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Abstract:

Objective:

Development of surgical instrument robot (MU-LapaRobot) for assisting in conventional laparoscopic surgery.

Methods:

A  robot  was  designed  based  on  instrument  movement  for  a  conventional  procedure.  The  mechanism  mimics  and  constrains  manipulation
movement through the wire-driven transmission. It is flexible for robot end-effector, which has a lightweight and small size. The usability of the
robot is passive and active robot tasks with an interconnected driving system. Three main parts of the robot are robot end-effector, transmission,
and a driving system.

Results:

On a robot platform, a parameter for setup is robot posture. The adjustment of robot position and projection of manipulation area is influenced by
the accuracy of movement. To verify movement, command and exact movements are measured. Compensation with the control system is improved
in order to improve the accuracy of the system.

Conclusion:

MU-LapaRobot  provides  surgical  instrument  manipulation  by  using  wire-driven  transmission  with  an  effective  system  and  requires  less
interference in the conventional operation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the past decade, Minimally Invasive Surgery (MIS) has
been  a  popular  surgical  technique  for  operating  in  the
abdominal cavity through small incisions. Nowadays, MIS has
become a standard procedure in laparoscopic surgery, thoracic
surgery,  and  stereotactic  surgery.  Most  of  the  cases  in
laparoscopic  surgery  are  cholecystectomy  surgery.  This
procedure utilizes several small and long stick instruments and
a laparoscope with light insert through a port on the patient's
abdominal wall that is different from the conventional surgical
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procedures. CO2 gas is filled in the abdominal cavity to create
more  working  areas  for  the  manipulation  of  surgical
instruments [1, 2]. The surgeon can view the abdominal cavity
by a monitor beside the surgical table, which displays real-time
images from a CCD camera system attached at the tip of the
laparoscope.  There  are  many  benefits  of  MIS,  such  as  small
wounds  on  the  abdominal  wall,  less  blood  loss,  short-stay
hospitals,  and  fast  recovery.  In  several  cases,  laparoscopic
surgery takes a longer period (two or more hours) that causes
fatigue to the surgeon [3 - 5]. Although there are many benefits
for the patients, it also has some limitations for surgeon, such
as  lack  of  direct  palpation  and  visibility  on  organs,  loss  of
tactile feedback from long stick instruments, motion constraint
through a small incision, and lack of eye-hand coordination [6].
In  general,  the  camera  operator  (first  assistant)  provides  the
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right  field  of  view  based  on  the  command  from the  primary
surgeon. Table 1 shows the advantages of a surgical robot over
human surgeon.

In the 1990s, ZEUS, the first robotic surgical system with
high performance, had been available in the market with three
serial-chain  manipulators  in  planar  robot  arm  configuration.
Robot  arms  with  surgical  console  performed  successfully  in
fallopian  tubes  operation.  An  endoscopic  camera  is
commanded  by  AESOP™  voice-controlled  [7].

Nowadays,  da  Vinci,  which  has  a  surgical  tool  and
combination  system  with  high  definition  imaging  and
ergonomic  design,  is  widely  used  in  many  countries  [8,  9].
High performance of dexterous instruments provides a broad
coverage of the surgical areas, including 3D vision system. In
addition,  a bulky system and cost  are considered in practical
use. The development of the compact size of the robot assistant
was introduced, such as LER robot [10]. It was developed for
holding  an  endoscope  as  a  human  assistant  in  minimally
invasive surgery. It has a full motion range of 360 degrees with
a small footprint in rotation with back-drivable motors.

However, a high performance active surgical robot that can
perform quite similar to da Vinci is the REVEN robot [ 11 ].
The same principle is a remote operation, but the structure is
small and stiff. Moreover, a MC 2 E, which is attached with a
force  sensor,  provides  force  feedback  to  a  user  while
controlling  the  robot  [  12  ].  A  joint  actuator  provides  a
spherical workspace through a fixed fulcrum point on structure
with difficulty to setup.  According to remote transmission,  a
miniature  component  is  selected,  such  as  a  small  wire  for
transmission.  A  CURES  robot  is  a  two  wire-driven  joint
transmission  with  a  grasping  instrument  with  the  actuator  in
moving parts [ 13 ]. Inertia of mass from the actuator, which
has a high torque, causes a non-smooth movement in normal
speed.  However,  a  full  teleoperation  robotic  system requires
training  with  a  new  system.  Moreover,  a  high  torque  of  the
actuator is difficult to reconfigure a robot posture to the desired
position.

Furthermore,  many  Minimally  Invasive  Robotic  Surgery
(MIRS) procedures have been developed on research such as
small size [14] robot, a surgical robot with force feedback [13],

telesurgery system, and single-port surgical robot [15, 16].

