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Abstract—Three-dimensional coronary magnetic 

resonance angiography (CMRA) demands reconstruction 
algorithms that can significantly suppress the artifacts 
from a heavily undersampled acquisition. While unrolling-
based deep reconstruction methods have achieved state-
of-the-art performance on 2D image reconstruction, their 
application to 3D reconstruction is hindered by the large 
amount of memory needed to train an unrolled network. In 
this study, we propose a memory-efficient deep 
compressed sensing method by employing a sparsifying 
transform based on a pre-trained artifact estimation 
network. The motivation is that the artifact image estimated 
by a well-trained network is sparse when the input image is 
artifact-free, and less sparse when the input image is 
artifact-affected. Thus, the artifact-estimation network can 
be used as an inherent sparsifying transform. The 
proposed method, named De-Aliasing Regularization based 
Compressed Sensing (DARCS), was compared with a 
traditional compressed sensing method, de-aliasing 
generative adversarial network (DAGAN), model-based 
deep learning (MoDL), and plug-and-play for accelerations 
of 3D CMRA. The results demonstrate that the proposed 
method improved the reconstruction quality relative to the 
compared methods by a large margin. Furthermore, the 
proposed method well generalized for different 
undersampling rates and noise levels. The memory usage 
of the proposed method was only 63% of that needed by 
MoDL. In conclusion, the proposed method achieves 
improved reconstruction quality for 3D CMRA with reduced 
memory burden.  

 
Index Terms—Magnetic resonance image reconstruction, 

coronary magnetic resonance angiography, deep learning, 
iterative reconstruction.  

I. INTRODUCTION 
HREE-DIMENSIONAL coronary magnetic resonance 
angiography (3D CMRA) is an imaging technique that has 

demonstrated significant potential for the assessment and 
diagnosis of coronary artery disease (CAD). This non-invasive 
method provides clear visualization of coronary arteries without 
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subjecting patients to ionizing radiation [1], making it valuable 
for early detection and long-term monitoring of stenosis in the 
coronary arteries [2, 3]. However, one significant drawback of 
3D CMRA is its relatively long scan time, typically ranging 
from 7 to 10 minutes, which is significantly longer than 2D 
cardiac MR imaging [4-6]. This poses a substantial obstacle to 
its widespread clinical application, prompting the need for 
reconstruction algorithms capable of substantially accelerating 
3D CMRA acquisition. 

To date, two types of methods have been developed to 
address this challenge: classic Bayesian reconstruction 
approaches and deep learning-based techniques. Classic 
Bayesian methods leverage the “sparsity” [7, 8] or “low-
rankness” [9] of the image to improve conditioning of the 
otherwise ill-posed reconstruction problem. Among these 
methods, PROST utilizes self-consistency between image 
patches at different locations, and has achieved state-of-the-art 
performance for undersampled CMRA reconstruction [5, 10]. 
However, due to the non-specificity of the compressed sensing 
(CS) priors, images reconstructed using these methods often 
suffer from residual aliasing artifacts, especially at high 
acceleration rates.  

Recently, deep learning approaches have emerged as a potent 
strategy for undersampled image reconstruction. Early studies 
focused on developing networks that directly map 
undersampled data to reconstructed images, with notable 
methods including AUTOMAP [11], U-Net [12, 13] and 
generative adversarial network (GAN) based methods [14-16] 
such as De-Aliasing GAN (DAGAN) [14]. While these 
methods have shown promise, their pure data-driven nature 
lacks interpretability, and their generalizability remains 
challenging due to limited training data in the field of medical 
image reconstruction, especially in CMRA. Therefore, recent 
works have aimed to combine the strength of model-driven 
data-fidelity constraints with data-driven deep learning-based 
regularization into a single approach. This has given rise to two 
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well-known strategies: Plug-and-play (PnP) and unrolling. PnP 
[17, 18], initially developed without incorporating deep 
learning-based priors, involves replacing the proximal operator 
in each iteration with either an off-the-shelf denoiser or a pre-
trained denoising network, resulting in enhanced reconstruction 
compared to standard CS methods [18, 19]. However, since the 
denoising regularizer is not specific to the imaging artifacts, 
PnP can still suffer from residual artifacts at a high acceleration 
rate. Deep unrolling utilizes an end-to-end trained unrolled 
network with two components used recursively, where the first 
maintains data fidelity and the second enforces regularization 
based on a convolutional neural network (CNN). Several 
representative unrolled networks including ADMM-Net [20], 
ISTA-Net [21], MoDL [22], and E2E-VarNet [23] have 
achieved the state-of-the-art performance in 2D MRI 
reconstruction. A few of them have been applied to 3D CMRA 
[4, 6]. However, the use of unrolling for 3D image 
reconstruction has been limited by the large memory burden in 
the training process [6], leading to suboptimal reconstruction 
quality.  

To address these limitations, several new deep learning 
reconstruction strategies have been developed. Deep 
equilibrium (DEQ) model [24-27] extends unrolling by running 
the iteration to convergence, so that the backward propagation 
can be performed with respect to a single layer, which 
substantially reduced the memory burden. However, to evaluate 
the gradient in the back propagation, the iterations need to reach 
the fixed point, which could substantially increase the 
computational time. Another recently proposed method [28] 
combines a deep de-aliasing network and an iterative CS 
algorithm. The method generates an artifact-reduced image 
based on a pre-trained de-aliasing network, and then forces the 
final reconstruction to stay close to the artifact-reduced image 
while satisfying the data-fidelity constraint. Since the network 
is pre-trained, the memory burden of the method is also reduced. 

In this study, we aim to propose a novel deep compressed 
sensing method that has both a low memory burden and a task-
specific regularization, so that it can accurately reconstruct the 
image for highly accelerated 3D CMRA. Similar to the method 
in [28], a pre-trained de-aliasing network is used to generate the 
image prior. However, the de-aliasing network is used to 
provide a sparsifying transform, rather than a static image for 
the subsequent compressed sensing iterations. The motivation 
is that the artifact image estimated by a de-aliasing network is 
sparse when the input image is artifact-free, and less sparse 
when the input image is artifact-affected. Thus, the de-aliasing 
network inherently induces a sparsifying transform for the 
underlying task. The proposed method, named De-Aliasing 
Regularization based Compressed Sensing (DARCS), was 
compared with PROST, DAGAN, MoDL, and plug-and-play 
for accelerations of 3D CMRA in a cohort of 10 healthy 
subjects.  

II. RELATED WORKS 

A. Classical Reconstruction Methods for CMRA 
Classical reconstruction methods, including parallel imaging, 

compressed sensing, and low-rank based methods, have been 
the mainstream for acceleration of CMRA. Piccini et al 
proposed a CMRA technique based on a 3D radial trajectory 
and XD-GRASP [29] reconstruction, which employs sparsity 
of the images along time respiratory dimension [30]. This 
method has also been extended to free-running 5D imaging [31], 
which reconstructs all cardiac and respiratory phases. Bustin et 
al proposed a patch-based low-rank method, called 3D-PROST, 
which showed improved image quality than standard wavelet-
based compressed sensing method [5, 32]. Before the advent of 
deep learning, PROST was widely considered the state of the 
art in this field. The limitation for these classic acceleration 
methods is that they use hand-crafted regularizations, which are 
empirically assumed for medical images, such as smoothness 
and low-rankness. However, medical images are more than just 
being smooth and low-ranked. They also form a unique 
distribution different from natural images. Furthermore, the 
distribution of image artifacts is also important since learning 
of it may more precisely help the reconstruction to remove these 
artifacts. Therefore, the failure to learn application-specific 
prior about the images and artifacts make these classical 
methods less effective in the presence of high accelerations. 

