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Abstract 

Purpose: Eye morphology varies significantly across the population, especially for the orbit and optic nerve. These 

variations limit the feasibility and robustness of generalizing population-wise features of eye organs to an unbiased 

spatial reference.  

Approach: To tackle these limitations, we propose a process for creating high-resolution unbiased eye atlases. First, 

to restore spatial details from scans with a low through-plane resolution compared to a high in-plane resolution, we 

apply a deep learning-based super-resolution algorithm. Then, we generate an initial unbiased reference with an 

iterative metric-based registration using a small portion of subject scans. We register the remaining scans to this 

template and refine the template using an unsupervised deep probabilistic approach that generates a more expansive 

deformation field to enhance the organ boundary alignment. We demonstrate this framework using magnetic 

resonance images across four different tissue contrasts, generating four atlases in separate spatial alignments.  

Results: For each tissue contrast, we find a significant improvement using the Wilcoxon signed-rank test in the 

average Dice score across four labeled regions compared to a standard registration framework consisting of rigid, 

affine, and deformable transformations.  These results highlight the effective alignment of eye organs and boundaries 

using our proposed process. 

Conclusions: By combining super-resolution preprocessing and deep probabilistic models, we address the challenge 

of generating an eye atlas to serve as a standardized reference across a largely variable population. 
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1 Introduction 

Significant variation in human eye morphology, especially in the shape and size of the orbit and 

the optic nerve sheath diameter (ONSD), presents challenges in medical imaging to generalize 
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population-wise features of eye organs to a spatial reference image. Different volumetric imaging 

modalities capture distinct perspectives on eye morphology. Typical imaging modalities include 

computed tomography (CT), magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), ultrasonography, and optical 

coherence tomography (OCT). The diversity of imaging protocols increases the amount of 

contextual information available. For example, researchers have used OCT to create a reproducible 

measure of the curvature of the eye.1 Contrast agents injected into the vascular system can highlight 

abnormal tissues like lesions and tumors. In MRI, different imaging sequences result in different 

relaxation weightings, producing distinct tissue contrasts. 

Even in healthy individuals, there is significant variation in orbit and optic nerve morphology. 

Differences in eye morphology have been associated with demographic variables like sex and 

ethnicity.2 Researchers have used CT scans to find associations between orbital skull landmarks 

and sex and ethnicity.3,4 A study examining ONSD in 585 healthy adults using ultrasonography 

found that the ONSD ranged from 3.30 mm to 5.20 mm and eyeball transverse diameter (ETD) 

ranged from 20.90 mm to 25.70 mm.5 Similarly, another study with 300 healthy participants found 

that the ONSD diameter ranged from 5.17 mm ± 1.34 mm to 3.55 mm ± 0.82 mm at different 

locations in the intra-orbital space using CT imaging.6 In addition, variation in eye morphology, 

particularly in the globe, depends on conditions that affect visual acuity, such as myopia and 

hyperopia. Researchers have used MRI to associate myopia with posterior eye shape.2 A study 

examining differences in eye shape on MRI in emmetropia and myopia found that the globe is 

larger in all dimensions (with the largest changes axially followed by vertically then horizontally) 

as myopic refractive correction increases. Specifically, in myopia, the globe dimensions ranged 

from 22.1 mm to 27.3 mm axially, 21.1 mm to 25.9 mm vertically, and 20.8 mm to 26.1 mm 

horizontally. Even the typical emmetropic eye contains substantial variation across a population.7,8 
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These variations highlight the difficulty in creating a standardized reference image that is not 

biased by known differences in eye morphology. 

Atlases are standardized reference images that are useful for tasks such as image registration 

and cross-sectional comparisons. For atlases to be representative of a population, it is important 

that they not be biased toward the morphology, contrast levels, or health conditions of any subject 

used in their creation. Given the variation across a population, it is challenging to generalize the 

population characteristics of both eye morphology and contrast intensity in a single anatomical 

reference template to define the conditional characteristics of the organ-specific regions (e.g., 

healthy or diseased). To enhance the generalization of eye organ contexts from different imaging 

protocols, we investigate the contextual variability in different tissue contrasts in MRI. Volumetric 

scans often have a lower resolution in the through-plane (𝑥-𝑧 or coronal plane and 𝑦-𝑧 or sagittal 

plane) than that of the in-plane (𝑥-𝑦 or axial plane), where the 𝑥-axis is the left/right axis, the 𝑦-

axis is the anterior/posterior axis, and the 𝑧-axis is the superior/inferior axis (Fig. 1). The low-

