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(C\] Abstract

Advanced radio-frequency pulse design used in magnetic resonance imaging has recently been demonstrated with deep learning

of (convolutional) neural networks and reinforcement learning. For two-dimensionally selective radio-frequency pulses, the (con-

volutional) neural network pulse prediction time (few milliseconds) was in comparison more than three orders of magnitude faster
™) ‘than the conventional optimal control computation. The network pulses were from the supervised training capable of compensating
«] scan-subject dependent inhomogeneities of By and B fields. Unfortunately, the network presented with a non-negligible percentage
(\J ‘of pulse amplitude overshoots in the test subset, despite the optimal control pulses used in training were fully constrained. Here,

we have extended the convolutional neural network with a custom-made clipping layer that completely eliminates the risk of pulse
_c— amplitude overshoots, while preserving the ability to compensate the inhomogeneous field conditions.
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O In magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), the subject to be im-
7)) aged is placed in a (main) magnetic field, denoted Bj, nomi-
nally and typically of 1.5, 3, or 7 Tesla (T) formed by a large,
superconducting solenoid. Hereby, certain nuclear-magnetic-
L—resonance active atomic nuclei (e.g. of Hydrogen) form a small
magnetization, which can be probed with the corresponding
(Larmor) resonance frequencies of 64, 128, and 300 MHz, re-
2 spectively. By a coil nearby, a second perturbing electromag-
(O metic field, denoted B], transmits radio-frequency (RF) pulses
(O into the subject, e.g., to invert, excite or refocus the magnetiza-
QO tion, as a mean to efficiently exploit the magnetization’s abil-
7 ity to induce a measurable electrical current in a receive coil
< nearby, which has an associated receive field denoted B;. Of
essence particularly for MRI, pulsed magnetic field gradients
are used to encode spatial information into the signal. Magnetic
- = field gradients stem from pulsed currents running typically in
.~ two Golay saddle-coils and one circular Maxwell coil, covering
>< the x-, y- and z-directions, respectively.
E MRI has a plethora of different RF and gradient pulse
schemes for different imaging applications. Simple fixed-shape
RF pulses are typically one-dimensional (e.g., a Hamming fil-
tered sinc-shape) and therefore just selects the image slice (a
slice of the imaged body)[]]. Neither the By, B}, or B} fields
are perfectly homogenous, and they depend partly on the sub-
ject being scanned. Variations are expected and may be seen in
images as distortions, blurring, shading etc. This communica-
tion concerns RF pulse design, where By and BT fields are part

220

*Corresponding author.
Email address: msv@cfin.au.dk (Mads Sloth Vinding)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier

of the underlying math. The B field inhomogeneity and com-
pensation thereof is another matter that will not be discussed
further, but one account of this is for example the work of Mar-
ques et al. [2]. Simple RF pulses do not compensate spatial B
and Bj field inhomogeneities, or at least not to the same ex-
tent as more advanced pulse designs. Advanced pulses may be
selective in all three spatial dimensions as well as the spectral
dimension if needed. For instance, 2D RF pulses are not slice
selective, but selective in the 2D image plane itself, and are
therefore able to encode and compensate By and B field inho-
mogeneities in the image plane[3]. They may, e.g., be used to
zoom the selection to a small region of interest, which the fol-
lowing image acquisition can focus on, resulting, e.g., in faster
scanning with less energy deposition for the same resolution[4].
Yet, to compensate subject-dependent field inhomogeneities,
these tailored pulses need maps of these By and B7 fields as
they need to plug into the math. While these maps can be
measured rather swiftly nowadays|[3], exploiting the field maps
in tailored pulse designs typically require lengthy iterative nu-
merical optimizations. In fact, the urge to achieve more diffi-
cult applications, e.g., multi-dimensional, multi-channel trans-
mit at ultrahigh field (UHF), while mitigating more and more
demanding experimental challenges such as increasing B in-
homogeneities at UHF[3], or complying to more and more de-
manding constraints, e.g., pulse power and local specific ab-
sorption rate (SAR), the pulse design methods often become
too slow in practice and hamper clinical applicability[6].