Therefore,  the  corporative  robot  is  proposed  for  a
laparoscopic  surgery  that  requires  less  interference  and
training. A robot end-end effector that is lightweight and small
footprint occupies over the patient. This study focuses on the
design  and  development  of  the  new  laparoscopic  surgical
robot, called “MU-LapaRobot,” aimed to use in teleoperation
by a surgeon for existing surgical tools and procedures.

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

The  robot  is  designed  for  cooperating  with  a  surgeon
instead of a remote commander in MIS. In terms of design, it
should  be  compact,  lightweight,  with  ease  of  use,  and  short
setup time. The main purpose of the robot is to perform as a
surgical  instrument  holder  in  any  position  of  constraint
movement  and  teleoperation  driven  by  actuators.  The
workspace  requirement  is  the  important  point;  hence  port
placement is properly angled to each other. This surgery uses
many  types  of  instruments  such  as  a  laparoscope,  grasper,
dissector,  scissors,  forceps,  and  else,  which  should  be
sterilized.  There  are  four  degrees  of  freedom  in  surgical
manipulation  [17].

The  movements  are  1  DOF  for  rotation,  2  DOF  for
translation of instrument, and 3 and 4 DOF are the combination
of  two  axes  that  generate  cone  space.  Ideally,  the  tip  of  the
instrument  should  easily  reach  the  working  area
(approximately 15 cm or a half of instrument length) sleeve of
the trocar about 10 cm within the abdominal cavity. The two
instruments  should  form  a  60˚  (from  top  to  bottom)  to  90˚
(from left-to-right) angle from the tips of instruments for the
ergonomic approach (Fig. 1). The instrument tips should be at a
working distance of 80 mm to cover the working area. From
the study [10, 11], the recommended conical range of motion is
60˚ angle in tool operations called dexterous workspace, DWS
and  a  full  range  of  tool  motion  called  extended  dexterous
workspace  (EDWS)  needed  to  move  90˚  in  left  to  the  right
direction and 60˚ in the foot to head direction. In laparoscopic
surgery,  a  procedure  starts  from  port  placement  on  the
abdominal wall through which any surgical instrument should
reach  the  target.  The  manipulation  angle  of  60  degrees  is
recommended  for  efficiency  and  performance  [18  -  20].

Table 1. Contrast of the role of Surgeon and robotics in minimally invasive surgery.

Professionals Surgeon Robot
Pros       Outstanding decision

      Exceptional hand- eye coordination

      Admirable skill

      Intelligent to assimilate and act on several sources

      Straightforwardly expert

      Exceptional symmetrical correctness

      Resistant to ionizing radiation

      Steadiness without tremble

      Distantly controlled

      Unpretentious by radiation
Console Surgeon Robot
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Professionals Surgeon Robot
Cons       Disposed to to exhaustion and carelessness

      Hand tremble bounds fine motion

      Cannot see through tissue

      Imperfect symmetrical accuracy

      Pretentious by radiation, contagion

      Incomplete hand-eye organisation

      Deprived judgment

      Cannot act in different circumstances

      Necessity of maintenance

      Costly

Fig. (1). Manipulation of Surgical Instrument.

2.1. Conceptual Design

The kinematics of mechanism design constructs by joints
that  exhibit  the  DOF.  Several  mechanisms  for  the  surgical
robot  are  satisfied  by  pivot  point  constraints.  Most  robot
manipulators have revolute joints or sliding joints [21, 22]. The
conceptual design of a new instrument-holder assists in passive
and  active  MISR.  Surgeons  can  interact  with  the  robot  in
passive mode and help to hold the instrument while operation
with less interference dexterity of movement [17, 18]. A setup
procedure starts from attaching the robot on the surgical bed.
After positioning on the fulcrum point or incision point on the
abdominal wall,  the axis of the surgical  instrument is  passed
through  the  fulcrum  point  in  any  direction  of  movement
because  a  mechanical  constraint  fixes  one  point  on  the
workspace. The robot arm section is used only in positioning
an incision point. For this stage, robotic parts are designed and
movement  of  a  parallelogram  and  spherical  mechanism  is
analyzed  and  used  for  mechanical  constraint  movement  to
create a virtual fulcrum point. These mechanisms are used to

design the surgical robot to avoid collision around the incision.
Next,  the  enhancement  of  MU-LapaRobot  is  applied  to  the
driving system. The constraint movement of the surgical robot
can be separated into three sections (Fig. 2), which are active
MU-LapaRobot, Passive Positioning Manipulator,  and Robot
base.
2.2. Active MU-LapaRobot

The end-effector of the robot arm is designed by using the
mechanism, which provides the constraint movement (Fig. 3).
The axis of movement is passed through the fulcrum point. The
end-effector with 4 DOF is made lightweight by providing the
wire-driven force transmission [17].

