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Abstract

Recent works have demonstrated success in MRI reconstruction using deep learning-based models.
However, most reported approaches require training on a task-specific, large-scale dataset.
Regularization by denoising (RED) is a general pipeline which embeds a denoiser as a prior for image
reconstruction. The potential of RED has been demonstrated for multiple image-related tasks such as
denoising, deblurring and super-resolution. In this work, we propose a regularization by neural style
transfer (RNST) method to further leverage the priors from the neural transfer and denoising engine.
This enables RNST to reconstruct a high-quality image from a noisy low-quality image with different
image styles and limited data. We validate RNST with clinical MRI scans from 1.5T and 3T and show
that RNST can significantly boost image quality. Our results highlight the capability of the RNST

framework for MRI reconstruction and the potential for reconstruction tasks with limited data.



Introduction

Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) is a critical diagnostic tool that provides invaluable diagnostic
information in medicine that profoundly influences medical decision making and helps to improve
patient outcomes. However, long acquisition times for MRI result in multiple limitations of this
invaluable technique including motion degradation of imaging, delays in diagnosis, limited availability
for patient access, and limited ability to scan some of the sickest patients that may greatly benefit from
the imaging, among others. Compressed sensing (CS) addressed this problem by acquiring less
measurements in k-space. However, down-sampling in k-space usually leads to loss in image detail and
misalignments. In recent years, efforts have focused on utilizing deep learning with paired datasets to
train a network for deblurring reconstruction [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. However, in cases in which the original
scans were performed with a lower magnetic strength or hardware with a higher magnetic strength is
not available, reconstruction of a high-field-like image from the original scan may be a desirable

alternative approach.

Transferring the image style from one to another while also preserving content similarities to the
original style is commonly known as image domain transfer. Recently, deep learning pipelines utilizing
Neural Style Transfer (NST) [7] and Generative Adversarial Network (GAN) [8] for this have been
reported [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16]. Most recently, the denoising diffusion probabilistic model
(DDPM) [17, 18] has also shown promising results with its sharper details. Although showing promising
results in image details, GAN is also known for unstable training, while DDPM typically requires a multi-
step denoising during the diffusion process. Neural style transfer includes a content loss which
captures the semantic information difference and a style loss that captures the statistical correlation
(Gram matrix) between the extracted feature maps in multiple layers. It seeks to minimize the
combination of content and style loss and to keep a balance among the feature maps from multiple
layers. A trained convolutional neural network (CNN) such as VGG19 works as a feature extraction net.
Thus, the training process of the feature extraction network can be separated from the image style
transfer process. This is beneficial especially when data is limited for a one-to-one pairing and provides

a scalable pipeline as the style image can be changed as needed if the features are extracted properly.



Regularization by denoising (RED) is a framework that performs image reconstruction with an image
denoiser as a prior [19]. As a step-forward from the Plug-and-Play Prior (P3) [20], RED does not rely
on the ADMM optimization for chained denoising interpretation. It provides the flexibility of choosing
the denoising engine and an iterative optimization procedure. As a result, RED can incorporate
multiple image denoising algorithms for general image reconstruction problems. This is well-suited for
our field transformation MRI reconstruction, as images from a lower magnetic strength contain more
background noise with lower signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), together with a different image style when
compared to a higher strength due to the difference in relaxation times. RED has shown excellent
performance in multiple imaging problems with advanced denoisers. These days, the combination of
the RED pipeline with deep neural networks further broadens the reconstruction task setups [21, 22,

23, 24, 25, 26].

In this work, we present an MRI magnetic field transfer reconstruction framework called regularization
by neural style transfer (RNST). RNST further extends the reconstruction ability of RED by embedding
a denoiser and a neural style transfer engine. As the NST engine uses a trained CNN-based feature
extraction network, it does not require a large-scale paired dataset in both domains and can be
pretrained separately even with differing image content than its specific task. In addition, we
demonstrate that the style guidance image in NST does not have to be a paired slice, meaning that a
single slice from one magnetic field can be used for the reconstruction of multiple scans in the second
field. We validated our framework with 1.5T and 3T brain scans. Our results show that RNST yields
promising MRI reconstructions with limited data and even more challenging background noise

corruption.