In order to circumvent the long computations, to approach a
real-time push-button solution, we recently introduced a deep
learning neural network method[7]. It used supervised learning
of a vast library of 2D RF pulses made from different numeri-
cal optimization approaches, e.g., the optimal control methods,
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Figure 1: The DeepControl method including the clipping layer. From the left, the image input layer loads a stack of three images of a given size into the network,
mapping first of all the 2D RF pulse target area (here as a binary mask). Secondly, the By field map showing the main magnetic field inhomogeneity. Thirdly,
the RF coil’s sensitivity through a B} field map. These maps are among three typical input parameters in 2D RF pulse design. The hidden layers perform 2D
convolution followed by Swish layer activation functions. Before the final regression layer there is a fully connected layer that matches the desired output array, and
as the central theme in this communication a custom-made two-sided clipping layer that prevents the regression layer output from exceeding a user-defined limit by
simple cutting. The regression layer contains the real and imaginary 2D RF pulse in a concatenated array. When using the network predicted pulse in a simulation
or experiment, it must be accompanied with the given magnetic field gradient waveform shown in Figure[6] This magnetic field gradient waveform was used, when
building the supervised training library with the conventional 2D RF pulse optimization framework.

we have reported earlier(6, |8, |9]. Firstly, we showed a fully
connected neural network trained upon a few thousand train-
ing examples could mimic the optimal control optimizations.
Importantly, the neural network pulse prediction times were on
average 7 ms, which was more than three orders of magnitude
faster than the optimal control computations[7]. In the follow-
up, we extended the neural network with convolution layers in
order to better facilitate By and B} field maps, and we demon-
strated compensation of these field inhomogeneities in UHF
experiments[10].

In both studies, however, the RF pulse amplitudes were con-
strained only in the optimal control training library. Meaning
that we relied on a fully constrained training library with respect
to pulse power, and the network’s ability to deep learn those
limits. I.e., we had no handle on pulse power in the network
pulse predictions. Overall, the statistical risk of pulse ampli-
tude overshoot was benign, e.g., 2% of the test cases were over-
shooting in the last study, and the amount of overshoot was not
alarming, and we described methods to handle overshoots[/10].
However, as we have later developed networks for RF pulses
with stronger excitation flip angles of the magnetization (go-
ing from 30° in Ref. [10] to the 90° herein), we observed an
unsatisfying greater risk of pulse amplitude overshoot.

As we suggested in Ref. [[10], this communication reports
on a convolutional neural network that includes a custom-made
clipping activation function, inserted as a layer, which com-
pletely prevents pulse amplitude overshoots without loss in per-
formance and with the preserved ability to compensate inhomo-
geneous field conditions.

2. Method

The method presented here is an updated version of that of
Ref. [10]. In short, a vast supervision library is established, see
Section 2.1] where each entry has an input and an output. The
input mimics a pulse design situation through three images: a
2D RF target pattern, a By map and a B} maps. The output for
the same library entry contains the 2D RF pulse that, based on
the input, is computed by a conventional pulse design method,
e.g., optimal control (Section[Z.T.T). The convolutional neural
network, Section[2.2] was designed first of all to handle the spe-
cific input and target array sizes, plus the novel clipping layer
was included (Section Z.22.1). The hidden layers, activation
functions etc. were adjusted by monitoring the deep learning
progress during several trial runs. All computations were per-
formed in MATLAB R2021a (Mathworks, Natick, MA, USA)
on a 28 X 2.2 GHz Intel Xeon Gold 5120 (Intel Corporation,
Santa Clara, CA) workstation with 384 GB RAM.

2.1. Supervision library

The total library consisted of five hundred thousand indi-
vidual entries. The input part of each entry consists of three
maps of 64-by-64 pixels. An input entry is shown in Figure [I]
(left). Here we show a realistic case to illustrate the DeepCon-
trol method in operation. The first maps out (spatially) the tar-
get region of interest as a binary mask, i.e., what the 2D RF
pulse is aimed to select for zoomed imaging.

The other two are the By and B} maps. In the library, how-
ever, the three images are not MRI related as such. The target
patterns are made by placing ten points randomly on the grid
as corners in a polygon. This polygon is then morphologically



dilated and eroded twice with disk shaped structure elements of
radius 8, 12, 3 and 4 pixels, respectively.

As seeds for By and B field maps, we used photographs from
ImageNet[[L1] cut to 64-by-64 pixels. This choice was made to
induce a large variability in map patterns that with respect to
typical MR images would seem random. The By photograph
seeds were firstly subtracted by their median pixel value and
then normalized. The normalized map was then multiplied by a
random value selected from the ranges [-600 Hz, =50 Hz] and
[5S0Hz, 600 Hz]. These values correspond to typical maximum
offset values observed in measured By maps. The relation to
frequency units is given by the Larmor precession frequency
equation fy = %Bo, where 7y is the natural gyromagnetic ra-
tio constant for the given nucleus (here the 'H nucleus). The
excluded range from (—50 Hz, 50 Hz) assured that the By maps
were not too benign.

