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Abstract

Spanning multiple scales—from macroscopic anatomy down to intricate micro-
scopic architecture—the human brain exemplifies a complex system that demands
integrated approaches to fully understand its complexity. Yet, mapping nonlinear
relationships between these scales remains challenging due to technical limita-
tions and the high cost of multimodal Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) ac-
quisition. Here, we introduce Macro2Micro, a deep learning framework that
predicts brain microstructure from macrostructure using a Generative Adversarial
Network (GAN). Grounded in the scale-free, self-similar nature of brain orga-
nization—where microscale information can be inferred from macroscale pat-
terns—Macro2Micro explicitly encodes multiscale brain representations into dis-
tinct processing branches. To further enhance image fidelity and suppress artifacts,
we propose a simple yet effective auxiliary discriminator and learning objective.
Our results show that Macro2Micro faithfully translates T1-weighted MRIs into
corresponding Fractional Anisotropy (FA) images, achieving a 6.8% improvement
in the Structural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM) compared to previous methods,
while preserving the individual neurobiological characteristics.

1 Introduction

The brain is a complex multi-scale system, with its structure and function emerging from interactions
at the molecular, cellular, circuit, and network levels [14]]. This hierarchical organization, ranging
from microscopic cellular components to macroscopic anatomical characteristics, underlies the
dynamic functionality of the brain [42} 5 14, [11}130} 4} 147,13, 149]]. The intricate organization across
multiple scales is essential for the brain’s dynamic functionality, yet comprehending this organization
remains a significant challenge [[12]. Advances in Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) now allow
simultaneous exploration of both large-scale anatomy and fine-grained tissue properties, offering
unprecedented opportunities to investigate brain structure-function relationships across scales.
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Figure 1: The overall architecture of the proposed model.
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At the macroscopic level, structural MRI (sMRI), such as T1-weighted imaging, captures the brain’s
macrostructure, which includes gray matter cell bodies, neurites, white matter axonal arrangements
with myelin content, cerebrospinal fluid (CSF), fat, and inflammation. Understanding this macrostruc-
ture provides critical insights into the brain’s organization and its abnormalities, including lesions
[L5] and neurodegenerative diseases [21} [13]. Diffusion Tensor Image (DTI) provides insight into
the brain’s microstructure by measuring water diffusion patterns that reflect axonal density, fiber
orientation, and microstructural integrity [17} 39]. These microscopic features play an essential
role in identifying tissue damage [27], psychiatric disorders such as schizophrenia [28] and de-
pression [38]], and neurological diseases such as Alzheimer’s dementia [[10} 32] and Parkinson’s
disease [50| [35]. Integrating both macro- and microstructural information is thus essential for a
comprehensive understanding of the brain’s connectivity and function [[11} 30].

However, acquiring high-quality multimodal MRI data is resource-intensive and time-consuming. T1-
weighted MRI requires a single scan, whereas DTI demands multiple scans—at least six for accuracy
and up to thirty for rotational invariance [24, 25]. Simultaneous acquisition of high-quality MRI
modalities is often impractical due to lengthy scanning times, which can induce patient discomfort,
especially in those with panic disorders [31 33]], and may result in motion artifacts [41}46]. These
limitations have spurred efforts to develop methods for generating high-quality DTI from fewer scans
[45], but challenges persist.

T1-weighted sMRI data, characterizing mainly macrostructure, have been shown to carry information
that can approximate microstructural features of white matter [20} (18 [1} [2]]. This indicates that
microstructural estimates—akin to those obtained via DTI—could be inferred from macrostructural
MRI scans, potentially circumventing the need for lengthy, multimodal acquisitions. Emerging deep
learning methods present a promising pathway toward cross-modal MRI synthesis[48] 43| 40, [7].
Building on earlier successes in macro-to-micro translation [18, |1, 2], there is an opportunity to
improve synthesis quality, better preserve individual biological characteristics, and achieve accurate
and efficient cross-modal data generation. Such advances can expand access to multimodal MRI
biomarkers, accelerating both clinical diagnostics and fundamental neuroscience research.

