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Abstract. Glioblastoma is a highly aggressive and lethal form of brain
cancer. Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) plays a significant role in
the diagnosis, treatment planning, and follow-up of glioblastoma pa-
tients due to its non-invasive and radiation-free nature. The International
Brain Tumor Segmentation (BraTS) challenge has contributed to gen-
erating numerous AI algorithms to accurately and efficiently segment
glioblastoma sub-compartments using four structural (T1, T1Gd, T2,
T2-FLAIR) MRI scans. However, these four MRI sequences may not
always be available. To address this issue, Generative Adversarial Net-
works (GANs) can be used to synthesize the missing MRI sequences.
In this paper, we implement and utilize an open-source GAN approach
that takes any three MRI sequences as input to generate the missing
fourth structural sequence. Our proposed approach is contributed to the
community-driven generally nuanced deep learning framework (GaN-
DLF) and demonstrates promising results in synthesizing high-quality
and realistic MRI sequences, enabling clinicians to improve their diag-
nostic capabilities and support the application of AI methods to brain
tumor MRI quantification.

Keywords: Glioblastoma, Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI), Machine Learn-
ing, Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs), Missing Modalities

1 Introduction

Glioblastoma is one of the most aggressive and lethal types of brain cancer, and
despite advancements in cancer treatment, the prognosis for patients diagnosed
with glioblastoma remains poor. Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) plays a
crucial role in the diagnosis, treatment planning, and follow-up of patients with
glioblastoma. MRI is a widely used medical imaging technology due to its non-
invasive and radiation-free nature, and it offers multiple sequences or modalities
that provide distinct insights into different patient problems. For instance, T1-
weighted sequences differentiate between gray and white matter tissues, while
T2-weighted sequences highlight fluid from cortical tissue. The four structural
modalities of brain MRI (T1, T1Gd, T2, T2-FLAIR) are essential for clinicians
to diagnose different abnormalities.
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In recent years, large-scale datasets such as the International Brain Tumor
Segmentation (BraTS) dataset [1–5] have enabled the development of advanced
artificial intelligence (AI) algorithms that can accurately and efficiently segment
glioblastomas from the four structural MRI sequences. Manual segmentation
of brain tumors is a tedious and time-consuming task with low reproducibility
between operators, making the use of AI methods particularly important [6]. AI
methods have been shown to save time, reduce human errors, and improve the
accuracy and speed of the diagnostic process [7–12].

However, acquiring all four necessary structural MRI sequences, comprising
T1-weighted pre- (T1) and post-contrast (T1-Gd) images, native T2-weighted
(T2), and T2 fluid-attenuated inversion recovery (T2-FLAIR) sequences, may
not always be practical for each patient due to factors such as cost, data corrup-
tion, and patient movement or allergies to contrast dye. To address this issue,
generating any one of the missing modalities using AI from the three available
ones is a challenging problem with significant potential benefits. It can facilitate
more effective diagnosis by doctors and support the application of AI methods
to MRI. A promising approach to solving this problem is through the use of vari-
ous synthesis methods, such as Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs), which
have shown remarkable performance in synthesizing missing modalities [13].

By leveraging synthesis methods to replace missing brain MRI sequences,
clinicians can improve their diagnostic capabilities while also enabling use of
a large existing body of work from BraTS that leverages 4 structural MRI
sequences to segment brain lesions [14–18], and for radiogenomic prediction
[19–21]. This is achieved by synthesizing one of the necessary structural se-
quences (T1, T1-Gd, T2, T2-FLAIR) that may be missing from a given subject.

The literature has explored various approaches and datasets to address the
issue of missing modalities. For example, one study [13] used a one-input GAN to
synthesize a missing modality based on an available one, while another study [22]
employed a multi-input GAN that used three other modalities to synthesize the
missing one (which is very similar to our approach). Another study uses only
a single score-based network to learn various cross-modal conditional distribu-
tions in the complete modality space, and can effectively and robustly infer any
missing modality based on the learned conditional distribution by leveraging all
remaining modalities for accurate conditioning [23].

