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Abstract

Off-resonance artifacts in magnetic resonance imaging
(MRI) are visual distortions that occur when the actual res-
onant frequencies of spins within the imaging volume dif-
fer from the expected frequencies used to encode spatial
information. These discrepancies can be caused by a va-
riety of factors, including magnetic field inhomogeneities,
chemical shifts, or susceptibility differences within the tis-
sues. Such artifacts can manifest as blurring, ghosting, or
misregistration of the reconstructed image, and they often
compromise its diagnostic quality. We propose to resolve
these artifacts by lifting the 2D MRI reconstruction prob-
lem to 3D, introducing an additional “spectral” dimension
to model this off-resonance. Our approach is inspired by
recent progress in modeling radiance fields, and is capa-
ble of reconstructing both static and dynamic MR images
as well as separating fat and water, which is of indepen-
dent clinical interest. We demonstrate our approach in the
context of PROPELLER (Periodically Rotated Overlapping
ParallEL Lines with Enhanced Reconstruction) MRI acqui-
sitions, which are popular for their robustness to motion
artifacts. Our method operates in a few minutes on a single
GPU, and to our knowledge is the first to correct for chemi-
cal shift in gradient echo PROPELLER MRI reconstruction
without additional measurements or pretraining data.

1. Introduction

Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) is an essential tool for
biomedical research as well as noninvasive diagnosis and
monitoring of a wide variety of medical conditions. MRI
does not require any ionizing radiation, making it safer than
imaging with X-rays, and can be used to measure both bone
and soft tissues. However, MRI measurements are slow to
collect, which limits their ability to image dynamic bod-
ily functions like peristalsis, respiration, and the cardiac cy-
cle. We therefore consider PROPELLER (Periodically Ro-
tated Overlapping ParallEL Lines with Enhanced Recon-
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(DFT−1 of Blades) Reconstruction Reconstruction

Figure 1. Overview of our method, shown here for reconstruct-
ing a static image. On the top left, we model a 2D magnetic reso-
nance image (here, the Shepp–Logan phantom) as a 3D volume in
real-space, using a third dimension for frequency shift to account
for off-resonance. On the right, we illustrate two PROPELLER
blades in k-space, with measurement support highlighted in blue
and yellow. The cross-section shows the off-resonance (chemical
shift) effects produced by these two blades, which result in offset
images of fat and water. By optimizing a 3D model rather than
a 2D image, we can produce an uncorrupted 2D reconstruction
(bottom right) by performing a projection exactly aligned with the
spectral axis, shown here for an abdomen cross-section focusing
on the liver.

struction) MRI, which is recognized for its ability to cor-
rect for motion artifacts and enable dynamic MR imaging.
PROPELLER MRI works by collecting k-space measure-
ments in “blades” that overlap in the low frequencies, as
illustrated in the top right of Figure 1 and in the top row
of Figure 3. Each blade can be sampled relatively quickly,
and by combining different blades sampled over time it is
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possible to recover a dynamic MR image.
However, gradient-echo PROPELLER reconstructions

suffer from off-resonance or chemical shift artifacts, in
which the distribution of fat and water in a sample causes
local distortions of the magnetic field. These distortions ap-
pear in the reconstructed images as a translation of fat and
water relative to each other, with different blade measure-
ments in k-space producing different translation artifacts in
image space. Left uncorrected, off-resonance artifacts limit
our ability to combine the data from different blades, and
can obscure the true spatial location of affected tissues, as
shown in the baseline reconstruction in Figure 1. Currently,
the only way to perform PROPELLER MRI without chem-
ical shift artifacts is to use slower spin echo measurements,
or estimate a magnetic field map using additional samples,
either of which limit the temporal resolution of the imag-
ing. Our goal is to enable chemical shift correction for fast
gradient-echo PROPELLER MRI without additional mea-
surements, which may open the door to faster scan times
and higher temporal resolution of dynamic functions like
heartbeat, respiration, and peristalsis.

We combine the partial reconstructions from each
gradient-echo PROPELLER blade to estimate the off-
resonance and produce a single fused image or video that
is free of off-resonance artifacts. We achieve this by intro-
ducing an additional “spectral” dimension that models how
much the tissue at each spatial location is susceptible to
chemical shift. The contents of each pixel are allowed to
exist at different “heights” in this extra dimension, where
the height of a structure represents its off-resonance and the
amount by which it shifts in 2D between the reconstructions
of different PROPELLER blades.