B. Data-driven Deep Learning Methods 
Early deep learning reconstruction methods are purely data-

driven. A network is often constructed to directly transform 
undersampled k-space or an aliased image into an aliasing-free 
image. For example, Zhu et al constructed a neural network to 
transform k-space data undersampled by different patterns into 
an aliasing-free image [11]. Hyun et al developed a U-Net 
method to reconstruct the aliasing-free image from keyhole-
undersampled k-space [12]. Yang et al proposed a conditional 
generative adversarial network for MRI reconstruction [14], 
which combined the adversarial loss with so-called content loss, 
which includes pixelwise l2 loss and the perceptual loss [33]. 
Data-driven deep learning methods have also been used in 
CMRA, but mainly for denoising [34] and super-resolution [35]. 
A main limitation for data-driven approaches is the ignorance 
of k-space data and the imaging model. At the testing phase, 
even though the reconstructed images may not satisfy the data-
fidelity constraint, this information is ignored and not utilized 
to improve the reconstruction quality [22]. 

C. Model-driven Deep Learning Methods 
The model-driven deep learning methods were proposed to 

mitigate the above issues associated with pure data-driven 
methods. Model-driven deep learning methods can be broadly 
classified into three categories. The first category is the so-
called plug-and-play approaches. PnP was initially proposed 
without the use of deep learning [17]. In the traditional PnP, an 
off-the-shelf denoisier replaces the proximal step in a 
conventional alternating direction algorithm, which has been 
empirically observed to generate better reconstruction results. 
The exact reason for this improvement, however, is not clear 
and still subject to debate [18]. Zhang et al firstly combined PnP 
with deep learning [36], by using a denoising CNN in the 
replacement. This strategy was then extended by several other 
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groups for different reconstruction tasks [37, 38]. The second 
category is the unrolling method. Unrolling abandoned the use 
of pre-trained networks; instead, it unrolls a reconstruction 
algorithm into a deep network, which often comprises 
alternations of the data-fidelity module and a CNN [22]. The 
network is then trained end-to-end to transform an aliasing-
affected image into an aliasing-free image, much like the data-
driven approaches, which learned the task-specific information 
related to the image and artifacts. Furthermore, since data-
fidelity is recursively enforced, unrolling exhibits a higher 
degree of generalizability than pure data-driven approaches. 
The third category is methods based on generative priors. In 
these methods, a prior is trained with a variety of approaches, 
such as variational autoencoder [39, 40], PixelCNN++ [41], 
score-based diffusion [42-44], and energy-based modeling [45]. 
It was often found that these methods have better 
generalizability than discriminative methods, which were 
trained from pairs of aliasing-affected/aliasing-free images, on 
out-of-distribution data [42, 44]. However, for in-distribution 
data, the performance of these methods appeared to be similar 
or inferior to unrolling [44, 45]. Furthermore, the reconstruction 
or training of these methods was typically quite time-
consuming or memory-consuming [43], rendering them 
difficult for 3D reconstructions. So far, only unrolling has been 
used in CMRA. 

Although deep unrolling has shown superior performance 
compared to classical compressed sensing, a major limitation 
for unrolling in 3D imaging applications is the excessive usage 
of the GPU memory during the training phase [26, 46, 47]. 
Since an algorithm is unrolled and trained end-to-end, the 
intermediate variable in each layer need to be stored in memory. 
For high-resolution 3D imaging, the memory usage becomes 
formidable, which limits the maximal number of unrolled 
iterations typically to 3 or 4. This truncation of unrolled 
iterations compromises the reconstruction quality [26]. To 
address this issue, deep equilibrium model based methods [24-
27, 48] have been proposed. These methods can perform 
potentially an infinite number of iterations in forward pass by 
calculating the fixed point. Moreover, in the backward pass, the 
gradient can be obtained without backpropagating through the 
large number of forward iterations, eliminating the need to store 
the intermediate variables. As a result, these methods alleviate 
the memory burden during training by only requiring the 
memory necessary to compute the fixed point and gradient. 
However, the iterative solving procedure is seriously time-
consuming, and in some studies [27] the DEQ method even 
occupied more memory for solving the inverse of the operator 
in backpropagation. Another type of approach, proposed by 
Liao et al. [28], is an AI-assisted compressed sensing which 
combines deep learning and iterative reconstruction. In this 
framework, an image inferred by a deep de-aliasing network is 
used as a spatial regularizer to guide iterative CS reconstruction, 
without the need for large amounts of memory during training. 
However, the use of the l1 norm between the reconstruction and 
a fixed de-aliased image, which may not be accurate, may 
introduce bias into the final reconstruction due to the 

oversimplified prior. 
Finally, although interpretability of unrolling is better than 

pure data-driven approaches, it is difficult to assess ad hoc how 
the reconstruction would be before the input was sent to the 
network. It is also unclear what kind of image prior is used for 
an unrolled network [45]. These limitations motivated us to 
develop a compressed sensing method with a prior obtained by 
a separate discriminative training instead of an unrolled end-to-
end training. We show that this method not only preserves the 
task-specificity of the image prior, but also reduces memory 
usage and improves interpretability. 

III. METHODOLOGY 

A. Problem Formulation 
In MRI reconstruction, the undersampled k-space 

measurement 𝒚𝒚 ∈  ℂ𝑚𝑚 is associated with the underlying image 
𝒙𝒙 ∈  ℂ𝑛𝑛 through the following equation:  

𝒚𝒚 = 𝑨𝑨𝒙𝒙 + 𝝐𝝐 (1) 
where the operator 𝑨𝑨 ∈  ℂ𝑚𝑚×𝑛𝑛 is the forward model of the 

imaging system and 𝝐𝝐 the noise. In the presence of multiple 
coils, the forward model is often a composition of three linear 
operators:  

𝑨𝑨 = 𝑫𝑫𝑫𝑫𝑫𝑫 (2) 
where S is the sensitivity map of coils, F the Fourier transform, 
and D the undersampling operator in k-space. Due to ill-
conditioning of the inverse problem, the standard CS 
reconstruction often involves formulating and solving the 
following optimization problem:  

argmin
𝒙𝒙

‖𝒚𝒚 − 𝑨𝑨𝒙𝒙‖22 + 𝛼𝛼‖Φ(𝒙𝒙)‖1 (3) 

where ‖𝒚𝒚 − 𝑨𝑨𝒙𝒙‖22  is the data fidelity term, Φ the sparsifying 
transform, and α the regularization weight. Traditionally, the 
regularization term is usually based on transform-domain 
sparsity [7, 49, 50] or low-rankness [9, 10, 51], which are hand-
crafted priors for the image. For highly undersampled k-space, 
these traditional compressed sensing methods often lack 
regularization power, resulting in aliasing artifacts or blurred 
reconstructions [14]. 