Methods

1.Neural style transfer

Neural style transfer (NST) is a paradigm of deep learning-based style and content separation and
recombination. Consider a content image x. and a style image x;, NST seeks to give an output image
Xcomp Which is the combination of the content and style images [7]. A deep convolutional neural
network typically consists of layers of computational units which process visual information
hierarchically. The output from a certain layer includes a branch of features maps. This hierarchically
organized network provides a computational representation of the input image where lower layers
capture pixel value details and textures while higher layers capture general image contents and shapes

[7,27, 28, 29].

NST utilizes a trained CNN network U.yy to separate the style and content of the original images and
recombine them in the output image so that x,,p is close to the x. content-wise, while close to x;
style-wise. More specifically, consider the feature maps of an image x in layer [ where they consist of
N; maps in total and each map has the size M;. In this case, all feature maps can be represented by a
matrix F! € RN>Mi where Fl-lj corresponds to the i th feature map at position j. The content loss
between the content image x. and input image x in layer [ is defined as the squared-error loss

between their feature representations:
1 2
_ 2 l 1
Lcontent(x. xc,l) = E ) (Fij — FCij) (1)
L]

Style loss represents the correlations between different feature maps. The correlation is given by the

Gram matrix G' € RNVt where Gilj is the inner product of two feature maps i and j in layer [:

Gly = ) Flkh )
k

Thus, the matching of the style for a given image in a certain layer is done by minimizing the mean-

squared loss between the entries of Gram matrices from the style image and input image:

1 ! 1 \2
Lstyie(x, x5, 1) = WZ (Gij - GSij) (3)
(M4



Then, the style loss among multiple layers is:
Lstyle (x,x) = z w; Lstyle (x, x5, 1) (4)
1

where w; is the weighting factor representing the contribution of each layer. The total loss is the

combination of content loss and style loss:

Ltotal (x' Xc) xs) = a'Lcontent (x: xc) + ﬁﬁstyle (x: xs) (5)

where a and [ are the weighting factors of content and style loss, respectively.

2.Regularization by denoising (RED)

Regularization by denoising (RED) provides a flexible pipeline for image reconstruction. Consider a

classic reconstruction case where:
y=Hx+e (6)

here H is a degradation operator and e is the additional noise. x represents the unknown
reconstruction target and y is the noisy measurement. A typical reconstruction brings the following

form:
X = argmin, £(y,x) + 1p(x) (7)

where X is the estimated reconstruction of x, and [ and p are penalty and regularization terms. This
form includes a branch of image reconstruction tasks such as denoising, deblurring, super-resolution,
tomographic reconstruction, and so on. The noise contamination of the measurements can also be

probability distributions such as Gaussian, Laplacian, or Poisson depending on the setting [19].

Previous work such as the plug-and-play prior (PnP) algorithm gives the reconstruction in a block-
coordinate-descent fashion where one step is for solving the inverse problem and the other step is for
denoising the updated reconstruction. While PnP does not specifically refer to a certain choice of the
denoising engine as a prior, it comes with the limitation of activating a denoising algorithm and
departing from the original setting without an underlying cost function [19]. As the name suggests,

regularization by denoising advocates the regularization term as:



p(x) = 527 (x — () ®

where f refers to the denoising engine. In this way, RED comes with much more flexibility for the
choice of the optimization method and denoising engine. Recent works have shown successful
applications of RED for multiple reconstruction tasks accompanied by deep learning-based engines

[26].

3.Regularization by neural style transfer (RNST)

In this section, we propose a regularization by neural style transfer (RNST) method for magnetic field
transfer reconstruction. RNST includes a neural style transfer and a denoising engine. The
reconstruction from a lower-field image to a higher-field requires a process of denoising without loss
of features in the tissues. However, since the original image was obtained with a lower magnetic
strength, the image quality and noise level are much worse compared to the higher-field one. Though
the denoising of background noise can be achieved by a denoising engine, the shifting in contrast ratio
and feature loss in the reconstruction still exists. Thus, we employ an NST engine as part of our
regularization optimizer to update the lower-field images iteratively such that the correlations

between different features become as close as possible to the higher-field references.

Consider a magnetic field transfer reconstruction with the form of (6):
x=Hx, +e 9)

where x}, is the unforeseen higher-field target and x is the lower-field noisy measurement. As shown

in equation (7) and (8), this reconstruction process can be written in the form:
x = argmin, £ (xp, x) + 7x7 (x — D(x)) (10)

where the latter term is a regularization term with a denoiser D integrated and 7 is the corresponding
weighting factor. Notice that although the degradation operator H can be hard to define since
modeling the imaging process from different magnetic strengths and setups is difficult, the higher-
field target xj, can be implicitly represented by a guidance scan X 4,,;¢ coming from the same magnetic

field. Thus, (10) can be solved by embedding an NST engine in the reconstruction pipeline.