 
Fig. 1 Representative in-plane (axial, first row) and through-plane (coronal, second row and sagittal, third row) 

slices for four MRI tissue contrasts from four different subjects. The coronal and sagittal through-plane slices are 

lower resolution than the axial in-plane slices and are visualized with nearest neighbor interpolation. The 

relatively lower resolution limits our ability to distinguish organs and generalize anatomical characteristics 

across populations. 
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resolution characteristics in the through-plane limit context for aligning the eye anatomies. 

Previous works have demonstrated the feasibility of leveraging deep learning super-resolution 

algorithms to restore the image quality.9 To be useful for providing spatial context for low through-

plane resolution MRI images of the eye, we need atlases that can appropriately visualize structures 

that are difficult to differentiate in low through-plane resolution, such as the optic nerve. Therefore, 

we desire to learn isotropic high-resolution information from images that contain only low-

resolution information in the through-plane across several MRI tissue contrasts. Consequently, we 

explore two questions:  

(1) Can we further apply a deep super-resolution algorithm to multiple MRI tissue contrasts?  

(2) Can we leverage the super-resolution imaging to generate refined unbiased eye atlas 

templates? 

In this work, we propose a coarse-to-fine framework to enhance the image resolution and 

leverage the restored details to generate a refined unbiased eye atlas specific to several tissue 

contrasts. We generate a separate atlas for each tissue contrast, so the atlases are not in spatial 

alignment. To represent the variability in eye morphology across a large population, we wish to 

incorporate information from as many subjects as possible. However, iterative deformable 

template generation algorithms are computationally expensive for more than a few subjects. To 

address this limitation, we choose a coarse-to-fine framework to create a coarse template from a 

small set of 25 subjects which we refine using a larger population of 75 subjects with a more 

computationally efficient deep learning-based deformable registration algorithm. The complete 

backbone consists of three steps: 1) applying a deep super-resolution network to enhance through-

plane resolution quality; 2) generating an efficient coarse unbiased template from a small 

population of samples; and 3) refining the template by applying a deep probabilistic network for 
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large population samples. The experimental results show that the application of the super-

resolution network enhances the appearance of the eye organ. With the probabilistic refinement, 

our method achieves state-of-the-art registration performance when compared to deep learning 

registration baselines across all datasets. Our contributions are summarized here: 

(1) We propose a two-stage framework to enhance the through-plane resolution of imaging 

across different tissue contrasts and adapt the restored high-resolution context for eye atlas 

generation. 

(2) We propose a coarse-to-fine registration strategy that combines both metric-based and deep 

learning-based registration to perform across large population samples. 

(3) We evaluate our generated atlas with inverse eye organ label transfer from atlas space to 

moving subject space, demonstrating significant improvements in the Dice score across all 

tissue contrasts. 

(4) All generated atlases as well as the corresponding four eye organ labels will be used 

through the Human BioMolecular Atlas Program (HuBMAP).10 

The HuBMAP project highlights the need for standardized coordinate systems for navigating 

multiscale histological information in organs of the human body.10 Here, the key contribution is a 

deep learning-based framework for generating eye atlases that provide this standardized coordinate 

system. We expand on previous work generating eye atlases for computed tomography to multi-

contrast MRI acquired at low resolutions.11 We contribute a pipeline for creating eye atlases using 

super-resolution and a coarse-to-fine framework for atlas generation. Here, we implement this 

method using the SMORE super-resolution algorithm along with the ANTs toolkit and 

VoxelMorph for deformable image registration.9,12,13 Current eye atlases are generated using 
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manual segmentation on rigid-aligned images.14 Here, we introduce a pipeline for eye atlas 

generation and aim to establish a state-of-the-art method for eye atlases. 

