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Abstract— Automating suturing during robotically-assisted
surgery reduces the burden on the operating surgeon, enabling
them to focus on making higher-level decisions rather than
fatiguing themselves in the numerous intricacies of a surgical
procedure. Accurate suture thread reconstruction and grasping
are vital prerequisites for suturing, particularly for avoiding
entanglement with surgical tools and performing complex
thread manipulation. However, such methods must be robust to
heavy perceptual degradation resulting from heavy noise and
thread feature sparsity from endoscopic images. We develop a
reconstruction algorithm that utilizes quadratic programming
optimization to fit smooth splines to thread observations,
satisfying reliability bounds estimated from measured obser-
vation noise. Additionally, we craft a grasping policy that
generates gripper trajectories that maximize the probability of a
successful grasp. Our full image-to-grasp pipeline is rigorously
evaluated with over 400 grasping trials, exhibiting state-of-the-
art accuracy. We show that this strategy can be applied to the
various techniques in autonomous suture needle manipulation
to achieve autonomous surgery in a generalizable way.

I. INTRODUCTION

Robotic surgical systems grant surgeons fine-grained,
tremor-free control of surgical tools, enabling numerous
Robotically-Assisted Minimally Invasive Surgery (RAMIS)
procedures that promote higher patient outcomes. Although
current RAMIS procedures are fully-teleoperated, future
surgeries will benefit from autonomous solutions for surgical
subtasks, such as tissue manipulation [1], [2] and blood
suction [3], [4], to reduce surgeons’ fatigue and enable
them to focus on higher-level decision-making. Suturing is a
particularly tedious subtask that would greatly benefit from
an autonomous solution [5], [6]. Many prior works over
the past two decades have demonstrated needle throwing to
various success in structured experimental setups [7], [8], [9],
[10], leading to an interest in realizing autonomous suturing
in more realistic scenarios.

A key prerequisite for autonomous suturing in realis-
tic scenarios is suture thread reconstruction and grasping.
Thread reconstruction estimates the 3D centerline of suture
thread visible in the surgical workspace. Most prior works
focus only on suture needle tracking [8], [11] and manipula-
tion [7], [12], [13], but successful suture throws must avoid
thread entanglement with the tool or needle [9]; thus, thread
reconstruction is crucial for planning such entanglement-free
tool paths. Furthermore, grasping suture thread is a very
useful manipulation capability, such as in knot tying [14]
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Fig. 1. Suture thread reconstruction and grasping are key prerequisites
for autonomous suturing, but are difficult to perform due to heavy noise
and thread feature sparsity in surgical endoscopic images. We develop a
reliability-driven suture thread image-to-grasp pipeline that generates spline
reconstructions with attached confidence (where low-to-high confidence is
highlighted by the red-to-green spectrum displayed) and executes gripper
trajectories that maximize the probability of a successful grasp.

where multiple grasps throughout the length of the thread
may be required.

However, suture thread reconstruction and grasping are
difficult to perform due to challenging perceptual conditions.
Noisy, light-sensitive endoscopic images effect degradation
in depth estimates, and the characteristic pixel sparsity of
incredibly-thin suture thread further exacerbates this prob-
lem. Plus, there are no definable visual landmarks on the su-
ture thread to saliently collocate keypoints between images.
This causes challenges in the application of state-of-the-art
3D reconstruction, such as general stereo matching and deep
learning methods [15], [16], thereby resulting reconstruction
and grasping failures produce insufficient sutures that hinder
procedures or even cause further tissue damage to the patient.
Hence, it’s crucial to explicitly estimate and robustly account
for such perceptual degradation.

