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Purpose. Proton Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopic Imaging (1H-MRSI)

provides non-invasive spectral-spatial mapping of metabolism. However,

long-standing problems in whole-brain 1H-MRSI are spectral overlap of

metabolite peaks with large lipid signal from scalp, and overwhelming

water signal that distorts spectra. Fast and effective methods are needed

for high-resolution 1H-MRSI to accurately remove lipid and water signals

while preserving the metabolite signal. The potential of supervised neural

networks for this task remains unexplored, despite their success for other

MRSI processing.

Methods. We introduce a deep-learning method based on a modified Y-

NET network for water and lipid removal in whole-brain 1H-MRSI. The

WALINET (WAter and LIpid neural NETwork) was compared to con-

ventional methods such as the state-of-the-art lipid L2 regularization and

Hankel-Lanczos singular value decomposition (HLSVD) water suppres-

sion. Methods were evaluated on simulated and in-vivo whole-brain MRSI

using NMRSE, SNR, CRLB, and FWHM metrics.

Results.WALINET is significantly faster and needs 8s for high-resolution

whole-brain MRSI, compared to 42 minutes for conventional HLSVD+L2.

Quantitative analysis shows WALINET has better performance than

HLSVD+L2: 1) more lipid removal with 41% lower NRMSE, 2) bet-

ter metabolite signal preservation with 71% lower NRMSE in simulated

data, 155% higher SNR and 50% lower CRLB in in-vivo data. Metabolic

maps obtained by WALINET in healthy subjects and patients show bet-

ter gray/white-matter contrast with more visible structural details.

Conclusions. WALINET has superior performance for nuisance signal

removal and metabolite quantification on whole-brain 1H-MRSI compared

to conventional state-of-the-art techniques. This represents a new applica-

tion of deep-learning for MRSI processing, with potential for automated

high-throughput workflow.
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1 Introduction

Proton magnetic resonance spectroscopic imaging (1H-

MRSI) has great potential as a metabolic imaging

technique that can measure the intrinsic metabolite con-

centrations across the whole-brain without the need to

administer molecular agents1. Proton-based MR spec-

troscopy, compared to X-nuclei spectroscopy, has a sig-

nificantly higher SNR and is ubiquitously available on

all MRI scanners equipped with standard hardware and

software. Consequently, it represents the vast majority

of MRS performed in clinical studies and research appli-

cations. In specific pathology it allows the detection of

metabolic abnormalities in the brain before anatomical

lesions are visible2. Therefore, it is valuable for dis-

ease investigation such as brain tumor identification,

classification and treatment response assessment3. It fur-

ther enables the study of neurochemistry alterations and

disease mechanisms in neuropsychiatry4. However, the

clinical potential of 1H-MRSI is not fully realized due to

complex experimental factors that reduce data quality

such as large artifacts from the overwhelming water and

lipid signals5,6. Hence, efficient solutions to these techni-

cal problems can have great and widespread impact for

the use of 1H-MRSI in clinical applications.

Since water is a major component of all brain tis-

sues (70% - 85%), the signal strength of water artifacts

is particularly large, resulting in amplitudes 3-4 orders of

magnitude greater than those of metabolites. Although

the water peak at 4.68 ppm does not directly over-

lap with the peaks of the major metabolites in the

aliphatic region ( 0.9-4.2 ppm), frequency modulation

due to timing of the pulse sequence acquisition can lead

to large water side-bands that overlap metabolite peaks

and cause significant baseline distortions. Additionally,

the water suppression pulses change the shape of the

water peak from an absorption symmetric peak shape

to an asymmetric peak shape where the tails are larger

than the center of peak.

The removal of lipid signal originating from the scalp

region presents with even greater challenges7. The lipid

spectrum is complicated, having multiple peaks that fully

overlap with aliphatic region and are 1-2 orders of mag-

nitude stronger than metabolite peaks. Furthermore, the

lipid signal originates from scalp areas with very inho-

mogeneous B0 field, hence they are much broader than

water and metabolite peaks from inside the brain.

