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This work tackles practical issues which arise when us-
ing a tendon-driven robotic manipulator (TDRM) with a
long, flexible, passive proximal section in medical appli-
cations. Tendon-driven devices are preferred in medicine
for their improved outcomes via minimally invasive pro-
cedures, but TDRMs come with unique challenges such
as sterilization and reuse, simultaneous control of ten-
dons, hysteresis in the tendon-sheath mechanism, and un-
modeled effects of the proximal section shape. A separa-
ble TDRM which overcomes difficulties in actuation and
sterilization is introduced, in which the body containing
the electronics is reusable and the remainder is dispos-
able. An open-loop redundant controller which resolves
the redundancy in the kinematics is developed. Simple
linear hysteresis compensation and re-tension compensa-
tion based on the physical properties of the device are
proposed. The controller and compensation methods are
evaluated on a testbed for a straight proximal section, a
curved proximal section at various static angles, and a

∗Corresponding author: Young-Ho Kim

proximal section which dynamically changes angles; and
overall, distal tip error was reduced.

1 INTRODUCTION
Tendon-driven robotic manipulators (TDRM) have

been used for various applications, such as remote in-
spection and maintenance in aerospace, minimally inva-
sive surgery in medicine, and general search and rescue.
They are preferred in these areas for their ability to ma-
neuver in tight spaces in a compliant and safe manner. De-
vices have been developed in the medical domain for car-
diac catheterization [1, 2, 3], and bronchoscopy [4, 5, 6].
Some of these devices are “flexible-steerable” as classi-
fied by Dupont et al. [7], meaning they are comprised of a
steerable articulation section and a long, passive proximal
section between the articulation section and the actuators.
Such devices are particularly difficult to model and con-
trol accurately, and the proximal section is not included
in the state-of-the-art kinematic and dynamic models. De-
vices with sensors such as Electromagnetic (EM) sensors
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(e.g., [6]) or Fiber bragg grating (FBG) based sensors
(e.g., [5, 8, 9]) can provide a measure of shape and thereby
circumvent the unmodeled behavior of the proximal sec-
tion via closed-loop control. However, some devices, such
as heart catheters, are one-time or limited-time use, mean-
ing that it would be too costly to implement such sensors
and that the unmodeled behavior cannot be compensated
as with the aforementioned devices.

We introduce a separable TDRM for a practical set-
ting. The separable design tackles the issue of reusability
that is common among medical devices, where the part
which interacts with the anatomy is disposable and the
part containing the actuators is reusable. In addition, we
utilize a practical model and calibration method for our
proposed mechanism so that the four tendons are actu-
ated simultaneously, allowing for precise tip control and
mitigating issues with conventional devices, such as dead-
zone and hysteresis, with simple linear compensation. We
consider an open-loop controller since many available de-
vices [2, 10] are used without position-tracking sensors at
the tip due to costs and single use. We analyze the effect
of the shape of the passive proximal section for different
compensation types and offer insight on how this behav-
ior might be accounted for in open and closed-loop sys-
tems.

2 RELATED WORKS
The tendon-sheath mechanism facilitates maneuver-

ability and compliance in highly constrained anatomies
by allowing for a long, thin, flexible, proximal tail-like
structure. The TDRM is an actuation method that has
been used in many therapeutic [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16] and
real-time diagnostic (e.g., endoscope [17, 18, 19, 20, 21],
and Intracardiac echocardiography (ICE) [22, 23, 24])
manipulators. The increased compliance of tendon-driven
manipulators is not without drawbacks. Much work has
gone into accurately modeling the kinematics; accounting
for phenomena such as hysteresis, deadzone, and slack;
and overcoming the redundancy in the control input.

With respect to forward kinematics, many publica-
tions have presented a lumped-parameter approach with
the constant curvature model (CCM) [16, 23, 25, 26, 27,
28]. Reviews for modeling tendon-driven continuum ma-
nipulators have been given [29, 30], but the shape of the
passive proximal section–which can be very long for de-
vices such as catheters–is not included in these kinematic
models. Shape sensing is possible and has been reviewed
[31, 32], but the sensors necessary (e.g. FBG or EM)
would be prohibitively expensive for a disposable device
or disposable portion of a device. Model-based shape es-
timation which considers friction and external force has

been developed [33], but the model does not include a
long, passive proximal section. We take first steps to char-
acterize the effect of the proximal section on bending an-
gle error of the articulation/bending section.

Hysteresis has been addressed for TDRMs via com-
pensation methods [34, 35, 36, 37] and modeling ap-
proaches [33, 34, 38, 39]. Since the modeling approaches
involve many hyper-parameters, which themselves re-
quire a complicated identification process, Lee et al. [10]
provided a simplified hysteresis model which included
deadzone and backlash. Kim et al. [40] proposed a prac-
tical shape-adaptive hysteresis compensation based on
dead-zone detection using motor current, where compen-
sation is adjusted based on arbitrary shape change of the
proximal shaft. We implement a simple hysteresis com-
pensation which does not require hyper-parameters and a
redundant control input which removes deadzone.

Redundant control strategies for tendon-driven de-
vices have been implemented for cable driven parallel
robots [41], dexterous robot hands [42], and continuum
manipulators [43]. Fang et al. [41] handled platform and
cable dynamics, provided a redundant control input with
tension and actuator constraints to prevent slack, and
solved an optimization real-time to determine the control
input. However, due to their different application, their
tendons were free floating and thus did not have tendon-
sheath friction. Abdallah et al. [42] handled multi-joint
finger and cable dynamics with an optimization similar
to [41], but with the addition of tendon-sheath friction.
Camarillo et al. [43] gave a redundant control scheme
for quasi-static motion of a catheter with two articula-
tion sections that decoupled the inverse kinematics. Their
optimization was similar to [41, 42] except the solution
allowed for slack tendons to be present (as long as they
contribute no force). We propose a redundant control in-
put which prevents slack tendons as in [41, 42] but does
not require an optimization and which yields a physical
interpretation of the redundancy. Unlike [41, 42], the state
transition matrix (C in this paper) is not dependent on the
configuration of the manipulator, resulting in a single so-
lution to the inverse kinematics for a given desired con-
figuration. We also present simplified kinematics for an
incompressible articulation section.

