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ThinTact: Thin Vision-Based Tactile Sensor by
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Abstract—Vision-based tactile sensors have drawn increasing
interest in the robotics community. However, traditional lens-
based designs impose minimum thickness constraints on these
sensors, limiting their applicability in space-restricted settings.
In this paper, we propose ThinTact, a novel lensless vision-
based tactile sensor with a sensing field of over 200 mm2 and
a thickness of less than 10 mm. ThinTact utilizes the mask-
based lensless imaging technique to map the contact infor-
mation to CMOS signals. To ensure real-time tactile sensing,
we propose a real-time lensless reconstruction algorithm that
leverages a frequency-spatial-domain joint filter based on discrete
cosine transform (DCT). This algorithm achieves computation
significantly faster than existing optimization-based methods.
Additionally, to improve the sensing quality, we develop a mask
optimization method based on the generic algorithm and the
corresponding system matrix calibration algorithm. We evaluate
the performance of our proposed lensless reconstruction and
tactile sensing through qualitative and quantitative experiments.
Furthermore, we demonstrate ThinTact’s practical applicability
in diverse applications, including texture recognition and contact-
rich object manipulation.

Index Terms—Tactile sensing, lensless imaging, mask optimiza-
tion, real-time reconstruction

I. INTRODUCTION

TACTILE sensing plays a crucial role in robot manipu-
lation by providing necessary contact information [1],

[2], [3], [4]. Vision-based tactile sensors transform the con-
tact properties into images and have the advantages of high
spatial resolution, low fabrication cost, and compatibility with
learning-based computer vision techniques [5], [6]. Utilizing
vision-based tactile sensors, successful examples of robot
manipulation are emerging [1], [2], [7], [8].

However, in most unstructured environments where tactile
sensing is necessary, objects or devices are typically designed
for human use. As a result, they are well suited to the
dimensions of human fingertips, which generally range from
15 to 20 mm in diameter. This poses significant challenges
for vision-based tactile sensors because most of them use lens
systems for image capturing, whose thickness is constrained by
the minimum focusing distance [9], [10], [11]. This constraint
significantly limits the potential applications of tactile sensors,
such as parallel gripper grasping in cluttered scenarios, manip-
ulating daily objects and integration with multi-finger hands.
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Fig. 1. In this work, we propose ThinTact, a thin vision-based tactile sensor
with a thickness of less than 10 mm. To overcome the thickness constraint
of the lens system, we utilize the amplitude-mask-based lensless imaging
technique to translate the contact information into CMOS signals. We first
reconstruct a clear image from the CMOS signal, and then compute the contact
geometry and marker displacements. The high sensitivity and thin profile of
ThinTact enables many applications, including texture recognition, delicate
object grasping and object manipulation.

In this work, we aim to overcome the thickness constraint
by eliminating the dependence of lens system. We propose
ThinTact, a novel vision-based tactile sensor with a thickness
of 9.6 mm, which utilizes the amplitude-mask-based lensless
imaging technique to map the contact information to CMOS
signals. Fig. 1 shows the sensor and its capabilities. Due to
our use of the lensless imaging technique, the CMOS signal
does not present a clear RGB image. For utilization, we
first reconstruct the RGB image from the CMOS signal and
then compute the contact geometry and marker displacements.
Our sensor has high sensitivity, enabling it to reconstruct
the detailed geometries of different textures and detect small
contact forces during object grasping. Its thin profile also
enables contact-rich object manipulation in confined spaces.

Incorporating lensless imaging into tactile sensors presents
unique challenges. Firstly, lensless imaging requires a com-
putational algorithm to reconstruct a clear image of the
scene. The need for computational efficiency in closed-loop
and reactive control of robot manipulation makes existing
optimization-based approaches inapplicable. To address this,
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we propose a real-time lensless reconstruction algorithm.
This algorithm employs a frequency-spatial-domain joint filter
based on the Discrete Cosine Transform (DCT) to separate
components in captured measurement images and reconstructs
the scene using an analytical solution. The entire computation
time is less than 2 ms, significantly faster than optimization-
based methods [12]. Secondly, constructing a thin tactile
sensor with a large sensing field necessitates that the distance
between the scene and the CMOS image sensor is smaller
than the CMOS size, which is rare in most lensless appli-
cations. This makes traditional Maximum-Length-Sequence-
based (MLS-based) masks [13] unsuitable for the proposed
sensor. To overcome this, we propose a mask optimization
method based on fast lensless imaging simulation and the
genetic algorithm (GA). The optimized mask yields recon-
structed images with improved uniformity and quality com-
pared to those based on MLS. Additionally, we propose a
corresponding calibration algorithm for the optimized mask.
Lastly, we employ the Real2Sim method [14] on ThinTact to
improve ThinTact’s surface deformation measurement accu-
racy.

To validate the effectiveness of ThinTact, we first charac-
terize the resolution of ThinTact’s tactile image. Secondly,
we evaluate the surface deformation measurement accuracy
quantitatively. Lastly, we demonstrate the practicability of
ThinTact in many applications, including texture recognition,
grasping of delicate objects and contact-rich object manipula-
tion in confined spaces.

In summary, the contributions of this work are as follows:
1) We propose a novel lensless vision-based tactile sensor

design, which overcomes the thickness constraint im-
posed by the lens system and achieves 9.6 mm thickness.

2) We propose a real-time lensless reconstruction algo-
rithm, which is significantly faster than optimization-
based counterparts.

3) We propose a mask optimization which improves the
reconstruction quality. Correspondingly, we design a cal-
ibration algorithm to compute system matrices of the
optimized mask.

4) We conduct qualitative and quantitative experiments to
validate the effectiveness of our proposed method and
demonstrate the usefulness of our tactile sensor in various
robot tasks.

The remainder of this article is structured as follows. Section
II reviews the relevant literature on tactile sensors and lensless
imaging. Section III describes the design of the proposed
tactile sensor and the methodology for image reconstruction
and tactile sensing. Section IV presents the detailed fabrication
process of the sensor. Section V evaluates the performance of
the lensless imaging subsystem, and Section VI demonstrates
the capabilities of the tactile sensor. Section VII examines
the proposed tactile sensor’s practicability in various robot
applications. Finally, Section VIII concludes this work.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Vision-Based Tactile Sensing
Tactile sensing has been increasingly applied in robot ma-

nipulation, especially for contact-rich scenarios [15]. Accord-

ing to Wang et al.’s review [16], tactile sensors’ principle can
be categorized into the following modes: resistive, capacitive,
piezoelectric, frictional, and optical mechanisms. Vision-based
tactile sensors, a type of sensor that operates on optical
mechanisms, have recently attracted significant attention. Their
advantages lie in their superior spatial resolution, robustness
against electromagnetic interference, cost-effectiveness, and
the ability to capture rich contact information including si-
multaneous measurement of normal and tangential forces [5],
[6]. The GelSight sensor represents a notable example of
vision-based tactile sensors [17], [9], [18], [19]. It captures
high-resolution color images of the deformed elastomer sur-
face which is illuminated from various angles. These images
provide rich information of the contact surface, including
3D geometries and deformation. Aside from GelSight, there
are other vision-based tactile sensors which can also provide
rich contact information [20], [10], [21], [22]. However, the
common limitation of these vision-based tactile sensors is their
large thickness and volume, which restricts the application in
cluttered scenes and integration with dexterous grippers.

