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Abstract

Background: Robot-assisted needle steering facilitates the percutaneous renal access
(PRA) for their accuracy and consistency over manual operation. However, inaccurate
image-robot correspondence and uncertainties in robot parameters make the needle
track deviate from the intrarenal target. This paper aims to simplify the image-tracker
-robot registration procedure and improves the accuracy of needle alignment for
robot assisted ultrasound-guided PRA.

Methods: First, a semi-automatic rigid registration is used for the alignment of the
preoperative MR volume and the intraoperative orthogonal US slices. Passive markers
are mounted both on US probe and robot end-effector, the planned puncture path
is transferred from the MR volume frame into optical tracker frame. Tracker-robot
correspondence and robot calibration are performed iteratively using a simplified
scheme, both position and orientation information are incorporated to estimate the
transformation matrix, only several key structural robot parameters and joint zero-
positions are calibrated for simplicity in solving the inverse kinematic. Furthermore,
an optical tracker feedback control is designed for compensating inaccuracies in
robot parameters and tracker-robot correspondence, and improving the accuracy of
needle alignment. The intervention procedure was implemented by a
telemanipulated 5R1P robot, two experiments were conducted to validate the
efficiency of robot-tracker registration method and the optical tracker feedback
control, robot assisted needle insertion experiment was conducted on kidney
phantom to evaluate the system performance.

Results: The relative positioning accuracy of needle alignment is 0.24 ± 0.08 mm, the
directional accuracy is 6.78 ± 1.65 × 10-4rad; the needle-target distance of needle
insertion is 2.15 ± 0. 17 mm. The optical tracker feedback control method performs
stable against wide range of angular disturbance over (0 ~ 0.4) radians, and the
length disturbance over (0 ~ 100) mm.

Conclusions: The proposed optical tracker based robot registration and servoing
method is capable of accurate three dimension needle operation for PRA procedure
with improved precision and shortened time.
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Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
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Background
Robot-assisted needle insertion facilitates many minimally invasive percutaneous proce-

dures such as biopsy, electrolytic ablation and renal intervention, where a similar estab-

lishment of reliable and consistent access track from skin to the inside anatomical feature

is required. In percutaneous renal intervention, it is important to locate the needle tip as

well as the track of the needle shaft under intra-operative guidance of x-ray or ultrasound

images [1-3]. Accurate steering and placement of needle is challenging due to uncertain-

ties in image-robot correspondence, which makes the needle track deviate from the target.

Numbers of robotic systems have been proposed for eliminating radiation exposure and

simultaneously increasing accuracy in radiologic interventions. Bzostek et al. [1] used a

stereo-pair of two x-ray views registered to a common fiducial system with an active robot

to assist needle placement. Yu Zhou et al. introduced a CT-guided robotic needle biopsy

technique for lung nodules. Based on the nodule respiratory motion model, needle place-

ment is planned to follow an optimal timing and path, and is triggered based on the re-

spiratory phase tracking [4]. The PAKY-RCM incorporates a passive robotic arm and a

friction transmission with axial loading system, which allows a urologist to remotely align

the needle along a selected trajectory path under fluoroscopic guidance using the

superimposed registration principle [2]. These methods all require time consuming pre-

operative registration procedures between robot, imaging system and the patient's anat-

omy. Patriciu et al. uses the laser markers readily available on any CT scanner for robot

registration in computer tomography imaging systems. This approach does not require

additional hardware, laser alignment being performed on the instrument used in the clin-

ical application [5]. An automatic image-guided control based on visual servoing and prin-

ciples of projective geometry is presented for automatic and uncalibrated needle

placement under CT-fluoroscopy. The approach demonstrated good targeting accuracy

by using the procedure needle as a marker, without additional registration hardware [6].

Robotic percutaneous interventions guided by ultrasound are developed in recent de-

cades for that ultrasound (US) is radiation-free, real-time and easy-to-use [7]. J Hong et al.

proposed an ultrasound-driven needle insertion robot for percutaneous cholecystostomy,

which is capable of modifying the needle path by real-time motion compensation through

visual servo control before needle insertion [8]. Robot assisted and ultrasound guided ab-

lative therapy and biopsy operation are also studied [9,10], an optical/electromagnetic

marker mounted on ultrasound probe are used to measure the transducer’s position and

orientation, once the puncture path is defined, the robotic arm moved automatically to

the planned insertion path. Ultrasound image-based visual servoing techniques have not

been used in percutaneous interventions for that the abdominal US is often related to lim-

ited anatomy identification and targeting abilities, providing only two-dimensional(2D)

anatomical information with poor quality [3,11,12].

