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Abstract:  

Purpose: To improve upon Extreme MRI, a recently proposed method by Ong Et al. for reconstructing high 

spatiotemporal resolution, 3D non-Cartesian acquisitions by incorporating motion compensation into these 

reconstructions using an approach termed MoCo-MSLR. 

Methods: Motion compensation is challenging to incorporate into high spatiotemporal resolution 

reconstruction due to the memory footprint of the motion fields and the potential to lose dynamics by relying 

on an initial high temporal resolution, low spatial resolution reconstruction. Motivated by the work of Ong 

Et al. and Huttinga Et al., we estimate low spatial resolution motion fields through a loss enforced in k-

space and represent these motion fields in a memory efficient manner using multi-scale low rank 

components. We interpolate these motion fields to the desired spatial resolution, and then incorporate these 

fields into Extreme MRI. 

Results: MoCo-MSLR was able to improve image quality for reconstructions around 500ms temporal 

resolution and capture bulk motion not seen in Extreme MRI. Further, MoCo-MSLR was able to resolve 

realistic cardiac dynamics at near 100ms temporal resolution while Extreme MRI struggled to resolve these 

dynamics.   

Conclusion: MoCo-MSLR improved image quality over Extreme MRI and was able to resolve both 

respiratory and cardiac motion in 3D.  

 

1. Introduction 

In recent years, significant work has gone towards development of  free-breathing, high 

spatiotemporal resolution 4D acquisitions (1),(2).  These acquisitions combined with robust 

reconstruction methods have the potential to reduce the challenge of imaging pediatric (3) and neonatal 

subjects and allow patients with severe cardiopulmonary disease to feel more comfortable during 

scanning by removing the need for breath-holds (4).  These methods can also provide improved 

spatiotemporal resolution for dynamic contrast-enhanced acquisitions with implications for the 

visualization and quantification of functional measures of hemodynamics and contrast uptake. In addition, 

these methods provide significant advantages for thoracic imaging, where motion corruption is common 

and difficult to manage (5) . 



These dynamic acquisitions are often acquired using non-Cartesian methods with pseudorandom 

view ordering. One of the benefits of this approach is that acquired data can be flexibly re-binned after the 

acquisition. This allows reconstructions across multiple dimensions in order to, for instance, resolve 

respiratory and cardiac motion.  These binning methods are often performed using surrogate motion signals 

derived using respiratory belts, pilot tone modulation, or center of k-space based navigators (6) (7) (8). 

Using the motion surrogate, k-space data is typically binned prior to image reconstruction into a small 

number of motion states with the assumption these motion states recur periodically through the acquisition. 

In acquisitions with irregular respiratory or bulk motion, however, reconstruction performance using these 

binning techniques can be significantly degraded due to artifact from intraframe motion (6). 

One approach to solving this problem is to bin data through time with sufficient temporal resolution 

(e.g. for respiratory motion ~500ms) to reduce intraframe motion. Reconstructing such data, however, is 

challenging due to the extreme degree of undersampling of individual frames and sheer amount of data 

generated by binning at sub-second intervals in minutes long scans. For smaller scale problems (e.g. lower 

spatiotemporal resolution), techniques that leverage correlations across frames via nuclear norm 

minimization are often used to reconstruct highly undersampled data (9). However, with increased matrix 

size and frame count, nuclear norm minimization quickly become infeasible with respect to memory and 

computation time (6) . 

Ong et al (6) proposed a way to overcome this memory and computational bottleneck by directly 

optimizing for a highly compressed multi-scale low rank (MSLR) representation of the 4D time series. This 

method dubbed “Extreme MRI”, is not only able to capture irregular and bulk motion in free breathing high 

spatiotemporal ultrashort echo time (UTE) pulmonary and DCE MRI acquisitions (3), but is able to further 

reduce the rank of the data set directly in the compressed space using the variational definition of the nuclear 

norm (10,11). 

 Like all low rank methods though, Extreme MRI is dependent on correlations across frames. Bulk 

and irregular motion disrupts these correlations and erodes image quality. We hypothesized that 

incorporating motion compensation into Extreme MRI would improve image quality as it improves these 

correlations. This hypothesis is supported by a large body of work showing that incorporating motion 

compensation into reconstruction significantly improves reconstruction quality (5,12) 

Much of this work, however, relies on motion field estimation through retrospective registration of 

low-resolution navigator images. This is problematic if the initial low-resolution reconstruction is unable 

to capture all motion dynamics. In the case of Extreme MRI at high temporal resolution (<500ms per 

frame), the accurate reconstruction of low resolution images themselves is challenging due to high levels 



of undersampling. Furthermore, many of these motion correction algorithms operate on relatively small-

scale problems where memory constraints are less of a concern. For the scale of the problems Extreme MRI 

is attempting to reconstruct, use of dense motion fields can easily triple the memory footprint of 

reconstruction. 

      In recent work, Huttinga et al. (13) have overcome these constraints by developing memory efficient 

methods to estimate motion fields directly from k-space data binned through time. This method warps a 

reference image-template according to loss enforced in k-space, and directly solves for a cubic B-spline 

parameterization of low rank representations of the motion fields.  Using this method, Huttinga et al. can 

recover respiratory motion up to 100ms temporal resolution. As they use a k-space representation of motion 

fields relative to one static frame, they do not need prior dynamic reconstructions to accurately model 

motion.  