A. Related Works

“Deformable Linear Object” (DLO) reconstruction is well
studied in the computer vision and robotics communities,
but applications in surgical scenarios are limited. Most
works have been developed for thick ropes and cables and
utilize RGB-D cameras that are less noisy than surgical
endoscopes [17], [18], [19]. Jackson et al. and Schorp et
al. both developed suture thread reconstruction methods that
use stereo matching augmented with pixelwise ordering to
construct a 3D pointcloud, to which a NURBS spline is
fit [20], [21]. However, neither work explicitly accounts for
false pixel matches that result from perceptual degradation
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and misleading orderings. Lu et al. mitigates this with a
“sampling-based sliding pairing” (SSP) algorithm, which
injects extra nodes in a 3D graph that enable their Djikstra’s-
based reconstruction method to recover from false matches
[22]. In our previous work, we crafted a keypoint-detection
technique that more thoroughly removes noisy matches,
along with a spline-fitting optimization that produces smooth,
realistic spline reconstructions that satisfy keypoint reliability
bounds [23]. Despite its accuracy and robustness, our spline-
fitting optimization required minimizing a complex integral
objective, making it inefficient to solve.

Research in suture thread grasping is similarly scarce.
Lu et al. additionally provides an algorithm that remedies
reconstruction inaccuracy by attempting numerous grasps in
a 2D grid of points around a goal until a successful grasp is
performed [22]. Despite its high success rate, this brute-force
approach often requires incredibly long execution times.
In our previous work, we proposed utilizing our generated
reliability bounds to inform suture thread grasping policies,
but we didn’t provide such an implementation [23].

B. Contributions

In this work, we achieve state-of-the-art accuracy for
suture thread reconstruction and grasping with a reliability-
driven approach. In particular, we present the following novel
contributions:

• A full image-to-grasp pipeline that leverages reliability
information gleaned from measured observation noise
to robustify suture manipulation.

• A new optimization-based reconstruction algorithm that
iteratively solves quadratic program (QP) subproblems
to more efficiently produce a smooth spline that satisfies
reliability bounds.

• A grasping policy that utilizes reconstruction confidence
estimates to generate gripper trajectories that maximize
the probability of grasp success.

We evaluate our complete work in a lab setting by per-
forming over 400 grasping trials with the dVRK surgical
robotic system on various suture thread configurations and
realistic backgrounds. The results from our experiments
demonstrate our reconstruction accuracy and grasping robust-
ness.

II. METHODS

This section details the implementation of our image-
to-grasp pipeline, as is visualized in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3.
Additionally, an outline of our reconstruction algorithm is
shown in Algorithm 1.

A. Problem Formulation

We formulate a suture thread curve reconstruction problem
that estimates the 3D shape of the thread from stereo endo-
scopic images. We can initially use the images to measure the
positions of discrete points along the suture thread, denoted
as the observations o1, . . . , on ∈ R3. Due to perceptual
degradation, these observations are typically too noisy to
be directly used as a thread reconstruction. To account for

Algorithm 1: Iterative QP-based Spline Reconstruc-
tion

Input: Image pair Il, Ir, Preset spline parameters
m, d, {tk}m+d+1

k=1

Output: Spline reconstruction B(s), Reliability
region parameters {sj}nj=1

// Get observations
1 {oj}nj=1 ← observe(Il, Ir)
// Compute reliability regions

2 {R(oj)}nj=1 ← reliabilityRegions({oj}nj=1)
// Initialize sj values

3 s
(1)
1 ← 0

4 for j ← 2 . . . n do
5 s

(1)
j ← s

(1)
j−1 + ∥oj − oj−1∥

6 end

7 {s(1)j }nj=1 ←
{

s
(1)
j

s
(1)
n

}n

j=1

// Compute QP matrix
8 A← QPMatrix(m, d, {tk}m+d+1

k=1 )
// Find Minimum Variation Spline

9 i← 1
10 repeat

// Solve QP

11 {C(i)
j }nj=1, {f

(i)
j }nj=1 ←

constraints({s(i)j }nj=1, {R(oj)}nj=1)

12 P(i) ← solveQP (A, {C(i)
j }nj=1, {f

(i)
j }nj=1)

