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Abstract

The receive field of MRI imparts an image contrast which idigfig fixed rela-
tive to the receive colil. If motion correction is used to eatrsubject motion oc-
curring during an EPI time series then the receiver contvdke ffectively move
relative to the subject and produce temporal modulatiotfsaimmage amplitude.
This dfect, which we will call the RFC-MoCofEect, may have consequences in
the analysis and interpretation of fMRI results. There aamyrpotential causes
of motion-related noise and systematic error in EPI timeseand isolating the
RFC-MoCo dfect would be diicult. Therefore, we have undertaken a simu-
lation of this dfect to better understand its severity. The simulations &xam
this dfect for a receive-only single-channel 16-leg birdcage and a receive-
only 12-channel phased array. In particular we study: (19 &tect size; (2)
Its consequences to the temporal correlations betweealsigrising at dterent
spatial locations (spatial-temporal correlations) asfisrocalculated in resting
state fMRI analyses; and (3) Its impact on the temporal $iraoise ratio of
an EPI time series. We find that signal changes arising franRRC-MoCo
effect are likely to compete with BOLD (blood-oxygen-levelpéadent) signal
changes in the presence of significant motion, even undexsthemption of per-
fect motion correction. Consequently, we find that the RFGEMd dfect may
lead to spurious temporal correlations across the imageespad that temporal
SNR may be degraded with increasing motion.
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1. Introduction

Subject motion can be a significant source of noise in BOLDqBtoxygen-
level-dependent (Ogawa et al., 1990)) functional magnetionance imaging
(fMRI), a neuroscience research tool employing time seoiegradient echo
images, most commonly using the echo planar imaging (ER uence.
This problem has been recognized since the inception of fm'
). The most obvious concern is that motion of the braith) s contrast
fixed relative to the head, will produce temporal variatiahgany given point in
image space that can mask the BOLD or be erroneously atdtiatthe BOLD
effect. But there can also be contrast within brain images ghi#ted relative to
the scanner. Such contrast can potentially be exascerbgtedtion correction
since following correction such contrast would then movatiee to the brain
and produce its own temporal variation.

With the proliferation of MRI systems employing multichatmeceiver ar-
rays (phased arrays) arises greater potential sensitwitgotion-related error
and noise in EPI time series data due to scanner-fixed recamagast. Although
multichannel receiver arrays hold great promise for imptbtSNR (temporal
signal-to-noise ratio) it presently appears that motielated noise may be lim-
iting their usefulness (Hartwig et al., 011) TI@ets of motion can be espe-
cially problematic when accelerated imagin 2002; Pruessmann etlal.,
@)) is used in EPI time seri ﬂ_alu_iZOlZ). Heweven in the ab-
sence of acceleration there are many potential motioneelefects that can
prevent multichannel receiver arrays from achieving thestion-free tSNR po-
tential. One suchfeect, arising from scanner-fixed contrast, which we will call
the RFC-MoCo #ect (Receive Field Contrast Motion Correctiofieet), may
occur when motion correction is applied to EPI time serida gassessing sig-
nificant receive field contrast.

There are many potential causes of motion-related noiséIrtithe series.

Here are some of the acknowledged important sources of aogeystematic
error in non-accelerated EPI:

1. Poor motion correction: Most motion correction algamthused in fMRI
(Cox,1996! Friston et al., 1995; Smith et al., 2d01; Woodsild1991) as-
sume that a volume of image slices moves as a rigid body. Siro&kume
of data is usually collected over a time interval of 1 to 2 setothere is
clearly enough time for the head to move during such an iatetivereby
violating the rigid volume assumption. This may lead to batneates
of motion parameters and inadequate correction of moedated contrast
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fluctuations. Furthermore the issue is often complicatetthbyise of addi-
tional temporal interpolation (Rodhe, 2011; Bannister 22807) as well.

2. Spin history: The steady state of the pre-excitation retigation, estab-
lished after a few TR (repetition time) periods in the absemiomotion, is
perturbed by motion orthogonal to the imaging planes of 2[iislice EPI
(Muresan et éILLOjB), potentially causing increasedenamsl systematic
effects upon spatial-temporal correlations.

3. Main field inhomogeneity: The presence of an object withi& strong
main magnetic field, of MRI leads to increased inhomogeneity of the
field. The inhomogeneity results in image distortions whittrease in
severity with field strength (Jezzard and Balaban, 1995mStvils are
used to try to restore field homogeneity but shim coils arelé&mmentally
limited with respect to the fields they can compensate. Wherobject
moves the inhomogeneity varies with respect to time whicly paten-
tially increase noise and systematic error in the time seneges while
decreasing image-space signal strength.

4. Receive field distortion: A receiver coil loaded with a themill distort
the coil's receive field (Giovannetti et/al., d)08) Thistdiion should be
more pronounced at high main field strengths (Wiesinger ¢2@06). As
the head moves this distortion will vary in time thereby addiemporal
fluctuations in an EPI time series.

5. RFC-MoCo é&ect: The receive field, when not spatially homogeneous,
willimpose an image contrast that is fixed relative to the\sneml.,

). When an assumed perfect motion correction is appliedtime
series of such images the receive fielteetively moves relative to the
imaged object. This temporally varying image contrast mateptially
produce tSNR degradation and systemafttfeas upon spatial-temporal
correlations.