To address these challenges, we introduce Macro2Micro, a novel image-to-image translation frame-
work for cross-MRI modality synthesis. Grounded in the principle that macroscale anatomical
features can inform microscale structures, Macro2Micro employs a Generative Adversarial Network
(GAN) [16] to disentangle and encode multiscale brain representations into distinct processing
streams. This architecture enables active information exchange between high- and low-frequency
branches, enhancing its ability to capture structural connectivity across modalities.



o ————— Octave Convolutions - = = = = = =

[ \
| High _ !
I (1 - ain) Cin /4 & Yin (1 aout) Cout |
fHui W) SNy
l nlox ti h| Yy :
I w f(pool(Xy, 2); Wy-.1) Yoo w
I |
| Low Yip I
I AinCin XoutCout I
— | Flupsample(X,,2); W, ;) . |
I 0.5k . 0.5h | ¥, I
I FXu W) =L
0.5w 0.5w I
|
[ @ High frequency feature map mmmmm  Information exchange I
| g Low frequency feature map M Information update |
\ /
e o e - o — .'-\ ——————— = = — -
7
N 7

- Up-sampling

~ 7’
A Y s [
H l I E . Standard Convolutions

1

tav nvolution

H|:| I ! \:IOC ¢ Convolutions
:
1
\

—- e -

Generator

Figure 2: The structure of Octave Convolutions (Top) and the generator design (Bottom). H and L
represent High- and Low-frequency features respectively.

2 Method

Fig.[I] gives an overview of our framework for cross-modal MRI synthesis. The subsequent sections
include an exhaustive analysis of the proposed method and its underlying principles.

Architecture Overview. The proposed architecture consists of four components: a frequency
feature encoder F, a generator (G, a discriminator D, and a brain-focused patch discriminator
Dyrainpp- Specifically, the input MR images are decomposed into two distinct frequency feature
maps through a frequency feature encoder F, encoding information on the macro-structure of the
brain into low-frequency components and information on the microstructure of the brain into the
high-frequency components. These encoded latent features are subsequently fed to the generator,
where the synthesized high and low-frequency outputs of the target modality are made from the input
latent features. The terminal layer of the generator combines the synthesized high and low-frequency
outputs to generate the final output. This output are then fed to both the discriminator D and the
brain-focused patch discriminator Dy,.qinpp. These two discriminators guide our model to effectively
synthesize target modality by focusing on the delicate details in the brain region in the input and
learning the statistical relationships between each image patch.

Octave Convolutions. One of the key elements of the proposed model is utilizing Octave Convolu-
tions (OctConv) [8]] to encode macro- and micro-scale information into the corresponding frequency
feature maps. To factorize input mixed feature maps based on their frequencies, the spatial resolution
of low-frequency feature maps in OctConv is decreased by one octave, where the term octave refers
to a spatial dimension divided by a power of two. In this study, a value of 2 was chosen for simplicity.
The spatial reduction in the low-frequency branch expands the receptive field of the low-frequency



processing branch, capturing more contextual information from distant locations and improving
synthesis performance. Following the convention presented by previous research, AesFA [29], the
up-sampling order is modified to effectively address checkerboard artifacts [34]. The detailed design
of OctConv used in this study is illustrated in Fig. 2] Here, the « value refers to the ratio of the
low-frequency channels to high-frequency channels, and empirical findings indicate that employ-
ing OctConv with half the channels for each frequency (o = 0.5) yields optimal performance. A
comprehensive experiment regarding this matter can be found in the section 3]

Frequency Feature Networks. Both the frequency feature encoder and the generator are equipped
with several layers of OctConvs. This idea was originated from the previous study [29]. However,
our work differs from theirs in that we primarily focus on encoding different scales of information
from the brain into the corresponding frequency components without any auxiliary encoder. While
latent features decomposed by the encoder are convolved in the generator, the two frequency features
actively exchange information with the opponent via information exchange branches. This active
information exchange between frequency components compensates for the missing information in
each branch and boosts the entire synthesis process. The standard convolutions after up-sampling
operations are responsible for learning frequency-agnostic information and compensating for the
missing information during up-sampling operations. The effectiveness of active information exchange
is outlined in the section3l

Brain-focused Patch Discriminator. While using the discriminator solely seems sufficient for
synthesizing the target modality, the results still suffer from the checkerboard artifacts and undesired
artifacts (see the section [3] for the details). To tackle this, we employed a patch co-occurrence
discriminator, introduced by [36l]. We encourage patches cropped from the output to maintain
the identical representation as the patches cropped from the target MR images. Consequently, the
generator aims to generate an output image such that any patch from the output cannot be distinguished
from a group of patches from the actual MR images.

