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Purpose: To develop and evaluate a novel dynamic-convolution-based

method called FlexDTI for high-efficient diffusion tensor reconstruction

with flexible diffusion encoding gradient schemes.

Methods: FlexDTI was developed to achieve high-quality DTI para-

metric mapping with flexible number and directions of diffusion encoding

gradients. The proposed method used dynamic convolution kernels to

embed diffusion gradient direction information into feature maps of the

corresponding diffusion signal. Besides, our method realized the general-

ization of a flexible number of diffusion gradient directions by setting the

maximum number of input channels of the network. The network was

trained and tested using data sets from the Human Connectome Project

and a local hospital. Results from FlexDTI and other advanced tensor

parameter estimation methods were compared.

Results: Compared to other methods, FlexDTI successfully achieves

high-quality diffusion tensor-derived variables even if the number and

directions of diffusion encoding gradients are variable. It increases peak

signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) by about 10 dB on Fractional Anisotropy

(FA) and Mean Diffusivity (MD), compared with the state-of-the-art deep

learning method with flexible diffusion encoding gradient schemes.

Conclusion: FlexDTI can well learn diffusion gradient direction infor-

mation to achieve generalized DTI reconstruction with flexible diffusion

gradient schemes. Both flexibility and reconstruction quality can be taken

into account in this network.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Diffusion weighted imaging (DWI) constitutes an essen-

tial part of magnetic resonance imaging modalities. It

measures the extent of water molecule diffusion along

the diffusion gradient direction1. DWI can be used in

the early detection of ischemic stroke2,3,4,5 and brain

tumors6,7,8. Due to diffusion can vary greatly along or

perpendicular to the direction of the tissue microstruc-

ture, so diffusion tensor is introduced to describe the

anisotropy of tissue. Diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) has

been shown to be useful for the detection of traumatic

brain injury9,10,11, multiple sclerosis12,13,14, and major

depressive disorder15,16. In DTI, the diffusion proper-

ties in each voxel are described by a rank-2 symmetric

diffusion tensor. Eigen decomposition is applied to the

diffusion tensor to get DTI parametric maps such as FA

and MD, which can visualize the tissue microstructures.

There exist more sophisticated diffusion models, such as

diffusion kurtosis imaging17 and high angular resolution

diffusion imaging18, but DTI remains a widely used tool

for neuroscience research19 because of easier acquisition

and model fitting.

The reconstruction of DTI theoretically requires a

minimum of six DW images acquired with non-collinear

diffusion gradient directions, as well as one non-DW

image. These images are processed using the least square

fitting algorithm. However, high-quality DTI usually

requires more DW image acquisitions due to the low

signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of DWI, which causes a

long scan time. For instance, it is typically necessary

to acquire 30 DW images to generate DTI parametric

maps with sufficient diagnostic quality20,21, leading to a

scan time of 5-10 minutes. Such a long scan time makes

the patient uncomfortable, and increases the chance of

motion artifacts corruption.

Recently, deep neural networks have been widely

applied in MRI reconstruction, such as in compressed

sensing22,23,24, T2 mapping25,26,27, and DTI28,29,30. The

q-space deep learning (q-DL)28 is one of the earliest deep

learning methods for diffusion parameter estimation,

including diffusion kurtosis as well as neurite orientation

dispersion and density measures. The results have shown

that a simple three-layer neural network can accurately

estimate the diffusion parameters and shorten twelve-fold

scan time due to the reduction of required diffusion gra-

dient directions. Thereafter, several deep learning-based

methods (e.g., DeepDTI29, and SuperDTI30), which use

only six-direction DW images, were proposed to further

shorten scan time. In SuperDTI, six DW images and one

non-DW image are used for the tensor parameter esti-

mation, which made it feasible to conduct superfast DTI

and fiber tractography.

