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Abstract 

Purpose: To improve image quality and accelerate the acquisition of 3D MRF. 

Methods: Building on the multi-axis spiral-projection MRF technique, a subspace reconstruction 

with locally low rank (LLR) constraint and a modified spiral-projection spatiotemporal encoding 

scheme termed tiny-golden-angle-shuffling (TGAS) were implemented for rapid whole-brain 

high-resolution quantitative mapping. The LLR regularization parameter and the number of 

subspace bases were tuned using retrospective in-vivo data and simulated examinations, 

respectively. B0 inhomogeneity correction using multi-frequency interpolation was incorporated 

into the subspace reconstruction to further improve the image quality by mitigating blurring caused 

by off-resonance effect.  

Results: The proposed MRF acquisition and reconstruction framework can produce provide high 

quality 1-mm isotropic whole-brain quantitative maps in a total acquisition time of 1 minute 55 

seconds, with higher-quality results than ones obtained from the previous approach in 6 minutes. 

The comparison of quantitative results indicates that neither the subspace reconstruction nor the 

TGAS trajectory induce bias for T1 and T2 mapping. High quality whole-brain MRF data were 

also obtained at 0.66-mm isotropic resolution in 4 minutes using the proposed technique, where 

the increased resolution was shown to improve visualization of subtle brain structures.  

Conclusion: The proposed TGAS-SPI-MRF with optimized spiral-projection trajectory and 

subspace reconstruction can enable high-resolution quantitative mapping with faster acquisition 

speed. 

 

 

  



Introduction 

Magnetic resonance fingerprinting (MRF) (1) is an efficient quantitative imaging technique for 

estimating multiple tissue parameters simultaneously. The pulse sequence of MRF is usually 

designed to boost temporal incoherence by varying the acquisition parameters (e.g. flip angle (FA) 

and repetition time (TR)) and adding a preparatory module (e.g. inversion-preparation pulse and 

T2-preparation pulse (2)). Therefore, voxels with specific tissue parameters, such as T1 and T2, can 

exhibit a unique temporal response to the MRF sequence, which is analogously termed as a 

“fingerprint”. By matching the acquired “fingerprint” with a pre-calculated MRF dictionary, the 

tissue parameters could be retrieved from the best-matched entry, and thus the quantitative maps 

could be obtained by repeating this process voxel by voxel. Studies have demonstrated the 

repeatability and reproducibility of MRF in both quantitative relaxometry and morphometry (3–

6). Initially demonstrated for quantitative neuroimaging, MRF also has been deployed and tailored 

for the imaging of other body parts, such as the heart (2,7), abdomen (8,9) and ankle (10). Since 

MRF enables rapid quantitative mapping for multiple tissue parameters, it has attracted significant 

interests as a diagnostic tool in diseases in which the pathological changes are sensitive to related 

quantitative parameters (11–17). 

To further accelerate the acquisition and improve the image quality of MRF, a number of methods 

have been incorporated into the MRF framework from different aspects. One main direction 

among these is focused on the image reconstruction algorithms, including but not limited to the 

multi-scale reconstruction (18), the sliding-window method (19), low-rank based reconstruction 

techniques (20,21), spatiotemporal subspace modeling based reconstruction (20,22,23) and deep 

learning approaches  (24,25). There have also been studies focused on correcting the reconstructed 

images influenced by system imperfections, such as imperfect slice-selection profile and B1
+ 

inhomogeneity which could affect the accuracy of MRF quantitative mapping (26), and B0 

inhomogeneity which could induce blurring (27,28). 

On the other hand, simultaneous multi-slice (SMS) (29,30) and 3D acquisition techniques (31–33) 

have been developed for MRF to achieve higher signal-to-noise (SNR) efficiency compared to 2D 

acquisition. With higher SNR efficiency, the 3D acquisition could achieve quantitative mapping 

with higher resolution, while at the same time the use of 3D encoding enables higher 

undersampling rate to obtain whole-brain mapping faster. For example, a method employing stack-



of-spiral encoding scheme with interleaved undersampling in the partition-encoding dimension 

could achieve whole-brain MRF at 1.2×1.2×3 mm3 resolution in 4.6 minutes (32). By augmenting 

this acquisition with a combined parallel imaging and deep learning reconstruction, 1-mm isotropic 

resolution whole-brain data can be acquired in 7 minutes (25). Another study has proposed to 

implement hybrid sliding-window and GRAPPA reconstruction on uniform undersampled stack-

of-spiral MRF acquisition, which also achieves 1-mm whole-brain MRF in a similar time-frame 

(31). Rapid quantitative imaging is an active area of research and a number of other promising 

acquisition strategies have also been proposed for high-resolution whole-brain quantitative 

mapping, such as the multi-tasking technique (34) for 1×1×3.5 mm3 resolution T1/T2/T1ρ mapping 

in 9 minutes and Echo Planer Time-resolved Imaging (EPTI) (35)  for 1-mm isotropic resolution 

T1/T2/T2* mapping in 3 minutes. 

Our previous work proposed a novel multi-axis spiral-projection-imaging (SPI) acquisition 

scheme with sliding-window reconstruction to achieve 1-mm isotropic whole-brain quantitative 

mapping in 5 minutes, which was also demonstrated to be more robust to rigid head motions when 

compared to stack-of-spiral based acquisition schemes (33). 

Building on the previous work, this study incorporates a spatiotemporal subspace modeling 

reconstruction with locally low rank (LLR) constraint and an optimized spatiotemporal sampling 

scheme into multi-axis SPI MRF. Compared to conventional sliding-window reconstruction, the 

subspace reconstruction is shown to provide markedly improved quantitative maps with lower 

artifacts and higher SNR. An optimized SPI encoding scheme is designed to increase 

spatiotemporal incoherence and validated to be more robust to artifacts, particularly at high 

acceleration rates. The proposed method enables high-quality whole-brain T1, T2, and proton 

density mapping at 1-mm isotropic resolution in less than 2 minutes. A 0.66-mm isotropic 

resolution scan can also be obtained in about 4 minutes, demonstrating the performance of the 

proposed method for submillimeter quantitative imaging. In addition, the multi-frequency 

interpolation (MFI) method (28,36) is also incorporated into the subspace reconstruction to 

mitigate blurring especially in large B0 inhomogeneity regions to improve the image quality. 

This work is an extension of our earlier work, which was reported in an abstract at the International 

Society of Magnetic Resonance in Medicine (ISMRM) 2021 (37). 

 



Method 

Sequence design  

Figure 1A shows the pulse sequence diagram of the proposed method based on our previous work 

in (33). A conventional FISP-based MRF sequence (38) is employed, where 500 TRs with varying 

FAs (range from 10° to 90°, using non-selective Fermi pulses) are acquired after being prepared 

by an adiabatic inversion pulse with an inversion time of 20 ms. Each of such acquisition lasting 

500 TRs is termed as an “acquisition group”. When an acquisition group is completed, a resting 

time of 1.2 s is applied to allow for signal recovery before the next acquisition group. Different 

acquisition groups are used to performed different spiral encodings across multiple rotation axes 

to fill the 3D kspace. The TR and TE are fixed at 12 ms and 0.7 ms, respectively. Total 48 

acquisition groups were used to achieve stable high-quality 1-mm whole-brain quantitative 

mapping in 5 minutes and 46 seconds.  

