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Abstract

This study proposes an attention-based statistical distance-guided unsupervised domain adaptation
model for multi-class cardiovascular magnetic resonance (CMR) image quality assessment. The
proposed model consists of a feature extractor, a label predictor and a statistical distance estimator.
An annotated dataset as the source set and an unlabeled dataset as the target set with different
statistical distributions are considered inputs. The statistical distance estimator approximates the
Wasserstein distance between the extracted feature vectors from the source and target data in a mini-
batch. The label predictor predicts data labels of source data and uses a combinational loss function
for training, which includes cross entropy and centre loss functions plus the estimated value of the
distance estimator. Four datasets, including imaging and k-space data, were used to evaluate the
proposed model in identifying four common CMR imaging artefacts: respiratory and cardiac motions,
Gibbs ringing and Aliasing. The results of the extensive experiments showed that the proposed model,
both in image and k-space analysis, has an acceptable performance in covering the domain shift
between the source and target sets. The model explainability evaluations and the ablation studies
confirmed the proper functioning and effectiveness of all the model's modules. The proposed model
outperformed the previous studies regarding performance and the number of examined artefacts.
The proposed model can be used for CMR post-imaging quality control or in large-scale cohort studies
for image and k-space quality assessment due to the appropriate performance in domain shift
coverage without a tedious data-labelling process.

Keywords: Cardiovascular magnetic resonance imaging, Image quality assessment, Unsupervised
Domain Adaptation, Wasserstein distance.



1- Introduction

Cardiovascular magnetic resonance (CMR) imaging has become a gold standard in diaghosing several
cardiovascular diseases due to its non-invasive nature and anatomical/functional diagnostic abilities
[1, 2]. Imaging artefacts have a side effect on the diagnostic and quantitative analysis, and can derail
the treatment process. Although novel MR protocols and cutting-edge equipment have reduced the
incidence of artefacts, the occurrence of those is still inevitable. This issue emphasises the necessity
of developing automatic methods in artefact detection to reduce costs and improve services to
patients in busy imaging centres. Providing automatic methods based on deep learning is associated
with challenges such as the availability of bulk annotated datasets, developing a no-reference
approach, and the domain shift problem. Deep neural networks have a data-hungry nature in such a
way that there is a need for a large annotated dataset to train them [3], which complicates the task
due to the costly and laborious process of data labelling in medical applications [4]. Due to the lack of
access to reference images for medical image quality assessment, the presented approach should be
a no-reference method [5]. Besides, a domain shift between training data and data used in the
practical application of deep learning approaches drops the performance of these methods [6]. The
domain shift between different datasets is one of the leading challenges of using deep learning models
for clinical applications.

Several studies have developed automated methods to detect CMR image artefacts [7-12] and control
the complete coverage of the left ventricle [13-15]. Few methods have been previously proposed for
quality control of these images considering approaches such as domain adaptation [16], domain
adaptive knowledge distillation [17], and meta-learning [18].

This study proposes an attention-based statistical distance-guided unsupervised domain adaptation
model for multi-class CMR image quality assessment. This model can identify four common CMR
artefacts, including respiratory motion, cardiac motion, Gibbs ringing and aliasing, by receiving the
image or k-space from an annotated source dataset and an unlabeled target dataset with different
statistical distributions. The model can control the quality of input images/k-spaces from 2, 3 or 4-
chamber long-axis or short-axis views, so the model has more generality from this point of view.
Besides, the proposed model can jointly cover the domain shift between source and target sets and
extract discriminative features without requiring data labelling for the target set. Thus, it can improve
the performance on the target set through the knowledge of the annotated source set.

2- Materials and Methods

In this section, the datasets used in the study are first described. Then, the proposed model for
identifying CMR image artefacts is presented. Finally, the training details and experimental setups are
mentioned to explain the training process, the defined experiments and evaluation metrics.