6. TFC-MoCo éect: The transmit field, when not spatially homogeneous,
will also impose an image contrast that is fixed relative sogbanner and
will produce temporally varying image contrast in a motmsr¥ected time
series of images in a manner analogous to the RFC-Mdiaate Most
commercial scanners used in fMRI research today make usdafa
diameter birdcage body coil to produce the transmit fielde [Einge diam-
eter, as compared to a head coil, increases the transmihbetgeneity
and therefore decreases the potential TFC-MofBece

The RFC-MoCo #ect is the focus of this paper. In particular, we seek to es-
timate the &ect size of tSNR degradation and any spurious spatial-testhpo
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correlations induced by the receive field contrast. Thisisngportant subject
because there is a small handful of reports of little beneBireg from use of a
32-channel coil for fMRI, compared to a 12-channel coil (iég et al., 2011;
Kaza et al., 2009, 2011; Li et al., 2@09), and we have receavexddotal reports
of poorer performance of the 32-channel coil for fMRI in owrocenter. Thus,
we were motivated to investigate the RFC-MoGteet because of a suspicion
that it may produce a limiting motion sensitivity when comgzhto the same
protocol acquired with a smaller phased array coil. Furtieee, recent reports
(Van Dijk et al., 2012; Power et al., 2011) have suggestetiatsignificant (but
unknown) fraction of correlations determined in restimgte functional connec-
tivity (RS-FC) studies are driven by head motion. We hypsited that the
RFC-MoCo dfect could be a cause of such errors, given the use of phassd arr
coils for the majority of RS-FC fMRI studies to date.

The use of a prescan normalization as a means for corretiéngfEC-MoCo
effect has been studied by Hartwig et él._(ﬂaﬂmig_éﬂ_al_.,_lZOAlBo Kaza et al.
(Kaza et al.| 2009) used prescan-normalized and unnoredatiata in a com-
parison of fMRI dficacy using 12-channel and 32-channel phased array coils.
However, experimentally isolating the RFC-MoGoeet from the other potential
causes of motion-relatedfects in time-series EPI would be venyitkult if not
impossible. Therefore in this paper we undertake simulataf the RFC-MoCo
effect, which by design incorporates an assumption of perfetiom correction,
that will allow us to elucidate thefiect’s impact upon EPI time series data.

When choosing a receive coil for fMRI it is important to assthrat the sub-
ject within the coil will have visual access to stimuli or sygesented on a screen
placed outside the coil. Commercially available 12-chaamays give good vi-
sual access for fMRI applications and are widely used. Adaige coil with
sixteen legs will give comparable visual access to that eflt-channel array
consisting of the usual overlapping coil elements. ThicHpation motivates
our choice of coil geometries in our simulations. In this @awe carry out sim-
ulations of the RFC-MoCoftect for: (1) A 12-channel head coil receive array
consisting of 12 independent coil elements with a cylirglrgeometry similar
to those commonly used in modern scanners; and (2) A 16-tsimeonly bird-
cage head coil. In particular we will simulate: (1) The RF@©Gb dfect size;
(2) A spatial map of temporal correlations due to the RFC-Mefect with re-
spect to a seed point (as is often calculated in resting B¢ analyses); and
(3) The tSNR of an EPI time series when the noise of the RFC-d/efact is
present in addition to the usual Gaussian noise of the coayalleied images.




2. Theory

The use of multichannel receiver arrays is commonplace ignetic reso-
nance imaging and fMRI in particular. Whether the image datto be used
in accelerated GRAPPA-like parallel imaging or non-acegkx imaging, one
must combine the image data from the individual coil elersertb a single com-
posite image. Of the various methods that could be used tergena composite
image from the images generated by each coil, the sum-@&regSOS) method
(Roemer et all, 1990) is ubiquitous. The SOS image recaetatrumethod cre-
ates a composite estimated image) from the complex-valued images(r)
associated with each of théd receive coils of the array by the following opera-
tion:

M 1/2
p(r) = [Z \pm<r>\2] . (1)

Note that wherM = 1 (a single channel) the result is the usual magnitude image
associated with a birdcage coil. Equatidh (1) assumes thdtave a represen-
tation of the imagep(r) in the continuum image-space rather than a discrete
image-space. In practice the image will always be in a disdreage-space
which is related to the underlying continuum image-spageaihrough a con-
volution with a point-spread function determined by the phing of k-space.
The discretization is expected to influence the RFC-Moffece upon tSNR, as
well as methods to correct for thé&ect, but for the purpose of establishing the
size and importance of théfect the use of the continuum image-space represen-
tation should be gticient and is expected to give a best-case estimate of the size
and importance of thefiect in EPI time series used in fMRI.

In the absence of noise (electronic or body noise) and mdpmation [(1)
can be written as

1/2

M 1/2 M
p(r) = [Z |P(V)Cm(r)|2] = |o(r)| [Z |Cm(r)|2] 2

wherep(r) is the complex valued true image and(r) is the receive field of
them™ coil element of the array. Therefore the SOS method resulis image
contrast which is dependent upon the array geometry andigafip-fixed with
respect to the scanner.