Specifically, we show that the 2D reconstruction from a
PROPELLER blade at angle θ corresponds to a projection
of our 3D model at the same angle. If the contents of a 2D
location, or pixel, exist at different heights in our model –
corresponding to different off-resonance effects – they will
project to different 2D locations relative to each other. As
the blade angle θ changes, so will the 2D offset between
these components in the corresponding projection of our
model. Since the magnetic field inhomogeneity is a func-
tion of the sample being measured, and not of the k-space
sampling trajectory, a single 3D volume must be consis-
tent with all of our PROPELLER blade reconstructions. We
therefore optimize the contents of our 3D grid to be consis-
tent with our PROPELLER measurements, and render out
a fused image without off-resonance artifacts by projecting
our 3D model along its spectral dimension.

Our approach demonstrates successful correction of
chemical shift effects in both static and dynamic PRO-
PELLER MRI, using a mixture of real datasets and syn-
thetic datasets that mimic the effects in real tissue and
real gradient echo measurements. To our knowledge, ours

is the first method to correct for off-resonance artifacts in
gradient-echo PROPELLER MRI without additional mea-
surements, and we are hopeful that our work opens the door
to faster and higher-fidelity imaging of organ motion.

2. Related Work
2.1. PROPELLER MRI

PROPELLER (Periodically Rotated Overlapping ParallEL
Lines with Enhanced Reconstruction) magnetic resonance
imaging (MRI) [4] is the k-space sampling trajectory for
which we aim to correct off-resonance artifacts, separate fat
and water, and resolve motion. The PROPELLER trajectory
is illustrated in the top right of Figure 1 and the top row of
Figure 3, and consists of overlapping “blades” through the
origin in k-space. One blade is collected per timestep, so
that all of k-space is sampled at some time but the measure-
ment at each timestep can be collected relatively quickly by
undersampling high frequencies in that direction. Spin-echo
PROPELLER MRI is popular for its robustness to motion
artifacts, but faster gradient-echo PROPELLER MRI is cur-
rently unused because of its susceptibility to chemical shift;
it is this susceptibility that we aim to resolve.

2.2. Off-resonance correction

Several approaches have been established to address off-
resonance artifacts in various MRI acquisition patterns [14];
we summarize some of the most relevant methods and how
they relate to our approach.

Field map estimation. A popular physics-based ap-
proach computes a field map to correct for the effects of
magnetic field inhomogeneity in non-Cartesian sampled
MRI by estimating a spatially varying sample density com-
pensation function [11]. Field map estimation can be done
more efficiently by leveraging compressed sensing [3], but
still requires some additional k-space measurements.

IDEAL method for spin-echo MRI. The Iterative De-
composition of water and fat with Echo Asymmetry and
Least-squares estimation (IDEAL) method [13] addresses
off-resonance for spin-echo MRI by combining asymmetri-
cally acquired echoes using an iterative algorithm. This ap-
proach is effective for spin-echo measurements, but these
are slower to acquire than gradient-echo measurements
which are the focus of our work.

Frequency segmented correction. Frequency segmented
off-resonance correction works by modulating the raw mea-
surements by different frequencies to produce base images
in which local off-resonance effects appear as local blur-
ring. This local blurring is then estimated using a focus
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metric, and the in-focus regions from each base image are
combined into a single uncorrupted image. Frequency seg-
mented correction has been demonstrated for spiral k-space
sampling trajectories [10] as well as with an available field
map estimate [8]. We focus instead on the PROPELLER k-
space sampling trajectory, for which off-resonance artifacts
appear as local spatial shifts rather than local blurring, and
we do not assume access to a field map estimate.

Deep Learning. Deep learning approaches have also been
explored as a means to correct for chemical shifts. For ex-
ample, deep learning methods using a residual convolu-
tional neural network have been trained to predict uncor-
rupted magnetic resonance images in 3D conical MRI [15]
as well as spiral RT-MRI [7]. These methods can work with-
out access to field maps, but instead require access to pre-
training examples of corrupted and clean magnetic reso-
nance images. This pretraining data may be cumbersome
to acquire, and deep models trained on them may only per-
form well on similar data. Our method does not require any
pretraining data, and instead leverages the physical equiva-
lence between chemical shift and volumetric projection, as
described in Section 3.