The overall structure of our RNST is demonstrated in Figure 1(a). As an optimizer to reconstruct the
low-field input image, it contains two main parts in the optimization iteration. The first one is an NST
network that provides a set of directional style transferred images from the raw input. As mentioned
above, the NST engine works based on the handling of the content image and style image as shown in
Figure 1(b). By computing the style and content loss between the input and style guidance image, the
NST engine updates the input with respect to this loss combination. After a number of iterations, the
output contains content of the original input but has a feature style, or pixel correlations closer to the
style image. NST benefits from the fact that it works based on a deep convolutional neural network
usually pre-trained on a large-scale dataset such as ImageNet and the network is frozen for feature
extraction during the style transfer process [7]. However, the image contents in our work are different
from these pre-trained datasets and might lead to a mismatch in feature extraction. Considering this,
we applied an online update with the NST engine to search for directions of our gradient descent
optimizer. This online update generates multiple candidates from the NST engine with different style
transfer levels and these output images with different style transfer levels play the role of guidance
for the gradient evaluation. The second part is a line-search gradient descent engine [30] as an iterative
approach for reconstruction. Newton’s method provides a faster convergence speed than the classic
gradient descent method, yet it requires the calculation of a higher order derivative of the objective
function [31]. However, since our reconstruction optimization contains the NST engine outputs and it
can be hard to define a numeric derivative of the objective function, we employ a line-search gradient

descent as an approximation.

The pseudo-code of our RNST via the line-search gradient descent is formulated as Algorithm 1.
Beginning with a noisy lower-field raw input x;;, and a higher-field style guidance X g4, the denoiser
D first generates a denoised image x4 from the input. Then, a list of style transferred images x; are
given by the NST engine 7. Here the subline index Ny is an initial number and N, is the step size
increase for the iteration number of 7. After preparation of the style transferred image list L; , a line-
search gradient descent is implemented to find the best gradient descent direction with respect to the
objective loss L. In order to overcome the potential convergence to a local optima of the non-convex
objective function, we scan the possible solutions based on the list of style transferred images x;, and
apply a line-search of different step-sizes i as a further exploration. With a batch of candidates in the
list covering multiple step sizes, the best one is selected from the list with respect to the objective
function in each iteration. Note that the step-size fi can be adjusted dynamically per iteration. For

instance, by applying an Armijo step-size rule [32], the value of ji can be updated with respect to



the estimation of local gradient and the objective function. Herein, to keep things simple, we set
[ = iu. The gradient direction is calculated by combining the gradient of the style transfer image

x; and the denoising image x4 to produce an intermediate candidate X:
¥=x—(x—x,+ Ax—x4)) 11

To evaluate the performance of candidate X, a one-step neural style transfer loss is calculated:

>

X = TN(',zl(FxV' xguid)
L(%,) = aLcontent(%l'xin) + ﬁLstyle (%,1 xguid) (12)

And the best candidate is kept as the input for the next iteration.

4.Implementation details

We applied a VGG-16 network [33] as the base structure of our NST engine. It was pre-trained on
general visual recognition tasks [7]. Here, we extracted features from the first 8 layers for style loss
calculations and layer 4 for content loss calculations. The network is widely available via the Pytorch
package [34]. We further found that implementing L1 loss instead of L2 loss in both the content and
style loss can further improve the sharpness of the final images and lead to a better performance. We
applied a well-known BM3D [35] as our denoising engine. Recent works have also shown that the
Noise-to-Noise (N2N) structure [36] can be a good candidate for the denoising engine especially when

clean images are difficult to achieve [37, 38, 39, 40, 41].

For the RNST algorithm, we set N, = 3 and Ny, = 5. The NST engine directional steps were set
to Ny = 100 and Ny, = 100. The weighting factor ratio in the NST engine was setto a//f = 107°.

Other hyper-parameter details are illustrated in the following section.



