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Abstract

Purpose

Simulated data is increasingly valued by researchers for validating MRS and MRSI
processing and analysis algorithms. However, there is no consensus on the optimal
approaches for simulation models and parameters. This study introduces a novel 3D
MRS digital brain phantom framework, providing a comprehensive and modular
foundation for MRS and MRSI data simulation.

Methods

We generate a digital brain phantom by combining anatomical and tissue label
information with metabolite data from the literature. This phantom contains all
necessary information for simulating spectral data. We integrate the phantom with a
signhal-based model to demonstrate its functionality and usability in generating various
spectral datasets. Outputs are saved in the NIfTI-MRS format, enabling their use in
downstream applications.

Results

We successfully implemented and tested the 3D MRS digital brain phantom framework
using two different anatomical models at two resolutions. The resulting metabolite
maps and spectral datasets demonstrate realistic data quality, flexibility based on user
inputs, and reasonable computational efficiency.

Conclusion

This innovative 3D digital brain phantom framework provides a clear and structured
approach to simulating MRS and MRSI data. Its modular design establishes a strong,
adaptable foundation for future advancements in MRS and MRSI simulation, allowing
researchers to extend and refine the model to meet the field’s evolving needs.



1 Introduction

Magnetic resonance spectroscopy (MRS) and spectroscopic imaging (MRSI) are
powerful non-invasive techniques for measuring neurochemical concentrations in the
human brain. These methods offer the potential to enhance our understanding of
various neurological conditions by providing insights into the biochemical changes
associated with disease processes 2. Despite their promise, the clinical
implementation of MRS and MRSI has been hindered by several challenges, including
time-consuming acquisition protocols, an inherently low signal-to-noise ratio (SNR),
and the specialized expertise required for data processing and analysis®®.

To address these challenges, researchers are actively developing innovative
methodologies and toolboxes aimed at streamlining and standardizing the processing
and analysis of MRS and MRSI data®®. Additionally, the incorporation of machine
learning techniques has emerged as a promising approach'®'2, However, the
advancement of all these methodologies requires sufficient data for validation and
algorithm testing. Access to MRS and MRSI datasets is often limited due to a lack of
open-source databases and the high costs associated with data acquisition.
Furthermore, in-vivo data typically does not provide ground-truth concentrations, which
are crucial for accurately validating algorithms.

Consequently, simulating MRS and MRSI datasets is increasingly recognized as a
valuable practice among researchers. Synthetic data generation not only allows for the
creation of a vast number of spectra but also enables control over the ground-truth
values associated with these spectra. Despite the widespread use of spectral
simulation, there is no consensus on the optimal approaches for simulation models
and parameters. The choices of signal model, parameter ranges, and validation of data
realism are often intricate and diverse.

Within the field of MRI, numerous digital phantoms have been developed to simulate
MR images'*'¢. These phantoms effectively combine anatomical information and tissue
properties with physics-based models to produce realistic MR images. Such simulation
tools have significantly advanced research in MRl image generation and analysis. To our
knowledge, no digital phantom exists that is specifically designed to generate MRS and
MRSI data by integrating anatomical information with current knowledge of brain
metabolites. Therefore, the purpose of this work is to develop a novel simulation
framework for generating MRS and MRSI data using a 3D MRS digital brain phantom. Our
framework will focus on integrating anatomical brain information with established
literature regarding brain metabolite concentrations and relaxation times. The 3D MRS
digital brain phantom framework will provide a comprehensive and modular foundation
tool for creating a data generation pipeline, allowing for the adaptation or replacement
of various modules as needed. The resulting framework is available as an open-source
tool written in Python, facilitating further research and development in the field
(https://github.com/dennisvds/MRS-Digital-Phantom).



2 Materials & Methods

The overall outline of our proposed 3D MRS digital brain phantom framework is shown in
Figure 1. This structure is divided into three stages: skeleton, MRS phantom, and
simulation. All computational tasks were performed using a MacBook Pro with M2 Pro
chip (10 core CPU/16 core GPU) and equipped with 16 GB of RAM.
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Figure 1: Structure of the 3D MRS digital brain phantom framework. The framework is divided into three stages:
Skeleton, MRS Phantom, and Simulation. Each stage allows for user-defined inputs, making the framework highly
modular and customizable for various applications.