In this work, motivated by the developments in (13) and (6), we integrate a memory efficient 

representation of the motion fields estimated in k-space with Extreme MRI reconstructions. Our proposed 

method involves estimating low resolution motion fields directly as multi-scale low rank components by 

enforcing k-space loss between a warped template image and acquired k-space data, up-sampling these 

fields directly in the compressed space, updating these fields through k-space based loss when needed, and 

then integrating these high-resolution fields into Extreme MRI. We apply this Motion Corrected MSLR 

technique (MoCo-MSLR) to 3D free breathing radial acquisitions and compare it to Extreme MRI 

reconstructions at temporal resolutions required to resolve respiratory (500ms) and cardiac dynamics 

(100ms). 

2. Theory  

2.1 Extreme MRI: Multi-scale Low Rank Reconstruction Review 

The MSLR model (6,14) stacks a time series with 𝑇  frames and image size 𝑁  into a spatiotemporal matrix 

𝑿 of size 𝑇 x 𝑁 . This spatiotemporal matrix is then represented as the sum of rank 1 block-wise matrices 

across varying block size scales. If 𝐽  is the number of block scales for the MSLR decomposition then for a 

given block scale 𝑗  ∈ 𝐽 , 𝐵𝑙𝑗 blocks of size 𝑁𝑗 𝑥 𝑇 are returned which are then factored into a block-wise 

left spatial basis 𝐿𝑗  ∈ ℂ𝑁𝑗 𝑥 1 and a right temporal basis  𝑅𝑗  ∈ ℂ 𝑇𝑥1. The sum of this decomposition across 

block-sizes for a frame 𝑋𝑡 is:  

𝑋𝑡 = ∑ 𝑩𝒋(𝐿𝑗𝑅𝑗,𝑡
𝐻𝐽

𝑗=1 ) (1) 

Where 𝑩𝒋 is a block-to-image operator.  



The forward model for the reconstruction problem then with acquired multi-channel k-space data stacked 

into a matrix  𝑌 ∈ ℂ𝐶𝑀 𝑥 𝑇 where C is the number of coils, 𝑀  is the number of measurements and 𝑇  is 

number of frames is: 

𝑌𝑡 = 𝒜(∑ 𝑩𝒋(𝐿𝑗𝑅𝑗,𝑡
𝐻 )

𝐽
𝑗=1 ) (2) 

Where 𝒜 is a linear operator incorporating sensitivity maps and the non-uniform fast Fourier transform 

operator. To regularize the problem, Ong et al. applies block-wise low rank constraints by using the 

variational form of  nuclear norm minimization: 

min
𝑋=∑ 𝑀𝑗(𝐿𝑗𝑅𝑗)

𝐽
𝑗=1

‖𝑋‖∗ = ∑ (‖𝐿𝑗‖
𝐹

2
+ ‖𝑅𝑗‖

𝐹

2𝐽
𝑗=1 ) (3) 

This formulation allows for block-wise rank reduction directly in the compressed space significantly 

reducing the memory and computational requirements associated with computing the nuclear norm. The 

full MSLR reconstruction objective function to be minimized is:  

𝑓(𝐿, 𝑅) =
1

2
‖𝑌 − 𝒜(∑ 𝑩𝒋(𝐿𝑗𝑅𝑗

𝐻)
𝐽
𝑗=1 )‖

2
+

𝜆𝑗

2
∑ (‖𝐿𝑗‖

𝐹

2
+ ‖𝑅𝑗‖

𝐹

2
)

𝐽
𝑗=1   (4) 

To further reduce reconstruction run-time , stochastic optimization is used to solve for the right and left 

vectors, taking gradient steps frame by frame rather than averaging across all frames. 

 In the formulation in (4), the MSLR factorization attempts to model all dynamics including motion and 

contrast change in the time series. The greater the complexity of dynamics contained in this 

decomposition, the higher the rank must be to appropriately model these dynamics. As the decomposition 

intrinsically constrains rank, complex dynamics that cannot be modeled in this setting can be lost 

resulting in artifacts, blurring, and/or misrepresentation of the dynamics. Irregular respiratory and bulk 

motion is particularly challenging to model as it is usually associated with high rank. 

2.2 MoCo-MSLR Reconstruction 

Let forward motion fields be defined as warps from a fixed template image to a given motion state and 

adjoint motion fields be warps from a given motion state back to the image template. Here we develop a 

multi-resolution reconstruction scheme that first solves for forward and adjoint low resolution motion 

fields and interpolates these motion fields to the desired resolution all as MSLR components. These 

interpolated motion fields at the desired resolution can then be further refined through k-space based 

template warping. These fields are then used in a final motion-compensated Extreme MRI reconstruction.  

Low Resolution Forward Motion Field Formulation  



Where applicable we follow the notation introduced in the MSLR reconstruction review above.  Let 

acquired k-space data be stacked into a matrix  𝑌 ∈ ℂ𝐶𝑀 𝑥 𝑇 . We model a bin of this time series in k-space 

as: 

𝑌𝑡 = 𝒜(𝐼𝑡𝑒𝑚𝑝(𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡)) (5) 

where 𝐼𝑡𝑒𝑚𝑝 is a template image, 𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡 ∈ ℝ3𝑋𝑁 represent 3 channel dense deformation fields of size 𝑁  

with each voxel assigned a displacement: Id + r(x, y, z) that warp the template image to a given motion 

state at time t. 𝒜 is an operator that transforms this warped template image into k-space. 

To both regularize the problem and fit data on the GPU, we represent the deformation fields 𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡  in a 

MSLR representation. Let 𝛀𝒇𝒐𝒓 ∈  ℝ3𝑥𝑇𝑥𝑁 be the spatiotemporal matrix of the stacked three channel 

deformation fields over 𝑇 frames. We decompose exactly as in (6) where: 

Ω𝑓𝑜𝑟 = ∑ 𝑩𝒋(𝛷𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟𝛹𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟
𝐻 )𝐽

𝑗=1  (6) 

Where 𝛷𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟 ∈ ℝ3𝑥𝑁𝑥1, 𝛹𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟
𝐻 ∈ ℝ3𝑥𝑇𝑥1 and 𝑩𝒋 is the corresponding blocking operator.  