Even though the present deep learning methods can

reconstruct high-quality diffusion tensor with a small

number of diffusion gradient directions, they require that

the number and direction of the diffusion gradients must

be the same as the training data. For different diffu-

sion gradient schemes, the networks need to be retrained,

and a large amount of training data is additionally

required. This issue of generalization hinders the practi-

cal applications of deep learning methods since different

diffusion encoding schemes are often used in the MRI

scanners from different manufacturers such as Siemens

and Philips. Although traditional least-squares fitting

(LLS) method has good generalization performance, the

accuracy of fitting results is not high when the num-

ber of diffusion gradient directions is few. To solve this

issue, a new method called DIFFnet31 was proposed. In

this method, diffusion signals were normalized in the q-

space and then projected and quantized in an orthogonal

plane, producing a matrix as an input for the network

to achieve generalization. Nevertheless, DIFFnet used

voxel-wise fitting and is not robust for noise. In addition,

part of the information was lost because of overlapping

in projection. When the number of diffusion gradient

directions is reduced, the projection will cause the signal

to appear sparse and scattered on the orthogonal plane,

reducing the quality of DTI.

To build a flexible DTI reconstruction network, diffu-

sion gradient direction information needs to be efficiently

input into the network, because there are significant

differences in the diffusion gradient directions among

different DW images. Chen et al., designed a new

convolutional kernel which aggregates multiple paral-

lel convolution kernels dynamically based upon input

dependent.32 Zhang et al. utilized dynamic convolutional

kernels to achieve the fusion of classification tasks and

input information.33 Huang et al. used dynamic con-

volution to fuse spatial and physical information with

different dimensions and overcome the receptive field

limitation of the convolutional network.34 In this work,

we implement a dynamic-convolution-based network to

get the dynamical kernel parameters conditioned by the

DW images and diffusion gradient direction information.

Furthermore, our method realizes the generalization of

flexible number of diffusion gradient directions by set-

ting the maximum number of input channels of the

network. Compared to the conventional fitting method

and DIFFnet, the results of the proposed method have

a lower normalized root mean squared error (NRMSE)

and a higher PSNR in the DTI parametric maps.
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2 METHODS

2.1 DTI model

The voxel-wise magnitude signal in DTI is described by

the Stejskal-Tanner equation:35

Si = S0exp(−bgTi Dgi) (1)

in which Si is the signal intensity for a special b value of

diffusion (S0 corresponding to b = 0). gi = (gix, giy, giz)
T

is the unit direction vector of diffusion, and diffusion

tensor (D) is:

D =





DxxDxyDxz

DxyDyyDyz

DxzDyzDzz



 (2)

By matrix linear transformation

αi = (g2ix, g
2
ix, g

2
iz, 2gixgiy, 2gixgiz, 2giygiz)

T , the diffu-

sion tensor elements

Dvec = (Dxx, Dyy, Dzz, Dxy, Dxz, Dyz)
T and the appar-

ent diffusion coefficients βi = ln(S0/Si)/b can be

expressed as:

αTi Dvec = βi (3)

The diffusion tensor elements Dvec consist of six vari-

ables, which mathematically requires at least six Si of

non-collinear directions for the LLS method.

2.2 Data acquisition

The data were obtained from the Human Connectome

Project (HCP).36 There were 203 subjects in total,

among which 136 subjects were used for training, 46

subjects for validation, and 21 subjects for testing. T1-

weighted images and DW images with two b values (b =

0, 1000 s/mm2) and 90 diffusion gradient directions were

used. The parameters of the Spin-Echo EPI sequence

were as follow: TR = 5520 ms, TE = 94 ms, slice thick-

ness = 1.25 mm, FOV = 210× 180mm2, matrix size =

168× 144, slice number = 145, pulse flip angle = 78◦,

multiband factor = 3, echo spacing = 0.78 ms, and phase

partial Fourier = 6/8.

Three healthy volunteers from a local hospital were

also included for testing and analysis. The MRI data,

including DW images, T1 and T2 images, were acquired

on a 3T MRI scanner (MAGNETOM Prisma, Siemens,

Germany). The sequence parameters were the same as

HCP data except for the diffusion gradient direction

scheme. DW images with 90 diffusion-weighted directions

(b = 1000 s/mm2) and one b = 0 image were acquired.

The study protocol was approved by the institutional

research ethics committees, and written informed con-

sents were obtained from the volunteers before the

experiments.

We applied the minimal preprocessing pipelines37 for

the MRI data. The Structural Pipelines were run first,

and then the Diffusion Preprocessing Pipeline, which was

comprised of b = 0 image intensity normalization, EPI

distortion correction, eddy correction, gradient nonlin-

earity correction, and registration. The b = 0 images

were used to calculate the susceptibility-induced B0 field

deviations.

