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Abstract

Deep learning (DL)-based methods offer a promising solution to reduce the
prolonged scanning time in magnetic resonance imaging (MRI). While model-
driven DL methods have demonstrated convincing results by incorporating
prior knowledge into deep networks, further exploration is needed to optimize
the integration of diverse priors.. Existing model-driven networks typically
utilize linearly stacked unrolled cascades to mimic iterative solution steps
in optimization algorithms. However, this approach needs to find a balance
between different prior-based regularizers during training, resulting in slower
convergence and suboptimal reconstructions. To overcome the limitations,
we propose a collaborative model-driven network to maximally exploit the
complementarity of different regularizers. We design attention modules to
learn both the relative confidence (RC) and overall confidence (OC) for the
intermediate reconstructions (IRs) generated by different prior-based subnet-
works. RC assigns more weight to the areas of expertise of the subnetworks,
enabling precise element-wise collaboration. We design correction modules
to tackle bottleneck scenarios where both subnetworks exhibit low accuracy,
and they further optimize the IRs based on OC maps. IRs across various
stages are concatenated and fed to the attention modules to build robust and
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accurate confidence maps. Experimental results on multiple datasets showed
significant improvements in the final results without additional computa-
tional costs. Moreover, the proposed model-driven network design strategy
can be conveniently applied to various model-driven methods to improve
their performance.

Keywords: MRI reconstruction, model-driven, attention mechanism,
sparsity, low-rankness

1. Introduction

Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) is an irreplaceable imaging modal-
ity widely employed in clinical scenarios. However, the acquisition of full-
sampled raw k-space data is inherently time-consuming, which aggravates
patient discomfort and produces artifacts on MR images, limiting the devel-
opment and application of MR imaging [1].

To address the problem, sub-Nyquist sampling rates are routinely adopted
to reduce scanning time, and techniques including parallel imaging (PI) [2]
and compressed sensing (CS) [3, 4] enable the reconstruction of MR images
from undersampled data. The PI methods [5, 6] exploit the redundancy
among k-space data, but the image quality deteriorates at high acceleration
factors. In CS-MRI [7, 8], prior knowledge such as sparsity of the k-space
data in transform domains is typically exploited to narrow the solution space.
Iterative optimization algorithms are then designed to approach the target
MR images. However, CS-based methods still face limitations such as reliance
on hand-crafted tuning and prolonged iteration processes. [9, 10].

With the notable advancements achieved by deep learning (DL) methods
in computer vision tasks, DL-based methods have been successfully intro-
duced into the MRI reconstruction field, which can be broadly categorized
into data-driven and model-driven methods [11]. The end-to-end data-driven
methods [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18] use deep networks to build a pipeline be-
tween the inputs (undersampled k-space data or aliased images) and outputs
(fully sampled data or artifact-free images), which require a large amount
of training data. Another broad family of data-driven methods focuses on
distribution learning. Diffusion models including denoising diffusion probab-
listic models (DDPM) and score matching with Langevin dynamics (SMLD)
have demonstrated convincing results in accelerated MRI. However, the re-
verse process in diffusion models is time-consuming and not reliable enough
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for medical imaging purposes.
In comparison, model-driven methods [19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27,

28, 29, 30, 31] can be viewed as combinations of conventional and data-driven
methods. Prior knowledge is integrated into model-driven networks, whereas
deep networks can learn more complex feature representations through learn-
ing processes. More specifically, the solution steps of conventional algorithms
are unrolled into deep networks. For example, Zhang [20] et al. proposed
ISTA-Net that unfolds the update steps of ISTA [32] into a deep network.
The sparsity transform and its inverse version in ISTA were learned in the
network, and a loss function was designed to fulfil the symmetry constraint.
Duan [21] et al. developed a variable-splitting method to solve the objective
function and incorporated the corresponding three-step update process into
the network. Sriram [22] et al. extended the Variational Network [23] and
fulfilled the update steps in k-space by learning end-to-end. Yiasemis [24] et
al. employed Convolutional Recurrent Neural Networks (CRNNs) within an
unrolled network to address the inverse problem. In [33], the optimization
process was established using half-quadratic variable splitting method, and a
dilated-convolution model was employed to the predict Lagrange multipliers.

In addition to sparsity [34], low rankness is being increasingly applied in
inverse problems [35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44]. For example, Ke
[38] et al. leveraged low-rank priors to improve sparsity-driven DL-based
reconstruction methods. By considering the temporal frames in dynamic
MRI as columns of a spatiotemporal matrix, low-rank properties can be
utilized. For static MRI reconstruction, low-rank Hankel matrix (LRHM)
[45] and LRHM factorization (LRHMF) methods were routinely used [46].
For example, Zhang [39] et al. proposed the exploration of simultaneous
two-directional low-rankness (STDLR) in k-space data and used an SVD-
free algorithm [47] to reduce computation time. Then, alternating direction
method of multipliers (ADMM)-based [48] methods were used to minimize
the objective function. Some methods use structured low-rank (SLR)[40, 41]
algorithms to reduce the computational complexity in completing the Hankel
matrix. For example, Pramanik [42] et al. proposed a general SLR-based
network that significantly reduced the computational complexity. Zhang [43]
et al. constrained the low rankness of rows and columns of k-space data
to reduce computational complexity, and they alleviated the reconstruction
errors by introducing prior information. Wang [44] et al. split a 2D recon-
struction problem into several 1D reconstructions and constructed cascaded
Hankel matrices on 1D hybrid data.
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A common way to optimize model-driven methods is to incorporate dif-
ferent prior-based regularizers into the objective functions to narrow the so-
lution space more precisely and better avoid falling into local minima. For
example, some methods [49, 50, 51, 52] simultaneously incorporated prior
knowledge, such as sparsity and low rankness, in dynamic MRI considering
the image characteristics. In DL-based reconstruction methods [38, 44], ob-
jective functions incorporating sparsity- and low-rankness-based regularizers
were used to build a network based on a corresponding iterative algorithm.
In addition to explicit prior knowledge, some methods also proposed to im-
pose constraints from learned sensitivity maps for accurate reconstructions
[28, 53]. To unroll the optimization steps of a multi-prior-based problem into
model-driven networks, unrolled blocks are linearly stacked to alternately in-
troduce constraints from different priors. However, the network needs to find
a balance between different prior-based regularizers, leading to slower conver-
gence and consequently suboptimal outcomes. From a more microscopic per-
spective, different regularization-based blocks specialize in different positions
of the target images, resulting in varying speeds to approach the target val-
ues for each pixel. Ideally, selecting the most accurate reconstructed results
in an element-wise manner in each cascade can effectively accelerate network
convergence. This, in turn, allows for more precise intermediate results to
be fed into subsequent cascades, increasing the likelihood of approaching the
target images with more accurate inputs for the following cascades.