The imaged objegh may undergo rigid body motion (rotation and transla-
tion) with respect to the scanner frame of reference. We teethts motion by a
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time-dependentfiine transformation operatofi(t,) wheret, = nAt is the time
at which then' volume of image data is acquired. We will assume that theabbje
does not move by a significant amount on a time scale lessAharhis restric-
tion imposes another best-case scenario onftieets of motion: Real motion is
likely to occur within a TR period and will produce more compkfects, in par-
ticular spin history &ects that will interact with the RFC-MoCadtect. Thus, for
simplicity, we consider the RFC-MoCdfect in isolation and note that the real
effects on data are likely to be worse than presented here. TBeeSthnated
image of the object at timg is then given by

M

1/2
p(r.ty) = [Z |Cn(1)A(ta)o(r) + an] 3)

m=1

wheren, is the uniform noise image for thg" coil.

The usual, but idealized, motion correction is performedapplying the
inverse of the fiine transformatiorA(t,) to the SOS imagg(f, t,) to obtain the
motion-corrected image.(r, t,) given by

pe(rtn) = A Hta)p(r,ta) (4)
" 1/2
= A (t) [Z |Cm(r)ﬂ(tn)/0(f)+77m|2] (5)
" 1/2
- [ St onf| ©

Therefore the fect of combined motion and motion correction is mathemati-
cally equivalent to moving the receive coil elements re&to the imaged object.
As explained in the Methods section this equivalence willged to generate the
time varying contrast of our simulated RFC-MoCieet.f

To calculate the RFC-MoCdlect size, temporal correlation map, and tSNR
we respectively calculate the percenffeience magD,(r), correlation value
mapy (rp, ry) and tSNR map tSNR) defined according to:

1If necessary the action of théfime transformation operator upon an image can be explicitly
written asAp(r) = p(Rr —r,) whereR, a matrix representing rotation about the object’s center
of mass, and,, a vector representing translation of the center of masduaictions oft;,.

2If need be, the inversefine transformation can be written more explicitly @spo(r) =

p(R7I(r —rg)).



|/50(r’t2) - ﬁC(r’tl)|

Dy(r) = (R x 100 (7)
E Ac Mpstn) — p Ac Mo,tn) — My
foty) = [(Pc(rp, t) Zr);/:( potn) — i, )] @®)

tSNR(r) _ E[ﬁC(r’tn)] (9)

VE[Pe(r, ta) 2] — [E[fc(r, tn) ]2
where E denotes the expectation value with respect tottjimvhile 4, ando, are
respectively the mean and standard deviations of the siedga(r, t,) .
When calculating the percentftérence and the correlation map for our sim-
ulations we will neglect the noise tenpp. This results in the following quantities
which are independent of the imaged obje(@t):

Dp(r) = ’C(r,t(z_‘,)(r_,t(lj)(r,tl)’

x 100 (10)

E[(C(rp,ta) — e, )(C(r s ta) — par, )]
\/E[(C p’tn ,Urp \/E rp/’tn - )2]
where the net receive field contr&r, t,) is given by

1/2
C(r.ty) = (Z\ﬂ (t)C(r ) . (12)
When calculating the simulated tSNR we will assume thatrhegie is uniform,

p(r) = 1, so that we may isolate the RFC-MoCfieet from brain contrast
effects. In this case we may then write

tSNR(r) =
M 1/2
E [ (Z | A (ta)Cm(r) + nm}2> ]

E [Z }ﬂil(tn)cm(r) + nm}zl —|E [J Z }jrl(tn)cm(r) + nm}zl
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When the motion of the object is a small translation, thag(s) = or (t) (see

[Appendix_G) we can approximate Equations] (10) &ndl (11) by

[0 (t2) — 61 (t1)] - VCas(r, 1)
Csos(r, tl)

Dp(r) = x 100 (14)

E[(0r (tn) - VCsos(I'p, 0))(0T (tn) - VCsos(r p, 0))]
E[(07 (tn) - VCors(r p: 0))?] v/ E[(67 (tn) - VCoos(r . 0))?]

where in deriving Equatio (15) we have assumed Hjat (t,)] = 0 as will be
the case in our simulations.

Although Equationd (14) and (1L5) will not be used in our siatioins of the
RFC-MoCo dfect these equations can be helpful with respect to undelisigin
the dfect. For example Equationh([14) shows that the percefdrénce should
be directly proportional to the translational displacetrard the gradient of the
SOS contrast field. Also from Equatidn {15) it should be cléat if the small
translations are in only one direction then the correlati@p takes the value 1
or —1 depending upon the sign BfC;(rp,) andVCys(ry) at the seed and map
points respectively. When the motion in each dimensionngptarally diferent
then—1 < x(r,,ry) < 1 and the correlation map can have a more interesting
structure, as will be seen in the results section of this pape

. (19)

X(py) = J

3. Methods

In this section we: (1) Describe the calculation of the siwed temporally
varying receive field contrast for the 16-leg birdcage analiZnnel array head
coils; (2) Describe the calculation of the metrics of the RAGCo dfect - per-
cent diference, temporal correlation and tSNR maps - in a reprdsenteans-
verse (orthogonal to the long axis of the head coil) plane-at90 mm. Each
coil has a radius of 130 mm at the plane of interest and thaesetre calculated
over a 110 mm radius region centered in this plane. This iszabgnt to assum-
ing a simulated spherical phantom having a diameter of 226 comparable to
a typical image field-of-view for an adult human head - whgkentered within
the head coil. A uniform signal intensity from all points ipage was assumed,
thereby allowing us to investigate the RFC-MoQGteet in the absence of image
contrast, transmission field heterogeneity and magneticegiibility gradient
effects.



