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Abstract

Metal artifacts in CT slices have long posed challenges
in medical diagnostics. These artifacts degrade image qual-
ity, resulting in suboptimal visualization and complicating
the accurate interpretation of tissues adjacent to metal im-
plants. To address these issues, we introduce the Latent
Gemstone Spectral Imaging (GSI) Alignment Framework,
which effectively reduces metal artifacts while avoiding the
introduction of noise information. Our work is based on
a key finding that even artifact-affected ordinary CT se-
quences contain sufficient information to discern detailed
structures. The challenge lies in the inability to clearly rep-
resent this information. To address this issue, we developed
an Alignment Framework that adjusts the representation
of ordinary CT images to match GSI CT sequences. GSI
is an advanced imaging technique using multiple energy
levels to mitigate artifacts caused by metal implants. By
aligning the representation to GSI data, we can effectively
suppress metal artifacts while clearly revealing detailed
structure, without introducing extraneous information into
CT sequences. To facilitate the application, we propose a
new dataset, Artifacts-GSI, captured from real patients with
metal implants, and establish a new benchmark based on
this dataset. Experimental results show that our method sig-
nificantly reduces metal artifacts and greatly enhances the
readability of CT slices. All our code and data are available
at: https://um-lab.github.io/GSI-MAR/

1. Introduction

Computed tomography (CT) [8] plays a crucial role in ra-
diology by offering detailed information for diagnosis and
treatment planning. However, CT artifact from metal im-

∗Equal contribution. †Corresponding author: Jianbing Shen.

plants is a persistent challenge [3, 30], particularly as the
demand for implants rises due to global aging and a surge
in trauma cases. These artifacts primarily arise from pho-
ton starvation and beam hardening [48]. High atomic num-
ber materials in implants absorb excessive X-ray photons,
leading to low photon counts at the detector and modified
beam energies. Such artifacts degrade image quality, ob-
scure details, and complicate the accurate assessment of tis-
sues around metal implants [2]. Moreover, they may intro-
duce misleading image content, raising the risk of misdiag-
nosis. Therefore, developing novel methods to reduce metal
artifacts while maintaining the authenticity and integrity of
CT images is of great importance in clinical practice.

Manufacturers have attempted to reduce metal artifacts
by improving the imaging techniques. For instance, dual-
energy CT [10, 31] employs two X-ray tubes and detec-
tors operating at different voltages, while gemstone spectral
imaging (GSI) CT [15, 32] enables rapid energy switching
of X-ray tubes during scans. These methods improve im-
age quality and diagnostic accuracy by capturing tissue at-
tenuation information more effectively across different en-
ergy levels, thus naturally helping to suppress metal arti-
facts. However, these hardware-level upgrades are often
costly and slow to iterate, resulting in poor accessibility in
many medical facilities. Benefiting from advancements in
computer vision technology, recent methods [9, 29] have
turned into deep learning algorithms to tackle the metal arti-
fact reduction task. Some researchers [26, 54] have focused
on image processing techniques, aiming to restore areas af-
fected by metal implants on the sinogram to eliminate arti-
facts [12, 23]. Additionally, dual-domain methods combine
information from both the sinogram and image domains to
improve the metal reduction performance [18, 21].

Despite achieving significant success, these methods
face limitations that hinder their broad application, as
shown in Fig. 1 (a) and (c). Firstly, most of these meth-
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Figure 1. Comparison of Artifacts Reduction Pipelines. (a) Most previous methods rely on synthetic artifact data derived from clean CT
sequences of patients without implants. Additionally, many methods use image generation algorithms, which may introduce extraneous
information, potentially compromising the reliability of the resulting CT sequences. (b) In contrast, our method utilizes real artifact
CT pairs for training, effectively bridging the domain gap. Our approach employs a representation alignment algorithm, maintaining
information consistency. (c) We provide a comparison of inference results between our method and previous methods to illustrate the
effectiveness of our approach.

ods rely on synthetic data for training. These methods [52]
add simulated artifacts to implant-free CT slices to create
artifact-filled slices, while using the original clean slices as
ground truth. However, synthetic data often fails to accu-
rately represent real-world data distribution, creating a do-
main gap when applying these methods in clinical settings.
Secondly, many existing approaches use image generation
algorithms [19, 43, 44] to recover missing information in
artifact-affected areas. While, these methods risk introduc-
ing erroneous information, potentially compromising diag-
nostic accuracy.

