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ABSTRACT

Upright position CT scans make it possible for full-length-
body imaging at conditions more relevant to daily situa-
tions, but the substantial weight of the upright CT scanners
increases the risks to floor’s stability and patients’ safety.
Robotic-arm CBCT systems are supposed to be a better so-
lution for this task, but such systems still face challenges
including long scanning time and low reconstruction quality.
To address the above challenges, this paper proposes a novel
method to calculate optimal scanning pitch based on data
completeness analysis, which can complete the whole-body
scan in the shortest time without a significant decline in image
quality. Besides, an FDK-style reconstruction method based
on normalized projections is proposed to obtain fast image re-
construction. Extensive experiments prove the effectiveness
of the proposed optimal scanning trajectory. Qualitative and
quantitative comparisons with FDK and iterative algorithms
show that the proposed reconstruction method can obtain
high imaging quality with reasonable computation costs.
The method proposed in this paper is expected to promote
the application of robotic-arm CBCT systems in orthopedic
functional analysis.

Index Terms— upright position CT, CT reconstruction,
optimal helical pitch, normalized backprojection

1. INTRODUCTION

Despite the fact that humans spend most of their day in an up-
right position, the most commonly used tomographic imag-
ing techniques, including Computed Tomography (CT) and
Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI), require the patient to
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Fig. 1. Robotic-arm upright position CBCT device.

be placed on a flat couch and perform imaging at a supine po-
sition. Research works show that many symptoms are more
remarkable in an upright position versus a supine position [1],
and that diagnostic tomographic imaging at an upright posi-
tion is important in assessing 3-D relationships of the bone in
the ankle or spine with full weight-bearing [2, 3], as well as
measuring lung or lobe volume with gravity considered [4].

To achieve upright position imaging, one intuitive ap-
proach involves laying down conventional CT systems and
having the patient standing at the central position during the
scanning process. However, CT scanners usually have a lim-
ited field of view (FoV) in the z-direction. In conventional
supine scanning, radiologists can manipulate the couch for-
ward and backward for full-length-body imaging, but this
is not accessible when the patient is upright. Contemporary
systems lift the CT scanners up and down using linear motion
rails and ball screws [1]. Due to the substantial weight of CT
scanners, the stability of the floor may be challenged with
these systems, potentially giving rise to safety concerns. In
response to the aforementioned concerns, a robotic arm Cone
Beam CT (CBCT) system was developed. Two robotic arms

ar
X

iv
:2

31
1.

05
81

6v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
m

ed
-p

h]
  1

0 
N

ov
 2

02
3

chenyang.list@seu.edu.cn
wentao.zhu@zhejianglab.com


are utilized in the system to handle the X-ray tube and the
flat-panel detector separately. By controlling the translation
and rotation of the source and detector with these arms, arc
and spiral-like scanning trajectories are made possible. This
device has a reduced weight compared to conventional CT
systems and is capable of performing full-body-length scans
with spiral-like trajectories, offering new imaging possibili-
ties.

Robotic-arm-based systems introduce new problems from
several aspects. First, complete circular scans are unattainable
with robotic arms. Images reconstructed from the collected
data suffer from limited-angle artifacts. Second, the imaging
field of view in the z-direction of the flat panel detector re-
mains limited, necessitating the robotic arm to traverse a 180-
degree arc trajectory in a reciprocating motion to encompass
the entire body. For safety considerations, the source and de-
tector cannot rotate at a high speed, while larger pitches will
introduce severe artifacts due to data incompleteness. Third,
the reconstruction of images using this geometry has never
been investigated. In the proposed trajectory, the widely ac-
cepted FDK algorithm [5] cannot be directly applied because
of the inhomogeneous sampling in the z-direction. Iterative
reconstruction methods [6–8] are capable of producing corre-
sponding images under this geometry, but the reconstruction
process would be extremely time-consuming due to the mas-
sive quantity of projection data.

In this paper, we comprehensively analyzed the Full-
length-body CBCT imaging model in upright position with
robotic arm systems, and propose 1) a mathematical model
to calculate the optimal helical pitch of the trajectory; 2) an
FDK-style method with normalized backprojection for ap-
proximate and fast reconstruction. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that the proposed trajectory and reconstruction
algorithm are capable of generating high-quality images via
experiments conducted on simulated data. The proposed
methods have the potential to advance the clinical applica-
tions of upright CBCT scans.