Dixon-RAVE. So-called “Dixon” methods correct for
off-resonance using shift encoding, allowing them to sep-
arate fat and water using Cartesian-sampled measurements
taken with different echo times. Most similar to ours is
Dixon-RAVE [1], which extends Dixon correction to gradi-
ent echo non-Cartesian k-space sampling. Both our method
and Dixon-RAVE share the ability to correct gradient-echo
MRI, recover motion, and operate in the absence of field
map estimates or pretraining data. However, the two meth-
ods differ in that Dixon-RAVE focuses on radial sam-
pling whereas we focus on PROPELLER sampling, and in
that our method recovers continuous-valued spectral shifts
rather than a binary separation of fat and water. Addition-
ally, Dixon-RAVE resolves dynamics by binning measure-
ments into discrete states based on principal component
analysis, whereas we reconstruct a video with each PRO-
PELLER measurement assigned to its own frame. We ex-
pect that the binning approach may provide greater noise
robustness for truly periodic motion, such as regular breath-
ing, but our approach may be more flexible to one-off or
irregular motions, such as peristalsis.

2.3. Volumetric reconstruction

Our inspiration for the use of 3D reconstruction comes from
recent progress in modeling radiance fields, in particular
the grid-based method Plenoxels [5]. Plenoxels optimizes
a 3D volume from 2D photographs using backpropagation
through batches of camera rays, with samples along each

ray evaluated using trilinear interpolation of the neighbor-
ing voxels. We use a similar strategy for evaluating projec-
tions and optimizing a volume, which in our case represents
a two-dimensional static image with a third spectral dimen-
sion to model off-resonance.

For dynamic MRI off-resonance correction we likewise
leverage recent progress in compressive modeling of dy-
namic scenes, in particular K-Planes [6]. This representa-
tion stores parameters in planes over pairs of dimensions,
and is a dynamic extension of the triplane volume represen-
tation introduced in EG3D [2].

We adapt both static and dynamic scene representations
from radiance fields to MRI by removing color and view-
dependent effects, and instead representing complex values
at each spatial or spatio-temporal location. Additionally, in-
stead of the volume rendering formula used for camera mea-
surements, the corresponding formula for MRI is a direct,
linear projection as illustrated in Figure 2.

3. Mathematical Formulation
Magnetic resonance k-space measurements s in the pres-
ence of chemical shift are defined by the signal equation
[9, 12]:

s(t) =

∫
m(r)e−i∆ω(r)te−ik(t)·rdr (1)

where ∆ω denotes magnetic field inhomogeneity in radi-
ans, the source of off-resonance and chemical shift artifacts.
Here m(r) is the real-space uncorrupted image and k(t) is
its k-space sampling trajectory over time t. In the case of
a single frequency shift ∆ω(r) = ∆ω0, we can gain some
intuition by simplifying the signal equation as follows:

s(t) = e−i∆ω0t

∫
m(r)e−ik(t)·rdr

=M(k(t))e−i∆ω0t.

In this form, the frequency shift manifests as a phase ac-
cumulation as the k-space measurements are collected over
time. We can write this succinctly using the notation v(k)
to track the k-space sampling trajectory which controls this
phase accumulation:

M̂(k(t)) :=M(k(t))e−i∆ω0v(k).

If we treat this corrupted k-space measurement as our
Fourier-domain signal M̂ , its inverse Fourier transform pro-
duces a corrupted image m̂ that exhibits chemical shift. For
a single frequency shift ∆ω0 this takes the form of a con-
volution of the uncorrupted image m with the accumulated
phase:

m̂(r) = m(r) ∗ F−1(e−iv(k)∆ω0). (2)

In the case of PROPELLER acquisitions, v(k) is a unit vec-
tor aligned with the PROPELLER blade. Therefore, due
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Figure 2. Diagram illustrating the equivalence of chemical shift
and 3D projection. Our model for a 2D MR image is a 3D vol-
ume with the two spatial dimensions x and y along with an extra
spectral dimension ω that represents off-resonance.

to the shift property of the Fourier transform, a single fre-
quency shift ∆ω0 results in a global translation of the true
image m in the direction of the PROPELLER blade. This
effect is illustrated in Figure 2, where the global translation
is modeled as a perspective shift in an off-axis projection
from 3D to 2D.