The constraint mechanism of the robot manipulator is safer
compared  to  an  open-chain  robot  manipulator.  The
parallelogram mechanism, which provides a virtual pivot point,
is selected in robot structure. The conceptual design (Fig. 4) of
a  developed  passive  robot  to  an  active  robot  has  three  main
parts. Robot end-effector, passive arm, and driving system are
the components of cooperative robot-assisted surgery.
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Fig. (2). MU-LapaRobot: System overview.

Fig. (3). Kinematics of robot end-effector.
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Fig. (4). The conceptual design of Active MU-LapaRobot.

2.3. Workspace Analysis

The  workspace  of  the  mechanism  can  be  calculated  by
applying rotations to the mathematical  equations,  Rx(γ),  then
Ry(β), and then Rz(α), and the rotation matrices are shown in
equation (1).

(1)

The  coordinate  frame  or  “frame”,  denoted  by  {_}  is  the
origin  of  that  frame.  The  vector  AP,  targets  coordinate  with
respect to frame A, BP, targets coordinate with respect to frame
B  and  addition  of  vector  in  {A},  frame  A,  relative  to  {B},
APBorgin origin A, the origin of frame B is with respect to frame
A. The addition of vector can be calculated by:

(2)

In order that the equation-(2) may write the mathematics
given  in  the  operator  form  by  (1),  and  define  a  4x4  matrix
operator and use 4x1 position vector, so that (1) has a structure

(3)

(4)

The 4x4 matrix  in  equation  (3)  is  called  a  homogeneous
transform.  The  construction  uses  to  cast  the  rotation  and
translation  of  general  transform  into  a  single  matrix  form.

These equations are used as a simulation of workspace to see
the range of the robot end-effector. The cone shape is assumed
as the working area in the abdomen. The red line represents the
pathway  of  the  surgical  instrument  in  the  range  of  the  robot
end-effector movement.

2.4. Tool Interchangeable

The end-effector of Active MU-LapaRobot has a system,
which allows the surgeon to change the surgical instrument by
themselves.  There  is  a  small  structure,  which  is  a  socket  for
instrument installation. The additional parts are attached to a
surgical  instrument.  There  are  three  steps  to  change  the
instrument  from  the  robot.  First,  a  small  lever  locks  the
instrument  at  the  translation  joint.  Second,  the  surgeon  just
presses  a  small  lever  to  release  the  instrument.  Finally,  the
instrument  is  pulled  out  of  the  socket  and new instrument  is
changed in the socket step by step.

2.5. Laser Guidance of Positioning Port

In robot setup, a port placement can be identified by a laser
pointer  that  provides  a  virtual  fulcrum  point  on  the  surface
(Fig. 5). Due to the virtual pivot point on the mechanism, it is
not easy to check the fulcrum point. If two dots of laser pointer
appear on the surface, it means that the robot is too close or too
far  from  the  abdominal  wall.  The  transmission  consists  of  a
driving  system  that  transmits  a  force  by  wire  to  robot  end-
effector. A Passive Positioning Manipulator works separately
from Active MU-LapaRobot. Two wires connect from one end
to another end for transmitting the rotation of joint movement
in counterclockwise and clockwise. There are 3 rotations and 1
translation on end-effector.

RXYZ(γ, β, α) = [

cαcβ cαsβsγ − sαcγ cαsβcγ − sαsγ
sαcβ sαsβsγ + cαcγ sαsβcγ − cαsγ
−sβ cβsγ cβcγ

]B
A  

P =B RB
A P +B PBorigin

A

[ PA

1
] = [

RB
A PBorigin

A

0 0 0 1
] [ PB

1
] 

P =A TB
A PB  
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Fig. (5). Laser Guidance and alignment of positioning port.

Fig. (6). Diagram of active robot.

2.6. Driving System

The driving system is a switchable function on the actuator
and mechanism. The actuator connects to the grooved pulley,
which  rolls  a  wire  by  a  clutch.  Through  the  first  function,
called freehand, a surgeon can use instruments through the port
by  robot  mechanism  without  electrical  need.  For  the  second
function, called holder, the robot not only follows instrument
manipulation  by  constraint  mechanism  but  can  be  held  in  a
certain  position  by  the  surgeon's  control,  thereby acting  as  a
third hand. All actuators are not operated in this function. The
third function, called teleoperation, is a combination of a clutch
and  actuator,  which  is  a  power  transmission  to  robot  end-
effector,  thus  operated  outside  the  working  area  [23,  24].  In
this robot platform, there are two sides to MU-LapaRobot. The
robot  is  controlled  by  a  joystick  in  4  directions.  The  driving
system can be placed in a remote area (Fig. 6). The high torque
actuators are used in the robot driving system.