In our previous works, an augmenting intraoperative ultrasound with preoperative

magnetic resonance planning models for PRA was proposed and evaluated by urolo-

gists on a kidney phantom. With careful setup it can be efficient for overcoming the

limitation of current US-guided PRA [13,14]. In this paper, a telemanipulated 5R1P

robot is employed for needle operation. We present an optical tracker based robot

registration and servoing method for ultrasound-guided PRA, optical tracker serves as

intermediate coupling tool for image-robot registration and error feedback control for nee-

dle alignment. The rest of the paper is organized as follows, introduction of experiment
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setup and navigation systems, image-robot registration and robot control scheme are illus-

trated in Sec. II. The last two sections describe the experiment and discussions.
Methods
Procedures of robot assisted percutaneous renal intervention

The robot assisted percutaneous renal intervention surgery workflow consists of preopera-

tive surgical planning, intraoperative surgical navigation and semi-autonomous

telemanipulated needle operation. First, the patient is scanned by magnetic resonance

(MR), kidney, vessels and tumor are then segmented from the MR volume as 3D model,

such that a surgeon can make a optimal surgical plan preoperatively. During the surgery, a

semi-automatic rigid registration is performed for the alignment of the US slices and the

MR volume, the preoperative planning can be transferred onto the patient in situ. With an

image-guidance interface, the surgeon guide the robot to the insertion point, needle align-

ment and interventional puncture can be performed autonomously in accordance with the

surgical planning. Verification that the needle has successfully gained access to the

collecting system will be provided by the return of urine through the trocar needle. The

needle will be detached from the robot, and subsequent surgical procedure continues.
Experiment setup

The prototype system for needle insertion has been set up in our integrated operating

room (see Figure 1). The master was the PHANToM OMNI haptic device (SensAble

Technologies Inc., USA) ,which provided force position measurements at its end point

and feedback in three DOFs. A 5R1P industrial robot (REBo-V-6R-650, Shenzhen

Reinovo Technology Co. Ltd., China) was employed for needle operation, five rotational

joints uniquely determine the needle orientation and position, the last linear DC-

servomotor (Quickshaft LM1247, Faulhaber Group, Germany) served for needle inser-

tion with positional accuracy 180 μm and maximum 3N force. The last two joint axes

of the wrist and the translational axis are intersecting in a single point. Needle orienta-

tion and puncture are independently activated by the corresponding joints and safe

button of the haptic device. An 18-gauge trocar needle (090020-ET, Cook Urological

Inc., USA) with a triangular diamond tip was attached to the end-effector by a
Figure 1 Block diagram of the master–slave experimental set-up for needle intervention.
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detachable unit, which was equipped with a force sensor (AL311-BL, Honeywell Inc.,

USA), the force value were collected by data acquisition card (DAQ 6229-USB card, NI

Inc., USA). A 3D ultrasound system (DC-7, Mindray Medical Ltd.,China) was used as

an intraoperative navigator. In order to track the 6D positions of needle and ultrasound

frame, passive optical markers were mounted to ultrasonic probe and needle holder,

the receiver was optical tracking systems with positioning accuracy RMS error 0.35 mm

(Polaris Spectra, Northern Digital Inc. (NDI), Canada). All experiments were conducted

on the silicon phantom from Computerized Imaging Reference Systems (CIRS), no ethical

concern is involved.

Registration of image-robot-tracker

Registration of the robot to the image space provides us with the essential relationship

between the needle location and the targets in image coordinate. Indeed, inaccurate

robot-image calibration has a direct impact on the accuracy of the needle steering.

(i). Image-Tracker registration

At preoperative surgical planning stage, we applied the semi-autonomous algorithm

from [15] to segment kidney parenchyma and vascular structures from magnetic reson-

ance images. A 3D plan can be then defined in MR volume coordinate frame FMR by

the surgeon. During the surgery, the tracker reads the positions of maker fixed on the

robot end-effector and the US probe, while the preoperative data and the surgical plan

are registered to the calibrated intraoperative US images. First, two pairs of orthogonal

ultrasound images were collected near the 11th intercostals space at the maximum ex-

halation positions, all images should contain clearly visible kidney contours. Next, the

iterate closet point (ICP) algorithm was performed for the alignment of the US slices

and the MR volume, using kidney surface and large vessel surface as registration fea-

tures [16]. Based on ultrasound-MR volume transformation TMR
US and tracker-

ultrasound transformation TT
US , the planned puncture path can be transferred from the

preoperative MR volume frame FMR into intraoperative tracker frame FTracker. Once

robot-tracker registration TT
R is done, the surgical plan can be transferred from pre-

operative MR volume frame FMR to robot frame FRobot. At the maximum exhalation,

the needle is rapidly inserted into the intrarenal target under navigated guidance. The

image-robot-tracker registration is shown in Figure 2.

TMR
R ¼ TMR

US TT
US

� �−1
TT

R ð1Þ

(ii).Robot-Tracker correspondence

In this section, we propose a simplified registration method for both robot-tracker

correspondence and robot calibration.