However, most brain Magnetic Resonance Images contain extensive background regions. These
regions are primarily zero-values or noises. Cropping patches from such regions and feeding them
to the discriminator are inefficient and could lead to the degradation of output image quality (e.g.,
blurring or dimmer images and pixelization) as the model would learn the background noises or the
abrupt changes in the boundary of our brain and the background. To effectively cope with this, we
applied a simple yet effective pre-processing algorithm. We first calculate the valid brain regions
in the training mini-batch, which are then used to crop the valid region from the given training
mini-batch. By doing so, our brain-focused patch discriminator serves to focus on the effective
regions of the brain and enforce that the joint statistics of a learned representation consistently follow
the ground truth modality.

Learning Objectives. To guide our model to learn subject-independent representation and the
connectivity between the macro and micro-structure of the human brain while synthesizing the target
modality with desired image quality, we use the mean square error (Lpic) between the output
and ground truth /57 and the discriminator objectives (Lgan):

Lyix = |[Iow — Igtll1;  Loan = E[—log(D(Low))]

For the brain-focused patch discriminator, we follow the loss of Swap-AE [36], but with slight changes
described in the previous section. The final GAN loss for the brain-focused patch discriminator is as
follows:

Lypaieh = E[—log(Dpaien (crops(valid(Iow)), crops(valid(Igr))))]

where crops operator selects a random patch of size 1/2 to 1/3 of the full image dimension on each
side and valid operator calculates the valid brain regions in the given training mini-batch and then
crops according to them.

To prevent the model from falling the mode-collapse and generating skull-like artifacts (see the details
in Fig. [6)), we utilize prior knowledge from a pre-trained convolutional neural network, such as VGG-
19 [44]. The perceptual loss was originally proposed by [23]], yet has not been actively addressed in
the Magnetic Resonance Imaging domain to cope with the mode collapse. The perceptual objective
we used is as follows:
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Figure 3: Qualitative Comparison of images made with our proposed model (Macro2Micro), and
images made with Pix2Pix and CycleGAN. Magnify the image to see the details.
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where f,, symbolizes the n-th layer in the VGG-19 model. The perceptual loss is computed at the
{convi_1, conv2_1, conv3_I, conv4_1}. Considering all the aforementioned losses, the total loss is
formalized as:

Etotal = Apixﬁpix + )\perctﬁperct + >\GAN £GAN + )\patchﬁpatch
where Apix, Apercts AGan, and Apaen are the weighting hyper-parameters for each loss.

Experimental Settings and Data. To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed model, we
synthesized DTI from sMRI (Fig[I). Specifically, T1-weighted images were used for sMRI, and
Fractional Anisotropy (FA) images were used to represent DTI. The Adolescent Brain Cognitive
Development (ABCD) dataset [6] was utilized for this study, which includes comprehensive devel-
opmental data and structural brain MRI collected from children across multiple sites in the United
States. Detailed descriptions of the image acquisition protocol and the minimal processing pipeline
can be found in previous studies [6} [19].

For the image-to-image translation task, we used T1-weighted images and corresponding FA images
with dimensions of 256 x 256 x 256 and a voxel size of Imm. A total of 7,669 quality-controlled
subjects from the ABCD dataset were included in the analysis.