The  wire-driven  system  is  used  as  the  transmission  of
movement  from  actuators,  hence  making  the  end-effector
lightweight, and requiring a low power to actuate it. Thereby
providing strength points such as high stiffness, low friction,

high strength, low weight, absence of backlash [25]. When the
clutch  is  on,  the  rotation  of  the  driving  pulley  is  locked.
Consequently, the motion of a surgical instrument is held in a
certain  position.  When  the  pulley  is  moving,  the  cable
trajectory along the pulley’s axis direction is changed. One end
of  the  wire  is  collected  when  the  driving  pulley  turns  into  a
joint of translation. The number of turns will  increase at one
side of the driving pulley when it collects wire in the groove by
robot movement. On the other hand, another side of the driving
pulley, which fixes the other end of the cable rotates the same
displacement along the alignment (Table 2). Consequently, the
wire angle is changed while the driving pulley rotates forwards
and backwards. For the driving system, the robot has 4 DOFs,
which is motorized by 4 actuators and 4 electromagnetic micro
clutch systems (Table 3).  There are 3 features which include
freehand, surgical tool holder, and teleoperation. The pulley is
connected to the one side of the clutch, which attaches to the
other side of the clutch. If the clutch gets electricity, the other
side is connected to the actuator. The two terminals of cable are
installed at the pulley by rolling cable in the groove with the
number of turns depending on the rotation angle in each joint
or length of translation of insertion. When the pulley turns in
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more,  the  angle  of  cable  (n)  will  be  changed.  If  the  angle  is
high,  it  is  possible  for  the  cable  to  jump  from  the  groove.
Therefore, the system will fail to be controlled by teleoperation
and surgical tool holder features.

Table 2. Robot Functions.

Function Clutch Actuator
Freehand => Off Off
Holder => On Off

Teleoperation => On On

2.7. Passive Positioning Manipulator and Robot base

There  are  2  passive  arms  on  the  robot  base.  An  end-
effector is attached at the end of the robot arm. The idea is a
central  locking  arm  designed  planar  which  is  able  to  move
along the planar plane combined with vertical direction on the
robot  base  using  a  wire-driven  transmission.  One  step  of
adjustment  stops  or  release  an  arm  movement.  In  this
mechanism, a release lever at the joint is adjusted manually. By
turning the release lever, the friction force increases between
pulleys  that  rolls  on  a  wire  and  linkage  surface.  There  are  3
linkages  and  3  layers  of  the  rotor  under  the  release  lever.
Friction force  will  increase  with  compression force  from the
locking process (Fig. 7) so that all rotors and link 3 have more
friction force on its contact surface. When the release lever is
turned until its tight, all moveable parts will not be able to turn
by an external force. On the other hand, all rotors freely rotate
when there is less friction force on the surface. All joints can
be rotated in 180 degrees.

The base of the Robot platform has 4 lockable wheels. The
pole of the robot platform has a rectangular base in a vertical
direction.  It  can  be  mounted  with  a  robot  arm  or  other
equipment. The back of the platform has a box for computer
units  or  store  equipment.  The  adjustment  of  a  lever  is  easy
because of  the weight  balance in a pole.  The weight  balance
can be adjusted by changing a weight bar inside a pole. This
platform helps to carry all weight and easy to move.

3. EXPERIMENT

In  the  experiment,  MU-LapaRobot  was  tested  on  its
functions by using the measuring device. The NDI PolarisVicra
Position  Sensor  Camera  is  used  to  test  a  position  of  a  robot
controlled  by  a  computer.  Polaris  is  an  optical  system  that
measures the 3D coordinate of passive markers and simulates
the real pathway of the instrument. It can distinguish the shape
of a marker by a pattern of reflector ball  on the marker.  The
workspace  of  the  robot  is  simulated  from  acquiring  a  3D
coordination  from  a  sensor  and  transfer  to  calculation.  An
experiment tested the repeatability and accuracy of the robot to
be  10  times  at  the  same  speed.  The  marker  is  attached  to  a
moving part of the robot joint. An optical camera is located in
the  range  of  camera  vision  to  detect  an  optical  marker.  The
coordinate  parameters  are  measured  from  a  moving  part.  In
order  to  record  force-torque  characteristics,  F/T  sensor  ATi
Nano25 was used for the measurement of 3 axes of forces (Fx,
Fy, Fz), 3 axes of torque (Tx, Ty, Tz); orientation. The sensor
was mounted onto a custom designed 3d printed holder with
acting as a case for the surgical instrument.