B. De-aliasing Regularization Based Compressed 
Sensing 

To mitigate the above issues, we propose to learn a task-
specific regularizer based on deep convolutional neural 
networks, which does not need unrolling of the algorithm and 
an end-to-end training of the unrolled network. Fig. 1 shows a 
schematic of the proposed method. To use the method, we 
firstly train a de-aliasing network, denoted by 𝐺𝐺�𝒙𝒙;𝜽𝜽��, where 
𝜽𝜽� represents the learned parameters of the network. The model 
𝐺𝐺�𝒙𝒙;𝜽𝜽�� thus aims to remove the aliasing artifacts in 𝒙𝒙, and the 
residual 𝐺𝐺�𝒙𝒙;𝜽𝜽�� − 𝒙𝒙 aims to estimate the artifact of the image. 
If the image is aliasing-free, 𝐺𝐺�𝒙𝒙;𝜽𝜽�� − 𝒙𝒙 should output a zero 
image, which intrinsically has the highest sparsity. If the image 
is aliasing-affected, 𝐺𝐺�𝒙𝒙;𝜽𝜽�� − 𝒙𝒙  should output an image of 
recognized artifacts, which cause a reduction of the sparsity.  
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Fig. 1 An overview of the De-Aliasing Regularization based Compressed Sensing (DARCS) method. In this framework, the generator in a pre-

trained 3D de-aliasing generative adversarial network (architecture shown in the figure) is used to build the regularizer for compressed sensing. The 
rationale is that the residual output G(x)-x has a high sparsity for an aliasing-free image and a low sparsity for an aliasing-affected image, thereby 
providing an intrinsic sparsifying transform for this underlying task. When the residual connection is used in the de-aliasing network as shown here, 
the output before the residual connection is automatically the residual.  

Therefore, the mapping  𝒙𝒙 → 𝐺𝐺�𝒙𝒙;𝜽𝜽�� − 𝒙𝒙  serves as an 
intrinsic sparsifying transform, and its l1-norm can be used as a 
regularizer for the underlying image reconstruction. That is, 
once the network is trained, we can minimize the following cost 
function to estimate the underlying 𝒙𝒙:  

argmin
𝒙𝒙

‖𝒚𝒚 − 𝑨𝑨𝒙𝒙‖22 + 𝛼𝛼‖𝐺𝐺�𝒙𝒙;𝜽𝜽�� − 𝒙𝒙‖1 (4) 

An advantage for the de-aliasing-based regularization relative 
to traditional regularizations is the improvement of task 
specificity. To see it, we show the sparsity map of a trained 
DARCS regularizer, the finite difference regularizer, and the 
wavelet regularizer for both the zero-filled images and ground 
truth in Fig. 2. Whereas the DARCS regularizer has a low 
sparsity for the zero-filled images and high sparsity for the 
ground truth, the other two traditional regularizers have closer 
degrees of sparsity for the two types of images, since edges are 
unspecifically penalized by these regularizers.  

C. Optimization 
The optimization problem in Eq 4 is solved by the Alternating 

Direction Method of Multipliers (ADMM), which iteratively 
executes the following three steps:  

Step 1: 
𝒙𝒙𝑡𝑡 = argmin

𝒙𝒙
 ‖𝒚𝒚 − 𝑨𝑨𝒙𝒙‖22 + 𝜇𝜇‖𝒙𝒙 − 𝒛𝒛𝑡𝑡−1 + 𝒖𝒖𝑡𝑡−1‖22 

(5a) 

Step 2: 
𝒛𝒛𝑡𝑡 = argmin

𝒛𝒛
 𝛼𝛼�𝐺𝐺�𝒛𝒛;𝜽𝜽�� − 𝒛𝒛�

1
+ 𝜇𝜇‖𝒙𝒙𝑡𝑡 − 𝒛𝒛 + 𝒖𝒖𝑡𝑡−1‖22 

(5b) 

Step 3: 
 𝒖𝒖𝑡𝑡 = 𝒖𝒖𝑡𝑡−1 + (𝒙𝒙𝑡𝑡 − 𝒛𝒛𝑡𝑡) 

(5c) 

where 𝒖𝒖𝑡𝑡  is the scaled Lagrange multiplier, 𝒛𝒛𝑡𝑡  the variable 
introduced in variable-splitting, and 𝜇𝜇  the penalty weight. 
Among the three steps, Step 1 is a regularized SENSE 
reconstruction problem, which can be solved by a conjugate-
gradient (CG) algorithm; Step 2 is the proximal step of the 
ADMM algorithm; Step 3 is an update of the Lagrangian 
multiplier. We solve Step 2 by a gradient-descent (GD) 
algorithm [41], where the gradient at each iteration is given by 

𝒈𝒈𝑘𝑘 = 2𝜇𝜇�𝒛𝒛 − (𝒙𝒙𝑡𝑡 + 𝒖𝒖𝑡𝑡−1)�
+ 𝛼𝛼(𝑱𝑱 − 𝑰𝑰)𝑇𝑇𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠�𝐺𝐺�𝒛𝒛;𝜽𝜽�� − 𝒛𝒛� 

(6) 

where J denotes Jacobian of G with respect to 𝒛𝒛, and 𝑰𝑰 denotes 
an identity matrix. Algorithm 1 shows a pseudo code for the 
entire ADMM algorithm. 
 

 
Fig. 2 The outputs of each sparsifying transform for the zero-filled and 
ground truth images. Compared to finite difference and discrete wavelet 
transform (DWT), the artifact-estimation-based sparsifying transform 
generates more distinguishable degrees of sparsity between the zero-
filled and ground truth images. The number in each image denotes the 
percentage of pixels with the intensity less than 10% of the maximum, 
which roughly quantifies sparsity of the image. 
 

 

D. Choice of the De-aliasing Network 
Theoretically, any network trained to de-aliase the images can 

be used to construct the proposed regularization. However, 
different network architectures, loss functions, or training 
strategies may generate different de-aliasing performance, 
which in turn causes different regularization performances. For 
example, it is known that the use of adversarial loss often 
improves the perceptual quality of the network outputs in 
image-to-image translation tasks [52]. Hence, in this work, we 
trained a DAGAN [14] as the de-aliasing network. The 
architecture of the DAGAN generator is shown in Fig. 1. The 
generator was based on a 3D U-Net with a residual connection 
between the output and the input. Two input and output 
channels were used to store the real and imaginary parts of the 
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input and output, respectively. The discriminator of the 
DAGAN was based on a CNN, which comprised of 5 
convolutional blocks and 1 fully-connected layer, followed by 
a sigmoid function. The network was trained with the same loss 
function as in [14], which comprised of adversarial loss, the 
image-domain normalized mean-squared-error (NMSE) loss, 
the frequency-domain NMSE loss (the frequency loss), and the 
VGG perceptual loss [33].  

E. Training Strategies 
Normally, a de-aliasing network is trained using pairs of 

aliasing-affected images and the corresponding aliasing-free 
images. We refer to this routine training strategy as Strategy 1. 
The use of this strategy, however, does not guarantee the 
network would output an artifact-free image when the input is 
also artifact-free. Since we need not only low sparsity for 
aliasing-affected images, but also high sparsity for aliasing-free 
images, we developed Strategy 2 (shown in supplementary 
Figure S1 (http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.00320), which uses both 
aliasing-affected images and aliasing-free images to train the 
network. During training, both types of images were input with 
a probability of 0.5. Finally, both Strategy 1 and 2 only trained 
a single de-aliasing network. However, during the ADMM 
iterations, the intermediate images may have somewhat 
different distributions than both the initial aliasing-affected 
images and the aliasing-free images. Therefore, for Strategy 3, 
we trained two DAGANs, each processing the aliased images 
generated at different phases of the ADMM algorithm. More 
specifically, we trained the first DAGAN by the same data as 
that used in Strategy 2. Then, we used the induced regularizer 
to reconstruct images from the training dataset using the 
ADMM algorithm with 10 iterations. We then formed a new set 
of aliased images based on these intermediate results, and 
trained the second DAGAN with these images and the aliasing-
free images with an equal probability. Compared with Strategy 
2, each DAGAN in Strategy 3 can be more specific to the 
aliasing artifacts at the corresponding phase during the 
iterations. 