Experiments

MRI scanning details

We tested our RNST method with clinical scans and performed quantitative evaluations. The data was
collected on a 3T and 1.5T scanner (Ingenia Philips Healthcare). The measurements were taken using
the ELGAN-ECHO MRI protocol [42] for the same subject in both magnetic strengths. It included two
concatenated scans with identical geometry and receiver settings implemented, which is called a dual-
echo turbo spin-echo (TSE) and a single-echo TSE, combined as a triple TSE (fast spin-echo [FSE]). The
scanning is a triple-weighting acquisition including directly acquired (DA) image 1 for proton density-
weighted, DA2 for T2-weighted and DA3 for T1-weighted, voxel = 0.5 X 0.5 X 2mm. Echo times = 12
msec, 102 msec for the first and second effective echo; long repetition time = 10 seconds, short
repetition time = 5 seconds. Each DA generated 80 slices, leading to 240 slices for each magnetic

strength.

We used the unregistered 3T scan as the style guidance and the 1.5T scan as the content images. The
resolution for each slice is 512x512. We then performed a 3D registration on the 3T scan
corresponding to the 1.5T scan to give the registered 3T scan using 3DSlicer [43, 44]. This registered
3T scan worked as the reconstruction reference in our performance evaluation. We performed two
reconstruction tests. The first one used the original 1.5T and 3T scan respectively. For the second one,
apart from the original background noise in the 1.5T scans, we further corrupted them with an additive
white Gaussian noise (AWGN) level of 0.08 (o = 20/255). For the first test, we set Nj;.- to10and u =
0.13 and A = 0.2. For the second test with AWGN, we set N to 50 and ¢ = 0.15and A = 0.3.

Our RNST reconstruction includes a matched guidance and frozen guidance setup. In the matched
guidance setup, the slice number of the guidance image and noisy content image were matched. Note
that their image contents were still quite different due to the subject movement. To further
demonstrate that RNST benefits from the fact that the guidance xg,;4 encodes the image style and
implicitly represents the reconstruction, we froze the guidance image index to igy;q = 55 and
performed reconstruction on the truncated brain portion of slices iy qin = [40,60]. During the

evaluation, each reconstruction X was compared to the registered 3T scan with the matched slice



index Xregisterea - OUr quantitative metrics include peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) in dB and

structural similarity (SSIM):

max(x)?
PSNR(x =101 _ 13
(x,x) 0910 MSE()’C\,X') ( )
2Usll, + ¢1) (204, + C
SSIM(%,x) = (2uzppy 1) (204 2) (14)

(L2 +p2 +c¢,)(02 + 02 +cy)

Here, X and x stand for the reconstruction and target image, and u and o are the average and variance
of theimage. ¢; = (k,L)?, ¢, = (k,L)? are two factors to stabilize the division. L is the dynamic range

of the pixel-values. We use a window size of 7 X 7 with k; = 0.01 and k, = 0.03.



Results

We performed RNST with matched guidance over all 80 slices for three DA images. To show the
capability of reconstruction with limited style guidance image, we further applied matched guidance
and frozen guidance RNST reconstruction tasks for the truncated brain portion regarding iy qin =

[40,60] with the frozen guidance index igy,;q = 55.

Table 1 and 2 demonstrate our RNST reconstruction metrics. They include one part for evaluation
metrics over 80 slices for the matched guidance setup, while the other part demonstrates the metrics
focusing on the brain with both matched and frozen guidance setups. Figure 2 illustrates the SSIM
performance of matched and frozen setups for all slices. Overall, our RNST framework gave a
significant boost in image quality when compared to the registered high-field reference scans. More
interestingly, Table 1 and 2 further show that frozen guidance provides a similar level of reconstruction
quality compared to matched guidance high-field reconstructions. The performance can be different
when another slice was set as the frozen guidance, yet the reconstruction metrics show that our RNST
benefits from the fact that the guidance image is used for image style and feature reconstruction
reference. The higher-field target is encoded implicitly in the guidance such that the image contents
do not need to match with the lower-field noisy scans. Noted that all the RNST reconstructions were
performed with the limited scans (240 slices for each magnetic strength) available. Each reconstruction
only took one content and one guidance image. The NST engine we embedded is widely available pre-

trained on common open-source image datasets instead of on MRI-specific datasets.

Figures 3 and 4 demonstrate example reconstruction slices from matched and frozen guidance
reconstruction. Both setups preserved the content details from the low-field scans while the
reconstructed images have similar image styles to the registered references. Figures 5 and 6 show
reconstructions with red boxes depicting enlarged details and the corresponding error maps. Overall,
matched guidance reconstruction provides a slightly cleaner or similar error map compared to the
frozen guidance setup in DA1 and 2 for the reconstruction slice. DA3’s frozen guidance error map is
even slightly cleaner than the matched guidance one. This comes from the fact that the slice we chose
in the frozen guidance setup had an overall smaller brain area and lower pixel brightness in the images

of DA3 than DA1 and 2 for the reconstruction slice, which led to a stronger punishment for the style



transfer loss during the reconstruction. Overall, both setups significantly reduced the background

noise and performed magnetic field transfer reconstruction properly.