2.1 Skeleton

The anatomical information of the proposed framework is a three-dimensional brain
phantom, referred to as the skeleton. This skeleton provides information about the
anatomy and tissue labels of the MRS phantom. Additionally, other maps (e.g.
relaxation and field inhomogeneity maps) can be loaded to provide more MR related
properties. For this study, we integrate two different sources of brain anatomical
phantoms: BigBrain-MR and the MRiLab phantom.

BigBrain-MR is a three-dimensional brain phantom with up to 100 um resolution’. It is
created by combining a low-resolution MRl acquired at 7T with a high-resolution
histological dataset to create an in-vivo-like high-resolution tissue property map. The
tissue label map, T: map, R,* map, and T,-weighted image are used for this study. The
BigBrain-MR phantom contains 20 distinct labels, however, only those voxels
designated as white matter (WM), gray matter (GM), or cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) are
used in the framework, while the remaining voxels are set to the background label. The
R.* map is transformed into a T.* map and both the T, and T>* maps are converted into
seconds. Since the T, and T,* maps are still based on 7T data, a scaling is applied on
these maps to create 3T equivalents. The scaling factors to transform the T1 maps are
based values found in literature' and are Syqyy = 0.723, Spiom = 0.727, Sp1csr = 1
with S71 wum» St1,6m, @Nd S74 s the scaling factors for WM, GM, and CSF respectively.



Scaling for the T,* maps is done by assuming a linear dependence between 1/T>* and
the field strength Bo.

The MRiLab phantom is sourced from a MATLAB-based numerical MRI simulation
package called MRiLab". It contains a three-dimensional tissue label map at 1 mm
resolution and corresponding Tq, T,, T2* and proton density (PD) maps for which the
values are based on literature studies. In contrast to the BigBrain-MR phantom, this
phantom contains voxels with information about the skull and its neighboring lipids.
This information allows the creation of lipid maps (see Section 2.2.2) that can be
utilized for simulating lipid contamination for realistic MRS generation.

All phantom maps for both BigBrain-MR and MRiLab, are saved and loaded using the
NIfTI file format'®. For further use in the MRS phantom, all maps are resampled to either
a1 mm or 3 mm resolution using the TorchlO library’.

2.2 MRS Phantom

2.2.1 Metabolite Database

In the second stage, metabolite information is combined with the skeleton. In this
study, metabolite concentrations and T, values for WM and GM are extracted from an
open-source database of a previously published meta-analysis?°. This database
summarizes nearly 500 studies that report metabolite relaxations and concentrations
for the healthy human brain and for various pathologies. For this study, the database is
filtered according to Figure 2. All studies are filtered on healthy and control patients and
are only included when information about GM and WM fractions is present. Since the
phantom uses binary tissue labels, metabolite concentrations are assigned to GM or
WM based on tissue fractions: regions with a tissue fraction of 0.6 or higher are
categorized as belonging to that tissue type. Next, all studies are filtered on the age
range of 18 to 60 years old, and the metabolite nomenclature is checked and
homogenized. The metabolite concentrations for tCr, tNAA, tCho, and Glx are split into
their individual components based on known relations found in literature?'?2 and the
concentration data in units of mM and IU are combined similarly as in the meta-
analysis. The T, database is filtered on studies that use 3T scanners. Finally, metabolite
concentrations and T, values are calculated using a random effects model?3, with
weights determined by the inverse square of the reported standard deviations. If only
one study is available for a specific tissue-metabolite combination, the values reported
in this study are used.

When all metabolite concentrations and T, relaxation times are calculated, the results
are saved in a metabolite dataframe format that is integrated into the MRS phantom. It
ensures compatibility with the MRS phantom, but also allows the user to choose their
own metabolite concentrations and relaxation times within this specified format. Since
the meta-analysis did not contain any information about CSF labelled voxels,
metabolite information about these voxels is manually added in the metabolite
dataframe based on other literature values?*. A placeholder for metabolite T, relaxation
has also been built in for future updates. The current framework also requires



background labels, for which all metabolite information is automatically set to zero. An
example of this metabolite dataframe format is shown in Supporting Information Table
S1.
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Figure 2: Filtering flowchart of the metabolite database entries used. These steps are performed to select the
appropriate subset of entries collected in the previous meta-analysis.