A By field rotates the magnetization by an amount denoted a
flip angle (FA). And as such, the target map displays a region
with a desired FA. In this study, a value of O or 1 in the target
map correspond to a desired, nominal FA of 0° or 90°, respec-
tively. The actually achieved FA (depending on B7), though,
is found by experiment or some form of RF pulse simulation,
e.g., the generally applicable Bloch equations, or for small FAs
the Fourier transform. An inhomogenous B may therefor not
achieve the nominal FA everywhere, if not attended to in the RF
pulse design. The B} photograph seeds were just normalized to
the internal between [0, 1]. A value of 1 in such a sensitivity
map corresponds to a point, where the B} field is capable of
achieving the nominal FA.

A common superelipsis mask was further applied to the maps
to simulate potential object boundaries, with the outside area
working as a ”don’t-care” region that is not included in the con-
ventional pulse optimizations either. Because the target pattern
had values of O or 1, and Bf maps had values also in between
0 and 1, the By maps were furthermore downscaled by 600 Hz
to achieve values between -1 and 1 (depending on the random
generator). This was done to avoid mixing different dynamic
ranges in the library that could lead to numerical instability,

2.1.1. Optimal control

As a supervision library the input maps described in the pre-
vious section need an output part as well. This is in our studies
2D RF pulses computed with optimal control. The optimal con-
trol applies, through the Bloch equations, all physically relevant
parameters, which the convolutional neural network is blind to.
The target maps are translated to a nominal FA of 90°, and the
By field maps are rescaled back by 600 Hz, when drawn from
the library.

The B} field maps are plugged in as sensitivity maps and
stay unit-less. The 2D RF pulses will then be computed in field
strength or frequency units by the relation f; = 7% = yz—lfr'. The
frequency unit refers to the rate by which the magnetization is
rotated as a result of the applied B} field. In turn, we can im-
pose limits on the 2D RF pulse amplitudes (real and imaginary
channels) in frequency units. Our RF amplitude constraint was
¢’ = 1 kHz, meaning the real and imaginary channels could vary

freely in the range [—¢’, +¢’]. The choice of using frequency

units etc. is one common convention. Among other conven-
tions, it is also common to measure B field maps in Tesla per
Volt or Tesla per Watt, which directly refers to the electric po-
tentials or powers applied to the RF coils by the RF amplifiers,
respectively. RF pulses are then output and constrained in other
units like Volt or Watt[l6].

The maps of 64-by-64 pixels are setup to span a 25-cm
square. This is done by the underlying magnetic field gradient
waveform, shown later, that encodes spatial information. The
magnetic field gradient waveform dictates the minimum pulse
duration, as it assures a full Nyquist-sampling in the sampling
space and conforms to amplitude and slew-rate limits. For the
present setup the total pulse duration was 7 ms. The time-steps
are set to 10 us, resulting in 700 time bins, but in total 2 x 700
bins to compute for the real and imaginary channels.

Each 2D RF pulse optimization was allowed 50 iterations
with the midpoint method described in Ref. [8]. Our worksta-
tion computed 25 pulses in parallel.

2.2. Convolutional neural network

The presented deep neural network shown in Figure [I] was
inspired by the deep neural network of Ref. [10]. The first im-
age input layer imports the three maps of 64-by-64 pixels. This
is handed over to three 2D convolution layers with filter sizes
5, 3 and 2, and with 80, 600, and 60 filters in each, respectively.
Each 2D convolution has a stride length of 2 in both directions,
and each 2D convolution layer is followed by a Swish layer ac-
tivation function. After the three convolution layer there is a
fully connected layer, which must have 1400 neurons, because
it must match the output of the final regression layer, which is
the 2D RF pulse (real and imaginary channels). In between the
fully connected layer and the regression layer, we have inserted
the clipping layer, described in the next section, and marked in
Figure[Ilby the red dashed lines.

2.2.1. Clipping layer

The clipping activation function layer serving as the main
contribution in this work was made by modifying the function
files of MATLAB'’s clipped Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) layer
for ease of implementation. For comparison, the ReLU layer
function is

0, x<0
ReLU/ y _ 1Y%
ST () = max (0, x) = {x’ >0 ey
and the Swish layer function is
Swish X
= 2
PR = @)
The clipped ReLU layer is:
' 0, x<0
f““ppedReLU(x, ¢) =min(max (0,x),c) =43x, 0<x<c (3)

c, xX=c

where c is a clipping value. And the modified, two-sided clip-
ping version used herein to constrain RF amplitudes is

-C, x < —c
fCllppmg(x’ ¢) =min(max(-¢,x),c) =4 x, —c<x=<c (4)
c, X >c



This type of clipping (or sometimes clamping) function was
also used for clipping, e.g., deep neural network weights[12],
and Adam[IE] optimization gradientsl@].