The coordinate systems of the 5R1P needle operation robot is depicted in Figure 3,

frame FTracker = (xT,yT,zT) is attached to the optical tracker base, there are total 8 coord-

inate systems attached to the manipulator, the robot based FRobot = (xR,yR,zR) is used as

reference, the last frame FNeedle = (xN,yN,zN) is attached to the needle, the passive



Figure 2 Image-Tracker-Robot registration, the optical tracker acts as an intermediate
coupling tool.

Zhang et al. BioMedical Engineering OnLine 2013, 12:47 Page 5 of 16
http://www.biomedical-engineering-online.com/content/12/1/47
optical marker with frame FMarker = (xM,yM,zM) is mounted on the end-effector, the

other coordinate systems (xi,yi,zi), i = 1⋯5 are attached to the links. The transformation

from marker frame to tracker base and robot frame can be expressed respectively with

matrix of the form

TT
M ¼ RT

M dT
M

0 1

� �
;TR

M ¼ RR
M pRM
0 1

� �
ð2Þ
Figure 3 Coordinate systems of the 5R1P needle operation robot.
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where pR
M and dT

M are marker positions observed in FRobot and FTracker, rotation matrix

RT
M ¼ m1;m2;m3½ � are axis vectors xM, yM, zM that expressed in tracker frame, and

RR
M ¼ n1;n2;n3½ � refers to the axis expression in robot frame. They are ideally related

by robot-tracker transformation matrix TT
R , shown as

TT
R ¼ RT

R pTR
0 1

� �
ð3Þ

TT
M ¼ TT

RT
R
M ð4Þ

Affected by measurement noise U and Vi, i = 1, 2, 3, the expansions of (4) are

dT
M ¼ RT

Rpþ pR
M þU ð5Þ

mi ¼ RT
Rni þ Vi ð6Þ

K corresponded pose pairs TT ;TR
� �

, k = 1⋯ K were recorded at different configu-
M M k

rations of robot angle setting. Solving the optimal transformation TT
R typically requires

minimizing a least square error criterion given by

X
¼

XK
k¼1

X3
i¼1

αki mki−RT
Rnki

�� ��2 þXK
k¼1

βi dT
Mk � RT

Rp
R
Mk−p

T
R k2

��
ð7Þ

A dual number quaternion based algorithm was employed to estimate the transform-

ation matrix [17], which incorporates both orientation and translation information.

However, inaccuracy in robot forward kinematics seriously affects the validity of regis-

tration result. Robot calibration is required to reduce the registration error as well as

inaccuracies in robot parameters of links and joint angles.

(iii). Calibration of robot parameters

The forward kinematics of the 5R1P needle manipulating robot is cascadely

constructed by the transformations between consecutive joint frames based on the

modified D-H parameters [18]. The needle was axially attached to the linear motor

shaft, the optical marker was mounted on the outer shell of motor. The transformation

matrix TR
M of maker can be read via robot forward kinematics,

TR
M ¼ TR

1T
1
2…T4

5T
5
M ¼ F X;Θð Þ ð8Þ

Ti
iþ1 ¼ Rx αið ÞTx ai−1ð ÞRz θið ÞTz dið ÞRy βi

� � ð9Þ

in which, X = (a, d, α, β, p)T are link structural parameters, a = (a1, a2⋯ a6)
T, d = (d1,

d2⋯ d6)
T, α = (α1, α2,⋯, α6)

T, β = (β1, β2,⋯, β6)
T, p = (px, py, pz)

T are positions of the

optical marker relative to the robot end-effector, Θ = (θ1, θ2,⋯ θ6)
T are joint variables.

Variations in robot geometric parameters due to manufacturing tolerances or
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component limitations account for the accuracy of robot kinematics. Considering the

2nd and 3rd joint axes are nearly parallel, only β2 is necessary. The marker pose with

nominal link parameters is noted as T̂
R
M , the correct pose of the marker with kinematic

errors is given by TR
M , it can be expressed as

TR
M ¼T̂R

M þ dTR
M ¼ F Xþ ΔX;Θþ ΔΘð Þ ð10Þ

The differential translation and rotation transformation δTR can be written as
M

δTR
M ¼ dTR

M T̂R
M

� �−1 ð11Þ

Using the first-order approximation for the differential error matrix, the translation

deviations d = [dx, dy, dz]T in robot frame due to parameter errors can be written in the

following linear form [19]

d ¼ WθΔθþWαΔαþWaΔaþWdΔdþWβΔβþWpΔp ð12Þ

where Δθ, Δa, Δd, Δα, Δβ, Δp refer to the disturbances in robot parameters. After N

measurements of the corresponded marker positions, the identification equation is

constructed as

D ¼ JΔX ð13Þ

in which D ¼ dT
1 ;d

T
2 ⋯dT

N

	 
T
, di is the ith measured marker position error in robot

frame,

di ¼ pR
Mi−R

R
T dT

Mi−p
T
R

� � ð14Þ

J ¼ WT
1 WT

2 ⋯WT
N

	 
T
is the identification Jacobian matrix, each row block Wi refers

to the ith coefficient matrix of di, Wi = [Wθi,Wαi,Wai,Wdi,Wβi,Wpi]. The least-square

estimation of robot parameter deviation ΔX is calculated by the pseudo-inverse matrix

J† of J,

ΔX ¼ J†D ð15Þ

then the robot parameters can be compensated by X ¼ X̂ þ ΔX , Θ ¼ Θ̂ þ ΔΘ . The

least square method tends to change the mechanical structure of robot completely

when the estimated parameters deviate a lot from the actual ones. Only 5 rotational

joint zero-positions, 4 link lengths and 3 marker positions are chosen to calibrate for

consistency and simplicity in solving the inverse kinematic.