To address these limitations and improve applicability in
real medical scenarios, our work focuses on two key ar-
eas. Firstly, as shown in Fig. 1 (b), we introduce Arti-
factGSI, a new metal artifacts reduction dataset collected
from medical applications. This dataset includes CT scans
from over 100 patients who have undergone joint arthro-
plasty surgery. Each patient’s data contains at least two cal-
ibrated sequences around the metal implants. One sequence
is a standard CT scan, typically showing severe metal ar-
tifacts that hinder doctors’ interpretation of details. The
other sequence, obtained using GSI technology, effectively
reduces artifacts by exploiting multi-energy X-rays. This
new dataset enables us to train the models on real metal ar-
tifact data, thereby narrowing the gap between experimental
results and real-world applications.

Secondly, we introduce a novel method that efficiently
reduces metal artifacts while preserving the original infor-
mation. Our approach is based on an in-depth analysis of
artifact impact. Despite metal implants absorbing signifi-
cant radiation and obscuring surrounding areas, the origi-
nal CT slices retain substantial tolerance, preserving criti-
cal information [1, 46]. Moreover, the 3D reconstruction
nature of CT imaging provides redundant information in

adjacent spaces, which can be used to recover missing de-
tails. By leveraging these existing data sources, we can re-
store artifact-affected areas without introducing extraneous
information. To validate this observation, we manually la-
beled implants and important objects in the artifact areas.
We then trained two segmentation models to predict these
masks from both the artifact-affected ordinary sequences
and the GSI sequences. The results demonstrate that the
ordinary CT sequence can achieve similar accuracy [mIoU:
0.9213] to GSI data [mIoU: 0.9265], despite human diffi-
culty in clearly delineating accurate boundaries in the ordi-
nary sequences. This validation indicates that ordinary CT
sequences contain sufficient information to match the detail
provided by GSI data within artifact regions. The challenge
lies in the different representations, which make ordinary
CT slices harder to interpret.

Based on these observations, we propose the Latent GSI
Alignment Framework (LGA) as shown in Fig. 1 (b) and
(c). Rather than generating unclear information, our ap-
proach aligns the representations of ordinary CT sequences
with those of GSI CT sequences. We achieve this by first
converting both ordinary and GSI CT sequences into latent
spaces using a Variational Autoencoder (VAE) [13]—an en-
coder model that compresses input data to a compressed la-
tent space while capturing the most essential features. This
makes the latent space ideal for aligning representations of
ordinary and GSI CT slices. We then employ an alignment
network that takes the latent codes of the ordinary CT as in-
put and adjusts them to match the latent codes derived from
corresponding GSI CT slices. During training, we use an
Information Invariant Loss to ensure the alignment network
preserves the original information. Finally, to accurately
decode the latent codes into clean and readable CT slices,
we use a VAE decoder to convert the latent codes back into
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CT space. In summary, this paper presents four key contri-
butions:

• We present the Latent GSI Alignment Framework, a novel
approach that effectively reduces metal artifacts in CT
slices without introducing erroneous information.

• We develop a novel Artifact-reducing VAE to achieve ef-
fective latent code encoding and decoding for the metal
artifact reduction task. Compared with ordinary VAE,
our method fully exploits the structural information in CT
sequences and decouples the representation decoding for
clear image representation.

• We introduce the ArtifactGSI dataset, which contains real
data collected from patients who have received orthope-
dic surgery with artificial metal implants. This dataset
bridges the domain gap between artifact reduction model
training and real applications.

• We establish a new benchmark and assess metal artifact
reduction methods. Experimental results demonstrate that
our proposed method effectively reduces artifacts, outper-
forming state-of-the-art algorithms.