Deformation fields are smoothed spatially using total variation regularization to allow for improved 

sliding motion at organ boundaries commonly found between the lung and chest wall (15). Although the 

MSLR representation significantly regularizes the deformation fields along the time dimension there is 

still potential for under-sampling artifact to propagate into the fields leading to high frequency oscillations 

through time in the image. To help mitigate this issue, block-wise rank of the MSLR deformation fields is 

minimized via the variational formulation of the nuclear norm. The regularization applied to the 

deformation field components at time 𝑡 is: 

𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑔,𝑡 = ∑
𝜆𝑗

2
(

1

𝑇
‖𝛷𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟‖

𝐹

2
+ ‖𝐷𝛹𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟

𝐻 ‖
𝐹

2𝐽
𝑗=1 ) + 𝛾‖𝐷𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡‖ (7) 

 Note that the regularization on 𝛹𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟
𝐻  enforces temporal smoothness through the finite difference 

operator 𝐷 over time frames. The finite difference operator is also applied to compute approximate spatial 

gradients (
𝑑𝛺

𝑑𝑥
,

𝑑𝛺

𝑑𝑦
,

𝑑𝛺

𝑑𝑧
) for total variation spatial smoothing of the deformation fields. The deformations 

fields are solved stochastically as in Ong et al (6). The complete objective function then to solve for 

forward motion fields at time 𝑡 in the MSLR basis is 

argmin
𝛷𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝛹𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟

𝐻

 ∀ 𝑗∈𝐽 

‖𝑌𝑡 − 𝒜(𝐼𝑡𝑒𝑚𝑝(𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡))‖ + ∑
𝜆𝑗

2
(

1

𝑇
‖𝛷𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟‖

𝐹

2
+ ‖𝐷𝛹𝑗,𝑓𝑜𝑟

𝐻
‖

𝐹

2
𝐽
𝑗=1 ) + 𝛾 ‖𝐷𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡‖ (8) 

Low Resolution Adjoint Motion Field Formulation  



After solving for the forward motion fields, we solve for the adjoint motion fields that relate a motion state 

at time 𝑡 back to the template image. Forward motion fields are fixed and then applied to warp the chosen 

template frame to the motion state at time 𝑡. The MSLR representation of the adjoint deformation fields is 

then estimated by learning to warp this motion state back to the template. The algorithm then is: 

for iterations 

1. Randomly select time point 𝑡 ∈ {𝑡1, 𝑡2, … . , 𝑡𝑇} 

2. Forward warp 𝐼𝑡𝑒𝑚𝑝 to this motion state 𝐼𝑡𝑒𝑚𝑝(𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡) 

3. Optimize argmin
𝛷𝑗,𝑎𝑑𝑗,𝛹𝑗,𝑎𝑑𝑗

𝐻

∀𝑗∈𝐽 

‖𝐼𝑡𝑒𝑚𝑝 − 𝐼𝑡𝑒𝑚𝑝(𝛺𝑎𝑑𝑗,𝑡(𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡))‖
2

+ ∑
𝜆𝑗

2
(‖𝛷𝑗,𝑎𝑑𝑗‖

𝐹

2
+ ‖𝐷𝛹𝑗,𝑎𝑑𝑗

𝐻 ‖
𝐹

2𝐽
𝑗=1 ) + 𝛾‖𝐷𝛺𝑎𝑑𝑗,𝑡‖ 

MSLR Interpolation 

We then interpolate the MSLR representation of the low resolution forward and adjoint deformation fields 

to the desired resolution used for the final reconstruction. We first initialize 𝛷𝑗,𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑟𝑒𝑠 and 

𝛹𝑗,𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑟𝑒𝑠 for the forward and adjoint fields that warp the time series at the desired resolution. The 

algorithm then is as follows 

for iterations: 

1. Randomly select time point 𝑡 ∈ {𝑡1, 𝑡2, … . , 𝑡𝑇} 

2. Interpolate 𝛺𝑙𝑜𝑤 𝑟𝑒𝑠,𝑡 =∑ 𝐵𝑗(𝛷𝑗,𝑙𝑜𝑤 𝑟𝑒𝑠𝛹𝑗,𝑙𝑜𝑤 𝑟𝑒𝑠
𝐻 )𝐽

𝑗=1  to 𝛺𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑟𝑒𝑠,𝑡 = ∑ 𝐵𝑗(𝛷𝑗,𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑟𝑒𝑠𝛹𝑗,𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑟𝑒𝑠
𝐻 )𝐽

𝑗=1  

by  applying a cubic B-spline interpolation operator 

3. Optimize argmin
𝛷𝑗,𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑟𝑒𝑠,𝛹𝑗,𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑟𝑒𝑠

∀𝑗∈𝐽 

‖𝛺𝑑𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑟𝑒𝑠,𝑡 − 𝛺𝑙𝑜𝑤 𝑟𝑒𝑠,𝑡 ‖
2
 

The interpolated motion fields at the desired resolution can then be further refined by the same k-space 

based motion field estimation introduced earlier. 