13 B(i)(s)← spline(P(i),m, d, {tk}m+d+1
k=1 )

// Update parameters

14 {s(i+1)
j }nj=1 ← update({s(i)j }nj=1, B

(i)(s))

15 i← i+ 1

16 until
(
B(i)

)′
(s) ≈ c;

this noise, each observation oj is assigned a local reliability
region in the camera frame, R(oj) ⊂ R3. We then want
to produce a 3D curve B(s) : R → R3, parameterized by
some s defined in the interval [0, 1], that passes through
every R(oj). B(s) can be represented as a Bezier curve, B-
spline, or some other curve object. Since a set of observations
may have multiple solution curves, we utilize a smoothing
loss L(B(s)) as a regularization technique. The resulting
formulation is as follows:

argmin
B(s)

L(B(s))

s.t. ∀oj ∃sj : B(sj) ∈ R(oj) (1)

Additionally, we formulate a grasping policy
π(B(s),R(oj)) that utilizes our reconstruction and
reliability regions to estimate reconstruction confidence and
plan a gripper trajectory that maximizes the probability of a
successful grasp.

B. Observations from Endoscopic Images

We initially segment the endoscopic images with a deep
neural network and stereo-match the segmented pixels to
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Fig. 2. Our full image-to-grasp pipeline: a) Segment the suture thread (cyan) from rectified stereo images. b) Use outlier rejection and clustering to collect
thread observations, each with an associated reliability region encoding uncertainty. c) Execute a quadratic-programming-based minimum variation spline
reconstruction algorithm to produce a smooth, realistic spline passing through all reliability regions. d) Utilize reliability regions to estimate reconstruction
confidence and plan gripper trajectories, maximizing the chance of a successful grasp.
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Fig. 3. (a) Due to observation noise, some portions of a thread reconstruc-
tion may be inaccurate, preventing direct grasping. (b) To mitigate this, we
can use estimated reconstruction confidence to initially “capture” the thread
at a reliable point and “slide” the gripper along our reconstruction to our
previously inaccurate grasping point, lightly manipulating the thread such
that it stays within the gripper jaws.

form a set of 3D points in the camera frame. For each point p
we use a peak-finding algorithm to find the two best stereo
matching candidate costs for the associated pixel, denoted
as E1(p) and E2(p) respectively. These are used for point
outlier rejection, based on the following “peak-similarity”
decision metric:

σ

(
ϵ1

(
E2(p)− E1(p)

ϵ2E1(p)− ϵ3

))
> ϵ4 (2)

where σ is the sigmoid function and ϵ1, ϵ2, ϵ3 and ϵ4 are
tuning values. The inlier points are clustered and ordered
in the pixel space. The associated cluster centroids in the
3D camera frame become our observations o1, . . . , on ∈ R3,
displayed in Fig. 2(b). This procedure is implemented in line
1 of Algorithm 1.

C. Generating Reliability Regions

We define each reliability region with a set of bounds
centered at each observation. Given accurate image seg-
mentation, we require the left image projection of R(oj)
to closely match the local segmented region around the
projection of oj . We define ϵj,u and ϵj,v as bounds in the
u and v axes of the left camera image centered on the
projection of oj , tuned such that they approximate the size
of the local segmented region. The size of R(oj) should
vary based on the reliability of the observed depth of oj . We
define a depth bound ϵj,z centered on oj,z , the z-component

of oj , based on local variations in depth with other nearby
observations:

ϵj,z = 1.5∥Lj(oj,z)− oj,z∥ (3)

where Lj is a least-squares line fitting of the depths of local
observations near oj . Note that ϵj,z tends to be wider in
regions with noisy observations, as shown in Fig. 2 (b). We
can utilize these image and depth bounds to define R(oj)
with the following constraints:

B(sj) ∈ R(oj) ⇐⇒∣∣∣ 1
Bz(sj)

KB(sj)− 1
oj,z

Koj
∣∣∣ ≤ [

ϵj,u
ϵj,v

]
∣∣Bz(sj)− oj,z

∣∣ ≤ ϵj,z (4)

where Bz(sj) is the z-component of B(sj) and K ∈ R2×3

is the left camera projection matrix. These regions are
generated in line 2 of Algorithm 1.