2.2.2 Phantom Class

The metabolite database and the skeleton are combined to form the MRS phantom,
which represents the primary structural element of our proposed framework. The MRS
phantom is a Python class object designated 'DigitalPhantom’, which comprises several
attributes, as detailed in Table 1. These attributes are classified into three categories:
user inputs, class variables, and class methods. User inputs influence the
characteristics of the MRS phantom during its creation and loading. Class variables are
stored within the MRS phantom and contain parameters and information pertaining to
the MRS phantom. Class methods process the MRS phantom data and return data for
subsequent applications.

Table 1: Overview of MRS Digital Phantom attributes.

User Inputs Type Description

skeleton string The name of the skeleton to use for the
phantom (‘BigBrainMR’ or ‘MRiLab’).

phantom_resolution float Resolution of the phantom in mm.

path2skeleton string The path to the skeleton data.

path2phantom string The path to save and load the MRS

phantom data.




path2metabs

string

The path to the metabolite dataframe.

from_scratch

Boolean

Whether to create the phantom from
scratch, even if saved files can be
loaded.

concs_std

float

The standard deviation of the metabolite
concentrations given as a percentage of
the mean. If None, the standard
deviation from the metabolite dataframe
is used.

sigma_lipid_spread

float

Sigma value for Gaussian blur to control
lipid contamination in the brain.

grad_settings

list
[float, float, string]

Settings for the metabolite
concentration gradients: [minimum
gradient map value, maximum gradient
map value, gradient direction]. The
gradient direction can be set to ‘+x’, ‘+y’,
‘+2°,‘-x’, ‘-y’, and ‘-z’. The gradient is
multiplied with the concentration.

grad_metabs

list of strings

List of metabolites on which the gradient
map is applied

Class Variables

Type

Description

subject

TorchlO subject

Phantom subject object which holds all
phantom maps

affine

numpy.ndarray

Affine matrix for all MRS phantom maps

lipid_map

numpy.ndarray

Map that represents the amount of lipid
contamination in every voxel

metab_data

numpy.ndarray

Array that contains all voxels and their
metabolite information (the metabolite
data matrix).

dim_info dict Dictionary with the used dimensions in
‘metab_data’

metab_dim_info dict Dictionary with the used dimensions in
the metabolite_info dimension of the
‘metab_data’ array.

metab_mapping dict Dictionary with metabolite ID’s and their
corresponding names

Class Methods Output Type Description

get_phantom_info None Prints properties of the current loaded

MRS Phantom.

create_metab_map

numpy.ndarray

Method to extract a 3D metabolite
concentration map from the MRS
phantom.




extract_sim_data numpy.ndarray, Method to extract metabolite data
list of strings needed for spectral simulations.

The core class variable in the DigitalPhantom class is the metabolite data matrix, which
is named ‘metab_data’ (see Table 2). This data matrix contains metabolite information
on a voxel level and gives information about the mean and standard deviations of the
concentrations and the relaxation times of each individual metabolite. This matrix is the
result of combining the label information from the skeleton with the metabolite
database. Actual concentration values are set using the mean and standard deviations
in the metabolite data matrix or, if the ‘concs_std’ user input is provided, by taking the
mean and using the standard deviation from the user input.

Spatial variations can also be included during the creation of the metabolite data
matrix. Since the literature database used does not have detailed information about the
spatial dependency of the concentrations, artificial gradient maps are included as a
proof of concept. We create a linear gradient map across the brain that is multiplied
with the metabolite concentrations in the data matrix to include spatial variations to the
metabolite concentration, depending on the location of the brain. The direction and
strength of these gradients can be adjusted by the user using the ‘grad_settings’ input.
This input enables the user to set a direction and a minimum and maximum value of the
gradient map. The metabolite concentrations, specified in ‘grad_metabs’, are then
multiplied with this artificial gradient map. Figure 3 shows a metabolite map of NAA with
and without the artificial gradient applied.
Without Gradient With Gradient

Figure 3: Axial slice of an NAA map with and without an applied concentration gradient. This example uses the
BigBrain-MR skeleton and applies a gradient with ‘grad_settings’ of [0.5, 2.0, “+y’]. This results in a linear gradient from
0.5 to 2.0 long the positive y-axis, which is then multiplied with the NAA map.