To this end, we propose a versatile collaborative network that different
branches based on different priors can simultaneously contribute to the train-
ing process to achieve better results. The proposed network is called a collab-
orative model-driven network (CMD-Net). Our objective is to find the areas
of expertise of the subnetworks based on different priors to produce more
accurate results for each pixel and seek better convergence. We design three
modules in each unrolled cascade within the network: model-driven subnet-
works (MNs), attention modules (AMs), and correction modules (CMs). In
the proposed network, MNs based on sparsity and low-rankness produce in-
termediate reconstructions (IRs) in each cascade. With different prior knowl-
edge, the IRs show varying performance in different positions. To fully ex-
ploit them, we design an AM to learn the relative confidence (RC) and overall
confidence (OC) for these IRs. IRs across various stages are concatenated
and fed to the AMs to build robust and precise mappings to the confidence
maps. The IRs are fused with the RC maps, which assign more weights to
the areas of expertise of the corresponding subnetworks in an element-wise
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manner. Considering that when both subnetworks exhibit low accuracy in
specific locations, the weighting process cannot effectively improve the re-
sults, we further propose a CM. Unlike the subnetworks, the mapping in
CMs is directly learned from data without incorporating explicit priors, pro-
viding considerable flexibility to compensate for errors brought by the IRs.
When the IRs have sufficient high OC values, which means there is high
confidence in accepting the RC-fused IRs as the final ones, the correction
modules will operate within a relatively small correction range. Otherwise,
more weights are assigned to the correction results to further optimize the
fused IRs. Data consistency (DC) blocks in CMs were used to maintain con-
sistency with the known sampling data. The optimized IRs from each cascade
are used to replace the inputs of the next cascade to accelerate network con-
vergence. Moreover, the results from each cascade are directly fed into the
loss function to constrain their functions, and inaccurate confidence maps
will result in higher losses. We adopt floating-point operations (FLOPs) to
compare the computational costs of different networks. The experimental re-
sults show that the proposed method clearly outperforms the networks that
linearly stack unrolled cascades. Compared with the state-of-the-art methods
on multiple datasets, our method also yields better results. Furthermore, the
proposed method is compatible to optimize the existing model-driven net-
works based on single- or multi-prior. The experimental results show that
using the proposed strategy, the performance of different model-driven net-
works can be improved without increasing computational costs.

The contributions of this study are summarized as follows:

1. We propose a novel collaborative model-driven network design strat-
egy for MRI reconstruction, and the proposed attention-based fusion
modules and correction modules in each cascade can effectively maxi-
mize the contributions of different prior knowledge based subnetworks
to achieve fast and robust convergence.

2. Experimental results on multiple datasets with different acceleration
rates, sampling masks, and anatomical structures indicate that the pro-
posed method can achieve better results without extra computational
costs.

3. The proposed network design strategy can enhance the performance of
other model-driven networks, making it a versatile approach for opti-
mizing both single- and multi-prior based networks.
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2. Problem Formulation

In this study, we focused on reconstruction under the PI scenario. The
undersampled k-space measurement y ∈ CNC is represented by

y = Ax+ b (1)

where x ∈ C
N is the unknown MR image to be reconstructed and b is the

measurement noise. Here, N = H ×W , where H and W are the length and
width of y, respectively, and C is the coil number. A(·) denotes the sampling
matrix that is

A(·) = P ◦ F ◦ E(·) (2)

for PI. Here, P(·) denotes the undersampling matrix, F(·) denotes the Fourier
transform, E(·) is the expanding operator [22, 24] given as

E(x) =
{
S1x,S2x, ...,Six

}
, i = 1, 2, ..., C (3)

that applies sensitivity maps to x to generate coil-specific images. Si denotes
the sensitivity matrix of the ith coil. In contrast, the reduced operator is
given by

R
{
x1, x2, ..., xL

}
=

C∑

i=1

Si ⊗ xi, i = 1, 2, ..., C (4)

that integrates the coil images into one image. Hence, the Hermitian trans-
position of A(·) is given by:

A∗(·) = R ◦ F−1 ◦ P(·) (5)

To reconstruct the MR images from measurement y, the objective func-
tion is given as

x̂ = argmin
x

C∑

i=1

‖PFSix− y‖22 + λU(x) (6)

where the first polynomial is a data fidelity term and the second term de-
notes different regularizers that incorporate prior information to narrow the
solution space. λ was used as a regularization parameter to determine the
balance. For example, we express (6) as follows:

x̂ = argmin
x

C∑

i=1

‖PFSix− y‖22 + λ1‖Φ(x)‖1 (7)
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in sparsity-based algorithms. Φ is an appropriate transformation field for
ensuring the sparsity of the raw data. We adopted an ISTA-based backbone
[20] to solve (7), which iterates between the following two steps:

rks = xk−1 − αkA∗(A(xk−1)− y) (8)

xk
s = F̃(soft(F(rks ), λ1)) (9)

where k denotes the kth iteration, αk is the step size, F(·) is a learned

transformation field to ensure improved sparsity, F̃(·) is its inverse operator
constrained by a customized loss function, and λ1 is the shrinkage threshold.

For a low-rankness-based method, (6) can be expressed as

x̂ = argmin
x

L∑

i=1

‖PFSix− y‖22 + λ2‖τ(x)‖∗ (10)

where τ(·) is the lifting operator used to construct hankel matrices. τ(x) is
a block hankel matrix with dimensions Cp1p2 × ((H − p1 + 1)(W − p2 + 1)),
where p1 and p2 are pencil parameters. Singular value decomposition is rou-
tinely used to solve nuclear norms; however, it is computationally intensive
and time-consuming. As an alternative, some studies leveraged the matrix
factorization technique [43]. Some researchers have adopted the iterative
reweighted least-squares scheme [54, 44, 42] to majorize the nuclear norm,
which can be expressed as

‖τ(x)‖∗ ≤ ‖τ(x)Q‖2F (11)

where Q is the null space of τ(x) given by

Q = [(τ(x))H(τ(x)) + ǫI]−
1

4 (12)

‖ · ‖2F denotes the Frobenius norm. We can then solve (10) by alternating
between the following two steps.

x̂k = argmin
x

C∑

i=1

‖PFSix
k−1 − y‖22 + λ2‖τ(x

k−1)Qk−1‖2F (13)

Qk = [(τ(xk−1))H(τ(xk−1)) + ǫI]−
1

4 (14)

7



we extracted xk from the lifting operator by leveraging the commutativity of
the convolutions [42] as

‖τ(x)Q‖2F = ‖D(Q)x‖2F (15)

where D(Q) is constructed by vertically cascading D(qj). qj is the j-th
column of matrix Q and D(qj) is a block Hankel matrix constructed from
the elements of qj . Thus, we can rewrite (13) as follows:

x̂k = argmin
x

C∑

i=1

‖PFSix
k−1 − y‖22 + λ2‖D(Qk−1)xk−1‖2F (16)