In this work, we implement and utilize a GAN approach that takes three
MRI modalities as inputs to generate the missing modality, incorporating all
available information. Our approach yields promising results, demonstrating that
the developed models are capable of producing high-quality and realistic images.

2 Methods

2.1 Data

For our study, we used the BraTS 2021 dataset [1–5], which is publicly available
at https://www.med.upenn.edu/sbia/brats2017/data.html. The dataset in-
cludes images of 1,250 glioblastoma patients, acquired from multiple institutions.

https://www.med.upenn.edu/sbia/brats2017/data.html
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Fig. 1: The training process of the generative adversarial network framework
consists of several steps. First, the T1-Gd model is trained, where the generator
learns to produce post-contrast T1-weighted images from the other three modal-
ities, section by section. The discriminator is trained to distinguish between the
generated T1-Gd images and the original ones. At each iteration, the genera-
tor uses the discriminator’s output to synthesize images that closely resemble
real data. Second, the T1 model is trained, with the generator learning to pro-
duce pre-contrast T1-weighted images from the other three modalities, section
by section. The third involves training the T2 model, where the generator learns
to produce T2-weighted images. Fourth, the FLAIR model is trained using the
same steps, except that the generator is trained to produce FLAIR images from
the other three modalities, and the discriminator is trained to distinguish be-
tween the generated and original FLAIR images (gFLAIR).

Each patient had precontrast T1-weighted, T2-weighted, and FLAIR images, as
well as postcontrast T1-weighted images.

All modalities were resampled to 128×128×128 pixels and filtered by elimi-
nating pixels that have less than 3000 pixel values for preprocessing. All samples
in the BraTS dataset were included. We removed each modality, including T1-
weighted, T2-weighted, T1-Gd, and FLAIR, for each training, and the removed
modality is used as ground truth.

2.2 Data partition

To quantify our model’s performance, we randomly split the data into training
and validation sets. The training set consisted of 1,237 subjects, while the vali-
dation set had 13 subjects. As we resampled each modality to 128 × 128 × 128
voxels and used 2D layers for training, we had a total of 158,336 images for the
training set and 1,664 images for the validation set for each modality.
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2.3 Experimental Design

This is a retrospective study using data from the BraTS 2021 challenge [1–5].
We trained 4 different generators for 4 different missing MRI sequence syntheses
using GANs. The goal of the study was to create a model that could generate
missing modalities from other available modalities. Our proposed role of the AI
algorithm was as an add-on approach to provide additional information about
missing modalities. The type of predictive modeling performed was image-to-
image translation, and the target of predictions was missing modalities in the
input data.

2.4 Model

We adapted Pix2pixHD [24], which is an advanced image-to-image translation
model that takes single input images and generates a single output image.
Pix2pixHD is an advanced deep learning model for image-to-image translation,
which is capable of generating high-resolution and photorealistic images from
low-resolution inputs, such as sketches or semantic maps. The model employs
a multi-scale generator architecture to generate images at different scales, and
a multi-scale discriminator to evaluate the generated images at multiple resolu-
tions. The adversarial losses with feature matching enable the model to capture
high-frequency details and texture information in the generated images. Addi-
tionally, the model uses a hierarchical semantic segmentation strategy to enhance
the quality of the generated images. We adapted the model as it takes 3 inputs
and outputs 1 to leverage all the available information to generate missing one
modality.

2.5 Training

We performed all training procedures and hyperparameters for the Pix2pixHD
model, including augmentation and pre-processing, before the data entered the
compute graph. Hyperparameter tuning was performed to optimize the model
performance. We evaluated model performance as a function of the data parti-
tions. The training was conducted on a NVIDIA GeForce GTX 1080 Ti GPU,
using the PyTorch deep learning framework.

2.6 Data Availability

The BraTS dataset is publicly available on the Synapse platform and contains
multi-parametric MRI sequences of 1,250 patients with gliomas, each including
four modalities: T1, T1-contrast enhanced, T2, and T2-FLAIR.