Motion Compensated Extreme MRI 

We then integrate the MSLR representation of the forward and adjoint motion fields that warp the time 

series at the desired resolution into Extreme MRI. 

min
𝐿𝑗,𝑅𝑗 ∀𝑗∈𝐽

‖𝑌𝑡 − 𝒜[𝐼𝑡(𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡]‖
2

+ ∑
𝜆𝑖

2
(

1

𝑇
‖𝐿𝑗‖

𝐹

2
+ ‖𝑅𝑗‖

𝐹

2
)𝐽

𝑗=1  (9) 

Where 𝐼𝑡 = ∑ 𝑀𝑗(𝐿𝑗𝑅𝐻
𝑗,𝑡)

𝐽
𝑗=1  and Ω𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡 = ∑ 𝑀𝑗(𝛷𝑗,𝑡𝛹𝑗,𝑡

𝐻 )𝐽
𝑗=1  



The algorithm using stochastic gradient descent proceeds as follows: 

Initialize {𝐿𝑗}
𝑗=1

𝐽
 and {𝑅𝑗}

𝑗=1

𝐽
 as in (6) then 

for iterations:  

1. Randomly choose a time frame 𝑡 and reconstruct its image:  𝐼𝑡 = ∑ 𝑀𝑗(𝐿𝑗𝑅𝑗,𝑡)
𝐽
𝑗=1 , and associated 

forward and adjoint fields: 𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡 = ∑ 𝑀𝑗(𝛷𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑗,𝑡𝛹𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑗,𝑡
𝐻 )

𝐽
𝑗=1 , 𝛺𝑎𝑑𝑗,𝑡 = ∑ 𝑀𝑗(𝛷𝑎𝑑𝑗,𝑗,𝑡𝛹𝑎𝑑𝑗,𝑗,𝑡

𝐻 )𝐽
𝑗=1 .  

𝐼𝑡 should be aligned with all other time frames. 

2. Warp this image to its appropriate motion state: 𝐼(𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡) 

3. Take the gradients of the data-consistency term with respect to  {𝐿𝑗} and{𝑅𝑗,𝑡}. By the chain rule 

first take the gradient of the data-consistency term: 𝐷𝐶𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑑 with respect to 𝐼𝑡(𝛺𝑓𝑜𝑟,𝑡), warp this 

gradient back to the aligned space using the adjoint deformation field: 𝐷𝐶𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑑(𝛺𝑎𝑑𝑗,𝑡), and finally 

take the gradient with respect  to  {𝐿𝑗} and{𝑅𝑗,𝑡}. 

4. Take the gradients of  𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑔 = ∑
𝜆𝑖

2
(‖𝐿𝑗‖

𝐹

2
+ ‖𝑅𝑗,𝑡‖

𝐹

2
)𝐽

𝑗=1  with respect to {𝐿𝑗} and{𝑅𝑗,𝑡}. 

5. Update L and R as follows: 𝐿𝑗 = 𝐿𝑗 − 𝛼𝑇[∇Lj
𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑔 − ∇𝐿𝑗

(𝐷𝐶𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑑(𝛺𝑎𝑑𝑗)] and 𝑅𝑗,𝑡 = 𝑅𝑗,𝑡 −

𝛼[∇Rj
𝑓𝑟𝑒𝑔 − ∇𝑅𝑗

(𝐷𝐶𝑔𝑟𝑎𝑑(𝛺𝑎𝑑𝑗)]  

3. Methods 

We applied MoCo-MSLR to free breathing 3D radial imaging acquisitions in the lung and 

placenta from previously acquired datasets. Lung data was acquired in one healthy volunteer and 2 

patients with diffuse lung disease [cystic fibrosis (CF) and idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis (IPF)]. Placental 

data was acquired in one healthy pregnant patient in the third trimester.  All subjects were asked to breath 

normally during the acquisition. For all subjects, reconstructions at ~500ms were performed to resolve 

respiratory motion. For subjects with sufficient contrast between the ventricular wall and blood (healthy 

volunteer and CF case),  a second reconstruction at ~100ms was run to resolve both cardiac and 

respiratory motion.   

3.1 Reconstruction Implementation 

K-space data was coil compressed to 20 channels if greater than 20 channels were used during 

acquisition, otherwise data was not coil compressed. Similar to (6), the 3D radial data used an 

oversampled field of view (FOV) and was adjusted automatically to include all areas producing MRI 

signal. Signal outside the reconstructed FOV can lead to artifacts from data-inconsistencies between the 

acquired k-space data and the NUFFT transformed image data. Further, modeling motion that falls in and 

out of the FOV is difficult and leads to non-topology preserving deformation fields. To counter this, we 



followed the steps in (6)  by reconstructing a gridded image at twice the prescribed FOV, thresholding the 

image at 0.1 of the maximum amplitude to estimate the FOV. Density compensation was used to improve 

convergence. Sensitivity maps were estimated using J-sense from all data binned together (16). For the 

motion correction steps that require k-space data and the final MSLR reconstruction, k-space data was 

binned in time with number of projections per bin determined by dividing the total number of projections 

by the number of required frames for reconstruction.  

 Low resolution template images (~3.5 mm isotropic) were reconstructed by running an Extreme 

MRI reconstruction with all projections binned together. The reconstruction was run for 200 iterations to 

ensure data-consistency. Block sizes of [8,16,32] with regularization weight of 1e-8 were used across all 

cases, however, these choices do not substantially impact the template reconstruction as only a single 

frame was reconstructed. 

Spatial deformation field bases {𝛷𝑗}
𝑗=1

𝐽
 were initialized using Gaussian noise and temporal 

deformation field bases {𝛹𝑗
𝐻}

𝑗=1

𝐽
 were initialized with all 0s.  

 In place of explicitly computing gradients for the low-resolution motion estimation and 

interpolation steps, we used auto differentiation in Pytorch using an Adam optimizer. For low resolution 

steps, a learning rate of .01 across all block scale was chosen. For interpolation, a learning rate of .001 

across all block scales was chosen. To fit the spatial deformation field bases used in the full resolution 

reconstruction with matrix size 𝑃𝑥  𝑥 𝑃𝑦 𝑥 𝑃𝑧 on the GPU, we created blocks corresponding to a matrix of 

control points of size 
𝑃𝑥

3
 𝑥

𝑃𝑦

3
 𝑥

𝑃𝑧

3
 that was then trilinearly interpolated to the full deformation field size 

during reconstruction.  