Fig. (7). Joints locking.
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Table 3. The range of joint movement.

Degree of Freedom Range (angle/ displacement, mm.)
#1 DOF 160 degree
#2 DOF 75 degree
#3 DOF 160 degree
#4 DOF 160 mm.

The  surgical  instrument  is  attached  by  a  marker  and  is
manipulated from up to down and left to right on a robot range
of  movement,  as  shown  in  Fig.  (8).  The  simulation  in  this
experiment  only  measures  Joint  1  and  Joint  2  to  see  how
surgical instrument moves along a robot workspace. One stroke
of insertion is about 15 cm, which is half of the long sleeve of a
surgical  instrument.  The  coordinates  on  the  limitation  of
movement can be calculated to find the angle in each direction
by Euclidean distance (11). The angle inside the triangle can be
calculated by trigonometry (12).

(5)

(6)

Where, D denotes the distance between two coordinates, i
denotes  the  number  of  3D  coordinates,  ã  denotes  the  angle
opposite the side of length c between lengths b and a.

The  coordination  of  marker,  with  respect  to  the  fulcrum
point of mechanism, generates a relationship of two directions
in a cone shape. The angle at each point between Polaris and
fulcrum point can be calculated. There are many data sets from
Polaris Victra while a marker is moving. The simulation from
manipulating a surgical instrument in the workspace shows the
virtual environment of movement.  Four perspective views of

movement  are  shown  in  Fig.  (9).  The  angles  from  top  to
bottom  and  left  to  the  side  are  more  than  60º.  In  this
experiment,  the  surgical  instrument  is  manipulated  in  two
directions up to down and left to right to see the action through
the incision point. The length of the insertion moves along the
z-axis.

The long transmission may cause an error of manipulation.
In  the  driving  system,  each  actuator  connects  to  the  clutch,
which connects to the groove pulley.  Once a joint  is  rotated,
the  other  joints  remain  the  same.  A  clutch  connects  to  the
actuator and groove pulley to transmit a torque by wire, which
travels  to  the  joint.  The  angle  of  rotation  in  each  joint  is
relative  to  the  travel  distance  of  the  wire.  The  relationship
between the angle of rotation and distance is in equation (8). In
this  experiment,  the  robot  is  tested  about  the  position  of  the
surgical instrument to which the marker from Polaris Victra is
attached  when  it  is  rotated  by  the  driving  system.  Next,  the
camera  is  adjusted  to  cover  the  range  of  view.  The  robot  is
controlled  by  using  a  microcontroller  to  command  the  angle
movement.

(7)

(8)

Where, A denotes angle of rotation; L denotes wire length
of rotation and m, p, j denote motor, pulley groove, and joint.

Fig. (8). MU LapaRobot experiment setup.

(8)

|𝐷𝑖| = √(𝑥𝑖 − 𝑥𝑖+1)
2 + (𝑦𝑖 − 𝑦𝑖+1)

2 + (𝑧𝑖 − 𝑧𝑖+1)
2 

𝑐 = 𝑎2 + 𝑏2 − 2𝑎𝑏𝑐𝑜𝑠(ã) 

ã 

(8)

𝐴𝑚 = 𝐴𝑝    ,    𝐿𝑝 = 𝐿𝑗 
(8)

𝐿𝑝 =
𝐴𝑝∗2𝜋𝑟𝑝

360
=

𝐴𝑗∗2𝜋𝑟𝑗

360
       ∴ 𝐴𝑝𝑟𝑝 = 𝐴𝑗𝑟𝑗 
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Fig. (9). 3D positions on a limited range.

Fig. (10). Euclidean distance error (%) of all joints.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The results of (Fig. 10) show the errors. The result of joint
1(vertical joint axis or planar joint) is rotated at 80 degrees of
joint  angle  and  shows  errors  approximately  1  millimeter  of
each axis. Joint 2 rotates the robot end-effector at an angle of
50 degrees in each test. It has long displacement on X1 but the
rest has few errors. Both joint 1 and joint 2 are a combination
of axes which generate cone workspace (Fig. 11). Joint 3 which
rotation  angle  of  the  test  is  120  degree  of  the  axis  of  the
instrument  shaft  has  a  few errors  about  a  millimeter  in  each

axis similar to joint 1. Joint 4(translation joint) has a stroke of
15  cm  length.  A  stroke  of  the  test  is  10  cm.  It  has  long
displacement on the X-axis and Y, Z also has some error. Two
dots  of  laser  pointer  at  the  end-effector  become  one  dot,
represent the center of fulcrum point. If two dots laser pointer
shows  on  the  abdominal  wall  mean  the  height  of  the  end-
effector is too high or too close. (Fig. 12). In this step, the robot
does  not  install  with  a  surgical  instrument.  The  modified
surgical  instrument  is  attached  with  a  small  adaptor  on  the
instrument shaft using a standard trocar.
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Fig. (11). MU-LapaRobot Workspace.