3 MATERIALS & METHODS
The following subsections will cover the design of

the robot (Section 3.1), the derivation of the redundant
control scheme and determination of its parameters (Sec-
tion 3.2), and the simple hysteresis and re-tension com-
pensations (Section 3.3).
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Fig. 1: An overview of the catheter robot.

3.1 Design of Separable Tendon-Driven Robotic Ma-
nipulator

The existing manual device is shown in Fig. 1(c).
This disposable catheter is actuated by hand by a physi-
cian; each knob connects to two opposing tendons and
controls motion in one bending plane. Due to the structure
of the handle, each knob can only pull one of its tendons at
a time, depending on the direction of rotation, and a dead-
zone or area of slack can develop as the tendons stretch.
The proposed device tackles the issue of reusability by in-
troducing a separable mechanism and of deadzone by ac-
tuating all tendons. In short, the proposed device differs
in that it is actuated, all four tendons can be manipulated
independently, and it is separable to avoid disposing of
the expensive electronics.

The proposed robotic system shown in Fig. 1 consists
of two parts: the back portion or reusable portion contains
four Faulhaber linear motors (LM 1483-080-11-C) with
motor drivers mounted to a plastic core. The plastic core
contains a channel along its central axis for an ultrasound
(US) cable or for any other sensor cables, which is shown
in blue in Fig. 1(a). The front portion or disposable por-
tion includes the tendons, the passive proximal section,
and the articulation section, all of which are taken from
an existing catheter as shown in Fig. 1(c). The interface
from one tendon in the disposable portion shown in Fig. 2
to its respective linear motor is as follows: 1) the tendon

Fig. 2: Disposable portion of the robot.

(green) from the catheter is bent 90 degrees around a low-
friction roller and is wrapped around and fastened to the
small radius of the spool, 2) a separate tendon (red) is
wrapped around and fastened to the large radius of the
spool and then attached to the tendon anchor, and 3) the
tendon anchor is held in place by the fan lock until the
catheter is clipped together and the motor rod has con-
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Fig. 3: Reusable portion of the robot.

nected to the tendon anchor via magnetic force. The fan
lock is specially designed for this device and is so named
because the “blades” of the fan are used to lock the tendon
anchors in place until it is opened. The spools serve to in-
crease the pulling force of the motors with a pulley ratio
of R:r, where R is the larger radius and r is the smaller ra-
dius; and in our case the ratio is 3:1. The wave-disc spring
serves to push the front portion against a locking mecha-
nism consisting of plastic hooks in the back portion after
the system has been clamped.

The proposed design has several advantages:
1) Direct actuation of the tendons via linear motors fa-

cilitates a more transparent control input and gives a
reliable measure of tendon tension via motor current.
This prevents the need for additional tension sensors
and reduces the complexity of hysteresis phenomena
compared to [10], simplifying the control problem.

2) The reusable portion contains no tendons, meaning
that the issue of tendon wear present in many devices
is avoided. The disposable portion (Fig. 2) can be un-
clipped and reclipped indefinitely, since the fan lock
mechanism can clamp the tendons in place when the

disposable portion is not attached and since the inter-
face between the motor rods and the tendon anchors is
magnetic (it does not involve a single use fastener).

3) The clipping system has a closing mechanism simi-
lar to that of a child-proof medicine bottle: the front
portion is pushed into the body until it makes contact,
pushed slightly farther and twisted, then released. Af-
ter releasing, the front is locked, the motors move their
rods toward the front until their magnets make con-
tact with the magnets on the tendon anchors, the slid-
ers are pushed away from each other to manually open
the fan-lock, and the motors are free to pull on the ten-
dons.

3.2 Derivation of redundant control
3.2.1 Moment balance equation

We borrow nomenclature from [43] and define the
robot’s configuration for a compressible bending section
as q = [κx,κz,εa]

T , where curvature about the x-axis κx
[1/mm] corresponds to bending in the yz-plane, curva-
ture about the z-axis κz [1/mm] corresponds to bending
in the xy-plane, and axial strain εa [unitless] corresponds
to compression along the y-axis. Just as in [43], curvature
is chosen rather than bending angle for the configuration
variables in q to obtain linear kinematic and static equa-
tions. First, we write the moment balance equation for a
compressible bending section and n tendons:

 Kb 0 0
0 Kb 0
0 0 Ka

κx
κz
εa

=

 dz1 dz2 · · · dzn
−dx1 −dx2 · · ·−dxn

1 1 · · · 1




T1
T2
...

Tn

 ,
(1)

where the matrix K is a stiffness matrix containing Kb
[N·mm2], which is bending stiffness with respect to cur-
vature κ , and Ka [N], which is axial stiffness with respect
to strain εa. The matrix D results from the cross prod-
uct of the tendon locations (dxi,dzi) [mm] with the tendon
tensions Ti [N] where i ∈ 1,2, . . . ,n. A conceptual side-
view of the xy-plane and cross-section of the xz-plane are
shown in Fig. 4.

If the bending section undergoes negligible compres-
sion, we can deviate from Eq. (1) and reduce the robot’s
configuration to q= [κx,κz]

T . The corresponding moment
balance for an incompressible bending section is:

[
Kb 0
0 Kb

][
κx
κz

]
=

[
dz1 dz2 · · · dzn
−dx1 −dx2 · · ·−dxn

]
T1
T2
...

Tn

 . (2)
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Fig. 4: Conceptual side-view and cross-section. θz, κz,
and rz are the bending angle, curvature, and radius of cur-
vature about the z-axis (in the xy-plane). (dxi,dzi) are the
coordinates of tendon i relative to the central axis (y-axis)
of the robot.

We can write Eq. (1) or Eq. (2) in matrix form:

Kq = Dτ. (3)

The relation in Eq. (3) describes the static equilibrium,
where the tendon tensions must balance against each
other and the spring-like forces inherent to the bending
of the catheter.

Let dim(τ) = m and dim(q) = n. When m > n, the
system is redundant since there are more inputs m than
outputs n. This means, for a given desired configuration
qd , there are infinitely many solutions τ to Eq. (3). It is
possible to solve this redundancy by minimizing the con-
trol effort via real-time optimization, but this will not nec-
essarily solve the issue of slack tendons. We could include
the constraint τ ≥ 0 in the optimization, but we can de-
velop a control scheme which resolves the redundancy
and avoids real-time optimization. Derivation of the con-
trol scheme is handled for both the compressible and in-
compressible cases for completeness, although the results
in this work will only use the incompressible case.