B. Compact Tactile Sensor Design

To address the aforementioned issue, compact tactile sensors
have been developed. A common approach involves the use
of mirrors to fold the optical path, as seen in systems like
GelSlim [23] and GelSight Wedge [24]. However, despite that
the camera is relocated, constraints in sensor integration persist
due to the considerable scene-to-CMOS distance. Several stud-
ies have comprehensively designed robotic fingers or grippers
with tactile sensing [25], [26], [27], [28], [29]. These designs
allocate substantial space for optical transmission. Conse-
quently, altering their form factor for integration into other
robotic components poses a significant challenge. Other works
have developed sensors based on small-sized cameras [30]
or wide-angle cameras [19] and achieve impressive results.
However, the resulting thickness still exceeds that of human
fingers. In summary, none of these sensors have a thickness of
less than 20 mm, making it challenging to achieve human-level
dexterity.

Recently, several vision-based tactile sensors have adopted
multi-lens imaging systems instead of the traditional single-
lens models [31], [32], [33], [34], [35]. Despite the flexibility
offered by multi-lens systems, most of them still possess a
bulky size. Therefore, our focus is on the work of Chen et
al. [35], who proposed a tactile sensor with only 5 mm thick-
ness. The sensor utilizes microfabricated micro-lens arrays
(MLA) for imaging. However, each micro-lens still adheres
to the constraints of object distance, image distance, and
magnification ratio, leading to overlapping sub-image areas
and a low utilization rate of the image sensor. Additionally,
the process of fabricating the MLA and preventing crosstalk
introduces higher manufacturing costs.

In this work, we propose a novel, compact, vision-based
tactile sensor that utilizes lensless imaging principles. This
approach eliminates the constraints in traditional imaging
systems and results in a sensor with a thickness of less than
10 mm and a sensing field of over 200 mm2. By employing
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a simple binary mask composed of a glass substrate and a
thin chrome film, our sensor offers ease of manufacturing and
cost-effectiveness.

C. Lensless Imaging

In a lensless camera, an optical encoder replaces the tra-
ditional lens to encode scene information into sensor mea-
surements. The scene is later recovered using appropriate
algorithms. We refer to [36] for a comprehensive review
of lensless imaging. In the context of tactile sensing, the
appealing advantages of lensless imaging include reduced
camera size and large field of view (FOV), because lensless
imaging breaks the constraint between working distance and
FOV in traditional lens-based imaging.

Designing a lensless imaging system is a systematic task,
as the imaging conditions, the choice and design of the optical
encoder, the reconstruction algorithm, are closely coupled. To
make lensless imaging applicable in tactile sensing, several
issues must be addressed. Firstly, the computational burden
should be minimized to ensure real-time measurement. Sec-
ondly, to design a tactile sensor with a large sensing area and
low thickness, the scene-to-CMOS distance is smaller than
the CMOS size, which is uncommon in traditional lensless
imaging applications.

With these considerations in mind, we delve into the field
of lensless imaging. One method to reduce the computational
burden is to use a convolutional imaging model, such as
DiffuserCam [37] and PhlatCam [38]. This method requires
the point spread function (PSF) to be spatially invariant across
the entire scene. However, this assumption does not hold
when the scene-to-CMOS distance is smaller than the CMOS
size. Although [39] proposed a model to account for this
situation, it cannot be solved efficiently in real time. Another
method to realize real-time reconstruction is to use a separable
amplitude mask, known as FlatCam [13]. Adams et al. have
extended FlatCam to close-up imaging situations [12], but the
corresponding imaging model cannot be solved analytically
and efficiently. In this work, we adopt the separable amplitude
mask and propose a novel filter to decompose the sensor
measurements and obtain the coding component, enabling
efficient real-time scene reconstruction. It is noteworthy that
recent studies have suggested the application of deep neural
networks for lensless image reconstruction [40], [41], [42],
[43]. However, in the context of compact tactile sensors,
it is difficult to gather scene-measurement-paired datasets
for training. Furthermore, these learning-based methods often
encounter hallucination artifacts that lack high-fidelity [41].
Therefore, in this work, we have designed the proposed filter
based on mathematical and physical properties. This approach
not only ensures its generalizability but also guarantees a lower
computational burden compared to deep neural networks.

III. METHODOLOGY

To address the inherent thickness limitations of lens-based
imaging systems in existing vision-based tactile sensors, we
present a novel tactile sensor called ThinTact. Our proposed
approach leverages lensless imaging techniques to capture

and map contact information into CMOS signals. In the
left part of Fig. 2, we illustrate the design of our tactile
sensor. It consists of a transparent elastomer covered by a
reflective membrane, a separable amplitude mask, a CMOS
sensor and LEDs of different colors. Light emitted from the
LEDs is reflected on the membrane, constructing a colored
2D “scene” X ∈ RN×M×3. Subsequently, the light transports
through the mask and reaches the CMOS, forming a measured
RGB image Y ∈ RR×S×3. In lensless imaging, the R, G
and B channels can be handled separately, therefore in next
discussions we neglect the channel dimension for simplicity,
i.e., X ∈ RN×M , Y ∈ RR×S .

Fig. 2 illustrates the workflow of ThinTact. When an ob-
ject comes into contact with the sensor, the sensing surface
deforms, which leads to the change of the scene X and the
measurement Y . We first describe the lensless imaging model
that transforms X into Y in Sec. III-A. In order to reconstruct
X from Y efficiently in real time, we propose a novel
non-iterative reconstruction algorithm (Sec. III-B), which is
approximately 1000 times faster than the optimization-based
reconstruction algorithm [12]. However, we observed that
our proposed algorithm’s reconstruction quality deteriorates
for typical separable masks [13], when the distance between
the scene and the CMOS is small. As our sensor operates
under such conditions, we address this issue by presenting a
mask pattern optimization algorithm (Sec. III-C). The calibra-
tion process of the lensless system matrices is presented in
Sec. III-D. Once the scene X is reconstructed, the surface
deformation can be computed by photometric stereo and
marker tracking (Sec. III-E).

A. Lensless Imaging Model

In this work, we choose to use a 2D separable amplitude
mask as the coded aperture, which has the advantage of
better computational efficiency and lower fabrication cost. The
binary mask pattern M ∈ {0, 1}K×K is constructed by:

M =
1 · 1⊤ +φ1φ

⊤
2

2
(1)

where φ1,φ2 are two vectors, each entry of which is either
-1 or +1. In this work, we assume φ1 = φ2 = φ. An example
of the separable mask is shown in Fig. 2.

Due to the limited thickness of our proposed tactile sensor,
the distance between the scene and the CMOS sensor is
small. Consider a point light source present in the scene (Fig.
3(a)). The light source casts a portion of the mask pattern
onto the CMOS (Fig. 3(b)), which is referred to as the Point
Spread Function (PSF). The PSF can be decomposed into two
components: The first component (Fig. 3(c)) corresponds to the
term 1 · 1⊤/2 in the mask. This component approximates the
response of the CMOS when it is exposed to an “open” mask,
i.e., a mask without any apertures. The second component
(Fig. 3(d)) corresponds to the term φφ⊤/2 in the mask.
This component represents the coding effect of the mask and
captures the features introduced by the mask pattern.
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Fig. 2. Workflow of ThinTact. On the left of this figure is the schematic of ThinTact. It utilizes a separable amplitude mask for imaging. To address the
challenging problems associated with integrating lensless imaging into tactile sensing, we have developed a non-iterative real-time reconstruction algorithm,
a mask optimization method, and a corresponding calibration algorithm. The reconstructed images allow us to determine contact geometry and marker
displacements, which helps robot manipulation.

Because the measurement Y is a superposition of the PSFs
of all the points in the scene X , the imaging model can be
expressed as

Y = PoXQ⊤
o + PcXQ⊤

c (2)

where Po ∈ RR×N , Qo ∈ RS×M , Pc ∈ RR×N and Qc ∈
RS×M are the system matrices, and the subscripts “o” and “c”
denote “open” and “coding”, respectively. We present some
typical system matrices in Fig. 3(e) and Fig. 3(f). This model
is known as the Texas Two-Step (T2S) model [12].