2. Related Works

Metal artifact removal in CT imaging has been a long-
standing challenge problem [5]. Traditional methods aim
to directly correct the physical effects such as beam hard-
ening [24, 53] and photon starvation [11] that cause ar-
tifacts. The methods usually fail to achieve satisfactory
results because the signal received by X-ray detectors is
severely disrupted. Some methods treat the metal-affected
regions on the sinogram as missing areas and attempt to
use techniques such as linear interpolation (LI) [12] to re-
store these regions. The normalized metal artifacts reduc-
tion (NMAR) [22] applies a tissue classification based on
specific thresholds on the artifact-affected image or the LI-
corrected image to remove artifacts and produce a prior
image. This kind of restoration-based method always in-
troduces new artifacts. Other methods remove metal arti-
facts by iteratively reconstructing the images from a series
of projections [34, 35], these methods often require a large
amount of computational resources and take a long time to
produce results.

The deep learning-based metal artifacts removal meth-
ods [6, 14, 25, 47] can be categorized into three main types.
The first category is sinogram domain-based methods,
which adopt deep learning to restore the sinogram [4, 16].
The second is image domain-based methods. ADN [17]
is the first network based on an unsupervised approach to
disentangle metal artifacts in the latent space just using
unpaired CT images. DICDNet [36] builds on the spe-
cific morphological characteristics of metal artifacts, treat-
ing them as inherent prior knowledge, to design an inter-
pretable deep convolutional dictionary network. Similarly,

the methods such as ACDNet [38], OSCNet [39] and OSC-
Net+ [41] are image domain-based. However, these meth-
ods are trained on synthetic datasets, which have a signifi-
cant domain gap compared to real clinical CT images. The
third is dual domain-based methods. DuDoNet [18] is the
first end-to-end dual-domain network for metal artifacts re-
duction. InDuDoNet [37] joints the image domain and sino-
gram domain to build an interpretable reconstruction model.
Besides, MEPNet [42], InDuDoNet+[40] and DuDoDp [19]
are also dual domain-based methods.

3. Method

In this section, we provide a comprehensive introduction
to our method. First, in Sec. 3.1, we propose the over-
all pipeline of our Latent Space Alignment Framework.
In Sec. 3.2, we introduce the newly designed Artifact-
Reducing VAE structure. Next, in Sec. 3.3, we detail the
alignment network. Finally, in Sec. 3.4, we discuss the loss
function used in this framework.

3.1. Latent Space Alignment Framework
As shown in Fig. 2, our pipeline begins with two CT se-
quences captured from the same patient: an ordinary CT
sequence Sn and a GSI CT sequence Sg . Notably, we
capture the two sequences simultaneously using a GE Dis-
covery CT 750HD device, which is equipped with multi-
ple imaging systems capable of producing multiple types of
CT sequences at the same time. This approach ensures that
the patient’s condition remains identical in both sequences,
eliminating any movement-related discrepancies. We first
apply a calibration algorithm to align the two sequences.
Specifically, we employ a similarity calculation algorithm
to match slices between the two sequences, identifying pairs
that represent the same positions:

Match(Sn[i], Sg[j]) = max
i,j

[∑
(Sn[i] ∗ Sg[j])

]
, (1)

where Sg[j] is the corresponding slice in the GSI sequence
for Sn[i]. Next, we use a scale-adjusting algorithm to adjust
the ordinary CT slices so that can match pixel-wise with the
GIS CT slices:

Ŝn[i] = AffinityTransform(Sn[i], Sg[j]). (2)

Following this procedure, Ŝn[i] and Sg[j] represent identi-
cal regions of the patient at the same scale, differing only in
their representation. To adjust the representation of Ŝn[i] to
match the clear representation of Sg[j], we then transform
these sequences into latent codes using the VAE encoder E:

zn[i] = E(Ŝn[i]), zg[j] = E(Sg[j]). (3)

3
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Figure 2. Illustration of the Proposed Latent Space Alignment Framework. The pipeline consists of four stages: Data Processing,
VAE encoding, Latent Space Alignment, and VAE decoding.