3.2.2 Compressible bending section (n=3, m=4)
Suppose we have four tendons located at 90 degree

increments around the central axis of the beam. If the
bending section is compressible, then we are using Eq. (1)
and have three outputs. With one more input than output,
we have one dimension of redundancy. Thus, the family
of solutions for a given desired output can be parameter-
ized along one vector, namely the vector which spans the
nullspace of the map from the input to the output. We re-
organize Eq. (1) and define C = K−1D, which is the map

from the input τ to the output q:

q = Cτ. (4)

For a fully controllable system, rank(C) = n, and the lo-
cations of the tendons in this system render it fully con-
trollable (even if tendons can only pull, i.e., even if τ ≥ 0).
If we label the last tendon as redundant, we can partition
C into a full rank portion B, which is square, and a re-
dundant portion h, which is a column vector, as in [41]:

q = [B h]τ. (5)

Given a desired output qd , the control input τ is:

τ =

[
−B−1h

1

]
µ +

[
B−1qd

0

]
, (6)

where the desired output with a scalable parameter µ has
no affect on the output. In other words, our family of so-
lutions is parameterized by µ along the direction of the
null space vector n = [−B−1h 1]T . The variable µ does
not affect the output because n is in the null space of C:

Cn = [B h]
[
−B−1h

1

]
= 0. (7)

The problems of redundancy and preventing tendon slack
are solved with Eq. (6) and an appropriate choice of µ . An
obvious choice for µ is the one that minimizes the control
effort [44, 45] as follows:

min
µ

1
2

n

∑
i=1

T 2
i ,

s.t. Ti ≥ 0,
(8)

where the constraints on Ti (no slack) and the bottom row
of Eq. (6) imply that µ ≥ 0. The choice of control input
in Eq. (6) allows us to directly calculate µmin instead of
solving this optimization computationally. In the uncon-
strained case, the minimum is found as follows:

n

∑
i=1

Ti
∂Ti

∂ µ
= 0. (9)
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If the solution to Eq. (9) does not violate the constraints
in Eq. (8), then that minimum is sufficient. If it does vi-
olate those constraints, then we simply pick the smallest
µ which satisfies all of the constraints. To highlight, let
the rows of B−1 be denoted by βi where i ∈ 1,2,3 such
that B−1 = [β1 β2 β3]

T . Then we can write the constraints
from Eq. (8) for tension in each tendon:

Ti =−βihµ +βiqd ≥ 0 for i ∈ 1,2,3 ,

µ ≥ 0,
(10)

where we can see that every term in the equations except
for µ is determined by the structure of the robot (βi and
h) and the desired configuration (qd). The strength of this
controller is that, as long as the structure of the robot in C
does not vary explicitly with configuration or time, we can
choose a constant value for µ and achieve a control input
for any desired state qd without real-time optimization.

We elaborate on the previous statement and note the
limitations of the analysis so far. In our case, the choice
of redundant tendon and thus the redundant column of C
was arbitrary; we could choose any tendon and get the
same result. This is because the locations of the tendons
relative to the central axis do not depend on the system
configuration, which means B is independent from the in-
put. In other robots [41], it is possible for B to become ill-
conditioned with changing configuration, in which case
an algorithm is required to ensure an appropriate tendon
is chosen. The final step is to derive the kinematics, but
first the case for an incompressible articulation section–
which is more relevant in this work–must be derived.

3.2.3 Incompressible bending section (n=2, m=4)
In this case, the compression of the bending section is

negligible compared to the magnitude of bending. There-
fore, we can use Eq. (2) and will have two outputs. This
results in two dimensions of redundancy and a family of
solutions which can be parameterized by two scalars, µ1
and µ2, along the directions of two vectors, n1 and n2,
which span the null space of C. We arbitrarily label the
last two tendons as redundant and partition C into a full
rank portion B, which is square, and two redundant por-
tions h1 and h2, which are both column vectors. For a
given desired output qd , the control input τ as follows:

τ =

−B−1h1
1
0

µ1 +

−B−1h2
0
1

µ2 +

B−1qd
0
0

 , (11)

where µ1 and µ2 are the desired output with two scal-
able parameters. As before, adjusting µ1 or µ2 has no

affect on the output since n1 = [−B−1h1 1 0]T and
n2 = [−B−1h2 0 1]T lie in the null space of C:

Cn1 = [B h1 h2]

−B−1h1
1
0

= 0,

Cn2 = [B h1 h2]

−B−1h2
0
1

= 0.

(12)

If the tendons are located equidistant from each other
about the central axis, the assumption of incompressibil-
ity decouples the bending caused by one pair of tendons
(1 and 3) from the bending caused by the other pair of
tendons (2 and 4). In other words, n1 = [1 0 1 0]T and
n2 = [0 1 0 1]T , which means µ1 and µ2 do not appear in
the same tension equation. Thus, the minimum µ1 and µ2
can be determined independently, in a procedure similar
to the compressible case via Eq. (8) and Eq. (9). If we de-
note the rows of B by βi such that B = [β1 β2]

T , we can
write as follows:

Ti =−βihµi +βiqd ≥ 0 for i ∈ 1,2 ,

µ1 ≥ 0,
µ2 ≥ 0,

(13)

where µ1 and µ2 are the only unknowns and can be cho-
sen independently. Again we see that we need only pick
µ1 and µ2 to obtain feasible tensions without real-time
optimization. For a minimum allowable tension of 0 (i.e.,
no slack condition), µ1 = µ2 = 0, but the constraint τ ≥ 0
is generally not strict enough to ensure that no slack oc-
curs. Therefore, small constants should be found experi-
mentally for µ1 and µ2 to ensure a low pre-tension which
prevents slack tendons. Why this is referred to as ”pre-
tension” will be addressed in the discussion. With µ1 and
µ2 discussed, we move on to the kinematics and summa-
rize the procedure for determining the control input.