2. METHOD

2.1. Optimal Trajectory

In the proposed scanning system, the source and the detec-
tor reciprocate on a semicircular trajectory, while descending
uniformly in z-direction(see Fig. 2). The main issue in the tra-
jectory design is the relationship between the rotation speed
and the descent speed, which is usually determined by the he-
lical pitch in spiral CT scanners. In our study, the pitch refers
to the distance between X-ray sources before and after two
entire semicircular scans(see Fig. 2(b)). The setting of the
helical pitch is directly proportional to the scanning speed.
However, an excessively large helical pitch can lead to insuf-
ficient data acquisition and increased artifacts. In this section,
we try to find the optimal pitch value that maintains image

Fig. 2. The proposed half-spiral scanning trajectory on (a)
transversal view and (b) sagittal view.

quality while minimizing scanning time.
In the proposed method, each voxel in the imaging FoV

is supposed to be covered with scans from, at least, a source
trajectory segment of 180 degrees, providing as much infor-
mation as possible. To achieve this, the imaging FoV should
first be determined. As most circular/helical CT scans do, the
proposed system has a circular FoV on the transversal view.
As depicted in Fig. 2, the radius of the circular FoV R can
be defined using detector width and system distances with the
following equation,

R =
D ·W

2 ·
√

D2
SD + W 2

4

, (1)

where D stands for the distance between the X-ray source
and the rotation axis, DSD is the distance between the X-ray
source and the detector and W represents the width of the
detector.

Voxels closer to the X-ray source receive a larger mag-
nification factor, making the corresponding projection points
easier to get outside the detector. Referring to Fig. 2 (a) as



an example, P0 is the point closest to the source inside the
FoV while Pi is a random point in the FoV. The relationship
between the magnification factors M0 and Mi corresponding
to P0 and Pi can be expressed with the following equation

M0 =
DSD

L0
≥ DSD

Li
= Mi. (2)

It is evident from Fig. 2 that the points located on the cen-
ter plane of S1 and S2 have a greater probability of evading
the detector on both views. To guarantee that all voxels are
scanned from a minimum of 180 degrees, we focus on the
point P0, which is the most challenging point to satisfy this
requirement. Geometric analysis leads to the following equa-
tion
H

2
≥ |zP0 −zS1 | ·M0 =

pitch ·DSD

2L0
=

pitch ·DSD

2(D −R)
, (3)

which further leads to

pitch ≤ H · (D −R)/DSD. (4)

2.2. Image Reconstruction

The optimal trajectory in section 2.1 ensures that each voxel
point inside the FoV receives at least one count at each rota-
tion angle, but there is usually more than one. Actually, the
number of counts assigned to each voxel varies depending on
the rotation angle and voxel location, and the counts should
be normalized during the reconstruction to avoid inaccuracies
and artifacts in the results. The normalization is performed
during backprojection with the following equation

bp(x, θ) =
D

D − S
·
∑Kθ

i=1 Fi,θ(ui,θ(x), vi,θ(x))∑Kθ

i=1 1i,θ(ui,θ(x), vi,θ(x))
, (5)

where x is a voxel, S is the distance between point x and
the virtual detector plane placed at the rotation axis, Kθ is the
total number of views at rotation angle θ, Fi,θ(·) is the pre-
processed projection view at the i-th view at rotation angle θ,
ui,θ(x) and vi,θ(x) are the piercing coordinate on the detector
corresponding to point x, 1i,θ(·) is an indicator function of
the following form

1i,θ(u, v) =

{
1, |v| ≤ H/2
0, |v| > H/2

. (6)

Integrating short-scan Parker weighting and normalized
backprojection into FDK reconstruction, the final reconstruc-
tion algorithm can be expressed as

I(x) =

∫ π

θ=0

wD

D − S

∑K
i=1 f(u(x), v(x)) ∗ g(u(x))∑K

i=1 1(u(x), v(x))
dθ,

(7)
where w = D/

√
D2 + u2 + v2 is the cosine weight in the

FDK algorithm, f(u, v) is the original projection data and
g(u) represents the ramp filter. For simplicity reasons, some
subscripts are removed in Eq. 7.

Fig. 3. RMSE curve with respect to pitch settings on (a)
Shepp-Logan phantom and (b) Foam-like phantom.

3. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

The proposed geometry and reconstruction method has been
tested on simulated data. Shepp-Logan phantom, foam-like
phantom from [9] and the CT images from Visible Human
Project (VHP) [10] were used for data simulation. Most geo-
metrical parameters in the simulation were set according to a
prototype robotic-arm CBCT device developed and installed
at First-Imaging Tech., Shanghai, China. The specific param-
eters are as follows: D = 412.5mm, DSD = 1100mm and
W = H = 430mm. The FoV radius R = 79.13mm and
optimal pitch pitch = 130.32mm are computed according to
section 2.1.