In this work, when the number of acquisition groups equals to 3 times (for the purpose of multi-

axis rotation scheme, where through-plane rotation was implemented on three orthogonal axes, kx, 

ky and kz) of center k-space undersampling factor of spiral, this acquisition was referred as an 

“R=1” acquisition for convenience and readability. But it does not mean that the data is literally 

fully sampled. For example, based on Nyquist sampling theory, the 3D undersampling factor of 

one single spiral is: in-plane acceleration factor × image matrix /2×π = 16×220/2×π = 552.6. Even 

with 48 acquisition groups, the undersampling factor of each time point is 552.6/48=115.1, which 

would be even higher for bigger matrix size of higher resolution imaging. Therefore, sufficient k-

space encoding was believed to be achieved by the massive TRs, for example 500 TRs in this 

work.  

In this work, an acquisition was referred as R=1 acquisition for convenience and readability, when 

the number of acquisition groups equals to the 3 times (for the purpose of multi-axis rotation 

scheme, where through-plane rotation was implemented on three orthogonal axes, kx, ky and kz) of 

center k-space undersampling factor of spiral. But it does not mean that the data is literally fully 

sampled. For example, based on Nyquist sampling theory, the 3D undersampling factor of one 

single spiral is: in-plane acceleration factor × image matrix /2×π = 16×220/2×π = 552.6. Even with 

48 acquisition groups, the undersampling factor of each time point is 552.6/48=115.1, which would 

be even higher for bigger matrix size of higher resolution imaging. Therefore, sufficient k-space 



encoding was believed to be achieved by the massive number of TRs, for example 500 TRs in this 

work. Based on R=1, faster acquisitions such as R=3 and R=6 were achieved by undersampling 

acquisition groups. 

In each TR, a variable density spiral (VDS) trajectory (39,40) with 16-fold in-plane undersampling 

rate at the center of k-space and a linearly increasing undersampling rate up to 32-fold at the edge 

of k-space is employed to achieve an encoding at 1-mm in-plane resolution and a FOV of 220×220 

mm2 with a readout duration of 6.7 ms. The high in-plane acceleration is used to alleviate the 

potential blurring caused by off-resonance phase accumulated during the readout duration. The 

slew rate and maximum gradient amplitude used for this spiral trajectory is 100 T/m/s and 40 

mT/m, respectively, based on the consideration of compatibility for common clinic scanner. 

 

Faster acquisition with higher slew rate 

To achieve a faster acquisition with spiral trajectory, a higher slew rate of 150 T/m/s was used on 

the GE 3T Premier scanner (with maximum gradient amplitude of 80 mT/m and slew rate of 200 

T/m/s) at the peripheral nerve stimulation (PNS) threshold. Similar readout duration (7.0ms here 

compared to 6.7ms as mentioned above), same 1-mm in-plane resolution and 220×220 mm2 could 

be achieved using only 12-fold in-plane undersampling rate for center k-space and 24-fold for edge 

k-space. Therefore, only 36 (12×3 for multi-axis rotation scheme) acquisition groups were needed, 

resulting in a total acquisition time of 4 minutes and 19 seconds at R=1, which is 25% faster than 

the counterpart using slew rate of 100 T/m/s. Therefore, the acquisition time at R=3 using higher 

slew rate just needs 1 minute and 26 seconds, identical to R=4 using 100 T/m/s. 

To assess the performance of the proposed method for submillimeter quantitative imaging, 0.66-

mm isotropic resolution SPI-MRF was performed using a 6.8-ms VDS trajectory with 24-fold in-

plane undersampling rate at the center of k-space and 48-fold at the edge of k-space using slew 

rate of 150 T/m/s. The number of acquisition groups was also increased to 72, resulting in a total 

acquisition time of 8 minutes 38 seconds at R=1.  

The spiral readout durations were kept in a similar range (around 6.7~7ms) across different 

acquisitions to alleviate the effect of B0 inhomogeneity and avoid substantial changes in sequence 

parameters such as TR. 



 

Optimized spatiotemporal k/t trajectory 

Figure 1B shows the spiral-projection k-space sampling encoding across the first 3 TRs and 16 

acquisition groups for i) the previously used tiny-golden-angle (TGA) scheme (33) and ii) the 

proposed tiny-golden-angle-shuffling (TGAS) scheme. The TGA scheme performs in-plane 

rotations (i.e., spiral interleaving) in the group dimension and through-plane rotations in the TR 

dimension. On the other hand, to increase spatiotemporal incoherence, the TGAS scheme 

intermixes through-plane rotation along both the TR and the group dimensions. Figure 1C shows 

the color-coded plots of all the spirals that are played out during the first 3 TRs for the TGA and 

the TGAS schemes. 

As shown in the left panel of Figure 1C, for the first 16 acquisition groups (G1-16) in the TGA 

scheme, in-plane rotations (around the z-axis) are performed along the acquisition group 

dimension to obtain 16 spiral interleaves and achieve full sampling at the center of k-space, to 

provide a disk-like coverage in 3D k-space. Through-plane rotations (around the x-axis) are then 

performed along the TR dimension using the tiny golden angle step (41) of 23.63°. Thus the disk-

like k-space coverage is gradually rotated to cover the entire 3D k-space along with TRs. With the 

TGA scheme, the in-plane rotation angle 𝜃𝑧  and the through-plane rotation angle 𝛩𝑥  could be 

described as: 𝛩𝑥(𝑗) = 23.63° × 𝑗, 𝜃𝑧(𝑖) = 22.5° × 𝑖, where j is the TR index and i is the index of 

the acquisition group. Here, the angle of 22.5° is determined by the in-plane undersampling rate 

at the center of k-space of a single spiral interleaf, namely 360°/16 here for 1-mm isotropic 

resolution, which would be updated to 360°/24 for the 0.66-mm version. To achieve multi-axis 

rotations, groups G17-32 and G33-48 are designed to rotate around x- and y-axis for in-plane rotation 

and y- and z-axis for through-plane rotation, respectively (shown on the left-side of Figure 1D).  

In this work, we propose the TGAS spatiotemporal encoding scheme which shuffles the rotation 

operations via:  𝛩𝑥(𝑖, 𝑗) = 23.63° × (𝑖 + 𝑗), 𝜃𝑧(𝑖) = 22.5° × 𝑖, as illustrated in the right panel of 

Figure 1B. Here, the in-plane and through-plane rotations are intermixed in both the TR and the 

acquisition group dimensions. This increases the spatiotemporal incoherency, which should be aid 

the subspace reconstruction. The advantage of the TGAS over TGA scheme was validated by both 

simulation and in-vivo experiments in this work. Similar to TGA, TGAS also employs the multi-

axis rotations as shown on the right-side of Figure 1D.  



 

Subspace reconstruction 

Figure 2A shows the process of the MRF subspace reconstruction. The MRF dictionary was pre-

calculated using the extended phase graph (EPG) method (42). The resulting three-dimensional 

dictionary (T1 entries, T2 entries and TRs, respectively) was reshaped to two-dimensions (entries 

including all T1&T2 and TR) and a singular value decomposition (SVD) was then applied on the 

reshaped dictionary. The first five temporal (TR) principal components were extracted as subspace 

bases (22,43–47), Φ1-5. The coefficient maps (c1-5) of the bases could then be solved by: 

min
𝑐

‖𝑃𝐹𝑆Φ𝑐 − 𝑦‖2
2 + 𝜆𝑅𝑟(𝑐)                       [1] 

where P is the undersampling pattern, F is the non-uniform Fourier (NUFFT) transform, S are the 

coil sensitivity maps, y are the acquired raw data,  λ is the regularization parameter for locally low 

rank regularization (LLR) (44,48) 𝑅𝑟(𝑐). The coil sensitivity maps S were estimated with the 

ESPIRiT method (49) using the central k-space data combined from all acquired TRs and groups. 