Implementation Details. During training, all images are loaded as 256x256 pixels and scaled to [0,
1]. The model is trained using the Adam optimizer [26] with a learning rate 0.0002 and a batch size
of 8 for 200 epochs. The encoder feature map has dimensions of (128, 64, 64) for high and (128, 32,
32) for low-frequency components. The baseline models outlined in this paper were trained using the
author-released codes and parameters. Baselines and all our experiments are conducted using the
PyTorch framework [37] on a single NVIDIA RTX A5000(24G) GPU.

3 Experimental Results

Diffusion Tensor Image Synthesis. We compared our Macro2Mciro model with existing image
translation models (i.e., Pix2Pix [22] and CycleGAN [51]) (Fig. E]) Our model could faithfully
reconstruct the structural location and FA value with minimum residuals while maintaining both



Table 1: Quantitative comparison with generated whole brain FA (FA) images and white matter (WM)
whose FA value is bigger than 0.2 from synthesis outputs. The best outcomes are shown in bold. 1:
Higher is better. |: Lower is better.

Methods Input (GT) SSIM (1) PSNR (7)) MAE (J) MSE(Q)
Pix2Pix FA 0.8310 24.7738 0.1469 0.1292
CycleGAN FA 0.8332 24.6660 0.1477 0.1299
Macro2Micro (Ours) FA 0.8600 25.7560 0.1383 0.1226
Pix2Pix WM 0.8354 248992 0.1374 _ 0.1200
CycleGAN WM 0.8369 247585  0.1383  0.1208
Macro2Micro (Ours) WM 0.8627 25.8493 0.1300 0.1146

(a) Macro2Micro (b) Pix2Pix (c) CycleGAN

Avg. euclidean distance =130.99 Avg. euclidean distance = 132.65 Avg. euclidean distance = 133.4

MRI Type
m

* FA(GT)
generated FA

PC2(2.7% explained variation)

PCL13.7% explained variation) PCL13.3% explained variation) PE1012.9% explained variation)

Figure 4: PCA results for the T1, FA (Ground Truth), and generated FA images from (a) Micro2Macro,
(b) Pix2Pix, and (c) CycleGAN. The Euclidian distance below each model name indicates the average
distance between the FA (Ground Truth) and the generated FA images.

isotropic and anisotropic movement of water molecules in the given brain. In terms of white matter
and overall brain structure, all models translate target modality with comparable quality. However,
Pix2Pix and CycleGAN could not recognize and synthesize intricate micro-scale structures in
many cases. For instance, results from baseline models mostly neglected and underexpressed the
microscopic white matter at the boundaries of the brain (red arrows), whereas our model does not
(green arrows). Owing to its ability to learn both macro- and microstructures from both modalities,
our model not only generates the most comparable images to the ground truths but also captures
structural details lost in the original and reconstructs parts that were previously disconnected or absent.
For example, our model learns the presence of the white matter from FA image while determining
its morphology from the T1 image (pink and yellow arrows and their corresponding T1 and FA).
Similarly, our model shows better quality by bending the straight white matter line in ground truth to
its more specific endpoint (yellow arrows) by referencing the macro-structure from the T1 image.
In terms of quantitative comparisons, Macro2Micro shows the best performance, achieving the best
SSIM, PSNR, MAE, and MSE (Table E]) In addition, this result holds even when we compared the
results within the white matter regions (voxels with FA greater than 0.2).

To further test the robustness and effectiveness of the proposed model, we conducted principal
component analysis (PCA) on three types of images: T1-weighted images, ground truth FA images,
and synthesized FA images. We analyzed and visualized 1,499 subjects in the test dataset. After
flattening 2562 voxels from MRI slices, we removed the non-brain background, leaving 26,891 voxels
for each brain modality, PCA was then applied to the entire features. A batch size of 200 was utilized
for the incremental PCA and the visualization was performed using two principal components. The
two principal components individually accounted for 13.7% and 2.7% of the variances. Notably, the
PCA result demonstrated that the generated FA images exhibited significant dissimilarity compared
to the original T1 images while displaying an overlap with the ground truth FA images in the
low-dimensional representation (Fig. ).