Fig. (12). Identification of fulcrum point (Left: Too close, Middle: center, Right: Too high).

CONCLUSION

The  design  and  development  of  cooperative  robots  are
proposed for laparoscopic surgery. There are three main parts
of  this  robot:  first  is  the  Active  MU-LapaRobot  with  end-
effector,  about  1.5  kilograms  (lightweight),  second  is  the
Passive  Positioning  Manipulator,  which  uses  wire-driven
transmission  in  structure.  The  manipulator  is  convenient  for
adjusting  a  position  on  the  planar  plane  and  positioning  the
entry point on the abdominal wall. And the third is the Robot
Base,  which is  a  mobile  platform that  can adjust  the vertical
length of the Passive Positioning Manipulator. These two parts
are  adjusted  to  position  the  entry  point.  The  adjustment  in
vertical and horizontal planes is determined before Active MU-
LapaRobot  runs.  The  Active  MU-LapaRobot,  which  has  a

mechanical constraint, works above the abdomen. The driving
system  is  the  power  source  that  transfers  it  to  the  joint
movement  by  the  wire-driven  method.  There  is  4  DOF  for
surgical tool manipulation with a semi-motorized system. The
laser  positioning  helps  to  find  the  incision  point  on  the
abdominal  wall.  As  the  surgical  tool  holder  functions,
teleoperation  and  cooperation  work  when  all  clutches  are
turned on. (Fig. 10) shows that joints 1 and 3 have a low error
in  a  millimeter  because  these  joints  need  low  torque,  while
joint 2 has some errors on one side of the movement. On joint
4, high errors happen due to the effect of Joint 2. Four joints
are  relative  in  joint  movement.  Consequently,  the  surgical
instrument  can  be  manipulated  quite  freely,  but  it  still  has  a
friction problem in the translation joint that will be solved in
the future by improving the control system.
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MIS = Minimally Invasive Surgery

MIRS = Minimally Invasive Robotic Surgery

DWS = Dexterous Workspace

EDWS = Extended Dexterous Workspace

ETHICS  APPROVAL  AND  CONSENT  TO
PARTICIPATE

Not applicable.

HUMAN AND ANIMAL RIGHTS

No  animals/humans  were  used  in  the  studies  that  is  the
basis of this research.

CONSENT FOR PUBLICATION

Not applicable.

AVAILABILITY OF DATA AND MATERIALS

The authors confirm that the data supporting the findings
of this research are available within the article.

FUNDING

This  research  is  financially  supported  by  the  National
Research  University  Funds  through  Mahidol  University  and
Government  Research  Budget  through  Mahidol  University
(Grant  No.  111-2558).  Another  fund  resource  was  the
Computer-Integrated Intelligent Medical System Project under
the  Thailand  National  Research  University  Grant  through
Mahidol  University,  Thailand.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST

The  authors  declare  no  conflict  of  interest,  financial  or
otherwise.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors  gratefully  acknowledge the research support
from  the  Center  for  Biomedical  and  Robotics  Technology,
Faculty  of  Engineering,  Mahidol  University,  Thailand.
Moreover,  Sakol  Nakdhamabhorn,  Branesh  M.  Pillai,  and
BART  LAB  Researchers  for  their  kind  support.

REFERENCES

W.J.  Lee,  C.P.  Chan,  and  B.Y.  Wang,  "Recent  advances  in[1]
laparoscopic surgery", Asian J. Endosc. Surg., vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 1-8,
2013.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ases.12001] [PMID: 23126424]
B. Yi, G. Wang, J. Li, J. Jiang, Z. Son, H. Su, and S. Zhu, "The first[2]
clinical  use  of  domestically  produced  Chinese  minimally  invasive
surgical robot system Micro Hand S", Surg. Endosc., vol. 30, no. 6, pp.
2649-2655, 2016.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00464-015-4506-1] [PMID: 26293795]
R.H.  Taylor,  and  D.  Stoianovici,  "Medical  Robotics  in  Computer-[3]
Integrated Surgery", IEEE Trans. Robot. Autom., vol. 19, no. 5, pp.
765-781, 2003.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TRA.2003.817058]
R.H. Taylor, "A Perspective on Medical Robotics", Proc. IEEE, vol.[4]
94, no. 9, pp. 1-13, 2006.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2006.880669]
J. Nagata, J. Watanabe, Y. Sawatsubashi, M. Akiyama, K. Arase, N.[5]
Minagawa, T. Torigoe, K. Hamada, Y. Nakayama, and K. Hirata, "A

