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2Dépt. de Médecine Nucléaire, Centre Hospitalier Universitaire de Nantes, F-44000 Nantes, France
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ABSTRACT

Implicit neural representations (INRs) have demonstrated
strong capabilities in various medical imaging tasks, such as
denoising, registration, and segmentation, by representing im-
ages as continuous functions, allowing complex details to be
captured. For image reconstruction problems, INRs can also
reduce artifacts typically introduced by conventional recon-
struction algorithms. However, to the best of our knowledge,
INRs have not been studied in the context of PET recon-
struction. In this paper, we propose an unsupervised PET
image reconstruction method based on the implicit SIREN
neural network architecture using sinusoidal activation func-
tions. Our method incorporates a forward projection model
and a loss function adapted to perform PET image recon-
struction directly from sinograms, without the need for large
training datasets. The performance of the proposed approach
was compared with that of conventional penalized likelihood
methods and deep image prior (DIP) based reconstruction us-
ing brain phantom data and realistically simulated sinograms.
The results show that the INR-based approach can reconstruct
high-quality images with a simpler, more efficient model, of-
fering improvements in PET image reconstruction, particu-
larly in terms of contrast, activity recovery, and relative bias.

Index Terms— Implicit neural network, PET imaging,
image reconstruction, SIREN

1. INTRODUCTION

Positron Emission Tomography (PET) is a non-invasive imag-
ing modality widely used in medical diagnostics since it
provides detailed metabolic and functional information, and
offers complementary insights beyond traditional anatomical
imaging. However, the raw data (sinograms) collected by
PET scanners requires adequate reconstruction algorithms to
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produce meaningful images. Traditional PET reconstruction
methods rely heavily on iterative algorithms such as maxi-
mum likelihood expectation maximization (MLEM), which
minimizes the discrepancy between the acquired sinogram
and the predicted sinogram generated according to the acqui-
sition (projection) model applied to the estimated image [1].
Although effective, these methods can suffer from slow con-
vergence and noise amplification, particularly in low-count
scenarios where the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is low. To
alleviate these issues, post-processing techniques are often
used to enhance the reconstructed image quality [2]. For that
purpose, various regularization techniques have been pro-
posed and adopted to preserve image details and reduce noise
impact, through penalized maximum likelihood (PML) meth-
ods, such as the block Sequential Regularized Expectation
Maximization (BSREM) [3].

Recently, several deep learning approaches have emerged
for PET image reconstruction. Zhu et al. [4] introduced
AUTOMAP, a deep learning-based method that reconstructs
high-quality PET images from sinograms, but it requires large
datasets for training. This data-driven approach relies on a
learned mapping from sinograms to images. Therefore, the
adaptation of the resulting model to different acquisition pro-
tocols is not trivial. In contrast to data priors, methods like
the deep image prior (DIP) rely on the deep network structure
itself as a prior. Originally proposed by Ulyanov et al. [5],
DIP fits the network weights to a single image, thus avoiding
the need for training data. DIP has been successfully applied
to low-dose PET denoising by leveraging the structure of a
U-Net-like network as implicit prior knowledge [6]. DIP re-
lies on the network to parameterize the image representation.
In practice, DIP denoising takes advantage of CNNs’ spectral
bias, where these networks tend to capture low-frequency
image components (such as smooth structures) before high-
frequency details (like fine edges or noise), acting as inherent
denoisers [7].DIP can be used either as a post-processing step
or integrated into iterative optimization updates for end-to-
end reconstruction. Hashimoto et al. [8] extended this scheme
by incorporating the forward projection into a unified DIP-
based PET reconstruction. End-to-end approaches have the
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advantage of jointly optimizing both image quality and noise
reduction.