2-1- Dataset description and Preprocessing

Four datasets, including UK Biobank (UKBB) [19], the automated cardiac diagnosis challenge (ACDC)
[20], the cardiac MRI reconstruction challenge (CMRxRecon) in 2023 [21], and the extreme cardiac
MRI analysis challenge under respiratory motion (CMRxMotion), were used to prepare training and
testing data for evaluating the proposed method. These datasets have a different domain shift or



statistical distribution compared to each other (See Figure 1). Based on subjective evaluations, several
patients' artefact-free CMR imaging data were selected from the UKBB, ACDC, and CMRxRecon
datasets. The patient-out method was leveraged to prepare training and test sets to ensure the
correctness of the results. The information about the training and test sets is given in Table 1.
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Figure 1. Distribution visualisation of samples regarding the UKBB, ACDC, CMRxRecon, and CMRxMotion
datasets.

Table 1. Information about the size of the training and testing sets used in the current study.

# of Patients # of 2D slices
Training set Testing set Training set Testing set
30,000 5,000
UKBB 120 20
(6,000 per class) (1,000 per class)
30,000 5,000
ACDC 25 6
(6,000 per class) (1,000 per class)
30,000 5,000
CMRxRecon 25 5
(6,000 per class) (1,000 per class)
_ 1,210 300
CMRxMotion 16 4
(605 per class) (150 per class)

CMR images may be associated with artefacts due to hardware and software restrictions. These
artefacts can seriously affect image quality and, thus, the ability to make a proper diagnosis. According
to the published statistics, motion and Gibbs artefacts are the most common in magnetic resonance
imaging [22]. Specifically, respiratory and cardiac motion, Gibbs ringing, and aliasing artefacts are the
most common in CMR imaging [23]. For this reason, we investigated these types of artefacts in this

study.



Subjectively determining the artefact in the CMR images is a time-consuming and laborious task that
requires several human observers. Since this study needs corrupted images, we used the k-space
degradation methods to generate synthetic but realistic corrupted imaging data. Long- and short-axis
cine CMR images acquired using Cartesian sampling were subjected to add respiratory and cardiac
motion, aliasing, and Gibbs ringing artefacts. For generating corrupted CMR images based on the k-
space manipulation methods, we used the model proposed in [8, 24] for respiratory motions, [8] for
cardiac motions, the signal truncation method based on ideal low-pass filtering [25, 26] for Gibbs
ringing, and the k-space subsampling presented by [27] for aliasing artefact. The intensity of the added
artefacts was considered randomly to increase the proposed method's generality. An example of
degraded images with the mentioned methods is shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2. An example of corrupted images with k-space manipulation methods. The first row (from left to
right) is the artefact-free reference image, the degraded image with the cardiac and respiratory motion
artefacts. The second row (from left to right) is the degraded image with Gibbs ringing and aliasing artefacts.

2-2- The Proposed Method

An unsupervised adversarial domain adaptation method is proposed for CMR image quality
assessment in the presence of domain shift between datasets. Relying on the customisation of loss
functions, this method simultaneously seeks to achieve two goals, including the distribution
adaptation of the source and target datasets and increasing the discriminability of samples from
different classes. The overview of the proposed method is shown in Figure 3.
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Figure 3. The overview of the proposed domain adaptation method.

The proposed method considers two datasets with domain shift as input data. The source dataset is
annotated, while the target dataset has no class label for samples. The source and target data are
shuffled to create mini-batches necessary for training the model. The mini-batch's data is fed to a
convolutional neural network for feature extraction. The extracted feature vectors for the source data
are given to both label predictor and distance estimator networks, while the target data is
only given to the distance estimator. In the proposed method, the label predictor should be able to
reduce the intra-class distance and increase the inter-class distance to improve the separability of the
different classes. The distance estimator tries to approximate the statistical distance between the
source and target data distributions in each mini-batch. The estimated distance is used in the
combinational loss function to cover the domain shift. These two networks jointly result in extracting
domain-independent features with high separability for each class. As a result, the model's
performance is improved when faced with unlabeled target data. Algorithm 1 describes the proposed
method.