3.1. Experiments on trajectory

To validate the optimal pitch, experiments were conducted
with various pitch settings on the Shepp-Logan phantom and
the foam-like phantom. Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE)
values between the original volumes and the reconstructed
volumes from the proposed method were calculated to eval-
uate imaging accuracy. The RMSE curves with respect to
different pitch settings are depicted in Fig. 3 and the optimal
pitch is marked out with blue arrows.

In general, as the pitch increases, so does RMSE. The
RMSE values exhibit a gradual increase prior to attaining the
calculated optimal pitch, which can be attributed to the cone-
beam artifact. Once the optimal pitch is surpassed, the RMSE
increases at an accelerated rate due to the severe image degra-
dation caused by inadequate data collection.

3.2. Comparison with other reconstruction methods

The proposed reconstruction method is compared with the
widely accepted FDK algorithm and the Simultaneous Iter-
ative Reconstruction Technique (SIRT) on all phantoms. The
FDK algorithm used here comprises the short-scan Parker
weighting to reduce intensity drop but not the normalized
backprojection. The SIRT algorithm undertook 200 iterations
and volumes with a minimal RMSE value were selected as
the final results (usually achieved after 130-150 iterations).



Fig. 4. Experimental results on testing data.

Fig. 4 gives visual comparisons between different meth-
ods on Shepp-Logan phantom and VHP data. Due to nor-
malization issues, the results from the FDK algorithm suffer
from substantial value shifts, making them unacceptable for
clinical use. SIRT yields much more consistent values, but
tissue boundaries in the images are often over-smoothed (see
red arrows in Fig. 4). Furthermore, artifacts arising from data
truncation become more severe as the iteration proceeds (see
orange arrows in Fig. 4). The proposed method is able to re-
construct images with accurate values and the boundaries are
much sharper than those from SIRT.

Quantitative results are presented in Table 1. The pro-
posed method achieves the best RMSE values on the Shepp-
Logan phantom, while SIRT outperforms ours on the foam-
like phantom and VHP data. As for computation time, SIRT
takes over 11 minutes on foam data and 31+ minutes on
VHP data. The proposed method uses 1-3 minutes for recon-
struction and can be further accelerated through source code
optimization. Notice that all experiments were performed
on a laptop with Intel(R) Core(TM) i9-13900HX CPU and
NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4060 Laptop GPU. The algorithms
were implemented in MATLAB with forward/backward-

Table 1. Quantitative comparison between different recon-
struction algorithms

Phantom Shepp-Logan foam-like VHP

R
M

SE

FDK 0.1691 0.5588 319.0632
SIRT 0.0713 0.2348 161.0095

Proposed 0.0492 0.3168 211.2213

tim
e(

S)

FDK 2.4573 4.9335 9.9501
SIRT 272.3 679.2034 1903.4910

Proposed 45.3434 63.9502 189.3648

projection for each view accelerated with CUDA.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Tomographic imaging at an upright position is of great signif-
icance for functional analysis of orthopedics, especially for
postoperative analysis of spine and lower limb orthopedics.
Robotic-arm-based upright position CBCT systems have po-
tential to become the optimal choice for this task for several
reasons: 1) CBCT usually has a lower radiation dose to the
human body than CT; 2) robotic arm systems have lower en-
vironmental requirements and are safer to patients than the
upright CT/MRI systems; 3) orthopedic imaging does not re-
quire high soft tissue contrast, which just makes up for the
weaknesses of CBCT imaging.

Several simulated data experiments prove the efficacy of
the proposed method. Despite that the geometrical parameters
utilized in our experiments were obtained from a genuine sys-
tem, we did not perform experiments on real-scanned data be-
cause the phantom for precise geometrical calibration is still
under production. Due to the system’s objective of long-range
imaging in the z-direction, traditional short phantoms are in-
capable of calibration along the entire trajectory.

The proposed method cannot alleviate cone beam artifacts
and limited-angle artifacts, which is the main reason why the
proposed method RMSE is inferior to the iterative algorithm.
However, iterative algorithms have their own shortcomings.
Since each iteration requires a forward and back projection,
the algorithm will be very time-consuming. Furthermore, the
mismatch between forward and back projection will introduce
additional artifacts. The proposed method can also be used
to initialize the iterative algorithm, reducing the number of
iterations before convergence.

To conclude, this paper dives into the system design and
image reconstruction for robotic-arm CBCT in the upright
position, and the proposed methods have the potential to
contribute to the current state of research in upright position
imaging and functional analysis of orthopedics.
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