where zn[i] and zg[j] represent the latent codes for the ordi-
nary and GSI sequences, respectively. We employ the align-
ment network F to adjust these latent codes. This network
takes the latent code of the ordinary CT, zn, as input and
produces adjusted ones z̄n that are expected to closely re-
semble the zg . This adjustment can be expressed as:

z̄n = F (zn). (4)

Finally, we employ a VAE Decoder Dg to convert the
adjusted latent codes back into the CT sequence space. This
decoder, trained on GSI and clean CT sequences, generates
clear, easily interpretable CT images. We will delve into
the details of this process in Sec. 3.2. This conversion is
expressed by the equation:

Sp[i] = Dg(z̄n[i]). (5)

In this equation, Sp represents the reconstructed CT se-
quences with minimized artifact representations and im-
proved structural details. These improvements make the se-
quences suitable for diagnosis like GSI data.

3.2. Artifact-reducing VAE
By incorporating several significant improvements, we pro-
pose a novel VAE structure called Artifact-reducing VAE.
The first improvement focuses on the encoder design. As
illustrated in Fig. 3 (a), our encoder differs from a standard
VAE encoder structure. While a typical encoder processes
a single image to generate corresponding latent codes, our
approach takes a 3D volume as input comprising several ad-
jacent slices from a CT sequence:

V [i] = {S[i− k], . . . , S[i], . . . , S[i+ k]}, (6)

where V [i] represents a volume centered on slice S[i], en-
compassing up to k adjacent slices on each side. Then the

encoder then generates latent codes solely for this central
slice within the volume:

z[i] = E(V [i]). (7)

This design can leverage complementary information
from adjacent slices to compensate for artifact-affected ar-
eas, aiding in the recovery of original structures. To im-
prove the effectiveness of volumetric input, we implement
a volume aggregation data augmentation strategy. Dur-
ing training, we apply various augmentations—such as
random masking, blurring, and other information down-
sampling techniques—to the central slice S[i] ∈ V [i].
However, the reconstruction loss is still computed using
the original unaltered S[i]. This approach compels the en-
coder to learn complementary information from surround-
ing slices, thereby improving its ability to accurately recon-
struct artifact-influenced areas.

The second improvement involves designing an asym-
metric architecture, as shown in Fig. 3 (a). Our structure uti-
lizes a common encoder but employs two distinct decoders
for different types of CT sequences. During the VAE train-
ing phase, both the ordinary CT (Ŝn) and the GSI CT (Sg)
are processed through the same encoder E to generate latent
codes zn and zg . Subsequently, two separate decoders—Dn

for ordinary CT and Dg for GSI CT—decode these latent
codes back into the image space. As mentioned in the pre-
vious section, we only employ the decoder Dg during the
artifact-reduction process. This structure effectively decou-
ples the image space of artifact-affected ordinary CT slices
from that of clean images. Since Dg is trained on highly
readable data, it can minimize the impact of artifacts during
decoding.

To further eliminate subtle artifacts in GSI slices, we pro-
pose an additional training strategy to enhance the decoder’s
performance. As shown in Fig. 2, while GSI technology
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Figure 3. Illustration of the Proposed Artifact-reducing VAE
and Alignment Network. (a) Artifact-reducing VAE: The VAE
Encoder takes CT volumes as input, using data augmentation on
the center slice to enhance information aggregation. Two VAE
decoders are employed: one trained on ordinary data and another
on clean data, decoupling the decoding representations for artifact-
affected and clean images. (b) Alignment Network: The network
employs an encoder-decoder structure, enhanced with additional
input signals and transformer-residual modules.

significantly reduces artifacts in CT slices, subtle imperfec-
tions can persist, potentially obscuring critical details for
doctors’ interpretation. To improve readability and produce
even higher-quality images than the original GSI scans, we
adjust the training data for the VAE decoders. When train-
ing Dg , we use a small portion (25%) of GSI slices, with
the remaining 75% consisting of clean CT slices from pa-
tients without implants, providing completely artifact-free
images. During training, the VAE learns to select essen-
tial information, focusing on features common to both clean
and GSI slices while naturally ignoring trivial artifacts in
GSI slices. Consequently, when we use Dg to decode the
aligned hidden code z̄n, it produces images of superior qual-
ity compared to the original GSI scans, offering improved
clarity and readability.