If information about lipid voxels is present in the skeleton, the DigitalPhantom class will
also generate lipid maps. These maps represent the amount of lipid contamination
throughout the MRS phantom, which is a combination of the predicted physiological
presence of lipid and the point-spread function (PSF) from those locations due to
imperfect imaging or localization. First, a binary mask is created which contains all lipid



voxels. To model the spread of the lipid signal, a Gaussian filter is applied to the binary
lipid mask that acts as the PSF. The resulting map is then normalized to maintain
interpretability, as it adjusts the map by scaling the highest lipid contaminated voxel to a
value of one and gradually decrease the surrounding voxels towards zero. The standard
deviation of the Gaussian filter, and thus the amount of lipid contamination in voxels
further away from the lipid labels, is part of the user inputs (see ‘sigma_lipid_spread’).
The lipid map creation is visualized in Figure 4.

Gaussian Filtering

o
>

Figure 4: Axial slice of the MRiLab phantom showing the creation of a lipid map. A binary lipid mask is blurred by using
a Gaussian filter to mimic the point-spread function (PSF). For this example, the sigma of this lipid spread was set to
8.0.

2.3 Signal Model

To show the functionality of the MRS phantom framework, a MRS signal model is
implemented that generates MRS(l) data based on the digital phantom. This signal
model is based on the Voigt forward model from FSL-MRS’, adapted to a batch-wise
implementation to allow efficient signal generation for multiple voxels. The simulation
procedure can be broken down into different modules: metabolite simulation,
macromolecule (MM) simulation, water simulation, and lipid simulation. Spectra are
generated voxel-by-voxel at the resolution of the MRS phantom. The user can define
which metabolites need to be included and which slices (in the z-dimension) should be
simulated.

2.3.1 Metabolite Simulation

For generating a metabolite spectrum in the frequency domain, Y (v), the following
signal modelis used:

M
Y(v) = Z Cn My (V, €1, Yy )
n=1
with
Mn(v: €n Vo Un) = FFT{ mn(t) exp [(_ien ~—¥Yn— O-%t)t]}

where for each metabolite n, we define a metabolite concentration (C,,), a basis
spectrum in the time domain (m,,(t)), a frequency shift (¢,,), a Lorentzian decay factor



(¥n), a Gaussian decay factor (0,,). Values for C,, and y,, are extracted per voxel from the
MRS phantom, where y,, is based on the metabolite T, values (y = 1/(nT,)). The basis
setis left as a user input and can be changed with every simulation. Currently, the
simulation model can implement Osprey and LCModel basis set formats. Finally, €,, and
o, are left as user inputs that can be defined before every simulation.

2.3.2 Macromolecule Simulation

The MM background is simulated based on the approach used in the work of Wright et
al.?. This method generates Voigt line shapes for a set of predefined MM resonances.
Information about T4, T,, linewidths, and relative scaling factors are taken from the
literature?5-28, By using known linewidths and T, values of the MMs, the Lorentzian and
Gaussian components of the MM line shapes can be determined.

2.3.3 Residual Water Simulation

Residual water signal is added by performing a random walk within a specified
frequency range (4.4-5.5 ppm). This random walk starts within specified y-axis limits
and every next value is drawn form a normal distribution with a specified standard
deviation. To make the signal more realistic and deal with sharp edges at the frequency
limits, the random walk is smoothed by convolution. The obtained real signal is
converted to the complex domain by using the Hilbert transform and scaled to fit the
amplitudes of the metabolites. All settings for the residual water signal are empirically
set and can be changed by the user. An example of such random walks is visualized in
Figure 5.

Random walk Random walk smoothed

7 6 5 4 3 2 7 6 5 4 3 2
ppm ppm
Figure 5: Graphical representation of a random walk that is used to generate residual water signals. The random walk
is smoothed using a convolution kernel.



2.3.4 Lipid Simulation

To include lipid contamination, expected frequency values, widths, and amplitude
ratios are extracted from the LCModel manual®®. By using these parameters, 6 random
peaks are generated, all between 0.89 and 2.04 ppm. The first order phasing (¢,) of the
peaks is randomized by using a uniform distribution (—m < ¢, < m) and the imaginary
part of the signal is obtained by using the Hilbert transform. The generated lipid peaks
are summed, and the resulting spectrum is multiplied with the lipid map from the MRS
phantom. An additional scaling factor is left as a user input to control the level of overall
lipid contamination.