Methods enabling suppression of water and lipid

contamination can be categorized into several groups7:

techniques leveraging specific RF-pulse or sequence

designs to invert, nullify or saturate water or lipid

resonances8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15 approaches utilizing dedi-

cated hardware to spoil the scalp signal16,17, and post-

acquisition methods employing spatial or spectral priors

for lipid contamination removal. The latter category in

the case of lipids removal can be divided in methods

using lipid signal extrapolation18, dual-density recon-

struction19,20, lipid-basis penalty21,22, subspace recon-

struction methods based on specific spatial supports and

spectral decomposition23,24,25, while in the case of water

removal includes Hankel matrix singular value decom-

position26, subspace reconstruction23, Lowner tensoriza-

tion27, and water-basis penalty28.

In practice, whole-brain 1H-MRSI has residual water

and lipid signals present even after using special

pulse sequences and hardware designed to suppress

them, hence requiring post-acquisition processing meth-

ods. Optimized processing methods for nuisance signal

removal are particularly relevant for 1H-MRSI at 7T,

because B0, B1+ inhomogeneity and high SAR at ultra-

high field make lipid and water suppression during

acquisition prohibitive and inefficient.

Due to fundamentally different spatial distribution,

spectral ranges and signal shapes of water and lipids,

existing postprocessing methods usually only allow the

removal of water or lipid signals, but not both in the

same time.

Recently, closed form solutions have been devel-

oped for lipid removal29,30. Closed form solutions are

derived by applying a linear operator on each individ-

ual spectrum and are faster compared to iterative lipid

suppression algorithms. However, the linear operator

method has some drawbacks too: 1) it is subject specific,

2) requires accurate anatomical mask delineation, and 3)

may not work if the orthogonal assumption and linear

superposition between lipids and metabolites is not met..

Hence, long processing times and the requirement for

tedious subject-specific parameter optimizations such as

the L2 regularization factor to balance nuisance signal

suppression with the preservation of metabolic signals,

make difficult the application of existing nuisance signal

removal methods for fast, robust and automated MRSI

processing pipelines.

In recent years, deep learning-based methods applied

to mitigate MRS challenges have gained popularity,

enabling robust applications and eliminating the need

for complex parameter optimizations. Thereby, appli-

cations can be categorized into deep learning based

artifact removal, denoising, lowrank31,32,33 and spectral

quantification34,35,36,37,38.

Motivated by these developments, we introduce a

convolutional neural network for the identification of

water & lipid (WALINET:WAter and LIpid neural NET-

work) signals in 1H-MRSI spectra, and evaluated its
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performance in simulations and in-vivo data measured

in human participants.

2 Methods

Strategy:

The problem can be formulated using two distinct inputs

x1 and x2: 1) the original MRS spectrum (x1) contain-

ing metabolite signal m contaminated with lipid l and

water w signal, and 2) the spectrum (x2) subjected to a

projection onto the lipid subspace, 1−L, using lipid L2

regularization29 approach with L = (1+ βLLH)−1. L is

a matrix containing the in-vivo lipid signal obtained from

the scalp mask of each subject and β is the regularization

parameter. The derived operator L is an approximation

of a projection whose kernel is given by the linear span

of L. 1 − L, with 1 being an identity matrix, is a pro-

jection onto the lipid subspace span(L) (see references

for further details). A separate lipid projection operator

is calculated for each subject. The network inputs are

defined as

x1 = m+ l + w (1)

x2 = (1− L)x1 (2)

The decontaminated solution (m̃) is obtained in two

steps, first the network Y predicts the spectrum y,

thereby approximating lipid l and water w signal. Sub-

sequently, the spectrum y is subtracted from x1, the

original water and lipid contaminated MRSI spectrum,

Y(x1, x2) =y ≈ l + w (3)

m̃ =x1 − y (4)

A similar strategy is employed for the lipid removal

only, with the exception that water signal is omitted.

Network Architecture:

WALINET employs a Y-Net convolutional neural net-

work structure39, depicted in Figure 1 , and character-

ized by the use of two encoders instead of one. Note, that

the same network architecture can be used and trained

only for lipid removal, which we call LIPNET (LIpid

neural NETwork).

The Y-Net architecture enables enhanced contex-

tual understanding by integrating features from different

branches, leading to improved understanding of complex

structures within the data. The results show an improve-

ment compared to the U-Net39 and enable the encoding

of different features in each encoder40.