3.3. Alignment Network

Fig. 3 (b) illustrates the structure of the alignment network.
We employ a U-Net [28] architecture as our base model.
To enhance alignment performance, we introduce two key

improvements. First, we integrate Residual Blocks and
Transformer Blocks within both the U-Net Encoder and De-
coder. These block types offer complementary advantages
for the alignment process. Residual Blocks excel at process-
ing local spatial information, helping consolidate details in
artifact-affected regions. Transformer Blocks, on the other
hand, gather information from a global perspective, facili-
tating the transformation of feature representations from or-
dinary CT to those resembling GSI.

Secondly, we enhance the alignment network with two
types of prior information. The first is the implant type,
I , which can be easily obtained from patients’ medical
records. When unavailable, it is marked as “None”. We
convert this implant type into one-hot embeddings, then
fuse them with visual features in the Transformer Block,
boosting the network’s context awareness. The second prior
is the metal mask within the CT slice. We compute this by
filtering regions with high Hounsfield Unit (HU) values in
CT slices. Metal implants, denser than other human organs,
yield higher HU values. By identifying these high-HU ar-
eas, we pinpoint metal implant positions, providing valu-
able prior information:

M(x, y) =

{
1 if HU(x, y) > threshold
0 otherwise.

(8)

where M(x, y) indicates whether a pixel at position (x, y) is
part of the metal, based on a predefined HU threshold. This
mask serves as prior information in the alignment network,
highlighting regions that produce metal artifacts.

To effectively exploit these priors, we merge the metal
mask with the visual features in the Residual Blocks. The
entire operation of the alignment network F can be summa-
rized by the following formula:

z̄n = F (zn) = ALU-Net(zn, I,M). (9)

3.4. Information Invariant Loss
A crucial aspect of the metal artifact reduction method is
preserving structural information while avoiding the intro-
duction of erroneous data into CT sequences. Our approach,
which does not rely on random noise-based generation al-
gorithms, inherently minimizes the risk of introducing in-
formational noise. To further ensure information consis-
tent during the artifact reduction process, we incorporate
an Information Invariant Loss Linv into our pipeline. To
accomplish this, we first employ two encoders, Ecn and
Ecg , to transform the latent codes from the ordinary CT se-
quences zn and the GSI CT sequences zg into high-level
feature maps fn and fg , respectively:

fn = Ecn(zn), fg = Ecg(zg). (10)

We then employ a contrastive learning approach to train
the encoders. Specifically, we pool the feature maps of each
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slice into one-dimensional embeddings and then minimize
the distance between embeddings from ordinary CT slices
and GSI slices of the same position. Simultaneously, we
maximize the distance between embeddings from different
patients or different positions within the same patient:

Dmin =
∑
i

∥pool(fn[i])− pool(fg[i])∥2,

Dmax =
∑
i

∑
j ̸=i

∥pool(fn[i])− pool(fg[j])∥2,

(Ec∗n, Ec∗g) = arg min
Ec∗n,Ec∗g

(Dmin − γDmax) .

(11)
where Ec∗n and Ec∗g denote the parameters of the en-
coders and pool represents the pooling operation that re-
duces feature maps to one-dimensional embeddings, and γ
is a weighting factor to balance the loss terms. During the
training phase of the alignment network, we keep the en-
coders Ecn and Ecg fixed and use them to ensure informa-
tion invariance during the alignment process.

Specifically, we extract features from the original input
latent codes and the latent codes produced by the alignment
network. We then minimize the difference between these
two feature maps in a pixel-wise manner:

Linv =
∑
i

∥Ecn(zn[i])− Ecg(z̄n[i])∥2 (12)

This loss ensures that the alignment network modifies
only the representation of the CT slices without introducing
any extraneous information. Finally, the overall loss func-
tion used to train the alignment network can be formulated
as:

L = Li + αLl + βLinv (13)

where Li is the MSE loss between the target and prediction
in the image space and Ll is the mse loss in the latent space.