When computing the pulse library with optimal control, we
imposed the hard constraint, ¢’ (Section Z.1.T), on the RF am-
plitude (real and imaginary channels) through MATLAB’s min-
imization function fimincon, where upper and lower bounds are
enforced strictly. An alternative to this is a weighted spill-out
norm square penalty in the objective function, with a corre-
sponding penalty gradient and Hessian[lE].

When the pulse library is imported into the deep learning
framework, we normalize the RF waveforms by ¢’ such that
they vary between —1 and +1 for numerical stability (similar as
we did for the image inputs). Accordingly, the clipping value
c=1.

In the end, pulses predicted from the neural network are con-
verted back to physical units through the ¢’ factor.

2.3. Deep learning

We trained the deep neural network in Figure [I] with the
stochastic gradient descent with momentum algorithm[@]. The
momentum factor was 0.95. The learn rate was constant at
0.006 and the L,-regularization factor was 1x 10~*. The total li-
brary of 500k cases was divided into fractions of 0.8 : 0.1 : 0.1,
which where used for training, validation and testing, resepec-
tively. The minibatch size was 1280 and we trained for 1000
epochs. We used a Tesla P100 GPU (Nvidia, Santa Clara, USA)
on the workstation for the deep learning.

For comparison, we also performed the same training on
the neural network, where the clipping layer was deactivated.
Here, we call our network DeepControl, and we use the terms
“clipped” or “non-clipped” to distinguish between the situa-
tions, where the clipping layer was activated or de-activated
during training, respectively.

We stored the intermediate non-clipped networks for every
epoch as checkpoints to monitor trends of pulse amplitude over-
shoots as deep learning improves the network.

2.4. Realistic field maps

While we perform our statistical analysis with the library test
subset of 50k cases, we also tested each network (clipped and
non-clipped) with a set of realistic field maps adopted from
Ref. [17], and shown by example in Figure [l Here, the tar-
get pattern was a 15-by-16 pixels handdrawn rectangle on a 64-
by-64 pixels canvas in Paintbrush (Apple Inc., Cupertino, CA,
USA).

3. Results

The deep learning progress of the clipped and non-clipped
networks are shown in Figure 2l Approximately one and a half
to three days was spent for one thousand epochs. This conser-
vative estimate is based on the fact that we ran multiple deep
learning processes on the GPU simultaneously including vari-
ous other demanding tasks occasionally. The two training ses-
sions (clipped and non-clipped) ended with near identical root-
mean-square errors (RMSE) of the library validation subset.

[ Non-Clipped Training

Clipped Training
+Non-Clipped Validation
= Clipped Validation

Final Non-Clipped / Clipped Validation RMSEs:
2.71/2.69

L L L L L
500 600 700 800 900 1000
Epoch

L L L L
0 100 200 300 400

Figure 2: Deep learning root-mean-square error (RMSE) as a function of epoch
number for both the clipped and non-clipped DeepControl networks. Left, the
RMSE of the validation subset. The dashed box signifies the zoomed view of
the right plot, which also contains the RMSE of the training batches.
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Figure 3: Histograms of the maximum absolute real and imaginary RF ampli-
tudes. Left, the non-clipped DeepControl network against the clipped Deep-
Control network. Center, the clipped DeepControl network against the optimal
control cases. Right, the non-clipped DeepControl network against the optimal
control cases. The green dashed lines are the desired trends.
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Figure 4: Histograms of the normalized root-mean-square errors (NRMSE) of
the magnetization components computed with Bloch simulations. Left, the non-
clipped DeepControl network against the clipped DeepControl network. Center
and right, the clipped and non-clipped DeepControl networks against the opti-
mal control cases, respectively.
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Figure 5: NRMSE effects of regulating overshooting 2D RF pulses from the
non-clipped DeepControl network, by clipping (left) or down-scaling (right)
the 2D RF waveforms after pulse prediction. For clarity, the histograms only
contain the overshooting pulses from the library test subset.