2 Related Works 

2.1 Atlas Generation 

Significant efforts have been dedicated to creating brain atlases, including across multiple 

modalities.15 Researchers have created atlases with mouse brains to represent populational 

anatomy and variations.16,17 Shi et al. developed an infant brain atlas, applying groupwise 

registration to avoid biasing the atlas to a single target.18 There are multiple atlases that attempt to 

capture longitudinal information across infants of different ages,19,20 with one using symmetric 

diffeomorphic registration to avoid bias.21 While previous efforts primarily focused on creating 

healthy brain atlas templates, Rajashekar et al. proposed high-resolution normative atlases for 

visualizing population-wise representations of brain diseases, including brain lesion and stroke 

using fluid-attenuated inversion recovery (FLAIR) MRI and non-contrast CT modalities.22 

Abdominal studies have developed a multi-contrast kidney atlas, incorporating both contrast and 

morphological characteristics within kidney organs.23,24 Researchers have extended kidney atlas 

templates to encompass substructure organs, such as the medulla, renal cortex, and pelvicalyceal 

systems in kidney regions using arterial phase CT.25 However, limited research has addressed the 

creation of a standard reference atlas for the eye, which presents challenges due to its complex 

morphology and the influence of conditions that affect the eye shape, e.g., myopia and hyperopia. 

2.2 Medical Image Registration 

To accurately transfer the varied anatomical context from the moving subject to the atlas target, 

the image registration algorithm must be robust. One straightforward approach to enhancing 
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registration performance is to adapt both affine and deformable transformations hierarchically with 

metric-guided optimization.26–28 Furthermore, spatial optimization approaches attempt to 

regularize the deformation field to effectively align the anatomical context (e.g., discrete 

optimization,29 b-spline deformation,30 Demons,31 and symmetric normalization27). However, the 

computational efficiency of these spatial transformations is limited. 

Registration algorithms with deep neural networks aim to enhance both computational 

efficiency and robustness in an unsupervised setting. VoxelMorph is a foundational network that 

adapts a large deformation field to align the significant variation across anatomies.28,32 Researchers 

have also adapted VoxelMorph to produce diffeomorphic deformations, i.e., deformations that are 

smooth and invertible.32 To differentiate the two networks, we refer to the former as VoxelMorph-

Original and the latter as VoxelMorph-Probabilistic. Zhao et al. crop the organ regions of interest 

(ROIs) and recursively register the anatomical context with VoxelMorph-Original,33 while Yang 

et al. predict a bounding box to first localize the organ ROIs and perform registration.34 Although 

deep learning-based approaches demonstrate their effectiveness to enhance the computational 
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efficiency of registration algorithms, instability with the registration performance may arise due to 

substantial domain shifts with unseen data.24 

3 Methods 

Our goal is to improve the through-plane resolution of different MRI tissue contrasts and leverage 

the distinct volumetric appearance in eye organs to generate tissue contrast-specific atlases across 

populations (Fig. 2). Our proposed framework can be divided into three sections: 1) super-

resolution preprocessing, 2) coarse unbiased template generation, and 3) hierarchical deep 

probabilistic registration refinement.  

 
Fig. 2 The complete pipeline for unbiased eye atlas generation consists of two stages: 1) performing a deep 

learning super-resolution algorithm to enhance image quality and distinguish organ appearances and 2) 

combining metric-based and deep learning-based registration through a hierarchical registration framework for 

refined anatomical transfer. 
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3.1 Super-Resolution Preprocessing 

We applied the synthetic multi-orientation resolution enhancement (SMORE) algorithm to 

generate super-resolution images.9,35 We select SMORE as the super-resolution algorithm because 

it is self-supervised and does not require external training data. Other self-supervised super-

resolution algorithms require orthogonal views of the same image across multiple contrasts36 or 

train on a batch of images instead of each image independently.37 

The input image for SMORE is an anisotropic volume, modeled with a spatial resolution of 

𝑙 × 𝑙 × ℎ, where 𝑙 and ℎ  have units of mm and ℎ > 𝑙. Here, the images have a high ratio between 

the in-plane resolution and through-plane resolution (ℎ/𝑙 > 6). SMORE learns a correspondence 

between low-resolution (LR) and high-resolution (HR) image patches using only the in-plane 

slices as training data. The output of SMORE is an isotropic HR image with resolution 𝑙 × 𝑙 × 𝑙.  

3.2 Coarse Unbiased Template Generation 

Given the enriched context from the super-resolution algorithm in the prior step, we can now use 

the super-resolution images to create a generalized eye organ representation as a population-wise 

atlas template. Typically, we perform image registration to align and match the eye anatomy with 

imaging tools, e.g., ANTs and NiftyReg.38,39 However, registration to a single target image with 

these tools is biased to a single fixed reference template.  