4. The Proposed ArtifactGSI Dataset
To demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed Metal Ar-
tifact Reducing Framework in medical applications, we in-
troduce a new dataset named the ArtifactGSI dataset. This
dataset comprises data from 157 different patients. Among
them, 115 patients have undergone at least one implant
replacement surgery and currently have metal implants in
their bodies. The remaining 42 patients do not have any
metal implants and are primarily used to train the VAE de-
coder mentioned in Sec. 3.2.

For patients with implants, we collect at least two CT
sequences per patient: one from an ordinary CT scan and
another from a GSI CT scan. The sequences cover six body
regions: thoracic and lumbar vertebrae, pelvis, hip joint, fe-
mur, and knee joint. The dataset includes three main types
of implants: hip prostheses, fracture internal fixations, and

spinal internal fixations. Furthermore, it encompasses a va-
riety of patient conditions. The examples from the dataset
and the detailed patient distribution are provided in the sup-
plementary material.
Benchmark. To comprehensively evaluate the performance
of the proposed framework, we introduce a new benchmark
for the CT Metal Artifact Reduction task. Our evaluation
is defined across three key aspects. 1) Effectiveness in
Sub-tasks: Since metal artifacts reduction methods must
enhance diagnostic capabilities, we include a common sub-
task—semantic segmentation. We employ several senior
doctors to manually label the masks for five classes on the
GSI CT images. We then assess the performance of se-
mantic segmentation models, trained on GSI data, using
the artifact-reduced normal CT inputs. This metric helps
indicate the quality of artifact reduction while evaluating
if there is noise information introduced. 2) Similarity to
GSI Frames: We directly assess the similarity between GSI
frames and artifact-reduced normal CT frames by calculat-
ing metrics such as Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR),
Structural Similarity Index (SSIM) [45] and Learned Per-
ceptual Image Patch Similarity (LPIPS) [51]. However, it
is worth noting that our method can further eliminate de-
tailed artifacts and potentially provide even better quality
than the GSI data, so these metrics should be considered as
a partial reference. 3) Expert Study: We enlist several ex-
perienced doctors to score the artifact-reduced CT frames.
Since these processed images are often interpreted by doc-
tors in real applications, doctor scores are the most critical
metric. The doctors provide scores in two aspects: correct-
ness and readability. Correctness assesses whether the in-
formation in the CT frames accurately reflects the patient’s
condition. Readability measures the subjective ease with
which doctors can interpret the images. 4) Generalization:
To assess the generalization of our method across different
device types, we created an additional generalization test
set. This set includes patient data with real artifacts col-
lected from common ordinary CT devices by manufacturers
such as Siemens, Philips, United Imaging and data from the
open-source SpineWeb dataset [7]. These devices, unlike
the training set devices (GE), come from different manufac-
turers and have not undergone any registration procedures.
This highlights the practical generalization capability of our
method. Notably, because these data were acquired from
ordinary CT devices, there is no ground truth available for
quantitative evaluation, so we performed a qualitative com-
parison instead.

5. Experiments

5.1. Implementation Details

We conduct experiments on four NVIDIA RTX A6000
GPUs, and implement the framework with PyTorch [27]

6



Table 1. Ablation Study. The results using different compo-
nents with the Latent Space Alignment Framework. ARVAE rep-
resents the Artifact-reducing VAE. AN represents the Alignment
Network. Loss represents the Information Invariant Loss.

Components PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓ARVAE AN Loss
32.8084 0.9470 0.0326

✓ 33.1275 0.9568 0.0346
✓ ✓ 33.3838 0.9579 0.0326
✓ ✓ 37.0240 0.9687 0.0215
✓ ✓ ✓ 37.9146 0.9690 0.0198

and diffusers library [33]. We adopt the AdamW [20] opti-
mizer and set the learning rate to 1× 10−5, and train for 10
epochs, which takes about 30 hours. For the Alignment Net-
work, we use the same optimizer and learning rate configu-
ration as the Artifact-reducing VAE, training for 50 epochs,
which takes about 60 hours. For hyperparameter settings of
the loss functions, we set α1 = 1, β = 0.001.