The test subset of the supervision library was used to probe
the network performances with unseen data. With each net-
work (clipped and non-clipped), we predicted 2D RF pulses
from each test input, and contrasted these against each other
and the corresponding optimal control pulses.

The maximum absolute RF values are contrasted in Figure[3l
For these plots, we pooled the real and imaginary RF chan-
nels together. For example, ordinate counts above 1 kHz in the
left and right plots correspond to either the real or imaginary
or both RF channels of the non-clipped network pulses having
values outside the range [—c’, +¢’]. If more than one instance
of the RF channels spilled out, we only counted and plotted the
maximum spill-out value. In total, 18.3% of the non-clipped
network pulses overshot the ¢/ = 1kHz limit somehow. The
amount of overshoot was 84 + 78 Hz (mean + standard devia-
tion in the test subset). From the non-clipped networks stored
at each epoch, we have estimated the amount of overshoot to be
17.6 £ 1.2%. Figure S1 in the Supplementary Material shows
the test case overshoot percentage as a function of epochs to-
gether with a histogram. The right panel of Figure[3]shows that
the non-clipped network for amplitudes lower than 0.75 kHz
follows optimal control cases quite well. Above 0.75kHz and
beyond 1 kHz the non-clipped network becomes more diffuse.
The clipped network (center panel of Figure[3) as expected piles
up just below the 1 kHz limit. The two clipped and non-clipped
networks (left panel of Figure[3)) are quite similar, until around
the 1kHz limit.

The pulses were simulated in Bloch simulations and we mea-
sured the normalized root mean square errors (NRMSE) of the
resulting excitation profiles with respect to the target excita-
tion profiles, as shown in Figure @l In conventional pulse op-
timization the NRMSE or a similar merit of the magnetization
profile constitutes a direct measure of the optimization perfor-
mance. In this framework, the NRMSE of the magnetization
profile is indirect, because the magnetization profile is not part
of the deep learning objective. The deep learning measures the
RMSE of the network-predicted pulses with respect to the li-
brary pulses. However, Figure d] (center and right panels) show
a good correspondence between the DeepControl and optimal
control magnetization responses, and the (left) panel shows a
near identical performance between the two clipped and non-
clipped networks.
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Figure 6: The 2D RF pulses computed with realistic field maps, see Figure [Z}
Top/central panel, the real/imaginary RF waveforms: optimal control (blue),
non-clipped DeepControl (red) and clipped DeepControl (green). The bottom
panel shows the magnetic field gradient waveform accompanying the RF pulses
in experiments for spatial encoding.

Although the clipped network solves the problem of pulse
overshoots, we investigated the effects of regulating pulses from
the non-clipped network that overshot the limit through two op-
tions as proposed in Ref. [7]. One option is to clip the pulse
manually. If the internal checks of the MRI system does not
block the pulse, the RF transmit chain will likely perform the
clipping at some point. Another option is to down-scale the
entire pulse waveform. The effects of performing clipping and
scaling are shown in Figure[3l Clipping and scaling after pulse
prediction increased the NRMSE in the majority of the cases.
Scaling had the greatest (negative) effect.

On the workstation, the pulse prediction times (mean + stan-
dard deviation in the test subset) for the clipped and non-clipped
networks were 5.8 + 1.3 ms and 3.9 + 0.3 ms, respectively. The
corresponding optimal control pulse computation times were
around 20 to 30 seconds.

The video in the Supplementary Material displays a random
selection of 10k simulations from the library test subset. It
shows the photograph-based By and B field maps, and the ran-
domly generated target areas, i.e., from the library input section.
It also shows the 2D RF pulses predicted by the clipped and
non-clipped networks, and the corresponding optimal control
pulses, i.e., the latter from the library output section. Finally,
the simulated magnetization responses are shown.

3.1. Realistic field maps

The DeepControl pulses predicted for the realistic field maps
are shown together with the optimal control pulse in Figure
We observe a pulse overshoot of 255 Hz of the imaginary RF
waveform for the non-clipped pulse. We found (not shown) that
this pulse overshoot vanished if the target mask was trimmed to



Optimal Control Non-Clipped DeepControl Clipped DeepControl

0.8

0.6

I—Optimal Control
—Non-Clipped DeepControl
Clipped DeepControl

=
—x 04

0.2

-0.2

-100 -50 0 50 100 0 0.5 1
cm Hz Arb. unit
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Figure 8: Effects on the magnetization patterns of regulating the amplitude
overshoot of the non-clipped DeepControl pulse from Figure[@] The pulse has
been clipped (left) or down-scaled (right) after the non-clipped DeepControl
network predicted the pulse.