2.3 Dynamic convolutional network

The input of the network shown in Figure 1 were: a T1-

weighted image for preventing blurring and offering more

structural information,28 one b = 0 image, and different

numbers of DW images of b = 1000 s/mm2 along differ-

ent diffusion gradient directions were randomly selected

from the first 50 directions in the 90 directions of HCP

for training and from the last 40 directions for testing.

We implemented a dynamic-convolution-based model

to achieve generalized reconstruction for various diffu-

sion gradient directions. Firstly, each DW image with

b = 1000 s/mm2 was separately fused with diffusion

gradient features through a dynamic convolution mod-

ule, obtaining a DW feature map with diffusion gradient

encoding information. Here, U-Net38 was used to achieve

direct mapping from DW feature maps to diffusion ten-

sors. In previous DTI networks, the diffusion gradient

encoding scheme was generally fixed, which limited their

flexibility. In this work, FlexDTI achieved the gener-

alization with the flexible number of DW images by

setting the maximum number of input channels. After

the input DW image passed through the dynamic convo-

lution module, the obtained feature map, T1 image, and

b = 0 image were overlaid as the input to U-Net. Assum-

ing that the maximum number of input channels for

U-Net is N, when the number of channels was less than

N, the remaining channels would be filled with dupli-

cate feature maps. The output of the network was six

different elements (Dxx, Dyy, Dzz, Dxy, Dxz, Dyz) of the

diffusion tensor. The reconstructed diffusion tensor was

then through Eigen decomposition to obtain the DTI

quantitative maps, including FA, MD, axial diffusivity

(AD), and radial diffusivity (RD).

The implementation of the dynamic convolutional

module is demonstrated in Figure 1 (b). The DW images

(W) were aggregated into a one-dimensional vector and

were connected with a one-dimensional diffusion gradient

direction vector (V) via global average pooling (GAP),

which had a global receptive field and realized infor-

mation fusion between diffusion encoding direction and

corresponding DW images. By specifying the parameters
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FIGURE 1 (A) Overall architecture of the proposed method for generalized DTI reconstruction. The input of the network

has one T1-weighted image, one b = 0 image, and six DW images from six diffusion directions. The output of the network is

diffusion tensor, and Eigen decomposition is used to fit the DTI parametric maps. (B) The dynamic convolution module to

achieve generalized reconstruction of DTI. The DWIs are aggregated into a one-dimensional vector via GAP concatenated

with the diffusion direction vector. The concatenated vector is convolved and fully connected to get the kernel parameters,

which are allocated to three dynamic convolution layers.

of dynamic convolution layers (θ), the concatenated vec-

tor through the attention mechanism module (ψ) was

utilized to get the kernel parameter. This process was

expressed as follows:

ω = ψ(GAP (W)||V; θψ) (4)

where θψ represented the weights and the biases of the

dynamic convolution layers. The kernel parameter ω was

allocated to three dynamic convolution layers. Within

the dynamic convolutional module, the length of the one-

dimensional DWI vector was ten through global average

pooling, and the length of the diffusion gradient direction

vector is three. Under the condition of 3× 3 convolu-

tion kernel, each of the three dynamic convolution layers

had three channels, and a total of 180 parameters were

generated.

The U-Net network structure was composed of 3× 3

convolutional blocks repeatedly. Each block included a

ReLU (Rectified Linear Unit) activation and a 2× 2

maximum pooling operation. Given feature maps W fm

formed by passing DW images through the dynamic

convolution module, the output images were:

D = f(W fm; θf ) (5)

where θf represented all network parameters to be

learned during training.

The sum of the average mean squared error (L2)

between final output image Dj and the corresponding

ground-truth diffusion tensor image Dj is defined as the

loss function:

Loss = ||Dj −Dj||
2
2 (6)

Deep learning framework PyTorch was used on one

NVIDIA GTX 1080Ti. The proposed method took about



5

10 hours for training, and about 147.3 ms per slice for

testing. In the training process, Adam solver was applied

with an initial learning rate of 0.001 and the batch size

was 16.