3.1. Smulating the Temporally Varying RFC

To calculate the receive fields of the head coils we consthgctoil or coil
elements as a composite of line segments of current. As shdfppendix A
the receive field due to a single line segment with specifiegppeimts and current
amplitude can be written in an exact mathematical form bynmee# a Biot-
Savart Law integration. Then to translate the receive fi¢ltinae t,, thereby
creating a time series of simulated RFC-MoCo data, we sirtrplyslate each
endpoint of the line segments comprising the head coil drelements. All
calculations were performed using-€ code and since the mathematical form
of the receive field is known exactly then all calculationdl s exact to within
machine precision. Note that for both head coils we will reglthe #&ects
of coil loading and mutual inductance between currentyoagrline segments.
Although the error due to these approximations is significatie precise design
and operation of receive coils it should not change the tegilen in this paper
significantly.

Some of the simulations will be performed using a time seoierealistic
translational head motion data. Figlte 1 shows this réatishter-of-mass trans-
lation as a function of time. This motion data was obtaineanfithe output of
the FSL (FMRIB Software Library, University of Oxford, UKmhotion correc-
tion algorithm (MCFLIRT) (Jenkinson et al., 2002) for a humsubject in an
actual fMRI experiment and is representative of motion détained on normal
adult subjects at 3 T. The temporal mean of the motion wagactet! from the
data in accordance with the assumptions of our motion mdoetest the fects
of variable overall motion the motion data is variably sdate yield specific
amounts of root-mean-square motion.

16-L eg Birdcage Cail
Figurel2 depicts a birdcage coil of the type used in this pdpenode 1, the

most spatially homogeneous mo@(M%Q) the time-ieniégnt part of the
mesh current;, is given by:

I, = Ccog2mn/N) (16)

whereN is the number of legs (struts) in the coil and C is a constarndwvill
not be of consequence in this paper. The curi&nin the n leg is given by
In=1h— 1.

The endpoints of line segments comprising the legs andmgelaf the bird-
cage coil are arranged symmetrically on a cylindrical ssgfaf 130 mm radius.
Figurel3 shows the receive field for such a birdcage coil. Téid i$ plotted over
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Figure 1: The time series of translational displacemengs irs the tSNR and correlation value

calculations.
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Figure 2: The simulations are done with a 16-leg birdcagitihere we depict a 12-leg coil to
avoid clutter in the figure and clearly convey the generdlgmometry. The coil is depicted with

mesh currentk, (n = 1,..

., N) whereN is the number of legs. Note that the lower end ring lies

in thez = 0 mm plane.
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an axially-sliced region of a 110 mm radius which is centéradsversely within
the coil. The important thing to note about Figlire 3 is thatlilrdcage coil gives
a receive field which varies by approximately 30% over théareghown.
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Figure 3: Receive field magnitude for 16-leg birdcage codrgetry (coil radius= 130 mm,
coil lengthL = 186 mm). The field is plotted over a region of radius 110 mmeent in the
transverse plane at= 90 within the coil. The receive field magnitude is plotted améless
guantity since the homogeneity of the field is our primarya=n in this paper.

12-Channel Array

The simulated 12-channel array consistshbf= 12 coil elements of the
general form shown in Figufd 4 in which the coil element is pased of six
segments each with a unit current in the clockwise directiom the perspec-
tive of an observer external to the array. Figure 5 depidgseat 1 of each coll
element, which are taken to lie in a single transverse pldreex,y-plane). The
endpoints of the six line segments comprising each colil etdriie on a cylin-
drical surface of 130 mm radius (Jee Appendik B) and closppyr@ximate the
geometry of commercially available head coils. The sum efigids due to each
of the line segments comprising a given coil element yietgsreceive field of
that coil element. The final SOS receive field is then caledlétom the receive
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fields of the individual coil elements according to Equai@hn

190 mm 80 mm
6
1
2 5
3

4

Figure 4: The general shape of a single coil element for thelé@hent array coil. The length of
segments 2 and 6 are the same for all elements. Segments 1Hezi= 0 transverse plane.

Figurel6 shows the SOS receive field for the simulated 12+uélarray. The
field is plotted over an axially-sliced region of 110 mm rawhich is centered
transversely within the receive array. The important thimgote about Figure
is that the 12-channel array gives a receive field whichegaboy as much as
400% over the region shown.

3.2. Calculating RFC-MoCo Effect Metrics

Percent Difference

For both head coil geometries we estimate the magnitudeedREC-MoCo
effect size by calculating the percentfdrence map, given by Equatidn {10),
when the object is displaced translationally by 1 mm in thiéngetion. For both
head coils we also calculate the average and maximum of ticemqtediference
map over the 110 mm radius region when the object is displag@dto 35 mm.
For the percent dierence calculations no noise is added to the simulated data.