(iv). Simplified two-step scheme for robot-track registration

In this section, we introduce a simplified two-step registration scheme for both

robot-tracker correspondence and robot calibration. The entire registration is summa-

rized as follow.

Input: corresponded frame pairs, k = 1⋯K of the optical makers measured via optical

tracker and robot forward kinematics respectively;

Output: transformation TT
R and robot parameters (X,Θ);

Initialization: robot parameters (X0,Θ0) are initialized by the nominal settings;

Iteration: for n = 1 to nmax or the registration error Σ converges, do
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1. Compute the transformation matrix TT
R by minimizing the object function (7);

2. Update the marker positions and deviation matrix using the newer robot kinematics

F(Xn,Θn);

3. Calibrate and compensate robot parameters

Xn ¼ Xn−1 þ ΔX
Θn ¼ Θn−1 þ ΔΘ

ð16Þ

4. End the iteration when n = nmax or the decrease of the MSE below a threshold h.
Control scheme

With the image-guidance interface, the surgeon telemanipulated the robot to approach

the insertion point manually in free space, needle alignment and interventional punc-

ture are performed autonomously in accordance with the surgical planning. In this

study, the haptic device acted as the master controller, while the 5R1P robot performed

as the slave needle operator. The master and the slave were connected through a com-

munication network.

(i). Master–slave control for manually needle approaching
Since the operation space of the master is not in proportion to that of the slave, a

joint-joint velocity scaling control was applied to the master–slave system.

Operations on the master side were scaled down to the slave side directly, the

master joint velocities _Θmaster were mapped to the corresponding slave joint

velocities _Θslave by

_Θ slave ¼ Λ _Θmaster Λ ¼ diag λ1; λ2; ::: λ6ð Þ ð17Þ

where Λ is a scaling diagonal matrix, different scaling ratio was assigned to each

joint pair according to their contributions to the translation and rotation of the

end-effector. Small ratio helps reduce disturbances in manual input. The calculated

joint velocities were then sent to the Mitsubishi alternate current servo-unit, all five

joints were controlled simultaneously to approach the puncture point, the linear

motor were controlled by safe button on the joystick of master separately for needle

insertion.
(ii). Optical tracker feedback control for needle alignment
Inaccuracy of robot-tracker correspondence and robot parameters impacts the

absolute precision severely when using the internal control system of the robot

itself. But since the relative accuracy is better than the allowed tolerances the robot

can be adjusted until the absolute accuracy is good enough [20,21]. This section

presents an optical tracker feedback control method to improve the accuracy of

needle alignment for manual or robotic needle steering operations in soft tissue.
Once the needle tip approached the puncture point, autonomous needle alignment is

conducted in accordance with the surgical planning TT
EdR in tracker frame. In needle

alignment stage, the needle shaft maintains straight and without touching the tissue,

the needle tip pose measured by optical tracker is noted as TT
EdC in tracker frame and
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TR
EdC in robot frame. The robot reports nominal needle pose TR

EdN , which does not en-

sure accuracy due to disturbances in robot parameters ΔX and ΔΘ. Inaccuracies also

appear in the measured pose TR
EdC due to robot-tracker transformation error ΔTT

R . De-

viations between the measured TT
EdC and the reference TT

EdR are noted as TT
E in tracker

frame and TR
E robot frame.

TR
EdN ¼ F X̂; Θ̂

� �

TR
EdC ¼ F X̂ þ ΔX; Θ̂ þ ΔΘ

� � ¼ TT
R

� �−1
TT
EdC ð18Þ

TT
E ¼ TT

EdR TT
EdC

� �−1 ð19Þ

TR
E ¼ TT

R

� �−1
TT
E ð20Þ

TR
E ¼ TR

EdN TR
EdC

� �−1 ¼ TT
R

� �−1
TT
ET

T
R ð21Þ

TT
R ¼ T̂T

R þ ΔTT
R ð22Þ

The goal is to make TT to be close to TT as possible while robust to inaccuracy
EdC EdR

in robot-tracker calibration. X̂ , Θ̂ are estimated robot parameters, T̂
T
R is estimated the

robot-tracker transformation matrix, ΔX and ΔΘ, ΔTT
R are deviations. The goal is

achieved by commanding the robot to a new pose iteratively by error compensation.