We split the absolute value constraint into an upper and
lower bound, which results in four inequality constraints that
are linear w.r.t. B(sj). Note that the image constraints, which
use the camera pin-hole projection model, can be converted
into a linear constraint by multiplying both sides by Bz(sj),
which is always positive, and factoring out B(sj) resulting
in the following for the upper bound:(

K −
(

1

oj,z
Koj +

[
ϵj,u
ϵj,v

])
e⊤3

)
B(sj) ≤ 0 (5)

where e3 is the 3rd standard basis of R3. A similar linear
equation is derived for the lower bound, and the depth
constraints can be trivially shown to be linear.

D. Quadratic Formulation for Minimum Variation Spline
Generation

We use the Minimum Variation Curve (MVC) objective,
developed in [24], as our regularization loss. As visualized
in Fig. 2 (c), minimizing this loss produces smooth curves
with realistic shapes. In our previous work, we demonstrated
that these curves can be used to produce accurate thread
reconstructions [23].



Minimizing the MVC loss for a 3D curve is not straight-
forward. For an arbitrary parameter s, the curvature vector
equation and MVC loss function are as follows [25], [24]:

κ(s) =
B′′(s)

∥B′(s)∥2
+

B′(s)

∥B′(s)∥4
(B′′(s) ·B′(s)) (6)

L(B(s)) =

∫ 1

0

∥κ′(s)∥2

∥B′(s)∥
ds (7)

Equation (7) is intractable to minimize, especially given its
integrand includes the derivative of (6). We mitigated this in
[23] by only minimizing this loss along the z-component of
the curve, Bz(s), but even so the result was computationally
expensive. In this section, we demonstrate how we can
drastically simplify L(B(s)) to form a quadratic objective.

1) Utilizing Constant-Speed Parameterization: Instead of
using an arbitrary parameter, we require s to be a constant-
speed parameter, i.e. ∥B′(s)∥ = c where c is some constant.
Under these conditions, the second term of (6) disappears
because B′′(s) is perpendicular to B′(s), and the remaining
term simplifies to κ(s) = c−2B′′(s). In addition, the denom-
inator in the integrand of (7) becomes a constant. Combining
these results and factoring out constants, we can rewrite (1)
as follows:

argmin
B(s)

∫ 1

0

∥B′′′(s)∥2ds

s.t. ∀oj ∃sj : B(sj) ∈ R(oj)

∥B′(s)∥ = c (8)

L(B(s)) is now significantly simpler than (7). In addition,
it can be further reduced to a quadratic problem, as follows.

2) Formulating a Quadratic Objective with Cubic B-
Splines: Cubic splines have been used to represent curves in
a wide range of applications, due to their ability to intuitively
and efficiently form complex shapes. In our case, they also
further simplify our thread reconstruction problem.

We define B(s) to be a cubic B-spline as follows [26]:

B(s) =
m∑

k=1

Bk,d(s)Pk (9)

where P1, . . . , Pm ∈ R3 are the spline control points,
B1,d(s), . . . ,Bm,d(s) are spline basis functions, defined in
[26], and d = 3 is the spline degree. The basis functions
operate on the spline knots t1, . . . , tm+d+1 ∈ [0, 1]. We
require our knots to be clamped and uniform (i.e. all knots
are evenly spaced, except the first and last knots have a
multiplicity of d+ 1).

The derivative of a spline is also a spline, defined as
follows [27]:

P ′
k =

d

tk+d+1 − tk+1
(Pk+1 − Pk) (10)

B′(s) =

m−1∑
k=1

Bk+1,d−1(s)P
′
k (11)

Where P ′
k is our notation for the k-th control point of B′(s),

not the derivative of Pk. Note that for any differentiable

spline with arbitrary degree d and m control points, its
derivative has degree d−1, m−1 control points that are linear
combinations of the original control points, and m + d − 1
knots that are similarly clamped and uniform.