Temporal Correlation

We examine potentialfiects upon temporal correlation maps due to the
RFC-MoCo dtect for translational head motion in the 12-channel array.on
These simulations are performed by using the time seriesatiftic head motion
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Figure 5. Cross-section of the simulated 12-channel receisray showing length and orienta-
tions for segment 1 of each coil element. The z-axis (pditallBy), of a right-handed coordinate

system, points into the plane of the page.
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Figure 6: SOS receive field over an axially-sliced regionaafius 110 mm which is centered in
the transverse plane at= 90 within the 12-element receive array. The receive fieldmitage
is plotted as a unitless quantity since the homogeneityefigid is our primary concern in this

paper.
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variables (see Figutd 1) and calculating temporal cofoglahaps according to
Equation[(I]l). To calculate the temporal correlation mapset the root-mean-
square (rms) magnitude of the translational motion to 1 mmitbshould be
noted that for small translations we expect, from Equafidi),(that the correla-
tion maps will be independent of the magnitude of the motibime correlation
is between a seed point &= —104 mm,y = 0 mm andz = 90 mm and
all points within the same axially-sliced & 90 mm) region of radius 110 mm
which is centered within the array. For the temporal coti@tacalculations no
noise is added to the simulated data because our principaéoois elucidating
the general features one might expect to see in a temporalabon map when
the RFC-MoCo #ect is of significant sizB.

tSNR

For the 12-channel array only we investigate the spatiaédéence of the
tSNR maps for varying amounts of realistic translationalcdheotion (see Figure
[)) and spatially uniform Gaussian electronic nojgseThe noise is applied to the
complex-valued time series image data according to Equdfi8) such that it
yields atSNR level, 80 at the center of the image, repreteataf the tSNR seen
in a 3-minuteT 2*-weighted EPI time series at 3 T. TSNR maps were obtained
for rms motion values of .0, 0.5, 1.0 and 25 mm.

4. Results

Percent Difference

FiguredY andl8 show the percenffdience in the receive field contrast due
to a 1 mm translation in the-direction for the 16-leg birdcage and 12-channel
array head coils, respectively. From these figures it shbaldlear that this
particular birdcage coil geometry yields significant reittutin the RFC-MoCo
effect as compared to the 12-channel array. It is also cleatliba®FC-MoCo
effect for the 12-channel array is of similar magnitude if na¢ager than the
percent diference expected from the BOLDfect at most points in this axial
slice. Hence theféect should be an important systematic error in fMRI analysis
if an array coil is used as the receiver.

Figure[9 shows a plot of the average perceffiiedénce and the maximum
percent diference over the 110 mm radius region of an axial slice=a90 mm
versus the displacement in the y-direction. The trend is@pmately linear, as
would be expected for small displacements (see Equaiich))C.

3The significance is established by the percefiedénce maps
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Figure 7: Percent éierence in receive field contrast due to 1 mm motion inytirection for
the 16-leg birdcage receive coil geometry (radiu$30 mm). The percent fierence is plotted
over an axially-sliced region of radigs110 mm which is centered within the array.
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Figure 8: Percent éierence in receive field contrast due to 1 mm motion inytirection for
the 12-channel receiver array geometry (radius30 mm). The percent fierence is plotted
over an axially-sliced region of radies110 mm which is centered within the array.
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Figure 9: Comparison of percentfidirence between 16-leg birdcage and 12-channel array re-
ceiver head coils. Average and maximum perceffedénce over an axially-sliced region of
radius= 110 mm which is centered within each coil are plotted verssglacement in the y-
direction.

Temporal Correlation

Figure[10 is a surface plot showing the temporal correlatadne as a func-
tion of location within an axial slice. The correlation istiveen a seed point at
X = —104 mmy = 0 mm andz = 90 mm and all points within the same axially-
sliced £ = 90 mm) region of radius 110 mm which is centered within thayarr
For reference the value gf at the seed point (1.0 as expected) is indicated by
a red dot on the 3D surface. Notice the negative as well asiyposprrelation
values.

tSNR

Figured Il through14 show the tSNR surface plots for thescaseo mo-
tion, 0.5 mm, 10 mm and 5 mm rms motion for the 12-channel receive array.
Color and viewpoint is dferent for each surface plot to aid in the visualization
of the surface. Please refer to the axes for quantitatianmition. At 0.5 mm
rms motion (Figur€12) much of the tSNR benefit from the midtghannels is
eliminated through the RFC-MoCadfect. At 1.0 mm rms motion (Figuie 11.3)
the flattening of the tSNR map igfectively complete. At 2.5 mm rms motion
(Figure[14), which approximately corresponds to a pixeftdbr the chosen
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Figure 10: A surface plot showing the temporal correlatiatu@y (r , r ) as a function position
within an axial slice. The correlation is between a seedtpgjnat x = —104 mm,y = 0 mm
andz = 90 mm and all points, within the same axially-slicedz(= 90 mm) region of radius
= 110 mm which is centered within the array. For reference #ieevofy at the seed point is
indicated by a red dot. The motion was purely translatiohahfn rms) and taken from the ouput
of the FSL (FMRIB’s Software Library) MCFLIRT motion corréen code (see Figuid 1).

electronic noise tSNR, the tSNR in regions nearest the t®ilsuch reduced

compared to that at the center of the array. DegradationRt@&ould be ex-
pected for all brain regions.

5. Discussion

We set out to assess how receive field contrast could podisitityhe fidelity
of motion-corrected time series MRI measurements acquiréae presence of
significant subject motion. Simulations were performedhst the specific in-
teraction of the receive field contrast and motion could lsessed without the
complicating factors, such as head-fixed image contrastrapdrfect motion
correction, that would likely arise in experimental data.