In reality, each pixel experiences its own frequency shift
∆ω(r) determined by the material properties, namely fat
and water content, of the tissue at that pixel location. Equa-
tion (2) then applies to each material in the uncorrupted im-
age m(r), which causes regions of fat and water to shift
locally relative to each other. As shown in Figure 2, Equa-
tion (2) is equivalent to an off-axis projection of a volume
along the spectral dimension, where the “height” of fat rela-
tive to water is ∆ω0. We resolve this local chemical shift by
modeling a continuous spectral dimension that allows each
spatial location to experience a continuous-valued chemi-
cal shift effect. This models the reality that different tissues
contain a continuous spectrum of chemical properties and
corresponding chemical shift values ∆ω.

4. Method
The input to our method is a set of k-space PROPELLER
blade measurements and their corresponding real-space 2D
images, obtained via the inverse DFT. Examples of such im-
ages are shown in Figure 3 and Figure 4.

Each training image is a reconstruction of the same un-
derlying structure, but each image exhibits two visual ar-
tifacts. One artifact is a directional blur corresponding to
the k-space PROPELLER blade, in which high frequencies
in a specific orientation are not sampled. The other arti-
fact is due to off-resonance, in which regions of fat (bright)

and water (dim) appear offset from each other in the im-
age, compared to their true positions in space. As the an-
gle of the PROPELLER blade rotates, so does the direction
of the blur as well as the direction of the fat-water shift.
The blur artifacts are more easily recovered, as the blur is
determined solely by the k-space sampling pattern and is
therefore known a priori. However, the off-resonance shift
artifacts are data specific, determined by the arrangement of
fat and water which is unknown a priori.

We correct for both of these artifacts by lifting the 2D
image reconstruction task into a 3D volume reconstruction
task, in which we can account for data-dependent chemical
shifts. Our method contains the following elements, illus-
trated in Figure 1. Our code is available at github.com/
sarafridov/volumetric-propeller.

4.1. Volume model

The optimizable parameters in our model represent the
complex-valued 3D volume over x, y, and the spectral di-
mension ω, shown in the top left of Figure 1. For static
imaging we arrange parameters directly in a 3D grid. For
dynamic imaging we use a complex-valued K-Planes repre-
sentation [6] over the x, y, ω, and t (time) dimensions. The
parameters of this dynamic model are stored in six complex-
valued grids pxy , pxω , pxt, pyω , pyt, and pωt, as well as
a complex-valued weighting vector a. The signal value at
a spatio-temporal location (x, y, ω, t) is computed by pro-
jecting this 4D coordinate into each of the six grids and ex-
tracting a feature vector by bilinear interpolation in each 2D
grid. These six feature vectors are then multiplied together
elementwise (Hadamard product) and decoded into a single
complex number via an inner product with the weighting
parameter a. This process is summarized in Equation (3):

f(x, y, ω, t) = ⟨a,Πc∈Cψ(pc, πc(x, y, ω, t))⟩, (3)

where C = {xy, xω, xt, yω, yt, ωt} denotes the set of six
feature grids, πc denotes projection onto the 2D plane de-
fined by dimensions c, and ψ denotes bilinear interpolation
of continuous-valued 2D coordinates within that plane.

Each of these volume models—static and dynamic—
performs interpolation between grid values so that the mod-
eled function is continuous across space and time, with
spatio-temporal bandwidth determined by the resolution in
each dimension x, y, t. These resolution parameters are de-
sign variables that control the resolution of the final recon-
struction. The resolution of the spectral dimension ω con-
trols the severity of off-resonance artifacts that can be cor-
rected for, and is generally much smaller than the spatial
resolution in x and y. For our dynamic model, there is an ad-
ditional feature dimension for each 2D grid and the weight-
ing vector a, which we set to 8. This dynamic K-Planes
model also supports a multiscale representation in which
the parameters are replicated at different resolutions and the
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results are summed; we use two scales where one is the full
image resolution and the other is half the resolution in the
spatial dimensions.

4.2. Forward model

We render our volume model into a simulated magnetic res-
onance measurement using a two-step process: projection
and blurring.

Projection. We use projection to generate a 2D image
from our volume model, as illustrated in the cross-section
in the middle row of Figure 1 as well as in Figure 2. We
construct a ray corresponding to each image pixel, sample
3D points along each ray (in the three dimensions x, y, and
ω), evaluate each sample by interpolation into our volume
model, and sum the samples along each ray to produce a
final projected pixel value.