The control scheme is shown in Figure 3. Here we outline the optical tracker feedback

control scheme as follow (Figure 4).

For k =0 to kmax, do

1. Initialize the pose of end-effector TR
C0 ¼ T̂R

T
� �−1

TT
EdR by the estimated T̂R

T ;

2. Solve the inverse kinematics of robot Θk ¼ F−1 X̂; Θ̂;TR
Ck

� �
, command the joints

move to Θk;

3. Measure the actual pose of end-effector TR
EdC ¼ T̂R

T
� �−1

TT
EdC using optical tracker,

and compute the error,

TR
E ¼ TR

EdC

� �−1
TR
EdR ¼ TT

EdC

� �−1
TT
EdR

4. Modify a new command by error compensation TR
Ckþ1 ¼ TR

CkT
Ed
E , go to step 2;

5. Stop until iteration time k = kmax or the error below threshold h.
Optical  
Tracker

T
EdRT

T
EdCT

Ed
ET R

CT
Compensator Inverse 

Kinematic

R
EdCT

D-H Deviations
( , )X

Transform Error T
RT

Robot 

Figure 4 Optical tracker feedback control for needle alignment.



Table 1 The nominal parameters of robot

Joint a(mm) α(rad) d(mm) θ(rad)

1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

2 100.00 −1.57 0.00 0.00

3 290.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

4 121.00 −1.57 310.00 0.00

5 0.00 1.57 0.00 0.00

6 0.00 −1.57 0.00 0.00

Position of maker (mm): (40.00, 0.00, 160.00)
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Results and discussion
Three experiments were conducted to validate the efficiency of robot-tracker registra-

tion method and the optical tracker feedback control for needle alignment task.
Robot-tracker calibration

The correspondence of robot-tracker as well as the robot parameters were calculated

by the simplified two-step scheme proposed in section II. Nominal link parameters

were listed in Table 1. Corresponded frame pairs TR
M;TT

M

� �
of the maker that fixed on

the end-effector were collected via optical tracker and robot nominal forward kinemat-

ics at 72 different configurations of joint settings (degree) θ1 = 20i, i = − 1, 0, 1; θ2 = − 90

+ 20j, j = 0, 1; θ3 = 20k, k = 0, 1; θ4 = 15l, l = − 1, 0, 1; θ5 = 45 + 15m,m = 0, 1. A geomet-

rical robot-tracker calibration was conducted for comparison. The end-effector moved

along semicircle paths by driving joint 1 and 2 individually, the orthogonal joint axes

were calculated by circle fitting to estimate the robot base. Robot parameter calibration

was carried out by the least square method using the corresponded pairs TR
M;TT

M

� �
. In

this method, robot- tracker registration and robot calibration were conducted in se-

quence, additional data were required. Only 5 joint zero-positions, 4 link lengths and 3

positional parameters of the marker were chosen to calibrate. The calibrated robot pa-

rameters are listed in Table 2, there wasn’t obvious difference between these methods.

A fixed robot-tracker correspondence was used in the geometric method, while iterative

searching for the optimal TT
R was employed in the simplified scheme, the rotational and

translational differences between the estimated matrices TT
R were (0.0003,0.0016,0.0008)

rad and (0.3399, -0.1184, -0.9176)mm. As shown in Figure 5, the registrated MSE errors

of marker position were plotted, the simplified method performed better than the
Table 2 Calibrated robot parameter

Joint a(mm) α(rad) d(mm) θ(rad)

1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0059

2 99.23 −1.57 0.00 −0.0179

3 291.77 0.00 0.00 0.0119

4 119.62 −1.57 310.00 0.0024

5 0.00 1.57 0.00 −0.0138

6 0.00 −1.57 −0.00 0.00

Position of maker (mm): (40.32, 0.71, 158.02)



Figure 5 Registration error by two-step method and geometric method.
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geometric method both in accuracy and speed. Residual error still remained after the

registration procedure due to the linearization of error model and the inherited posi-

tioning error of the optical tracker. Open-loop control can’t eliminate these residual

error, it is necessary to design a closed-loop scheme to compensate the influence

caused by robot parameter deviations.

Optical tracker based error compensation experiment

This experiment is to evaluate how the errors in robot-tracker correspondence and

robot parameters affect the needle alignment precision and how they are compensated

with the optical tracker feedback control. Gaussian distributed N(0, σ2) disturbances are

introduced to link lengths, joints zero-position, position of the optical marker and

robot-tracker transformation matrix TT
R , the angular disturbance in joint angles and

orientation of ΔTT
R ranges over (0 ~ 0.4) radians, while the length disturbance in robot

links, marker position and translation part of ΔTT
R varies from 0 to 100 mm. Their in-

fluence on the precision of needle alignment were analyzed both independently and

jointly. In this experiment, the robot was commanded to a fixed pose TT
EdR , the pos-

itional errors of needle tip and rotational errors of needle shaft were measured by op-

tical tracker after the open loop positioning. The translational error δp refers to the

deviation of needle tip PN to the target PR, rotational error is the difference δv between

the actual orientation vN of needle shaft and the referenced direction vR,

δp ¼ pN−pRk k

δv ¼ arccos vN ; vRð Þ≈ vN−vRk k

the approximation holds only for small directional deviations. To compensate robot

parameter disturbances, the robot was driven to the modified poses iteratively, and the

minimum error was selected in 10 iterations with position threshold 0.2. In this case,

the same target pose was used in both stages.