We have shown in this work that: (1) The RFC-MoGeet should be ex-
pected to compete with the BOLDfect for a typical 12-channel cylindrical
array, (2) Interesting temporal correlations occur as alred the RFC-MoCo
effect that will compete with the temporal correlations duehte BOLD ef-
fect and (3) Moderate amounts of motion lead to serious tShdtatiation in
regions of the 12-channel array receive field where, fronsictaration of the
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Figure 11: A surface plot showing the tSNR for the case of ntionas a function of location
within an axially-sliced £ = 90 mm) region of radius: 110 mm which is centered within the
12-element array. The tSNR is 80 at the center of this region.
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Figure 12: A surface plot showing the tSNR for the case of Onb iTms motion as a function
of location within an axially-slicedz = 90 mm) region of radius: 110 mm which is centered
within the 12-element array. The motion was purely transfetl and taken from the ouput of
the FSL (FMRIB's Software Library) MCFLIRT motion correati code.
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Figure 13: A surface plot showing the tSNR for the case of 1n@ mms motion as a function
of location within an axially-slicedz = 90 mm) region of radius 110 mm which is centered
within the 12-element array. The motion was purely transteat and taken from the ouput of

the FSL (FMRIB’s Software Library) MCFLIRT motion correcti code.
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Figure 14: A surface plot showing the tSNR for the case of 205 (the size of a pixel typically
associated with the tSNR at the center of the array) rms masa function of location within an
axially-sliced ¢ = 90 mm) region of radius 110 mm which is centered within the 12-element
array. The motion was purely translational and taken froendahput of the FSL (FMRIB’s

Software Library) MCFLIRT motion correction code.
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signal magnitude alone, one might expect improved tSNR.
Caution should be exercised in interpreting the resulterghere for several
reasons:

1.

The dfects of mutual inductance and coil loading were both negtedtVe

do not expect the neglect of these two complicatifigats to do anything
but create greater local variability of the receive arraySS@attern and
hence even greater RFC-MoCfbezt.

We have assumed the current-carrying conductors of thelaied head
coils to be thin wires. The conductors of real head coils e tracings

with a width (parallel to the cylidrical surface of the heailin the neigh-

borhood of 3 mm. The width of the real conductors should hasmsgially

smoothing &ect which would be expected to reduce the RFC-Moffect

to some extent.

. We used a root-sum-of-squares reconstruction of the image. While

this method of reconstructing images from coil arrays igjultous, other
image combination methods are available such as the adagmbina-
tion of coil images|(Walsh et al., 2000), and these methodslsiperform
differently with respect to the specific results of RFC-MoCo.

We have not simulated rotational motion of the head inwask and the
presence of rotation should be expected to give even mareesting cor-
relation maps.

Some manufactures combine the receive fields from the il 2lements
in various manners to produce arrays that mayfbecévely smaller (eg.
the "CP” and "Dual” receive modes of Siemens 3T Trio scannesth
correspondingly more homogeneous receive fields. Theseawoibina-
tion approaches should establish reduced RFC-Mdt&ats compared to
the full multi-element array operation, but the remainingdRMoCo ef-
fect is likely to be larger than for a birdcage coil having gamphysical
dimensions.

In a real fMRI experiment our assumption of perfect motiorrection will
not be satisfied and the degree to which the RFC-Mof&cewill influence the
time series data will depend upon the accuracy of the applietibn correction
algorithm. When imperfect motion correction is appliedréheill be a mixing
of the various contrasts present in the image - those fixedivelto the head
and those fixed relative to the scanner. Furthermore, th&epoe of receive
field contrast, as with other contrasts that are fixed redatdvthe scanner, is
expected to degrade motion correction performance thranginderestimate of
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the actual motion - anfiect we term the "anchoringlect.” We are investigating
the magnitude of the RFC-anchoringjext in parallel work. (Other scanner-fixed
contrast mechanisms will generate their own anchoriferes.)

The question naturally arises as to the practical relevahtiee results pre-
sented here for the RFC-MoCdect. In the first instance, the 12-channel array
was simulated in a manner that may not be appropriate for scamer vendors.
For example, in the absence of acceleration the defaulrecdption mode on
a Siemens scanner would be "CP mode” (Reykowski, 2006) wisictesigned
to provide near optimum SNR in the center region of the imagwis, we can-
not yet give a clear ranking of the RFC-MoCfiext's contribution to spurious
correlations due to all causes in resting-state fMRI studi&e will attempt to
clarify this ranking in future simulation work.

Data processing methods such as independent componeﬁtiaMI.,
) may be able to discriminate between artifactual andatig-driven corre-
lations in some circumstances, but it has not yet been éstiell that the motion
metrics output from the commonly usefliae correction algorithms will capture
suficiently all the correlations introduced by the RFC-Mo@i@et. Recent work
by Power et al.|(Power et al., 2011) suggests that some spuzarelations can
be disambiguated by removing networks correlated with omgpiarameters, but
further work is needed to establish thf@@cy of this approach.

In follow up simulations we will provide a similar analysis that presented
in this work for the CP, dual, triple modes of the 12-chanredd array. We
will also present a similar analysis for a 32-channel arrdyciv has smaller
somewhat hexagonally shaped coil elements arranged ontfaees of a roughly
spherical shell. Compared to the results given in this woekweuld expect the
RFC-MoCo dfect to be larger for the 32-channel array and smaller for dodl
CP modes of the 12-channel array. We will then be in a bettsitipa to make
guantitative estimates of the severity of the RFC-MoCoasfauw connectivity
studies from resting state data, and to compare the relpgéifermance of 32-
channel and 12-channel array coils for time series EPI und#ion limiting
regimes.
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Figure A.15: A line element specified by the endpoif®g Yo, z0) and (x1, y1,z1) and carrying
a unit current in the direction of the unit vec@®r The receive field is to be calculated at points

(%Y,2).