For the dataset split, we use 80% patients for training,
with the remaining patients used for testing. In the compar-
ative experiments, we use the experimental parameter set-
tings from the original method, including the input and out-
put resolution and follow the simulation protocol in [37, 49]
to generate the sinogram corresponding to each CT image.
When calculating the final metrics, we uniformly rescale the
images to a size of 512 × 512 to evaluate the effectiveness
of artifact reduction.

5.2. Ablation Study

In Table 1, we conduct ablation studies on the proposed La-
tent Space Alignment Framework. First, we use a 2D VAE
with a single decoder, and an Alignment Network with-
out additional input signals or transformer-residual mod-
ules as baseline. Next, we introduce the proposed Artifact-
reducing VAE (ARVAE), but we still use the incomplete
Alignment Network mentioned above for latent space align-
ment. Here, we observe improvements in two metrics,
with PSNR increasing by 0.3191, and SSIM increasing by
0.0098. Then, we incorporate the Information Invariant
Loss, which results in slight performance gains. Addition-
ally, we add the complete Alignment Network (AN) to the
Artifact-reducing VAE separately, without the Information
Invariant Loss, and observe a significant performance im-
provement, with PSNR increasing by 3.8965 and SSIM in-
creasing by 0.0119, indicating that additional input signals
and transformer-residual modules play an important role in
aligning the latent codes. Finally, the full version, achieve
optimal performance, with PSNR reaching 37.9146, SSIM
reaching 0.9690 and LPIPS reaching 0.0198.

Table 2. Semantic Segmentation Performance. Mean Intersec-
tion over Union (mIoU) values of the segmentation model for six
key anatomical structures across different methods.

Body Part
(mIoU)

Metal
Implants

Left
Pelvis

Right
Pelvis

Left
Femur

Right
Femur

GSI 0.8944 0.9273 0.9115 0.9442 0.9302
LI[12] 0.0998 0.7652 0.6513 0.6863 0.5584

DuDoDp[19] 0.0491 0.7607 0.7023 0.6027 0.5523
OSCNet[39] 0.1059 0.7892 0.6612 0.7336 0.8098

OSCNet+[41] 0.0779 0.7842 0.6289 0.6902 0.7965
Ours 0.8582 0.8999 0.9059 0.9232 0.9013

5.3. Semantic Segmentation
To assess whether the removal of artifacts affects the inher-
ent anatomical structures in the CT images, we incorporated
semantic segmentation as a downstream task. In this task,
orthopedic experts manually annotate segmentation masks
for the six most representative regions in the ArtifactGSI
dataset: metal implants, left and right femur, and left and
right pelvis. We utilize the GSI sequence for training, which
effectively suppresses metal artifacts while preserving con-
sistent and clear anatomical structures. Then, we conduct
testing on our method and other methods to evaluate the
segmentation performance of different approaches on these
key anatomical structures, thereby reflecting whether these
results can maintain the same readability and correctness as
the GSI sequence.

From Table 2, it can be seen that other methods perform
poorly in segmenting metallic regions in CT images, as they
fail to restore these areas. While removing artifacts, these
methods also introduce adverse effects on the clear repre-
sentation of surrounding tissues. As a result, for tissues
slightly distant from the metal implants, although segmen-
tation metrics have improved, there is still a noticeable gap
compared to the GSI sequence. In contrast, our method not
only effectively restores the metal implant region but also
maximally preserves the clarity of the surrounding struc-
tures, with the segmentation metric of mean Intersection
over Union (mIoU) differing by no more than 0.05 com-
pared to the GSI sequence.