Utilizing the above spline properties, we can rewrite
L(B(s)) as a quadratic objective. By recursively applying
(10) and (11), we find that B′′′(s) is a degree-0 spline; this
means that on any knot interval [t′′′k , t′′′k+1), B

′′′(s) = P ′′′
k . In

addition, the multiplicities of the first and last knots become
1, so every knot interval [t′′′k , t′′′k+1) is the same size. As a
result, we can reduce L(B(s)) as follows:∫ 1

0

∥B′′′(s)∥2ds =
m−3∑
k=1

∫ t′′′k+1

t′′′k

∥P ′′′
k ∥2ds

∝
m−3∑
k=1

∥P ′′′
k ∥2 = P′′′ ·P′′′ (12)

where P′′′ = [(P ′′′
1 )

⊤ · · ·
(
P ′′′
m−3

)⊤
]⊤ ∈ R3(m−3) is the

vectorization of the control points of B′′′(s). As shown in
line 7 of Algorithm 1, since the control points of B′′′(s) are
linear combinations of the control points of B(s) and (12) is
always non-negative we can construct a symmetric positive
semi-definite matrix A ∈ R3m×3m to rewrite (12) as:

P′′′ ·P′′′ = P⊤AP (13)

where P = [P⊤
1 · · ·P⊤

m ]⊤ ∈ R3m is the vectorization of the
control points of B(s). The exact definition of A is omitted
for brevity, but the interested reader can derive this from
(10).

Since (4) is linear w.r.t. B(sj) and (9) is linear w.r.t. the
control points, we find that the reliability-region constraints
are also linear w.r.t. the control points:

B(sj) ∈ R(oj) ⇐⇒ CjP+ fj ≤ 0 (14)

Again, the exact definitions of Cj ∈ R3×3m and fj ∈ R3

are omitted for brevity, but the interested reader can derive
these from (4), (9), and the example (5).

With (13) and (14), we can reformulate (8) as:

argmin
P

P⊤AP

s.t. ∀oj ∃sj : CjP+ fj ≤ 0

∥B′(s)∥ = c (15)

As shown, we only use the spline control points as our
decision variable, requiring all other spline parameters to
remain constant.

E. Spline Reconstruction with Iterative Quadratic Program-
ming

Although (15) has a quadratic objective, it is not straight-
forward to solve with a generic QP solver because of its
constraints. The reliability region constraints are linear for a
fixed set of sj values, but, as shown in Fig. 4, the sj values
can change based on the spline configuration. In addition, the
constant-speed parameter constraint is not just nonlinear but
in fact almost always impossible to satisfy [28]. To mitigate



Outside Reliability
Regions

Fig. 4. In this toy two-dimensional example with 3 reliability regions, we
can construct two splines, B1(s) and B2(s), that pass through all regions.
Let s1, s2, and s3 be a fixed set of parameters for which the reliability-
region constraints are met for B1(s). If we evaluate B2(s) at these same
sj values, we find that B(s2) and B(s3) lie outside the reliability regions.
Hence, sj values must change when generating different splines. We adopt
an iterative spline-fitting approach that allows the sj parameters to change
between each iteration.

these issues, we design an algorithm that iteratively produces
spline curves from quadratic subproblems, gradually approx-
imating a valid solution to (15). This is implemented from
line 9 to 16 in Algorithm 1.