Appendix A. Magnetic Field DueTo An Arbitrarily Oriented Current Car-
rying Line Segment

In this section we derive the receive field due to a single dleenent. This
result will be used to calculate the receive field of a coilvedat that can be
constructed from a set of such line elements. FigurelA.1%ctepne such line
element.

The magnetic fieldB due to the line element can be calculated from the
following form of the Biot-Savart Law:

L/\ ~
B:f a;;efou. (A1)
0

The unit vector® andg, are given by

. AX. Ay . Az,
= — X+ — — 7 A.2
Q=T X+ I+ (A.2)

whereAx = x; — Xp etc and

. Xx—X . — z—7
8 — g Y=Y
r r r

2 (A.3)

<>
+

where

L= /(42 + (Ay)? + (82 (A.4)



and

r= /(X=X 4 (y—y)2+ (2 2)2

X =X +18§ - % =x + (I/L)Ax
Y =Yo+1&-§=yo+(I/L)Ay
Z=2+1§-2=2+ (I/L)Az

Since
then
& =r
+r
+r
and

r= \/[x— Xo — IAX/L]? + [y — Yo — IAY/L]? + [z— 2o — |AZ/L]?.

Since
X y z
é « ér _ XlIXO Y1[y0 21120
X y=y =z
= (Ln)7YAy(z—Z) — Azly - ¥)] X
+ (LN YAz(x— X) — Ax(z—2)] ¥
+ (L) [AX(y — YY) — Ay(x — X)] 2
— (L) HAy(z— %~ 1AZ/L) — Azly — yo — IAY/L)] &
+ (L)Y AZ(X — %o — IAX/L) — AX(z— 20 — |1AZ/L)] ¥
+ (L) T AX(YY — Yo — 1AY/L) — Ay(x— %o — 1AX/L)] 2
then
Ay [fz-2z—1AZ/L Az "y —yo—IAy/L
B(xY,2) — TL Tou—Tf0 =
Az (" x— X — IAX/L AX [“z—2 —1AzZ/L
BY(X’y’Z) - TL r3 dI_TJ;) le
OAX [fy—Yyo—IlAy/L Ay "X — X — IAX/L
B.(x,y,2) = TL = dl —TL = dl

23

(A.5)

(A.6)
(A.7)
(A.8)

(A.9)
(A.10)
(A.11)

(A.12)

(A.13)

(A.14)

(A.15)

(A.16)
(A.17)

(A.18)



where

r2 = (x—x%)%—2(I/L)AX(Xx — Xo) + (I/L)*(Ax)?
+ (Y= Yo)® = 2(I/L)Ay(y — yo) + (I/L)*(Ay)?
+ (z—2)? - 2(1/L)Az(z — 7)) + (I/L)?*(Az2)? (A.19)
= (x=x%)*+ (Y= Yo)* + (z— 2)?
— 2(I/L)[(X — X0)AX + (Y — Yo)AY + (z— 29)AzZ] + 1%, (A.20)
Substituting
AN (tz-2— IAz/L Az [ty — yo—IAy/L
Bu(XY,2) = TL [ T 3/2 -T L T 3/2 (A.21)
Az xo IAx/L AX (- z— zo IAz/L
By(xY.2) = . [ — 3/2 - TL 7 3/2 (A.22)
B Ly— yo — IAy/L Ay [ x— IAx/L
By = T G - T e (429
where
kK = (X=%)*+ (Y= Yo)* + (2~ 2)° (A.24)
B = (2/L[(X=%)Ax+ (Y= Yo)AY + (2 - 2%)AZ]. (A.25)
From the integral tables
d+ ex ~ 2bd — 4ce + (4ad — 2be)x
J [ax2 + bx + c]3/2 dx= (4ac — b2)(ax2 + bx + ¢)1/2 (A.26)
so that
JL drex . _ 2bd — 4ce + (4d — 2be)L  4ce — 2bd
o [X2 + bx + c]3/2 X = (4c — b?)(L2 + bL + c)1/2 - cl/2(4c — b?)
(4L + 2b)d — (4c + 2bL)e  4ce— 2bd (A27)

" (dc—b)(L2+bL+0)Y2 | cY2(4c— b?)
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We can then write

B _ Ay {(4L — 28)(z— 2) + (4k — 2BL)AzZ/L N 2B(z— 7o) — 4KAZ/L)]
" L (4 — p2)(L? = BL + k)¥/2 V(4K — )
Az [(4L —26)(y — Yo) + (4 — ZBL)AY/L  2B(y — Yo) — 4kAY/ L)]
L (4 — p2)(L? = BL + k)12 V(4K — B?)
(4L — 28)[Ay(z — 20) — Az(y — yo)]
L(4k — 82)(L2 — BL + k)12
2B[AY(z — 20) — Az(y — Yo)]

LT L&) "
or
4L — 28 28 1 AY(z — z9) — AZ(y — Yo)
S = T T e )
Similarly
B 4L - 28 28 | Az(X — %) — AX(z— 20)
5 = | | e (A30)
and
- 4L — 28 28 1 AX(Y = Yo) — Ay(X — Xo)
o = |t | T e