5.4. Image Quality
Table 3 shows quantitative evaluations of the image qual-
ity after artifact removal using different methods. We se-
lect traditional method linear interpolation (LI) [12], dual
domain-based method DuDoDp [19], image domain-based
method OSCNet [39] and OSCNet+ [41] for comparison.
Our method significantly outperforms these approaches in
all three metrics. Notably, to demonstrate the effectiveness
of our real-domain training data, the other methods were
evaluated using their released pretrained parameters with-
out fine-tuning on our new dataset. Moreover, to highlight
the intrinsic improvements of our method, we also include
a comparison in the supplementary materials where all ap-
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Figure 4. Qualitative Comparisons. (a) Comparison on the Test Set: Images of patients with hip prostheses used in total hip arthroplasty,
fracture internal fixation, and spinal internal fixation. (b) Comparison on the Generalization Set: Evaluation on data from unseen CT
machines (SpineWeb dataset, Siemens, Philips, and UIH CT machines) to demonstrate generalization.

Table 3. Quantitative Evaluation. Comparison with different
methods on the ArtifactGSI dataset.

Methods PSNR ↑ SSIM ↑ LPIPS ↓
LI [12] 32.5903 0.9638 0.0457

DuDoDp [19] 31.2263 0.9569 0.0510
OSCNet [39] 31.4065 0.9612 0.0439

OSCNet+ [41] 31.3298 0.9632 0.0426
Ours 37.9146 0.9690 0.0198

proaches are fine-tuned on our dataset. In this scenario, our
method still significantly outperform the SOTA methods.

Fig. 4 (a) illustrates three types of metal implants. In CT
slices with large, bilateral metal regions, the standard se-
quence exhibits a distinct dark band between the implants,
resulting in missing information. Similarly, screw-like im-
plants, although smaller, generate star-shaped artifacts that
distort the surrounding tissue. Traditional methods and
those trained on synthetic datasets can partially remove
these artifacts and restore affected areas, but they often fail
to accurately reconstruct the metal implant regions, leading
to diminished visual quality. In contrast, our method effec-
tively eliminates these artifacts while preserving the struc-
tural details of the implants and restoring the compromised
regions. For visualization, we revert the outputs of all mod-
els to their original data range using appropriate normal-
ization techniques, and display them with a window level
of 500 and a window width of 2000. To demonstrate the
generalizability of our approach, we also conducted quali-
tative comparisons using various ordinary CT machines in
Fig. 4 (b). As shown in the figure, even when applied to CT
devices not seen during training, our method maintains de-
sired performance, effectively reducing artifacts while pre-
serving structural information. Notably, since these data
were acquired from normal CT devices, no ground truth is
available for quantitative comparison.

Table 4. Human Evaluation Results. Medical experts rate the re-
sults obtained from different methods based on clinical standards.

Methods Readability Correctness
LI [12] 1.58 2.87

DuDoDp [19] 1.55 2.59
OSCNet [39] 2.21 3.58

OSCNet+ [41] 2.15 3.90
Ours 4.47 4.23

5.5. Expert Study
We organize an expert study to assess the quality of artifact
removal in the images from the doctor’s perspective. We
distribute the results from the test set to several medical ex-
perts, ensuring that each image is evaluated by at least two
doctors. The experts are blind to the source of the images
and independently rate on a scale of 1 to 5, according to the
criteria mentioned in [50]. We average the ratings, and the
results are shown in Table 4.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce the Latent GSI Alignment
Framework to address the reduction of metal artifacts in
CT sequences. Our work begins with a detailed analysis
of artifact-affected areas, revealing that, despite being un-
readable, these areas contain sufficient information to re-
construct structures. However, these sequences lack effec-
tive representation to clearly depict these regions. To re-
solve this, we develop a framework that aligns ordinary CT
slices with GSI CT slices in latent space. Our approach
includes the design of a novel VAE structure that fully uti-
lizes the spatial information encoded in adjacent 3D vol-
umes, decoding latent codes into clearer image spaces. We
also propose an alignment network that leverages prior in-
formation about metal area masks and implant types. Addi-
tionally, we introduce an information invariant loss to pre-
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vent the introduction of extraneous noise. To validate our
approach, we create a new dataset and establish a compre-
hensive benchmark, comprising both standard CT and GSI
CT sequences. Experimental results demonstrate that our
method effectively reduces metal artifacts while preserving
the integrity of the input data.
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