IV. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS 

A. CMRA Data Collection and Preparation 
The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board 

(IRB). All subjects provided written informed consent prior to 
the scan. Twenty healthy subjects were scanned on a 3.0T MRI 
scanner (uMR 790, United Imaging Healthcare Co. Ltd., 
Shanghai, China) with a 12-channel torso coil and 32-channel 
spine coil. Three-dimensional CMRA was acquired with an 
electrocardiogram-triggered, navigator-gated, T2-prepared 
dual-echo spoiled gradient echo sequence [53] with the 
following parameters: repetition time (TR) = 5.21ms, echo time 
(TE) = 2.24/3.17ms, FOV = 400mm×300mm×90mm, flip angle 
= 10°, resolution = 1.10mm×1.10mm×1.50mm, undersampling 
factor=2, and bandwidth =1070 Hz/pixel. The central 24×24 
lines were densely sampled. Prior to reconstruction, all k-space 
data were compressed to 12 virtual coils [54] using Berkeley 
Advanced Reconstruction Toolbox(BART) [55]. Coil 
sensitivity maps were estimated using ESPIRiT [56] from the 
central 24×24 lines. The ground truth images were then 
reconstructed with iterative SENSE. These ground truth images 

were normalized to have a maximal magnitude of 1. Since there 
were two echoes, 40 volumes were reconstructed from the 20 
subjects, among whom 10 randomly chosen subjects were used 
for training while the remaining 10 were used for testing. These 
ground truth images were used to synthesize undersampled k-
space based on a pseudorandom Poisson-disc trajectory [57] at 
an acceleration factor of 8 and the coil sensitivity maps. The 
iterative SENSE reconstruction of these undersampled data was 
then used as the input to the DAGAN. 

B. Implementation Details 
Both the network and reconstruction were implemented with 

PyTorch (version 1.11.0). Training was performed with ADAM 
[58] with an initial learning rate of 1×10-4, which was reduced 
by half every 32,000 iterations. To obtain large number of 
training samples and fit the GPU memory, the images were 
cropped along the fully sampled readout dimension with size of 
20. Extra data augmentation was not performed, following 
conventions from several previous studies [4, 35]. The 
adversarial loss, NMSE loss, frequency loss, and VGG 
perceptual loss were applied with a weighting of 1, 15, 0.1, and 
0.025, respectively. When the training Strategy 1 and Strategy 
2 were used, the ADMM reconstruction algorithm was run for 
20 iterations, with α= 0.1, μ=0.005, K=2, and step size β=0.01 
in Algorithm 1. When the training Strategy 3 was used, the 
ADMM algorithm was run for 20 iterations, with the first 10 
iterations using the parameters above, and the second 10 
iterations using α= 0.1, μ=0.01, K=2, and β=0.01. All training 
was performed on a GPU workstation equipped with a NVIDIA 
RTX 3090 GPU with a 24GB memory. 

C. Evaluation of Regularization Performance 
We performed experiments to evaluate the proposed 

regularization method when different de-aliasing models, 
training strategies, and regularization parameter values were 
used. Results of these experiments show the relationship 
between these parameters and the performance of the resultant 
regularization. 

1) The Impact of De-aliasing Models  
We employed both a DAGAN and a regular 3D U-Net trained 

with only the NMSE loss for construction of the regularizer. 
The two networks had the same architecture and training except 
the change of the loss function. Supplementary Figure S2 shows 
the iterative NMSE reductions associated with the two 
regularizers during the reconstruction process. DAGAN 
exhibited slightly lower NMSE compared with U-Net (0.0140 
vs. 0.0144, paired t-test P<0.01). Hence, we used DAGAN as 
the de-aliasing model in further experiments. 

2) The Impact of Training Strategies 
We employed the three training strategies for training of the 

de-aliasing model. Fig. 3 shows the iterative NMSE reductions 
associated with the three strategies. It is clear that Strategy 3 led 
to the lowest NMSE at the final iteration due to the use of stage-
adaptive regularizers. Strategy 2 led to slightly lower NMSE 
than Strategy 1 due to inclusion of the aliasing-free images in 
the training dataset, which generated more contrastive sparsities 
between the initializer and the ground truth image. All 
following experiments used Strategy 3 for training the de-
aliasing models. 
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3) The Impact of Regularization Parameters 
We tested the reconstruction algorithm with a variety of 

regularization weights to see if the algorithm is robust against 
such changes. The results are shown in Fig. 4. The changes of 
NMSE from 𝛼𝛼 = 0.005 to 𝛼𝛼 = 1 were small, and the minimal 
NMSE was achieved at 𝛼𝛼 = 0.1. The results suggest that the 
reconstruction algorithm had a stable performance across mild 
variations of the regularization weight. 

 
Fig. 3 The impact of different training strategies. The iterative NMSE 
reductions associated with the three strategies were compared. PSNR, 
SSIM, and NMSE of final reconstructions were also compared for each 
sample. Results show that Strategy 3 led to the lowest NMSE among 
the three strategies (paired t-test, all P < 0.05). 

 
Fig. 4 NMSE of DARCS reconstruction with different regularization 
parameters. The change of NMSE with respect to α indicates the 
insensitivity to the selection of regularization parameter in a certain 
range. 

D. Comparison to State-of-the-arts 
In this section, we compared our method to a variety of 

reconstruction methods, including PROST, PnP, 3D MoDL, 
and DAGAN. PROST was implemented using the open-source 
code in Ref [9]. The following parameters were used after 
tuning: patch size = 5, search window = 20, number of similar 
patches selected = 20, patch offset = 4, and regularization 
parameter = 5×10-3. The PnP method was implemented with the 
3D denoising CNN (DnCNN) [59] as suggested by Ref [18]. 
The 3D DnCNN was trained to recover the original ground truth 
images from those with added Gaussian noise (standard 
deviation < 0.2). The MoDL was modified to support 3D 

convolution and pooling layers. Due to the limited GPU 
memory, only 3 unrolled iterations were used in the network, 
which is consistent with a recent work using unrolling for 
CMRA reconstruction[6]. Each CNN module consisted of five 
3D convolution blocks with shared weights, as suggested by the 
original model[22]. The DAGAN used the same architecture 
and loss function as those used by the proposed method.  

1) In-distribution Comparisons 
We firstly compared these methods with in-distribution 

testing data, which were prepared with the same k-space 
undersampling mask at an 8-fold acceleration rate. Fig. 5 shows 
representative reconstructions from the five studied methods. 
Both the coronal and transversal views of the reconstructed 
images and their errors with respect to the ground truth are 
displayed. The reconstructed images from PROST had residual 
blurring and artifacts compared with the ground truth, and had 
the lowest PSNR, SSIM and the highest NMSE among all 5 
methods. PnP, MoDL, and DAGAN improved PSNR, SSIM, 
and reduced NMSE relative to PROST. However, there were 
visible remaining artifacts in the results of PnP and MoDL, and 
the results of DAGAN appeared slightly over-smoothed. The 
proposed DARCS method exhibited the highest image qualities 
in both coronal and transversal views and the best PSNR, SSIM 
and NMSE among all 5 methods.  