3.2.4 Kinematics
The preceding discussion yielded the force input

(tendon tensions) for the system. However, it is often pre-
ferred to command actuator positions (tendon displace-
ments). To convert the input from forces τ to positions y,
we consider the conservation of strain equation [43]:

y = DT L0q+LtK−1
t τ, (14)

where L0, Lt , and Kt are diagonal matrices containing the
undeformed bending section length L0, the unstretched
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Fig. 5: Planar spring model for two tendons: L0, Ka, and
Kb are the length, axial stiffness, and bending stiffness of
the articulation section; lt,i, kt,i, di, and yi are the unde-
formed length, stiffness, distance from the central axis,
and displacement of tendon i.

tendon lengths lt,i, and the length-normalized tendon stiff-
nesses kt,i, respectively. For instance, tendon 1 would
have unstretched length lt,1 located in row 1 and column 1
of Lt . The moment balance in Eq. (3) along with Eq. (14)
define a planar spring model in which the moments and
forces exerted by the tendons balance against the inherent
bending and axial stiffness of the articulation section. An
example for a two-tendon planar spring model is given in
Fig. 5. Using Eq. (3) we can finally obtain a direct relation
between y and τ:

y = (DT L0K−1D+LtK−1
t )τ. (15)

If the actuators pulled the tendons directly, Eq. (15)
would be sufficient. Since our system uses pulleys to in-
crease the effective pulling force of the actuators, we have
additional steps. The force felt by the motors τm is given
by:

τm = R−1
τ, (16)

where R is a diagonal matrix containing the pulley ratio.
Then, the displacement of the motors ym, which de-

pends on the displacement of the catheter tendons y and
the deflection of the additional tendons due to the motor
force τm, is as follows:

ym = Ry+LmK−1
t τm, (17)

where Lm is a diagonal matrix containing the undeformed
lengths of the additional tendons lm,i, which are shown in
red in Fig. 2. Substituting Eq. (15) into Eq. (17) yields:

ym = R(DT L0K−1D+LtK−1
t )τ +LmK−1

t τm, (18)

and replacing τ with τm using Eq. (16), we can rewrite
Eq. (17) in terms of the displacement of the actuators ym
and forces felt by the actuators τm:

ym = (R2(DT L0K−1D+LtK−1
t )+LmK−1

t )τm. (19)

Now that we have Eq. (19), the process of determining the
control input can be summarized.

3.2.5 Redundant control summary
The scalars µ1 and µ2 are found experimentally and

are chosen such that tendons remain in tension. Since
these values can effect parameter estimates, it is best to
leave them constant once they are chosen. Given µ1 and
µ2, the tendon tensions in τ which correspond to the
desired configuration qd are computed using Eq. (6) or
Eq. (11), depending on whether the manipulator is com-
pressible. The tensions in τ are converted into tendon dis-
placements in y using Eq. (15). This method gives a sin-
gle vector y for any desired configuration qd , resolving
the redundancy while preventing slack tendons. The re-
dundant control input is considered the baseline input for
the remainder of this work.

Prior works have included τ ≥ 0 as a constraint in an
optimization which solves for minimum τ in cable-driven
platform [41] and dexterous hand applications [42]. Ca-
marillo et al. [43] developed an algorithm which opti-
mizes τ while allowing slack tendons (as long as they
contribute no force) for a continuum manipulator. We dif-
fer from these works in that we leverage the structure
of the constant curvature kinematics to get an analytical
solution and avoid real-time optimization altogether. We
also differ from [43] since our method does not permit
slack tendons. With the baseline control input established,
we move on to the compensation methods.

3.3 Practical Compensation methods
3.3.1 Preliminaries: Time-shift and DC Offset

Before introducing the compensation methods, we
must mention the two phenomena which they will com-
pensate. Hysteresis is defined as the phenomenon in
which the value of a physical property lags behind
changes in the effect causing it. In the presence of un-
modeled hysteresis, an output will tend to lag an input

7
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Fig. 6: Phenomena in need of compensation.

in an open-loop system each time the direction of the in-
put changes, due to friction induced backlash from the
hysteresis. For a periodic input, this lag manifests as an
obvious phase lag or time-shift as idealized in Fig. 6a.
We hypothesize that hysteresis compensation can reduce
this phenomena and thereby reduce error. Bending of the
passive proximal section will naturally occur during op-
eration of such flexible-steerable devices, for instance in
traversing blood vessels to reach the heart in catheter ap-
plications, and this behavior is typically unmodeled. We
found that introducing an angle in the proximal section
in one direction causes the articulation section to bend
in the other direction, as visible when comparing Fig. 8a
with 8b. We guess that this is caused by the increased
stretching and thus increased tension in the outer ten-
don(s) and decreased tension in the inner tendon(s). This
change in tensions causes an offset of the unbent configu-
ration of the articulation section, which results in an offset
of the output. For a sinusoidal input in the same plane as
the proximal section deformation, the offset in the output
would manifest as a DC offset of the sinusoid as shown in

Fig. 7: Hysteresis curve with width w.

Fig. 6b.
We further predict that these two sources of error are,

for the most part, independent. For a sinusoidal input xin
with amplitude A and frequency ω , we would expect the
output xout to be shifted in time due to hysteresis by some
amount ts and offset due to the passive proximal section
angle by some amount As, as follows:

xin = Asin(ωt),

xout = Asin(ω(t− ts))+As.
(20)

3.3.2 Simple hysteresis compensation for time-shift
The design of the robot and the control scheme result

in a hysteresis curve, shown in Fig. 7, which is very lin-
ear and has approximately no deadzone. The simplicity
of this hysteresis curve allows us to implement a simpli-
fied hysteresis compensation on top of the control scheme
which does not rely on extra sensors or tuning a large
number of parameters; however, those methods are com-
patible with the control scheme and could still be imple-
mented in future works.

The simple hysteresis compensation consists of a
constant value added to the desired input depending on
the direction of motion. This constant value is based on
the width w of the hysteresis curve, also shown in Fig. 7,
which can be determined from the input-output map of a
continuum manipulator and is device dependent. The in-
put and output are given as angles in degrees since bend-
ing angle is easier to conceptualize than curvature, and
the compensation equation is also given as an angle:

θd,h = θd +
w
2
. (21)

This desired angle with hysteresis compensation θd,h
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is converted into a desired curvature using the usual equa-
tion for constant curvature in the incompressible case:

κd,h =
θd,h

L0
. (22)

This additional compensation involves an adjustment
of the input configuration in order to achieve the configu-
ration which is truly desired, and thus it completely com-
patible with the previously described control scheme.