For some iteration i, we define a fixed set of monotonically
increasing curve parameters s

(i)
1 . . . s

(i)
n ∈ [0, 1], where

s
(i)
1 = 0 and s

(i)
n = 1, which we use to construct a spline

curve B(i)(s) with control point vector P(i). Since the s
(i)
j

parameters are fixed within the iteration, we can directly
satisfy the reliability-region constraints as a set of fixed
linear inequalities. We temporarily ignore the constant-speed
constraint. This results in the following subproblem:

argmin
P(i)

P(i)⊤AP(i)

s.t. ∀s(i)j : C
(i)
j P(i) + f

(i)
j ≤ 0 (16)

where each C
(i)
j and f

(i)
j is generated from s

(i)
j , as defined

in (14). Problem (16) is a linearly-constrained quadratic
program (LCQP), a well studied optimization problem that
can be efficiently solved by state-of-the-art solvers [29]. As
implemented from line 11 to 13 in Algorithm 1, upon solving
(16) we obtain a candidate spline B(i)(s).

Next, we enforce an approximate constant-speed param-
eter constraint by applying the following parameter update
rule between each iteration:

s
(i+1)
j =

∫ s
(i)
j

0 ∥(B(i))′(s)∥ds∫ 1

0
∥(B(i))′(s)∥ds

(17)

The derivation for (17) is detailed in the appendix, and
it’s implemented in line 14 of Algorithm 1, following the
parameter initialization step implemented from line 3 to
7. Empirically, this algorithm converges to an approximate
minimum variation spline within roughly 5 iterations.

F. Reliability-Driven Thread Grasping

Given the achievement of a reliability-informed recon-
struction, we can design a gripper trajectory framework
that utilizes our reconstruction to enable robust grasping.
Consider the case where our grasp goal point is B(sG),

but our reconstruction is inaccurate at B(sG). If we directly
move the gripper to B(sG), as shown in Fig. 3(a), then it’s
likely that it will miss the thread. Instead, as shown in Fig.
3(b), The gripper should first “capture” the thread at a more
reliable location, keeping the jaws slightly open so that it
can “slide” along B(s) while keeping the thread enclosed and
finally grasp the thread at B(sG). Generating such a “capture,
slide, grasp” (CSG) trajectory mainly depends on selecting
the capture point B(sC), as the resulting slide waypoints can
be trivially generated afterwards by discretizing B(s). Note
that the degenerate case where B(sC) = B(sG) is equivalent
to a direct grasp.

We utilize the reconstruction reliability regions to model
the probability of a successful grasp as a function of the
capture point. We pre-discretize B(s) and designate all
discrete parameters between sC and sG as CSG trajectory
waypoints, s1 . . . sw ∈ [0, 1], where s1 = sC and sw = sG.
The probability of a successful trajectory, P(s1, . . . , sw), can
be written as follows:

P(s1, . . . , sw) = P(s1)
w∏

x=2

P(sx|sx−1) (18)

where P(s1) is the probability that capturing B(s1) is
successful and P(sx|sx−1) is the probability that the thread
stays enclosed when the gripper slides from sx−1 to sx.
Note that we assume the success of each waypoint depends
at most on its previous waypoint. P(s1) depends on the
reconstruction confidence at B(s1), which is inversely related
to the size of the nearby reliability regions. Hence, by linearly
interpolating the R(oj) regions near B(s1) we can estimate
P(s1). We estimate P(sx|sx−1) as a constant close to 1, as
the thread is unlikely to slip out of the gripper between the
evenly-spaced waypoints.

Combining these results, our grasping policy selects the
capture point that maximizes the probability of a successful
CSG trajectory, as follows:

π(B(s),R(oj)) = argmax
s1∈[0,1]

P(s1)(P(sx|sx−1))
w−1 (19)

III. EXPERIMENTS & RESULTS

We evaluate our image-to-grasp pipeline in a series of
thread grasping experiments over multiple thread configu-
rations, conducting over 400 grasping trials. We use HQ-
SAM for thread segmentation from endoscopic images [30].
This model was not finetuned, demonstrating the gener-
ality of our method across various backgrounds. We use
OpenCV and SciPy functions for stereo rectification and
spline generation [31], [32], [33], [34]. We use m = 20
control points for each spline reconstruction and run the
reconstruction algorithm for 5 iterations, using OSQP as
our quadratic programming solver and 6th order Gaussian-
Legendre quadrature to approximate the integrals in (17)
[29], [35]. We set P(sx|sx−1) = 0.99 and estimate P(s1)
by linearly interpolating the ϵj,z values of each R(oj) and
plugging the result into a gaussian, such that the capture
probability reduces as region size increases. We implement
(19) by sampling and evaluating 100 evenly spaced points