Prediction of Biological and Cognitive Variables. The image-to-image translation approach is
powerful in terms of image transformation; however, there may be a major concern about potential
damage to biological characteristics [9]. To test whether biological information from the brain images
is preserved during the translation process, we conducted a task of predicting the sex, intelligence,
and Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD) diagnosis of children using both predicted and
ground truth FA images. Implementation details for these downstream tasks are in supplementary
materials. We present the performance of the generalized linear model (GLM) on sex, intelligence,
and ADHD prediction tasks in Table[2] It is worth noting that Macro2Micro yielded an AUROC
of 0.782 in the sex classification, slightly higher than that of ground-truth FA images (0.7641) and



Table 2: ADHD, Sex classification and Intelligence regression performance of real T1, real FA, and
synthesized FA images.

Tnput ADHD Sex Intelligence

AUROC (1) ACC(1) AUROC () ACC(T) Corr.Coef. (1) MSE{)

T1 0.5034 0.5479 0.7820 0.7133 0.159 0.777

FA (GT) 0.4812 0.5342 0.7641 0.7066 0.124 0.832

FA (Pix2Pix) 0.5532 0.5821 0.7565 0.6800 0.187 0.784

FA (CycleGAN) 0.4445 0.4794 0.7534 0.6766 0.066 0.836

FA (Macro2Micro) 0.4926 0.5136 0.7726 0.6866 0.166 0.797

T FA (GT) No Octave Ma‘;‘fﬁ"g""’ gf;“;: gf:)a‘;:

Synthesized Image

High Frequency Image

Low Frequency Image

Synthesized Image

High Frequency Image
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Figure 5: Ablation study Qualitative comparison of the effectiveness of Octave Convolution.

other algorithms. Although Pix2Pix showed the best performance in predicting ADHD diagnosis and
intelligence, our model exhibited comparable performance for predicting ADHD diagnosis to ground
truth FA images in terms of AUROC and surpassed the ground truth FA in predicting Intelligence.
This suggests that the biological characteristics of different individuals could be preserved.

Effectiveness of Octave Convolution. We tested how Octave Convolution influences our suggested
model. When Octave Convolution was utilized, both the SSIM and the PSNR improved, as demon-
strated in Table[3] The « value in Octave Convolution represents the percentage of low-frequency
features relative to total features and verifies the difference. In Figure@ at an « of 0.25, it is clear
that the low-frequency image has a low image contrast, while the high-frequency image has a high
contrast. Low-frequency images reveal more information with an « of 0.75 than at values of 0.5
and 0.25. On the other hand, if « is set to 0.5, it’s clear that the image-based separation of high and
low frequencies seems balanced. The best results in terms of MAE, MSE, and inference time were
achieved with an « value of 0.5, while an « value of 0.25 yielded the higher SSIM and PSNR but
achieved similar image quality with an « value of 0.5 (Table [3).

Ablation Studies. Fig.[6]and Table. [3] show the effectiveness of design choices employed in our
model. For brain-focused patch discriminator (brainPD), a model without brainPD generates artifacts



Table 3: Effects of brain-focused patch discriminator, the utilization of perceptual loss with a
pre-trained VGG network, and a detailed inspection of the effect of Octave Convolutions and its
low-frequency ratio ().

Methods SSIM(T) PSNR (1) MAE () MSE () Time ()

Macro2Micro (w/o brainPD) 0.8663 26.2560 0.1440 0.1288 0.0110
Macro2Micro (w/o perct.loss) 0.8565 25.7207 0.1407 0.1251 0.0110

Macro2Micro 0.8631 26.0478 0.1374 0.1221 0.0110
No Octave 0.8598 25.8797 0.1280 0.1122 0.0056
Octave oo = 0.25 0.8640 26.1565 0.1417 0.1264 0.0126
Octave o = 0.50 (Default) 0.8631 26.0478 0.1374 0.1221 0.0110
Octave oo = 0.75 0.8597 25.9887 0.1414 0.1258 0.0129
T1 FA (GT) Macro2Micro w/o brainPD SSIM
Synthesized oz
Image B oss
PSNR
Magnified
Tl FA (GT) Macro2Micro w/o VGG Loss : 20
Synthesized T e tom e mdesiee
Image MAE & MSE
Magnified : Z::