The reconstruction was implemented using the BART toolbox (50).  

In order to optimize the selection of λ for LLR regularization used in the subspace reconstruction, 

a reference T1 and T2 maps at 1-mm isotropic resolution were created from an oversampled TGAS-

SPI-MRF dataset (termed as R=0.5, which corresponds to a 11 minutes and 31 seconds acquisition 

at 1-mm resolution, with 96 non-overlapping acquisition groups) using subspace reconstruction 

without regularization. Retrospective undersampling of this R=0.5 dataset was then performed 

along the acquisition group dimension to generate R=3 and R=6 datasets, that were then 

reconstructed with the subspace approach using λ ranging from 10-6 to 10-4. The difference maps 

and root-mean-square-error (RMSE) of the resulting T1 and T2 maps relative to the reference maps 

were calculated (shown in the Supporting Figure S1 and S2). Based on the consideration of SNR 

and image quality, λ 3×10-5 and 5×10-5 were selected for R=3 and R=6, respectively.  

In order to determine the number of subspace bases used in the reconstruction, a simulation 

experiment was performed to test the reconstruction performance with subspace bases ranging 

from 3 to 7; the results of which are shown in the Supporting Figure S3. The simulation data were 

generated using T1, T2 and PD maps obtained from the above R=0.5 TGAS-SPI-MRF acquisition 

and these quantitative maps were also used as reference image for calculating the RMSE. Since 



reconstructing with more subspace bases requires more reconstruction time and more random-

access memory (RAM), the number of subspace bases was set to 5 to achieve sufficient accuracy 

under the available hardware and reconstruction time constraints. 

To accelerate the reconstruction and reduce memory requirement, SVD coil compression (51) was 

employed for all reconstructions to compress the effective channel count to 12 (for both 48-channel 

and 64-channel coils used in this work). 

To provide a baseline comparison for the subspace reconstruction, the conventional sliding-

window inverse NUFFT (iNUFFT) reconstruction (33) was also implemented, comprising the 

following steps: i) combine data acquired from same TR of all acquisition groups together directly; 

ii) apply sliding-window approach along TR dimension with a window width of 50 to get sphere-

like k-space coverage for each sliding-windowed time point.; iii) apply 3D iNUFFT operator (52) 

to the sliding-windowed data to reconstruct mixed-contrast and approximately fully-sampled 

images. 

 

Simulation 

In this work, two simulation experiments were performed: one for determining the number of 

subspace bases, which has been described above, and the other for the quantitative performance 

analysis between the TGA and TGAS acquisition schemes. The T1, T2 and PD maps created from 

a R=0.5 TGAS-SPI-MRF dataset described above were used as reference and for generating the 

synthetic MRF time-series images along TR dimension. To generate simulation data for TGA and 

TGAS acquisitions, these synthetic images were added with white noise (the amplitude of noise is 

25% of the average amplitude of synthetic images) in image domain and passed through the 

forward model comprising coil sensitivities and k-space trajectory sampling. The error maps and 

RMSE were calculated by using these simulated data. 

 

Template match 

The subspace bases compression is also applied to the MRF dictionary, which substantially 

decreased the matrix size of the dictionary from 160×176×500 to 160×176×5, where 160 is the 

number of T1 entries (corresponding to [20:20:3000, 3200:200:5000] ms), 176 is for T2 

(corresponding to [10:2:200, 220:20:1000, 1050:50:2000,  2100:100:4000] ms), 500 is the number 



of TRs within an acquisition group and 5 is the number of subspace bases. Therefore, the 

reconstructed coefficient maps could be used directly for template matching with the compressed 

dictionary, which significantly improves the computation speed of the template matching(53).  

 

B0 correction  

To further improve the image quality, the multi-frequency interpolation (MFI) technique(28,36) 

was incorporated into the subspace reconstruction, with Equation [1] updated as: 

min
𝑐𝑚

‖𝑃𝐹𝑆Φ𝑐𝑚 − 𝑒−𝑖𝑡𝜔𝑚𝑦‖
2

2
+ 𝜆𝑅𝑟(𝑐𝑚)          [2] 

where 𝑒−𝑖𝑡𝜔𝑚  is the conjugate phase demodulation term with time 𝑡  accumulated during the 

readout duration at a specific frequency 𝜔𝑚. In this work, 5 demodulation frequencies 𝜔1~5 = [-

200:100:200] Hz were used to cover the typical B0 inhomogeneity range in human neuroimaging 

on common clinical 3T scanners. Therefore, the coefficient maps with MFI correction 𝑐MFI could 

be obtained by: 

𝑐MFI(𝑟) = ∑ 𝑊𝑚(𝑟)𝑐𝑚(𝑟)𝑀
𝑚=1            [3] 

where 𝑟 is the voxel position, M=5 corresponds to 𝜔1~5 and 𝑊𝑚(𝑟) is the weighting coefficient 

maps which is the linear interpolation factor of 𝜔1~5 to match the measured B0 inhomogeneity 

∆B0 at 𝑟.  

 

B1
+ correction  

To improve the accuracy of MRF quantification and account for B1
+ inhomogeneity effects in the 

MRF data, signal evolution across a range of discretized B1
+ values ([0.50:0.05:1.50], i.e. ±50% 

B1
+ variations) were simulated using the EPG method, which enabled the creation of a set of 

MRF dictionaries with different B1
+ variations. The corresponding dictionary was then selected 

for use in each spatial location based on a pre-scanned B1
+ map (26).  

 

In-vivo validation 



To validate our proposed method, five healthy volunteers were scanned with the approval of 

Institutional Review Board. Studies were performed on two 3T MAGNETOM Prisma scanners 

(Siemens Healthcare, Erlangen, Germany) with a 32-channel head receiver coil and a 3T Premier 

MRI scanner (GE Healthcare, Madison, WI) with a 48-channel head receiver coil. The matchup 

between results shown in figures and scanners was reported in the Supporting Table S1. 

An oversampled R=0.5 1-mm dataset with TGAS trajectory was acquired as a reference to 

optimize the selection of LLR regularization parameter λ and the number of subspace bases used 

in the reconstruction. Both TGAS and TGA MRF data were also acquired at 1-mm resolution at 

R=1. Retrospective undersampling (along acquisition group dimension) experiments at 

acceleration factors of R=3 (1 m 55 s) and R=6 (58 s) were performed to validate the performance 

of the proposed method to provide a faster acquisition. In addition, 1-mm and 0.66-mm TGAS-

SPI-MRF using higher slew rate (150 T/m/s) were also acquired.  

To incorporate B0 correction into the subspace reconstruction, an additional B0 field map was 

acquired using a multi-echo gradient-echo scan with two different TEs (2.6 ms and 4.1 ms) within 

1 minute. The FOV was 220×220×220 mm3 to match the MRF acquisition but with a lower 

resolution of 3.4×3.4×4 mm3 on the grounds that the B0 field inhomogeneity is relatively smooth 

and higher SNR is preferred rather than higher resolution. 