To tackle this bias, we apply an unbiased template generation method that results in a coarse, 

generalized template despite the significant variance in eye morphology. Specifically, for each 

tissue contrast, we randomly sampled a small set of 25 subjects and generated an average mapping 

to coarsely align the skull region. The initial template is an average mapping of the 25 subjects, 

meaning it is unbiased to any of the subjects.13,40 We performed hierarchical metric-based 

registration (consisting of rigid, affine, and then deformable registration) with ANTs to iteratively 
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compute an average mapping in a separate spatial alignment for each tissue contrast. The computed 

average template in each epoch was the fixed template for the next epoch. We performed the same 

hierarchical procedure iteratively until the registration loss converged. We leveraged a small 

population sample to generate a coarse unbiased template due to the required time for loss 

convergence, which was 3 days for 20 samples and 3.5 weeks for 100 samples using an Intel Xeon 

W-2255 CPU. A previous study performed ANTs template generation on brain MRI using affine 

and deformable registration and found that two samples of 20 subjects each resulted in atlas 

templates with similar Jaccard scores for the whole brain and cortical regions, suggesting that this 

sample size is enough to average the variability across subjects for an initial template.13 We 

hypothesize that the iterative-generated template can provide the representational anatomy of eye 

organs with minimal bias. 

3.3 Hierarchical Deep Probabilistic Registration Refinement 

We refined the template using the remaining randomly selected samples in addition to the 25 used 

for the coarse template generation. Our goal is to generalize the anatomical characteristics of eye 

organs across a large population. We used the VoxelMorph-Probabilistic model to refine the coarse 

atlas templates.32 The deep probabilistic network predicts the deformation field modeled as a 

diffeomorphic transformation, meaning the transformation is smooth and invertible. Additionally, 

the model is unsupervised and does not require labels. In addition to the probabilistic model, we 

also compared with the non-probabilistic VoxelMorph-Original.12 After refinement, the resulting 

atlases serve as reference images in separate spatial alignments for each tissue contrast. After 

forming the atlas template, we generate labels using majority voting. We resampled the T2 

modalities into the isotropic high-resolution resolution space before majority voting. 
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4 Experimental Setup 

To evaluate our proposed unbiased atlas generation framework, we performed experiments to 

determine the quality of our super-resolution preprocessing and image registration pipeline. We 

tested our framework using inverse label transfer with four MRI tissue contrasts. We applied the 

inverse transformation using the deformation field of the atlas label and compared it to the original  

label for each subject. The choice of metrics and therefore performance for image analysis is highly 

application-specific.41 Here, we choose to use Dice score to compare the inverse labels from the 

atlas registered to subject space with the original subject labels.  

4.1 Datasets 

We retrieved de-identified volumetric scans in four different MRI tissue contrasts from 1842 

patients from ImageVU, a medical image repository from Vanderbilt University Medical Center. 

We obtained approval from the Institutional Review Board (IRB 131461), and informed consent 

was waived due to the use of de-identified data. The tissue contrasts were T1-weighted pre-

contrast, T1-weighted post-contrast, T2-weighted turbo-spin echo (TSE), and T2-weighted fluid 

attenuated inversion recovery (FLAIR). The ratio between the through-plane and in-plane 

resolution varied with a large level of ranges (Table 1). The large values for slice thickness limit 

Table 1 Overview of four multi-contrast MRI dataset samples 

Tissue Contrast T1W Pre-

Contrast 

T1W Post-

Contrast 

T2W TSE T2W FLAIR 

Anatomical regions Optic nerve, recti muscles, globe, orbital fat 

Sample Size 44 100 100 100 

In-Plane Resolution 

(min-max, mm) 
0.430-0.938 0.375-0.938 0.391-0.898 0.393-0.898 

Slice Thickness 

(min-max, mm)* 
6.00 4.00-6.00 6.00 4.00-6.00 

*This study used fully deidentified data. Information on the slice-selection profiles and use of slice gaps were 

removed in the deidentification process. 
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our ability to distinguish spatial information. We randomly selected 100 subjects from each tissue 

contrast to both generate and evaluate the unbiased template, performing quality assurance to make 

sure the morphological conditions of the eyes are similar (e.g., healthy, no implant artifacts). For 

T1-weighted pre-contrast, there were only 44 total subjects. The subjects that we sampled for each 

imaging tissue contrast were different, resulting in different spatial alignments for each tissue 

contrast. All selected subject scans consisted of four organ ground truth labels: 1) optic nerve, 2) 

recti muscles, 3) globe and 4) orbital fat. 