Lately, Implicit Neural Representations (INRs), also
known as neural fields or coordinate-based neural repre-
sentations [9], have gained attention in image processing
mainly induced by their ability to represent complex and
high-frequency functions. These networks learn continuous
representations of functions that can be evaluated at arbitrary
coordinates, making them well suited to high-detail tasks
such as 3D shape representation, in the context of biomedical
images, for registration, segmentation [10] and reconstruc-
tion [9].

In addition to their continuous nature, INRs are inherently
differentiable, allowing them to be seamlessly integrated into
end-to-end reconstruction algorithms to optimize both image
quality and accuracy. For instance, Sitzmann et al. [11] intro-
duced sinusoidal representation networks (SIREN), using a
periodic activation function to represent high-frequency con-
tents, and its efficiency has been proven in the application to
medical imaging by CT reconstruction [12].

In this work, we explore the application of implicit neu-
ral networks in the context of PET image reconstruction by
proposing suitable adaptations. Moreover, based on realistic
data sets, the effectiveness of the resulting reconstruction ap-
proach is proven by comparing it to conventional methods and
to a DIP-based strategy, in terms of estimated image content
and quality.

2. METHODS

2.1. End-to-end PET reconstruction

The proposed 2D PET image reconstruction framework is il-
lustrated in Fig. 1. The reconstructed image, λ ∈ Rn×n with
n× n the number of voxels, is computed using a deep neural
network, i.e. a SIREN or DIP network, which parameterizes
λ as follows:

λ = fN (θ | v). (1)

In (1), fN represents the function associated to the neural
network, θ refers to the model’s weights and v corresponds
to the neural network input, that will be defined later. The
reconstructed image λ is obtained by solving the following
constrained optimization problem:

min
λ

{− log p(y | P(λ))} s.t. λ = fN (θ | v), (2)

where p(y | P(λ)) represents the likelihood of the measured
data y given the forward projection P(λ) of the reconstructed
image λ. Specifically, the negative log-likelihood used as the
loss function is:

LPoisson(y | P(λ)) =
∑
i

(P(λ)i − yi log(P(λ)i)) , (3)

which better suits the Poisson nature of the sinogram data
than mean square error (MSE). Here, the forward projection
operator is defined as P(λ) = Aλ+r, where A is the system
matrix affected by attenuation and sensitivity, and r repre-
sents background events, including scatter and random coin-
cidences [13].

Each iteration k of the optimization involves one forward
projection and one backpropagation step: in the forward pass,
the image λk is generated through fN (θk), then projected
using P to obtain a sinogram yk. The loss is computed based
on the likelihood between the generated and measured sino-
gram y as in (3), and the updated neural network weights
θk+1 are obtained accordingly using an optimization algo-
rithm (Stochastic gradient descent, Adam, L-BFGS, etc.).
This iterative process is repeated until convergence.

2.2. SIREN for PET reconstruction

INRs model the image intensities using a continuous differen-
tiable function, in contrast to traditional representations that
map images to a discrete pixel grid. More precisely, an INR,
in 2D PET reconstruction, learns a mapping from a 2D coor-
dinate v := (x, y) ∈ R2 to the corresponding pixel intensity
value in R:

fN : R2 → R, (x, y) → λ(x, y) = fN (θ | (x, y)) (4)

Recently, a neural network architecture for INRs that uses
sinusoidal activation functions was proposed in [11] and re-
ferred to as SIREN. Each layer of SIREN applies an affine
transformation followed by a sine function, allowing the net-
work to model continuous and smooth signals. Given 2D co-
ordinates (x, y), SIREN learns to map these inputs to their
corresponding intensities in the image.

Our proposal to apply SIREN as fN in (2) for PET image
reconstruction is motivated by its ability to naturally capture
both low and high frequency information, which is critical for
accurately reconstructing fine details in PET images. To bet-
ter adapt the SIREN model to the PET reconstruction frame-
work, we incorporate a SoftPlus activation function in the fi-
nal layer, which ensures smooth, differentiable, and strictly
positive outputs, as negative values are not feasible in this
context.