To correct the B1
+ inhomogeneity in MRF data, an FOV-matched B1

+ map was obtained by using 

a vendor-supplied B1
+ mapping sequence (54). The FOV was 220×220×220 mm3 and the scan 

time for this B1
+ mapping at 3.4×3.4×5 mm3 resolution was about 60 seconds. 

To analyze the T1 and T2 values by using different methods or acquired on different MRI systems, 

synthetic T1-weighted images generated by using the measured T1 and PD maps from MRF were 

used as input for FreeSurfer toolbox (55) for brain segmentation. The average T1 and T2 values of 

GM and WM on both bilateral hemispheres were then calculated based on this segmentation.  

Computations were performed on a Linux (Ubuntu 20.04) server (with 32 Core i7 Intel Xeon 2.8 

GHz CPUs, an Nvidia 2080Ti GPU and 512GB RAM) using MATLAB R2015b (The MathWorks, 

Inc., Natick, MA). 

 

Results 



Figure 2B shows comparisons between the sliding-window iNUFFT and the subspace 

reconstructions for 1-mm MRF data. At R=3 with TGA acquisition, the T1 and T2 maps from the 

sliding-window iNUFFT reconstruction show significant artifacts, while the T1 and T2 maps from 

the subspace reconstruction are of good quality, with arguably better quality than ones from 

sliding-window iNUFFT reconstruction at R=1. However, as indicated by the yellow arrow, there 

are some residual artifacts in the T2 map from the TGA acquisition at R=3 with subspace 

reconstruction. For an equivalent TGAS acquisition with subspace reconstruction at R=3, this 

artifact absent.  

Figure 3 further compares the performance of 1-mm TGA and TGAS acquisitions, both with 

subspace reconstruction, at various acceleration factors. The results from TGA show slight 

artifacts at R=3 (indicated by yellow arrows with zoom-in regions) and strong artifacts at R=6 (red 

arrows). On the other hand, the results from TGAS remain artifact-free and retain high image 

quality, indicating the superiority of the TGAS acquisition scheme. The top section of Table 1 

reports the average T1 and T2 values in the white-matter (WM) and gray-matter (GM) in subject 1, 

obtained using three different combinations of acquisition and reconstruction schemes. The 

reported values are consistent across methods, in particular with the TGA trajectory and sliding-

window iNUFFT reconstruction having previously been validated to agree well with gold-standard 

quantitative imaging techniques (33). This indicates that the T1 or T2 maps are consistent when 

subspace reconstruction and the TGAS trajectory are employed.  

Figure 4 shows the simulation results from subspace reconstructions of synthesized TGA and 

TGAS data at 1-mm isotropic resolution, at R=3 and R=6. The T1 and T2 reference maps obtained 

from R=0.5 TGA data are also shown for comparison. Similar to the in-vivo results, results from 

TGA show slight artifacts at R=3 and strong artifacts at R=6 while results from TGAS remain 

artifact-free. In comparing with the reference, the results from TGAS shows lower RMSE than 

those from TGA, for both T1 and T2 maps at R=3 and R=6. 

Figure 5 shows the T1 and T2 maps of 1-mm and 0.66-mm TGAS-SPI-MRF using 100 T/m/s slew 

rate and 150 T/m/s slew rate. To compare the results of 1-mm resolution with identical acquisition 

time (1 minute 26 seconds), R=4 and R=3 were used for low and high slew rate, respectively. 

Indicated by yellow arrows, using higher slew rate and gradient amplitude could help improve 

quantitative mapping quality of MRF within same acquisition time. Based on SNR consideration, 

R=2 (4 minutes 19 seconds) was selected for the acquisition with 0.66-mm isotropic resolution. 



The increased resolution of the 0.66-mm acquisition can help better visualize subtle brain 

structures indicated by red arrows (from left to right: claustrum, small sulci, caudate nucleus shown 

on the T1 maps; optic radiation, medial occipitotemporal gyrus and cerebellum shown on the T2 

maps, respectively), where the zoom-in figures highlight details in several specific regions.   

Figure 6 compares the results with and without MFI B0 correction for 1-mm TGAS-SPI-MRF at 

R=3. It can be seen that in regions with strong B0 inhomogeneity (for example, ∆B0 is around 150 

Hz indicated by the red arrow in the top row), the T1 and T2 maps show substantial distortion. In 

regions with ∆B0 around 80Hz (shown in the middle row), recognized blurring could be found. 

And in regions with ∆B0 around 30Hz (shown in the bottom row) or less, neither distortion or 

aliasing could be recognized by comparing the T1 and T2 maps with and without B0 correction. An 

MPRAGE acquisition (the 6th column of Figure 6) was used as reference to demonstrate the 

effectiveness of B0 correction indicated by the zoom-in comparison (the 7th column).  

Supporting Figure S4 shows the results of B1
+ corrections in MRF reconstruction. With the B1

+ 

correction, the estimated T2 maps in regions indicated by red arrows are more uniform compared 

to the standard MRF reconstruction without B1
+ corrections. 

Figure 7 shows the quantitative maps obtained from a single subject scanned at two different sites 

months apart, using 3T scanners from two different vendors (acquired at R=3 for 1-mm TGAS-

SPI-MRF). In particular, the subject was scanned on both a Siemens 3T Prisma scanner (Martinos 

Center, Massachusetts General Hospital, Boston, MA, USA and a GE 3T Premier scanner (Lucas 

Center, Stanford University, Stanford, CA, USA), where the results from these scans are shown in 

the first and second rows, respectively. The difference images obtained after co-registering (using 

FSL MCFLIRT (56)) these parameter maps from the two scans are shown in the bottom row with 

10x scaling. Minimal differences in the GM and WM regions are observed across these scans. The 

average quantitative values of the bilateral WM and GM are shown in the Table 1 under Subject 

2.   

 

Discussion 

In this study, a subspace reconstruction with optimized spatiotemporal trajectory termed TGAS-

SPI-MRF was proposed to improve the image quality and accelerate the acquisition speed of SPI-

based 3D-MRF. By projecting the data along the temporal dimension on to a low-dimension 



subspace and applying LLR regularization, the reconstruction conditioning as well as the SNR are 

significantly improved, allowing for higher accelerations. An optimized shuffled 3D spiral-

projection trajectory with improved spatiotemporal incoherency further improves the quantitative 

maps at high acceleration factors of R=3 and R=6, corresponding to acquisition times of about 2 

and 1 minutes for 1-mm isotropic resolution, respectively. The results were validated on both the 

GE Premier and the Siemens Prisma 3T scanners, indicating the robustness and reproducibility of 

the proposed method. B0 correction using MFI was also incorporated into the subspace 

reconstruction to mitigate blurring in regions with strong B0 inhomogeneity. Moreover, 

submillimeter quantitative mapping at 0.66-mm isotropic resolution was also achieved in 4.3 

minutes and was shown to better delineate subtle brain structures. The ability of the proposed 

technique to provide rapid high resolution quantitative neuroimaging should help facilitate the 

adoption of quantitative imaging in broad neuroscientific and clinical applications.  

By comparing the results from sliding-window iNUFFT and subspace reconstructions as well as 

TGA and TGAS trajectories, both the quantitative maps and values demonstrated that neither the 

subspace reconstruction nor the TGAS trajectory induce bias for T1 and T2 mappings. Since the 

accuracy of 3D MRF using TGA trajectory and sliding-window iNUFFT reconstruction has been 

validated in our previous work (33), we did not perform additional phantom examination in this 

work.  