2.7 Code Availability

The source code and related configurations related to this study are available
through the Generally Nuanced Deep Learning Framework (GaNDLF) [25,26].
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3 Results

We quantitatively evaluated the performance of our proposed approach on the
BraTS 2021 dataset, which consists of 1250 patients with glioblastoma. We ran-
domly split the dataset into training (?), validation (?), and testing (?) sets.
The training and validation sets were used for model training and hyperparam-
eter tuning, while the testing set was used to evaluate the performance of our
method. We used three MRI sequences out of four as inputs to generate the
missing modality. We used the same network architecture and hyperparameter
configuration to train models to generate each missing modality.

To assess the effectiveness of our approach, we employed four different evalu-
ation metrics. The first metric is the Learned Perceptual Image Patch Similarity
(LPIPS) metric, which measures the distance between the generated and ground
truth images in terms of visual similarity. The Normalized Mutual Information
(NMI) metric is used to evaluate the overlap between the generated and ground
truth images. The Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) metric is a measure of how
similar the distributions of the generated and ground truth images are in terms
of their feature representations. Finally, we used the Structural Similarity Index
Measure (SSIM) to evaluate the structural similarity between the generated and
ground truth images.

In addition to these quantitative metrics, we also performed a visual in-
spection of the generated images to ensure that they were of high quality and
resembled the ground truth images. This qualitative assessment is important
because it provides additional insights into the performance of the method and
can reveal any shortcomings of the quantitative metrics. By combining both
quantitative and qualitative evaluations, we can obtain a more comprehensive
understanding of the performance of our method.

Overall, our proposed method demonstrated promising results for generating
missing modalities. The results suggest that our method could be a valuable tool
for improving the diagnosis and treatment of patients with glioblastoma.

4 Discussion

In this work, we demonstrated the effectiveness of our approach to generating
missing brin tumor MRI sequences by utilizing a GAN aproach that takes three
MRI modalities as inputs to generate the missing modality. Our approach showed
promising results in generating high-quality and realistic images that closely
resemble ground truth images.

One possible explanation for the performance of our method is that it utilizes
all available information from the three input modalities to synthesize the miss-
ing modality. This approach allows our method to incorporate complementary
information from different modalities, resulting in a more accurate and complete
representation of the image. In addition, our method can be easily extended to
incorporate more than three input modalities, allowing us to generate missing
modalities even when more than one modality is unavailable. This capability
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Fig. 2: Radar graph showing the evaluation results of the generative adversarial
network (GAN) framework, trained in four steps to generate T1-Gd, T1, T2, and
FLAIR images from three other modalities. The graph shows the performance
of the GAN in terms of LPIPS, NMI, FID, and SSIM metrics for each modality.
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makes our method a powerful tool for clinicians and researchers who need to
analyze brain MRI data with missing modalities.

Furthermore, our method has several potential clinical applications. For in-
stance, it can be used to generate missing modalities to support the diagnosis of
brain tumors, enabling clinicians to make more accurate and informed decisions.
Our method can also be used to facilitate the application of AI methods to MRI
by providing complete data for training and testing.

However, there are several limitations and possible future directions that can
be pursued based on the findings of this study. Firstly, we have used 2D slices
for training, and the use of 3D data and models to generate more realistic and
dynamic scenes is essential to further improve the performance of the proposed
method. Second, investigating the generalizability of the method on different
datasets and pathological conditions is essential to ensure its broader applicabil-
ity. Third, integrating the generated images into downstream analysis, such as
segmentation and diagnosis, could be examined. Fourth, exploring the potential
of the proposed method in clinical settings with real patient data and assessing
its usefulness for clinical decision-making could be investigated. Fifth, the pro-
posed method could be applied to generate other types of medical images, such
as CT or ultrasound, to address missing modalities. Overall, these future direc-
tions can expand the impact and potential applications of the proposed method
in the field of medical imaging.

In conclusion, our approach demonstrates the potential of utilizing GANs to
generate missing modalities in brain MRI. Our method achieves good perfor-
mance and has several potential clinical applications. Future work could inves-
tigate the application of our method to other imaging modalities and evaluate
its performance on larger datasets.
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