2.3. Deep image prior

An alternative neural network model that can be employed
within the end-to-end approach is based on a DIP architecture.
In this case, fN in (2) corresponds to a 3D U-Net-inspired
design as proposed by Hashimoto et al. [8], with v in (2) ini-
tialized as a random image input. This random image serves
to guide the reconstruction process gradually, acting as the
starting point for the network’s training. Adaptations are also
introduced to handle 2D sinograms, with modifications like
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Fig. 1. Overview of the proposed pipeline for PET reconstruction using SIREN. The model maps the image pixel by pixel to
construct the full image. The loss is then computed in the measurement domain between the estimated sinogram obtained by
projecting the estimated image and the measured sinogram.

replacing trilinear upsampling layers with bilinear interpola-
tion, as suggested by Gong et al. [14], to avoid checkerboard
artifacts. Additionally, no skip connections are used to avoid
transferring noise from the initial random image too quickly,
ensuring a more gradual refinement [15]. Finally, a SoftPlus
activation function is applied after the last layer to ensure non-
negative outputs, providing a smooth, differentiable solution
that avoids the ”dead neurons” problem [16].

3. EXPERIMENTS

3.1. Data and PET projection

To assess the performance of the PET reconstruction, a 2D
brain phantom was generated using the BrainWeb database
[17]. The reference image from BrainWeb was used to con-
struct a piecewise uniform PET ground truth (GT) that repli-
cates a typical Fluorodeoxyglucose (FDG) brain distribution
with standardized uptake values (SUVs) assigned as follows:
6 for gray matter, 2 for white matter, 0.5 for cerebrospinal
fluid (CSF), 0.2 for bone, and 1 for other tissues. Addition-
ally, a uniform circular tumor, with SUV = 10 was manu-
ally inserted into the white matter in the PET images. The
phantom was sampled into 160 x 160 pixels of 2 mm x 2
mm. Synthetic sinograms are obtained by 2D PET analytical
simulations conducted using the software described in [13].
These simulations incorporate the geometry of the Siemens
Biograph mMR scanner and include attenuation, efficiency,
35% random events, 30% scattered events, and a total of 3.5
million prompts.

3.2. Image Quality Metrics

The peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) and the mean struc-
tural similarity index measure (MSSIM) are used to assess the
reconstructed image quality within the brain. Additionally,
the activity recovery (AR) of a hot tumor region is defined
as ARh = ˆ̄λh/λ̄h, where ˆ̄λh and λ̄h represent the mean ac-
tivity of the hot region in the reconstructed and ground-truth
images, respectively. The relative bias (RB) assesses cold re-
gion recovery, defined by ventricles filled with cerebrospinal
fluid as RBc =

(ˆ̄λc − λ̄c

)
/λ̄c where ˆ̄λc and λ̄c represent

the mean activity of the cold region in the reconstructed and
ground-truth images, respectively. Finally, image roughness
(IR), computed in the white matter of the brain, measures the
standard deviation of voxel values in the phantom background
from their mean value:

IR =

√
1

L−1

∑
i∈ROI(λ̂r,i − ˆ̄λr,ROI)2

ˆ̄λr

(5)

where λ̂r,i is the activity of white matter, ˆ̄λr is its mean
value, and L is the number of voxels in the region of interest.

3.3. Experimental Settings

For all experiments, the optimization is performed using
the a quasi-Newton method (the L-BFGS optimizer), with a
learning rate of 1 for SIREN and 1.5 for DIP. This approach
showed more stable convergence and superior performance in
terms of computational time compared to first-order gradient
descent algorithms. The SIREN model consists of 5 neural
layers, with 256 features per layer, resulting in a total of 329



Fig. 2. Image Roughness (IR) versus Activity Recovery and
Relative Bias, plotted for each iteration for SIREN and DIP,
and for different regularization strength in the case of BSREM
with quadratic penalty.