The subspace reconstruction and LLR regularization improve the reconstruction conditioning as 

well as SNR. To balance the tradeoff between SNR and image sharpness, the regularization 

parameter (λ) of 3×10-5 and 5×10-5 were selected for R=3 and R=6, respectively. Moreover, five 

subspace bases were utilized in this work to balance between achievable image quality and 

computation hardware limitation. Both of these parameters (λ and the number of subspace bases) 

were used consistently in all of the reconstructions shown in this study to achieve stable image 

quality. This demonstrates that properly tuned selection of these parameters can enable robust 

results with limited spatial blurring. 

One limitation of the proposed method is the computation hardware requirement and the long 

reconstruction time. Although a coil compression method was employed, the reconstruction still 

took 3-5 hours on a Linux Server and required a minimum of 200GB of RAM. To mitigate this 

issue, future work will focus on the development of an efficient reconstruction algorithm with a 



small memory footprint that can leverage distributed GPU computing. A promising approach in 

this direction is the use of stochastic optimization that has recently been applied to a large 

spatiotemporal MRI reconstruction problem (57). The utilization of  deep learning techniques in 

place of the subspace reconstruction could be another potential solution, which could also help 

denoised the image to allow for higher resolution imaging in a faster acquisition time (24). 

Gradient hardware imperfections can cause image artifacts and impact achievable spatial 

resolution. Conventional golden-angle trajectory would rapidly change the eddy currents, which 

could induce signal fluctuation and impair image quality. It has been demonstrated that for SPI 

acquisition (41) the use of TGA can help minimize shot-to-shot differences caused by eddy 

currents, and this have been adopted in our previous work on TGA-SPI-MRF (33). In this work, 

the TGAS trajectory was proposed to increase the spatiotemporal incoherency of the data 

acquisition. Compared to TGA, which performs a through-plane rotation of 23.63° between 2 

adjacent TRs, the TGAS performs this rotation as well as an extra in-plane rotation of 22.5°. This 

added rotation is still relatively small compared with conventional golden angle of 111.25°, which 

should help to limit the increase in shot-to-shot difference caused by eddy currents as supported 

by the high-quality quantitative mapping achieved with this approach. Additionally, future work 

will also explore the use of field probes (58) to achieve detailed characterization of eddy current 

and gradient trajectory imperfections. This information can then be incorporated into the 

reconstruction (59) to further improve the image quality and parameter quantitation. Such 

characterization should help open up the possibility to explore more varied spatiotemporal 

trajectory to further increase spatiotemporal incoherency and enable higher accelerations. 

The imperfections from B0 and B1
+ inhomogeneities could also affect the performance of MRF 

mapping. B0 correction based on the MFI method has been incorporated into the subspace 

reconstruction and shown to be effective at mitigating blurring caused by off-resonance effect. The 

imaging results show that even with highly segmented spirals, the image quality can still be 

degraded by severe B0 inhomogeneity, as in the case when ∆B0 is higher than 150 Hz. Nonetheless, 

this can be corrected well using MFI, which will be important in applying TGAS-SPI-MRF to 

other body parts where B0 inhomogeneity is significantly larger than in the brain. However, the 

approach requires an additional B0 map acquisition which took ~ 1 minute in this work for whole  

brain imaging. Moreover, the results from this study and others (26,33) have demonstrated that 



B1
+ correction can improve the quantitative accuracy of MRF (26), especially for T2 mapping 

(since the inversion pulse in an MRF sequence is typically adiabatic, the T1 measurement is less 

affected than T2 which relies more on the varying flip angles excitation train). This will also require 

additional acquisition time. To address this issue, the use of rapid B0 and B1
+ mapping will be 

explored where the PhysiCal is a promising approach which has been recently demonstrated to 

provide high quality whole brain mapping of coil sensitivity, B0, and B1
+ simultaneously in 11 

seconds (60). Another direction is to incorporate the mapping of these additional parameters 

directly into the MRF sequence design and reconstruction, as per the MR field fingerprinting 

approach (61).  

TGAS-SPI-MRF provides a basis for extremely efficient spatiotemporal sampling, not only for T1 

and T2 mapping as demonstrated here, but can also be extended to other applications such as 

diffusion-relaxometry and microstructure mapping such as with myelin-water which we have 

started to explore (62). It could also be adapted for other time-series imaging applications such as 

perfusion imaging with subspace or model-based reconstruction. Given the short TE and motion 

robustness features of SPI-based trajectory (63), this method should be amendable to body imaging, 

especially for motion-sensitive parts, as well. 

The application of TGAS-SPI-MRF at ultra high-field, such as at 7T, would enable a significant 

increase in SNR to push the achievable spatial resolution to a finer scale and provide robust 

quantitative assessment of tissue parameters across cortical depths and fine-scale substructures 

(64,65). Since the encoding speed of spiral trajectory is mainly limited by slew rate, novel high-

performance gradient systems (66–68) with higher slew rate and PNS threshold could bring 

benefits to this method as well. The results in this work have shown that utilizing higher slew rate 

can enable faster k-space transversal to reduce the number of spiral interleaves required in the 

TGAS-SPI-MRF acquisition while keeping the spiral readout duration constant. This allows for 

faster acquisition and/or the ability to obtain better image quality within same acquisition time. 

Based on our gradient trajectory and PNS simulations, the acquisition time of TGAS-SPI-MRF at 

both 1-mm and 0.66-mm resolutions can be further reduced by 2-3 fold if the usable slew rate is 

increased from 100-150 T/m/s used in this work to 500-800 T/m/s, something achievable on 

emerging novel gradient systems. Therefore, the combined use of advanced gradient system and 

ultra high-field MRI for TGAS-SPI-MRF acquisition could offer an exciting possibility in rapid 

mesoscale quantitative imaging of the brain.  



Conclusion 

A rapid, high-resolution, whole-brain MRF technique was developed using the optimized tiny-

golden-angle-shuffling acquisition scheme and subspace reconstruction with locally low rank 

regularization. The proposed method can obtain high-quality whole-brain T1, T2 and proton density 

maps with 1-mm isotropic resolution in 2 minutes at R=3 with similar image quality as its R=1 

counterpart, or even 1 minute at R=6 with slight compromise on image sharpness. The 0.66-mm 

submillimeter quantitative mapping has also been achieved with an acquisition time of 4 minutes 

and 19 seconds. MFI-based B0 correction is also incorporated into the reconstruction to mitigate 

the blurring caused by off-resonance effect. In-vivo experiments on healthy volunteers have been 

validated across both GE and Siemens platforms. With its fast, accurate, and high-resolution 

acquisition and motion robustness, this method may be valuable for various clinical applications 

that require fast high-resolution quantitative T1 and T2 mapping and for subjects susceptible to 

motion. 
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Table 

 Unit: ms T1 T2 

  WM (L) WM (R) GM (L) GM (R) WM (L) WM (R) GM (L) GM (R) 

Subject 1 TGA+iNUFFT 883.2 878.3 1362.2 1366.7 60.33 59.55 81.54 80.51 

 TGA+SubRecon 874.3 865.9 1373.8 1362.1 61.28 62.62 82.09 82.28 

 TGAS+SubRecon 857.5 845.4 1362.0 1358.8 61.92 60.45 81.83 80.01 

Subject 2 TGAS(Siemens) 843.5 838.1 1323.7 1328.1 62.71 62.13 81.18 80.51 

 TGAS(GE) 847.7 849.1 1340.6 1352.0 62.03 60.56 80.62 79.88 

 

Table 1. 