Here we solve (16) by iterating the following two steps [55, 56, 44]:

rkl = λ2(D(Qk−1))HD(Qk−1)xk−1 (17)

xk
l = xk−1 − βk(A∗(A(xk−1)− y) + 2rkl ) (18)

3. Method

3.1. Network Structure

The proposed network structure and its components are illustrated in
Fig. 1. Fig. 1 (a) shows the overall network structure. In the network training
process, the undersampled k-space data y ∈ CNC as well as the corresponding
sensitivity maps S ∈ CNC and masks P ∈ RN are fed to the network. MR
images are stored using complex values, and some studies have proposed
complex convolutions [13] to achieve better results; however, this is not our
focus. Therefore, we leveraged the common method that two channels were
used to store the real and imaginary parts in this study, and y ∈ C

NC ,
S ∈ CNC were transferred to y ∈ R2NC , S ∈ R2NC before they are fed
into the network. Besides, the coil-combined image x0 is obtained from the
zero-filled measurement y and fed to the network. Then, several iteration
blocks were stacked to form the main body, and each block is referred to
as a cascade. Through stacked cascades, the network finally outputs the
reconstructed MR images. Each cascade comprised three parts: MNs (green
blocks), AMs (yellow blocks), and CMs (blue blocks). Fig. 1 (b)–(f) present
the detailed structures of the modules, which are introduced in the following
subsections.
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Figure 1: (a): the structure of the proposed network. (b): the structure of the sparsity
based sub-network (Ns in (a)). (c): the structure of the low-rank based sub-network (Nl in
(a)). (d): the structure of the attention modules (the yellow blocks in (a)), each of which
include an information integration block (IIB), an attention block (AB), and a weighting
block (WB). (e): the enriched information in IIBs. (f) the structure of the correction
modules (the blue blocks in (a)), each of which includes a regularization block (RB) and
a data consistency (DC) block.
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3.2. Model-driven Subnetworks

In this study, we proposed the precise integration of different types of
prior knowledge into the network to achieve better performance. We planned
to choose prior knowledge commonly used in accelerated MRI to ensure the
versatility and effectiveness of the network. Moreover, there should be better
complementarity between different types of prior knowledge than the same
knowledge, which can be exploited. Therefore, we designed a sparsity-based
subnetwork (Ns in Fig. 1 (a)) and low-rankness-based subnetwork (Nl in
Fig. 1 (a)). For Ns, we adopted the sparsity-based ISTA-Net [20] as the

backbone network. The learned F(·) and F̃(·) are implemented using cas-
caded convolutional layers and ReLU activation functions, as shown in Fig. 1
(b). We remarked the output of Ns in the kth iteration as xk

s , and we have

xk
s = Ns(x

k−1) (19)

and Ns denotes the iterative processes in (8) and (9).
Nl in each cascade is constructed by unrolling (17) and (18) into the

network. For (17), essentially (D(Q))HD(Q)x can be regarded as a projection
acting on x, which is determined by Q, and Q at each iteration will also be
updated according to the status of x. Therefore, we relaxed the constraint
on (17) and used U-Net to learn the mapping directly, as shown in Fig. 1
(c). Although the constraint from the prior knowledge is relaxed, we can still
exploit the complementary information from different subnetworks. Besides,
the subnetwork gains enhanced flexibility to learn appropriate features from
the data to deal with different input scenarios and improve its performance.

We used Nlu to represent U-Net, and thus, we have

rkl = λ2Nlu(x
k−1) (20)

Similar to (19), we obtained

xk
l = Nl(x

k−1) (21)

where Nl denotes the processes in (20) and (18), respectively.

3.3. Attention Modules

The AMs include the yellow blocks in Fig. 1; the details are shown in
Fig. 1 (d). The first objective of an AM is to maximize the contributions
of subnetworks in their respective areas of expertise. To achieve this, we
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design the RC maps to precisely weight the IRs produced by subnetworks
in an element-wise manner. The RC essentially indicates the confidence
level to accept the pixel values as the final predictions. Consequently, when
the predicted value from one subnetwork matches the target closer than the
other one, the RC value should be closer to one, signifying high confidence.
We used Mk

r to represent the RC map in the k-th cascade, and during the
weighting process, we transferred xk

s and xk
l back to complex values (i.e.,

xk
s , x

k
l ∈ R

2N → xk
s , x

k
l ∈ C

N) and then created a Hadamard product between
Mk

r and xk
s . xk

l is similarly multiplied by J−Mk
r . We used Na to represent

the weighting block (WB), and the weighted output is given by

xk
a = Na(x

k
s , x

k
l ) = xk

s ⊙Mk
r + xk

l ⊙ (J−Mk
r ) (22)

where xk
s and xk

l are IRs produced by subnetworks in the k-th cascade, xk
a is

the RC-weighted result and J ∈ RN is a matrix filled with one.
However, there remains a flaw that hinders the proposed method from

producing accurate results even with ideal (i.e., accurate) RC maps. In situ-
ations where the predicted values of a pixel from both subnetworks are simul-
taneously bigger or smaller than the target values, the RC-based weighting
process fails to obtain more precise values, resulting in suboptimal conver-
gence speed. In other words, even with ideal RC maps, the confidence level to
accept xk

a as the final prediction is compromised in these pixels. To address
the issue, we introduce OC maps, which learn the confidence of xk

a, while CMs
are designed to further optimize the low-OC areas. Consequently, the AMs
are designed to simultaneously learn the RC and OC of the IRs in different
cascades.

Empirically, learning from the richer features in subnetworks could im-
prove the accuracy of RC and OC maps. However, this approach may intro-
duce higher computational costs and potentially limit the versatility of the
network. Therefore, we proposed the design of an information integration
block (IIB) to learn the confidence maps from IRs across various subnet-
works and cascades. By incorporating richer information from IR value maps
across various stages, we can establish a more robust mapping to the target
confidence maps, thereby enhancing the overall effectiveness of the network.
The IIB in the k-th cascade is given as:

xk
c =

{
C[x0, xk

s , x
k
l ], k = 1

C[x0, xk−1
s , xk−1

l , xk
s , x

k
l ], k>1

(23)
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where xk
c is the input of the attention blocks (ABs) and C[·] denotes a con-

catenation operator on the channel dimension. Therefore, the input for the
ABs consists of the coil-combined measurements x0 and the IRs from the
current and the preivous cascade (if they exists). This is aim to incorporate
short and long-range information of the pixel values to build a stable map-
ping. It is worth emphasizing that the design of the input features is highly
flexible, based on the fundamental concept that richer inputs generally yield
more robust confidence maps. This will be further discussed in Section 4.3.