Algorithm 1 Statistical Distance Guided Unsupervised Domain Adaptation

Require:
> Ds = {(zi,y:)}L, is an annotated source dataset
> Dy = {m; }2_, is an unlabelled target dataset
> 6 : Initial parameters of the feature extractor
> p : Initial parameters of the label predictor
> e : Initial parameters of the statistical distance estimator
> A,y : Adjustment coefficients

Ensure:
> 6 : Final parameters of the feature extractor
> p’ : Final parameters of the label predictor

1: for iteration =1,2,... do

2:  Select a mini-batch from Dg and Dy

3:  for All (x;,y;) and x; € mini-batch do

4: Zf “— fg(mz)

5: z] — fo(x;)

6: for step=1,2,... do

7: z} + Sampling along the straight line between pairs of z7 and zf
8: z  concat(zy, 2], 2})

9: Lgrad_penalty(z) ST (||sze(12)||2 - 1)2

Ty _

10: Ldist_est'imator(21 -;ZJ ) Ng N ZJ

11: e + Adam_ OptlleGI‘ ([Ldzst estzmato'r‘( ZJT) )\Lgrad _penalty (Z)] )
12: end for

13: pred « f,(25)

14: Lop(pred,yi) = — 5 iy (vi-log(pred) + (1 — ;). log(1 — pﬂ"ed))
15: V2 < The penultimate layer output of the label predictor for z
16: c1 + Averaging the feature vectors V; for samples of class label
17; Leenter (27, e1) = 5305, 1128 — a3

_ iterati

18: Y= numbe,fr 607‘; 'zltizr:'attons

19: Lstat_dw.st(zz 723 ) = Ns Z fe(z ) lT Zj fe(zf)
20: 6',p < Adam_ Optimizer (Lo + Leenter + YLstat_dist], 0, D)
21:  end for
22: end for

23: return 6 ,p > Final Parameters of the Domain Adapted Network

As it appears from the algorithm, the distance estimator network uses the Wasserstein metric [28] to
estimate the distance between the representation distribution of the source and target sets. For this
purpose, this network receives the representations of the source and target data in each mini-batch
and it calculates the Wasserstein distance based on equation 1 to update the distance estimator
network:

Laist estlmator(zl ;Z] N z Zl N, z Z] (1)



where zf and ij are respectively the representations obtained from the feature extractor for source
and target samples of the respective mini-batch. Ny and N are the numbers of samples belonging to
the source and target in the mini-batch, respectively.

It is necessary to apply the Lipschitz constraint on the distance estimator network to obtain the
empirical Wasserstein metric. Gulrajani et al. [29] have suggested that instead of using weight clipping,
which results in gradient vanishing or exploding problems, a gradient penalty should be used to update
the parameters of the distance estimator network to apply the constraint. This gradient penalty is
calculated by equation 2.

Lgrad_penalty(z) = (IVafe(@ll2 — 1)2 (2)
where z contains pairs of representations of source and target samples as well as random points along
the straight line between pairs of representations.

Thus, the combinational loss of equation 3 is used to update the parameters of the distance estimator
network. To obtain more optimization, the training process of this network is done in several iterations
to achieve more accurate distances.

— S T
Le = Lajst_estimator (Zi ) Bj ) — ALgrad_penaity (2) (3)
where A is an adjustment coefficient.

The training of the label predictor network is done using the combinational loss function of equation
4. In this equation, the cross entropy loss is utilised to estimate the classification error. Since we are
not only looking for separable features and the discriminability of features is more important to
achieve better separability in target samples, the centre loss [30] is also calculated as a part of the
final loss function. It is also necessary to obtain the statistical distance for all mini-batch data by the
distance estimator network and add it as the third term of the combinational loss function. Thus, the
model can cover the domain shift between the source and target data distributions and open the way
for better classification of the target data by obtaining discriminative features using the combinational
loss function.

Lp = Lcg + Leenter + VLstat_dist (4)
where y is an adjustment coefficient to control the effectiveness of the statistical distance term in the
combinational loss function of equation 4.

2-3- Details of Model Training and Evaluation

The proposed model was trained and evaluated in the image and k spaces in extensive experiments.
In all these experiments, the number of data in all classes is balanced to avoid bias. ResNet34 [31] was
used as a feature extractor to train the proposed model. The Adam optimiser [32] was utilised in the
training process, considering a learning rate of 0.01 with a step size of 20 and a decay of 0.5. The
number of epochs was 50, and the batch size was 512, consisting of 256 samples from the source set
and 256 from the target set. The 5-fold cross-validation in the patient-out manner was leveraged to
evaluate the model. Accuracy, precision, recall, F1-score, and area under the receiver operating
characteristic curve (AUC) [33] were considered to evaluate the proposed model. The adjustment
coefficient A was set to 10 based on ablation studies. Besides, the structure of the label predictor and
attention-based distance estimator networks is shown in Figure 4.
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Figure 4. The network structures of (a) label predictor in the spatial domain, (b) distance estimator, and (c)
label predictor for k-space analysis.