 The final motion compensated reconstruction used the code found at 

https://github.com/mikgroup/extreme_mri as a foundation. This code was modified to allow for forward 

and adjoint warping of time frames. For all MoCo-MSLR reconstructions, we represented the time series 

using 2 block scales with sizes [64,128] to allow the reconstructions to fit on the GPU. 

For all MoCO-MSLR reconstructions, image quality and motion dynamics were compared against 

Extreme MRI. For all Extreme MRI reconstruction, three block scales with block-sizes of [32,64,128] with 

regularization weight of 1e-8 were used. These reconstructions were run for 60 iterations. For 

reconstructions with targeted temporal resolution ~500ms, respiratory dynamics was tracked by fixing a 

volumetric window about the liver-lung interface, and then auto-correlating this fixed window with a sliding 

window through time. For reconstructions with targeted temporal resolution near ~100ms, both cardiac and 

respiratory dynamics were tracked if the motion was resolved on visual inspection of CINEs. Cardiac 

https://github.com/mikgroup/extreme_mri


dynamics was tracked by fixing a volumetric window about the left ventricle, autocorrelating as above, 

Fourier transforming this signal, and then filtering the signal in a 0.05hz pass band about the presumed 

cardiac cycle rate.  

Respiratory dynamics was tracked as above and then gaussian smoothed using 𝜎 = 3  pixels in 

Scipy.   

3.2 Healthy Volunteer 1  

One healthy volunteer UTE lung dataset (17) was acquired with a 32 channel coil, scan time of 5 

minutes and 45 seconds, TE=0.25ms, TR=3.6ms, flip angle=24° and 1.25mm isotropic resolution, 

Ferumoxytol (4mg/kg) was given prior to the scan. The number of projections was 94,957 with 636 readout 

length acquired using 3D pseudorandom bit-reversed view ordering. Two reconstructions were performed. 

The first reconstruction targeted a spatial and temporal resolution of 1.25mm isotropic and 690ms with the 

goal of resolving respiratory motion. The second reconstruction targeted a spatial and temporal resolution 

of 1.67mm isotropic and 115ms respectively with the goal of resolving both cardiac and respiratory motion. 

3.3 Cystic Fibrosis Patient 

One UTE lung dataset of a cystic fibrosis (CF) patient was acquired with an 8-channel coil array, 

an overall scan time of 4 minutes 18 seconds, TE=80µs, TR=3.48ms, flip angle 4 degrees and 1.25 mm 

isotropic resolution. The number of projections was 75,768 and 654 readout length. This dataset is publicly 

available and was included in the original Extreme MRI work [1]. Two reconstructions were performed. 

The first reconstruction targeted a spatial and temporal resolution of 1.25mm isotropic and 515ms 

respectively with the goal of resolving respiratory motion. The second reconstruction targeted a spatial and 

temporal resolution of 1.67 mm isotropic and 83ms temporal respectively with the goal of resolving both 

cardiac and respiratory motion.  

3.4 IPF Patient  

One UTE lung dataset of a patient with idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis (IPF) was acquired with an 8-channel 

coil array, an overall scan time of 4 minutes 54 seconds, TE=80µs, TR=3.27ms, flip angle 4 degrees and 

1.25 mm isotropic resolution. The number of projections was 89964 and 654 samples per projection. One 

reconstruction was performed. The targeted spatial and temporal resolution for this reconstruction was 

1.25mm isotropic and 588ms respectively with the goal of resolving respiratory motion.  

3.5 Third Trimester Pregnant Patient 

One placental dataset of a healthy pregnant patient in the third trimester was acquired with GE Air Coil, 

an overall scan time of 4 minutes, 2 seconds, TE=1.3ms, TR=5.0ms, flip angle of 25 degrees, 1mm 

isotropic resolution. One reconstruction was performed. The targeted spatial and temporal resolution for 

this reconstruction was 1.8 mm isotropic and 605ms with the goal of resolving respiratory motion.  



The healthy volunteer and CF datasets were acquired on a 3 Tesla GE scanner. The IPF and placental 

datasets acquired on a 1.5 Tesla GE scanner 

 

4. Results 

Figure 1 shows extracted respiratory signals for ~500 ms reconstructions across all cases. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1: Respiratory Signal Tracking. For reconstructions near 500ms that visualized the diaphragm, a 

fixed volumetric window was placed on the right hemidiaphragm and autocorrelated with a sliding 

window through time. The respiratory dynamics in the (a) healthy volunteer is nearly periodic. Both 

MoCo-MSLR and Extreme-MRI are in phase. The respiratory dynamics in the (b) CF patient were much 

more variable. In general though, MoCo-MSLR and Extreme-MRI are roughly in phase. In the (c) IPF 

patient, respiratory dynamics between MoCo-MSLR and Extreme-MRI are generally in phase. In the (d) 

pregnant patient, a fixed volumetric window was placed on the edge between the uterine wall and 

placenta and autocorrelated with a sliding window through time. Although respiratory dynamics are a 

little harder to extract here, overall, both MoCo-MSLR and Extreme-MRI remain roughly in phase. 