4.2 Implementation Setup 

4.2.1 Super-resolution preprocessing 

We apply the SMORE super-resolution algorithm to generated upsampled MRIs. After applying 

SMORE, we resampled the isotropic resolution to 0.8 mm × 0.8 mm × 0.8 mm using cubic 

interpolation. We further cropped and padded the MRI volumes to 256 × 256 × 224 voxels. 

4.2.2 Coarse unbiased template generation 

To generate the coarse unbiased template, we performed a conventional metric-based registration 

algorithm with the ANTs toolkit. We leveraged the multivariate template construction tool, which 

generates an average template that is not biased to a single subject. We applied both rigid and 

affine registration to align the anatomical locations of the head skull and eye organs, followed by 

SyN registration, which is a deformable registration algorithm with the similarity metric of cross-

correlation. We chose four resolution levels (6, 4, 2, and 1) and iterated over each level for 100, 

100, 70, and 20 iterations, respectively. We performed this registration process for six epochs and 

selected the generated template for each tissue contrast after the registration losses converged. 
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4.2.3 Hierarchical registration refinement 

We used the remaining samples to refine the coarse template and generate a refined atlas template. 

As VoxelMorph-Original and VoxelMorph-Probabilistic assume the images only have non-linear 

spatial misalignment, we used the same hyperparameters in the template generation step to perform 

metric-based affine registration for the remaining samples as an initial registration alignment. Both 

the resolution and volumetric dimension of the MRI scans remained the same in the template 

generation stage (resolution: 0.8 mm × 0.8 mm × 0.8 mm, dimension: 256 × 256 × 224 

voxels). We then trained the deep probabilistic framework available from VoxelMorph-

Probabilistic and the non-probabilistic VoxelMorph-Original model for comparison. Due to 

hardware limitations, the batch size was 1. We used the Adam optimizer42 with a learning rate of 

10-4. Here, we chose to use the default hyperparameters for VoxelMorph and found the registration 

to be qualitatively satisfactory using a checkerboard visualization. A discussion of the impact of 

different hyperparameters can be found in studies by Balakrishnan et al. and Dalca et al.12,32 For 

VoxelMorph, we used the original loss functions. For VoxelMorph-Original, we used mean square 

error loss with a regularization term to encourage smooth displacement fields. For VoxelMorph-

Probabilistic, we use Kullback-Leibler divergence loss with a mean square error reconstruction 

loss. After the deep probabilistic refinement, we have a separate unbiased atlas for each tissue 

contrast. We form the final, refined atlas by averaging the aligned images. 
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5 Results and Discussion 

5.1 Qualitative Comparison with and without Super-Resolution Preprocessing 

The super-resolution preprocessing enhanced the through-plane resolution images for each tissue 

contrast, with more distinctive appearances in eye organs (Fig. 3). The boundaries across tissues 

 
Fig. 3 By applying SMORE (bottom rows), the anatomical context of the eye region is distinctly shown in the 

coronal view with a clear improvement in resolution across five unpaired patients in each tissue contrast 

compared to images without SMORE applied (top rows). 

Table 2 Quantitative evaluation of inverse transferred label for multiple eye organs across all patients 

Tissue 

Contrast 

First 

Stage 

Second 

Stage 

Optic Nerve Dice 

Score 

Recti 

Muscles 

Dice Score 

Globe 

Dice Score 

Orbital 

Fat Dice 

Score 

Average 

Dice Score 

T1W Pre-

Contrast 

ANTs × 0.586±0.0532 0.634±0.0339 0.904±0.0253 0.782±0.0362 0.727±0.132 

ANTs VoxelMorph-
Original 0.635±0.0420 0.687±0.0420 0.920±0.0274 0.790±0.0343 0.758±0.140 