3- Results

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed model, it is necessary to conduct experiments in
the following three modes to reveal the coverage of the domain gap by the model.

- Training the model as source-only and testing it using target data (Train on source/Test on
target). In this mode, because the target data for the model is unseen, we have the lowest
values of the metrics.

- Training the model on a part of the target data and testing it on the rest of the target data
(Train on target/Test on target). In this mode, due to the supervised training of the model on
the target data, we have the maximum values of the metrics.



- Applying the proposed statistical distance-guided unsupervised domain adaptation model. In
this mode, we expect the metrics' values to be approached to the maximum (mode 2) in an
unsupervised manner, in other words, the model to be able to cover the domain gap.

3-1- Results of the Proposed Model in Spatial Domain

Considering the ACDC dataset as the source set and other datasets as the target set, the model
evaluation results are presented in Table 2 in the three modes introduced. As can be seen from these
results in the spatial domain, the proposed model has been able to cover the domain gap between
different datasets with different distributions to a large extent. For a better understanding of the
extent of domain gap coverage in the different experiments, the graph of Figure S1 is drawn based on
the obtained accuracies (See supplementary materials). Besides, to evaluate the effectiveness of the
proposed model in the five different classes studied, the confusion matrices before and after applying
the proposed model are shown in Figure S2 (See supplementary materials).

Table 2. The results of the proposed method in the spatial domain. Results are based on patient-out 5-fold
cross-validation (Mean + STD).

Metric Accuracy | Precision Recall F1-Score AUC
Target
Train on source/Test on target 43.52£6.32 45.76 £ 14.21 43.52£6.32 37.81+6.54 74.00+3.94
CMRxRecon Using the proposed model 84.92+2.53 85.16 + 2.31 84.92+2.53 82.62+2.38 94.88 +1.80
Train on target/Test on target 90.49 +6.22 92.29+5.32 90.49 +6.22 90.30. +6.36 98.69 + 0.87
Train on source/Test on target 46.96 £ 4.29 57.58+9.51 46.96 £ 4.29 41.78 £4.15 76.78 £5.77
UKBB Using the proposed model 78.33+1.72 80.29+2.76 78.33+1.72 77.40 + 4.56 87.58+3.03
Train on target/Test on target 80.29+2.91 82.50 + 3.65 80.29+2.091 78.66 + 3.66 95.97+0.78
Train on source/Test on target 40.88 £ 6.52 35.68 + 10.50 40.88 £ 6.52 30.66+7.10 73.97 £5.18
CMRxMotion Using the proposed model 70.44+2.91 77.41+0.86 70.44+2.91 68.17 +4.48 94.91+1.34
Train on target/Test on target 84.26 + 3.99 85.64 + 6.08 84.26 +3.99 82.93+5.15 96.39+1.91

The effectiveness of the proposed model based on visualization of the feature space during training
iterations is shown in Figure 5 using the t-SNE [34] method. The first row of Figure 5 indicates that the
proposed model has been able to adapt the data distribution of the source and target sets.
Furthermore, in the second and third rows of this figure, the process of discriminating five different
classes from each other can be seen on the source and target data, respectively.



Before

ﬁ#:—-—

;\*‘.’ - -
i A

Epoch

Figure 5. The effect of the proposed model on the domain adaptability and the feature discriminability of
different classes during the training process.

In this study, the explainability of the proposed model was also examined. The Grad-CAM approach
[35] has been leveraged to investigate the explainability of the proposed model. Figure 6 presents an
example of the model's focus when identifying each of the five classes. These visual explanations
indicate that the model is focused on the appropriate part of the image to determine the desired class.



Figure 6. The visual explanations regarding the decisions of the proposed model for (in order from the first
row) artefact-free, cardiac motion, respiratory motion, Gibbs and Aliasing classes.