In Figures 7 and 8, we demonstrate reconstruction samples for both setups along multiple iterations.
Here, we present intermediate steps for iterations 1, 5 and 10, together with their intermediate
evaluation metrics and error maps. The figures show that RNST performs reconstruction and noise
reduction along iterations with better performance metrics as the iteration number increases. Overall,
our experimental results highlight the capability of the RNST framework for limited data MRI
reconstruction. This is especially helpful when scanning data is limited, precluding a large-scale deep
neural network training and it also has the potential to be applied as an additional refinement to other

reconstruction methods.



Discussion and Conclusion

Typical deep learning-based MRI reconstruction frameworks require task-specific large-scale datasets
to function properly. Although they have shown great success, more work needs to be done when it
comes to applications where only limited data is available. In this work, we proposed a regularization
by neural style transfer (RNST) method for MRI magnetic field transfer reconstruction. RNST utilizes a
neural style transfer (NST) engine and a denoiser to reconstruct higher-field quality images from a
noisy lower-field input. Thanks to its NST engine, RNST can perform reconstruction with limited data

and no specific need to train on a large-scale task-specific dataset.

We tested RNST using clinical 1.5T and 3T MRl scans and provided quantitative evaluations. Our results
showed that RNST can provide competitive image reconstruction qualities with limited data even
without matched guidance. Although our experiment focused on MRI, it can be brought to other
applications. Alternatively, it can also serve as an additional refinement process for other

reconstruction tasks.

We would like to highlight some limitations and future directions for the current work. As RNST
performs reconstruction in an iterative way, it consumes more time for image processing. Plus, RNST
can lead to unstable performance if the images deviate too much from the feature extraction
network’s pre-trained contents and requires good tunings of the hyper-parameters. Thus, one future
direction would be to improve the efficiency of the optimizer and to combine more advanced
generative deep learning methods such as generative adversarial networks (GANs) and denoising
diffusion probabilistic models (DDPMs), which can be done by incorporating a few-shot learning

strategy with a pre-training on a broader image content dataset.



Figures, tables and algorithms

(a)

3T style image

3T reconstruction

Neural Style Transfer Network

1.5T content image

Gradient Step Update
N iterations
(b)
Neural Style Transfer Network
Loss = Style Loss + Content Loss style transferred image

. Deep Convolutional Network | ——>
contentimage

Figure 1. Framework of our regularization by neural style transfer (RNST) algorithm. (a) shows the
overall structure of RNST. It contains two main parts in the optimization iteration. The first one is a
neural style transfer (NST) network that provides a set of style transferred images from the input.
Then, a gradient step update is applied for denoising and reconstruction. The final reconstruction is
generated after N iterations. (b) demonstrates a closer look at the NST network. It takes a style
image as guidance and a content image for reconstruction. The loss is a combination of the style loss
measuring the feature correlations among multiple layers and a content loss measuring the content

difference between the output and content feature maps.



Algorithm 1: RNST via Line-search Gradient Descent

1: Input: Given 4, i, @, B, Xin, Xguid

2: Initialization: D, T

3 X« X

4. fork =1,2,..., Ni, do:

5: xq =D(x)

6: LY=L,

7: L,={}

8: forj=1,2,..., Ny, do:

9: Xy = :TNO+jN5tep (xq xguid)
10: L, add x;
11: end for
12: Line-search Gradient Descent:
13: fori=1,2,..., Ny, do:
14: bd=i-pu
15: for x; in L, do:
16: ?c:x—ﬁ(x—xt+l(x—xd))
17 X = TN(’,=1(%'xguid)
18: L(%,) = aLcontent (%,: xin) + ﬁLstyle (%" xguid)
19: if L(X') < L* then
20: Xout = X
21: L= LX)
22: end if
23: end for
24: end for
25: X = Xout
26: end for

27: Result: The output is x

Algorithm 1. Pseudo-code of our RNST via line-search gradient descent algorithm.