Each encoder (E) and decoder (D) of the Y-Net (Y)

comprised four convolutional blocks, each consisting of

two convolutional layers, PReLU activation functions41,

dropout with a rate of 0.01, and MaxPooling/upsampling

with a factor of 2. Skip connections are implemented

between the encoders and decoder. An additional con-

volutional block is incorporated in the bottleneck region

and after the decoder. The outputs of the encoders are

concatenated and forwarded to the bottleneck convolu-

tional block in the decoder.

Y(x1, x2) =D(E1(x1), E2(x2)) (5)

=D(E1(x1), E2((1− L)x1)) (6)

The kernel size of each block is set to 7. The number

of channels in the first convolutional block is set to 16 and

is doubled/halved after every MaxPooling/Upsampling

layer.

Training Data:

The training spectra were generated through a multi-

step process, where metabolite spectra were simulated

and combined with experimentally measured lipid and

water spectra from in-vivo human data. This approach

was chosen because: 1) metabolite spectra can be real-

istically simulated for an extremely large range of very

diverse parameters, 2) the lipid and water spectra are

affected by a complex combination of experimental fac-

tors which are hard to be fully accounted in simulations,

hence more realistic spectra can be extracted from mea-

sured data. First, spectra for 25 common 1H metabolites

were simulated using a physical model for the coupled

spin systems42,43. Based on these modes, an extensive

dataset of 106 metabolite spectra was generated by sim-

ulation with a parameter distribution that encompassed

a wide range of concentrations, linewidths, noise lev-

els, and baselines. The metabolite concentrations were

distributed according to a normal distribution with a

standard deviation five times greater than the mean of 1

(arbitrary units), with truncation to zero to ensure pos-

itive values. The simulation included also variations in

frequency offset (-150 to 150 Hz), Voigt linewidth (4 to

50 Hz), and signal-to-noise ratio (SNR from 1 to 10).

Random baselines were introduced, characterized by 10

broad gaussian components.

Second, we extracted a collection of lipid spectra

from voxels within the scalp region obtained from in-vivo

MRSI datasets. Representative head/brain/scalp masks

and B0 field maps are presented in Supplementary Figure

1 . To augment the in-vivo lipid distribution, the ampli-

tude of lipid signal from the lipid mask was varied with

a scaling factor, spanning a broad interval from 1−2 to

13 to match the lipid contamination inside the brain.

Third, the water signal was extracted using Hankel-

Lanczos singular value decomposition (HLSVD) with a

rank of 64 from voxels within the brain from the same

in-vivo MRSI datasets. To further augment the in-vivo
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FIGURE 1 WAter and LIpid neural NETwork (WALINET): Top: Y-Net architecture containing 4 convolutional blocks in each

encoder and decoder, followed by a MaxPooling or Upsampling layer. Additional convolutional blocks are incorporated in the

bottleneck and as a final layer. A lipid projection operator at the beginning of the second encoder enhances the distinguishability

between metabolites and lipids. Bottom: The WALINET is embedded into the MRSI processing pipeline shown at the bottom,

which includes Fourier transformation, B0 correction, low-rank model and spectral quantification.

water distribution the 10 water signal components esti-

mated by HLSVD in each voxel were randomly weighted

with a factor ranging from 10−1 to 102.

Lastly, to create the final training input spectra (x1)

for WALINET the simulated metabolite spectra (m) and

experimentally-derived lipid & water spectra (x2) were

randomly combined. Note, that in the case of LIPNET

the input training spectra combined simulated metabo-

lite and experimentally-derived lipid spectra, without the

water signal.

The training dataset was generated using water and

lipid signals extracted from 19 subjects, including 2

glioma patients. The MRSI data were acquired with the

3D 1H-FID-ECCENTRIC sequence described in para-

graph 2). 105 lipid & water spectra were extracted

from each subject, resulting in 1.9 × 106 total lipid &

water spectra used for training. Additionally, a validation

dataset included 4 other subjects.

Training Procedure:

The training spectra were subjected to further aug-

mentation and normalization before being forwarded to

the neural network. Online data augmentation during

training was achieved by multiplication with a random

phase

ϕ = eiω, ω ∈ [0, 2π] (7)

to each spectrum. Normalization was performed dividing

the input and ground truth spectra by an approxima-

tion of the energy E of the underlying metabolic signal.