Then, xk
c is fed into an AB comprising two convolutional layers, each of

which connects to an activation layer. Here we chose the ReLU and sigmoid
functions, respectively. After the four-layer attention block, we obtained an
two-channel attention map Mk, given as:

Mk = C[Mk
r ,M

k
o ] = NAB(x

k
c ) (24)

where NAB donotes the ABs. Each element in Mk lies between zero and one.
We separated Mk into Mk

r and Mk
o , where Mk

o is the OC maps. The OC
maps as well as the weighted IRs (i.e., xk

a) are fed to the corrections modules.

3.4. Correction Modules

Through AMs, the pixels reconstructed by proper subnetworks can have
larger weights, and the gap between intermediate outputs and targets can be
narrowed. However, there may be instances where the intermediate values
from both subnetworks are significantly bigger or smaller than the target
values. In such cases, the RC-based weighting process encounters challenges
in bringing the intermediate reconstructions closer to the target, leading to
suboptimal convergence. Therefore, we proposed a correction module to
further improve the network performance, especially on these pixels. Each
correction module consists of a regularizer block (RB) and a data consistency
(DC) block. The RB block is given as:

xk
r = xk

a +Nr(x
k
a) (25)

where Nr is implemented by a U-Net backbone. We design a residual struc-
ture to make Nr directly learn the updated information. Unlike subnetworks,
conventional prior knowledge is not explicitly or implicitly involved in nar-
rowing the solution space, that RBs directly learn the mapping from data.
When the outputs from AMs are of sufficient accuracy for some pixels, re-
placing them with the RB results could potentially introduce new errors.
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Therefore, we adopted the OC maps produced in AMs, which represent the
confidence to accept the AM-based IRs as the final results in a element-wise
manner. The OC-based correction process is given as:

xk
o = xk

a ⊙Mk
o + xk

r ⊙ (J−Mk
o )

= xk
a ⊙Mk

o + (xk
a +Nr(x

k
a))⊙ (J−Mk

o )
(26)

where xk
o is the OC-weighted output.

Finally, we placed a data consistency (DC) block to keep consistency with
the known sampling data. The DC block is widely used in MR reconstruction
models to maximize the use of sampled data to revise the reconstructed
results, which is given as

ykd =

{
yko , yko /∈ Ω
yko+µy

1+µ
, yko ∈ Ω

(27)

where ykd is the output of the DC blocks, yko is the multi-coil k-space data of
xk
o and Ω is a subset of fully-sampled k-space data, representing sampled data

points. For the sampled point, a learned µ is used to adjust its ratio with the
measurement y. Finally, ykd is transferred back to the image domain using
inverse Fourier transform (IFT) and the reduce operator, and the optimized
xk
d, instead of xk

s and xk
l , is fed into the (k + 1)th Ns and Nl blocks. Our

approach enhances the reconstruction results in each cascade, enabling the
subsequent cascade to have a better chance of approaching the target images,
thus improving the overall network performance. We used Nc to represent
the processes in (26) and (27) and obtained xk

d = Nc(x
k
a). Here, xk

d is equal
to xk+1, and is fed into the next cascade. Finally, we have:

xk = xk
d = Nc(x

k
a) = Nc(Na(x

k
s , x

k
l ))

= Nc(Na(Ns(x
k−1), Nl(x

k−1))
(28)

3.5. Settings and Loss Function

We set the cascade number to 10 in the network. αk, βk, λ1, λ2 were
directly learned in the network. For Ns, the number of channels in the
convolutional layers was set to 32, 32 in F(·), and 32, 2 in F̃(·). The kernel
size in the convolutional layers was set to three and the padding size was set
to one. For U-Net in Nl, the number of pooling layers was set to four and
the number of channels was set to 16, 32, 64, and 128. For the convolutional
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layers in AMs, the number of channels was set to 32 and 2. The kernel size
in the convolutional layers was set to 3 and the padding size was set to 1.
For U-Net in the correction modules, the number of pooling layers was set
to 4, and the number of channels was set to 4, 8, 16, and 32.

The experiments were conducted on a RTX 3090 GPU. During training,
the batch size was set to 1, and the learning rate was set to 1e-3. The mean
squared error (MSE) was adopted to train the network, expressed as

LMSE(xg, x̂) = ‖xg − x̂‖22 (29)

where xg is the target image (ground truth) and x̂ is the predicted image.
The final output of the network and the intermediate outputs from each
cascade are fed to the loss function to supervise the corresponding modules:

L =
K∑

k=1

[γk
1LMSE(xg, x

k
d) + γ2‖F̃(F(rks ))− rks‖

2
2], γ

i
1 = 10

k−K

K−1 (30)

where K is the total number of stacked cascades. In this study, {γi
1}

K
k=1 is an

increasing sequence to assign different weights to the outputs from different
cascades [33], and γ2, which was used to fulfil the symmetry constraint, was
set to 0.01.

4. Experimental Results

In this section, we compared the reconstruction performance of the pro-
posed CMD-Net with state-of-the-art methods on various datasets to demon-
strate its superiority. Ablation studies were conducted to demonstrate the
necessity of the proposed modules. Furthermore, we extended the collabo-
ration strategy to other model-driven methods, illustrating its versatility as
an enhancement strategy.

4.1. datasets

In this study, we utilized three datasets to evaluate our methods. The
first dataset is a publicly available knee dataset [42, 23, 21] comprises five
sequences: coronal proton density (PD), coronal fat-saturated PD (PDFS),
axial fat-saturated T2, Sagittal fat-saturated T2 and Sagittal PD. Each se-
quence included MR images from 20 patients, with each sequence consisting
of approximately 40 slices. In this study, the ratio of the training, validation,
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Figure 2: examples of training data in the knee dataset (the first row), fastMRI dataset
(the second row) and the brain dataset (the third row). The first column displays the
ground truth images, the second row shows the zero-filled images and the third row are
the corresponding sampling masks.

and testing data was set to 6:2:2. None of the validation or testing data was
used for training, and vice versa. The best-performing networks on the val-
idation sets were selected and preserved for testing and comparison of their
results.

We also conducted our experiments on the fastMRI dataset [57]. Given
the limitations of our training hardware, we trained the networks on a subset
of the fastMRI knee dataset. Specifically, 1199 slices were used to train the
networks with the image size of 640 × 368. Because the fastMRI dataset did
not provide fully sampled test data, we partitioned the validation set into a
test set and a new validation set. During training, 100 slices were used for
validation. Finally, 950 slices were used to evaluate the network performance.
All the data were randomly selected, ensuring no overlap among them.
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In addition to these two knee datasets, we incorporated a brain dataset
[27] to further strengthen our findings. This dataset contains 360 slices for
training and 164 slices for testing. We randomly selected 10 slices from the
test set for validation, leaving 154 slices for evaluating the network perfor-
mance.