Given the imaging model, the scene X can be reconstructed
by solving the following optimization problem:

X̂ = argminX∥PoXQ⊤
o + PcXQ⊤

c − Y ∥2F + τ∥X∥2F (3)

where τ is the regularization coefficient. Unfortunately, there
are no computationally feasible analytical solutions at present.
Instead, it can be solved using iterative methods, such as
Nesterov gradient method [44] as introduced in [12], whose
time consumption typically ranges from a fraction of a second
to a few seconds on GPU, which makes it inapplicable in
tactile sensing. To address this issue, in the next subsection,
we propose a non-iterative reconstruction algorithm to greatly
decrease the computational time and enable real-time image
reconstruction.

B. Non-Iterative Real-Time Lensless Image Reconstruction

In this section, we propose a non-iterative real-time recon-
struction algorithm. It first utilizes a frequency-spatial-domain
joint filter to remove the PoXQ⊤

o term. The remaining term is
then solved analytically. Fig. 4 shows the proposed algorithm.

1) Frequency-spatial-domain joint filter: In contrast to the
T2S model, the imaging model Y = PcXQ⊤

c in [13] can be
solved analytically. However, the reduced model is only ap-
plicable to situations with large scene-to-CMOS distances and
cannot be used for scene reconstruction in our tactile sensor.
The key of the proposed method is a filter F which obtains
the low-frequency component PoXQ⊤

o from the measurement
Y so that the coding component PcXQ⊤

c can be obtained by
subtraction:

Point light source

Separable mask

Image sensor

z

d

(a) (b)

0.001

0.003

0.005

(c)

－0.006

－0.002

0.002

0.006

(d)

0.01

0.03

0.05

0.07

(e)

0.025

0.075

－0.025

－0.075

(f)

Fig. 3. In the proposed tactile sensor, the scene is close to the CMOS.
(a) Close-up imaging situation. In this case, the scene-to-CMOS distance is
smaller than the sensor size so that the PSF only covers a small area. (b) The
resulting PSF. In the T2S model, the PSF can be decomposed into two terms:
(c) the open component and (d) the coding component. (e) System matrix Po.
(f) System matrix Pc.

Yo = F(Y ) (4)
Yc = Y − Yo = Y −F(Y ) (5)

where Yo denotes PoXQ⊤
o and Yc denotes PcXQ⊤

c . From
the mapping F’s effect we know that it is linear, and therefore
we should design a linear filter to ensure generalizability.
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Fig. 4. The pipeline of the proposed non-iterative reconstruction algorithm.

To design F , we look into its physical characteristics. As
previously discussed in Sec. III-A, the term Yo approximates
the response in the absence of a mask, while the term Yc
reflects the modulation introduced by the mask. Consequently,
Yo primarily contains low-frequency components. On the other
hand, although Yc mainly contains high-frequency compo-
nents, it also includes low-frequency components. These can
intermingle with Yo, with the mixture ratio varying spatially
and determined by the mask. Therefore, the design of the
filter should take into account both the frequency and spatial
domains.

Based on the above discussion, we design the following two
basic units to form a frequency-spatial-domain joint filter. The
frequency-domain filter unit is:

Ff (Y ) = DCT−1[Φf ⊙ DCT(Y )] (6)

The spatial-domain filter unit is:

Fs(Y ) = Φs ⊙ Y (7)

where Φf ∈ RR×S is the parameter matrix of the frequency-
domain filter, DCT(•) and DCT−1(•) stand for Discrete
Cosine Transform (DCT) and its inverse transform, ⊙ is
element-wise product; Φs ∈ RR×S is the parameter matrix
of the spatial-domain filter. DCT is widely adopted in image
and video compression, and is known for its excellent energy
compaction [45]. We also empirically find that DCT performs
better than Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) in this case.

By cascading them together, we obtain the proposed
frequency-spatial-domain joint linear filter:

F(Y ) = Fs(Ff (Y )) = Φs ⊙ DCT−1[Φf ⊙ DCT(Y )] (8)

Theoretically, when the arrangement of a separable-mask-
based lensless imaging system is determined, the four system
matrices Po, Qo, Pc and Qc are also determined corre-
spondingly and can be obtained through calibration, thereby
determining the filter parameters Φf and Φs. However, in
practice, it is difficult to obtain the filter parameters through
the system matrices analytically. Therefore, this paper uses
the system matrices and multiple scene images to generate a
virtual dataset, and performs gradient descent training on the
proposed filter to obtain optimal Φf and Φs.

2) The closed-form solution of the scene: Using the pre-
viously introduced filter, we obtain the coding component
Yc = PcXQ⊤

c = Y − F(Y ). Then, the reconstruction of
the scene can be calculated using a closed-form solution [13].
Here we briefly provide the solution. For detailed derivation,
please refer to [13].

Reconstruction of the scene is formulated as the following
optimization problem:

X̂ = argminX∥PcXQ⊤
c − Yc∥2F + τ∥X∥2F (9)

which can be solved by differentiating it and letting the
gradient be zero:

P⊤
c PcXQ⊤

c Qc + τX = P⊤
c YcQc (10)

To solve (10), first calculate the Singular Value Decomposition
(SVD) of Pc, Qc: Pc = UPΣPV

⊤
P , Qc = UQΣQV

⊤
Q , and

use σP and σQ to denote the vectors formed by the diagonal
elements of Σ2

P and Σ2
Q. The final solution can be written as

X̂ = VP [(ΣPU
⊤
P YcUQΣQ).

/
(σPσ

⊤
Q + τ11⊤)]V ⊤

Q (11)

where .
/

is element-wise division of matrices. Note that
only Yc is obtained from Y from the image sensor in real
time, while all other matrices can be calculated in advance.
Therefore, fast reconstruction is possible using this closed-
form solution.

C. Mask Pattern Optimization

In existing separable-mask-based lensless imaging systems,
masks are typically designed based on vectors with specific
mathematical properties, such as MLS [13]. The advantage
of MLS is that, the transfer matrix of the mask it forms
will have large and slowly-decaying singular values, which is
beneficial for image reconstruction. However, when the scene
is close to the CMOS sensor, the system matrices begin to
exhibit difference properties because the PSF only covers a
small area. This change can result in reconstructed scenes
suffering from nonuniform intensity or low Signal-to-Noise
Ratio (SNR). To this end, we propose to generate the optimal
mask pattern for such scenario using the genetic algorithm.
Since the time consumption of the genetic algorithm largely
depends on the time of each generation, we develop a method
that directly generates corresponding system matrices from
the vector, which significantly accelerates the optimization
process.

1) Mask optimization using genetic algorithm: Given the
assumption of mask symmetry in our work, the objective of
mask optimization is to search for the optimal vector φ. Since
each element of the vector φ ∈ {−1, 1}K is binary, we choose
the genetic algorithm [46] to solve the mask optimization
problem. Here we present some critical design choices:
Definition of genes. The vector φ naturally becomes the gene.
During optimization, the length of φ is fixed to be K and each
of its element can be 1 or -1.
The crossover operator. When performing crossover, we ran-
domly select two corresponding loci on two gene sequences,
and then exchange the gene fragments between the two loci.
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The mutation operator. When performing mutation, we
randomly select s loci on the gene sequence, and then invert
them. The value of s is determined based on the length of the
gene.
The fitness function. We use the quality of the simulated re-
constructed image as the fitness function. For a certain ground
truth scene image XGT, because our proposed reconstruction
algorithm does not rely on the low-frequency component
PoXGTQ

⊤
o , its simulated measurement image Yc,sim under the

mask corresponding to the gene φ can be calculated as:

Yc,sim(φ,XGT) = Pc(φ)XGTQc(φ)
⊤ +Σ (12)

where Pc(φ) and Qc(φ) are the system matrices generated
from the gene φ and Σ is the pixel-wise noise. The method
for directly generating the system matrices will be described in
the following subsection. The next step is to use (11) to recon-
struct the scene from Yc,sim(φ,XGT) and obtain the simulated
reconstructed image X̂sim(φ,XGT). Because a regularization
coefficient is introduced when calculating the reconstructed
image, the noise resistance of the system matrix can be judged
by the quality of the reconstructed image. Two commonly
used indicators in image quantitative evaluation indicators -
Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR) and Structural Similarity
Index Measure (SSIM) - are used to evaluate the quality of
the reconstructed image,

fSSIM(φ,XGT) =
1

1− SSIM(X̂sim(φ,XGT),XGT)
(13)

fPSNR(φ,XGT) = PSNR(X̂sim(φ,XGT),XGT) (14)

In order to avoid the nonuniform intensity phenomenon in the
reconstructed image, an additional gradient-based evaluation
indicator is added for the reconstruction of a pure white image
Xwhite = 1N×M :

fGRAD(φ,Xwhite) =2MN
/
{∥Gu(X̂sim(φ,Xwhite))∥1+

∥Gv(X̂sim(φ,Xwhite))∥1}
(15)

where Gu(•) and Gv(•) represent the gradient matrix in
both directions. The selection of specific parameters will be
introduced in the experiment section.

2) Direct generation of system matrices: [41] introduced a
method to generate randomized system matrices for network
training, as shown in Fig. 5(a). However, it cannot accom-
modate the imaging scenarios in our tactile sensor, and the
values in the generated system matrix are randomized and thus
cannot be used for simulation. In this work, we first extend the
method to accommodate close-up imaging situations. Second,
we ensure that the values in the generated system matrices
are physically reasonable, enabling us to directly simulate the
reconstructed scenes.

Without loss of generalizability, we take Pc as an example
to explain the properties of the system matrices in separable-
mask-based lensless imaging. As shown in Fig. 5(b), a vector
to form the separable mask and the corresponding system
matrix are shown. An important characteristic of the system
matrix is the gradual fading of the striped area at its boundary,
rather than covering the entire matrix. This unique aspect
distinguishes the close-up imaging scenario. The fading effect

(a)

Center line of the striped area

Direction of the stripes

Sequence System matrix

kc

kstripe

lmask

dstripe

(b)

Fig. 5. Analysis of system matrices. (a) Randomized system matrix generated
in [41]. In this work, we generate system matrices that are suitable for close-
up imaging scenarios. (b) Analysis of the system matrix. The vector on the
left is used to form the mask and the corresponding system matrix is on the
right. They are assumed to be aligned at their centers. The matrix has several
key parameters: the slope kc of the center line of the striped area (the purple
dashed line), the slope kstripe of the direction of the stripes (the red solid line),
the width of the striped area dstripe, and the effective length lmask in the vector
(marked by the yellow dashed lines).

is attributed to the limited response of each CMOS pixel when
the light source is close to the CMOS. To approximate this
fading effect in practice, we employ a sigmoid function. The
width of the striped area, denoted as dstripe, is experimentally
determined to align with the actual system matrix. For other
important parameters, as shown in Fig. 5(b), let kc denote the
slope of the center line of the stripe area, kstripe denote the
slope of the direction of stripes and lmask denote the effective
physical length of the mask, corresponding to the center line
in the system matrix. These values can be calculated as:

kc =
δscene

δsensor
(16)

kstripe = −
dδscene

zδsensor
(17)

lmask = Nδsensor (18)

where δsensor is the pixel spacing of the image sensor, δscene
is the pixel size of the reconstructed scene, d is the mask-
to-CMOS distance, z is the scene-to-mask distance, N is the
height of the measurement image for Pc. After obtaining the
above relations, we can use affine transformation to generate
system matrices based on the vectors that form the mask
pattern.

D. Calibration of Lensless System Matrices

The objective of calibration is to obtain the system matrices
Po, Qo, Pc and Qc. In [12], since the MLS vector satisfies
1⊤φ = 0, the corresponding columns of Po and Pc are or-
thogonal. Thus, an SVD-based calibration method is adopted.

In our case, because our mask is optimized through the
genetic algorithm and does not have such constraint, the
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calibration algorithm in [12] is not applicable. This section
presents our calibration algorithm.

1) Collection of calibration images: The calibration images
are the measurement images of a scanning horizontal slit and
a scanning vertical slit, which are the same as [12]. Take
the measurement images of a scanning horizontal slit as an
example. A horizontal slit is a scene of which only the ith row
is activated, i.e., Xhi = ei1

⊤, where ei is a column vector
of zeros with only the ith element to be 1. The corresponding
measurement image Yhi can be written as

Yhi = (Poei)(Qo1)
⊤ + (Pcei)(Qc1)

⊤

= poiq
⊤
o + pciq

⊤
c

(19)

where poi and pci are the ith columns of Po and Pc,
respectively, and qo and qc are the sums of rows of Qo
and Qc, respectively. Note that qo and qc remain constant
when i changes. This property is important for the calibration
algorithm. For a scanning vertical slit, we also obtain

Yvi = poq
⊤
oi + pcq

⊤
ci (20)

where qoi and qci are the ith columns of Qo and Qc,
respectively, and po and pc are the sums of rows of Po and
Pc, respectively.

2) Algorithm to obtain the system matrices: Because poi
and pci are not necessarily orthogonal in our case, we cannot
use SVD to decompose Yhi and compute poi, pci, qo and qc.
Instead, we employ an iterative approach to solve the system
matrices. From the definition of Po, Qo, the sums of rows
of Po and Qo nearly maintain a constant value, as shown in
Fig. 3(e). Conversely, the sums of rows of Pc and Qc exhibit
varying values, as shown in Fig. 3(f). This property allows us
to generate initial estimates for qo and qc, and then use these
estimates to progressively solve each column of the system
matrices. This process is repeated iteratively to achieve the
final calibration results. The full calibration algorithm consists
of Algorithm 1, 2 and 3, which are introduced as follows:

Algorithm 1 calculates Po and Pc given a list of calibration
images {Yi}Ni=1 and qo, qc. Note that when this algorithm is
used to calculate Po, Pc, the input calibration images are the
horizontal ones {Yhi}Ni=1. It can also be used to get Qo and
Qc, simply by transposing all the vertical calibration images
to {Y ⊤

vi }Mi=1.

Algorithm 1 get Po Pc given qo qc
Input: list of calibration images {Yi}Ni=1 and two vectors qo,
qc

Output: system matrices Po, Pc
for i = 1, . . . , n do
poi ← Yiqo/(q

⊤
o qo)

Yi ← Yi − poiq
⊤
o

pci ← Yiqc/(q
⊤
c qc)

end for
Po ← [po1,po2, . . . ,pon]
Pc ← [pc1,pc2, . . . ,pcn]
return Po, Pc

Then, we define Algorithm 2 to generate the initial estimates
of the system matrices. We first assume qo = 1 and get the

initial Po. From the calibration image Yh[N/2], we can get the
estimate of qc, and then obtain the initial Pc. We use Yh[N/2]

because the slit is positioned at the vertical center of the scene,
and therefore its emitted light should mostly be captured by
the CMOS sensor, making it easier to estimate qc. After Po,
Pc are obtained, we call Algorithm 1 to get the initial Qo and
Qc.