Therefore, the root-sum-squared-error between the two

input spectra was computed.

E =

√
|x1 − x2|T |x1 − x2| (8)

After augmentation and normalization, the spectra

were separated into real and imaginary part, which

were treated as separate channels during training. Mean-

squared-error was employed as training loss, and com-

puted on the separated real and imaginary channels.

Loss = MSE(Y(
x1ϕ

E
,
x2ϕ

E
),
yϕ

E
) (9)

The network was trained for 400 epochs, using the

Adam44 optimizer with a learning rate of 0.01, which

was quartered every 50 epochs. The exponential decay

rates of the first and second momentum of Adam β1 & β2

were set to 0.9 and 0.999. The network was implemented
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using PyTorch 2.0.1 and CUDA 11.7 packages in Python

3.8.13. The model training was performed on a Pow-

erEdge R7525 server (Dell) with 64 CPU cores (AMD

EPYC7542 2.90GHz, 128M Cache, DDR4-3200), 512

GB CPU RAM (RDIMM, 3200MT/s), 3 GPU NVIDIA

Ampere A40 (PCIe, 48GB GPU RAM) running Rocky

Linux release 8.8 (Green Obsidian).

Data Acquisition:

In-vivo MRSI data were acquired with 2D 1H-FID Carte-

sian phase encoded45 and 3D 1H-FID ECCENTRIC46

pulse sequences using a 7T MR scanner (MAGNETOM

Terra, Siemens Healthineers, Forchheim, Germany) and

a 1Tx/32Rx head coil (NovaMedical, Wilmington, MA,

USA).

2D 1H-FID Cartesian MRSI data were acquired on

2 subjects with matrix 53x41, 164x212 mm2 field-of-

view (FoV), 4x4 mm2 in-plane voxel size, 10 mm slice

thickness, spectral bandwidth of 4kHz, and 512 FID

points.

3D 1H-FID-ECCENTRIC46 was acquired on 21 sub-

jects with 64x64x31 matrix, 220x220x105 mm3 FoV,

3.4x3.4x3.4 mm3 voxel size, spectral bandwidth of 2326

Hz, and 453 FID points.

For both sequences 0.9 ms echo-time (TE) and 275 ms

repetition-time (TR) were used, resulting in 18min:40s

for 3D ECCENTRIC and 7min:48s for 2D Cartesian.

Further details are provided in Supplementary Material.

Processing Pipeline:

The reconstruction and processing of 2D and 3D data is

performed by a similar pipeline (Figure 1 ). However, the

ECCENTRIC MRSI requires additional steps because of

the non-Cartesian k-space sampling as further explained

in the Supplementary Material.

For comparison of WALINET and LIPNET perfor-

mance, conventional nuisance signal removal was per-

formed with HLSVD for water26 and L2 regularization

for lipids.29. The HLSVD retained the 32 largest eigen-

values of the Hankel matrix and the water removal was

applied in the frequency range of 4.7ppm±0.5ppm. L2

regularization used lipid signals extracted from the skull

mask of the subject with the regularization parameter β

individually adjusted for each subject to achieve a mean

absolute diagonal value of its lipid suppression operator

L = (1+ βLLH)−1 at an arbitrary value of 0.938,

mean(|diag(L)|) ∼ 0.938. (10)

This value was selected as the optimal trade-off between

minimizing metabolite alteration and maximizing lipid

suppression, Following the water and lipid removal, a

low-rank model was employed assuming separable spatial

Un(r) and temporal Vn(t) components of the metabolite

signal,

m(r, t) =
K∑

n=1

Un(r)Vn(t) (11)

with K the rank of the model set to 40.

As final step, metabolic quantification was carried

out by LCModel47 spectral fitting, with more details

mentioned in Supplementary Material.

3 Results

Simulation Results

In Figure 2 the results of WALINET and LIPNET on

simulated data are compared to L2 and HLSVD. Eval-

uation data were created by merging 100,000 simulated

metabolite spectra with in-vivo water & lipid signals

(for WALINET) or only lipid signals (for LIPNET)

extracted from a subject excluded from the training data.