novel  transperitoneal  abdominal  wall  nerve  block  for  postoperative
pain in laparoscopic colorectal surgery", Asian J. Surg., vol. 41, no. 5,
pp. 417-421, 2018.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asjsur.2017.02.006] [PMID: 28389063]
B. Pillai, "M., Wilasrusmee, C., and Suthakorn, J., ” Observer based[6]
dynamic  control  model  for  bilaterally  controlled  MU-LapaRobot:
surgical tool force limiting", Iran. J. Electr. Comput. Eng., vol. 10, no.
1, pp. 828-839, 2020.
G.H. Ballantyne, "Robotic surgery, telerobotic surgery, telepresence,[7]
and telementoring.  Review of early clinical  results",  Surg.  Endosc.,
vol. 16, no. 10, pp. 1389-1402, 2002.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00464-001-8283-7] [PMID: 12140630]
G. Gortchev, "Da Vinci S robotic surgery in the treatment of benign[8]
and  malignant  gynecologic  tumors",  Gynecol.  Surg.,  vol.  7,  pp.
153-157,  2010.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10397-009-0535-x]
L. Warner, and K.C. Sasse, Technical Details of Laparoscopic Sleeve[9]
Gastrectomy  Leading  to  Lowered  Leak  Rate:  Discussion  of  1070
Consecutive Cases, 2017.
P.  Berkelman,  E.  Boidard,  P.  Cinquin,  and  J.  Troccaz,  "LER,  “The[10]
Light Endoscope Robot", Proceedings of the 2003, Intl. Conference on
Intelligent Robots and Systems, 2003pp. 2835-2840 Las Vegs, Nevada
M.J.H.  Lum,  and  D.W.  Friedman,  "The  RAVEN:  Design  and[11]
Validation of a Telesurgery System", Int. J. Robot. Res., vol. 28, no. 9,
pp. 1183-1197, 2009.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0278364909101795]
N.  Zemiti,  G.  Morel,  T.  Ortmaierm,  and  N.  Bonnet,  "Mechatronic[12]
Design  of  a  New  Robot  for  Force  Control  in  Minimally  Invasive
Surgery", IEEE/ASME Trans. Mechatron., vol. 12, no. 2, pp. 143-153,
2007.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMECH.2007.892831]
S-K. Kim, W-H. Shin, S-Y. Ko, J. Kim, and D-S. Kwon, "Design of a[13]
Compact 5-DOF Surgical Robot of a Spherical Mechanism: CURES",
Proceedings  of  the  2008  IEEE/ASME  International  Conference  on
Advanced Intelligent Mechatronics, 2008pp. 990-995
P. Berkelman, and J. Ma, "A Compact, Modular, Teleoperated Robotic[14]
Minimally Invasive Surgery System", IEEE/RAS-EMBS International
Conference  on  Biomedical  Robotics  and  Biomechatronics,  2006pp.
1-6 Pisa, Italy
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/BIOROB.2006.1639172]
M. Piccigallo, U. Scarfogliero, C. Quaglia, G. Petroni, P. Valdastri, A.[15]
Menciassi, and P. Dario, "Design of a novel bimanual robotic system
for single-port laparoscopy", IEEE/ASME Trans. Mechatron., vol. 15,
no. 6, pp. 871-878, 2010.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMECH.2010.2078512]
M. Tonutti, D.S. Elson, G.Z. Yang, A.W. Darzi, and M.H. Sodergren,[16]
"The role of technology in minimally invasive surgery: state of the art,
recent developments and future directions", Postgrad. Med. J., vol. 93,
no. 1097, pp. 159-167, 2017.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/postgradmedj-2016-134311]  [PMID:
27879411]
C.  Direkwatana,  and  J.  Suthakorn,  "Development  of  Wire-Driven[17]
Laparoscopic  Surgical  Robotic  System,  “MU-LapaRobot",
Proceedings of the 2011 IEEE International Conference on Robotics
and Biomimetics (ROBIO 2011), 2011pp. 485-490 Phuket, Thailand
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ROBIO.2011.6181333]
G.S.  Ferzli,  and  A.  Fingerhut,  "Trocar  placement  for  laparoscopic[18]
abdominal  procedures:  a  simple standardized method",  J.  Am. Coll.
Surg., vol. 198, no. 1, pp. 163-173, 2004.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jamcollsurg.2003.08.010]  [PMID:
14698326]
J.  Rosen,  M.  Lum,  D.  Trimble,  B.  Hannaford,  and  M.  Sinanan,[19]
"Spherical  mechanism  analysis  of  a  surgical  robot  for  minimally
invasive  surgery  analytical  and  experimental  approaches",  Stud.
Health  Technol.  Inform.,  vol.  111,  pp.  422-428,  2005.
[PMID: 15718772]
M.J.H.  Lum,  "Multidisciplinary  Approach  for  Developing  a  New[20]
Minimally  Invasive  Surgical  Robotic  System",  IEEE/RAS-EMBS
International  Conference  on  Biomedical  Robotics  and
Biomechatronics,  2006  Pisa,  Italy
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/BIOROB.2006.1639195]
W.A. Rogers, M. Lotz, K. Hutchison, A. Pourmoslemi, and A. Eyers,[21]
"Identifying  surgical  innovation:  a  qualitative  study  of  surgeons’
views", Ann. Surg., vol. 259, no. 2, pp. 273-278, 2014.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/SLA.0b013e31829ccc5f]  [PMID:
23787218]
R.H.  Taylor,  A.  Menciassi,  G.  Fichtinger,  P.  Fiorini,  and  P.  Dario,[22]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ases.12001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23126424
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00464-015-4506-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26293795
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TRA.2003.817058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2006.880669
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asjsur.2017.02.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28389063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00464-001-8283-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12140630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10397-009-0535-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0278364909101795
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMECH.2007.892831
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/BIOROB.2006.1639172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMECH.2010.2078512
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/postgradmedj-2016-134311
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27879411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ROBIO.2011.6181333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jamcollsurg.2003.08.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14698326
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15718772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/BIOROB.2006.1639195
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/SLA.0b013e31829ccc5f
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23787218