Note, as a consistency check, that Equatibns (A.28), {AaBAYA.31) reduce to
the field due to an infinite length wire with unit current otieth along any of the
axes M@S). The receive field for a single line seginare with unit
current directed from poirntxo, Yo, Zo) to point(Xy, y1, 1) is then

Bf — B.—iB, (A.32)
(4L — 28)[AY(z — 20) — Az(y — Yo)]
L(4k — B2)(L2 — BL + k)12
2B[AY(z— z9) — Az(y — Yo)]
L v/k(4x — ?)
(AL — 28)[AZ(X — X0) — AX(z— 7)]
L(4x — %) (L2 — BL + k)2
2B[AZ(X — X0) — AX(z — 20)]

o T . (A.33)
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Appendix B. 12-Channel Array Geometry

The first end pointx®.., ¥ ) and the second end poift}., y2..) of m" seg-
ment of then™ coil element are:

Top half of array

X(l)l =T y(l)l =0

X1, = I COS¢y yi, = I sing;

X); = rcog¢1 — 6) Y5, = I'sin(¢1 — 6,)

X5, = I COg¢pp + ¢1 — 62) Yz, = ' Sin(¢h2 + ¢p1 — 62)

Xgl =T COi(ﬁz + ¢ — 6, — 91) ygl =T sin(¢2 + ¢ — 6, — 91)

X5, =1 COY b3+ o+ 1 — O — 61) Y5, = rSiN(d3 + ¢p + 1 — 6, — 61)

X35, = COS¢y Vi1 = —Fsing;

XiZl r y}21 =0

X}1y = COS¢2 + ¢1 — 02) Yo, = —rsin(gz + ¢1 — 62)

X1y, = I COS@p1 — 62) Vi1 = —TSin(¢1 — 62)

X(1)01 = I COS¢3 + ¢h2 + ¢1 — 62 — 64) y?_O,l = —ISiN(¢3 + ¢2 + ¢p1 — 62 — 61)
101 = rcos ¢y + ¢1 — 0, — 61) y}o’l = —rSin(¢p + ¢1 — 02 — 61)

whereg,, = 2sin(l,/2r) is the angle subtended by a chord of lenigtgiving
the length of segment 1 of té' coil element and), = 2 sin *(d,/2r) is the an-
gle subtended by a chord of lengthgiving the chord length of the coil overlap
and gaps.

Bottom half of array

Xgy = —T sinfp ¥4, = I costo
Xz, = —I Sin(¢4 + 6o) Vi, = I €O ¢4 + o)
xgl —r sin(¢4 + Gy — 61) Yo, = r cos(¢s + 6o — 61)

(
Xg, = —I'SiN(¢ + ¢a + g — 61) Y&, = 1 cOS¢ + ¢a + 6o — 61)
xgl —rSin(¢ + ¢4 + 0 — 01 — 6) YS, = r COS(¢ + ¢pa + 0p — 61 — 6,)
X61 —I Sln(2¢ + g+ 6y — 01 — 92) ytlil =T COiZ(ﬁ + g+ 6y — 01 — 92)
X0 —I Sln(2¢ + s+ 6y — 01 — 292) ygl =T COiZ(ﬁ + s+ 6 — 01 — 2@2)
—rSin(3¢ + ¢a + 0o — 61 — 205) Y5, =1 COY3P + ¢a + 0o — 61 — 26,)
xgl —rSin(3¢ + ¢a + Og — 61— 360,) Y3, =1 CcOY3p + P4 + b — 61 — 305)
X5, = —I'SiN(4p + s+ g — 61 — 302) Vg, = I COS4¢ + s + 0o — 61 — 36,)
xgl— —r Sin(4¢ + ¢a + Og — 201 — 302) Y3, = r coY4p + ¢a + 6 — 201 — 30,)
X5, = —I sing Y, = — COSg

whereg, the angle subtended by segment 1 for coils 5 through 8, éesm@ted by
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the conditiont—2(¢s+6p—61) = 4¢p—30,0rp = n1/4— (P4 +60—61)/2+362/4.
We choose = 130,dy = 7,d; = 20,d, =23, andl; = 95,3 =, =lig=lg =

77. For segment 4 we choose= 50 with all the same angles as for segment 1.
See Figurél4 for the-coordinates of each endpoint.

Appendix C. Small Rotationsand Tranglations

Let f(r) be a scalar function of the vectorand letr’ = RT(r —r,). For
infinitesimal rotations and translations we can write- r — 6r — §¢ x r where
or is an infinitesimal translation ani is a vector giving the orientation of the
axis of rotation and the magnitude of an infinitesimal angdletation about this
axis. We want to approximat&(r’) in terms of theVf and small translational
and rotational variables. Fof = r + d we may always write:

f(r'y ~ f(r) +d-VE(r) (C.1)
hence
F(r') ~ F(r) = (or + 66 x 1) - VE(r) (€2)
which can be written as
f(r'y~ f(r)—or-Vf(r)—5¢ -r x VI(r). (C.3)

Therefore for small translations only we may write the tivagying net receive
field as

Cos(fp,th) & Ceos(rp,0) — dr(tn) - VCsos(rp, 0) (C.4)

where we have assumed tlsdt*(0) = 7, the identity operator.
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