Representative simulated evaluation spectra contami-

nated by water & lipid are shown in Figure 2 together

with the metabolite spectra obtained by WALINET,

LIPNET, and L2. Visibly, there is more agreement

between ground truth metabolite spectra and the pre-

dicted metabolite spectra in the case of WALINET and

LIPNET than in the case of L2 regularization. Spec-

tra obtained by L2 regularization tend to show more

residual lipid signal and more suppression of the NAA

peak compared to WALINET and LIPNET. Quantita-

tively, boxplots of the normalized root mean square error

(NRMSE) show that WALINET and LIPNET remove

more lipid signal (interquartile NRMSE 0.86%-2.69%)

while preserving more metabolite signal (interquartile

NRMSE 0.62%-1.45%) compared to L2 (lipid interquar-

tile NRMSE 3.68%-6.45% and metabolite interquartile

NRMSE 1.04%-4.11%).

In-vivo Results

In-vivo performance was tested on Cartesian encoded 2D

MRSI and ECCENTRIC encoded 3D MRSI data from

human volunteers. The speed of all methods for nuisance

signal removal was timed on in-vivo high-resolution 3D

MRSI data and showed considerable faster times for

WALINET compared to HLSVD+L2, as listed in Table

1 . The 2D MRSI was used to test the generalizability

of WALINET and LIPNET trained on 3D MRSI data.

First, we studied the effects of different lipid sup-

pression methods. Figure 3 compares lipid removal by

LIPNET and L2 regularization on in-vivo 2D MRSI

data, while the water removal has been done by HLSVD

for all the tests. For L2 two regularization parameters

were used: 1) β = 3.69∗106 optimized for the 0.938 mean

absolute diagonal value of the lipid suppression operator,
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FIGURE 2 Simulation results. a) Comparison of lipid suppression by LIPNET and L2. Input spectra contaminated by lipids are

shown in the first row (black), second row shows the metabolite spectra recovered by LIPNET (red), third row shows metabolite

spectra recovered by L2 regularization (orange). b) Input spectra contaminated by water and lipids are showed on the first row

(black), and the metabolite spectra predicted by WALINET (red) are plotted below. The ground-truth metabolite spectra (blue)

are overlaid in all spectral plots. c) Normalized root mean squared error (NRMSE) is computed for the whole spectrum (4.7-0.7),

the metabolic range (4.2-1.9ppm) and the lipid range (1.9-0.7ppm) for each method WALINET, LIPNET and L2. Separate

evaluation of specific spectral ranges allows an individual assessment of the preservation of metabolic signals, as well as the

effectiveness of lipid and water suppression. Arrows indicate the position of the main peaks of water, lipids and metabolites.

and 2) β = 7.38 ∗ 106 which doubles lipid regularization

parameter for stronger lipid suppression. In addition,

results obtained with no lipid suppression (β = 0) are

presented.

Metabolic maps of NAA+NAAG obtained with lipid

suppression methods show similar structural features

with good contrast between gray-white matter. However,

some differences can be observed: 1) L2 regularization
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WALINET

(mm:ss)

HLSVD+L2

(mm:ss)

HLSVD

(mm:ss)

L2

(mm:ss)

10 cores 00:08 03:08 03:05 00:03

1 core 00:08 42:49 42:46 00:03

TABLE 1 Processing times of WALINET, water HLSVD and lipid L2 regularization for 1 CPU core and parallelized for 10 CPU

cores. LIPNET is based on the same Y-NET architecture as WALINET and therefore requires the same processing time.

Parallelization of L2 and WALINET across several cores is not possible, therefore equivalent processing times are given in each row

for these two methods.

produces lower levels for NAA+NAAG maps compared

to NAA+NAAG levels obtained by LIPNET, 2) the

metabolic maps obtained with the strongest L2 regu-

larization (β = 7.38 ∗ 106) have the lowest metabolite

levels. The superior performance of LIPNET is also

confirmed by the spectral quality maps, which show 10%-

50% smaller CRLB and 155% higher SNR compared to

L2 regularization. Lipid maps show 60% lower residual

lipid signal for LIPNET compared to L2 regularization.

On the other hand, it can be seen that without any lipid

removal the metabolic maps are completely overwhelmed

by lipid artifacts with no visible structural details of the

brain and very large quantification errors. Examples of

spectra show clearly more residual lipid signal by L2 reg-

ularization than by LIPNET, while in the case of no lipid

removal the metabolite spectra are heavily distorted by

the large lipid signal. In addition, metabolic maps of

Cr+PCr, and Glutamate, which are consistent with the

previous findings, are presented in Supplementary Figure

2 .