2.3.5 Baseline and Noise

A baseline is incorporated into the spectra following the complex polynomial baseline
model used in FSL-MRS’. Users can specify the baseline order and a scaling factor.
Based on these inputs, a complex baseline is generated, scaled accordingly, and then
applied to all spectra. Additionally, Gaussian noise is introduced, with its standard
deviation adjustable through a user-defined input.

2.3.6 Simulation Outputs

All spectra are generated on the resolution of the MRS phantom, which can be as small
as 1 mm. However, during typical MRSI acquisitions at 3T voxel sizes range from 3to 10
mm. Therefore, a downsampling method is developed to reduce the spatial resolution
while maintaining the key spectroscopic information. This method takes the high-
resolution MRSI data and applies average pooling to reduce the spatial resolution. The
method calculates the ratio between the target and original resolutions to define a
block size, which determines the number of neighboring voxels that will be pooled
together. The pooling of the data is implemented by traversing the 3D space of the
original MRSI data and averaging voxel values within each block, computed based on
the block size. For each voxel in the reduced resolution space, a window is extracted
from the original data. The average intensity across this window is calculated and stored
in the corresponding position of the reduced data array.

All simulation results are saved in the NIfTI-MRS data format®. By using this format,
simulated data can be exported and used in software development or machine learning
models for downstream applications. To enhance usability and ensure reproducibility,
default parameter values for the entire simulation pipeline are made available in the
code repository. These values are outlined in the relevant functions and are also
included in the demonstration notebook, allowing users to easily understand and adapt
the simulation process to their needs.

3 Results
3.1 MRS Phantom

Filtering of the metabolite database resulted in a metabolite concentration dataframe
with 783 entries, consisting of 54 unique references and including 19 unique



metabolites. For the T, relaxation times, 219 entries are available after filtering with 18
references and 19 metabolites. All these entries are used to determine the metabolite
information in the MRS phantom. For some metabolites, information was missing that
caused missing values for GM and/or WM in terms of concentrations and T, relaxation.

Examples of metabolite maps are shown in Figure 6. These maps can be seen as ground
truth metabolite maps that are stored in the MRS phantom. Since the metabolite
database is focusing on different tissue types, the biggest concentration differences
can be seen when comparing GM and WM. Other variations are caused by the
predefined standard deviation of the concentrations.
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=)
=
£

[mM /U]

Figure 6: Metabolite maps generated by the MRS phantom. This is the result of combining the skeleton (BigBrain-MR,
1mm resolution) with the metabolite database. The standard deviation is set to 5% of the mean concentrations.

3.2 Signal Model

The signal model, outlined in Section 2.3, evaluates the usability of the MRS phantom.
Figure 7 illustrates examples of generated spectra, showing gradual changes in
parameters that control the spread of lipid contaminations, Gaussian line broadening,
and noise standard deviation, while keeping all other parameters constant. All these
spectra derive from the same MRS phantom and voxel location. This demonstration
highlights the high modularity and flexibility of the MRS phantom when combined with
the signal-based model.
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Figure 8 presents data for both skeletons generated at 3 mm isotropic resolution and
the downsampled data at a 6 mm resolution. Spectra from two distinct voxel locations
highlight the variations between the datasets, including the presence of lipid
contamination in the MRiLab skeleton near the skull. This figure shows that the SNR
improves for the downsampled data, as this downsampling uses a custom averaging
pooling method discussed in Section 2.3.6.

Figure 9 shows an example of exported MRSI data, visualized using FSLeyes®'. This data,
generated using the proposed 3D MRS digital phantom framework, employs the MRiLab



skeleton at a 3 mm isotropic resolution. Data is generated for all slices. Subsequently,
the resulting MRSI map is downsampled to a 6 mm isotropic resolution.
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Figure 7: Examples of generated spectra using the MRS phantom framework. On the left, the NAA metabolite map is
shown with a marker that indicates the voxel location of the generated spectra. Variations in the spread of lipid
contaminations, Gaussian line broadening, and noise standard deviation are shown in the top, middle, and bottom
rows respectively.
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Figure 8: Simulation results of the MRS phantom. The left column presents NAA metabolite maps and spectra at 3
mm resolution, while the right column displays them at 6 mm resolution. The top four panels use the BigBrain-MR
skeleton, and the bottom four use the MRilLab skeleton. The green cross marks the voxel location for the displayed
spectrum. Notably, the MRiLab skeleton generates lipid signals near the skull, distinguishing it from the BigBrain-MR

skeleton.