For the knee dataset and fastMRI datast, we applied random and equi-
spaced Cartesian undersampling with 4-fold and 6-fold acceleration to the
k-space data, respectively, sampling 24 lines at the central region. For the
first knee datasets, the coil sensitivity maps were pre-computed using ES-
PIRiT [58], and these sensitivity maps are provided in the dataset. For
fastMRI dataset, we pre-computed the corresponding sensitivity maps using
the Sigpy [59] toolbox. For the brain dataset, coil sensitivity maps and 2D
random sampling masks are also included in the dataset. Samples of MR
images and the corresponding sampling masks are shown in Fig. 2. More de-
tailed data collection parameters of the aforementioned dataset are available
in the corresponding papers[23, 57, 27].

4.2. Comparison with cutting-edge methods

We compared the performance of our network with some representative
methods. Experimental results conducted on the coronal PD and PDFS se-
quences, as well as the fastMRI dataset, are presented in Table 1. We tested
4× and 6× accelerations, which means that we sampled a quarter and a sixth
of the raw data as the network inputs, respectively. We used the most com-
monly used PSNR and SSIM metrics to evaluate the performance of different
networks. In the table, the zero-filled method denotes the baseline results,
where the undersampled raw data are filled with zeros. TV denotes the
conventional total variation algorithm [60]. U-Net denotes the basic U-Net
structure [57]. The number of pooling layers was set to 4, and the num-
ber of corresponding channels were set to 32, 64, 128, and 256. D5C5[61],
ISTA-Net[20], VS-Net[21], E2E-VarNet[22], ReVarNet[24] and vsharp [33]
are model-driven networks proposed in recent years. Considering that the
computational costs of different networks varied significantly, which subse-
quently affects the reconstruction results, we simultaneously compared the
FLOPs of different networks for a fair comparison. The FLOPs of different
networks evaluated on the coronal PD sequence are shown in Table 2. For
ReVarNet, it cannot be directly trained on our GPU (24GB). Considering
the number of cascade is significant for achieving superior reconstruction per-
formance, we preserved 15 casacades in the network and reduced the number
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Table 1: The quantitative results on coronal PD, coronal PDFS sequences and the Fastmri
dataset compared with the state-of-the-art methods.

Sequence Method
PSNR SSIM

4× 6× 4× 6×

Coronal PD

zero-filled 31.3089±3.3939 30.5176±3.3902 0.8778±0.0713 0.8626±0.0799
TV 33.7498±3.1753 32.3290±3.2159 0.8851±0.0657 0.8658±0.0725

U-Net 36.8984±2.7072 34.7352±2.7863 0.9361±0.0610 0.9133±0.0682
D5C5 38.7903±2.8408 35.9697±2.7990 0.9509±0.0587 0.9259±0.0689

ISTA-Net 39.2910±2.8423 35.5220±3.0915 0.9471±0.0567 0.9138±0.0717
VS-Net 40.1649±2.8767 37.0604±2.7927 0.9591±0.0569 0.9358±0.0648

E2E-VarNet 39.3592±2.9368 36.8949±3.3872 0.9542±0.0662 0.9342±0.0775
ReVarNet 40.2545±2.8766 37.3683±2.7869 0.9590±0.0588 0.9379±0.0677
vSharp 39.6096±2.8842 37.2795±2.5143 0.9472±0.0614 0.9048±0.0629

CMD-Net (ours) 41.0221±3.0523 38.1785±2.9848 0.9634±0.0610 0.9441±0.0727

Coronal PDFS

zero-filled 32.0299±2.0273 31.2221±2.0575 0.7964±0.0998 0.7587±0.1172
TV 33.7256±1.9058 32.7328±1.8850 0.8124±0.0752 0.7920±0.0796

U-Net 34.4367±0.6572 33.2028±2.5662 0.8183±0.0106 0.7758±0.1222
D5C5 34.9671±2.8261 33.4189±2.4765 0.8250±0.1106 0.7854±0.1223

ISTA-Net 34.4990±2.6389 33.4569±2.5758 0.8198±0.1066 0.7854±0.1214
VS-Net 34.6847±2.7134 33.5010±2.6100 0.8259±0.1073 0.7842±0.1229

E2E-VarNet 34.6274±2.7331 33.1626±2.4742 0.8234±0.1101 0.7804±0.1244
ReVarNet 34.8522±2.7461 33.3146±2.5604 0.8272±0.1080 0.7832±0.1232
vSharp 35.1235±2.4473 33.6029±2.2205 0.8194±0.0841 0.7924±0.1075

CMD-Net (ours) 35.6824±3.0160 34.2930±2.8255 0.8401±0.1071 0.8041±0.1273

FastMRI

zero-filled 32.8883±3.0920 32.0634±3.0960 0.8856±0.0681 0.8679±0.0758
TV 35.3960±2.8296 33.6309±2.7932 0.8920±0.0610 0.8696±0.0704

U-Net 36.5615±3.0155 35.2409±2.9859 0.9188±0.0622 0.8959±0.0694
D5C5 37.4408±3.3691 35.6572±3.0195 0.9297±0.0638 0.9056±0.0712

ISTA-Net 36.8610±3.3105 34.9415±3.2019 0.9260±0.0655 0.8917±0.0698
VS-Net 37.6398±3.4316 35.0945±3.1050 0.9284±0.0629 0.8953±0.0713

E2E-VarNet 38.8871±3.5091 36.5089±2.9326 0.9359±0.0628 0.9131±0.0702
ReVarNet 38.6352±3.1220 37.0392±2.8924 0.9242±0.0624 0.9126±0.0626
vSharp 38.9048±3.4802 36.6015±2.9659 0.9258±0.0642 0.9025±0.0661

CMD-Net (ours) 39.4191±3.7731 37.3497±3.1327 0.9395±0.0622 0.9195±0.0686

Table 2: FLOPs of different model-driven networks on coronal PD sequence.

Networks FLOPs(G)
D5C5 186.55

ISTA-Net 120.13
VS-Net 265.89

E2E-VarNet 187.39
ReVarNet 204.87
vSharp 609.63

CMD-Net (ours) 208.93

of channels in ReVarNet from 64 to 32 to reduce its FLOPs to the same level
as in our model. Considering that D5C5 had lower FLOPs, we increased
the number of cascades from five to seven in the experiments to improve its
performance. For the other networks, we tried our best to preserve the net-
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coronal PD 4× acceleration

coronal PD 6× acceleration

coronal PDFS 4× acceleration

coronal PDFS 6× acceleration

Figure 3: Examples of reconstructed images of different methods. The first rows are the
reconstructed images of different methods, the second rows are the zoomed details in the
red boxes and the third rows are the corresponding error maps.
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Figure 4: Examples of reconstructed brain MR images and the corresponding error maps.

work parameters in their published papers. As shown in the table, ISTA-Net
exhibits relatively lower FLOPs compared to other networks. However, we
did not observe significant improvements in the results when increasing its
parameters. Hence, we retained the announced hyper-parameters, as in their
study. The results shown in the tables demonstrate that the proposed CMD-
Net can achieve the best performance among the chosen methods without
additional computational cost.