Second, we studied the effects of different water

removal methods. Figure 4 compares the water removal

by WALINET and HLSVD on in-vivo 2D MRSI. Sim-

ilar maps of the residual water signal and metabolites

are obtained for WALINET and LIPNET+HLSVD. The

maps obtained without water suppression show higher

residual water signal and signal dropout in the center of

the brain, which is worse for L2 than LIPNET. Spectra

show progressively larger baseline noise and more distor-

tion of metabolite peaks when going from WALINET to

LIPNET+HLSVD, LIPNET, and L2.

Taken in combination, the results from Figures 3

and 4 indicate that WALINET and LIPNET generalize

well to different acquisition schemes (2D Cartesian vs.

3D Non-Cartesian) that were not used for the acquisition

of training data.

Third, we investigated the effects of combined water

and lipid removal on 3D MRSI. Figure 5 com-

pares the performance of WALINET, HLSVD+LIPNET

and HLSVD+L2 on in-vivo 3D MRSI data from two

evaluation subjects. It can be seen that WALINET

and HLSVD+LIPNET provide similar metabolic maps,

residual lipid & water maps, SNR and spectra. The

results provided by HLSVD+L2 show more residual lipid

& water signal, lower SNR, lower gray/white matter con-

trast in metabolite maps. In particular, spectra obtained

by HLSVD+L2 show a reduction of the NAA peak and

larger residual lipid peaks.

Figure 6 compares the metrics of spectral qual-

ity obtained by WALINET, HLSVD+LIPNET, and

L2+HLSVD on 2D and 3D datasets. Results indicate

that WALINET has similar mean SNR (11/45 in 2D/3D)

and mean CRLB (NAA/Cho/Cr = 4/7/8% in 2D and

2/3/2% in 3D) compared to HLSVD+LIPNET (SNR

= 9/46 in 2D/3D; CRLB of NAA/Cho/Cr = 4/7/8%

in 2D and 2/3/2% in 3D). At the same time, both

of these deep learning-based methods have higher SNR

and lower CRLB compared to conventional L2+HLSVD

(SNR = 7/18 in 2D/3D; CRLB of NAA/Cho/Cr =

6/9/9% in 2D and 3/4/4% in 3D). Additionally, the

interquartile interval and the min-max whiskers of CRLB

are narrower for WALINET and HLSVD+LIPNET than

HLSVD+L2. The spectral linewidths show similar mean

values (0.04-0.05 ppm) for all three methods, but nar-

rower interquartile interval and min-max whiskers for

WALINET and HLSVD+LIPNET than HLSVD+L2.

4 Discussion

We demonstrate WALINET, a fast and robust nui-

sance signal identification convolutional neural network.

WALINET was trained to identify water and lipid signals

in whole-brain 1H-MRSI spectra, and simultaneously

removes these signals to allow accurate quantification

of metabolites. WALINET eliminates time-consuming

computations for water removal and iterative single-

subject hyperparameter optimization for lipid suppres-

sion by conventional methods. Thereby, WALINET can
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FIGURE 3 Comparison of lipid removal on in-vivo 2D MRSI by LIPNET and L2 for three values of the regularization parameter

β, the optimal value (3.69 ∗ 106), double the optimal value, and zero for no lipid suppression. Metabolic maps are shown for

NAA+NAAG, the corresponding CLRB, SNR computed by LCModel and residual lipid signal. Spectra from several brain voxels

are shown for each method, the white trace shows the measured spectrum, the red trace shows LCModel fit.

streamline and automate MRSI data processing for

user-friendly clinical applications.

Considering that the evolution of MRSI is towards

high-spatial resolution with large matrix size, the devel-

opment of computationally efficient processing pipelines

is required to keep up with the computational demands

posed by the need to process increasing data size. Our

evaluation showed that WALINET is considerably faster

(8s) on high-resolution MRSI compared to conventional

methods (42min).

In addition to faster processing times, WALINET

showed superior performance with more lipid removal

and preserving more metabolite signal compared to

state-of-the-art conventional lipid removal methods.