»0@® . Fsleyes

Y0 d — gL 2 SNE @ % AL +

e —_—

L0 @O0 —iF &+ Q
S

-8000

-6000

-~2000

8 6 4 Chemical shift (ppm) 2 o -2

Figure 9: Screenshot of the MRS phantom and its generated data loaded into FSLeyes®'. The data is simulated using
the MRiLab skeleton at a 3 mm isotropic resolution for all slice numbers, and then downsampled to a 6 mm
resolution.

3.3 Computation times

The computation times for all steps in the 3D MRS brain phantom framework were
analyzed for both the BigBrain-MR and MRiLab skeletons at 1 mm and 3 mm isotropic
resolutions. Filtering the database was computationally lightweight, requiring only a few
seconds. Generating the phantom from scratch required significantly more
computation time at 1 mm resolution compared to 3 mm resolution. However, replacing
this step with loading pre-generated NIfTI files reduced computation times to just a few
seconds for both resolutions. Spectral simulation for all slices was the most time-
intensive step, with computation times increasing proportionally to the number of
spectra generated—substantially higher for the 1 mm resolution due to its larger data
size. Finally, the downsampling process, which converts the simulated data to lower
isotropic resolutions and saves them as NIfTI-MRS files, also required significantly more
time at 1 mm resolution than at 3 mm resolution. Detailed timing data for each step is
provided in the Supporting Information Table S2.

4 Discussion

The proposed digital MRS phantom framework provides a modular and comprehensive
tool for simulating MRS and MRSI data. By integrating tissue-dependent metabolite
information with a signal-based simulation model, it generates realistic MRS(l) datasets
according to user-defined settings. Using a filtered metabolite database, the framework
incorporates prior knowledge of metabolite concentrations to create detailed brain



metabolite maps. Saving the generated data in the NIfTI-MRS format ensures
compatibility with a wide range of downstream applications.

4.1 MRS Phantom

This framework has been tested with two anatomical templates: the BigBrain-MR and
the MRiLab phantom. These templates serve as an excellent foundation for producing
simple MRSI datasets for benchmarking purposes. The framework’s modularity
facilitates future expansion to include diverse anatomical models, enhancing its
versatility. An optimized approach for managing multiple anatomical models efficiently
would further extend its applicability. Additionally, integrating a registration method
would align information across different anatomical skeletons, improving dataset
consistency. For example, registering skull or lipid voxels from one template to another
would standardize key features, like lipid map creation, across datasets.

The metabolite dataframe currently used is based on a subset of a larger database from
a separate meta-analysis. As shown in Figure 2, this approach carefully balances the
need for homogeneity with the inclusion of sufficient studies to produce meaningful
averages. While summarizing data from heterogeneous sources poses challenges, the
framework remains flexible. It enables adjustments to the mean and standard deviation
of each metabolite concentration, thereby enabling the simulation of pathological
conditions. Expanding the framework to include metabolite data for different patient
cohorts and tissue types would significantly enhance its applicability and clinical
relevance.

Currently, the framework does not account for spatial variability in metabolite
concentrations within brain regions, despite evidence indicating such heterogeneity
exists?*#3233_|ncluding such variability would enhance the utility of the framework for
investigating localized metabolic differences and disease-specific alterations. The
gradient maps, currently included in the framework, already demonstrate its potential
for incorporating spatially dependent metabolite distributions. Implementing this
capability would greatly improve the biological realism of the simulated datasets.

Another potential improvement involves the addition of detailed information regarding
acquisition settings, which play a critical role in generating the synthetic spectra.
Factors such as pulse sequences, Boinhomogeneity, and the presence of outer-volume
suppression (OVS) significantly influence the spectral output in both MRS and MRSI
acquisitions. While the framework is designed to accommodate these parameters, their
fullimplementation and rigorous testing remain necessary to elevate the quality and
relevance of synthetic datasets.

4.2 Signal Model

The signal model used for the simulations integrates well with the overall MRS phantom
framework, providing a solid foundation for generating realistic MRS and MRSI data.
However, several areas of improvement could enhance the model’s ability to more
accurately replicate real-world acquisition conditions.