ANTs 
VoxelMorph-

Probabilistic 0.651±0.0358 0.712±0.0301 0.931±0.0227 0.810±0.0319 0.776±0.115* 

T1W Post-

Contrast 

ANTs × 0.601±0.0478 0.628±0.0357 0.901±0.0244 0.765±0.0344 0.724±0.129 

ANTs 
VoxelMorph-

Original 0.647±0.0401 0.679±0.0365 0.922±0.0241 0.801±0.0255 0.762±0.124 

ANTs 
VoxelMorph-

Probabilistic 
0.688±0.0310 0.691±0.0295 0.935±0.0210 0.815±0.0224 0.782±0.107* 

T2W TSE 

ANTs × 0.624±0.0435 0.630±0.0348 0.899±0.0257 0.771±0.0312 0.731±0.143 

ANTs 
VoxelMorph-

Original 
0.651±0.0387 0.652±0.0310 0.905±0.0261 0.780±0.0331 0.747±0.141 

ANTs 
VoxelMorph-
Probabilistic 

0.660±0.0365 0.687±0.0288 0.917±0.0303 0.799±0.0267 0.766±0.119* 

T2W 

FLAIR 

ANTs × 0.654±0.0353 0.586±0.0314 0.911±0.0201 0.824±0.0259 0.744±0.141 

ANTs 
VoxelMorph-

Original 
0.660±0.0320 0.601±0.0320 0.915±0.0223 0.837±0.0219 0.753±0.143 

ANTs 
VoxelMorph-

Probabilistic 
0.679±0.0285 0.634±0.0267 0.923±0.0189 0.834±0.0201 0.768±0.110* 

*𝑝 < 0.001 using the Wilcoxon signed-rank test. 
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and anatomies are substantially clearer. This increase in image quality also demonstrates the 

distinctive variability of the eye organs across the population.  

5.2 Registration Comparisons across Multiple Contrast Images 

After we performed super-resolution preprocessing on all imaging cohorts, we performed 

hierarchical registration to align the anatomy from moving imaging samples to the unbiased atlas 

template. We applied ANTs as the first stage with a metric-based registration algorithm to create 

a baseline result across the four different tissue contrasts.  

We performed the second stage registration using VoxelMorph-Original and VoxelMorph-

Probabilistic (Table 2). We observed a statistically significant improvement in the average Dice 

score across the four tissue contrasts using the Wilcoxon signed-rank test. With the deep 

probabilistic model as the second stage, the label transfer performance significantly improved 

across all tissue contrasts. The registration was consistent across the variable subjects (Fig. 4).  

 
Fig. 4 The atlas is generalizable across the variation in subjects, demonstrated by consistent registration for 

several subjects. The checkerboard shows the inverse deformation from atlas labels to moving subject labels for 

several subjects from the T2-weighted FLAIR tissue contrast. The arrows track a single square across subjects. 
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We observe that the unclear boundaries in the atlases brought by the low resolution in through-

plane axis are minimized by applying SMORE (Fig. 5). The mapping more clearly shows the 

anatomy of the eye organs and generalized population characteristics, with limited deformation in 

the eye organ region. A comparison of the inverse labels registered from atlas to moving subject 

space shows that the labels appear consistent with the original segmentation labels (Fig. 6). 

5.3 Discussion 

We presented a complete framework to adapt a large population of multi-contrast imaging for 

unbiased eye atlas generation. We integrated both metric-based and deep learning-based 

registration as a coarse-to-fine framework to refine the transfer process of eye organ anatomy 

across populations. By applying SMORE as the first step in the framework, the SMORE model 

learned the high-resolution context from the in-plane axial slice and applied the correspondence to 

 
Fig. 5 When using SMORE to generate an unbiased eye atlas, the anatomical context from eye organs to brain is 

refined, and tissues are clearly distinguishable compared to the unbiased eye atlas without using SMORE. The 

eye organ region (yellow bounding box) shows little deformation. 
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restore the refined details for the through-plane coronal and sagittal slices. With the restored high-

resolution details, the unbiased average templates generated demonstrate a substantial 

enhancement in both organ appearance and boundaries for each tissue contrast. The restored high-

resolution details provide a clearer appearance to guide the registration process, especially the skull  

region. With the rigid, affine, and deformable registration from ANTs, moving subject scans 

demonstrate coarse alignment with respect to the eye organs. The initial template is an average 

mapping that is not biased to a single subject, and each tissue contrast has a separate geometry. 