Figure 6(a-b) illustrate the influences of joint disturbances and rotational error of TT
R

individually, the final pose of the needle shaft goes far away from the reference dramat-

ically as the disturbance level grows, the feedback scheme can limit these errors in a

reasonable range. As shown in Figure 6(c-d), the positioning error grows linearly with

disturbances in link lengths and translation part of TT
R , the feedback control performs

stable over these variations.
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Figure 6 Positioning error of the needle shaft measured by tracker before and after
feedback compensation.
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The influence of disturbance in robot parameters was also studied jointly. Table 3

outlines nine levels of combined disturbance in robot parameters. Table 4 lists the re-

sults of the feedback control for these cases. The results indicate that even with signifi-

cant 10 centimeters error in link lengths and robot-tracker translational part, 0.45

radian in joint offsets and optical robot-tracker rotational part, 1 mm positioning accur-

acy and highly rotational precision can be easily achieved. Even though the feedback

control is capable of compensating large range disturbances, the iteration times and
Table 3 Combined disturbance levels in robot parameters

Set
name

Link length
error (mm)

Joint angle
error (rad)

Marker
position (mm)

Robot-tracker
orientation (rad)

Robot-tracker
displacement (mm)

No. 1 1.00 0.05 1.00 0.05 1.00

No. 2 3.00 0.10 3.00 0.10 3.00

No. 3 5.00 0.15 5.00 0.15 5.00

No. 4 10.00 0.20 10.00 0.20 10.00

No. 5 20.00 0.25 20.00 0.25 20.00

No. 6 30.00 0.30 30.00 0.30 30.00

No. 7 40.00 0.35 40.00 0.35 40.00

No. 8 50.00 0.40 50.00 0.40 50.00

No. 9 60.00 0.45 60.00 0.45 60.00



Table 4 Error magnitudes of optical tracker feedback control

Set name Uncorrected
translational
error (mm)

Uncorrected
rotational
error (rad)

Corrected
translational
error (mm)

Corrected
rotational error

(E-4 rad)

Iteration
times

No. 1 67.078 0.08 0.25 5.98 6

No. 2 123.18 0.15 0.10 4.60 7

No. 3 175.65 0.21 0.16 8.78 9

No. 4 223.32 0.27 0.35 6.20 10

No. 5 263.04 0.31 0.26 3.75 15

No. 6 299.30 0.35 0.26 2.06 20

No. 7 334.79 0.39 0.29 4.42 30

No. 8 357.12 0.43 0.30 5.16 39

No. 9 380.93 0.43 0.55 7.72 50
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correction step grows linearly with the disturbance level, a calibration process is neces-

sary to reduce the initial error and limits the movement magnitude.
Robot assisted needle insertion experiment

A triple-modality (CT, MR, US) abdominal phantom model 057 from Computerized

Imaging Reference Systems (CIRS) was used for the in vivo data Test. The internal

structure of the model 057 includes partial abdominal aorta, partial vena cava, spine

and two partial kidneys each with a lesion. The lesions are high contrast relative to the

background in MR and can be barely identified in US.

First, the phantom was scanned with Siemens MAGNETOM Trio Tim 3.0 T ma-

chine, meanwhile the robot was calibrated to the optical tracker frame following the

process in section 2. To avoid the accumulated US-MR registration error in robot

assisted needle insertion experiment, 7 silicon square makers were attached to the sur-

face of phantom, a rigid registration was employed to transform the MR image to op-

tical tracker frame directly by the corresponded position pairs of the silicon markers

both in MR image frame and optical tracker frame.

And then, six planned trajectories were defined, each including an entry point on the

skin and a target point within a lesion near the left kidney. All trajectories were trans-

ferred into the optical tracker frame, the robot was commanded to complete the needle
(a)                       (b) 

Silicon marker

Wire guide 

Needle tip 

(a)                       (b) 

Silicon marker

Wire guide 

Needle tip 

Figure 7 Results of robot assisted needle insertion on kidney phantom.
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alignment operation autonomously using the optical tracker feedback control. Once the

needle shaft was aligned along the planed direction outside the phantom, the linear

motor was controlled to drive the needle to the desired depth by safe button on the

joystick of master, a NiTi alloy wire guide(RFSPC-035145-0-I-AQ, Cook Urological In-

corporated) was inserted into the target lesion through the trocar to trace the insertion

trajectory afterwards(seen in Figure 7(a)). After all six insertions were finished, the

phantom was scanned with the Siemens MAGNETOM Trio Tim 3.0 T machine again

to evaluate the final insertion accuracy, the needle-target distance was measured based

on the multiplanar reconstructed images (seen in Figure 7(b)).