The current approach to lipid signal modeling, where signals are fixed per simulation
run and scaled uniformly via the lipid map, serves basic simulation purposes well.
However, integrating spatial variability and tissue-specific characteristics would offer
greater flexibility. A similar approach could be taken for MM signals, which are presently
fixed and scaled uniformly across voxels. Implementing a more flexible parameterized
model for MM signals would enable more precise representations of their variability
across different brain regions and tissue types, enhancing the realism of the simulated
datasets.

The inclusion of artifacts such as chemical shift displacement error (CSDE) could
substantially elevate the utility of the framework. This artifact results from the spatial
misregistration of metabolites due to differences in chemical shift frequencies.
Including the simulation of such artifacts would enhance the model's utility for
evaluating methods aimed at mitigating these issues in real MRSI datasets.

The current down sampling method works well to lower the resolution of the generated
MRSI data, but it is not mimicking real-world acquisition techniques. Future
developments can focus on how to implement specific MRSI acquisition schemes into
the simulation framework and on generating k-space data to set desired resolutions
using various ways of (under)sampling.

4.3 Computation and Accessibility

The current implementation of the 3D MRS digital brain phantom framework requires a
couple of minutes to generate an MRSI dataset of the full brain at 3 mm resolution,
while simulations at 1 mm resolution can take up to 42 minutes (see Supporting
Information Table S2). These findings highlight the computational demands of high-
resolution simulations. Future efforts focused on optimizing computational efficiency,
such as the implementation of multiprocessing and parallel processing techniques, will
be crucial for reducing computation times. Such improvements will enable the
generation of large numbers of datasets more efficiently, supporting applications that
require extensive MRSI data simulation for research and clinical purposes.

Finally, while the current demonstration notebook provides guidance for users, a
graphical user interface (GUI) would enhance the accessibility of the framework. A user-
friendly interface would facilitate the customization of modules, making the tool more
approachable for researchers with limited programming experience. This would
broaden the reach and application of the framework, promoting its use in diverse
research settings and facilitating collaboration.

The digital MRS phantom framework serves as a comprehensive and user-friendly
resource, effectively bridging the gap between simulation and clinical practice while
supporting advancements in MRS data analysis and methodology. Its modular and
flexible design enhances adaptability and encourages users to integrate their own
improvements. This open approach invites the research community to build upon the
existing framework, fostering collaboration and innovation to continually refine and
expand its capabilities.



5 Conclusion

This work introduces an innovative framework for simulating MRS and MRSI data
through a 3D digital brain phantom. By integrating anatomical and metabolic data with a
signal-based simulation model, the framework produces realistic and detailed spectral
datasets. While there is room for further improvement through the incorporation of
more advanced algorithms, the framework’s modular design establishes a strong and
adaptable foundation for the continued advancement of MRS and MRSI simulation. Its
flexibility supports future development, empowering researchers to extend and refine
the model to meet evolving needs in the field.
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Supporting Information

Supporting Information Table S1: Example of the metabolite dataframe that is integrated
in the MRS phantom.

Supporting Information Table S2: Computation times of all steps in the 3D MRS
phantom framework.

Table S1: Example of the metabolite dataframe for two metabolites: ml and NAA. For each metabolite there are as
many entries as labels that are used in the MRS Phantom. All values for WM and GM are based on the used literature
study, CSF values are manually set, and all background values are set to 0.0. T; values are not added yet but have
been implemented as placeholder for future updates.

Metabolite Label Tissue Conc_mean Conc_std Ti[ms] T.[ms]
[mM/IU] [mM/IU]

ml 0 Background 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

ml 1 WM 5.42 0.63 - 189.90
ml 2 GM 4.86 0.27 - 200.03
ml 3 CSF - - - -

NAA 0 Background 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
NAA 1 WM 8.76 1.1 - 291.44
NAA 2 GM 8.33 0.59 - 265.31
NAA 3 CSF - - - -

Table S2: Computation times of all steps in the 3D MRS phantom framework. Times are in seconds (s) and are given
for both skeletons and tested resolutions.

Step BigBrain-MR MRiLab

1T mm 3mm 1T mm 3mm
Database filtering 2s
Generating phantom 181s 11s 253s 7s
Loading phantom 10s <1s 15s <1s
Spectral simulation for all slices 2,087 s 74 s 2,532s 88s
(number of spectra) (1,657,384) (61,412) (1,955,621) (72,395)
Downsampling MRSI + 457 s 16s 619 s 22s
saving NIfTI-MRS files