3.3.3 Re-tension compensation for DC offset
The re-tension compensation aims to remove error

introduced by the passive proximal section angle, which
manifests as a DC offset for a sinusoidal input. This angle
can come about naturally in medical applications, such as
in the tortuous path of a catheter from the incision point to
the heart. In the baseline case, the robot is initialized, and
the passive proximal section angle is introduced with no
movement of the actuators. That is, the motors are pow-
ered and holding their positions under the assumption that
the proximal section is straight. This is not unreasonable,
as current kinematic and dynamic representations of con-
tinuum robots with bending sections make the assumption
that the passive proximal section is straight. In the case
with re-tension compensation, the robot is given approx-
imately 3-5 seconds to re-tension the tendons to the de-
sired pre-tension (0.25 N) after the passive proximal sec-
tion angle has been introduced but before data for the si-
nusoidal input is collected. Motor current is filtered using
a 3rd order Butterworth filter to remove high frequency
noise, and this filtered motor current is used along with
the force constant from the manufacturer to get a measure
of motor force and thus of tendon tension. It is anticipated
that re-tensioning the tendons will remove some of the er-
ror from the passive proximal section angle.

4 EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS
4.1 Equipment and setup

The experimental setup is shown in Fig. 8. The pro-
totype was laid on a table, and the proximal section was
lightly clamped just proximal to the bending section using
a vise. A protractor was used to measure the angles for the
catheter body, and tape was used to mark the locations on
the table. Special care was taken to keep the curve of the
proximal section tangent to the axis of the catheter body
and of the vise at all angles. Bending angle was measured
using an EM sensor (3D Guidance trakSTAR 2) for vali-
dation purposes only, meaning that the EM measurement

(a) Straight passive proximal section

(b) passive proximal section bent to 45◦ angle

Fig. 8: Experimental setup: testbed of robot has outer
cover removed; device is clipped a few centimeters proxi-
mal to the articulation section; and black tape marks prox-
imal section angles.

was not used in the control loop and that the control was
performed entirely using the kinematics.

4.2 Parameter identification
Since compression of our articulation section is neg-

ligible, we use the equations and associated parameters
for an incompressible device. All parameters in the equa-
tions must be determined empirically. L0, Lt , Lm, R, and
Kt can be measured directly. µ1 and µ2 are determined
heuristically; they are chosen as the smallest constants
which result in no slack tendons–as measured from motor
current–for a few test inputs. K and D can be approx-
imated by the following parameter identification proce-
dure:

1. Make initial guess for parameters.
2. Input motor position trajectories which should

achieve desired bending angle as calculated from in-
verse kinematics and redundant control input.

3. Update parameter guesses based on difference be-
tween desired and measured bending angle.

4. Repeat steps 2 and 3 until parameter values converge.
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This procedure is also rather heuristic, but it achieved
consistent values for K and D with a bisection search.
Parameter values are listed in Table 1. The tendon loca-

Table 1: Kinematic Parameters

Parameter Value Resolution Units

d1 (0.492, -0.0868) 0.00625 mm

d2 (0.0868, 0.492) 0.00625 mm

d3 (-0.492, 0.0868) 0.00625 mm

d4 (-0.0868, -0.492) 0.00625 mm

Kb 360.0 3.125 N·mm2

kt 1080 5.0 N

L0 60 0.5 mm

lm,1 20 0.5 mm

lm,2 25 0.5 mm

lm,3 20 0.5 mm

lm,4 30 0.5 mm

lt,1 775 0.5 mm

lt,2 785 0.5 mm

lt,3 775 0.5 mm

lt,4 785 0.5 mm

R 3.0 0.1 unitless

µ1 0.25 N/A unitless

µ2 0.25 N/A unitless

tions di, as seen in Fig. 4, are given as coordinates (x,z).
For simplicity, the tendon locations were assumed to be at
90◦ increments around the central axis, but this assump-
tion is not necessary to complete the parameter identifi-
cation. For values which were not measured (i.e., Kb and
di), resolution refers to the smallest step of the bisection
used to identify the value.

4.3 Experiments
The robot was tested under three scenarios of valida-

tion which are listed here in brief and explained in detail
in the subsections to follow.

1. Straight Condition – sinusoidal input; no passive
proximal section angle; baseline and hysteresis com-
pensation

2. Curved Condition – sinusoidal input; passive prox-
imal section angles; baseline, re-tension, hysteresis,
and re-tension + hysteresis (both) compensation

3. Dynamic Condition – re-tension compensation is
tested while changing passive proximal section angle

4.3.1 First Scenario: Straight Condition

The first scenario tests the robot and the redundant
controller under the default condition of a straight passive
proximal section. The proposed controller was validated
with three trials on a test bed by following a desired sinu-
soidal input for bending angle in one dimension. For each
trial, the robot followed two cycles of the sinusoid, and
the ground truth output angle was measured with an EM
sensor, which was only used to evaluate performance. Tip
position and bending angle errors were described as mean
absolute error (MAE) and standard deviation (StD). Per-
formance was evaluated without and with simple hystere-
sis compensation. The simple hysteresis compensation in-
volved adjusting the input angle by a constant ± 10 de-
grees depending on the direction of motion as described
in Eq. (21). The backlash width or width of the hystere-
sis curve (20◦) was obtained based on the unique physical
properties of the catheter [10].