T1 and T2 values of WM and GM estimated by using different method (the top 3 rows) and across 

different scanners (the bottom 2 rows) with same MRF acquisition protocal. 

 

 

  



 

Figures 

 

Figure 1. 

(A) Sequence diagram. 



(B) Spiral-projection spatiotemporal encoding with left) the original tiny-golden-angle (TGA) 

scheme and right) the proposed tiny-golden-angle-shuffling (TGAS) scheme. 

(C) and (D) the k-space coverage of the first 3 TRs for acquisition groups G1-16, G17-32 and G33-48, 

where through-plane rotation was implemented around x-, y- and z-axis respectively to achieve 

multi-axis rotation for better incoherence. 

  



 

 

Figure 2. 

 (A) The Schematic workflow of subspace reconstruction. Five subspace bases were extracted 

from the MRF dictionary and used to reconstruct the coefficient maps (at 1×, 2×, 2×, 10×, and 

10× scaling respectively for better visualization). The coefficient maps are then used to generate 

the MRF time-series images and dictionary template matching performed to obtain T1, T2, and 

PD maps. 

  



 

(B) Comparison between sliding-window iNUFFT and subspace reconstructions, where T1 & T2 

maps from 1-mm isotropic acquisitions at acceleration factors R=1 and R=3 are shown.   

 

Figure 3. 

In-vivo comparison between the conventional TGA and the proposed TGAS spatiotemporal 

encodings at R=1, 3, and 6, all with subspace reconstruction. The TGA version shows slight 

artifacts at R=3 (yellow arrow) and strong artifacts at R=6 (red arrow), while the proposed TGAS 

version maintains good image quality throughout.  

  



 

 

Figure 4. 

Simulation comparison between the conventional TGA and the proposed TGAS spatiotemporal 

encodings at R=3 and R=6. 

  



 

 

Figure 5. 

T1 & T2 maps with zoom-in regions of the 1-mm and 0.66-mm isotropic resolution datasets. Two 

different slew rates (100 T/m/s for top row and 150 T/m/s for middle row, respectively) were 

acquired. R=4 was used for low slew rate acquisition to achieve an identical acquisition time 

with high slew rate version. Yellow arrows indicate the improvement by using higher slew rate 

for achieving better image quality within same acquisition time. The higher resolution in the 

0.66-mm dataset can aid in better visualization of subtle brain structures as indicated by the red 

arrows.  

 



 

Figure 6. 

T1 & T2 maps using the proposed TGAS-SPI-MRF with and without MFI B0 correction. B0 maps 

and MPRAGE images are also shown for better visualization of the B0 correction effectiveness. 

The zoom-in images of MPRAGE, T1 maps without B0 correction and with B0 correction are 

shown in the right-most from top to bottom, respectively. 

  



 

 

Figure 7. 

T1 and T2 maps of one subject scanned on a Siemens 3T Prisma (top row) and a GE 3T Premier 

(middle row) using the proposed TGAS-SPI-MRF. The image was registered to a similar position 

by using FSL MCFLIRT to calculate the difference map (bottom row). 

  



Supporting information 

 Siemens Prisma 1 Siemens Prisma 2 GE Premier 

Figure 2/3/4 √   

Figure 5   √ 

Figure 6  √  

Figure 7 √  √ 

Figure S1/S2/S3 √   

Figure S4   √ 

 

Supporting Table S1. 

Matchup between results shown in figures and their corresponding scanners. The Siemens 

Prisma 1 is located at Martinos Center, Massachusetts General Hospital, Boston,  MA, USA, 

Siemens Prisma 2 at Center for Brain Imaging Science and Technology (CBIST), Zhejiang 

University, Hangzhou, Zhejiang, China, and GE Premier scanner at Lucas Center, Stanford 

University, Stanford, CA, USA. 

  



 

 

Supporting Figure S1. 

T1 and T2 maps using the proposed TGAS-SPI-MRF at R=3 with LLR regularization parameter 𝜆  

from 10-6 to 10-4 using in-vivo data.  

  



 

 

Supporting Figure S2. 

T1 and T2 maps using the proposed TGAS-SPI-MRF at R=6 with LLR regularization parameter 𝜆  

from 10-6 to 10-4 using in-vivo data.  

  



 

 

Supporting Figure S3. 

T1 and T2 maps using the proposed TGAS-SPI-MRF at R=3 with different numbers of subspace 

components from 3 to 7 using simulated data.  

  



 

 

Supporting Figure S4. 

T1 & T2 maps using the proposed TGAS-SPI-MRF with and without B1
+ correction as well as 

corresponding B1
+ maps (right-most column). While T1 maps keep consistent, the B1

+ correction 

help to improve the uniformity of T2 maps in specific regions (red arrows). 

 

 

 

  



 

Reference 

1. Ma D, Gulani V, Seiberlich N, et al. Magnetic resonance fingerprinting. Nature 

2013;495:187–192 doi: 10.1038/nature11971. 

2. Hamilton JI, Jiang Y, Chen Y, et al. MR fingerprinting for rapid quantification of myocardial 

T1, T2, and proton spin density. Magn. Reson. Med. 2017;77:1446–1458 doi: 

10.1002/mrm.26216. 

3. Fujita S, Buonincontri G, Cencini M, et al. Repeatability and reproducibility of human brain 

morphometry using three-dimensional magnetic resonance fingerprinting. Hum. Brain Mapp. 

2021;42:275–285 doi: 10.1002/hbm.25232. 

4. Jiang Y, Ma D, Keenan KE, Stupic KF, Gulani V, Griswold MA. Repeatability of magnetic 

resonance fingerprinting T1 and T2 estimates assessed using the ISMRM/NIST MRI system 

phantom. Magn. Reson. Med. 2017;78:1452–1457 doi: 10.1002/mrm.26509. 

5. Körzdörfer G, Kirsch R, Liu K, et al. Reproducibility and repeatability of MR fingerprinting 

relaxometry in the human brain. Radiology 2019;292:429–437 doi: 10.1148/radiol.2019182360. 

6. Buonincontri G, Biagi L, Retico A, et al. Multi-site repeatability and reproducibility of MR 

fingerprinting of the healthy brain at 1.5 and 3.0 T. Neuroimage 2019;195:362–372 doi: 

10.1016/j.neuroimage.2019.03.047. 

7. Liu Y, Hamilton J, Eck B, Griswold M, Seiberlich N. Myocardial T1 and T2 quantification 

and water–fat separation using cardiac MR fingerprinting with rosette trajectories at 3T and 

1.5T. Magn. Reson. Med. 2021;85:103–119 doi: 10.1002/mrm.28404. 

8. Huang SS, Boyacioglu R, Bolding R, MacAskill C, Chen Y, Griswold MA. Free-Breathing 

Abdominal Magnetic Resonance Fingerprinting Using a Pilot Tone Navigator. J. Magn. Reson. 

Imaging 2021:1–14 doi: 10.1002/jmri.27673. 

9. Chen Y, Jiang Y, Pahwa S, et al. MR fingerprinting for rapid quantitative abdominal imaging. 



Radiology 2016;000:278–286. 