Examples of the reconstructed images from different methods are plotted
in Fig. 3. Here, we presented the results obtained from the coronal PD and
PDFS sequences with 4-fold and 6-fold acceleration, while the results on the
fastMRI dataset exhibited similar outcomes. The layout of the images is as
follows: the first rows display the reconstructed images from various methods,
while the second rows display the zoomed details of the images within the red
boxes. The third rows show error maps between the reconstructed images
and the ground truth images. Figure. 3 clearly demonstrates that our method
excels in recovering image details with the fewest errors among all methods.

Besides, examples of reconstructed images as well as the corresponding
error maps on the brain MRI data are shown in Fig. 4, and the quantita-
tive results are presented in Table 3. When applied to a smaller dataset
with different anatomy and sampling trajectories, not all comparison meth-
ods achieve superior results. Conversely, our method consistently proves its
superiority, emphasizing its effectiveness.

4.3. Ablation studies

We designed ablation studies to demonstrate the improvements achieved
by the proposed modules. The experimental results obtained from the coro-
nal PD sequence are presented in Table 4. Here, we compared the following
networks:
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Table 3: The quantitative results on the brain MRI dataset compared with the state-of-
the-art methods.

Method PSNR SSIM
zero-filled 27.8175±0.1860 0.8437±0.0502

TV 31.8378±1.8519 0.8072±0.0731
U-Net 30.8815±2.2455 0.8047±0.1872
D5C5 36.9407±1.4127 0.9627±0.0125

ISTA-Net 36.9413±1.4091 0.8891±0.1192
VS-Net 39.6361±1.2324 0.9770±0.0106

E2E-VarNet 35.2120±4.6142 0.9428±0.0618
ReVarNet 37.5542±1.2790 0.9625±0.0169
vSharp 38.4702±3.3468 0.8602±0.1659

CMD-Net (ours) 40.2080±1.1206 0.9786±0.0125

• addition: The attention-based fusion modules and the correction mod-
ules are removed. The mean values of the intermediate results from Ns

and Nl are directly fed to the next cascades.

• w/o attention modules: Only the attention-based fusion modules are
removed compared with the proposed network. The mean values, in-
stead of the weighted images are fed to the correction modules, and
the corrected images in CMs directed replaced the fused images (i.e.,
without the OC-based weighting process).

• w/o enriched inputs: only the IRs in the current cascade are fed to the
AM to learn the confidence maps.

• w/o RC: The AMs only learn the OC maps, and mean values of IRs
are fed to the CMs.

• w/o OC: The AMs only learn the RC maps, and the corrected images
in CMs directed replaced the weighted images.

• w/o correction: only the correction modules are removed from the pro-
posed network, which means that the weighted IRs from AMs are fed
to the next cascades.

• w/o intermediate losses: only the MSE of the final outputs and the
ground truth images is incorporated in the loss function. Besides, the
ISTA-based losses are still incorporated to constrain the subnetwork
function.

• original: The proposed network structure.
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Table 4: Results of ablation studies on coronal PD sequence with 4-fold and 6-fold accel-
eration rates.

Method
PSNR SSIM

FLOPs(G)
4× 6× 4× 6×

addition 36.2822±2.4613 33.8586±2.2615 0.8525±0.0677 0.7781±0.0688 193.05
w/o attention 40.5671±3.0143 37.8001±2.7495 0.9618±0.0614 0.9425±0.0691 201.07

w/o enriched inputs 40.9493±3.0194 38.0659±3.0012 0.9626±0.0604 0.9433±0.0721 205.14
w/o RC 40.8017±2.9238 37.9258±2.8809 0.9617±0.0584 0.9430±0.0685 208.26
w/o OC 40.9416±3.0891 38.1156±2.9722 0.9630±0.0622 0.9438±030715 208.26

w/o correction 40.4576±3.0865 37.6690±3.4823 0.9580±0.0642 0.9392±0.0730 200.24
w/o inter losses 40.4352±3.1200 37.6014±3.1824 0.9597±0.0650 0.9414±0.0716 208.93

original 41.0221±3.0523 38.1785±2.9848 0.9634±0.0610 0.9441±0.0727 208.93

Table 5: Reconstruction results with different inputs in the AMs.

inputs channel
PSNR SSIM

FLOPs(G)
4× 6× 4× 6×

4 32 40.9493±3.0194 38.0659±3.0012 0.9626±0.0604 0.9433±0.0721 205.14
8 32 40.9803±3.0296 38.1735±3.0246 0.9629±0.0610 0.9439±0.0732 207.58
10 32 41.0221±3.0523 38.1785±2.9848 0.9634±0.0610 0.9441±0.0727 208.93
14 32 41.0672±3.0063 38.1687±3.0691 0.9633±0.0610 0.9440±0.0732 211.10
14 64 41.0258±2.9613 38.1636±3.1465 0.9634±0.0610 0.9437±0.0759 221.14
18 32 40.9556±3.0352 38.2047±3.1269 0.9629±0.0606 0.9439±0.0747 213.01
18 64 41.1108±3.0005 38.2279±2.9977 0.9636±0.0600 0.9443±0.0723 224.94

The ’addition’ method denotes the simplest parallel network, in which the
mean values of the intermediate results from Nk

s and Nk
l are directly fed to

the (k+1)th cascade. Compared with the original method, the improvements
brought by the proposed modules is notable. When the AMs are removed
from the original method, the subnetworks also contribute equally to the IRs.
However, because different subnetworks have varying abilities to reconstruct
images, this process cannot guarantee improvements in IR results. Further-
more, directly replacing fused IRs with corrected images in CMs without
learned OC maps could potentially introduce new errors. As a result, the
network (’w/o attention’) showed worse performance. We further evaluated
the contribution of different components in the attention modules (i.e., ’w/o
enriched inputs’, ’w/o RC’ and ’w/o OC’ methods). As shown in the ta-
ble, deteriorations of varying degrees were observed in the three ablation
networks, demonstrating the necessity of the modules. Similarly, removing
the CMs from the network limited the network’s flexibility, and it could not
effectively handle low-OC pixels, resulting in slower convergence and subop-
timal results. The intermediate losses imposed on each cascade play a crucial
role in constraining the function of the confidence maps, because inaccurate
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confidence maps lead to increased losses. When these intermediate losses are
removed, only the final output is constrained with MSE loss to guide network
training. This results in slower convergence of the network and a deterio-
ration in the performance of the reconstructed images. Furthermore, we
observed that the designed modules are easy to apply, resulting in noticeable
improvements, while the increment in FLOPs is negligible. Compared with
the naive ’addition’ methods, the CMD-Net showed an increase in FLOPs of
less than 10%, yet achieves great improvements in results, demonstrating its
effectiveness.