4.3.2 Second Scenario: Curved Condition

We hypothesized that the shape of the passive prox-
imal section affects the accuracy of the kinematics by al-
tering the tensions in the tendons and that any increase
in error would be caused by these changes tension. We
implemented two types of compensation–one targeted at
hysteresis and the other targeted at pre-tension errors
caused by the passive proximal section angle–and hypoth-
esized that these are two separate sources of error that
would both require compensation. Data were collected
using a test-bed of the prototype under various conditions
for two periods of a sinusoidal input with an amplitude of
45◦ and a frequency of 0.1 Hz. Note that the input refers
to bending angle, which is then converted to curvature for
use in the kinematics. For baseline and re-tension com-
pensation, trials were gathered for six passive proximal
section angles (15, 30, 45, 60, 75, and 90 degrees) and
two bending planes (xy and yz). For hysteresis compensa-
tion and re-tension + hysteresis compensation, trials were
gathered for three passive proximal section angles (30, 60,
and 90 degrees) and two bending planes (xy and yz). Two
bending planes are tested to confirm that error introduced
by the passive proximal section angle is independent of
the input plane.
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Table 2: Bending angle error

Angle Compensation Error ± StDev % Reduction

0◦ baseline 6.11◦ ± 4.03◦ N/A

hysteresis 3.26◦ ± 2.90◦ 46.6

4.3.3 Third Scenario: Dynamic Condition
In the previous cases, the re-tension compensation

involved giving the robot a few seconds to recover the
desired minimum tensions, which was followed by a de-
sired input trajectory; in this case, the controller attempts
to maintain the desired minimum tensions for all 30 sec-
onds of each trial, and there is no trajectory input (only the
re-tension compensation). The robot is moved manually
for approximately 20 seconds to change the passive prox-
imal section angle from 0 to 60 degrees and then allowed
to settle for an additional 10 seconds. Data were collected
for three trials, both without and with re-tension compen-
sation. It was expected that a large mismatch between the
measured angle and the desired angle of 0 degrees would
develop without re-tension compensation.

4.4 Results
4.4.1 First Scenario: Straight Condition Results

Fig. 9 shows bending angle without and with the sim-
ple hysteresis compensation. The control of all tendons
simultaneously allowed the removal of tendon slack and
thereby deadzone present in conventional catheters. The
overall performance evaluation is described in Table 2.
The tip pose error (MAE) is reported as 6.1◦. With hys-
teresis compensation, the position and orientation errors
are improved 31% and 47%, respectively. Bending angle
error is reduced by including the simple hysteresis com-
pensation. We also see from Fig. 9c and 9d that hysteresis
is reduced noticeably even with simple compensation.

4.4.2 Second Scenario: Curved Condition Results
Until otherwise stated, the following plots and tables

for the second scenario involve an input in the xy-plane.
For the xy-plane input, bending occurs in the same plane
as the passive proximal section angle, since the passive
proximal section angle is created by moving the body to
the right. Error bars denote the standard deviation over
the three trials at that data point. Fig. 10 shows bending
angle error for the six proximal section angles and four
compensation types in the xy-plane and yz-plane, respec-
tively. From Fig. 10a it is clear that bending angle error in
the xy-plane increases with increasing proximal section
angle for all compensation types; however, both compen-

Fig. 9: One result for yz-plane bending: (a) Time vs out-
put angle without compensation (b) Time vs output angle
with hysteresis compensation (c)(d) The input angle vs
the output angle without/with hysteresis compensation.

sations with re-tension were less susceptible to this error
increase. Error in the yz-plane is unaffected because the
passive proximal section is bent in the xy-plane. The er-
ror values (RMSE), standard deviations, and percent re-
duction in error relative to the baseline case are given in
Table 3, and the averages for the proximal section angles
with all compensation types are in Table 4.

To give a closer look at how error increases with
proximal section angle, bending angle for 30, 60, and
90 degrees is shown in Fig. 11, where shaded regions de-
note the standard deviation of the trajectory. Going from
Fig. 11a to 11b and from Fig. 11b to 11c, the source of
the increasing error becomes more obvious: increases in
passive proximal section angle caused an increase in the
offset or bias error of the catheter tip. This phenomenon
was visible in the bending section during experimenta-
tion, and can be seen when comparing the tip in Fig. 8a to
the tip in Fig. 8b. Also of note, the quality of the output
angle degrades as the offset increases; this can be seen
by examining the baseline or hysteresis compensated an-
gle as the offset gets large and may be due to increased
friction in the tendon sheath mechanism.

To better show how the re-tension and hysteresis
compensation reduce error from different sources, we ex-
amine the DC offset and the time delay of the bending
angle in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13, respectively. Time delay was
computed by filtering the output (low pass, cutoff 2 Hz)
and finding the cross-correlation between each output and
the input. DC offset is the distance of the mean of each fil-
tered output from zero.
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Table 3: xy-plane bending angle error (xy-plane input)

Angle Compensation Error ± StDev % Reduction

15◦ baseline 8.52◦ ± 3.62◦ N/A

re-tension 8.66◦ ± 2.43◦ -1.62

hysteresis – –

both – –

30◦ baseline 13.54◦ ± 3.52◦ N/A

re-tension 9.26◦ ± 2.64◦ 31.64

hysteresis 8.17◦ ± 1.23◦ 39.66

both 4.66◦ ± 1.65◦ 65.55

45◦ baseline 16.98◦ ± 2.90◦ N/A

re-tension 9.12◦ ± 1.79◦ 46.28

hysteresis – –

both – –

60◦ baseline 19.37◦ ± 3.38◦ N/A

re-tension 11.50◦ ± 4.14◦ 40.62

hysteresis 24.76◦ ± 1.43◦ -27.86

both 11.17◦ ± 4.25◦ 42.31

75◦ baseline 27.53◦ ± 5.98◦ N/A

re-tension 12.39◦ ± 4.45◦ 55.00

hysteresis – –

both – –

90◦ baseline 32.79◦ ± 6.17◦ N/A

re-tension 15.68◦ ± 5.18◦ 52.19

hysteresis 32.45◦ ± 1.91◦ 1.03

both 16.66◦ ± 1.54◦ 49.19

Table 4: Average xy-plane bending angle error, average
standard deviation, and average % error reduction for the
30◦, 60◦, and 90◦ trials (xy-plane input).

Compensation Error ± StDev % Reduction

baseline 21.90◦ ± 4.36◦ N/A

re-tension 12.15◦ ± 3.99◦ 41.48

hysteresis 21.79◦ ± 2.48◦ 4.28

both 10.83◦ ± 1.54◦ 52.35
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(a) xy-plane bending angle error
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(b) yz-plane bending angle error

Fig. 10: Bending angle error for different compensation
types and proximal section angles (xy-plane input).