13-by-14 pixels instead. The clipped network is as shown not
overshooting the limit.

The bottom panel of Figure |6/ shows the magnetic field gra-
dient waveform that in simulations and in the optimal control
framework is underlying all 2D RF pulses, i.e., it is played si-
multaneous to the RF pulses. While the magnetic field gradi-
ent waveform could have been further optimized in the optimal
control and correspondingly been subject to a neural network
output, we chose not to pursue this because this particular os-
cillating waveform is already time-optimized[/18].

The pulses of Figure 6] return the magnetization profiles
shown in of Figure[Zalso displaying the realistic field maps. We
see a near-identical performance between the three contestants.
However, regulating the pulse amplitude by clipping or scaling,
as discussed in the previous section, influenced the magnetiza-
tion patterns as shown in Figure[8l

4. Discussion

A clipping layer has been introduced to the DeepControl
neural network, that effectively prevents pulse amplitude over-
shoots. As compared to the same network except with the clip-
ping layer deactivated, there is no significant difference in per-
formance. Both networks (clipped and non-clipped) also yield
almost the same performance as the conventional method of op-
timal control. The gain is a speed gain in pulse computation
time by a factor of > 3000.

While the communication has mainly concerned prevention
of RF amplitude overshoots internally in the clipped neural net-
work, we also investigated how regulating RF amplitude over-
shoots of a non-clipped network affected the magnetization re-
sponses, by simply clipping or scaling the overshooting pulses
manually, as proposed in Ref. [7]. Our non-clipped network
produced overshooting pulses in 18.3% of test cases. But for
the limit of 1 kHz, the amount of overshoot was one average be-
low 0.1 kHz. For the type of magnetic field gradient waveform
as shown in Figure |6) the accompanying 2D RF pulse wave-
forms often appear spiky, with high transients, but the highest
amplitudes typically happen near the end, where the bulk mag-
netization is flipped. Therefore, manually clipping such 2D RF
pulses does not, for the majority of our testcases, yield huge in-
creases in NRMSE. Only a small fraction of the pulse waveform
is clipped. But still, it may lead to changes of the magnetization
profiles of around 10% as shown in one example. Down-scaling
pulses to fit within the boundary, a common way to change the
desired FA, lead to higher NRMSE increases, mainly because
we change the entire pulse waveform. As also suggested[7],
we could also remove pulse overshoots, by trimming the target
pattern area in our realistic case study. This approach can ob-
viously be inconvenient, as there is no guarantee for success,
or the final target may be unsatisfactory. To minimize the risk
of pulse overshoot, one might further constrict the conventional
pulses, in our case within the optimal control, e.g., setting the
limit to 0.9 kHz[7]. This will likely affect the overall perfor-
mance of both the conventional optimal control and the Deep-
Control pulses, but it also alleviates the hardware. The clipped
DeepControl network solves the overshooting problem and en-
ables a more efficient use of the system.

In Ref. [10] we used ReLLU layers after convolution layers. In
this study, we have replaced the ReLU layers with Swish lay-
ers. This trades substantially longer training for lower RMSEs.
But for faster progress, it is possible to obtain good results with
ReLU layers (data not shown). We adjusted many of the other
network and deep learning parameters before switching from
ReL.U to Swish layers . For example, the number of filters in the
convolution layers, the mini-batch size, the learn rate and mo-
mentum factor. Since sweeping the vast multi-dimensional pa-
rameter space is a considerable task given the long deep learn-
ing time (with either ReLU or Swish layers), our success crite-
rion was satisfactory NRMSE values and visual quality inspec-
tion of the magnetization profiles from simulations, which is in
line with conventional pulse optimization approaches.

Average power did not raise concern in the previous
study[[10], but pulse optimization pipelines sometimes include



average power limits, and/or even local/global SAR constraints.
We hope to address these constraints in future studies, espe-
cially local SAR for multi-channel RF systems[6].

5. Conclusion

Utilizing deep learning in magnetic resonance imaging, to
improve image reconstruction or diagnoses, or facilitate novel
control designs receives an increasing interest these years. Here
we have shown that a custom-made clipping layer in a deep
neural network actively limits predicted controls, such that they
stay within user prescribed boundaries or hardware restrictions.
This sort of control limit was in the previous networks only
enforced in the supervision library. Hence, the deep learned
neural network was not guaranteed to adopt these limits. Here
we have shown that the clipping layer does not interfere with
training progress nor the statistical performance of the controls.
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