Algorithm 2 Generate initial estimates of system matrices
Input: list of calibration images {Yhi}Ni=1 and {Yvi}Mi=1

Output: initial estimates of system matrices Po, Qo, Pc, Qc
First, generate the initial estimate for qo and get Po:
qo ← 1
for i = 1, . . . , N do

poi ← Yhiqo/(q
⊤
o qo) = Yhi · 1/N

end for
Po ← [po1,po2, . . . ,poN ]
Take the calibration image Yh[N2 ] to estimate qc:
Yh[N2 ] ← Yh[N2 ] − po[N2 ] · 1⊤

Perform SVD of Yh[N2 ]: Yh[N2 ] = UΣV ⊤

qc ← the first column of V
for i = 1, . . . , N do

Yhi ← Yhi − poi · 1⊤

pci ← Yhiqc/(q
⊤
c qc)

end for
Pc ← [pc1,pc2, . . . ,pcN ]
Then, get Qo, Qc based on the initial Po, Pc:
po ← Po · 1, pc ← Pc · 1
Qo, Qc ← get Po Pc given qo qc({Y ⊤

vi }Mi=1, po, pc)
(Alg. 1)
return Po, Pc, Qo, Qc,

Once the initial estimates of all system matrices are ready,
we can progressively refine the system matrices, as shown in
Algorithm 3. In each iteration, the system matrices are scaled
to have equal Frobenius norms to avoid divergence.

Algorithm 3 Refine the system matrices
Input: initial estimates of system matrices Po, Qo, Pc, Qc
Output: refined system matrices Po, Qo, Pc, Qc

repeat
qo ← Qo · 1, qc ← Qc · 1
Po, Pc ←get Po Pc given qo qc({Yhi}Ni=1, qo, qc)
(Alg. 1)
po ← Po · 1, pc ← Pc · 1
Qo, Qc ←get Po Pc given qo qc({Y ⊤

vi }Mi=1, po, pc)
(Alg. 1)
Scale Po, Qo to ensure ∥Po∥F = ∥Qo∥F
Scale Pc, Qc to ensure ∥Pc∥F = ∥Qc∥F

until convergence or max number of iterations reached
return Po, Pc, Qo, Qc,

E. Interpretation of Tactile Information

In this subsection, we introduce the method for reconstruct-
ing the contact geometry (i.e., the depth map) from the recon-
structed tactile images. Further, we adopt a Real2Sim method
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to transfer the real tactile images into the simulation domain to
improve the depth reconstruction quality. Finally, we introduce
the method for interpreting marker displacements.
Reconstruction of contact geometry. In the proposed design
of the tactile sensor, the contact geometry is reconstructed
using the photometric stereo method [47], [9]. The key idea
of photometric stereo is to map the surface gradient into color
intensities, and then the depth map can be computed using the
Poisson equation. Typically, the mapping from color intensities
to gradient values can be modelled in two ways: using a Look-
Up Table (LUT) [9] or using a neural network [48], [24]. In
this work, we adopt the LUT method.
Real2Sim method for improving depth reconstruction. In
real sensors, several non-ideal properties can impact the accu-
racy of photometric stereo, such as non-uniform illumination,
inter-reflections, shadows and artifacts existing in lensless
reconstruction. To address these issues, we employ a Real2Sim
transfer method based on CycleGAN [49] to mitigate the non-
ideal factors present in reality. This method has been validated
on standard GelSight sensors in our previous work [14]. In
the experiment section, we will demonstrate that this method
is also applicable to the proposed tactile sensor.
Interpreting marker displacements. Markers are frequently
employed in vision-based tactile sensors to detect shear de-
formation and forces. In order to interpret the displacements
of these markers, we establish a correspondence between
consecutive frames by applying marker detection and the
nearest-neighbor algorithm. By cascading this correspondence,
we can obtain the current marker displacements relative to the
initial reference frame. The displacement fields derived from
the markers can then be leveraged for manipulation tasks.

IV. EXPERIMENT: SENSOR FABRICATION

In Sec. III and Fig. 2, we present the conceptual design of
ThinTact. In this section, the detailed fabrication process of
ThinTact will be introduced.

CMOS image sensorMask and its substrate

LED PCB assembly

Shell

Transparent elastomer

Fig. 6. CAD model of ThinTact. This figure mainly presents the lensless
imaging subsystem, while the reflective membrane is not shown.

Fig. 6 presents the CAD model of ThinTact without the
reflective membrane. To fabricate ThinTact, we start with
constructing the lensless imaging subsystem. It comprises the
following steps:
(1) Prepare the sensor shell. The shell is made of aluminum

alloy through CNC machining, which is shown in black
in Fig. 6.

(2) Place the separable amplitude mask. The mask pattern is
created using a thin chrome film on a 1-mm-thick piece

of soda glass. The feature size of the mask δmask, which
equals the unit size of the mask pattern, is 20 µm.

(3) Install the CMOS sensor. Beneath the mask is the CMOS
sensor, which is fixed to the sensor shell by screws. We
have modified a JAI GO-5000C-USB industrial camera
to construct our lensless camera. The GO-5000C-USB
camera has a 1” optical format and a resolution of
2560×2048. To reduce the amount of data, we do not
perform demosaicing on the raw image. Instead, we extract
the red, blue pixels respectively, and average the two
green pixels in each Bayer filter unit to form a 3-channel,
1280×1024 image.

(4) Attach the LED PCB assembly. The LEDs provide il-
lumination of different colors from different directions,
which is required by Photometric Stereo. We use 10 side-
illuminating LEDs and place them around the mask, as
shown in Fig. 6. Their colors are red, green, blue, and
white, respectively.

(5) Cast the transparent elastomer. Following DIGIT [30], we
use Smooth-On Solaris silicone rubber as the elastomer’s
material. The elastomer is directly cast onto the shell, the
soda glass and the LED PCB assembly, using a CNC-
machined aluminum mold. The thickness of the elastomer
is 3 mm.

After constructing the lensless imaging subsystem, we per-
form calibration to obtain the system matrices and conduct
experiments to validate its performance, which will be pre-
sented in Sec. V. Later, we complete ThinTact’s fabrication
by sequentially applying thin layers of opaque elastomer and
laser-cutting the markers. The details are as follows:

(1) Prepare white and black paint mixtures. We follow the
process of DIGIT [30] for this step. Firstly, we mix an
equal part A/B solution of Smooth-On EcoFlex 00-10.
Then, we add Smooth-On White (Black) Silicone Pigment
such that it is 3% of the total weight of the previous
mixture. Finally, we thin out the mixture to 20% of the
total weight using Smooth-On NOVOCS Matte.

(2) Apply the white paint mixture. We use an air brush to spray
the white paint mixture onto the transparent elastomer’s
surface and form a thin layer.

(3) Laser-cut the markers. We use a laser-cutting machine to
form small holes on the white layer. The diameter of the
holes is 0.5 mm. The holes have a 1.5 mm spacing.

(4) Apply the black paint mixture. We use another air brush
to spray the black paint mixture onto the surface. It
provides the black color for the markers and eliminates
the influence of environmental light.

After all the fabrication process is completed, the sensor
is shown in Fig. 7(a). Fig. 7(b) presents the thickness of
ThinTact and compares it with the fingertips of Robotiq
Hand-E. Despite providing a sensing field of over 200 mm2,
ThinTact maintains a slim profile. At only 9.6 mm thick, it
is slightly thicker than a typical robotic fingertip and thinner
than human fingers.
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(a)

Fingertips of

Robitiq Hand-E

9.6 mm 8 mm

(b)

Fig. 7. Dimensions of ThinTact. (a) ThinTact with all its LEDs lighted.
Its sensing field is 16.1×12.6 mm2 as indicated by the red dashed lines. (b)
Comparison of ThinTact and the fingertips of Robotiq Hand-E. While offering
high-resolution tactile sensing, ThinTact is 9.6 mm thick and is only slightly
thicker than typical fingertips.