The increasing DC offset for increasing proximal
section angle in Fig. 13 reflects the increasing error seen
in Fig. 10a. It also mirrors Fig. 10a in that the re-tension
and re-tension + hysteresis compensation trials are less af-
fected by the offset, just as these compensations both had
lower error for increasing proximal section angle. This
suggests that this offset caused by the passive proximal
section angle is the primary source of error. From Fig. 13,
it is clear that the simple hysteresis compensation reduces
the time delay from hysteresis by half. However, Fig. 10a
shows that the reduction in hysteresis does not reduce the
error substantially for increasing proximal section angle,
relative to the error reduction from the re-tension com-
pensation. This furthers the idea that the DC offset is the
larger source of error, especially at higher proximal sec-
tion angles, and that the effect of the proximal section
angle on the bending section should not be ignored.

The remaining figures for scenario two involve an in-
put in the yz-plane. For the yz-plane input, bending oc-
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(a) xy-plane angle at 30◦ proximal section angle
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(b) xy-plane angle at 60◦ proximal section angle
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(c) xy-plane angle at 90◦ proximal section angle

Fig. 11: Bending angle for different compensation types
at three proximal section angles (xy-plane input).

curs perpendicular to the plane in which the passive prox-
imal section is bent. Fig. 14 shows that the error in the
xy-plane still increases with proximal section angle, even
though the input is in the yz-plane. The trials with re-
tension compensation still exhibit less error for increas-
ing proximal section angle as well. Trials including hys-
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Fig. 12: Bending angle offset for different compensation
types and proximal section angles (xy-plane input).
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Fig. 13: Bending angle time delay for different compen-
sation types and proximal section angles (xy-plane input).

teresis compensation were only collected at the extremes,
namely 30 and 90 degrees.

We again see the trend on increasing error in the xy-
plane reflected in the DC offset of the output in the xy-
plane in Fig. 15, although it is less pronounced than in
the xy-input case. The trials with re-tension compensa-
tion have lower offset at 90 degrees compared to those
without, but it is difficult to say for certain whether the
overall trend from the xy-input case is preserved with the
lower offset numbers and missing 60 degree hysteresis
data. Fig. 16 shows that the hysteresis compensation re-
duced the time delay by half as expected from the xy-
input case.

4.4.3 Third Scenario: Dynamic Condition Results
The effect of introducing the passive proximal sec-

tion angle in a dynamic scenario is shown in Fig. 17. The
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(a) xy-plane bending angle error
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(b) yz-plane bending angle error

Fig. 14: Bending angle error for different compensation
types and proximal section angles (yz-plane input).
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Fig. 15: Bending angle offset for different compensation
types and proximal section angles (yz-plane input).
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Fig. 16: Bending angle time delay for different compen-
sation types and proximal section angles (yz-plane input).
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(a) baseline (no re-tension compensation)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

time [s]

-40

-30

-20

-10

0

10

20

an
gl

e 
[d

eg
]

x

z

x,EM

z,EM

(b) re-tension compensation

Fig. 17: Dynamic tests with re-tension compensation:
dashed lines are angles according to the kinematics, and
solid lines are measured by the EM sensor.
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Table 5: Configuration error after introduction of proxi-
mal section angle

Angle Compensation Error ± StDev % Reduction

θx,EM baseline -1.69◦ ± 0.12◦ N/A

re-tension -0.47◦ ± 0.82◦ 72.29

θz,EM baseline 20.94◦ ± 1.09◦ N/A

re-tension -2.27◦ ± 0.89◦ 89.14

bending angle in the xy-plane according to the kinemat-
ics and the EM sensor is denoted by θz and θz,EM respec-
tively; and the bending angle in the yz-plane according to
the kinematics and the EM sensor is denoted by θx and
θx,EM , respectively. If the passive proximal section angle
had no effect on the kinematics, we would expect to see
θx,EM and θz,EM both remain close to 0 for the duration of
the trial in Fig. 17a. However, in Fig. 17a we instead see
the consequence of increasing the passive proximal sec-
tion angle from 0 to 60 degrees in the xy-plane without
compensation is that the measured angle θz,EM accumu-
lates over 20 degrees of offset from 0. This agrees closely
with the mean error for the baseline trial in the static case
in Fig. 10a, further supporting that most of the error in the
static case comes from this offset error. We also see that
this behavior is not captured well by the kinematics, since
θx and θz only deviate by a few degrees.

If the control gains are increased, the trajectory will
be held closer to 0, but the oscillations will increase. Ta-
ble 5 gives the measured error in the configuration–in this
case deviation from the starting configuration (0,0) by the
end of the trial–along with the reduction in error due to
the re-tension compensation.

5 DISCUSSION
The design of the robot allowed for the implementa-

tion of the redundant controller and additional compensa-
tion methods. The current actuators are not strong enough
to exceed the breaking force of the magnets, but if more
powerful actuators were used, this could become an issue.
A good addition to the design to overcome this would be a
rail structure which contains the tendon anchors without
obstructing the tendons, allowing the motors to reestab-
lish contact with the tendon anchors after a disconnect.

Although the robot is separable, the control input,
compensation methods, and results are applicable to most
tendon-driven manipulators with a passive proximal sec-
tion; and it is unlikely that the separable nature of the de-
vice introduced any appreciable error. On a similar note,

the robot in this work experienced negligible compres-
sion, and thus only the equations for an incompressible
bending section were used. That said, the controller does
not depend on the assumption of incompressibility, and
the relevant equations which were presented can be used
for a compressible robot. The parameter identification
made the practical assumption that the tendons are located
at 90 degree increments in order to keep the process sim-
ple enough for a small number of sensors. This simplifi-
cation is not necessary to use the presented kinematics–
the D matrix does not naturally assume 90 degree angles–
and relaxing this assumption could yield higher tip posi-
tion accuracy. However, in order to relax this assumption,
more sensor information would likely be required during
the parameter identification.

A redundant control scheme was used with the con-
stant curvature assumption to resolve and take advantage
of this redundancy, in which the control effort is mini-
mized while respecting feasibility constraints (such as re-
quiring a minimum tension for all tendons) as in [41] but
with two key differences. The first difference is that the
minimum is easily found analytically since µ is the only
unknown, and so there is no need to optimize in real-time.
The second difference is that the axial positions of the ten-
dons do not change appreciably during actuation, mean-
ing that we will not encounter a singular configuration
and will not need to reconstruct B as in [41].