54   The Open Biomedical Engineering Journal, 2020, Volume 14 Direkwatana et al.

Medical  Robotics  and  Computer-Integrated  Surgery.Springer
Handbook  of  Robotics.  Springer  Handbooks.,  Springer,  2016,  pp.
1199-1222.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-32552-1_63]
N.  Enayati,  E.  De  Momi,  and  G.  Ferrigno,  "Haptics  in  robot-[23]
assistedsurgery: Challenges and benefits", IEEE Rev. Biomed. Eng.,
vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 49-65, 2016.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/RBME.2016.2538080] [PMID: 26960228]

A.M.H.S.  Abeykoon,  and  M.B.  Pillai,  "RTOS  based  embedded[24]
controller implementation of a bilateral control system", J. Natl. Sci.
Found. Sri Lanka, vol. 42, no. 3, pp. 217-228, 2014.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.4038/jnsfsr.v42i3.7395]
B.M. Pillai, and J. Suthakorn, "Motion control applications: observer[25]
based  DC  motor  parameters  estimation  for  novices",  International
Journal  of  Power Electronics  and Drive System,  vol.  10,  no.  1,  pp.
195-201, 2019.
[http://dx.doi.org/10.11591/ijpeds.v10.i1.pp195-210]

© 2020 Direkwatana et al.

This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International Public License (CC-BY 4.0), a copy of which is
available at: https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/legalcode. This license permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the
original author and source are credited.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-32552-1_63
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/RBME.2016.2538080
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26960228
http://dx.doi.org/10.4038/jnsfsr.v42i3.7395
http://dx.doi.org/10.11591/ijpeds.v10.i1.pp195-210
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/legalcode

	MU-LapaRobot: A Corporative Surgical Robot for Laparoscopic Surgery 
	[Objective:]
	Objective:
	Methods:
	Results:
	Conclusion:

	1. INTRODUCTION
	2. MATERIALS AND METHODS
	2.1. Conceptual Design
	2.2. Active MU-LapaRobot
	2.3. Workspace Analysis
	2.4. Tool Interchangeable
	2.5. Laser Guidance of Positioning Port
	2.6. Driving System
	2.7. Passive Positioning Manipulator and Robot base
	3. EXPERIMENT

	4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	CONCLUSION
	LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS
	ETHICS APPROVAL AND CONSENT TO PARTICIPATE
	HUMAN AND ANIMAL RIGHTS
	CONSENT FOR PUBLICATION
	AVAILABILITY OF DATA AND MATERIALS
	FUNDING
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	REFERENCES