V. EXPERIMENT: LENSLESS IMAGING SUBSYSTEM

A. Configuration of ThinTact’s Lensless Imaging Subsystem

The fabrication of the lensless imaging subsystem has been
introduced in Sec. IV. Lensless imaging experiments are
conducted before the transparent elastomer is covered with
the refractive membrane. The calibration setup is shown in
Fig. 8. The calibration images are displayed using a 5.5”
3840×2160 LCD monitor, which is tightly attached to the
transparent elastomer. The pixel size of the monitor is 31.5 µm,
and therefore the pixel size of the reconstructed image δscene
is also 31.5 µm. The resolution of the reconstructed images
is determined to be 512×400, which corresponds to an area
of 16.1×12.6 mm2. The key technical specifications of the
lensless imaging system are summarized in Table I.

TABLE I
KEY TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS OF THE LENSLESS IMAGING SYSTEM

Name Value

CMOS resolution 2560×2048
CMOS pixel size 5 µm
CMOS size 12.8 mm×10.24 mm
measurement resolution S ×R 1280×1024
effective pixel size of measurement δsensor 10 µm
reconstruction resolution M ×N 512×400
pixel size of reconstruction δscene 31.5 µm
area size of reconstruction 16.1 mm×12.6 mm
mask feature size δmask 20 µm
scene-to-mask distance z (estimated) 4.8 mm
mask-to-CMOS distance d (estimated) 1 mm

5.5” LCD monitor

Lensless camera

Fig. 8. Calibration setup for the lensless imaging subsystem. We use a 5.5”
LCD monitor to display the slit images for calibration.

B. Comparison of the Optimized Mask and the MLS-based
Mask

To generate an optimized mask, the vector φ’s length K is
set to 770. We run the genetic algorithm with 2000 generations
and 200 individuals in each generation. The crossover and
mutation probability are set to be 0.8 and 0.1, respectively. In
each mutation operation, 10 random loci in φ are inverted. To
evaluate each individual’s fitness, we choose the pure white
image Xwhite (the 1st row in Fig. 9) and the reshaped USAF
test image XUSAF (the 3rd row in Fig. 9), and the fitness score
of gene φ is calculated as:

fitness(φ) =
2fSSIM(φ,XUSAF)fSSIM(φ,Xwhite)

fSSIM(φ,XUSAF) + fSSIM(φ,Xwhite)

+
fPSNR(φ,XUSAF) + fPSNR(φ,Xwhite)

2
+ fGRAD(φ,Xwhite)

(21)

Finally, the individual with the highest fitness score is selected.
The corresponding optimized mask pattern is shown in Fig.
10(b). It covers an area of 15.4×15.4 mm2, sufficient to
overlay the full extent of the CMOS underneath.

For comparison, we choose the MLS-based mask in [13]
as the baseline. We use a 255-length MLS and repeat it 3
times to be a 765-length sequence. Then, we use (1) to form
a 15.3×15.3 mm2 mask (Fig. 10(a)), as the baseline.

The experimental setup is the same as the calibration setup
introduced in V-A, as shown in Fig. 8. The ground-truth
images are displayed on the monitor, and the measurement
images are obtained by averaging 100 frames from the CMOS.
SSIM and PSNR are used as the quantitative metrics to
evaluate the reconstruction quality.

In Fig. 9, we present the comparison results. Fig. 9 presents
three representative scenes. From qualitative comparison and
quantitative metrics, we draw the conclusion that our proposed
algorithm has largely improved the reconstruction qualities
compared with the MLS-based mask, especially in terms of
uniformity. Another significant advantage is the larger usable
FOV provided by the optimized mask. The reason is as
follows: In lensless imaging, a point at the FOV boundary
only casts a small PSF area on the CMOS. With the MLS-
based mask, the CMOS collects minimal information about
these boundary points, resulting in decaying intensities in the
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SSIM/PSNR 0.408/18.286 0.504/25.928

SSIM/PSNR 0.137/8.068 0.391/20.001

SSIM/PSNR 0.419/14.244 0.373/14.867

Measurement using
Proposed Mask

Measurement using
Baseline Mask Ground Truth

Reconstruction using 
Proposed Mask

Reconstruction using 
Baseline Mask

Fig. 9. Comparison of the reconstruction qualities using the proposed optimized mask and the traditional MLS-based mask. The reconstruction algorithm is
the proposed non-iterative algorithm. Three representative scenes are tested. The first row is a pure white image for testing the uniformity of reconstruction.
The second row is the tactile image from a traditional GelSight sensor. The third row is the reshaped USAF-1951 resolution test chart. From the pure white
scene, one can see that the uniformity of reconstructions is greatly improved using the optimized mask. The quantitative metrics also prove the superiority of
the proposed method.

(a) (b)

Fig. 10. Comparison of (a) the MLS-based mask and (b) the optimized mask
obtained from the genetic algorithm.

reconstructed images’s boundary due to the regularization term
in (9). In contrast, the optimized mask takes this factor into
account, leading to a larger usable FOV. These advantages will
considerably enhance subsequent tactile sensing.

C. Comparison of Lensless Reconstruction Algorithms

A reconstruction algorithm with high computational ef-
ficiency and good quality is crucial in the application of
tactile sensing. Therefore, we conduct experiments to compare
the proposed non-iterative reconstruction and the traditional
optimization-based reconstruction algorithm. Specifically, for
the optimization-based reconstruction algorithm, we use Nes-
terov gradient method to solve (3).

In Fig. 11, we present the comparison results of two
representative scenes. From qualitative comparison and quan-

titative metrics, we draw the conclusion that our proposed
algorithm has reconstruction qualities similar to the traditional
optimization-based method.

We further compare the reconstruction speed by comput-
ing the average time of reconstructing 100 images. For the
optimization-based method, we have tuned the parameters so
that it only takes 800 iterations to converge. Both algorithms
are implemented in PyTorch. We used a NVIDIA RTX 3080
Ti GPU and an Intel Core i7-13700K CPU for the experiment.
Table II summarizes the results, which clearly reveals that
the proposed algorithm is about 3 orders of magnitude faster
than the optimization-based counterpart. Our algorithm can
achieve real-time reconstruction up to hundreds of frames per
second on a desktop GPU, providing enough efficiency for
most robotic tactile applications.

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF TIME CONSUMPTION OF THE PROPOSED LENSLESS

RECONSTRUCTION ALGORITHM AND THE OPTIMIZATION-BASED ONE

Reconstruction algorithm CPU time (s) GPU time (s)

The optimization-based method [12] 46.1 2.01
The proposed non-iterative method 0.0585 0.00150

VI. EXPERIMENT: TACTILE SENSOR PERFORMANCE

In this section, we first compare the compactness of Thin-
Tact with several typical vision-based tactile sensors with
straight optical paths in Sec.VI-A. Sec. VI-B discusses the
sensor’s lateral resolution. ThinTact utilizes photometric stereo
with Real2Sim for depth reconstruction, which is presented in
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SSIM/PSNR 0.511/25.748 0.504/25.928

SSIM/PSNR 0.368/15.312 0.373/14.867

Measurement Ground Truth Proposed ReconstructionOptimization-based Reconstruction

Fig. 11. Comparison of the proposed non-iterative reconstruction algorithm and the traditional optimization-based algorithm [12]. Two representative scenes
are tested. The first row is the tactile image from a standard GelSight sensor and the second row is the reshaped USAF-1951 resolution test chart. The
proposed algorithm exhibits much higher efficiency while remaining similar reconstruction qualities as the traditional one.

TABLE III
COMPARISON OF TYPICAL VISION-BASED TACTILE SENSORS WITH STRAIGHT OPTICAL PATHS

Imaging principle Lens-based Micro-lens-based Lensless

Sensor name GelSight Mini [50] GelSlim3.0 [19] DIGIT [30] DTact [51] Chen et al. [35] ThinTact (ours)

Sensing field A (mm2) 18.6×14.3 27×25 19×16 24×24 9×8 16.1×12.6

Thickness D (mm) 28 20 28* 45* 5 9.6

Scene-to-CMOS distance D2 (mm) 21 17* 18* 40* 4** 5.8

A/D2 0.34 1.69 0.39 0.28 2.88 2.20

A/D2
2 0.60 2.34 0.94 0.36 4.50 6.03

* measured from CAD models
** estimated by assuming its CMOS PCB assembly is 1 mm thick

Sec. VI-C. As an application of the high-resolution images,
we showcase ThinTact’s capability to recognize fine fabric
textures from a single static touch in Sec. VI-D.