In addition, we conducted a comparison of network performance using
different inputs in the AMs, with results detailed in Table 5. The values
in the first column represent the channel number of the input information
in AMs. Specifically, the 4-channel input signifies the combination of the
IRs in the current cascades, while the 8-channel input represents the com-
bination of IRs in both the current and previous cascades. The remaining
methods further include the coil-combined x0, and more information from
previous cascades. The values in the second column denote the number of
channels in the convolutional layers in the ABs. We can observe from the
table that richer information generally correlates with better reconstruction
performance. However, it’s important to note that increasing input richness
should be accompanied by a corresponding increase in the number of chan-
nels. Mismatched input and network scale may potentially result in inferior
outcomes.

4.4. Comparisons with non-parallel network structure

All the ablation studies in Table 4 utilize the proposed parallel network
structure, where different subnetworks leverage different prior knowledge and
the results from the subnetworks are integrated in different ways. To further
illustrate its efficacy compared to a non-parallel structure, we conducted com-
parisons with two types of networks: (a) where one subnetwork is removed,
and (b) where prior knowledge is incorporated into a single objective func-
tion. For type (a), the computational costs of these networks are reduced
because the components in the other subnetwork, as well as the components
used to integrate the subnetworks, are removed. To eliminate the interfer-
ence caused by varied computational costs, we augmented the parameters of
type (a) networks so that they can have similar FLOPs as the proposed net-
work. Additionally, we considered that the network depth (i.e., the number
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Table 6: Comparisons with non-parallel networks on coronal PD sequence with 4-fold and
6-fold acceleration rates.

Method
PSNR SSIM

FLOPs(G)
4× 6× 4× 6×

L+cascades 40.2784±2.9231 37.1909±32.8541 0.9558±0.0591 0.9296±0.0684 198.18
L+depth 40.0213±2.9835 37.3131±2.8203 0.9556±0.0600 0.9296±0.0691 193.08

S+cas+depth 38.7506±2.9279 35.9477±2.8162 0.9485±0.0590 0.9234±0.0679 228.93
L+S 39.8596±2.9063 37.5395±2.8677 0.9552±0.0588 0.9359±0.0701 201.07

CMD-Net (ours) 41.0221±3.0523 38.1785±2.9848 0.9634±0.0610 0.9441±0.0727 208.93
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Figure 5: The test PSNR and SSIM results of ’L+S’ and the proposed CMD-Net at 4-fold
and 6-fold acceleration.

of hidden channels) and the number of cascades are two significant hyper-
parameters that affect the reconstruction performance. Therefore, we tested
both methods (i.e., adding the number of cascades or channels) to unify the
FLOPs of the networks.

The designed networks are listed in Table 6. In these method names, the
capital ’L’ denotes the network with only the Nl branch and ’S’ with the
Ns branch. “+cascades’ and ’+depth” denote the appropriate addition of
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the number of channels and cascades in the corresponding networks, respec-
tively. For the L+cascades method, the number of cascades was increased
to 16 from 10. For method L+depth, the number of channels in the subnet-
works increased from 16 to 20, and from 4 to 8 in the correction modules.
For the sparsity based branch, because its FLOPs is relatively lower, merely
increasing the cascade or depth makes the network difficult to train. There-
fore, we simultaneously augmented the number of channels in the learned
sparse transform from 32 to 48 and the number of cascades from 10 to 15.
Note that L+S in the table solves the following problem:

x̂ = argmin
x

C∑

i=1

‖PFSix− y‖22 + λ1‖Φ(x)‖1 + λ2‖τ(x)‖∗ (31)

which is the common method to solve multi-prior-based methods, and the
iterative solution steps are given by:





rkl = λ2Nlu(x
k−1)

xk
l = xk−1 − βk(A∗(A(xk−1)− y) + 2rkl )

xk = F̃(soft(F(xk
l ), λ1))

(32)

Essentially, the output of the low-rank-based branch is fed to the Ns branch
in L+S, and different priors contribute to the results in an alternating form.
Conversely, the outputs of Nl and Ns are directly fed into the attention
modules in our method to optimize the intermediate results in cascades. As
shown in the table, our method outperforms the other methods with 4× and
6× accelerations. Besides, we plotted the PSNR and SSIM test results of
’L+S’ and our method across epochs, as shown in Fig 5. We observed that
the convergence of the proposed CMD-Net is faster and more stable. These
experimental results suggest that the proposed parallel network offers a more
efficient approach to designing a model-driven network.

4.5. Applying to other methods

Another significant advantage of the proposed method is that the network
design strategy can be easily applied to other model-driven methods to im-
prove the results. We conducted experiments using VS-Net and E2EVarNet,
and the experimental results are presented in Table 7. Considering that
applying the proposed network design to other unrolling methods will in-
evitably increase the computational costs, we tried two ways to unify the
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Table 7: Results of applying our method to other model-driven networks on coronal PD
sequence with 4-fold and 6-fold acceleration rates.

Method
PSNR SSIM

FLOPs(G)
4× 6× 4× 6×

VS-Net 40.1649±2.8767 37.0604±2.7927 0.9591±0.0569 0.9358±0.0648 265.89
VS&L 40.7821±4.9701 38.1436±3.4582 0.9602±0.0656 0.9438±0.0707 207.58

VS-Net+ 40.4903±2.8800 37.4789±2.7207 0.9608±0.0558 0.9388±0.0651 398.83
VS&L+ 40.9462±3.5993 38.0641±5.0574 0.9626±0.0640 0.9436±0.0806 405.64

E2EVarNet 39.3592±2.9368 36.8949±3.3872 0.9542±0.0662 0.9342±0.0775 187.87
E2EVarNet&L 41.0484±3.0959 38.2754±3.0162 0.9638±0.0592 0.9450±0.0718 205.35
E2EVarNet+ 38.9097±3.4703 36.0596±2.9721 0.9511±0.0785 0.9273±0.0740 326.79

E2EVarNet&L+ 41.0944±2.9040 38.1725±2.8973 0.9634±0.0589 0.9443±0.0698 296.30

FLOPs of different networks: enlarging the original networks or shrinking the
collaboration-based networks. To apply to the VS-Net, we replace the Ns in
our Network to VS-Net cascades, and we remark this method as ’VS&L+’.
We also increase the cascade number in VS-Net from 10 to 15, which is re-
marked as ’VS-Net+’. We tested on the coronal PD sequence, and as shown
in the table, improvements can be observed in 4× and 6× accelerations. We
also shrink the designed network for comparison with the original VS-Net,
where the number of channels in the convolutional layers was reduced to
32 from 64. The method is remarked as ’VS&L’ in the table, which also
outperforms the original VS-Net.