The position and orientation of needle shaft were also measured after needle align-

ment by the optical tracker, Table 5 lists the results of robot assisted needle insertion

experiment. The needle-target distance over the six insertion trails was 2.15 ± 0.17 mm,

difference between the six tests was relatively small, indicating a repeatable perform-

ance for the six different insertion trajectories. The total needle insertion error come

from the image-tracker registration error 1.13 ± 0.31 mm, optical tracker positioning

error 0.18 ± 0.14 mm for passive rigid markers [22], robot assisted needle alignment

error 0.24 ± 0.08 mm, needle deflection and phantom deformation.

In previous study [3], the accuracy of the volume navigation was evaluated via punc-

ture tests on a customized phantom. The mean needle-target distance was 2.7 mm for

the trials performed by an experienced radiologist, while 3.1 mm for a medical resident

without experience. With the help of the optical tracker based feedback control, precise

needle alignment could facilitate the follow-up manual needle insertion or robotic nee-

dle steering. When the positioning accuracy of tracking system increases, the absolute

positioning accuracy of needle alignment will increase. However, in needle steering

stage, the positioning information from the tracker was incorrect due to bending of

needle shaft in soft tissue. Further work will use magnetic sensor to track the precise

needle tip or intra-operation visual servoing technique, more dexterous needle steering

inside tissue will be studied.
Conclusions
This paper presents an integrated needle operation robot system for percutaneous renal

intervention. A simplified image-tracker-robot registration procedure was introduced.

Variations in robot geometric parameters and tracker-robot correspondence account

for the needle positioning accuracy of robot. An optical tracker feedback control was

proposed and validated to compensate these disturbance for needle alignment. The ac-

curacy is inherited from the optical positioning system. Experiments show that the con-

trol scheme is capable of providing accurate 3D needle alignment, and compensating

wide range of disturbance in robot parameters and tracker-robot correspondence.
Table 5 Results of robot assisted needle insertion experiment on kidney

PATHs 1 2 3 4 5 6 Mean Std. Dev.

Position error of alignment (mm) 0.14 0.29 0.14 0.30 0.23 0.32 0.24 0.08

Direction error of alignment (E-4 rad) 4.88 6.08 6.28 6.00 8.01 9.44 6.78 1.65

Position error of insertion (mm) 2.35 2.10 2.34 2.10 1.89 2.11 2.15 0.17

Operation time(s) 84 79 81 77 75 80 79.33 3.14
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Robot assisted needle insertion experiments were performed on kidney phantom, pre-

cise needle alignment could improve the precision of needle insertion. Robot-assisted

needle steering has the potential to improve the accuracy through more dexterous con-

trol of the needle-tip trajectory, further work will involve tip/base needle manipulation

for needle steering in soft tissue [23].

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
DWZ implemented the robot teleoperation framework, robot-tracker registration and error compensation algorithm.
ZCL and KC were responsible image guided framework, 3D reconstruction, MR to US registration. XPZ participated in
the robot servoing algorithm design. LW provided the experiment infrastructure and contributed to the result
discussion. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
This study was financed partially by the Projects of National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos. 60932001
and 61072031), the National 863 Program of China (Grant No. 2012AA02A604), the National 973 Program of China
(Grant No. 2010CB732606), the Next generation communication technology Major project of National S&T (Grant No.
2013ZX03005013), the Key Research Program of the Chinese Academy of Sciences (Grant No.), and the Guangdong
Innovation Research Team Funds for Low-cost Healthcare and Image-Guided Therapy.

Received: 29 December 2012 Accepted: 15 May 2013
Published: 24 May 2013

References

1. Bzostek, Schreiner S, Barnes AC, Cadeddu JA, Roberts WW, Anderson JH, Taylor RH, Kavoussi L: An automated

system for precise percutaneous access of the renal collecting system. Lecture Notes in Computer Science 1997,
1205:299–308.

2. Su LM, Stoianovici D, Jarrett TW, Patriciu A, Roberts WW, Cadeddu JA, Ramakumar S, Solomon SB, Kavoussi LR:
Robotic percutaneous access to the kidney: comparison with standard manual access. J Endourol 2002, 16(7):
471–5.

3. Lee JY, Choi BI, Chung YE, Kim MW, Kim SH, Han JK: Clinical value of CT/MR-US fusion imaging for
radiofrequency ablation of hepatic nodules. Eur J Radiol 2012, 81(9):2281–9.