A projection in 3D can be described by two angles, θ in
the spatial image plane and ϕ with respect to the spectral
axis. Each PROPELLER blade has an angle θ determined
by the orientation of the blade in k-space, and we assign it
a small positive angle ϕ, such as 20◦, so that the projections
for different blades will differ. This procedure models off-
resonance artifacts: two pieces of material at the same posi-
tion in the image plane but with different spectral “heights”
project to different image locations, with their relative shift
varying according to the projection angle θ corresponding
to each PROPELLER blade. This equivalence between off-
resonance and projection is illustrated in Figure 2.

Blur. Each PROPELLER blade measurement is under-
sampled in k-space by omitting high frequencies along a
certain direction. This k-space undersampling results in a
directional blur in image space, shown in the training views
at the bottom left of Figure 1 and in Figure 3.

To simulate these measurements, we take each of our
projected images, compute its 2D discrete Fourier trans-
form (DFT), and then mask the DFT by the appropri-
ate PROPELLER blade support in k-space. The resulting
masked values can be used in k-space as simulated raw
PROPELLER blade measurements, or moved back to im-
age space by an inverse DFT.

4.3. Optimization

We optimize the grid values of our static and dynamic vol-
ume models by iterative gradient updates, using the Adam
optimizer. At each iteration, we choose a PROPELLER
blade, with a known k-space mask (at angle θ) and corre-
sponding measurement. We then apply our forward model
and compute the square L2 norm of the error between our
prediction and the true measurement, in both k-space and
image space. We sum these two data-fidelity terms, with
most weight on the image-space loss, but include both terms

to minimize any artifacts induced by the discretized k-space
masking procedure. We also include total variation and L1

sparsity regularization along the spatial and spectral dimen-
sions of our volume model, which helps to produce clean
and sparse edges and remove any initialization values in un-
dersupervised corners of the volume model. For dynamic
reconstruction, we also include temporal smoothness and
sparsity regularizers to encourage motions to be smooth and
limited in scope. After optimization is completed, we ren-
der a test image or video without off-resonance artifacts by
projecting our volume model with ϕ = 0, so that material
at the same position in the spatial plane projects to the same
image location. For dynamic reconstruction, we do a final
denoising step on each frame using a nonlocal means filter,
to remove some grid artifacts induced by the tensor decom-
position representation of the volume model.

5. Datasets
We validate our approach on four datasets, two static ab-
domen cross-sections (through liver and breast tissue, re-
spectively) based on real magnetic resonance measurements
provided publicly by Dixon-RAVE [1], and two synthetic
datasets based on the Shepp–Logan phantom, one static and
another dynamic. For each dataset, we begin with real-space
complex-valued images or videos of fat and water layers,
and combine these into a ground truth volume by embed-
ding the fat and water layers along the spectral dimension
of the volume. We then use our forward model to simulate
PROPELLER measurements of this model that we use as
input to our reconstruction method.

Static Shepp–Logan dataset. Our static Shepp–Logan
dataset is defined by a complex-valued 3D slab with spa-
tial dimensions x and y and an added spectral dimension ω.
We separate the standard Shepp–Logan phantom into two
components, with the bright outer ellipse simulating fat and
its interior simulating water-based tissue. We embed each
of these layers in our 3D slab following a shallow Gaus-
sian contour, so that there is small, smooth spectral variation
within each layer and a larger spectral jump between the wa-
ter layer and the fat layer. This setup is designed to recapit-
ulate the reality that fat exhibits noticeably larger chemical
shift artifacts compared to water, but there are also smaller
spectral differences between different tissues of each type.

Using this synthetic ground truth volume, we produce
training data by evaluating our forward model for each of
five blades that together tile to fill a decagon centered at the
origin in k-space. These k-space blades and the correspond-
ing training images are shown in Figure 3.