3-2- Results of the Proposed Model in k-space

The proposed model for detecting artefacts based on receiving k-space instead of image was also
evaluated. For this purpose, the model's input consisted of two stacked matrices containing real and
imaginary parts of k-space. To achieve better results, the structure of the label predictor network was
modified to evaluate the k-space data (Figure 4(c)). The results of using the proposed model in k-space,
considering the CMRxRecon dataset as the source set and UKBB as the target set, are shown in Table
3.

Table 3: The results of using the proposed model on the k-space data.

Metric
Accuracy Precision Recall F1-Score AUC

Dataset

Train on source/Test on target | 44.24+5.73 | 37.93+8.57 | 44.24+5.73 | 36.38+5.57 | 76.99+4.61
Source: CMRxRecon

Using the proposed model 66.24+5.09 | 74.24+2.60 | 66.24+5.09 | 61.58 +6.37 | 88.04 +3.35

Target: UKBB

Train on target/Test on target | 70.91+6.41 | 74.38+1.11 | 70.91+6.41 | 68.25+8.49 | 90.32+1.62

3-3- Ablation Studies

A series of ablation studies were conducted to investigate the effectiveness of various components of
the proposed model. These investigations were done in the spatial domain by considering the ACDC
dataset as the source and CMRxRecon as the target set. The results of ablation studies are tabulated

in Table 4.

Table 4. The results of ablation studies. Results are based on patient-out 5-fold cross-validation (Mean +

STD).
Accuracy Precision Recall F1-Score AUC
Train on source/Test on target 43.52 +6.32 45.76 + 14.21 43.52 +6.32 37.81+6.54 74.00 +3.94
Baseline Model + Center Loss 64.54 +2.27 74.67 £1.21 64.54 +2.27 60.78 £2.94 82.51+1.98
Baseline Model + Wasserstein Distance Loss 71.50+2.72 77.48 £ 0.77 71.50+2.72 69.90 + 4.38 91.38+2.16
B i + in Di L
aseline M,Odel Wass,erStem Is,tance 0ss 79.72 £ 0.68 81.9+1.10 79.72 £ 0.68 78.95+1.03 92.63 +1.65
(Attention-based Distance Estimator)
Baseline Model + Center Loss +
in Di L
\N,asserStem ,IStance o,ss 82.04+1.46 84.21+2.39 82.04 +1.46 80.43+1.43 93.94 + 0.65
(Attention-based Distance Estimator)
(Without Adjustment Coefficient y)
The Proposed Model 84.92 +2.53 86.16 + 2.31 84.92 +2.53 82.62 +2.38 94.88 + 1.80




3-4- The Proposed Model vs. Other Related Studies

In Table 5, the proposed model is compared with previous related studies. Studies have been
compared from the perspective of distortions, domain adaptability, and learning type in this table. For
fairness in these comparisons, the ACDC dataset was used as the source and CMRxRecon as the target
set. Accuracy was not reported for studies that did not have domain adaptability, due to differences
in the number of distortions examined.

Table 5. Comparison of the proposed model with related studies.

Modality Type of Distortion Domain )
Study . Learning Type Accuracy
LAX SAX | CM | RM | GB AL Adaptability

Tarroni et al. [10] v v 4 - Supervised

Zhang et al. [12] v v v Supervised

Ranem et al. [9] v - v Supervised

Vergani et al. [11] v v v v Supervised

Oksuz et al. [8] v v v Supervised
Nabavi et al. [16] v 4 4 v v 4 4 Unsupervised 48.73+4.83
Nabavi et al. [18] v 4 4 v v 4 v Meta-Learning 78.46 + 6.18
The proposed Model v v v 4 4 v v Unsupervised 84.92 +2.53

LAX: Long-axis; SAX: Short-axis; CM: Cardiac Motion; RM: Respiratory Motion; GB: Gibbs; AL: Aliasing;

4- Discussion

This study attempted to develop an automatic CMR image quality assessment model based on
identifying four common types of artefacts. Motion artefacts originating from cardiac and respiratory
movements, Gibbs ringing, and Aliasing artefacts were covered in this study. Automatically
determining the artefact type can inform the imaging technician about the source of the artefact in
real time so that the imaging can be properly repeated. Besides, since the data labelling process is
tedious and costly and most of the datasets in practical applications are not annotated, so we focused
on the development of an unsupervised model that can address this issue well. This model, with the
ability to analyse images and k-space with various views from different distributions, has a suitable
generality for evaluating the quality of images in large cohort studies such as UKBB and real-time
clinical applications.