 
Fig 5. Comparisons of reconstructions from PROST, PnP, 3D MoDL, 
DAGAN, and DARCS in both coronal and transversal views of one 
subject. The acceleration rate was eight. The error maps were also 
presented. DARCS improved the aliasing artifact suppression relative to 
the other methods. 

TABLE I 
QUANTITATIVE COMPARISONS BETWEEN DIFFERENT METHODS IN TERMS OF 
PSNR, SSIM, AND NMSE VALUES AT 8-FOLD ACCELERATION.  

Method PSNR(dB) SSIM NMSE 

Zero-filled 27.16±1.74 0.690±0.049 0.0970±0.0424 

PROST 30.43±1.87 0.836±0.040 0.0459±0.0228 

PnP 31.34±1.67 0.820±0.033 0.0365±0.0146 

MoDL 31.97±1.76 0.849±0.034 0.0321±0.0141 

DAGAN 32.73±1.94 0.873±0.049 0.0273±0.0134 

DARCS 36.13±2.01 0.928±0.042 0.0127±0.0058 
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Fig.6 Reconstructions of DARCS, MoDL, PnP, and DAGAN at different undersampling rates of 4, 6, 8, and 10. Note that all these methods were 
trained on the 8-fold undersampled data. MoDL, PnP, and DAGAN showed oversmoothing and increased artifacts at higher acceleration rates, 

which were less noticeable in the DARCS reconstructions. DARCS consistently provided a reconstruction of a higher quality than the other 
methods across all acceleration rates. 

Table I shows a statistical comparison of these methods over 
10 healthy subjects. While all 5 methods led to significantly 
improved statistics than the zero-filled reconstructions, 
DARCS significantly improved PSNR, SSIM, and reduced 
NMSE over the other methods by a large margin. These results 
suggest that DARCS led to superior reconstruction accuracies 
compared with these methods.  

2) Out-of-distribution Comparisons 
The undersampling rate of the acquisition may change since 

the need for acceleration may vary depending on the body size, 
imaging resolution, and imaging time of the underlying scan. 
Thus, we compared the studied methods with variable 
undersampling rates between 4 and 10. Notice that all 
algorithms were trained at the 8-fold acceleration. Thus, data 
from other acceleration rates are considered out-of-distribution, 
because the severity of the aliasing artifacts can be different.  

Fig. 6 shows the reconstruction results from all 5 studied 
methods for a representative subject. The k-space 
undersampling mask was shown on the left. All methods led to 
higher accuracies when the acceleration rate was reduced and 
lower accuracies when the acceleration rate was increased. 
However, DARCS outperformed other methods at every 
acceleration rates. Table II shows a statistical comparison of the 
four deep learning methods from R=4 to R=10. For all the 
acceleration rates, DARCS showed statistically better PSNR, 
SSIM, and NMSE over the other methods. These results suggest 
that DARCS has a reasonable generalizability across different 
acceleration rates. 

3) Robustness to noise 
To investigate the robustness of DARCS to noise, we 

conducted experiments using measurements with added white 
Gaussian noise in k-space. The noise level (l) was determined 
by the percentage of the norm of the noise to the norm of the k-
space data, i.e. 𝑙𝑙 = ‖𝝐𝝐‖2/‖𝒚𝒚‖2. We trained a DAGAN model at 
R=8 with 2% noise. Fig. 7 compares the reconstructions of 
SENSE, DAGAN and the corresponding DARCS on two 
subjects of the test dataset when the data contains 2% and 5% 
noise. Both the de-aliasing network and our method showed 

tolerance to noise, considering the quantitative metrics and 
image quality. However, DARCS consistently outperformed 
DAGAN, demonstrating its superior performance.  

4) Interpretability of DARCS 
The interpretability of DARCS is improved compared with 

DAGAN, PnP, or MoDL because sparsity of each iterate can be 
visualized. This visualization not only confirms whether 
sparsity has a consistent improvement, but also informs us 
where the artifacts roughly reside in the image space. An 
example is shown in the supplementary Figure S3, where the 
sparsity maps at iterations 1, 11, and 20 are shown for 
regularizers obtained from the 3 training strategies. For 
unrolling, DAGAN, and PnP, this information is not accessible, 
since they do not have an explicit definition of the image prior.  

 
TABLE II 

QUANTITATIVE COMPARISONS OF PSNR/SSIM/NMSE FOR 3D MODL, 
DAGAN, PNP, AND DARCS AT DIFFERENT UNDERSAMPLING RATES (R). 

Method R PSNR(dB) SSIM NMSE 

MoDL 

4 39.06±2.85 0.899±0.029 0.0068±0.0039 
6 33.92±1.96 0.872±0.036 0.0206±0.0095 

8 31.97±1.76 0.849±0.034 0.0321±0.0141 

10 30.46±1.72 0.807±0.034 0.0455±0.0202 

DAGAN 

4 33.15±1.60 0.933±0.029 0.0240±0.0091 

6 32.95±1.77 0.900±0.036 0.0254±0.0108 

8 32.73±1.94 0.873±0.049 0.0273±0.0134 

10 31.09±1.93 0.836±0.042 0.0398±0.0196 

PnP 

4 38.58±1.63 0.908±0.034 0.0071±0.0034 

6 35.48±1.65 0.868±0.034 0.0141±0.0057 

8 31.34±1.67 0.820±0.033 0.0365±0.0146 

10 30.70±1.58 0.777±0.035 0.0418±0.0148 

DARCS 

4 43.33±3.17 0.965±0.033 0.0029±0.0026 
6 41.12±2.78 0.963±0.030 0.0043±0.0028 

8 36.13±2.01 0.928±0.042 0.0127±0.0058 

10 32.37±1.71 0.877±0.033 0.0290±0.0122 
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Fig.7 Reconstruction results of SENSE, DAGAN and DARCS from noisy 
measurements with different noise levels (2% and 5%). The values in 
the bottom are the PSNR/SSIM/NMSE values of each volume. 
 

5) Comparisons of Technical Metrics 
Another advantage of the proposed method relative to 

unrolling is that it reduces the memory burden associated with 
training. Reduction of the memory burden also allows the 
network to have more parameters and become deeper, which 
may further improve the de-aliasing performance. Table III 
shows the comparison of technical metrics, including number 
of parameters, memory usage during training, training time, and 
testing time, of different methods. DARCS has more 
parameters but lower memory consumption than MoDL. The 
training is slightly longer for DARCS, because the network is 
more complex. The testing time is much longer for DARCS 

compared with MoDL or DAGAN, which is a limitation of the 
iterative technique. However, the testing time is still much 
shorter than traditional compressed sensing method, such as 
PROST.  

TABLE III 
COMPUTING TIME WHEN APPLYING EACH METHOD TO ONE VOLUNTEER 

(TWO-ECHO IMAGE) IN THE TEST DATASET (10 PEOPLE IN TOTAL). BATCH 
SIZES WERE UNIFIED TO COMPARE MEMORY USAGE. 