Static liver and breast datasets. We use two static real-
data magnetic resonance measurements, both based on pub-
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Figure 3. Static synthetic dataset: training images. Top row: 5
k-space masks used to define the measurement blades. These 5
blades tile to cover a decagon centered at the origin in k-space.
Bottom row: 5 input images corresponding to these blades. Note
that the direction of chemical shift (the gap between the bright
outer ellipse and the interior) and the direction of undersampling
blur is determined by the orientation of the measurement blade in
k-space. Each measurement amounts to viewing (projecting) the
ground truth volume at an angle, and then blurring it.

lic data provided by Dixon-RAVE [1]. This method sep-
arates free-breathing MRI reconstructions into complex-
valued fat and water layers, which we then embed in our
ground truth volume in the same manner as for the synthetic
Shepp–Logan dataset. We then simulate PROPELLER k-
space measurements using our forward model, which is
necessary because the original data was not sampled ac-
cording to the PROPELLER trajectory in k-space. Both of
these real datasets visualize abdominal cross-sections, fo-
cusing on liver and breast tissue, respectively. Abdominal
MRI is particularly susceptible to off-resonance artifacts be-
cause of the prevalence of both fat and water, and therefore
is a particularly valuable application for our proposed off-
resonance correction strategy. We show the training images
for each of these abdominal datasets in Figure 4.

Figure 4. Static real datasets: training images. Each row shows
the 5 real input images corresponding to the 5 PROPELLER
blades shown in the top row of Figure 3. The top row shows our
liver dataset and the bottom row shows our breast dataset, both of
which are derived from the Dixon-RAVE [1] dataset.

Dynamic Shepp–Logan dataset. Our dynamic Shepp–
Logan dataset is generated in much the same way as our
static Shepp–Logan dataset, except that the original Shepp–
Logan phantom is modified so that one of the ellipses moves
along a sinusoidal pattern left and right over time. We col-

lect a single k-space blade measurement at each time step,
cycling among the five blades shown in Figure 3 for a total
of 67 timesteps.

This dataset simulates key aspects of real dynamic PRO-
PELLER MRI, notably that we never observe the entire
Fourier domain at any individual timestep. In Figure 5 we
show a sequence of five consecutive images in this dynamic
dataset. Note that the top ellipse shifts to the right while
the measurement blades rotate through k-space, produc-
ing different chemical shift and undersampling blur at each
timestep. During the entire 67-frame sequence, the moving
ellipse completes 2.5 periods of its cyclic motion.

Figure 5. Dynamic dataset: example training images. We show
a sequence of five consecutive frames from our dynamic training
dataset, where the topmost interior ellipse moves over time (from
left to right) at the same time as the measurement angles rotate
repeatedly through the five PROPELLER blades.

6. Experimental Results

Our quantitative results are summarized in Table 1. The
baseline is constructed by taking the five k-space PRO-
PELLER blade measurements (or the five most recent
blades in the dynamic setting), computing a coverage-
weighted average over them in k-space, then computing the
inverse DFT of the result. Visual comparisons are also pro-
vided for each dataset, as well as fat–water separation and a
visual inspection of our learned model parameters.

Static Static Static Dynamic
Synthetic Liver Breast Synthetic

Baseline 15.74 20.38 25.98 17.08
Ours 34.53 38.66 41.43 37.21

Table 1. Quantitative results. We compare PSNR values for our
method and a baseline, across four synthetic and real datasets.

Static Shepp–Logan dataset. Our static synthetic results
are shown in Figure 6, in which we compare our recon-
struction of the classic Shepp–Logan phantom with a sim-
ple baseline reconstruction. The baseline recovers the basic
structure of the Shepp–Logan phantom, but suffers severe
off-resonance artifacts most visible around the bright outer
ellipse, which simulates fatty tissue that is most susceptible
to chemical shift. Our reconstruction is free of these off-
resonance effects and successfully combines the five under-
sampled blade measurements into a single clean image.
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Figure 6. Static synthetic dataset: results. We compare our re-
construction with both the ground truth and a simple baseline re-
construction that directly combines the five PROPELLER blade
measurements in k-space. The baseline is highly susceptible to off-
resonance artifacts particularly of the “fatty” outer ellipse, whereas
our method successfully resolves the reference image.

Static liver and breast datasets. Our real-data static re-
sults parallel our results on the Shepp–Logan phantom, and
are shown in Figure 7, with the breast cross-section on the
left and the liver cross-section on the right. In both cases,
we again find that our method cleanly recovers the ground
truth image without the off-resonance artifacts present in
the baseline reconstruction.

Figure 7. Static real datasets: results. For each dataset, we com-
pare our reconstruction with both the ground truth and a sim-
ple baseline reconstruction that directly combines the five PRO-
PELLER blade measurements in k-space. The baseline is highly
susceptible to off-resonance artifacts of fatty tissues, whereas our
reconstruction successfully resolves the reference image.

