot detection, and tracking

Quantitative biological imaging requires robust segmentation, accurate detection of fluorescent puncta, and reliable track-
ing across space and time. Because OPM data consist of large volumes with spatially varying SNR and anisotropic
resolution (Sec. 2), image analysis must incorporate both classical computer-vision algorithms and modern neural-network-
based approaches. The procedures summarized here draw on established practices in bioimage analysis [39, 40, 41] and
are adapted to the specific geometry of OPM (Sec. 1).

3D nuclei segmentation. Nuclei were segmented from reconstructed OPM volumes using a hybrid strategy combining
thresholding-based initialization with a network-refined segmentation stage. Initial masks were obtained by smoothing,
intensity normalization, and adaptive thresholding, followed by connected-component labeling. These coarse masks were
then refined using a U-Net or Cellpose-type architecture trained on manually annotated sub-volumes to accommodate the
OPM-specific anisotropy and depth-dependent contrast.

Single-particle detection. Fluorescent puncta corresponding to transcription sites, tagged loci, or single mRNAs were
detected using a combination of bandpass filtering and local maxima extraction. Candidate particle positions were then
filtered by intensity, shape, and SNR criteria informed by the detector noise model (Supplementary Sec. S2), following
established practices in single-molecule imaging.

Sub-pixel localization by Gaussian fitting. For each detected spot, sub-pixel localization was performed by fitting a
three-dimensional Gaussian to a small region surrounding the candidate maximum. Because the OPM PSF is anisotropic
(Sec. 2), fitting is performed with independent widths along each axis.

Trajectory reconstruction. Particle trajectories were reconstructed across frames using a global assignment algorithm
that minimizes the total cost of associating detections between successive time points [42]. The cost function incorporates
spatial proximity, expected motion models, and localization uncertainties estimated from the Gaussian fits.
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Figure 9. Comparison to existing single-objective light-sheet platforms. (A) Summary of key specifications (NA, field
of view, volume rate, quantitative characterization). (B) Performance comparison in terms of resolution, imaging volume, and
volumetric acquisition rate.

S4. Extended biological applications: single-molecule detection and tracking

This section provides extended application examples that are not central to the main-text transcription quantification
claims, including single-molecule detection and short-duration tracking analyses in embryos and mammalian systems.

Single mRNA detection and tracking in Drosophila embryos. At later stages or in constructs with lower ex-
pression, individual cytoplasmic mRNAs appear as isolated fluorescent puncta. Detection uses the bandpass filtering +
local-maxima pipeline (Supplementary Sec. S3), with SNR thresholds informed by the detector model (Supplementary
Sec. S2). Detected single mRNAs can be tracked across frames using global assignment (Supplementary Sec. S3), enabling
mean-squared displacement (MSD) analysis and compartment-specific comparisons.

Single-molecule detection in mESCs and gastruloids. In mESCs and gastruloids, the extent to which absolute
single-molecule quantification is achievable depends on photobleaching, background structure, and available calibration
strategies. In systems with currently available reporters (e.g. SOX2), photobleaching is measurable and approximately
linear over acquisition windows, but defining an absolute cytoplasmic unit remains an open question. Potential calibration
approaches include population-averaged comparisons and future incorporation of additional tagged genes or cytoplasmic
standards.

S5. Mechanical implementation and sample positioning

The optical layout described in the main text is implemented on a compact inverted microscope platform designed to
maximize mechanical stability while preserving flexibility in sample handling. The primary objective (OBJ1) serves as the
fixed optical reference for the entire system and is rigidly mounted on a dedicated breadboard featuring a central aperture.
This mounting geometry ensures stable alignment of OBJ1 and all conjugate optical planes, while avoiding moving optical
elements during routine focusing or acquisition.

Sample positioning is achieved by translating the specimen rather than the objective. The sample holder is mounted on
a motorized stage providing coarse positioning along the x, y, and z axes, combined with a piezoelectric actuator for fine
axial control. This configuration allows precise and reproducible placement of the region of interest within the imaging
volume while maintaining a fixed optical reference frame defined by OBJ1. During focusing and volumetric acquisition,
the position of the primary objective and associated relay optics remains unchanged, ensuring consistent optical alignment
across experiments.

The sample stage supports a compact environmental enclosure that accommodates live imaging under controlled tem-
perature and atmospheric conditions. This design enables imaging of diverse biological specimens, including Drosophila
embryos, adherent mammalian cells, and three-dimensional aggregates, while maintaining compatibility with standard
coverslip-based mounting formats. The mechanical stability of the platform minimizes drift during long time-lapse exper-
iments and complements the optical autofocus and stabilization procedures described in Supplementary Sec. S3.

S6 Comparison to existing OPM and single-objective light-sheet platforms

Single-objective light-sheet microscopy has advanced rapidly over the past decade, with systems such as SCAPE2.0, eS-
PIM, SOPi, and DaXi providing increasingly high NA, fast volume rates, and improved compatibility with standard
sample geometries. These platforms share the central design principle of using a single primary objective for both illumi-
nation and detection, but differ substantially in optical layout, achievable NA, volumetric scan strategy, and quantitative
characterization. Here we compare our OPM implementation to these established systems using published specifications
and performance benchmarks (Fig. 9), focusing specifically on quantitative metrics relevant to transcription imaging and
nuclear-scale dynamics.

Quantitative comparison of specifications. Figure 9 summarizes key specifications of our OPM system alongside
representative values reported for SCAPE2.0 [15], eSPIM [18], SOPi [16], and DaXi [19]. These include numerical aper-
ture, effective resolution, field of view, imaging volume, volumetric acquisition rate, and degree of quantitative optical
characterization.

Resolution, imaging volume, and volumetric rate. Our OPM implementation occupies a regime characterized
by high numerical aperture, moderate-to-high volumetric acquisition rates, a large usable field of view, and quantitative
characterization of PSF, sampling geometry, and timing synchronization (Secs. 1–5). This combination positions our
system within the landscape of single-objective light-sheet microscopy and specifically supports quantitative biological
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applications—such as MS2 transcription imaging—that require both precision and robustness while remaining compatible
with standard sample geometries.
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