50 40 30 20 10 0 +10 420 430 +40 +50
distance from the middle slice

Figure 6: (Left) Generated FA images with and without using a brain-focused patch discriminator
and perceptual loss using a pre-trained VGG network. (Right) Inference performance of our model
along the distance from the center of the brain.

like white dots along the boundaries of the brain, and the checkerboard patterns are generated. As the
brainPD focuses on the effective regions of the brain, the model with brainPD synthesizes the target
modality in higher image quality with more delicate details and generates fewer artifacts. Similarly, a
model trained without perceptual loss using a pre-trained VGG network shows lower performance in
all evaluation metrics, generating severe artifacts that look like a brain skull at the boundary of the
brain (blue rectangles).

Although our method was trained using only the central slice of the brain, it worked well not only in
the center but also in its periphery. Figure[6|depicts how each evaluation metric shifts from the center
to its periphery. Our model performs strongly in both the peripheral and central slices, showcasing its
exceptional generability. It is worth noting that the score is higher towards the extreme end of the
brain than in the center. We believe this is because the brain size in the image itself in the extreme end
of the brain is smaller compared to the central slice. Therefore, the metric includes more backgrounds,
resulting in improved performance.



4 Discussion

This work introduces Macro2Micro, a novel image-to-image translation framework that leverages a
generative adversarial network (GAN) to infer microstructural brain features from macroscale MRI
data. By integrating octave convolutions [8] for the first time in this context, Macro2Micro processes
distinct frequency components of MRIs, enabling the model to effectively capture and synthesize
complex, multiscale structural relationships. This design allows the model to disentangle relevant
spatial information and facilitates active information exchange between frequency branches, resulting
in more accurate representations of the brain’s structural connectivity.

Quantitative evaluations confirm that Macro2Micro outperforms widely used image-to-image transla-
tion models, such as CycleGAN [51] and Pix2Pix [22]. Beyond aligning closely with ground truth FA
data, Macro2Micro sometimes generates more coherent white matter structures by inferring subtle
microstructural patterns hinted at by T1-weighted scans but less evident in the original diffusion data.
Principal component analysis (PCA) further supports these findings, showing that the generated FA
images align closely with the distribution of real FA images, thereby enhancing the interpretability
of the results. Crucially, the model also preserves important biological signals, as evidenced by its
predictive accuracy for individual-level variables such as sex, intelligence, and ADHD diagnosis.
Such robustness underscores Macro2Micro’s clinical and research relevance, laying a foundation for
its integration into practical workflows.

Macro2Micro also addresses the challenge of redundant background regions in brain MRIs—a
common source of noise and artifacts. By incorporating a brain-focused patch discriminator and
cropping images into meaningful patches, the model emphasizes relevant brain regions, improving
accuracy and reducing artifacts. Leveraging pre-trained convolutional neural networks, such as
VGG-19 [44], Macro2Micro further refines anatomical details, sharpens boundaries, and minimizes
distortions, including skull-like artifacts at the brain’s periphery.

While the model demonstrates significant promise, our study has several limitations. First, training
the model on a single central slice restricts its generalizability to peripheral brain regions, where
background predominates. Addressing this may require training on full brain volumes or incorporating
additional learning objectives. Second, the model currently uses T1-weighted input and a single
diffusion metric (Fractional Anisotropy), which limits the scope of microstructural features captured.
Expanding to other MRI modalities and diffusion metrics could provide a more comprehensive
understanding of brain microstructure. Third, the training data originates from a single study, raising
concerns about generalizability to diverse imaging protocols, scanners, or populations. Future work
should validate Macro2Micro across heterogeneous datasets and incorporate multi-contrast training
to improve robustness and clinical applicability.

In summary, Macro2Micro takes a meaningful step toward bridging macro- and micro-scale brain
analyses. By delivering biologically faithful, high-quality multimodal MRI synthesis with exceptional
efficiency, it holds promise for improving diagnostic processes, accelerating neuroscientific inquiry,
and deepening our understanding of the intricate relationships governing brain structure and function.
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