TABLE I
GRASPING SUCCESS RATE

Test Case Easy Medium Hard Singularity Occlusion TotalBackground Paper Chicken Paper Chicken Paper Chicken Paper Chicken Paper Chicken
Direct Grasping 95.2% 100% 90% 100% 90% 71.4% 71.4% 90% 100% 100% 90.5%
Robust Grasping 100% 100% 94.4% 95.2% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 80% 97.0%

Endoscopic View3rd-Person View Reconstruction

Epipolar Alignment

Z-Axis Alignment

Tool Occlusion

(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 5. We crafted 10 evaluative scenarios, consisting of 5 thread configuration types with each repeated on 2 backgrounds. The 3rd-person and endoscopic
views and reconstructions of 3 particular scenarios are displayed here: (a) the Medium configuration with chicken background which tests for moderate
thread alignment with epipolar lines, (b) the Singularity configuration with surgical paper background which tests for thread alignment with the endoscope’s
z-axis, and (c) the Occlusion scenario with chicken background which tests for tool occlusion. Our image-to-grasp pipeline not only produces accurate
reconstructions but also correctly estimates reconstruction confidence based on each perceptual degradation case.

along B(s), which are reused when selecting slide trajectory
waypoints. We define our gripper coordinate frame similarly
to [22], requiring waypoint poses to align the jaw’s rotational
axis with the curve tangent, B′(s).

We conducted experiments with the da Vinci Research
Kit (dVRK) surgical robotic system, collecting stereo im-
ages from the Endoscopic Camera Manipulator (ECM) and
grasping with the Patient Side Manipulator (PSM) equipped
with a Large Needle Driver (LND). We used the particle
filter implemented in [36] for PSM tool-tip tracking.

A. Experiment Setup

We crafted 5 thread configurations: Easy, Medium, Hard,
Singularity, and Occlusion. Stereo matching is generally
more difficult in regions where the thread is aligned with
or frequently intersects with an epipolar line of the stereo
camera, as shown in Fig. 5(a) [23]. The first three thread
configurations are organized in increasing difficulty, such
that the Hard configuration has significantly more epipolar
alignment than the Easy configuration. The Singularity con-
figuration includes a large section of thread that is aligned
with the camera’s z-axis, such that it is only visible in a
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Reconstruction Failure Case Method 1 (Direct Grasp) Method 2 (Capture, Slide, Grasp)

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Fig. 6. (a) In the experiment scenario with a Hard configuration on a chicken background, our reconstruction was inaccurate in a large portion of the
thread due to heavy epipolar alignment. (b) Attempting direct grasps (Method 1) in this portion failed. However, our robust grasping policy (Method 2)
was able to (c) “capture” the thread at a reliable location and (d) execute a “slide” trajectory to successfully grasp points in the inaccurate region, keeping
the thread within the gripper jaw throughout its motion.

small block of pixels in each image as shown in Fig. 5(b).
Lastly, in the Occlusion configuration we used the PSM tool
to occlude a large portion in the middle of the thread during
reconstruction, shown in Fig, 5(c). Each configuration was
replicated on 2 backgrounds, a printed surgical scene on
paper and a real chicken tissue, resulting in 10 total scenarios.

For each scenario, we conducted grasping trials along
the entire length of the visible thread. Each thread was
discretized into approximately 20 evenly-spaced grasping
points. These grasping points were used to evaluate 2
grasping strategies: direct grasping and robust CSG trajec-
tory grasping. For each strategy, we attempted to grasp all
grasping points, recording successes and failures. Over all
scenarios, we perform approximately 200 grasping trials for
each grasping strategy, resulting in over 400 total data points.