The analysis of the results obtained on four different datasets with extensive experiments shows that
the proposed model simultaneously has feature discriminability and domain adaptability. By receiving
a labelled source set and an unlabeled target set, the proposed model can achieve results very close
to the supervised training mode on the labelled target set. This issue confirms that the proposed
model can properly address the domain shift problem and lack of access to annotated datasets. The
visualisation of the class discrimination and domain adaptation in the source and target sets also
reveals this matter. The explainability examination of the model also conveys that this model is
focused on the proper area of the image in different classes for decision-making. In detecting cardiac
motion artefacts, the model focuses on the heart. In contrast, in detecting lung movements, which
resulted in ghosting in the image, the model uniformly concentrates on the ghosting in the entire
image. The model detects the Gibbs artefact by paying attention to the areas with visible ringing
effects, and this issue is addressed for the aliasing artefact by considering wrap-around areas.

The proposed model, with the possibility of receiving k-space as input, can detect artefacts both in the
spatial and frequency domains. Also, the model has been trained on short and long-axis images, which
has made the model outperform the other previous methods in terms of covered modality diversity



and artefacts. The extensive ablation studies also confirmed the effectiveness of each part of the
proposed model.

5- Conclusion

In conclusion, deep learning methods suffer performance reduction when trained on a dataset and
face data from a different distribution during practical use. A statistical distance-guided unsupervised
domain adaptation model was proposed to overcome the domain shift problem, and its performance
was evaluated with extensive experiments on several datasets. This model is not a deep network
architecture but a general approach to overcome the domain shift in the condition of not having
access to the annotated dataset. The model was used to identify four common types of artefacts in
CMR imaging. The proposed model can reveal the kind of artefact before further diagnostic analysis
by receiving the image or k-space with short or long-axis views post-imaging. Real-time data analysis
can lead to the improvement of the diagnosis process. Besides, the model can automatically evaluate
the quality of images in large cohort studies. Developing the model to enable multiple target sets
domain adaptation can be a potential future study.

Acknowledgements

This research has been done using the UK Biobank database under Application 11350.

Statements and Declarations

There are no conflicts of interest to declare. No funding was received for conducting this study.

References

1. Kumar, A., D.J. Patton, and M.G. Friedrich, The emerging clinical role of cardiovascular
magnetic resonance imaging. Canadian Journal of Cardiology, 2010. 26(6): p. 313-322.

2. Salerno, M., B. Sharif, H. Arheden, A. Kumar, L. Axel, D. Li, and S. Neubauer, Recent advances

in cardiovascular magnetic resonance: techniques and applications. Circulation:
Cardiovascular Imaging, 2017. 10(6): p. e003951.

3. Alzubaidi, L., J. Zhang, A.J. Humaidi, A. Al-Dujaili, Y. Duan, O. Al-Shamma, J. Santamaria, M.A.
Fadhel, M. Al-Amidie, and L. Farhan, Review of deep learning: concepts, CNN architectures,
challenges, applications, future directions. Journal of big Data, 2021. 8: p. 1-74.

4. Liu, H., Z. Wang, and R. Narayan, Perceptual quality assessment of medical images.
Encyclopedia of Biomedical Engineering, 2019: p. 588-596.

5. Chow, L.S. and R. Paramesran, Review of medical image quality assessment. Biomedical signal
processing and control, 2016. 27: p. 145-154.

6. Farahani, A., S. Voghoei, K. Rasheed, and H.R. Arabnia, A brief review of domain adaptation.
Advances in data science and information engineering, 2021: p. 877-894.

7. Nabavi, S., M.E. Moghaddam, A.A. Abin, and A.F. Frangi. A Framework for Automated

Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance Image Quality Scoring based on EuroCMR Registry



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Criteria. in 2023 13th International Conference on Computer and Knowledge Engineering
(ICCKE). 2023. IEEE.

Oksuz, 1., B. Ruijsink, E. Puyol-Antén, J.R. Clough, G. Cruz, A. Bustin, C. Prieto, R. Botnar, D.
Rueckert, and J.A. Schnabel, Automatic CNN-based detection of cardiac MR motion artefacts
using k-space data augmentation and curriculum learning. Medical image analysis, 2019. 55:
p. 136-147.