WALINET provided significantly higher data quality,

effectively doubling the SNR and lowering by half quan-

tification errors of metabolites, compared to conventional

methods.

Convolutional neural networks act as nonlinear func-

tions that may model better lipid contamination in

MRSI, while conventional methods29,23 that assume

a linear orthogonal relationship between lipids and

metabolites may inadvertently remove metabolite sig-

nal when this assumption is not met. The effects

of improved metabolite quantification translate into

metabolite images that have better structural details.

We believe that a robust self-contained efficient nui-

sance signal removal method that is implemented as

an independent processing step is very useful and can

be combined with any MRSI processing pipeline. This

may offer greater flexibility compared to methods that

are fully embedded with reconstruction of k-space MRSI

data.

While LIPNET and WALINET were exclusively

trained on 3D MRSI spectra, the presented results

demonstrate robust performance also on 2D MRSI test

data, which differs in FID length and spectral bandwidth

(echo spacing). In our experience, machine learning

algorithms are able to extrapolate to a certain extent

to out-of-distribution data. However, the extension of

WALINET to different sequences, spectral bandwidths

and FID lengths remains future work.

At the moment, the demonstration of WALINET per-

formance was limited to 7T ultra-high-field MRSI, which



10

FIGURE 4 Comparison of water removal methods on in-vivo 2D MRSI, including WALINET, HLSVD+LIPNET, LIPNET and

L2 without water suppression. WET11 water suppression was used during acquisition. Metabolic maps and the corresponding

CRLBs are shown for NAA+NAAG, Cr+PCr and Glu together with maps of the residual water signal and examples of spectra

(voxel locations indicated by arrows, red line indicates LCModel fit and the white line the experimental spectra).

is the highest field approved for clinical use. Methods

such as WALINET are highly relevant at 7T because the

high SAR and non-uniformB0 andB1+ fields make pulse

sequence-based suppression of water and lipids highly

impractical for whole-brain MRSI. However, we expect

that the approach and same network can be employed

with additional training at lower (3T) or higher fields. We

also expect that the processing time of WALINET will

be similar for higher spatial resolution of MRSI, while

the time for conventional methods will linearly scale

with the data size. Furthermore, removal of lipid sig-

nal is extremely important for accelerated undersampled

MRSI acquisitions48,49 where aliased lipid signal can

overwhelm parallel imaging and compressed sense recon-

structions. Based on its performance, WALINET has

great potential for being used in combination with under-

sampled MRSI, and we will explore this in future work.

This is suggested by the generalization of WALINET
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FIGURE 5 Comparison of combined water & lipid removal on in-vivo 3D MRSI. Results are shown for WALINET,

HLSVD+LIPNET and HLSVD+L2, including metabolic maps for NAA, Glutamate, Inositol, residual lipid signal, residual water

signal, and SNR computed by LCModel. Selected spectra from individual voxels indicated by white arrows on the anatomical

images are shown at the bottom (white trace shows measured spectrum, red trace shows LCModel fit).

from 3D Non-Cartesian sampling to 2D Cartesian sam-

pling that we demonstrated in this paper. In addition, we

showed that the same model can be used for lipid-only

removal (LIPNET), which can be further combined with

other processing methods. We also noticed that LIP-

NET provides some suppression of the water tail in the

metabolite spectral range. This happens because there

are lipid signals (at 5.1ppm and 4.4 ppm) close to the

water peak which the network learns to remove. However,

in the presence of a large residual water peak LIPNET

is not sufficient and a water trained network is necessary

such as WALINET.

Conclusion

Efficient removal of water and lipid signals is key for

proton MRSI-based quantitative metabolic imaging.

Convolutional neural networks such as WALINET

provide an effective approach towards this goal with

superior performance compared to conventional meth-

ods. We provide WALINET, including the computation

of the L2 lipid operator, as a self-contained package

that can be used as a plug-in with any MRSI processing

pipeline. WALINET can be used to automate the MRSI

processing pipeline for high-throughput workflow in

clinical applications. We anticipate that these aspects

will lead to larger adoption and impact of MRSI for

clinical applications and research.