 



4.1 Healthy Volunteer Dataset 

Figure 2 and supplemental video 1 (https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583887.v2) compare 

MoCo-MSLR versus Extreme MRI for the reconstruction targeting 690ms temporal resolution.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2: Reconstruction Results on Healthy Volunteer. Displayed here are representative axial 

slices from MoCo-MSLR (left) and Extreme MRI (right) reconstructions with 690ms targeted temporal 

resolution and 1.25mm isotropic spatial resolution. The red bounding box represents the portion of the 

image zoomed in on row 2. In this healthy volunteer with nearly periodic respiratory motion, no 

significant differences in image quality can be seen. Both reconstructions resolve small vascular features 

equally well (blue arrow) 

 

 Image quality is similar between the reconstruction methods with minimal flickering artifact; 

however, the liver edge appears sharper for MoCo-MSLR during motion (supplemental video 1). 

Vascular structures are resolved similarly by both methods (figure 2, blue arrow, row 2). Both 

reconstructions resolve similar motion dynamics as seen from the video and the extracted respiratory 

signal (figure 1a).  

Figure 3 and supplemental video 2 (https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583914.v1 ) 

compare MoCo-MSLR versus Extreme MRI for the reconstruction targeting 115ms temporal resolution. 

From supplemental video 2, MoCo-MSLR resolves cardiac and respiratory dynamics. Respiratory 

dynamics and some degree of left ventricular wall motion are resolved by Extreme MRI. Significant 

blurring though at both the diaphragm and left lateral ventricular wall is observed. MoCo-MSLR shows 

limited blurring of these structures.  Similar findings can be seen in figure 3a and 3b.   

https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583887.v2
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583914.v1
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Figure 3:  Cardiac and Respiratory Dynamics at High temporal resolution. MoCo-MSLR and Extreme 

MRI reconstructions were run on the healthy volunteer at a targeted temporal resolution of 115ms and 

spatial resolution of 1.67 mm isotropic. Two volumetric windows were fixed about the lateral left 

ventricular wall (red/purple arrows) and the right hemidiaphragm (blue/orange arrows), and 

autocorrelated with a sliding window at the same spatial location through time to extract cardiac and 

respiratory dynamics respectively. The power spectrum (c) of the autocorrelation about the lateral left 

ventricular wall was then computed demonstrating a strong frequency peak around 1.11 hz 

corresponding to a physiologically reasonable 68 beats per minute. Cardiac signal (d) was then extracted 

by filtering a 0.05hz passband around the peak signal in frequency space. Both MoCo-MSLR and 

Extreme-MRI cardiac signals maintain the same phase relationship through time. The autocorrelation 

around the right hemidiaphragm was Gaussian smoothed to reveal respiratory dynamics (e). Both 

reconstructions remain in the same respiratory phase through multiple respiratory cycles. It is important 

to note from supplemental video 2 that the cardiac motion resolved in MoCo-MSLR is more realistic than 

that resolved by Extreme MRI. Evidence for this can be seen comparing the sharpness of (a) and (b) 

about the diaphragm (blue/orange arrow) and lateral left ventricle (red/purple arrow). In both locations, 

MoCo-MSLR is significantly sharper than Extreme-MRI.  

Although the cardiac dynamics in supplemental video 2 in the MoCo-MSLR reconstruction 

appear much more realistic than in Extreme MRI, both methods demonstrate strong peaks in their Fourier 

power spectra at 1.11hz corresponding to a heart rate of 68 beats/min (figure 3c). Filtering this signal in a 

 



small passband around this frequency results in signals that resemble cardiac waveforms (figure 3d). 

Diaphragm dynamics (figure 3e) also appear to be in phase.  

Supplemental video 3 (https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583932.v3) demonstrates 

axial, 2 chamber, 4 chamber, and short axis views of heart for the MoCo-MSLR reconstruction. Multiple 

cardiac phases in all views are clearly captured. Figure 4, row 1 demonstrates left ventricular phases 

from late diastole to systole for the healthy volunteer (MRA)  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4: Short axis Cardiac Phases. Cardiac dynamics from mid/late diastole through systole are shown 

from MoCo-MSLR on the healthy volunteer (targeted temporal resolution: 115ms) and patient with cystic 

fibrosis (targeted temporal resolution: 83ms) 
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4.2 Cystic Fibrosis Lung Dataset 

Figure 5 and supplemental video 4 (https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583938.v1) 

compares MoCo-MSLR versus Extreme MRI for the reconstruction targeting 515ms temporal resolution.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 5: Reconstructions results on Patient with Cystic Fibrosis. Displayed here are 

representative sagittal slices from both reconstructions (targeted temporal resolution: 515 ms, spatial 

resolution: 1.25 mm isotropic). In the zoomed-out images in row 1, MoCo-MSLR sharply resolves the 

liver edge and larger airway structures compared to Extreme MRI. This can be seen even more clearly in 

the zoom-in images on row 2 (orange arrow).  

Figure 5 shows that the MoCo-MSLR is significantly sharper than Extreme MRI demonstrating 

airway feature blurred out in Extreme MRI (yellow arrow). Similar findings are seen in supplemental 

video 4 where significant blurring of the liver edge and small vascular structures are seen in the Extreme 

MRI reconstruction. These structures remain sharp for MoCo-MSLR. From the extracted respiratory 

signal alone (figure 1b), motion dynamics are similar. However, bulk motion and tracheal collapse seen 

in the MoCo-MSLR reconstruction are not observed in the Extreme-MRI reconstruction (supplemental 

video 4).  

Figure 6 and supplemental video 5 (https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583944.v2) compare 

MoCo-MSLR versus Extreme MRI for the reconstruction targeting 83ms temporal resolution. MoCo-

MSLR does resolve cardiac and respiratory dynamics, however, high frequency oscillations through time 

are present. Further, significant flickering artifact is observed. No obvious left ventricular wall motion is 

https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583938.v1
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583944.v2


seen in the Extreme MRI reconstruction. Some small motions at the diaphragm are seen, however this is 

partly obscured by blur.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6: Reconstruction Results on Patient with Cystic Fibrosis at high temporal resolution.  