985 parameters. The model uses sine activations parameter-
ized by ω0 = 25, The weights are initialized to ensure that
the variance of the activations remains consistent across lay-
ers, helping to stabilize the training process. The DIP model
contains 382 473 parameters, initialized from random Gaus-
sian distribution, with zero mean and unit standard deviation.
The BSREM algorithm is applied using the CASToR frame-
work [18] with a quadratic penalty, and a manually chosen
regularization parameter β = 0.355 to achieve optimal PSNR
and SSIM between the reconstructed and ground truth image.

4. RESULTS & DISCUSSION

Fig. 2 shows the performance of SIREN in terms of ARh and
RBc using ReLU and SoftPlus activation functions, compared
to DIP and BSREM with quadratic penalty. The plot shows
results for each iteration in the case of DIP and SIREN, and
for a set of regularization parameters in the case of BSREM.
We see that SIREN with SoftPlus was able to reach an op-
timal ARh value of 100% in very few iterations, with sig-
nificantly less roughness than DIP and BSREM. Similarly,
SIREN achieved the lowest relative bias of 23%, with low
image roughness compared to both DIP and BSREM.

Fig. 3 shows reconstructed images using the compared al-
gorithms. The BSREM reconstruction is shown with the best
regularization weight, giving the highest PSNR. The SIREN
and DIP reconstructions are shown at the iterations that give
the best PSNR. The figure shows that BSREM, with its op-
timal values, preserves more detail than the other methods,
although some blurring is still present. DIP suffers from in-
creased blurring and loss of finer details. SIREN with ReLU,
while providing slightly better contrast, struggles to recover
the hot region. In contrast, SIREN with SoftPlus strikes a bal-
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Fig. 3. Reconstructed images using BSREM with quadratic
penalty, DIP and SIREN.

ance between DIP and BSREM, preserving more detail than
DIP and offering better contrast than the other methods, as
seen in the zoomed-in region of the phantom. It is important
to note that SIREN with SoftPlus performs better in terms of
PET-specific metrics such as ARh, RBc, and IR.

In terms of computing time, SIREN achieved the best re-
construction in 20 minutes, compared to 67 minutes for DIP.
Each iteration for SIREN took approximately 2 minutes, and
only 10 iterations were required to reach the best image qual-
ity. In contrast, DIP took approximately 8.5 seconds per iter-
ation but required 475 iterations to yield optimal results. For
comparison, one BSREM reconstruction required 7.6 seconds
per iteration, but the regularization parameters must be care-
fully chosen—a process that is not straightforward in prac-
tice. These results highlight SIREN’s ability to achieve high-
quality reconstructions faster and with fewer iterations than
DIP.

The proposed PET reconstruction method builds on the
approach of Hashimoto et al., but improves upon it by replac-
ing the DIP architecture with a SIREN model. This substi-
tution aims to further reduce biases, including artifacts intro-
duced by the data, and focuses on optimizing reconstruction
directly from the measured projection data, scatter and ran-
dom corrections, and attenuation correction. Normalization
is also integrated directly into the reconstruction process to
improve consistency.

5. CONCLUSION

In this study, we introduced an unsupervised method for PET
image reconstruction by taking advantage of the SIREN im-
plicit neural network architecture. Inspired by Hashimoto et
al, we used a complete pipeline for end-to-end reconstruc-
tion, including a forward projection model and a loss func-



tion suitable for PET reconstruction directly from sinograms.
Comparative evaluations using brain phantom data and realis-
tically simulated sinograms show that the INR-based method
outperforms traditional penalized likelihood techniques and
DIP-based reconstruction in PET-specific metrics. The results
show that our approach improves image contrast and effec-
tively captures fine details. This study highlights the potential
of INR to be applied to end-to-end PET reconstruction and
to improve overall reconstruction performance. Future work
includes extension to 3D PET reconstruction on real data and
the automatic fine tuning of the algorithms.
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