Fat–water separation. Because our method recovers a
continuous spectral axis, we can render out slices of the fi-
nal reconstructed image or video that contain only tissues
with certain chemical properties. For example, by separat-
ing our reconstructed volume into lower and upper portions

along the spectral axis, we can render out clinically valuable
fat-only and water-only images. We show this chemical sep-
aration in Figure 8 on the real breast and liver datasets, for
which we use the Dixon-RAVE [1] fat–water separation as
ground truth.

Figure 8. Fat–water separation: results. Our method recovers a
continuous spectral dimension which can be easily rendered into
separate fat and water layers that closely match the reference fat
and water images from Dixon-RAVE [1].

Dynamic Shepp–Logan dataset. We summarize the re-
sults of our dynamic experiment in Figure 9. Our dynamic
baseline method is similar to our static baseline, except that
for each frame’s reconstruction we use the previous five
PROPELLER blades—an exact tiling over k-space—in the
coverage-weighted average and inverse DFT. This results in
a video that lags slightly behind the ground truth as well
as suffering from off-resonance (chemical shift). Our dy-
namic reconstruction recovers the motion of the moving el-
lipse while correcting for off-resonance and PROPELLER
blade undersampling blur.

Model interpretation. Our grid-based K-Planes model
lends itself to interpretation, as shown in Figure 10. The
learned parameters show recovery of the spatial structure
of the Shepp–Logan phantom, the sinusoidal motion of the
moving ellipse, and the fat–water separation along the spec-
tral dimension.
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Figure 9. Dynamic dataset: example reconstructions. From top
to bottom, we show a sequence of five consecutive frames from
our dynamic experiment. For each frame, we compare our recon-
struction with a simple baseline and the ground truth.

7. Discussion

In this work, we propose a strategy to resolve off-
resonance artifacts in both static and dynamic PROPELLER
MRI, leveraging a mathematical equivalence between off-
resonance artifacts and the projection effects ubiquitous in
computer vision and graphics. Our method works directly
from raw gradient-echo PROPELLER blade measurements
without any additional field map estimation or pretraining
data, and recovers both the spatiotemporal structure as well
as spectral properties of the tissue, including fat–water sep-
aration. It removes off-resonance or chemical shift artifacts
while resolving motion to produce a video reconstruction.
We demonstrate promising results on both static and dy-

Figure 10. Dynamic dataset: model parameters. Our dynamic
volume model consists of six grids representing every pairing of
the coordinates x, y, t, and ω. By visualizing the learned param-
eters (averaged along the feature dimension), we can see the ba-
sic Shepp–Logan spatial structure in the xy grid, evidence of fat–
water separation in the xω and yω grids, and the recovered motion
in the xt and yt grids.

namic synthetic datasets, as well as two real static abdom-
inal datasets measuring cross-sections through breast and
liver tissue.

Limitations. The primary limitation of our work is that
even our experimental liver and breast data was not sampled
using gradient-echo PROPELLER MRI, but was instead
collected using other k-space sampling strategies. We then
processed these measurements using our forward model to
simulate the measurements we might have collected using
a gradient-echo PROPELLER sequence. Nonetheless, our
preliminary results are promising and we hope that fol-
lowup work will apply and validate our method on real
gradient-echo PROPELLER measurements, with the ulti-
mate goal of improving clinical scan time and reconstruc-
tion quality.

Specifically, we note that our forward model uses a
Cartesian grid in k-space along with uniform DFT and
inverse DFT implementations. In practice, PROPELLER
blades are collected along blade-aligned lines rather than
axis-aligned lines in k-space, and therefore require nonuni-
form DFT and inverse DFT in the full forward model. This
difference is one of convenience and implementation; fu-
ture work with real data should be able to use our method
exactly as described here, except for replacing the uniform
DFT and inverse DFT with nonuniform implementations.

Conclusions. Our physics-based method enables high-
quality magnetic resonance reconstruction using fast and
motion-robust gradient-echo PROPELLER measurements,
without requiring slower spin-echo measurements, addi-
tional field map measurements, or pretraining data. We hope
that our method leads to faster scan times and higher tem-
poral resolution of clinically relevant patient motions such
as respiration and peristalsis.
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