4. Zhou Y, Thiruvalluvan K, Krzeminski L, Moore WH, Xu Z: Liang Z. CT-guided robotic needle biopsy of lung nodules
with respiratory motion–experimental system and preliminary test: International Journal of Medical Robotics and
Comput Assist Surgery; 2012 Jun 13. http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/rcs.1441/pdf.

5. Patriciu A, Solomon SB, Kavoussi LR, Stoianovici D: Robotic kidney and spine percutaneous procedures using a
new laser-based CT registration method. MICCAI 2001 Lecture Notes in Computer Science 2001, 2208:249–257.

6. Loser MH, Navab N: A new robotic system for visually controlled percutaneous interventions under CT
fluoroscopy. MICCAI 1999, Lecture Notes in Computer Science, Springer-Verlag 2000, 1935:887–896.

7. Hosseini MM, Hassanpour A, Farzan R, Yousefi A, Afrasiabi MA: Ultrasonography-guided percutaneous
Nephrolithotomy. J Endourol 2009, 23(4):603–60.

8. Hong J, Dohi T, Hashizume M, Konishi K, Hata N: An Ultrasound-driven needle insertion robot for percutaneous
cholecystostomy. Phys Med Biol 2004, 49(3):441–55.

9. Deng S, Jiang L, Cao Y, Liang P, Ren H, Tong L, Wang Y: A needle-holding robot for ultrasound guided
percutaneous hepatic microwave ablation and initial experiments. Intelligent Robotics and Applications Lecture
Notes in Computer Science 2008, 5315:1173–1182.

10. Kettenbach J, Kronreif G, Figl M, Fürst M, Birkfellner W, Hanel R, Bergmann H: Robot-assisted biopsy using
ultrasound guidance: initial results from in vitro tests. Eur Radiol 2005, 15(4):765–71.

11. Bachta W, Krupa A: Towards ultrasound image-based visual servoing. IEEE Int. Conf. on Robotics and Automation,
ICRA'2006 2006:4112–4117.

12. Novotny P, Howe R, Dupont P: Real-time 3D ultrasound-based servoing of a surgical instrument. IEEE Int. Conf.
on Robotics and Automation, ICRA'2006 2006:613–618.

13. Zhicheng L, Kai L, Hailun Z, Ken C, Jia G, Lei W: Augmenting intraoperative ultrasound with preoperative
magnetic resonance planning models for percutaneous renal access. Biomed Eng Online 2012:11–60.

14. Zhicheng L, Jacob C, Jia G: Ultrasound-based surgical navigation for percutaneous renal intervention: in vivo
measurements and in vitro assessment. IEEE International Conference on Image Processing (ICIP) 2011:11–14.

15. Yushkevich PA, Piven J, Hazlett HC, Smith RG, Ho S, Gee JC, Gerig G: User-guided 3D active contour
segmentation of anatomical structures: significantly improved efficiency and reliability. Neuroimage 2006,
31(3):1116–1128.

16. Besl PJ, McKay ND: A method for registration of 3-D shapes. IEEE Trans. on Patt. and Mach. Intell. 1992, 14(2):239–256.
17. Walker MW, Shao L, Volz RA: Estimation 3D location parameters using dual number quaternions. Image

Understanding 1991, 54(3):358–367.
18. Haytai SA: Robot arm geometric link parameters estimation. Proceedings of the 22nd Conference on Decision and

Control 1983:1477–1483.
19. Wu C-H: Robot accuracy analysis based on kinematics. IEEE J Robot Autom 1986, RA-2(3):171–179.
20. Sunnanbo A: Laser feedback control for robotics in aircraft assembly. Sweden: Department of Production Systems,

Linköping University; 2003.

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/rcs.1441/pdf


Zhang et al. BioMedical Engineering OnLine 2013, 12:47 Page 16 of 16
http://www.biomedical-engineering-online.com/content/12/1/47
21. Bajracharya M, Dicicco M, Backes P, Nickels K: Visual end-effector position error compensation for planetary
robotics. Journal of Field Robotics 2007, 24(5):399–420.

22. Wiles AD, Thompson DG, Frantz DD, Accuracy assessment and interpretation for optical tracking systems: Medical
imaging: visualization, image-guided procedures, and display. 2004, 5367:421–432.

23. Reed KB, Majewicz A, Kallem V, Alterovitz R, Goldberg K, Cowan NJ, Okamura AM: Robot-assisted needle
steering. IEEE Robot Autom Mag 2011, 18(4):35–46.
doi:10.1186/1475-925X-12-47
Cite this article as: Zhang et al.: An optical tracker based robot registration and servoing method for ultrasound
guided percutaneous renal access. BioMedical Engineering OnLine 2013 12:47.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Procedures of robot assisted percutaneous renal intervention
	Experiment setup
	Registration of image-robot-tracker
	Control scheme

	Results and discussion
	Robot-tracker calibration
	Optical tracker based error compensation experiment
	Robot assisted needle insertion experiment

	Conclusions
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