Ranem, A., J. Kalkhof, C. Ozer, A. Mukhopadhyay, and |. Oksuz. Detecting respiratory motion
artefacts for cardiovascular MRIs to ensure high-quality segmentation. in International
Workshop on Statistical Atlases and Computational Models of the Heart. 2022. Springer.
Tarroni, G., O. Oktay, W. Bai, A. Schuh, H. Suzuki, J. Passerat-Palmbach, A. De Marvao, D.P.
O’Regan, S. Cook, and B. Glocker, Learning-based quality control for cardiac MR images. |EEE
transactions on medical imaging, 2018. 38(5): p. 1127-1138.

Vergani, V., R. Razavi, E. Puyol-Antén, and B. Ruijsink, Deep learning for classification and
selection of cine CMR images to achieve fully automated quality-controlled CMR analysis from
scanner to report. Frontiers in Cardiovascular Medicine, 2021. 8: p. 742640.

Zhang, Q., E. Hann, K. Werys, C. Wu, |. Popescu, E. Lukaschuk, A. Barutcu, V.M. Ferreira, and
S.K. Piechnik, Deep learning with attention supervision for automated motion artefact
detection in quality control of cardiac T1-mapping. Artificial intelligence in medicine, 2020.
110: p. 101955.

Nabavi, S., M. Hashemi, M.E. Moghaddam, A.A. Abin, and A.F. Frangi, Fully Automated
Assessment of Cardiac Coverage in Cine Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance Images using an
Explainable Deep Visual Salient Region Detection Model. arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.06844,
2022.

Zhang, L., A. Gooya, M. Pereanez, B. Dong, S.K. Piechnik, S. Neubauer, S.E. Petersen, and A.F.
Frangi, Automatic assessment of full left ventricular coverage in cardiac cine magnetic
resonance imaging with fisher-discriminative 3-D CNN. |EEE Transactions on Biomedical
Engineering, 2018. 66(7): p. 1975-1986.

Zhang, L., M. Pereaiez, S.K. Piechnik, S. Neubauer, S.E. Petersen, and A.F. Frangi. Multi-input
and dataset-invariant adversarial learning (MDAL) for left and right-ventricular coverage
estimation in cardiac MRI. in International Conference on Medical Image Computing and
Computer-Assisted Intervention. 2018. Springer.

Nabavi, S., H. Simchi, M.E. Moghaddam, A.F. Frangi, and A.A. Abin, Automatic multi-class
cardiovascular magnetic resonance image quality assessment using unsupervised domain
adaptation in spatial and frequency domains. arXiv preprint arXiv:2112.06806, 2021.

Nabavi, S., K.A. Hamedani, M.E. Moghaddam, A.A. Abin, and A.F. Frangi, Multiple Teachers-
Meticulous Student: A Domain Adaptive Meta-Knowledge Distillation Model for Medical
Image Classification. arXiv preprint arXiv:2403.11226, 2024.

Nabavi, S., H. Simchi, M.E. Moghaddam, A.A. Abin, and A.F. Frangi, A generalised deep meta-
learning model for automated quality control of cardiovascular magnetic resonance images.
Computer Methods and Programs in Biomedicine, 2023. 242: p. 107770.

Petersen, S.E., P.M. Matthews, J.M. Francis, M.D. Robson, F. Zemrak, R. Boubertakh, A.A.
Young, S. Hudson, P. Weale, and S. Garratt, UK Biobank’s cardiovascular magnetic resonance
protocol. Journal of cardiovascular magnetic resonance, 2015. 18(1): p. 1-7.

Bernard, O., A. Lalande, C. Zotti, F. Cervenansky, X. Yang, P.-A. Heng, I. Cetin, K. Lekadir, O.
Camara, and M.A.G. Ballester, Deep learning techniques for automatic MRI cardiac multi-
structures segmentation and diagnosis: is the problem solved? |EEE transactions on medical
imaging, 2018. 37(11): p. 2514-2525.

Wang, C., J. Lyu, S. Wang, C. Qin, K. Guo, X. Zhang, X. Yu, Y. Li, F. Wang, and J. Jin, CMRxRecon:
an open cardiac MRI dataset for the competition of accelerated image reconstruction. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2309.10836, 2023.