Data Availability Statement. Testing data can

be obtained from the authors based on reasonable

request and institutional approved data sharing agree-

ment. The code for WALINET is publicly available at

www.github.com/weiserjpaul/WALINET.
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Supplementary Material
5 Supplementary Methods

Data Acquisition:

2D 1H-FID Cartesian MRSI data were acquired with

unaccelerated elliptical phase-encoded. 3D 1H-FID-

ECCENTRIC46 was acquired with randomly positioned

circular trajectories with the radius set to kmax/8 with-

out temporal interleaving and full sampling (AF=1) of a

spherical 3D k-space.

For both sequences the excitation was performed with

a Shinnar-LeRoux optimized pulse45,46 having 6.5kHz

bandwidth, 1ms duration and 27° excitation flip-angle.

No lipid suppression was employed in the sequence, while

water suppression was achieved by a four-pulses WET

method45,46.

In addition, low-resolution water-unsuppressed MRSI

were acquired as calibration scan using the same

sequences but omitting WET and with a smaller matrix

(22x22x11 for 3D and 22x22 for 2D) in 1:16 min:s for

3D ECCENTRIC and 2:12 min:s for 2D Cartesian. The

water-unsuppressed MRSI were used for coil combination

and B0 field inhomogeneity correction.

Processing Pipeline:

For 3D ECCENTRIC the k-space sampling density was

compensated based on Voronoi diagrams50 where each

k-space point is normalized by the area of its assigned

Voronoi vertex. Upon the weighting of the k-space

data, an inverse non-uniform discrete Fourier transform

(iNUFT) was applied for each stack (kx-ky plane) within

the k-space domain. Subsequently, an additional inverse

fast Fourier transform (iFFT) was performed along the

kz dimension to finalize the reconstruction of the MRSI

data. In contrast, for 2D 1H-FID-MRSI data a iFFT is

applied on the 2D k-space datasets. For both 2D and

3D MRSI a Hamming filter was applied in k-space prior

to the Fourier transform. After the transformation from

k space to image space, the spectra are obtained by

Fourier transform of the time dimension. Coil combina-

tion was performed with ESPIRIT51 using sensitivity

profiles computed from water un-suppressed MRSI. A

correction for B0 field inhomogeneity (Supp. Fig. 1 ) is

computed from water un-suppressed data and applied to

the coil-combined image space MRSI data.

LCModel used a basis set simulated by NMR

quantum mechanics in GAMMA52 for twenty-two

metabolites: phosphorylcholine (PCh), glycerophospho-

rylcholine (GPC), creatine (Cr), phosphocreatine (PCr),

gamma-aminobutyric acid (GABA), glutamate (Glu),

glutamine (Gln), glycine (Gly), glutathione (GSH),

myo-inositol (Ins), N-acetylaspartate (NAA), N-acetyl

aspartylglutamate (NAAG), scylloinositol (Sci), lactate

(Lac), threonine (Thr), beta-glucose (bGlu), alanine

(Ala), aspartate (Asp), ascorbate (Asc), serine (Ser),

taurine (Tau), and 2-hydroxyglutarate (2HG) and a mea-

sured macromolecular background53. Note that during

training WALINET and LIPNET learn to remove macro-

molecule signal, since this is present together with lipid

signal in the scalp spectra used to generate training

data. This was verified experimentally, as macromolecu-

lar fitting by LCModel was very close to 0 throughout

the brain. The spectral fitting was done for the 1ppm-

4.2ppm spectral range and the results for each voxel were

used to generate metabolic images. The unsupressed

water reference signal was used as quantification refer-

ence for metabolites concentrations (institutional units,

I.U.) to compare metabolite levels across subjects and

scanners. To assess the quality of the MRSI data and

fit, linewidth (FWHM), signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), and

Cramer-Rao lower bounds (CRLB) goodness of fit maps

were generated.
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Supplementary Figure 1 Examples of head/brain/scalp binary masks and the corresponding B0 field maps (specified in ppm).

Supplementary Figure 2 Comparison of lipid removal on in-vivo 2D MRSI by LIPNET and L2 for three values of the

regularization parameter β, the optimal value (3.69 ∗ 106), double the optimal value, and zero for no lipid suppression. Maps are

shown for two metabolites Cr+PCr, Glu and their corresponding CLRB. Spectra from several brain voxels are shown for each

method, the white trace shows the measured spectrum, the red trace shows LCModel fit.
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