Method Number of 
parameters 

Memory 
usage 

Training 
time Testing time 

PROST -- -- -- 45.1±6.9 
min 

MoDL 0.34M 22.9 GB 27.2 h 33.1±1.5 s 
PnP 0.05M 10.8 GB 14.6 h 212.5±7.2s 

DAGAN 1.55M(G) 
7.36M(D) 14.4 GB 39.3 h 1.4±0.3 s 

DARCS 1.55M(G) 
7.36M(D) 14.4 GB 39.8 h 255.2±1.5s 

E. Visualization of the Coronary Arteries 
We reformatted the images to generate a visualization of the 

right coronary artery (RCA) and left anterior descending (LAD) 
artery. A two-point Dixon water-fat separation method [60] was 
applied to the dual-echo 3D images to suppress signals from the 
epicardial fat. To visualize the coronary artery, maximum 
intensity projection (MIP) was performed with a slice thickness 
of 6 mm using 3D Slicer (Version 5.2.2) [61]. The results for 
one representative subject are shown in Fig. 8(a), where 
DARCS showed the best reconstruction of the two arteries 
among all 5 studied methods. All the other methods obscured 
the distant segment of the two arteries due to the undersampling 
(indicated by orange arrows). In Fig. 8(b), we analyzed the 
maximum visible vessel lengths of 10 testing subjects. The 
vessel lengths were not significantly different between the 
ground truth and DARCS reconstructions (paired t-test, RCA: 
P=0.33>0.05; LAD: P=0.55>0.05). These findings indicate that 
DARCS reconstructions yield a satisfactory image quality for 
visualization of the coronary arteries. 

Fig.8 (a) Visualization of the right coronary artery and left anterior descending artery using the MIP reformation. DARCS generated a clear and sharp 
visualization of the coronary artery, which was consistent with the ground truth. On the other hand, blurring and loss of the distal vessel segments 
can be observed for the other methods (arrows in the figure). (b) Lengths of RCA and LAD in 10 test subjects were statistically compared between 
the ground truth and DARCS reconstructions using paired t-test. The differences were not significant (RCA: P=0.33; LAD: P=0.55) 

V. DISCUSSION 
This work presents a compressed sensing method for 3D 

CMRA reconstruction based on a learned sparsifying transform, 
which is the difference between the output of a 3D de-aliasing 
network and its input. The learned sparsifying transform has a 
task-specific regularization capability and a low memory 

burden during training. The method demonstrated superior 
performance on reducing aliasing artifacts and restoring fine 
structures at large acceleration rates, outperforming other 
methods such as PnP, 3D MoDL, DAGAN, and PROST. In 
addition, experiments indicate that a stage-adaptive training 
further improves reconstruction quality. Although only two 
stages were employed, adding more stages into the stage-
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adaptive training is feasible and may further improve the 
performance. Finally, coronary artery images obtained by using 
DARCS at an 8-fold acceleration still maintained high quality, 
suggesting the potential for clinical translation. 

Due to the pre-training with paired artifact-affected and 
artifact-free images, the proposed image prior can precisely 
penalize the underlying artifacts, resulting in a superior 
performance relative to the hand-crafted regularization and 
plug-and-play reconstruction. The incorporation of the data-
fidelity constraint renders the method also model-based, which 
improves its generalizability for unseen data compared with 
purely data-driven methods, such as DAGAN. Note that even 
though the same DAGAN was used to construct the image prior 
in DARCS, the latter outperformed the former, suggesting the 
inclusion of the image model is valuable. Finally, compared to 
unrolling, the method has a substantially lower memory burden, 
making it more feasible for 3D high-resolution reconstruction 
tasks. The reduced memory burden facilitates the use of a more 
complex network, which may eventually translate to a better 
reconstruction, as found in this work.  

Compared with recent methods aiming to reduce the memory 
burden associated with unrolling [24-27, 48], our method also 
has several important differences. For example, our method 
does not require training a network with respect to the fixed 
point, which is required for DEQ. The latter causes a 
significantly increase of the training time and hinders its 
application to 3D CMRA. In [28], the authors also trained a de-
aliasing network and incorporated it into the CS framework. 
However, whereas the method in [28] only employs the de-
aliasing network to generate a fixed aliasing-reduced image for 
the subsequent CS reconstruction, our method uses the de-
aliasing network itself to provide a sparsifying transform. Thus, 
in the referenced method, the proxy provided by the de-aliasing 
network remains unchanged during iteration, whereas in our 
method, the proxy would dynamically change over successive 
iterations. Since the initial guess of the image from the de-
aliasing network based on the zero-filled image may not be 
accurate, dynamically evolving the solutions based on a 
combination of the data-fidelity constraint and the learned 
sparsifying transform may facilitate a more accurate 
reconstruction.  

Our approach and study have some limitations. Like other 
iterative algorithms, our method also requires a relatively long 
computational time for reconstruction. However, the current 
reconstruction time is within a reasonable range for the 3D 
CMRA application and substantially faster than traditional CS 
methods like PROST. Secondly, due to the difficulty in 
collecting a large number of 3D CMRA samples, our study is 
limited to a relatively small dataset. Future studies based on a 
larger multi-center cohort and prospective undersampling are 
needed to fully verify the performance of the proposed method.  

VI. CONCLUSION 
In this paper, we propose a novel compressed sensing method 

based on a learned sparsifying transform, which is generated 
from a pre-trained de-aliasing network. The method exhibits 

improved image quality over state-of-the-art methods, a lower 
memory burden than deep unrolling, and a faithful depiction of 
the coronary arteries despite an 8-fold acceleration. The method 
can be used to either reduce the acquisition time or increase the 
spatial resolution for 3D CMRA. 

REFERENCES 
[1] H. Sakuma, "Coronary CT versus MR Angiography: The Role of MR 

Angiography," Radiology, vol. 258, no. 2, pp. 340-349, 2011/02/01 2011. 
[2] R. Hajhosseiny et al., "Coronary Magnetic Resonance Angiography: 

Technical Innovations Leading Us to the Promised Land?," JACC 
Cardiovasc Imaging, vol. 13, no. 12, pp. 2653-2672, Dec 2020. 

[3] R. Hajhosseiny et al., "Coronary Magnetic Resonance Angiography in 
Chronic Coronary Syndromes," Front Cardiovasc Med, vol. 8, p. 682924, 
2021. 

[4] N. Fuin et al., "A multi-scale variational neural network for accelerating 
motion-compensated whole-heart 3D coronary MR angiography," Magn 
Reson Imaging, vol. 70, pp. 155-167, Jul 2020. 

[5] A. Bustin et al., "Five-minute whole-heart coronary MRA with sub-
millimeter isotropic resolution, 100% respiratory scan efficiency, and 3D-
PROST reconstruction," Magn Reson Med, vol. 81, no. 1, pp. 102-115, Jan 
2019. 

[6] H. Qi et al., "End-to-end deep learning nonrigid motion-corrected 
reconstruction for highly accelerated free-breathing coronary MRA," 
Magn Reson Med, vol. 86, no. 4, pp. 1983-1996, Oct 2021. 

[7] M. Lustig, D. Donoho, and J. M. Pauly, "Sparse MRI: The application of 
compressed sensing for rapid MR imaging," Magn Reson Med, vol. 58, no. 
6, pp. 1182-95, Dec 2007. 

[8] K. T. Block, M. Uecker, and J. Frahm, "Undersampled radial MRI with 
multiple coils. Iterative image reconstruction using a total variation 
constraint," Magn Reson Med, vol. 57, no. 6, pp. 1086-98, Jun 2007. 