2.4 Evaluation

The average of 18 b = 0 images and 90 DW images of

b = 1000 s/mm2 were used to obtain the ground truth

based on the Stejskal-Tanner equation.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed

method, a series of comparative experiments were car-

ried out, which all supported flexible diffusion gradient

directions, including conventional LLS, LLS after block-

matching and 4D filtering (LLS-BM4D)39 and DIFFnet

methods. SuperDTI (fixed diffusion gradient scheme)

was also performed for comparison. There were two sets

of validation experiments, one was under fixed diffusion

gradient number and flexible diffusion gradient direc-

tions, and the other was under flexible number and

directions of diffusion gradients. For the first set of exper-

iments, the diffusion gradient directions number was

fixed at 6 and 12 respectively. For the second set of exper-

iments, a maximum of 20 diffusion gradient directions

was set.

The PSNR and NRMSE were calculated to quan-

tify the reconstruction quality. The PSNR is defined as

follows:

PSNR = 10 log10
Peak2

∑V

i=1[v(i)− vref (i)]2/V
(7)

where Peak is the maximum value of all pixel values in

the reference image, v is the reconstructed image and

vref is the reference image. NRMSE is defined as follows:

NRMSE =

√

√

√

√

∑V

i=1[v(i)− vref (i)]2
∑V

i=1(vref (i))
2

(8)

3 RESULTS

3.1 DTI reconstruction with flexible
diffusion gradient directions

The results of four estimated tensor-derived variables,

i.e., FA, MD, AD, and RD through different reconstruc-

tion methods were provided in Figure 2 , where 6 DW

images with flexible diffusion gradient directions were

involved in the reconstruction. In terms of the recon-

struction quality of the four quantitative parameters,

FlexDTI has significant performance improvement com-

pared with the other methods. The images from FlexDTI

appear less noisy than others, with details more sim-

ilar to the reference images. It is worth pointing out

that 6 DW images are not sufficient to reconstruct high-

quality DTI for DIFFnet method, while the proposed

method can achieve high-quality DTI quantitative maps

using only 6 DW images with flexible diffusion gradient

directions.

FIGURE 2 Four parametric maps (FA, MD, AD, and

RD) reconstructed by LLS, LLS-BM4D, DIFFnet and

FlexDTI using 6 DW images with flexible diffusion gradient

directions. The references were reconstructed by LLS using

90 DW images. The PSNRs and NRMSEs are given at the

upper left corner of each reconstruction image.

Table 1 presents the average PSNR and NRMSE

of the data collected from 21 volunteers for the four

estimated tensor-derived variables by the four methods.

Compared to DIFFnet, FlexDTI reduces NRMSE by

0.53 and increases PSNR by 9.06 dB on FA, and reduces

NRMSE by 0.16 and increases PSNR by 10.64 dB on

MD.
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TABLE 1 Quantitative assessment of FA, MD, AD and RD for four methods using 6 DW images.
DTI parametric map Metrics LLS LLS-BM4D DIFFnet FlexDTI

FA
PSNR (dB) 13.40 14.72 20.36 29.42

NRMSE 1.78 1.57 0.80 0.27

MD
PSNR (dB) 25.03 25.72 28.59 39.23

NRMSE 0.63 0.52 0.25 0.09

AD
PSNR (dB) 21.27 22.27 28.38 37.16

NRMSE 1.15 0.87 0.27 0.11

RD
PSNR (dB) 24.50 25.26 25.87 38.71

NRMSE 0.75 0.62 0.34 0.09

In Figure 3 , 12 DW images with flexible diffusion

gradient directions were used. Similar to the results

with 6 DW images, FlexDTI has significant perfor-

mance improvement compared to the other methods.

Table 2 presents the average PSNR and NRMSE. Com-

pared to DIFFnet, FlexDTI reduces NRMSE by 0.14 and

increases PSNR by 5.14 dB on FA, and reduces NRMSE

by 0.12 and increases PSNR by 8.86 dB on MD.

3.2 DTI reconstruction with flexible
number and directions of diffusion
gradients

To validate the performance of reconstruction using flex-

ible diffusion gradient direction number (6 or more), 6 to

20 DW images with flexible diffusion gradient directions

were randomly selected from the first 50 diffusion gradi-

ent directions of HCP for training, and 6, 8, 12 and 20

diffusion gradient directions were selected from the last

40 diffusion gradient directions of HCP for testing.