10. Li Q, Cao X, Ye H, Liao C, He H, Zhong J. Ultrashort echo time magnetic resonance 

fingerprinting (UTE-MRF) for simultaneous quantification of long and ultrashort T2 tissues. 

Magn. Reson. Med. 2019;82:1359–1372 doi: 10.1002/mrm.27812. 

11. Liao C, Wang K, Cao X, et al. Detection of lesions in mesial temporal lobe epilepsy by using 

MR fingerprinting. Radiology 2018;288:804–812 doi: 10.1148/radiol.2018172131. 

12. Wang K, Cao X, Wu D, et al. Magnetic resonance fingerprinting of temporal lobe white 

matter in mesial temporal lobe epilepsy. Ann. Clin. Transl. Neurol. 2019;6:1639–1646 doi: 

10.1002/acn3.50851. 

13. Ma D, Jones SE, Deshmane A, et al. Development of high-resolution 3D MR fingerprinting 

for detection and characterization of epileptic lesions. J. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2019;49:1333–

1346 doi: 10.1002/jmri.26319. 

14. Hu S, Choi JY, Mcgivney D, et al. Application of Magnetic Resonance Fingerprinting in 

Epilepsy. 2019:42–47. 

15. Panda A, Obmann VC, Lo WC, et al. MR fingerprinting and ADC mapping for 

characterization of lesions in the transition zone of the prostate gland. Radiology 2019;292:685–

694 doi: 10.1148/radiol.2019181705. 

16. Badve C, Yu A, Dastmalchian S, et al. MR fingerprinting of adult brain tumors: Initial 

experience. Am. J. Neuroradiol. 2017;38:492–499 doi: 10.3174/ajnr.A5035. 

17. Bai Y, Shen Y, Chen R, et al. Magnetic resonance fingerprinting for preoperative 

differentiation between gonadotroph and non-gonadotroph pituitary macroadenomas. Eur. 

Radiol. 2021 doi: 10.1007/s00330-021-07950-6. 

18. Pierre EY, Ma D, Chen Y, Badve C, Griswold MA. Multiscale reconstruction for MR 

fingerprinting. Magn. Reson. Med. 2016;75:2481–2492 doi: 10.1002/mrm.25776. 



19. Cao X, Liao C, Wang Z, et al. Robust sliding-window reconstruction for Accelerating the 

acquisition of MR fingerprinting. Magn. Reson. Med. 2017;78:1579–1588 doi: 

10.1002/mrm.26521. 

20. Assländer J, Cloos MA, Knoll F, Sodickson DK, Hennig J, Lattanzi R. Low rank alternating 

direction method of multipliers reconstruction for MR fingerprinting. Magn. Reson. Med. 

2018;79:83–96 doi: 10.1002/mrm.26639. 

21. Lima da Cruz G, Bustin A, Jaubert O, Schneider T, Botnar RM, Prieto C. Sparsity and 

locally low rank regularization for MR fingerprinting. Magn. Reson. Med. 2019;81:3530–3543 

doi: 10.1002/mrm.27665. 

22. Zhao B, Setsompop K, Adalsteinsson E, et al. Improved magnetic resonance fingerprinting 

reconstruction with low-rank and subspace modeling. Magn. Reson. Med. 2018;79:933–942 doi: 

10.1002/mrm.26701. 

23. Bustin A, Lima da Cruz G, Jaubert O, Lopez K, Botnar RM, Prieto C. High-dimensionality 

undersampled patch-based reconstruction (HD-PROST) for accelerated multi-contrast MRI. 

Magn. Reson. Med. 2019;81:3705–3719 doi: 10.1002/mrm.27694. 

24. Cohen O, Zhu B, Rosen MS. MR fingerprinting Deep RecOnstruction NEtwork (DRONE). 

Magn. Reson. Med. 2018;80:885–894 doi: 10.1002/mrm.27198. 

25. Chen Y, Fang Z, Hung SC, Chang WT, Shen D, Lin W. High-resolution 3D MR 

Fingerprinting using parallel imaging and deep learning. Neuroimage 2020;206 doi: 

10.1016/j.neuroimage.2019.116329. 

26. Ma D, Coppo S, Chen Y, et al. Slice profile and B1 corrections in 2D magnetic resonance 

fingerprinting. Magn. Reson. Med. 2017;78:1781–1789 doi: 10.1002/mrm.26580. 

27. Ostenson J, Damon BM, Welch EB. MR fingerprinting with simultaneous T 1 , T 2 , and fat 

signal fraction estimation with integrated B 0 correction reduces bias in water T 1 and T 2 

estimates. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2019;60:7–19 doi: 10.1016/j.mri.2019.03.017. 



28. Ostenson J, Robison RK, Zwart NR, Welch EB. Multi-frequency interpolation in spiral 

magnetic resonance fingerprinting for correction of off-resonance blurring. Magn. Reson. 

Imaging 2017;41:63–72 doi: 10.1016/j.mri.2017.07.004. 

29. Ye H, Ma D, Jiang Y, et al. Accelerating magnetic resonance fingerprinting (MRF) using t-

blipped simultaneous multislice (SMS) acquisition. Magn. Reson. Med. 2016;75:2078–2085 doi: 

10.1002/mrm.25799. 

30. Jiang Y, Ma D, Bhat H, et al. Use of pattern recognition for unaliasing simultaneously 

acquired slices in simultaneous multislice MR fingerprinting. Magn. Reson. Med. 2017;78:1870–

1876 doi: 10.1002/mrm.26572. 

31. Liao C, Bilgic B, Manhard MK, et al. 3D MR fingerprinting with accelerated stack-of-spirals 

and hybrid sliding-window and GRAPPA reconstruction. Neuroimage 2017;162:13–22 doi: 

10.1016/j.neuroimage.2017.08.030. 

32. Ma D, Jiang Y, Chen Y, et al. Fast 3D magnetic resonance fingerprinting for a whole-brain 

coverage. Magn. Reson. Med. 2018;79:2190–2197 doi: 10.1002/mrm.26886. 

33. Cao X, Ye H, Liao C, Li Q, He H, Zhong J. Fast 3D brain MR fingerprinting based on multi-

axis spiral projection trajectory. Magn. Reson. Med. 2019;82:289–301 doi: 10.1002/mrm.27726. 

34. Ma S, Wang N, Fan Z, et al. Three-dimensional whole-brain simultaneous T1, T2, and T1ρ 

quantification using MR Multitasking: Method and initial clinical experience in tissue 

characterization of multiple sclerosis. Magn. Reson. Med. 2021;85:1938–1952 doi: 

10.1002/mrm.28553. 

35. Zijing D. 3D Echo Planar Time-resolved Imaging ( 3D-EPTI ) for ultrafast multi-parametric 

quantitative MRI. 2021:1–27. 

36. Man LC, Pauly JM, Macovski A. Multifrequency interpolation for fast off-resonance 

correction. Magn. Reson. Med. 1997;37:785–792 doi: 10.1002/mrm.1910370523. 

37. Cao X, Liao C, Iyer SS, et al. Optimized multi-axis spiral projection MRF with subspace 



reconstruction for rapid 1-mm isotropic whole-brain MRF in 2 minutes. Proc Intl Soc Mag 

Reson Med 2021;29:0173. 

38. Jiang Y, Ma D, Seiberlich N, Gulani V, Griswold MA. MR fingerprinting using fast imaging 

with steady state precession (FISP) with spiral readout. Magn. Reson. Med. 2015;74:1621–1631 

doi: 10.1002/mrm.25559. 