[9] A. Bustin, G. Lima da Cruz, O. Jaubert, K. Lopez, R. M. Botnar, and C. 
Prieto, "High-dimensionality undersampled patch-based reconstruction 
(HD-PROST) for accelerated multi-contrast MRI," Magn Reson Med, vol. 
81, no. 6, pp. 3705-3719, Jun 2019. 

[10] A. Bustin et al., "3D whole-heart isotropic sub-millimeter resolution 
coronary magnetic resonance angiography with non-rigid motion-
compensated PROST," J Cardiovasc Magn Reson, vol. 22, no. 1, p. 24, 
Apr 16 2020. 

[11] B. Zhu, J. Z. Liu, S. F. Cauley, B. R. Rosen, and M. S. Rosen, "Image 
reconstruction by domain-transform manifold learning," Nature, vol. 555, 
no. 7697, pp. 487-492, Mar 21 2018. 

[12] C. M. Hyun, H. P. Kim, S. M. Lee, S. Lee, and J. K. Seo, "Deep learning 
for undersampled MRI reconstruction," Phys Med Biol, vol. 63, no. 13, p. 
135007, Jun 25 2018. 

[13] A. Hauptmann, S. Arridge, F. Lucka, V. Muthurangu, and J. A. Steeden, 
"Real-time cardiovascular MR with spatio-temporal artifact suppression 
using deep learning-proof of concept in congenital heart disease," Magn 
Reson Med, vol. 81, no. 2, pp. 1143-1156, Feb 2019. 

[14] G. Yang et al., "DAGAN: Deep De-Aliasing Generative Adversarial 
Networks for Fast Compressed Sensing MRI Reconstruction," IEEE Trans 
Med Imaging, vol. 37, no. 6, pp. 1310-1321, Jun 2018. 

[15] R. Shaul, I. David, O. Shitrit, and T. Riklin Raviv, "Subsampled brain MRI 
reconstruction by generative adversarial neural networks," Medical image 
analysis, vol. 65, pp. 101747-101747, 2020. 

[16] T. M. Quan, T. Nguyen-Duc, and W.-K. Jeong, "Compressed Sensing 
MRI Reconstruction Using a Generative Adversarial Network With a 
Cyclic Loss," TMI, vol. 37, no. 6, pp. 1488-1497, 2018. 

[17] S. V. Venkatakrishnan, C. A. Bouman, and B. Wohlberg, "Plug-and-Play 
Priors for Model Based Reconstruction," presented at the IEEE Global 
Conference on Signal and Information Processing, 2013. 

[18] R. Ahmad et al., "Plug-and-Play Methods for Magnetic Resonance 
Imaging: Using Denoisers for Image Recovery," IEEE Signal Process 
Mag, vol. 37, no. 1, pp. 105-116, Jan 2020. 

[19] H. H. Karaoglu and E. M. Eksioglu, "A Plug-and-Play Deep Denoiser 
Prior Model for Accelerated MRI Reconstruction," presented at the 2022 
45th International Conference on Telecommunications and Signal 
Processing (TSP), 2022. 

[20] Yan Yang, Jian Sun, Huibin Li, and Z. Xu, "ADMM-Net: A Deep 
Learning Approach for Compressive Sensing MRI," arXiv, 2017-05-19. 



10 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON MEDICAL IMAGING, VOL. xx, NO. x, 2024 
 

[21] J. Zhang and B. Ghanem, "ISTA-Net: Interpretable Optimization-Inspired 
Deep Network for Image Compressive Sensing," presented at the IEEE 
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recongnition, 2018. 

[22] H. K. Aggarwal, M. P. Mani, and M. Jacob, "MoDL: Model-Based Deep 
Learning Architecture for Inverse Problems," IEEE Trans Med Imaging, 
vol. 38, no. 2, pp. 394-405, Feb 2019. 

[23] A. Sriram et al., "End-to-End Variational Networks for Accelerated MRI 
Reconstruction," in Medical Image Computing and Computer Assisted 
Intervention – MICCAI 2020, (Lecture Notes in Computer Science, 2020, 
ch. Chapter 7, pp. 64-73. 

[24] D. Gilton, G. Ongie, and R. Willett, "Deep Equilibrium Architectures for 
Inverse Problems in Imaging," IEEE Transactions on Computational 
Imaging, vol. 7, pp. 1123-1133, 2021. 

[25] Z. Zou, J. Liu, B. Wohlberg, and U. S. Kamilov, "Deep Equilibrium 
Learning of Explicit Regularization Functionals for Imaging Inverse 
Problems," IEEE Open Journal of Signal Processing, vol. 4, pp. 390-398, 
2023. 

[26] A. Pramanik, M. B. Zimmerman, and M. Jacob, "Memory-Efficient 
Model-Based Deep Learning With Convergence and Robustness 
Guarantees," IEEE Transactions on Computational Imaging, vol. 9, pp. 
260-275, 2023. 

[27] Z.-X. Cui et al., "Equilibrated Zeroth-Order Unrolled Deep Network for 
Parallel MR Imaging," IEEE Transactions on Medical Imaging, vol. 42, 
no. 12, pp. 3540-3554, 2023. 

[28] S. Liao et al., "Fast and low-dose medical imaging generation empowered 
by hybrid deep-learning and iterative reconstruction," Cell Reports 
Medicine, vol. 4, no. 7, 2023. 

[29] L. Feng, L. Axel, H. Chandarana, K. T. Block, D. K. Sodickson, and R. 
Otazo, "XD-GRASP: Golden-angle radial MRI with reconstruction of 
extra motion-state dimensions using compressed sensing," (in eng), 
Magnetic resonance in medicine, vol. 75, no. 2, pp. 775-788, 2016. 

[30] D. Piccini et al., "Four-dimensional respiratory motion-resolved whole 
heart coronary MR angiography," (in eng), Magn Reson Med, vol. 77, no. 
4, pp. 1473-1484, Apr 2017. 

[31] L. Feng et al., "5D whole-heart sparse MRI," Magn Reson Med, vol. 79, 
no. 2, pp. 826-838, Feb 2018. 

[32] A. Bustin et al., "3D whole-heart isotropic sub-millimeter resolution 
coronary magnetic resonance angiography with non-rigid motion-
compensated PROST," Journal of Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance, 
vol. 22, no. 1, p. 24, 2020/04/16 2020. 

[33] J. Johnson, A. Alahi, and L. Fei-Fei, "Perceptual Losses for Real-Time 
Style Transfer and Super-Resolution." Cham: Cham: Springer 
International Publishing, pp. 694-711. 

[34] T. Kariyasu, H. Machida, S. Takahashi, K. Fukushima, T. Yoshioka, and 
K. Yokoyama, "Denoising using deep-learning-based reconstruction for 
whole-heart coronary MRA with sub-millimeter isotropic resolution at 3 
T: a volunteer study," (in eng), Diagn Interv Radiol, vol. 28, no. 5, pp. 
470-477, Sep 2022. 

[35] T. Kustner et al., "Deep-learning based super-resolution for 3D isotropic 
coronary MR angiography in less than a minute," Magn Reson Med, vol. 
86, no. 5, pp. 2837-2852, Nov 2021. 

[36]  K. Zhang, W. Zuo, S. Gu, and L. Zhang, "Learning Deep CNN Denoiser 
Prior for Image Restoration," in 2017 IEEE Conference on Computer 
Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), 21-26 July 2017 2017, pp. 2808-
2817.  