We further refined the intermediate registered output with a deep learning-based approach to 

generate a larger deformation field for anatomy alignment. Moreover, we integrated probabilistic 

neural networks to smooth the generated deformation field and encourage a diffeomorphic 

 
Fig. 6 The inverse labels registered from the final atlas space to moving subject space appear qualitatively 

similar to the original segmentation labels. Here, we show examples of the labels on the moving subject MRI 

across the 20th, 50th, and 80th percentile of average Dice score across labels for the T2-weighted FLAIR tissue 

contrast. 
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transformation, which enhanced the average anatomical context transfer performance across all 

tissue contrasts. 

Since the coarse template generation relies on an average mapping across 25 subjects, the 

atlases generated here are unbiased to a particular subject. This unbiased mapping addresses the 

limited information generalizable to a population from single subject atlases such as the Talairach-

Tournoux human brain atlas.43 There are several potential uses for these eye atlases. The main use 

is for the HuBMAP project, for localizing multi-scale information in the eye.10 In medical research, 

they could be used to quantitatively measure eye shape across a variable population, similar to 

how brain atlases can allow for a standardized reference to quantify the volume of brain structures 

or size of small lesions. Atlases also allow for automatic labeling of structures of interest, providing 

confidence in images with poor quality.44 Due to the application of the super-resolution algorithm, 

the eye atlases restore high resolution details that are not available in scans with a large slice 

thickness, meaning they provide a high-resolution reference for images with poor through-plane 

quality. The atlas generation pipeline also does not rely on any specific MRI tissue contrast, 

allowing for a consistent method for generating atlases across a broad range of tissue contrasts. 

Although the generated unbiased templates for each tissue contrast demonstrate the distinctive 

appearance of the eye organs across population, multiple bottlenecks and limitations exist in the 

proposed framework. The first bottleneck is to generate a coarse unbiased template with ANTs. 

We only leveraged a small portion (25 subjects) of the imaging cohort to generate the initial 

average template. The main limitation of applying ANTs is the low computational efficiency, 

taking several days to generate a coarse template with only a small portion of samples, which can 

be a bottleneck without access to computing cluster resources. Therefore, an end-to-end approach 

to generate a coarse unbiased template is desirable.  Another computational constraint is the 
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hierarchical registration framework. Before applying deep learning-based registration algorithms 

like VoxelMorph-Original and VoxelMorph-Probabilistic, all imaging samples must be affine 

registered. However, limited studies have proposed adapting a deep learning network that can 

perform affine and deformable registration in parallel to avoid this sequential processing. 

Researchers have introduced multi-task networks combining affine and deformable registration to 

enhance the effectiveness and the computational efficiency of registration algorithms, but these 

networks have not shown substantial improvement over VoxelMorph-Original without the use of 

additional registration algorithms like Demons.45 Note that these computational limitations 

discussed here apply during the atlas construction. Since the atlases will be deployed offline 

outside of a clinical setting, computational concerns are secondary. Another limitation of this 

framework is that the resulting atlases are not in registration, meaning we have a separate spatial 

geometry for each tissue contrast. 

The framework presented here allows for the creation of a reference coordinate system for the 

eye. The eye atlases presented here provide a standardized coordinate system for histological 

information of the eye for use in the HuBMAP project.10 The atlases allow for colocalization and 

navigation of multiscale information in the eye. Beyond this use, the eye atlases may also serve as 

a standardized spatial reference for the eye, serving as a means for exploring quantitative geometric 

measurements of eye morphology despite systematic differences within a population. 

6 Conclusion 

In summary, we introduced a framework to generate unbiased eye atlases across a large population 

using images with anisotropic voxels. We applied a deep learning super-resolution algorithm to 

learn the high-resolution characteristics from axial slices and applied this high-resolution 

correspondence to the coronal and sagittal slices. We adapted the restored high-resolution context 



20 

to generate an unbiased eye atlas with a separate spatial geometry for each tissue contrast, using 

hierarchical registration with an average mapping to avoid biasing the atlas by registering to a 

single target. We integrated a deep probabilistic network to enhance the smoothness of the 

deformation field and increase registration performance with diffeomorphic registration. The 

generated average template from each tissue contrast illustrates the distinctive appearance of eye 

organs and generalizes across a large population cohort with significant improvement in 

anatomical label transfer performance compared to metric-based registration alone.  
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