B. Grasping Results
Our results are detailed in Table I, with specific reconstruc-

tion and grasping examples displayed in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6.
Direct grasping achieves an overall 90.5% success rate. Since
direct grasping solely relies on the reconstruction, these
results suggest our reconstruction by itself tends to be highly
accurate. However, in a couple cases, such as the Hard-
Chicken configuration, extreme reconstruction inaccuracies
caused clustered grasping failures, as displayed in Fig. 6(a,
b). Grasping with CSG trajectories achieves a higher overall
success rate of 97.0%. This demonstrates that estimating and
leveraging reliability information drastically improves suture
thread grasping, especially in the previously discussed case
where large portions of the reconstruction are inaccurate
as shown in Fig. 6 (c, d). The most robust grasp failures
occurred in the Occlusion-Chicken scenario when the gripper
failed to securely capture the thread. Additionally, robust
grasps executed in 8.0 seconds on average.

IV. CONCLUSION
We present a reliability-driven suture thread image-to-

grasp pipeline. We develop a new thread reconstruction al-
gorithm, utilizing QP subproblems to iteratively approximate
a minimum variation spline subject to reliability bounds.
We then design a “capture, slide, grasp” framework with a
policy that uses reconstruction confidence to maximize grasp
probability. Both components were demonstrated to have
state-of-the-art accuracy through over 400 grasping trials.

Our image-to-grasp pipeline can be further improved
when combined with previous works. Lu et al. introduces
a “transverse” action where the gripper attempts to grasp
and move the thread, using a SIMI vector similarity metric
to evaluate whether or not the thread successfully moves
[22]. This enables the robot to detect and retry failed grasps
until they succeed, even when reconstruction error exceeds
10 mm. This can be appended to our pipeline to further
robustify grasping. Additionally, Jackson et al. and Schorp
et al. both present methods for tracking suture thread over
multiple frames with splines [20], [21]. Our reconstruction
confidence estimation can augment their tracking pipelines
with probabilistic information, enabling more sophisticated
frame update steps.

The major drawback of our work is its current inability to
handle self-intersecting thread configurations. However, this
can be solved by relatively minor edits to our image-to-grasp
pipeline, particularly the process of ordering observations,
utilizing methods from other DLO reconstruction works [37].

Our method opens the door for developing suture thread
manipulation techniques necessary for autonomous sutur-
ing. Future work includes using our reconstruction to plan
entanglement-free gripper paths during needle manipulation.
In addition, our full image-to-grasp pipeline can be integrated
with current suture knot-tying approaches for increased gen-
erality. Hence, our work can have significant impacts for
advancing autonomous suturing procedures.

V. APPENDIX

By the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and the limit
definition of the derivative, we rewrite the constant-speed
constraint, ∥B′(s)∥ = c, as follows:

c = lim
δ→0

∫ s+δ

s
∥B′(u)∥du
δ

(20)

Instead of constraining the instantaneous speed for all s,
we constrain the average speed evaluated between each
consecutive sj parameter:

c =

∫ sj+∆sj
sj

∥B′(s)∥ds
∆sj

(21)

where ∆sj = sj+1 − sj .



Next, we perform 3 manipulations: we rewrite c as the
average velocity of the entire curve, switch c and ∆sj in
(21), and cumulatively sum each instance of (21):

j−1∑
l=1

∆sl =

j−1∑
l=1

∫ sl+∆sl
sl

∥B′(s)∥ds∫ 1

0
∥B′(s)∥ds

(22)

Given that s1 = 0, we simplify (22) as follows:

sj =

∫ sj
0
∥B′(s)∥ds∫ 1

0
∥B′(s)∥ds

(23)

This iteration-agnostic constraint is translated into the iter-
ative update rule in Equation (17). In addition, note that to
initialize s

(1)
1 . . . s

(1)
n we linearly interpolate our observations

and similarly constrain the average speed between them, as
implemented from line 3 to 7 in Algorithm 1.
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