[37]  K. Fatania, C. M. Pirkl, M. I. Menzel, P. Hall, and M. Golbabaee, "A Plug-
and-Play Approach To Multiparametric Quantitative MRI: Image 
Reconstruction Using Pre-Trained Deep Denoisers," in 2022 IEEE 19th 
International Symposium on Biomedical Imaging (ISBI), 28-31 March 
2022 2022, pp. 1-4.  

[38]  J. H. R. Chang, C. L. Li, B. Póczos, B. V. K. V. Kumar, and A. C. 
Sankaranarayanan, "One Network to Solve Them All — Solving Linear 
Inverse Problems Using Deep Projection Models," in 2017 IEEE 
International Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV), 22-29 Oct. 2017 
2017, pp. 5889-5898.  

[39] K. C. Tezcan, C. F. Baumgartner, R. Luechinger, K. P. Pruessmann, and 
E. Konukoglu, "MR Image Reconstruction Using Deep Density Priors," 
IEEE Trans Med Imaging, vol. 38, no. 7, pp. 1633-1642, Jul 2019. 

[40] K. C. Tezcan, N. Karani, C. F. Baumgartner, and E. Konukoglu, 
"Sampling Possible Reconstructions of Undersampled Acquisitions in MR 
Imaging With a Deep Learned Prior," IEEE Trans Med Imaging, vol. 41, 
no. 7, pp. 1885-1896, Jul 2022. 

[41] G. Luo, N. Zhao, W. Jiang, E. S. Hui, and P. Cao, "MRI reconstruction 
using deep Bayesian estimation," Magn Reson Med, vol. 84, no. 4, pp. 
2246-2261, Oct 2020. 

[42] A. Jalal, M. Arvinte, G. Daras, E. Price, A. G. Dimakis, and J. I. Tamir, 
"Robust Compressed Sensing MRI with Deep Generative Priors," 2021. 

[43] H. Chung and J. C. Ye, "Score-based diffusion models for accelerated 
MRI," Med Image Anal, vol. 80, pp. 102479-102479, 2022. 

[44] C. Cao, Z.-X. Cui, S. Liu, H. Zheng, D. Liang, and Y. Zhu, "High-
Frequency Space Diffusion Models for Accelerated MRI," 2022. 

[45] M. Zach, F. Knoll, and T. Pock, "Stable Deep MRI Reconstruction using 
Generative Priors," IEEE Transactions on Medical Imaging, pp. 1-1, 2023. 

[46] Z. Miller, A. Pirasteh, and K. M. Johnson, "Memory efficient model based 
deep learning reconstructions for high spatial resolution 3D non-cartesian 
acquisitions," Phys Med Biol, vol. 68, no. 7, Mar 23 2023. 

[47]  Z. Deng, B. Yaman, C. Zhang, S. Moeller, and M. Akcakaya, "Efficient 
Training of 3D Unrolled Neural Networks for MRI Reconstruction Using 
Small Databases," in 2021 55th Asilomar Conference on Signals, Systems, 
and Computers, 2021: IEEE, pp. 886-889.  

[48] W. Gan et al., "Self-Supervised Deep Equilibrium Models With 
Theoretical Guarantees and Applications to MRI Reconstruction," IEEE 
Transactions on Computational Imaging, vol. 9, pp. 796-807, 2023. 

[49] K. Hirai et al., "Feasibility of contrast-enhanced coronary artery magnetic 
resonance angiography using compressed sensing," Journal of 
Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance, vol. 22, no. 1, 2020. 

[50] H. Lu et al., "Clinical Application of Non-Contrast-Enhanced Dixon 
Water-Fat Separation Compressed SENSE Whole-Heart Coronary MR 
Angiography at 3.0 T With and Without Nitroglycerin," J Magn Reson 
Imaging, vol. 55, no. 2, pp. 579-591, Feb 2022. 

[51] M. Akçakaya et al., "Low‐dimensional‐structure self‐learning and 
thresholding: Regularization beyond compressed sensing for MRI 
Reconstruction," Magnetic Resonance in Medicine, vol. 66, no. 3, pp. 756-
767, 2011. 

[52] A. Alotaibi, "Deep Generative Adversarial Networks for Image-to-Image 
Translation: A Review," Symmetry, vol. 12, no. 10, 2020. 

[53] D. Tian et al., "Unenhanced Whole-Heart Coronary MRA: Prospective 
Intraindividual Comparison of 1.5-T SSFP and 3-T Dixon Water-Fat 
Separation GRE Methods Using Coronary Angiography as Reference," 
American Journal of Roentgenology, vol. 219, no. 2, pp. 199-211, 2022. 

[54] T. Zhang, J. M. Pauly, S. S. Vasanawala, and M. Lustig, "Coil compression 
for accelerated imaging with Cartesian sampling," Magn Reson Med, vol. 
69, no. 2, pp. 571-82, Feb 2013. 

[55]  Martin Uecker et al., "Berkeley Advanced Reconstruction Toolbox," in 
In Proceedings of the 23rd Annual meeting of ISMRM, Toronto, Canada, 
2015, p. 2486.  

[56] M. Uecker et al., "ESPIRiT--an eigenvalue approach to autocalibrating 
parallel MRI: where SENSE meets GRAPPA," Magn Reson Med, vol. 71, 
no. 3, pp. 990-1001, Mar 2014. 

[57] G. Luo, M. Blumenthal, M. Heide, and M. Uecker, "Bayesian MRI 
reconstruction with joint uncertainty estimation using diffusion models," 
Magn Reson Med, vol. 90, no. 1, pp. 295-311, Jul 2023. 

[58]  D. P. Kingma and J. Ba, "Adam: A Method for Stochastic Optimization," 
in The 3rd International Conference for Learning Representations, San 
Diego, 2014.  

[59] K. Zhang, W. Zuo, Y. Chen, D. Meng, and L. Zhang, "Beyond a Gaussian 
Denoiser: Residual Learning of Deep CNN for Image Denoising," IEEE 
Trans Image Process, vol. 26, no. 7, pp. 3142-3155, Jul 2017. 

[60] J. Berglund, H. Ahlstrom, L. Johansson, and J. Kullberg, "Two-point 
dixon method with flexible echo times," Magn Reson Med, vol. 65, no. 4, 
pp. 994-1004, Apr 2011. 

[61] A. Fedorov et al., "3D Slicer as an image computing platform for the 
Quantitative Imaging Network," MAGN RESON IMAGING, vol. 30, no. 9, 
pp. 1323-1341, 2012. 

 



Supporting Information 

 
Figure S1. Training strategies for obtaining the de-aliasing regularizer. In Strategy 1, SENSE reconstructions, which 

still contain some undersampling artifacts, are used to pre-train the de-aliasing network, while in Strategy 2 the ground 

truth images are added to the input images. In Strategy 3, the reconstructions obtained by DARCS with network in 

Strategy 2 and ground truth images are used to train another de-aliasing network. The target outputs of all the three 

strategies are the ground truth images. 

 

 
Figure S2 The comparison of NMSE reductions during iteration using different de-aliasing models (DAGAN or U-Net) 

as the regularizer in DARCS. A slight difference between the results of the two models can be observed, with DAGAN 

exhibiting lower NMSE. 



 

 

Figure S3. The error map and sparsity map at iterations 1, 11, and 20. The error map was generated by subtracting the 

iterate from the ground truth. The sparsity map was the output of the learned sparsifying transform, which informs us 

about the error recognized by the sparsifying transform. 
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