A. Compactness Comparison

In Table III, we present a comparison of several typi-
cal vision-based tactile sensors with straight optical paths.
We introduce a dimensionless metric, which is the sensing
area divided by the square of the thickness, to quantify the
compactness of the sensor. The table considers two types of
thickness: the actual physical thickness of the sensor and the
scene-to-CMOS distance which signifies the minimal possible
thickness. The table reveals that the majority of vision-based
tactile sensors possess a thickness exceeding 20 mm. However,
ThinTact and the MLA-based sensor manage to maintain a
thickness of less than 10 mm. In terms of the compactness
metric, both ThinTact and the MLA-based sensor significantly
outperform the others. It’s important to note that the CMOS we
utilized has a thickness of over 4 mm, which contributes to the
relatively larger physical thickness of ThinTact. Nonetheless,
when considering the scene-to-CMOS distance, ThinTact still
holds an advantage over the MLA-based sensor.

B. Lateral Resolution

Vision-based tactile sensors are widely recognized for their
superior resolution in comparison to tactile sensors using other
sensing principles. Typically, the resolution referred to in this
context is the lateral resolution, which bears a close relation to
the high resolution of the CMOS image sensor. In this study,
tactile images are reconstructed from raw measurements. It’s
important to note that the actual resolution might differ from
the resolution of the reconstructed images. In this subsection,
we characterize ThinTact’s lateral resolution from two aspects.

First, we figure out the optical resolution from the standard
resolution test chart. As shown in Fig. 12(a), the minimum
spacing of white rectangles that ThinTact can recognize is
about 0.18 mm. Second, we measure the actual tactile resolu-
tion by testing its ability to identify small depth fluctuations.
As Shown in Fig. 12(c), a screw is pressed against the sensor
and its screw thread can be clearly seen. The screw’s major
diameter is 1 mm and its pitch is 0.25 mm (Fig. 12(b)). The
reason that the tactile resolution is lower than the optical
resolution is due to the presence of the reflect membrane on the
sensor surface, which degrades the transmission and detection
of fine geometry details. Fig. 12(d) shows the tactile image
from GelSight Mini [50], which has a higher resolution than
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0.18 mm

(a)

(b) (c) (d)

Fig. 12. Resolution test of ThinTact. (a) Optical resolution. (b) Screw for
testing the tactile resolution. (c) Reconstructed tactile image of the screw. (d)
GelSight Mini’s tactile image of the screw.

our tactile sensor. This can be attributed to not only the lens
system, but also higher camera resolution, softer elastomer,
better illumination, and thinner reflect membrane.

C. Depth Accuracy

As mentioned in Sec. III-E, we employ a Real2Sim transfer
method to mitigate the non-ideal factors present in reality and
improve the depth reconstruction quality.

First, we follow [14] to collect the unpaired synthetic and
real data. We design 8 indenters with various shapes, as
depicted in Fig. 13(a). For the real dataset, the tactile sensor
remains fixed, while an indenter is secured on a 4-DoF stage
(3 translational DoF and 1 rotational DoF), as shown in
Fig. 13(b). For each indenter, we randomize its position and
rotation, and set its indentation depths to 0.25 mm, 0.50 mm,
0.75 mm, and 1.00 mm, respectively. We collect 50×4=200
images per indenter. For the simulation, we generate the
surface depth map by intersecting the indenter mesh with the
surface mesh. The depth map is then processed using Gaussian
filters to approximate the deformation of the elastomer [52].
Subsequently, we employ Phong’s Shading to generate ideal
tactile images that perfectly meet the requirements of photo-
metric stereo. These simulated images are then blended with
the background of the real images. For each indenter, we also
generate 50×4=200 images with 4 indentation depths, with
randomized positions that are not aligned with the real dataset.
Several real and simulated images are displayed in Fig. 13.

We use 6 indenters for training CycleGAN and the remain-
ing 2 indenters for test. Calibration of the LUT is performed
in advance using a 3 mm sphere indenter, and the calibration
procedure is performed separately using real images and the
Real2Sim images. We present several Real2Sim tactile images
in Fig. 13(e). As can be seen in the figure, real tactile images

(a)

Tactile sensor

Indenter

4-DoF stage

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Fig. 13. Indentation experiment for evaluating the depth reconstruction
accuracy of ThinTact. (a) Indenters used for the experiment. 8 indenters
with different shapes are used while 6 of them are used for training and
the remaining are used for test. The real indenters are 3D printed using
stereo lithography. (b) Setup for the indentation experiment. (c) Simulated
tactile images. (d) Real tactile images. (e) Real2Sim tactile images which are
generated using the trained Real2Sim generator from CycleGAN.

suffer from a noisy background and non-uniform illumination.
In contrast, the Real2Sim images exhibit more idealness than
the real ones. We further evaluate our sensor’s depth recon-
struction accuracy quantitatively. To calculate the depth error,
we generate the ground-truth depth using simulation and apply
thresholding to select the area for error calculation. The depth
error is calculated by first calculating the root-mean-squared
error of all the pixels in the aforementioned area in each image,
and then averaging the errors across all the tactile images. The
results are summarized in Table IV. The data shows that direct
reconstruction from real tactile images results in a large depth
error due to non-ideal conditions. In contrast, the Real2Sim
method achieves an error of 0.13 mm and improves the depth
accuracy by approximately 60%.

D. Fabric Texture Classification

To evaluate the capability of ThinTact to capture fine details,
we conduct an experiment of fabric texture classification,
where we use a robot arm to press the tactile sensor against
various fabric materials. A deep neural network is trained to
classify the reconstructed tactile images.
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3D jacquard wool 50D adhesive interlining Acrylic jacquard knit Artificial fur Bamboo fiber stain Blended stripe knitting Bubble organza

Damask Double space cotton Double knit crepe Embossed artificial leather Embroidery netting Fancy jacquard cloth Geometric bone lace

Burnt out organza Chegu lace Coarse tweed Cotton Cotton-nylon twill Cotton strip corduroy Cotton-polyester-wool

Gold silk weaves cotton Gold stripe chiffon Jacquard canary Knitted bubble cloth Large jacquard cloth Little fragrant tweed Organza embroidery

Wool

Wire crumpled fabric

Wool knitting

Wool tweed

EmptyPure cotton knitted jersey Pure wool flannel Pure wool knitting Spinning stripe cloth Spun rayon lannels 3D striped flannelette Uniform cloth

Pearl cloth Pearlescent polyester Polyester Polyester zou cloth Polyester oxford cloth PP embossed non woven Gold-printed fabric Metallic jacquard fabric

Fig. 14. RGB photos and reconstructed tactile images of the 47 kinds of fabrics used for fabric texture classification.