Budrys, T., V. Veikutis, S. Lukosevicius, R. Gleizniene, E. Monastyreckiene, and I. Kulakiene,
Artifacts in magnetic resonance imaging: how it can really affect diagnostic image quality and
confuse clinical diagnosis? Journal of Vibroengineering, 2018. 20(2): p. 1202-1213.



23.

24,

25.

26.
27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

Ferreira, P.F., P.D. Gatehouse, R.H. Mohiaddin, and D.N. Firmin, Cardiovascular magnetic
resonance artefacts. Journal of Cardiovascular Magnetic Resonance, 2013. 15(1): p. 1-39.
Lorch, B., G. Vaillant, C. Baumgartner, W. Bai, D. Rueckert, and A. Maier, Automated detection
of motion artefacts in MR imaging using decision forests. Journal of medical engineering,
2017.2017.

Bovik, A.C. and S.T. Acton, Basic linear filtering with application to image enhancement, in The
Essential Guide to Image Processing. 2009, Elsevier. p. 225-239.

Gibbs, J.W., Fourier’s series. Nature, 1899. 1539(59): p. 606.

Huang, S.Y., R.T. Seethamraju, P. Patel, P.F. Hahn, J.E. Kirsch, and A.R. Guimaraes, Body MR
imaging: artifacts, k-Space, and solutions. Radiographics, 2015. 35(5): p. 1439-1460.
Arjovsky, M., S. Chintala, and L. Bottou. Wasserstein generative adversarial networks. in
International conference on machine learning. 2017. PMLR.

Gulrajani, I., F. Ahmed, M. Arjovsky, V. Dumoulin, and A.C. Courville, Improved training of
wasserstein gans. Advances in neural information processing systems, 2017. 30.

Wen, Y., K. Zhang, Z. Li, and Y. Qiao. A discriminative feature learning approach for deep face
recognition. in Computer vision—ECCV 2016: 14th European conference, amsterdam, the
netherlands, October 11-14, 2016, proceedings, part VIl 14. 2016. Springer.

He, K., X. Zhang, S. Ren, and J. Sun. Deep residual learning for image recognition. in
Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 2016.
Kingma, D.P. and J. Ba, Adam: A method for stochastic optimization, in International
Conference for Learning Representations (ICLR). May 2015.

Powers, D.M., Evaluation: from precision, recall and F-measure to ROC, informedness,
markedness and correlation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.16061, 2020.

Van der Maaten, L. and G. Hinton, Visualizing data using t-SNE. Journal of machine learning
research, 2008. 9(11).

Selvaraju, R.R., M. Cogswell, A. Das, R. Vedantam, D. Parikh, and D. Batra. Grad-cam: Visual
explanations from deep networks via gradient-based localization. in Proceedings of the IEEE
international conference on computer vision. 2017.



Supplementary Materials

100
90.49
90 84.92 84.26
78.33 80.29
80
70.44
70
> 60
2
< 46.96
50
3 43.52 40.88
Q
< 40
30
20
10
0
CMRxRecon UKBB CMRxMotion

W Lower Bound M Proposed Method M Upper Bound

Figure S1: The domain gap coverage using the proposed model, considering ACDC as a source set and
CMRxRecon, UKBB, and CMRxMotion as target sets. (Lower bound: Train on source/Test on target; Upper
bound: Train on target/Test on target)
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Figure S2: Confusion matrices related to the 5-class artefact classification before and after using the
proposed model, considering ACDC as the source set and UKBB and CMRxRecon as the target sets.

Tabel S1: The results of using the proposed model on the k-space data.

Metric
Accuracy Precision Recall F1-Score AUC

Dataset

Train on source/Test on target | 44.24+5.73 | 37.93+8.57 | 44.24+5.73 | 36.38+5.57 | 76.99+4.61
Source: CMRxRecon

Using the proposed model 66.24+5.09 | 74.24+2.60 | 66.24+5.09 | 61.58+6.37 | 88.04+3.35

Target: UKBB

Train on target/Test on target | 70.91+6.41 | 74.38+1.11 | 70.91+6.41 | 68.25+8.49 | 90.32+1.62