Figure 4 shows that as the number of diffusion gra-

dient directions increases, both FlexDTI and DIFFnet

exhibit an improvement in the reconstruction quality of

FA and MD, while FlexDTI consistently demonstrates

significantly higher reconstruction quality than DIFFnet

method.

3.3 DTI reconstruction of local clinical
data

Figure 5 and Table 3 show the results of further evalu-

ations of our method on 3 test subjects from the local

hospital volunteers. We used 6 DW images with flexible

diffusion gradient directions to test the reconstruction

effects of tensor-derived variables from the four meth-

ods. It can be observed that our method is still able to

reconstruct better results than the other three methods,

as demonstrated in Figure 5 and Table 3 .

FIGURE 3 Four parametric maps (FA, MD, AD and RD)

reconstructed by LLS, LLS-BM4D, DIFFnet and FlexDTI

using 12 DW images with flexible diffusion gradient

directions. The references were reconstructed by LLS using

90 DW images. The PSNRs and NRMSEs are given at the

upper left corner of each reconstruction image.

3.4 Comparison with SuperDTI
methods

SuperDTI is a state-of-the-art DTI reconstruction net-

work based on fixed diffusion gradient directions.
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TABLE 2 Quantitative assessment of FA, MD, AD and RD for four methods using 12 DW images.
DTI parametric map Metrics LLS LLS-BM4D DIFFnet FlexDTI

FA
PSNR (dB) 21.61 26.20 25.36 30.50

NRMSE 0.67 0.40 0.41 0.27

MD
PSNR (dB) 37.47 33.89 30.62 39.48

NRMSE 0.10 0.16 0.20 0.08

AD
PSNR (dB) 36.01 32.49 27.09 37.77

NRMSE 0.11 0.19 0.31 0.10

RD
PSNR (dB) 33.73 33.43 28.65 38.94

NRMSE 0.15 0.16 0.25 0.09

FIGURE 4 The reconstruction quality assessment of FA and MD under different diffusion gradient direction numbers.

Although FlexDTI has important advantages in terms of

flexibility in the diffusion gradient scheme, it is important

to know the performance difference between our method

and SuperDTI under the same number of diffusion gradi-

ent directions. LLS, BM4D and DIFFnet have also been

carried out for comparison.

Figure 6 shows the reconstructed results of two esti-

mated tensor-derived variables, i.e., FA and MD from

all methods. Compared to SuperDTI, FlexDTI showed

a mild performance decline in FA reconstruction (-1.34

dB in PSNR and +0.03 in NRMSE) and was nearly con-

sistent in MD reconstruction. This means that FlexDTI

achieves good flexibility without sacrificing too much

reconstruction quality.

4 DISCUSSION

In this work, FlexDTI was proposed for rapid high-

quality DTI reconstruction with flexible diffusion gradi-

ent encoding schemes. The input feature maps of the net-

work contain both DW images information and diffusion

gradient directions information, allowing the network to

learn the mapping relationship between DW images and

diffusion tensors for flexible diffusion gradient directions,

solving the limitation of previous deep learning methods

that are restricted to a specific diffusion gradient encod-

ing scheme and significantly improving the generalization

of the deep learning-based DTI. In addition, the network
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TABLE 3 Quantitative assessment of FA, MD, AD and RD from four methods for local dataset.
DTI parametric map Metrics LLS LLS-BM4D DIFFnet FlexDTI

FA
PSNR (dB) 14.88 15.63 17.61 26.18

NRMSE 1.39 1.28 0.76 0.37

MD
PSNR (dB) 26.37 26.41 24.94 31.33

NRMSE 0.32 0.32 0.47 0.19

AD
PSNR (dB) 25.08 25.35 23.16 30.43

NRMSE 0.36 0.34 0.52 0.22

RD
PSNR (dB) 25.26 25.49 28.81 30.29

NRMSE 0.35 0.33 0.27 0.20

FIGURE 5 Four parametric maps (FA, MD, AD and RD)

reconstructed by LLS, LLS-BM4D, DIFFnet and FlexDTI

for the local dataset. The references were reconstructed by

LLS using 90 DW images. The PSNRs and NRMSEs are

given at the upper left corner of each reconstruction image.

can reconstruct diffusion tensors from a flexible num-

ber of DW images (six or more), thereby enhancing the

flexibility. The performance of FlexDTI was systemati-

cally evaluated in terms of the quality of tensor-derived

variables, as well as compared to the performance of tra-

ditional methods and advanced deep learning methods

that offer similar levels of flexibility.