Displayed here are representative axial slices from both reconstructions (targeted temporal resolution: 

83ms, spatial resolution: 1.67 mm isotropic). Moco-MSLR is sharper particularly around structures like 

the liver that should be in motion due to respiration (red arrow) and the heart. Note that some subtle non-

physiologic warping over the heart (yellow) can be seen in the MoCo-MSLR reconstruction.  

Figure 6 shows that the MoCo-MSLR reconstruction has reduced blur around the heart relative to 

Extreme MRI (red arrow). However, some non-physiologic warping can be seen in the MoCo-MSLR 

reconstruction near the anterior part of the cardiac septum (yellow arrow). Comparisons between the 

dynamics for these two reconstructions were not performed as no cardiac dynamics and only subtle 

diaphragm motion was seen in Extreme MRI.  Supplemental video 6 

(https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583950.v2) is a 15 frame CINE of axial, 2 chamber, 4 

chamber, and short axis views of the heart again demonstrating realistic cardiac dynamics in all views. 

High frequency oscillations can clearly be seen. Figure 4 (row 2) demonstrates left ventricular phases 

from late diastole to systole for the CF patient.  
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4.3 Idiopathic Pulmonary Fibrosis Dataset 

Figure 7 and supplemental video 7(https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583953.v1) 

compare MoCo-MSLR versus Extreme MRI for IPF reconstructions targeting 588ms temporal resolution. 

From supplemental video 7, structures around the lung hilum are sharp for MoCo-MSLR throughout 

respiration. These structures are blurred somewhat in Extreme MRI. Additionally, there is less flickering 

artifact in the MoCO-MSLR reconstruction than Extreme MRI. Notice that the blur around the liver edge 

in Extreme MRI is replaced by warping artifact in MoCo-MSLR.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 7: Reconstructions Results on IPF Patient. Representative axial slices near the lung base 

are shown for both reconstructions. Fibrosis around the airway and the airways themselves are more 

clearly resolved in MoCo-MSLR than Extreme MRI. 

In figure 7, MoCo-MSLR clearly resolves small airways and associated fibrosis (orange arrow) 

not visualized in Extreme MRI. From both supplemental video 7 and figure 1c, it appears that 

respiratory motion is similar between the two reconstructions, however, the MoCo-MSLR reconstruction 

does appear to miss a transient diaphragm excursion seen in Extreme MRI. Supplemental video 8  

(https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583956.v1) shows a sagittal slice paired with its associated 

motion field through time demonstrating how the displacement field changes throughout the respiratory 

cycle. 
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4.4 Third Trimester Pregnant Patient Dataset 

Figure 8 and supplemental video 9 (https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583959.v1) 

compare MoCo-MSLR and Extreme MRI for reconstructions targeting 605ms temporal resolution  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 8: Reconstructions Results on Healthy Pregnant Patient in Third Trimester. View showing the 

placenta and uterine layers. Significant artifact obstructs the uterus not seen in MoCo-MSLR (red arrow).  

Figure 8 shows that MoCo-MSLR results in sharper delineation between uterine layers than 

Extreme MRI where these layers are obscured by artifact.  Motion dynamics appear to be similar between 

reconstructions both in supplemental video 9 and from the respiratory signals in figure 1d. A uterine 

contraction is observed from 3.38 to 5.93 time units.      

5. Discussion 

In this work, we developed a method called MoCo-MSLR to estimate and then integrate memory 

efficient representations of forward and adjoint motion deformation fields into Extreme MRI 

reconstructions. In MoCo-MSLR, low resolution motion fields are first learned directly as multiscale low 

rank components by enforcing k-space based loss between a deformed template and acquired k-space 

data. These fields are then interpolated in the MSLR space to match the desired full resolution 

reconstruction. Finally, the deformation fields and their adjoint are incorporated into Extreme MRI in the 

forward model. By using compact representations for both motion fields and the time series, motion 

compensated high spatiotemporal reconstructions are made possible with very low memory footprint. 

MoCo-MSLR results in improved image quality compared to Extreme MRI at ~500ms temporal 

resolution. Image quality improvements seen with our method include reduced undersampling and 

flickering artifacts, sharper image features, the ability to resolve small vascular and airway features, and 

resolve certain dynamics not seen in Extreme MRI reconstruction. MoCo-MSLR at higher temporal 

resolutions (~100ms) realistically captures cardiac dynamics. Extreme MRI incompletely resolved cardiac 

https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19583959.v1


dynamics in the healthy volunteer with high blood pool to myocardium contrast. In the CF case with 

lower blood pool to myocardium contrast, Extreme MRI completely failed to resolve cardiac dynamics.  

Our work demonstrates similar image quality improvement seen with past strategies incorporating 

motion fields directly into reconstructions. This improvement was expected to some extent because the time 

series modeled by the left spatial and right temporal bases in MoCo-MSLR is aligned meaning maximal 

correlations exist across frames. Image quality improvements can be seen in the work of (5,12) when 

aligning data during reconstruction. Our model simply extends this notion of improved reconstruction 

through alignment to a much larger scale problem.  Without motion correction, the left spatial and right 

temporal bases in MSLR model all dynamics in the time series which reduces the degree of correlation 

across frames ultimately reducing image quality.  