Similarly, the proposed method improved the performance of E2EVarNet.
When enlarging the original E2EVarNet, we increased the number of cas-
cades from 12 to 14 and the number of channels in the first layer from 18 to
22. To shrink the designed network, we decreased the number of channels
from 16 to 8. We observe similar improvements when applying our meth-
ods to E2EVarNet. In addition, we plotted the PSNR and SSIM results of
E2EVarNet-based methods at different epochs in Fig. 6. The figure clearly
shows that our method (the green lines) accelerates the network convergence
and improves the performance.

4.6. Subnetworks based on the same priors

The aforementioned methods adopt subnetworks based on different pri-
ors. However, model-driven methods relax the constraints of conventional
algorithms. In other words, prior knowledge in model-driven networks is
leveraged to form the network structure, while the networks have better flex-
ibility to directly learn from the data compared with conventional methods.
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Figure 6: PSNR and SSIM results of E2EVarNet-based networks at 4-fold and 6-fold
acceleration.

Table 8: Results of applying our method to other model-driven networks which based on
the same prior.

structure Method
PSNR SSIM

FLOPs(G)
4× 6× 4× 6×

original
ISTA-Net 39.2910±2.8423 35.5220±3.0915 0.9471±0.0567 0.9138±0.0717 120.13
VS-Net 40.1649±2.8767 37.0604±2.7927 0.9591±0.0569 0.9358±0.0648 265.89

E2E-VarNet 39.3592±2.9368 36.8949±3.3872 0.9542±0.0662 0.9342±0.0775 187.87

collaboration

ISTA&VS 41.0474±3.0696 38.2371±3.1668 0.9633±0.0628 0.9440±0.0755 208.93
VAR&VS 40.9856±3.0249 38.1867±2.9568 0.9630±0.0623 0.9438±0.0717 263.61
ISTA&VAR 39.9858±3.1043 37.2860±2.8048 0.9594±0.0604 0.9386±0.0674 208.93

VS(18)&VS(18) 40.9610±4.3922 37.9671±3.9082 0.9629±0.0681 0.9431±0.0696 329.00
VS(18)&VS(16) 41.0824±3.1657 38.2279±3.4991 0.9631±0.0629 0.9441±0.0742 296.31

Therefore, even with subnetworks based on the same priors, our method can
still extract complementary information to improve the network performance.
To this end, we investigate the potential of leveraging the complementarity
between subnetworks based on sparsity, and the results are shown in Ta-
ble 8. For example, the ’ISTA&VAR’ method denotes that we adopt the
ISTA-Net and E2EVarNet as two subnetworks in CMD-Net. We can observe
that although the final results of the networks are affected by the power
of their subnetworks, collaborative networks consistently outperformed the
original networks. Furthermore, we adopted the same VS-Net for both sub-
networks. Specifically, we employed U-Net as the backbone in VS-Net to
control its computational cost. In the ’VS(18)&VS(18)’ method, the num-
bers of channels in the U-Net are both set to 18, 36, 72, and 144. In the
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’VS(18)&VS(16)’ method, the numbers of channels in one of the branches
are set to 16, 32, 64, and 128. We can observe that both collaborative VS-
Nets outperform the original network. More importantly, ’VS(18)&VS(16)’
exhibits superior results compared to ’VS(18)&VS(18)’, despite having fewer
FLOPs and training parameters. These results indicate that when both sub-
networks share exactly the same structure, the complementarity between
subnetworks could be weakened. Conversely, introducing differences into the
subnetwork structure enables them to learn distinct information, leading to
improved network results. This also enhances the versatility of our network
design strategy, making it easier to apply to different methods without the
constraint of strictly unrolling cascades from different prior-based algorithms.
In other words, our network design strategy can also be applied to model-
driven methods based on single priors, further improving their results.

5. Discussion

Collaboration is an important idea in medical image reconstruction [62,
63, 64, 65, 66]. For example, the authors in [64] proposed a dual-domain
reconstruction network. A V-Net in the image domain and a K-Net in k-
space formed a parallel network architecture, and their outputs were linearly
fused in the image domain. However, to the best of our knowledge, few
of the related methods have thoroughly explored the optimal approach to
organically integrate diverse priors. The authors in [44] involved sparsity
and low-rankness priors in their network. They proposed to decouple the
2D Fourier transform into two separate 1D processes, allowing them to ac-
quire a larger dataset for training the network while significantly decreasing
computational complexity. In our method, we still adopted a common 2D
reconstruction process to highlight the improvements brought by the pro-
posed modules. More importantly, their network was formed with linearly
stacked cascades, which alternately incorporated sparsity- and low-rankness-
based regularizers to solve (31). It is quite common to incorporate different
priors into the objective function in MRI reconstruction and some related
fields [67, 38, 51, 68]. Conversely, we placed different regularizers based on
different priors into two objective functions (i.e., (7) and (10)). Hence, two
subnetworks were built. Our experimental results have shown that with the
proposed attention and correction modules, our network design strategy to
build multi-prior-based networks can stably achieve faster convergence and
better results.
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Figure 7: An attention module works in k-space.

In this study, we demonstrated that the attention-based module is highly
important for integrating the intermediate results from different subnetworks.
Attention mechanism has been widely applied in related reconstruction net-
works. For example, HUANG [14] et al. introduced a variant of U-net
with Channel-wise Attention (UCA) module to suppress irrelevant features.
In [69], the purpose of attention modules was to adaptively capture local
contextual cues. The authors in [64] applied the squeeze-and-excitation (SE)
attention to adaptively weight the channels. Besides, attention modules have
been introduced into GANs [70, 71, 72] as indispensable components. In [73],
the authors captured the long-range spatial dependencies in the frequency
domain by combining self-attention with Fourier transform. However, few of
them have explored to leverage the complementarity between prior knowl-
edge using element-wise attention, and the experimental results show the
obvious improvements brought by the proposed attention-based RC and OC
maps.

The AMs and CMs in our network operate in the image domain. How-
ever, since MR data is acquired in k-space, directly operating in k-space
could potentially lead to better accuracy. Besides, the redundancy among
coil data can inherently provide rich information to build the confidence
maps, thereby the method is really compatible with our network. Therefore,
here we propose a simple way to extend the AMs to leverage the cross-domain
information, as shown in Fig 7. We designed an enhanced CMD-Net that
the AMs alternatively work in the image and frequency domains, and we
observe further improvements on the results. Moreover, the proposed collab-
orative strategy can also be utilized to exploit the complementarity between
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the cross-domain AMs. This can be explored in future works with larger
datasets since handling multi-coil k-space data requires a network with more
parameters.

6. Conclusion

In this study, we designed a collaborative model-driven network for MRI
reconstruction. We designed RC and OC map-based attention and correction
modules to maximize the contributions of different prior knowledge in their
areas of expertise. Experimental results on various datasets demonstrated the
superiority of our methods. When applied to other model-driven methods,
clear improvements were observed without additional computational costs.
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