During the procedure for determining µ1 and µ2 in
the methods section, we referred to these values as “pre-
tension”. This is because mathematical redundancy in real
systems often points to a physical phenomenon, in this
case the magnitude of pre-tension or co-contraction of op-
posing tendons. If we assume the four tendons are at 90
degree increments and incompressibility, the redundancy
represents the co-contraction or simultaneous pulling of
opposing tendons, such as tendons 1 and 3, just as oppos-
ing tendons are pulled in muscle contractions. Further-
more, the magnitude of this co-contraction is determined
by µ1 and µ2. In theory, µ1 and µ2 could be any positive
value without affecting the configuration of the manipula-
tor. In practice, large values of µ1 or µ2 could cause com-
pression of the “incompressible” bending section, buck-
ling of the passive proximal section, and changes in the
stiffness estimates. Thus, it is best to use small values of
µ1 and µ2 as a method for preventing slack tendons in that
any µ1 or µ2 value above zero effectively enforces a pre-
tension in the corresponding tendons equal to the magni-
tude of µ1 or µ2. We also suggested keeping the scalable
redundant parameters µ1 and µ2 constant to avoid affect-
ing other parameter estimates such as bending stiffness.
There is room for future experimentation in which these
parameters are intentionally varied in order to obtain vari-
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able stiffness behavior, akin to impedance control.
The deflection of the passive proximal section to the

right caused an offset of the bending section to the left,
irrespective of the plane of the input. This offset was the
primary source of bending angle error and increased with
increasing passive proximal section deflection. Simple
hysteresis compensation alone did not substantially re-
duce bending angle error, although it did reduce the phase
lag of the output. Re-tension compensation reduced DC
offset and bending angle error, both alone and with hys-
teresis compensation. Compensation methods were kept
simple so that the sources of error were not obscured and
so that they can be implemented in the absence of a tip
sensor; however, there is room for future work involv-
ing more complex re-tension or hysteresis compensations,
perhaps relying on additional sensors.

The trials with re-tension compensation had reduced
error at all angles relative to trials without. By adjusting
the tendon tensions to their minimum values, the com-
pensation can be seen as getting much closer to a neutral,
unstretched state which the proximal section is assumed
to have by kinematic models in the state of the art. How-
ever, even for trials with re-tension compensation, error
still increases for increasing proximal section angle. This
is likely because, even with the tendon tensions adjusted,
the proximal section is still deformed, deforming the ten-
don sheaths and the outer casing of the proximal section
and articulation section. These deformations are not fully
compensated by the re-tension compensation and should
be investigated in future works.

The amount of time the re-tension compensation was
given to reach the desired tension was arbitrary. Since the
re-tension occurs before the trial in the second scenario,
the time spent re-tensioning does not affect the controller
during the trial. This compensation is useful for any appli-
cation where the proximal shape will remain unchanged
for a long period of time, such as after insertion of a heart
catheter. For the dynamic case in the third scenario, the re-
tension occurs while the proximal section shape is chang-
ing. This type of compensation would be useful for ap-
plications where the shape is changing over time, such as
during insertion of a catheter.

The trials with hysteresis compensation tended to
have lower error than those without for the lower prox-
imal section angles, and the same or slightly higher er-
ror for the higher angles. That hysteresis compensation is
less helpful at higher angles is unsurprising, as we would
expect errors from the proximal section angle to be the
dominant source of error at higher angles. It is a little sur-
prising that hysteresis compensation would cause a slight
increase in error at some of the higher angles, and this
would suggest that the two sources of error, proximal sec-

tion angle and hysteresis, are not entirely decoupled. That
said, the data presented regarding DC offset and time-
shift and the fact the error increase is small both suggest
that the phenomena are mostly independent.

The amount of hysteresis compensation was based
on the width of the hysteresis curve. This curve was rela-
tively constant for different input amplitudes, but there is
room for future work in augmenting this simple hystere-
sis compensation by varying the magnitude slightly based
on the input amplitude or some other factor.

The passive proximal section angle affects the accu-
racy of the kinematics, and the magnitude of this effect
should not be ignored. How it is included depends on
whether a sensor is present at the tip of the continuum
manipulator. With a tip sensor for closed-loop control, the
deviation between the desired output and the measured
output can be used to update the kinematics or dynamics
to account for the proximal section angle, whether it up-
dates the system parameters directly or simply adds an ad-
ditional term to the equations. Without a tip sensor there
is no way to update the kinematics or dynamics real-time
without first measuring the behavior for different passive
proximal section angles off-line, and so they should be
adjusted off-line based on the behavior of the system at
different expected configurations.

A strength of this study is that a one-dimensional an-
gle in the passive proximal section causes a clear one-
dimensional change in the bending section, but this is also
its limitation. The effect of multiple bends in different di-
rections, such as two bends in an S-shaped curve, of the
passive proximal section should be investigated in future
work, though the relationship between the passive proxi-
mal section shape and the bending section may not be as
simple to characterize.

6 CONCLUSION
We introduced a separable tendon-driven robot ma-

nipulator which addresses practical issues in actuation
and sterilization. The separable design allows for reuse of
all electromechanical components and does not use ten-
dons in the reusable portion, avoiding mechanical wear.
The interface between the actuators and the tendons is
very transparent and all tendons are actuated, allowing for
mitigation of backlash and deadzone. The fan-lock and
magnetic interface allow for un-clipping and re-clipping.

We presented a control scheme which utilizes the
simplicity of constant curvature to yield a single solution
to the inverse kinematics without the need for real-time
optimization. The control scheme can be used without a
tip sensor and does not require high fidelity knowledge
of system parameters a priori, which is frequently lacking
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for mass-produced medical devices.
The control scheme was validated along with addi-

tional re-tension compensation for proximal section an-
gle and hysteresis compensation. On average, error was
reduced by 41.48% for re-tension, 4.28% for hysteresis,
and 52.35% for re-tension + hysteresis compensation rel-
ative to the baseline case. The re-tension compensation
was tested for dynamic changes in the proximal section.
The error in the final configuration of the tip was reduced
by 89.14% relative to the baseline case

7 DISCLAIMER
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