There were, however, significant variations in the degree of image quality improvement across 

cases. This appeared to be, in part, related to the complexity of motion. These differences can be seen 

particularly well when comparing the healthy volunteer with nearly periodic motion (supplemental video 

1) to the CF patient with both irregular respiratory and bulk motions. In the healthy volunteer, MoCo-MSLR 

and Extreme MRI are comparable with respect to image quality (supplemental video 1 and figure 2) at 

temporal resolution targeting respiratory motion (~500ms). Minimal flickering and streaking artifact are 

seen, and small vascular features are resolved well by both reconstruction methods. On the other hand, 

MoCo-MSLR demonstrated significantly higher image quality (supplemental video 4 and figure 5) then 

the Extreme MRI reconstruction for the CF patient. The liver edge is sharper in MoCo-MSLR even during 

irregular respiratory motion. Additionally, airway/vascular features blurred out in Extreme MRI are clearly 

resolved in the MoCo-MSLR reconstruction (figure 5). One possible explanation for this is Extreme MRI 

is not actually resolving all motion at the targeted temporal resolution which would lead to blur. For 

instance, in supplemental video 4, bulk motions and tracheal collapse seen in the MoCo-MSLR 

reconstruction are not observed in Extreme MRI. Although there is no way to validate if these motions are 

real, the quality of the MoCo-MSLR reconstructions suggests they are. Further, tracheomalacia which can 

lead to tracheal collapse especially when there are large fluctuations in thoracic pressures (e.g., during a 

cough) is common in patients with cystic fibrosis. 

In general, MoCo-MSLR does appear to resolve irregular respirations and bulk motion with 

minimal blurring better than Extreme MRI. This makes sense because as mentioned in (6), irregular 

respirations and bulk motion are not necessarily low rank even for small block sizes. By explicitly modeling 

these motions, MoCo-MSLR significantly reduces blur while capturing these motions. A counterargument 

to this is motion fields represented using multi-scale low rank components may suffer from the same issue. 

Although to some extent this is true, deformation fields only have to model motion, not the background 



plus dynamics and thus may admit more compressible representations allowing MoCo-MSLR to 

reconstruct even more undersampled data with high fidelity than the original Extreme MRI approach. The 

ability of MoCo-MSLR to capture cardiac dynamics at ~100ms temporal resolution while Extreme MRI 

struggles lends experimental evidence to this hypothesis.  

At high temporal resolutions (~100ms) significant differences in reconstruction quality remain both 

when comparing MoCo-MSLR to Extreme MRI and when comparing each reconstruction to itself across 

different cases. Although complexity of motion may still play a role here, it appears that higher SNR results 

in improved ability to capture high temporal resolution dynamics. This can be seen when comparing the 

higher SNR contrast enhanced healthy volunteer acquisition to the lower SNR CF acquisition. Extreme 

MRI captures some cardiac motion in the healthy volunteer, but no cardiac motion can be seen in the lower 

SNR CF acquisition. Although MoCo-MSLR captures cardiac dynamics in both the healthy volunteer and 

CF patient, the CF reconstruction has significantly more high frequency oscillations present (supplemental 

video 5) suggesting the deformation fields are also modeling noise in addition to signal. This preliminary 

finding suggests that at high temporal resolution, contrast-enhanced acquisitions may be preferred.  

 There are a number of limitations to this work. There are several image artifacts that arise because 

the deformation fields are not topology preserving (i.e. non-diffeomorphic). In the IPF case (supplemental 

video 7), a sandpaper like texture can be seen in and around the liver edge. In L.T’s experience using other 

motion correction algorithms like iMoCo, these same artifacts arise when the deformation fields are not 

topology preserving i.e. non-diffeomorphic. Use of algorithms that ensure the fields are diffeomorphic 

removes these artifacts in the context of iMoCo. A related warping artifact can be seen in the high temporal 

resolution reconstructions. This artifact occurs when tissues that locally should be moving together, displace 

with different velocities essentially tearing the tissue apart. The result is a kind of blurring. A potential 

direction for this work is to develop multi-scale compressed representations for diffeomorphic fields. It is 

not immediately clear though how to develop such a method with theoretical guarantees.  

              Another artifact unrelated to non-diffeomorphic fields seen primarily in the ~100ms resolution is 

high frequency oscillations. This is significantly worse in the CF case then the healthy volunteer with the 

same regularization weights. Although the regularization on both spatial smoothing and rank minimization 

can be increased to attempt to remove this artifact, the higher the regularization weight, the more difficult 

it becomes to capture motion. Exploring the hypothesis that ability to resolve high temporal resolution 

dynamics may be dependent on SNR may be fruitful to better define acquisition parameters to generate 

optimal high temporal resolution reconstructions.  



        Similar to (6), it is unknown whether the prescribed temporal resolution matched the true dynamics at 

that temporal resolution. Validation is a major challenge for this work. Few real time imaging modalities 

can scan simultaneously with MR to provide ground truth data, however, recent progress in simultaneous 

MRI/Ultrasound systems (18) may be a promising future approach for validation. 

       Finally, in its current form, MoCo-MSLR only works for images without contrast dynamics as it relies 

on warping a fixed template. The ability to incorporate motion estimation for high spatiotemporal 

reconstruction of acquisitions with contrast dynamics is an interesting avenue for future work.  

 

6. Conclusion:  

 In this work we improve on a state-of-the-art image reconstruction algorithm (Extreme MRI) by 

incorporating motion fields into the reconstruction. We demonstrate that MoCo-MSLR makes it  possible 

to reconstruct motion compensated 3D dynamic acquisitions at high spatiotemporal resolutions in a 

computationally efficient manner. Our method shows improved image sharpness and motion robustness 

when compared to Extreme MRI at the same temporal resolution. Additionally, when pushed to temporal 

resolutions of ~100ms, MoCo-MSLR can depict cardiac and respiratory dynamics beyond the capabilities 

of Extreme MRI. 
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