TABLE IV
COMPARISON OF DEPTH RECONSTRUCTION ERROR FROM REAL TACTILE

IMAGES AND FROM THE REAL2SIM ONES

Indenter name Indentation depth Real Real2Sim

chamfered prism

0.25 mm 0.248 mm 0.065 mm

0.50 mm 0.341 mm 0.090 mm

0.75 mm 0.407 mm 0.098 mm

1.00 mm 0.447 mm 0.142 mm

4 mm sphere

0.25 mm 0.262 mm 0.169 mm

0.50 mm 0.324 mm 0.172 mm

0.75 mm 0.365 mm 0.156 mm

1.00 mm 0.365 mm 0.109 mm

Fabric materials. We select 47 kinds of fabrics for fabric
texture classification. These fabrics are composed of diverse
materials such as cotton, linen, silk, polyester, spandex, or
wool, resulting in nuances of tactile signals. As shown in
Fig. 14, ThinTact is able to reconstruct the subtle fabric texture
geometries.
Data Collection and Network. To construct the dataset, we
collect 100 images for each texture and divide them into three
subsets: a training set, a validation set, and a testing set, with
a ratio of 6:2:2. As shown in Fig. 15(a), we affix ThinTact to
the end of a ROKAE xMate3-pro robotic arm. Starting from
a corner, the arm is programmed to move along horizontal
and vertical directions with a step size of 8 mm and rotate
5° on the surface of each fabric sample. The size of each
fabric sample is 10 cm × 10 cm. The applied pressure remains
approximately constant across all fabric samples. After each
contact, a measurement image was captured and reconstructed
to produce a tactile image with a resolution of 512× 400.

We use ResNet-50 image classification network [53], and
train the network for 100 epochs with a batch size of 64 and
a learning rate of 1e-3.
Results and data analysis. The classification precision on

(a)

(b)

Fig. 15. Fabric texture classification. (a) Dataset collection setup. (b)
Confusion matrix. It is shown that most materials have a 100% classification
accuracy, indicating that ThinTact can accurately identify subtle texture
differences.

the test set is 98.96%. Fig. 15(b) shows the confusion ma-
trix, where most fabrics have a 100% classification accuracy,
demonstrating the sensor’s ability to recognize subtle surface
texture features.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 16. ThinTact grasps two delicate objects. On both sides of each image
are the tactile readings of the sensors, and the upper ones are the marker flow
image while the lower ones are the depth images. In the depth images, the
area where the depth is larger than 0.1 mm is highlighted in red.

VII. APPLICATION IN MANIPULATION

Tactile sensing offers significant benefits for robots, par-
ticularly in terms of the ability to interact with unstructured
environments. In these settings, objects and devices are typi-
cally designed for human use, and thus, are well-suited to the
dimensions of human fingertips, which generally range from
15 to 20 millimeters in diameter. Consequently, tactile sensors
with larger dimensions may struggle to accommodate such
constrained spaces. In this section, we first present ThinTact’s
sensitivity when handling delicate objects, and then present
several instances where tactile sensing is essential and space is
limited, to prove the advantages of ThinTact. Demonstrations
are available in the supplementary video associated with this
article.

A. Grasping of Delicate Objects

To demonstrate the sensitivity of ThinTact, we conduct
experiments to grasp two delicate objects: a 0.5 mm pencil
lead and a potato chip. In the experiment, the fingertips of
the parallel gripper gradually closes, and the gripper will
immediately stop once a tactile sensor detects contact. Fig. 16
shows that these two delicate objects are successfully grasped
and lifted by ThinTact. The corresponding tactile images are
also shown in Fig. 16. We use a high-precision force sensor
(Rtec MFT-5000) with a resolution of 1.5 mN to measure
the force applied when the sensor detects contact. The result
shows that the force is 0.16 N when a contact is detected,
demonstrating the high sensitivity of our proposed tactile
sensor.

B. Insertion of Test Tubes

Using ThinTact for perception and feedback control, we are
able to accomplish tasks such as precisely inserting test tubes
into a test tube rack, where the diameter of the tube is 20 mm,
the diameter of the hole is 22 mm, the distance between two
tubes is only 12 mm, and the clearance of the hole is 1 mm.
As shown in Fig.17, we utilize a Robotiq 2F-140 gripper fixed
at the end of a ROKAE xMate3-pro robotic arm for grasping.
Two ThinTacts are installed on both sides of the gripper.

To simulate the positioning errors from vision perception
or human handover, we introduce a random offset to the
initial pose of the test tube. When the test tube makes contact
with the rack during the placement, we capture the marker

20mm

Fig. 17. ThinTact extracts tactile marker flow signals to adjust the positioning
of test tubes in real time, allowing them to be placed into a test tube rack.
The diameter of the tube is 20 mm. The distance between two tubes is only
12 mm and the clearance between the tube and the hole is 1 mm. The marker
flow images are shown in the upper right corner.

(a)

GelSight Mini

(b)

GelSight Wedge

(c)

Fig. 18. ThinTact grasps a flat plate. (a) ThinTact is able to fit into the gap at
the boundary. (b) GeiSight Mini is too thick to grasp the plate. (c) GelSight
Wedge is also able to fit into the gap, but the insertion depth is smaller. The
video for this task is available in the multimedia attachment.

displacements from the sensors and fit them to derive the
direction of the force exerted on the test tube. Subsequently, we
adjust the gripper’s pose in the opposite direction, allowing the
test tube to be precisely inserted into the hole. For a detailed
demonstration, please refer to the accompanying video.

C. Daily Object Manipulation

Grasp a plate. In this experiment, the object of interest is
a flat plate with a height of only 16 mm. To grasp such a
thin plate, a slim fingertip is required. As depicted in Fig.
18, ThinTact successfully inserts itself into the gap at the
edge of the plate. In contrast, GeiSight Mini fails to do so
due to its thickness exceeding the height of the plate. While
GelSight Wedge [24] can also be inserted into the gap, its
insertion depth is limited compared to ours. This limitation
is due to the mirror angle, which cannot be further reduced
to provide the appropriate reflection into the camera at the
bottom. Tactile sensing is employed to determine the plate’s
position and trigger the gripping action. The gripper, Robotiq
Hand-E, initially moves along the tabletop towards the plate
until ThinTact detects contact with the plate. Subsequently, the
gripper closes, enabling the robot to lift the plate.
Open the drawer. In this task, the robot is required to locate
the drawer’s handle and exert the necessary force to open it.
The handle is designed with a downward opening, and the
width of this opening is less than 20 mm, suitable for human
use. To successfully open the drawer, the direction of contact
should be outward to apply the correct forces, as illustrated in
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 19. Drawer opening experiment. (a) ThinTact successfully opens the
drawer. (b) Tactile readings of ThinTact when opening the drawer. (c)
ThinTact is able to fit into the handle and detect the contact. (d) GelSight
Mini is too thick to fit into the handle. The video for this task is available in
the multimedia attachment.

Fig. 19(c). Given these constraints, tactile sensors with a larger
thickness, such as GelSight Mini, are unable to accomplish the
task (Fig. 19(d)). In contrast, ThinTact first detects contact with
the handle through an upward movement, fits into the handle,
and ultimately completes the task (Fig. 19(a)).

VIII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work, we present ThinTact, a thin, vision-based
tactile sensor with a substantial sensing area, powered by
lensless imaging. Our extensive experiments demonstrate its
ability to reconstruct contact geometries, recognize textures,
and manipulate a variety of everyday objects. It performs
comparably to traditional GelSight-type sensors, but with a
significantly reduced thickness, making it suitable for integra-
tion into robots and use in confined spaces.

Despite the promising results, there are several limitations
and directions for future investigation. First, the sensor is not
thin enough to fully reveal the advantage of lensless imaging.
This may be attributed to that the CMOS we use is over 4
mm thick itself, while current technology is already capable
of fabricating large-area CMOS with thickness less than 1
mm, such as the ones used in smartphones. Second, although
the part of the sensor beneath the sensing surface is thin, the
sensor also has a thicker body part, which makes it currently
unsuitable for integration into a dexterous hand. This issue
could be addressed by developing customized, small-sized
image processing units, or by considering all sensors in a
dexterous hand and placing the multi-input image processing
unit in an appropriate location. Finally, like other camera-
based tactile sensors, ThinTact suffers from a limited sampling
rate. To address this, one could consider incorporating other

tactile sensing modalities, using high-end, fast CMOS sensors,
or exploring event-based image sensors.
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