PSNR SSIM
DAl DA2 DA3 DAl DA2 DA3
All slices
Input 20.48 20.34 20.81 | 0.2659 0.2327 0.2427
Reconstruction 21.04 2361 2299 | 0.7605 0.7716  0.7748
Brain portion
Input 21.24 21.10 2250 | 0.3464 0.3071 0.3215
Matched guidance reconstruction 22.83 25.01 25.07 | 0.8178 0.8181 0.8210
Frozen guidance reconstruction 22.68 24.60 2496 | 0.7917 0.8041 0.8114

Table 1. Evaluation metrics of RNST reconstructions on the original scan.



PSNR SSIM
DAl DA2 DA3 DAl DA2 DA3
All slices
Input 18.39 18.29 18.53 | 0.1055 0.1026  0.0882
Reconstruction 20.75 2281 2237 | 0.7608 0.7664  0.7698
Brain portion
Input 18.89 18.77 19.55 | 0.1288 0.1293  0.1005
Matched guidance reconstruction 22.64 2416 2491 | 0.8183 0.8181 0.8212
Frozen guidance reconstruction 22,73 23.81 25.38 | 0.8116 0.8114 0.8313

Table 2. Evaluation metrics of RNST reconstructions with additional noise.
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Figure 2. Quantitative reconstruction evaluation of RNST for matched and frozen guidance setups

among three DAs.




Registered 3T reference 3T style image 1.5T content image 3T reconstruction
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Figure 3. Reconstruction results of our RNST over the original scans. The algorithm took a 3T style
image as guidance and a 1.5T content image as input to yield a 3T style reconstruction. The scans
include three directly acquired (DA) images: DA1 to 3. For each DA, the evaluation metrics are
measured between the registered 3T reference and the 1.5T input content image or the final 3T
reconstruction. We demonstrate two setups: matched guidance and frozen guidance. In matched
guidance setup, the style image had the same slice number so that they have similar image content.
In frozen guidance setup, we froze the style image to be the same among reconstruction for slices.
This figure shows that RNST can significantly boost image qualities without the need to train on a

large-scale MRI dataset, which is especially beneficial when data is limited.



Registered 3T reference 3T style image 1.5T content image 3T reconstruction

PSNR: 18.03 SSIM:0.12 PSNR: 22.66 SSIM: 0.81

DA1

Matched guidance

PSNR: 18.03 SSIM:0.12

DA 2
Frozen guidance

Matched guidance

Frozen guidance
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Figure 4. Reconstruction results of our RNST with additional noise. The algorithm took a 3T style
image as guidance and a 1.5T content image as input to yield a 3T style reconstruction. The scans
include three directly acquired (DA) images: DA1 to 3. For each DA, the evaluation metrics are
measured between the registered 3T reference and the 1.5T input content image or the final 3T
reconstruction. We demonstrate two setups: matched guidance and frozen guidance. In matched
guidance setup, the style image had the same slice number so that they have similar image content.
In frozen guidance setup, we froze the style image to be the same among reconstruction for slices.
This figure shows that RNST can significantly boost image qualities without the need to train on a

large-scale MRI dataset, which is especially beneficial when data is limited.



Registered reference Matched guidance reconstruction Frozen gudiance reconstruction
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Figure 5. Visual illustration of RNST results for matched and frozen guidance setups for three DAs on
the original scans. The image details highlighted in the red box in each figure were enlarged on the
upper right side, with the corresponding error maps compared to the registered reference showing
on the lower right side. This figure shows that both matched and frozen guidance setup provide

similar levels of reconstruction performance.
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Figure 6. Visual illustration of RNST results for matched and frozen guidance setups for three DAs
with additional noise. The image details highlighted in the red box in each figure were enlarged on
the upper right side, with the corresponding error maps compared to the registered reference
showing on the lower right side. This figure shows that both matched and frozen guidance setup

provide similar levels of reconstruction performance.
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Figure 7. Visual illustration and quantitative metrics of the RNST reconstructions along iterations on
the original scans. The image details highlighted in the red box in each figure were enlarged on the
upper right side, with the corresponding error maps compared to the registered reference showing
on the lower right side. PSNR and SSIM are labeled with the iteration numbers. The figure shows the

evolution of RNST performing reconstruction and noise reduction along iterations.
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Figure 8. Visual illustration and quantitative metrics of the RNST reconstructions along iterations
with additional noise. The image details highlighted in the red box in each figure were enlarged on
the upper right side, with the corresponding error maps compared to the registered reference
showing on the lower right side. PSNR and SSIM are labeled with the iteration numbers. The figure

shows the evolution of RNST performing reconstruction and noise reduction along iterations.
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