39. Cline HE, Zong X, Gai N. Design of a logarithmic k-space spiral trajectory. Magn. Reson. 

Med. 2001;46:1130–1135 doi: 10.1002/mrm.1309. 

40. Pipe JG, Zwart NR. Spiral trajectory design: A flexible numerical algorithm and base 

analytical equations. Magn. Reson. Med. 2014;71:278–285 doi: 10.1002/mrm.24675. 

41. Wundrak S, Paul J, Ulrici J, et al. Golden ratio sparse MRI using tiny golden angles. Magn. 

Reson. Med. 2016;75:2372–2378 doi: 10.1002/mrm.25831. 

42. Weigel M. Extended phase graphs: Dephasing, RF pulses, and echoes - Pure and simple. J. 

Magn. Reson. Imaging 2015;41:266–295 doi: 10.1002/jmri.24619. 

43. Gómez PA, Cencini M, Golbabaee M, et al. Rapid three-dimensional multiparametric MRI 

with quantitative transient-state imaging. Sci. Rep. 2020;10 doi: 10.1038/s41598-020-70789-2. 

44. Tamir JI, Uecker M, Chen W, et al. T2 shuffling: Sharp, multicontrast, volumetric fast spin-

echo imaging. Magn. Reson. Med. 2017;77:180–195 doi: 10.1002/mrm.26102. 

45. Cao X, Wang K, Liao C, et al.  Efficient T 2 mapping with blip‐up/down EPI and gSlider‐

SMS (T 2 ‐BUDA‐gSlider) . Magn. Reson. Med. 2021:1–12 doi: 10.1002/mrm.28872. 

46. Dong Z, Wang F, Reese TG, Bilgic B, Setsompop K. Echo planar time-resolved imaging 

with subspace reconstruction and optimized spatiotemporal encoding. Magn. Reson. Med. 

2020;84:2442–2455 doi: 10.1002/mrm.28295. 

47. Liang Z. Spatiotemporal imagingwith partially separable functions. Proc 4th IEEE Int Symp 

Biomed Imaging 2007;2:988–991. 



48. Zhang T, Pauly JM, Levesque IR. Accelerating parameter mapping with a locally low rank 

constraint. Magn. Reson. Med. 2015;73:655–661 doi: 10.1002/mrm.25161. 

49. Uecker M, Lai P, Murphy MJ, et al. ESPIRiT - An eigenvalue approach to autocalibrating 

parallel MRI: Where SENSE meets GRAPPA. Magn. Reson. Med. 2014;71:990–1001 doi: 

10.1002/mrm.24751. 

50. Uecker M, Tamir JI, Ong F, Lustig M. The BART Toolbox for Computational Magnetic 

Resonance Imaging. Ismrm 2016. 

51. Huang F, Vijayakumar S, Li Y, Hertel S, Duensing GR. A software channel compression 

technique for faster reconstruction with many channels. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2008;26:133–141 

doi: 10.1016/j.mri.2007.04.010. 

52. Fessler JA. On NUFFT-based gridding for non-Cartesian MRI. J. Magn. Reson. 

2007;188:191–195 doi: 10.1016/j.jmr.2007.06.012. 

53. McGivney DF, Pierre E, Ma D, et al. SVD compression for magnetic resonance 

fingerprinting in the time domain. IEEE Trans. Med. Imaging 2014;33:2311–2322 doi: 

10.1109/TMI.2014.2337321. 

54. Chung S, Kim D, Breton E, Axel L. Rapid B1+ mapping using a preconditioning RF pulse 

with turboFLASH readout. Magn. Reson. Med. 2010;64:439–446 doi: 10.1002/mrm.22423. 

55. Fischl B, Salat DH, Busa E, et al. Whole brain segmentation: Automated labeling of 

neuroanatomical structures in the human brain. Neuron 2002;33:341–355 doi: 10.1016/S0896-

6273(02)00569-X. 

56. Jenkinson M, Bannister P, Brady M, Smith S. Improved Optimization for the Robust and 

Accurate Linear Registration and Motion Correction of Brain Images. Neuroimage 2002;17:825–

841 doi: 10.1006/nimg.2002.1132. 

57. Ong F, Zhu X, Cheng JY, et al. Extreme MRI: Large-scale volumetric dynamic imaging from 

continuous non-gated acquisitions. Magn. Reson. Med. 2020;84:1763–1780 doi: 



10.1002/mrm.28235. 

58. De Zanche N, Barmet C, Nordmeyer-Massner JA, Pruessmann KP. NMR Probes for 

measuring magnetic fields and field dynamics in MR systems. Magn. Reson. Med. 2008;60:176–

186 doi: 10.1002/mrm.21624. 

59. Wilm BJ, Barmet C, Gross S, et al. Single-shot spiral imaging enabled by an expanded 

encoding model: Demonstration in diffusion MRI. Magn. Reson. Med. 2017;77:83–91 doi: 

10.1002/mrm.26493. 

60. Iyer SS, Liao C, Li Q, et al. PhysiCal: A rapid calibration scan for B0, B1+, coil sensitivity 

and Eddy current mapping. Proc. Int. Soc. Magn. Reson. Med. 2020:661. 

61. Körzdörfer G, Jiang Y, Speier P, et al. Magnetic resonance field fingerprinting. Magn. 

Reson. Med. 2019;81:2347–2359 doi: 10.1002/mrm.27558. 

62. Liao C, Cao X, Gong T, et al. High-resolution myelin-water fraction (MWF) and 

T1/T2/proton-density mapping using 3D ViSTa-MR ngerprinting with subspace reconstruction. 

In: Proc Intl Soc Mag Reson Med. ; 2021. p. 1545. 

63. Castets CR, Lefrançois W, Wecker D, et al. Fast 3D ultrashort echo-time spiral projection 

imaging using golden-angle: A flexible protocol for in vivo mouse imaging at high magnetic 

field. Magn. Reson. Med. 2017;77:1831–1840 doi: 10.1002/mrm.26263. 

64. Koolstra K, Beenakker JWM, Koken P, Webb A, Börnert P. Cartesian MR fingerprinting in 

the eye at 7T using compressed sensing and matrix completion-based reconstructions. Magn. 

Reson. Med. 2019;81:2551–2565 doi: 10.1002/mrm.27594. 

65. Buonincontri G, Schulte RF, Cosottini M, Tosetti M. Spiral MR fingerprinting at 7 T with 

simultaneous B1 estimation. Magn. Reson. Imaging 2017;41:1–6 doi: 

10.1016/j.mri.2017.04.003. 

66. Foo TKF, Tan ET, Vermilyea ME, et al. Highly efficient head-only magnetic field insert 

gradient coil for achieving simultaneous high gradient amplitude and slew rate at 3.0T 



(MAGNUS) for brain microstructure imaging. Magn. Reson. Med. 2020;83:2356–2369 doi: 

10.1002/mrm.28087. 

67. Foo TKF, Laskaris E, Vermilyea M, et al. Lightweight, compact, and high-performance 3T 

MR system for imaging the brain and extremities. Magn. Reson. Med. 2018;80:2232–2245 doi: 

10.1002/mrm.27175. 

68. Feinberg DA, Dietz P, Liu C, et al. Design and Development of a Next-Generation 7T human 

brain scanner with high-performance gradient coil and dense RF arrays. Proc Intl Soc Mag 

Reson Med 2021;29:0562. 

 