It is worth pointing out that DIFFnet, another

advanced flexible DTI reconstruction method, does not

show good reconstruction performance. The reason may

be twofold. On the one hand, DIFFnet is a voxel-level

reconstruction method, which cannot effectively use the

correlation between adjacent pixels, so its anti-noise abil-

ity is insufficient. On the other hand, DIFFnet is unable

to improve the DTI reconstruction quality by using the

high-quality structural information prior provided by

high-resolution T1-weighted image.

An important design element of the FlexDTI frame-

work is the dynamic convolutional module, which uses

attention mechanism to construct the convolutional ker-

nel based on the input images. Dynamic convolution adds

only marginal attention computation and kernel con-

struction costs but does not increase the depth or width

of the network, rendering the additional computational

burden essentially negligible. Therefore, dynamic con-

volution enhances the network’s representation capacity

by leveraging the input image to construct the convo-

lutional kernel, with almost no additional computation.

Moreover, dynamic convolution can be used as a module

to replace static convolution in traditional convolu-

tional neural network, facilitating the implementation of

specific network mapping tasks.

In the dynamic convolution module, DW image vec-

tor is first concatenated with specific-length diffusion

gradient direction vector, before undergoing parameter

generation. If the vector length is too short, a sig-

nificant loss of information may occur due to global

average pooling, resulting in an insufficient contribution

of DW image information during parameter generation.

Conversely, if the vector length is too long, the infor-

mation of diffusion gradient directions may become less

important since diffusion gradient direction vector is a

three-dimensional vector, compromising the network’s

encoding ability concerning diffusion gradient directions
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FIGURE 6 A comparison of FA and MD generated from LLS, LLS-BM4D, DIFFnet, SuperDTI and FlexDTI using six

DW images. The diffusion directions were fixed for SuperDTI and flexible for other methods. The references were generated

from LLS using 90 DW images. The PSNRs and NRMSEs are given at the upper left corner of each reconstruction image.

and ultimately hampering the network’s mapping per-

formance. Thus, vectorizing the DW image to a length

of ten strikes the best balance between these competing

needs, achieving optimal reconstruction performance.

In DTI reconstruction experiments with flexible dif-

fusion gradient directions (Figures 2 and 3 ), only 6 DW

images and 12 DW images were involved. Because clini-

cally, 20-30 DW images are typically used for generating

DTI parametric maps, and using an excessive number of

DW images may compromise the purpose of fast DTI.

The DTI reconstruction of local clinical data

(Figure 5 ) shows that our method is suitable for differ-

ent scanners, indicating its strong generalization ability.

Once the network is trained, it can be used for different

diffusion gradient schemes on different types of scanners,

which is of great convenience for the clinical application

of deep learning-based DTI.

In comparison with SuperDTI with fixed diffusion

gradient directions (Figure 6 ), the parameter quanti-

tative result of MD, which is related to the diagonal

elements of diffusion tensor, shows that the reconstruc-

tion performance of FlexDTI on is similar to SuperDTI.

The parameter FA, which is related to the off-diagonal

elements of diffusion tensor, shows a decrease in PSNR of

1 to 2 dB. Although there were some compromises in the

reconstruction quality, the results were acceptable. These

observations further demonstrate that FlexDTI has high

reconstruction quality while obtaining flexibility.

5 CONCLUSION

A novel method FlexDTI was proposed to achieve high-

efficient diffusion tensor reconstruction with flexible dif-

fusion gradient schemes. The quantitative results show

the flexibility and efficiency of this method. By using

dynamic convolution to encode the diffusion gradient

directions, the network can reconstruct diffusion tensors

using DW images with flexible diffusion gradient direc-

tions. This solves the problem of traditional deep learn-

ing methods that can only reconstruct specific diffusion

gradient directions. In addition, we utilized the method

of setting the maximum number of input channels of

the network to achieve diffusion tensor reconstruction

with a flexible number of (six or more) DW images and

improved the flexibility of the network. The proposed

method meets the requirements of both shortening scan

time and increasing flexibility and generalization.
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